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Mr. SPRINGER. The State laws regulate this. It ought to 
be left to the States. 

The question being taken on the amendment to the amendment 
proposed by Mr. BRYAN, the committee divided; and there were— 
ayes 34, noes 134. 

So the amendment to the amendment was rejected. 

Mr. STOCKDALE. I wish to offer an amendment to the pend- 
ing amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Strike out on page 8 the word “ one-eighth ” and insert “‘ one-half.” 

Mr. SPRINGER. That would be the law as it is now. 

The amendment was rejected. 

Mr. STONE of Kentucky. I offer an amendment to the amend- 
ment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Add the following proviso: “And provided further, That the national banks 
shall have no power to contract the circulation.” 


Mr. STONE of Kentucky. Now, Mr. Chairman, we are told by 
entlemen here on the floor that the national banks at the present 
y have a capital stock on which they can take out money to the 
amount of over $600,000,000, and that they have now only $208,- 
000,000 out. Now, we put a provision in this bill by which they 
may take the money out of the Treasury tothe full amount of the 
face value of the bonds deposited with the Treasury. If they get 
this additional amount it is to the interest of the people of the 
country that they shall not be allowed to contract the currency 
at will. What the people are suffering from to-day is a scarcity 
of currency. 
Mr. SPRINGER. Under that amendment a bank could not 
even retire from business. 
The question was taken; and on a division, demanded by Mr. 
SroneE of Kentucky, there were—ayes 14, noes 133. 
So the amendment was rejected. 
Mr. TATE. I offer the amendment which I send to the desk. 
The amendment was read, as follows: 
In line 2 of the amendment offered by Mr. HAUGEN, strike out ‘‘twenty” 


and insert *‘ten;”’ so as to make the clauce read: “any bankjwith a capital of 
not less than $10,000,” etc. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair thinks this amendment is not in 
order. 

The question being taken on the amendment of Mr. HauGEN, 
it was agreed to. : ; 

Mr. SPRINGER. The next committee amendment is to strike 
out section 4. 

The section proposed to be struck out was read, as follows: 

Src. 4. That hereafter no national-bank notes of a less denomination than $10 
shall be issued, and as rapidly as such notes of denominations less than $10 shall 
be received into the Treasury, otherwise than for redemption and retirement, 
they shall be canceled, and an equal amount of notes of like character, but in 
denominations of $10 and multiples thereof, shall be issued in their places. 
All silver certificates now outstanding, in denominations larger than $10, shall, 
when received into the Treasury of the United States, be retired and can- 


celed, and silver certificates in denominations less than $10 shall be issued in 
their stead. 


The CHAIRMAN. If there be no objection, the amendment 
will be considered as a to. 
Mr. HOPKINS of Illinois. I object. I desire to ask my col- 


loge Td oe —: 

r. SPRINGER. r. Chairman, while this amendment is re- 
ported from the Committee on Banking and Currency, I am op- 
posed to it, and hope that it will be voted down. 

Mr. COOMBS. . Chairman, I sincerely hope that the amend- 
ment as adopted py the Committee on Banking and Currency, 
whereby the provision of the original bill is changed in the matter 
of the limit of national-bank notes is fixed at $10as the lowest and 
silver certificates of $5 as the highest, will not prevail. It was rec- 
ommended in the recent message of the President, and has met 
the approval of the cy —, 

With the retirement of the greenbacks and Treasury notes, 


which we hope to accomplish ar the provisions of this bill when | 
pass away one of the chief perils | 


it shall have m amended, wi 
to our gold reserve, leaving only the silver notes to be provided 
for by Government. Thelimitations mores for give those notes 
a useful omer in our currency and make them less available to be 
used in the payment of duties = imports. Certainly those of 
you who are favorable to silver should favor this provision. It is 
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discounts 1 per cent you will reduce the rate of interest on mort- 
gages 1 per cent, for the rates of interest on mortgages always 
follow the rates of loans and discounts. By striking out this sec- 
tion you will cut off more than a third of the circulation of the 
banks and make interest higher. Therefore,if you want to make 
money more expensive to the people, vote to strike this section 
out; but if you want to make it cheaper, let it stand; and let any 
five men in the country that can combine together and who have 

25,000 (as provided by the amendment you have just put in) is- 
sue all the money they can under the law, but make it good 
money, and compel them to keep a gold and silver cash reserve to 
make it good. If you vote to strike out this section, you vote not 
for cheap money, but for dear money. 

Mr. WARNER. Mr. Chairman, I call the attention of my col- 
league from New York [Mr. Coomss] to the fact that we have 
already adopted an amendment by which the retirement of the 
United States legal-tender notes is limited by the increase in cir- 
culation of the national banks. If by refusing to adopt the 
amendment which is now pending we curtai’ the circulation of 
the national banks by not permitting them to issue smal! bills, 
the result may be that their circulation, instead of increasing, 
will be decreased during the next few years—— 

Mr. WALKER. One-third. 

Mr. WARNER. Therefore if this amendment is not adopted 
after we have adopted the other one, the result might be to pre- 
vent for years to come the retiring of the United States legal-ten- 
der notes. 

Mr. BROSIUS. Mr. Chairman, I hope the amendment of the 
committee will prevail. The national-bank notes of the denomi- 
nation of $1 now out are $355,653. The national-bank notes of 
the denomination of $2 are $173,182. The national-bank notes of 
= a of $5 are $62,300,656. Making a total of $62,- 

A491. 

Now, it appears that about $63,000,000 of the national-bank 
notes are under the denomination of $10, and if this amendment 
does not prevail, and this section is not stricken out, it will result 
in taking from the national banks $63,000,000 of the money that 
serves the convenience of the people and the profit of the banks, 
and Iam not aware of any demand coming from the national 
banks or from anybody else for such a measure. I hope, there- 
fore, that the action of the committee in this matter will be sus- 
tained by the House. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Mr. Chairman, in this bill for 
the perpetuation of old errors instead of their confession there was 
but one clause that looked to the widening of the basis of the 
money of this country, there was but one clause that looks to the 
wider recognition of silver as money, and it is now proposed that 
that clause shall be stricken out. 

Mr. SIMPSON. Mr. Chairman, some time ago, in the sundry 
civil appropriation bill, I think, at the request of the Secretary of 
the Treasury, we omitted a proviso in regard to engraving and 
printing which compelled him to reissue notes that were reprinted 
in the same denominations as before, and gave him the liberty to 
change them into larger denominations. 

It was claimed that under this provision of law the silver cer- 
tificates of larger denominations would be converted into certifi- 
cates of small denominations, and instead of being used in the 
great cities would go out into the country districts. But itseems 
by that provision of law we were simply making room for these 
national-bank notes of small denominations instead of the silver 
certificates. 

Mr. HALL of Missouri. Mr. Chairman, I rise to a parliamen- 
tary inquiry. What motion is now pending? 

The CHAIRMAN. A motion to strike out section 4. 

Mr. HALL of Missouri. That wasstricken out in our committee. 

The CHAIRMAN. The committee could not strike it out, but 
could only recommend that it be stricken out by the House. 

Mr. HALL of Missouri. Then the question is now whether 
that section shall be stricken out? 

The CHAIRMAN. The committee having recommended this 


| amendment, to strike out the fourth section, the question is on 
| agreeing to the amendment. 


Mr. HARTMAN. Isthis amendment subject to amendment? 
The CHAIRMAN. A motion to strike out and insert would be 


true that we put it in the power of the Secretary of the Treasury | jn order. 


to do this in our amendment tothe sundry civil appropriation bill. | 


but that has not yet become alaw. I therefore ask you to vote 
against the counislianenh and to restore the clause to the bill. 

Mr. WALKER, Mr. Chairman, if we strike out this section to 
compel national banks to retire all notes under $10, we shall take 
away from the national banks more than one-third of their circu- 
lation. Cheap money to the people depends upon its being issued 
without the use of United States bondsand upon its being issued by 
the banks and issued without cost. The more banks you have 
competing to issue paper money and the cheaper you make the is- 
suing of it, the cheaper the people will get their sy in rates 
of interest. If youcan reduce the rate of interest on loans and 
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Mr. HARTMAN. I make that motion. I move to strike out 
the fourth section and insert in lieu thereof the provision which 
I send to the desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Sec. 4. That from and after the passage of this act all holders of silver bul- 
lion to the amount of $100 or more, of standard weight and fineness, shall be 
entitled to have the same coined at the mint of the United States into silver 
dollars of the weight and fineness provided for in the second section of tis act. 

: t the silver dollar provided for in this act shall consist of 4124 grains of 
standard silver; said dollars to be a legal tender for all debts, dues, and de- 
mands, both public and private. 

That the holder of the silver dollars herein provided for shall be entitled to 
Sopeat the same and to receive silver certificates in the manner now pro 
vided by law for the standard silver dollars. 
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That from and after the Ist day of July, 1895, one-half of all import duties shall 
he paid in gold and one-half thereof in silver: Provided, That all duties on all 
Imports hereafter brought into the United States from countries whose gov- 
ernments refuse to open their mints to the free coinage of gold and silver 
without discrimination against either shall be double the duty on like articles 
coming from countries that coin gold and silver freely. 


Mr. SPRINGER. I make a point of order on that amendment. 
In the first place it is not germane to the bill, and, in the second 
place, it is not germane to the pending section. 

Mr. HARTMAN. I hope the gentleman will reserve his point 
of order for a few moments that I may be heard on this proposi- 
tion. 

Mr. SPRINGER. The gentleman from Montana [Mr. Hart- 
MAN] desires to be heard briefly, and I reserve the point of order. 

Mr. HARTMAN. Mr. Chairman, there are some new features 
contained in the amendment which I have sent to the Clerk’s 
desk. I ask especial attention to the feature contained in the last 
provision of the amendment. The proposition is that hereafter 
all import duties shall be paid in the proportions of 50 per cent 
of gold and 50 per cent of silver. By a provision of this kind 
gentlemen here who believe in the free coinage of silver with the 
aid of other nations have an opportunity to force other nations to 
adopt this principle. The amendment proposes that all articles 
imported into this country from any nation whose government 
refuses to open its mints to the free coinage of silver shall pay 
100 per cent more duty than that imposed on similar importa- 
tions from countries that coin silver freely. 

I repeat that this amendment affords an opportunity to gentle- 
men who have been declaring themselves in favor of the free 
coinage of silver, provided they could secure the concurrence and 
assistance of other nations, to force those nations to cooperate in 
this policy. If we should put into our legislation such a provision 
as this how long do gentlemen believe it would be before Great 
Britain would be at our feet on this question? She can not afford 
to give up the great market which the United States furnishes her 
for the British goods which we import. Rather than pay this ad- 
ditional duty of 100 per cent as es with nations which 
authorize the free coinage of silver she will be willing to throw 
open her mints to the free and unlimited coinage of silver. 

One word further before I take my seat. Ido not pretend on 
this question to be a sage; yet I do think that I certainly can not 
be a much greater failure as a prophet than gentlemen who have 
come here and assumed to know all about this question. Wehave 
been told here, for instance, by gentlemen from New York, who 
claim to be national bankers and to know all about these ques- 
tions, that just so soon as we should repeal the purchasing clause 
of the Sherman law we were going to have prosperity. The gen- 
tleman from New York [Mr. HENDRIX] was one of those prophets. 
I ask him why that prosperity did not come. 

Furthermore, the same men who told us that prosperity would 
come from that step told us we would have prosperity from the 
enactment of the Wilson tariff bill. And prosperity has not come 
from that source yet. Certainly by undertaking, as this amend- 
ment proposes, to compel England, Germany, and the other gold 
standard nations to come upon a free-coimage basis we can not 
make any greater mistake than gentlemen who have dragged us 
into the condition in which we now find ourselves. 

I append to my remarks a very brief address from industrial 
organizations representing 3,000,000 people. 

To the members of organized labor and all other producers and toilers throwgh- 
out the United States: 


In view of the general distress now prevailing throughout our country, 
which has existed for so many years, and which will continue until remedial 
legislaton is enacted, and all this occurring, too, ata time when our granarics 
are full to repletion, and when, in the natural order of things, our pro- 
ducers and toilers should be enjoying to the full the fruit of their hard and 
conscientious labors, it seems to us that the time has come for united action 
on the part of those who create the wealth of the sr 

The respective demands and platforms of principles of our several organi- 
zations set forth our opinions as to the causes that have brought about this 
condition of things. Inasmuch as the leading representatives friends of all 
our ee have placed one of the causes of the tribulations of our be- 
loved Republic to the de ure of our Government from the wise bimetallic 
financial ost of W: , Jefferson, and Hamilton,and the substitution 
therefor of the present monometallic policy recommended by European 
money owners and advocated by their American allies, we, the und ed 
officers of industrial, agricultural, and commercial organizations, 
thought it best, at this time, to submit for your careful considera- 
tion a synopsis of the D ting the precious metals enacted in 
this country since the foundation of this Government, that you may judge 
for yourselves as to what portion of such legislation was enacted in the inter- 
est of the producing and what in the interest of the nonproducing classes, 
and as to whether or not the shrewd manipulators of our finances foresaw 
that the result of their work would be to largely help in the subjugation of 


the ple. 

Whatever the object, certain it is that before the demonetization of silver 
and the enactment of other financial legislation, which our or; tions con- 
demn, 3,500 bushels of wheat or magne hme mer of cotton was annual pay 
for our and Senators, while to-day 10,000 bushels of wheat or 100,- 
000 pounds of cotton barely suffice; before demonetization 35,000 bushels of 
wheat or 350,000 pounds of cotton per year would have paid the salary of the 
President; to-day be receives the equivalent of 100,000 bushels of wheat or 
1 ae oe among cotton; and in like proportion is it with all other fixed sala- 


es 
Was such legislation just? Was it honest? Doesit not necessarily follow 
that the demoralization of the food. sections of the country, 

failure > reasonable prices for their products, causes the manufac- 
turing ons to accumulate excessive stocks, arfd in consequence of a poor 
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market hundreds of thousands of operatives are necessarily thrown out of 
employment, thus robbing them of the power, even at the low prices, to pur- 
chase the necessaries of life? 

ain, is it not obvious to everyone that the striking down of one-half of the 
world’s volume of money makes the remaining half a comparatively easy mat- 
ter for capitalists to control and manipulate, and the toilers, to obtain money 
for the purchase of their food supplies, are placed entirely at the mercy of the 
foreign and American money sharks, who, by contracting the currency, can 
force a panic or famine in money at their supreme will? 

Wouk ew A be guilty of such a crime? e only say in reply, look at our 
pee helpless condition. Does it not seem to you, in the Lait of the facts 

ere given, that where in the midst of plenty there is widespread suffering 
and unhappiness there is considerable meat in the refrain from Wall street: 

He i on, ye toilers, dig; the legislative button that we press will do the 
rest.” 

PRECIOUS-METAL LEGISLATION. 

The first coinage law enacted under the Constitution as recommended by 
Hamilton, concurred in by Jefferson, and approved by Washington, provided 
for the free and unlimited coinage of both gold and silver; the silver dollar 
containing 371} grains of pure metal. 

In 1837 the mint laws were revised and a standard for both gold and silver 
was made nine-tenths fine—that is, nine-tenths pure metai and one part alloy; 
the number of pure silver grains to the dollar remaining unaltered, viz, 371} 

rains. 

. This law established our present ratio of 16 to 1. 

In August, 1865, the public debt which grew out of the war reached its high- 
est point, the debt, less cash in the Treasury, being $2,756,431,000. This debt 
was not poral in gold. No bonds or other governmental obligations were 
ever made specifically payable in gold. The interest on the bonds was made 
— in coin, the greater portion of the principal of the original bonds in 

wful money and of the refunding bonds in coin—not gold coin, but coin of 
either gold or silver. 

In 1869 the principal of the bonded debt was also made pazette in coin. 

Tn 1870 the standard of coin was by the refunding act nominated in the 
bond; that is to say, all of the obligations of the United States were then de- 
clared payable in either gold or silver, of the present ratio, at the option, not 
of the bondholders, but of the people of the United States. 

Ali of the acts passed since the close of the civil war, it will be observed 
ware in the interest of the bondholders and against that of the producers and 

oilers. 

But it remained for the year 1873 to witness the crowning blow of all. In 
that year an innocent-appearing bill entitled ‘An act revising the laws rela- 
tive to the Mint, assay offices, and coinage of the United States” was success- 
fully omagines through Congress. 

. tay bill purposely omitted from the list of coins to be minted the silver 
ollar. 

By that clandestine act, of which the cous and the posite representatives 
were ignorant, and the subsequent act of 1874, adopting the Revised Statutes, 
silver was demonetized and the world’s volume of ultimate redemption money 
was reduced from about seven billions to three and one-half billions. 

In 1878, after the discovery of the crime of 1873, Congress passed what is 
known as the “ Bland bill.*’ This bill was vetoed by President Hayes (John 
Sherman being Secretary of Treasury), and Congress passed the bill over 
the veto. The act added to our volume of money over 870,000,000 standard 
silver dollars. 

In 1890 what is known asthe “Sherman Act” was passed as a substitute for 
the “Bland Act” of 1878. This law further increased our volume of money 
over $150,000,000, 

Under the Bland and Sherman laws over ,000,000, or about $9 per capita, 
were added to our volume of money. As all re! men are agreed that 
the present distress is due to a scarcity of money, we must leave it to the 
———— as to what would now be our condition if the gold-standard men 
pee their way, and our present insufficient volume of money was $500,- 

ess. 

The Sherman bill was adding over $50,000,000 a year to the money of the 
country, when in 1893 its repeal was imperiously demanded by European 
financiers through their American allies, and although the people’s repreeent- 
atives made one of the grandest efforts ever witnessed in behalf of the pro- 
ducers and toilers of our country, yet the power of the financial institutions 
of Euro . = so great that our people were compelled to submit to tem- 
porary defeat. 

Now the question is, what do the tens of millions of victims in this country 
to the diabolical gold standard policy of Lombard _ and Wall streets propose 
doing about it? Submit to subjugation or demand in no uncertain tones the 
immediate restoration of silver as standard money? No, they will no pamger 
submit to such injustice! And, therefore, we earnestly recommend the 
adoption of the following resolution: 

“We demand of the present Con: the immediate return to the mone 
of the Constitution as established by our fathers by restoring the free an 
unlimited coinage of both gold and silver at the present ratio of 16 to 1, the 
coins of both metais to be equally full legal tender for all debts, public and 
private, as before the frauduient demonetization of silver in 1873. 


*“We also condemn the increase of the national debt in time of peace, and 


the use of interest-bearing bonds at any time.” 
J. R. SOVEREIGN, 
G. M. W. K. of L. 
JNO, W. HAYES, 
Genl. Secy. Treas. Knights of Labor. 
By authority and on behalf of the American Federation of “Gabor I hereby 
Lowe. 


indorse the a 
SAM’L GOMPERS, 
President American Federation of Labor. 
JOHN McBRIDE, 
President United Mine Workers of America. 
In indorsing this resolution I do so believing it to be clearly in the direct 
interest of wage earners. 
F. W. ARNOLD, 


Grand Secretary and Treasurer Brotherhood of Locomotive Firemen. 
5 ION BUTLER, 
President National Farmers’ Alliance and Industrial Union. 
P. J. MeGUIRE, 

General Secretary United Brotherhood 
of Carpenters and Joiners of America, 

HENRY H. TRENOR, 
General President United Brotherhood saa — ae of America, 


Grand Chief Engineer Brotherhood of Locomotive Engineers. 
Every day’s delay to remonetize silver subjects those in autherity to the 
charge of being in a the conspirators who committed the crime 
of demonetizing silver in 1873. 
©. A. ROBINSON, 


President Farmers’ Mutual Be Association. 
FRANK P. GENT, 
Grand Master Brotherhood of Locomotive Firemen. 


[Here the hammer fell. } 
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The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Illinois makes a point 


of order on thisamendment. He will state his point. 

Mr. SPRINGER. The amendment is not germane to the bill 
or to the amendment. This section is a proposition simply in re- 
gard to changing the denominations of the national-bank notes 
and the silver certificates. 

Mr. HARTMAN. May I be heard on the point of order for a 
moment? In view of the great disorder that seems to prevail at 
present in the business affairs of the Government, I submit that 
the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Springer] had better waive his 
point of order. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I can not. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair thinks the point of order is well 
taken. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I ask for a division of the question on the 
motion to strike out. The section is divisible; and I ask that the 
question be taken first on striking out the first seven lines—— 

Mr. WALKER. I hope the gentleman will not oppose his own 
bill, and get on still another side of this question. 

Mr.SPRINGER. Did the gentleman hear whatIsaid? Iasked 
for a division of the question, so that we might first vote on strik- 
ing out the first seven lines of the section down to the word 
“places.” 

Mr.WALKER. Iunderstand the gentleman wants this stricken 
out, but is advising people not to vote with him. I hope he will 
not embarrass the bill. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman has the right to demand a 
division of the question. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE. Mr. Chairman, in the testimony of the 
Seeretary of the Treasury before the Committee on Appropria- 
tions on January 21, 1895, we were told that there are about 
$750,000,000 in the hands of the people in the shape of notesof $20 
and less im denomination and silver dollars and fractions! coin. 
By coining the $180,000,000 in coimage value of silver in the Treas- 
ury we would have about $600,000,000 in round numbers in sil- 
ver and silver certificates, or $150,000,000 less than the amount 
of change the people need in their ordimary business. Therefore, 
it seems to me, that we ought not to strike the provision out 
of the bill, because we can make the silver bullion of this value 
and a present asset to the Government now, when we need reve- 
nue, by the coining of four or five millions of dollars a month, and 
thereby substitute small silver certificates for national-bank notes, 
Treas notes, and legal-tender notes, and have all our silver in 
circulation, at the same time putting us in a better condition 
about other matters. 

Té seems to me that all that is necessary in the present condi- 
tion of affairs is to give to the State banks the right to issue cur- 
rency by which there will be a local supply to meet the local de- 
mand, and give to the Secretary of the Treasury power to tide 
over the deficiency in the revenues by issuimg certificates of in- 
debtedness, and giving to silver the entire field of the small notes 
required by the people in the daily transaction of their business. 
If that is done, this will answer all present demands and will ren- 
der no further legislation necessary. 

Without criticising anyone and anxious to aid in enacting neces- 
sary legislation, I repeat that the present condition can be met, in 
my judgment, by the amendment I hope to have opportunity to 
offer, by which the Seeretary of the Treasury, at his discretion 
and according to the necessities of the Treasury, czn use (1) the 
silver bullion now lying idle in the Treasury and (2) such bonds 
as he has now the power to issue, or short bonds redeemable at 
the option of the Government as soon as the surplus is abundantly 
sufficient. And the currency question will not be of danger if 
our revenues are ample, the power granted the Government suffi- 
cient, the quantity of small notes equal to the ordinary demands 
of the daily business of the people, and regulated in part by the 
law of demand and supply in each community. . 


All other questions can await future legislation, when there is |. 


more time to consider what further ought to be done. 
The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the motion to strike out 
the sectiom. The Clerk will read the first part of the section. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


Suc. 4. That hereafter no nattonal-bank notes of a less denomination than 
10 shall be issued, and as rapidly as such notes of denominations less than 
10 shall be received into the Treasury, otherwise than for redemption and 
retirement, they shall be canceled, and an equal amount of notes of like char- 
acter, but in denominations of $10 and multiples thereof, shall be issued in 


their places. 
The motion to strike out was rejected. 
The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will now report the remaining 


clause of the section which it is proposed to strike out. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


All silver certificates now outstanding, in denominations larger than 
when received into the Treasury of the United States, be retired 


ind 
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eanceled, and silver certificates in denominations less than $10 siall be issued 
in their stead. 

The motion to strike out was rejected. 

The CHAIRMAN. The next amendment isto strike out section 
5, which the Clerk will report. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Szae. & That from and after the Ist day of July, 1995, all duties on imports 
shali be paid in gold coin only, and all taxes, debts, and demands, other than 
duties on imports accruing or becoming due to the United States shall be 
paid in gold and silver coim, Treasury notes, United States notes, silver ecer- 
tificates, or notes of national banks. 

[Mr. STOCKDALE addressed the committee. 


Mr. STOCKDALE. 
[Mr. SyoperRass]}. 
Mr. SNODGRASS. Mr. Chairman, in approaching the discus- 


See Appendix. ] 


I yield to the gentleman from Tennessee 


sion of this question, fraught as it is with so many possibilities of 
danger, with so much injustice, with so much continued depres- 
sion and misery of the people, I do so with a renewed sense of my 
responsibilities as a Representative. The passage of this measure 


would be but the culmination of the fight that began thirty years 
ago on the part of the few (the consolidated money classes) against 
the great debt-paying classes. The question now is, shall the 
dominant party on this floor, to which I belong, which has hereto- 
fore always been the friend of the many against the few, which 
has always been the implacable enemy of monopolies and concen- 
tration of power, turn its back upon all the principles of the Dem- 
ocratic party and embrace Federalism, and aid in the passage of 
this most obnoxious and dangerous measure? But it is said 
is the plan the Administration offers for relief, and therefore 
all Democrats should give it their support. I regret that the Ad- 
ministration, which was supposed to be Democratic, did not sub- 
mit something on Democratic lines to which I could have given 
my support and cooperation. 

But, r. Chairman, if this Administration had presented us 
with a measure of relief which had in any sense complied with 
the platform declarations of our party upon which the President 
was elected, there is no true Democrat who would not have given 
it his hearty support. Upon the financial question the Demo- 
cratic convention said: 

I will ask the Clerk to read it. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


GOLD AND SILVER. 

Sxc. 7. We denounce the Republican legislation known as the Sherman 
Act of 1890 as a cowardly makeshift fraught with possibilities of danger in 
the future which shall make all of its supporters, as well as its author, anx 
ious for its speedy repeal. We hold to the use of both gold and silver as th« 
standard money of the country, and to the coinage of both gold and silver 
without discriminating against either metal or charge for mintage, but th: 
dollar unit of coinage of both metals must be of equal intrinsic and exchange 
able . or be ad ed through international agreement cr by such safe- 
guards of papleties as shall insure the maintenanee of the parity of the two 
metals and the equal power of every dollar at all times in the markets anil 
inthe payment of debts; and we demand that all paper currency shall be 
kept at par with and redeemable in such coin. We insist upon this policy as 
especially necessary for the protection of the farmers and laboring classes, 
the first and most. defenseless victims of unstable money and a fluctuating 
currency. 

_ SEc. 8. We recommend that the prohibitory 10 per cent tax on State-ban! 
issues be repealed. 

Mr. SNODGRASS. Mr. Chairman, this declared for the use 
of both gold and silver as the standard money of the country, 
and the coinage of both without discriminating against either 
metal or charge for mintage. [It also declared in favor of the re- 
peal of the Sherman law, and not for the simple repeal of the 
‘purchasing clause,” leaving all the other part of the law in full 
force and effect. It also recommended that the prohibitory 10 
per cent tax on State-bank issues be repealed. 

The President has never recommended the passage of any law 
along these lines for the relief of our embarrassed condition; if 
he had, no man would have done more, according to his ability, 
than I to have aided in this act of observing our promises and 
obligations to the le. 

Inlieu of this, the President sendsa message to Congress to destroy 
bimetallism and to force the country to gold monometallism. Upon 
the recommendation of this message, which is in violent opposition 
to both the spirit and letter of the Demoeratic platform, and which 
I characterize as an actof bad faith with the people, the Committee 
on Banking and Currency (or a majority of it) has reported the bill 
that is now before this House for consideration. What is this 
proposition? It isone in the interest of the consolidated money 
power and against the people. It is one to put this country per- 
manentily on a gold basis, and to make the gold dollar the unit of 
value, and to prevent silver from ever becoming one of the moneys 
of ultimate redemption in the United States, and to issue bonds to 
the amount of $500,000,000, payable, principal and interest, in gol, 
and in this way perpetuate our national debt and thé national 
banking system, and to make two-thirds of all of our money, money 
and notes of credit. : 

It is another shameful makeshift for real relief. The substitute 
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like the prolonged distress and disorganization of society that must inevi- 
tabiy result from the permanent annihilation of the metallic money in the 
world. 


It may seem strange that so soon after this serious declaration 


he becomes one of the chief advocates of the permanent annihi- 
lation of the metallic money of the world. The public may be 
curious to know what new light has broken in on his vision that 
has wrought this marvelous change on so important a subject. 

There are many agencies at work to effect this deplorable 
end. The Administration, the lobby, the subsidized press, the 
boards of trade, the bankers, and the creditors of the Government 
all have thrown themselves into the fight for this unholy purpose. 
Who and how many will withstand the pressure of this most 
powerful combination, and stand 7 the toiling millions who are 
at home, with no lobby or powerful influence to aid their cause? 
May I not hope that in the near future I shall see a Joshua come 
forth to lead the oppressed and degraded people to victory against 
this power of usurpation and oppression. [Applause. | 

So far as I am concerned, I am not here to worship men, but I 
am here intending to stand and make the best fight that I can for 
principle and the inalienable rights of man. Others may yield 
convictions and principles for expediency’s sake, or may be driven 
by what they conceive to be public clamor to commit this crime 
against the people, this wrong against free institutions. [Ap- 

lause. 
5 So ‘ad as I am concerned, ‘‘none of these things shall move me.” 
I shall still continue to act upon Democratic principles and vote 
against these monstrous measures. [Applause. | 

The passage of this bill will be the continuation of Republican 
methods and Republican policies. It is Senator SHERMAN’s plan, 
which has been condemned by the Democratic press and on the 
rostrum by Democratic orators for the last thirty years. Shall we 
take to our bosom the Republican crimes of which we have so 
bitterly complained? 

For one, I will not do it, even to please a Mugwump Adminis- 
tration, or satisfy what some think oe opinion. 

I said in my speech when the bill to repeal the ‘‘ purchasing 
clause” of the Sherman law was pending what I now ask the 
Clerk to read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


I favor the taking up of every question that affects the poo and dispos- 
ing of it, and we can no more give relief to them by piecemeal than the good 
doctor can give relief to his patient who has divers afflictions by the cure of 
one of them, and I am in favor of staying here until the needed relief is 
brought about if it takes until my term of office expires. We have promised 
the people relief, and our promises were not made to be broken. e people 
of this country have suffered for thirty years from broken promises and de- 
ception, and now that the Democratic party, which has always been regarded 
as the per’ of the people, has come into power, each and every promise that 
we made should be scrupulously complied with, and this we will not do if we 
bm for the unconditional repeal of the purchasing clause of the Sherman 

In the same paragraph of the Chicago platform which provides for the re- 
peal of the Sherman law the Democratic party made another pledge that is 
coupled with it, and which can not be separated from it, which was that we 
recognize gold and silver as the standard money of thiscountry, and that we 
should have the coinage of both without discriminating against either, and 
this clause was inserted “for the protection of the farming and laboring 
classes, the first and most defenseless victims of unstable money and a fluc- 
tuating currency.” Canit be said that this was inserted as a vote catcher? 
Certainly no Democrat will admitthis. Linsist that under the platform these 
two things must be taken together, because the coinage of silver on the same 
terms as gold carries with it necessarily the repeal of the Sherman law. - 

Suppose the platform had stopped with the single declaration in favor of 
the repeal of the Sherman law and _ had made no provision for the free coin- 
age of silver; whoin this House will say that Grover Cleveland and the Dem- 
ocratic ticket would have swept the country as they did? It was the West 
and South that elected Grover Cleveland, and without this declaration he 
could never have procured their support. Mr. Speaker, the men who desire 
to demonetize silver and put this country on a single gold standard seek to 
avoid the force of this by asking us to wait until the people are ruined and 
until it suits the money barons of England and other foreign countries to 
have an international agreement as to the ratio between the two metals and 
the coinage of silver. 

This dodge was never heard of until after the crime of demonetization of 
1873 had been effected, and its insistance in an American Congress is enough 
to bring the blush of shame to the face of every American patriot. And 
whenever the people seem to be in the position to get this relief the emis- 
saries of Wall street and London and Liverpool come here and cry “ interna- 
tional agreement.” They say we must not move until the British lion has 
lowered his growl on British soil. Timid, cowards, sneaks? No; but avari- 
cious, determined to appreciate the debts of the people and to depreciate 
their ability to pay. 

is is but a a of fraud as black and corrupt as the midnight 
shades of the damned, and a snare to prevent the people from securing their 
rights. We are told by the gentleman from Indiana |Mr. Brown] that they 
want to keep every promise made in the platform. Oh, what a sweet morsel 
that is to roll under their tongues—but that we must take it up by sentences! 


How long would that take? 

How long would it take you to get through with the tariff bill in that way? 
I say, how long would it take? at committee could ever make reports 
upon the different sentences of that platform? Logic profound! Satisfac- 
tory to the pentiomen, Isuppose, who used it. Empty! We are not to bede- 
ceived by this. If they are in earnest about rr out the platform, why 
= Ad _— at the same time and in the same bill? hy make two bites of a 

We understand these tactics. We have had a long, painful, terrible lesson 
in these side-track issues, commencing with the Bland. bill and the Sherman 
Act. Mark it down, this is a fight from now until the time when the common 


poet are restored to their rights. Once they succeed in the repeal of the 
herman law and demonetize silver, then they would resort to any and all 
measures to defeat its being made one of the money metals of this country. 
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Mr. SNODGRASS. Mr. Chairman, England demonetized sil- 
ver in 1816, and yet from that date to 1873 the parity of gold and 
silver was not affected. We did not need her then to keep up the 
parity, and we do not need her now, but if in this the friends of 
remonetizing silver should be mistaken, we can legislate the pre- 
mium out of gold by reducing the number of grains in a gold dol- 
lar till we bring the dollar of both metals to thesame value. Let 
us do something to stop this crime that is improperly taking from 
the property of the debtor and placing it in the pockets of the 
creditors. If this Congress does not give the people a bimetallic 
standard, and the next fails, then let the masters drive their pub- 
lic servants from power and put men here who will serve their 
interest in this fight, this struggle for right and huntanity. Men 
who will restore the integrity of our country instead of prostitut- 
ing it as has been done in the interest of the rich combinations 
and corporations at the expense of the very life of our free insti- 
tutions. 

Until the people wake up to their interest and the danger that 
is impending and drive these unworthy agents out there will 
come no relief to them, but they will ‘‘ask for bread and be given 


a stone.” In the interest of Democracy, in the interest of good 
government and common humanity, I hope these bills will be de- 
feated. [Applause.] 


Mr. BRODERICK, Mr. Chairman, I desire to call attention for 
a few minutes to one phase of this question which I think is im- 
portant, but which has received but little attention in the discus- 
sions in this House. The President has urged upon Congress that 
some legislation is necessary to strengthen the Treasury and stop 
the outflow of gold. His remedy is to call in and cancel the 
United States legal-tender notes commonly denominated green- 
backs. To enable the Secretary of the Treasury to carry out this 
administrative policy he must have more gold, for by his con- 
struction of the law coin means gold, and more coin means more 
gold. Soit becomes important at this time that there should be 
another step taken on the way blazed out for the Administration 
in the summer of 1893, which was to lead the country unerringly 
to gold monometallism. 

Bonds must be issued with which to buy gold, and while the 
President does not question the Secretary’s ruling the new bonds 
must be payable in gold, so that we may have a legislative de 


laration in support of the Secretary’s official acts and indorsing 
and strengthening the gold-standard policy. It is true that this 
is a new departure for the Republic, and might tend to discredi 

the coin bonds already issued and sold, but this consideration is 
not oi sufficient moment for the President to take into account in 


his message. Upon this question he is as silent asthetomb. Th: 
substance of the message is that as gold bonds are now demanded 
by the bankers such bonds should be authorized and the nonin 
terest-bearing debt of the United States should be supplanted ij 
interest-bearing obligations which should be payable in gold. 
This is the plain policy of the Administration as announced by the 
President through his special message of January 28, 1895. No 
one can mistake the meaning of this document. 

Should this policy be adopted it would not only result in 1 
speedy cancellation of the greenbacks, and another panic, but 
would for many years settle the question in favor of the 
gold standard and against the judgment of the great majority of 
the people. 

Mr. Chairman, I am unwilling to support either of these propo- 
sitions; first, because I believe they are iniquitous, and second, 
because, in my judgment, these remedies would not cure the pres- 
ent financial difficulties. 

Why should we contract the currency, or why should we call in 
the legal-tender notes? I have not understood that this form of 
money is distrusted in any quarter by the masses of the people, 
nor by the average depositors in the banks or the business c! 
Only a few people pretend to believe that this currency stands in 
the way of national prosperity, and these few never saw the men 
ace to the Treasury until they began to want the Government to 
abdicate its constitutional right toissue money,and to make g 
supplemented by national-bank notes, the only money of 
realm. 

That there is difficulty with our finances no one will dispute, 
but there is a wide difference of opinion regarding the causes and 
remedies. For two or three years there has been a mighty scram- 
ble going on between the leading nations for the gold of the world. 
The nation willing to pay the hizhest price for it gets the coin. 
This condition ought to be conclusive evidence to everyone that 
there is an insufficient supply of this money metal. There is not 
enough of it in the world to transact the world’s business, and no 
great gold mines are anywhere being discovered. To*stop this 
wild scramble for gold we must have more metallic money, and 
this should be accomplished by the restoration of silver coinage 
and by a return tothetrue bimetallic principle. Should we make 
provisions for the coinage and use as money of the silver product 
of the United States, supplant the small notes now in circulation 
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with silver coins, remove the temptation for cornering gold, the 
other questions involved would readily adjust themselves. 

Upon the question of the insufficiency of the supply of gold I 
desire to read a clipping from the Manufacturer, published in 
Philadelphia. I call attention to the location of this journal to 
show that all this contention for the restoration of silver does not 
come from the West and from the South, but it is beginning to 
come from all sections of the Union. The article reads: 


What is the reason why gold is exported in increasing quantities? Here is 


a question persistently avoided by the public qournale, and yet manifestly it 
ved in the present disturbance 


is the most important of all the questionsinvo 
of the finances of the country. But one answer is possible: There is not 
enough gold for the purposes of commerce. use there is not encugh we 
have manifestations of really desperate eagerness to getit. The European 
nations hold fast to what they have, and as our Government will not do so, 
but pays out gold even when the demand note in plain terms calls for silver, 
those who want gold come here to get it. 

No other explanation of the extraordinary pertinacity of the assaults upon 
the Treasury gold reserve is possible. It will not, for example, be seriously 
contended that this almost ferocious anxiety to obtain gold could accompany 
the existence of an abundant supply. No man who wishes to have a reputa- 
tion ‘or the possession of good sense will venture to assert that exporters 
would willingly pay a premium for gold, as they have done recently, if they 
could get it without a premium; and why should there be a premium if there 
is enough of the metal for the uses of business? The wild scramble for gold 
offers conclusive evidence of the deficiency of the supply and it is the suffi- 
cient answer to the theorists who proclaim that the world’s outputis now 
almost in excess of the demand. 

The American people ay ow perceive in the clearest light the workings 
of gold monometallism. Thisis the system which was to bring peace to man- 
kind and security to business. This is the system which was to supply us 
with the “best? money, with “honest” money, with the money of civiliza- 
tion. Under this system the Treasury of the United States trembies upon 
its foundations, and the credit of the richest nation upon the earth is menaced 
with overflow. Here we pay in half panic, in consternation, and disaster, 

rt of the penalty, alrea 7 Sasely paid in the impoverishment of our pro- 

ucers and the paralysis of business, for permitting England to impose upon 
us a false money system, devised for purposes of robbery. 

Mr. Chairman, at the beginning of the special session in 1893, 
Congress was advised by the Chief Executive that the then finan- 
cial difficulties were owing to the purchase of silver bullion and 
the issuing of ee eee in payment therefor; and that if this 
provision for the purchase of silver should be unconditionally re- 

pealed contentment and prosperity would immediately return. 

he silver-purchasing clause was repealed. A year and a half 
has elapsed, but the promised revival of business and restoration 
to confidence have not returned. We are now told by the same 
high authority that before we can have permanent prosperity the 
greenbacks, so long in circulation, must be retired and destroyed 
and that gold must be declared the only money of final ve Sono 

In view of the mistaken situation in 1893 and the inglorious 
failure of the President’s predictions at that time, are the mem- 
bers of this House willing to follow him further in his ruinous 
monetary policy? Are you willing to further appreciate the value 
of gold by increasing the demands for this metal? Are you will- 
ing to increase the debt of every man in this country by so legis- 
lating as to increase the value of money and by giving to the 
banks the exclusive power to contract or expand the currency? 
For myself I am not willing to do this. 

The power to coin money and regulate its value was granted 
by the States to the General Government, and observation and 
experience vindicate the wisdom of thisarrangement. This power 
has been somewhat divided, but it should not and can not be 
taken away. It seems to me it would be better to so legislate that 
this great national bank, the United States Treasury, should have 
the undisputed authority to protect itself against fraud and impo- 
sition. If the Treasury is strengthened and made sostrong that a 
few men can not, for the purpose of speculation, make a run upon 
it and produce a panic, then the banks of the country will take 
care of themselves, and we will see the dawning of better times. 

Mr. HARTMAN. I desire to offer an amendment to the amend- 
ment. , 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Montana desires to 
submit an amendment to the amendment. 

Mr. HARTMAN. I move to strike out the section and insert 
in lieu thereof the matter which I sent to the Clerk’s desk to have 
read, as a substitute for section 4. _ 

Mr. SPRINGER. 1 make the point of order upon that. 

Mr. HARTMAN. I desire to be heard upon the point of order. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, the _ of order raised against the amend- 
ment before was that it did not relate to the matter contained in 
the section. i eee 

Mr. COX. Upon what proposition is it now offered? : 

Mr. HARTMAN. It is offered on section 5. Now, the point of 
order sustained, as I understand, by the Chairman before was 
that section 4 did not in any way relate to the subject of import 
duties. Section 5 deals directly with the question of a duties, 
and een that all import duties shall be paid in gold. Now,I 
simply amend that by making the provision that 50 per cent of 
the im duties shall be paid in silver and 50 per cent in gold. 

Mr. SPRINGER. In order that we may understand this ques- 
tion, I think the amendment ought to be read again, as it was 
offered before at a time when it was not supposed to be in order. 
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The CHAIRMAN, TheClerk will reportthe amendment offered 
by the gentleman from Montana; and in order that gentlemen may 
hear the amendment, the Chair requests order on the floor. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
That from and after the passage of this act all holders of silver bullion to 
the amount of $100 or more, of standard weight and fineness, shall be entitled 
to have the same coined at the mint of the United States into silver dollars of 
the weight and fineness provided for in the second section of this act. 
That the silver dollar oven for in this act shall consist of 412} grains of ' 
standard silver; said dollars to be a legal tender for all debts, dues, and de- 
mands, both public and private. 
That the holder of the silver dollars herein provided for shall be entitled to 
deposit the same and to receive silver certificates in the manner now provided 
by law for the standard silver dollars. 
That from and after the lst day of July, 1895, one-half of all import duties 
shall be paid in gold and one-half thereof in silver: Provided, That all duties 
on all imports hereafter brought into the United States from countries 
whose governments refuse to open their mints to the free coinage of gold 
and silver without discrimination against either shall be double the duty on 
like articles coming from countries that coin gold and silver freely. 
Mr. SNODGRASS. Mr. Chairman,I rise to offer an amend- 
ment as a proviso to that amendment. 
The CHAIRMAN. That is not in order now. The question is 
on the point of order. This isan amendment in the second de- 
gree. The gentleman will please wait until the point of order is \ 
first disposed of. The gentleman from Illinois makes the point of 
order against this amendment. 
Mr. SNODGRASS. I want to have read the amendment I pro- 
pose to offer and to have it pending. 
The CHAIRMAN. Ifthe Chair rules it out an amendment to 
it would not be pending. The gentleman must withhold his 
amendment until the point of order is disposed of. 
Mr. SPRINGER. Mr. Chairman, this amendment provides for 
the free coinage of silver; for the change of the tariff laws by 
doubling all the duties now provided by.law imposed upon arti- 
cles coming from countries that make any discrimination against 
silver; so that it isa very comprehensive measure, covering nearly 
all the subjects that Congress has been called upon to consider for val 
the past two years. “ 
Mr. PICKLER. It is better than anything in the bill. 
Mr. SPRINGER. I think, therefore, it is not germane to this 
proposition and is out of order. I think the mere statement of 
that is sufficient to cause it to be ruled out of order. Ido not pro- , 
pose to argue the merits of the proposition. There is nothing in 
this bill connected with the free coinage of silver nor with the im- 
position of duties. 
The CHAIRMAN. The Chair can not hear. Gentlemen on the 
floor will cease conversation. There is so much confusion on the » 
floor the Chair can not hear the gentleman speaking on the point 
of order. 
Mr. SPRINGER. Mr. Chairman, I may add one further point. 
There is one sentence in this amendment that would be germane. 
That is that part of it which provides that one-half of the customs 
duties shall be paid in gold and the other half in silver. That is 
germane and in order; but the proposition having been offered 
as a whole, it must be treated as one amendment, and if anything 
is not in order it must all go out. 
Mr. HARTMAN. Mr. Chairman, in so far as this amendment 
provides for the coinage of gold and silver, it is a means to be 
provided for the payment of duties. That is certainly as much in 
order as the other section of the bill which provides that the Sec- 
retary of the Treasury of this country may receive a portion of it 
in gold. Now, the amendment provides that one-half of the 
duties may be received in gold and the other half in silver. That 
is simply following in the strict line of the language proposed in 
section 5 by the chairman of the Committee on Banking and Cur- 
rency. So far as the other section is concerned, it relates strictly 
to the question of import duties. 
The question of import duties is directly treated by the chair- 
man of the Committee on Banking and Currency in this bill he 
asks us to pass. That section pertains to retaliation, according to 
the language used by the chairman of the committee, who pro- 
vides that all import duties shall be paid in gold. It is a regula- 
tion for the payment of import duties, and that is all the gentle- 
man from Illinois attempts to do in the provision of his section; 
and I submit, Mr. Chairman, that when we come here with an 
opportunity to force the nations of the world to do that which we 
have been vainly calling on them to do, in doing our duty to this 
country we should take advantage of every opportunity and pro- 
cedure whereby we can compel them to come to our feet upon K 
this question. I submit that the amendment is in order. 
Mr. BROSIUS. Mr. Chairman, I rise to a parliamentary in- 
quiry. Is not that in substance the amendment which was ruled 
out by the Chair a moment ago on a point of order? 
The CHAIRMAN. It is the identical amendment. The Chair 
is of opinion that this amendment of the gentleman from Mon- 
tana is not in order. It is an amendment which provides for the 
free coinage of silver. The proposition pending is a section of 
the bill which provides that all duties on imports shall be paid in 4 
gold coin only. It does not relate to the coinage of gold or silver 
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There is a portion of the amendment which would be in 


at all. 
order, but if any part of the proposition is obnoxious to the point 
of order the Chair is compelled to rule the whole amendment out 
of order. 

Mr. HARTMAN. I appeal from the decision of the Chai-. 


s from 


TheCHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Montana appeals . 
Lon oO 


the decision of the Chair. The question is, Shall the 
the Chair stand as the judgment of the committee? 

On a division, the decision of the Chair was sustained—aye= 75, 
noes 9. 

Mr. HARTMAN. Mr. Chairman, I desire to withdraw that 
portion of the amendment which relates to the free coinage of 
silver and to let the rest of the amendment stand, providing for 
the payment of 50 per cent of import duties in gold and 50 per 
cent in silver. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

In line 3, page 4, strike out the words “in gold coin only,” and insert “ one- 
half in gold coin and one-half in silver coin.” 

Mr. HENDERSON of Iowa. Mr. Chairman, judging from the 
levity in the committee this afternoon, either the propositions 
before this body are regarded as useless and the subject involved 
as unworthy of our consideration or else the belief dominates the 
cominittee that all legislation on this subject is impossible in this 
Congress. I appeal to the committtee, without respect to party, 
for an earnest consideration of the questions before us, in the 
hope that we may patriotically reach some wise action. It seems 
to be admitted on all hands and throughout the entire country 
that a great emergency is upon us. If this be so, the representa- 
tives of the people should earnestly address themselves to the 
questions submitted by the President, and, in the light of their 
own knowledge and their sworn duty, try to meet the emergency. 

As to the bill known as the ‘‘ committee bill,” or the ‘‘ Springer 
bill,” and still more Sees the ‘‘ Administration bill,” I am op- 
posed to it for several reasons, all of which I have not the time 
now to give, but I will content myself with saying that I am not 
prepared to grant new authority for the issuing of gold bonds, nor 
am I willing to adopt legislation that provides for the retirement 
and cancellation of the greenback. The time may come when I 
shall change my mind, but I do not believe that the conditions are 
ripe yet for such retirement. As we have now no provision for 
using new silver bullion I am not willing to add to that condition 
a contraction of the currency which must result from the retire- 
ment of the greenback. 

Another proposition before us, known as the ‘‘Cox substitute,” 
differs but little from the first bill reported some weeks ago from 
the Committee on Banking and Currency, and which among other 
bad features contains the offensive ‘‘ State-bank” provisions in- 
viting them back into the financial world, and which in itself is 
enough to condemn that substitute. The provisions of the Cox 
substitute have been once adjudicated and condemned by the pres- 
ent House and at the present session. No new light has come to 
us since that action to warrant a change of front on the part of 
this body. 

I am, however, willing to support the ‘“‘ Reed substitute,” and 
I will state briefly my reasons. At the special session of this Con- 
gress, in some remarks that I made on the currency question, I 
gave it as my opinion that our financial system would have to be 
revised in the near future. But we have nothing pending here 
that anywhere approaches a revision of that system. All the 
propositions pendimg are mere emergency eats an emer- 
gency which is to be swept away by the end of this calendar year, 
if we are correctly advised by the Administration, because of the 
increased revenues which we are promised. If then we are to 
make some temporary provision for the present financial strin- 
gency let it be aimed simply at the present difficulty until 
such time as Congress may be able to develop a comprehensive 
plan for the revision of our financial system. 

On the 19th day of January, 1894, in some remarks that I made 
on the tariff, I expressed myself against the issuing of gold bonds, 
and said in substance that I would antagonizesuch an issue by the 
Administration in view of the fact that it was tearing down our in- 
dustries and by its unwise tariff legislation stopping the flow of 
revenue into the public Treasury. I see no reason to-day for 
changing my views as then expressed. 

The Reed proposition does not propose such a measure. It does 
not authorize the issuing of gold bonds. Itdoesnotcancelthe green- 
backs. It does not contract the currency. It simply provides for 
the issue of debts certificates, or short-time bonds if you please, to 
meet the present emergency and pay the current expenses of the 
Government; and at the same time without changing the law now 
on the statute books under which the President has sold one hun- 
dred million of bonds it does authorize cutting down the rate of 
interest to 3 per cent. The proposed certificates of indebtedness 
are to be for a short time, a low rate of interest, to meet all the 
current demands for the expenses of the Government, and thus 
stop the drain, through the greenbacks, upon the gold reserve in 





the Treasury. It does not cut off the power of the President to 
sell more bonds if gold be needed, but it authorizes the sale at a 
lower rate of interest than that now provided by law. 

No one who fairly contemplates the propositions in the Reed 
substitute can fail to see that it will preserve the gold reserve, 
and at the same time equip the Executive with the fullest power 
to meet ali the current demands upon the Treasury, and at tl 


at tae 


same time avoid the issuing of any more bonds to become a mort 

gage upon a rich people that needs no such mortgaging of its 
; wealth. 

The President of the United States has told the country that he 


will maintain the national credit at all hazards. Iam with him 
on that proposition. Badly as you have acted in this Congress, 
injuring the credit of your Government, forcing us to consider 
measures that never should have come before Congress, and that 
would not have been needed if you had not destroyed the inflow 
of our revenues, and that, too, at the expense of the industries of 
our country, I will stand with Democrats or Republicans to up- 
hold the financial faith of my country, and to keep all of its money 
at a parity. 

The Reed substitute only provides for this condition, and it pro- 
vides for it fully. 

If the President will issue bonds shall we compel him to iss 
per cent. bonds, or give him authority to issue at 3 per cent, i 
the event of his issuing bonds at all? Is there a Republican 
Democrat, or a Populist who will object to the 3 per cent bond 
instead of the 5 per cent if bonds are to beissued? The President 
says he will exercise that issuing power. I have no doubt but 
that he has the power. The men who laid one hundred and 
seventeen milkions in gold upon the cash counter of the Treasury 
knew what they were doing as to the legal aspect of it before 
they invested that amount of money. Draw no comfort from the 
hope that these bonds are illegal. They are unquestionably legal, 
and will have to be paid, every dollar, principal and inter 
Since, therefore, bonds are to be issued, why not save the people 
from the expense of paying unnecessarily 2 per cent more than is 
needed to be paid? 


AMYOr cu 


The Reed substitute does not contract the currency. It pro- 
vides amply for the deficiencies in the revenues. It will save 
millions by providing for a lower rate of interest. It will stop 


the outflow of gold from the Treasury. It will restore confiden 
among the people, and tide the nation over to such period as we 
hope the future to bring, either under present law or law to be 
enacted, which will, from our abundant wealth, enable the Treas- 
ury to meetevery proper demand uponit. It contains wise prepo- 
sitions for our present needs, and this proposition I will cordially 
support. [Applause. ] 

Here the hammer fell. ] 

fr. COX. Mr. Chairman, I desire to call attention to 


amendment which I wish to offer in order to bring this question 
toa point. I desire to offer an amendment, in line 10 of the first 
section, inserting in place of the word “‘ gold ” the word in, 

and again, in line 16, in place of ‘‘ gold coin” the word ‘‘ coin.” 


The CHAIRMAN. ‘The amendment is not in order at this 
time. There is one amendment pending. 

Mr. COX. The questions involved here can be stated in a word. 
It does not admit of any kind of misapprehension. I want to 
know whether this House is going to vote to issue bonds payable 
im gold, instead of bonds payable in coin. 

Mr. SNODGRASS. Irise to a patliamentary inquiry. Iw 
to know what is the status of the amendment offered by my 
league [Mr. Cox}? 

The CHAIRMAN. The amendment is not in order at this stage, 
because two amendments are already pending. 

Mr. WALKER. I desire the House to know exactly what it i 


doing in voting to compel all duties to be paid in gold. Customs 
duties are now paid mostly in silver. Do we want to stop that? 
Do the free coinage of silver men on this floor want to stop the 
payment of duties in silver and require their payment in gold? Is 


that friendliness to silver? 

A Memeper. There is no law authorizing their payment in 
silver. 

Mr. WALKER. There is a law authorizing it; and they are 
paid in silver to-day. We are satisfied with that arrangement as 
itstands. Itisthebestwecando. Now, if we provide by law that 
these duties shall be paid in gold we try to put gold at a premium. 
We defeat the very purpose that we are endeavoring to accom- 
plish in this bill, namely, to prevent the drawing of gold from the 
United States Treasury. If duties be required to be paid in gold, 
gold will be drawn out of the Treasury to-day to pay duties t 
morrow. If gentlemen want to cut down the use of silver used 
in payment of duties one-half and increase the use of golds let them 
adopt the proposition that duties shall be paid in gold. 

Mr. HARTMAN. What per cent of the duties are now paid 
in silver? 

Mr. WALKER. Nearly all of them, I understand. 
Mr. HARTMAN. I think the gentleman is mistaken. 
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Mr. WALKER. A very large per cent of them. 

Mr. DINGLEY. About 50 per cent. 

Mr. BRYAN. Mr. Chairman, if we require the payment of 
customs duties in gold, we either put gold at a premium by creat- 
ing an extra demand for it, or else persons required to pay duties 
in gold will take greenbacks and Treasury notes to the Treasury 
and draw out the gold which they require for the purpose of pay- 
ing the duties. 

One word in reply to the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. HENDER- 
soN]. He says he is in favor of the greenback, yet he supports 
the substitute offered by the gentleman from Maine [Mr. REED]. 
The gentleman from Maine will not come out and say that he 
wants to destroy the greenbacks, but he wants to keep them idle 
in the Treasury so that some future Congress can destroy them 
if it wants todo so. If those greenbacks are good, why not pay 
them out for the expenses of the Government? They are there 
in the Treasury. We have enough of them. We do not need to 
issue bonds for the payment of our expenses. We have green- 
backs enough in the Treasury now to pay any deficit that can 
possibly occur until the receipts of the Government equal its ex- 
ee according to the estimate of the Secretary of the 

reasury. 

We do not need any short-time bonds. To vote short-time 
bonds is to declare that we will draw in the greenbacks and let 
them remain in the Treasury until they can be destroyed. I want 
to ask the gentleman from lowa [Mr. HENDERSON] if he is really 
in favor of the greenbacks, why he is not willing to let them be 
paid out in meeting the expenses of the Government? Why take 
in these greenbacks and hold them in the Treasury? If they are 
good money, they are good enough to pay our current expenses 
with, and if they are a good enough currency with which to pay 
our running expenses, we do not need to issue long-time bonds or 
short-time bonds for that purpose. 

The amendment proposed by the gentleman from Maine em- 
braces two propositions. In the first place, it really indorses the 
action taken by the President. It says that he is right in redeem- 
ing greenbacks and Treasury notes in gold; because unless they 
are to be paid in gold there is no reason why bonds should be is- 
sued. The gentleman from Iowa says that the President is going 
to do this in order to maintain the credit of the country and he 
commends the President’s determination. 

Mr. Chairman, I for one do not believe that this Government 
is under any greater obligation to maintain its credit than is any 
private individual. I believe that the dollar which the Govern- 
ment makes good en ugh for one citizen to receive from another 
is a good enough dollar for the Government to use when it pays 
its own debts. I donot believe the Government should make one 
rule for itself and another rule for the people of the country. If 
the silver dollar is good enough to bealegal tender between citizen 
and citizen, it is good enough for the Government to use when it 
paysadebt whichitowes. I am notin favor of increasing the Gov- 
ernment indebtedness and discrediting the greenbacks, as proposed 
by the gentleman from Maine. Why is not the same coin which 
is receivable between individuals in payment of debts good enough 
to redeem the greenbacks or any coin notes or the bonds of the 
Government? 

jeer the hammer fell. ] 

eCHAIRMAN. Debateisexhausted. The question is, first, 
on the amendment of the gentleman from Montana [Mr. Hart- 
MAN], which will be read. 
The Clerk read as follows: 





Tn line 3, 4, strike out the words “in gold c:in only" and insert “one 
half in gold coin and one-half in silver coin.” 

The amendment was agreed to; there being—ayes 83, noes 72. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is now on the motion to strike 
out section 5. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. Before the question is taken on striking 
out that section I desire to move an amendment. I move to 
amend by striking out, in line 5, the word ‘‘and” and inserting the 
word ‘‘coin;” so as to read: 

And all taxes, debts, and demands, other than duties on imports, accruing or 
becoming due to the United States shall be paid in gold coin, silver coin, 


he a notes, United States notes, silver certificates, or notes of national 
nks. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The question recurring on the motion to strike out section 5, it 
was rejected. there being—ayes 35, noes 97. 

Mr. SPRINGER. This section was numbered 4 in the bill by 
the Clerk under the impression that it would take the place of sec- 
tion 4 to be stricken out. Section 4and section 5 were both recom- 
mended to be stricken out, and these sections numbered 4 and 5, on 

4, were to take their places. 
Perhe CHAIRMAN. The recommendation, then, was to strike 
out and insert? 

Mr. SPRINGER. No; but in lieu of section 4, on page 3 of 
the bill, if that section was stricken out. The gentleman from 
Massachusetts, however [Mr. WALKER], now moves this section 
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4 as a separate proposition, and it ought to be numbered differ- 
ently. It would be section 6 if properly numbered. 

Mr. WALKER. That is correct. 

Mr. SPRINGER. The committee recommend the insertion 
of this matter, but I am opposed to it and hope it will not be 
adopted by the House. I ask that it be read. 

The CHAIRMAN. The amendment recommended by the com- 
ao on page 4, and numbered section 4, will be read by the 

erk, 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Seo. 4. That from and after July 1, 1895, 10 per cent of the cash reserve re- 
quired by law shall be kept in coin or coin certificates, and not less than half 
of such coin or coin certificates shall be in gold coin or gold certificates, and 
that such cash reserve required by law shall be kept in coin or coin certifi- 
cates in amounts increased by 10 per cent of the whole cash reserve required 
to be kept by law on and after the first day of each quarter of the calendar 

year, until the whole cash reserve shall be in coin or coin certificates; and not 
ess than one-half of such cash reserve shall be at all times in gold coin or 
gold certificates. 

Mr. SPRINGER. While this amendment, I repeat, has been 
recommended by the committee, a minority of the committee are 
opposed to it, andI am one of that minority. It was proposed by 
the gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. WALKER] that he should 
have a fair opportunity first to be heard upon it for the purpose of 
explaining it. 

Mr. WALKER. Mr. Chairman, in order that this amendment 
that one-tenth of the ‘‘ cash reserve” of national banks shall be 
kept in coin after July 1, 1895, and so on may be understood, I will 
occupy the time of the committee for a few moments. 

The theory on which the bill before us is framed is that the 
United States is to retire from the banking business, and abandon 
the redemption of paper money of any kind by the Treasurer. If 
the bill shall become a law andif it has the effect designed by those 
who have drawn it, that will be the result. 

Now, if we are going to release the Government from this duty 
of providing a cash reserve to meet the outstanding currency ob- 
ligations of the Government and the banks, that duty must be 
transferred to some other persons or institutions. The require- 
ment must be placed somewhere else. As the banks demand that 
we shall have the gold measure of value, and coin circulation, 
and that the Government shall not be compelled to redeem in 
gold, and I think correctly, this duty is put on the banks by this 
bill, where it belongs, and at the risk and expense of banks just 
as it is done in every other country in the world. As we release 
the Government from the duty it must be placed somewhere, as 
Lhave said. The result will be that the ‘‘cash reserve” required 
by law to be kept by the banks must be kept in coin by the banks 
themselves—not have the United States Treasury keep coin for 
their benefit. Now, what does that amount to? 

The law now requires a 15 per cent reserve in country banks 
and 25 per cent in some of the city banks. Nine per cent of the 
15 per cent must be kept in cash and 6 per cent of the 15 may be 
in balances due a bank from other banks. The coin part of the 
‘cash reserve” required would be increasing steadily until it 
reached the maximum required by law or until the whole of it was 
kept in gold or silver. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. Why not say 50 per cent of it shall be 
silver? 

Mr. WALKER. Well, the banks will regulate that for them- 
selves by keeping all the silver they are allowed to keep. We 
do not want to destroy the prevailing custom. It would take 
thirty months before all the cash reserves would bein coin. ‘The 
banks to-day have more coin in their cash reserve than the bill 
calls for. Almost all of that reserve is in gold. But the law 
should compel it, and the law should compel all of the banks to 
keep it so, not a part. That they can do, and do each their fair 
share toward making all of the dollars in circulation at a on 
the one with the other. When we release one party, namely, the 
United States Government, from doing this thing, 1t must be put 
on the banks or there will be no one to redeem in coin. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. Will the gentleman please explain the last 
clause of this provision: 


Not less than one-half of such cash reserve shall be at all times in gold coin 
or gold certificates. 


Mr. WALKER. The purpose is to cover the whole preceding 
one of the section—the keeping in coinis progressive, continual, 

ept in that proportion. This provides that one-half of this re- 
serve shall be at all times in gold coin or certificates, but it may 
be all in gold, that gold redemption be maintained. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. It does not require silver at all? 

Mr. WALKER. No; because the silver will naturally form 
part of the cash coin reserve. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. Would the gentleman accept an amend- 
— to the amendment to provide that one-half of 1t shall be in 
silver? 

Mr. WALKER. Oh, there is no trouble about that. Many 
banks would keep all silver if they could. 
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Mr. LIVINGSTON. 
why not put it in? ee 

Mr. WALKER. And this amendment, Mr. Chairman, if it goes 
in, will operate to require finally about $200,000,000 of silver and 
$200,000,000 of gold to be kept. The banks can not keep all of this 
largeamount in gold. It would be out of all proportion to the com- 
mercial needs or usages of the country, and no country in the 
world will keep that amount unless compelled by law. None of 
them will keep more than the demands of commerce require. 

Mr. HARTMAN. If the banks are so anxious to maintain the 
parity of the metals, why should a not be required to keep an 
equal amount of gold and silver for that purpose? 

Mr. WALKER. That is the practical effect of the provision as 
it now stands. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Mr. Chairman, I rise to oppose this amend- 
ment and I ask the attention of the committee while I give some 
reasons why it should not be agreed to. I hold in my hand a state- 
ment which I have received from the Comptroller of the Currency 
showing the condition of the lawful money reserve of the national 
banks on December 19, 1894; and there is in the annual report of 
the Comptroller of the Currency for 1894 a statement of the con- 
dition of the reserve on October last. I want to call the attention 
of the committee to the fact that under the amendment offered by 
the gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. WALKER], which is now 
pending, if it should be adopted, it would call for a greater amount 
of gold to be held by the banks as a reserve at the end of the year 
than there is gold now in all the national banks of the country. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. May I ask the gentleman why he does not 
strike that section out there as to coin certificates and requiring 
the banks to hold coin certificates and gold certificates? 

Mr. SPRINGER. I hope the whole proposition will not be 
agreed to. I need not state the embarrassment that the Treasury 
is now under, in the unusual and extraordinary demands for gold; 
and if you pass this proposition — will increase that demand by 
the amount which the banks will need for the purpose of making 
up this gold reserve. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. They can get what they want. 

Mr. SPRINGER. There was in the banks on the 2d day of Oc- 
tober last $175,000,000 in gold coin, and if this proposition should 
pass—— 

Mr. COX. What do you mean by gold coin? 

Mr. SPRINGER. I mean gold coin, gold certificates, and clear- 
ing-house certificates. There were $80,000,000 in gold coin, $39,000,- 
000 in coin certificates, and $56,000,000 in clearing-house certifi- 
cates, making a total of $175,000,000 in gold and gold certificates 
in all the national banks in December last. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. The gentleman is aware of the fact that 
you will get rid of all that if you strike it out. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Now, if you require their reserves to be held 
in gold and gold certificates, it would call for an amount of gold 
of $174,000,000. So that all the gold within one million now in 
the national banks would be required to be held as reserve, and 
they could not advance any of that to the Government if they 
were called upon for a loan in order to replenish the Treasury 
against withdrawals for shipment abroad. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. I would suggest to the gentleman that he 
should remember that we passed an act recently that provides 
that no further gold certificates shall be issued. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I would suggest that if this is to be adopted 
those words ‘‘ gold certificates” be stricken out. But I am not 
now speaking of that. I am speaking of the amount the national 
banks would need if one-half of their cash reserves were required 
to be in gold coin, for the reason that they would simply have to 
organize another raid on the gold reserve of the Treasury for 
these banks. These banks now hold $185,000,000 of legal-tender 
notes, and if they were required to present them to the Treasury 
in order to get the gold it would make another raid on the Treas- 
ury. 

Mr. COX. How much do you say is now held by the banks? 

Mr. SPRINGER. One hundred and seventy-five millions. 
There was $119,513,000 in legal tenders held on the 19th day of 
December in all the national banks. 

Mr. COX. Iam not making a point upon that. 

Mr. HENDRIX. Mr. Chairman, I rise to oppose this amend- 
ment, because it is impracticable and unintelligent. It seeks to 
defeat the very purpose for which this legislation is presented to 
the House. You propose to attempt to stop the raid upon the 
Treasury for gold, and you turn around and compel 4,000 na- 
tional banks of this country to immediately start a fresh raid upon 
the Treasury for the purpose of getting gold to comply with this 
law. Now, the banks are already charged with hoarding too much 
gold. We are doing our best to try to undo the tendency which 
is abroad to hoard the precious metal. You pass this clause of the 
bill and it becomes mandatory where it is now simply a matter of 
commercial option. You would compel the banks to send to the 
nine subtreasuries with their Treasury notes and to the one sub- 
treasury at San Francisco and the one at New York with their 
United States legal-tender notes to get gold coin. 


Then, if it can have no hurtful effect, 
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I want to call the attention of the gentleman from Massachu- 
setts [Mr. WALKER] to something that will impress him at once. 
You have already provided in section 4 of this bill that all sil- 
ver certificates now outstanding shall, when received in the 
Treasury of the United States, be retired and canceled, and silver 
certificates in denominations less than $10 shali be issued in their 
stead. Iwill ask the gentleman how he expects a bankin the city 
of Boston, or in the city of Worcester, to say nothing of the banks 
in the city of New York, to settle their balances at the clearing 
houses on the days of heavy exchanges when they are drawn upon, 
as they frequently are, for $4,000,000 or $5,000,000, in silver certifi- 
cates, if they are of denominations less than $10? Why, sir, we 
would all have to go to the clearing house in a coach and four in 
order to settle under the operation of this clause. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. Withall the other paper of larger denomi- 
nations than $10, why should there be any difficulty? 

Mr. HENDRIX. But you propose by this bill to retire the other 
paper money. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. Not at all. 

Mr. HENDRIX. That is the essence of the proposition. In- 
stead of letting the banks hold on to the greenback certificates which 
they have now and keep them in their reserve, you are going to de- 
stroy the value of those certificates as reserve money, and compel 
the banks to substitute for them one of two things, silver or gold. 
Now, if you were a banker, which would you choose? Every 
banker in the country, when he is obliged to make the choice, will 
choose the one that is more precious in his opinion. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. The gentleman forgets that the same sec- 
tion provides for the national banks issuing nothing less than ten- 
dollar notes. 

Mr. HENDRIX. That is all right, but national banks can not 
keep national-bank notes asareserve. A national bank is not au- 
thorized to count national-bank notes as reserve. 

The point is that you destroy the practicability of making set- 
tlements at the clearing houses. A man comes in and wants le- 
gal tender and under this clause you will have to cart him out a 
lot of silver or gold. Then he has to get a vehicle to take it tothe 
place where he is to pay his legal tender. If you are going to de- 
stroy the value of the gold certificates as areserve and compel the 
banks to keep gold, you are simply imposing a great burden rpon 
them and upon the public in the transaction of their business. 
It is impossible to settle the clearing-house balances in that way. 
The clearing house in New York has provided for the difficulty 
by issuing gold clearing house certificates, based upon coin placed 
in the vaults by the clearing-house committee; but this bill woud 
destroy the use of those certificates as a part of the reserve, and 
would compel the banks to keep their reserve in the two coins or 
in the Government certificates therefor. It is simply impracti- 
cable to carry out this plan in the ordinary transaction of the 
banking business. The banks now are showing too great a ten- 
dency to hoard up gold, and I do not want to see anything putin 
this bill that is going to sequestrate gold. I want it madeso free 


that the great deposit in the United States of America of the yel- 
low metal will not be in the banks, but, by reason of the opera- 
tion of this law, will be transferred to the Treasury of the United 


States so that the public statements of the Treasury will give no- 
tice to the whole world that we have lots of gold, that we are 
firmly on a gold basis,and that we are going to remain there. 
[Applause. 

Mr. WALKER. Mr. Chairman, in the first place, as to the 
clearing-house certificates, they are exactly what the clearing 
house chooses to make them as to form and substance. 

Mr. HENDRIX. Mr. Chairman, I am surprised that a gentle- 
man who has stood on this floor as the great commercial apostle 
should make such a statement. 

Mr. WALKER. I want tostate to the gentleman that the clear- 
ing houses in New York and in other cities can make the clearing 
house certificates just what they choose; therefore we need not 
bother about them. They are not within the law; they are out- 
side of it, and their certificates are entirely within the control of 
the clearing houses. 

Now, the banks have got $175,000,000 in gold to-day, and if gold 
goes to a premium the banks will get the premium on it, and the 
gentleman from New York knows, and everybody else knows, that 
that is why they are hoarding the gold. But if we compel them 
by law to hold the gold as a part of their reserve we destroy the 
interest the bad bankers have in putting gold toa premium. Is 
not that so? [Cries of ‘‘ Yes, yes!” and laughter. ] 

You have had one silver man here, the gentleman from Mon- 
tana [Mr. HARTMAN], offering an amendment to cut out half of 
the use of silver at the custom-house, and you have had another 
man, an enemy of silver, though he thinks himself its friend, try- 
ing to prevent it from being used in denominations above $10. 
Now, I stand here as a true friend of silver. [Laughter.]| The 
gentleman from New York [Mr. HENDRIX] stands here as a banker. 

Mr. Chairman, the bankers, not one of them in the whole coun- 
try from Maine to Georgia, from the Atlantic to the Pacific, has 
offered a single suggestion in a practical bill torelieve the Treasury. 
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They have all been for banks. They meet at Baltimore; they meet 


at Boston; they pass resolutions adopting proposed amendments 
- the law to increase their own profits, and they tell us on the 

oor of this House that it is none of their business what becomes 
of the Treasury of the United States. They have got $175,000,000 
of gold. They will hold on to it as long as they can, and when it 
goes to a premium they will get the premium uponit. Now, I 
want a law to compel them to use that gold to redeem their own 
notes over their own counter, and thus relieve the United States 
Treasury, and also in that way take away any inducement they 
may have to put gold to a premium. 

Mr. HENDRIX. Will the gentleman permit an interruption? 

Mr. WALKER. I will yield for a question. 

Mr. HENDRIX. If you provide that the note redemption fund 
at the Treasury Department shall be kept in gold will not that 
meet your desire to have the banks redeem their notes in gold? 

Mr. WALKER. Not at all, or only partially. [Laughter.] 
How much time have I remaining, Mr. Chairman? 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman has one minute. 

Mr. BRYAN. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent that 
the gentleman be allowed to proceed for five minutes longer, 

There was no objection. 

Mr. WALKER. Now, Mr. Chairman, I will ask the gentleman 
from New York to repeat his question. 

Mr. HENDRIX. My question is this: Would you not be satis- 
fied with having the note redemption fund which the national 
banks are obliged to provide kept in gold at the ‘Treasury, where 
the banks are required by law to redeem? 

Mr. WALKER. Do you mean the 5 per cent redemption fund? 

Mr. HENDRIX. The 5 per cent redemption fund. 

Mr. WALKER. No,sir. I want to say to the gentleman and 
to the House and to the country that the people of the United 
States propose to keep all their dollars of equal value. The peo- 
ple of the United States have made a long step in advance in dis- 
covering that it is costing them millions upon millions for the 
United States Government to do this—redeeming of paper money 
at the United States Treasury, not maintaining the 5 per cent re- 
demption, but redemption in large blocks. Therefore they are 
upon the eve of making the banks do it at their own risk and at 
their own cost and over their own counters, thus relieving the peo- 
ple of the tax of twenty or thirty million dollars a year which 
they now pay for this service to banks and that the banks them- 
selves ought to do. 

Here in this section of this bill is the first step in that direction— 
nine-tenths of 1 per cent to be kept in both kinds of coin—four 
and a half tenths of 1 per cent to be kept ingold coin. The banks 
now hold $175,060,000 in their vaults. When these bankers go to 
bed at night and say their prayers, they say, ‘‘O Lord, we beseech 
Thee to keep gold from going to a premium to-morrow.” But 
they know if it does go toa premium they will make 2 or 3 or 4 
per cent profit on the gold in their vaults. When they get up in 
the morning they say—following the fashion of some prayers 
which we hear at the S er’s desk and elsewhere, informing the 
Lord what has been done—‘‘O Lord, we thank Thee that gold 
has not gone to a premium,” but it is no more than human for 
them to remember, as the night before, the profit if it should go to 
a premium. The question is, shall the bankers of this country 
protect every dollar of their own paper circulation at their own 
expense and their own risk and not compel the people to be taxed 
to do it for them at the United States Treasury? 

Mr. COOMBS. Will the gentleman aliow me an inquiry? 

Mr. WALKER. Yes, if it is short. 

Mr. COOMBS. Does not the gentleman by this provision put 
itin the power of the banks and make it their duty to hoard gold, 
thereby holding a larger whip over the community than they other- 
wise would? Isubmitthat this amendment would force the banks 
to become hoarders of gold instead of leaving it in the channels of 
trade and in the hands of the people. 

Mr. WALKER. Now, the gentleman is making an argument. 
If he wishes to do that let him get his own five minutes. It is ‘in 
the channels of trade” when it is in bank reserves, as the gentle- 
man well knows. 

Mr. Chairman, I want to say another thing, which I regret to 
say. J have the —_ highest for banks and bankers. I 
remember the record of George body, and of Corcoran of this 
city, and hundreds of other bankers. Noble men! Many men of 
this class have been the most generous, noble-hearted, public- 
spirited men outside of their business there ever have been in this 
world. But I remember also that never in any country, under 
‘any cir whatever, did the bankers ever improve the 
banking and currency laws or the financial conditions of their 
country except at the point of the financial bayonet, held by 
the Government of the country in which the banks were located, 


namely, by the force of law devised in parliament. We have got 
to adopt icy in this country. 
Now, I nge Henry W. Cannon of New York, I challenge 


Lyman B. Gage of Chicago, I challenge George E. Leighton of 


St. Louis—three as honorable men as live and as skilled in finance, 
men who in financial matters stand the peers, if not above, any 
other three men in this country—to draw a bill that will do what 
they are saying ought to be done and lecturing us for not doing. 
ers are condemning members of Congress as clowns and 

fools because we do not accomplish what they want us to do; yet 
they themselves could not draw a bill which would do it that 
would get two votes in five in this House in this generation or 
the next. Isay we ought not to heed here and now the protests 
of the bankers against their being brought into line with the 
banks of every first-class nation of the world. [Applause.] 

Here the hammer fell. } 

he CHAIRMAN, On this amendment only five minntes re- 
main for discussion, to be used by some gentleman opposed tothe 
amendment. 

Mr. PENCE. After the expiration of thefive minutes will it be 
in order to offer an amendment to the section? 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair thinks such an amendment 
could be offered, but not debated. 

Mr. SPRINGER. If any gentleman on the other side of the 
Chamber desires to use five minutes in opposing this amendment 
I will yield to him. 

Mr. COOMBS rose. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I yield to the gentleman from New York 
[Mr. Coomss]. 

Mr. COO Mr. Chairman, the amendment now befcre the 
comimnittee requiring every national bank to hold a large percent- 
age of itsreserve in gold coin and which is so ardently championed 
by the gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. WALKER] is, in my 
opinion, a very unwise one. It will force the banks to become 
hoarders of the precious metal, thus keeping it out of the channels 
of commerce, from the pockets of the people, and from the Na- 
tional Treasury. The case would be vastly differentif the demand 
notes issued by Government were already withdrawn and if our 
system of redemption of bank notes was different. 

The Government is now the agent of the banks for the redemp- 
tion of their notes, the banks depositing a certain percentage on 
their circulation in gold in the Treasury for that purpose. They 
can therefore have no real necessity for carrying any large amount 
of gold in their vaults. 

As long as the reserve is kept up in good securities their de- 
positors are safe. If we force them to keep gold we force them to 
release and throw upon the markets the Treasury notes that they 
now hold for that purpose, and thus add another peril to the 
Treasury. 

Gentlemen profess to deprecate the power already exercised by 
the banks. I do not concur in that opinion, but those of you who 
hold it should not add to their power by making them the holders 
and controllers of the people’s gold. Our true policy is not to 
force artificial hoarding of it, but to make it accessible to the peo- 
ple and to the Government. 

I sincerely hope that the time will come when, with our green- 
backs and Treasury notes out of the way, some other plan for the 
redemption of national-bank notes will be adopted—some agencies 
of their own be established at convenient centers and the Gov- 
ernment be relieved of the necessity for intervening. Then we 
shall be in a position similar to England and France in the mat- 
ter of protecting our holdings of gold against foreign demands. 
The gentleman from Iowa [Mr. HEpBuRN], in a recent debate in 
this House, asked this very pertinent question: ‘‘If the Bank of 
France can, in the exercise of its discretion, refuse to pay above 
a certain percentage of its bills in gold without injury to -its 
credit, why can not the Government of the United States do the 
same?” That question was not fully answered. 

Mr. HENDRIX. I beg thegentleman’s pardon. I stated asmy 
answer that the Bank of France is a bank and that the Govern- 
ment of the United States is a Government. That answer, I 
thought, was sufficient; but I should like to have the gentleman 
elaborate it. 

Mr. COOMBS. It is true that your answer was ina sense a 
full one, but it will bear a great deal of elaboration. Government 
can not do whata private individual ora bank can do, particularly 
if upon that Government is imposed the enormous task of main- 
taining the parity between metals where no real parity exists. 

If national banks, whose notes are redeemable in coin, redeemed 
them over their own counters they would pay that metal that 
would sustain their credit in their own communities. The East- 
ern banks would, in order tosustain their local credit, pay in gold; 
while the Western banks, in communities that profess to prefer 
silver, and where there is not so much use for gold, possibly might 
venture to rely upon that metal, or a proportion of it. At all 
events, the exercise of that option on their part would not entail 
such far-reaching consequences as it would if Government should 
undertake to do it. 

I think that you will understand my meaning, and am very 
sorry that time is not given me to go more fully into the matter, 
for, although it really has no place in this discussion, it is a practi- 
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cal matter that may well be considered. Government is, under 


the present system, not only obliged to maintain the integrity of 
its own notes, all of which it must redeem in gold, but is also, act- 
ing as agent of the banks, forced to assume the same attitude to- 
ward their notes—an attitude, judging from the resultsin France 
and England, that might,I think, possibly be changed without 
general disturbance were the banks free to act for themselves 
within the limits of the law in sustaining the credit of their notes. 

The Bank of France practically sells its gold for a price, and 
England protects its holdings by its rate of interest and various 
devices of exchange. We interpose no obstacles of any kind, but 
in various ways furnish facilities for them to get it easily. One 
of those is the Government issue of notes, which are truly called 
endless chains to draw our gold from our vaults. They stand in 
the way of any remedy and should first of all be removed. 

What I have said in relation to a change in the plan for the re- 
demption of national-bank notes is simply in the way of sugges- 
tion; there may be something in it, and I hope that financiers will 
give it consideration. 

It does not touch the ultimate redemption of the notes in gold 
in case the banks fail. In that case the government that holds the 
collateral security in the form of its own bonds should, acting as 
the agent of the note holders, realize upon the asset and pay off 


the notes. 

I can not help believing that the friends of silver who stand so 
obstinately against the funding of these Government notes by 
doing so impede the more free acceptance of their favorite metal. 
The demand for gold for their redemption keeps the public mind 
in a constant state of apprehension, in that way creating a larger 
demand for gold and a prejudice against silver. You can not 
force the people to take silver if they do not want it, but you may 
by wise action make it‘more acceptable to them and secure for it 
a more general circulation. 

It will never, however, be the standard of value. You maysuc- 
ceed in impeding remedial legislation and in that way bring dis- 
aster upon the country, but you can never force the people of this 
land to adopt a lower standard of values than exists in other 
nations of like intelligence and position. Let us vote down the 
amendment now under consideration; let us not force the banks to 
become the hoarders of gold. It would be a step in the wrong direc- 
tion. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 
The debate under the rule is exhausted on this provision. 

Mr. PENCE. I offer an amendment to the amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

In line 5, after the word “certificates,” insert: 

“And not less than half of such coin or coin certificates shall be in silver 


coin or silver certificates;” and add at the end of the section, “ and not less 
than one-half of such cash reserve shall be at all times in silver coin or silver 


certificates.” 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is not debatable, debate hav- 
ing been exhausted by order of the House. 

The question was taken on the amendment of Mr. PENCE; and 
on a division there were—ayes 27, noes 140. 

So the amendment was rejected. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE. I move tostrike outin the fifth line the 
words ‘“‘gold certificates,” and in line 12 strike ont the words 
“pold certificates,” so as to make it conform to the legislation 
which passed the House a few days ago by which gold certificates 
will be no longer issued-—— 

The CHAIRMAN. The matter is not debatable. The question 
is on the motion of the gentleman from Kentucky to strike out 
the words ‘‘ gold certificates.” 

The question was taken, and the amendment to the amendment 
was rejected. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question now is on agreeing to this 
amendment as a new section to the bill. 

The question was taken; and ona division (demanded by Mr. 
WALKER) there were—ayes 27, noes 101. 

So the amendment was rejected. 

The'CHAIRMAN. TheClerk will now read the remaining para- 
graph of the bill and the amendment which is proposed to it. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


That all laws and parts of laws inconsistent with the ovesare of the pre- 
ceding sections be, and they are hereby, repealed; and a sum sufficient to 
carry the provisions of this act into effect be, and the same is hereby, appro- 
priated out of any money in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated. 


The CHAIRMAN. Now the Clerk will read the proposed 
amendment. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


After the word “ That,” in section 6, insert: 

‘So much of a!l lawsand parts of laws as limit the am~unt of lawful money 
which may be deposited during any calendar month for the a of with- 
drawing national-bank circulation, or prohibit any national ng associa- 

from receiving any increase of its circulation during the period of six 
months from the time it shall have madeany deposit of lawful money for the 
purpose of withdrawing its circulation, and also so much of.” 


Mr. SPRINGER. I hope that will be agreed to. 
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Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. 
tion. 

Mr. BRYAN. 
voting on. 

Mr. SPRINGER. The gentleman from New York will explain 
this provision. if 

Mr. BRYAN. I will use my time first. 

I want to say, sir, that the present law provides that no more 
than $3,000,000 of bank currency can be surrendered in any one 
month by all of the banks, and that a bank which surrenders a 
part of its currency can not take out additional currency within 
six months. 

Now, the purpose of that provision of the law is to-prevent the 
national banks from expanding or contracting the currency sud- 
denly. The object of the pending amendment, however, is to 
take away all limitation in that regard and give the national 
banks power to contract or expand the currency at will. If we 
adopt this amendment we remove all the restrictions now exist- 
ing and put ourselves absolutely at the mercy of the banks. I 
hope the amendment will not be adopted. 

Mr. WARNER. Mr. Chairman, our currency is now abso- 
lutely rigid with the exception of the national-bank currency. In 
1882 or thereabouts the law was so amended as to leave that almost 
absolutely rigid. In other words, all the national banks of the 
country are allowed to withdraw their currency at a rate not 
greater than $3,000,000 a month; and in the case of any one bank 
which has withdrawn any part of its circulation such bank is 
not allowed to take out additional circulation for six months 

r. The result of that has been to compel the national 
banks to keep in circulation during a time of the year when the 
currency is not needed to anything like the extent it is at other 
times practically the amount of circulation they propose to kéep 
out during the whole year. It burdens, therefore, the increased 
circulation for a short period—a large part of which is used in 
the autumn, for instance—with the expense of carrying the circu- 
lation for the whole year, with the result of making it necessarily 
more expensive. 

Now, it is a fact that a part of the amendment proposed will 

rmit the national banks to retire currency when not wanted— 
in the spring, for example—at a rate at which they can not retire 
it now. But it permits them also promptly, when the currency ‘s 
warted, to come up to the full measure of the needs of the com- 
munity, by permitting them to meet the demands for currency as 
the country and the business of the country needs it. It makes 
currency cheaper and gives them greater inducements toexpand it. 

The present situation is just as if a law should be enacted that 
a shoemaker should not sell shoes except ata certain rate per 
month in the year, but should always keep the same stock on 
hand. The result would be that we would have harder work to 
get shoes when we wanted them, and have a surplus when we 
did not, and the whole business would be made more expensive, 
for the shoemaker would be compelled to keep a larger stock on 
hand when not wanted, resulting necessarily in making shoes 
dearer to the consumers when they did want them. 

It is simply a question of economy to put the banks in such : 
condition as best to provide for the needs of each community at 
the least expense to that community. The amendment proposed 
by the chairman of the committee might to a slight extent permit 
contraction when currency was not needed, but it would take 
away the bar which now prevents expansion when more currency 
is needed. 

Mr. BRYAN. It is giving an elasticity to the currency with 
the banks holding both ends of the elastic. 

Mr. McMILLIN. Mr. Chairman, I happen to remember the 
circumstances under which this provision that is now sought to 
be repealed was put upon the statute books. We had in the 
Forty-seventh Congress some very interesting and important leg- 
islation concerning the rechartering of national banks, respecting 
the rate of interest on our public debt, and kindred questions. 
Pending that, there were turned into the Treasury by the differ 
ent national banks of the United States many millions in a mar- 
velously short period. So marked was the rush to surrender cir- 
culation that it was thought that they put it in for the pu 
of influencing legislation. And whether it was the purpose 
not, the effect would be a panic; and the question was whether 
some check should not be put upon them. I have not read up 
the transactions since the date of its passage, but my memory is 
that the provision that this seeks to repeal was offered by the gen- 
tleman from Kentucky, then a member of this House, now the 
Secretary of the Treasury, Mr. Carlisle. I know that, even ina 
House opposed to his party, the exigency was considered to be so 
great that he overrode opposition to it and put it upon the statute 


I would like to amend that sec- 


I want the House to understand what they are 


“pose 


or 


Now, the amount that was withdrawn, as called to my atten- 
tion by my friend from Missouri {Mr. Hau}, was 318,000,000 in 
thirteen days; more than a million dollarsaday. Therefore Con- 
gress then concluded that it was not wise to put power im the 
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hands of the banks of the country to produce such a sudden con- 
traction of the currency as to make it possible for them to force 
legislation which would not otherwise be had. 

Mr. WARNER. I will ask the gentleman from Tennessee if it 
would be agreeable for him to so divide the proposed amendment 
as to permit of a vote being taken on that part which permits a 
quicker contraction than is now given, and another vote upon the 
other part which provides for a more prompt expansion. 

Mr. McMILLIN. I would be entirely willing to do that, Mr. 
Chairman, but the gentleman from New York, I think, will find 
if he reads up the legislation of that period—and I state it with 
some timidity now, because after the lapse of thirteen years, with 
the rapidity with which things occur here, it is hard to tell ex- 
actly what did occur—I think, let me repeat, he will find that this 
clause was coupled with the other, as a penalty on those banks 
that were rash enough to a eee or to contract the currency for 
the purpose of influencing legislation. To put it beyond their 
power to contract or inflate at will, and put a penalty on them if 
they attempted the contraction. It might not be amiss for me 
also to say that there was such a pressure of the banks here to 
influence the veto that came from President Hayes on that legisla- 
tion I have mentioned that all the older members of that Con- 
gress, so far as I know, felt that it was wise to pass it; and so im- 
portant did the President of the United States, Mr. Garfield, feel 
that to be that he and his Secretary of the Treasury succeeded in 
getting the bankers together and getting them to make conces- 
sions by way of reduced rates of interest on bonds that Mr. Hayes 
had made impossible by his veto. 

Mr. COOMBS. I would like to ask the gentleman a question. 
I know that these facts that he has spoken of were done under a 
condition of great excitement, but I would like to ask him this— 
if he does not remember during our last currency famine that the 
country suffered from this very law that was enacted under the 
peculiar conditions at that time? 

Mr. McMILLIN. To what extent it suffered from that cause 
I do not know, Mr. Chairman, but I will state this, in answer to 
my friend from New York, that the Secretary of the Treasury 
told me—and I would not repeat it but for the fact that he has 
made that statement pnblic in some communication to Congress— 
that a large amount of the circulation that was printed and issued 
to the national banks during that panic was returned to him as 
Secretary without the packages having been opened very soon 
after they were sent because the banks had no further use for it. 

Mr. COOMBS. Becarse the panic had passed. 

Mr. McMILLIN. I think, Mr. Chairman, that if more of it 
had been put in circulation instead of being returned immediately 
it would have blessed thecountry. I am opposed to repealing this 
restriction outright. I do not think the currency should be vastly 
contracted spasmodically and by combined action of the banks. 
This restraining enactment will do good rather than harm. The 
public has interests that should be guarded. 

Here the hammer fell. | : 

r. COFFEEN of Wyoming. Mr. Chairman, it would seem 
that again we must meet the insidious and persistent efforts of 
the money power in the form of another bond and currency bill 
in this present measure reported from our Committee on Banking 
and Currency. Although in this case the bill professes mainly to 
ne oe the issuance of bonds, the double purpose, as I construe the 

ill, is— 

First. To secure the issuance of more bonds that bankers may 
invest the idle money deposited with them in forms certain of 
payment, exempt from taxation and good as a basis of issuing 
their own notes for circulation. 

Second. That these bonds shall be made — in gold instead 
of coin, thus placing it beyond the power of Congress and the peo- 
ple to use the option at all times so far maintained in the law, al- 
though not properly eg by our various Secretaries of the 
Treasury, of paying in silver as well as in gold. 

Third. Of leaving the amount to be issued, the time of issuing, 


and the place of marketing these gold bonds entirely with the Ex-. 


ecutive, who has more than once, and in more than one Admin- 
istration, shown a desire to inflate the bonded debt of the country, 
even in times of peace, while contracting the volume of legal- 
tender money, and with no reasonable excuse. 

Fourth. To make these bonds, having such qualities as already 
mentioned, to be 50-year bonds, so to put out of the reach of this 
generation the power to rectify the wrong. There is in this an 
effort to fasten a perpetual debt upon our people in the form of 
interest-bearing gold bonds, where there should be a noninterest- 
bearing note of the Government issued instead, which the people 
would gladly absorb and use as currency at home, and thus not 
only save interest to the extent of many millions, but prevent for- 
7 investors from getting our people under bondage (for that is 
what bonds mean) to them. 

Fifth. The cry of the bankers for the destruction of the Gov- 
ernment legal tenders now in circulation is also met with a com- 
plete surrender to the money power in destroying the only legal- 
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— paper money that the people can under this system possibly 
obtain. 

Sixth. To still further grant every favor to the money power 
and take every favor away from the people it is designed to re- 
duce the tax on national-bank issues from 1 per cent per annum to 
pe cl of 1 percent. This toaid the banks in their elasticity 
scheme. 

Thus, first, with silver demonetized; second, legal-tender Treas- 
ury notes destroyed; third, gold bonds instead of coin bonds issued; 
fourth, bank notes to take the place of legal tenders; fifth, taxes 
or interest on these reduced to one-fourth of 1 per cent; sixth, and 
all of this arranged so that the banks can inflate and contract the 
volume of currency in circulation at their own sweet will. What 
more could Wall street demand? 

Is there anything more that the people can surrender to the 
Anglo-American gold conspiracy? If so, either the conspirators 
have not yet thought it out or they have not yet thought the time 
opportune for demanding it. 


THE PEOPLE HAVE BEEN OFTEN BETRAYED. 


We are in this peculiar situation, which is humiliating indeed 
to every true Democrat and every lover of his country, that in pre- 
senting our objections and opposition and warding off the attack 
of these organized and syndicated vampires we find ourselves 
using the same arguments and weapons that the great demone- 
tizer of 1873 used in his earlier and better days, to wit, the Sena- 
tor-Secretary JOHN SHERMAN, before he had become completely 
servile to the gold power, and again, this second edition of the orig- 
inal demonetizer, the present Senator-Secretary of the Treasury, 
who also was but afew years ago found battling like an Ajax against 
the money power. 

And last and smaller in their generation, alot of cuckoo birdlets, 
not able yet to soar and sing, but with an ambition to serve ina 
most humble manner their masters of the gold and bond conspiracy. 

If a patriotic Jefferson, or a brave and fearless Jackson, or any 
other great Democrat with like principles and love of justice, were 
President there would be said to the minions of the Anglo-American 
conspiracy in all places, as once was said in England by a great re- 
former to a mercenary crowd that assumed to legislate for tyranny 
and all corrupting powers in the name of the people: 

Ye are a factious crew and enemies to all good government. Ye are a pack 
of mercenary wretches, and would, like Esau, sell your country for a mess 
of pottage. Gold is your god. Is there among you that hath the least care 
for the good of the commonwealth? Have ye not defiled this place and 
turned this temple into a den of thieves? * * * You who were deputied 
here by the people to get their grievances redressed are yourselves become 
their greatest grievance. 

In my humble judgment there were no greater encroachments 
upon the rights of the people when those words were uttered than 
is now imminent, while the gold worshipers seek to destroy both 
the silver and the greenback money of the country and deliver our 
country over wholly to the gold conspiracy. 

But we have neither a Jackson nor a Jefferson nor a follower of 
these great patriotic heroes in the seat of executive power at this 
time. Nor, to do proper honor to a great patriot of the early and 
uncorrupted days of the Republican party, let me say, we have no 
brave, patient, humanity-loving Lincoln at the head of affairs to 
stand as best he could, and did, against the money powers of his 
day that hovered like vultures over the nation in its great crisis 
and struggle with slavery. 

It is said of Lincoln that almost the only time when he exhib- 
ited anger at the opposition so often scheming to embarrass him 
was when he referred to the treachery and false pretenses and 
mercenary schemers from Wall street and the gold and bond 
markets. 

At another time he wrote to a friend in Ilinois that letter full 
of warning as to the future when he said of the civil war: 

Yes; it has been indeed a trying hour for the Republic; but I see in the 
near future a crisis approaching that unnerves me and causes me to tremble 
for the safety of my country. Asa result of the war Conpeseresep have been 
enthroned and an era of corruption in high places will tollow, and the money 
power of the country will endeavor to prolong its reign by working upon the 
procucicre of the — until all wealth is aggregated in a few hands and the 

spublic is destroyed. 

What a contrast to the Presidents who have succeeded of late 
years! 

LINCOLN’S PROPHECIES WERE TOO TRUE. 


Let me quote from our present Secretary of the Treasury some 
few of his words when he was battling so bravely against the con- 
spirators that now, as it seems to me, he willingly serves. Ihave 

uoted him more at length in aformer address to this House when 
was speaking against the former Carlisle-Springer currency bill: 

Mankind will be fortunate indeed if the annual production of gold and sil- 
ver coin shall keep pace with the annual increase of population, commerce, 
and industry. 

Mr. Carlisle was then the friend of silver, and saw that it was 
all necessary to keep up the proper supply of currency. But I 
wish to use him as a witness to the conspiracy of the money power 
that he knew existed then, and we all know that it still is work- 
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ing just as certainly now, even though the honora ble Secretary 
may have gone into its service. 

According to my tiew on the subject the conspiracy which seems to have 
been formen here and in Europe to destroy by legislation and otherwise from 
three-sevenths to one-half of the metallie money of the world is the most 
gigantic crime of this or any other age. The consummation of such a scheme 
would ultimately entail more ry upon the human race than all the wars, 
pestilence, and famine that ever occurred in the history of the world. 

What a strong and severe enemy to the gold conspirators was 
Mr. Carlisle in those days, and how humiliating it is to us who 
still fight the gold power to find that he has deserted us! _ 

Let not the defenders of the honorable Secretary and his finan- 
cial measures in this House blame anyone to-day for using harsh 
terms against the conspirators that are still trying to get the 
American —— in absolute serfdom to the money power. We 
have now far more evidence accumulated against the conspiracy 
than when Mr. Carlisle, in 1878, was talking of the ‘‘ conspiracy” 
‘here and in Europe,” and declaring the ‘‘misery” that would 
follow this ‘‘ scheme” to be greater than ‘all the wars, pestileace, 
and famine in the history of the world.” 


FEATURES OF THE PENDING BILL. 


But the present bill involves, as I have said, the destruction of 
our greenback currency to follow the continued demonetization 
of silver, and at the same time enlarges the power of the national 
banks on gold bonds, at one-fourth their former expense of taxa- 
tion, to expand and contract the currency at their own option and 
without regard to the losses entailed upon the rest of mankind for 
their gain. Let us have Carlisle in his patriotic days speak to an- 
swer Carlisle in these days of his servility. We quote now from 
his great and masterly speech of March 1, 1881, against the right 
of national banks to contract the currency or even to exist, except 
as aids in marketing bonds, for which paxpore they were allowed 
to base a currency issue on deposit of bonds. 

Speaking of the power of banks to contract the currency he 
says: 

It is not going too far to say that until this feature is wholly eliminated or 
materially modified there can be no assurance of safety to any legitimate in- 
vestment or business enterprise in this country. 

He then condemns the fraud now called ‘‘elasticity,” the con- 
tracting of the money volume in circulation, as we condemn it 
now. e was right then, as we are right now, and he made ar- 
guments against the dangers of contraction when left tothe banks 
that neither he nor anyone else now can answer. Further along 
he arraigns the banks for contracting the circulation—‘‘ within 
thirteen days they have contracted the currency to the extent of 
$18,722,340.” He exclaims in the same speech that— 

When Secretary McCulloch, several years since, in pursuance of his con- 
traction policy, began to retire and cancel legal-tender notes at the rate of 

,000,000 per month, it produced such consternation in business circles that 

ongress was forced to intervene at once and arrest the process by the pas- 
sage of a joint resolution; but now we have seen nearly $19,000,000 of circula- 
tion withdrawn in less than half a month, not by the Government but by in 
stitutions in the management of which the Government has no voice, and still 
gentlemen here insist that the power under which this has been done, and 
under which it may at any time be repeated, shall not be taken away. Why, 
sir, the whole contraction of legal-tender Treasury notes under the provi- 
sions of the resumption act, from January 14, 1875, to May 31, 1878, when it was 
prohibited by law, was only $54,318,984, not twice.as much in more than three 
years as the bank contraction hasbeen in less than two weeks. 

This experience warns us that we can not safely permit this great power to 
remain in the hands of these institutions unchecked by legal restrictions. It 
is an engine of destruction standing in the very narrowest part of the way to 
permanent industrial and commercial prosperity in this country. 

We protest, therefore, now and continuously, against any 
further following after the “‘schemes” of the ‘‘ conspiracy here 
and in Europe.” | Let the present Administration, if it can, find 
proper and sufficient answer to the arguments made by its own 
present Secretary. : 

But this pening bill is against the Carlisle of former days and 
even recently in another respect. No other nation makes any such 
Peon to pay in specific coin of one metal (gold) as Mr. Carlisle 

imself and the gol ea now serves aim to force this Con- 
gress todo. Alt ougt he is speaking in regard to gold certifi- 
cates instead of gold bonds, yet the principle is the same and the 
statement concerning other nations is equally true in regard to 
payment on all kinds of obligations. ; 

fore the Committee on Appropriations in this present session 
of Congress, in answering the following questions, notice Mr. 
Carlisle’s own testimony: 


Mr. Coombs. I would like to ask in this connection, do European countries 
have gold certificates? 


tary CARLISLE. Not that I am aware of. I do not at this moment 
think of any Government except the United States which issues a certificate 
based specifically upon any particular coin. 

What, then, must we think of this remarkable effort of the hon- 
orable Secretary to get fifty-year bonds issued payable specifically 
in gold? Theconspiracy of the European gold power that he once 
80 or pointed out is still working, and he seems now to fa- 
vor it. 

THE GREAT ORIGINAL AMERICAN DEMONETIZER. 


_ Let me quote a few sentences from that former and great orig- 
inal demonetizer, the honorable Senator SHERMAN, who, also, 
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prior to the specie resumption act, had many words of warning 
against the policies he has since so successfully and fatally pressed 
into legislation, and it may be properly noted that he still leads 
his Republican party on financial questions, and it would seem 
leads, also, a few so-called Democrats who espouse the cause of 
the money power. 

Speaking of the 


rogressive contraction of the currency then 
going on, Senator 


OHN SHERMAN, in 1869, said: 


The contraction of the currency is a far more distressing thing than Sena 
tors suppose. Our own aid other nations have gone through that process 
before. It isnot possible to take that voyage without the sorest distress. To 
every person except a capitalist out of debt. ora salaried officer, or an an- 
nuitant, it is a period of loss, danger, lassitude of trade, fall of wages, suspen- 
sion of enterprise, bankruptcy, and disaster. * * * Toattempt this is to 


impose upon our people by arresting them in the midst of their lawful busi- 
ness, and applying a new standard of value to their property, without any 
deduction of their debts, or giving them any opportunity tocompound with 
their creditors, or to distribute their losses, and would be anact of folly with- 
out example of evil in modern times. 

This was said as against contracting even the paper money of 
the country. Since this time he has been advocating both the 
destruction of our legal tenders through the specie-resumption 
law and the demonetization of silver in the law of 1873, and is 
now the leading ‘financial weathercock ” for the present Admin- 
istration. 

The Democratic platform called for the repeal of the Sherman 
Act of 1890 ‘‘as a cowardly makeshift, franght with possibilities 
of danger in the future.” 

But after the election Mr. SHERMAN, to save that part of the 
cunning makeshift which is the so-called ‘‘ parity clause,” an- 
Samneok through aninterview afew weeks preceding the call of the 
extra session, from his home in Ohio, to the effect that the parity 
clause must not be repealed, but only the “‘ purchase clause;” and 
thus he gave the cue by which to save the gold standard and 
again demonetize silver, and forthwith the President, carrying 
out the suggestions of the ‘‘weathercock of finance,” as he has 


| been called, convened Congress in extra session to combine Repub- 


licans and a sufficiency of Democrats to repeal the purchase 
clause and retain all the rest of the ‘‘ makeshift.” 

But they of the gold worshipers tell us, Mr. Chairman, that we 
must pass this bill to sell bonds and raise gold to keep up the 
‘** parity,” which they use as an excuse for suppressing silver pay 
ment. They thus keep the gold of the Treasury subject to raids 
of the bankers and exporters, who are thus pumping gold out of 
the Treasury on the gold-redemption plan in place of the coin re- 
demption which would stop the raid if duly enforced almost in- 
stantly. 

Let us hear JOHN SHERMAN again as to theright and propriety 
of paying silver on coin obligations as a sure protection of the 
Treasury gold. He was before a Senatorial committee about three 
weeks after the passage of the Bland law of 1878, while he was 
Secretary of the Treasury. I quote brief fragments of his testi- 
mony, having quoted him more fully in my remarks on currency 
last month: 

JOHN SHERMAN’S TESTIMONY AS SECRETARY OF THE TREASURY. 


Resumption can be maintained more easily upon a double standard than 
upona single standard. The bulky character of silver would prevent pay- 
ments in it, while gold, being more portable, would be more freely demanded, 
and I think resumption can be maintained with a less amount of silver than 


of gold alone. 
Senator BAYARD. Youare speaking of resumption upon the basis of silver, 
or of silver and gold? 


Secretary SHERMAN. Yes, sir; I think it can be maintained better upon a 
bimetallic, or alternative standard, than upon a single one, and with less ac- 
cumulation of gold. In this way remonetization of silver would rather aid 
resumption. 


He then shows how readily our bonds are absorbed by our own 
people on a bimetallic basis—payable in silver as well as gold—at 
the rate of a million and a quarter per day upon their returning 
from Europe. This shows that there is really no need of selling 
specific gold bonds unless it is simply to please Europe, and even 
in this respect as Sherman pointed out it is better for our coun- 
try that the bonds stay athome. He further says for bimetallism: 

Our mere right Pe in silver would deter a great many people from pre- 
senting notes for emption who would readily do soif they could get the 
lighter and more portable coin in exchange. Besides, gold coin can be ex- 

rted, while silver coin could not be exported, because its market value is 

ess than its coin value. * * * 


Senator Bayard, of the committee, asked him: 


How long doyou coppose this short supply of silver and your control of it 
by your coinage wi eep it equivalent to gold, when one is worth 1¢€ cents 
less than the other? 


Mr. SHERMAN answers: 
Just so long as it can be used for anything that gold is used for. It will be 
worth in this country the par of gold until it becomes so abundant and bulky 


that a wi ome tired of carrying it about; but in our country 
that can be avoided by depositing it for coin certificates. 


BANKS SHOULD HAVE NO POWER TO CONTRACT VOLUME. ; 

I am opposed now and all the time to giving to the banks or to 
any private institution any power whatever over the volume of 
currency. Whoever controls the currency in its volume, whoever 
has the power to increase or decrease it, controls thereby the ups 
and downs of prices, controls the prices of wheat, and cotton, and 
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corn, and beef, and all the products of the country. We are con- 
stantly hearing gentlemen talk on this floor as if we were bound in 
all financial or monetary matters to legislate in the interest of the 
banks. Sir, thereare some69,000,0000f _ outside of the banks 


— have some rights that ought to 
ause. | 

This “‘ elasticity ” that we hear so much about is an utter fraud 
against 69,000,000 of the people of this country. They can not pro- 
tect their prices or their opportunities or their business if you 
give into the hands of the banks the control of the volume of the 
currency, for, I repeat, whoever controls the volume of the cur- 
rency controls prices, as I demonstrated in my speech delivered 
here on January 8. 

In my remarks on that occasion, :dding my humble contribu- 
tion to the defeat of the Carlisle currency bill, I quoted such an 
array of authorities who stand as the great writers and financiers 
of the modern world that I presume noone who considers that galaxy 
of brilliant witnesses will ever again question that the chiefest ele- 
mentin the control of the general range of prices is the volume 
of currency in circulation in relation to the volume of exchanges 
and payments dependent upon currency. 

And further, we have shown that the material of which cur- 
rency is composed is not an essential element in relation to price. 
Iam aware that there is one gentleman, the chairman of the Com- 
mittee on Banking and Currency, who holds on to the exploded 
theory that prices of commodities or the reciprocal value of our 
dollars is controlled by the cost of production of the precious 
metals. He therefore must hold, since demonetization of silver, 
that the cost of gold production regulates prices of products and 
the purchasing power of money. He may possibly draw his in- 
spiration and enlightenment on the money question from that end 
of the Avenue that never seemingly consults either the lessons of 
history or the needs of mankind. 

But surely anyone, even without the help of the great teachers 
and writers I have quoted in my former ch, on a moment’s re- 
flection ought to comprehend that demonetization and remoneti- 
zation laws and laws for issuing paper dollars for ral circula- 
tion, whether legal tender or not, have so much,to do with increas- 
ing or decreasing the supply, that is, the abundance or scarcity of 
money in circulation, that the mining of gold, or of silver either, is 
and can be only incidental to the main question. 

Money is the creature of law and not of nature or of mines. 
This has been more or less clearly seen by wise men for at least 
two thousand years. 

In this discussion to-day I will only enumerate the names of 
persons quoted and refer those who wish the fuller quotations to 
my former remarks as published. They are such authorities as 
John Stuart Mill, Paulus, the Roman jurisconsult; the Justinian 
Pandects, John Locke, David Hume, Fitche, Ricardo, William 
Huskisson, Sir James Graham, Torrens, Professor De Colange, Pro- 
fessor Sidgewick, of Cambridge; Prof. Stanley Jevons, J. R. McCul- 
loch, Lord Overstone, Professor Fawcett, N. A. Nicholson, of Ox- 
ford; Earl Grey, Prof. Shield Nicholson, of Edinburg; Professor 
Perry, of Williams College; Alexander Delmar, Henry D. Mac- 
Leod; and I think of many others who could be cited to prove the 
same proposition that I have endeavored to enforce upon the at- 
tention of Congress. 

VOLUME OF CURRENCY CIRCULATING CONTROLS PRICES IN GENERAL. 

Then who should control the volume of money in circulation, 
all money, paper as well as coin? 

Sureiy the Government itself should control the entire volume 
designed for general circulation, and todo this requires control of 
paper money as well as coin. 

ut, in behalf of the bank and bond and gold scheme, there will 
be invoked all the gpg and ridicule and false pleas and mis- 
leading el see that can be brought forward against those of 
us who have stood for sound and sensible teaching on the money 
question and the rights of the laboring world to a more equitable 
money, adequate in volume to meet the needs of mankind and 
maintain the general range of prices. 

SOME PROPHECIES VERIFIED. 

Ernest Seyd, the great bullion expert of the Bank of England 
and a remarkable man in more ways than one, said of the gold 
conspiracy even two years before it accomplished the demonetiza- 
tion of silver: 

The strong doctrinarism existing in England as regards the gold valua- 


tion is so blind that when the time of depression sets in there will be this 
special feature: The economical authorities of the country will refuse to 
listen decline of a 


considered here. [Ap- 


to the cause here foreshadowed [the 
over the world if the gold standard be lor oes Ned verre _ 
had spoken]; e possible attempt will be made that ne o 
commerce is due or i causes and A Lyon 
man and strike will oa Se, eres Se “over 
will other allegations will be made totally 
to the moralizing tendency of 


i 
i 
i 
4 
; 


writers. 
Note the singular on with which the sophisms and false 
teaching of the oo gpa days of commercial res- 
i by such clear-seeing men as Ernest 
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who at such times spoke as an expert and statesman, although at 
other times as a hireling, notably when sent as a hired attorney to 
— country preceding the accomplishment of silver demonetiza- 


COUNT WOLOWSKI'S PROPHECY. 


I desire also to give you the prophecy of Count Wolowski in 
1868, regarding the effect of the demonetization of silver should 
it be forced upon European, and American nations. 

After pointing out the disasters that would follow, he says: 

One of the principal difficulties in this period of general depression will be 
that the ple will look for its causes in all possible directions. The advo- 
cates of the gold standard will offer all possible fantastic and groundless ex- 
cuses and reasons of a secondary nature only, and the real cause—the demon- 
etization of silver—will be overlooked until dire necessity shall force thinking 
men to point it out. 

Throughout the world a decline in prices will follow, injurious alike to 
owners of property and the laboring classes, and advantageous only— 
and unjustly so—to the owners of State bonds and similar securities. 

Another prophecy is that of Thomas Carlyle, the philosopher, still 
further back, given mainly from his clear comprehension of the 


methods of the plutocratic forces to overcome the rights of labor. 
THOMAS CARLYLE’S PROPHECY. 
More than thirty years ago Carlyle wrote: 


The Republic west of us will have its trial period, its darkest of all hours. 


It is traveling the high road to that direful day. And this scourge will not 


come amid famine’s horrid stride, nor will it come by ordinary punitive 
judgments. It will come as a hiatus in statecraft, a murderous bungle in 
licy. It will be when health is intact, crops abundant, and the munificent 
hand open. Then so-called statesmen will cry overproduction, the — 
will go to the ballot-box amid hunger and destitution, but surrounded by the 
glitter of self-rule, and ratify by their ballots the monstrous falsehood, over- 
production, uttered by miss-statesmen, and vindicate by the same ballot the 
erproduction, thrown upon the breeze by servile editors 
through a corrupt press, and thus bring ruin upon his country, serfdom 
upon himself, and oppression wpon his children. 


We who live to-day and behold the mad rush of the gold con- 
spirators to ride still on over suffering humanity, a humanit 
whose rights to ;the fruits of their toil are so grossly cnttbaed. 
whose prices on products of labor are so broken down, whose op- 
portunities to meet and pay their creditors and taxgatherers on 
terms of equitable payment are so completely destroyed, whose 
values and ownerships are destroyed and wiped out by the appre- 
ciation of money, and whose spirit of enterprise and progress and 
hope of betterment and free homes for themselves and children 
are so crushed by the onward sweep of the gold and bond and 
bank conspiracy, is it not time, if we be men and not dull brutes 
or mercenary cravens, that we oppose this conspiracy? [Ap- 
plause. | 

WHERE DO YOU STAND IN THE GREAT CONFLICT? 

And where are our great papers and news journals to-day, 
where our orators and lawyers and even the clergy and all of those 
who sell their words and arguments and eloquence and influence 
for hire? Is it strange that beholding the might of intellect and 
power of position all arrayed on the side of the gold conspiracy 
the people become discouraged? And is it strange to any thought- 
ful mind that morality and character and love of country shall 
all decline under the withering blast of this strongly felt, although 
partially unseen, empire of wealth that leaps over mountain ranges 
and ocean barriers to fasten its venal wealth-sucking tentacles on 
every form of production and enterprise? 

But it is on the part of labor and enterprise a fight for exist- 
ence, a fight for life, and this contest will go on and on and on 
until either man or money is brought into complete subjection 
the one to the other. 

If mankind can not win by the peaceful and deliberate methods— 
if corruption of the ballot, of legislatures, of courts, and of Ad- 
ministrations shall crystallize into a hard encrustation, threaten- 
ing civilization and the rights of man with destruction, then the 
earthquake will come, will come whether you and I will it or not, 
will come and rend assunder the crusts and covering of injustice 
and let in the sunlight of heaven, and the judgments higher than 
those of man will be executed again on the earth. 

These judgments may come attended with fire and sword, and 
terror and blood, and suffering and death; but revolutions such 
as this are the great, deep impulses of God sweeping through 
the hearts and consciences of mankind, and they are of a purify- 
ing and cleansing nature. 

uity and fraternity are the decrees of Heaven, and must be 
regarded among men upon the earth. 

But be not deceived. Humanity is a great, massive, and impul- 
sive giant with an instinct of preservation and a conscious appre- 
hension of justice that will ultimately turn on its mercenary and 
tyrannical oppressors and grind to the earth their hoarded prop- 
erties and vested wrongs, often improperly called vested rights, 
and all civilization will tremble at the excesses ofits retaliation. 

Can this possible culmination to a world-wide conspiracy to rob 
and enslave humanity be prevented? Only by oo the right thing 
now and here, and overthrowing the conspiracy of the gold mon- 

and hurling the conspirators and all of their hireling forces 
places of governmental power. 
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In this America mast tead. Amertca, the hope of the world. 


America, the champion of free government and the ri of man- 
kind. America, the egis of human liberty and justice! [Ap- 


use, 
Piwhe tinea of the gold power by America to-day would be 
the most glorious achievement possible to fall to the lot of any 
nation, and it can be done if the proper word is uttered by you in 
this t national h 

It is but to reply and answer No, to the gold power here and else- 
where, and toall of its minions high and low, when they come for- 
ward with their aggressions upon the money of the people and 
the rights of man to an equitable and adequate standard of pay- 
ment, an equitable currency of account and exchange and good 
prices, and when they ask us to place all money for payment and 
commerce out of the reach of the laboring and wealth-producing 

le. Itis forever to say no. No, to all of their propositions 
until they shall give back and concede to the people of this country 
again their silver as a standard money of payment and the right 
of our sovereign nation to coin, issue, and furnish a national cur- 
rency of both legal-tender paper and legal-tender coin without 
any her interference from any source whatever. 

And I would, if I could, teach all men in America to treat as 
an enemy to our rights, our liberty, and our national sovereignty 
all who plot and scheme by any measures whatever to deprive 
this nation of the untrammeled right at all times to coin, issue, 
and maintain its own money, and maintain it in volume sufficient 
to maintain prices and prosperity. 

FURTHER EVIDENCES OF A CONSPIRACY. 

Mr. J. W. Schuckers, once private secretary to Secretary Chase 
during the war, has recently said in his able letters to Henry Carey 
Baird, of Philadelphia: 

I seek to present the case, the fact,and the proofs that the panic of 1893 was 
the result of a deliberately determined conspiracy; that it originated in Wall 
street; that it was o in Wall street; that it wasengineered from Wall 
oun. and that in its front stood a half score lawless and reckless bank presi- 

He then follows this with some remarkableevidence that shows 
how daring and reckless the gold power at times has been; but for 
this I must refer you to his own recently published pamphlet on 
the Conspiracy of New York Bank Presidents. 

The conspiring of the national-bank presidents, with the newly- 
appointed subtreasurer, Mr. Conrad N. Jordan, and Mr. Carlisle 
as the intermediary counselors between the White House and the 
Wall street financiers, together with their frequent secret meet- 
ings and conferences in April and May, just before the turning 
loose of their object-lesson panic of 1893, are matters generally 
known and acknowledged. 

But the effort to get the unconditional repeal of the silver-pur- 
chase clause through in the closing months of the Fifty-second 
Congress have not been so often noted. 

This was —— Mr. Cleveland's friends the Republicans 
fearing andi i — **cute” New York newspaper 
interview and polling m t the newly elected Democratic 
majority of the incoming Fifty-third Congress could not be relied 
upon to do the bidding of the gold mongers. 

First, Henry Villard was sent in January, 1893, to confer with 
SHERMAN and others, among them being some so-called “leading 
Democrats” (I would say misled Democrats), to see if the anti- 
silver purposes of Wall street and Mr. Cleveland could be carried 
out before the adjournment of that Congress. He failed in his 
mission. 

Next,in February Don M. Dickinson, of Michigan, came, as it 
has been said, “clothed with more extensive powers than Henry 
Villard.” The Washington correspondent of the New York Her- 
ald, in a published dispatch of February 1, said: 

Don Manuel Dickinson came to the city last night and has 
consultation with Democratic leaders. The repeal of the 
before received such an agitation. * * * The word 
Democrats that this act must be repealed at this session. 
land has it in his r to make matters very uncomfortable for certain sli- 
ver Democrats. question of the patronage will be an one af- 
ter March 4. The scare is pretty general. * * * There is no doubt that 
this second expression of President-elect Cleveland will bear fruit. He gave 
his first intimation when Villard came to the city and consulted with 
Democratic members of Congress. The second can not be misunderstood. 

No; it was not misunderstood, but the people’s representatives 
among the Democrats stood their ground. 

In the same issue the New York Herald in an editorial, speak- 
ing doubtless with full consent of the machine and Wall street in- 
terests which it always loyally supports, said: 

As a man, as an upholder of organi i 
of the ae Me. Cleveland will stems on Ars ea akan SS teas 


the day in 
ver law never 


has out am: 
* £° ‘Sir. Clove. 


that every t for office, patronage, favor, or any consideration will be 
expected to line up for the repeal of the silver law. 
The New York Times spoke on the same day in a similar tone, 


but it would seem that the plans of the Republico-Democratic-Wall- 

street combination failed of accomplishment. 
Then, after the inauguration, and after the close and secret con- 
ferences of which I have spoken between the national-bank presi- 
officials Executive, to which on 


dents and agents and of the 
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one special oceasion, April 24, in the subtreasury office, the mem- 
bers of trust companies and representatives of the great foreign 
banking houses in Wall street were also invited. After this, and 


immedia after the conference of the bank presidents on the 
27th with Secretary of the Treasury, the furies were uncaged 
and the dogs of fimancial war against the South and West and 


into all regions tributary to New York as a money center were 
turned loose. 

The great and threatened “object lesson of panic” was sent 
sweeping over the country to do its deadly work of ruin and com- 
mercial disaster and bring the West and South and all antigold- 
power regions into servile subjection to the schemes and dictation 
of Wall street and the Anglo-American gold conspiracy. 

Mr. Carlisle’s former comparisons of the destructive character 
of the gold-standard conspiracy with the misery entailed by wars, 
pestilence, anc famine was proving to be true. 

The record of disaster, failing banks, mercantile houses, mills, 
factories, and all the more enterprising purposes and industries 
of the people and the rapid transference of the wealth from the 
ownership of those who earned it to those who speculate and 
scheme for it through financial legislation and manipulation has 
never perhaps been exceeded in this country in so short a time. 
The highways were soon filled with tramping thousands and suf- 
fering spread rapidly on every hand. 

The clergymen and good religious ple who still keep voting 
to help enforce the gold standard and its ruinous effect on prices 
and industry in this country were called upon in almost every 
city, both East and West, to contribute to and organize and carry 
into operation soup houses and relief societies. 

JOHN SHERMAN’S prophecies were also proving to be true, as 
well - those of Mr. Carlisle and others whom we have already 
quoted. 

But Wall street schemers were cold-hearted and determined in 
their purpose to carry out their part of the international, as well 
as the national, movement to wipe silver legislation from the face 
of the commercial world. 

How deep and extensive was this dark conspiracy with the 
gold mongers and Jewish syndicates of Europe, or to what ex- 
tent the’Executives of our own nation for recent years may have 
been involved in it, is a secret that may never be fully revealed. 

But on the 25th of June, 1893,not by action of the people cf 
India, but by the tyrannical powers that govern India, the Indiar. 
mints were also closed to silver, where silver had been used from 
time immemorial. This was at once used in this country to work 
@ scare —_ our people just as the panic in relation to silver re- 
peal was being worked as a scare in Europe. 

So the President issued a call on the 30th of June for an extra ses- 
sion of Congress for the purpose of reaping the harvest of an uncon- 
ditional repeal of the last vestige of silver use and the issue of legal- 
tender Treasury notes in purchase of silver. To secure the issu- 
ance of gold bonds wasanother part of the Wall street programme, 
but although the cuckoo Democrats aided the Sherman-Reed Re- 
publicans to carry the great “unconditional,” yet the Democrats 


in © were too solidly against giving the President any 
authority whatever to issue bonds. And so this part of the Wall 
street programme failed. 


Now another effort is being made here in this pending bill to 
get the bond issue authorized and the retirement of greenbacks 
provided for, that all legal-tender paper money may be destroyed 
or taken out of circulation. 

It must not and, as far as my vote and influence may go, it 
shall not be done. 

-Does anyone believe, with all the evidences of the last few years, 
and especially of the last two years, before him, that the excessive 
raids on the gold in the Treasury are for other purposes or reasons 
than to prejudice the people against the legal-tender greenbacks 
and Treasury notes issued by the Government, thus to fool the 
people, destroy their legal-tender money, and issue gold bonds 
instead? 


Only one other purpose can exist—that of getting gold to a 
premium for their profit. 

I must regard him as to some degree at least stupid or hypno- 
tized by a too steady gazing upon the yellow metal who can not 
see through these movements and the scheme of the gold bank 
and bond conspiracy with which we have been compelled to con- 
tend, not only during this Congress but for many years since this 
scheme for contraction, demonetization, and confiscation of the 
wealth produced by the laboring world was first made plainly 
manifest under Grant’s Administrations. 

While the destructive forces for contracting circulation and 
loans was being cruelly pushed forward the New York Tribune 
coolly said (May 7, 1893): 

The effort of the Administration to bring the West and the South toa full 
realization of the inevitable consequences of compulsory purchases of silver 
buallion— 

The inexcusable and tyrannous trick of bank contraction, I 
would rather say— 
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has brought distress and perhaps ruin to many innocent persons; but there 
is no reason to suppose that it will be relaxed. 

The Tribune’s own political party was the main strength of the 
Administration through all this dark and devious way of the gold 
conspiracy. After a month of financial disaster the New York 
Sun, on the 7th of June, in its money article, said: 

The presidents of the New York banks think that the so-called “ object les- 
son’’ has been carried far enough. * * * They see nothing to be gained 
by a further shrinkage in values and unsettling of credits. 

I commend this last quotation to the pious consideration of the 
chairman of the Committee on Banking and Currency [Mr. 
SPRINGER], who has brought in here this pending bill and who in 
his late article in the North American Review tries so hard, yet so 
vainly, to ignore the doctrine and practice so well comprehended 
in Wall street, as well as all over the civilized world, that values 
are made to shrink and gains to accrue at times to the banks by 
their contraction of currency and credits. He tries vainly to 
prove that cost of mining and producing the precious metals is 
the controlling element in the value of money. As we have pre- 
viously endeavored to show by reason, by history, and by a long 
and unchallenged array of financial authorities, the chiefest ele- 
ment of control and regulation in the value of money and the con- 
sequent general range of prices on commodities is the volume or 
quantity of money in circulation. This is the ‘‘ most elementary 
proposition” of monetary science, says John Stuart Mill. 

On the 27th of June, 1893, two days after the demonetization 
decree of the British Government in India in its cooperative 
movement with the allied conspirators in this country and three 
days before the call for the extra session, an oracle of the gold and 
bond speculators of New York, Henry Clews’s Financial Review, 
said, in clamoring for an extra session of Congress to be called by 
the President: 

There is every reason why Congress should be brought together at the very 
earliest possible day. The houses that were engaged until lately in shi 
ping gold became so zealous in that enterprise that they tried to outstrip 
each other. The result was that more gold was actually a than Europe 
required. The natural result must appear in the return of the surplus thus 
exported. Exchange has now fallen, indeed, to the Specin-ieapereng _ 
As soon as our crops ripen there will be inevitably a return of a go eal of 
gold to the country. Oneof thearguments in favor of the repeal of the Sher- 
man law has been that the baser metal has driven the finer metal out of the 
country. In a little while, with gold returning to us, the strength of that 
argument will be sapped. An early session of Congress will leave the argu- 
ment still in full force. 

Yes, gold being shipped largely to Europe for the very purpose 
of scaring silver advocates and advancing the schemes of the 
money power in Congress was sure to return upon this country 
by the laws of legitimate trade before — could get their legis- 
lation through unless they hurried the call for the extra session. 
Oh, what tricks, what perfidy, what venality, what consummate 
selfishness, what disregard of right and justice, what cruelty to 
suffering and unsuspecting humanity! 

Has their diabolism ever been excelled? Did ever vultures tear 
at the vitals of their victims with a more cool and heartless cruelty? 

And so by false and cunning statements and manipulations of 
gold exports and redemption of greenbacks in gold raids, and by 

every trick known to stockjobbers and gamblers, the gold con- 
spirators still work to deceive the people and still endeavor by 
every known method to capture votes in Congress to conry forward 
their gold-standard bond and bank tyrannies. YetI believe they 
are again doomed to defeat. 

This bill and all of the substitutes are presented and urged with 
but little chance of success. What I most fear is a reorganiza- 
tion of the gold forces and money power on new lines, in which 
the Republicans will come to the front to ‘‘save the country,” as 
they would falsely term their movements, by combination here in 
the House under their present gold-standard leaders and almost 
solid gold-standard faite. and under the generalship of JoHN 
SHERMAN in the Senate, whose stra ms and peculiar methods 
have given him great pores as a leader and won for him and 
his coworkers dozens of victories on hard-fought financial battle- 
fields, and that thus the gold forces in a Republico-Cleveland- 
Cuckoo combination may yet secure the destruction of the legal 
tenders yet remaining and the forcing of the Government upon 
a perpetual gold-bond debt and bank-issue policy. 

+ month the Washington Star gives away to the public some 
of the reserved information that hovers about us here in Wash- 
ington. On January 11, 1895, it says concerning Senator SHER- 
MAN’s importance and ability in behalf of Wall street interests: 


HIS WORK ON THE SILVER REPEAL. 


This leads to discussion of the part Mr. SHERMAN took in the repeal of the 
bulJion-purchasing clause of the silver act ing hisname. The assertion 
has always been made in Washington that it was the advice of the Ohio Sen- 
ator that finally prevailed in that fight. His participation in the open debate 
in the Senate was conspicuous, but his principal service, as is claimed, was 

rformed in the conferences that were held. Many of these were nonpar- 

isan, and Mr. SHERMAN ee them upoe the ground that as the ques- 
tion was one aff: the of the whole country it was_his duty to 
assist Mr. yas much as if the occupant of the White House 
were a pepalicne, That Mr. SHERMAN was fully ted during 
test both by Mr. Cleveland and Secretary Carlisle has long been an open se- 
cret, and that it was his criticism of the compromise offered by the silver 


men which induced the President to pegeee it, and thereby force uncondi- 
tional pepe in the end, is openly asserted and believed by many of the best 
informed men in political life. a 
It can be sta that many Democrats would value his assistance very 
eatly, and would not for a moment doubt its unselfishness because ren- 
ered by a Republican leader to an embarrassed Democratic Administration. 
But some of the Southern men, who have grown up in opposition to every prom- 
inent stand Mr. SHERMAN has ever taken, would prefer to see the Sherman 
leadership, if essential to solve the problem, exercised in circumstances of Re- 
a controland responsibility. These men, therefore, do not look with 
isapproval on the proposition for an_ extra session, but rather hold that, all 
things considered, such a step would be both logical and effective. They do 
not hesitate toadmit that the President and Mr. SHERMAN are in much closer 
accord on the money page than the President and the Southern leaders 
are, and hence if it is the Sherman view that, in any part, is to prevail, they 
think it would be franker and better to await the day, which need not be dis- 
tant, when the Ohio Senator, in the full panoply of party leadership, would 
be abie to take the field and carry out in person his own plan of action. It is 
admitted at the same time, however, that the situation is becoming so grave 
a delay of only three months might be attended with the most alarming con- 
sequences to the business of the whole country. The suggestion is made that 
the panic of 1893 developed in less time, and got entirely beyond the control 
of Congress. 


‘*It was his (SHERMAN’Ss) duty to assist Mr. Cleveland,” says this 
editor and supporter of the gold scheme, ‘‘ fully as much as if the 
occupant of the White House were a Republican,” and ‘‘ that Mr. 
SHERMAN was fully consulted during the contest both by Mr. 
Cleveland and Secretary Carlisle has long been an open secret.” 

Yes, the leader of the Republican forces on all financial ques- 
tions, the silver demonetizer and contractionist and the ever-per- 
sistent enemy of the people’s interests in their efforts to withstand 
the conspiracies of the money power. is taken into close and secret 
and frequent consultation by this that should be a Democratic 
Administration—this is what has so thoroughly disgusted nearly 
all true Democrats in Congress and has cost the party such exten- 
sive defeat at the late elections. 

‘*The people want relief,” is a frequent cry; but not such re- 
lief as the Wall street-JoHN SHERMAN combinations would give 
them. SHERMAN is, and has been since 1873, the careful and vigi- 
lant guardian of European bond holders and goldholders’ interests. 

Mr. Gordon Clark, once editor of the North American Review, 
author of a most excellent recent book called ‘‘ Shylock,” exposing 
the conspiracy of the Anglo-American gold conspiracy and the 
as that JOHN SHERMAN has played in their movements, has well 
said: 

The American pecans must learn the lesson of money or they are lost. 
* * * Shall Englan smapeee her plan of white slavery upon the people of the 
United States? ar with England—and not a financial war, but a conflict 
of powder and dynamite—would be more merciful, better, and cheaper in 
the end than to permit the permanent infliction upon us of her present money 
conspiracy. 

The conspiracy producing the panic of 1893 used their ‘‘ scare ” 
circulars to make it clearly understood that their demands for the 
silver-purchase repeal bill must be complied with. In one they 
said, as has been quoted on this floor heretofore— 


The interests of national bankers require immediate financial legislation 
by Congress. Silver, silver certificates, and Treasury notes must be retired 
and the national-bank notes upon a gold basis made the only money. This 
will require the authorization of from $500,000,000 to $1,000,000,000 of new 
bonds asa basis of circulation. You will at once retire one-third of your 
circulation and call in one-half of your loans. Be careful to make a money 
stringency felt among your patrons, especially among influential business 
men. 

In another, dated'August 19, 1898, at the rooms of the Ameri- 
can Bankers’ Association, No. 2 Walistreet, they used these sug- 
gestive words: 

* * * The President of the United States having convened Congress in 
extra session and recommended toit such repeal, the power of public opinion 
should be brought to bear upon Congressto induce favorable action thereon. 

The next day, speaking of the bankers’ panic, the Chicago Inter 
Ocean, a Republican paper, said: 

When the future historian tells the world of the great financial panic of 
1893 he will say: ‘‘In the winter and spring months of that year the New 
York bankers and financiers sowed the wind and during the summer months 
reaped the whirlwind.”” We know no arrangement of words that can more 


hically describe the action of New York financiers and the results of 
fhat action * * * Nor are the New York bankers alene to blame. Those 


of Boston and Philadelphia come in for their share. They were only excelled 
Z ow Jorkers because of the greater importance and opportunity of 

Early in the winter a bank president, conversing with a Chicago man of 
business, said to him: “‘ Mr. Jones, we are going to make the West pay up this 
summer.” ‘But whyshould you press your Western debtors this summer?” 
asked Mr. Jones. The reply was: “ Well, we think it would make you a lit- 
tle more thoughtful about currency matters, and drive you from your foolish 
ideas about silver.’ 

But the conspiracy is still alive and full of selfish energy and 
oy complexity. What it may yet accomplish no one can 

oresee; but that in the interest of humanity and good govern- 
ment and safety to the Republic it ought to be crushed and de- 
feated at every turn every Congressman can see that is not in 
some way bound to its support. 

Their cry just now is, ‘‘ Bonds to save the credit and keep up 
the gold reserve,” and ‘‘ Destruction to the greenback.” And why? 
Because they, the very fellows who keep up this clamor, can 
use it to raid the Treasury of its gold reserve. How totally false 
their pretense! . 

They should not have bonds, Nokind of bond should be issued. 
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The greenbacks should be preserved; they are the best money. 
All coin obligations should be paid in coin, both silver and gold. 
The raids of these mercenaries would stop if met with silver. 
The monopoly of gold is brok2n if silver is put forward. 

Gold, $500,000,000 of it, at a premium of 20 per cent, is not one- 
hundredth part so bad for the people as prices and valuations of 
$60,000,000,000 of property and products at a discount of 20 to 30 
per cent forced upon all by the tyrannous appreciation of gold. 

Debts, both public and ee, can be easily paid and pros- 
perity and equity secured by breaking this artificial and legisla- 
tive monopoly of gold. : 

And who knows how soon gold may be forced to a premium by 
the bank syndicate itself for the temporary advantage that it 
would give those who are withdrawing and hoarding gold now? 

Do not be alarmed; let the shylocks have their way for a little 
time and overthrow, by their own folly and greed, the monopoly 
of gold rather than give them the bonds demanded and destroy 
$500,000,000 of legal-tender Government money. 

Gold at a premium under such circumstances may prove a 
blessing rather than a curse to the people who need a ao and 
more equitable money, and the consequent rise in prices that will 
enable them to pay debts more equitably, rather than a longer 
domination of the now too high and dishonestly appreciated gold 
standard dollar. 

So, I would say to the conspirators, come on with your threat- 
ened gold premium; your momentary triumph will be turned into 
a defeat and a break down of your infamous scheme to enslave our 
people. 

The New York World very recently has raised a very pertinent 
question for the Wall-street bankers to answer, and so far no proper 
reply is offered. The World says, editorially: 

The banks have no apparent use for gold. 

They have absolutely no obligations of any kind, near or remote, which are 


—_ e in gold. k ne 7 
Nevertheless these banks are hoarding = in largequantities at a timewhen 


to do so is tosubject the Government to heavy and needlessexpense. * * * 

Thus the clearing-house banks of New York alone hold over $81,000,000 in 
gold for which they have no use. 

I would like to suggest liere that they have drawn most of this 
by gold raids upon our Treasury with that ‘‘ terrible” greenback 
which they keep in hand as far as they can for this purpose. 
They will buy gold bonds with their gold if they can make such 
terms as they demand with the Government, well knowing that 
as long as the — clause is construed for gold and against sil- 
ver payment on all coin obligations they can raid the Treasury 
and take it all out again in two months’ time, as the Administra- 
tion persists in permitting them to do, and as they did do follow- 
ing the last bond sale. Or if the Executive should use the option 
legally and rightfully belonging to the people, and pay these coin 
notes when presented largely in silver, then if they cared to do so 
they could force gold to a premium and spread alarm over the 
country, which, however, as I have said, can do no permanent 
harm to the too heavily burdened debtors and industries who need 
the opportunity that the overthrow of gold payment would give. 
But the World goes on to say of their gold hoardings: 

if they should turn it into the Treasury and take greenbacks instead they 
would be in every respect as well equipped as now to meet their obligations, 
while the Government would not have to issue another $100,000,000 of bonds 
wee} it will cost the country $220,000,000 to pay, principal and inter- 
est. 

Are they seriously expecting or to go to a premium? 

Or are they and the banks all over the country in a tacit “combine” to 
compel repeated bond issues for their speculative profit? These banks ought 
to answer these questions. 

On the following day the World editorially says again: 

Their replies are evasive, a insincere. 

They have no obligations payable in gold. * * * 

There is no possible reason for them to hoard gold, except that they expect 
& premium upon it, or that they wish to force the Government to borrow 
money which it does not need. 

The New York Times of January 26, with less loyalty to the 
people and far more loyalty to the money power, urges them to 
use means of coercion, which it would seem has frequently been 
done before, to drive Congress to do their bidding. It says: 

* * * But we close, as we began, with the unqualified statement that 
Congress will not do this— 

That is, authorize the Secretary to borrow on gold bonds— 


that it will not do anything, unless it_be forced to action by the over- 
whelming pressure of public opinion. It is sheer folly to rely on anything 
else. This force organized, directed, and concentrated upon Congress, as it 
was in the spring of 1891, when the free-coinage bill was killed, as it was in 
1893, when the repeal bill was enacted, will do the work. Nothing else will. 
_ The country quite well understands what their methods were 
in 1891 and 1893. We all should know by this time that they 
never move in a straightforward course, but always by feint and 
stratagem to gain their victories. 
But I have already detained the House long enough on these 
uestions. The steps of the gold conspiracy in the past are an in- 
: cation to us of what their steps and purposes will be in the fu- 
ure. 


The relief necessary and for which the laboring people are 
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anxiously waiting is to see Congress, the loyal and truly Demo- 
cratic part of Congress, again roll back the tide of selfishness and 
the organized greed of the gold and bond combine and, at the 
earliest possible moment, if opportunity should offer, to crush the 
gold conspiracy forever and set America free again from the 
severely threatened subjugation that England and her Tory allies 
in Wall street would fasten upon our country. 

But I am persuaded that it is not so much simple intelligence 
needed now to see what is wrong and what are the motives of the 
gigantic forces with which we must contend, and how the gold 
raid must and can be stopped by obeying the present law and en- 
forcing the option of coin, including silver payment, which our 
present Secretary of the Treasury as well as those preceding him 

ave been constantly violating, and how an adequate legal-tender 
system of money of both coin and paper will revive prices, revive 
profits, revive hope and prosperity—all of these things every true 
and honest Representative can see—but more courage, more heart, 
moresympathy for struggling humanity, more patriotism is needed. 

The eloquent Archbishop Ireland has well said: 

Patriotism is love of country and loyalty to its life and weal—love tender 
and strong, tender as the love of a son for the mother, strong as the pillars of 
death; oe. generous and disinterested, shrinking from no sacrifice, seek- 
ing no reward save country’s honor and country's triumph. 

And I shall close with a warning and a challenge to the money 
power that if it shall not curb its selfishness and greed and realize 
that its votaries are but part of the great struggling mass of hu- 
manity, whose rights to life, liberty, and a fair opportunity in this 
country are as well founded as that of any of the minions of the 
gold power, then the people must rise up, and, if need be, crush 
their enemies by whatever means are lawful in defense of the life 
and liberty of this country and its people. 

Mr.SWANSON. Mr. Chairman,I desire to offer an amend- 
ment to the amendment. 

The amendment was read, as follows: 

Amend by striking out, in section 5, line 2, page 4, commencing with the 
word “ limit’ down to and including the word “or” in lins 4, the following 
language: “ Limit the amount of lawful money which may be deposited dur- 
yl ane month for the purpose of withdrawing national-bank circu- 


Mr. SWANSON. Under the present national banking law all 
the national banks can retire their circulation in an amount not to 
exceed three millionsa month. My amendment leaves that as itis, 
sofar asthe withdrawal of circulation is concerned. That stand 
unchanged, and no national bank can retire itscirculation at a mort 
rapid rate than $3,000,000 a month. But under the present law 
when a bank has retired its circulation it can not issue new circula- 
tion in less than six months. The amendment allows the bank to 
get outadditional circulation without delay even thoughit has been 
withdrawn. It simply aids an increase of the currency. As the 
bill now stands, unless the amendment is adopted, you might have 
$500,000,000 of greenbacks retired in January, and an issue of 
$500,000,000 of national-bank notes instead, and then those na- 
tional-bank notes might be retiredin February, so that you would 
have acontraction of the currency of $500,000,000 within sixty days. 
By this amendment the banks can retire the national-bank notes, 
when once taken out, only at the rate of $3,000,000 a month, as 
under the present law, and when they have retired them they can 
reissue them without being limited as they are by the existing 
law, which provides that they shall not be reissued within six 
months. 

Mr. WARNER. If the amendment proposed by the gentleman 
from Virginia should be adopted there will still remain the repeal 
of the provision which would prevent the banks from expanding 
their currency to meet the popular demand; and the section as it 
would then stand with the amendment moved by the chairman of 
the committee would still be largely beneficial. Atthe same time 
I want to call the attention of the House and the gentleman from 
Virginia to thi3 point. The business of furnishing currency, of 
expanding credits on the part of a bank, is just like any other busi- 
ness in which a tradesman attempts to serve the community. To 
the precise extent that you prevent him from reducing his stock 
and running on as low a stock as possible during the time when 
there is not so large a demand as usual, to that precise extent you 
limit his capacity (on account of the larger expense to which you 
compel him to go in his business) to serve that community well 
at the time when the community most needs his services. The 
amendment of the gentleman from Virginia will not completely 
destroy the effect of the amendment proposed by the chairman of 
the committee, but it will tend to cripple it. 

Mr. SWANSON. Underthe provisionsof the present bill could 
not the national banks in January next take out currency to the 
extent of $500,000,000, greenbacks being retired to a correspond- 
ing amount, and then afterwards—in February, we will say—retire 
the entire amount of the national-bank notes they had taken out? 

Mr. WARNER. If the gentleman can imagine such a state of 
things—— 

“ae SWANSON. I mean could not that be done under this 
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Mr. WARNER. No; because the banks can not take out cur- 
rency unless there are people who want to use it, whom those 
banks are willing to trust with it, and they can not withdraw 
currency unless people bring it in because they do not want to 
use it any longer. 

Mr. SWANSON. Lhope the gentleman will answer my ques- 
tion frankly. Under the provisions of this bill could not the na- 
tional banks increase their currency to the extent of five hundred 
millions (greenbacks being canceled to a corresponding amount), 
and then immediately afterwards retire their circulation? 

Mr. WARNER. So far as the law prohibits the banks from 
deing something that they could not do anyhow, that may be 
possible. 

Mr. SWANSON. Under this bill, without my amendment, the 
banks could accomplish a retirement of currency to that extent 
within thirty days. If my amendment should be adopted no re- 
tirement could take place except in accordance with the provisions 
of existing law. 

Mr. WARNER. The gentleman and I can have no dispute on 
that point. If the amendment drafted by myself and proposed by 
the chairman of the committee should be adopted, it will simply 
help the banks and the public by putting the fewest obstructions 
in the way of their serving the public when it wants to be served. 
if the amendment of the gentleman from Virginia should be 
adopted, the banks may be obliged sometimes to keep on hand a 
larger stock of currency than the public wants. The banks would, 
still be at liberty to serve the public when the public required ac- 
commodations, but this would be done at somewhat greater ex- 
pense. 

Mr. SWANSON. While this amendment allows the banks to 
expand the currency, it does not leave them at liberty to contract 
it whenever they please according to thefr own interest. 

Mr. WARNER. No bank can expand the currency unless there 
are people who want to borrow, and no bank can contract it un- 
less there are persons who come with currency and leave it with 
the bank because they do not want to use it. 

Mr. BOATNER. Do not the people, at any rate, put their cur- 
rency in the banks? They do not carry it around in their pockets 
in large amounts, do they? 

Mr. WARNER. So far as bank credits are concerned, the peo- 
ple do not, of course, carry them around in currency, although 
they do use the actual currency to a greater extent in the country 
districts than in the cities. Thereforeevery provision which tends 
to enable banks to issue currency cheaply is of more benefit to the 
country districts than to the cities. 

Mr. BOATNER. Will the gentleman explain how it obstructs 
the vane of a bank to prevent it from contracting its currency 
unduly? 

Mr. WARNER. When the customers of the bank bring in 
money that they do not want and deposit it, the bank will never- 
theless have its securities tied up at Washington and will have to 
continue to pay taxes upon it; and this involves obstruction and 
expense. Again, being put to this obstruction and expense—not 
being able to avoid them by contracting its circulation—it will 
try in dull times to keep its money out at low interest just when 
it is not needed. And it will almost surely result that when the 
time comes that the community actually needs more money the 
bank will not then issue it for the short time it is actually needed 
if it knows that, once having issued it, it can not withdraw it, but 
must leave its securities tied up and pay taxes on the extra circu- 
lation for an indefinite time to come. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will state that but three minutes 
of the time remain. 

Mr. EVERETT. Mr. Chairman, I desiso on this amendment 
simply to say, in a very few words, that I hope when the commit- 
tee’s last amendmeht shall have been carried, the House will vote 
for the bill as it then stands and thereby strengthen the hands of 
the President and the Administration, and relieve the country as 
far asit can be relieved from thesuspense under which it has solong 
labored on the subject of the currency. I hope that the House 
will adopt neither the substitute of the gentleman from Maine 
oo REED] nor that of the gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. Cox], 

ut that it will accept the original bill of the committee as we 
have perfected it here. 

I am in favor of this bill, in the first place, because itauthorizes 
an issue of gold bonds and strengthens the gold reserve in the 
Treasury and at the same time puts these bonds out in denomina- 
tions which will make them a popular investment. It was the 

people of the United States who took up the first national loan at 
a = aees when the bankers of Europe would have nothing to do with 
it at any price; and so now, if this loan is offered to the people of 
the United States, they will take it and it will not be in the hands 
of the great corporations alone. 

I favor this bill, in the second place, because it gives some sign 
of destroying the greenbacks and paying off that debt which has 
existed for all these years and which isaload upon us. And I 
want to say a word to my friends from different parts of the coun- 
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try who believe in the greenbacks and desire to preserve them in 
circulation, because they believe that the great national money 
that carried the country through the perils of the war is good 
enot a for the present time, and they want to retain it in memory 
of those past events. 

But, ge tle men, you might 

vannon that you. are sivi ng to 
nee yuntry because of th e fa 
inthe war. Itwas not the paper 
th: vw sav ed. this Gove rnm osm ib" 


just as well retain the condemned 
he soldiers’ monuments throughout 
that the y were fired successfully 
money that carried you through; 
Wi as the promise of the Government 
sued; and we de- 
ani now that thi: sold, worn-outa rtill ry of thir ty years ago shall 
be discontiz 1ued, and that real money shall be, substituted in its 
place; and the old delusion that there was something in all this 
old paper that fought the battles of the country and saved the 
Union may be wiped out altogether. 
And in the third place, Mr. Chairman, I support this bill be- 
cause it gives the Executive discretion. I am aware that the 
doctrine is not in favor in many parts of this House. I am aware 
that gentlemen want to tie down the hands of the President and 
the Cabinet officers at every stage, and have Congress attend to 
every detail, while all ques stions of inte rpre tation shall be settled 
inthecourts. I be Lie »ve in the Constitution asa whole. There are 
three departments of our Government under it, and the Execu- 
tive is one of them; and I believe in investing him with full dis- 
eretion in exercising the powers conferred upon him. It amuses 
me to hear some men on this floor call themselves Jacksonian 
Democrats and then go on to criticise the Administration in the 
very terms in which the Henry Clay Whigs of 1834 cr riticised Gen- 
eral Jackson for paying his attention to the Trea asury. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I hope the gentleman from Massachusetts 
will be allowed five minutes more. 

The CHAIRMAN. The rule of the House provides that thirty 
minutes’ debate should be allowed on these paragr aphs, and the 
committee can not, even by unanimous consent, change the rule of 
the House in that respect. 

The question being taken on the amendment to the amendment, 
it was rejected; there being on a division—ayes 70, noes 77. 

The question recurred on the amendment of the committee 
on a division there were—ayes 93, noes 48. 

So the amendment was adopted. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Thatendsthe amendments of the committee. 

Mr. BLAND. I now offer an amendment, Mr. Chairman, to 
strike out all after the enacting clause and insert—— 

Mr.SPRINGER. There are two substitutes already pending, 
and that is in the nature of a substitute. 

Mr. BLAND. I offer it as an amendment to the whole bill. 

The CHAIRMAN. The rule permits two substitutes. If this 
is offered as a substitute it would not be inorder. The Chair will 
hear it read and then rule upon it. 

Mr. BROSIUS. Irise toa parliamentary inquiry. Is it not in 
order to perfect the bill before the amendment offered by the gen- 
tleman from Missouri is in order, or any other substitute? 

Mr. BLAND. The bill has been perfected. 

Mr. BROSIUS. No; it has not. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Missouri states he 
offers this as an amendment, which perfects the bill. If the com- 
mittee so decide, the bill will be perfected. 

Mr. BROSIUS. Then I wish to make another parliamentary 
inquiry. Can it be said in any parliamentary sense of the word 
that an amendment that strikes out all after the enacting clause 
is an amendment to perfect the bill? 

Mr. DINGLEY. In other words, is it not a substitute? 

The CHAIRMAN. If it be a substitute it is not in order, but 
the Chair will have it read and will then determine. 

Mr. BROSIUS. Will the Chair be kind enough to respond to 
my parliamentary inquiry? 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will do so after it has been read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Strike out section 1 and insert as follows: . 

“That all coin obligations of the United States shall be paid in the standard 
gold or silver coins of the United States, and such payment shall be made 
from time to time in such of the coins aforesaid as may be most advantageous 
and convenient to the Government. That to provide ‘the Treasury with such 


coins all duties on imports shall hereafter be paid one-half in gold and one-half 
in the standard silver coins of the United States. 

“ Tt és g urther provided, That in order to redeem the Treasury notes of the 
United States issued in pursuance of the act of July 14, 1890, directing the pur- 
chase of silver bullion and the issue of Treasury notes thereon, and for other 
purposes, the Secretary of the Treasury shall cause to be executed the pro- 
visions of section 3 of said act by coining into legal-tender standard silver dol- 
lars all the silver bullion now in the Treasury purchased in pursuance of said 
act. And the Secretary of the Treasury is further authorized and required 
to coin not less than $10,000,000 per month from said bullion, and is here 
authorized to increase the facilities and capacities of the mints of the Unite 
States, if the same should be necessary to execute the coinage herein re- 
quired. That the Treasury notes aforesaid, when redeemed in the coin herein 
provided for, or otherwise become the property of the Government, shall be 
canceled and destroyed in amounts equal to the coin held in the Treasury for 
their ae and the coin in respect to which such notes are canceled 
and d shall be paid into the general Treasury. 
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“ 4nd be it further provided, That in order to procure additional gold and 
silver coins for the redemption of the coin obligations of the United States, 
and to assist in the payment of customs duties in coin, the act approved Jan- 
uary 18, 1837, entitled “An act supplementary to the act entitled “An act es- 
tablishing a mint and regulating the coins of the United States,”’ be, and the 
same is, hereby revived and reenacted in full force and effect, and all laws in 
conflict with said act are hereby repealed. teak 

“It is also provided, That in order to meet any deficiencies that may from 
time to time accrue to the Treasury, and further enable the Secretary of the 
Treasury to set apart coin to meet the coin obligations of the Government, 
the Secretary of the Treasury is authorized and directed to cause to be pre- 
pared and issued Treasury notes of the United States in such denominations 
and with such devices as he may prescribe, and such Treasury notes shall be 
receivable and payable for all dues and demands of the United States except 
duties on imports and other coin demands. a . 

“'Phat whensoever and as often as the condition of the Treasury will per- 
mit said Treasury notes when paid into the Treasury, or otherwise become 
the property of the Government, shall be canceled and destroyed. 

*\ 4nd it is further provided, That all authority to issue bonds for any pur- 

se, or to further increase the interest-bearing debt of the United States, 

, and the same is hereby, revoked. 

“ The Secretary of the Treasury is hereby authorized to make such rules and 
regulations as may be necessary to carry this law into effect, and a sufficient 
sum of money is hereby appropriated to enforce the provisions of this act.” 

Mr. BLAND. I offer this as an amendment to the first section. 
Task to strike out the first section and insert this. _ . 

The CHAIRMAN. Will the gentleman from Missouri state 
how he desires to offer his amendment? : : 

Mr. BLAND. I move to strike out the first section of the bill 
and insert that amendment. ; ‘ 

The CHAIRMAN. Asa substitute for the first section only? 

Mr. BLAND. Yes, sir. oe ; . 

The CHAIRMAN. Leaving the remaining sections of the bill 
as they are? ; i ; 

Mr. BLAND. Leaving the remaining sections of the bill as 
they are. 4 ® , 

Mr. SPRINGER. Now, I make the point of order against the 
amendment that it is not germane to the first section of the bill 
nor to any other part of the bill. : 
is an important matter, I will move that the committee rise and 
that this be pending so as to come up in the morning. 

Mr. REED. Just so much time as this occupies to-morrow will 
be taken from the time for offering amendments, and I hope the 
gentleman will not ask that the committee rise until this amend- 
ment is disposed of, ; 

Mr. DINGLEY. Let us havearuling. [Cries of ‘‘Vote!’] 

Mr. SPRINGER. I withdraw the motion that the committee 
rise, and submit the point of order without argument, except to 
call the attention of tne Chair to the fact that the section to which 
it is offered as an amendment simply provides for the maintenance 
of a sufficient gold reserve, while the amendment is a free-coiage 
act and revives the act of 1837, which is a large act of itself. In 
addition to that extensive provision in the amendment, according 
to the text already read by the Clerk,it is not germane to this bill, 
and especially to the section under consideration, and therefore 
is out of order. das - 

Mr. BLAND. Now, Mr. Chairman, I will read the title of this 
bill and see what is proposed to be done. If we may accomplish 
by other means whatever may be accomplished by this proposed 
bill thatis in order. It is a bill to authorize what? 

To authorize the Secretary of the Treasury to issue bonds to maintain a 
sufficient gold reserve and to redeem and retire United States notes, and for 
other purposes. 

And the section goes on and provides— 

That in order to enable the Secretary of the Treasury to procureand main- 
tain a sufficient gold reserve and to redeem and retire United States legal- 
tender notes and Treasury notes issued under the act of July 14, 1890, entitled 
“An act directing the purchase of silver bullion and the issue of Treasury 
notes thereon, and for other purposes,” he is hereby authorized to issue and 
sell, at not less than par, in gold, except as provided in section 2 of this act, 
etc. 

Now, what is the object of the first section of this bill and the 
whole bill? The object is to procure coin for certain purposes. 
The bill provides for the securing of certain coin, gold coin, and 
in that respect is a departure from all the laws upon the subject 
of redeeming the gold obligations of the Government. The prop- 
osition that [ am offering is counter to that proposition here in 
this respect, that it provides that all the coin obligations of the 
Government shall be redeemed in gold and silver coin, as the law 
now stands, and that, in order to procure this gold and silver coin, 
the duties on imports shall be paid one-half in geld and one-half 
in silver. 

Now, certainly, the two things are the same in this. The idea 
of the bill is to do a certain thing—and that is to procure coin for 
the redemption, first, of the Treasury notes issued in pursuance of 
the act of July 14, 1890. I treat with the same Sherman notes 
amd the same act, which is germane, but I provide a different 
mode of redemption. That mode of redemption is that the Sec- 
retary of the Treasury shall execute the third section of the law 
of July 14, 1890—in other words, that he shall comply with the 
law that now exists. The — law provides for the redemp- 
tion of the notes issued under the act of July 14, 1890, and section 
3 of the aet authorizes the issuance of*the notes. This proposi- 
tion contained in the bill is to amend the act of July 14, 1890, and 


Ifthe gentleman prefers, as this | 
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provides for the redemption of these notes by selling bonds an 
procuring the gold. 

Now, the amendment that I have offered is germane 
because it conforms to the present law upon that subject 
the third section of the Sherman Act, so called, which provid 
that the bullion in the Treasury purchased 1 r that 
be coined in sufficient amount to redeem these notes. Th: 
law to-day. I provide that this third section shall be « 
for the redemption of the notes by coining not less than $10,00 0 
of that bullion per month, and the Secretary of the Tx iry is 
authorized and required to increase the facilities of the. s for 
that purpose; so that it is not only germane, but is the la : 
that subject at the present time, so far as the T m1 
concerned. Then there can be no question about th 

Now, the remainder of the provision is that, to maintain the 
coin redemptionsof the Government that are m« 
the coinage shall proceed, how? As provided for iz 
1837. Why? Because if we are to procure coin and to proc 
by duties on imports as provided in this bill, then 
exist. Anything thatis necessary to carry out the p 
ject of the bill is a means to the end sought, and i 
mane to the bill and an important feature of it; and { 

Treasury to secure the coin the mints must coin t! ne} 

The other proposition of the amendment provides also that, to 
meet any deficiencies that may accrue, Treasury 1 may be 
sued which shall be receivable and payable for Government d 
Now, if the object sought by the substitute of the gentleman from 
Maine [Mr. REEp] is germane to the bill, wher t sul 
provides that bonds may be issued to secure 1 
Treasury to meet deficiencies, then certainly the provision in th 
amendment that I have offered is germane also, : if that 1 
tion of my amendment is to be ruled out 
vision of the substitute of the gentlem 
ruled outonthe same grounds. His sub: 
may be issued bonds bearing 3 per cent 
bonds may be used for the purpose of 1 z any defi C7 
the Treasury or procuring funds with which to m uch d 
ficiency. 

My amendment provides for the deficiency 
manner, by the issuing of Treasury notes bearing no inter 
which are to be canceled whenever the situation of the Treasu 
yvermits. It is true that my amendment prohibits any furtl 
issue of bonds. This bill, in ks of i 
ponds, and the prohibition in my amendment responds to t 
that the amendment is germane in all particulars. 
vides that there shall be no sale of bonds to redeem ft 
notes, because the law now provides a mode « 
that provision of the amendment is germane be 
for the redemption of those notes, though in a diff 
provides for a coin redemption carryi 
that it is strietly germane to the obje: 
text of the bill 

Then, when we come to provide coin for the oth 
of the Government we provide it from the « 
in order that the necessary coin may be pri 
mints at work to coin the money. How otherwise is t] 
man to get hiscoin? He speaks of selling bonds f 

That presupposes that the mints are coining the gold. If 

not you can not get gold coin, and in fact they are 

When we declare that the Government shall redeem in : 
silver, as may be advantageous, we provide that the mint 
be set to work to produce the necessary coin. Certainly th 
germane to the bill and a necessary part of 
the question of its being germane is conc 
doubt. 

I agree that the Chair made, in one respect, a 
a while ago when he ruled out the amendment of 
from Montana [Mr. HARTMAN], because that dealt with the taz 

a subject foreign to this bill; but the amendment which I have 
offered deals not at all with that, but only with the coin redem 
tion of the Government, its coin obligations, dealt wi 
in this bill, and provides an efficient remedy for the evils d 
scribed by the gentleman from Illinois as existing with referen 
to the coin obligations of the Government. 

The difference between the amendment and the bill is t! 
amendment provides a means of securing the coin rv 
legitimate way and obviates the necessity of iss: 
that purpose. In that respect it differs, as a matter urse, 
from the bill, because it prohibits the issue of bonds; but it a 
complishes all the objects of the bill, though in a different man- 
ner, and when the amendment reaches the same end as the bill, 
though in a different manner, it is germane. The 
might as well say that it is not germane because it 
as to say that it is not germane because, although it accomplish¢ 
the objects of the bill, it accomplishes them in a different manner. 
We are dealing with what here? We are dealing with the coin 
obligations and the redemption of the Government obligations in 
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coin. The bill deals with that subject and this amendment deals 
with that subject, and it is germane to the whole subject-matter 
and can not be ruled out as not being germane. It covers the 
whole subject, though in a different way. 

Mr. COX. Mr, Chairman, I rise to a parliamentary inquiry. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. COX. — I understand that under the rule after we have gone 
through with this bill we are not precluded from going back and 
offering amendments, and there is one amendment that I wish to 
offer to the first section of the bill. Now, what I want to ask is 
whether I am precluded from offering that amendment to the first 
section by reason of the amendment of the gentleman from Mis- 
souri? 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman is not precluded by reason 
of the amendment of the gentleman from Missouri. 

Mr. COX. Would it be in order, then, for me to offer now my 
amendment to the first section of the bill and have it passed upon, 
and then let the gentleman from Missouri offer his amendment? 
That would seem to be the proper order. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Tennessee has not the 
floor at this time to offer his amendment. He has the floor upon 
a parliamentary inquiry, and the Chair answers that inquiry by 
— that the gentleman can offer his amendment after the 
amendment of the gentleman from Missouri is disposed of. 

Mr. TERRY. Irise to speak briefly on the point of order. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will hear the gentleman. 

Mr. TERRY. I desire to suggest that in determining the ques- 
tion of whether an amendment is germane or not, you do not look 
simply to the title of the bill to which the amendment is offered, 
nor to the machinery of the bill, but you look to the object of the 
bill. The machinery provided in this bill is for the accomplish- 
ment of a certain object. That machinery differs, perhaps, from 
the machinery in the amendment offered by the gentleman from 
Missouri [Mr. BLAND]. But what are the objects sought by both? 
The objects are the redemption of the outstanding obligations of 
the Government and providing a sufficient revenue for the Goy- 
ernment. 

That isthe object. And the object being the same in both cases, 
the fact that the machinery may be different is a question which 
addresses itself not as a matter of order to the Chair, but to the 
judgment and determination of the House. Whether this method 
provides better machinery than the other is for the House to de- 
termine. Wecan not draw within the vortex of parliamentary 
order questions of expediency. I submit, therefore, that the 
amendment is germane. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Then, as I understand, the gentleman from 
Arkansas [Mr. aed argués that as the amendment is directed 
to securing additional revenue in’ order to redeem the demand 
notes of the Government, therefore it is in order. In that view 
of the case, of course a tariff provision directed to providing ad- 
ditional revenue would be in order. 

Mr. TERRY. The Chair might rule out anything that is not 
directed to carrying out the objects of the bill and not germane to 
those objects. 

Mr. DINGLEY. The object of the amendment, as 1 under- 
stand the gentleman to contend, is to provide a fund for the re- 
demption of the demand notes. Now, if that is the object, why 
would not a tariff bill for the same reason bein order as an amend- 
ment? 

Mr. TERRY. In dealing with the tariff you deal with a differ- 
ent question entirely, and one which we will not discussnow. A 
tariff bill would have to come from the Committee on. Ways and 
Means, and its objects would be entirely different. 

Mr. DINGLEY. But the gentleman says this would secure the 
object of providing revenue—— 

Mr. TERRY. T do not think a tariff preteen would come 
under the same rule, for the reasons already stated. 

Mr. BLAND. Does the gentleman from 


aine [Mr. rat) 
think that the only admissible way of raising money is to sel 
bonds, and that a provision for selling bonds is the only provision 
that can be in order? 


Mr. SICKLES. Mr. Chairman, I desire to be heard briefly on 
the point of order. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will hear the gentieman. 

Mr. SICKLES. Mr. Chairman, the gentleman from Missouri 
has proved more clearly than I could that his amendment is not 
germane to the first section of this bill. He states that the object 
of his amendment is to prevent the issue of bonds. Now, thesole 

urpose of the first section is to authorize the issue of bonds. 
herefore he himself shows that his amendment is not germane 
to the object of the section. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. If the reasoning of the gentle- 
man from New York [Mr. StcK&s] is correct, a motion to strike 
out the first section would not be germane. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Mr. Chairman, a well-known principle in re- 
gard to propositions of this kind is that if any part of the amend- 
ment is not germane the whole amendment is subject to the point 
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of order. The law which this amendment proposes to revive 
covers five or six pages of the Statutes at Large; it is full of de- 
tails of every kind in regard to coinage, the regulation of the 
mints, etc. All these provisions are to be revived and again put 
in force by the amendment. Surely this can not be held to be 
germane to a proposition authorizing the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury simply to borrow money in order to maintain the gold reserve. 

Mr. BLAND. My amendment does not revive the whole of that 


act. 

Mr. SPRINGER. It revives all that relates to the coinage of 
silver. 

Mr. BLAND. So far as the act relates to the coinage of silver 
the amendment does revive it. 
_ Mr. SPRINGER. And nearly the whole act relates to that sub- 


ect. 

Mr. BLAND. A provision for the coinage of silver and for the 
securing of coin for the redemption of Government obligations is 
certainly germane. The question involved is that of procuring 
coin; and how can we provide coin unless we authorize the mints 
to coin it? Suppose that we had no coin at all; suppose we were 
compelled to resort to coinage in order to get the coin at all for 
the purposes of the Government a proposition of that kind would 
be germane; and a proposition which proposes to provide addi- 
tional coin, because we have not now a sufficiency, is equally 
germane. 

The CHAIRMAN. The object of the first section of this bill is 
**to enable the Secretary of the Treasury to procure and maintain 
a sufficient gold reserve and to redeem and retire United States 
legal-tender notes and Treasury notes,” etc., and the section pro- 
vides for issuing bonds for this purpose. The amendment of the 
gentleman from Missouri [Mr. BLAND], as he states, does not pro- 
vide for the issue of bonds nor for the maintenance of the gold 
reserve, but it provides for quite a number of things which, it 
occurs to the Chair, are wholly foreign to the first section of this 
bill. For this reason, and for others which the Chair will not 
take time now to enumerate, he holds that the amendment is not 
germane to this section. 

Mr. BLAND. I now offer the amendment as a substitute for 
the first and second sections of the bill. 

Mr.SPRINGER. I renew the point of order, and I move that 
the committee rise. [Applause.| If the Chair is ready to decide 
the question of order, I will withdraw the motion that the com- 
mittee rise. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair must examine the provisions of 
the second section. [Cries of ‘‘Rule!” ‘‘Rule!”] For similar 
reasons to those already given, the Chair thinks that the amend- 
ment in this form, as a substitute for the first and second sections, 
is equally obnoxious with the former amendment to the point of 
order. The point, therefore, is sustained. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I move that the committee rise. 

Mr. BLAND. I now renew the amendment as a substitute for 
the whole of the bill except the last section. 

The CHAIRMAN. What is the proposition of the gentleman 
from Missouri? 

Mr. BLAND. I move tostrike out all of the bill except the last 
section, and I offer this proposition as a substitute. 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. 
SPRINGER] move that the committee rise? 

Mr. SPRINGER. I make a point of order against the amend- 
ment, and I withdraw the motion that the committee rise. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE. Can not the gentleman from Lllinois 
move that the committee now rise, and let the Chair examine this 
matter at his leisure? 

Mr. SPRINGER. The committee seems desirous of settling it 
now, and it will take but a short time. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE. I move that the committee rise. 

Several MEMBERS. Oh, no; not now. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I hope the gentleman will not insist upon 
that motion. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE. I think it better for the Chair to ex- 
amine this question more carefully, and he can determine it in the 
morning, after examining it to-night. 

Mr. REED. Let us determine it now. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE. Linsist on the motion. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Kentucky moves that 
the committee now rise. 

The question was taken; and on a division (demanded by Mr. 
Hupson) there were—ayes 82, noes 126. 

So the committee refused to rise. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair understands the motion of the 
gentleman from Missouri to be to strike out all except the last 
section of the bill and insert his amendment? 

Mr. BLAND. That is the motion. 

The CHAIRMAN. The bill would then consist of his amend- 
ment and the last section of the bill which has been read and 
acted upon by the committee this afternoon. The effect would 
be to make this a substitute for the bill; and inasmuch as there 
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can be but two substitutes pending, under the rule the Chair thinks REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PRIVATE BILLS. 


it would not be in order, not being germane, as has been already | [ynder clause 2 of Rule XIII, private bills and resolutions were 

held, to this bill, and for that reason sustains the point of order. | severally reported from committees, delivered to the Clerk, and 

aa With all due respect to the Chair, I appeal from | referred to the Committee of the Whole House, as follows: : 
© . ; By Mr. STALLINGS, from the Committee on Pensions: A bill 

Mr. DINGLEY. Perhaps the Chair had better withdraw some | (g. 1916) granting an increase of pension to John B. Meigs. (Re- 
of the reasons. [Laughter.] . port No. 1768.) _ 

The CHAIRMAN. The committee does not vote on the reasons | " Ry Mr. TYLER, from the Committee on Naval Affairs: A Dill 
assigned by the Chair. ‘For this and other reasons,” the Chair | (17. R. 5096) for therelief of George W. Wood. (Report No. 1769.) 
will say. . . wis By Mr. STONE of Kentucky, from the Committee on War 

The gentleman from Missouri oon from the decision of the Claims: A bill (H.R.165) to refund duties paid by the State of 
Chair. The question is, Shall the decision of the Chair stand as | New York o~ arms imported in 1863. (Report No. 1770.) 








| 





the judgment of the committee? — __| By Mr. STALLINGS, from the Committee on Pensions: A bill 
ore question was taken; and, on a division, there were—ayes | (g. 398) granting a pension to Mrs. Martha Custis Carter, widow 
126, noes 47. of the late Rear-Admiral S. P. Carter. (Report No. 1771.) 
Mr. BLAND. No quorum. | By Mr. LOUDENSLAGER, from the same committee: A Dill 
The CHAIRMAN. The point of no quorum being made, the | (7.'R. 8541) to place the name of Julia H. H. Crosby, widow of 
Chair will order tellers. i : Lieut. Freeman E. Crosby, upon the pension roll. (Report No. 
Mr. BLAND and Mr. SPRINGER were appointed tellers. 1772. 


) 
By Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire, from the same committee: 
A bill (S. 2599) granting a pension to Caroline E. Wessels. (Re- 


A MemsBer. On what ground does the Chair base his ruling? 
The CHAIRMAN. Gentlemen, of course, can vote upon any 
grqund they see fit. ‘The Chair holds simply that the amendment port No. 1773.) 
in the nature of a substitute is not in order under the rule the By Mr. HERMANN, from the Committee on War Claims: A 
committee is oueratne under, te resolution to refer to the Court of Claims the bill (H. R.7945) for 
Mr. HUDSON. I rise to a parliamentary inquiry. | the relief of Mrs. Mattie S. Holland, of West Carroll Parish, La. 





The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will state it. 7 
Mr. HUDSON. Willitbein order tomovethatthecommitteerise? | (RePort No. 1776.) 


Mr. SPRINGER. Not until the tellers have reported. HANG PRR ENCH 
The committee having divided, the tellers reported—ayes 95, | ; CHANGE OF REFEREN( & 4 
noes 18. {| Under clause 2 of Rule XXII, committees were discharged from 


Mr. BLAND. No quorum. | theconsideration of the following petitions; which were referredas 


Mr.SPRINGER. Mr. Chairman, I movethat the committee rise. | follows: ae 

The motion was agreed to. | _ Petition to accompany House bill 8453, granting a pension to 

The committee accordingly rose; and the Speaker having re- | the widow of Gen. P. S. Slevin—Committee on Pensions dis- 
sumed the chair, Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee reported that the charged, and referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union having Petition of Cigar Makers’ Union, No. 93, of Omaha, in favor of 


had under consideration the bill H.R. 8705 had come to no reso- | protection to American seamen—Committee on Naval Affairs dis- 
fation thereon | charged, and referred to Committee on Merchant Marine and 


| Fisheries. 





ENROLLED BILL SIGNED. 


Mr. PEARSON, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, re- | T —_—— vcrK 

ported that they had examined and found truly enrolled bills of FUBLIO — = TRODt ¥ ED. ; 

the following titles; when the Speaker signed the same: _ Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, bills of the following titles were 
A bill (H. R. 8226) making appropriations for the support of introduced, and severally referred as follows: 


the Army for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1896, and for other | _By Mr. WARNER: A bill (H.R. 8792) providing an additional 
district judge for the southern district of New York—to the Com- 


purposes. — Sow 
DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA APPROPRIATION BILL. mittee on the Judiciary. 
: By Mr. SCRANTON: A bill (H.R. 8793) to create the northern 
The SPEAKER laid before the House the amendments of the | judicial district of the State of Pennsylvania, and fixing the times 
Senate to the bill (H. R. 8388) making appropriations to provide | 4nd places of holding court therein—to the Committee on the Ju- 
for the expenses of the government of the District of Columbia for | qicjary, 
the fiscal year ending June 30, 1896, and for other purposes. | By Mr. McRAE: A bill (H. R.8795) designating the officers be- 
Mr. WILLIAMS of Illinois. I ask unanimous consent, Mr. | fore whom preliminary affidavits in entries of public lands may be 
Speaker, that the House nonconcur in the amendments of the | executed—to the Committee on the Public Lands. ; 
Senate, and ask a conference on the disagreeing votes of the two | Also, a bill (H. R. 8796) to provide for the sale of lands of the 
Houses, and also that the bill as amended be printed. | United States chiefly valuable for building stone, limestone, sand- 
— ad Is there objection to the request of the gentle- | stone, granite, marble, slate, and lands containitig gypsum, mica, 
aes chan adie olen |asphaltum, borax, fire clay, kaolin, petroleum, salt, chalk, and 
The SPEAKER announced the appointment of Mr. WILLIAMs of > bran jogo pe oe Se ee pazpeses—to the Com 
Illinois, Mr. Dockery, and Mr. HENDERSON of Iowa, as managers ™ 
PRIVATE BILLS, ETC. 














at the conference on the part of the House. 


RETURN OF BILL FROM THE SENATE ; os , , 
ae . Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills of the following 
_The SPEAKER. The Chair will lay before the House a resolu- | titles were presented and referred os fellows : cao oR 
eBay ye pig koa By Mr. CLARKEof Alabama: A bill (H. R. 8797) for the relief of 
© VlCIE ead as LOLLOWS: the Medical College of Alabama—to the Committee on Claims. 


Resolved, That the Senate be requested to send to the House of Representa- | By Mr. DUNPHY: A bill (H.R.8798) to correct the record of 

licat f th oa nti S. . . . : ri. ~thaod correc 1e record o1 

Court of } vate ‘Land Claims, established by oa cok of Odagionn a mee John Fox, late landsman United States steamer Queen—to the 
March 3, 1891, the title of William McGarrahan to the Rancho Panoche Grande, | Committee on Naval Affairs. 

in the State of California, and for other purposes, which bill hasbeen mislaid | By Mr. SORG: A bill (H. R.8799) for the relief of W. T. Alex- 


or lost. ‘ ‘ ander—to the Committee on War Claims. 
The resolution was considered and agreed to. By Mr. TAYLOR of Indiana: A bill (H. R. 8800) to increase the 
CARAVELS OF COLUMBUS. pensicn of Strother Brock—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


Mr. DURBOROW. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for By Mr. BELTZHOOVER: A bill (H. R. 8801) for the allowance 
the present consideration of the bill I send tothe desk. This bill, | of certain claims reported by the accounting officers of the United 


7 state, was up last night—— States Treasury Department—to the Committee on War Claims. 
The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the title of the bill. By Mr. TARSNEY: A bill (H. R. 8802) declaring that a certain 
The Clerk read as follows: part of Sulphur River shall not be deemed a navigable river or 


A bill (S.1454) authorizing the Secretary of the Navy to transfer the repro- | highway, and for other purposes—to the Committee on Rivers and 
:ductions of the caravels of Columbus to the Columbian Museum of Chicago. | Harbors. 


Mr. DINGLEY. Will not the gentleman from Illinois move 





that the House now adjourn? PETITIONS, ETC. 
Mr. DURBOROW. Oh, I hope that will not be done. Itwill Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, the following petitions arid papers 
, take but a moment to get through with this. : were laid on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows: 
Mr. DINGLEY. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House adjourn. By Mr. BALDWIN: Resolution of the Chamber of Commerce 
The motion was agreed to. of Duluth, Minn., favoring the passage of a bill in conformity 


: Accordingly (at 5 o’clock and 35 minutes p.m.) the House ad- | with the recent financial message of the President—to the Com- 
journed until 11 o’clock to-morrow. mittee on Banking and Currency. 





























1878 


By Mr. BELL of Colorado: Petition of citizens of Del Norte, 
Colo., praying for the restriction of the use of the mails by the 
Louisiana Lottery, and asking for the passage of Senate bill 1620, 
relating thereto—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post- 
Roads. 

By Mr. BELTZHOOVER: Resolution of citizens of Gettysburg, 
against granting money by Congress for sectarian purposes—to 
the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, resolution of citizens of Gettysburg, Pa., against granting 
the right of franchise to aliens—to the Committee on Immigra- 
tion and Naturalization. 

By Mr. BRANCH (by request): Petition of Rev. Leo Haid, 
bishop of the Roman Catholic diocese of North Carolina, and 
trustees—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. DURBOROW: Petition of the business men of Chicago, 
Il., asking a compensating bounty to sugar producers of the 
United States upon the crops of the year 1894—to the Committee 
on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. HAUGEN: Protest of the association of breeders of 
Holstein-Friesian cattle of Wisconsin against the passage of 
House resolution 235—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, resolution of the Chamber of Commerce of Milwaukee, 
Wis., in favor of financial legislation in line with the President’s 
last message on that subject—to the Committee on Banking an¢ 
Currency. . 

By Mr. KIEFER: Petition and resolution of the Commercial 
Club of St. Paul, Minn., for immediate fimancial legislation—to 
the Committee on Banking and Currency. 

By Mr. McETTRICK: Petitions of Benjamin Day and 15 others, 
of Marblehead; Amos Beckford and 18 others, of Meeuntienstis, 
and George L. Briggs and 88 others, representing businesss trades 
and interests of Grand Rapids, in favor of a new department of 
trade and commerce, with a provision for the appointment of a 
secretary thereof, who shall be a member of the President’s Cab- 
inet—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. MEREDITH: Papers to accompany the claims of John 
C. Davis, mortgagee, of Fairfax County, Va., and administrator 
of Diana Davis, of the same county and State—to the Committee 
on War Claims. 

By Mr. MORSE: Petition of Jared M. Davis and 6 other citi- 
zens of Haverhill, Mass., asking for favorable action on House 
bill 3374—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. RICHARDSON of Michigan: Petition of Alex. McDon- 
ald and 41 other letter carriers of Grand Rapids, Mich., asking for 
the passage of House bill 5294—to the Committee on the Post-Office 
and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. SCHERMERHORN: Petition of citizens of Canajoharie, 
N. Y., asking for the passage of Senate bill 1620, entitled ‘‘An act 
for the suppression of lottery traffic”—to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

By Mr. TYLER: Petition of citizens of Suffolk, Va., asking 
legislation to suppress lotteries—to the Committee on the Judi- 
ciliary. 

Also, petition of business men of Hampton, Va., asking for pay- 
ment of the sugar bounty for the year 1894—to the Committee on 
Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of Providence Grange, Norfolk County, Va., in 
regard to manufacture and sale of all forms of butter—to the 
Committee on Agriculture. 


SENATE, 
THURSDAY, February 7, 1895. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. W. H. Micsury, D. D. 
The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved. 


CREDENTIALS. 


Mr. MARTIN. Mr. President,I take pleasure in presenting the 
credentials of Hon. Lucien Baker, chosen by the legislature of the 
State of Kansas a Senator from that State for the term commenc- 
ing March 4, 1895. Iask that the credentials be read and placed 
on the files of the Senate. 

The credentials were read, and ordered to be filed. 


RECIPROCAL TRADE PROVISIONS. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate the following 
message from the President of the United States, which was read: 


To the Senate: 


I transmit herewith, in response to a resolution of the Senate of the 16th ul- 
timo, a report from the Secretary of State,accompanied by copies of certain 


pe meat touching the enforcement of the provisions of the tariff act 
of 1894, 


GROVER CLEVELAND. 
EXECUTIVE MANSION, Washington, February 7, 1895. 
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The VICE-PRESIDENT. The message and accompanying pa- 
pers will be referred to the Committee on Foreign Relations and 
printed, if there be no objection. 

Mr. PLATT. Should not the message go to the Committee on 
Finance? 

Mr. ALDRICH. It should go to the Committee on Finance. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The message will be referred to the 
Committee on Finance. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Iask that it be printed. 

The VIC? PRESIDENT. The message and accompanying pa- 
pers will be printed. 

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. T. O. 
TOWLES, its Chief Clerk, announced that the House kad disagreed 
to the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H.R. 8388) making 
ap ropriations to provide for the government of the District of 

olumbia for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1896, and for other 
purposes, asked a conference with the Senate on the disagreeing 
votes of the two Houses thereon, and had appointed Mr. WiILLIAMS 
of Illinois, Mr. Dockrry, and Mr. HenpERsoN of Iowa managers 
at the conference on the part of the House. 

The message also announced that the House had passed the bill 
(8S. 2483) to amend and extend the provisions of an act entitled 
“‘An act to provide for the opening of certain abandoned military 
reservations, and for other purposes,” approved August 23, 1894. 

The message further requested the Senate to send to the House 
a duplicate of the engrossed bill (S. 341) to submit to the Court of 
Private Land Claims, established by an act of Congress approved 
March 8, 1891, the title of William McGarrahan to the Rancho 
Panoche Grande, in the State of California, and for other purposes, 
the bill having been mislaid or lost. 


ENROLLED BILL SIGNED, 


The message also announced that the Speaker of the House had 
signed the enrolled bill (H. R. 8226) making appropriations for the 
support of the Army for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1896, and 
for other purposes; and it was thereupon signed by the Vice-Presi- 
dent. 

PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 


Mr. PEFFER presented a memorial of sundry citizens of Shiloh, 
Neosho County, Kans., remonstrating against the passage of House 
bill No. 961, known as the Union Pacific funding bill; which was 
referred to the Committee on Pacfic Railroads. 

Mr. SHERMAN presented a petition of the Ohio State Board of 
Commerce, of Cleveland, Ohio, praying that a survey be made for 
a ship canal between the lakes and the Ohio River; which was 
referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

He also presented a petition of the Ohio State Board of Commerce, 
of Cleveland, Ohio, praying that a survey be made for a ship canal 
from the Niagara River to the Hudson River and from Buffalo to 
the Hudson River by way of the Erie Canal; which was referred 
to the Committee on Commerce. 

He also presented petitions of 50 citizens of Zanesville, of 75 
citizens of Wellington, and of 58 citizens of Bowerston, all in the 
State of Ohio, praying for the adoption of an amendment to the 
Constitution of the United States to prevent the appropriation of 
moneys for sectarian purposes; which were referred to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary. 

He also presented a petition of 75 citizens of Wellington, Ohio, 
and a petitition of 75 citizens of Agosta, Ohio, praying for the 
adoption of an amendment to the Constitution of the United 
States providing that ‘‘no State shall grant a right of franchise 
to any person who is not a citizen of the United States;” which 
was referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. LODGE presented a petition of Typographical Union No. 
165, of Worcester, Mass., and a petition of Union No. 57, Brother- 
hood of Painters and Decorators, of South Bosten, Mass., praying 
for the passage of House bill No. 5603, to ameliorate the condition 
of American seamen; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. BURROWS presented a petition of Iron Molders’ Union No. 
175, of Battle Creek, Mich., praying for the passage of House bill 
No. 5603, to ameliorate the condition of American seamen; which 
was ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented a petition of sundry letter carriers and ex-let- 
ter carriers of Lansing, Mich., praying for the payment of their 
overdue claims, as allowed by judgments of the Court of Claims; 
which was referred to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post- 


oads. 
Mr. TURPIE presented a petition of Local Union No. 116, 
American Federation of Labor, of Summitville, Ind., praying for 


the passage of House bill No. 5603, to ameliorate the con 
American seamen; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented petitions of 300 citizens of Evansville, of 50 
citizens of Jonesboro, and of 267 citizens of Portland, all in the 
State of Indiana, praying for the adoption of an amendment to 
the Constitution of the United States to prevent the appropria- 


tion of 
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tion of money for sectarian institutions; which were referred to 
the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr.COCKRELL. I present resolutions of the house of repre- 
sentatives of the State of Missouri, in behalf of the antioption 
bill, favoring its passage and requesting the support of thatmeas- 
ure by the Senate. I ask that the resolution lie on the table. I 
believe the bill has already been reported to the Senate. : 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair is informed that the bill 
has not been reported. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Then I move that theresolutions bereferred 
to the Committee on Agriculture and Forestry, in charge of the 
bill, and I hope the committee will report the bill promptly. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. HAWLEY. I present a petition signed by a large number 
of business men of Washington, D. C., praying for the passage of 
the bill for the extension of the sewerage and highway system in 
the District. As the bill has been reported to the Senate and is 
now on the Calendar, I move that the petition lie on the table. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. CALL presented a petition of sundry citizens of McIntosh, 
Fla., praying for the enactment of legislation to secure to thesugar 
producers of the United States a compensating bounty upon the 
crops of the year 1894; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. VEST presented resolutions adopted by the house of repre- 
sentatives of the legislature of Missouri, favoring the passage of 
the so-called Hatch antioption bill; which were referred to the 
Committee on Agriculture and Forestry. 

Mr. HIGGINS presented a petition of the State Grange of Dela- 
ware, praying for the enactment of legislation to prevent the cruel 
and barbarous treatment of the Armenian Christians by Turkish 
soldiers; which was referred to the Committee on Foreign Rela- 
tions. 

Mr. BLANCHARD. I present a telegraphic memorial, signed 
by Patrick McCloskey, president of the New Orleans Board of 
Trade, Limited, with reference to an ——— for fast-mail 
facilities between New Orleans and the Northwest. Inasmuch as 
the Post-Office appropriation bill has been reported to the Sénate, 
I move that the memorial lie on the table. 

The motion was agreed to. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 


Mr. KYLE, from the Committee on Education and Labor, to 
whom was referred the amendment submitted by himself on the 
4th instant, intended to be proposed to the sundry civil appropria- 
tion bill, reported favorably thereon, and moved that it be referred 
to the Committee on Appropriations and printed; which was 
agreed to. 

Mr. McLAURIN, from the Committee on Public Lands, to 
whom was referred the bill (S. 2699) for the encouragement of 
education in the State of Mississippi, reported it without amend- 
ment, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. FRYE, from the Committee on Commerce, reported an 
amendment intended to be proposed to the sundry civil appropria- 
tion bill, the amendment as $17,000 for the establish- 
ment on Kennebec River, Maine, of a light, range lights, and fog- 
signal at or near Doubling Point; a light at Ames Ledge; a light 
at or near the southwest point of Perkins Island, and a light at or 
near Squirrel Point, and a day beacon on or near Ram Island, and 
for sites for the same, and moved that it be referred to the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations and printed; which was agreed to. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred an 
amendment submitted by himself on the 4th instant, intended to 
be proposed to the sundry civil appropriation bill, the amendment 
sepccreies $6,200 for the construction of a keeper’s dwelling at 
Libby Island light station, Maine, reported favorably thereon, and 
moved that it be referred to the Committee on Appropriations, and 
printed; which was agreed to. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred an 
amendment submitted by Mr. McMILLAN on the 4th instant, in- 
tended to be proposed to the sundry civil appropriation bill, the 
amendment poreeeiing S700 for south and north end range 
lights on Grassy Island, Detroit, Mich.; $5,500 for fog signal at 
Eagle Harbor, Lake Superior, Michigan; $15,000 forlight and fog 
signal for Middle Island, Lake Huron, Michigan; $15,000 for alight 
and bell at Grand Marais Harbor of Refuge, on Lake Superior, 
Michigan; $5,000 fora light at Little Bay de Noquette, Lake Mich- 
igan, Michigan; $5,000for a gas buoyat Gravelly Island, in Poverty 

assage, Green Bay, Lake Michigan, Michigan; and $5,000 for a gas 
buoy at Lansing Shoal, north of Squaw Island, Lake Michigan, 
Michigan, reported favorably thereon, and moved thatit bereferred 
to the Committee on Appropriations and printed; which was 
agreed to. 

Mr. HAWLEY, from the Committee on Pensions, to vvhom was 
referred the bill (S. 2491) granting a pension to Mary A. Hall, re- 
ported it without amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. BATE, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to whom 
was referred the bill (H.R.8153) authorizing and directing the 
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sale of certain property pelonging to the United States situate in 
Bristol Township, Bucks County, Pa., reported it without amend- 
ment, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. CAMERON, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to 
whom was referred the bill (H.R.3150) for the relief of Thomas 
B. Reed, reported it without amendment, and submitted a report 
thereon. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the 
bill (S. 1287) for the relief of Augustus Boyd, reported it without 
amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. MANDERSON, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to 





whom was referred the bill (H. R. 6244) to remove the charge of 
desertion from the military record of Jacob Eckert, reported it 
without amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 


an amendment intended to be proposed to the Indian appro 
tion bill; which was referred to the Committee on Appropria 
and ordered to be printed. 

He also, from the same committee, reported an amendment in- 
tended to be proposed to the Indian appropriation bill; which was 
referred to the Committee on Appropriations. 

Mr. MARTIN, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was 
referred the bill (H. R. 6985) granting a pension to William Arm- 
strong, reported it without amendment, and submitted a report 
thereon. 

Mr. PETTIGREW, from the Committee on Indian Affairs, to 
whom was referred an amendment submitted by himself on the 
1st instant, intended to be proposed to the Indian appropriation 
bill, reported it with an amendment, and moved that it be re- 
ferred to the Committee on Appropriations and printed; which 
was agreed to. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred an 
amendment submitted by Mr. Hit on the 4th instant, intended 
to be proposed to the Indian appropriation bill, reported it with 
an amendment, and moved that it be referred to the Committee 
on Appropriations and printed; which was agreed ta. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred two 
amendments sulmitted by Mr. Power on the 4th instant, intended 
to be proposed to the Indian appropriation bill, reported favora- 
bly thereon, and moved that they be referred to the Committee 
on Appropriations and printed; which was agreed to. 

SUGAR BOUNTY CLAIMS. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. I am instructed by ( 
the Committee on Claims to report, as a substitute for one pending 
in that committee, an amendment intended to be propo tl 


Mr. PLATT, from the Committee on Indians Affairs, reported 


‘ UilS, 


sundry civil appropriation bill, with a formal recommendation of 
a majority of the committee that it shall go to the Committee on 
Appropriations favorably reported, and with a recommendation 


that the original proposed amendment be indefinitely postponed. 

I am also instructed by the committee to make a brief statement 
as to the nature of the proposed amendment, and in accordance 
with what I understand to be the universal usage of the Senate 
and the instruction of the committee I will now make it. 

The proposed amendment relates to the claims for bounty on 
sugar produced—— 

Mr. HARRIS. Will the Senator allow mea moment? <A few 
mornings since the Senator from Oregon, as I understood, reported 
a bill and asked leave to explain his report. Ithen objected. If 
this be an amendment proposed to an appropriation bill it would 
be better that the explanation be put in the form of a written re- 
port. Butas itis not a bill to go upon the Calendar to be called 
up again, but to be referred to a committee, the motion to refer 
being debatable, I will not interpose the objection that I made the 
other morning, but should do so if it was now, as I understood it 
to be then, the report of a bill to go upon the Calendar. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. I supposed at the time the objec- 
tion was made that the Senator from Tennessee must certainly 
have misunderstood the character of the report, or rather the char- 
acter of my request for unanimous consent, a request which I was 
under no obligation whatever to make; buat I did it as a simple 
matter of courtesy to the Senate, because I am aware, Mr. Presi- 
dent, as the Senator from Tennessee is aware and as every other 
Senator is aware, that no such objection is ever made. No such 
objection as was made by the Senator from Tennessee the ot 
day has ever, to my knowlege, been made since I first took 
in the Senate of the United States, now nearly twenty-two years 
ago. Iam glad to hear from the Senator from Tennessee, whom 
I have always respected very highly, that he was laboring under a 
mnistake. 

Mr. HARRIS. I did not catch the last remark. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. I said I am glad to hear the Sen- 
ator from Tennessee, whom I have always highly respected, now 
state that he was the other day laboring under a mistake as to the 
character of the statement I wished to make to the Senate. 

Now, having said this much, I will proceed to do what I in- 
tended to do the other day, and that which I was instructed to do 
by the committee whose organ for the moment I am. 
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This proposed amendment relates to the claim of the sugar pro- 
ducers of this country to be paid a bounty on sugar produced in 
the country prior to the 28th day of August, 1893, the time when 
the tariff law repealing the bounty provision went into effect. 

The claim made by the producers is for the full bounty for the 
sugars actually Ss prior tothat date. Theclaim is further- 
more for one-half of the full bounty for sugar produced after that 
date, but from crops raised in the fiscal year ending June 30, 1895. 

The Committee on Claims is divided on both propositions. The 
majority of the committee believe, and so state, that the claims 
for sugar actually produced prior to the repeal of the act ought to 
be paid in full. A majority of the committee, in view of the im- 
portance of the questions involved as to the balance of the claims 
and thelarge amounts involved, were of the opinion that their re- 
port should be of such a character as would enable the Committee 
on Appropriations and the Senate to consider the matter. There- 
fore, as I stated in the opening, the majority of the committee 
report this substitute favorably, one member of the committee, 
however, being opposed to the payment of any part of these claims, 
and other members of the committee reserving the right to take 
such action in the future as to the claims for sugar produced after 
the date of the repeal act as they may deem proper on full argu- 
ment and consideration. 

Individually, as one member of the committee, I believe that the 
bounty on all sugars actually produced prior to the passage of the 
repeal act should be paid. 1think there is alegal obligation there 
as well as an equitable obligation. So far,as the balance of the 
claims is concerned I desire to reserve my judgment until the 
matter is fully discussed in the Senate. 

It is proper in this connection and the committee desire that I 
should state the amounts involved. The claims for sugars actu- 
ally produced in the United States prior to the repeal amount to 
$237,722.38. Of this amount $29,286.46 are claims on sugar pro- 
duced from cane, $86,782.47 claims on sugar produced from beets, 
and $436 on sugar produced from sorghum, while $121,217.45 of 
this amount are claims for sugar produced from maple sap, mak- 
ing a total of $237,722.38. "The Commissioner of Internal Revenue 
in his report to the committee of the Senate states that it will re- 
quire,in order to meet these claims and the administrative ex- 
penses, about $250,000. 

Mr. ALLISON. That is the claim arising from sugar produced 
during 1893 and not paid at the time of the passage of the act? 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. Produced during 1893 and in 1894 
prior to August 28. 

Mr. ALLISON. And in the spring of 1894? 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. And 1894, up to the passage of the 


act. 

Mr. ALLISON. Actually produced and sent into market be- 
fore the passage of the act of 1894? 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. Actually produced and reported 
to the Department. 

Mr. MANDERSON. If I may be allowed to make a sugges- 
tion it is not from sugar produced in 1893. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. Not exclusively; a very small 
amount was produced in that year on which bounty has not been 


paid. 

Mr. MANDERSON. It is from sugar that was produced from 
the crop of 1898, but produced as sugar between the ist day of 
July and the 28th day of August, 1894. It is not the crop of 1894 
at all, but the crop of 1893, which was converted into sugar dur- 
ing those dates. 

. MITCHELL of Oregon. Certainly. 

Mr. COCKRELL. That is a very important question. We 

would like to have had the Committee on Claims determine that 
uestion. 

7 Mr. ALLISON. And itis for the claim for one-half the bounty 

which is now recommended for sugar in process of production. 

Mr. MANDERSON. Entirely, because that is from the crop of 


1894. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. There is no trouble about it at all. 
This relates to sugar actaahy produced prior to the repeal of the 
act August 28, 1894. 

Mr. MANDERSON. That is right. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. It has no reference whatever to 
the claim for one-half bounty for sugar actually produced after 
the repeal of the act. . 

Now I come for a moment, and I will only take a moment, to 
the character and amount of the claims for sugar produced after 
the repeal. Of course it is but an estimate as to what the amount 
will be. The Commissioner of Internal Revenue reports that the 
average increase in the product of domestic sugars subject to 
bounty under the old law in this country for the last three years— 
that is, the three fiscal years euding June 30—1894, was 334 per 
cent—33.45 per cent, I think , to be entirely accurate. Upon the 
assumption that the increase for the fiscal year ending June 30, 
1895, will be the same, the amount of sugar on which a half bounty 
would be paid if the amendment should be adopted amounts to-—— 
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Mr. MANDERSON. Let me suggest to the Senator that it ap- 
proximates $7,000,000, and that he can insert in his remarks the 
exact amount. That is about the sum. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. The amount will be—I have it 
here—918,974,387 pounds. That is the estimate of the Commis- 
sioner. The full bounty on that, according to the estimate of the 
Commissioner, would amount to $15,500,000, and one-half of course 
would be just one-half that amount, or $7,750,000. This, then, 
added to the $250,000 for sugar produced prior to the repeal act, 
would make the sum total of the whole claim according to the 
estimate of the Commissioner exactly $10,000,000. 

Mr. BLANCHARD. Does not the Senator from Oregon know 
that the estimate of the Commissioner of Internal Revenue which 
he has just read is but the merest conjecture, and that the figures 
he gives are disputed by the sugar producers of the United States, 
whose contention is that the sugar produced from crops grown in 
1894, manufactured in the fall and winter of 1894-95, was no greater 
than it was the oe year, which was in Louisiana about 
600,000,000 Ronee s? 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. Iam simply stating the estimate 
ofthe Commissioner. Ihavenotenlargedonit. Ihavenot under- 
taken to state that it was too high or too low or indefinite. I am 
“ony giving the Senate what the Commissioner estimates. 

The product of sugar on which bounty was paid for the fiscal 
year ending June 30, 1892, was 377,670,825 pounds. The product 
for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1893, was 515,255,669 pounds. 
The product for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1894, was 688,889,- 
270 pounds. The average of all that, as stated by the Commis- 
sioner, is about 33} per cent increase each year in the three years. 
My impression is from information I have that the estimate of the 
Commissioner, so far from being too high, is too low, and that the 
whole claim will amount to considerably more than $10,000,000. 

Mr. MANDERSON. If the Senator will permit me, I have some 
little personal knowledge as to the product of sugar in 1894. Itis 
a fact which can not be questioned that the estimate of the Com- 
missjoner is erroneous and is based upon a mistaken idea of the 
facts. As to beet sugar, particularly in the State of Nebraska, 
on account of the great drought in that State, there was a short- 
age of production in 1894, and instead of there being an increase 
of about one-third in the crop, there is a very decided decrease; 
there was a slight increase in California; and there is no doubt 
about the proposition, as stated by the Senator from Louisiana, 
that the product of sugar from cane in Louisiana will not exceed 
the crop of 1894. So, instead of its taking $7,700,000 to pay the 
bounty—which I say is not only morally and equitably but legally 
due from the United States Government—it will take no more than 
it did in 1894, and will probably take less. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. I may be wrong about it, but I 
am simply giving the figures of the Commissioner of Internal 
Revenue, which is, of course, but an estimate based on certain 
data which I have given. I have conversed with certain gentle- 
men conversant with the business, who are of the opinion this 
estimate is too low. I desire in this connection to submit, to be 
printed with my remarks, the following telegrams in support of 
the payment of the bounty received from the Chamber of Com- 
merce of Portland, Oreg., and from certain citizens of that State. 
I ask that a, may be printed in the REcorpD. 

P oa VICE- RESIDENT. Without objection, it will be so or- 
ered. 

The telegrams referred to are as follows: 

PORTLAND, OREG., February 1, 1895. 
Hon. J. H. MITCHELL: 

As matter of justice and equity to Louisiana sugar planters and other sugar- 

producing States, who made their crops expecting protection sufficient to re- 


imburse their outlay, we emery request your favorable consideration 
of their claim. The good'faith of the Government was pledged to them and 


should not be violated. 
G. P. FRANK, Mayor City of Portland. 
D. D. OLIPHANT. 
President Portland Chamber of Commerce. 
T. F. OSBORN 


Ix-President Portland Chamber of Commerce. 
R. 8. HOWARD, t Howard & Floy. 
RICHARD NIXON, 

F. W. & V. COOK, 


H. H. SIMMON, 
And 1,000 more signatures, if necessary. 


PORTLAND, OREG., January 30, 1895. 
Senator Jonn H. Mircnen., Washington. D. C.: 

We ask you, as chairman of committee considering bill to pay sugar bounty, 
last year’s crop, to use your influence in behalf of planters for the passage 
of the bill. ould simply be an act of justice to them. 

BENJ. I. COHEN. 
A. H. TANNER. 


J. E. LOMBARD. 
D. SOLIS COHEN. 


Mr.PASCO. Before the Senator sits down I wish to call his at- 
tention to a single point with reference to the action of the commit- 
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tee on this matter. I wish to see whether I understand the state- 
ment of my colleague on the committee correctly. 2 

I understand that the entire committee recommended that this 
matter be reported back to the Senate and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations, and that a majority of the committee 
were in favor of the recommendation. I understood him to say 
that a minority only of the committee favored the recommenda- 
tion. On the contrary, my recollection as to the action of the com- 
mittee is, that a minority only of the committee were in favor of 
recommending this amendment pro forma; that the majority of 
the committee recommended it favorably, and that the entire com- 
mittee joined in the report. Is that not the fact? 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. I did not understand that all the 
committee joined in the report. I understood that at least one 
member of the committee expressed himself, if I may state now 
what took place in committee, as opposed to the payment of any 
portion of this claim as to sugar produced prior to the repeal of 
the act as well also as to the other claim. 

Mr. PASCO. Iso stated, but the member of the committee re- 
ferred to was in favor of a pro forma report, so that the matter 
might go to the Committee on a. 

r. MITCHELL of Oregon. That perhaps isso. I do not en- 
tirely agree withthe chairman of the committee. It wasdistinctly 
understood that there should be a pro forma favorable report to 
go to the Committee on Appropriations, so that the matter might 
be considered by that committee, and thus avoid any point of order 
that might beraised againstit. My understanding was that there 
was not a majority of the Committee on Claims who expressed 
themselves as favorable to the payment of all these claims, but 
that is quite immaterial. Itis perfectly clear that there is a ma- 


a of the committee who desire that this matter shall go, at 
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Mr. COCKRELL. Mr. President, I protest against that refer- 
ence. I protest against the Committee on Claims reporting back 
to the Senate an important question involving hundreds of thou- 
sands and perhaps millions of dollars without making any recom- 
mendation, and simply have it referred to the Committee on Ap- 

ropriations to be considered in the closing hours of this Congress. 

he question does not belong to the Committee on Appropriations; 
it is a claim pure and simple, and the Committee on Claims ought 
to have assumed the responsibility and reported a bill for what- 
ever amount they thought to be due—— 

a MANDERSON. I understand they have reported it favor- 
ably. 
Mr. COCKRELL. Instead of attempting to place the responsi- 
bility upon the Committee on Appropriations. 

Mr. PASCO. The statement I have made is to the effect that 
the committee have made such a recommendation. 

Mr. MANDERSON. A favorable report. 

Mr. PASCO. The committee have recommended that the 
amendment go to the Committee on Appropriations for their ac- 


tion-with a favorable report. 

Mr. COCKRELL. hy not make a written report, as the rules 
of the Senate require, so that we may see what the Committee on 
Claims has reported? We have the statement of the Senator mak- 
ing the report, which leaves the matter in doubt. The rules of 
the Senate require a report to be made in writing, and I can not 


see why so important a question as this, which has received con- 
sideration, could not have been reduced to writing, so that the 
Committee on Appropriations would not be left without any data. 


Mr. MANDERSON. If the Senator will permit me to interrupt 
him for a moment, I will say that if there is any such rule as that 
reports must be made in writing, so far as amendments to appro- 


east with a pro forma favorable report, to the Committee on Ap- | priation bills are concerned, it is a rule ‘‘more honored in the 


propriations, so that it may be there considered. 

r.HARRIS. Before this matter passes from the consideration 
of the Senate I wish to say to the Senator from Oregon that he is 
slightly mistaken in assuming that in what I said a little while 
ago I admitted that I had been mistaken the other morning. The 
language used by the Senator the other morning, when ‘he first 
proposed this report, was this: 

Iam instructed to submit a report from the Committee on Claims, and as it 
is a matter of more than ordinary importance, I ask the permission of the 
Senate for afew moments to explain the report. 

The language used was that he was instructed by the Commit- 
tee on Claims to make areport. I assumed, as I had a right to 
assume from that language, that the Senator proposed to report a 
bill back adversely or favorably—he did not say which—and in the 
colloquy that followed I said that explanation would be neces- 
sary when the bill came up for consideration. If the Senator 
had then said, “‘I am instructed to report an amendment to be 
referred to the Committee on Appropriations,” I trust there is no 
Senator here who will not give me credit for knowing that the 
motion to refer is as debatable as any other question which can be 
presented to the Senate, and no objection could have lain in such 
@ case, nor would aay objection have been made by me if the Sen- 
ator had made himself understood then as he has made himself 
understood this mornin 

That much I desire 
amendment going to the Committee on Appropriations. 
no objection whatever to that. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. Mr. President, the Senator from 
Tennessee has only emphasized what I stated a moment ago, that 
he was under a misapprehension. Whether that misapprehension 
was the result of anything I said or of any omission of something 
I might have said, is entirely a different question. That is all I 
desire to say about it. 

Mr. HARRIS. I was not under a misapprehension, basing my 
action upon what the Senator did say. I say the presumption, 
from the language he used was that he was reporting a bill back 
favorably or adversely. If he had stated then, as he did this 
morning, ‘‘I am directed by the Committee on Claims to report 
an amendment for reference to the Committee on Appropria- 
tions,” of course the motion to refer is a debatable motion, and it 
would have invoked no objection from me, because I think I un- 
derstand the parliamentary law of the! body and the rights of 
every Senator ered, well not to put myself in the absurd at- 
titude of objecting to debating a strictly debatable question. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. Mr. President, one word more. 
If the Senator from Tennessee had not been quite so hasty the 
other day he would have discovered in a minute the character of 
the report I was about to make, but —S was not given me 
by the Senator from Tennessee. e protested, and protested 
vigorously, and I was not permitted to disclose to the Senate the 
purport of my report. 

Mr. COCKRELL. What action has been had on the amend- 
ment just reported, Mr. President? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment has been referred 
t« the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 


& say; nomore. I care nothing for the 
I have 


| breach thanin the observance.” 


It isa most exceptional thing in 
the closing hours of a session of Congress, when appropriation 
bills are on for consideration and pending in the Committee on 
ae that a written report accompanies any of them 
when proposed to an appropriation bill from one of the standing 
committees of the Senate. 

So far as this question is concerned, I understand from the Sen- 
ator from Oregon and from the chairman of the Committee on 
Claims that this amendment is reported favorably to the Senate, 
with a recommendation that it be referred to the Committee on 


Appropriations. There can be no question about that. The Sen- 
ator from Oregon has simply been explaining his own views upon 
the question and those of some of his associates upon the com 
mittee. 


Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. There is no question but that ] 
was instructed, as the organ of the committee, to report the amend- 
ment favorably to the Senate, to be referred to the Committee on 
Appropriations. As the Senator said, I was simply explaining the 
views of individual members of the committee, and the reserved 
right of such members to take such course as they may deem 
proper hereafter, and, as the Senator has also stated, it is most 
unusual to accompany proposed amendments to appropriation 
bills with a written report; in fact I do not recollect it being done 
in any case. 

Mr. MANDERSON. The Committee on Appropriations itself 
does not make written reports in regard to such bills. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. That is true. 

Mr. PASCO. Before this matter passes from the consideration 
of the Senate I will call the attention of the chairman of the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations to the very elaborate report made from 
the Treasury Department upon this question, which was elicited 
by the Committee on Claims; and with that elaborate statement 
before the Senate it certainly is not necessary that the committee 
should make a formal written report, even if the rules require it; 
and I am obliged to state, without reference to the rules, that the 
chairman of the Committee on Appropriations is mistaken in sup- 
posing that a matter of this kind need be reported in writing. 
There is, however, as I have stated, a very elaborate statement 
from the Treasury Department. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Has that been printed? 

Mr. PASCO. It has been printed. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. It is an executive document. 

Mr. PASCO. And the Committee on Appropriations will find 
all the necessary information for them to act upon in considering 
the merits of this claim. 

Mr. WOLCOTT. Mr. President, I rise to a parliamentary in- 
ne I understand from the chairman of the Committee on 

aims that this amendment is reported favorably by the com- 
mittee. I understood from the Senator from Oregon who re- 
ported the amendment that it was reported favorably, but that 
the majority of the committee were against it. [Laughter. | 

Mr. MANDERSON. Oh, no. 

Mr. WOLCOTT. If that be true, and I understood the Senator 
from on to state that a majority of the Committee on Claims 
were not in favor of paying these claims, and this amendment is 
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for an appropriation for the pees of the claims—if I am mis- 
i taken, I shall be very glad if the Senator from Oregon will cor- 
rect me 





Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. 
i not accurately represent me, 
' Mr. WOLCOTT. Ido not seek to represent the Senator; I am 
only asking in the utmost good faith for information. I under- 
stood the Senator from Oregon to say that he was instructed to 
report this amendment favorably, but that he felt bound to say 
that the majority of the committee were not in favor of paying the 
claims. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. No, Mr. President, if the Senator 
will excuse me, I did not say in any part of what I said this morn- 
ing that the majority of the committee was opposed to the pay- 
ment of these claims. What I did in substance and effect say, 
and what I intended to say, was that the majority of the commit- 
tee, if not indeed the whole of it, were in favor of reporting the 
amendment favorably to the Committee on Appropriations, but 
that I believed a majority of the committee individually reserved 
the right, when the matter came up in open Senate, when it- was 
further discussed and we had all the facts before us, to take such 
course, either by speech or vote, as they thought proper. It was, 
however, a matter of so much importance, that we believed it 
should come in with a favorable report in order that it might be 
considered and thus avoid a point of order against the amend- 


ment. 
Mr. COCKRELL. And dump your labors upon another com- 


mittee. 

Mr. WOLCOTT. Mr. President, if Iam in order, I move that 
the amendment be recommitted to the Committee on Claims, 
with the request that the committee submit a report in writing. 

Mr. PASCO. I hope the Senator will withdraw that motion. 

Mr. ALLEN. Mr. President, as a member of the Committee 
on Claims, which considered this question, I wish to say that I 
think the Senator from Colorado and the Senator from Missouri 
are in error as to what we did. I think the Committee on Claims 
were unanimous—that was my understanding—with the excep- 
tion of the Senator from Mississippi [Mr. McLaurin], in agreeing 
that this claim should be recommended to the extent of the bounty 
on sugar that was produced upto the 28th of August last. I donot 
think there was any particular dissent on that branch of the case. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. The Senator is right about that. 

Mr. ALLEN. When it came to recommending the claim in so 

i far as it allowed a bounty upon sugar for the crop of 1894 after 
4 the 28th of Angust, there was some division of sentiment; but 
; even then I believe a majority of the committee were in favor of 
7 that. But as to that branch of the claim there was a general ex- 
pression that went around the table that each member of the com- 
mittee reserved the right to vote and to act upon that branch of 
the claim when it came into the Senate. 


The Senator from Colorado does 
















That is about the condition of the claim as it was recommended. 
; The VICE-PRESIDENT. Willthe Senator from Colorado please 
; state his motion again? 





i Mr. WOLCOTT. At the request of the Senator from Oregon 
: [Mr. Mircu#Ee.u] I withdraw my motion. 

‘ Mr. COCKRELL. In other words, the Committee on Claims, 
j charged with deciding these matters and reporting this question 
‘ for the action of the Senate, have almost unanimously agreed to 
place the responsibility for acting upon it upon the Committee on 
a and they are quite unanimous in saying that the 
whole matter shall be refe to the Committee on Appropria- 
tions; and when that committee come in with a report, if the 
amendment should be incorporated in the appropriation bill, then 
they would be at liberty to fight it to their heart’s content, agree- 
ing that a part of it, at least, should not go upon the bill. 

I protest against that course toward the Committee on Appro- 
priations. I Pye oa that the Committee on Appropriations shall 
not be made the een 7 ge a for all business which is referred 
to other committees of the Senate, and that they shall be relieved 
from responsibility by simply referring matters to the Committee 
on Appropriations. 

Here is a subject of vast importance to a large number of peo- 
ple of this country. It is a claim based upon certain laws and re- 
peals of those laws. The Committee on Claimsshould have taken 
up the question, considered it, and reported what they believed 
ought to be paid to the claimants, and it should have been consid- 
ered as a separate and independent matter. 












































The Committee on A priations is not the proper committee 
to which questions of kind should be referred. We remem- 





ber how that committee has been criticised in this body time and 
again because it was said it was attempting to usurp the func- 
tions of all the other committees of the Senate. Now, we see all 
the other committees attempting to dump their business upon the 
Committee on Appropriations and force them to do what is abso- 
















lutely impossible for them to do, with twelve a iation bills 
yet pending, give consideration to matters which ought to be re- 





ported by other committees. 
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We have now areport made from the Committee on Claims, 
which, as I understand it, includes the entire bounty question, 
not only for arreazs of bounty which were not paid on the crop of 
1893, not only for the bounty which may have been claimed to have 
been earned by the actual manufacture of sugar prior to the 28th 
day of August, 1894, but also to any rights and equities which may 
belong to the sugar producers for the sugar produced from the 
cane grown and matured prior to the 28th day of August, 1894. 
That whole question is left for the Senate Committee on Appro- 
priations to consider, when it was the duty of the Committee on 
Claims to have adjusted the whole matter, to have made a report, 
and recommended certain amounts, and not referred that report 
and bill to the Committee on Appropriations. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. One word in answer to the Sena- 
tor from Missouri, the chairman of the Committee on Appropria- 
tions. The Senator forgets that the report we have made is on an 
amendment submitted by the Senator from Louisiana [Mr. 
BLANCHARD]. It is not a bill, but a proposed amendment to the 
sundry civil appropriation bill, and the Committee on Claims 
were called upon simply to pass upon that amendment. As I 
have said, it is not a bill. We were not called upon to determine 
and make a report upon a bill, but, on the contrary, our jurisdic- 
tion as a committee—I must say this in defense of the committee— 
only extended to reporting on this proposed amendment to the 
sundry civil appropriation bill introduced by the Senator from 
Louisiana. We reported back that amendment with a recom- 
mendation that it be indefinitely postponed, and we reported fa- 
vorably a substitute, which is substantially the same, or but little 
different, and ask that it be referred to the Committee on Appro- 
priations. 

Mr. FAULKNER. If the Senator from Oregon will permit me, 
do I understand him to represent the Committee on Claims in re- 
porting the amendment favorably and in asking that it be referred 
to the Committee on Appropriations, the only committee to which 
it can go? 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. Certainly. 

Mr. FAULKNER. With the statement of the Senator repre- 
senting the Committee on Claims here, the Senator whose duty it 
was to make the report to the Senate, that the Committee on 
Claims has favorably reported a substitute amendment and asked 
that it be referred to the Committee on Appropriations, there is 
nothing to do but carry out the regular routine of the Senate and 
refer it. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. Certainly. 

Mr. FAULKNER. We can not go back of the statement of the 
Senator that the Committee on Claims has authorized him—which 
means a majority of the committee—to report the amendment 
favorably. 

Mr.PASCO. I wish to state, in reply to what the Senator from 
Missouri [Mr. CockRELL] has said, that the Committee on Claims 
has not been disposed to ‘‘dump”—to borrow the elegant word of 
the Senator—anything on the Committee on Appropriations. We 
have given careful and mature consideration to this proposition; 
we have put it in a different shape from what it came to us, after 
getting all the information we could from the Treasury Depart- 
ment. We have given the Committee on Appropriations the ben- 
efit of our investigation orally upon the floor, and these remarks 
will appear in the REcorRD, and the committee will also have the 
benefit of the very full statement of the whole question from the 
Treasury Department. We have taken the responsibility of re- 
porting a substitute for the amendment favorably, and the only 
thing left for us to do was to refer it then where every amend- 
ment relating to appropriations belongs, to the Committee on Ap- 
propriations, to be passed upon by that committee. 

I do not think the chairman of the Committee on Appropriations, 
with whose committee the responsibility finally rests, talks with 
his usual fairness when he accuses the Committee on Claims of 
attempting to shift any of our responsibilities or any of our bur- 
dens on the Committee on Appropriations. We have assisted that 
committee in the three or four sessions we have had over this mat- 
ter; we have put the question in proper shape for the Committee 
on Appropriations to act upon it; and we have given to that com- 
mittee the information from the Department which will enable 
them to act intelligently; and, as the Senator from West Virginia 
[Mr. FAULKNER] has suggested, there is nothing now remaining 
to be done except for this amendment to take the usual course and 
go to the Committee on Appropriations, and I hope it will go 
there without further debate. 

Mr. BLANCHARD. Justa word further upon this matter. It 
was I who introduced the amendment upon which this action was 
taken by the Committee on Claims. It is well known that, under 
the rules of the Senate, the Committee on Appropriations has not 
jurisdiction to consider an amendment of this kind unless it is 
previously reported by a standing committee of the Senate. 

An amount to pay the bounty was not placed in any estimate of 
any of the De ments, and the law under which the bounty was 
formerly paid had been repealed and was no longer the existing 





1895. 





law. Therefore, the only way m which the subject, under the 
rules of the Senate, could be gotten properly before the Commit- 
tee on Appropriations for action by them was to refer an amend- 
ment to one of the regular appropriation bills to one of the stand- 
ing committees of the Senate, to have action taken favorably upon 
it by such standing committee, and then have it reported back to 
the Senate for reference to the Committee on Appropriations. If 
that course had not been taken the Senator from Missouri, the 
chairman of the Committee on Appropriations, would have been 
the first to have met it in the Committee on Appropriations with 
the objection that there was no “ existing law ” which authorized 
this payment; that it was not in any of the estimates of the De- 
partments, and that no standing committee had reported it. He 
would have insisted it was not in order for his committee to con- 
sider it, and if it had later been offered in open Senate to one of 
the ‘appropriation bills he would have been quick to make the 
point of order against it. : 

All this having been anticipated, an amendment designed for 
incorporation in the sundry civil appropriation bill was introduced 
in the Senate and sent to a standing committee—and the appro- 
priate committee, too—that on claims. 

This committee have been considering the amendment for weeks. 
They applied to the Treasury Department for information touch- 
ing the bounty question. This information was reported in full 
by the Treasury Department, and the same is printed and is on 
the files of the Senate. After this the committee took action. 

A substitute for the amendment which I had introduced is now 
presented from the Committee on Claims with a favorable recom- 
mendation and accompanied by the motion that it be referred to 
the Committee on Appropriations, to be considered by that com- 
mittee in connection with the sundry civil appropriation bill. 
This is strictly in accordance with the rules of the Senate, and it 
can not properly be challenged by any Senator. The amendment 
should now take the usual course, namely, be printed and sent to 
the Committee on Appropriations. 

Mr. GORMAN. There is no question before the Senate, as I 
understand, Mr. President. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment reported by the Sen- 
ator from Oregon has been referred to the Committee on Appro- 
priations, the Chair will state to the Senator, and there is no ques- 
tion now pending before the Senate. 


DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. GORMAN. I ask the Chair to lay before the Senate the 
action of the House of Representatives on the District of Columbia 
appropriation bill. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate the action of the 
House of Representatives disagreeing to the amendments of the 
Senate to the bill (H.R. 8388) making appropriations to provide 
for the expenses of the government of the District of Columbia 
for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1896, and for other purposes, 
and asking a conference with the Senate on the disagreeing votes 
of the two Houses thereon. 

Mr. GORMAN. Imove that the Senate insist on its amend- 
ments disagreed to by the House of Representatives and agree to 
the conference asked by the House. 

The motion was agreed to. 

By unanimous consent, the Vice-President was authorized to ap- 

point the conferees on the part of the Senate, and Mr. GoRMAN, 
fr. COCKRELL, and Mr. ALLISON were appointed. 


WILLIAM M’GARRAHAN. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate the request of 
the House of Representatives to send to the House a duplicate of 
the engrossed bill (S.341) to submit to the Court of Private Land 
Claims, established by an act of Congress approved March 3, 1891, 
the title of William McGarrahan to the Rancho Panoche Grande, 
in the State of California, and for other purposes; and by unani- 
mous consent the request was ordered to be complied with and a 
duplicate of the engrossed bill sent to the House. 


SURVEY OF KALAMAZOO RIVER. 


Mr. CULLOM. Iam directed by the Committee on Commerce, 
to whom was referred the joint resolution (H. Res. 269) authoriz- 
ing the Seeretary of War to make a survey of Kalamazoo River 
from Lake Michigan to Saugatuck, to report it favorably without 
amendment. It is a very simple little joint resolution, consisting 
of a few lines, and I ask for its present consideration. 

By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the joint resolution. 

Mr, CULLOM. I will state that the cost of the survey will be 
only $350, to be taken out of an appropriation already made. 

The joint resolution was reported to the Senate without amend- 
ment, ordered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


RULES OF NAVIGATION ON INLAND WATERS. 


Mr. FRYE. Iam instructed by the Committee on Commerce, 
to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 8563) to adopt special rules 
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for the navigation of harbors, rivers, and inland waters of the 
United States, supplementary to the act of August 19, 1890, « 
titled ‘‘An act to adopt regulations for preventing collisions at 
sea,” to reportit favorably with amendments. I submit a written 
report thereon. 

Itis a bill which must be a law before March 1 on account of the 
proclamation of the President putting into force the international 
rules of the sea. Therefore I ask that the bill may receive present 
consideration. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. 

The first amendment of the Committee on Commerce was, in 
section 1, line 5, before the words “‘ forty-four hundred and twelve,” 
to strike out the words ‘‘ forty-two hundred and thirty-four,” and 
in line 7, after the word “ be,” to strike out “‘ obeyed by vessels of 
the merchant marine of the United States, other than vessels com- 
ing from or departing for the high seas,” and insert ‘‘ follo ; 
as to make the section read: 

That on and after March 1, 189%, the provisions of sections 4255, 4412, and 
of the Revised Statutes and regulations pursuant the ’ 
on the harbors, rivers, and inland waters of the United Stat 

The provisions of said sections of the Revised Statutes and r 
suant thereto are hereby declared special rules duly mate by 
relative to the navigation of harbors, rivers, and inland water: rovi 
for in article 3 of the act of August 19, 1890, entitled “An act to adopt re 
lations for preventing collisions at sea.” 

The amendment was agreed to. . 

The next amendment was to add as an additional section: 


Sxc.2. The Secretary of the Treasury is hereby authorized, empowered, 


in Commit .of th 
in Commit of the 












and directed from time to time to designate and define by suitable bearings 
or ranges with light-houses, light vessels, buoys, or coast objects the lines 
dividing the high seas from rivers, harbors, and inland waters. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was to add as an additional section: 

Sec. 3. Collectors or other chief officers of the customs shall require all sail 
vessels to be furnished with proper signal lights. Every such vessel that 
shall be navigated without complying with the statutes of the United States 
or the regulations that may be lawfully made thereunder, shal! be liable to a 
penalty of $200, one-half to go to the informer; for which sum the vesse! 
navigated shall be liable, and may be seized and proceeded against by way 
libel in any district court of the United States having jurisdiction of 
offense. 

The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was to add as an additional section: 

Sxc. 4. The words “inland waters” used in this act shall not be held to in- 
clude the Great Lakes and their connecting and tributary waters as far east 
as Montreal; and this act shall not in any respect modify or affect the pro- 
visions of the act entitled ‘* An act to regulate navigation on the Great Lakes 
and their connecting and tributary waters,” approved February —, 1895. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ments were concurred in. 

The amendments were ordered to be engrossed, and the bill to 
be read a third time. 

The bill was read a third time, and passed. 


1. 











The title was amended so as to read: “A bill to adopt special 
rules for the navigation of harbors, rivers, and inland waters of 


the United States, except the Great Lakes and their connecting 
and tributary waters as far east as Montreal, supplementary to 
the act of August 19, 1890, entitled ‘An act to adopt regulations 
for preventing collisions at sea.’ ” 

Mr. FRYE. I move that the Senate request a conference with 
the House of Representatives on the bill and amendments. 

The motion was agreed to. 

By unanimous consent, the Vice-President was authorized to ap- 
appoint the conferees on the part of the Senate, and Mr. Ransom, 
Mr. WHITE, and Mr. FRYE were appointed. 


BILLS INTRODUCED. 


Mr. BERRY introduced a bill (S. ) designating the officers 
before whom preliminary affidavits in entries of public lands may 
be executed; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Public Lands. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 2728) toprovide for the sale of lands 
of the United States chiefly valuable for building stone, limestone, 
marble, slate, and lands containing gypsum, mica, asphaltum, 
borax, fire clay, kaolin, petroleum, salt, chalk, and other like min- 
eral substances; which was read twice by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on Public Lands. 

Mr. HOAR introduced a bill (S. 2729) granting a pension to 
Daniel Cooledge Fletcher; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. ALLISON introduced a bill (S. 2730) to increase the pen- 
sion of Byran Cotton; which was read twice by its title, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. WOLCOTT introduced a bill (S. 2731) granting a pension 
to H. K. Palmer; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. KYLE introduced a bill (S. 2732) granting a pension to Wil- 
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liam Brown; which was read twice by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. CALL introduced a bill (S. 2738) for the relief of Leslie E. 
Keeley; which was read twice by its title, and, with the accom- 
panying paper, referred to the Committee on Patents. 

Mr. MORGAN introduced a bill (S. 2734) to establish United 
States courts in the Indian Territory, and for other purposes; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee 
on Indian Affairs. 


AMENDMENTS TO APPROPRIATION BILLS. 


Mr. PETTIGREW submitted an amendment intended to be pro- 
posed by him to the Indian appropriation bill; which was referred 
to the Committee on Indian Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. PETTIGREW subsequently reported the amendment from 
the Committee on Indian Affairs favorably, and moved that it be 
referred to the Committee on Appropriations; which was agreed to. 

Mr. VEST submitted an amendment intended to be proposed 
by him to the agricultural appropriation bill; which was referred 
to the Select Committee on Transportation and Sale of Meat 
Products, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. HOAR submitted an amendment intended to be proposed 
by him to the legislative, executive, and judicial appropriation 
bill; which was referred tothe Committee on Appropriations, and 
ordered to be printed. 

Mr. STEWART submitted an amendment intended to be pro- 
posed by him to the legislative, executive, and judicial appropria- 
tion bill; which was referred to the Committee on Appropria- 
tions. 

Mr. BUTLER submitted an amendment intended to be pro- 
posed -by him to the sundry civil appropriation bill; which was 
referred to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be 

rinted. 
r Mr. WALSH submitted an amendment intended to be proposed 
by him to the sundry civil appropriation bill; which was referred 
to the Committee on Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. T. O. 
TOWLES, its Chief Clerk, announced that the House had passed the 
bill (S. 879) granting a pension to Josephine F. Kelton, widow of 
Brig. Gen, John C. Kelton, late adjutant-general United States 
Army, with amendments; in which it requested the concurrence of 
the Senate. 

The message also announced that the House had passed the fol- 
lowing bills and joint resolution; in which it requested the con- 
currence of the Senate: 

A bill ? R. 952) for the relief of Catherine Caine; 

A bill (H. R. 5377) granting a pension to Richard R. Knight; and 

A joint resolution (H. Res. 252) relative to the British-Vene- 
zuela-Guiana boundary dispute. 


ENROLLED BILL SIGNED. 


The message further announced that the Speaker of the House 
had signed the following enrolled bills; and they were thereupon 
signed by the Vice-President: 

A bill (S. 1935) granting a pension to Elizabeth Ellery; _ 

A bill (S. 2165) to amend an act entitled ‘An act to provide for 
the settlement of all outstanding claims against the District of 
Columbia ‘and conferring jurisdiction on the Court of Claims to 
hear the same, and for other purposes,” approved June 16, 1880; and 

A bill (S. 2697) granting to the Gila Valley, Globe and Northern 
Railway Company a right of way through the San Carlos Indian 
Reservation in the Territory of Arizona. 


SEACONET RIVER BRIDGE, RHODE ISLAND. 


Mr. LODGE submitted the following resolution; which was 
considered by unanimous consent, and agreed to: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of War be instructed tosend to the Senate the 
report of the engineer dated on or ‘about February 8, 1893, in regard to the 


e 
railroad bridge over the Seaconet River, Rhode Island; and also to inform the 
Senate what action, if any, has been taken thereon by the Department. 


JOSEPHINE P,. KELTON. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate the amendments 
of the House of Representatives to the bill (8.879) ‘granting a 

nsion to Josephine F. Kelton, widow of Brig.-Gen. John C. 

elton, late Adjutant-Genera! United States Army, deceased. 

The amendment were, on 1, line 6, to strike out *‘ Josephine 
F. Kelton” and insert ‘Josephine P. Kelton;” and to amend the 
title by striking out ‘‘ Josephine F. Kelton” and inserting ‘‘ Jose- 
phine P. Kelton.” 

Mr. GALLINGER. As the amendments of the House of Rep- 
resentatives simply correct the name of the beneficiary, I move 
that they be concurred in. 

The motion was agreed to. 


HOUSE BILLS REFERRED. 


The bill (H.R. 952) for the relief of Catherine Caine was read 
a by its title, and referred to the Committee on Military Af- 

airs. 

The bill (H.R. 5377) granting a pension to Richard R. Knight 
was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Pen- 
sions. 

The joint resolution (H. Res. 252) relative to the British Vene- 
zuela-Guiana boundary dispute was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Foreign Relations. 


LOUISIANA OR HONDURAS LOTTERY COMPANY. 


Mr. CALL. Mr. President, on the 19th of December I sub- 
mitted a resolution asking for the appointment of a special com- 
mittee to investigate the Honduras Lottery Company in its opera- 
tions in Florida. By unanimous consent the resolution was laid 
upon the table without prejudice, subject to be called up at any 
time. I now ask for the consideration of the resolution. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The resolution will be laid before the 
Senate. 

The Secretary read the resolution submitted by Mr. CaLL De- 
cember 19, 1894, as follows: 

Resolved by the Senate, That a special committee be, and is hereby, created, 
who shall be charged with the duty of inquiring and reporting to the Sen- 
ate whether the Louisana or Honduras Lottery Company has been estab- 
lished and is now operating in the State of Florida and is engaged in business 
there and in the use of the mails andof theinterstate-commerce corporations 
or companies in violation of the laws of the United States and of the State of 
Florida. The committee shall also inquire whether the Louisiana or Hon- 
duras Company, its owners, managers, directors, or agents, have entered into 
a combination with any person or persons or corporations for the control of 
the elections and the legislature and the members of Congress and the ex- 
ecutive officers of the State of Florida. The committee shallalso inquire and 
report whether the Louisiana or Honduras Lottery Company, or any person 
connected with it, or any corporations in any way connected with such lot- 
ery company, expended money in the late elections in the State of Florida 
for members of Congress or members of the legislature, and whether they 
own, either directly or indirectly, any interests in ee published in 
the State, and whether they, or any of them, have contributed money for the 
establishment of newspapers or for subsidizing newspapers. 

The committee shall also inquire and report whether the political conven- 
tions or the elections for Congress and for members of the legislature of the 
State of Florida have been influenced or controlled by the Louisiana or Hon- 
duras Lottery Company, and if so, to what extent, or by any corporation or 


person in any way connected with or in combination with it or with the per- 
sons composing it. 


The commit shall also inquire and report what sums of money, if any, 
were expended in the late elections by the Louisiana or Honduras Lottery 
Company, or by any person or corporation in any way connected, combined 
with, or interested in such lottery company, or in persons connected with it, 
and in what way and by what person such money was expended, and by what 
persons it was contributed. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 
resolution of the Senator from Florida [Mr. Cau]. 

Mr. ALLISON. I desire to ask the Senator from Florida to 
make some little explanation of the resolution. I do not object to 
its consideration. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. I shall object to the consideration of any 
resolution or bill that is to elicit debate. It is my purpose to 
move that the Senate proceed to the consideration of the diplo- 
matic and consular appropriation bill as soon as the routine morn- 
ing business shall have been completed. I shall object to the con- 
. sean at this time of any matter that is calculated to lead to 

ebate. 

Mr. HARRIS. I wish to ask if the resolution has been referred 
to the Committee to Audit and Control the Contingent Expenses 
of the Senate? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. It hasnot beenso referred, the Chair 
will state. 

Mr. HARRIS. Ithink the resolution is ‘obliged to go to that 
committee. 

Mr. CALL. The Senator from Tennessee [Mr. Harris] was in 
the chair when the resolution was introduced. This very ques- 
tion was then raised, and he decided that asthe resolution involved 
no expense it was in order without reference to the Committee on 
Cee aan. 

Mr. RIS. I am advised that the original resolution sub- 
mitted by the Senator from Florida provided for the payment of 
the expenses of the committee out of the contingent fund of the 
Senate. To avoid the reference I now understand the Senator 
from Florida withdrew the original resolution and introduced this 
one, which does not provide for an expense against the contingent 


nd. 

Mr. HOAR. Let the résolution be read again for the informa- 
tion of the Senate. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The resolution will again be read. 

The Secretary again read the resolution. 

Mr. CALL. Mr. Presidetit, the Honduras Lottery Company, 
formerly known as the Louisiana Lottery Company, is a foreign 
corporation, domiciled in a foreign country. It is perhaps the 
most powerful corporation in the world. It assailed the form of 
government in the State of Louisiana for years. It proposed, as 











1895. 


has been stated in the public prints, to pay the entire debt of the 
State of Louisiana for the privilege of continuing its operations 
there. It is believed to have been essentially dangerous to the 
continuation of government by the people of that State. It is 
now known to have established itself in the State of Florida, 
claiming to conduct its drawings outside the jurisdiction of the 
United States, and to find a place of distribution and a place of 
publication within the limits of that State. : ‘ 

It is believed by the people of Florida that in connection with 
others it has expended great sums of money toward perpetuat- 
ing its existence in that State, eluding the operation of the laws 
of the United States, which seek to prevent its continuance within 
any State. A foreign corporation finding a location within the 
United States and seeking by the most powerful influences to 
corrupt officials charged with the execution of the laws, in my 
judgment, ought to be investigated, to the end that Congress may 
see what legislation is necessary to prevent its operation in this 
country. 

If it be true that the company has violated no law of the United 
States, that there is nothing within the competency of Congress 
to do, I for one shall not ask any violation of the Constitution or 
the distinctive authority of the General Government and the 
States. But it seems to me that it concerns the whole country to 
know whether a foreign combination can find a lodgment here 
against the laws of the United States and against the laws of any 
State, and interfere with the political conditions and the public 
policy of this country. Upon that point it would seem to me there 
can be no difference of opinion. Therefore I have asked for the 
appointment of a special committee. No regular standing com- 
mittee of this body can be expected to take the labor and the con- 
tinued trouble which the investigation will impose, and for that 
reason I have asked that a special committee be created. 

Mr. GORMAN. Iask the Senator from Florida whether the 
resolution carries with it authority to appoint a clerk and pro- 
vision for a stenographer and so on? 

Mr. CALL. It does not. 

Mr. GORMAN. Iask the Senator from Florida what earthly 
effect the committee will have or what benefit it will be if there 
is no machinery to carry out the investigation. 

Mr. CALL. We will see after the resolution is adopted what 
machinery is necessary to carry out the purpose of the resolution, 
and then we can ask for it if it is necessary. The resolution pro- 
vides for no expense. 

Mr. GORMAN. Isuggest to the Senator from Florida in his 
own interest as well as the proper and orderly conduct of affairs 
here whether it would not be better -to refer the resolution to the 
Committee on Contingent Expenses, and, if we are to have the in- 
vestigation, provide for whatever clerical force is necessary. 

Mr. CALL. I think not. I prefer that the Senate shall say 
whether or not they think it is advisable to make such an investi- 
gation. If that be the sense of the Senate, asI think it ought to 
be, then there will be ample time to make provision for whatever 
is necessary in the way of clerical force. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Mr. President, I do not know whether the 
Senator from Florida has made a sufficient explanation of the re- 
solution, or, if he has done so, whether the Senate has given that 
attention to the subject which it ought to give to everything the 
Senator from Florida submits for consideration. 

I should like to ask the Senator from Florida whether he him- 
self is convinced that the lottery company has been doing all 
those things in the State of Florida which he has set out at so 
much length. According to the resolution, it has been interfer- 
ing generally in the management of the government of Florida. 
It has been taking possession, so to speak, of the politics of the 
State and of the machinery of government therein. 

If Iam not mistaken, that is the purport of the resolution, and 
I wish to understand distinctly whether the Senator from Florida 
believes all those things have been done by the lottery company. 
If they have been done or he believes they have been done, and 
80 says upon his responsibility as a Senator, I shall certainly vote 
for the investigation. But Ido not think the resolution ought to 
be adopted unless there is a pretty strong assurance from some 
quarter that the lottery company is doing the extraordinary acts 
which it is suggested by the resolution it has been doing. I should 
like to hear further from the Senator from Florida on that point, 
if he will oblige me. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. I move that the Senate now proceed to 
the consideration of the bill making appropriations for the diplo- 
matic and consular service. 

Mr. CALL. I do not think that is a fair way to oppose the 
resolution. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. My motion is not debatable. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair is hearing the suggestion 
of the Senator from Florida. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. I do not mean to treat the resolution un- 
fairly, but I desire that the Senate shall proceed with necessary 
legislation. 
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Mr. CALL. The resolution is debatable. There can be no 
doubt about that. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. I beg the Senator’s pardon, but I do not 
understand that under the rule a motion to proceed to the con- 
sideration of a bill is debatable. I should be obliged if the Sen- 
ator from Florida would show me the rule. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair will state to the Senator 
from Florida that the motion of the Senator from Kentucky | Mr. 
BLACKBURN] is not debatable. The Chair will listen to the sug- 
gestion of the Senator from Florida, however. 

Mr. CALL. Mr: President, I desire—— 

Mr. BLACKBURN. I object to any debate. 

Mr. CALL. Iask unanimous consent that I may answer the 
question of the Senator from New Hampshire {[Mr. CHANDLER}. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. [ object to any debate. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question must be taken without 
debate on the motion of the Senator from Kentucky that the Sen- 
ate proceed to the consideration of the diplomatic and consular 
appropriation bill. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. On that I ask for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered, and the Secretary proceeded 
to call the roll. 

Mr. PLATT. Mr. President 

Mr. ALDRICH answered to his name on the roll cail. 

Mr. PLATT. Iam too late. 

Mr. COKE (when his name was called). I am paired with the 
Senator from Oregon [Mr. DoLpx]. 

Mr. HIGGINS (when his name was called). I am paired with 
the Senator from New Jersey [Mr. McPHERSON]. 





é aving een conciuded, the restut was announced— 
Theroll call h I luded, tl ult wa 1 
yeas 40, nays 15; as follows: 

YEAS—40. 
Allison, Cockrell, Jones of Ark. Roach, 
Berry, Faulkner, Jones of Ney. Sherman, 
Blackburn, Frye, Lindsay, Smith, 
Brice, George, Me Millan, Squire, 
Burrows, Gorman, Mills Stewart, 
Butler, Gray, Mitchell of Wis. Teller, 
Caffery, Hale, Palmer, Vest, 
Camden, Hansbrough, Peffer, Voorhees, 
Cameron, Hawley, Perkins, Walsh, 
Carey, Hunton, Pritchard, Wolcott. 

NAYS—15. 
Aldrich, Chandler, Lodge, Turpie, 
Bate, Gallinger, Martin, Washburn, 
Blanchard, Hoar, Morrill, White. 
Call, Kyle, Platt, 

NOT VOTING—22. 
Allen, Dubois, McPherson, Power, 
Clark, Gibson, Manderson, Proctor, 
Coke, Gordon, Mantle, Pugh, 
Cullom, Harris, Mitchell of Oreg. Quay, 
Daniel, Higgins, Morgan, Ransom, 
vis, Hill, Murphy, Shoup, 

Dixon, Irby, Pasco Vilas, 
Dolph, McLaurin, Pettigrew, Wilson. 


So the motion was agreed to. 

Mr. CALL. Irise toa parliamentary inquiry. What position 
does that leave the resolution in? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair is of the opinion that the 
resolution goes to the Calendar. 


Mr. CALL. I will state that there was unanimous consent 
that the resolution might lie on the table, and be called up at any 
time. 


Mr. BLACKBURN. It was called up. 

Mr. CALL. I should like to have the resolution retain its 

lace. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. The resolution was called up and it 
has gone to the Calendar. 


DIPLOMATIC AND CONSULAR APPROPRIATION BILL. 


The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the consic- 
eration of the bill (H. R. 8234) making appropriations for the dip- 
lomatic and consular service for the fiscal year ending June 30, 
1896, the pending question being on the amendment reported by 
the Committee on Appropriations, on page 9, after line 8, to insert: 





CONSTRUCTION OF TELEGRAPH CABLE BETWEEN THE UNITED STATES AND 
_ THE HAWAIIAN ISLANDS. 
The President is hereby authorized to contract for the entire work of lay 
ing a telegraphic cable between the United States and the Hawaiian Island 





and to direct the prosecution of such work whenever such a contract shall be 
made, and as a part of the cost of such cable the sum of $500,000 is hereby a] 
propriated. 

Mr. PLATT. I desire to say that if I could have obtained the 
floor before the commencement of the roll call Ishould have made 
the point of order that while morning business is being trans- 
acted prior to 2 o’clock it is not in order to move to take up any 
bill. I simply give notice that whenever that question shall come 
before the Senate again I propose to make that point of order. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. Ido not care to discuss a point of order 
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that has not been raised, but I submit to the Senator from Con- 
necticut that if he will consult the rule a little more closely than 
he seems to have done, he will find that after the hour of 1 o’clock 
it is in order to make the motion I made. 
Mr. PLATT. I have consulted the rule, I think, as closely as 
the Senator from Kentucky has, and I am quite ready to main- 
tain my proposition that by the rules of the Senate if morning busi- 
ness has not been concluded, there can be no motion made to take 
up any bill until 2 o’clock. 
Mr. BLACKBURN. Ido not care to discuss a point of order 
that has never been submitted; but the Chair has already ruled 
upon the proposition raised by the Senator from Connecticut. 
Mr.PLATT. I know it. 
Mr. BLACKBURN. Iask that the bill may be proceeded with. 
Mr. TELLER. Mr. President, I do not intend to renew the dis- 
cussion of the Hawaiian matter, but in support of what I said 
yesterday I wish to read the action of the British commissioners 
in those islands. I find in the morning paper the following: 


HONOLULU, January 30. 

The instructions to Admiral Beardslee reached Honolulu some days before 
the admiral, who arrived on the Philadelphia last evening. Much comment 
has been made upon the words “‘ refusing protection to American citizens par- 
ticipating in attempts to maintain as well as to overthrow any existing gov- 
ernment.”’ Nearly every American citizen in Honolulu has taken an active 
art on one side or the other in this unpleasantness. The general opinion is 
et the admiral’s instructions leave him with nobody to protect and little to 
o here. 
British Commissioner Hawes takes an entirely different view about afford- 
ing protection to British subjects. The editor of the Bulletin, until lately a 
royalist, consulted the commissioner on the subject, and was explicitly in- 
formed that it would be highly proper for him to render active support to 
the Government, and that he would not forfeit his protection as a British 
subject by doing so. 


Mr. GRAY. Mr. President, I did not intend to say another 
word in regard to the proposition which the Senator from Colorado 
and myself aectnel, yesterday. I hoped at one time we had 
agreed. Iam very sure that the contention maintained by me as 
to the instruction of the Secretary of the Navy to Admiral Walker 
last summer is sound. I do not propose to discuss it any further. 
But as the Senator from Colorado has read a dispatch as to what 
certain people in Honolulu think in regard to that instruction, 
and it is apparent that they are laboring under the same mistake 
which I conceive the Senator from Colorado was laboring under, 
I will merely at this time ask that there may be printed in the 
ReEcorD an English authority on that proposition, inasmuch as 
the dispatch reac from the newspaper refers to what England 
would do under the circumstances that have been detailed. I 
read from Lorimer’s Institutes of the Law of Nations. It is alate 
work, written by James Loriiner, LL. D., whois regius professor 
of public law and the law of nations in the University of Edin- 
burgh, member of the Institute of International Law, correspond- 
ing member of the Academy of Jurisprudence of Madrid, etc. I 
know nothing of this writer except what I find in the title page of 
the book; butit seems to be a carefully written book, and written 
by a person who has been a student of international law. The 
writer answers the following question, put by himself: 


May the citizen of a neutral State enlist in the service of a belligerent State? 


I donot wish to detain the Senate longer than is sufficient to read 
a brief extract, but I ask that what I have marked may be printed 
in the Recorp, He had been discussing the conduct of Captain 
Hobart, of the royal navy, who took service in the Turkish navy 
and became Hobart Pasha. He says: 


First. May the citizen of a neutral State enlist in the service of a belligerent 
State? 

The response which our theory yields is simple enough. The citizen qua 
citizen of the neutral state may not, but the person qua citizen of the world 
may. But how is the same individual to act in two separate capacities? Can 
he nd at home asa citizen while he goes to war asa person! _My answer 
consists in observing that while his personality is indelible his citizenship is 
not. The right on his part of putting it off falls under the category of those 
personal rights which are inalienable, while the right of depriving him of it 
springs not less obviously from the very existence of the state. 

While his personality, with its corresponding rights and duties, exists in- 
dependently of human volition, separate or eregate, subjective or objec- 
tive, his citizenship, with his citizen rights and duties, may cease by an act 
either of his own will or the will of the state to which he belongs. ‘For the 
time being, it is true, he may subordinate his personality to his citizenship, 
and this he does inZevery case in which he accepts the service of the state. 
So long as his service to one state continues, it shuts him out from servin 
any other state, just as any contract of service shuts him out fromany second, 
contract. He can not serve two masters at the same time; but inasmuch as 
he is a servant and not a slave, he may pass from the service of one master to 
the service of another, when the conditions of his contract with the first have 
been fulfilled. As we have said, the conditions of free citizenship do not and 
can not exclude the right of renouncing it. 

Now, such, I think, is not only the true theory of the international paren 
of the person, but it is the theory which more or less consistently the com- 
mon law of nations recognizes. Hobart Pasha was compelled to resign his 
commission in the English navy when he took the command of the navy of 
the Sultan. Had the ry of neutrality been accurately carried out, Hobart 
Pasha ought not only to have resigned his commission as an English officer 
before he became a Turkish officer (which he did not do till after), but he 
ought to have renounced or to have deprived of his nationality or citi- 
gzenship as an Englishman the moment after he became a Turkish officer. 
Citizenship and public service are ae and Hobart Pasha, as an Eng- 
lish , was not entitled to accept kish service. 








The distinction between his position as an English officer and as an English 
citizen I hold to be this: Had he been a private English citizen he would 
have been entitled, in virtue of his personality, to enlist in the Turkish serv- 
ice, though by doing so his English citizenship would eo ipso have been aban- 
doned. As an officer he was bound to resign his commission before his freedom 
of choice as a private citizen revived. He was under no obligation to con- 
tinue to be an Englishman, but he had no more right to be an English citizen 
and a Turk at the same time than he had to be a Christian and a Mohammedan. 
Whilst yet an Englishman in the enjoyment of his free citizenship he was 
entitled to elect whether he would continue to be an Englishman or become 
a Turk. His last exercise of his rights as a freeborn Briton consisted in the 
act by which he ceased to be one. When he had become a Turk there was, 
of course, no impediment, either municipal or international, to his becoming 
a Turkish admiral. 


Very much the same jural consequences, I imagine, would have resulted 
had Captain Hobart, R. N.,accepted the command of a Turkish trading ves- 
sel or entered into an engagement as a man before the mast; because he 
would thereby have passed out of the jurisdiction of the neutral state of 
which he was a citizen into that of one of the belligerents. As England could 
no longer have controlled his actions, she ought no longer te have been re- 
sponsible forthem. The flag which determines the nationality of the ship 
and cargo ought to determine the nationality of all who sail under it other- 
wise than oy pee If nationality and domicile be kept apart, and on 
other grounds I have attempted to show that they can not be identified, no 
difficulty need attend either the renunciation or resumption of nationality. 
It does not seem, therefore, that there would be any hardship in its renunci- 
ation being made imperative on citizens of neutral states who participated 
in the war, or neutral sailors who entered the mercantile marine, or even on 
all persons who voluntarily resided in belligerent countries during the con- 
tinuance of hostilities. 

He does not contend that international law goes so far in the 
latter respect as he contends it would be reasonable it should go; 
but the proposition he is contending for (and I think it will be 
seen to be maintained by the extract which I ask to have printed 
in the REcoRD) is that where a citizen of the country voluntarily 
enters the military service of a foreign country he has thereby, 
quoad that act, renounced the citizenship of his own country so far 
as to preclude him from claiming protection for the consequences 
of the act. 

Mr. TELLER. Mr. President, there is nothing in that antago- 
nistic to the position I took yesterday. 

Mr. GRAY. Iam glad the Senator thinks so. 

Mr. TELLER. A man may by going permanently into the 
army of a foreign country expatriate himself. There is no doubt 
about that. . The point I was making yesterday, which I seem to 
have some difficulty in impressing upon the mind of the Senator 
from Delaware, is that it is not inconsistent with the laws of the 
United States to assist in maintaining the existing government of 
a country with which we have some relations—in other words, it 
is not an offense against either the laws of that country or the 
laws of this country—and that a man is entitled to protection until 
he makes some movement that is offensive 
Mr. GRAY. Will the Senator allow me right there? 

Mr. TELLER. No; wait a moment. 

Mr. GRAY. Will the Senator allow me to state—— 

Mr. TELLER. Let me finish my sentence. 

Mr. GRAY. The Senator is misrepresenting me; that is all. 
Mr..TELLER. I hope I may be allowed to go on. 

Mr. GRAY. The Senator is generally allowed to go on. 

Mr. TELLER. I asserted yesterday over and over again, and I 
thought the Senator could not misunderstand it, that a man is 
entitled to the protection of his fiag until he has forfeited that 
rotection or has himself voluntarily abandoned that protection. 
hat is the principle I laid down. I said that assistance in the 
maintenance of the status quo of a country save by a revolution 
of the subjects of that countryis a meritorious act and not a crimi- 
nal act. 

Now, when a man goes into the army of a belligerent nation, 
a nation fighting some other, he violates the law of his land, which 
requires that he shall not do so. For instance, Turkey being at 
war, we will say, with Russia, a British subject has no right to 
go into the Turkish army, because that would violate the neu- 
trality between Great Britain and Russia, and therefore he could 
not come in and claim protection. Now I will read what the 
Senator from Delaware wants to say. 

Mr. GRAY. The Senator from Colorado is always very sure of 
the propositions that he lays down. That is the character of his 
mind. 

Mr. TELLER. Yes; fairly so. 

Mr.GRAY. Andavery good minditis. But unfortunately the 
propositions that he lays down can not be accepted, even by those 
who must respect him, as international law, unless they are sup- 
ported by arguments that are more convincing than those he has 
advanced. 

Now, the proposition the Senator seems to have laid down, and 
which I agree with, is that a citizen of this country, for instance, 
who enlists in the military service of a foreign country must not 
be considered to have committed a crime thereby. Is that the 
proposition? 

Mr. TELLER. That depends upon a great many things. I 
have made no such general proposition as that. 

Mr. GRAY. Ihave not said that he committed a crime. 

Mr. TELLER. I simply spoke of the citizen who attempts to 
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maintain the government of the foreign country where he re- 
sides. 

Mr. GRAY. I do not pretend that he committed a crime. 

Mr. TELLER. But if he serves that government for the pur- 
pose of attacking some other country, that may be an offense 


against the law of this country; and it is. : : 

Mr. GRAY. Ido not pretend that he commitsacrime. The 
writer from whom I read the extract does not contend that he 
commits a crime. On the contrary, he says it is a part of the 
liberty that belongs to his personality, not as a citizen, but as a 
man, to enter the service of a foreign country; but having exer- 
cised that option, he thereby relinquishes the attributes that be- 
long to him to a certain extent as a citizen of his own country, 
and he is no longer entitled tothe protection of that country from 
the consequences which follow the act of entering the service of 
a foreign country. Thatisall I contend for. His country may, 
of course, see that he is not falsely accused or condemned without 
a fair trial. That is all that it seems to me this writer contends 
for. The person has a right to enter the foreign service. The 
American citizens in Honolulu who defended the existing gov- 
ernment there had a right to doit. They committed no crime 
against this Government. We have no right to punish them. 
We have no right to visit them with any forfeiture further than 
to say that they then lose the right to callupon us to protect them 
from the consequences of the act of entering the service of that 
country; and that this English writer says. 

Mr. FRYE. I wish to ask the Senator from Delaware a ques- 
tion to see if I understand him. The morning reports from the 
Hawaiian Islands show that Great Britain places just the opposite 
construction upon the law, as I understand the law laid down by 
the Senator, and that is, if citizens of Great Britain help to main- 
tain the existing Government they do not forfeit the right of pro- 
tection of their own government. The reports state further that 
every American citizen there in the Hawaiian Islands did assist 
in maintaining the existing Government, and that under the in- 
struction given by the Secretary of the Navy every one of them, 
in his person and his property, would have forfeited all the pro- 
tection which the Government ordinarily ought to extend to its 
citizens. 

Mr. GRAY. That is a plain categorical question; and I say in 
reply to it, in the first place, so far as propositions of international 
law are concerned, I do not think the best authority for them are 
reports of what citizens said in Honolulu that come to us by tele- 
graph from San Francisco.- 

Mr. FRYE. But they raised the point. 

Mr. GRAY. The telegraph says they raised the point. The 
citizens at Honolulu who helped maintain the existing govern- 
ment against a revolutionary attack, or against any attack, do- 
mestic or foreign, had a right to do it; they did not commit a 
crime, it may have been their duty to have so done; but in so far 
as their right to the protection of the United States from the con- 
sequences of that act is concerned, that they lost sub modo. How- 
ever, after the revolution is over and when the military situation 
does not exist, when they are no longer in that service, that does 
not prevent them in regard to situations that are not a conse- 
quence of that act from asserting their United States citizenship 
and claiming the protection that that status entitles them to. 
That is all there is of it; and that is what I contend was involved 
in a proper construction of the orders given to Admiral Walker 
by the Secretary of the Navy last summer. 

Mr. HOAR. Mr. President, I wish to say a few words on this 
subject. It seems to me that the executive department of this 
Government and some gentlemen who have discussed this subject 
here forget what ought always to be borne in mind and what is 
essential to a full and complete statement of this proposition, that 
the duties and rights and responsibilities of American citizens 
there in relation to the Government of the Sandwich Islands are 
not determined by the ordinary rules of the law of nations. They 
had the express permission and assent of this Government for the 
maintenance of a dual citizenship, expressly recognized by Mr. 
Bayard in his instructions to the American minister in the first 
Administration of President Cleveland, and expressly recognized 
by Mr. Foster and, I think, by Mr. Blaine afterwards. 

Here was a semibarbarous country emerging from barbarism, 
emerging from cannibalism, under the instruction and guidance 
of great religious and benevolent organizations in the United 
States, especially the American Board of Foreign Missions. The 
residents of those islands were authorized by the full consent of 
that people to take a part in the administration of their Govern- 
ment, still retaining fully their character of American citizens. 
That was brought to the attention of our Administration by the 
American ministerandapproved. Hereisa position unknown to the 
general law of nations, not laid down in treatises on the law of 
nations, not recognized by diplomacy in any other countries of 
which I am aware, that what is impossible without international 
consent exists here, a dual citizenship, in which the Government 
has consented that our citizens may take part, retaining that 





authority, in the administration of that Government, as its citi- 
zens. 

Mr. GRAY. 
tion? 

Mr. HOAR. Not just now, because it 
going to say. 

Mr. GRAY. Itis in line with what the Senator is saying. 

Mr. HOAR. That being the case, it is not true to say that there 
can not be two domiciles, as is ordinarily said when we are speak- 
ing of residents of one state or one country, or in one town or 
another. It is not true to say that a man can not be a citizen of 
both countries at the same time. A man under that understand- 
ing has the same right to be at the same moment clothed with the 
full character, quality, privilege, and authority of a citizen of 
the United States, and the full character, quality, privilege, and 
authority of a citizen of Hawaii as he has to be a stockholder in 
two corporations at the same time. There is no inconsistency or 
difficulty about that position in the nature of things. We migh 
pass a law to-morrow providing that the citizens of the vari 
States of the Union who are here in the discharge of the public 
business may also and at the same time be citizens of the District 
of Columbia, and have every authority, including sutfrage if that 
existed, which pertains to such citizenship. 

Now, then, that being true, when they take part in maintaining 
the Government which the United States has recognized, and take 
art in maintaining a lawful government which the United Stat 

fon authorized them to take part in maintaining, still being Ame1 
can citizens, I contend that they have a claim to the support and 
the protection of their own Government while they are doing that 
act against all consequences of the proper act. Ido not suppose 
that the Government ever intended to go so far as to lend its own 
force for the maintenance of the Government; certainly not with- 
out an act of Congress; but the question whether an American 
citizen having taken part lawfully in the maintenance of that Goy- 
ernment ‘shall be seized and imprisoned or subjected to the in- 
trigues of Great Britain or any other government ina hostile way 
without our intervention is a question for the sound discretion of 
this Government; and in accordance with the law of nations we 
have a full right to exercise that discretion. 

Mr. GRAY. Mr. President, I do not want to prolong this dis- 
cussion; I have said more than enough about it; but I wish to call 
attention to the fact that the Senator from Massachusetts so 
lent me support and authority as to the question of international 
law by putting the contention of the Senator from Colorado upon 
the exceptional ground that between Hawaiiand the United States 
a condition of things exists which takes it out of the ordinary 
domain of the rules of international law. The Senator from Colo- 
rado was contending yesterday, as a principle of general interna- 
tional law, for the very things which the Senator from Massachu- 
setts is contending for; but the Senator from Massachusetts, |] 
think, with more acumen, has seen the necessity of taking the ques- 
tion out of the domain of general international law, and basing it 
upon the alleged conventional relations that exist between Hawaii 
and the United States. 

Now, about that I would have something to say. I do not 
agree even with the Senator from Massachusetts on that point, 
but I merely rose to remark that in what has just been said 
the distinguished Senator from Massachusetts [ have his supp: 
in my contention with the Senator from Colorado. 

Mr. HOAR. Mr. President, not at all. I did not hear the dis- 
cussion which took place yesterday between the Senator from 
Colorado and the Senator from Delaware. 

Mr. GRAY. Therefore I am a better judge about that. 

Mr. HOAR. Ido not know. I merely say that there is this 
ground which ought never to be forgotten, which our Depart 
ment of State seems to have forgotten, and which has been often 
forgotten in the discussion here. It does not at all imply that the 
Senator from Colorado was not right or was right to say that 
there is another independent argument in support of the general 
proposition. I know nothing about tliat. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. FauLknerin thechair). The 
hour of 2 o’clock having arrived, it is the duty of the Chair to lay 
before the Senate the unfinished business; which will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. A bill (H. R. 4609) to establish a uniform sy 
tem of bankruptcy. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. LIask unanimous consent that the unfin- 
ished business may be laid aside informally in order that the Senate 
—_ proceed with the consideration of the pending appropriation 

ill. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. 
of the Senator from Kentucky? 

Mr. HOAR. I object, Mr. President. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Massachtetts 
objects. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. Then I move that the Senate proceed to 
the consideration of the general appropriation bill known as the 
diplomatic and consular appropriation bill for the next fiscal year. 


May I ask the Senator from Massachusetts a ques- 


will interrupt what I am 
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The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from eer 
moves that the Senate proceed to the consideration of a bill whic 
will be read by title. 

The SecrETARY. A bill (H.R. 8234) making appropriations for 
the diplomatic and consular service for the fiscal year ending June 
30, 1896. 

Mr. GEORGE. I desire to make a parliamentary inquiry. I 
suppose that the motion just made would have the effect of dis- 
pecag bankruptcy bill? 

Mr. BLACKBURN. Only temporarily. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The effect of the action of the 
Senate in taking up the bill moved by the Senator from Kentucky 
will be to send the bill which is now the unfinished business to 
the Calendar. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. That was not the motion I intended to 
submit. 

Mr. GEORGE. The Senator from Massachusetts objected to 
unanimous consent being given to the bankruptcy bill being laid 
aside informally. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair will state to the Sen- 
ator that the only motion the Chair can entertain is to proceed to 
the consideration of the bill. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. Then I move that the unfinished business 
be informally laid aside temporarily, and that the Senate proceed 
with the consideration of the pending appropriation bill. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair will state that he can 
not entertain that motion. The motion*is not in order. 

The only motion the Chair can entertain is a motion to proceed 
to the consideration of another bill, the effect of which would be 
to displace the unfinished business. The question is on the motion 
of the Senator from Kentucky. [Putting the question.] The 
“ayes” eet to prevail. 

Mr. GEORGE. I believe I will call for the yeas and nays on 
that motion, because if it is desired to displace the bankruptcy bill 
we ought to know it. 

Mr. HOAR. I will save the time and feelings of both Senators 
by withdrawing my objection. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. Iam obliged to the Senator. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. ‘The Senator from Massachusetts 
withdraws his objection; and unanimous consent is granted that 
the unfinished business be informally laid aside and that the Sen- 
ate proceed with the consideration of the diplomatic and consular 
appropriation bill. 

r. PALMER. Mr. President, I have been somewhat inter- 
ested in the discussion between Senators upon what I regard as a 
very dry and useless abstraction. Thetheories they have advanced 
when applied in practice will hardly be considered in our future 
relations with the Hawaiian Islan I believe the controversy 
commenced yesterday morning by the Senator from Colorado [Mr. 
TELLER], with the pride of a lawyer whose opinions have been 
questioned, undertaking to vindicate himself. The Senator from 
Delaware [Mr. Gray], I think, with like pride responded, and the 
question as to which of those Senators is the more accurate law- 
yer still remains undecided. 

The real question before the Senate is upon the amendment 
which authorizes a present appropriation of $500,000 and author- 
izes the President to enter into a contract forthe construction of a 
cable from some point in the United States to some point in the 
Sandwich Islands. It proposes an immediate appropriation of 
$500,000, and it proposes future liabilities on the part of the Gov- 
ernment to an uncertain amount, conceded by the Senator from 
Maine [Mr. HALE] to exceed $2,000,000, it may be $3,000,000, and 
the inquiry which presents itself to my mind is, would that be a 
proper appropriation of publicmoney? I throw out of the question 
all the Fities which may be supposed to be involved at present 
in the discussion, except what is embodied in a statement yester- 
day made by the Senator from Connecticut [Mr. PLATT] in a ques- 
tion of mine and his answer. The Senator said: 

There had been in the past, and there was now, a project on the part of the 


English Government to obtain communication from Vancouver with the 
Hawaiian Islands. We can not afford that. There is not a single man in the 


. Senate who thinks we can afford that. 


I put this question to the Senator: 

Will the Senator allow me to ask him why we can not affordit? What dif- 
ference would it make to us? : 

To that the Senator from Connecticut responded: 

Because a cable from American soil to Hawaiian soil, while it has nothin 
to do with political annexation, constitutes the commercial annexation o 
those islands to the United States, and a cable laid from British soil to Ha- 
waiian soil practically leads to commercial annexation of the Hawaiian Islands 
to Great Britain. That is the reason. 

The Senator from Maine yesterday admitted that the commercial 
necessities for the construction of such a cable would not justify 
construction by private capital, and he put it upon the ground that 
there were considerations which were far beyond the money in- 
volved, that our commercial relations with those islands were the 
motive. 

These Senators seem to have it in their minds that the landing of 








a cable, or the selection of a point for the landing of a cable, would 
control the commercial value of the cable. That is the logic, that 
if a cable shall be landed in any country, that amounts to a com- 
mercial annexation of that country, or to the establishment of 
suchintimate and exclusive relations with the country from which 
a cable isconstructed, or on which acableis landed, that it amounts 
to the annexation of that country. Whether Senators mean that 
that applies only to these islands or not I do not know. 

Mr. President, it is the fact that some of the cables connecting 
the United States with foreign countries terminate on British soil 
at both of the termini. The great cable that was first constructed 
was from a point within the British jurisdiction to another point 
within the British jurisdiction. I have never heard that had the 
slightest exclusive business signification, to say nothing of polit- 
ical annexation. 

What is the object of a telegraphic cable? It is the rapid trans- 
mission of information. What difference would it make whether 
it were landed at one point or another? If it is open to commerce 
and open to communication, what difference can it make? What 
advantage would we gain or lose by landing a cable upon the 
shores of the United States or upon a point in the British posses- 


| sions, an open cable, free for all, accessible to information, and 


our telegraph lines being connected with it, wherever it may be 
placed, the telegraphs which exist in Canada or in the British pos- 


| sessions being also connected with it, furnishing information im- 


partially, as commercial necessities would compel them to do, or 
as the common obligations of comity would compel them to do? 
I say, what can be the difference as to the mere terminus of this 
end of the line, the point selected for the cable? 

Something was said yesterday in regard to the military advan- 
tagesof acable. Mr. President, can any reasoning be more absurd 
than that in case of a war with Great Britain such a cable could 
be controlled by Americans except by force? We know that 
these cables are regarded now as extensions of continents; their 
value can not be overestimated; but in case of war with Great 
Britian, can it be supposed that an American cable would be of 
any value whatever, especially one to these islands—and it would 
be unimportant except for that end, because we have neither fleet 
nor armies there? 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. Suppose a case like this: Suppose 
we had not a cable from San Francisco or Portland, Oreg., or 
some other point on the Pacific Coast, from our own territory to 
the Sandwich Islands, and there was a cable from some point in 
British territory to the Sandwich Islands; suppose we were at war 
with Great Britain, and suppose that Great Britain even had no 
control and no fleet that would be powerful at the Sandwich 
Islands, would we not be at her mercy, she having control of the 
only line there, whereas if we had one of our own we should not 
be at her mercy? 

Mr. PALMER. Suppose Great Britain had a fleet in the Pacific 
Ocean sufficient to command our cable and take it and destroy it, 
what then? 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. Then it might be different. 

Mr. PALMER. Mr. President, these are visionary conjectures, 
I will not say they are not statesmanlike, but they are the idlest 
fancy. The idea that a cable from any point in the United States 
to the Sandwich Islands would be permitted to be used by this 
Government in case of a war with Great Britain concerning those 
islands is entirely fanciful and visionary. 

Mr. HIGGINS. Will the Senator permit me a question? 

Mr. PALMER. With pleasure. 

Mr. HIGGINS. Iask the Senator if he does not anticipate a 
time when the United States will have a fleet in the Pacific Ocean 
amply able to protect its interests against Great Britain and every 
other country? 

Mr.PALMER. Mr. President, when that time comes we ought 
to make our arrangements with reference to the new conditions; 
but the idea of having a cable in anticipation of a fleet is exceed- 
ingly remote. I scarcely know how to illustrate the ingenious 
suggestion of my friend from Delaware. We may have a feet in 
the centuries, and, when we have the fleet, we may begin to talk 
about the cable, but I scarcely know of a suggestion that so savors 
of Hibernicism as that of beginning now the providing of a cable 
with the possible anticipation of a fleet in the next century. 

Mr. President, the question is, ought we now to enter into an 
engagement which will cost $3,000,000 on account of existing con- 
ditions or on account of such conditions as can be fairly antici- 
pated? Isay,no. I throw out of view now all the considerations 
except those suggested by the Senator from Connecticut. I 
know it is not correct to say that the construction of a cable con- 
necting the British possessions with the Sandwich Islands would 
give to them the commercial control of Hawaii. I know that is 
not sound as a proposition of fact; I know that one cable is suf- 
ficient, if one is required. The fact is, the British Government is 
using the Hawaiian Islands as a mere way station, and the Cana- 
dian company promises, with the subvention of the Government, 
a profit from its cable, a private enterprise, if I understand, that 
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looks to probable extensions. Ours does not. Our cable has no 


other possible or future connection. It is proposed to construct 
a cable to those islands, which contain a population probably of 
90,000, upon the theory that somehow or other we are interes 
in prompt communication with them. 3 

ne of the Senators from Maine said yesterday that our imports 
amounted to about $12,000,000 a year and our exports to some- 
thing over $3,000,000, I think was his statement. Here we are ex- 
pected to incur expense to an amount equal to the whole sum of 
our exports to the Sandwich Islands, an a pay as much 
for this object as our whole exports to the islands, if the Senator 
from Maine was accurate in his figures. How can it be that in a 
business point of view such a scheme can enter into any mind as 
justifying the extraordinary expenditure which this amendment 
implies? 

Mr. President, there still lies beyond all this aquestion to which 
I may give very brief attention, and analyze this bill somewhat 
in the line of the thought which I now propose to follow. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Before the Senator leaves that point will he 
permit me to ask him a question? 

Mr. PALMER. Certainly. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Does the Senator think the policy of Great 
Britain in laying telegraphic cables, opening canals, and securing 
coaling stations and harbors in various parts of the world is 
defensible for that country from a commercial or political stand- 

oint? 

Mr. PALMER. It is perfectly in harmony with British price, 
Great Britain having possessions all over the world, thatshe should 
seek prompt communication between her various possessions. I 
can comprehend that; but we have none; our territory is limited 
by the continent. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Ifthe Senator will allow me another question, 
does he not think that the United States ought to extend com- 
mercial relations with the various countries of the world? 

Mr. PALMER. Ithink so; and I think those commercial rela- 
tions could be extended as completely and perfectly by cable from 
some point in the British possessions to the Sandwich Islands as 
our relations are extended by the cable which terminates in the 
British possessions on this continent. 

Mr. ALDRICH. In other words, the Senator thinks we can 
trust our commercial relations to our rivals, Great Britain and 
other countries, without taking the means for their development 
ourselves which all civilized nations upon the face of the globe 
have found necessary in their own cases? 

Mr. PALMER. Most of the nations of the globe are unlike 
ours. Ours is a republican Government; it is based upon popu- 
lar suffrage; its great purpose is the happiness of its people. Con- 
siderations of national glory, however much they may be enter- 
tained by some men, do not enter into American considerations, or 
ought not to enter into the consideration of American statesmen 
when the glory of the Republic is disconnected from the happi- 
ness of its people. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I have always understood that those who 
sympathize with the economic views of the Senator from Illinois 
believe that the happiness and prosperity of the American peo- 
ple would be conduced by an enlargement of our foreign com- 
merce. I have always understood that was the object they 
favored above all others. 

Mr. PALMER. If the Senator can suggest to me howour com- 
merce with the Hawaiian Islands can be enlarged by the construc- 
tion of a cable to be laid there I will listen to him with pleasure. 

Mr. ALDRICH. It seems to me very plain that a cable to these 
islands would be of the greatest benefit to our commerce. There 
can be no question about that. Thatissoplain, thatit isnot worth 
while to so it or even to make a suggestion about it. 

Mr. PALMER. The Senator believes in generalities. I will 
ask him how it will enlarge our commerce. Would it increase 
the productions of the islands, or would it increase the share we 
should get of the productions of the islands to have such a cable? 

Mr. ALDRICH. It seems to me very plain that if American 
merchants could know promptly the condition of the Hawaiian 
markets at all times, and if the Hawaiian merchants could know 
the condition of the American markets, it would facilitate trade 
between these countries; it would give to the American mer- 
chants a much larger a of the trade of those islands 
than they now have, and if not done, the trade may be taken away 
from us by other countries, especially by those countries having 
direct communication by means of cable. 

Mr. PALMER. Mr. President, how very shadowy all that is 
to a business mind! That is hardl charaoteristic of that noble 
State of Rhode Island, where men do business and make money 
and work for money. Here we have a mere shadow, and we are 
expected to follow it as if it was composed of real facts. I ask, if 
this cable were constructed from some point on the American 
en to Hawaii, would it not help the commerce of the 
wor 


Mr. ALDRICH. It might or it might not. That depends en- 
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tirely upon circumstances; but, unfortunately for us, it might so 
happen that Great Britain, for instance, might prevent our use of 
the cable. 

Mr. PALMER. It might. 

Mr. ALDRICH. And there might be a very good reason for 
their not permitting the United States to use the cable. 

Mr. PALMER. There might; and yet has Great Britain ever 
denied us the use of a cable which lands upon its shores? 

Mr. ALDRICH. It has not for one very good reason, I take it, 
that there has been no occasion arising since that cable was laid 


for doing so; and there is very good reason that there are other 
cables laid from the United States to France and various European 


points, so that we are not dependent upon any cables which ter- 
minate upon British soil. 

Mr. PALMER. And there are no occasions arising now other 
than those which have been invented forthe purpose. We know, 
if we know anything, that the Sandwich Islands will gravitate in 
that direction which its people desire. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Is the Senator from Illinois not willing to ad- 
mit that there is a commercial warfare or a contention going on 
among the great nations of the world for enlarged markets, for 
the markets of the Hawaiian Islands, and for every other market 
in the world; and does he not know that these rivals of ours are 
taking advantage of every agency, of every instrumentality, to 
improve their commerce and enlarge their markets; and does he 
expect that the United States is to sit down silently and submis- 
sively and allow those countries to take these markets? 

Mr. PALMER. Mr. President, I object to the use of the words 
‘*commercial war.” There are commercial rivalries in nations 
and between nations, and enterprising men in the United States 
are engaged in rivalries with each other; so are nations engaged 
in rivalries with each other; but the idea that a nation shall from 
any consideration of profit invest in a cable the cost of which 
will equal its whole exports to the point to which the cable is 
directed is one of those unprofitable experiments which does not 
strike me as having any business in it. 

Mr. ALDRICH. What is it which has led the Government of 
Great Britain to build an expensive highway across her dominion 
to the Pacific Coast? What is it that led Great Britain, through 
commissioners, who have been to the Hawaiian !slands, to nego 
tiate with the Government of that country for the construction 
of a cable? 

Mr. PALMER. It is because, I suppose, they need it, or think 
they need it. I suppose they think they will make profit out of it. 

Mr. ALDRICH. And it is because we think we need it, and 
because we believe the commercial interests of the United States 
demand it, that we are supporting this proposition. 

Mr. PALMER. The Senator is right if he believes it, and let 
him act according to his beliefs. Ido not believe it, and there- 
fore I act according to my belief. I could never think of con- 
structing a cable at a cost of $3,000,000 to a country where our 
imports amount to but $12,000,000 and our exports to $3,000,000. 
I should regard that as investing an enormous amount of money 
which must necessarily be unprofitable. The Senator, however, 
I have no doubt, will be candid enough to say that this cable 
would be valueless in a mere commercial point of view. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Not by any means. 

Mr. PALMER. Well, valueless in the sense that it would not 
justify the expense. I apprehend from a mere commercial point 
of view the commerce would not pay the tolls on the cable. No 
one relies upon the cable as acommercial cable. The proposition 
is that it shall be built by the United States, and the tolls are re- 
garded as altogether unimportant. Can it be that a business man 
would construct a cable or construct a telegraph between two 
points where the tolls would inevitably fail to pay a profit or in- 
terest on the investment? 

Mr. ALDRICH. Will the Senator allow me further? 

Mr. PALMER. Certainly. 

Mr. ALDRICH. We expend many millions of dollars every 
year in constructing and maintaining a navy, and other millions 
of dollars in the maintenance of our consular service. Does the 
Senator think that from a purely commercial standpoint those in- 
vestments pay, and that the Government of the United States 
ought to continue those expenditures? 

Mr. PALMER. I do. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Why? 

Mr. PALMER. They have a value far beyond and out of pro- 
portion to their commercial results. 

Mr. ALDRICH. There are no other results in sight. We cer- 
tainly do not maintain a navy just at this moment for any pur- 
pose of warfare. 

Mr. PALMER. Are there any other results in sight here? 

Mr. ALDRICH. Yes. 

Mr. PALMER. What are they? 

Mr. ALDRICH. The commercial uses. 

Mr. PALMER. It is confessed, I take it, by not being denied, 
that the whole of the amount exported from the United States te 
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the Sandwich Islands in any one year is less than would be the 
outlay for a cable. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Aside from the broad and general considera- 
tions of acommercial character and of a political character, which 
make the construction and the putting down of this cable a neces- 
sity, I believe that the investment would at least pay measurably 
from its inception. 

Mr. PALMER. ‘“‘Measurably!” How shadowy again! What 
exact significance is to be attached to the word ‘‘measurably? ” 
Would it be a tenth, a twentieth, a fiftieth, or what? That is 
what I complain of in this discussion. The appropriation is main- 
tained by shadows and by arguments that seem to me to lack that 
sort of certainty which can carry conviction to any -considerate 
mind. The Senator says ‘‘ political,” and there is the true kernel 
of this nut. Itisin order to promote the possibility or the chances 
of the annexation of those islands to the United States, and any 
— beyond that is hardly justified by the dignity of this body. 

t is proposed by these means to bring the United States Govern- 
ment into such relations with the so-called Hawaiian Republic 
that the latter can be maintained in power. That is it, that this 
Government shall be responsible for the maintenance of the 
Hawaiian Government, and if that fact were frankly avowed it 
might meet with an equal degree of frankness. I am sopeses to 
the annexation or acquisition of those islands by the United States. 

Mr. MORGAN. Will the Senator from Illinois allow me to ask 
him a question? 

Mr. PALMER. Certainly. » 

Mr. MORGAN. I wish to ask the Senator from Ilinois for in- 
formation. 

Mr. PALMER. I will furnish it if I can. 

Mr. MORGAN. By what line of telegraph or cable do we now 
send dispatches to our fleet in Chinese waters and Japanese 
waters and receive dispatches from that fleet? 

Mr. PALMER. The Senator from Alabama can answer the 
question himself. 

Mr. MORGAN. Ican not answer it. Will the Senator from 
Illinois answer it? 

Mr. PALMER. Isupposed a Senator whose knowledge of our 
foreign relations is as extensive as that of any other member of 
the Senate would be able to furnish information on such a point. 

Mr. MORGAN. I can give a guess at it. Isupposed the wis- 
dom of the Senator from Illinois—— 

Mr. PALMER. A guess by the Senator from Alabama would 
be far more valuable than a positive assertion by me. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I suppose there is no doubt about the fact 
that all telegraphic communication goes by way of Europe, India, 
and China. 

Mr. MORGAN. I desire to know whether it goes by Egypt and 
Australia. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I know of no cable line to Australia. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Have not the English such a line? 

Mr. SHERMAN. The English may have. 

Mr.WHITE. The Senator from Ohio is mistaken in that regard. 

Mr. SHERMAN. They have a line from China to Australia. 

Mr. WHITE. Yes, sir. 

Mr. MORGAN. Then I mages to the Senators also whether 
— are not sent through China and Russia overland to 
St. Petersburg and out through Great Britain. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Yes. 

Mr. MORGAN. There are two lines there. Can any Senator 
inform me which line is now being employed by the United States 
Government? I inquire for information, because it is a very im- 
portant matter to know the fact in connection with the question 
whether we shall establish a cable line under our own control, or 
whether in times like these, when we have a ship now, it appears, 
involved in trouble with Chinese on account of some accident 
happening to a young man there, we are to send telegraphic dis- 
patches to and receive dispatches from our Navy entirely through 
foreign sources, where of course the communications can be in- 


spected. 

Mr. ALDRICH. There is no line of our own. 

Mr. MORGAN. There is no line of our own. Ihave no doubt 
that is correct. 

Mr. PALMER. I do not feel humbled when I confess my 
ignorance in matters as to which Senators of so much intelligence 
disagree. They seem not to know; I confess I do not know. 

I return to the line of thought I meant to pursue a moment ago. 
I said the pending amendment is not dictated by commercial con- 
siderations. It is dictated by political considerations that begin 
and end in the United States and the Sandwich Islands. The pur- 
pose is to give to this Government the means of communicating 
with such directness with our forces employed near the islands as 
will enable the Government to command them from here. I have 
just said that 1 do not favor the acquisition of the Sandwich 

lands either by annexation or otherwise. 

The Senater from Colorado [Mr. TELLER] yesterday spoke of 
the necessity or the popular passion for acquisition, and he spoke 
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of the possible acquisition of the islands and their retention as a 
mere province, There is no place in our system for a mere prov- 
ince. We have States, we have Territories of two classes, but 
they are contiguous to the United States. They are set up by 
American citizens. 

Mr. ALDRICH. What kind of a government have we in 
Alaska? 

Mr. PALMER. Wehavea Territorial government. It maybe 
of an imperfect order, but still Alaska is a Territory of the United 
States and is so governed. As the Senator from Rhode Island is 
aware, we have officers there, a governor and a judicial organi- 
zation. I observed that a bill passed the Senate yesterday author- 
izing the governor of Alaska to appoint justices of the peace and 
other officers for the administration of the law. What would be 
the province of Hawaii or the province of the Sandwich Islands? 
What would be its relation to the United States if it were a Terri- 
tory? But I ask again what place have we in our system for such 
a people as inhabit those islands? I am not speaking harshly of 
the men who have taken possession of the Goveriiisests there. 
That is one of the processes of development. It is so natural for 
the intelligent, the active, the earnest, and the greedy to usurp 
control and seize the property of feeble races that this case fur- 
nishes no exception to the general rule. 

There are now in the islands say perhaps 90,000 souls. The Gov- 
ernment is in the hands of a few hundred. From that few hun- 
dred, from all participation in the Government, the great mass of 
the people are excluded. Let us suppose that to-morrow, to-day 
if possible, the American Congress should pass a bill, which should 
become a law oe action of the President, annexing the Hawaiian 
Islands to the United States; what would be the first requirement 
of our Government, a according toits own organization 
and its own spirit? Weshould find the bulk of the valuable prop- 
erty there in the hands of less than 5,000 people. The great bull 
of the property is in the hands of corporations organized in Hawaii 
mainly, but the stock is held by persons all over the United States, 
England, and Germany. The great bulk of the property is in the 
condition I have described, and that association of people have the 
absolute control of the Government. 

I am not speaking of the wisdom of the Government as adapted 
to the conditions of that particular population. My argument 
is that we have no place in our system for such a Government 
or such a population. What would we do with it? Would 
an American Congress ratify that Government thus reorgan- 
ized with all the powers the governing party claim for them- 
selves? What would we get? Would we, as we did with the 
State of Texas, annex them with their constitution? Would we 
take them as it is now, with a President in office until 1900; with 
nearly all the property in the hands of a few; with a property 
qualification necessary for election to the legislative department; 
and with that anomalous organization, neither executive nor leg- 
islative, which, as I observed yesterday, made an appropriation of 
$50,000 for the emergent purposes of the occasion? They have a 
President, they have a Legislature, but each member of the Legis- 
lature must have $3,000 worth of property, I believe. The elect- 
ors for the same body must have a property qualification. The 
second branch of the Legislature is also composed of men who are 
required to possess a certain amount of property, and the electors 
must have property. Would we have that Government, so ab- 
horrent to the American mind, with its institutions as they now 
exist? 

How many Japanese there are in the islands I do not know ab- 
solutely. At the time of the last census the population consisted 
of 89,990. Of that number 1,928 were Americans; natives and 
half castes, 40,612; Chinese, 15,301; Japanese, 12,306; Portuguese, 
6,602; British, 1,844; Germans, 1,034; French, 70; Norwegians, 
227; Polynesians, 588, and other foreigners, 419. It may be con- 
ceded, if it is demanded, that the political power is in the hands 
of the Americans, the British, and the Germans They ownsub- 
stantially all the property, and the Government is in their hands. 
What would the American Congress do with respect to the great 
body of that population? Three or four thousand is the whole 
number of white people who are there. That would leave in 
round numbers 85,000 inhabitants of the islands who own but the 
smallest amount of property, many of them nothing, and who 
have no place in the Government. 

What would an American Congress do with those islands with 
respect to their Government if we were to annex them to-morrow? 
At present we know that the people, to use a very old-fashioned 
term, one authorized by the usage of Mr, Jefferson, have been 
captivated; their power has been taken from them; their prop- 
erty has been taken from them. The problem for the American 
Congress would be to place those people in a different condition 
or —— that which has been done and restore them to their 
ri bs 

e Senator from Colorado [Mr. TELLER] said oe) Oh, 
for one hour of Marcy and Polk!” I say, Oh, for one hour of 
Charles Sumner, who would not consent to the annihilation of the 
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occasion to send any. 


Mr. WHITE. I will state, if the Senator from Illinois will per- 
mit me, that in the atlas which I have before me the submarine 
telegraph which goes from Southampton to the Mediterranean and 
thence through to Suez passes to Bombay in connection with Java, 
and from Java it goes thence to Australia. 

Thatis precisely the impression I had, and it 


Mr. SHER 
is verified. 


Mr. WHITE. And a switch passes up the Chinese coast and is 
anchored at Nagasaki in Japan. 

Mr.SHERMAN. There is nocable line across the Pacific Ocean. 

Mr. PALMER. Mr. President,who can measure the flight of 
lightning? It shineth from the east even to the west in a mo- 
ment. Electric communication outtravels the sun. The trans- 
actions that occurred in Europe this morning, or will occur there 
this afternoon, reach us according to the measure of time before 
they occur. Indirectness is nothing here. Butstill Idonotmean 
to go, back to that branch of the argument. I have shown the 
condition of those people; and we have been discussing the rights 
and duties of American citizens there. Paying but a moment’s 
attention to the subject of international law, which has been dis- 
cussed, I will say that I have no doubt of the right of American 
citizens abroad to assist in every attempt at maintaining order, 
and theSecretary of the Navy does not mean to contradict that view. 
His language is as follows: 

An American who, during a revolution in a foreign country, participates 
in an attempt by force of arms or violence to maintain or overthrow the ex- 
isting government, can not claim that the Government of the United States 
shall protect him against the consequences of such act. 

Undoubtedly it is the duty of an American citizen abroad to as- 
sist in the maintenance of public order. But that can be accom- 
_— by what are termed civil means. The Secretary of the 

avy does not refer to that. He says ‘‘ during a revolution.” 
Of course that applies to an entirely different condition of things. 
Those who have spoken upon this subject heretofore seem to have 
lost sight of that question. During the American civil war we 
had many illustrations of it. 

The doctrine held by the Administration at Washington during 
the civil war was that a citizen of a foreign country who interfered 
on either side in the civil war simply shared the fortunes of his 
party. Irecollect a very significant case that occurred during my 
administration of the Department of Kentucky. A French sub- 


States. 


He needed my assistance. 
communicate with the Secretary of War. I did so by telegraph. 
The answer of the Secretary of War was that he shared the for- 
tunes of his party, that, the rebellion having been overthrown, he 
must be regarded precisely as other soldiers in the Confederate 
army were to be considered. I haveno doubt that that is the cor- 
rect view. That was a rebellion or an attempted revolution. 
There the Confederates were treated as belligerents. They were 
= many of the rights of war. They were recognized toa very 

arge extent as belligerents. This French citizen had taken part; 
he had been a soldier in the Confederate army; and he simply 
shared the fortunes of his party. 

The Secretary of the Navy has reference to a revolution, and he 
warns American citizens as to what will be the course of this 
Government toward them in case they take part in a revolution. 


negro Republic of San Domingo! In his place in this Chamber he 
confronted power, he repelled the effort, he defended those peo- 
ple. Oh, for one hour of Charles Sumner, to infuse into those who 
were his associates the spirit that animated him! That was the 
genuine, manly sentiment of the Republican —~ When an at- 
tempt was made to acquire San Domingo; w ; 

a to overthrow that Government, he in his place here resisted 
the effort and prevented its consummation. It cost him his po- 
litical life; it cost him his life. 
down and pursued until he died. But there never was a moment 
when he halted in defense of the rights of the people of San Do- 
mingo. Is there no one now who will rise and speak for those help- 
less people of the Sandwich Islands who have been robbed and who 
are now governed by agencies as despotic as can be imagined? 

Mr. SHERMAN. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Illinois 
yield to the Senator from Ohio? 

Mr. PALMER. With pleasure. 

Mr. SHERMAN. As there was a question raised as to the 
existence of a cable line with Australia I have inquired of the 
encyclopedia of America, I think I may callhim, Mr. Spofford. He 
says: ‘‘So far as I can find there is no cable working to Australia, 
except that of the Eastern Extension, Austra)‘a and China Tele- 
graph Company.” It is just as I supposed; all messages are sent 
from here by that circuitous route to Australia, when there is 


ject or citizen, reported himself to meat Louisville as having just 
eft the Confederate army, which was then disbanding. I had an 
impression that participation in the rebellion, as I regarded it and 
termed it, was a flagrant offense against the laws of the United 
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The fact about it is that it is very difficult to imagine a revolution 
in the Hawaiian Islands when the army does not consist of more 
than 200 men. It seems to me to be so small an affair that it must 
be like Mr. Lincoln’s story of the fight when the justice held that 
the two men before him were not able to get up a fight and were 
therefore entitled to be discharged. [Laughter.] This being 
the warning of our Government, it must be supposed to have 
relation only to that which can be relatively regarded as a revolu- 
tion. 

The right of a citizen to participate in such a revolution is no 
violation of our laws,as I understand it, but it means, and the 
Secretary of the Navy means, no more than this: ‘‘If you take 
part in a revolution you must share the fortunes of those of the 
party with which you act.” Notwithstanding the theory of the 
Senator from Massachusetts, who supposes that our relations to 
the Hawaiian Islandsare governed by a modified international law, 
that was the warning given by one having the right to do it, the 
warning given to our people to take no part in a revolution. It 
had no relation to the performance of their duties as citizens in 
the preservation of public order. 

Mr. President, I think I have said substantially all I wish to 
say. What may be the future of those islands [donot know. I 
voted for the resolutions passed at the last session of Congress; 
and I insist now that any interference with those people would be 
unfriendly to the United States. Why? I say nothing of our 
commercial relations, but I watch with the greatest interest this 
development of our republicanism in those islands. At present 
it is worse than a bastard republic. It is to-day a mere oligarch- 
ical government from which the great mass of the people are to 
be excluded, and are excluded, and robbed. We have nothing 
like it. We have no methods of aiding such people. 

The philosophy of our relations with those islands should be to 
leave them undisturbed. Their Government is a miserable one, 
an oppressive one. It is antirepublican except by comparison, 
and it is more violative of popular rights than was the Govern- 
mentof theQueen. A comparison between the constitution which 
was enforced during the nominal reign of that Queen shows that 
the Government was more favorable to popular rights than that 
which has been adopted by these republicans. Linvite comparison 
between the two constitutions. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Will the Senator from Llinois pardon me’ 

Mr. PALMER. With great pleasure. 

Mr.GALLINGER. I should like toask the Senator how in his 
opinion it compares with the government at the capital of the 
United States, where suffrage is absolutely denied to all the citi- 


zens. 

Mr. PALMER. The comparison is hardly a fair one, because 
the foreigners there are robbing the people, and here the people 
are robbing us. [Laughter.] Thatis avery palpable distinction. 
We give tothe people here; they take from the peoplethere. That 
is a very striking difference, it seems to me. 

Mr. President, I am substantially through with what I had to 
say. Iam endeavoring now to make the idea more distinct, if I 
can, that nothing has been gained except in the forms of popular 
government. We have got rid of the nominal Queen, and we call 
it republicanism. If permitted to continue it will ripen into true 
republicanism, I have no doubt, as education is diffused among 
those people, which will perhaps take centuries. It is a Govern- 
ment not worse than that to which they have been accustomed. 
They were the slaves of their chiefs. They are now the inferiors 
of a much more enlightened body of men. There is some hope for 
them. Isay such may be the development of that Government 
that it may reach the point of true republicanism. 

Mr. HIGGINS. Will my friend allow me to interrupt him? 

Mr. PALMER. With great pleasure. 

Mr. HIGGINS. I understand that the first work of the Amer- 
ican missionaries was to establish schools in those islands; that 
the natives showed the greatest avidity for learning and for knowl- 
edge, and that they are probably among the best educated people 
in the world in common-school education. 

Mr. PALMER. It is by such means that I expect their devel- 
opment; but now there is no placein our system for them. What 
the great Master may do hereafter, what may be His purposes in 
regard to those people, I know not. Iknow this, that one of these 
days the new Empire of Japan will be appearing on the Pacific 
Ocean as one of the active political forces, and that there is to-day 
far more to dread from Japanese influences in the Hawaiian Islands 
than from British influence. The British influence is civilizing. 
I understand that there are now 20,000 Japanese on the island 





nen an attempt was 


From that time on he was hunted 






















Iasked him toremain until I could 


TheChinese are not to be reckoned, because the campaign of the 
Japanese in China has been but a march. When those peopleare 
impressed, as they will be, by the belief that they are the greatest 


soldiers in the world because they have overcome the Chinese, you 
may look for their domination or attempted domination of what- 
ever may be brought within their reach. I regard the force of 
20,000 Japanese in the Hawaiian Islands to-day as a subject of 
extreme eaene. 





2 Sa BUNS ranean tment stm ny ee 


wane 
areal ih La iin hi Ad 


3 he ae Ga .K 


SAE Gin TE as hm 


‘ 
1 
ont t 
| 
of 
t 
} 
de i 


Se RO a 
’ a 


ae ae en 


18$2 CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


Mr. HIGGINS. Mr. President, I must express my surprise that 
the distinguished Senator from Illinois [Mr. PALMER] should close 
a speech against the United States building a cable from San 
Francisco to Hawaii by a statement to which we may all agree, that 
a new and great power in the Pacific has arisen for this country 
and all others to reckon with. It seems to me that that furnishes 
a new, a novel, and a potent argument why the cable should be laid 
by the United States Government. The fact that this question 
has arisen and is here to-day shows that the struggle for commer- 
cial if not for military supremacy in the North Pacific has reached 
an acute stage. 

The fact that the morning papers give us the news of the final 
overthrow of the monarchical party in the Sandwich Islands, the 
abdication of the Queen, and that her retainers are subject either 
to execution or exile, further shows that the struggle for com- 
mercial supremacy has reached an acute stage. For, disguise it as 
we may, it seems to me that the contests or conflicts that have 
been going on there apparently between two factions of the Ha- 
waiian people have really been conflicts between the interests of 
the American Republic and the British Empire. Behind a cable 
from San Francisco to Honolulu rests American interests. Be- 
hind a cable from Vancouver by way of Honolulu to Australia are 
British interests. Behind the interests of a republic there are the 
interests of this American Republic of ours. Behind the mon- 
archy and the Queen lurk the interests of the British Empire. 

The commercial race which is going on throughout the world 
with such acuteness, with such vigor and, activity, is not to be 
criticised. It is the peaceful race of mankind at thisday. But it 
behooves every country to look after its own interests, and it 
seems to me that those of the United States can in no way be bet- 
ter subserved in the North Pacific than by the laying of this cable. 

A short review of the position of the United States in respect 
to those islands may not be without interest or out of place. It 
first arose, of course, out of the New England whaling fleets in 
the Northern Pacific and Bering Sea finding the Sandwich Islands 
their proper base of operations. That communication carried 
with it American commerce and American missionaries, Ameri- 
can civilization, Christianity, schools, government; and out of 
these would come in turn an American republic developed by just 
such influences. That originated in 1820. Later on the acquisi- 
tion of California and the settlement of Oregon gave to our coun- 
try upon the Pacific Coast as long a shore as on the Atlantic, and 
that has been followed in turn by the closest relations with the 
Hawaiian Islands. 

In 1875 we took a long step, a decisive step, of national policy 
which no party and no statesman to-day would assume to revoke 
or undo, unless it may be our friends from Louisiana with regard 
to their sugar interests, and that was the negotiation of the reci- 
procity treaty between the United States and Hawaii. By that 
treaty those islands were incorporated into the commercial system 
of the United States. No duties were laid against their principal 
products and no duties were laid by them against our principal 

roducts. They became, for all purposes of production, manu- 

acture, and trade, a part of the American system. Therefore 
there was a reason behind the fact called to the attention of the 
Senate yesterday by the Senator from Maine [Mr. HALg] in urg- 
ing the pending amendment to the appropriation bill that there 
are more American vessels trading with those islands than those 
of any other country, and there are more American vessels trad- 
ing with them than trade with a other people. What is left to 
us of commerce under our flag is the commerce with those islands. 
Elsewhere we have been driven from the seas. Only at Southamp- 
ton does the American tonnage exceed that at Honolulu, and that 
for the simple reason that two large Atlantic steamers have been 
put under the American flag. 

Mr. CAFFERY. Will it interrupt the Senator from Delaware 
if I ask him a question? 

Mr. HIGGINS. Not at all. 

Mr. CAFFERY. I inquire of the Senator how much tonnage 
the American ships carried that landed at Honolulu, and how 
much tonnage was contained in the vessels that landed at South- 
amptom? 

Mr. HIGGINS. The tables presented by the Senator from Maine 

esterday show that the American tonnage at Honolulu is 146,993 
ms, being larger than that to any other foreign port except 
Southampton and Yokohama. Also that the American tonnage 
to the Hawaiian Islands is 181,817 tons, while the British tonnage 
egates 111,655 tons. 

. CAFFERY. I should like to ask the Senator another ques- 
tion. Iask the Senator whether the tonnage that is carried by 
American ships to a represents the American trade? 

Mr. HIGGINS. Not at all. 

Mr. CAFFERY. Is not the American trade carried in other 
than American bottoms? 

Mr. HIGGINS. Undoubtedly. Of course, Mr. President, we 
face the fact that American trade is carried in foreign bottoms 
except in the North Pacific. What I argue for is a policy on the 
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part of the United States that will at least maintain as much of 
the carrying trade of our own products as we already have. 

No more interesting chapter is to be found in our national his- 
tory than the eb ary of American sentiment by American 
missionaries among that most interesting people. We carried to 
them the teachings of our religion; we developed among them the 
principles of our liberty; and at last in the fullness of time, when 
their old high chiefs had died and their really royal line had be- 
come extinct and none but parvenues could aspire to the position 
of monarch, monarchy itself became effete and an anachronism no 
longer possible. This marvelously speedy evolution of the Ha- 
waiian people, beginning with barbarism in 1820, passing through 
the stages of feudalism and limited monarchy, came to that of the 
republic in 1893; and now on this 7th day of February, 1895, we 
have the definitive fact announced that the monarchy has passed, 
and passed forever, and that Hawaii has substantially become one 
of the republics of the world. 

The interest of our country and of all countries in this question 
arises of course out of the geographical location of the islands. 
They are in fact appended and appurtenant, to use the old lan- 
guage of the law, to this continent. They are a part of our great 
landed possession here between ocean and ocean. They are more 
than twice as far from the Asiatic continent as they are from our 
continent. We are the great peopie bordering upon them whose 

ower and position necessarily dominate there. More than that, 
Mr. President, they are an interesting example of the great truth 
that it behooves all parties and all public men not to forget that 
it is the American market that dominates this continent and 
largely dominates the world. The West Indieson our other shore 
only prosper as they have access to our market. Hawaii can only 
prosper as it has access to our market. That of itself determines 
naturally and properly the relation of Hawaii; and it seems to me 
it should teach a lesson and a plain one to all who would attempt 
to substitute British for American domination there. 

I have to confess, Mr. President, to a further surprise at the po- 
sition taken by my distinguished friend from Dlinois this morn- 
ing, that a cable to Hawaii would be of no great commercial ad- 
vantage to the United States. The old principle is that trade goes 
with the flag. I do not know but that the Senator from Illinois 
in claiming to speak for the business —— in his controversy 
with the Senator from Rhode Island thinks that good business 
does not require prompt communication, whereas everyone knows 
that cable communication is indispensable to the best conditions 
of business, and that whoever has it under the circumstances has 
a vast advantage over any competing interest which does not 
enjoy quick communication. But itis more singular that that 
contention should be advanced here this morning, when the ques- 
tion whether we shall initiate a cable has really been forced upon 
us by the British undertaking, a statement of which always lies 
upon our table. The Senator from Illinois may well take a leaf 
from the book of our brethren of the north and read the proceed- 
ings of the Ottawa conference last September. I had the report 
of all those proceedings as reported by the Earl of Jersey to the 
British Government, he being the representative of that Govern- 
ment, but I neglected to preserve it, so that I have not the use of 
it now. 

The British scheme is a cable from Vancouver to one of the 
Australian ports, to stop at Honolulu upon one condition, and 
that condition is that it shall land on soil over which the British 
Government shall have the sole sovereignty. Of course it would 
be vastly easier, cheaper, and in all respects better to lay a cable 
stopping at Honolulu, and, there beginning its route, measure 
again from that point to Australia, than it would to take it over 
the vast distance which would be necessary to unite British Co- 
lumbia with the Australian Islands. But that advantage will be 
abandoned by the British Government unless they can land the 
cable upon British soil. As the result of the Ottawa conference 
that proposition was made by the British representative to the 
Hawaiian Government, and the latter Government referred it to 
the United States. 

The statesmanship of the past, Mr. President. stood this people 
in _ stead then, and the reciprocity treaty of 1875 between us 
and the Hawaiian Islands provided that that Government should 
not sell, lease, or otherwise dispose of any portion of its territory 
to any other Government, power, or principality than to the 
United States. What is it that the British ask in this regard? 
That oes have the right of sovereignty over one of those 
islands—NeckerIsland. The scheme began alittle more modestly, 
a! in the letter of Mr. Hatch, which is one of the in- 
closures in the President’s message to Congress of January 9 on 
this subject. It recites the provision of the treaty of reciprocity 
between the United States and Hawaii, which reads: 


It is agreed on the part of His Hawaiian Majesty that so long as this treaty 
shall remain in force he will not lease or otherwise dispose of, or create any 
lien upon any port, harbor, or territory in his dominions, or grant any special 
privilege or rights of use therein to any other power, state, or Government, 
nor e any treaty by which any other nation shall obtain the same privi- 
lege relative to the admission of any articles free of duty hereby secured te 
the United States, 








1895. 





In a further memorandum of agreement purporting to be be- 
tween the Hawaiian Government and the representatives of Great 


Britain and the British Colonies, made at Honolulu, in October, 
1894, with regard to the proposal to lay asubmarine cable between 
Canada and Australia, connected by a branch line with Honolulu, 
there is provision made for a lease of Necker Island, or French 
Frigate Shoal, or Bird Island, or some other uninhabited island, 
whichever the British Government may select. The second para- 
graph provides that exclusive possession, free from disturbance, 
shall be given to the British Government, with exemption from 
all kinds of taxation. But when the memorandum reaches us in 
the message of the President, incorporated in the text of his words 
to Congress, it goes further and to complete sovereignty. The 
President says: 

The attention of the Congress is directed to the following statement con- 
tained in a communication addressed to the Hawaiian Government by the 
representatives of Great Britain: — : : 

“We pro to inform the British Government of your inquiry, whether 
they would accept the sovereignty of Necker Island or some other uninhab- 
ited island on condition that. no subsidy is requived from you. As we ex- 
plained, we have not felt at liberty to entertain that question ourselves, as 


we were definitely instructed not to ask for the sovereignty of any island, 
but only for a lease simply for the purpose of the cable.” 


So it comes before usin the suggestion of a grant of sovereignty. 
It has been claimed by the friends of a distinguished statesman, 
formerly a member of this body from my own State, Mr. Clayton, 
as one of the justifications of the famous Clayton-Bulwer treaty, 
that other than the handing back in one of the great treaties 
of peace of territory captured in war, it was the first instance 
where the British Government, by negotiations, were ever in- 
duced to give up possession of any land on this globe upon which 
they fastened their grasp. They did retire from Grey Town, and 
gave up their claim to the sovereignty of that section of country 
which would be the mouth of the Nicaragua Canal. Here the de- 
liberate proposition made to the American people is that by our 
act we shall create a British sovereignty in the heart of the Ha- 
waiian Islands, and in the face of a treaty which provides that no 
other country shall ever have sovereignty there. 

Why is such sovereignty asked? Why is the lease of an island 
there asked for by the British Government? Have we not cables 
from the other side landing in the United States—the French 
cable and possibly British cables? Do we cede sovereignty to 
France or England when such a cable is landed in the United 
States? Is there any call or need or necessity for the cession of 
territory in landing a cable merely for commercial purposes? 
Clearly not. Why is special sovereignty asked by the British for 
the terminus of a cable in Honolulu, except it may be for a mili- 
tary ora naval purpose, so that in time of war they will have 
exclusive control of all information which passes through that 
channel? We thus see that this is an open and undisguised at- 
tempt to extend on the Pacific Coast of our continent not merely 
a commercial, but a military and naval cordon, which incloses 
and encompasses us on the Atlantic shore. 

All this, Mr. President, looks forward to an aggrandizement of 
British trade and commerce. As I said before, that is perfectly 
fair and open competition in this world of ours. It is for some- 
body to take the hindmost place. But British trade and commer- 
cial supremacy have not always depended merely upon commer- 
cial efforts. On the contrary, such trade and supremacy rest on 
the power of the Empire. One portion of the world which was 
largely free from competition,in which we had almost unchecked 
opportunity for development, was this very Northern Pacific 
Ocean; but a great change came over it with the opening up of 
Vancouver and British Columbia by the construction of the Cana- 
dian Pacific Railroad. 

Before I say a word on that subject, however, it may not be out 
of place to simply review the chapter by which this situation came 
about. It originated in the French occupation of Canada. In the 
treaty of 1750 the boundary lines between France and the British 
possessions in what is now the United States were not given ac- 
curate and complete settlement. The conflict over who should con- 
trol this continent then arose, and the first gun of the seven years 
war,which spread over Europe and chronicled the heroic achieve- 
ments of Frederick the Great, began with the crack of the rifle on 
the banks of the Ohio in the Pennsylvania mountains. It was as 
to who should control this country that the great nations of the 
earth then joined issue in battle. The peace of 1763 almost wiped 
out French interests on this continent and gave them all to Eng- 
land. But there was a sudden upsetting and change of that de- 
termination about twenty years afterwards in the peace of 1780, 
which acknowledged the independence of the United States of 
America, left Great Britain in possession of Canada, and trans- 
ferred to her the old French attack upon our people and our com- 
merce. 

We had the war of 1812, and subsequently the adjustment of the 
boundary in Maine and the Oregon boundary. So all such ques- 
tions have been settled. Almost the one unsettled matter is that 
of these islands appendant and appurtenant to the continent of 
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North America. The news of yesterday and to-day goes a long 
way to determine what the course of empire is there. 

AsI said earlier in my remarks, behind the monarchy and the 
— stood British interests: I do not mean for an instant to say 
that the British Government, as such, ever took an aggressive step 
toward the control of those islands. At the same time, we have 
testimony that their late representative there, Major Wodehouse, 
went a great way in support of the monarchy and the interests of 
the Queen. 

The attitude of the British in respect to Hawaii is very similar 
to what it is in respect to Turkey and the Bosphorus. She does 
nothing actively or aggressively there, and yet one of the great 
questions which agitate and concern the world is that it is British 
interest which retains the Turk in Europe; that the line of British 
empire in India, China, and Australia must be preserved by her 
dominancy at the Bosphorus and over the Mediterranean; that 
— of Birmingham and Manchester and other places in Eng- 

and must not starve, even though Bulgarian atrocities go unpun- 

ished and Armenian Christians are spitted on Turkish bayonets. 
No such thing has been done in Hawaii. It has been the micro- 
cosm of politics, the opera bouffe of political and commercial con- 
flict, but on this small stage a similar conflict has been wrought 
out. 

But, Mr. President, as I took occasion to say on this floor ear- 
lier in the session, the adverse influence met a different sort of op- 

osition in those who sustained the American interestsin Hawaii. 

he sons of the missionaries, the blood of New England, the Amer- 
ican spirit stood, not only for American interests, but for Ameri- 
can civilization. To our shame, be it said, unaided by this Gov- 
ernment, but on the contrary, frowned upon and antagonized by 
it, they have pursued their course with manly dignity and firmness, 
until to-day their enemies are under their “eet. Do what we may, 
build this cable or not build it, help Great Britain forward in her 
struggle for supremacy, or make it a fair race in competition by 
building the cable ourselves, we have this great interest in charge; 
and as in the past, so in the future, we can leave those matters to 
the American men on those islands. 

Mr. President, the letter of Admiral Walker in response to a 
resolution of the Senate of August 17 last to the Secretary of the 
Navy is evidence, and, under the circumstances, is about the bes: 
evidence to which we can recur as to the actual facts of the situa- 
tion in Honolulu. The question he was writing about is one 
which does not concern us particularly now, and I do not intend 
to consider the question whether it was well to have a United 
States vessel at Honolulu at that time; but in discussing it he 
throws light upon the policy of the British Government or their 
representatives in respect to the islands. He says: 


In my opinion the Republic has ample strength to maintain itself and to 


fer peace, and would suppress riot or counter revolution with a firm 
nd; but as long as foreign vessels lay in the harbor of Honolulu, ready at a 
moment’s notice, in the event of disturbance, to land forces to secure the 
safety of life and property, it was open to the enemies of the Government to 
say that tranquility was maimtained only by the presence of those ships. I 
found leading members of the Government and others strongly of this opin- 
ion, and expressing satisfaction with the prospect of being left for a time en- 


tirely alone. 

But as soon as it was known that the Philadelphia was to leave on the 8tha 
movement was set on foot among the English residents to retain the Cham- 

ion, and the British minister, Major Wodehouse, willingly consented to order 

er to remain in port. 

This change of plan, and the circumstances under which it was made, nut 
the situation in a new and somewhat serious light, to thoroughly appreciate 
which it is necessary to understand the attitude and ambitions of Major 
Wodehouse. 

He had been at Honolulu nearly thirty years, and his constant struggle had 
been to set English influence against American influence, and make it pre 
dominate, and as an essential part of this policy to maintain the monarchy 
The successful revolution and the establishment of a Republic during the 
last year of his diplomatic service, upon the eve of his retirement, was an 
evidence of failure which made him bitter and hostile. Although holding 
the position of British minister and transacting diplomatic business with the 
Government de facto, he had been a pronounced and partisan Royalist. It 
is currently believed that he had been in constant secret communication with 
Liliuokalani, and entirely in the confidence of the Royalist leaders, and he 
had certainly lost no opportunity to embarrass the present Government, dis 
regarding the courtesies and amenities due from one in his position. But for 
his impending retirement, matters would have probably come, some time 
ago, to an issue which would have resulted in his recall or dismissal. 

he commanding officer of the Champion— 


That is a British vessel— 


—_ the same interests and views, and was quite ready to support his min- 
ister. 

These unusual circumstances presented the situation in the following light: 

The chances of any disturbance taking place through the action of the 
Royalists after the departure of the Philadelphia were considerably in 
by this significant detention of the Champion. Should any such distu 
take place I believe the British reinister would seize upon any pretex 
ever slight, to land the Champion’s forces, and that « ; on dhare { 
fluence would be to encourage the Royalists and to increase 
difficulty. Should such action result in the restoration of 
English influence would henceforth control with Liliuokalani. 













ere is another consideration which bears upon this point. The British 
are very much in the habit of retaining any foothold once obtained; and there 
is much talk at present of a cable between the Paci‘ic colonies, “to land only 


on British soil.” Should an English military force be established on shore at 
Honolulu to preserve order there might not readily be found the opportune 


moment for its withdrawal. Whatever might be the willingness of the home 
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Government to yield to the claims of the United States, strong colonial pres- 

sure would be brought upon it to cppcee these claims. It should not be for- 

gotten in this connection that Pearl Harbor offers, strategetically and other- 

— am finest site for a naval and coaling station to be found in the whole 
acilic. 

Later on he says: 

It is a fact which should not be lost sight of that English influence isalways 
opposed to American influence in the Hawaiian Islands. It is colonial and 
local in its character, influenced largely, if not principally, by trade jealous- 
ies, but it is a very ma factor, and is strong enough to eventually infiu- 
ence the attitude of the British diplomatic representatives and to have its 
effect upon British naval officers who remain there for any length of time. 
The existence of this antagonism and of its influences should always be taken 
into account. Their expression was not noticeable during the last few days 
of my stay at Honolulu, especially before Major Wodehouse ceased to be 
minister. The English and Royalists were equally elated at the impending 
departure of the Philadelphia, leaving the Champion in port, while the sup- 
porters of the Government regarded the situation with regret. Many women, 
especially, were emphatic in their apprehension, fearing a revival of former 
excitements and anxieties. 

He then goes on to say: 

While I would not hesitate in the least to leave the islands entirely alone, I 
deem it unsafe to leave them under British protection. It jeopardizes our in- 
fluence there, and might lead to awkward complications. 

That is substantially the position taken by the British influences 
there.’ All this, as I stated before, has become more exigent and 
acute with the opening up, through the Canadian Pacific Railway, 
of a great commercial and military route around the world, con- 
trolled by Great Britain alone. Of course it is true that that rail- 
way line could not subsist for six months without the privilege 
which we foolishly, as I think, granted to it, of carrying freight 
between American points. Without that, as its'own promoters 
say, it could not earn its axle grease, but that company has estab- 
lished from Vancouver, upon the Pacific, to the Pacific ports in 
Japan, China, and Australia lines of large and fast steamers, 
which are now rapidly taking in British bottoms to British ports 
this very Hawaiian trade which hitherto has been ours. I saw a 
statement to that effect within the last three weeks in the news- 
papers, but neglected to preserve it. It will be found, however, 
that that is going on more and more rapidly, and that the rapidity 
of change will be insured if a British cable goes there and no Ameri- 
can cable. We could hardly hold it if we had an American cable 
and there was no British cable. 

But the Senator from Illinois [Mr. PALMER] referred to another 
matter which carries with it very different consequences from 
those which the Senator drew. I speak of the heterogeneous 

opulation of the Islands. He argues from that fact that the 
islands are not fit for incorporation with the United States. I 
argue from it that it lays upon us a grave duty to discharge to- 
ward those islands, to see that they do not pass into hostile hands, 
and that American interests and American influences shall con- 
tinue predominant there. Wecan see from the revolution, which 
has now come to its end apparently, under what great stress the 

eople there who are charged with the functions of government 
8-8 had to conduct their affairs. Only 1,500 men in all consti- 
tuted the entire military force which, by the reports of this morn- 
ing, was employed by the Government in the suppression of the 
so-called rebellion. Yet there are 90,000 people in theislands. Of 
this number 20,000 are Japanese, courageous, and disposed toassert 
themselves. 

There is also no mean fighting capacity in the natives them- 
selves. But we can not be the dog in the manger. We can not 
order England and Japan off the premises and keep off the prem- 
ises ourselves. It is a condition and not a theory that confronts 
us. The fact of the existence of that heterogeneous population is 
no excuse to Mr. Dole and his colleagues in attempting to meet 
the difficulties of the situation, and it seems to me it is no reason 
why we should refuse our assistance in such a solution of the prob- 
lem as will conduce most to their interests as well as to those of 
the American Republic. 

Still further, as I remarked at the outset, the presence of a new 
first-class power in the world and upon the Pacific is not less 
startling than it is interesting to all thenations of theearth. No- 
tice is served upon them that Japan has appeared armed cap-a-pie 
and taken her place in the front rank among the great nations of 
the earth. Be she civilized or barbarous, according as people 
may think with respect to the occurrence at Port Arthur, there is no 
denial that upon the Pacific Ocean this great military, naval, and 
commercial power has appeared. 

Her manufactures are growing apace, her commerce is growing 
apace, and we must reflect that this is not the Atlantic Ocean, 
but the Pacific. We may well leave to European powers the set- 
tlement of all question in the Atlantic and with a little, if any, 
fleet maintain ourselves secure in our great military strength and 
in our peaceful situation against possible aggressions from any 
European power. It may be that in like manner we have nothing 
to fear from Japan or China, should the latter in a few years 
under this rude awakening become in turn an aggressive military 
power, as is possible, but we can not rely in that far ocean upon 
the presence of European fleets alone. It comes tous. Least of 
all can we afford to allow the Hawaiian Islands to pass under 


Japanese control and thus bring an Asiatic power that near our 
door. 

We may go along here dreaming, in this happy-go-lucky sort of 
manner, under the belief that there is no interest beyond ourselves 
which we are called upon to secure or protect, but the misery of 
the situation will be revealed when we wake up to find our com- 
merce destroyed and insult and dishonor put upon us because we 
have not taken the ounce of caution and by the establishment of 
a great fleet made ourselves able to fill the place we hold as one of 
the great powers of the earth. We shall abandon that position if 
we abandon the Hawaiian Islands, and almost the first step of 
that abandonment would be if, with this project of a British cable 
pending, we should say to the people of those islands: ‘*‘ We will 
not let you have a British cable and we will not build one our- 
selves. Rich we are, but we are also mean; greedy we are, but 
we will starve you. We will be the dogin the manger. We will 
let nobody else give you the breath of commercial life which a 
cable infuses, but we will not build one ourselves.” 

Mr. President, if the proposition of a British cable between 
British Columbia and Australia has done nothing else, it has at 
least served the good purpose to wake up the United States and 
to let us see that events will not wait upon us, and that in this 
behalf on a matter so important to our people and our nation we 
can no longer sit supinely by and leave these things alone. 

Mr. CAFFERY. Mr. President, in the course of the eloquent 
and interesting remarks made by the Senator from Delaware [Mr. 
Hieaeins], who has just taken his seat, he said no other Senators 
were opposed to the reciprocity treaty between the United States 
and Hawaii than the Louisiana Senators. I donot think the Sen- 
ator, who was a member of this body in 1890, can have a very 
clear recollection of what occurred then, because at that time, 
when the Hawaiian treaty was before the Senate for discussion, 
the Senator from Ohio [Mr. SHERMAN], referring to the treaty, 
said: 

No country ever made so foolisha treaty as that. There probably is not in 
the history of the human race a contract so one-sided, so absurd, and so inde- 


fensible. "That treaty has cost us $48,000,000. We got no advantages from it, 
and our exportations to those islands did not largely increase. 


Another Republican Senator on that occasion spoke thus: 


We could have given to the Hawaiian Government all the imports that we 
have made to that country,and then paid it a bonus of over $13,000,000, if 
we had charged the ordinary duties on sugar, rice, and other articles ad- 
mitted free under the treaty. If this treaty stands five years more, we will 
have given to the sugar kings of the Sandwich Islands and to the sugar 
kings of San Francisco enough money to construct and put in operation the 
Nicaragua Canal. We have already given them between $11 and $12 for 
every acre of land in the Kingdom of Hawaii. 

Again, I find that the Senator from Vermont [Mr. Morr], 
another distinguished Republican, introduced a resolution in the 
Forty-seventh Congress to abolish the Hawaiian reciprocity treaty, 
and it was referred to the Finance Committee. The committee 
made a report from which I will read an extract. It says that a 
simple recital of the facts as to our trade with Hawaii, before and 
since the treaty— 


will show its great inequality and the conspicuous injustice to our Govern- 
ment and its people of its longer continuance. 


The report goes on to make a calculation of the amount of 
sugar imported into this country from those islands and the 
amount of produce imported into the islands from the United 
States, showing this great inequality. 

So the Senator from Delaware has crept into an unconscious 
or an unwitting error by the remark he made that the reciprocity 
treaty with Hawaii was opposed by only the Louisiana Senators. 
Possibly the Senators whom I have quoted have seen a new light 
since the last dispensation of the McKinley Act. I do not know 
about that, but at that period they were hostile to the treaty, and 
the reasons they then gave are quite as potent now. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I suppose the Senator from Louisiana will 
agree that the act of 1890, to which he has alluded, took away the 
advantage which before that time the planters of the Hawaiian 
Islands had over other sugar producers 

Mr. CAFFERY. Iam not aware of that act. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Ido not see why the Senator from Louisiana 
is not aware of it. He understands the history of that act. 

Mr. CAFFERY. Iam aware of the fact that the McKinley du- 
ties left raw sugar free, and that a duty was imposed upon all 
sugars above 16 Dutch standard, in favor, particularly, of the Amer- 
ican Sugar Refining Company, which sugar refining company the 
Senator from Rhode Island himself announced in the debate on 
the tariff bill last year derived $6,000,000 from the imposition of 
that tariff. 

Mr. ALDRICH. TheSenator from Louisiana either does not 
— my question or else he is evading it; I do not know 
which. 

Mr. CAFFERY. 
stand it. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I think the Senator from Louisiana could not 
have understood it, then. I asked him if he was not aware, as I 


Iam not evading the question if I under- 
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suppose he must be, being familiar with all questions relating to 


sugar production, that the act of 1890 in e 
from the sugar producers of the Hawaiian 
which they had over other sugar producers. 

In other words, prior to 1890 other producers of sugar through- 
out the world had to pay a duty of 2 cents a pound to have their 
sugar introduced in the United States. Under the reciprocity 
treaty with the Hawaiian Islands the producers of sugar in those 
islands paid no duty whatever. This was in fact and in effect a 
bounty of 2 cents a pound upon all the sugars produced in the 
Hawaiian Islands; and for that reason the Senator from Vermont 
and myself and other Senators have at all times opposed that pro- 
vision of the reciprocity treaty with the Hawaiian Islands. The 
act of 1890 put the sugar producers of the Hawaiian Islands upon 
the same plane as every other sugar producer in the world, and 
gave to the sugar producers in the United States a bounty of 2 
cents a pound practically upon their product. Theact of 1890 for 
the first time took away the advantages of the producers of the 
Hawaiian Islands. 

Mr.CAFFERY. Iunderstandthat. Isaid possibly a new light 
had dawned in regard to the treaty after the enactment of the 
McKinley law. 

Mr. ALDRICH. There was no new light in regard to it at all. 
The act of 1894, which was passed by the vote of the Senator from 
Louisiana, restored that advantage to the sugar producers of the 
Hawaiian Islands and took it away from the producers of the 
United States. 

Mr. CAFFERY. Consequently the Senator from Rhode Island 
ought to be, as he is,in accord with the Senator from Ohio and 
the Senator from Vermont in regard to the reciprocity treaty, be- 
cause now the Hawaiians have their sugars free under the treaty, 
while when the rest of the world importtheir sugar they pay a tax. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I stated in the course of the debate upon the 
act of 1894 that that was the fact. I called the attention of the 
Senator from Louisiana and his fellow-Senators upon the other 
side to the fact that it would restore to the sugar producers of the 
Hawaiian Islands the advantages which they did not have under 
the act of 1890. 

Mr. CAFFERY. I will remind the Senator from Rhode Island 
that I was then and am now hostile to the treaty. 

Mr. ALDRICH. A hostility that takes the form of words with 
votes upon the other side sometimes leads to inconsistency. 

Mr. CAFFERY. The Senator can not put me ina hole on that 
point with his sophistical reasoning. The Senator knows very 
well that, as a Democrat, [had tovote for the whole bill, and could 
not reject it on account of some clause in it that I did not indorse. 
The clause in the last act maintaining the reciprocity treaty was 
exceedingly distasteful tome. I am as hostile to it now as I was 
then. But I simply wanted to say to the Senator from Delaware 
[Mr. Hicars] that the assertion that he made that nobody was 
opposed to the treaty but the Senators from Louisiana was not 
correct, as leading lights on the Republican side had manifested 
their hostility to it. 

Mr. HiGGINS. Iaskthe Senator from Louisiana if any of them 
are now moving for its abrogation? 

Mr. CAFFERY. If they hold the same view they did then, that 
the rest of the world importing sugar into the Unit d States must 
pay a tax, while giving sugar free to the Hawaiian Islands is an 
unnecessary and unequal bonus to Hawaii, I imagine they would 
still be opposed to it. 

Mr. HIGGINS. If the Senator will allow me I should like to 
say a word. 

Mr. CAFFERY. Certainly. 

Mr. HIGGINS. AsI understand the position of the people of 
Louisiana it is that they crave from the United States—— 

Mr. CAFFERY. Is the Senator proceeding to ask me a ques- 
tion? 

Mr. HIGGINS. Yes, sir. They propose to ask of the United 
States either such a duty on sugar or such a bounty to be paid to 
them for the production of sugar as will enable them to produce 
sugar profitably. I wish to say that I am in favor of the latter 
policy. I prefer a bounty totheduty. In that respect the citizens 
of Louisiana are asking a favor of the rest of the country. Now, 
I ask the Senator from Louisiana if the country in its totality feels 
that for national, commercial, political, military, and naval reasons 
it needs such a policy to be applied to the people of Hawaii as to 
incorporate those islands as a part of the American Republic, dues 
he think that it is a wise policy on the part of the people of Louisi- 
ana to antagonize the United States when they are asking the 
United States for favors? 

Mr. CAFFERY. I understand the Senator from Delaware to 
=— that the people of Louisiana indorse the principles of a 

ounty and now ask the Senate and the other House to adopt the 
bounty proposition. 

Mr. HIGGINS. I do not intend to getinto any dispute with the 
Senator on that point, but I really did say that, for 1 thought the 
Senator or his people wanted the bounty. If they do not, I will 


ress terms away 
lands the advantages 





withdraw the statement. But I will suppose that they want a 
duty on sugar, and it is immaterial to me whether it be a duty or 
a bounty, for the purposes of this question. 

Mr. CAFFERY. Even conceding the fact to be as the Senator 
from Delaware has stated, and I do not so concede, that the peo- 
ple of Louisiana desire the granting of a bounty for national pur- 
poses, to develop a great industry m Louisiana, | donot think there 
is any sort of comparison between the development of a home in- 
dustry in our own States and the laying of an ocean cabie toa 
foreign country. 


Mr. HIGGINS. I then suggest to the Senator whether it is not 
important that the mass of the people of the United States differ 
with him; whether the people of Louisiana can afford to put 
themselves in the position of antagonizing the wish of the people 
of the United States in the maintenance of a national policy | 
cause it happens to compete with their local interests as sugar 


producers. 

Mr. CAFFERY. I do not know that the people of the United 
States desire the adoption of any such national policy as is sug- 
gested by the Senator from Delaware. If opinions were 
given I am quite free to give mine that they do not desire 
adoption of any such policy. 

Now, Mr. President, while Iam up I will say that there is no 
sort of warrant, in my opinion, for the Government of the United 
States, either directly or indirectly, to lay a cable between the 
United States and Honolulu, or any part of the Hawaiian domin- 
ions. It has been broadly stated on this floor, it has been iterated 
and reiterated, that we possess in regard to foreign subjects every 
right and power that every other nation possesses. The argu- 
ment seems to be that every other nation possesses the power to 
lay a submarine cable, or telegraphic communication, from be- 
yond its own dominions to foreign dominions, and therefore the 
United States possesses that power. 


to be 


the 


I do not see that it is a foreign power, to start with. I do not 
see that it has any relation to a foreign power. I see that it is 
only a domestic power. The only warrant which you can possibly 
have for it would be to regulate commerce; and the regulation of 


foreign commerce is a domestic power and not a foreign power. 
If the argument be that we have the power to lay this cable in ex- 
ecution of the grant to regulate commerce with foreign nations 
the argument falls, because the power to regulate commerce with 
foreign nations is necessarily a domestic power; and it implies 
that the foreign commerce must be within the scope 


and purview 
of the jurisdiction of the United States before the power of the 
United States to regulate commerce can attach. 

Now, Mr. President, what argument is there of any sort of 
weight to establish even the utility of this submarinecable? Sen- 
ators who have addressed the Senate upon this subject laid great 
stress upon the number of ships bearing the American flag t! 
land at Honolulu; but there are only about $10,000,000 of export 
annually from that country to the United States and only about 
$3,000,000 of exports from the United States to that country. 

Isit possible thatit would take this vast number of ships reater, 
as Iam told by the Senator from Delaware, than annually visit 
the port of Southampton—to transport $10,000,000 worth of prod- 
ucts from Honolulu to the United States and $3.000,000 worth of 
products from the United States to Honolulu? How is this com- 
merce to be facilitated by a submarine cable? We monopolize the 


commerce of that coast, as has been stated time and time again. 
As far back as the time of Mr. Webster he stated that we had 
four-fifths of the trade of that country. The nearness of our 
coast to Honolulu, the direct trade flowing between the Pacific 
coast and that country, will maintain that trade. 

The spook of the supremacy of Great Britain in these trade re- 
lations does not at all appal me. That is no sort of reason why 
we should lay a submarine cable. If the trade of Hawaii with 
Great Britain threatens in the near future to be so large, then 
that is a reason why we should consent to the British Govern- 
ment laying a cablefrom Vancouverto Honolulu. I do not know 
that trade follows geographical lines or that it follows sovereignty. 
If that be so why is it that we have $450,000,000 of exports annually 
to Great Britain and have so little intercourse with our neigh! 
in South America and all our neighboring countries? 


Mr. HIGGINS. I suggest to my friend from Louisiana that the 
very reason 1S because we have no adequate means of communi- 
cation with the South American Republics, while England has 


communication with every one of them. I remen 


iber a conver 


tion with an American who is a manufacturer and a mer " 
London. He is a manufacturer of drugs. I asked him w 
conducted business in London and from London rather than 
place in America. He said, ‘“‘ Because from this point I 


i 






the whole world.” 


They have their lines of steam cor 
tion and, as far as they can. cable communication whi rry 
them directly to the points. Dependent upon the world and its 
products for the life and welfare of the British Islands, they have 
these communications everywhere as the best means of commend- 


ing that welfare. 
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Mr. CAFFERY. Mr. President, I am fully aware that England 
has run us out of the ocean, and I am fully aware, I believe, of 
the reasons why she ran us out of theocean. I believe it is on ac- 
count of the enormous tariff that you have heretofore placed 
upon all articles that enter into the construction of iron ships. I 
believe further it is on account of the enormous taxation you have 
heretofore levied upon the raw materials which enter into the 
product of American manufacture that you are shut out from 
competition with England in the markets of the world. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Will the Senator allow me to ask him a ques- 
tion? 

Mr. CAFFERY. Certainly. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Has the foreign trade of the United States in- 
creased since the Senator’s tariff law was enacted? 

Mr. CAFFERY. The Senator from Rhode Island is alittle pre- 
vious in asking that question. Givethat tariff law time to operate 
before you denounce it. I am not aware whether the trade has 
increased or decreased; but I am aware, from the history of the 
past, that with lower taxation, especially upon articles that enter 
into shipbuilding, especially upon the raw materials that enter 
into textile fabrics, that our trade ought to increase, and I be- 
lieve it will increase. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I suppose the Senator from Louisiana must 
be aware that materials for building ships are and have been for 
at least ten years admitted free of duty. 

Mr. CAFFERY. Iwas not aware that the materials which 
enter into ship building in the United States are admitted free of 
duty. 

Mr. HIGGINS. Ninety-nine per cent. 

Mr. ALDRICH. They are. 

Mr. CAFFERY. I am aware that the registry laws prevent 
our purchasing English ships to be owned by American owners, 
and I know that, therefore, the carrying trade of the world is in 
the name of the English owners of ships. But that is a digres- 
sion, Mr. President. 

I do not see any commercial utility whatever in the laying of a 
cable between the United Statesand Honolulu. Ido not find any- 
where any sort of warrant for paying out $500,000 of the money 
of the people of this country for that purpose, and I state dis- 
tinctly that that purpose will not receive my sanction. 

As has been correctly stated, the whole object of the peculiar 
regard for Hawaii here is nothing on earth but a stepping stone 
toits annexation, and the annexation of Hawaii is something that 
I can not view with satisfaction. I do not regard that at this or 
any other time the acquisition of those islands would be in any 
respect favorable to the United States. : 

Mr. President, a great deal has been said about the Democratic 
policy of annexation under Mr. Marcy while he was Secretary of 
State, and the Senate has been invoked in the name of Democracy 
for one or two hours that that Democratic spirit might inspire us 
which is said to have been rampant at that time to annex all the 
outlying islands of the ocean. A reading of the letter of Mr. Marcy 
to the then representative of the United States in the Sandwich 
Islands may throw some light upon the reasons why at that period 
the project of annexation was dropped by the then Democratic 
Administration. In the Hawaiian correspondence, Executive 
Document No. 48, page 874, is a letter from Mr. Marcy to Mr. 
Gregg, the then American consul at Honolulu. Mr. Marcy says: 

The draft of a treaty you have forwarded to the Department has been con- 
sidered by the President, and he directs me to say that he can not approve of 
some of the articles. If ratified in its present pe at Honolulu and sent 
hither, he would not probably submit it tothe Senate. There are in his mind 
strong objections to the immediate incorporation of the islands in their pres- 
ent condition into the Union as an a State. It was expected that 
the Hawaiian Government would be ng to offer the islands to the United 
States as a Territory, and to leave the question in relation to their becoming 
a State to the determination of this Government, unembarrassed by stipula- 
tions on that point. 

Mr. President, what was the main stipulation in the treaty 
which the Hawaiian Government had prepared and which they 
solicited the Government of the United States to ratify? The 
controlling stipulation was that Hawaii was to be immediately 
allowed to enter the Union as a State with all the rights, privi- 
leges, and immunities of the American States. Even the Terri- 
torial form of government was objected to by them. In that con- 
dition of affairs Mr. Marcy very properly stated that the treaty 
would not be submitted by the President of the United States to 
the Senate, and why? Because manifestly in the opinion of the 
President and of Mr. Marcy it was not proper to incorporate into 
this Union a State with a body of electors — of a popula- 
tion like the inhabitants of the Hawaiian Islands. 

Is not that objection as fatal and potent to-day as it was then? 
Can we afford to take into this Union as a body of electors a popu- 
lation which, according to the testimony of the most intelligent 
men from the Hawaiian Islands, who gave their evidence before 
the Cominittee on Foreign Relations when ewes the sub- 
ject of the dethronement of the Queen, was utterly incapable of 
self-government? Do Senators now desire, do the —— of the 
United States desire, to incorporate into their midst a body of 
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electors unfit to govern themselves, so said to be by the people 
who are now governing them? 

The very Government that is now erected in Hawaii, oligar- 
chical in form, oppressive in character, aye, Mr. President, despotic 
in character, shows that the people of the Hawaiian Islands are 
unfit for self-government. The object a to be to incorpo- 


rate into this Union people whom the resident Americans there in 
Hawaii say can iets maintained except by a quasi despotism; 
and this evidence springs from the most intelligent residents of 
that island, Mr. Spaulding particularly. Some men who are now 
high in authority in those islands emphatically state that the 
Kanakas, the Japanese, the Chinese there are not fit to be gov- 
erned by republican institutions. They can not govern them- 
selves. That kind of people I do not desire to have embraced 
within the limits of the American Union as a State or as a Terri- 
tory or in any way whatsoever. 

Mr. President, this discussion has taken a very wide range, and 
it has embraced a great many subjects, and, among other subjects, 
the right of an American resident abroad in Hawaii—because that 
is the particular instance in discussion—-is maintained to enter 
into the militia or other service of that Government in order to 
maintain that Government against revolution. The proposition 
is broadly stated as derived from international law, that an Amer- 
ican citizen resident abroad, having a commercial residence, can 
maintain the existing authority against any attack to overthrow 
it. That proposition I do not think to be sound. In Wharton’s 
Digest of International Law the general principle is enunciated 
in paragraph 202: 

There is no principle more distinctly and clearly settled in the law of na- 
tions than the rule that resident aliens not naturalized are not liable to per- 


form military service. We have uniformly claimed and insisted upon it in 
our intercourse with foreign nations. 


This was Mr. Seward, when Secretary of State, to Mr. Morton; 
and this principle of international law is admitted by everybody. 
There have been quotations from Vattel and other international 
sources to show that a resident alien in a foreign country can be 
made liable to militia service, to police service, to serve on a posse 
comitatus, and the like; and the argument is advanced that, 
therefore, he can be compelled without violating the laws of 
neutrality and violating his rights as a citizen of another country 
to perform militia duty or a temporary military service in maine 
taining the government of his residence against rebellion. 

Mr. President, it is evident that the meaning of the law has 
been strained; it is evident that a distinction must be drawn be- 
tween an organized rebellion, an organized uprising, and a mere 
émeute, a mere riot, a mere uprising of unlawful people to assault 
the Government, but the principle that wherever arebellion takes 
such form and assumes such shape as to be so formidable in its 
proportions as to be able to wage war, as to be able to control the 
services of a considerable number of citizens, and after it takes 
such shape, that war is actually entered upon, it is evident to my 
mind that an alien citizen can not oppose such an uprising as that 
under the plea of maintaining the established Government as a 
part of the posse comitatus; that wherever war is active, wher- 
ever the character of belligerency attaches to a rebellion, in that 
case a resident alien can not be compelled to enter into the service 
of the established Government which is sought to be overthrown, 
and if he does so voluntarily he forfeits all right to the protection 
of the home Government; but the opposite proposition is broadly 
maintained. 

An uprising may be rapid, it may be an ebulition of forces 
which have been sleeping for a time that all of a sudden takes suf- 
ficiently strong and firm a shape as to amount to the character of 
belligerency. It is not necessary that the belligerents have had 
an existence for a great length of time in order to establish that 
character, but the very moment that the belligerent character is 
established, whether it is done immediately, whether it is done 
after sufficient interval, that very moment the alien resident is not 
authorized to oppose it; and there, it appears to me, is the proper 
distinction. 

But, sir, the argument cuts both ways. The argument ad- 
vanced upon the other side is that a resident alien under no cir- 
cumstances may oppose an established Government. How would 
that apply to Hawaii? When these American citizens resident in 
Hawaii, with the full cognizance of the resident American min- 
ister, organized a rebellion against the Hawaiian Government, 
the Government they established was stated to be a patriotic Gov- 
ernment which ought to receive the support and sanction of the 
United States; and that, while it was well known that this rebel- 
lion was organized for the purpose of overthrowing the then ex- 
isting dynasty, the landing of American troops to do nothing 
more than give moral aid and comfort to these people was an act 
of the highest patriotism and justice. 

I do not propose, however, Mr. President, to go into the history 
of the dethroning of Queen Liliuokalani. I think the evidence 
submitted by Mr. Blount, which the evidence before the Foreign 
Relations Committee did not at all impair, makes it perfectly mani- 
fest that the successful overthrowing of the Government of that 












meen was done by Minister Stevens, with the aid of the United 
tates marines. I do not mean to say by that that the resident 
Americans were unable to have effected that purpose themselves, 


but I do say that they meanly and cowardly took advantage of 


the known proclivities of the American minister sympathizing 
with them in their efforts to get rid of the Government of the 
arg and prevailed upon him to land the American marines, so 
that their revolution would be without the slightest danger to 
themselves. 

I do not mean to say, Mr. President, that a number of Amer- 
ican citizens anywhere, living amongst an inferior race, as these 
Kanakas are, can not rule them either by intrigue or by force; and 
the history of those islands shows that from the very time the 
Americans put their feet upon those islands they commenced to 
have a paramount influence in their government. They did so 
properly, but it was done by means of persuasion; it was done by 
means of pardonable intrigue, as it were; but however accom- 
plished, they were the ruling power in Hawaii, and the Govern- 
ment which was set up there was their own Government, and 
when the Queen attempted to proclaim a constitution, which they 
themselves had given a precedent for in a prior proclamation 
which they instigated, they took advantage of that pretext to de- 
throne her by and through Minister Stevens. 

I understood the Senator from Colorado [Mr. TELLER] to say— 
his remarks have not yet been published—that the President of 
the United States had in his answer to the communication of the 
royal commissioners of Liliuokalani, who visited this country 
some time ago, stated that he had done all that he could do toward 
repairing the wrong that had been committed in those islands to- 
ward that Queen, and that statement of the President, not only by 
the Senator then, but by a large number of Republican Senators 
thereafter, has been made the subject of most bitter partisan 
attack, and the doctrine has been boldly asserted that however 
accomplished, by what means soever accomplished, whether by the 
participation of the United States or not, if a government is once 
recognized by the United States, that recognition is irrevocable, 
is fait accompli, and nothing can be done to undo it, even if it is 
accomplished by fraud and misrepresentation. 

I, Mr. President, have the hardihood to say that the efforts of 
the President of the United States to restore the status quo through 
his representative, Mr. Willis, ought not only not to be a subject 
of attack, but it ought to be a matter of the highest praise to him. 

We have heard a great deal of American. patriotism; we have 
heard a great deal of the course of empire taking its way west- 
ward; we heard yesterday a very eloquent apostrophe to the Cau- 
casian race from the Senator from Connecticut a PLATT]; but, 
sir, a man who does his duty for duty’s sake climbs to a higher 
point of patriotism than the man who is carried away by the 
frothy sentiment of American patriotism. The highest type of an 
American, whether he occupies the Presidential chair or whether 
he occupies an humble place in the community, is one who has the 
courage to ~ and do right under all circumstances. 

When the President of the United States was convinced that it 
was wrong to use the military arm of the United States to de- 
throne this weak and defenseless Queen, and undertook to repair 
that wrong, he gave evidence of an American courage and an 
American manhood which, in my opinion, far transcends the glit- 
tering froth and declamation of sentimental Americanism. As 
long as this evidence is alive,as long as the testimony exists show- 
ing the complicity of Mr. Minister Stevens in this revolution in 
Hawaii, and showing the unlawful use of the marine power of the 
United States to effect the dethronement of the Queen, in my 
opinion it will be a foul blot upon the manhood and upon the in- 
tegrity of this nation. It may be, Mr. President, that the thing 
is done, and can not now be revoked; but notwithstanding that, 
the blot is upon us, and it will take years, in my opinion, to efface it. 

I quite agree with the Senator from Connecticut in the march 
to empire of the great Caucasian race; I quite agree with him 
that that race is the superior governing race of the world; and 
there is nd American who can establish by force of his own arm, 
without adventitious and unlawful aid, a government of Ameri- 
cans in any part of the known world, and hold it by virtue of his 
sugerior powers and strength, that I shall not heartily support 
and welcome; and if these people over in Hawaii had undertaken 
with their own right arm, without the aid of the military power 
of the United States, to establish a government of a republican 
character, or any other government there, that action would have 
met with no kind of rebuke from me, but rather I should have ap- 
plauded it as evincing the dominating character of our race and 
their superiority in all governmental affairs so far as other races 
are concerned. 

Mr. President, right here I will say that the evidence that we 
have before us in these voluminous reports shows that the in- 
habitants of the Hawaiian Islands ure the most docile, the most 
tractable, and the most intelligent of all the Indians that white men 
have heretofore come in contact with, but the inevitable fate of 
the Indian seems to have overtaken them. Our people went there 
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with the Bible. The men who went there were devout men; they 
were Christian men; they went with a holy purpose, and they 
carried it out with a holy zeal. They did Christianize, they did 
educate and civilize, the inhabitants of those islands, but, sir, the 
inevitable fate of the Indian seems to have overtaken those in- 
habitants. 

From some 130,000 souls, when first the missionary put his foot 
upon their soil, they have decreased to about 40,000 souls; their 

ossessions have all gone, have been swept from them. Even the 

ast little vestige of power and authority which they enjoyed—a 
masquerade of power, as it were, a travesty of government, as it 
were—has been taken away from them. The white man will not 
eyen let them havetheshowofpower. That isthe inevitable fate of 
the Indian. Whether it comes by fire and sword, or whether it 
comes by the Bible, the Indian has to be obliterated. It is a sad 
commentary that the only people of whom history gives us any 
note who ever received civilization without force, who received 
it readily, who accepted the white man as a friend and invited 
him into their councils, and gave him their government, have 
alike shared the fate of the savage Sioux and of all the savage 
tribes in North America who resisted the white man with rifle 
and hatchet. So be it, Mr. President. There appears to be acon- 
trolling destiny in this matter which neither the power of the 
Governmentof the United States nor any other power can control. 

In view of the declarations of international writers, why is it 
that Secretary Herbert has been criticised for his letter of instruc- 
tions to Admiral Walker? 

Mr. CHANDLER. I inquire of the Senator if he would prefer 
to finish his remarks to-morrow? If so, I shall make a motion to 
adjourn. 

Mr. CAFFERY. Iam nearly through, and other Senators wish 
to speak. ‘ 

Mr. CHANDLER. [I shall not make the motion if the Senator 
prefers to go on. 

Mr. CAFFERY. Ido. I shall conclude in a few moments. 

I would say, Mr. President, in view of the statements of inter- 
national law, as read by me in Mr. Seward’s letter to Mr. Morton, 
I do not see how it is that the criticisms of Senators upon the other 
side of the Chamber of the letter of Secretary Herbert to Admiral 
Walker can be so easily and flippantly made. That letter states 
simply this: 

An American citizen who during a revolution or insurrection in a foreign 
country participates in an attempt by force of arms or violence to maintain 
or overthrow the existing government, or who aids in setting on foot a revo- 
lution or insurrection in such country, can not claim as matter of right that 
the Government of the United States shall protect him against the conse- 
quences of such act. 

Mr. President, it is manifest that the Secretary of the Navy was 
within the lines of international law in this letter. Any Ameri- 
can citizen who, during a rebellion or insurrection in a foreign 
country, should either maintain or oppose one of the contending 
factions can not claim as a matter of right the protection of the 
Government of the United States. What kind of insurrection or 
rebellion must it be? It must be one of that character which will 
take on the shape of belligerency, and that was the intention of 
the Secretary; that was his evident meaning. He did not mean 
that in a mere émeute over there in Hawaii, or anywhere else, an 
American citizen could not join in putting it down, nor did he so 
say; but he said wherever, during or pending a rebellion or insur- 
rection, an American citizen took part, either in maintaining or 
opposing the government, he must necessarily forfeit the right of 
being protected by his own Government; and the argument has 
been made with great stress that the Secretary of the Navy was 
guilty of a gross violation of international law because Senators 
on the other side of the Chamber construe a rebellion or insurrec- 
tion to be a mere émeute. 

Mr. President, whenever there is a state of affairs which divides 
a community into two hostile camps, whenever a rebellion takes 
such form as to command a considerable body of the citizens of a 
country in which the rebellion occurs, it is manifest when that 
kind of war, flagrant war, if you choose, is pending, that an Ameri- 
can citizen can not participate without forfeiting his right to be 
protected by his own Government. 

Mr. KYLE obtained the floor. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Mr. President 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from South 
Dakota yield to the Senator from New Hampshire? 

Mr. KYLE. For what purpose? 

Mr. CHANDLER. Iwas going to move an adjournment. 

Mr. HUNTON. 1 hope the Senator will move an executive 
session. 

Mr. KYLE. If the Senator will withhold that motion, I can 
finish what remarks I have to make in a very short time. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Ihave no objection to an executive s 
but there is a storm outside, and the Senate ought to adjourn 
shortly. 

Mr. HUNTON. I move that the Senate proceed to the consid- 
eration of executive business. 
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Mr. BLACKBURN. Will the Senator withhold that motion 
for a moment? 

Mr. HUNTON. Certainly. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. I went to the Senator from South Dakota 
[Mr. KyLx] and inquired of him whether he desired to go on to- 
night, and suggested that probably it would be to the convenience 
of the Senate to take an adjournment now, but the Senator said 
that his remarks would take but a short time, and he preferred to 
go on this evening. That is the reason I have not already moved 
for an adjournment of the Senate. 

Mr. CHANDLER. In view of the suggestion of the Senator 
from Kentucky I will withhold the motion. 

Mr. HUNTON. I desire to move an executive session. 

Mr. KYLE. If it be agreeable to the Senate, I will defer the 
remarks I desireto submit untilto-morrow morning, and take the 
floor at that time. 

Mr. MARTIN. I hope the Senator from Virginia will with- 
draw his motion for an executive session for a few moments. 

Mr. HUNTON. For what purpose? 

Mr. MARTIN. I have two local bills which I should like very 
much to have passed. There is no objection whatever to them. 
They have been favorably reported, and I have been waiting for 
a week for an opportunity to secure their consideration. I shall 
be greatly obliged if the Senator will allow me an opportunity to 
have them considered now. They will take but a few minutes. 

Mr. HUNTON. I desire particularly to have an executive ses- 
sion this evening for the purpose of confirming the nomination of 
General Schofield. He was commander of Military District No. 1, 
which was that in effect he was governor of Virginia, and he has 
left behind him none but friends in my State. I desire to show 
my appreciation of the promotion to the high grade to which he 
has been nominated by confirming him at the very first moment 
we can. 

Mr. ALLISON. Iask the Senator to yield to me for a moment. 

Mr. HUNTON. To introduce a bill? 

Mr. ALLISON. No; but to have considered and passed a purely 
local bill, which will take but a few minutes, and if it leads to dis- 
cussion I shall withdraw it. 

Mr. HUNTON. Ican not yield for that. 

Mr. ALLISON. Very well. 

Mr. HARRIS. The Senator from Kansas [Mr. Martin] is ask- 
ing permission to have considered two bills which will not take 
any time, and I do not think they will encounter any kind of op- 
position. I hope the Senator from Virginia will not interpose his 
motion, but will give the Senator from Kansas an opportunity to 
have the bills in his charge considered. 

Mr. HUNTON. With that understanding I yield for that pur- 
pose, and then I hope I shall be recognized by the Chair. 

Mr. MARTIN. I am very much obliged to the Senator from 
Virginia. The bills for which I desire present consideration are 
House bill 8165 and Senate bill 2372. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator will please indicate 
which bill he desires to have first considered. 


RAILWAY THROUGH THE INDIAN TERRITORY. 


Mr. MARTIN. Lask unanimous consent for the present con- 
sideration of House bill 8165. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Kansas asks 
unanimous consent for the consideration of a bill the title of 
which will be stated. 

The Secretary. A bill (H.R.8165) authorizing the Kansas 
City, Oklahoma and Pacific Railway Company to construct and 
operate a railway through the Indian Territory, and for other pur- 

ses. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there objection to the present 
consideration of the bill? ; 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill; which had been reported by 
the Committee on Indian Affairs with amendments. 

The first amendment was, in section 1, line 9, after the word 
“through,” to insert ‘‘all Indian reservations in;” in the same 
line, after the word ‘‘ Indian,” to insert “‘Territory;” and in line 
10, before the word “‘Oklahoma,” to insert ‘the Territories of;” 
in the same line, after the word ‘‘ Oklahoma,” to strike out ‘‘ Ter- 
ritories” and insert ‘‘and New Mexico upon a line,” and in line 
23, after the word ‘‘ extensions,” toinsert ‘‘ through such Indian 
reservations;” so as to make the section read: 

That the Kansas ee Oklahoma and Pacific Railway Company, a corpora- 
tion created under and by virtue of the laws of the State of Kansas, be, and 
the same is hereby, authorized and invested and empowered with the right 
of locating, constructing, owning, equipping, and operating, using, and main- 
taining a railway and te aph and telephone line through all Indian reser- 
vations in the Indian Territory and the Territories of Oklahoma and New 
Mexico upon a line beginning at a point to be selected by said railway com- 
pany at or near the town of ffey ville, in the county of Montgomery, State 
of Kansas, and running thence in a south and west direction over the most 

racticable route, through the Indian Territory and the Territory of Okla- 
oma, toa point at or near Pawhuska, and also Guthrie and Kingfisher, in 


the Territory of a thence to the east line of Wheeler County, 
State of Texas; thence to the east line of the Territory of New Mexico, and 


through the Territory of New Mexico to the city of Albuquerque, in the 
Territory of New Mexico, with the right to construct, use, and maintain 
such tracks, turn-outs, sidings, and extensions through such Indian reserva- 
tions as said peer may deem to their interests to construct along and 
upon the right of way and depot grounds herein provided for. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was,in section 2, line 3, after the word 
‘* said,” to strike out ‘‘ Territories ” and insert.‘‘ reservations;” so 
as to read: 

That the said corporation is authorized to take and use, for all purposes of 
a railway and for no other purpose, a right of way 100 feet in width through 
said reservations. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

_ The next amendment was, in section 4, line 8, before the word 
** State,” to strike out the letter ‘“‘a,” and in line 9, before the word 
‘‘formed,” to strike out ‘‘ government is” and insert “ govern- 
ments are;” so as to read: 

Congress hereby reserves the right to regulate the charges for freight and 
anes on said railway, and of messages on said telegraph and telephone 
ines, until State governments are formed. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 5, line 8, after the word 
‘** said,” to strike out ‘‘ Territories ” and insert “‘ reservations; ” so 
as to read: 

That said railway company shall pay to the Secretary of the Interior, for 
the benefit of the particular nations or tribes through whose lands said line 
may be located, the sum of $50, in addition to the compensation provided for 
in this act for property taken and damage done to individual occupants by 
the construction of the railway, for each mile of railway constructed in said 
reservations. 

The amendment was agreed. to. 

The next amendment was,in section 5, line 27, after the word 
‘*said,” to strike out ‘‘ Territories” and insert ‘‘reservations;” and 
in line 30, after the word ‘‘ said,” to strike out ‘‘ Territories” and 
insert ‘‘ reservations;” so as to read: 

Said company shall also pay, so long as said reservations are owned and 


occupied by the Indians, to the Secretary of the Interior, the sum of $15 per 
annum for each mile of railway it shall construct in the said reservations. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 6, line 2, after the word 
“said,” to strike out ‘‘ Territories” and insert “‘ reservations;” so as 
to read: 

That said railway company shall cause maps showing the route of its lo- 
cated line through said reservations to be filed in the office of the Secretary 
of the Interior. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was,in section 7, line 6, after the word 
‘*tribes,” to strike out ‘‘of Indians;” in line 7, after the word 
‘* whose,” to strike out ‘‘ Territory,” and insert ‘‘reservation,” and 
in line 12, after the word ‘‘ Indian,” to strike out ‘‘ Territory” and 
insert ‘‘ reservation; ” so as to male the section read: 

Suc. 7. That the United States circuit and district courts for the district of 
Kansas, and such other courts as may be authorized by Congress, shall have, 
without reference to the amount in controversy, concurrent jurisdiction over 
all controversies arising between said Kansas City, Oklahoma and Pacific 
Railway Company and the nations and tribes of Indians through whose res- 
ervation said railway shall be constructed. Said courts shall have like juris- 
diction, without reference to the amounts in controversy, over all contro- 
versies arising between the inhabitants of the said nations or tribes and said 
railway company; and the civil jurisdiction of such courts is hereby extended 
within the limits of said Indian reservations without distinction as to citizen- 


— — parties so far as may be necessary to carry out the provisions of 
is act. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 9, line 2, after the word 
“railway,” to strike out ‘‘ within said Territory;” so as to read: 

That said railway company shall build at least 100 miles of its railwa 
within three years after the passage of this act or the rights herein gran 
shall be forfeited as to that portion not built. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 10, line 2, before the word 
‘‘right,” to insert “‘ grant of the;” so as to read: 

That the Kansas City, Oklahoma and Pacific Railway Company shall accept 
this grant of the right of way upon the express condition, etc. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 11, line 8, after the word 
‘*said,” to strike out ‘‘ Territories” and insert “‘ reservations;” soas 
to read: 

That all mortgages executed by said railway company conveying any por- 


tion of its railway with its franchises, that may be constructed in said reser- 
vations, shall be recorded in the Department of the Interior. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ments were concurred in. 

The amendments were ordered to be engrossed, and the bill to 
be read a third time. 

The bill was read the third time, and passed. 

The title was amended so as to read: “A bill authorizing the 
Kansas City, Oklahoma and Pacific Railway Company to construct 
and operate a railway through Indian reservations in the Indian 
Territory, and the Territories of Oklahoma and New Mexico, and 
for other purposes.” 


ee 
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INDIAN APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. CALL, from the Committee on Appropriations, to whom 
was referred the bill (H.R. 8479) maxing appropriations for cur- 
rent and contingent expenses of the Indian Department and ful- 
filling treaty stipulations with various Indian tribes for the fiscal 
year ending June 30, 1896, and for other purposes, reported it with 
amendments, and submitted a report thereon. 


LOUISIANA OR HONDURAS LOTTERY COMPANY. 


Mr. CALL submitted the following resolution; which was read: 


Resolved by the Senate, That a special committee be, and is hereby, created, 
who shall be charged with the duty of inquiring and reporting to the Senate 
whether the Louisiana or Honduras Lottery Company has been established 
and is now operating in the State of Florida and is engaged in business there 
and in the use of the mails and of the interstate-commerce corporations or com- 
panies in violation of the laws of the United States and of the State of Flor- 
ida. The committee shall also inquire whether the Louisiana or Honduras 
company, its owners, managers, directors, or agents, have entered intoa com- 
bination with any person or persons or corporations for the control of the 
elections and the legislature and the members of Congress and the executive 
officers of the State of Florida; and whether they own, either directly or in- 
directly, any interests in newspapers published in the State, and whether 
they, or any of them, have contributed money for the establishment of news- 
papers or for subsidizing newspapers. = 

The committee shall also inquire and report what sums of money. if any, 
were expended in the late elections by the Louisiana or Honduras Lottery 
Company, or by any person orcorporation in any way connected, combined 
with, or interested in such lottery company, or in persons connected with it, 
and in what way and by what P scram such money was expended, and by 
what persons it was contributed. 

Mr. CALL. Iask that the resolution be printed and that it lie 
over until to-morrow. F 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The resolution will go over and 
be printed. 

Mr. HUNTON. I now renew my motion. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. Will the Senator from Virginia 
yield to me for a word of personal explanation? 

Mr. HUNTON. With pleasure. 


PERSONAL EXPLANATION, 


Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. Mr. President, in view of what 
transpired this morning when the question of the sugar bounty 
was up, it is evident that there was a misunderstanding day be- 
fore yesterday between the Senator from Tennessee [Mr. Harris] 
and myself, which led to a somewhat heated colloquy and re- 
sulted finally in the use of certain language on the part of both of 
us that ought not to be used in the Senate under any circumstances, 
and ought not to go into the REcorD of this body. I regret it 
so far as lam concerned., I have had no communication what- 
ever with the Senator from Tennessee on the subject. I have al- 
ways held the Senator in very high regard. Therelations between 
us have always been of the most pleasant character, and so far as 
I individually am concerned I desire to withdraw everything I 
said on that occasion. 

Mr. HARRIS. Mr. President, nothing was more foreign to my 
intention or purpose than to say anything that could be construed 
into a disagreeable remark. My objection was in no sense per- 
sonal to the Senator from Oregon [Mr. MitcHELL]. It would have 
come just as soon if the same suggestion had been made by my 
elbow neighbor, with whom I am on the most intimate and kindly 
terms. Iam glad the Senator from Oregon has withdrawn such 
remarks of his as were reasonably construed as being offensive. 
It affords me great pleasure to withdraw anything that I may have 
said in the course of that colloquy which is susceptible of the 
construction of being direspectful or offensive. I am glad the 
Senator from Oregon has made the statement we have just heard. 
I respond to it in the same spirit in which it was made. 

EXECUTIVE SESSION. 

Mr. HUNTON. Irenew my motion that the Senate proceed to 
the consideration of executive business. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate proceeded to the con- 
sideration of executive business. After five minutes spent in ex- 
ecutive session the doors were reopened, and (at 5 o’clock and 20 


minutes p. m.) the Senate adjourned until to-morrow, Friday, 
February 8, 1895, at 12 o’clock m. 


NOMINATIONS. 
Executive nominations received by the Senate February 7, 1895. 
POSTMASTERS. 


John W. Cox, to be postmaster at Ellis, in the county of Ellis 
and State of Kansas, in the place of Morell M. Fuller, removed. 

John Schlyer, to be postmaster at Hays, in the county of Ellis 
and State of Kansas, in the place of Fred Krueger, whose com- 
mission expired December 23, 1894. 

Frank D. Kelly, to be postmaster at Bradford, in the county of 
Essex and State of Massachusetts, in the place of William Hilton, 
whose commission will expire February 14, 1895. 

George W. Paul, to be postmaster at Claremont, in the county 
of Sullivan and State of New Hampshire, in the place of Henry C. 
Sanders, whose commission will expire February 12, 1895. 
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Andrew H. Demarest, to be postmaster at Paterson, in the 
county of Passaic and State of New Jersey, in the place of Wil- 
liam A. Hopson, whose commission will expire February 12, 1895. 

Louis S. Smith, to be postmaster at Medina, in the county of 
Medina and State of Ohio, in the place of Charles H. Kimball, 
whose commission expired December 18, 1894. 

John W. Armstrong, to be postmaster at North Clarendon, in 
the county of Warren and State of Pennsylvania, in the place of 
Henry Howard, whose commission expired January 15, 1895. 

Frank 8S. Bowman, to be postmaster at Millersburg, in the county 
of Dauphin and State of Pennsylvania, in the place of John B. 
Seal, whose commission will expire February 9, 1895. 

Harry E. Culbertson, to be postmaster at Edinboro, in the county 
of Erie and State of Pennsylvania, in the place of Edwin G. Cul- 
bertson, whose commission expired January 31, 1895. 

George C. Middlebrook, to be postmaster at Millbank, in the 
county of Grant and State of South Dakota, in the place of Adam 
J. Bleser, whose commission will expire February 14, 1895. 

Julia C. Polk, to be postmaster at Coleman, in the county of 
Coleman and State of Texas, in the place of James Gipson, whose 
commission will expire February 20, 1895. 

James W. Brown, to be postmaster at Neenah, in the county of 
Winnebago and State of Wisconsin, in the place of Haskell FE. 
Coats, removed; John M. Callahan, who was confirmed by the 
Senate December 12, 1894, and who was subsequently commis- 
sioned by the President, having declined to accept the appoint- 
ment. 

A. C. Dixon, to be postmaster at Kilbourn City, in the county 
of Columbia and State of Wisconsin, in the place of Elvira C. 
Smith, removed. 


CONFIRMATIONS. 

Executive nominations confirmed by the Senate February 7, 1895. 
PROMOTION IN THE ARMY. 
Lieutenant-General. 

Maj. Gen. John McAllister Schofield, to be Lieutenant-General. 

APPOINTMENTS IN THE NAVY. 

Robert B. Dashiell, a citizen of Maryland, to be assistant naval 
constructor in the Navy. 

Edwin A. Jonas, a citizen of Louisiana, to be assistant pay- 
master in the Navy. 

PROMOTIONS IN THE NAVY. 

Pay Inspector Luther G. Billings, to be a pay director. 

Paymaster George E. Hendee, to be a pay inspector. 

P. A. Paymaster John Corwine, to be a paymaster. 

Asst. Paymaster Ziba W. Reynolds, to be a passed assistant 
paymaster. 

P. A. Engineer John K. Barton, to be a chief engineer. 

Asst. Engineer Robert B. Higgins, to be a passed assistant en- 
gineer. 

P. A. Engineer Robert G. Denig, to be a chief engineer. 

Asst. Engineer Willis B. Day, to be a passed assistant engineer. 

POSTMASTERS. 

Charles F. Gallup, to be postmaster at Mansfield, in the county 
of Bristol and State of Massachusetts. 

Dennis J. O’Brien, to be postmaster at Hopkinton, in the county 
of Middlesex and State of Massachusetts. 

Thomas Moritz, to be postmaster at Glen Ridge, in the county 
of Essex and State of New Jersey. 

William F. Byrd, to be postmaster at Crisfield, in the county of 
Somerset and State of Maryland. 

Henry D. Linsley, to be postmaster at Branford, in the county 
of New Haven and State of Connecticut. 

Edward W. Lowrey, to be postmaster at Southington, in the 
county of Hartford and State of Connecticut. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
THURSDAY, February 7, 1895. 

The House met at 11 o’clock a. m. 
E. B. Baasy. 

The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved. 

LITTLE RIVER, ARKANSAS. 

The SPEAKER laid before the House a letter from the Secretary 
of War, transmitting, with letter of the Chief of Engineers, report 
of a preliminary examination of Little River, Arkansas; which was 
referred to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors, and ordered to 
be printed. 

SUMMARY OF IMPORTS AND EXPORTS OF THE UNITED STATES. 

The SPEAKER laid before the House a letter from the Acting 
Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting a draft of a bill providing 
for the printing of the summary of the itaports and exports of the 
United States; which was referred to the Committee on Printing. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. 
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DEFICIENCIES IN APPROPRIATIONS FOR DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. 


The SPEAKER laid before the House a letter from the Acting 
Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting supplemental estimates 
of deficiencies in appropriations for the District of Columbia, sub- 
mitted by the Commissioners; which was referred to the Commit- 
tee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 


EXPENSES OF COLLECTING REVENUE FROM CUSTOMS. 


The SPEAKER laid before the House a letter from the Acting 
Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting an estimate of appropria- 
tions for defraying the expenses of collecting the revenue from 
customs for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1896; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be 
printed. 





LEAVE OF ABSENCE, 


By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted as follows: 
To Mr. CATCHINGS, indefinitely, on account of sickness. 
To Mr. Hetwer of Pennsylvania, for two days, on account of 
sickness. 
FORT JUPITER MILITARY RESERVATION. 


Mr. COOPER of Florida. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous con- 
sent for the present consideration of the bill (S. 2433) to amend 
and extend the provisions of an act entitled ‘‘An act to provide for 
the opening of certain abandoned military reservations, and for 
other purposes,” ——. August 23, 1894. 

The bill was read, as follows: , 

Be it enacted, etc., That the provisions of the act approved August 23, 1894, 
entitled “‘An act to provide for the opening of certain abandoned military 
reservations, and for other purposes,” are hereby extended to all abandoned 
military reservations which were placed under the control of the Secretary 
of the Interior under any law in force prior to the act of July 5, 1884. 

Sec. 2. That the preference right of entry given to actual settlers by the 
terms of the act to which this is an amendment shall, so far as the lands to 
which the provisions of said act are extended, take effect and continue for six 
months from the date of this amendatory act. 


The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request of the gen- 
tleman from Florida? 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. I would like to know more about 
this bill, reserving the right to object. 

Mr. COOPER of Florida. I will explain the bill to the House 
in a few words. There was a bill passed at the last session open- 
ing certain military reservations with homestead rights, giving 
the preference to homesteaders. That was thought to include 
Fort Jupiter Reservation, and that it would give the homesteaders 
the same preference there. 

By the terms of the bill which passed it limited the provisions 
of the act to reservations which had been opened for settlement 
up to a certain date. The Interior Department has held that it 
did not apply to the Florida reservation, and that the homestead- 
ers there would not have their preference rights under that act. 
The bill has been passed by the Senate and has been reported on 
by the Committee on Public Lands. It only applies to the Fort 
Jupiter Reservation in Florida, and does nothing for that reserva- 
tion but to give the homestead settlers there the same rights as 
were given to them everywhere else in all reservations of this 
kind. All that is intended is to give the homesteaders the prefer- 
ence right; and if we donot give them that right, then the reser- 
vation will be taken by land scrip and the homesteaders will have 
their preference taken from them. That is all. 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. But the bill seems to be broader 
than the explanation of the gentleman. It applies to all military 
reservations. 

Mr. COOPER of Florida. The bill which it amends was a 
general act; and if there are any other reservations in which we 
have not protected the homestead rights, it ought to apply to 
those also. So far as I know—and the chairman of the Commit- 
tee on Public Lands is here—I do not know of any reservation 
except Fort Jupiter that it does not cover, and by some mistake 
that was omitted, and we ought to carry out the purpose of the 
act by including this reservation. 

Mr. REED. hat was the limitation as to time originally, and 
how was that mistake made? Why was it necessary for making 
a limitation of the original act? 

Mr. COOPER of Florida. The original act provided that it 
should apply to abandoned military reservations placed under the 
control of the comer of the Interior under the act approved 
July 5, 1894, the disposal of which had not been subsequently pro- 
vided for by Congress. When that was put in it was supposed 
that covered them all. e 

a REED. It was putin because it was supposed to have no 
effect? 

Mr. COOPER of Florida. It was put in because most of these 
reservations were opened before that; but it seems that Fort Jupi- 
ter Reservation was transferred prior to that act, although the In- 
terior Department reported to us that it was not, and enumerated 
it amongst those that were to be included by thatact. They have 
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decided since that that was a mistake, and that the homesteaders 
would not have the preference rights there. There is nothing in 
the world in the bill except to give to that reservation the same 
status that has been given to settlers on other abandoned military 
reservations. 

Mr. LACEY. I will state to the gentleman from Maine that it 
was the intention of the committee to cover that case, but there 
was a mistake made by the Department. 

Mr. McRAE. Mr. Speaker, I think I can explain this bill in a 
few words. The act of August 23, 1894, sought to be amended, 
was introduced by myself. The Committee on Public Lands 
asked the Interior Department to furnish a list of reservations 
that would be covered by it. The Fort Jupiter Reservation was 
named as one of them. It exceeded in area 5,000 acres. No one 
supposed that any of these military reservations had been turned 
over to the Department prior to the passage of the act of July 5, 
1884, which provided for the disposal of them; but it appears that 
at least this one and perhaps some others were turned over prior 
to that time as useless. 

There is no special privilege granted to the settlers on this res- 
ervation, but puts them upon the same basis as others of the same 
size in other parts of the country. But for a mistake made by the 
Department In naming it as having been turned over under the act 
of July 5, 1884, it would have been provided for in the original bill. 
It was turned over to the Department of the Interior and became 
a part of the public domain prior to that act. By technical con- 
struction of the act of August 23, 1894, those lands can not be dis- 
posed of under it. Now, we seek by this bill to amend the law so 
as to allow not only this reservation, but all others that were 
turned over prior to the act of July 5, 1884, to be disposed of if 
they exceed in area 5,000 acres. It does just what wasintended to 
be done by the original bill. It ought to be passed. 

Mr. COOPER of Florida. I will state to the gentleman from 
Maine that the only effect of the bill is to make secure the rights 
of a considerable number of homesteaders. 

Mr. REED. Who are already on it? 

Mr. COOPER of Florida. Who are already on it. If the bill 
were not to pass the probability is that scrip entries would be 
put upon the land, ah they would be deprived of their rights 
under the homestead act, and the bill only gives to them thesame 
rights that are given homestead settlers in their settlements all 
over the United States. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the consideration of the 
bill? [After a pause.] The Chair hears none. 

The bill was ordered to a third reading; and it was accordingly 
read the third time, and passed. 

On motion of Mr. COOPER of Florida, a motion to reconsider 
the vote by which the bill was passed was laid on the table. 


BRIDGE ACROSS THE MISSOURI AT SIOUX CITY. 


Mr. MEIKLEJOHN. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent 
for the present consideration of House bill 8499. 
The title of the bill was read, as follows: 


A biil to authorize the construction of a bridge across the Missouri River 
in the county of Dakota, in the State of Nebraska, and in the city of Sioux 
City, in the county of Woodbury, in the State of Iowa. 


Mr. MEIKLEJOHN. Iask unanimous consent that the read- 
ing of the bill be waived. It is similar to a bill which passed in 
the second session of the Fifty-third Congress, save and except 
that the bridge is changed toa wagon bridge. The bill is in legal 
form, and is approved by the Secretary of War. 

Mr. SAYERS. The bill ought to be read, Mr. Speaker. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Iowa and Nebraska Pontoon Bridge Company, 
a corporation organized under the laws of the State of Iowa, its successors 
and assigns, be, and they are hereby, authorized to construct a wagon bridge 
across the Missouri River between the State of Nebraska and the State of 
Iowa, within the county of Dakota, in the State of Nebraska, and the city of 
Sioux City, in the county of Woodbury, in the State of Iowa, and to build, 
erect, and lay on and over said bridge ways for eae vehic'es of all kinds, 
and for the transit of animals; to provide ways for foot papers: and to la 
on and over said bridge tracks, upon which may be operated s Peet railways; 
and to maintain and operate said bridge for the purposes aforesaid, and tor 
all other uses and pepe incident to the use of a wagon bridge not specially 
enumerated; and to charge, collect, and receive reasonable compensation and 
tolls for the transit over said bridge of all wagons, carriages, vehicles of all 
kinds, persons, foot passengers, and animals, street yeas and for all other 
uses of said bridge not specially enumerated: Provided, That the Secretary 
of War may at apy time prescribe such rules, regulations, and rates of toll for 
transit and transportation over said bridge as may be deemed proper and 
reasonable. 

Sec. 2. That said bridge shall be constructed as a pivot drawbridge, with 
two or more draws, as the Secretary of War may prescribe, which said 
draws shall not be less than 200 feet in the clear on each side of the central 
or pivot piers of the draws; and all other spans over the river shall not be 
less than 250 feet in the clear, measured at low water; and said spans shall 
not be less than 10 feet above high-water mark, measuring to the lowest part 
of the superstructure of the bridge; and the piers of said bridge shall be 
parallel with the current of the river at high water. 

Src. 3. That no bridge shall be erected or maintained under the authority 
of this act which shall at any time substantially and materially obstruct the 
free na tion of said river; and that no bridge shall be commenced or built 
under this act until the location thereof and the plans and specifications for 
its construction shall have been submitted to and approved by the Secretary 
of War; and any change in the plans of such construction or any alteration 
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in the bridge after its construction shall be subject to the like approval; and 


that the Secretary of War is hereby authorized, whenever in his 0; inion the 
said bridge shall substantially obstruct the free navigation of said river, to 
cause suc ennee or alteration of said bridge to be made as will obviate such 
obstruction; and all such alterations shall be made at the expense of the 
owner or owners of said bridge or the person operating or controlling 
same; and the said bridge shall be constructed with such aids to the passage 
of said bridge in the form of booms, dikes, piers, or other suitable and proper 
protections for confining the flow of water toa permanent and easily navi- 
gated channel for the guiding of rafts, steamboats, and other water craft 
safely through the draw as the Secretary of War shall prescribe and order to 
be constructed and maintained, at the expense of the company owning said 
bridge; and the said bridge shall be at all times so kept and managed as to 
offer reasonable and proper means for the passing of vessels through said 
structure; that said draw shall be opened pom y to its full width upon 
reasonable si 1, without unnecessary delay, for the pe of vessels, steam- 
boats, and other water craft requiring the opening of said draw for their safe 
e; and the owners of said bridge shall maintain, at their own expense, 
from tho hours of sunset to sunrise, such — or other signals on said bridge 
as shall be prescribed by the Light-House rd. : : 
Sec. 4. That said corporation, or its successors, may, in conformity with 
plans approved by the Beeretary of War, construct and maintain defensive 
and corrective works in cr slong said river, above or below said bridge, for 
the protection of the same and the approaches thereto, or for the improve- 
ment, correction, or control of the channel of said river. aS 
Sxc. 5. That any bridge built under this act and according toits limitations 
shall be a lawful structure, and shall be recognized and known asa post route, 
upon which no higher charge shall be made for the transportation over the 
same of the mails, the troops, and munitions of war of the United States than 
the rate per mile paid for their transportation over the pele highways lead- 
ing to such bridge. The United States shall also have the right to construct, 
— charge therefor, telegraph and telephone lines across and upon said 
ridge. 
Sec. 6. That Congress may at any time alter, amend, or repeal this act. 
Sec. 7. That this act shall be null and void if actual construction of the 
bridge herein authorized be not commenced within two years and completed 
within three years from the date of the passage of this act. 


The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request for the pres- 
ent consideration of this bill? 

Mr. BRYAN. Mr. Speaker, I ask the gentleman to withhold 
that for two or three days. I do not know that there will be any 
objection to it, but I do not want it considered this morning. 

The SPEAKER. Objection is made. 

Mr. BRYAN. Mr.Speaker, on a statement made to me by my 
colleague, Mr. MEIKLEJOHN, I withdraw the objection. 

The amendments recommended by the Committee on Interstate 
and Foreign Commerce were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a 
third time; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

On motion of Mr. MEIKLEJOHN, a motion to reconsider the 
vote by which the bill was passed was laid on the table. 


JOSEPHINE P. KELTON. 


Mr. SICKLES. Mr. Speaker, I ask consent to call up and have 
considered at this time Senate bill No. 879. , L 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the title of the bill. 

The Clerk read as follows: 
A bill §renting a pension to Josephine F. Kelton, widow of Brig. Gen. John 

.Kelton, late Adjutant-General United States Army, deceased. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, ee to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Josephine F. Kelton, widow 


of Brig. Gen. John C. Kelton, late Adjutant-General United States Army, and 
pay her a pension of $50 per month. 


The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request of the gen- 
tleman from New York for the present consideration of this bill? 

There was no objection. 

An amendment was agreed to striking out the initial ‘‘ F” inthe 
name and substituting ‘‘P.” 

The Senate bill as amended was ordered to a third reading; and 
it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

On motion of Mr. SICKLES, a motion to reconsider the vote by 
which the bill was passed was laid on the table. 


CATHERINE CAINE. 


Mr. HENDERSON of Illinois. Mr. Speaker, 1 ask unanimous 
consent for the present consideration of the bill which I send to 
= desk, being House bill No. 952, for the relief of Catherine 

aine. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the proper accounting officers of the Treasury be, 
and they are hereby, authorized and directed to pay, out of any money in the 
Treasury not otherwise Cupresetetes, to Mrs. Catherine Caine, widow of the 
late Rey. Charles Caine, the pay and allowances of a chaplain in the volun- 
teer service from the 10th day of December, 1861, to March, 1863, the said 
Charles Caine having served as such chaplain in the organization known as 
Yates’s Sharpshooters, Illinois Volunteers, during the time mentioned, under 
a —- issued by Richard Yates, governor of the State of Illinois, with- 
out pay. 

Amendments recommended by the Committee on War Claims 
were agreed to, as follows: 

In line 8, strike out ‘“‘tenth ” and insert “ first.” 

Same line, strike out ‘‘ December” and insert ‘‘ January.” 

Line 9, strike out “sixty-one” and insert “sixty-two.” 

Same line, strike out ‘** March” and insert “ist day of August.” 

Line 10, strike out “ sixty-three” and insert “sixty-two.” 

_Mr. HENDERSON of Illinois. Mr. Speaker, this bill was con- 
sidered in Committee of the Whole on the 13th of July last, and 
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has been on the Calendar ever since. It was reported favcrably 
by the Committee on War Claims with the amendments which 
have just been read. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Mr. Speaker, I think the phraseology of the 
bill is incorrect. It provides that ‘‘ the proper accounting officers 
of the Treasury” shall be authorized and directed to pay, ete. 
We ought not to confer that power on the accounting officers. I 
suggest that the bill be amended so as to direct the accounting 
officers to ascertain the amount and the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury to pay it. 

Mr. NDERSON of Illinois. If the gentleman will suggest 
the proper amendment I will accept it. The bill was prepared in 
accordance with suggestions made at the War Department. 

Mr. DOCKERY. The gentleman had better have the bill prop- 
erly amended in the Senate, as it can not well be done here now. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request of the gen- 
tleman from Illinois for the present consideration of this bill? 

There was no objection. 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a third 
time; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, 
and passed. 

On motion of Mr. HENDERSON of Illinois, a motion to recon- 
sider the vote by which the bill was passed was laid on the table. 


OCCUPATION OF UNITED STATES PROPERTY IN BALTIMORE. 


Mr. McKAIG. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for the 
resent consideration of the joint resolution (H. Res. 265) author- 
izing the mayor and city council of Baltimore to occupy for a 
period of five years, and erect a building thereon, a certain lot in 
the city of Baltimore owned by the United States. 
The joint resolution was read, as follows: 


Whereas consent to the purchase by the United States of America of any 
lots or parcels of ground in the city of Baltimore, for the purpose of erecting 
a building for a post-office, court-house, and other public offices of the United 
States of America, was given by the State of Maryland by the act of the gen- 
eral assembly of said State passed at the session of 1880, chapter 2; and 

Whereas by said act jurisdiction over said lots or parcels of ground after 
the same should have been lawfully conveyed to Maryland, United States of 
America, was ceded, released, and relinquished to the United States of Amer- 
ica, as in said acts more fully set forth; and 

Whereas among the lots or parcels of ground so lawfully conveyed to the 
United States of America for the purposes aforesaid is a lot or parcel of 
ground in the city of Baltimore, described as follows: Beginning for the same 
on the corner formed by the intersection of the west side of North street and 
the south side of Lexington street, and running thence south, binding on the 
west side of North street 112 feet; thence west, parallel with the south side 
of Lexington street, 70 feet; thence north, wewalies with the west side of North 
street, 112 feet to the south side of Lexington street, and thence east, binding 
thereon 70 feet, to the place of beginning; and 

Whereas the said described lot was not covered by the building erected by 
the United States for a post-office, court-house, and public offices on the square 
of which it forms a part, bounded by Lexington, North, Fayette, and ¢ ‘alvert 
streets, in Baltimore City, and has been for many years vacant, and is not 
now needed or occupied 4 the United States for any purpose; and 

Whereas pending the construction of the new court-house in the city of 
Baltimore, for the use of the State courts within said city, the mayor and 
city council of Baltimore desire to obtain the privilege of erecting on said de- 
scribed lot a temporary brick building, to be used by the State of Maryland 
od the — of holding therein the sessions of the State courts within said 
city; an 

ereas at the time the United States was acquiring title to the aforesaid 
square bounded by Lexington, North, Fayette, and Calvert streets the mayor 
and city council of Baltimore made a gift to the United States of two lots of 
ground, forming part of said square, valued at over $50,000: Now, therefore, 

Resolved by the Senate and House of Representatives of the United States of 
America inCongress assembled, That full pres be, and the same is hereby, 
Gaon to the mayor and city council of Baltimore to erect on the lot herein- 

fore described a two-story brick building, to be used by the State of Mary- 
land for the purpose of holding therein the sessions of the State courts within 
said city, for a period not to exceed five years from the time said building 
shall be begun, and that during said period concurrent jurisdiction, so far 
as the same may be necessary, be, and the same is hereby, ceded to the State 
of Maryland for said purpose, so that the sessions of the said courts in said 
building, upon said lot, may be during said period fully legalized: Provided, 
however, That the mayor and city council of Baltimore will enter into a con- 
tract with the United States of America, to be approved by the Secretary of 
the Treasury before the erection of said building shall be begun, that within 
three months after the expiration of the said period of five years the said 
building shall be entirely torn down and the materials thereof removed, and 
the said lot restored to the same condition in which it now is; and in default 
thereof, that the said building may be removed and the lot restored toits 
present condition by the United States at the expense of the mayor and city 
council of Baltimore. 


Mr. SAYERS. Mr. Speaker, I would like to inquire the dis- 
tance of this lot from the United States public building in that 
city. 

Mr. McK AIG. It is immediately adjoining the present public 
building—the post-office and court-house. : 

Mr. SAYERS. But how far distant from the building is it? 

Mr. McKAIG. Not more than 20 or 30 feet, I suppose. 

Mr. SAYERS. I believe there is a general law which forbids 
the erection of a public building within a less distance than 40 
feet from any other building. 

Mr. McKAIG. But may I explain with reference to this? 
Some few years ago the post-office and court-house building was 
erected in the city of Baltimore. The United States moved into 
that building, abandoning the old one, which was constructed 
upon a lot given by the city. The old building is now being occu- 
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pied for the purposes of the court. A year ago we gave the city 
a right to occupy that building for five years for court purposes, 
while the city was engaged in erecting a new court-house. In 
that building there is not room for what is called the hall of rec- 
ords, and leave is now asked for the city to erect a two-story build- 
ing on the adjoining lot for the purpose of keeping the records. 

Mr. PAYNE. Is that within 40 feet of the new post-office 
building? 

Mr. McKAIG. No, sir. It adjoins the old Federal court 
building. 

Mr. SAYERS. That building is not now occupied by the Fed- 
eral offices? 

Mr. McKAIG. Itisnot. The Federal offices have moved into 
the new building. This bill gives the right of occupancy for only 
five years, and the city will guarantee to tear down the building 
at the end of that time if itis desired. Gentlemen should remem- 
ber, too, that the old building is erected upon a lot given by the 
city. 

Mr. PAYNE. And at the end of five years we shall be under 
obligation to give them the lot. 

Mr. McKAIG. No, sir; they do not want it. The city will 
erect a building that will be better than your Federal building. 

Mr. PAYNE. I object, Mr. Speaker. 

The SPEAKER. Objection is made. 

MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


A message from the Senate, by Mr. PLATT, one of its clerks, 
announced that the Senate had insisted upon its amendments 
disagreed to by the House to the bill (H. R.8388) making appro- 

riations to provide for the expenses of the government of the 
District of Columbia for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1896, and 
for other purposes, had asked a further conference with the House 
on the bill and amendments, and had appointed Mr. Gorman, 
Mr. CocKRELL, and Mr. ALLISON as the conferees on the part of 
the Senate. 

The message also announced that the Senate had passed with 
amendments bills of the following titles; in which the concur- 
rence of the House was requested: 

A bill (H. R.397) to provide for the erection of a government 
building at Chicago, T1l.; and 

A bill (H. R. 5603) to amend an act entitled ‘“‘An act to amend 
the laws relative to shipping commissioners,” approved August 
19, 1890, and for other purposes. 

The message also announced that the Senate had passed without 
amendment bill and joint resolution of the following titles: 

A bill (H. R. 8552) to authorize the appointment of cadets inthe 
Naval Academy; and 

Joint resolution (H. Res. 269) authorizing the Secretary of War 
tomake asurvey of Kalamazoo River from e Michigan to Sau- 

tuck. 
oThe message also announced that the Senate had passed bills of 
the following titles, in which the concurrence of the House was 
requested: 

A bill (8S. 2669) to repeal section 553 of the Revised Statutes of 
the United States requiring the district judge in the southern dis- 
trict of Florida to reside at Key West; 

A bill (S. 2364) for the relief of Silas P. Keller; and 


A bill (S. 1921) for the removal of snow and ice from the side- 
walks, cross walks, and gutters in the cities of Washington and 


Georgetown, and for other purposes; 
The message also announced that the Senate had passed the fol- 
lowing resolution: 


Resolved, That the Secretary be directed to furnish the House of Repre- 
sentatives, in compliance with its request, a duplicate engrossed copy of the 
bill (S. 41) to submit to the Court of Private Land Claims, established by an 
act of Congress approved March 3, 1891, the title of William McGarrahan to 


the Rancho Panoche Grande, in the State of California. 
ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


Mr. PEARSON, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, reported 
that they had examined and found truly enrolled bills of the fol- 


lowing titles; when the Speaker signed the same: 


A bill (S. 2697) granting to the Gila Valley, Globe and Northern 
Railway Company a right of way through the San Carlos Indian 


Reservation in the Territory of Arizona; 


A bill (S. 2165) to amend an act entitled ‘‘An act to provide for 
the settlement of all outstanding claims against the District of 
Columbia, and conferring jurisdiction on the Court of Claims to 
hear the same, and for other purposes,” approved June 16, 1880; 


and 
A bill (8.1935) granting a pension to Elizabeth Ellery. 


CONGRESSIONAL ELECTIONS IN TENNESSEE. 


Mr. GROSVENOR. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for 
the present consideration of the resolution which I send to the desk. 


The resolution was read, as follows: 


Whereas it ?— py me published reports of the proceed of the oe 
te of by al of respect- 
on the éth dar of Novem- 
Congress, 


islature of the ennessee that itis 
able citizens of said State that at the election 


ber, 1894, for governor, members of the legislature, and members of 
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in said State, such a total disregard of law was abroad in nearly the entire 
we of said State of Tennessee as that no legal election was held therein; 
anc 

Whereas it isclaimed that large numbers of persons disqualified by the 
laws of Tennessee, to the number of more than half the voters thereof, par- 
ticipated in said election and cast their ballots in violation of law, being at 
the time wholly disqualified; and 

Whereas the legislature of the State of Tennessee now in session has de- 
clined and refused to recognize said election asa legal and binding election, 
and has refused to permit the person having the greatest number of votes 
upon the face of said returns to be inaugurated as governor, holding that 
there was apparently no legal election in said State; and 

Whereas the said general assembly is at this time engaged in an investiga- 
tion to ascertain whether or not there was any such lega election; and 

Whereas there was a form of election of members of Congress gone through 
with at said election in the several Congressional districts of Tennessee, and 
certificates have been issued to the persons receiving the highest number of 
votes by the governor of Tennessee, who himself refuses to recognize the 
legality of the election of a governor under the same conditions and disabil- 
ities and alleged violations of law which it is claimed have rendered the elec- 
tion of governor void and illegal; and 

Whereas said alleged and pretended members of Congress will present 
Sonam at the first session of the Fifty-fourth Congress and claim seats 

herein; 

Now, therefore, in order to ascertain the facts in regard to said election 
and to ascertain whether the certificates of the members aforesaid claimin 
to have been elected from the State of Tennessee ought to be received an 
acted upon, and in order to ascertain whether there was any valid election 
of members of Congress from said State on the day aforesaid: 

Resolved, That there be a committee of five members of this House whoare 
members of the Committee on Elections of the present House and who are re- 
elected to the Fifty-fourth Congress, appointed Ld the Speaker of the House 
to investigate, ascertain, and report all and singular the facts touching said 
alleged illegal and void election, and to ascertain whether or not it is true 
that large numbers of persons voted at the several Congressional elections in 
said State without the legal qualifications of voters, and the extent to which 
such illegal voting was done, and whether or not it is possible to ascertain 
who did receive the greatest number of legal votes, and to report whether or 
not said election ought to be, in fact, treated as nulland void ond diaegan ded. by 
the House of Representatives in the same manner and to the same extent that 
it is being disregarded and held for naught by the legislature of the State of 
Tennessee. And said committee isauthorized to appoint a stenographer and a 
sergeant-at-arms, and to issue process for the securing of witnesses and to 
compel their attendance. Andsaid committee is further authorized to make 
use of the testimony and evidence taken by the legislature of the State of 
Tennessee, if copies thereof can be procured, and, in so far as it iscompetent, 
to consider the same in making their report. And said committee is author- 
ized to sit during the vacation between the close of the Fifty-third Congress 
and the assembling of the Fifty-fourth Congress, and to make report to said 
Congress on the first day of its session or as soon thereafter as it is possible. 
The sum of $2,500 out of the contingent fund of the House is hereby appro- 
priated to pay the expense of said investigation, to be paid upon the warrant 
and certificate of the chairman of said committee. 


The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request of the gen- 
tleman from Ohio? 

Mr. COX. Lobject. Let it take its regular course through the 
committee. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Then I ask that it be properly referred. 

ony SPEAKER. The Chair will examine the resolution and 
refer it. 















































ORDER OF BUSINESS. 
Mr. SAYERS. I demand the regular order. 
The SPEAKER. The regular order is the call of committees 
for reports. 









NICARAGUA SHIP CANAL, 


Mr. MALLORY, from the Committee on Interstate and For- 
eign Commerce, reported back the bill (8.1481) to amend an act 
entitled ‘‘An act to incorporate the Maritime Canal Company of 
Nicaragua,” approved February 20, 1889; which was referred to 
the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union, and, 
with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 


DEDUCTIONS ON TONNAGE OF VESSELS. 


Mr. COOPER of Florida, from the Committee on Merchant 
Marine and Fisheries, reported as a substitute for the bill H. R. 
8056 a bill (H.R.8803) to amend section 1 of chapter 398 of the 
laws of 1882, entitled ‘‘An act to provide for deductions from the 
gross tonnage of vessels of the United States;” which was referred 
to the House Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, or- 
dered to be printed. 

The bill (H. R. 8056) was ordered to be laid on the table. 

SALE OF INTOXICANTS TO INDIANS. 

Mr. CURTIS of Kansas, from the Committee on Indian Affairs, 
reported back the bill (H. R. 6657) to prohibit the sale of intoxi- 
cants to Indians; which was referred to the House Calendar, and, 
with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

WOMEN AS SCHOOL TRUSTEES, DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. 

Mr. ALDRICH, from the Committee on the District of Colum- 
bia, reported back the bill (8.1717) to authorize the appointment 
of women as public school trustees in the District of Columbia; 
which was referred to the House Calendar, and, with the accom 
panying report, ordered to be printed. 

eSPEAKER. ‘This completes the call of committees for re- 
ports. 



































LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 


By unanimous consent, leave of absence, on account of sickness, 
was granted for this day to Mr. TUCKER. 
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THE CURRENCY. 


The SPEAKER. Under the special order heretofore made the 
House will now resolve itself into Committee of the W hole House 
on the state of the Union for the further consideration of the cur- 
rency bill. 

The House accordingly resolved itself into Committee of the 
Whole, Mr. Ricuarpson of Tennessee in the chair. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the title of the pend- 
ing bill. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


A bill (H. R. 8705) to authorize the Secretary of the Interior to issue bonds 
to maintain a sufficient gold reserve, and to redeem and retire United States 
notes, and for other purposes. 

The CHAIRMAN. On yesterday afternoon, when the commit- 
tee rose, a question was pending on an appeal from the decision 
of the Chair. The gentleman from Missouri [Mr. BLAND] had 
proposed an amendment to the pending bill striking out all of the 
bill except the last section and inserting an amendment which was 
read. The Chair held that the amendment was not in order, stat- 
ing that it was not germane to the bill or to the sections being 
stricken out, and for that reason and others, held it to be notin 
order. From that ruling of the Chair the gentleman from Mis- 
souri appealed, and the question was submitted to the committee 
whether the ruling of the Chair should stand as the judgment of 
the committee. The committee was dividing on that question 
when the committee rose. 

The question now is, Shall the decision of the Chair stand as the 
judgment of the committee? Upon that tellers have been ordered. 
The gentleman from Illinois, Mr. SprincER, and the gentleman 
from Missouri, Mr. BLAND, will please take their places as tellers. 

The question was again taken; and the tellers reported—ayes 
130, noes 52. 

So the decision of the Chair was sustained. 

Mr. BROSIUS. I offer the amendment I send to the desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

At the end of section 1 insert: 

“Provided, That such amount of said bonds, of the denominations of $20, $50, 
and $100, as can be disposed of in that manner shail be placed for sale at such 
national banks as the Secretary of the Treasury shal! select; the banks so 
selected to give bonds, approved by the Secretary of the Treasury, for the 
security of the proceeds of said sale.” 

Mr. BROSIUS. I only desire to say that I think it important 
that our people should have this facility for obtaining these bonds. 

I desire a vote on the amendment. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. Mr. Chairman, there is a saying that 
God and one make a majority. That seems to be the spirit in 
which gentlemen on the Democratic side and our Populist friends 
approach the consideration of legislation touching the finances, 
and especially the consideration of the so-called Springer-Admin- 
istration bill now pending. We all admire in the individual those 
qualities that enable him to be true to a conviction, or, in other 
words, to have the courage of his convictions. But if there shall 
be no legislation until every individual member is thoroughly sat- 
isfied in every particular, then there can be no legislation at all. 
The Government of the people, especially a Government consist- 
ing of 70,000,000 people, if it acts at all, can only act through com- 
promise and concession. 

Here is a billreported from the Committee on Banking and Cur- 
rency, which, it seems to me, has not the slightest chance of be- 
ing enacted. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. 
mittee that reports it. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. Now come the silver Representa- 
tives and say, ‘‘ We can not vote for the bill because it does not 
recognize the free coinage of silver at the ratio of 16 to 1.” The 
antinational-bank men say, ‘‘ We will not vote for it because it 
perpetuates the national banking system.” The Representatives 
who favor State banks of issue say, ‘‘ We will not vote for it because 

it does not removethe 10 per cent tax from State-bank circulation.” 
' Other Representatives say they will not vote for it because it pro- 
vides for the issuing of bonds specifically payable in gold. Again, 
still other Representatives say that while the bonds of the United 
States, heretofore issued, are payable in coin—and under the con- 
struction of the law and the practice of the Government, ‘‘ coin” 
means gold-—they will not vote for an issue of gold bonds because 
it would tend to impair the value and violate the faith of the Gov- 
ernment as to bonds already issued. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. How does the gentleman from Ilinois 
want to vote? 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. I will tell you in a minute. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. The gentleman wants to vote, I reckon, 
for gold bonds? 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. No, sir; I am content with the law 
as it now exists touching the issue of bonds. 

Mr. Chairman, let us be practical. Is it desirable—aye, more, 
is it possible—to enact at this time any legislation that would be 
beneficial? The Presidentof the United States has already put on 
the market $100,000,000 of bonds of the United States in the name 


It is not even recommended by the com- 
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of maintaining resumption, and has paid the proceeds not to 
maintain resumption,{but to pay current expenses of the Govern- 
ment incurred from day to day. He stands ready to put on the 
market more and more bonds of the United States, bearing 4 or 5 
per cent interest, under authority of the legislation of 1875. The 
Representative who refuses to him, this being the condition, the 
authority to issue the same kind of a bond payable in coin at not 
exceeding 3 per cent interest. practically indorses by such nega- 
tive vote the continuance of the present policy. So much for 
that. 

All agree that the pending bill can not be enacted. utit seems 
to me that the substitute offered by the gentleman from Maine 
{[Mr. REED] can be enacted, and when enacted will meet the pres- 
ent emergency. To maintain resumption it authorizes the Presi- 
dent to issue a bond at not exceeding 3 per cent interest, payable 
in coin. The President now has authority toissue bonds at 4 and 
5 per cent interest. Second, it authorizes the President,in the 
event there is a deficiency in the revenues to pay the current ex- 
penses of the Government from month to month, to issue currency 
certificates at not exceeding 3 per cent interest, payable in two 
years, which could practically be paid over the counter in liquida- 
tion of current obligations. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. Why not do the latter without the for- 
mer? Why not simply adopt the latter part of the proposition of 
the gentleman from Maine? 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. The latter proposition is the impor- 
tant one, and the gentleman from Maine so stated, in his exceed- 
ingly terse and forcible remarks, when he presented the substitute. 

I call the attention of gentiemen to the fact that from 1879, the 
period of resumption, to the commencement of this*Administra- 
tion, the redemption of greenbacks in gold did not annoy the 
Government or disturb the business of the country. Why does it 
annoy us now? Simply because we do not collect enough revenue 
by taxation to pay our daily expenses, and when the Treasury 
notes are presented for redemption in gold, and the gold paid 
therefor, the Government is compelled to take these identical 
Treasury notes, that have been redeemed, and pay them out the 
next hour, or the next day, to liquidate our daily expenses. For 
fifteen years after resumption we received enough money from 
taxation into the Treasury to pay our daily expenses, and more, 
so that the Treasury notes that were redeemed could remain and 
did remain in the Treasury after redemption. 

The substitute leaves the silver man with the law as itis. It 
leaves him undisturbed in his contention as to what ‘“‘ coin” means. 
It leaves the gold man with the law as it is, in statu quo; but it 
does ‘provide for the deficiency until our revenues become suffi+ 
cient to meet current expenses. It gives us, if enacted at once, 
in this respect the condition we had for fifteen years after resump- 
tion, and resumption, too, in gold whenever demanded. It leaves 
thenational banksasthey are. ItleavestheState banksasthey are; 
and, in my judgment, it ought to be enacted and will be enacted 
if the majority or a reasonable and respectable proportion of it 
will perform its function and meet the existing condition without 
seeking to attach to a wise proposition measures that can not be 
enacted and are not necessary to be enacted at this time. There 
is much of financial legislation that I would enact if I had the 
power; but not having the power, wisdom dictates that the present 
emergency be met. 

| Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. SICKLES. Mr. Chairman, I can not help feeling that the 
deliberations of this House to-day upon the bill before us will 
mark an important epoch in the history of this country. I am 
not an expert in finance. I am unable to contribute any informa- 
tion to the House in regard to the details of any financial scheme. 
I rise, sir, to say a few words only, to express my deep sense of 
the importance of this measure in substantially the form in which 
it is before the House, because I solemnly believe that the honor 
and welfare of my country are involved in the action of this body 
upon this measure. . 

I believe it involves a question of honor for the American pneo- 
ple and its Government. I have too often had occasion to differ 
with the Executive—the Executive who is the choice of my own 

arty—but I forget all those differences in my admiration for his 

rave and manly action in the present financial crisis of this 
country. His attitude is worthy of the most illustrious of our 
statesmen and Chief Magistrates, and I repeat, I forget all differ- 
ences with the Executive in my admiration for his course on this 
question. 

This is not a time, I may be allowed to say, to settle definitely 
and permanently the financial questions that have agitated this 
country within the last two or three years. This is not atime t 
determine the future of silver or of bank notes. This is not an 
oceasion for partisan animosities or for sectional antagonisms. 

This is a supreme moment when the honor and welfare of the 
country require us to meet its obligations as we have promised to 
do. ere are hours in the history of every nation when its for- 
tunes depend upon the issue either of a battle or a vote. I believe 
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in my neighborhood who came to me and said, ‘“‘ Doctor, I am 

ladtosee you. Whatisour friend, Marse Grover, doing up thar? 
Why, I think he is going to accomplish more than all the preach- 
ers of the world for the last three thousand years. Why, heis pu- 
rifying our people. You know that the love of money is the root 
of allevil, and, my God, he has placed it out of our reach, so that I 
have not seen a dollar of it for six months. Thank God, there is 
no 5 oh it, and I think I may be saved in the end.” ([Laugh- 
ter. 

Iam constrained to think if my friend from Tennessee [Mr. 
PATTERSON] would go down to South Carolina and travel around 
he would open his eyes and rechange his system, that he would get 
on the other side of the fence and become reconverted and happy. 

Mr.SNODGRASS. Mr. Chairman, I would like to ask the gen- 
tleman if he does not think he would be made to believe that Ma- 
homet would have to go to the mountain instead of the mountain 
having to come to Mahomet? 

Mr. STRAIT. I think he would recognize the fact that he was 
but a very small bit of humanity, and that he would get over his 
passion for the gold standard. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, I have seen sights in this Congress. I have 
been watching, and I have been singing the old song, ‘‘ Watching 
and waiting,” for two long years. We were promised upon this 
floor, and by men who considered themselves Solomons—men who 
came from the great State of New York—who said that all we 
needed was to repeal the purchasing clause of the Sherman Act 
and we would have such atime of prosperity in this country as 
never had been since its organization. And what comes next? 

Oh, the Treasury! The Treasury! The'Treasuryis gone! Mr. 


Chairman, what need we care for the Treasury so that our people | 


have something, so that they can live and can raise themselves 
above that condition which is dragging humanity down to the 
very earth and imposing upon the people, as it were, the very 
effects that our forefathers trod through the snow with bleeding 
feet to prevent? What would Washington say to-day if he could 
come down and look upon this House? [Laughter.| Oh, tears 
bigger than mountains would flow from his eyes and he would 
almost die of the pangs that would pierce his heart. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. Hewould take a whipand drive the money 
changers out. 

Mr.STRAIT. What would old Hickory Jackson (who was born 
in my county) say. He would say, ‘‘Get out of here!” And he 
would throw out about half the members of this House and lay 
the lash upon the balance. [Laughter.] The idea of talking 
about peace and prosperity. Oh, if New York had her way, she 
would fix the matter all right, sure enough! She would stand 
here and dictate to the people with her sordid gold. The question 
for us to consider now is whether man is greater than gold. [Ap- 
plause. | , 

There was a time when man was, in this country, equal at least 
to gold; but in this day of evolution when great statesmen, like 
our friends from New York, by sleight-of-hand can materialize 
and vitalize any sordid object and place it over mankind, we are 
forced to admit in this day gold is greater than man. Because 
Grover says so. [Cheers.] 

Til fares the land, to hastening ills a prey, 
Where wealth accumulates, and men decay. 

When we realize the fact that the whole available gold for 
money in the world could be stacked into a space 22 feet square 
and 22 feet high (not much more space than ‘‘Grover” and his 
Cabinet could stand on), about two and a half dollars per capita 
for every man, woman, and child in the world, we know that that 
would not be anything like sufficient to supply the medium of ex- 
change. So our prices must run down to virtually nothing that 
these great fortunes may be amassed by the few. 

MR. CLEVELAND, YOU KNOW, IS A GOLD BUG. 

He has repeatedly urged the laboring man to practice frugality— 
contends that a dollar will buy more to-day than ever before, 
which fact no one denies; but where are they to get the dollar 
when thereis so great stagnation in every business, with a shrink- 
age of money and money values and a corresponding decrease in 
the demand for labor, which prevents men from investing in and 
improvement of property of a real character which may be bought 
to-day, and in a year’s time is liable to depreciate more than the 
interest would accrue. It is very well for Mr. Cleveland to preach 
frugality to the laboring man while his salary and other incomes 
are being doubled by such a process as is above stated. as 
And it seems that he wishes the people to be a little more fruga 
that they may continue as slaves to the ‘“‘lords.” [Cheers. ] 

Now, Mr. Chairman, let us examine the condition a little further. 

Why the demand for this gold-bondissue? It is this: The bonds 
now outstanding are nontaxable, interest payable semiannually 
incoin, and the bond itself convertibleintocoin. The bondholders, 
fearing that the Government may change hands, are determined 
to urge their dear friend ‘‘ Grover” to bring all the pressure, by 
force of patronage or otherwise, upon the members of both Houses 
to pass a bill to their liking, which, lasting for fifty years, would 
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place them on a solid gold basis, which bill proposes to retire the 
greenback money, which is taxable, to be replaced by gold bonds, 
noninterest-bearing and nontaxable, with complete control of the 
entire banking business placed in the hands of these bondholders 
to expand and contract at will, and to continue the nefarious leech- 
ing processes which they have been practicing successfully so long 
upon the people. [Cheers. } ‘ 

We have repeatedly asserted that there are a favored few, some 
by preconcerted action, and a very few by chance or luck—the 
sharks who sat behind the bombproofs and hid in the commissary 





or like places, and that class who hired substitutes to take their 
laces in the ranks of the Army. Thesesamemen, Mr. Chairman, 
laving grown rich upon the necessities of the Government, now 
conspire together to bring about such legislation by issuing bonds 


to take the place of the greenback money that had served their 
purposes so well, which bonds were sold for greenbacks worth 
only about 60 cents on the dollar, produced by the effects of the 
exception clause in the law that prohibited them from being re- 
ceived for import duties, and which caused a great contraction of 
the currency. 


These same bonds were to be redeemed in lawful money. The 


next step that the gold bugs took was to make these bonds the 
basis of all banking business, not only of deposit, but of issue. 
Not being satisfied with this, they go one step further—they get 
a law enacted making the redemption and the interest thereon 
payable in coin, and still they were not satisfied; but in 1873 they 
succeeded in having silver demonetized. This virtually made 
these lawful-money bonds and interest payable in gold by the 


| construction of the law by the various Secretaries of the Treasury. 
Now, Mr. Chairman, it seems that these men are fearful that 
the people are about to rise in their might and recapture the Gov- 
ernment and have the laws justly and legally administered. And 
the “gold bugs” desire, while their devoted friend and ally, 
** Grover, ” reigns, to get the matter settled by giving a gold bond 
issue of enough to enslave the country for the next fifty years. 
Now, Mr. Chairman, no vote of mine shall ever sanction such 
a bill when its whole purpose is tc crush the people, for— 
| Princes and lords may flourish or may fade 
A breath can make them, as a breath has m 
But a bold peasantry, their country’s pride 
When once destroy’d, can never be supplie: 
| [Prolonged cheers. ] 
Mr. STOCKDALE was recognized for three minutes. 
| 







Mr. STOCKDALE. Mr. Chairman, I am sorry that I have not 
more than three minutes. Would it be in order to offer an 
amendment to this amendment? 

The CHAIRMAN. If the amendment be germane it would. 

Mr. STOCKDALE. Oh, my amendment is perfectly germane. 

The amendment was read, as follows: 

Amend by adding, after lino 13, page 5, the following: 

“And it is hereby further declared that the efforts of the Government should 
be steadily directed tothe establishment of such a safe system of bimetallism 
as will maintain at all times the equal power of every dollar coined or issued 
by the United States in the markets and in the payment of debts.” 

Mr. BROSIUS. Mr. Chairman, I make the point of order on 
that amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN, The Chair does not think it is germane to 
the amendment that is pending, but the gentleman can offer it later 
if he can get the floor. 

Mr. STOCKDALE. The gentleman from Pennsylvania makes 
a point of order on this amendment, and I want to be heard on 
the point of order, 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will hear the gentleman. 

Mr. STOCKDALE. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the last 
two words. I think the amendment of the gentleman from Cali- 


| fornia is a good one, for if adopted it would get rid of $6,000 of ex- 
penditure which is being frittered away every year without benefit 

| to the Government. But in addition to that I want to call atten- 

| tion to the effect of this whole paragraph, which I will vote to 
strike out when the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Hunter} shall 
have offered his amendment for that purpose. I believe that this 
money is expended uselessly. 

Mr. Chairman, the third paragraph of the act of Congress of 
January 16, 1883, to regulate and improve the civil service of the 

United States provides— 

That appointments to the public service aforesaid in the Departments at 
Washington shall be apportioned among the several States and ies 
and the District of Columbia upon the basis of population as ascert “uf at 
the last preceding census. 

|_ So that it is plain as language can make it that the civil-service 
| law requires the employees of the Government Departments in 
Washington to be apportioned among the States and Territories 
| and the District of Columbia, and if the Civil Service Commission 
would discharge their duties faithfully, they could accomplish 
that apportionment. The gentleman who spoke awhile ago | Mr. 
HULL] said that the Commission executes the law. I want to 
show him that they do not execute the law law that they cer- 
tainly could execute; if they did that I would not complain, 
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Now, as I said on a previous occasion, this law is openly and 
notoriously violated daily, and if the Civil Service Commissioners 
do not know it they are mcompetent; and if they do know it and 
will not or can not remedy the evil, they are useless. 

{Here the hammer fell. 

On motion of Mr. DOCKERY, the time of Mr. StockDaLE was 
extended five minutes. : 

Mr. STOCKDALE. I desire to say that I make no complaint 
of the subordinates of that bureau, but the Commissioners fail to 
do their duty. Mr. Chairman, I introduced a bill in this House 
in the first session of the present Congress which read as follows: 
A bill to amend an act entitled ‘An act to regulate and improve the civil serv- 

ice of the United States.” 

Be it enacted, etc., That the act entitled “Ar act to regulate and improve 
the civil service of the United States,” approvec| January 16, 1883, be, and it is 
hereby, amended as follows: 

After the word ‘‘census,” in the third paragraph of section 2, insert the fol- 
lowing: ‘‘And the appointments from each State shall be apportioned equally 
among the Congressional districts of said State, and each appointee shall be 
at the time of his or her appointment a bona fide resident and citizen of said 
State and district.” 

Sec. 2. That immediately after the passage of this act the head of each De- 
partment shall ascertain the number of employees in his Department orin any 
way under his control, in the city of Washington, under the civil-service 
rules, from each State and Territory and District of Columbia, and report 
the same to the President; and if it shall appear that any State or Territory 
or District of Columbia has less than its quota, under said act, of employees 
in that Department, it shall be the duty of the President to cause all appoint- 
ments of such employees made thereafter in said Department to be taken 
from the States oa Territories and District of Columbia showing such deficit 
until the employees in said Department_shall be in proportion to the popula- 
tion of the States and Territories and District of>Columbia and — 
divided among the Congressional districts therein, and thereafter such pro- 
portion shall be preserved. 

Sac. 3. That it shall be the duty of each head of a Department pores ortion 
the appointments among the States and Territories and District of Columbia 
as to the salaries, as nearly as he can, with due care for the interest of the 
service, and report ann y to the President the number of employees from 
each State and Congressional district and the aggregate of their ies. 

Hon. C.J. ERDMAN, of Pennsylvania, on the 10th of May, 1894, 
introduced a bill embodying my bill with other features. They 
were referred to the Committee on Civil Service Reform, where, 
eo far as I know, they still repose without action. And it is not 
improper, as I think, to say that a majority of that committee are 
from States having more than their just quota of employees under 
the law, and I believe they have been individually blessed with 
appointments. I was referred by some learned gentlemen in this 
House to the Blue Book with an air of confidence. Well, even 
the Blue Book shows inequalities, but it is not correct, but is 
made up from reports, many of which are incorrect, and em- 
ployees are put in the Departments here and accredited to States 
they never saw. As a matter of fact, sir, there are people em- 
ployed in the Departments who are credited to the State of Mis- 
sissippi that never lived in that State and perhaps never saw it. 

Mr. BOWERS of California. There are about 50 people cred- 
ited to California who have always lived here or in some other 
State than California. 

Mr, STOCKDALE. When you go to the Departments they 
will tell you ‘‘your State has its quota,” and will show the list, 
and on that list there are some persons that are not citizens of 
your State, but charged to it. ow, that is a farce. That is 
trifling with the law. It is trifling with the rights of the people 
of these States. It is dishonest. @ man who tells you under 
such circumstances that your State has its quota knows that he is 
deceiving you, knows that he is covering violations of law. Any 
head of a Department, knowing that he has put men in as coming 
from a State of which they are not citizens, who tells the repre- 
sentative of that State that its quota is full, states that which is 
not true; he practices a deception, and to that extent he clouds 
the reputation of his high office. Now, sir, if these Commission- 
ers know anything, they know that the civil-service law is being 
violated daily in the manner I have described. They intend the 
law to be violated in the interest of their favorites, and the heads 
of Departments knowingly violate it in the interest of their favor- 
ites, and, if I had the time and the d tion, I could point out 
men who have received appointments in the Government Depart- 
ments here when the States from which they came had very much 
more than their quota, men who received such appointments in 
disregard of the rights of States whose quotas were not full. 

The law ought to be as provided in the bill introduced by me, 
and more fully provided in that of Mr. Erpman—that the appoint- 
ments shall be made from States in proportion to population, and 
the quota of each State be apportioned among the Congressional 
districts of that State. The employees have become ent 
officers of the Government now, and applicants should be nomi- 
nated by the members of Congress, or by some board,in each 
district, and if an applicant fails to pass his examination before 
the Commission let another be sent from the same district, just 
as we do in appointing cadets to the Military and Naval acade- 
mies. The present system as dis denounced by the 
gentleman from California as a fraud. Itis worse thana fraud as 
managed; it circumvents the object for which the law was made 
and the Bureau created; for, instead of securing an open field 
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for the preferment of merit, it is often used as a means of favorit- 
ism, both in appointments and promotions. 

I do not think the gentleman from Colorado can complain of 
Republicans being turned out. My complaint is that they are not 
turned out. 

Moreover, the life tenure of any office is in derogation of the prin- 
ciples of our Government. The President and all other officers 
from him down (except United States judges, and they ought not 
to be excepted), after serving the Government a number of years 
have to return to the people for indorsement. All the States pur- 
sue that policy, and the employees, instead of having a life tenure 
and receiving promotions by favoritism, should be appomted and 
promoted.on merit. Anyone might be appointed for a second or 
third term if necessary on account of peculiar merit. It is a 
vicious mistake to separate the Government from the people and 
let them know that there are departments they never can enter 
until some one resigns or dies, and not then unlesss by favoritism. 

I know it is claimed that this law is intended to secure fair play, 
and that I concede. My complaint is that it is perverted, and it 
is our business to correct that practice, 

The examinations themselves are sometimes conducted unfairly, 
sometimes farcically, and sometimes properly. 

But the inevitable result of the system will be a civil-service 
pension roll, and in all conscience the taxes that the American 
people pay for pensions are large enough already. 

The é IRMAN. The Chair holds that the amendment is not 
germane. 

Mr. BROSIUS. Mr. Chairman, I ask that my amendment may 
be again read. 

The amendment proposed by Mr. BrRosiIvus was again read, and 
it was then Sheetal. 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. I offer the amendment which I 
send to the desk. 

The amendment was read, as follows: 

Amend by adding, after line 13, page 5, the following: 

“Sc. 7. All laws or parts of laws which the tax of 10 a cent was im- 


posed upon the circulation of banks other than national 8 is hereby re- 
pealed, to take effect January 1, 1897.” 


Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. Mr. Chairman, I desire with all 
emphasis in my power to indorse the expressions from the gentle- 
man from New York, General SICKLEs, in commending the dis- 
tinguished President of the United States for his devotion to what 
he considers to be the best interests of the country. I also desire 
to say that there is no member of this body more anxious than my- 
self to secure some legislaion which will give relief to the suffer- 
ing people throughout our land. Every petition which I have 
heard read in this House seems to have emanated from a few per- 
sons composing a board of trade or chamber of commerce of some 
city; and all these petitions, of course, recommend measures which 
they deem to be in their interests. 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. Mr. Chairman, I want to reserve 
a point of order against the amendment offered by the gentleman 
from Alabama. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman is too late after the amend- 
ment has been debated. 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. The amendment which I have 
proposed is in the interest of the great mass of the people of our 
land. I may say the suffering people of our land, because the in- 
dustrial people, or the great mass, are to-day in a condition bor- 
dering upon distress. It will be observed that this amendment 
does not go into effect immediately. The other provisions of the 
bill take immediate effect, and itis hoped that they will relieve 
the strain and stringency which now existin our national finance. 

This amendment is a bow of promise, an anchor of hope, which 
tells the people that after January 1, 1897, the relief they have been 
so long promised will begin to be felt by them. 

I can not understand how any friend of the President or Secre- 
tary of the Treasury can oppose this measure. 

e platform upon which we won the victory in i892 expressly 
declared in favor of the immediate repeal of this obnoxious and 
unconstitutional law; the words of the platform being: 

We recommend that the prohibitory 10 per cent tax on State-bank issues be 
repealed. 

One purpose of repealing this law was to give the people of the 
rural districts adequate circulation for their business needs. The 
President appreciated this, and in his letter of acceptance said: 


The people are entitled to sound and honest money abundantly sufficient 
in volume to supply their business needs. 


In that same letter our honored President also said: 


The wants of the people arising from a deficiency, or imperfect distribu- 
tion of money circulation, ought to be fully and honestly recognized and 
efficiently remedied. 


It has been frequently asserted on this floor and elsewhere, and 
I have never heard it denied, that the President since that time 
has been unalterably in favor of the repeal of this prohibitory tax 
and unalterably opposed to any such gross and unconstitutional 
legislation and perversion of the taxing power, and we all know 














1895. 





that Mr. Carlisle has been most euphetie in his views upon this 
subject and has but recently forcibly expressed himself in favor 
of the repeal which the amendment under consideration accom- 
plishes—the repeal of a gross and unwarranted perversion of the 
taxing power which had its birth when the country was in the 
throes of war and constitutional questions were given very little 
consideration. 

It is refreshing, however, to look back to those dark days and 
observe that the noble band of Democrats in Congress. then, as 
now, contended against the unconstitutional measure which greed 
and avarice sought to engraft upon the statutes of our country. 

The first yea-and-nay vote on this question was on April 18, 
1864, when the following resolution was adopted by a vote of 62 
for it and 46 against it: 

Resolved, That the expansion of the bank circulation of the country, pro- 
ducing gepeees and ruinous speculation, should be repressed by taxing the 
issues of the State banks. 

It is hardly necessary to say that every one of these 46 votes 
against the resolution were Democrats. eir names are as fol- 
lows: 

James C. Allen, Illinois. 
William J. Allen, Illinois. 
Augustus C. Baldwin, Michigan. 
George Bliss, Ohio. 

James Brooks, New York. 
William G. Brown, West Virginia. 
John W. Chanler, New York. 
Brutus J. Clay, Kentucky. 
James A. Cravens, Indiana. 
Charles Denison, Pennsylvania. 
John R. Eden, [linois. 

Charles A. Eldridge, Wisconsin. 
William E. Finck, Ohio. 

John Ganson, New York. 

John A. Griswold, New York. 
H. W. Harrington, Indiana. 
Benjamin G. Harris, ezend. 
Anson Herrick, New York. 
Wells E. Hutchins, Ohio. 
Francis Kernan, New York. 
Austin A. King, Missouri. 


Alex Long, Ohio. 

Robert Mallory, Kentucky. 
Daniel Marcy, New Hampshire. 
James ¥'. McDowell, Indiana. 

J. ¥. McKinney, Ohio. 

George Middleton, New Jersey. 
Homer A. Nelson, New York. 
George H. Pendleton, Ohio. 
John V. L. Prayn, New York. 
Samuel J. Randall, Pennsylvania. 
James C. Robinson, Illinois. 
Andrew J. Rogers, New Jersey. 
Lewis W. Ross, Dlinois. 

John B. Steele, New York. 
John D. Stiles, Pennsylvania. 
Myer Strouse, Pennsylvania. 

L. D. M. Sweat, Maine. 

Ezra Wheeler, Wisconsin. 
Chilton A. White, Ohio. 

Joseph W. White, Ohio. 
Charles H. Winfield, New York. 
John Law, Indiana. Fernando Wood, New York. 
Jesse Lazear, Pennsylvania. George H. Yeaman, Kentucky. 

These 46 Democrats, who included some of the most distin- 
guished statesmen and patriots in our land, were recorded as op- 
posed to the measure which we are now asked to repeal, the repeal 
to take effect not to-day, but January 1, 1897. Among those dis- 
tinguished Democrats were Francis Kernan, George H. Pendleton, 
J. V.L. Pruyn, Samuel J. Randall, John Ganson, Fernando Wood, 
H. A. Nelson, James Brooks; among them were the predecessor 
of my distinguished friend from Buffalo [Mr. Lockwoop], the 
predecessor of the distinguished gentleman from Brooklyn, who 
sits before me [Mr. Henprix}—— 

Mr. TRACEY. Do not leave me out. et ; 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. And the distinguished predeces- 
sor of the gentleman whom I admire so much, and who so ably 
represents the city of Albany [Mr. Tracey]. Eleven represent- 
atives from the great Empire State of New York voted against 
incorporating that provision into our laws. ; 

I do not think there was any general and ruinous speculation 
prevailing at that time, and I presume that the purpose of incor- 
porating those words was to give some excuse for a resolution 
which all right-thinking men regarded as inexcusable and unwar- 
ranted. 

The arguments against this amendment come— 

1. From that class of our people who now enjoy almost exclu- 
sive privilegesias bankers. 

The repeal of this 10 per cent tax would open the field to others 
who would of necessity become their competitors. 

2. From the creditor class, who always oppose anything which 
increases the money circulation of ‘the country, because any in- 
crease of money lessens the purchasing power of the money they 
possess. ; ee : , ; 

The Republican party, legislating as it does always in the inter- 
est of the few and against the masses of the people, of course con- 
tends against anything which can possibly increase the amount of 
money in the country. : 

The last Republican State platform in the great State of New 
York expressed this in unmistakable terms. Ii said: 

We oppose any effort, whether by the removal of the tax on State-bank is- 
sues or the free coinage of silver, to lower our currency standard. 

Of course they must mean that they are opposed to anything 
which will decrease the purchasing power of the money they pos- 
Sess. 

3. There is also.a class of well-to-do people in every city who con- 
ceive they would be subjected to a possible inconvenience if there 
existed in the country any money which was more local in its 
character than national-bank money. Take one of these well-to- 
do gentlemen in a city like Chattanooga. Out of 40,000 people 
there may probably be 1,000 who do not wish to have any money 
in-circulation that they can not use aswell in New York or some 
other distant city as in Chattanooga. They are unwilling to take 
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the trouble of going to their banks and exchanging any State-bank 
money they may have for greenbacks or national-bank money, the 
kind of money which we all know will be as valuable in one part 
of the United States as it isin another. But how does this affect 
the 39,000—the laborers, mechanics, artisans, workmen of all 
kinds, and men with small capital struggling to build up a busi- 
ness to support their families? These are the men whose interest 
we should consider in framing financial laws, and we should also 
specially consider the great farming community who live in the 
country surrounding such a city. 

Laws which give an adequate amount of circulating medium, 
local in its character, will add to the prosperity and happiness of 
all this class of people, and this can best be done by restoring to 
the States their constitutional rights and allowing them to exer- 
cise their sovereign rights in enacting financial laws which are 
best adapted to the people. 

It has been clearly demonstrated that financial laws suitable to 
people of New York City are not adapted to people of the South 
and West. 

All we ask is that the people of every State shall have the largest 
possible liberty upon a question which so largely affects their wel- 
fare and happiness. 

In our country we have two sovereignties—the sovereign States 
whose sovereign powers are unlimited except so far as they are 
restrained by the Constitution, and we also have another distinct 
and separate sovereignty, the F«deral sovereignty, which can ex- 
ercise only those powers conferred upon it by the instrument to 
which it owes it existence, the Constitution of the United States. 

The States make no attempt to restrain the Federal legislation 
in enacting Federal laws, and I insist that the Federal Congress 
should not restrain sovereign States in their desire and efforts to 
exercise their dearest and most valued sovereign rights. [Ap- 
plause. | 

[Here the hammer fell.] 

Mr. Wiit1am A. STONE rose. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. 
Witiiam A. STONE] can not make a point of order after the 
amendment has been debated. 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. I rose—— ° 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman when he rose could not take 
off the floor the gentleman from Alabama, who was then debating 
the amendment. It was too late to make the point of order after 
the gentleman from Alabama had begun his argument. 


Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. It was not myfault. I certainly 
addressed the Chair—— 

The CHAIRMAN. It was not anybody's fault, except that the 
gentleman did not make his point before the debate began. 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. The Chair did not hear me or 


recognize me. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair was looking right at the gentle- 
manfrom Pennsylvania; and the gentleman from Alabama had 
begun his remarks—— 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. But the Chair did not pay any at- 
tention to me. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendment of the 
gentleman from Alabama. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I ask that the amendment be again read. 

The Clerk again read the amendment. 

Mr. SPRINGER. However important gentlemen may regard 
this amendment as a separate proposition, it would be very unfor- 
tunate if it were incorporated inthis bill. I hope, therefore, every 
friend of this measure will vote against the amendment without 
regard to his position on the subject as an abstract proposition. 

Mr. HOO: of Mississippi (to Mr. SPRINGER). You will lose 
50 votes for the bill if you do not adopt this proposition. 

Mr. SPRINGER. We would not gain one vote if we did 
adopt it. 

Mr. HOOKER of Mississippi. Why not try the experiment? 


[Mr. WILLIAMS of Illinois addressed the committee. 
Appendix. | 


Mr. LIVINGSTON. Mr. Chairman, I move to amend the 
amendment of the gentleman from Alabama. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


Amend by striking out the words “ January 1, 1897," and inserting in lieu 
thereof *‘ July 1, 1896.” 


Mr. LIVINGSTON. I wanttoask the Democrats of this House, 
on all sides of the House, to consider this question which has 
been offered in the shape of an amendment by the gentleman 
from Alabama. The President of the United States is himself in 
favor of the repeal of the 10 per cent law; the Secretary of the 
Treasury is in favor of the repeal; and I appeal to Eastern Dem 
crats who are after gold bends and the single gold standard, and 
ask if they think that 110 Democrats from the Southern States 
can stand here, in obedience to the wishes of their constituents, 
and vote for a measure of this kind that gives no crumb of com- 
fort to them? 


See 
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Mr. HENDRIX. Will you vote for the bill if that is inserted? 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. And I ask these gentlemen if they are in 
earnest; if they mean to stand by the pledges of the Democratic 
party, and preserve the credit of the country, why will they con- 
sent to legislate here for one section only? 

Mr. HENDRIX. The gentleman does not answer the question. 
I say will he vote for this bill with the amendment? 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. Well, you try the experiment and see. I 
have never exhibited bad faith in any proposition presented here, 
and I do not propose to doso now. You put the amendment on 
and try it. 

But there is not a Democrat here that ought not to be commit- 
ted to this repeal. Our platforms have universally favored it. 
Our President and Secretary of the Treasury have signified their 
willingness to see such legislation enacted; and why can not a 
Democrat on this floor support it? Doit, gentlemen,and you have 
gone the longest stride that has been made here toward a compro- 
mise of all these conflicting questions. Adopt this amendment 
and you will have taken the longest step to success that can be at- 
tained by the Democratic party in this House. 

Mr. COX. What is your amendment? 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. To strike out ‘‘ January, 1897,” and insert 
* July, 1896.” 

Mr. DANIELS. Mr. Chairman, I desire to occupy the attention 
of the House for a few moments to bring before them some com- 
munications from commercial bodies and business associations in 
my State which have been sent me favoring the adoption of meas- 
ures Within the lines of the recommendations'of the President, and 
accordingly, in substance, those embodied in the present bill re- 
ported from the Committee on Banking and Currency. 

I ask the Clerk to read the communication I send to the desk 
from the Buffalo Merchants’ Exchange. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

BUFFALO MERCHANTS’ EXCHANGE. 
Buffalo, N. Y., January 31, 1895. 


At aspecial meeting of the members of the Buffalo Merchants’ Exchange, 
held this day at noon, George Sandrock, esq.,in the chair, the following pre- 
amble and resolutions were unanimously adopted: 

Whereas the members of the Buffalo Merchants’ Exchange, representing 
all the commercial interests of our city, believe that a crisis confronts the 
national credit not less serious than that which was averted in 1893 by the re- 
peal of the silver-purchase power of the Sherman Act: Therefore be it 

Resolved, That we heartily indorse the general policy of President Cleve- 
land’s recent message; and we earnestly urge Congress, in face of the im- 
pending peril and laying aside political considerations, to take prompt and 
patriotic action along the line of the President's recommendations to save the 
country from financial degradation; and be it further 

Resolved, That a copy of the above preamble and resolution be sent to our 
Senators and Representatives in Congress and to the principal commercial 
bodies throughout the land. 

Respectfully submitted. 

ROBERT R. HEFFORD, President. 
WILLIAM THURSTONE, Secretary. 


Mr. DANIELS. I also send up a resolution —- by the 
Builders’ Exchange of Buffalo, and ask that it be read. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


BUILDERS’ ASSOCIATION EXCHANGE, 
CORNER COURT AND PEARL STREETS, 
Buffalo, N. Y., February 4, 1895. 

DEAR Str: Ata ae meeting of this exchange the following resolution 
was unanimously adopted: 

Resolved, We indorse the general policy of the recent message of President 
Cleveland, and in the conditions that confront the national credit and for the 
welfare of the manufacturing and commercial interests, as well as for the 

ood of the ple at large, we earnestly request Congress to act upon the 
ine of the President’s recommendation without delay; that a copy of these 
resolutions be sent to the Senators from this State and the Representatives 
from this county. 

Respectfully submitted. 

HENRY SCHAEFER, President. 
J. C. ALMENDINGER, Secretary. 
Hon. CHAs. DANTELS, 


Congressional Chambers, Washington, D.C. 

Mr. DANIELS. TI also add in this connection the request of 

nearly all the banks in the city of Buffalo. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

BuFFALO, N. Y., January 31, 1895. 
Hon. CHARLES DANIELS, 
House of Representatives, Arlington Hotel, Washington, D. C.: 

Buffalo Bankers’ Association aoasnenty and respectfully urge upon Congress 
rompt and patriotic action along the lines of the President’s recommenda- 
ions to avert the impending peril to national credit. 

Buffalo Commercial Bank, Marine Bank, Amerie¢an Exchange Bank, 
Manufacturers and Traders’ Bank, Farmers and Mechanics’ 
Bank, Third National Bank, German Bank, Bank of Buffalo 
Bank of Commerce, Merchants’ Bank, Buffalo Loan, Trust and 
Safe Deposit Company, German-American Bank, People’s Bank, 

ueen City Bank, Citizens’ Bank, Niagara Bank, Metropolitan 
nk, Union Bank, The City Bank. 

Mr. DANIELS. I also send up a letter from one of the leading 

brewers in the State-— . 

Mr. TERRY. Will the gentleman yield for a question? 

Mr. DANIELS. Certainly. 5 

Mr. TERRY, Did not these same people in the summer of 1893 

send up recommendations here that if we repealed the bullion-pur- 
chasing clause of the Sherman Act it would give immediate relief 
to the country? 
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Mr. BOWERS of California. 
people. (Laughter. ] 

Mr. TERRY. And does not that remind you alittle of the three 
tailors of Tooley street, who heid a meeting for their own benefit 
and headed their resolution: ‘‘ Be it resolved that we, the people 
of England.” 

Mr. DANIELS. No; I do not think so. 
this communication. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

GERHARD LANG’s PARK BREWERY, 
Buffalo, N. Y., January 30, 1895. 

My Dear JupGE: The business men in your district are looking to you to 
support Mr. Cleveland in his efforts to bring about a settlement of the finan- 
cial question. The recommendations made by Mr. Cleveland in his special 
message are sound and should receive the support of all members of Con- 
gress regardless of political affiliations . 

-« Yours, very truly, 


Certainly; they are the same 


I ask the Clerk to read 


EDWIN G. S. MILLER. 
Hon. CHARLES DANTELS, 
Washington, D. C. 


[Mr. BOATNER addressed the committee. See Appendix. ] 


The CHAIRMAN. But three minutes remain for debate on 
this amendment. The gentleman from Ohio [Mr. GRosVENOR] 
is recognized for that time. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Mr. Chairman, I had hoped that it would 
be possible for our Democratic friends, for a single moment dur- 
ing the history of this Congress, to waive some of their pet 
schemes, and to be a little bit patriotic just for once, and see what 
an astonishing effect it would have uponthem. Now, there is not 
a gentleman on the other side of this Hc use but what knows that 
if he succeeds in putting this proposition upon this bill the bill 
will be defeated. The only hope that the Administration has to- 
day of any success comes from the expectation of Republican 
votes. 

Now, is it not possible for you to hold in abeyance your little 
peanut schemes of politics just for once, and try the experiment 
of rising up to an important consideration? Try the experiment 
of voting once for patriotism and the hope of saving your country 
from disgrace, without putting upon every measure your petty 
schemes of personal preference. There is nobody on this floor 
knows better than the gentleman from Louisiana [Mr. BoATNER] 
that if his speech can be enacted into a vote here, that will be 
the death of any hope of the Administration in this behalf. You 
can not come here and demand Republican votes upon the plea of 
patriotism, and then expect those votes, after you have enacted 
schemes like this, to stand by you. We hope to aid the Admin- 
istration, but we can not do it at so heavy cost. 

The CHAIRMAN. Debate on this amendment is exhausted. 

Mr. HOOKER of Mississippi. I should like to say a few words 
in relation to this amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. The rule prohibits that. Only thirty min- 
utes are allowed for debate on any one amendment. 

Mr. HOOKER of Mississippi. Would it be in order to get the 
floor by moving to strike out the last word? 

The CHAIRMAN. It would not, because the rule limits debate 
to thirty minutes on any one amendment. The question is on the 
amendment to the amendment offered by the gentleman from 
Georgia er: LIVINGSTON}. 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. What is that? 

The CHAIRMAN, The Clerk will again report the amend- 
ment. 

The amendment was again read. . 

The amendment to the amendment was rejected. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is now on the amendment of- 
fered by the gentleman from Alabama. 

Mr. STOCKDALE. I ask that the amendment be reported. 

The amendment of Mr. WHEELER of Alabama was again re- 
ported. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is upon this amendment. 

The question was taken; and the Chair announced that the noes 
seemed to have it. 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabamaand Mr. LIVINGSTON. Division. 

The committee divided; and there were—ayes 88, noes 115. 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. Tellers. [Cries of ‘‘Oh!”] 

Tellers were ordered. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will appoint the gentleman from 
Illinois, Mr, SPRINGER, and the gentleman from Alabama, Mr. 
WHEELER, to act as tellers. 

The committee again divided; and there were—ayes 84, noes 96. 

So the amendment was rejected. 

Mr. HAUGEN. Mr. Chairman, I offer an amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Strike out the following language in lines 4, 5, and 6, section 3: “But this 
perme shall not apply to any bonds now outstanding bearing interest at 
y. 


he rate of 2 per cent on 
Mr. HAUGEN. Mr. Chairman, this section of the bill provides 
that hereafter national banking associations may take out circu- 
lating notes in the manner now provided by law equal to the par 
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value of the bonds deposited to secure the same, but exempts from 
that provision the 2 per cent bonds now outstanding. I think it is 
a poor time, when we are trying to strengthen the credit of the 
Government, to discriminate against these bonds bearing a low 
rate of interest. If it is possible to put the proposed bonds on 
the market and float them at 2 per cent I think that ought to be 
encouraged. : : 

There can be no loss to the Government if you permit these 2 
yer cent bonds to be placed on terms of equality with those that 
a a higher rate of interest, because the Government reserves 
for a redemption fund at the time the circulation is taken out 5 
per cent of it. Therefore there can be no loss to the Government. 
My amendment will place these 2 per cent bonds on an equality 
with bonds drawing a higher rate of interest for the purpose of 
using them as a basis of circulation, and will aid in creating a 
market at home for future issues of low-interest-bearing bonds. 

Mr.COX. Will the gentleman yield to me for a moment? 

Mr.HAUGEN. Yes. 

Mr. COX. Of course your idea is that these 2 per cent bonds 
are discriminated against by this bill? 

Mr. HAUGEN. Yes. 

Mr. COX. That is just what you think? 

Mr. HAUGEN. Yes, sir; I think they are. . 

Mr. COX. How do you expect to float 2 per cent bonds when 
you authorize gold bonds for a higher rate of interest? 

Mr. HAUGEN. We authorize bonds to be issued at a maxi- 
mum rate of 3 per cent, but, if I recollect aright, the bill author- 
izes the Secretary of the Treasury to issue bonds at a rate of in- 
terest ‘‘not exceeding” 3 percent. Sothatif the Secretary of the 
Treasury can place bonds upon the market at 2 per cent interest 
he ought to do so under this bill. 

Mr. COX. Yes, sir. 

Mr. HAUGEN. And this would strengthen the credit of the 
Government and strengthen the value of the 2 per cent bonds. 

Mr. COX. Why by this bill, so far as it refers to the 2 per cent 
bonds, they are putting them at a discount under the provisions 
of the banking law. 

Mr. HAUGEN. I do not understand the gentleman. 

Mr. COX. Let me repeat. You are trying to get away from 
these 2 per cent bonds, and give the same interest and the same 
right to those that you do to the others. 

Mr. HAUGEN. Yes,sir; Ido. I propose to encourage a lower 
rate of interest by removing the discrimination. 

Mr. COX. And that is what ought to be done. 

Mr. HAUGEN. Yes. 

Mr. COX. Iagree with you about that; but your bill under- 
takes to issue another set of bonds; and of course the bankers are 
going to take the bonds bearing the higher rate of interest. 

Mr. HAUGEN. That depends entirely on the Secretary of the 
Treasury. He may issue bonds under this bill drawing 2 per cent 
interest, if my amendment is agreed to, and they are placed on the 
same footing with the other bonds. 

Mr. COX. Why do you not require the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury to issue bonds at 2 per cent? 

Mr.DINGLEY. Hecan under the bill. 

Mr. COX. Can he sell them at 2 per cent? 

Mr. DINGLEY. That is another matter. 

Mr. COX. You have got your 2 per cent bonds outstanding. 
They are Government obligations, worth dollar for dollar, and 
yet your bill excludes them from the banking privilege. 

Mr. HAUGEN. Idonot consider myself responsible for this 
bill, but desire to make it as acceptable as possible. The first sec- 
tion of the bill contains this language, ‘‘and bearing interest at a 
rate not exceeding 3 per cent per annum;” and if the Secretary of 
the Treasury can place them at 2 per cent per annum and sell them 
at par, I think that he should given the power to do that. 
Under the third section of the bill, if my amendment is adopted, 
these low-interest-bearing bonds will be taken by the national 
banks the same as any other bonds as a basis for circulation, and 
there positively can not be any loss from that, for the reason that 
5 per cent of the circulation which they are to get on those bonds 
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is retained in the Treasury, even if they are quoted at a slight dis- | 


count. 

Mr. COX. Give me your attention for a moment. 

Mr. LACEY. Is not a number of these bonds held by banks 
whose charters have been extended; and is this not a discrimina- 
tion against them? 

Mr. HAUGEN. I presume that some of them are held by na- 
tional banks. I understand some $23,000,000 are so held. 

Mr. COX. Do you not know that if a bank can buy bonds at 2 
per cent that would cost the bank less than par they will never 
take one of the bonds provided for under this bill? 

Mr. BRYAN. Would it not raise them to par if this provision 
was made? 

Mr. HAUGEN. I understand they are — at 98}, or some- 
thing like that. I do not believe it good policy on the part of the 
Government, at a time when we are proposing to place bonds on 
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the market, to discredit the bonds that we have now ouitstand- 
ing. I believe we have about $25,000,000 of these bonds outstand- 
ing to-day. 

Mr. HOOKER of Mississippi. Mr. Chairman, I want to say 
that the amendment offered by the gentleman who has just ad- 
dressed the committee and the bill itself as reported from the 
Committee on Banking and Currency evidently contemplate the 
selling of bonds in some form and the perpetuation, because of 
the sale of those bonds, of the national-bank system. Now, sir, 
under that system not a single dollar can be loaned to any man 
belonging to the farming class of the community. If the honor- 
able chairman of the Committee on Banking and Currency {Mr. 
SPRINGER] had a fee simple title to every acre of land in the 
United States, he could not borrow a dollar from any national 
bank on that real estate. Therefore, I say, the scheme of the bill 
reported by the Committee on Banking and Currency is to keep 
in perpetual existence a class of banks which never have given and 
never can give any relief to the farming interests of the country. 

I hold in my hand a letter received by the mail this morning 
from one of the most intelligent bankers in our country, which I 
would like to have permission to insert in the Recorp, showing 
that during the whole panic of 1893, when more than 150 national 
banks failed in the North and in the East, there was but one failure 
of a bank in the State of Mississippi, and that was a national bank. 
Of the 89 banks existing in that State only one failed, and that, asI 
have said, was a national bank. Gentlemen say, in opposition to 
the amendment offered by the gentleman from Alabama | Mr. 
WHEELER] to repeal the tax on State banks, that those are ‘‘ wild- 
cat” banks. Then why did they not fail in the panic of 1893? 
Your national banks throughout the country failed to the number 
of 150, while only one bank in the State of Mississippi failed, and 
that, I repeat, was a national bank. All the other banks in that 
State ‘‘stood the racket” and maintained their credit during that 
terrible panic. 

Mr. Chairman, when the first of these issues of bonds was made, 
a year ago last January, I said that this Congress would live to see 
a proposition brought in from some committee for the issue of 
$500,000,000 of bonds. You issued fifty millions in January, you 
issued an additional fifty millions last December, and now the 
proposition is made, in a time of profound peace, to load the coun- 
try down with an additional debt of five hundred millions of gold 
interest-bearing bonds! That is the proposition, and the objectis 
to keep alive the national banks, which, while they give ample 
security to every dollar issued by them because the Government 
holds bonds to make their issues good, give no security to their 
depositors. 

If any man takes a note of a national bank he does not look to 
see whether it was issued in Maine or in California; but where 
you have a system of local banks making their issues to the peo- 
ple and governed by presidents and directors known to the peo- 
ple, those who take the note of a bank look to the character of the 
bank and to the character of the men who administer it to deter- 
mine what the value of the notes is. Therefore,such banks give 
the same security to their depositors that they give to those who 
hold their currency. 

Mr. LOCKWOOD. Does the gentleman consider a bank note, 
the value of which is determined by the local character of the 
men who issue it, better than a note that is known to be unques- 
tionably good all over the country? 

Mr. HOOKER of Mississippi. No, sir; but I consider a good 


local bank note equally as good as your national-bank note: and 
the national-bank notes all go to the great money centers, New 
York, Philadelphia, Chicago, and the other great cities, so that 
you have from $25 to $50 per capita of currency in those commu- 


nities, while the more sparsely populated portions of the country 
are suffering for want of adequate currency to transact their busi- 
ness, 

Mr. LOCKWOOD. Do I understand the gentleman to mean 
that he wants a bank note that will not be good except in the com- 
munity where it is issued? 

Mr. HOOKER of Mississippi. No,sir; our bank notes are good. 
You can not stigmatize them as unworthy of confidence. You 
had 150 failures among your national banks during the panic of 
1893, and we had only one in Mississippi, a national bank. 

I herewith append the letter of the banker to whom I have 
referred. Heis one of the most intelligent and successful bankers 
in my State, and expresses on the subject of repeal of the 10 per 
cent tax on issues of State banks my views. While I do not en- 
tirely concur in some of the views expressed in this letter, I regard 
it as so valuable in most of its suggestions that I take the liberty of 
giving it to the country, though not written for publication. 


CAPITAL STATE BANK, Jackson, Miss., February 4, 139 
DEAR SiR: I am very much obliged to you for your letter soliciting my 
views on the various = of national currency proposed; also thank you for 
public documents relating thereto sent me by you, which were interesting 


reading.. 
My views are that the United States Government should go out of the 
banking business as early as possible and get back toits constitutional pre- 
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bank taking out the circulation, these bonds certainly stand well 
and they ought not to be discredited. 

Mr. STOCKDALE. Ought we not toencourage and protect the 
bonds poe lowest rate of interest? 

Mr. HENDRIX. We certainly ought, and that is the whole 
policy of the bill. The condition of the money market in this 
country and the world is such that in order to get gold at 3 per 
cent it is necessary to go into the market and say that the United 
States specifically expresses in the obligation the same thing that 
it has established by precedent. and by tradition, that its obliga- 
tions are to be payable in gold. Asa matter of common sense and 
economy, for the purpose of saving the country from taxation 
and for reducing the interest budget and getting money at the 
cheapest possible rate, this bill is brought into the House. 

Mr. COX. Allowme a question, if you please. The $25,000,000 
of 2 per cent bonds now outstanding, to which the gentleman has 
referred, are at present below par in the market. ow, if we un- 
dertake to issue another class of bonds payable in gold do we not 
at once discredit those gold bonds which are running at a lower 
rate of interest than the bonds you propose to issue? 

Mr. HENDRIX. There is no discredit attaching to a 2 per 
cent bond except such as is proposed in this bill; and the gentle- 
man from Wisconsin proposes (and I heartily second his proposi- 
tion) that this discredit shall be removed. ose 2 per cent bonds 
are payable at the pleasure or option of the Government. Now, 
suppose that a bank which has those 2 per cent bonds now on de- 
posit to secureits circulation should, after the passage of this bill, 
when it has the opportunity to increase its circulation up to par 
of the bonds, fail so that its circulation would have to be redeemed 
by the Government of the United States; and suppose there is 
nothing in the assets of the bank to supplement the security of the 
bonds, the Government not looking to those assets at all until it 
has exhausted the resources which it has in the securities in its 
hands then. 

The Government has, in the first — a 5 per cent deposit in 
cash in lawful money of the United States to redeem the circula- 
tion ee and then it has these 2 per’cent bonds which are 
payable at its pleasure. All that the Government has then to do 
in order to m. every dollar of such bank’s circulation is to 
exercise its own pleasure and option, if it becomes necessary, and 
cancel its own 2 per cent obligation which it holds. If it does not 
desire to do that, then the Comptroller of the Currency has full 
power to go into the market and dispose of the bonds for the price 
they will bring, and then to have recourse to the assets of the 
bank for the remainder if the amount received for the bonds is not 
sufficient. 

ere the hammer fell. ] 

r. LACEY. Mr. Chairman, the object of this bill, as I under- 
stand it, is to attain as low a rate of interest as possible on the 
securities which shall be issued by the Government. In order to 
reach that end it is certainly bad policy to discriminate against the 
lowest rate bonds which are allowed to be issued under the law. 
These 2 per cent bonds are to-day, all of them, held, I think, by the 
national banks throughout the country, and upon them they have 
already issued 90 per cent of their currency, as the law provides. 
Itis erogense. however, by this bill to allow new banks to be organ- 
ized, and allow the old banks to increase their outstanding cur- 
rency to the par value of the bonds they hold, excepting only the 
2 percents. 

ow, why should there be a discrimination against these 2 per 
cent bonds? For my part,I do not think there ought to be any 
discrimination against any of the securities of the Government. 
All should be treated alike. If we were to do so, however, it 
should be just exactly the other way than as contemplated here; 
that is to say, that a bank which insists on a 5 per cent bond 
should be restricted toa lower per cent of the value of the bonds for 
its issues of currency, whereas a bank which is satisfied with 2 
per cent should have the right to issue currency to the full amount 
of the bonds. I say, therefore, we ought to discriminate just in 
the opposite way if we should discriminate at all. 

The question is, then, one of safety for our currency; and if we 
are to adopt a policy of increasing the circulation of the national 
banks, we should not begin that policy be discriminating against 
the credit of the Government and punishing those who are will- 
ing to accept,its bonds at. a low rate. 

But another question has been raised in this discussion, that is 
not, however, involved in the pending amendment, and that is as 
to the necessity for issuing these bonds payable in gold. To that 
provision of the bill I object. I do not believe that at the present 
time it is good policy on the part of this Government to change 
the system under which we have been operating for a generation 
and to discriminate between the different kinds of coin issued by 
the Government. 

The Government long ago adopted the policy in almost every 
act passed in relation to the currency, of Senlexing the absolute 
equality of silver and gold when coined; in other words, that both 
metals should be maintained om a parity and pledging the faith 


rogative of coinin ld and silver, and restore privileges of free banking to 
people of the Sta  aniee safe; of legislation adapted to improved 
Seothods of banking, such as double liability of stockholders, lien on assets to 
secure circulating notes of banks, with privilege to banks to issue circulation 

50 per cent of their capital, each bank to have redemption mcies in 
New York, and other central city correspondents, and each bank issuin 
notes required to keep a reserve in gold and silver to amount of 25 per cen 
of their deposits, and no note under $10 allowed to be issued, the 10 per cent 
tax on State banks of course to be repealed; the present system of national 
banks to be abolished, as oppressive to agricultural States. i 

The whole system was submitted to originally because it contributed to the 
wealth of commercial centers at the a of remote _and agricultural 
States, causing high rates of interest in latter States and low rates in the 
former, —— the former and destroying the credit of the latter. 

For instance, the ground we walk on in Mississippi and real estate, our best 
security, national banks are —_— from loaning a dollar on; the Comp- 
troller of the United States discourages national banks from depositing with 
States; no deposits of reserve are allowed to be made except in cities with 50,000 
inhabitants,and there are no cities in our State with that population. Our 
bank has $100,000 of State, city, and county bonds, all above value, but cir- 
culatingnotes are not allowed to be issued upon them. The wholesystem of na- 
tional banks is adverse to the businessof our . Out of ty banks in Mis- 
clenoet only ten are national Sens, eee cause only State bankscan serve 
the business needs of our le. Only one bank failed in during 
the great crisis of 1893, and that was a national bank; all our § banks 
stood firm. But all the wealth of Mississippi is. not.considered a basis of 
credit to our State banks. At the same time we carry this wealth in way of 
collaterals to New York banks and get all the credit we want by paying 6 per 
cent interest for it and redeem at the very date of maturity these credit 
obligations, notwithstanding the 6:per cert interest burden. Somuch forthe 
banking system. As to the financial condition of the nation that isa menac- 
ing and disturbing element to all business. 

he greenbacks ought to be retired some way, as you know. I would not 
object to a 3 per cent bond sale and the greenbacksretired with the proceeds. 
However useful in the past, they are pestilential and piratical of the nation’s 
credit as now Coomeeee. , 

I believe in a high standard of currency. Therecan be no good credit to any 
nation unless its standard of money is high, and let all o tions be squared 
by this standard, and that will do much to restore credit. A standard of 
money that is variable makes it impossible to base calculations in trade and 
commerce. 

England has less money per capita than any other nation, but its credit is 
the best in the world. The fact is, where the standard of credit is best there 
the least money is used oftentimes. 

I would be willing to concede the coinage of 344,000,000 silver dollars to take 
the place of the retirement of greenbacks if the coinage of that metal should 
then be stopped. I think if that could be made an established policy these 
two metals could be sustained ona parity. But I think unlimited coinage of 
silver would not bring relief, as itsadvocates contend, but great damage. 

I would regret to see a great commercial nation like ours be relegated to 
the plane of the second-rate countries that occupy the silver basis. 

A measure of value should be a measure of value wherever our trade rela- 
tions extend. Then if I own a dollar the world owes mea dollar. 

Thave thrown these views out hurriedly. Many of them are not your views. 
But I would beg of you, guard the settlement of this financial question jeal- 
ously. 

Wall street and the commercial centers will fight any settlement that does 
not lay a foundation to continue the national-bank system. That system has 

eatures, but it ought to be denied those features which deny State 

vanks equal privileges, and which prevent them from doing business with 
their localities as their needs require. I notice all the literature and all the 
oracles of banking who get a hearing in Washington are from commercial 
centers who are interested in perpetuating as m that enriches them, but 
is death to our icultural States. No irone form of banking can be 
adopted that can be adapted to the needs of every section; therefore should 


be ene : : 
I With the highest regard for you personally and officially, and with thanks, 
remain, 
Yours, truly, 










































R. W. MILLSAPS. 





Hon. ©. E. Hooker, 
House of Representatives, Washington, D. C. 


[Mr. McCKEIGHAN addressed the committee. See Appendix. ] 


Mr. HENDRIX. Mr. Chairman, I rise to support the amend- 
ment of the gentleman from Wisconsin; and in doing so I desire 
to give my reasons, which are to the effect that there is now na- 
tional-bank circulation secured by these 2 per cent bonds amount- 
ing, as I recollect, to over $22,000,000. these bonds are dis- 
credited as the basis for national-bank circulation, it means that 
that circulation will either have to be retired or that new bonds 
will have to be substituted in their place. 

Mr. STOCKDALE. Is it not the policy of this bill to discredit 
the bonds bearing a low rate of interest and which are payable at 
the option of the Government, by taking them up and funding 
them in bonds drawing a higher rate of interest? 

Mr. HENDRIX. e very essence of the policy of this bill is 
to get money for the United States, under the present circum- 
stances, at as cheap a rate as ible. For thatreason the bonds 
proposed under the present bill are payable in gold. 

Now, it is no part of the duty of Congress, nor is it right as a 
matter of public: policy, that we should discredit any obligation 
of the United States Government at this time. There is no man, 
woman, or child in the United States that does not know that this 
country is going to pay 100 cents on the dollar on every one of its ob- 
ligations. These bonds now outstanding which are now held by the 
people or by the national banks (and they naturally gravitate toward 
the national banks) amount to $25,634,500. In the market places 
where there is now no demand for a Government bond payable 
at the option of the Government, in view of the low condition of 
the finances of the Government, of course these bonds are below 
ye But for the purpose of securing a circulation which is 

d, first, upon the faith of the Government as expressed in its 
obligations, and, second, on a first lien upon all the assets of the 
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and wish of the Government to such maintenance. All our bonds 
are now in terms made payable in coin, and they are worth as 
much as those of Great Britain which are payable in_gold alone. 

The faith of the Government pledged to maintain the parity of 
our coin has been accepted in the markets of the world, and our 
on to-day are the equal in value of thoseof any other nation on 

e globe. 

one, why discriminate against the old bonds and cast suspicion 
on them by issuing the new bonds payable absolutely in gold? 
If we adopt this proposition, a crusade will be organized against 
the old bonds by persons seeking to have them paid in silver, be- 
cause it is provided that they are payable only ‘‘in coin.” 

The obligation of the Government has heretofore been declared 
to maintain a parity between gold and silver, and there is no 
necessity, I repeat, for making a discrimination which at this 
time would cast suspicion and discredit on the obligations of the 
Government heretofore issued and upon its ability to maintain 
all of them at par. 

The increase of our interest-bearing obligations by the addition 
of five hundred millions at a time of exceptional stringency in- 
volves a grave mistake in financiering. To issue these bonds, run- 
ning fifty years, at a time of difficulty is bad policy. 

ise statesmanship would suggest that if the greenbacks are to 
be canceled and refunded in bonds running for a period of nearly 
two generations further, a more convenient and favorable time 
should be chosen than the hard times now upon us. We are as- 
sured by Mr. Cleveland and Mr. Carlisle that the difficulties of the 
Treasury are only temporary, and that when the income tax, the 
sugar tax, and whisky tax begin to come in there will then be 
@ surplus instead of a deficiency as at present. If this be true, 
and for the purpose of considering an Administration bill weshould 
treat it as true, then there should not be legislation running into 
the future fifty years merely to meet an emergency for the next 
three months. 

No individual or corporation would select the most stringent 
period for the refunding of ebligations. 

Let us rather legislate for the present difficulty. The proposi- 
tion of the gentleman from Maine [Mr. Rep] is ample for that 
purpose. It will put the Treasury in funds until the tariff bill 
shall be more fully tried. The time isa bad one for sucha scheme 
as that proposed by the Administration, and the = persistently 
ignores the real difficulty of the Government, and that is thatthe 
revenues fall short of the expenditures by from five to ten mil- 
lions of dollars each month. 

But another point has been frequently discussed in the debate 
on this bill, as that is what is known as the ‘‘ endless chain,” by 
which the greenback is constantly, as gentlemen claim, drain- 
ing the Treasury of its gold. I do not believe that the greenback 
ought to be canceled now, especially in these days of hard times. 
It will not improve times or business conditions in this a 
contract the currency $500,000,000 and issue interest-bearing obli- 
gations in its stead payable only in gold. It would only increase 
the difficulties of the present time. 

But they say one hundred millions of greenbacks may be used 
for the purpose of drawing a thousand millions of gold out of the 
Treasury. That, Mr. Chairman, would beanimpossibility, because 
when the greenback is redeemed, if it is paid out again on account 
of the expenditures of the Government, it simply discharges obli- 
gations which would have been, but for the greenback, payable 
in gold; and if so—if the greenback is used for that purpose—it 
relieves the Treasury of paying out the gold; and therefore when 
the greenback is again presented and a demand for gold is made 
it simply draws out that which it prevented from being drawn 
out when the greenback was paid in its stead. 

You might as well say that a national bank with $10,000 of cir- 
culation can, by the ‘‘ endless chain” system, be compelled to pay 
a million dollars of gold on that amount of circulation. Certainly 
they may be, but they do not give the $10,000 away. They re- 
ceive it, they loan it again or pay it out on some obligation that 
would be otherwise payable in gold; and the ‘‘ endless chain” ap- 
plies only to the extent of paying it out for that which the bank 
gets in return for it. There is no bank that fears to organize be- 
cause its currency may draw out more than the aggregate amount 
of the notes it issues. They know thatthe notes will not be given 
away. When they are paid outasecond or third time they always 
go for value. 

In other words, if you have a revenue _— to the expendi- 
tures, the ‘‘ endless chain” stops business, and that is all there is 
to it. It is an old story used in this body to frighten us. It has 
been used in the country to excite the timidity of capitalists. 
They say if you do not retire the greenbacks all the gold will be 
drawn out of the Treasury, and yet itis absolutely certain by 
reference to the Treasurer’s reports that every greenback cashed 
in and paid out has saved the same amount of gold. [Applause.] 

[Here the hammer fell. | 


[Mr. WILLIAMS of Illinois addressed the committee. See Ap- 
pendix. } : 
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TheCHAIRMAN. Debateon thisamendment isnow exhausted. 
The Clerk will report the pending amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Strike out the following, commencing in line 4, section 3: 

‘* But this provision shall not apply to any bonds now outstanding bearing 
interest at the rate of 2 per cent only.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. BELL of Colorado. I offer the amendment which I send 
to the Clerk’s desk. 

The amendment was read, as follows: 

Add after the words “in gold,” line 10, page 1, and after the same words in 
line 16, page 2, the following: 

“And silver of the standard value of July 14, 1870, in which said obligations 
shall be paid, without discrimination against either metal.” 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. How would that read if amended? 

Mr. PEARSON. It would read wrong. [Langhter.] 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. Let us see how it would read. 
read right. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the paragraph as it 
would read if amended. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

He is hereby authorized to issue and sell at not less than par, in gold and 
silver of the standard value of July 14, 1870, in which said obligations shall be 
paid without discrimination against either metal. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Allow me one moment. As this is a very 
important matter, I ask unanimous consent that debate may be 
continued on this amendment and amendments to it for one hour. 

Mr. TERRY. What is to become of the substitute? 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Illinois submits a re- 
quest for unanimous consent. The Chair does not see how the 
committee can extend the time. 

Mr. TERRY. I object, anyhow. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE. Regular order. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair thinks that the committee can 
not extend the time. We are acting under a rule in which the 
House has prescribed the form of debate and limited the time on 
each amendment, to thirty minutes. But objection is made, and 
the gentleman from Colorado is recognized. 

Mr. BELL of Colorado. Mr. Chairman, it makes but lttle 
difference whether the Springer bill or the Reed substitute is 
adopted if we must accept any such legislation. One means golé 
bonds, the other means gold bonds, and both are intended to 
increase the interest-bearing debt of the Government at the dicta- 
tion of bond investors. 

It is true the gentleman from Maine is very diplomatic in his 
substitute. He says bonds payable in “coin,” and means and in- 
tends that the gold monometallists of the Eastern and Middle 
States shall know that it means gold and intends that his partisan 
admirers may argue in the South and West that it means either 
gold or silver, and that such may be inferred by the unwary. 
However, when pressed by the gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. 
McMinn], he confesses that ‘‘ the construction is well settled” 
of “coin” in these bonds. The Republican newspapers from all 
over the Eastern and Middle States insist that ‘‘com” meant July 
14, 1870, when the law was passed, and now means “gold coin.” 
To be precise about this I will append the usual construction, 
given by Henry Clews and approved by the New York Press in 
the issue of February 2, 1895, viz: 

Henry Clews, in discussing certain phases of the bond issne with the Press 
man, had this to say: * 

“At the end of the war there were over $3,000,000,000 bonds outstand 
They have all been paid off, principal and interest, in gold, with the excey 
of $584,960, 400. Recently $100,000,000 was added, making the total amount 
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standing $84,960,400. ‘he Government now contemplates issuing another 
$100,000,000 of 4 per cent bonds under theact of 1870. Atthat time there was no 

itation of silver and none could then have been anticipated by anybody. 
The word ‘coin’ in the act referred to gold coin, which no one can possibly 
deny. Itis therefore the spirit of the law that the Government must con- 


tinue tolive up to in recognizing gold as the coin in which to pay the interest 
and principal of all such bonds.” 

Every Secretary of the Treasury, from and including Hugh Mc- 
Culloch, has either construed ‘‘coin” to mean ‘“ gold com” or 
held that the Government should permit, as a stroke of public 
policy and to maintain the parity between the two metals or to 
maintain every United States dollar on an equality, the bond- 
holder and large public creditor to choose the kind of money they 
would receive. 

On the legislature of Ohio passing a joint resolution in 1877 
declaring that common honesty and justice to the taxpayers 
required the Government bonds to be paid in gold or silver, at the 
option of the Government, Senator Matthews took up the matter 
in the Senate of the United States early im 1878 and had a joint 
resolution passed in the Senate and in this House declaring that it 
was not in derogation of the public faith or in violation of the 
contract to pay the bonded debt of the Government in silver del- 
lars, at the option of the Government. 

Senator SHERMAN declared from the floor of the Senate in 1869 
that to require the people of this country to pay its obligations in 
gold or the peubvelent of gold would require them to pay 135 
pounds of wheat where they only agreed to pay a hundred pounds. 
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It is not only extremely humiliating to American citizens to see 
this Government kneeling and begging a lot of foreign and domes- 
tic public Treasury looters for breath, but it is a dull and stupid 
statesman indeed that can hope to break a panic and return money 
to the developing industries while the Government continues to 
furnish the best and safest investment known to capitalists in the 
way of bond investments, 

Had the wrecking vampires been driven away from the Treas- 
ury, as they were formerly kicked out of the temples of justice, in 
the very beginning, and if the Secretary had enforced the law by 
paying the debts of the Government in gold or silver, according 
to the contract and the law, the panic would have disappeared, 
the Treasury would have been unmolested, and the idle money 
hoarded and kept awaiting these forced bond issues would have 
been reinvested in developing enterprises. 

The Government, from the beginning of this Administration, 
has offered premiums, in the way of bond issues, to foreign and 
domestic speculators for their withdrawals of gold from its Treas- 
ury. The management of the Treasury, if not purposely to force 
legislation and a gold standard, has been almost criminally in- 
sipid and puerile. 

Either through gross incompetency, or intentionally, this Gov- 
ernment has joined the international money lenders in making it 
the point of every effort to drag this country to the gold standard 
and to a perpetual debt system for the benefit of money lenders. 
Every indication points to its being purposely done. 

Nearly two hundred years ago England made just such loans, 
under such false pretenses, for a short space of time, and they are 
yet unpaid. The English statesmen boast that it is a cardinal 
principle of the English Government to ‘‘ refund the public debt.” 

In 1836, when the banking power began exerting an undue in- 
fluence over Congress and the Government, the eternal Jackson 
laid his iron hand upon it and crushed it out of existence. The 
masses of a grateful Republic sang to him hosannas as the savior 
of their temporal liberties and possessions from these icy and mer- 
ciless vultures. 

The power that Jackson throttled has raised to his seat, and un- 
fortunately under the same political name, the present Executive, 
who, according to the public press, has conjuring around him 
daily, like a flock of unclean birds around a rapidly disintegrat- 
ing carcass, foreign and domestic speculators, and he is daily re- 
ceiving, without regard to party or nationality, encomiums of 
bankers’ organizations of Chicago, St. Louis, Memphis, Knox- 
ville, New York, London, and elsewhere, as a most just, wise, and 
patriotic President, while the people, the laborers, the farmers, and 
great middle classes are writhing and groaning unnoticed under 
the iron heel of their favored creditors while their debts are being 
doubled. How long must we be made servants to the money 
lenders by our unjust and pliant rulers? 

One of the Rothschilds, when asked to become the formal king of 
the Jews toassistin fulfilling the prophecies, replied, ‘‘ No; I would 
rather be the Jew of the kings.” 

I submit here a sample of the daily press reports, which photo- 
graph a dismal future for the American people, viz: 


[New York Press, February 1, 1895.] a 


The chief topic of interestin Wall street yesterday, however, was the visit of 
W. E. Curtis, the Assistant Secretary of the Treasury. Although Mr. Curtis 
disclaimed that he was here on any other business than the most ordinary, he 
no sooner reached the subtreasury yesterday morning than he began to hold 
court with all the representative foreign bankers. August Belmont was the 
first to arrive, and soon afterward J. Pierpont Morgan put in his appear- 
ance. Then followed in turn Mr. Crane of Baring, Magoun & Co., Morris 
Wormser, James § ag ec Thalmann, Mr. Meyer of rd Fréres, Mr. 
Ickelheimer of Heide , Ickelheimer & Co., and Mr. Isaac Seli . The 
rE in connection with the conference was the fact that none of 
the home bankers, so far as known, nor any of the members of the syndicate 
that took up the last bond issue were invited to see the Assistant Secretary. 

It developed that Mr. Curtis's visit was as prolific of results as the famous 
march of the King of France up hill and down in. He had come to New 
York to virtually get bids fora loan of Government fours to the amount of from 
one hundred to two hundred millions. As stated in the Press exclusively 
several days ago, the Rothschilds have been negotiating with the Secretary 
of the Treasury, through their American house, August Belmont & Co., for 
some days past, but the trouble seemed to be over the “coin ’’ bonds, instead 
of gold bonds. Mr. Belmont declined to discuss the matter with the Press 
reporter, but there is the best reason for saying that nothing will be con- 
summated until Assistant perstery Curtis gets back to Washington and lays 
before the Administration the resu ts of his trip here. 


NEW YORK FINANCIERS HERE. 
[Washington Post, February 6, 1895.] 


The Cabinet yesterday was engaged for four and a half hours in discussing 
the impending bond issue; but if any conclusion was reached it was made 
known by Secretary Carlisle that the time for giving publicity thereto had 
notarrived. That a bond issue is likely to occur within a day or two is, how- 
ever, penerely regarded as certain. 

Yesterday was one of conflicting rumors and intense interest about the 
forthcoming issue. Several well-known bankersand capitalists arrived here 
from New York, and all day yesterday conferences were held between those 

ntlemen and prominent Government officials. Among the prominent New 

ork bankers now here are A) t Belmont, representing the Rothschilds; J. 
Pierpont Morgan, and Messrs. Speger and Bacon. 

Wednesday night the President, Secretary Carlisle, and Mr. Morgan were 
in conference at the Executive Mansion until alate hour. Mr. Belmont had 
seen the Secretary earlier in the afternoon. Yesterday morning the confer 


ence was resumed with Mr. Morgan. An industriously circulated rumor 
stated that Mr. Belmont had withdrawn from all participation in the matter 
of placing the loan abroad, leaving the bonds to be taken by American bank- 
ers. 

SENSATIONAL REPORTS. 


Rumors that there were disagreements in the Cabinet on several matters 
connected with the bond issue became rife after the Cabinet adjourned, but 
could be traced to no reliable source. Mr. Belmont called at the Treasury in 
the afternoon and had a conference with Mr. Curtis, but received no infor- 
mation as to the results of the Cabinet session. The President, Attorney- 
General Olney, and Secretary Carlisle were together at the Executive Man- 
sion as early as 10 o'clock, and Secretary Carlisle did not return to the Treas- 
ury until nearly 5 o’clock in the afternoon. He authorized the statement 
that rumors of dissensions in the Cabinet were unfounded. One that stated 
he had resigned it was ascertained was without the shadow of foundation. 
Secretary Carlisle himself would not dignify this rumor by a denial. 

The eer yesterday gained $656,000 in gold, increasing the gold reserve 
at the close of business to $43,304,642. 


All of this talk of a bankrupt Treasury, need of legislative aid, 
and gold necessities are the rantings of those in power to induce 
this ruinous gold system or the vaporings of incompetents directed 
by Treasury looters. 

The London Status of February 2, the financial organ of the con- 
servative money classes of Europe, lets the cat out of the bag—ad- 
mits that the President’s plan is that desired by the capitalists, but 
that the silver-coinage plan of the South and West would build up 
these two countries and would not hurt the productive industries, 
but would stimulate them, but would hurt the money-lending 
classes of both hemispheres, viz: 


[From the Rocky Mountain News, February 2, 1895.] 
LONDON, February 1, 1895. 

The Statist will say to-morrow: 

“President Cleveland's message appears to be wise and statesmanlike. As 
the law stands, it is quite clear that a large sum should not be borrowed in 
Europe, as there is doubt respecting the President’s ability to contract to pay 
gold. This would be fatal to any projected loan. Money can always be 
at a price, but the Government of the United States can not act as if it were 
bankrupt. Its credit would stand as high as that of any country in the world 
if Congress would only do its duty. If the present Congress does not act, it 
is greatly feared that it will be too late to appeal to the new Congress, as be- 
fore it can be called together a crisis will probably have occurred. It is ques- 
tionable whether under the existing conditions the President can even borrow 
at home. The banks, in order to avert a panic, may furnish him with gold, 
but even then it is questionable whether, when a doubt exists respecting pay- 
ment in gold, enough gold can be got. 


WANTS MORE CONTRACTION. 


‘In any case, mere borrowing will not avail, as the experience of the past 
year has shown that sooner or later there must be a contraction of the cur- 
rency or there will be a panic.” 

The Statist proceeds to discuss the consequences in the event, firstly, of 
gold being demonetized; secondly, no legislation whatever being arrived at; 
thirdly, the effect of the free coinage of silver. Then the Statist remarks: 

“If gold is demonetized, it is perfectly clear that there will bea great trans- 
fer of property from the capitalist’and lending classes to the producing and 
borrowing classes. This would be of immense advantage tothe West and 
South and would prove a serious loss to the Eastern States and to Europe. 


INFLUENCE ON THE MARKET. 


“Of course a great country like the United States adopting a silver standard 
would have great influence on the whole of the world, and silver would un- 
doubtedly rise, but it would be long before it reached 60 pence. The great 
reduction of debts all over the United States by a fall to silver would give the 
farming and producing classes generally a sense of freedom and prosperity 
which they have not had for many years, and would probably give a great 
stimulus to production. If silver did not rise much for a while, American 
wheat, cotton, pork, etc., would compete with the product of other countries 
at avery great advantage, and there would probably be a very rapid and 
great growth of exports and the Seeieaing of an era of great prosperity. 

**On the other hand. the lending and creditor classes would suffer and their 
losses would not affect production to anything like the same extent as the 
gains of the debtorsand producers woulddo. Turther,there would be avery 
serious fallin securities, which would injure capitalists and lenders, both in 
the United States and ree. 

“Tf Congress refuses legislation, then gold would go a premium, but prob- 
ably not high. The tendency wouldstill be to benefit debtors and producers, 
and would injure capitalists and lenders, while production and exports 
would be stimulated, though not to a great extent. 


WOULD REDUCE. . 


“Thirdly, if the mints were opened to free coinage, which would tend to 
make the gold premium higher still, the premium would not be very high 
and the reduction of the debt and the losses of capitalists would be small 
compared with the demonetization of gold.” z 

Summing up this review of the financial possibilities, the Statist represents 
the West and South as aang perfectly right in the view that a change of the 
present system would benefit their sections of the Union. The effect of the 
change they advocate would 7 tendency to transfer property by wholesale 
from the East and Europe to the West and South. In fact it would bea form 
of repudiation, and it would lower the credit of the United States and pre- 
vent the free influx of European capital. In the future, probably, European 
capitalists will always insist upon the gold clause—they will require a clear 
contract that they will be repaid in gold. 

“Tn the event of gold demonetization, matters will right themselves in the 
long run, but the run might be very long, and another point is that a great 
transfer of aecpeate woure not act uniformly. Debts falling due soon after 
the change would immensely reduced, whereas debts fa ting due later, 
when silver has risen, would be less reduced, and if silver reached 60 pence 
there would be no reduction in debts whatever.” 


The great indebtedness of the country and limited money sup- 
ply are the chief causes of our present difficulties, and you now 
propose to increase it. It is mere cant and false pretense to talk 
about the danger of a silver basis or the danger of a suspension 
of specie payment, heralded to the world daily. During one of our 
most prosperous periods we were under a complete suspension, 

The Bank of England from time to time, once for a period of 
twenty-five years, and the Bank of France in 1848 and 1870, sus- 
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pended specie payment till a convenient time and came out 
stronger than ever. The banks of New York in the late panic 
suspended all money payments and came out without discredit, 
and this Government, if it desired to serve the people instead of 
the banks, has ample powers to protect the Treasury and the peo- 
ple, but it refuses, and is playing this game of cant and vanes 
at the dictation of the great creditor classes of the world that 
seem to have full possession of the Administration. , 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. I desire to offer a substitute for the gen- 
tleman’s amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

In line 10 of page 1 strike out the words ‘in gold;"’ also, in line 16, page 2, 
strike out the word “gold.” 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. Mr. Chairman—— 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will recognize some gentleman 
who is opposed to the amendment, and will recognize the gentle- 
man from Georgia later. 

Mr. SPRINGER. DoI understand that there are only fifteen 
minutes’ debate allowed on the amendment and on the amend- 
ment to the amendment? 

The CHAIRMAN. Thatis the order. If no other gentleman 
desires the floor at this time the gentleman from Georgia will be 
recognized. 

Mr, LIVINGSTON. Mr. Chairman, this bill proposes to put 
upon this country a species of class legislation that is unfair and 
that the people can not and will not submit to. Here is a class of 
creditors whom it is proposed to pay in gold, while every other 
creditor of this Government must accept silver certificates, green- 
backs, national-bank notes, or standard silver dollars. The men 
in your Army and Navy, the poor men and women who work in 
the Government shops, the men who raise the wheat to feed your 
soldiers and your sailors, the pensioners of this country to the 
amount of $150,000,000 annually, are to be forced to accept silver 
money, or other such money degraded and legislated against until 
it is not current in the great money markets of the world, while 
the special class contemplated by this bill are to be paid in gold. 

Mr. Chairman, neither the law as it exists to-day, nor our laws 
for one hundred years past, have made any such discrimination 
in the currency of ourcountry; yet it is now proposed to inaugu- 
rate a species of class legislation that will drive every other credi- 
tor of this Government to demand gold—gold for wheat, gold for 
cotton, gold for silver, gold for pensions, gold for the salaries of 
your Congressmen, gold for the salary of your President, gold for 
everything. Are you ready to do that now? 

i the hammer feil. 

r. LIVINGSTON. r. Chairman, I withdraw the substitute. 

Mr. COOMBS. Mr. Chairman, the gentleman from Colorado 
{[Mr. BELL] has offered an amendment providing that the bonds, 
which we propose in this bill to issue for the relief of the Treas- 
ury, shall be made payable half in gold and half in silver. I have 
asked recognition in order to impress upon the House, as earnestly 
as I am capable of doing, the importance of not departing from 
the language of the bill where it provides that they shall be dis- 
tinctly male payable in gold. 

There is probably no gentleman upon this floor who entertains 
any other idea than that all of the bonds of this Government now 
in existence, although ae are stipulated to be paid in coin, will 
be paid in anything but gold. Your patriotism and pride of coun- 
try would rebel against any proposition that looked to a partial or 
total repudiation of our national obligations. 

We have been able to float them at home and abroad upon that 
distinct understanding. Those who have invested in them have 
shown their confidence in our spirit of national pride, and you do 
not intend to disappoint them. 

Such being the case, Iask you the simple business question: 
What is the objection to ene in plain ane what we in 
fact hold ourselves honorably bound todo? By doing so, we make 
a broader market for them, and are not confined to drafts upon 
our own store of gold, but can market them abroad at any finan- 
cial center, and bring foreign gold to replenish our exhausted 
store. 

We are also relieved from the rather humiliating position of 
being obliged to virtually secure the indorsement of home and 
foreign bankers before we can market them abroad. We make 
them an investment for foreign private holders which will be 
eagerly sought, thus placing them out of the market for return in 
large quantities. 

Some oro a here urge as a reason why we should retain the 
old word ‘‘ coin,” instead of ‘* gold,” that it will be a discrimina- 
tion against the old bonds. 

If this was the case do you not suppose that the holders of those 
old bonds would have made their voices heard in protest? Yet 
they are the very ones who have urged it upon us to make these 
bonds payable in the metal that is recognized throughout the 
whole world as the standard of value. No protests from banks 
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or savings banks have come to us; on the contrary, all of the finan- 
cial interests have asked for it. 

You will thus see that that objection falls to the ground. 

Let me urge you, gentlemen, not to alter this provision, but to 
pass the bill. 

I can not support the substitute of the gentleman from Maine, 
for it does not afford any permanent relief to the Government. 

Neither can I support that of the gentleman from Tennessee, 
for it is devoted to the organization of a new banking system which 
we are not at present prepared for. Let us meet the present 
emergency and relieve the Government. * There is one assurance, 
however, that comes to us in this hour of our trial. We have at 
the head of our Government, occupying the Executive Chair, a man 
who commands the confidence of the people and who, having dis- 
charged his duty in the way of notifying Congress of what he needs 
to sustain the credit of the nation, has not hesitated totell us that, 
whatever may be the result of our action to-day, he will with every 
weapon in his hands defend our integrity and our credit. You 
may desert him in his hour of need, you may turna deaf ear to his 
warnings, but the time is not far distant when he will be vindi- 
cated and you condemned. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman’s time has expired. 

Mr. WILSON of Ohio. Mr. Chairman, the condition of things 
witnessed in the House of Representatives to-day reminds me of 
what an eminent physician who was in charge of a large asylum for 
the insane once said to me upon my inquiry as to why the patients 
did not overpower the attendants and escape. The doctor said 
that there were no two of them affected with the same delusion, 
and therefore it was impossible for them tv conspire together and 
unite upon any concerted plan of action. [Laughter.}| Now, it 
seems to me that there are about as many different opinions here 
as there are members sitting in this House, and that it will be im- 
possible to agree to the provisions of this bill. 

It the Democratic majority can not present a measure for the 
relief of the people against the pressure of hard times and pass it 
through Congress, it will simply confirm the charges of incompe- 
tency which the Republicans have heretofore made against them. 
They have been merely a party of platforms and opposition so long 
that there is not enough wisdom and patriotism in the party to 
enable them to do any affirmative act of great national benefit. I 
wish it was not so, for I am sure the Republicans would gladly 
come to the relief of the Administration if there was no purpose 
to reverse the principles which are fundamental with our party. 

Iam frank to say that the bill under consideration could be 
amended so as to receive my support. If the provision requiring 
the proposed bonds to be redeemed in gold could be so modified as 
to require that they shall be redeemed in coin, I should be willing 
to vote for the proposition. In my opinion it would be better to 
issue 3 per cent interest-bearing bonds for short times than to is- 
sue bonds at a higher rate of interest and for longer periods. The 
Secretary of the Treasury has issued bonds of the face value of 
$100,000,000, payable in coin, on which about $117,000,000 were 
realized within the last year on account of the premium on such 
bonds. ; 

Why, then, is it not practicable to negotiate a3 per cent interest 
bond payable in coin, as those are which have been issued? There 
can be no reason, unless it is because of a distrust of the Demo- 
cratic Administration. There never was atime under Republican 
rule when it was not possible to dispose of United States bonds at 

ar. The first bonds issued during the war period were payable 
in lawful money. In 1875, under the act providing for the re- 
sumption of specie payments, the law was amended so as to re- 
quire their payment in coin. There was no difficulty in negotiat- 
ing any such bonds, and they now command a high premium in 
the money markets. 


REVENUES. 

It is the misfortune of the country that its public affairs are now 
controlled by the Democratic party. For the first time since the 
civil war that party has a majority in both Houses of Congress, 
and I call the people of the United States as witnesses to prove 
that the country never before experienced such universal business 
calamities. The great manufacturing houses were compelled to 
shut down their machinery and close their doors against working 
men. The laboring classes in the manufacturing centers were 
driven to want and suffering for the common necessaries of life. 
The revenues of the Government were reduced far below the ex- 

enditures, and the nation’s debt increased every day. The cred- 
itors of the Government and the holders of all kinds of bonds and 
securities in this country became alarmed, and there has been a 
distrust of the Democratic Administration both in this country 
and abroad. 

And how was this condition of affairs brought about? It was 
caused by intrusting the administration of the executive and leg- 
islative branches of the Government to a party distinguished for 
its platform platitudes and destitute of practical methods. [Ap- 
plause. } 
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as great an interest in the welfare and prosperity of the country 
as any of the people or the institutions of the country; they have 
always been among the first to respond to the wants and demands 
of the people. The banking institutions have always stood by 
the people in time of necessity. 

Mr. HOLMAN. When? 

Mr. LOCKWOOD. They have stood by the Government upon 
several occasions when the Government required their support. 

Mr. HOLMAN. When was that? 

Mr. LOCKWOOD. It was the banks in the darkest days of the 
sixties that held and sustained the financial credit of the country; 
and, within the last sixty days, they have again responded to the 
Government’s demands and maintained the gold reserve of the 
Government. The assertion is frequently made upon this floor 
that national banks are making large and excessive profits, and 
more than can be made under State banks. The gentlemen making 
these statements are certainly misinformed as to the facts. In the 
city of Buffalo, which I have the honor in part to represent, we 
have but two national banks out of more than thirty banking in- 
stitutions, and while the State banks do not issue a single dollar 
of currency, they can realize a greater profit upon their capital 
than the national banks. Thisis true of the ean in the State of 
New York, and I believe the same to be truein every State. State 
banks can receive a higher rate of interest than national banks, 
while keeping a very much less reserve. 

Every question embraced in this bill is resolved into a practical 
question whether this Congress will authorize a safe, sound, and 
cheap system of banking, thus giving to the people an absolutely 
sure and safe circulating medium, and at the same time put it in 
reach of every community to establish banks with such capital as 
their wants may require, and also whether this Congress is will- 
ing to insert in its bonds just what every man knows the Govern- 
ment will do and just what it must do to maintain its credit 
throughout the world and to maintain its gold reserve—that it 
will pay its obligations in gold coin. We admit and we intend 
that these bonds shall be paid in gold, therefore after all that can 
be said we reach the simple question whether we shall insert in 
the bonds that declaration payable in gold, and thereby obtain a 
lower rate of interest for the benefit of the Government and for 
the people of the whole country, or stubbornly refuse and insist 
upon the word “coin,” and thereby pay a higher rate of interest, 
and thereby tend to retard the business interests of the people and 
injure the credit of the Government. 

Mr. LivinestTon and Mr. WILLIAMS of Massachusetts then rose. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. I would like to ask the gentleman a ques- 
tion. 

Mr. LOCKWOOD. Ishould be glad to answer, if I had time, 
any question which might be put to me by my effervescent finan- 
cial friend. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Mr. Chairman, how much time remains in 
opposition to the amendment? 

The CHAIRMAN. Five minutes. 

Mr.SPRINGER. I desire to be recognized to occupy that time. 

The CHAIRMAN, The gentleman will proceed. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Mr. Chairman, this is the most important 
subject that will be reached in the consideration of the details of 
this bill. Gentlemen seem to have a fear that the insertion in our 
bonds of a es to pay in gold will injure the credit of other 
bonds which are now payable in coin. In my judgment there is 
nothing in that argument. Everybody in this country believes 
— the Government of the United States will pay all its bonds in 

old. 
Mr. LIVINGSTON. And the people pay their debts in the same 
currency? 

Mr. SPRINGER. The Government of the United States can 
secure the loan of meee, for about 1 per cent less interest if we 
promise to pay “‘in gold,” than if we should promise to pay “in 
coin.” Upon $100,000,000 of bonds this would be a saving of 
$1,000,000 a year, which in twenty years would amount to $20,- 
000,000. If you are going to issue as large an amount of bonds as 
gentlemen on the other side say, $500,000,000, this saving would 
amount to $100,000,000 in twenty years. At the same time, Mr. 
Chairman, the insertion of this clause in our bonds will maintain 
the credit of this country throughout the world, Gentlemen here 
do not apprehend that the Government of the United States is to 
pass to a silver basis; but that feeling prevails throughout the 
money centers of the world. Wecan change that sentiment to- 
~ by making the declaration in this bill that the Government 

ill maintain the — standard of values. In order that our 
creditors everywhere may know that the faith of the Govern- 
ment will be kept, let this bill stand as it has been presented. 

What is the purport of the amendment of the gentleman from 
Colorado? It is to pay in goldand silver without discrimination 
as to either metal. What does that mean? It changes, so far as 
this Government is concerned, all the obligations heretofore out- 
standing. The obligation heretofore was to + bo coin at the dis- 
cretion of the Secretary of the Treasury. is amendment be 
adopted we compel the Secretary of the Treasury to pay these 


obligations one-half in gold coin and one-half in silver coin. The 
amendment provides that payment shall be made in gold and sil- 
ver coin without discrimination; and that must mean, as I under- 
stand, that payment shall be made in equal proportions of the 
two metals. If that is not the meaning, I do not know what the 
proposition does mean. There are now to-day only 58,000,000 of 
silver dollars in the United States that are not covered by thesilver 
certificates outstanding. It will be utterly impossible to pay the 
bonds of the United States one-half in silver. The silver now out 
is mainly in the shape of silver certificates, and is pledged for the 
payment of those silver certificates, and only 58,000,000 of other 
silver dollars are in circulation. 

It is utterly impossible, therefore, to comply with the law in 
that respect, and I hope gentlemen of the committee will take the 
matter into their very serious consideration, and also the exigen- 
cies of the present time and the necessity for maintaining the 
credit of the country as it can only be maintained, by insistin 
that its obligations shall be paid in that coin that all the world 
recognizes as the existing standard of value. 

Mr. STOCKDALE. Why is it impossible? 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 


[Mr. CURTIS of Kansas addressed the committee. See Ap- 
pendix. ] 


The CHAIRMAN. The time for debate on this amendment un- 
der the rule has expired. 

The question being taken on the amendment of Mr. BE. of 
Colorado, the committee divided; and there were—ayes 74, noes 
106. 

Mr. BLAND. Has a quorum voted? 

The CHAIRMAN. A quorum has voted. 

So the amendment was rejected. 

Mr. HUTCHESON. Mr. Chairman, I offer the amendment I 
send to the desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

At the end of section 1 add: 

“ And the Secretary of the Treasury is instructed and required to pay and 
discharge all such notes as are named in this section, when presented for re- 


demption, one-half in the gold coin of the United States and one-half in the 
silver dollars of the coin of the United States.” 


Mr. HUTCHESON. Mr. Chairman, while the question as to 
the payment of gold and silver has been propounded and consid- 
ered in this discussion with reference to the bonds, there has been 
no proposition presented to the House, so far, similar to the one 
which is now offered, to redeem the Treasury notes. 

On both sides of the House, by Democrats and Republicans, it 
has been — that the Secretary of the Treasury has violated 
the law. He has been criticised for paying the obligations of the 
Government in gold when presented, and unmercifully criticised. 
These criticisms have been uttered in the cloakroom and upon 
the floor of the House; but no person has undertaken to formulate 
@ proposition in the shape of law to instruct the Secretary of the 
Treasury as to the payment of the obligations which are presented 
i: the current transactions of the Department. 

The difficulty, I maintain, is not so much in the bonds which 
are to be issued, but it lies in the notes which are presented for 
payment to the Treasury of the United States—notes that are pre- 
sented every day in the year. The question as to how these notes 
shall be paid will, if properly determined, be the solution of the 
question as to whether the run on the Treasury will be continued 
or averted. 

Independently of the question as to whether the notes ought to 
be paid in gold or in silver, we are confronted to-day with a run 
upon the Treasury which is not a legitimate run, which is not a 
business run. It is not a run because of the lack of confidence in 
the ability of the Government to pay, but it is a run to effect a 

urpose independent of the settlement of the notes they present. 
Let me illustrate this by an anecdote. I had once a cow, and also 
had a man who took care of and milked the cow. A little girl 
came every day and pretended that she wanted to learn how to 
milk and interfered with the milking. Her excuse was that she 
did not want the milk itself, but simply the exercise, in order to 
learn how to milk, so as to qualify herself to become a milkmaid. 
The old man indulged her until one day he found that she had a 
cup under her cloak and that she took away each time that she 
left a quart of milk. He concluded then that it was not the proc- 
ess of milking that she desired to learn, but that her purpose in 
coming was to get the milk that she carried away, and so he stopped 
her. That is exactly the situation here now. It is not to redeem 
the notes outstanding, but to take the milk from the Treasury day 
by day in order to supply it to the banks of the country. It is that 
system which should be stopped, and stopped by legislation, and 
not by abusing the Secretary of the Treasury. 

How many are there here who will vote against this oe 
This is bimetallism applied to existing conditions, made practical, 
and enacted into law. Let us pass this instruction or hereafter 
hold our peace in cloakroom criticism of that distinguished offi 


cial. 
[Here the hammer fell. } 
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The CHAIRMAN. 


The Chair will recognize some gentleman 
in opposition to the amendment if he desires to be heard. 

Mr. HENDRIX. I simply desire to submit for the considera- 
tion of the gentleman from Texas who offers the amendment that 


it does not remedy the evil of which he complains. If an ex- 
porter wants to get gold, and he is paid one-half in gold and one- 
half insilver, when he goes tothe Treasury he willsimply exchange 
the silver which he gets for legal tenders, in the hands of some- 
body who is going to pay customs, and take them and get all the 
remainder of the gold that he needs. : 

Mr. HUTCHESON. Well, he has the privilege of using the 
silver to that extent at least. E 

Mr. HENDRIX. It simply puts a little obstruction in the way 
that does not «ccomplish the purpose the gentleman desires. 
There is no other important objection if this bill passes, that I can 
see, to the proposition, and I have no strenuous objections to make 
to it at all, because if the bill passes there will be no such ques- 
tion before the public, and the matter the gentleman has in mind 
will be of little importance. 


[Mr. COFFEEN of Wyoming addressed the committee. See 
Appendix. } 


Mr. WARNER. Mr. Chairman, I have just asked the gentle- 
man from Texas [Mr. HurcHEson] whether it is his intent and 
the effect of this amendment to permit this payment in redemp- 
tion of greenbacks to be one-half of it in gold coin and the other 
half in silver coin, or whether he proposes that that redemption 
shall be in silver certificates as well as silver coin. He informs 
me that it his intent to put the silver coin into circulation, and 
that it is not his intent and will not be the effect of the amend- 
ment to permit this payment in redemptioa of greenbacks, to the 
extent even of one-half, to be in silver certificates. That being 
the case, sir, I wish to call the attention of this House and of the 
gentleman from Texas to the fact that the Treasury is absolutely 
without silver coin to carry out the amendment he proposes. 

Several MemMBERS. Let us get more silver, then. 

Mr. HUTCHESON. 
tion. 

Mr. WARNER. Certainly; yield to the gentleman for a ques- 
tion. 

Mr. HUTCHESON. When you pay the $180,000,000 of Sher- 
man notes, will not there be the silver, and will you not have in 
addition to that the seigniorage? 

Mr. WARNER.: The gentleman and I will agree that, so far as 
the Sherman certificates are concerned, there is silver now in the 
Treasury, which, upon the deposit of the certificates for redemp- 
tion, could be used, and in addition there is the seigniorage, which 
might be developed. But the gentleman must admit, because he 
is too well posted a gentleman not to know the facts, that as to 
the $346,000,000 greenbacks outstanding, of which only about 
$53,000,000 are owned by the Treasury to-day, there are nearly 
$300,000,000 greenbacks for which there is no free silver in the 
Treasury. 

Mr. COFFEEN of Wyoming. Has not the Secretary of the 
Treasury the option of coining all the silver he wishes? 

Mr. WARNER. He has discretion given only to coin that which 
is required for the purpose of redeeming the certificates issued and 
the ~ Sel notes issued under the act of July 14, 1890, and there 
is no discretion which would permit him to coin a single dollar of 
that trust so held for the purpose of carrying out the amendment 
weeoes by the gentleman from Texas. 

Mr. McMILLIN. I think the gentleman will find that his state- 
ment is somewhat incorrect. In the main his statement is correct; 
but there would arise in the coinage the seigniorage, and that could 
be used for ordinary operations. 

Mr. WARNER. Even then we have the gentleman from Texas 
proposing to put into immediate effect a law or order by which 
nearly $300,000,000 of greenbacks could be presented and the silver 
demanded to one-half their amount, when the total amount of 
possible seigniorage is only about $60,000,000, which it would 
take three or four years to coin. If that is a businesslike propo- 
sition then I am mistaken. 

Mr. COFFEEN of Wyoming. Another word. The coinage of 
silver in the Treasury is at the discretion of the Secretary of the 
Treasury. The suspension of it is at his discretion, and he can 
restore it at his discretion. 

Mr. WARNER. There is no right of coinage given to the Sec- 
retary of the Treasury, except for the purpose of redeeming the 
paper outstanding against the bullion; and the only margin that 
would be left over to meet the proposition suggested by the gen- 
tleman from Texas, and supported by the gentleman from Wyo- 
ming, is the small amount which might be developed as seignior- 
pect that would amount to about $55,000,000 when developed. 
The proposition, whatever might be its policy, is absolutely inca- 
pable of being carried out. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 
Mr. BRYAN. Ishall offer at the proper time an amendment 
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| ten, Republicans who voted for Mr. Bell’s proposition are fre« 
I would like to ask the gentleman a ques- | 


| have been divided upon this side, because the W« 
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to the substitute proposed by the gentleman from Maine [ Mr. 
REED]. [ understand that it is not in order just now, but I shall 
ask for recognition as soon as itis in order. It reads as follows: 


Provided, That nothing herein shall be construed as surrendering the right 
of the Government of the United States to pay all coin bonds outstanding in 
gold or silver coin at the option of the Government, as declared by the fol- 
owing joint resolution, adopted in 1878 by the Senate and House of Repre- 
sentatives of the United States of America, to wit: 

“That all the bonds of the United States issued or authorized to be issued 


under the said act of Congress hereinbefore recited are payable, principal 
and interest, at the option of the Government of the United States, in silver 
dollars of the coinage of the United States, containing 412} g is each of 






standard silver; and that to restore to its coinage such silver coins as a legal 
tender in payment of said bonds, principal and interest, is not in violation of 
the public faith nor in derogation of the rights of the public creditor.’ 

This amendment simply reenacts the Matthews resolution, as it 
is called, or rather expressly declares that the United States still 
adheres to the doctrine set forth in that resolution. If we are in 
favor of bimetallism we must sustain the doctrine set forth in the 
Matthews resolution, for it simply declares, in substance, that 
the word * coin,” when used in Government bonds, means stand- 
ard gold and silver coin of the United States. 

I desire to call the attention of the House to the recent vote 
taken upon the amendment of the gentleman from Colorado [ Mr. 
BELL]. Our friends on the Republican side of the House have 
been telling us that they want the bonds payable in coin; that 


they are willing to authorize the President to issue bonds, but are 
not willing to vote for gold bonds. I want the Recorp to show— 


because the vote was not taken by yeas and nays-——that when Mr. 
BELL’s proposition came before us—it was simply to strike out the 


word ‘‘ gold” and make the bonds payable in gold or silver—there 
were not 10 Republicans who rose in support of Mr. BELL’s proposi- 


tion, and that all the other members who rose on the Republican 
side, including the distinguished gentleman from Maine, who pro- 
poses tne substitute providing for coin bonds, voted against Mr, 
BELL’s proposition. 

{ also want to call attention to the fact that the ten, or less than 
' p , : r b silver 
Republicans who live in the Northwest: and if the gentlemen on 
the other side find any satisfaction in looking at the division in 
the Democratic party on the silver question, { ask them to turn 
their gaze upon their own party, and remember that in their party 
they have a few free-silver Republicans who can never indorse the 
poliey of the Republican party in favor of a gold standard. We 
st and the South 
gold standard, 
Which side do you mean? 
I am speaking of the Democratic side 


will not consent to the establishment of a single 

Mr. BOWERS of California. 

Mr. BRYAN. Our side. 
now. 

Mr. DINGLEY. You are on the Democratic side, are you: 

Mr. BRYAN. The gentleman from Celiforniais one of the few 
Republicans who voted for Mr. BELL’s proposition, and he has no 
more sympathy with the Republican party on the financial ques- 
tion than he has with the Eastern Democrats on the financial ques- 
tion. 

Mr. Chairman, this question is one which will not be decided 
by parties. The Democratic party and the Republican party are 
rent in twain upon the money question; but the Republican party 
has a larger majority in favor of the gold basis than the Demo- 
cratic party has ever shown on this floor. I believe the great ma- 
jority of the Democratic party believe in bimetallism and willnot 
submit toa gold standard. If the Republicans who voted for 
Mr. BELL’s proposition expect to indorse the Republican party in 
its financial policy they will have to betray the people whom they 
represent. 

I also call attention to the fact that west of the Miss« 
not a single gold standurd Republican has been 
ate this year. 

Mr. BOWERS of California. I want to ask the gentleman if 
the proposition made by the Republican leader is not better than 
the proposition made by the Democratic party andits Administra- 
tion ? 

Mr. BRYAN. No, sir; it is not. 

Mr. BOWERS of California. They go for gold, and the Repub- 
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lican leader will not go for gold. [Applause on the Republican 
side. | F ' 
Mr. BRYAN. No, sir; his proposition is not better. The only 
difference is that Mr. Cleveland’s proposition comes before us open 
and aboveboard, while your leader brings his proposition here 
behind a mask. [Applause on the Democratic side. } 
Mr. BOWERS of California. He brings a proposition to pre- 


vent the President from issuing gold bonds. 

Mr. BRYAN. When the gentleman from Maine [Mr. REep], 
who offers a pretended ‘‘coin” proposition, had a chance to vote 
for the proposition of the gentleman from Colorado [Mr. BELL] 
and put that provision in the Springer bill, he refused to do it anil 
voted against it. Now, let him stand before the country and con- 
vince the people, if he can, that he is sincere in his desire for 
bimetallism. [Applause on the Democratic side. ] 






































































































Sh Pree AP aera a ESE SH ee eae 


ree ner aoe 3 She a Srokataaes on.’ sa a 
So LN EET I ERNIE IE A BEE I RM 


Creredigaeres cee 


canannint 


1918 


Mr.BYNUM. Mr. Chairman, Iam opposed to this amendment. 
I am opposed to it because I do not believe that it is in the inter- 
est of silvermoney. I am, I think, as firm a friend of silver as 
any man on this floor; but Itakethe position I do because I believe 
that is the only way to preserve the parity of the two coins. Gen- 
tlemen talk of going to the single gold standard as though we were 
now on a bimetallic standard. In fact, sir, we areupon the single 
gold standard and have been for fifty years, and there is not a 
country to-day where silver coin is at par that itis not maintained 
at par simply because the governments of those countries main- 
tain the gold standard. There is not a country to-day where sil- 
ver has full legal-tender value and free coinage, where silver is 
worth any more coined than it is worth uncoined. 

In the commercial world there is no standard except the gold 
standard. Now, the Government of the United States has under- 
taken to maintain that standard, and to maintain every character 
ofits currency and coin at that standard, and the only way the Gov- 
ernment can do that is to pay and redeem every obligation it 
issues in gold. So long as it does that the silver coin and the gold 
coin will go arm in arm at a parity; but the very moment the 
Government of the United States refuses to make its payments in 

ld and forces silver upon its creditors that moment there will 

separation between the gold and the silver coin of this country, 
and the silver coin will be worth no more than it is worth in Mex- 
ico to-day, where you can buy two silver dollars, each containing a 
greater quantity of metal than ours, for one American silver dollar. 

Gentlemen talk about cotton and other things, but that has 
nothing to do with this question. If the, Government of the 
United States, the people of the United States, want to maintain 
a fixed standard of value they must maintain the gold standard. 
It is the only standard of value in the world to-day. There is no 
other. There is no such thing as a double standard. There is 
nothing but the single gcld standard. Iam in favor of maintain- 
ing our silver at that standard and of maintaining our paper cur- 
rency at that standard, and unless we do maintain it at that stand- 
ard its legal-tender quality will prove to be of no value so far as 
its commercial uses and value are concerned. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Michigan. I wish to ask the gentleman 
a question. He says that the silver and gold coins will part com- 
pany as soon as the Government refuses to pay its obligations in 
gold. Will they not part company also whenever the Government 
refuses to receive silver—when it repudiates it? 

Mr. BYNUM. That is a question that I would like to enter 
upon, but I can not do so in fiveminutes. I do not believe that if 
we should to-day make the customs dues all payable in gold gold 
would go toa premium. The Government of the United States, 
the United States Treasury, is the basis of our confidence. Itsup- 
ports the entire monetary system of our country, and if that sys- 
tem is to be supported on a gold basis the Government must get 
the gold and must pay gold. So long as it does thatall our money 
will remain at a parity, but when it fails or refuses to do so we 
will be comtiviaiel: with a crisis too serious to contemplate. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 
The time for debate on the pending amendment is exhausted. 

Mr, BLAND. Mr. Chairman, I desire to offer a substitute for 
the pending amendment. 

The substitute was read, as follows: 

Redemption of the Treasury notes issued in pursuance of the act of July 4, 
1890, shall be made as provided for in section 3 of said act, and the Secretary 
of the Treasury shall cause to be coined, as fast as possible, the silver bullion 
ee by the provisions of said act into legal-tender standard silver dol- 

rs in pursuance of section 3 aforesaid. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the pending amend- 
ment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


At the end of section i add the following: 

““And the Secretary of the Treasury is instructed and required to pay and 
discharge all such notes as are named in this section when presented for re- 
demption, one-half in gold coin of the United States and one-half in silver 
dollars of the coin of the United States; and the Secretary of the Treasury is 
a om required to coin the silver bullion in the Treasury to carry 
ou is bill.” 


Mr. SPRINGER. As the latter part of the amendment to the 
amendment is subject to a point of order, the whole proposition is 
out of order. It is a proposition for the coinage of silver bullion 
in tho Treasury of the United States, and is not germane toa 


the other half in silver. 
Mr. BLAND. Mr. Chairman, this whole bill proceeds upon 
the idea that these Treasury notes issued for the purchase of bul- 


eagle ome that the greenbacks shall be paid one-half in 
go'd an 


lion shall be paid in gold, and under the bill bonds are to be sold 
in order to get the gold for that purpose. My amendment pro- 
| vides that these notes shall be paid, caheieaal. and canceled as 
, now provided by law. Inasmuch as the original amendment deals 
with the same subject-matter,of course the amendment to the 
amendment is germane. It can not be possible to rule it out be- 
cause it does not provide for the sale of bonds to accomplish a cer- 
tain purpose. e are at liberty to provide a different method 
for the payment of these notes, and in doing so the amendment to 
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the amendment deals with the same subject-matter as the amend- 
ment itself, 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will direct that the amendwent 
to the amendment be again read. 

The Clerk again read the amendment to the amendment. 

Mr. BLAND. Section 7 of the act referred to provides that this 
bullion shall be coined for the redemption of these notes. My 
amendment provides simply for the execution of the present law 
on that subject. It deals with the same subject-matter as the bill 
itself and the same subject-matter as the amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘The Chair calls the attention of the gentle- 
man to the fact that the amendment of the gentleman from Texas 
relates to the redemption of notes only under the first section of 
the bill under consideration. The amendment of the gentleman 
from Missouri, it seems, relates to the redemption of Treasury notes 
issued pursuant to the act of J uly 14, 1890. — 

Mr. BLAND. The first section of the bill refers to Treasury 
notes and greenbacks—both. In my amendment I leave ont the 
provision for greenbacks, as I have the right todo. My amend- 
ment proposes to substitute a different method of redemption. 
It proposes to require the execution of the existing law in regard 
to redemption, instead of resorting to a sale of bonds. I repeat 
that my amendment is germane to the objects and purposes of 
the bill and of the amendment. ; 

Mr.SPRINGER. But the gentleman’s amendment provides for 
the coinage of the bullion in the Treasury, a subject entirely for- 
eign to the amendment of the gentleman from Texas, which sim- 
ply provides for the payment of greenbacks, one-half in gold and 
the other half in silver. The proposition to coin bullion is entirely 
foreign to the amendment of the gentleman from Texas. 

Mr.BLAND. Why can we not coin bullion for this purpose as 
well as issue bonds? 

The CHAIRMAN. The amendment of the gentleman from 
Texas does provide for the coinage of the bullion in the Treasury. 
It closes with these words: ‘“‘And the Secretary of the Treasury 
is authorized and required to coin the silver bullion in the Treas- 
ury to carry out this bill.” 

Mr. BLAND. I offer my amendment as a substitute. 

Mr. HUTCHESON. I would like to be heard just a moment. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair is inclined to the opinion that 
the amendment is in order. The question is on the amendment to 
the amendment. _ 

The question being taken, there were on a division (called for 
by Mr. BLAND)—ayes 101, noes 124. ; 

Mr. BLAND. Let us have tellers. 

Tellers were ordered; and Mr. BLAND and Mr. SPRINGER were 
appointed. 

The committee again divided; and the tellers reported—ayes 
109, noes 114. 

So the amendment of Mr. BLAND to the amendment of Mr. 
HUTCHESON was rejected. 

The question was then taken on the amendment of Mr. HuTCHE- 
son; and there were on a division (called for by Mr. Hutcunson)— 
ayes 99, noes 124. 

So the amendment was rejected. : 

Mr. WALKER. I offer the amendment which I send to the 
desk. Before it is read I wish to say that it in no sense changes 
the bill as now before us, except that it enlarges to a certain ex- 
tent the powers of the Secretary of the Treasury. 

The Clerk read as follows, the words proposed to be inserted by 
Mr. WALKER being inclosed in brackets: 

Be it enacted, etc., That [in order to enable the Secretary of the Treasury 
to carry into effect the provisions of the act of January 14, 1875, entitled ‘‘An 
act to provide for the resumption of specie payments,” and the act of July 14, 
1870, entitled “‘An act to authorize the refunding of the national debt,”’ and acts 
amendatory thereof and to provide for any deficiency im the revenues of the 
Treasury of the United States to meet the appropriations made by Congress 
and appropriations made by existing law]and to redeem and retire United 
States legal-tender notes and Treasury notes issued under the act of July 14. 
1890, entitled ‘‘An act directing the purchase of silver bullion and the issue o: 
Treasury notes thereon, and for other purposes,” [the powers of the Secretary 
of the Treasury conferred in the above-mentioned acts be, and are hereby 
enlarged so as to authorize him to issue from time to time, for a period of 
four years, bondsas described in such acts, indenominations of $20 and $50and 
multiples of said sums, respectively, paras at the pleasure of the United 
States after one year from the date of their issue and upon the expiration of 
three years, or bonds —- after three years and upon the expiration of 
seven years, or bonds due on a certain day named therein within three years 
from the date of their issue, as the Secretary of the Treasury may elect, such 
bonds to bear interest at such rate per annum as the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury shall determine, and he is hereby authorized to issue and sell, for the 
period of four years,) at not less than par, in gold, except as provided in sec- 
tion 2 of this act, United States registered or coupon bonds, in denominations 
of twenty dollars and fifty dollars and multiples of said sums, respectively 
SS at the pleasure of the United States after ten years from the date of 

heir issue and due fifty years after date in gold coin of the United States of the 
present weight and fineness, and bearing interest ata rate not exceeding 3 
~~ eent per quanm poral quarterly in like coin; and such bonds and the 
terest reon have like qualities, privileges, and exemptions as the 
bonds issued under the act approved July 14, 1870, entitled “An act to authorize 
the refunding of the national debt." Such bonds may be sold and delivered 
in the United States, or elsewhere, as may be Reaenelk most advantageous to 
the interests of the Government. 


Mr. WALKER. Mr. Chairman, then follows the gold-bond 








provision of the bill. Letmesay, Mr. Chairman, that these amend- 
ments are printed and can be had by the members on applying to 
one of the messengers. ‘ 

What I desire is that we shall pass the very best bill possible, 
> and I most earnestly desire to vote forit. If these amendments 
are adopted the Secretary of the Treasury has precisely the pow- 
ers that exist in the bill as it stands before this committee plus 
the power of issuing three or four different kinds of and addi- 
tional bonds. Mr. Chairman, my point is that the Treasurer of 
the United States, in the present exigency, ought to have as large 
a discretion in exercising his power to issue bonds as it is possible 
to give him, and ae oy large powers as the treasurer of any 
large corporation of this country would have, under similar cir- 
cumstances, in order that he may secure money to meet the obli- 
gations outstanding at the least possible expense to the people. 

I know that there are several—I do not know how many—but I 
do know that several, including myself, can not vote for the bill 
if it confines the Secretary of the Treasury to issuing one bond 
only, and that payable, principal and interest, in gold, My object 
in the amendment is to enlarge the powers conferred upon him in 
the bill, so that he may issue any of these different kinds of bonds 
to meet the exigencies as they may arise and fix the rate of interest 
himself. Give him abundant powers, and if the Administration 
finds it to be for the interest of the people, and will take the re- 

nsibility of issuing the gold bonds provided for in the bill, let it 

oso. I am, therefore, for giving the Administration, in the 

present exigency, all the powers demanded, or that he may have 
any occasion to exercise. 

They have no right to ask me or to ask the members of this 
House—and I hope that there is not a Republican who will vote 
that way—to shut up the Secretary of the Treasumy to just one 
bond, and that a gold bond or certificate running for ten years. 
I do not propose in my amendment to strike one word from the 
bill, but to add to and improve it. 

Mr. Chairman, what is the present condition of affairs in the 
Treasury? First, the Secretary of the Treasury is authorized to 
issue a 5 per cent ten-year bond. He may issue a 4 per cent 
thirty-year bond. Now, the Secretary asks us to grant him the 
right to issue a 3 per cent fifty-year bond that is to be a gold 
bond. We have reduced it to ten years. 

Furthermore, the amendment provides that the Secretary of the 
Treasury shall nof have the right to exercise the power beyond 
four years. I want to say to the House that it is contrary to all 
precedents of the English-speaking race in any government to give 
the great Secretary of the Treasury the power over the purse 
strings of the nation and the power of unlimited taxation of the 
people, for that is practically what it amounts to, for more than 
twelve months. The power to sell bonds is the power of taxation, 
and Iam unwilling to give any President or any Secretary of 


the Treasury the power of taxation for a longer period than four 


years. 


Democrats, are you willing to vote that the Secretary of the 


Treasury shall have power forever over the purse strings of the 
nation and to impose taxes upon the people? 
Mr. COOMBS. Will you submit to an amendment—instead of 


calling them bonds to call the proposed issue here certificates of 


indebtedness? 

Mr. WALKER. Certainly. I have nocbjection to that. Call 
them what you will. But I hope no Republican will vote to shut 
the Secretary up to just these gold ten-year bonds. 

Again, Mr. Chairman, I want to bring to the attention of the 
House that it is far wiser and far more economical to issue a 6 per 
cent bond payable after two years, due in ten years, taken by the 
banks or the masses of the people in this country, than a bond 
even at 2 per cent payable, interest and principal, to foreigners. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. WALKER. I should like to have a few minutes longer. 


[Mr. HOLMAN addressed the committee. 


Mr. EVERETT. Mr. Chairman, I desire to express my strong 
approval of the amendment proposed by my colleague from Mas- 
sachusetts, although perhaps the wording of it could be judi- 
ciously altered. But there are two principles in it whichI wish, 
in continuation of my remarks of yesterday, to impress upon this 
committee if possible. In the first place, the amendment of my 
colleague from Massachusetts suggests greater freedom and greater 
discretion to the Secretary of the Treasury in issuing gold bonds, 
in issuing bonds in a form that may be popular, and I desire to 
reiterate the idea with which I started yesterday, and in the ex- 
pression of which I was cut off, that if you have executive officers 
in great Departments of the Government, you must allow them 
discretion, you must allow them to administer the laws, not ac- 
cording to a rigid line drawn by the legislative body, not by what 
may be laid down in advance, but according as men actually 
grappling with the executive situation may see necessary. 

Why, sir, there is not a Secretary of the Treasury that we ever 
had that has not learned something by being in his office, and has 


See Appendix. | 
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not found out that the ideas with which he started must be cor- 
rected and enlarged. The greatest Secretary of the Treasury we 
have had since the war, Hugh McCulloch, was carrying on the 
canceling of the greenbacks in the most judicious manner, and 
that process was cut off by a hard and fast rule that they should 
be reissued. 

I call upon this committee to recognize what the executive de- 
artment is; and if we are to have our finances properly managed 
et the men who have the management of them have something 

like free swing, and do not, as legislators, usurp the place of the 
executive. 

Moreover, this issue which is suggested is such an issue as the 
people can take up. These bonds are to be in forms that will be 
@ profitable and favorite investment for small investors all over 
the country. i remember well, Mr. Chairman, in 1862, when the 
head of the Rothschilds told me with his own lips that we could 
not carry on the war because the European bankers would not 
touch our loan when it was at 48. I replied to him, “‘ Then, Sir 
Anthony, we will take the loan up ourselves.” And we did it, 
and we carried through that first loan at atime when the Euro- 
pean bankers were not willing to take at 48 what they were willing 
to take afterwards at 104; and I delight to see that my colleague 
from Massachusetts carries out the idea of executive discretion 
and a popular loan. 

Mr. MALLORY. Mr. Chairman, like the gentleman from In- 
diana [Mr. Homan], I have very serious question in my mind as 
to the necessity of the legislation that is proposed here. It seems 
to me that an issue of bonds such as contemplated by this bill 
should be resorted to as a last extreme, and only in the last ex- 
treme would I vote for it. Iam opposed to burdening our people 
for the next fifty years with an unlimited issue of gold bonds, 
such as proposed, if that step can possibly be avoided; and when 
we come to consider the difficulty which presents itself to the 
Government to-day, and the possible remedies that may be applied 
to meet that difficulty, Iam the more convinced that if this meas- 
ure had not the prestige arising from the support of the distin- 
guished gentleman who occupies the executive chair of the nation, 
it would receive no countenance in this House to-day. 

As has been said by the gentleman from Maine [Mr. RrEp], the 
problem is not one of such a serious character that the people of 
this country should go into hysterics over it. The fact that our 
gold reserve has been gradually decreased does not imply that the 
nation is at all bankrupt; and if there is any remedy that can be 
applied other than the drastic one here proposed—to issue bonds, 
not merely bonds, but gold bonds, making a discrimination ag 
the other bonds that have been issued—if there is any other rem- 
edy, I say, I certainly would vote for it in preference to this. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, I believe that it is an absolute necessity 
that we should make some provision for the immediate futu 
In twelve years from to-day we will be called upon to meet the 
first installment of bonds that have been issued in the past; and 
to-day we have no provision for that exigency. If I were per- 
mitted to have my way I would wipe out all reference in this 
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measure to the issue of bonds, and I would provide that the revy- 
enues of this country from customs should be paid in a certain 
proportion in gold. I would provide that at least one half of the 
customs revenues should be paidin gold or gold certificates and 


the other half in silver coin of the United States or silver certi 
cates. But, sir, that would not meet the difficulty entirely as it 
presents itself to us because of the existence of the greenbacks. 

Now, while I appreciate the honor in which the gre 
held by a very large portion of the population of our 
would have no hesitation whatever in retiring the gre 
becomes obnoxious to the best interests of the people; and I am 
convinced that the situation to-day is such that the unqualified 
influence of the greenback is detrimental to our welfare. 

By requiring one-half of our customs dues to be paid in gold, or 
its equivalent, we would secure a gold supply for the Treasury 
which would, in a comparatively few months, render assaults 
upon the reserve abortive, so far as the integrity of that reserve is 
concerned. The gold so secured could be retained until the sum 
of the reserve was at a figure that would relieve the most timid 
of any apprehension of the purpose of the Government to meet 
fairly and fully its every obligation. This, however, as I have 
suggested, would not suffice without additional legislation look- 
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| ing to the imposition of a check upon the facile methods that now 
| exist of depleting the Treasury’s stock of gold. 
We have now no guaranty that the raids upon the gold in the 


Treasury, which for the past few months have been systematically 
made through the instrumentality of the greenback, will not be 
continued indefinitely. So long as the present supply of those 
| legal-tender notes is maintained, and so long as the Treasury ad- 
heres to the policy of redeeming them in gold when presented and 





then reissuing them, just so long will they continue to be a menace 
to the integrity of our gold reserve. To lessen the volume of their 
circulation both by destroying them when redeemed, and by im- 
posing new functions upon them, and upon them _ exclusively, 























































Sy 


Nee en nn nn at So lee ae cal aaa ene a ate eeteee ae 


SDE TE REET EE RT LN TM 


IER 


i 


o> 


Parra Seer eS oc. 


RES 


Seer 


eS ea | eee 


ohne Nabe be -Btegdees: fe ee “ 


Se RNR cE et Bet OC nee = reo Fre 


sy ite Ss Sb hhet > 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


whereby they will be withdrawn from circulation without affect- 
ing their value in the hands of the holder, would, in my judgment, 
Mr. Chairman, be the next logical step toward the maintenance 
of an impregnable gold reserve. The eleventh section of the sub- 
stitute for the pending bill, which was proposed by the gentleman 
from Tennessee [Mr. Cox], provides for the cancellation of all such 
legal tenders of the denomination of $10 and under, and for the 
issuance in lieu thereof of silver dollars equal in amount to the can- 
celed notes. 

This would secure, Mr. Chairman, a most desirable reduction 
of the volume of circulating greenbacks, and at the same time 
would preserve the volume of currency at its present figure, and 
it surely will not be contended that such an issue of silver coin 
would be dangerous to the equilibrium or parity of our gold and 
silver dollars. 

I believe, Mr. Chairman, that if the two points I have referred 
to were enacted into law, the alleged necessity for the issuance of 
bonds would no longer exist. I am not wedded to the ideas that I 
have thus endeavored to outline to the committee, and am ready 
to admit that a more efficacious plan of meeting the existing emer- 
gency without the issue of bonds may be devised; but what I do 
insist on, and what I would like to impress upon the committee, 
is that a gold bond issue is not the only corrective in sight for ex- 
isting financial ills, and that any other which is adequate to the 
emergency is preferable to such an extraordinary measure. 

Were I convinced, Mr. Chairman, that gold bonds, diamond 
bonds, or any other special kind of bonds were our only recourse 
against impending national insolvency, I’ would, despite what I 
believe to be a just appreciation on my part of the train of evils 
that must in time develop from such legislation, vote for their 
issuance. But, sir, I believe that we have within our reach legis- 
lative resources which, if put into operation, would promptly and 
conservatively meet the emergency in the banking department of 
the national Treasury without jarring our financial system, with- 
out imposing any additional burden upon the people of the United 
States. Iam satisfied, Mr. Chairman, with the assurance of the 
Secretary of the Treasury that existing revenue legislation will in 
a short time suffice, and more than suffice, to cover all of our ex- 
penditures, and I have no apprehension that an excess of expendi- 
tures will long continue to be a disturbing factor in our national 
financial problem. 

For these reasons, necessarily os age | outlined in the brief 
time at my command, I am opposed, Mr. Chairman, to the pend- 
ing bill and shall cast my vote against it. 

Mr. BLACK. Mr. Chairman, I send up and ask to have read 
a very brief extract from the New York Journal of Commerce 
of February 4. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


WHY MUST WE BORROW? 


1. Because, while up to 1892 the banks supplied all gold required for export, 
since July 1, 1892, they have drawn for that purpose from the Treasury 
two hundred and thirty millions. 

2. Because, within the same period, the banks have withheld gold from 
customs payments which, under their former usage, would have given the 
r naan f a gold income amounting to two hundred and seventy-three mil- 

"a Decnenhs within the last thirty-one months, the Treasury has suffered 
from this policy of the banks a direct and indirect artificial gold depletion of 
five hundred and three millions. 

Here, in a nutshell, is the explanation of the condition of the Treasury and 
of the causes compelling its virtually needless loans. 

Mr. HOOKER of Mississippi. Mr. Chairman, the proposition 
in this bill, in time of profound peace, is to issue bonds to the 
amount of $500,000,000, according to the recommendation of the 
President, and while I would be willing to accord to the present 
Secretary of the ane of all the discretion that could be vested 
in any one man, and while I would be willing to trust the present 
President of the United States, I am not willing to clothe any man, 
whether he be President or whether he be Secretary of the Treas- 
ury, with the power to issue bonds to an unlimited amount, paya- 
ble, principal and interest, in gold. Why should we? How will 
> relieve the present condition of the Treasury Department to do 
that? 

What you want now is to bring into the Treasury a sufficient 
amount to meet the expenditures that daily and monthly accrue 
against the Government. You propose in time of profound peace 
to add to the indebtedness of the country $500,000,000. Surely, 
Mr. Chairman, no Democrat can insist, and no patriot can insist, 
that he is willing to load the people with an additional debt of 
$500,000,000 at such a time of tranquillity. Weare about to reach 
a period when the last of the national debt that was created 
during the war will be paid. In 1909, with the exception of the 
$100,000,000 of bonds issued by this Administration, the last dollar 
of the war debt will have been liquidated and removed as a bur- 
den upon the people. Now, the Democratic party, in the majority 
of this House, propose to add $500,000,000 to that. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. If my colleague will allow me, 
I will say that it is not the Democratic party, but a minority of 
the Democratic party. 
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Mr. HOOKER of Mississippi. I accept the amendment of my 
friend. It is the minority of the party and not the majority; and 
> is in contravention of the principles we have always declared 

or. 


[Mr. LANE addressed the committee. See Appendix. | 


Mr. WALKER. Mr. Chairman, I hope the committee will dis- 
tinctly understand that the amendment proposed by me involves 
only the striking out of the word ‘‘that” in the first line of the 
bill in order that it may read properly. I do not strike anything 
out of the bill. I simply add to the powers of the Secretary of 
the Treasury by giving him, for the term of four years, all of the 
powers that the treasurer of any corporation has that is success- 
fully managed. I leave the Secretary of the Treasury the power 
to fix his own rate of interest even and do anything else that is 
necessary to be done to maintain gold payments and to keep all 
kinds of our money on a parity in order that we may take this 
loan at home to as great an extent as possible. 

Mr. Chairman, if the loans of France were held in any other 
country, France would be beggared by the interest account, but 
in fact she is not made poorer by even the smallest fraction by her 
enormous taxation for her great debt, because it all goes back into 
the pockets of the French people. I want this loan made so as to 


| be taken at home, if we can possibly take it, but if we can not keep 


all our money at a parity without doing so, then let the Secretary 
of the Treasury exercise his discretion and take the responsibility 
for making a foreign gold loan. 

Mr. COOPER of Florida. Does not your amendment repeal 
the power that the Secretary of the Treasury now has to issue 
bonds at all after the lapse of the four years? Do you not limit 
his power in fhat respect? 

Mr. WALKER. I limit his power to issue bonds under this 
bill, but other bonds he may issue as now. My amendment re- 
peals no law whatever, and strikes nothing out of the bill as it 
now stands. 

Mr. HENDRIX. Then, Mr. Chairman, I understand that the 
gentleman, by his amendment, confers plenary borrowing power 
upon the Secretary of the Treasury ta get money at the market 
rate as he best can for the purposes of the Treasury; the same 
power that the comptroller of the city of New York has; the power 
that the treasurer of every State in the Union and the supervisors 
of every town have now by law. 

Mr. WALKER. That is it exactly. 

Mr. MONEY. The gentleman is mistaken. They do not have 
that power. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. No; the gentleman’s law is 
wrong. 

Mr. WALKER. We ought to give the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury what he asks, and much more, as I propose, and there are 
scores in this House who will not vote for this bill as it stands, or 
unless you add amendments like these proposed. Now, Mr. Chair- 
man, that is all I have to say, unless some gentleman desires to 
ask me a question. 

TheCHAIRMAN. The question ison the amendment proposed 
by the gentleman from Massachusetts. 

Mr. WALKER. Mr. Chairman, in order to have the bill read 
right it will be necessary to divide the amendment. My first mo- 
tion is to strike out the word ‘‘ that” in line 3 and insert the words 
which I will ask to have read at the desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


That in order to enable the Secretary of the Treasury to carry into effect 
the provisions of the act of January 14, 1875, entitled ‘‘ An act to provide for 
the resumption of specie payments,’ and the act of July 14, 1870, entitled 
“An act to authorize the refunding of the national debt,” and acts amenda- 
tory thereof, and to provide for any deficiency in the revenues of the Treas- 
ury of the United States to meet the appropriations made by Congress and 
appropriations made by existing law, and to enable the Secretary, etc. 


The question being taken on the amendment, the Chairman de- 
clared that the noes seemed to have it. 

Mr. WALKER. I ask for a division. 

The Committee divided; and there were—ayes 67, noes 81. 

So the amendment was rejected. 

Mr. WALKER. That is all right, Mr. Chairman. I withdraw 
the remainder of thé amendment. 

Mr. BRYAN. Mr. Chairman, I rise to offer an amendment to 
the substitute proposed by the gentleman from Maine in order 
that it may be pending. 

The amendment was read, as follows: 


Provided, That nothing herein shall be construed as surrendering the right 
of the Government of the United States to pay all coin bonds outstanding in 
rold or silver coin at the option of the Government, as declared by the fol- 

owing joint resolution, adopted in 1878 by the Senate and House of Repre- 
sentatives of the United States of America, to wit: 

That all the bonds of the United States issued or authorized to be issued 
under the said act of Congress hereinbefore recited are payable, principal 
and interest, at the option of the Government of the United States, in silver 
dollars of the coinage of the United States, containing 412} grains each of 
standard silver; and that to restore to its coinage such silver coin as a legal 
tender in payment of said bonds, principal and interest, is not in violation of 
the public faith nor in derogation of the rights of the public creditors. 
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Mr. PAYNE. I make the point of order that this amendment 
is not germane to the substitute of the gentleman from Maine, and 
also that the Committee of the Whole has not completed the origi- 
nal bill, and that amendments to that are first in order. : 

The CHAIRMAN. The Committee of the Whole not having 
completed the text of the bill, the question which embarrasses the 
Chair is whether this amendment can be offered to be considered 
as pending to a substitute before the original text is completed. 

Mr. BRYAN rose. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will gladly hear the gentleman 
from Nebraska [Mr. BRYAN] on that question. 

Mr. BRYAN. Mr. Chairman, the rule provides that a substi- 
tute may be offered and be pending, and it is not necessary that 
we should wait until we are through with the original bill before 
the substitute can be offered. Now, the right to offer a substi- 
tute at any time and have it pending carries with it the right to 
offer an amendment (which is allowed under the rule) and to have 
that amendment pending also, for the purpose of perfecting the 
substitute. I recognize that we are not allowed to discuss this 
amendment, but I submit that it stands in the same parliamentary 
attitude as the substitute and is to be regarded as pending as an 
amendment to the substitute. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. This special order changes the ordi- 
nary rule and is to be strictly construed. Now, if as conceded by 
the gentleman from Nebraska [Mr. BRYAN] we can not discuss 
this amendment, it can not be offered. The substitute has been 
offered under an express provision of the rule, that this is the only 
way in which it gets any parliamentary standing. Clearly the 
amendment is not in order. 

Mr, PAYNE. There is no provision in the rule for the offering 
of any amendment except to the original bill. There is a provi- 
sion for the offering of two substitutes, but nv provision for an 
amendment to a substitute. 

Mr. BRYAN. But the rule does not exclude amendments to 
the substitute. : 

Mr. ELLIS of Kentucky. Does the gentleman from New York 
{[Mr. Payne] hold that the substitute may not be amended? 

Mr. PAYNE. Not at any rate until the consideration of the bill 
itself is completed. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair has been inclined to construe this 
rule (which is a very rigid and unusual one) as liberally as pos- 
sible. He has desired so far as he could to give an opportunity 
for a vote upon every question and every phase of every question, 
if germane to the main proposition. The Chair thinks that when 
the substitute was offered any gentleman could have offered an 
amendment to it, or given notice that he would do so. 

Mr. BRYAN. I did give such notice a while ago. 

The CHAIRMAN. And the gentleman from Nebraska having 
done that, it seems to the Chair that he has taken care of his rights 
so far as he could in offering the amendment to the substitute. 
The Chair is inclined to hold that the amendment is in order, and 
will so hold. 

Mr. COBB of Alabama. I desire to offer an amendment to the 
substitute of the gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. Cox]. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Strike out section 13, and in lieu thereof insert the following: 

“Sec. 13. That the bonds which may he issued under any existing law shall 
bear a rate of interest not to exceed 3 per cent per annum. They shall be in 
denominations to be determined by the Secretary of the Treasury, and shali 
be due and payable at time or times to be fixed by him, not to exceed twenty 


years. Nothing herein contained shall be construed to confer authority on 
the Secretary of the Treasury to issue bonds.” 


Mr. TERRY rose. 

The CHAIRMAN. Thegentleman from Arkansas {[Mr. TERRY] 
desires, as the Chair understands, to offer an amendment to the 
text of the bill. The Clerk wili repor: the amendment. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I desire to make a point of order against the 
amendment just read. I do not know where it comes in. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Alabama desires to 
offer it as an amendment to the substitute of the gentleman from 
Tennessee. 

Mr. COX. One moment. There will be no trouble—— 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. We have only three minutes for the fur- 
ther consideration of this bill in Committee of the Whole, and I 
desire to offer an amendment. 

TheCHAIRMAN. TheChair must hear gentlemen on the point 
of order. If the point of order is out of the way the Chair has 
promised to recognize the gentleman from Arkansas [Mr. TERRY]. 

Mr. COX. I want the House to understand—— 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair admits the amendment which 
has been read as an amendment to the substitute. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Which amendment? 

The CHAIRMAN. The amendment offered by the gentleman 
from Alabama [Mr. Cops]. The Chair now recognizes the gen- 
tleman from Arkansas [Mr. TERRY], who offers an amendment to 
the text, which the Clerk will report. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Amend section 11 of the substitute of Mr. Cox—— 
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The CHAIRMAN. That would not be in order, because there 
can be no other amendment offered to that substitute. 

Mr. TERRY. Then I offer this as an amendment to the text of 
the bill—to section 1. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Arkansas offers an 
amendment to section 1. 

Mr. TRACEY. Irise toa point of order. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will read the amendment. 

Mr. TRACEY. [rise toa point of order. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman is notin order. The Chair 
has recognized the gentleman from Arkansas to offer an amend- 
ment. 

Mr. TRACEY. [rise to a point of order. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman can not make a point of or- 
der until the amendment is read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Amend by adding at the end of section 1 the following: 

“And to more fully carry out the purpose of this act by having in circulation 
a sufficient amount of the money of ultimate redemption with which it may 

ible to redeem the bank notes provided for in this act, and also the 
United States legal-tender notes and Treasury notes issued under the act of 
July 14, 1890, the Secretary of the Treasury on the presentation by any State 
of the United States, or its agent thereunto duly authorized by the legislature 
or chief executive. of the silver bullion required for that purpose, shall coin 
the same into silver dollars of the weight of 412} grains troy, standard silver, 
as provided in the act of January 18, 1887-— 

Mr. SPRINGER. [rise to a point of order. 

The Clerk (continuing the reading): 

“* Provided, That there shall not be coined for any State in any one year a 
greater number of such dollars than the number” 

Mr. BROSIUS. Mr. Chairman, I make the point of order that 
the time has arrived when, under the rule, the committee must rise 
and report the bill to the House. 

Mr. SPRINGER. AndI wish to submit the additional point 
of order, if it be necessary to do so, that this amendment is not 
germane. 

The CHAIRMAN. The point of order of the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania is that the time has arrived when, under the order 
of the House, the committee must rise. The Chair sustains the 
point of order, and the committee will rise. 

Mr. TRACEY. That was the point of order I sought to make 
before the reading began. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I make the point of order that the amend- 
ment is not pending at all. 

Mr. SNODGRASS. It has been read. 

Mr. SPRINGER. No; only a part of it. 

The CHAIRMAN. The committee will now rise. 

The committee accordingly rose; and the Speaker having re- 
sumed the chair, Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee reported that the 
Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union, having 
had under consideration the bill (H. R. 8705), had directed him to 
report the same back with sundry amendmenis, and also with two 
pending substitutes for the bill; one offered by Mr. Reep of Maine, 
to which an amendment was offered by Mr. Bryan of Nebraska, 
and the other substitute by Mr. Cox of Tennessee, to which an 
amendment had been offered by Mr. Copp of Alabama. 

The SPEAKER. By order of the House heretofore made, the 
previous question is ordered on the bill and amendments to its 
passage. 

Mr. TERRY. Mr. Speaker, I rise to a question of order. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. TERRY. I have an amendment pending, offered to the 
substitute proposed by the gentleman from Tennessee, the reading 
of which had been commenced and nearly concluded when the 
committee rose. I wish to ask what becomes of that amendment— 
whether it is to be voted upon in the House as a pending amend- 
ment. 

The SPEAKER. But the amendment had not been read. 

Mr. TERRY. Thereadingof it had been nearly concluded; and 
if it be held that the reading of it, having been interrupted in that 
way, is sufficient cause to rule it out altogether, then any amend- 
ment might be defeated, when the time is limited, by members 
jumping up and interrupting the reading. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will state that the chairman of the 
Committee of the Whole did not report to the House the amend- 
ment of the gentleman from Arkansas as a pending amendment. 

Mr. TERRY. But it should have been reported. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman states that it had not been 
read, except in part. It could not, therefore, have been reported, 
not being before the committee. 

Mr. TERRY. It had not been entirely read, although the 
reading was nearly concluded. I raise the point of order that un- 
der the facts stated the Chairman of the Committee of the Whole 
ought to have reported the amendment to the House. 

eSPEAKER. The amendment was not before the commit- 
tee if it had not been read. 

Mr. TERRY. The reading had progressed nearly to the end. 

The SPEAKER. But the time had elapsed before the reading 
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vas concluded; hence the amendment was not properly before the 
committee. 

Mr. TERRY. If that is the rule any amendment can be de- 
feated by members preventing the Clerk, by various interrup- 
tions, from concluding the reading of a paper. 

The SPEAKER. It offered sonear the time when the vote must 
be taken, that is probably true. 

The vote will be first taken on the amendments agreed to in 
Committee of the Whole, and if there be no desire for a separate 
vote on the amendments the Chair will submit the vote upon them 
all in gross. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Let us have separate votes. 

Mr. BRYAN. I would like a separate vote on the amendment 
reducing the taxation from 1 per cent to one-fourth of 1 per cent. 

The SPEAKER. The qualiomian from Mississippi demands a 
separate vote on all of the amendments, which covers that. The 
Clerk will report the several amendments agreed to in Committee 
of the Whole. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

On page 2, line 25, insert the following proviso: 

‘Provided, That suchamountof said bonds, of the denominations of $20, $50, 
and $100, as can be di of in that manner shall be placed for sale at such 
national banks as the Secretary of the Treasury shall select, the banks so se- 
lected to give ene epensren by the Secretary of the Treasury,for the se- 
curity of the proceeds of said sale.” 

Mr. SPRINGER. That is not the first amendment. [Cries of 
‘Regular order!”] 

The SPEAKER. The question is on agreeing to this amend- 
ment. : 

The question was taken; and on a division (demanded by Mr. 
Brostvus) there were—ayes 152, noes 40. 

So the amendment was agreed to. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the next amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

On page 2, line 13, after the word “ payable,”’ insert “at the pleasure of the 
United States after ten years from the date of their issue, and due.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was read, as follows: 

‘On page 2, line 9, section 2, insert: 

‘Provided, That the amount of such United States notes which may be can- 
celed and retired shall not exceed in the ag; ate an amount equal to the 
Ss pe circulation taken out by the my banks after the passage of 
this act.”’ 

The question was taken; and on a division there were—ayes 187, 
noes 9. 

So the amendment was agreed to. 

The Clerk reported the next amendment reported from the Com- 
mittee of the ole, as follows: 

On page 3, strike out the following language, commencing in line 4 after the 
word “ same:” 


“ But this paaies shall not apply to any bonds now outstanding bearing 
interest at the rate of 2 per cent only.” 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The Clerk rted the next amendment reported from the Com- 
mittee of the Whole, as follows: 


‘On page 38, line 6, insert the following: 


* And in heu of all existing taxes every association shall pay to the Treas- 


ury of the United States in the months of January and July a duty of one- 

eighth of 1 per cent each half year ages the average amount of notes 

issued to it by the Comptroller of the Currency. And banks with a capital of 

not less than $20,000 may, with the approval of the Secretary of the Treasury, 

pe eer in any place the population of which does not exceed 6,000 in- 
1abitants.” 


Mr. BRYAN. [Iceall for a division of those two propositions. 
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The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the next amendment 
that the Committee of the Whole agreed to. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

In line 3, page 4, strike out the words “in gold coin only ” and insert “ one- 
half in gold coin and one-half in silver coin.” 

The question was taken; and on a division there were—ayes 
169, noes 35. 

Accordingly the amendment was agreed to. 

The Clerk reported the next amendment reported from the Com- 
mittee of the Whole, as follows: 

On page 4, line 5, after the word “gold,” strike out the word ‘‘and” and 
insert the word “ coin;” so that it will read: 

“Shall be paid in gold coin, silver coin, Treasury notes,’ etc. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

On page 4, strike out what is known as section 4 in the Springer bill, in the 
following aaangr: 

“Sno. 4. That from and after July 1, 1895, — cent of the cash reserve re- 
quired by law shall be kept in coin or coin certificates, and not less than half 
of such coin or coin certificates shall be in gold coin or gold certificates, and 
that such cash reserve required by law shall be kept in coin or coin cartifi- 
cates in amounts increased by 10 per cent of the whole cash reserve required 
to be kept by law on and after the first day of each quarter of the calendar 
year, until the whole cash reserve shall be in coim or coin certificates; and not 

ess than one-half of such cash reserve shall be at all times in gold coin or 
gold certificates.”’ 

Mr. SPRINGER. An amendment proposing to insert that sec- 
tion was reported by the Committee on Banking and Currency, 
but was not agreed to by the Committee of the Whole, and there- 
fore itis not a part of the amendments reported from the Com- 
mittee of the Whole. 

The SPEAKER. The clerk will report the next amendment 
agreed to by the Committee of the Whole. 

The clerk read as follows: 

On page 4, in section 6, insert the following after the word “that:” 

So much of all laws and parts of laws as limit the amount of lawful money 
which may be deposited during any calendar month for the purpose of with- 
drawing national-bank circulation, or prohibit any national banking associa- 
tion from receiving any increase of its circulation during the period of six 
months from the time it shall have made any deposit of lawful money for 
the purpose of withdrawing its circulation, and also so much of. 

The question being taken on the amendment, the Speaker.an- 
nounced that the ayes seemed to have it. 

Mr. BRYAN demanded a division. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 149, noes 60. 

Mr. BRYAN. Yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were refused, 18 members, not a sufficient 
number, rising in support of the motion. 

Accordingly the amendment was agreed to. 

The SPEAKER. This concludes the amendments which were 
acted upon in the Committee of the Whole. Now, there are two 
substitutes pending. The Clerk will first report the substitute 
that was first offered. 

Mr. REED. The understanding was that the substitute which 


| | offered was to be voted for second. 





Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. They were voted upon sep- | 


arately in the Committee of the Whole. 


of the Whole as a single amendment can not be divided. 

The question was taken on the amendment; and the Speaker an- 
nounced that the ayes seemed to have it. 

Mr. BRYAN demanded a division. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 200, noes 41. 

Mr. BRYAN demanded the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were refused, 24 members, not a sufficient 
number, rising to second the demand therefor. 

Accordingly the amendment was agreed to. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

On page 3, what was known as section 4 and stricken out by the committee 
is left in by the Committee of the Whole, being the following language: 

“So. 4. That hereafter no national-bank notes of a less denomination than 
$10 shall be issued, and as rapidly as such notes of denominations less than $10 
shall be received into the Treasury, otherwise than for redemption and re- 
tirement, they shall be canceled, and an equal amount of notes of like charac- 
ter, but in denominations of $10 and multiples thereof, shall be issued in their 

laces. All silver certificates now outstan , in denominations larger than 
be. shall, when received into the Treasury of the United States, be retired 
and canceled, and silver certificates in denominations less than $10 shall be is- 
sued in their stead.” 

Mr. SPRINGER. That is not changed. The amendment re- 
ported by the Committee on Banking and Currency was not agreed 
to. Consequently this is not an amendment reported from the 
Committee of the Whole. 


The SPEAKER. The Chair did not understand the statement 
of the gentleman. 

Mr. REED. The understanding was that the substitute offered 
by the gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. Cox] was to be voted on 
first. 

Mr. McMILLIN. [rise toa point of order. It is impossible to 
hear the gentleman on account of the confusion in the House. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman states that it was agreed that 
the substitute offered by the gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. 
Cox] should be voted upon first. Of course the Chair will carry 


| out any agreement. 
The SPEAKER. An amendment reported from the Committee | 





Mr. McMILLIN. Mr. Speaker, a parliamentary inquiry. 
Which is reported by the Commnittee of the Whole as having been 
introduced first? 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Maine states that it was 
understood that the vote should first be taken on the substitute of 
the gentleman from Tennessee. Is there any question about that? 
The Clerk will report it. 

Mr. COX. There was no such understanding made by me with 
any man upon this floor. 

Mr. REED. Ido not claim that. 

Mr. COX. I declined to do it; and the gentleman from Maine 
knows that he was working to get his proposition passed over un- 
til my substitute was voted on, and that I declined to do it. 

Mr. REED. The gentleman from Tennessee is perfectly correct 
in stating that I had no understanding with him. I had no under- 
standing with him. I did not claim that I had. 

Mr. COX. I had no understanding 

Mr. REED. That perhaps surpasses the bounds of propriety. 

Mr. COX. But it does not pass the bounds of truth. 

Mr. REED. I understand at least I may be permitted to say to 
the House that I had the understanding with the Chair that m 
amendment was to be put in such fashion as to be voted on sevied: 

Mr. SNODGRASS. What right had the Chair to make any 
such understanding? 















1895. 





Mr. REED. That is the understanding I had when the propo- 
sition was made. It was the understanding that was to be re- 
garded as being made in the proceedings from the first to the last; 
but I do not know what difference it would make to maneuver 
in this matter. It is the proposition preseated by this side of the 
House, and would, therefore, be entitled to the superior place, 
according to the ordinary courtesy, especially when we are en- 
gaged in “‘ freeing ourselves from the tyranny of preconceived 
opinion.” [Laughter on the Republican side. | 

Mr. COX. Mr. Speaker, one word. There was no agreement 
made. No man on this floor will rise and say thatsuch an agree- 
ment was made. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. Regular order. 

Mr. REED. Then, if the gentleman’s substitute was offered 
second, that is all the more reason why it should be voted on first. 

Mr. COX. You wanted to get me to offer mine first, and I 
wanted to get you to offer your proposition first. That I did,and 
I got you into that hole. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. Regular order, Mr. Speaker. 

Mr. SPRINGER. On the point of order I desire to call the at- 
tention of the Chair to what occurred. 

Mr. COX. What side are you on now? 

Mr. SPRINGER. The gentleman from Maine had a right to 
assume that there was.an understanding from the fact that he had 
stated that. I find in the REcorpD he says: 


Mr. REED. I desire to know the time when the substitutes shall be put in. 
I desire to offer a substitute which I had read to the House, to be voted on 
after the substitute of the gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. Cox]. 


Mr. COX. Yes, sir. 

Mr. SPRINGER (reading): 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair thought, if there be no objection, the committee 
amendments should be first disposed of. 

And then we proceeded to other business. 

Mr. COX. That does not tell it all. I understand you very 


well. 

Mr. SNODGRASS. The Chair asked him if he offered his sub- 
stitute. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I stated the House proceeded to other busi- 
ness. 


Several Mempers. Read it. 
Mr. SPRINGER (reading): 


Mr. BLAND. I call for the reading of the first section, so that I may offeran | 


amendment. 

Then one whole column comes in there in regard to the amend- 
ments to the bill. Mr. BLanp stated he wanted to offer his amend- 
ment, and at the bottom of the first column are these words: 

Mr. Reep. Then my substitute has been printed in the RecoRD and is pend- 
ing; and the gentleman from Tennessee offers his first and it would be voted 
on, and then mine would be voted on. 

Mr. Cox. I stated that I would offer a substitute for the bill, which was 
printed in the Recorp. The gentleman from Maine stated that he would 
offer a substitute for the bill, which was printed in the Recorp. After that 
Istated that I would offer a substitute. Now,I desire that the gentleman 
follow the course of procedure and offer his substitute. 


Mr. COX. And he offered his first. 
Mr. SPRINGER (continuing reading): 
Mr. Reep. Ihave offered it. 


Mr. Cox. Now, then, as I understand the gentleman’s substitute is offered 
under the rule, I offer an additional substitute for the entire bill. 


Mr. COX. Thatisit. Read on. 

Mr. SPRINGER (continuing to read): 

Mr. Reep. That will be voted on first. 
is no use of maneuvering about a thing of this kind. 

The CHArRMAN. The Chair understands the substitute of the gentleman 
from Tennessee has been read and published in the Recorp. 

Mr. Cox. It has been publishedin the Recorp. 

The CHATRMAN. The Chair will now announce to the committee that under 
the rule the two substitutes are now pending, one offered by the gentleman 
from Maine [Mr. Rerep] and one offered by the gentleman from Tennessee 
[Mr. Cox}. 

And then comes what Mr. BLAND said. 

The SPEAKER. It seems from the statements of gentlemen 
and from the RrecorD that there is some difference as to whether 
there was an agreement as to which of these propositions should 
be voted upon first. In the absence of any agreement, the Chair 
would have to submit them to the House under the rule. Ordi- 
narily but one substitute could be pending, so that there is no 
precedent or ruling heretofore made as to the order in which the 
votes shall be taken when two substitutes are pending. 

Under the ordinary rule two substitutes can never be pending; 
but in this special rule there is an express provision that two sub- 
stitutes may be pending at the same time, not the one a substitute 
for the other, but both offered as substitutes for the original bill. 
In the absence of an agreement the Chair will treat them as he 
would treat ordinary amendments, and will submit first the ques- 
tion on the substitute that was first offered and then on the other. 
The Clerk will report the substitute first offered, and then the 
amendment proposed to that substitute. 

The Clerk read the substitute offered by Mr. REEp, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That to enable the Secretary of the Treasury to provide 


for and maintain the redemption of United States notes according to the pro- 
visions of the act approved January 14, 1875, entitled ‘“‘An act to provide for the 
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[Afterapause.] Idonotcare; there 


| ceeds thereof for the purposes herein provided for, and n 


| Government so long as the current revenues shall be defici 


| stitute that has just been read, and on that amendm: 


resumption of specie payments,” he is authorized, in addition to the power 
he now has under said act, from time to time, at his discretion, to issne, sell, 
and dispose of, at not less than par in coin, either of the description of bonds 
authorized in said act, or coupon or registered bonds of the United States, to 
an amount sufficient for the objects herein stated, bearing not to exceed 3 per 
cent interest per annum, payable semiannually, and redeemable, at the 
paenre of the United States, in coin, after five years from their date, with 
ike qualities, privileges, and exemptions provided in said act for the bonds 
therein authorized. And the Secretary of the Treasury shall use the pro 
me other. 
t expenses of the 
nt he is author 
na dis- 






Sec. 2. That to enable the Secretary to pay the curr: 






ized and required from time to time, in his discretion, to i 
pose of, at not less than par, such an amount of certificat 


i ecajness 
of the denomination of twenty-five, fifty, and one hun i dollars, or any 
multiple thereof, as may be needed for that purpose, bearing not to exceed 3 
per cent interest per annum, payable semiannually, and r mable at the 
jleasure of the Government, in coi, after two years from their date, with 
ike qualities, privileges, and exemptions provided in the act approved Ja 
uary 14, 1875. The Secretary may at his discretion sell and dispose of t 






same for not less than an equal amount of lawful money of the United S, 
at designated depositories of the United States, and at such post-oftices as h« 
may select, and the Secretary shall use the proceeds thereof for the purpose 
provided for in this section, and for none oth 


vner., 


The SPEAKER. Now the Clerk will report the amendment 
offered by the gentleman from Nebraska [Mr. Bryanj to the sub- 
nt the vote 
will first be taken. 

Mr. HATCH. Mr. Speaker, I rise to a parliamentary inquiry. 
The Clerk did not state by whom the substitute just read was 
offered. 

The SPEAKER. It was offered by the gentleman from Maine 
{Mr. ReED], and the Clerk will now report the amendm 
that was offered by the gentleman from Nebraska. 

Mr. McMILLIN. Mr. Speaker, I rise to a parliamentary in- 
quiry, for I have difficulty in understanding the present status. 
lf this proposition is substituted for the original bill, what will 
become of the other substitute proposed by the committee? 

The SPEAKER. A vote will be taken upon it. 

Mr. McMILLIN. I was of the opinion that that would be so, 


ent to it 


| but our condition is so anomalous that I preferred to have the 


statement of the Chair. 











The amendment offered by Mr. Bry An tothe substitute proposed 

| by Mr. REED was read, as follows: 

Provided, That nothing herein shall be construed as surrendering the right 
of the Government of the United States to pay all coin bonds « t ing ir 
eae or silver coin at the option of the Government, as decla he 
owing joint resolution, adopted im 1878 by the Senate and House of Repre 
sentatives of the United States of America, to wit: 

* That all the bonds of the United States issued, or authorized to be issued 
under the said act of Congress hereinbefore recited, are payable, principa 
and interest, at the option of the Government of the United Stat iz e1 

| dollars, of the coinage of the United States, containing 412 ol 
standard silver; and that to restore to its coinage such silver co ra 
tender in payment of said bonds, principal and interest, is not \ 
the public faith, nor in derogation of the rights of the public credit 

The question being taken on the amendment, the Speaker de- 
clared that the ayes seemed to have it. 

A division was demanded. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 119, noes 133. 

Mr. BRYAN and Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi called for th: 
yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered; and the Speaker appoint 
Mr. BRYAN and Mr. BINGHAM to act as tellers at the desk. 

Mr. WELLS. Mr. Speaker, before the vote is taken I would 
ask that the substitute be read, and also the proposed amendment, 
so that we may understand what we are voting upon. 

The SPEAKER. That would require unanimous consent; but 
if there be no objection they can be read. 

Mr. DINGLEY and others objected, 

The SPEAKER. Objection is made. 

The question was taken; and there were—yeas 127, nays 168, an- 


swered ‘‘ present ” 3, not voting 51; as follows: 








YEAS—-127 

| Aitken, Cox, Hepburn, McKeighan 
Alderson, Crawford, Hermann, McLaurin, 
Alexander, Culberson, Holman, McMillin, 

| Arnold, Curtis, Kans Hooker, Miss McRae, 

| Baker, Kans. Davey, Hopkins. Pa Meredith 
Bankhead, Davis, Hudson, Money 
Beckner, De Armond, Hunter, Moore, 

ell, Colo. Denson, Hutcheson Morgan 
lack, Dinsmore, Ikirt, Moses, 

Bland, Dockery, Izlar. Neill 
Boatner, Donovan, Kem, New! 
Boen, Doolittle, Kyle, Ogden 
Bower, N.C. Edmunds, Lane, O'Neill, M 
Bowers, Cal Ellis, Ky. Latimer, Pendleton, Té 
Branch, Ellis, Oreg. Lawson, Pickler 
B inridge, English, Cal. Layton Richardson, M 
Bretz, Enloe, Li ’, Richardson, Tez 
Broderick, Epes, Little, Ritchie 
Brookshire, Fithian, Livingston Robbins 
Brown, Fyan, Lucas, Robertson, La 
Bryan, Grady, Maddox, Ru l, Ga. 
Caminetti, Hall, Mo. Maguire, Sayer: 
Clark, Mo. Harris, Mallory, Sett 
Cobb, Ala. Hartman, Marsh, Shell, 
Cockrell Hatch, Marshall, Sibley, 
Coffeen, Wyo. Heard, McCreary, Ky Simpson, 





Cooper, Wis. Henderson, N.©. McCulloch, Snodgrass, 
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Stallings, 
Stockdale, 
Stone, Ky. 
Strait, 
Swanson, 


Adams, Ky. 
Adams, Pa. 
Aldrich, 
Avery, 
Babcock, 
Baker, N. H. 
Baldwin, 
Barnes, 
Bartiett, 
Barwig, 
Beltzhoover, 
ete 
Bingham, 
Blair, 
Boutelle, 
Brickner, 
Bromwell, 
Brosius, 
Bundy, 
Bynum, 
Cabaniss, 
Cadmus, 
Campbell, 
Cannon, Cal. 
Cannon, Il. 
Caruth, 
Causey, 
Chickering, 
Childs, 
Clancy, 
Clarke, Ala. 
Cobb, Mo. 
Coffin, Md. 
Coombs, 
Cooper, Fla. 
Cooper, Ind. 
Cornish, 
Cousins, 
Covert, 
Crain, 
Curtis, N. ¥. 
Daizell, 


Jones, 


Abbott, 
Allen, 
Apsley, 
Bailey, 
Bartholdt, 
Belden, 
Bell, Tex. 
Bunn, 
Burnes, 
Capehart, 
Catchings, 
Cockran, 
Cogswell, 


So the amendment of Mr. BRYAN to the substitute of Mr. REEp | 
was rejected. 


Talbert, S. C. 


Taylor, Ind. 
Taylor, Tenn. 
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Terry, 
Turner, Va. 
Turpin, 


Tyler 
eeler, Ala. 


NAYS—168. 


Daniels, 
De Forest, 
ley, 


Fielder, 
Fletcher, 
Forman, 
Gardner, 
Geary, 
Geissenhainer, 
Gillett. Mass. 
Goldzier, 
Gorman, 
Gresham, 
Griffin, Wis. 
Grosvenor, 
Grout. 
Grow, 
Hager, 
Hainer, Nebr. 
Haines, 
Hall, Minn. 
Hammond, 
Harmer, 
Harrison, 
Haugen, 
Hayes, 
Henderson, Il. 
Henderson, Iowa 
tendrix, 
Henry, 
Hicks, 
Hitt, 
Hooker, N. Y. 
Hopkins, Ml. 
Hulick, 
Hull, 


Johnson, N. Dak. 
Kiefer, 
Kribbs, 
Lacey, 
Lapham, 
Lefever, 
Lockwood, 
Loud, 
Loudenslager, 
Lynch, 

ahon, 
Marvin, N. Y. 
McAleer, 
McCleary, Minn. 
McDannold, 
McDowell, 
McGann, 
McKaig, 
McNagny, 
Meiklejohn, 
Mercer, 
Meyer, 
Montgomery, 


oon, 
Mutchler, 
Northway, 
O'Neil, Mass. 


Paschal, 
Patterson, , 
Payne, 

Pearson, 
Pendleton, W. Va. 
Perkins, 

Phillips, 

Pigott, 

Powers, 


uigg, 
en, 
Ray, 
Rayner, 
Reed, 


ANSWERED “PRESENT ”—3. 


Kilgore. 


Wells. 


NOT VOTING—5l1. 


Conn, 
Cooper, Tex. 
Dunn, 
English, N. J. 
Funk, 

Gear, 

Gillet, N. Y. 
Goodnight, 
Graham, 
Griffin, Mich. 
Hare, . 
Harter, 
Heiner, Pa. 


Hines, 
Houk, 
Johnson, Ind. 
Johnson, Ohio 
seaeee 
agner, 
Martin, Ind. 
McCall, 
McDearmon, 
McEttrick, 
Milliken, 
Morse, 
Murray, 


The following pairs were announced: 
Until further notice: 


Mr. JONES with Mr. McCatu. 


Mr. ABBoTT with Mr. BARTHOLDT. 


Mr. TUCKER with Mr. Morse. 


Mr. ALLEN with Mr. JoHnson of Indiana. 


For this day: 


Mr. PrIcE with Mr. Sweet. 
Mr. BURNES with Mr. BELDEN. 
Mr. MARTIN with Mr. SHERMAN. 
Mr. McETTrRick with Mr. WEVER. 


Mr. WEADOCK with Mr. GILuet of New York. 


Mr. CATCHINGS with Mr. GEAR. 
Mr. ENGLIsH. of New Jersey with Mr. WiLson of Washington. 
Mr. HARE with Mr. Rosinson of Pennsylvania. 
Mr. BE. of Texas with Mr. Houx. 
On this question: 
Mr. GRAHAM with Mr. Cooper of Texas. 
Mr. BuNN with Mr. DuNN. | 
Mr. McDEARMON with Mr. Rusk. 
Mr. HARTER with Mr. KILGore. 
Mr. CocKRAN with Mr. Barry. 
Mr. STEVENS with Mr. CoGSwELL, on this vote. 
Before the result of the vote was announced— 
Mr. PENCE. Onthisroll cail I have voted “‘ aye,” but the gen- 
tleman from Massachusetts [Mr. APsLEY], who has been sud- 
denly called home on account of sickness in his family, requested 


before leaving that I arran 
tion, which 


Whiting, 
Williams, Ill. 
Williams, 
Woodard. 


Reilly, 
Reyburn, 
Richards, 
Russell, Conn. 
Ryan, 
Schermerhorn, 
Scranton, 
Sickles, 
Sipe, 
Smith, 
Somers, 
Sorg, 
Sperry, 
Springer, 
Stephenson, 
Stevens, 
Stone, C. W. 
Stone, W. A. 
Storer, 
Straus, 
Strong, 
Talbott, Md. 
Tawney, 
Thomas, 
‘Tracey, 
Turner, Ga. 
Updegraff, 
Van Voorhis, N. Y. 
Van Voorhis, Ohie 
Wadsworth, 
Walker, 
Wanger, 
ait 
ashington, 
Waugh, 
Wheeler, Tll. 
Wilson, Ohio 
Wilson, W. Va. 
Wise, 
Wolverton, 
Woomer, 
Wright. 


Outhwaite, 
Pence, 

Price, 
Robinson, Pa, 
Rusk, 
Sherman, 
Sweet, 
Tucker, 
Weadock, 


White, 
Wilson, Wash. 


ge a pair with him on the main ques- 
suppose should be construed as covering this vote. 


If he were present he would, on this question, vote ‘‘no.” I 
withdraw my vote, simply stating that if not paired I should vote 
in the affirmative. 


Mr. BAILEY 
men from New 


Nabe had voted in the affirmative). The 
ork [Mr. CocKRAN] is detained from the House 


ntle- 
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by the serious fillness of his wife, and I am paired with him. I 
therefore withdraw my vote. 

The result of the vote was announced as above stated. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question now recurs on the substitute 


offered by the gentleman from Maine [Mr. Rrxzp]}. 
The question being taken there were—ayes 93, noes 167. 
Mr. CANNON of Illinois and Mr. REED called for the yeas and 


nays. 


The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. Apams of Pennsylvania and Mr. TARSNEY were appointed 
as tellers to act during the call of the yeas and nays. 

The question was taken; and it was decided in the negative— 
yeas 107, nays 189, answered ‘‘ present” 4, not voting 49; as fol- 


OWS: 


Adams, Ky. 
Adams, Pa. 
Aitken, 
Aldrich, 


Broderick, 
Bromwell, 
Brosius, 
Bundy, 
Cannon, Cal. 
Cannon, Ill. 
Chickering, 
Coffin, Md. 
Cooper, Wis. 
Cousins, 
Crain, 
Curtis, Kans. 
Curtis, N. Y. 
Dalzell, 
Daniels, 
Davey, 


Alderson, 
Alexander, 
Arnold, 
Baker, Kans. 
Baldwin, 
Bankhead, 
Barnes, 
Bartlett, 
Barwig, 
Beckner, 
Bell, Colo. 
Beltzhoover, 
Berry, 
Black, 
Bland, 
Boatner, 
Boen, 
Bower, N. C. 
Branch, 


Breckinridge, 


Bretz, 
Brickner 
Brookshire, 
Brown, 
Bryan, 
Bynum, 
Cabaniss, 
Cadmus 
Caminetti, 
Campbell, 
Caruth, 
Causey, 
Clancy, 
Clark, Mo. 
Clarke, Ala. 
Cobb, Ala. 
Cobb, Mo. 
Cockrell, 


Coffeen, Wyo. 
Cc 


Jonn, 
Coombs, 
Cooper, Fla. 
Cooper, Ind. 
Cornish, 
Covert, 
Cox, 
Crawford, 
Culberson, 


Bailey, 


Abbott, 
Ae 
psiey 
Bartholdt, 
Belden, 
Bell, Tex. 
Bunn, 
Burnes, 


Ces 
Childs. 


Cockran 
Cogswell, 


YEAS—107. 


Dingley, 
Dolliver, 
Doolittle, 
Draper, 

Ellis, Oreg. 
Fletcher, 
Gardner, 
Geary, 
Gillett, Mass. 
Griffin, Mich. 
Griffin, Wis. 
Grosvenor, 
Grout, 

Grow, 

Hager, 
Hainer, Nebr. 
Harmer, 
Haugen, 
Henderson, Il. 
Henderson, Iowa 
Hepburn, 
Hermann, 
Hicks, 

Hitt, 

Hooker, N. Y. 
Hopkins, Ml. 
Hulick, 


Hull, 
Johnson, N. Dak. 
Kiefer, 
Lacey, 
Lawson, 
Lefever, 
Loud, 
Loudenslager, 
Lucas, 
Mahon, 
Marsh, 
Marvin, N.Y. 
McCleary, Minn. 
McDowell, 
Meiklejohn, 
Mercer, 
Moon, 
Northway, 
Payne, 
Pendleton, Tex. 
Perkins, 
Phillips, 
Pickler, 
Powers, 

uigeg, 

andall, 
Ray, 


NAYS—189. 


Davis, 

De Armond, 
De Forest, 
Denson, 
Dinsmore, 
Dockery, 
Donovan, 
Dunphy, 
Durborow, 
Edmunds, 
Ellis, Ky. 
English, Cal. 
Enloo, 
Epes, 
Erdman, 
Everett, 
Fielder, 
Fithian, 
Forman, 
Fyan, 
Geissenhainer, 
Goldzier, 
Goodnight, 
Gorman, 
Grady, 
Gresham, 
Haines, 
Hall, Minn. 
Hall, Mo. 
Hammond, 
Harris, 
Harrison, 
Hartman, 
Hatch, 
Heard, 
Henderson, N.C. 
Hendrix, 
Henry, 
Hines, 
Holman, 
Hooker, Miss. 
Hudson, 
Hunter, 
Hutcheson, 
Tkirt, 


Kyle, 

Lane, 
Lapham, 
Latimer, 
Layton, 
Lester, 
Little, 
Livingston, 
Lockwood, 
Lynch, 
Maddox, 
Maguire, 
Mallory, 
Marshall, 
McAleer, 
McCreary, Ky. 
McCulloch, 
McDannold, 
McGann, 
McKaig, 
McKeighan, 
McLaurin, 
McMillin, 
McNagny, 
McRae, 
Meredith, 
Meyer, 
Money, 
Montgomery, 
Moore, 
Morgan, 
Moses, 
Mutchler, 
Niell, 
Newlands, 
O'Neil, Mass. 
O'Neill, Mo. 
Outhwaite, 
Page, 
Paschal, 
Patterson, 
Pearson, 


Reed, 
Russell, Conn. 
Scranton, 
Settle, 

Shell, 

Smith, 
Stephenson, 
Stone, C. W. 
Stone, W. A. 
Storer, 
Strong, 
Tawney, 
Taylor, Tenn. 
Thomas, 
Updegraff, 
Van Voorhis, N. Y. 
Van Voorhis, Ohio 
Wadsworth, 
Walker, 
Wanger, 
Waugh, 
Wheeler, M1. 
White, 
Wilson, Ohio 
Woomer, 
Wright. 


Richardson, Tenn. 
Ritchie, 
Robbins, 
Robertson, La. 
Russell, Ga. 
Ryan, 

em 
Schermerhorn, 
Sibley, 
Sickles, 
Simpson, 
Sipe 
Snodgrass, 
Somers, 
Sorg, 

ae at 
Springer, 
Stallings. 
Stockdale, 
Stone, Ky. 
Strait, 
Straus, 
Swanson, 
Talbert, S. C. 
Talbott, Md. 
Tarsney, 
Tate, 

Taylor, Ind. 
Terry, 
Tracey, 
Turner, Ga. 
Turner, Va. 
Turpin, 
Tyler, 
Warner, 


Williams, Ill. 
Williams, Miss. 
ee, W. Va. 


Pendleton, W. Va. W: 


Pigott, 
Reilly, 
Reyburn, 


Richards, 
Richardson, Mich. 


ANSWERED “PRESENT "—4. 


Hayes, 


Jones, 


NOT VOTING—49. 


Cooper, Tex. 

Dunn, 

English, N. J. 
nk, 


Gear, 
Gillet, N.Y. 
Graham, 
Hare, 
Harter, 
Heiner, Pa. 
Hopkins, Pa. 
uk 


ouk, 
Johnson, Ind. 


Johnson, Ohio 
Linton, 
Magner, 
Martin, Ind. 
McCall, 
McDearmon, 
McEttrick, 


Morse, 
Murray, 
Ogden, 
Pence, 
Price, 


Wolverton, 
Woodard. 


Kilgore. 


Rayner, 
Robinson, Pa. 
Rusk, 
Sherman, 
Stevens, 
Sweet, 
Tucker, 
Weadock, 
Wever, 
Wilson, Wash. 
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So the substitute was rejected. 

The following additional pair was announced: 

Mr. STEVENS with Mr. COGSWELL. 

The result of the vote was then announced as above recorded. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will now report the substitute 
offered by the gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. Cox]. 

The substitute was read, as follows: 


Sec. 1. That so much of all acts and parts of acts as require or authorize the 
deposit of United States bonds to secure circulating notes issued by national 
banking associations, or as require such associations to deposit, or keep on de- 
posit, United States bonds for any purpose except as security for public 
money, be, and the same are hereby, repealed as to associations taking out 
circulation under this act; and notes issued under this act shall not contain 
the statement that they are so secured. J ; , 

Sec. 2. That any national banking association organized as now provided 
by law, and any national banking association hereafter organized, may take 
out circulating notes to an amount not exceeding 75 per cent of its paid-u 
and unimpaired capital upon depositing with the Treasurer of the Unite 
States currency certificates mek under section 5193 of the Revised Statutes 
of the United States or United States legal-tender notes, including Treasury 
notes issued under the act approved July 14, 1890, entitled “An act directing 
the purchase of silver bullion and the issue of Treasury notes thereon, and 
for other purposes,” and other lawful money of the United States, at the dis- 
eretion of the Secretary of the Treasury, as a guaranty fund equal to 30 per 
cent of the circulating notes applied for. he association making such 
deposit shall be entitled to receive from the Comptroller of the Currency 
circulating notes in denominations of $10 and multiples thereof in blank, reg- 
istered and countersigned as provided by law, and all such notes shall consti- 
tute, and are hereby declared to be, a first lien upon all the assets of the asso- 
ciation issuing the same. All circulating notes furnished to national banking 
associations under this act shall be uniform in design; and the Comptroller 
of the Currency is hereby authorized and directed to have pa pared and 
keep on hand, ready for delivery on application, a reserve of blank notes for 
each ‘national banking association having circulation; but such reserve for 
each bank shall at no time be in excess of the difference between the amount 
of its notes then outstanding and the total amount which it is by this act au- 
thorized to receive. 

Sec. 3. That in lieu of all existing taxes each national banking association 
taking out circulation under this act shall pay to the Treasurer of the United 
States, in the months of January and July of each year, a duty of one-fourth 
of 1 per cent for each half year upon the average amount of its notes in cir- 
culation; and in computing such average all notes issued by such association 
and not actually retired from circulation in the manner hereinafter provided 
shall be included. 

Sec. 4. That each national jeniking association shall redeem its notes at par 
on presentation at its own office and at such agencies as may be designated 
for that purpose by the Comptroller of the Currency; and whenever such 
association desires to retire the whole or any part of its circulation the notes 
to be retired shall be forwarded to the Comptroller of the Currency for can- 
cellation, and thereupon asum equal to 30 per cent of such canceled notes 
shall be returned to the association in lawful money of the United States. 
Defaced and mutilated notes and notes otherwise uniit for circulation which 
have been redeemed by any association may be returned to the Comptroller 
of the Currency for destruction and reissue, as now provided by law. 

Src. 5. That in order to provide a safety fund for the prompt redemption 
of the circulating notes of failed national banking associations each such as- 
sociation now organized, or hereafter organized, and receiving circulation 
under this act shall pay to the Treasurer of the United States, in the months 
of January and July in each year, a tax of one-fourth of 1 per cent for each 
half year upon the average amount of its circulating notes outstanding, to be 
computed as hereinbefore provided, until the said fund amounts to a sum 
equal to 5 per cent upon the total amount of such national-bank notes out- 
standing, and thereupon the collection of said tax shall be suspended. Each 
association hereafter applying for Te notes shall, before receiving 
the same, pay its pro rata share into the said fund; but an association retir- 
ing or reducing its circulation shall not be entitled to withdraw any part of 
said fund. When any such national banking association becomes insolvent 
its guaranty fund held on deposit shall be transferred to the safety fund 
herein provided for, and applied, together with such part of the safety fund 
as may be necessary, to the pom poy of its outstanding notes; and in case 
the said last-mentioned fund should at any tizue be impaired by the redemp- 
tion of the notes of failed national banks, and the immediately available assets 
of said banks are not sufficient to reimburse it, the collection of said tax of 
one-fourth of 1 per cent for each half year shall be resumed and continued 
until the said fund is restored to an amount equal to5 per cent upon the total 
circulation outstanding. All circulating notes of failed national banks taken 
out under this act not redeemed on presentation to the Treasurer of the 
United States, or an assistant treasurer of the United States, shall bear in- 
terest at the rate of 6 per cent per annum from the date of the suspension of 
the bank until thirty days after public notice has been given that funds are 
on hand for their'redemption, and such notes shall constitute a first lien upon 
all moneys thereafter received into the safety fund. 

Suc. 6. That the Secretary of the Treasury may from time to time invest 
any money belonging to the safety fund in United States bonds, and the 
bonds so purchased, and the interest accruing thereon, shall be held as part 
of the said fund. Such bonds may be sold when necessary and the proceeds 
used for the redemption of the circulating notes of failed national banks. 

Sec. 7. That every national banking association heretofore organized and 
having bonds on deposit to secure circulation may withdraw such bonds 
upon the deposit of lawful money of the United States, as now provided by 
law; and thereafter such association may take out circulation under this act 
and be entitled to all the rights, privileges, and immunities herein conferred. 

Sec. 8. That the whole of section 9 and so much of section 12 of the act ap- 
a July 12, 1882, entitled ‘‘An act to enable national banking associations | 

o extend their corporate existence, and for other purposes,” as directs the 
Secretary of the Treasury to receive deposits of gold and to issue certificates 
thereon be, and the same are hereby, repealed; and section 31 of the act ap- 

sroved June 3, 1864, entitled ‘‘An act to provide a national currency secured 

»y a pledge of United States bonds, and to peewee for the circulation and re- 
demption thereof,” and sections 5191 and 5192 of the Revised Statutes of the 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 





United States, and all acts and parts of acts amendatory thereof, be, and the 
same are hereby, repealed: Provided, That no banking association taking out 
circulation under this act shall retire or cancel any of its bank notes without 
the written consent of the Secretary of the Treasury (if said notes are na- 
om ea notes) or the proper State officer (if said notes are State-bank 
notes). 

SEC. 9. That the Secretary of the Treasury may, in his discretion, use from 
time to time any sur lus revenue of the United States in the redemption and 
retirement of United States legal-tender notes and notes issued under the 
act of July 14, 1890, but the amount of such notes retired shall not in the ag- 
gregate exceed an amount equal to 70 per cent of the additional circulation 
taken out by national banks and State banks under the provisions of this act; 
and hereafter no United States notes, national-bank notes, or Treasury notes 
authorized by the act of July 14. 1890, entitled ‘‘An act directing the purchase 
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of silver bullion and the issue of Treasury notes thereon, and for other pur- 
poses,” of a less denomination than $10 shall be issued, and as rapidly as such 
notes of denominations less than $10 shall be received into the Treasury, oth- 
erwise than for redemption and retirement, they shall be canceled, and an 
equal amount of notes of like character, but in denominations of $10 or mul- 
tiples thereof, shail be issued in their places; but nothing in this act shall be 
so construed as to re or in any manner affect the second section of the 
said act of July 14, 1890. 

Sec. 10. That section 5191 of the Revised Statutes of the United States be, 
and the same is hereby, amended so as to require national banking associa- 
tions to keep not less than one-half of their reserve (provided for in said sec- 
tion) in legal-tender notes or Treasury notes issued under the act of July 14, 
1890, entitled ‘*An act to direct the purchase of silver bullion and the issue of 
Treasury notes thereon, and for other purposes,” if required to do so by the 
Secretary of the Treasury. 

Sec. 11. That whenever there shall be received into the Treasury of the 
United States any legal-tender notes or Treasury notes issued under the act 
of July 14, 1890, of less denomination than $10 the same shall be canceled 
and silver dollars or silver certificates of like denominations shall be issued 
in amounts equal to such notes so canceled; and in order to put the provi- 
sions of this act into effect the Secretary of the Treasury shall proceed to 
coin the silver bullion in the Treasury as rapidly as practicable, and he is 
hereby directed to issue silver certificates upon the silver bullion now in th 
Treasury for the purposes hereinabove stated, and he is authorized to coin 
so much of said bullion as he may deem proper into subsidiary coin, to be 
used for the purposes set forth in this section. 

Sec. 12. That the Secretary of the Treasury is hereby empowered and 
authorized to require any part of the customs dues, or duties on imports, to 
be paid in United States Ce icater notes, including Treasury notes issued 
under the act of July 14. 1890, entitled ‘‘An act directing the purchase of silver 
bullion and the issue of Treasury notes thereon, and for other purposes.” 

Sec. 13. That the bonds which may hereafter be issued under the act of 
January 14, 1875, and the act of July 14, 1870, shall bear a rate of interest not 
to exceed 4 percent per annum. And full authorityis hereby given the Se 
retary of the Treasury to issue said bonds for the purposes named in said acts 
without limit as to the time they shall become due and payable, and for the 
redemption of the notes issued under the act of July 14, 1890. 

Sec. 14. That the use of circulating notes of and above the denomination of 
$10 issued by a banking corporation duly organized under the laws of any State, 
and which transacts no other than a banking business. shall be exempt from 
taxation under the laws of the United States when it is shown to the satisfac 
tion of the Secretary of the Treasury and the Comptroller of the Currency 

First. That such bank has at no time had outstanding its circulating notes 
in excess of 75 per cent of its paid-up and unimpaired capital; 

Second. That its stockholders are individually liable for the redemption of 
its circulating notes to an amount equal to the par value of the stock owned 
by them, but this shall not be required in the case of persons holding stock as 
executors, administrators, guardians, or trustees, if the assets and funds in 
their hands are liable in like manner and to the same extent as the testator, 
intestate, ward, or person interested in such funds would be if living and 
competent to act and hold the stock in his own name; 

Third. That the circulating notes constitute by law a first lien wpon all the 
assets of the bank; 

Fourth. That the bank has at all times kept on deposit with an officer of the 
State, authorized by law to receive and hold the same, a guaranty fund in 
currency certificates issued under section 5193 of the Revised Statutes of the 
United States, or United States legal-tender notes, including Treasury notes 
of 1890, equal to 30 per cent of its outstanding circulati: 1otes: and — 

Fifth. That it has promptly redeemed its notes at par on demand at 
principal office, or at one or more of its branch offices, if it has branches. 

Whenever the Secretary of the Treasury and the Comptro! of the Cur 
rency shall be satisfied that any banking corporation duly organized under 
the laws of any State, and which transacts no other than a banking business 
as provided in this section, has been incorporated under the laws of the State 
in which it is located and that such laws require— 

First. That its stockholders shall be individually liable for the redemption 
of its circulating notes to an amount equal to the par value of the capital 
stock owned by them; 

Second. That the circulating notes thereof shall constitute a first lien upon 
all the assets of the bank; and : 

Third. That such bank shall keep on deposit at all times, with an official of 
the State authorized by law to receive and hold the same, a guaranty fundas 
regeeee in the fourth paragraph of this section. 














its 









hey shall thereupon issue to said bank a certificate to that effect. Said 
bank may then issue its notes of and above the denomination of $10, as pr 


vided in this act, and thereafter the tax of 10 per cent heretofore 
by law upon the circulation of the notes of State banks shall not be 
or collected upon the notes of such bank unless itappears that said bank has 
issued circulating notes in excess of 75 per cent of its paid-up and unim 


imposed 


assessed 


paired capital, or that its capital is impaired and has remained so for thirty 
days, or that the bank has uvt kept on deposit with the State official au 
thorized by law to receive and hold the same a guaranty fund as required in 
the fourth paragraph of this section, or that said bank has not promptly r« 

deemed its notes in lawful money at par on demand at its principal office, or 


at one or more of its branch offices, if it has branch offices, or that such State 
has repealed any of such laws; and no person or corporation, other than the 
bank issuing such notes in violation of the provisions of this act be 
liable to pay the said tax of 10 per cent for any use of the circulatin 
of such bank after such bank has taken out circulation under this act 

Sec. 15. That any national banking association and any banking association 
organized under the laws of any State may deposit with the Treasurer of 
the United States legal-tender notes and Treasury notes issued under the act 
of July 14, 1890, and receive certificates therefor, in the manner provided i 
section 5193 of the Revised Statutes of the United States; and the Secretar 
of the Treasury may, under proper ruled and regulations to be established 
by him, permit the State banks to procureand use in the preparation of their 
notes the distinctive paper used in printing United States securities; butt 
State bank shall print or engrave its notes in similitude of a United States 
note, or certificate, or national-bank note. 

During the reading of the foregoing, 

Mr. SPRINGER. I ask to dispense with the reading of the sub- 
stitute. 

The SPEAKER. The substitute has been printed, and if there 
is no desire to have it again read the Chair will direct the vote to 
be taken. 

Several members demanded the reading. 

Some time subsequently, 

Mr. LIVINGSTON.. I ask to dispense with the further reading 
of the substitute. 

Mr. HOOKER of Mississippi. I object. Let us have it read. 
The Clerk resumed and concluded the reading, as above. 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Alabama [Mr. Coss] 


Lott 
nau 


, not 
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YEAS—135. 
Adams, Pa. De Forest, Kribbs, Ryan, 
Aldrich, Dingley, Lapham, Schermerhorn, 
Babcock, Draper, Lefever, Scranton, 
Baldwin, peewee, Lockwood, Sickles, 
Barnes, Durborow, Lynch, Sipe, 
Bartlett, English, Cal. ahon, Smith, 
Barwig, Erdman, Marvin, N. Y. Somers, 
Beckner, Everett, McAleer, Sorg, 
Beltzhoover, Fielder, MeDannold, Sperry, 
Berry, Fletcher, McGann, Stevens, 
Bingham, Forman, McKaig, Stone, C. W. 
Boutelle, Gardner, Meyer, Stone, W. A. 
Brickner, Geary, Montgomery, Stone, Ky. 
Brosius, Geissenhainer, Mutchler, Storer, 
Bynum, Gillett, Mass. O'Neil, Mass. Straus, 
Cadmus, Goldzier, O'Neill, Mo. Talbott, Md. 
Caminetti, Gorman, Outhwaite. Tarsney, 
Campbell, Gresham, Page, Tracey, 
Caruth, Griffin, Mich. Paschal, Turner, Ga. 
Causey, Griffin, Wis. Patterson, Turner, Va. 
Chickering, Grout, Payne, Turpin, 
Clancy, Haines, Pearson, Updegraff, 
Clarke, Ala. Hall, Minn. Pendleton, W. Va. Van Voorhis, N. Y. 
Cobb, Mo. Hammond, Pigott, Wadsworth, 
Coftin, Md. Harmer, Powers, Wanger, 
Coombs, Harrison, nige2, Warner, 
Cooper, Fla. Haugen, ndall, Washington, 
Cooper, Ind. Hayes, Ray, Wells, 
Cornish, Hendrix, Reed, Wilson, W. Va. 
Covert, Henry, Reilly, Wise, 
Crain, Hicks, Reyburn, Wolverton. 

’ Dalzell, Hines, Richards, Woomer, 
Daniels, Hooker, N. Y. Ritchie, Wright. 
Davey, Kiefer, Russell, Conn. 

NAYS—162. 
Adams, Ky. De Armond, Johnson, N. Dak. Perkins, 
Aitken, Denson, Kem, Pickler, 
Alderson, Dinsmore, Kyle, Richardson, Mich. 
Alexander, Dockery, Lacey, Richardson, Tenn. 

’ Arnold, Dolliver, Lane, Robbins, 
Avery, Donovan, Latimer, Robertson, La. 
Baker, Kans. Doolittle, Lawson, Russell, Ga. 
Baker, N. H. Ellis, Ky. Layton, Sayers, 
Bankhead, Ellis, Oreg. Lester, Settic. 

Bell, Colo. Enloe, Little, Shell, 

} Black, Ga. Epes, Livingston, Sibley, 

' Blair, Fithian, Loud, Simpson, 
Bland, Fyan, Loudenslager, Snodgrass, 
Boatner, Goodnight, Lucas, Springer, 

oen, Grady, Maddox, Stallings, 
Bower, N.C. Grosvenor, saree, Stephenson, 
Bowers, Cal. Grow, Mallory, Stockdale, 
Branch, Hager, Marsh, Strait, 
Breckinridge, Hainer, Nebr. Marshall, Strong, 
Bretz, Hall, Mo. McCleary, Minn. Swanson, 
Broderick, Harris, McCreary, Ey. Talbert, 8. C. 
Bromwell, Hartman, McCulloch, Tate, 
Brookshire, Hatch, McDowell, Tawney, 
Brown, Heard, McKeighan, Taylor, Ind. 
Bryan, Henderson, Il. McLaurin, Taylor, Tenn. 
Bundy, Henderson, lowa. McMillin, Terry, 
Cabaniss, Henderson, N.C. MeNagny, Thomas, 
Cannon,Cal. KRepburn, McRae, Tyler, 
Cannon, Il. Hermann, Meiklejohn, Van Voorhis, Ohio 
Childs, Hitt, Mercer, Walker, 
Clark, Mo. Holman, Meredith, Waugh, 
Cobb, Ala. Hooker, Miss. Money, Wheeler, Ala. 
Cockrell, Hopkins, 1. Moon, Wheeler, fl. 
Coffeen, Wyo. Hopkins, Pa. Moore, White, 
Conn, Hudscn, Morgan, Whiting, 
Cooper, Wis. Hulick, Moses, Williams, Tl. 
Cousins, Hull, Neill, Williams, Miss. 
Cox, Hunter, Newlands, Wilson, Ohio 
Crawford, Hutcheson, Northway, Woodard. 
Curtis, Kans. Ikirt, Ogden, 
Davis, Izlar, Pendleton, Tex. 
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offers an amendment to the substitute, which the Clerk will now 
report. 
he Clerk read as follows: 

Amend by striking out section 18 and insert in lieu thereof the Setputes: 

“Suc. 13. That the bonds which may be issued under any existing law shall 
bear a rate of interest not to exceed 3 per cent per annum. They shall be in 
denominations to be determined by the Secretary of the Treasury, and shall be 
due and poaeees at time or times to be fixed by him, not to exceed twenty 


years. ut nothing herein contained shall be construed to confor authority 
on the Secretary of the Treasury to issue bonds.” 


The question being taken on the amendment to the substitute, 
it was rejected. 

The question recurred on the substitute of Mr. Cox. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 55, noes 184. 

Mr. COX. I call for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were not ordered; there being 26 members in 
support of the demand and 185 in opposition—the affirmative vote 
not being one-fifth of the whole. 

The SPEAKER. The question ison the engrossment and third 
reading of the amended bill. 

The question was taken; and the Speaker announced that the 
noes seemed to have it. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I demand a division. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 97, noes 159. 





‘The result of the vote was received with applause. ] 


Mr. SPRINGER. 


The yeas and nays were ordered. 


The SPEAKER appointed Mr. Hooker of New York and Mr. 


TRACEY as tellers at the desk. 


The question was taken; and there were—yeas 135, nays 162, 


I demand the yeas and nays. 


answered ‘‘ present ” 4, not voting 48; as follows: 
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ANSWERED “ PRESENT ”—4. 


Bailey, Edmunds, Jones, Kilgore 

NOT VOTING—48. 
Abbott, Cooper, Tex. Houk, Pence, 
Allen, Culberson, Johnson, Ind. Phillips, 
Apsley, Curtis, N. Y. Johnson, Ohio Price, 
Bartholdt, Dunn, Linton, Rayner, 
Belden, English, N. J. Magner, Robinson, Pa. 
Bell, Tex. Funk, Martin, Ind. Rusk, 
Bunn, Gear, McCall, Sherman, 
Burnes, Gillet, N. Y. McDearmon, Sweet, 
Capehart, Graham, McEttrick, Tucker, 
Catchings, Hare, Milliken, Weadock, 
Cockran, Harter, Morse, Wever, 
Cogswell, Heiner, Pa. Murray, Wilson, Wash. 


So the motion that the bill be ordered to be engrossed and read 
a third time was not agreed to. 

Mr. AITKEN. 1 wish to have my colleague [Mr. Lintox] ex- 
cused. He wascalled home bya telegram. If he were here he 
would vote “no.” 

The SPEAKER. 
will be excused. 

Mr. SPRINGER. 
be recapitulated. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Illinois [Mr. SprRiInGcER] 
The House will please be in 
order, so that gentlemen may hear how they are recorded. 

The Clerk recapitulated the names of those voting. 

Mr. JONES. I desire to state that Iam paired with the gentle- 
man from Massachusetts [Mr. McCauu]. If he were present, he 
would vote ‘‘aye” and I should vote “no.” 

The Clerk announced the following additional pairs: 

Mr. RAYNER with Mr. EpMuNDs, on the Springer bill. Mr. 
RAYNER would vote “‘ aye;’” Mr. EpmuNDs would vote ‘‘ no.” 

Mr. CULBERSON with Mr. Curtis of New York, for the rest of 
this day. 

Mr. MAGNER with Mr, HEINER of Pennsylvania, for the rest of 
this day. 

Mr. REED. Mr. Speaker, before the announcement of the vote 
takes place, I should like to say—I do not know that iwould have 
any right to—— 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I wish to say that Iam paired with the gen- 
tleman from Maryland [Mr. RAYNER]. If he were present he 
would vote ‘‘aye” and I should vote “no.” 

Mr. SPRINGER. Before the vote is announced 

Mr. REED. I desire to say tothe gentleman from [llinois in 
charge of this bill that, supported by my colleagues on this side of 
the House, I made him a proposition which seemed to us to be 
satisfactory. He saw fit not—— 

Several MEMBERS (on the Democratic side). Regular order. 

The SPEAKER. The regular order is the announcement of 
the vote. 

Mr. PENCE. Before the announcement—— 

Several MempBers. Regular order. 

Mr. PENCE. Upon the roll call I answered ‘‘no.” As hereto- 
fore stated to the House, Mr. ApsLEY had requested a pair. If he 
were here, I think he would vote ‘‘aye.” Iam not sure, but I 
withdraw my vote. 

The SPEAKER. Without objection, the gentleman can with- 
draw his vote. 

Several MEMBERS. 

The SPEAKER. 
the vote. 

The result of the vote was then announced as above recorded. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I desire to move to reconsider the vote just 
taken. 

Mr. HATCH. 

Mr. McRAE. 
sider. 

Mr. SPRINGER. And pending that I move that the House 
take a recess until to-morrow morning at 11 o’clock. 

The SPEAKER. The motion for a recess is not in order. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I move that the Honse do now adjourn. 

The SPEAKER. That motion is notin order. The gentleman 
from Illinois [Mr. SPRINGER] moves to reconsider the vote, and 
the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. Harcu] moves to lay the mo- 
tion to reconsider on the table. 

Mr. REED. I desire to say to the House [Cries of ‘* Reg- 
ular a, 

The SPEA R. The question is upon the motion to lay on the 
table the motion to reconsider. 

The question being taken, the Speaker announced that the ayes 
seemed to have it. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Division. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 121, noes 109. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The SPEAKER appointed as tellers Mr. Hatcu and Mr. HooKER 
of New York. 


In the absence of objection, the gentleman 


This is an important vote, and I ask that it 





Regular order. 
The regular order is the announcement of 


I move to lay that motion on the table. 
I move tolay on the table the motion to recon- 












1895. 


Adams, Ky. 
Aitken, 
Alderson, 
Arnold, 
Baker, Kans. 
Baner, N. H. 
Bankhead, 
Bell, Colo. 

‘ Black k, 

Blair, 































































Branch, 
Breckinridge, 
Bretz, 
Broderick, 
Brookshire, 
Brown, 
Bryan, 
Bundy, 
Cabaniss. 
Cannon, Cal. 
Camnon, Tl. 
Childs, 
Clark, Mo. 
Cobb, Ala. 
Cockrell, 
Conn, 
Cooper, Wis. 
Cousins, 
Cox, 
Jrawford, 
Curtis, Kans. 


Aldrich, 
Avery, 
Barnes, 
Bartlett, 
Barwig, 
Beckner, 
Bingham, 
Bostner, 
Boutelle, 
Brickner, 
Bromwell, 
Broasius, 
Cadmus, 
Caminetti, 
Campbell, 
Caruth, 
Causey, 
Chickering, 
Clancy, 
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YEAS—135 


Davis, 

De Armond, 
Denson, 
Dinsmore, 
Dockery, 
Dolliver, 
Doolittle, 
Edmunds, 

Ellis, Ky. 

Ellis, Oreg. 
Enloe, 

Epes, 

Fithian, 

Grady, 
Grosvenor, 
Grow, 

Hager, 

Hainer, Nebr. 
Hall, Mo. 
Harris, 
Hartman, 
Hatch, 

Heard, 
Henderson, Tl. 
Henderson, N. C. 
Hepburn, 
Hermann, 
Hohnan, 
Hooker, Miss. 
Hopkins, Il. 
Hopkins, Pa. 
Hudson, 
Hulick, 
Hull, 


Hunter, 
Hutcheson, 
Ikirt, 

Izlar, 


Johnson, N. Dak. 


Kem, 
Kyle, 
Lacey, 
Lane, 
Layton, 
Little, 
Livingston, 
Londenslager, 
Maddox, 
Mallory, 
Marsh, 
MeCleary, Minn. 
MeCulloch, 
McDowell, 
McKeighan, 
McLaurin, 
McNagny, 
McRae, 
Meiklejohn, 
Meredith, 
Money, 
Moore, 
Moses. 
_ ill, 
»wlands, 
ee 
Ogden, 
Pence, 
Perkins, 





NAYS—124. 


Dunphy, 
Durborow, 
English, Cal. 
Erdman, 
Everett, 
Fielder, 
Fletcher, 
Forman, 
Gardner. 
Geary, 
Geissenhainer, 
Garman, 
Griffin, Mich. 
Griffin, Wis. 
Grout, 
Haines, 

Hall, Minn. 
Hammond, 
Harmer, 


Lynch, 
Mahon, 
McCreary, Ky. 
MeDannold, 
Me pm 
McKaig, 
MeMillin, 
Mercer, 
Meyer, 
Montgomery, 
Me oT. 
Mutchler, 
O'Neil, Mass. 
O'Neill, Mo. 
Outhwaite, 
Page, 
Paschal, 
Patterson, 
Payne, 





The question was taken; and there were—yeas 135, nays 124, 
answered ‘‘present” 1, not voting 89; as follows: 


Pickler, 

Richardson, Mich 
Richardson, Tenn. 
Robbins, | 


Robertson, La. 
Russell, Ga. 
Sayers, 

Settle, 

Shell, 

Sibley, 
Simpson, 
Snodgrass, 
Stallimegs, 
Steckdale, 
Strait, 
Swanson. 
Talbert, 8.'C. 
Tate, 

Tawney, 
Taylor, Ind. 
Taylor, Tem 
Terry, 

Tyler, 

Van Voorhis, Ohio 
Wangh, 
Wheeler, Ala. 
Wheeler, Tl. 
White, 
Whiting, 
Williams, Til. 
Williams, Miss, 
Wilson, Ohio 
Woodard. 





Russell, Conn. 
Ryan, 
Schermerhorn, 
Sickles, 

Sipe, 

Smith, 
Somers, 

Sorg, 

Sperry, 
Springer, 
Stone, ‘C. 
Stone, W. A. 
Stone, Ky. 
Straus, 
Talbott, Md. 
Tarsney, 
Thomas, 
Tracey, 
Turner, Ga. 


| parr. 





Clarke, Ala. Harrison, Pearson, Turner, Va. 
Gobb, Mo. Haugen, Pendleton, Tex. Turpin, 
Coffin, Md. Hendrix, Pendleton, W. Va. Updegraff, 
Cooper, Ind. Henry, Pigott Van V oorhis, N. Y. 
Cornish, Hooker, N. Y. Powers, Walker 
Covert, Kiefer, Quigg, Wanger, 
Crain, Kribbs, Ray, Warner, 
Dalzell, Lapham, Reed, Washington, 
Davey, Lawson, Reilly, Wells, 
Dingley, Lefever, Rey burn, Wilson, W. Va. 
Denovan, Lester, Richards, Wise, 
Draper, Lockwood, Ritchie, Wright 
ANSWERED “PRESENT *—1. 
Jones. 

NOT VOTING—8? 
Abbott, Cooper, Fila. Hines, Phillips, 
Adams, Pa. Coaper, Tex. Hitt, Price, 
Alexander, Culberson, Houk, Randall, 
Allen, Curtis, N. Y. Johnson, Ind. Rayner, 
Apsley, Daniels, Johnson, Ohio Robinson, Pa. 
Babcock, De Forest, Kilgore, Rusk, 
Bailey, Dunn, Latimer, Scranton, 
Baldwin, English, N. J. Linton, Sherman, 
Bartholdt, Funk, Loud, Stephenson, 
Belden, Fyan, Lucas, Stevens, 
Bell, Tex. Gear, Magner, Storer, 
Beltzhoover, Gillet, N. Y. Maguire, Strong, 
Berry, Gillett, Mass. Marshall, Sweet 
Bower, N. C. Goldzier, Martin, Ind. Tucker, 
Bunn, Goodnight, Marvin, N. Y. Wadsworth, 
Burnes, Graham, McAleer, Weadock, 
Bynum, Gresham, McCall, Wever, 
Capehart, Hare, McDearmon, Wilson, Wash. 
Catchings, Harter, McEttrick, Wolverton, 
Cockran, Hayes, Milliken, Woomer. 
Coffeen, Wyo. Heiner, Pa. Morgan, 
Cogswell, Henderson, Iowa Morse, 
Coombs, Hicks, Murray, 


Mr. HAUGEN. Mr. Speaker, when the nameof the gentleman 
from Missouri [Mr. MorGan] was called I answered to his name. 
I think he is recorded as voting by mistake. I understand he is 
not in the House. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Wisconsin states that he 

voted when the name of the gentleman from Missouri [Mr, Mor- 
GAN] was called. 

Mr. PENCE. Mr. Speaker, I was paired with the gentleman 
from Massachusetts [Mr. ApsLEY] and have regarded that pair. 
Now it is suggested that that pair can be transferred so that the 
gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. ApsLEyY] and the gentleman 
trom Iowa ope HENDERSON] may be paired, and if I can be rec- 
ognized to do so I will be glad to vote ‘‘ yea.” 
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The SPEAKER. The Chair can only ask ifthe gentleman was 
in the Hall. 

Mr. PENCE. I have been in the Hallall the while. I was pay- 
ing no attention to the calling of my name, but observing my 
If that is the inquiry, I did not hear my name. 

The SPEAKER. Call the gentleman. 





The name of Mr. PENCE was called, and he voted ‘‘ yea.” 
Mr. SPRINGER. I ask for a recapitulation of the vote. 
Mr. BRECKINRIDGE. A parliamentary inquiry. 


The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state : 
Mr. BRECKINRIDGE. If by this vote it sl ald be deter ined 

to reconsider the vote, would it be in order under tl 

this bill recommitted to the Committee on Banking and 
The SPEAKER. After it is ordered toa third » TER 


r uk s to have 


i Currency? 
tity : 


the rnlesa motion may be made to recommit either before or after 
the previous question on the passage of the bill, but not p to 
the third reading. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE. The previous question is alread) 
dered by the special order. Really, what I desire to know is if 
the motion to reconsider is not laid on the table would the par 
mentary attitude be such that this bill could be recommit with- 

| out instructions to the Committee on Banking and Curre1 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks not. 

Mr.SPRINGER. [If itis ordered toa third reading it could be. 

The SPEAKER. If it is ordered to a third reading it could 
be; otherwise not. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I will make that motion then. [Cries of 
‘Regular order!”|] I ask for a recapitulation of the vote. 

The SPEAKER. The vote disposes of the bill anyway 

The following additional pair was announced: 

Mr. APSLEY with Mr. HENDERSON of Iowa, on this vote. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I ask for arecapitulationof the vote. [Cries 

f ‘Oh, no!”| I withdraw that. 

The SPEAKER. On this question the yeas are 135, the nays 
are 124, present and not voting 1. The yeas have it, and the 
motion to reconsider is laid on the table. [Loud applause. ] 

Mr. HATCH. I move that the House do now adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to. 

And accordingly (at 6 o’clock and 24 minutes p. ) the House 


adjourned until te-merrow at 12 o'clock m. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PRIVATE BILLS. 

Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, private bills and resolut 
severally reported from committees, : livered to the Clerk, ar 
referred to the Committee of the Whole House, as th w 

By Mr. McALEER, from the ¢ ‘conmndides on Naval Affairs: A 
bill (H. R. 4226) forthe relief of James Duke. (Report No. 1777.) 

sy Mr. ROBINSON of Pennsylvania, from the same committee: 
A bill (S. 864) to authorize the payment to Rear-Admiral John 
H. Russell of the highest pay of his grade. (Report No. 17% 

By Mr. BELTZHOOVER, from the Committee on W: 
A bill (H. R.8801) for the allow: mce of certain claims r 
the accounting officers of the United States Treasury De] 
(Report No. 1783.) 

By Mr. RICHARDS, from the Committee on 
(H.R. 6845) for the relief of Elizabeth Tichan. 

By Mr. HULL, from the C 
(8.399) for the relief of Bvt. Lieut. 
port No. 1785.) 


ir Claim 
d by 
artment. 





Mori 


Claims: A hill 

(Report No. 1784 
ommittee on Military Affairs: A bill 
Col. J. Madison Cutts. Re- 


CHANGE OF ane 

Under clause 2 of Rule XXII, the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions was disc harged from the cemsiienal ion of the bill (H. R. 
8506) granting an increase of pension to John W. Owen 


ronto, Kans., and the same wi is referred to the Comrnittee on 
Pensions. 
PUBLIC BILLS, oe ALS, AND RESOLUTIONS 

Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, bills. resolutions. and memor f 
the following titles were are ved and severally referred : - 
lows: 

By Mr. MAHON: bill (H. R. 8804) to extend the tii 
filing certain claims _. compensation for horses and : prop- 
erty lost in the military service of the United States » the ‘ a 
mittee on War Claims. 

By Mr. McETTRICKE: A bill (H. R.8805) to establis} 
ment of trade and commerce—to the Committee on Interst 
Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. CADMUS: A bill (H. R. 8806) te limit the hom 
of thee mployees of street railway companies within ti 
of Columbia—to the Committee on the District of Col 

By Mr. CHILDS: A bill (H.R. 8807) to incorporate the > nal 
Central Railway—to the Committee on the Judiciary 

By Mr. ENGLISH of California: A 1 il (H. R. 8X2 ) amend 


of the District 


lumbia. 


the charter of the Rock Creek Railway Company 
of Columbia—to the Committee on the District - of ( 
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By Mr. COBB of Missouri: A resolution instructing the Clerk 
of the House of Representatives to audit the claim of Thomas M, 
Rogers—to the Committee on Accounts. 

By Mr. GROSVENOR: A resolution to appoint a committee of 
five from the Committee on Elections toinvestigate certain alleged 
frauds in the State of Tennessee regarding Federal elections—to 
the Committee on Elections. 

By Mr. DURBOROW: A memorial of the legislature of Illinois. 
requesting the passage of the bill for the relief of Maj. Gen. John 
A. McClernand, of Ilinois—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


PRIVATE BILLS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills of the following titles, 
were presented and referred as follows: 

By Mr. BELTZHOOVER: A bill (H.R.8808) for the relief of 
Francis Kilburn—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. BOATNER: A+ bill (H. R. 8809) for the relief of Mrs. 
E. R. Allen, of West Carroll Parish, La.—to the Committee on 
War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8810) for the relief of the estate of Martha 
Keller, deceased, late of East Carroll Parish, La.—to the Commit- 
tee on War Claims. 

By Mr. CRISP: A bill (H. R. 8811) grantiag a pension to James 
Jones—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. GILLETT of Massachusetts: A bill (H.R.8812) granting 
arrearages of pay to Edmund C. Binley—to the Committee on 
War Claims. 

By Mr. LACEY: A bill (H.R. 8813) to increase the pension of 
Byron Cotton—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. PATTERSON: A bill (H.R. 8814) for the relief of John 
Morrison, of Shelby County, Tenn.—to the Committee on War 
Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8815) for the relief of the estate of Washing- 
ton Bond, deceased, late of Shelby County, Tenn.—to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims. 

By Mr. RYAN: A bill (H.R. 8816) to grant an honorable dis- 
charge and to remove the charge of desertion against the name of 
Edward P. Kain—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. SIPE: A bill (H.R.8817) granting a pension to Samuel 
G. McLaughlin—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. WILSON of West Virginia: A bill (H. R. 8818) for the 
relief of Robert 8. Moss, administrator of James A. Moss, de- 
ceased—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. BLAIR: A bill (H. R. 8819) granting an increase of pen- 
sion to Caroline B. Bradford—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

By Mr. THOMAS: A bill (H. R. 8820) for the relief of Henry L. 
Fitch—to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 


PETITIONS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, the following petitions and papers 
were laid on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows: 

By Mr. BELTZHOOVER: Resolution of citizens of Newville, 
Pa., against extending the right of suffrage to aliens—to the Com- 
mittee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

Also, resolution of citizens of Newville, Pa., against sectarian 
appropriations by Congress—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. BOEN: Petition of Press Speed and others, of Chunkeys 
Station, Miss., praying Congress to (1) prohibit the further issue 
of bonds; (2) favoring unlimited coinage of silver and gold at the 
American ratio of 16 to 1; (8) issue of full legal-tender paper 
money sufficient to make the aggregate volume of gold, silver, 
and paper money $50 per capita; (4) the abolition of national banks 
and the issue of money by the Government direct—to the Com- 
mittee on Banking and Currency. 

Also, petition of Andrew Anderson and 62 other citizens of 
Swift County, Minn., and O. C. N, Dunheim and 41 others, of Kan- 
diyohi County, Minn., protesting against any extension of the debt 
due by the Central and Union Pacific Railroad companies, etc.— 
to the Committee on Pacific Railroads. 

By Mr. COBB of Missouri: Petition of merchants of St. Louis, 
favoring the paying of bounty for 1894 to sugar producers—to 
the Committee on Appropriations. 

By Mr. DALZELL: Resolutions of numerous citizens of Pitts- 
burg and Castle Shannon, Pa., in favor of a constitutional amend- 
ment to prevent the p e of any law respecting an establish- 
ment of religion, etc.—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, resolutions of representative citizens of Pittsburg and 
Castle Shannon, Pa., in favor of a constitutional amendment to 
restrict the franchise to citizens of the United States—to the Com- 
mittee on the J a 

Also, resolution of citizens of Pittsburg, Pa., in favor of a 
constitutional amendment to prevent any State from granting the 
right of franchise to any person who is not a citizen of the United 
States—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, resolution of 50 citizens of Pittsburg, Pa., in favor of a 
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constitutional amendment to prevent the passage of any law for 
the establishment of religion—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. DUNPHY: Petition of the printers of the United States, 
against the Government printing envelopes—to the Committee on 
the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. DURBOROW: Petition of the Chicago Real Estate 
Board, Chicago, to establish branch hydrographic offices at each 
of the principal lake ports and to provide proper appropriations 
for the same—to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. HARMER: Resolution adopted at a meeting of 200 citi- 


| zens of the city of Philadelphia, Pa., in favor of maintainin 


civil and religious liberty by absolute separation of church an 
state and in ver of an amendment to the Constitution of the 
United States against the use of the property or credit of the 
United States or any State or any money raised by taxation for 
maintaining any institution wholly or in part under sectarian or 
ecclesiastical control—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, resolution adopted at a meeting of 200 citizens of the city 
of Philadelphia, Pa., setting forth that in a number of States the 
right of franchise is granted to aliens after a residence of from 
four or five months to one year, and that the rights of the legal 
citizen may not be abridged; petitioning that Congress shall adopt 
a joint resolution proposing an amendment to the Constitution of 
the United States that no State shall grant the right of franchise 
to any person in violation of the law of the United States—to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, petition of property owners and citizens of the District of 
Columbia, urging favorable action on the measure now pending 
before Congress for the extension of the sewerage and highway 
system of the District of Columbia—to the Committee on the 
District of Columbia. 

By Mr. HAYES: Petition of Hon. Le Grand Byington, of Iowa, 
for certain financial legislation—to the Committee on Banking 
and Currency. 

By Mr. HITT: Memorial and resolutions of the general assem- 
bly of the State of Dlinois, favoring the bill to pension Maj. Gen. 
John A. McClernand—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. KIEFER: Petition of special committee from Minne- 
sota School of Agriculture, favoring House bill 8389 to protect 
forests—to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

By Mr. LACEY: Memorial of George C. Heberling and others, 
favoring a special pension for Byron Cotton, a blind soldier of 
Company A, Twenty-fourth Iowa Infantry—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. McCALL: Resolutions of the American Academy of 
Political and Social Science, in favor of the McCall bill for uni- 
formity of legislation—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. McDOWELL: Petition of the Carpenters’ Union of 
Sharon, Pa., in favor of House bill 5603 and Senate bill 2202—to 
the Committee on Merchant Marine and Fisheries. 

By Mr. OGDEN: Petition of B. F. Jenkins, E. W. Sutherlin, and 
others, of Mansfield, La., urging the payment of a bounty to the 
sugar producers on their crops for the year 1894—to the Commit- 
tee on Appropriations. 

By Mr. REYBURN: Petition of citizens of Philadelphia, in fa- 
vor of an amendment to the Constitution that ‘‘no State shall 
grant the right of franchise to any person who is not a citizen of 
the United States *—to the Committee on Immigration and Natu- 
ralization. 

By Mr. RICHARDS: Resolutions of citizens of Guadenhutten 
and Creston, Ohio, for amendments to the Constitution—to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. SCRANTON: Map to accompany House bill 8793—to 
the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. SORG: Claim of William T. Alexander for damages in 
rg eas of property during the war—to the Committee on War 
Claims. 

By Mr. STONE of Kentucky: Memorial of citizens of the Dis- 
trict of Columbia, praying eaactment into a law of the bill now 

ending for extension of the sewerage and highway system of the 
District—to the Committee on the District of Columbia, 

By Mr. WANGER: Preamble and resolutions of a meeting of 
98 citizens of Abington; 100 citizens of Montgomery Square, Mont- 
gomery County; 77 citizens of Cold Point, Montgomery County; 
54 citizens of Warrington, Bucks oer and 38 citizens of South- 
ampton, Bucks County, all of Pennsylvania, for the submission 
of an amendment to the Constitution of the United States prohib- 
iting any establishment of religion and opposing sectarian appro- 
priations, etc.—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, a preamble and resolutions of each of the same meetings, 
in favor of the submission of an amendment to the Constitution 
of the United States prohibiting any State from granting the 
right of suffrage to any person not a citzen of the United States— 
to the Commiteee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. WASHINGTON: Papers to accompany House bill 8692, 
granting an increase of pension to Harry B. Plumber, Company 
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I, First Regiment Tennessee Volunteers, Mexican war—to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions. 

By Mr. WILSON of West Virginia: Petition of 217 citizens of 
West Virginia, to amend the Constitution, making it unlawful for 
Congress or any State to pass any law in aid of any religious in- 
stitutions or societies—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, petition of 217 citizens of West Virginia, to amend the 
Constitution so as to prohibit the granting by a State of a fran- 
chise to any person not a citizen of the United States—to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary. . 

Also, petition of R. S. Moss, praying that his claim or property 
taken by the Army during the late war be referred to the Court 
of Claims—to the Committee on War Claims. 


SENATE. 
Fripay, February 8, 1895. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. W. H. Mripurn, D. D. 
The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved. 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATION. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a communica- 
tion from the Secretary of the Interior, transmitting a report of the 
disbursements for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1895, made in 
the States and Territories under the provisions of an act of Con- 
gress approved July 2, 1862, applying a portion of the proceeds of 
the public lands to the more complete endowment and support of 
the colleges for the benefit of agriculture and the mechanic arts, 
together with a tabulated statement, which shows that each of 
the six installments, date of requisition upon the Treasury Depart- 
ment in favor of each State and Territory, and the amount to be 
disbursed upon such requisition; which, with the accompanying 
paper, was referred to the Committee on Agriculture and Forestry, 
and ordered to be printed. 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. T. O. 
TOWLEs, its Chief Clerk, announced that the House had passed a 
bill (H. R. 8499) to authorize the construction of a bridge across 
the Missouri River, in the county of Dakota, in the State of Ne- 
braska, and in the city of Sioux City, in the county of Woodbury, 
in the State of Iowa; in which it requested the concurrence of the 
Senate. 

ENROLLED BILL SIGNED. 

The message also announced that the Speaker of the House had 
signed the enrolled bill (H.R. 8552) to authorize the appointment 
of cadets to the Naval Academy; and it was thereupon signed by 
the Vice-President. 


PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT presented a petition of the Lehigh 
Valley Railroad Company, of the State of Pennsylvania, signed 
by E. P. Wilbur, president, and John R. Fanshawe, secretary, 
praying that an appropriation be made to enable that company to 
make certain improvements in the harbor at Buffalo, N. Y.; 
which, with the accompanying paper, was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Commerce. 

Mr. FAULKNER presented a petition of local union No. 9, 
American Flint Glass Workers’ Union, of Wheeling, W. Va., and 
a petition of New River Division, No. 140, Order of Railway Con- 
ductors, of Hinton, W. Va., praying for the passage of House bill 
No. 5603, to ameliorate the condition of American seamen; which 
were ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented petitions of 75 citizens of Moundsville, of 40 
citizens of Gormania, of 60 citizens of Alexander, and of 45 citi- 
zens of Grafton, all in the State of West Virginia, praying for the 
adoption of an amendment to the Constitution of the United 
States providing that ‘‘no State shall grant the right of franchise 
to any person who is not a citizen of the United States;” which 
were referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

He also presented petitions of 50 citizens of Thomas, of 82 citi- 
zens of Paw Paw, of 40 citizens of Gormania, and of 60 citizens 
of Alexander, all in the State of West Virginia, praying for the 
adoption of an amendment to the Constitution of the United 
States to prevent the appropriation of moneys for sectarian insti- 
tutions; which were referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. SHERMAN presented a petition of the Board of Trade of 
Indianapolis, Ind., praying for the enactment of legislation pro- 
viding for the reorganization of the consular and diplomatic serv- 
ice; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented resolutions adopted by the Chamber of Com- 
merce and Merchants’ Exchange of Cincinnati, Ohio, favoring the 
general financial policy of the President as expressed in his recent 
message; which were referred to the Committee on Finance. 

He also presented a petition of 43 citizens of Pierpont, Ohio, 
and a petition of 40 citizens of Tuscarawas, Ohio, praying for the 
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adoption of an amendment to the Constitution of the United 
States providing that ‘‘ No State shall grant the right of franchise 
to any person who is not a citizen of the United States;” which 
were referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

He also presented a petition of 43 citizens of Piérpont, Ohio, 
and a petition of 77 citizens of Summerfield, Ohio, praying for the 
adoption of an amendment to the Constitution of the United States 
to prevent the appropriation of public moneys for sectarian insti- 
tutions; which were referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. LODGE presented resolutions adopted by the Fruit and 
Produce Exchange of Boston, Mass., indorsing the President’s re- 
cent message and urging immediate action by Congress thereon; 
which were referred to the Committee on Finance. 

He also presented a petition of Cigar Makers’ Local Union No. 
95, of Boston, Mass., and a petition of cigar makers’ local union 
No. 169, of Cambridge, Mass.. praying for the passage of House 
bill No. 5603, to ameliorate the condition of American seamen; 
which were ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. HALE. I present a resolution adopted by the legislature 
of the State of Maine, favoring the appropriation now pending be- 
fore Congress to repair and reconstruct the United States frigate 
Constitution at the Kittery Navy-Yard. Iask that the resolu- 
tion be read, and referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

Theresolution was read, and referred tothe Committee on Naval 
Affairs, as follows: 

STATE OF MAINE. 


Resolve requesting the Maine delegation in Congress to use their influence 
for the appropriation to repair the United States frigate Constitution, and 
that such repairs be made at the Kittery Navy-Yard. 


Resolved, That the Senators and Members of the House of Representatives 
in the national Congress from this State be, and are hereby, requested to 
exert their influence to secure the appropriation now pending before Con- 
gress for the repairs and reconstruction of the United States frigate Consti- 
tution, and to have such repairs made at the Kittery Navy-Yard, and that the 
secretary of state be directed to forward, as soon as may be, one copy of this 
resolution to each Senator and Member of the House of Representatives in 
Congress from this State. 


IN HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, February 2, 1895. 


Read and finally passed. 
LLEWELLYN POWER, Speaker. 


IN SENATE, February 4, 1°95 


GEO. M. SEIDUS, President. 


FEBRUARY 5, 1895. 


Read and passed finally. 


Approved. 
HENRY B. CLEAVES, 
Governor. 
NICHOLAS FESSENDEN 


Secretary of State, 


Mr. ALDRICH presented a memorial of sundry citizens of Rhode 
Island, remonstrating against the appropriation of moneys for sec- 
tarian institutions for Indian education; which was referred to the 
Committee on Indian Affairs. 

Mr. BLACKBURN presented a petition of sundry citizens of 
Covington, Ky., praying for the passage of the so-called Stone im- 
migration bill, providing for the consular inspection of immi- 
grants before embarkation; which was referred to the Committee 
on Immigration. 

Mr. CULLOM. I present a resolution adopted by the house of 
representatives of the legislature of Illinois, favoring the passage 
of a bill granting a pension to Maj. Gen. John A. McClernand. 
I do not wish to take up the time of the Senate by having the 
resolution read, but I ask that it be printed in the Recorp. 

The resolutions were ordered to lie on the table, and to be 
printed in the REcorp, as follows: 










[State of Illinois. Thirty-ninth general assembly, house of representatives. ] 

The following resolution passed the house on the 18th day of January, 1895, 
and was concurred in by the Senate on the 23d day of January, 1895. Which 
said resolution is in the words following, to wit: 

Whereas there is now pending in the Congress of the United States a bill 
for the award of a pension to Maj. Gen. John A. McClernand, of Illinois; and 

Whereas General McClernand was one of the bravest of the many brave 
soldiers from Illinois who enlisted early in the war, threw the weight of h 
great influence at the very inception of the mighty conflict, in favor of th 
Union, thus inspiring the people of this great State with his own lofty and 
enthusiastic patriotism, which was of immeasurable value to the cause « 
freedom; anc 

Whereas his services in the Army were of great value to the nation, and 
added luster to the fair name of Illinois: Therefore, be it 

Resolved by the House of Representatives of the State of Tlinois (the Senat 
concurring therein), That the Senators from Illinois be instructed, and the 
members of Congress from this State be requested, to do all in their pows 
to secure the passage of the said bill, and the recognition, too long delayed 
of his patriotic services. 

Resolved further, That the clerk of this house be directed to furnish each 
Senator and Member of Congress from this State and to General McClernand 
a copy of these resolutions. 

JOHN MEYER. Speake 
JOHN A. REEVE, ¢ 
Mr. HIGGINS presented a petition of 122 citizens of Milford, 


Del., praying for the adoption of an amendment to the Constitu- 
tion of the United States providing that ‘‘no Stateshall grant the 
right of franchise to any person who is not a citizenof the United 
States;” which was referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 
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Mr. GEORGE presented a petition of the Dry Goods Economist, 
Louis W aldener, and sundry other merchants of Mississippi, pray- 
ing for the passage of a national bankruptcy bill; which was 
ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented a petition of the Cone Export Commission 
Company and sundry other business firms of New York, pray- 
ing for the passage of the so-called Bailey-George bankruptcy 
bill; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. TURPIE presented resolutions adopted by the Board of 
Trade of Indianapolis, Ind., favoring the general financial policy 
of the President as expressed in his recent message; which were 
referred to the Committee on Finance. 

He also presented the memorial of W. R. Stokes, of Lebanon, 
Ind., offering certain suggestions regarding the coinage problem; 
which was referred to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. VEST presented a memorial of the People’s Party Central 
Club, of Jackson County, Mo., remonstrating against the enact- 
ment of legislation as recommended by the President in his recent 
financial message; which was referred to the Committee on Fi- 
nance. 

Mr. GRAY presented a petition of 122 citizens of Milford, Del., 
praying for the adoption of an amendment to the Constitution of 
the United States to prevent the 2 ee gg 9 of moneys for sec- 
tarian institutions; which was referred to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

Mr. BRICE presented a petition of the Master Plumbers’ Asso- 
ciation of Cincinnati, Ohio, praying for the adoption of certain 
amendments to the plumbing regulations of the District of Colum- 
bia; which was referred to the Committee on the District of Co- 
lumbia. 

He also presented petitions of Union No. 104, Brotherhood of 
Carpenters and Joiners, of Dayton; of Iron Molders’ Union No. 
27, of Cleveland; of the Central Trade and Local Union of Miami 
County; of Oliver Slocum Division, No. 334, Brotherhood of Lo- 
comotive Engineers, of Delphos; of Iron Molders’ Union No. 145, 
of Columbus; of Iron Molders’ Union No. 180, of Dayton, and of 
Local Union No. 31, American Federation of Labor, of Tiffin, all in 
the State of Ohio, praying for the passage of House bill No. 5603, 
to ameliorate the condition of American seamen; which were or- 
dered to lie on the table. 

He also presented a petition of 40 citizens of Tuscarawas, Ohio, 
praying for the adoption of an amendment to the Constitution of 
the United States to prevent the appropriation of moneys for sec- 
tarian purposes for Indian education; which was referred to the 
Committee on Indian Affairs. - 

He also presented petitions of 77 citizens of Summerfield, of 50 
citizens of Zanesville, and of 58 citizens of Bowerston, all in the 
State of Ohio, praying for the adoption of an amendment to the 
Constitution of the United States providing that ‘‘no State shall 
grant the right of franchise to any person who is not a citizen of 
the United States; which were referred to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

He also presented petitions of 4 citizens of Columbus, of sundry 
merchants and business firms of Cincinnati, and of 11 business 
men of Cincinnati, all in the State of Ohio, praying for the enact- 
ment of legislation to secure to the sugar producers of the United 
States a compensating bounty upon the crops of the year 1894; 
which were referred to the Committee on Appropriations. 

Mr. FAULKNER. I present a petition of the MedicalSociety of 
the District of Columbia, praying for the passage of House bill 
No. 8231, to regulate the sale of milk in the District of Columbia, 
and for other purposes. 

The petition relates toa bill reported from the Committee on 
the District of Columbia and now before the Senate. I move that 
the petition lie on the table, and that it be printed as a document. 

The motion was agreed to. : 

Mr. ro yr ee Mr. President, I present a petition from the pres- 
ident and nine professors of the University of the State of Wash- 
ington, asking for the favorable consideration of a bill now pend- 
ing in the Senate, having for its object the establishment of a 
national park and forest reserve including Mount Rainier. 

The petitioners go on to state that well-known scientists and 
scientific societies have already called attention to the value of this 
magnificent region, which each year grows in interest not only to 
the people of that State, but to the entire nation and to the scien- 
tists of the world. 

The petitioners further state that they feel that the measure pro- 
posed is necessary for the preservation and protection of the nat- 
ural features of this especially attractive portion of the public do- 
main, and that delay will result in continued injury and increased 
destruction of animals and forests. Therefore they ask that, for 
the preservation of this portion of the public domain and in the 
interest of science and the public welfare, the bill be passed estab- 
lishing a national park in the State of Washington. 

I move that the petition be referred to the Committee on Public 
Lands and printed. 

The motion was agreed to. 


FEBRUARY 8, 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 


Mr. McMILLAN, from the Committee on the District of Colum- 
bia, to whom the subject was referred, submitted a report accom- 
panied by a bill (S. 2735) to incorporate the East Washington Belt 
Line Railway Company; which was read twice by its title. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the bill 
(S. 2339) to incorporate the East Washington Belt Line Railway 
Company, reported adversely thereon, and the bill was postponed 
indefinitely. 

Mr. HUNTON, from the Committee on the District of Colum- 
bia, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 4950) to amend section 
553 of the Revised Statutes of the United States relating to the 
District of Columbia, reported it without amendment. 

Mr. PASCO, from the Committee on Claims, to whom was re- 
ferred the bill (S. 1530) for the relief of James Grace, reported it 
without amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

He also, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to whom was 
referred the bill (8. 1746) to relieve Abel 8. Reynolds from the 
charge of desertion, submitted an adverse report thereon; which 
was agreed to, and the bill was postponéd indefinitely. 

Mr. GALLINGER, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom 
was referred the bill (H. R. 6433) granting an increase of pension 
to Julia Weeks, reported it without amendment, and submitted a 
report thereon. 

Mr. FAULKNER, from the Committee on the District of Co- 
lumbia, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 8337) relative to the 
Rock Creek Railway Company of the District of Columbia, re- 
ported it without amendment. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the 
bill (H.R. 6197) to amend the laws relating to conveyances of 
lands in the District of Columbia, reported it without amendment. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the 
bill (H. R. 8638) to amend an act entitled ‘‘An act to incorporate 
the Maryland and Washington Railway Company,” approved Au- 
gust 1, 1892, and for other purposes, reported it without amend- 
ment. 

Mr. FAULKNER. Iam instructed by the Committee on the 
District of Columbia to move that the bill (S. 2361) to amend an 
act entitled “An act to incorporate the Maryland and Washington 
Railway Company,” approved August 1, 1892, and for other pur- 
poses, be indefinitely postponed, as it is a Senate bill on the same 
subject-matter as the bill just reported. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. FAULKNER, from the Committee on the District of Co- 
lumbia, to whom was referred the bill (S. 2545) to amend the char- 
ter of certain street-railroad companies in the District of Columbia, 
reported it with an amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. PEFFER, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was 
referred the bill (S. 2696) granting a pension to William B. Match- 
ett, reported it with an amendment, and submitted a report 
thereon. 

He also, from the Committee on Claims, to whom was referred 
the bill (S. 1861) for the relief of George F. Brott, submitted an 
adverse report thereon; which was agreed to, and the bill was post- 
poned indefinitely. 

Mr. PALMER, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to whom 
was referred the bill (H. R. 8237) for the relief of William W. 
Buckley, late first lieutenant One hundred and ninety-fourth 
Regiment Ohio Volunteers, reported it with amendments, and 
submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. CULLOM, from the Committee on Commerce, to whom 
was referred the amendment submitted by Mr. ViLas, December 
17th last, intended to be proposed to the sundry civil appropria- 
tion bill, reported favorably thereon, and moved that it be referred. 
to the Committee on Appropriations and printed; which was 


eed to. 

Mr. MORGAN, from the Committee on Indian Affairs, to whom 
was referred the bill (S. 2734) to establish United States courts in 
the Indian Territory, and for other purposes, reported it without 
amendment. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas, from the Committee on Indian Af- 
fairs, to whom was referred the bill (H.R. 8681) authorizing the 
Arkansas Northwestern Railway Company to construct and oper- 
ate a railway through the Indian Territory, andfor other purposes, 

rted it without amendment. 

e also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the 
bill (H. R. 6956) to grant to railroad companies in the Indian Ter- 
ritory additional powers to secure right of way, depot grounds, 
etc., reported it with amendments. 


METROPOLITAN STREET RAILROAD COMPANY. 


Mr. McMILLAN. Iam directed by the Committee on the Dis- 
trict of Columbia, to whom was referred the bill (S. 2521) to amend 
the charter of the Metropolitan Railroad Company of the District 
of Columbia, to report it with an amendment in the nature ‘of a 
substitute, and I ask that it may be considered at the present time. 
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The VICE-PRESIDENT. The proposed substitute will be read 
for information. 

The SECRETARY. The committee report to strike out all after 
the enacting clause of the bill and insert: 


That the charter of the Metropolitan Railroad Company of the District of 
Columbia be, and the same is hereby, amended so as to authorize and require 
the said company to lay down from the intersection of Four-and-a-half and L 
streets southwest, along Four-and-a-half street to P street south, a single 
track of underground electric road for the propulsion of its cars, thence west 
along P street with said single track to Water street, thence northwesterly 
along Water street with said single track to L street, thence east along L 
street with said single track to its double tracks at the intersection of Four- 
and-a-half and L streets southwest, and thence north by said apapeny 
double tracks as now located into its depot on Seventh street extended. 

Sxc. 2. That the Commissioners of the District of Columbia shall locate the 
said track on Four-and-a-half, P, Water, and L streets so as best to subserve 
the public convenience, and may in their discretion locate the same on Water 
street for such distance as they may deem best on the east track of the Belt 
Line Railway Company, so that the two companies may mutually and profit- 
ably use the space of street occupied by the said east track. The said Belt 
Line Railway Company and the Metropolitan Railroad Company shall each 
have the right to apply to the supreme court of the District of Columbia to 
fix a just and equitable compensation for any rights which may be affected 
by this law, and said court shall have power to issue execution to enforce its 
judgment. ; 

Suc. 3. That the said Metropolitan Railroad Company is hereby authorized 
and required to lay down and continue its underground electric construction 
of single track from the intersection of P and Thirty-fifth streets northwest, 
thence running west along P street to Thirty-sixth street, thence south on 
Thirty-sixth street to Prospect avenue, thence east on Prospect avenue to 
Thirty-fifth street, thence north on Thirty-fifth street to O street, thence 
east, continuing its route as now located. 

Sec. 4. That the number of directors of said company shall be increased 
from seven to nine members. 

Mr. McMILLAN. Iwill explain the object of this amendment. 
At the last session of Congress the company was obliged to put 
down the underground electric street-railway system, the Buda- 
pest, so called. The terminus of the Metropolitan road down at 

ater street is such that it would leave the cars just as the cars 
of the Washington and Georgetown road are now in Georgetown, 
in the middle of the street. 
around a loop to get to their car house. 
and away down in that part of the city near the river. 

Mr. HALE. Where is the point? 

Mr. McMILLAN. On Water street, near the wharf. 

Mr. HALE. On the lower side? 

Mr. McMILLAN. On the lower side. As itis now, the cars 
stop and switch in the street. The object is to give them a loop 
into their new car house and around one block. 

Mr. HALE. And the substitute is a narration of different 
streets down there, not streets up in the main part of the city? 

Mr. McMILLAN. Entirely. The second provision of the 
amendment is to extend the present loop in Georgetown near the 
Georgetown University. That is all there is of it. 

Mr. KYLE. I should like to ask if the amendment has been 
printed and whether it is lying on our desks? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. It has not been printed, the Chair is 
advised. 

Mr. KYLE. I should like to have the bill go over until I can 
look at the substitute. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. There is objection to the considera- 
tion of the bill. 


Mr. FAULKNER. I appeal to the Senator from South Dakota. 


It is in a section of the city where this change can not affect any- | 


thing in the world. The new system is being put down by the 
railroad company, which is very expensive, and it is only proposed 
to allow a loop around two or three squares to get to the power 
house in one place, and around two squares to get to the union 
station, as asked by the faculty of Georgetown University. 

Mr. KYLE. I should like to ask what portion of L street is to 
be covered? 

Mr. FAULKNER. It does not touch any line at all in the 
center of the city. It does run over the present Metropolitan 
line, but extends from the Georgetown University two squares in 
order to reach the new union station. Then down here at the 
river, where the excursion boats land, it allows the road to go to 
its power house, in order to reach the excursion steamers so as to 
carry people over the city without a double transfer. 

Mr. KYLE. ' Is it proposed to extend the line on L street at all? 

Mr. FAULKNER. Not in the center of the city. 

Mr. McMILLAN. It does not come up here. It is away down 
on the river. There are two L streets, L street south and L street 
north. 

Mr. KYLE. I withdraw my objection. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the present con- 
sideration of the bill? 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 
Sn reported by the Committee on the District of Colum- 

ia. 

Mr. HILL. When was the bill reported? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. It has been just reported. 





The intention is to allow them torun | 
It is only a short distance, | 
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Mr. McMILLAN. I will state to the Senator from New York 
that the Metropolitan Railway Company is about commencing the 
building of their electric line. 

Mr. SHERMAN. And they want a loop at either end. 

Mr. McMILLAN. Yes; and the bill is intended to enable them 
to commence work right away. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate a 
ment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engros 
the third time, and passed. 

COURTS IN THE INDIAN 

Mr. VILAS. I am instructed by Committee on the Jud 
ciary, to whom were referred the amendm 
Representatives to the bill (S. 2173) to amen 
act to establish a United States court in the 
for other purposes,” approved March 1, : 
“‘An act to provide a temporary government for the 
Oklahoma, to enlarge the jurisdiction of the 1 
in the Indian Territory, and for other purpos 
1890; to provide for the redistricting of the Indian T y for 
judicial purposes, for an additional judge and more United Stat: 
commissioners, and to prescribe t 
thority of such judges and commi 
to report the same back with a recomme! 
ments to the bill made by the House of 
concurred in, and that a conference be l with the House « 
the disagreeing votes of the two Houses thereon. 
vote may be now taken on nonconcurring in the amendm 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. Without objection. the amendn 
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ii Jurisai 

ssioners, and for other 
> one nmtati } 


ask 


Lia 


of the House of Representatives will be regarded as nonconcurred 
The Chair hears no objection, and they are nonconcurred in, 


in. 
By unanimous consent, the Vice-President 
appoint the conferees on the part of the ¢ 
Mr. TELLER, and Mr. PLATT were a 
EMPLOYMENT STENOGRAPHER. 
Mr. CAMDEN, from the Committee to Audit 
Contingent Expenses of the Senate, to whom 
lowing resolution, submitted by Mr. Hin. 
ported it without amendment; and it was considered by una 
mous consent, and agreed to: 
Resolved, That the Secretary of t! 
and directed to pay out of the contin 
to Herman Pechim for reporting 
McAdoo, J. H. Barr, David McClure, R : tchard, 
Tully R. Cornick before the subcommittee of the Judiciary 
Senate in the matter of the confirmation of Charles D. C! 
the President to be United States district 
districts of Tennessee. 
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BILLS INTRODUCED. 
Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon introduced a bill (S. 2737) granti 
pension to Isaac V. Mossman; which was read twice by its 





fund of the Senate t ! f $100 


and, with the accompanying papers, referred to the Commit 
Pensions, 

Mr. LODGE. I introduce a bill simply on behalf of a constit 
uent. Itis not my bill. I introduce it by request. 

The bill (S. 2738) to provide for the issue of bonds and the res 
ulation of the national banks was read twice by its tit! Li 
ferred to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. VILAS introduced a joint resolution (S. R. 129) autho 
ing a preliminary inquiry concerning deep waterways | 
the ocean and Great Lakes, and providing con 
for; which was read twice by its title, and ref¢ to the ¢ 
mittee on Commerce. 

RELIEF OF POOR IN DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. 

Mr. SHERMAN introduced a bill (S. 2736) for the immediate 
relief of the suffering poor of the District of Columbia; w! was 
read the first time by its title. 

Mr. SHERMAN. L ask for the imm “liate passage ¢ f ti bill 


Let it be read at length. 

The bill was read the second time at length, 

Be it enacted, etc., That there is here} 
out of any money in the Treasury not oth 
diate relief of the suffering poor of the Distri 
under the direction of the Commissionet 
charities of said District, one-half of sai arged 

Mr. SHERMAN. If the bill is to be passed at all 
passed immediately. Iam advised that the conditions are u 
and that the sum proposed to be appropriated is reall 


as follows: 
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‘ 
isum to bec 


at this time for immediate relief. [ hope by common cor 
| bill will be passed by the Senate. 
By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committee « 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. 
The bill was reported to the Senate without a ndn 
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


AMENDMENTS 
Mr. BATE submitted an amendment intended 
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to the bill (S. 2297) to provide for the restatement, readjustment, 
settlement, and payment of dues to army officers in certain cases; 
which was ordered to lie on the table and be printed. 

He also submitted an amendment intended to be proposed by 
him to the agricultural appropriation bill; which was referred to 
the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. MORGAN submitted an amendment intended to be proposed 
by him to the sundry civil appropriation bill; which was referred 
to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. HANSBROUGH submitted an amendment intended to be 
proposed by him to the sundry civil appropriation bill; which was 
referred to the Committee on Public Lands, and ordered to be 
printed. 

Mr. MORGAN. I submit a resolution and ask for its present 
consideration. 

The resolution was read, as follows: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of the Navy be directed to communicate to 
the Senate all examinations and tests that have been made within twelve 
months past of coals taken from any coal mines in the United States, show- 
ing the constituents of such coals and their value for steaming purposes in ves- 
sels of the Navy and in stationary engines in the gun factories, armories, and 

yards under the control of the Di porn of the Navy; and any other in- 
ormation on this subject that will show the economic value of such coals for 
steaming purposes and the places in which they can be more advantageously 
shipped aboard the vessels employed in the naval and coast survey service, 
= Atlantic Ocean, the Gulf of Mexico, the Caribbean Sea, and the Pacific 

The Senate, by unanimous consent, proceeded to consider the 
resolution. 

Mr. HOAR. I should like to know what the resolution is. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The resolution will be again read. 

Mr. MORGAN. It is aresolution,I will explain to the Senator, 
merely calling for information as to the tests that have been re- 
cently made of the value of coals for steaming purposes in all parts 
of the United States. 

Mr. HOAR. Doesit include only the coals which are the prod- 
uct of our own mines? 

Mr. MORGAN. Yes. 

Mr. HOAR. No others? 

Mr. MORGAN. No others. 

Mr. HOAR. Is it a request for the results of tests already made 
or to be made hereafter? 

Mr. MORGAN. ‘Tests that have been made within twelve 
months. 

Mr. HOAR. Very well. ThenI shall not interpose an objec- 
tion. If it were tests to be hereafter made I should like to include a 
few other coals than those which are the product of our own mines. 

The resolution was agreed to. 

COLUMBIA RIVER IMPROVEMENT. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon submitted the following resolution; 
which was considered by unanimous consent, and agreed to. 

Resolved, That the Secretary of War be, and he is hereby, directed to trans- 
mit to the Senate copies of all reports on file in his Department from the local 
engineer in charge of the work as to surveys and other steps taken, if any, in 


ursuance of the appropriation contained in the last river and harbor bill of 
$100,000 for improving Columbia River, Oregon and Washington, at Three- 


ile Rapids, and the construction and equipment of a boat railway from the 

footof The Dalies Rapids to the head of Celilo Falls; also, copies of any reports 

transmitted to the partment by the local engineer in charge of the pro- 
improvement of the Yamhill River, in the State of Oregon. 


COMMITTEE ON INDIAN AFFAIRS. 


Mr. PETTIGREW submitted the following resolution; which 
was referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs: 

Resolved, That the Committee on Indian Affairs be instructed, as now con- 
stituted, either by full committee or such subcommittee or committees as 
may be appointed by the chairman thereof, with the full power of such com- 
mittee. to continue during the coming recess of Congress the investigations 
authorized by the resolutions of ony A 13, 1890, and February 27, 1891, with the 
authority and in the manner and to the extent provided in said resolutions, 
and in the pursuance of such investigations to visit the several Indian reser- 
vations, Indian schools supported in whole or in part by the Government, 
and the Five Nations in the Indian Territory, or any reservation where, in 
So ane of said committee, it may be necessary to extend their investi- 
gations. 

Second. That said committee or subcommittee shall have power to send for 
persons and papers, to administer oaths, and to examine witnesses under 
oath touching the matters which they are hereby empowered to investigate, 
and may hold their sessions during the recess of. the Senate at such place or 
piaces as they may determine; and the necessary and a, expense in- 
curred in the execution of this order shall be paid out of the contingent fund 
of the Senate upon vouchers approved by the chairman of said committee. 


MESSAGE FROM THE PRESIDENT—BOND ISSUE. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a message from 
the President of the United States; which was read. 
For message see House proceedings. } 
r. GORMAN. I suggest that the message be printed and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Finance. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. That order will be made, in the ab- 

sence of objection. 
HOUSE BILL REFERRED. 

The bill (H. R. 8499) to authorize the construction of a bridge 
across the Missouri River, in the county of Dakota, in the State 
of Nebraska, and in the city of Sioux City, in the county of Wood- 
bury, in the State of Iowa, was read twice by its title. 
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Mr. ALLISON. I ask that the bill may lie upon the table. 

Mr. VEST. Let it go to the Committee on Commerce. It had 
better go to that committee, as the other bill is before the com- 
mittee. 

Mr. ALLISON. Very well; [have no objection to the reference. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill will be referred to the Com- 
mittee on Commerce. 


RETURN OF MICHIGAN REGIMENTAL FLAGS, 


Mr. BURROWS. I ask unanimous consent for the present con- 
sideration of the joint resolution (S. R. 113) instructing the Sec- 
retary of War to return to the State of Michigan the flags of cer- 
tain regiments of Michigan volunteer infantry. I will state that 
the joint resolution is the unanimous report of the Committee on 
Military Affairs, and it has received the approval of the War De- 
partment. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the joint resolution. It instructs 
the Secretary of War to return to the State of Michigan the reg- 
imental flags of the Seventeenth, Nineteenth, and Twentieth reg- 
iments of Michigan Volunteer Infantry. 

The joint resolution was reported to the Senate without amend- 
ment, ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third 
time, and passed. 


ELIZABETH MOORE ENGLISH. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. If there be no further resolutions, 
concurrent or other, the Chair lays before the Senate a resolution 
submitted by the Senator from Florida [Mr. CALL], coming over 
from yesterday, which will be read. 

Mr. GALLINGER. The Senator from Florida kindly consents 
to allow me to ask consideration for a bill which will take but a 
moment. 

Mr. CALL. Iwill yield to the Senator from New Hampshire 
if the resolution introduced by me does not lose its place. . 

Mr. GALLINGER. It will not. The bill for which I ask con- 
sideration will take but a moment. It is the bill (H. R. 6585) 
granting a pension to Elizabeth Moore English. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from New Hampshire 
asks unanimous consent for the present consideration of the bill 
indicated by him. Is there objection? 

Mr. BLACKBURN. I desire to ask the Senator from New 
Hampshire if the bill will provoke any debate? 

Mr. GALLINGER. Nota moment of debate. I simply want 
to make a statement, in about ten words; that is all. 

‘ Mr. CALL. I understand that my resolution is before the 


enate. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Florida ob- 
ject to the present consideration of the bill? 

Mr. CALL. I doif it displaces the resolution which was laid 
before the Senate. 

‘nt GALLINGER. It will not displace the resolution of the 
nator. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair understood the Senator 
from Florida to yield to the Senator from New Hampshire. 

Mr. CALL. I did yield, with the understanding, however, that 
the bill should not displace the resolution before the Senate. If 
there be any doubt about that, I do not yield. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair will recognize the Senator 
from Florida. 

Mr. CALL. I will yield to the Senator from New Hampshire 
on the assurance that his bill will not occupy any time. 

. The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the present 
consideration of the bill? 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. It proposes to place on the 
pension roll the name of Elizabeth Moore English, widow of Rear- 
Admiral Earl English, at the rate of $30 per month. 

Mr. GALLINGER. A similar bill passed the Senate grantin 
a pension of $100 a month to the beneficiary named ia this bill, an 
was sent to the House of Representatives. The committee of the 
House reported to make the rate $50, but when the bill was con- 
sidered in the House it was reduced to $30. When this bill came 
to the Senate the Senate committee supposed the bill had been 
passed at $50, and so reported it favorably. I move anamendment 
striking out the word “thirty,” in line 7, before the word ‘ dol- 
lars,” and inserting the word ‘‘fifty;” so as to read: ‘‘At the rate 
of $50 per month.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. 

The amendment was ordered to be engrossed, and the bill to be 
read the third time. 

The bill was read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I move that the Senate ask for a confer- 
ence with the House of Representatives on the bill and amend- 
ment. 

The motion was agreed to. 

By unanimous consent, the Vice-President was authorized to 





1895. 





appoint the conferees on the part of the Senate, and Mr. GALLIN- 
GER, Mr. PALMER, and Mr. HAWLEY were appointed. 


LOUISIANA OR HONDURAS LOTTERY COMPANY. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The resolution submitted yesterday 
by the Senator from Florida [Mr. Cat] is now before the 
Senate, and will be read. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

Resolved by the Senate, That a ial committee be, andis hereby, created, 
who shall be charged with the duty of inquiring and reporting to the Senate 
whether the Louisiana or Honduras Lottery Company has been established 
and is now operating in the State of Florida and is engaged in business there 
and in the use of the mails and of the interstate-commerce corporations or 
companies in violation of the laws of the United States and of the State of 
Florida. The committee shall also inquire whether the Louisiana or Hon- 
duras Company, its owners, managers, directors, or agents, have entered into 
a combination with any person or persons or corporations for the control of 


the elections and the legislature and the members of Congress and the ex- 
ecutive officers of the State of Florida; and whether they own, either di- 
rectly or indirectly, any interests in newspapers published in the State, and 
whether they, or any of them, have contributed money for the establish- 
ment of newspapers or for subsidizing newspapers. 

The committee shall also inquire and yopert what sums of money, if any, 
were expended in the late elections by the Louisiana or Honduras Lottery 
Company, or by any person or corporation in any way connected, combined 
with, or interested in such lottery company, or in persons connected with it, 
and in what way and by what persons such money was expended, and by 
what persons it was contributed. 


Mr. CALL. Mr. President, I was asked on yesterday by the 
Senator from New Hampshire [Mr. CHANDLER] as to my own 
opinion and conviction in regard to the operation of the Hon- 
duras lottery. I replied to the Senator that I had no personal 
knowledge in regard to it, but it is a subject of notoriety in 
the State of Florida, and believed by many persons, that the Lou- 
isiana, now the Honduras, Lottery Company is in full operation 
in that State and that all the practices which were obnoxious to 
the people of Louisiana are being pursued in Florida. That is 
the general opinion. I share that opinion, and I therefore intro- 
duced this resolution in conformity, as I believe, with the wishes 
of a great majority of the people of both political parties in the 
State of Florida. I ask that the resolution may be adopted. 

Mr. GORMAN. Mr. President, I wish to call the attention of 
the Senator from Florida, the author of this resolution, and the 
Senate to its extraordinary terms. I am perfectly well aware 
that any inquiry in regard to gambling operations of any kind or 
description meets with — approval; but this resolution re- 
quires a committee of this body to ascertain not only whether 
this lottery company is in existence in the State of Florida but 
whether it has entered into any combination with any person or 
corporation for the control of elections in that State for members 
of the legislature, or for members of Congress from that State, or 
for the executive officers of that State. 

This resolution, so far as I know, is the first seriously introduced 
into Congress at any time to inquire whether a member of the 
legislature of a State has been corrupted by anybody, or whether 
by corrupt means the governor of a sovereign State of this Union 
is under the control of a lottery company or any other company 
or person or corporation. 

I suggest, Mr. President, that this is entering upon a field of in- 
quiry which no Senator or Member of the House of Representa- 
tives of either party has ever suggested, unless it was a question 
as to the election of a Senator or a Member of the House of 
Representatives. Then I think this body has gone so far as to 
hold that it was impossible to go back and inquire into the morals 
of the men constituting a State legislature which elected a Sena- 
tor to this body. It does seem to me that this is a most remarka- 
ble proposition, and one which, if it is followed out, will entirely 
wipe out the States and absorb in Congress the entire control over 
the morals and everything else connected with the government of 
the States. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Will the Senator allow me to make an in- 
quiry of him? 

Mr. GORMAN. With great pleasure. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I suppose the Senator has no doubt about 
the competency of the Senate to make the inquiry contained in the 
first part of the resolution, as to whether the Louisiana or Hon- 
duras Lottery Company is using the mails in Florida and violating 
the laws of the United States in that connection. I suppose the 
Senator does not object to that. 

Mr. GORMAN. o, [am not referring to that part of the reso- 
lution at all, and I understand that Congress has the unquestion- 
able right to ascertain that fact. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Possibly the Senator from Maryland is cor- 
rect in ones that the additional features of the resolution are 
only incidental to the main inquiry. As such I can not conceive 
of any harm in it; but certainly ifthe Loui siana or Honduras 
Lottery Company is getting a foothold in Florida and using the 
mails there unlawfully and contrary to the existing statutes of 
the United States, there ought to be an investigation. Whether 
one an inquiry is made or not, I think the Senator will admit 
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Mr. GORMAN. I am not at all astonished that the Senator 
from New Hampshire, with his well-known views, should favor a 
resolution somewhat similar in some respects to one suggested, if 
not introduced. The Senator from New Hampshire has been run- 
ning along on this line and inquiring very particularly as to the 
conduct of members of the legislatures of the States and of State 
officials. This resolution goes into the matter of elections, which 
I know the Senator has had heretofore in his mind, and I think 
from what I have heard him say on this floor he has it still in his 
mind. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I beg the Senator not to introduce politics 
into this discussion; if he does this resolution will be carried be- 
yond 1 o’clock and can not be disposed of. I ask the Senator if 

e has any objection to the passage of the first clause of the reso- 
lution, leaving the remainder out? I do not know that the Sena- 
tor from Florida will agree to that; but I do not see that the con- 
stitutional argument which the Senator from Maryland has been 
making so well can possibly apply to the first clause of the reso- 
lution. 

Mr.GORMAN. In what Ihave had to say upon this resolution 
I was: treating it in my own way, and did not comment upon the 
first clause of the resolution; but I do comment upon the second 
clause, which I shall read so that it may appear by itself. I pre- 
fer to read the part which strikes me as a most extraordinary 
proposition. 

Mr. CALL. Will the Senator allow me to interrupt him? 

Mr. GORMAN. With great pleasure. 

Mr. CALL. I desire the Senator from Maryland to read the 
part of the resolution which asks an inquiry into the morals of 
any of the officials of the State of Florida—— 

Mr. GORMAN. I will doso. 

Mr. CALL. Or that asks an inquiry into anything which con- 
cerns the State of Florida exclusively. I affirm that the Senator’s 
representation of the resolution is entirely without foundation. 

Mr. GORMAN. I will read it, and let the resolution speak for 


itself. It is as follows: 

The committee shall also inquire whether the Louisiana or Honduras com- 
pany, its owners, managers, directors, or agents, have entered into a com- 
bination with any person or persons or corporations for the control of the 
elections and the legislature and the members of Congress and the executive 
officers of the State of Florida; and whether they own, either directly or in 


directly, any interests in newspapers published in the State, and whether 
they, or any of them, have contributed money for the establishment of news- 
a oy or for subsidizing newspapers. . : 

he committee shall also inquire and report what sums of money, if any, 
were expended in the late elections by the Louisiana or Honduras Lottery 
Company, or by any person or corporation in any way connected, combined 
with, or interested in such lottery company, or in persons connected with it, 
and in what way and by what persons such money was expended, and by 
what persons it was contributed. 

I submit to the Senator from Florida that if the resolution does 
not mean to inquire whether the voters of Florida have been cor- 
rupted by this company, whether the newspapers have not been 
corrupted by it, whether the legislature has not been corrupted by 
it, and whether the governor has not been corrupted or controlled 
by it, I confess Ido not understand the meaning of language. 

Mr. CALL. Will the Senator from Maryland allow me to an- 
swer? 

Mr. GORMAN. Certainly. 

Mr. CALL. The Senator from Maryland knows without asking 
me the question that the language imports an effort, an attempt 
to corrupt, and not the actual corruption of anybody. It refers 
to a great foreign corporation, seeking and attempting by corrupt 
means to do certain things; and the Senator knows there is noth- 
ing in the resolution that can justify the criticism he has made 
upon it. 

Mr. GORMAN. I should like to ask the Senator from Florida 
whether he asserts here as a Senator that he has reasonable ground 
to believe that this company or any other company has corrupted 
the voters of his State or the members of the legislature or its 
governor? 

Mr. CALL. The Senator from Maryland ought to know that I 
am not a child to be misled by such idle and absurd propositions. 
It is not for me to say that I know that anybody has been cor- 
rupted. Every Senator knows that these are the pretended de- 
fenses of a corrupt combination. I have reason to believe that 
not only in the State of Louisiana but in the State of Florida and 
elsewhere there have been attempts to corrupt elections and pub- 
lic officers, and everybody else knows it to be so. 

The resolution plainly refers to the corrupt efforts of a foreign 
corporation which have been constantly exhibited here in connec- 
tion with the history of this corporation in Louisiana, and have 
been subjects of discussion for a long period of time. This is an 
attempt to defend this corrupt combination by imputing to me 
what the resolution does not in any way whatever intend or pro- 


pose. sta 
Mr. GORMAN. I should like to ask the Senator from Florida 
another question. 
Mr. CALL. Certainly. 
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Mr. GORMAN. If the Senator, as he states, believes that the 
attempt has been made by the company to corrupt those people in 
his State, what power or right has the Senate of the United States 
to inquire into it? 

Mr. CALL. The power is plain and unquestionable. What 

ower had the Senate of the United States to consider and pro- 
hibit the use by the Louisiana Lottery Company of the imstru- 
mentalities of the Government in the interstate commerce? Why 
is the Senator from Maryland so anxious to defend these cor- 
rupt combinations that are seeking to oppress the people of this 
country? Mr. President, it is competent for the Senate, and it is 
its duty, to know whether foreign corporations are here with 
money seeking, whether they can accomplish it or not, to influ- 
ence the legislation of the American people. It is plainly and pal- 
bly the duty of Congress, of every patriotic Senator, of every 
eenameanh: Republican, and Populist, and of every man who be- 
lieves in State rights, if there be combinations of powerful influ- 
ences ‘brought into this country to affect our Federal legislation 
and Federal Government, to investigate the subject and ascer- 
tain whether it is true or not. 

But, more than that, it is enough for the resolution that the 
condition should be dangerous, threatening to this country. Here 
is this corporation, domiciled in Honduras, a foreign corporation, 
prohibited the use of the mails of this country, with money enough 
to offer to pay the entire debt of the State of Louisiana for a provision 
in the constitution of that State which would give it asecure lodg- 
ment there; and will the Senator from Maryland deny that if the 
company is located in the State of Florida ar the State of Mary- 
land with its millions of dollars drawn every month from the peo- 
ple of the world, it will be able to endanger at least the liberties 
of the people of that State or of any other State? I deny that 
under any possible construction of language the resolution can 
have the meaning asserted by the Senator from Maryland or in 
any way touches the question of the State’s exclusive right to 
legislate for and contrel her own elections and the morals of her 

eople. 

, Mr. GORMAN. Mr. President, I represent in part one of the 
oldest States in the Union, a State which looks after the morals 
and conduct of its citizens as well as any Statein the Union. We 
have had an old-fashioned notion in the State of Maryland that 
under our form of government it was the duty of the State, 
through its laws and its officers, to take care of the morals of the 
people and suppress any corrupt combination or corporation that 
attempted to control its elections. We have always believed— 
for it is a Democratic State—that whenever the General Govern- 
ment stepped in to control and examine into the elections and the 
affairs of the State it was a usurpation of power, which we have 
always resented. I say to the Senator from Florida that if there 
is a State in the Union, andI do not believe there is, whose people 
or representatives are so weak or so corrupt that they can be man- 
aged, controlled, or influenced by the Louisiana Lottery Company 
or any other, they ought to remain under the domination of such 
control and not come to the Congress of the United States. 


Mr. President, { can understand that gentlemen on the other | 


side, like the distinguished Senator from New Hampshire, Mr. 
CHANDLER, and others of that school of thought, should believe 
that this great Government ought to throw its paternalism over 
every locality, and that the rights and the power of the States 
should be wiped out. That has been the cause of struggle here 
between great parties. Even in that case, however, so far as I 
know, they have never gone beyond the point of ascertaining 
whether the elections of members of the other House and Senators 
were inform. Even that we have resented. The resolution goes 
a step beyond the most radical I have ever known. It is not a 
question as to a corrupt combination, or its exclusion from the 
use of the mails, driving it out of this country and preventing it 
from using the facilities offered by the Government for plying 
their trade. The record of the Senator from Florida is no better 
than mine or that of other Senators. He can not be more anxious 
to suppress vice thanIam. But under the guise of suppressing 
vice the resolution goes to the extent of destroying the power of 
the States and giving the Senate of the United States a jurisdic- 
tion that it has not and which, if it had, it ought never to exercise. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. Will the Senator from Maryland yield the 
floor to me? 

Mr. GORMAN. For ee 

Mr. BLACKBURN. I wish to move that the Senate proceed 
ed consideration of the diplomatic and consular appropriation 

Mr. GORMAN. Ofcourse, { must give way for that purpose. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. I make that motion. 

Mr. CALL. LIappeal to the Senator from Kentucky that he 
ought not to make that motion at this time. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. I do not mean to be lacking—— 

Mr. CHANDLER. I also appeal to the Senator from Maryland 
[Mr. GorMAN] not to introduce partisanship into the discussion 
and call me by name in connection with the resolution about the 
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a Lottery Company, and then not give me an opportunity 
o reply. 

Mr. GORMAN. I withdraw any such allusion. 

Mr. CALL. If the Senator from Kentucky will allow me, I sub- 
mit that the Senator from Maryland has made an attack upon me 
here in relation to the resolution—— 

Mr. GORMAN. Oh, no. 

Mr. CALL. And itis not fair that I should not be allowed to 
reply to it. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. I do not mean to be lacking in the fullest 
measure of courtesy and consideration to the Senator from Flor- 
ida or any other Senator, but we must remember that the pending 
appropriation bill is the diplomatic and consular bill. Behind it, 
untouched by the Senate, are the Post-Office appropriation bill, the 
Indian appropriation bill, the sundry civil appropriation bill, the 
agricultural appropriation bill, the legislative, executive, and ju- 
dacial appropriation bill, the general deficiency appropriation bill, 
and the naval appropriation bill; and this is the Sth day of Febra- 
ary. Disclaiming any purpose of intentional disrespect or lack of 
courtesy to anybody, I insist upon my motion. 

Mr. CALL. Iask unanimous consent that the resolution may 
retain its place. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. I must object, because we have this dis- 
cussion every morning. 

Mr. CALL. I believe it has a right to do so, being interrupted 
before the conclusion of the morning hour. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. That I deny. Under Rule VII I have a 
right to make this motion, and I insist upon it. 

Mr.CALL. Then f[ give notice that I shall again introduce the 
resolution. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair must entertain the motion 
of the Senator from Kentucky [Mr. BLackBuRN]. The question 
raised by the Senator from Florida [Mr. Ca] will be determined 
at the proper time. The question is on the motion of the Senator 
from Kentucky that the Senate proceed to the consideration of the 
diplomatic and consular appropriation bill. 

The motion was agreed to. 

ICE IN POTOMAC RIVER. 

Mr. HARRIS. I appeal to the Senator from Kentucky to yield 
to me for a single monrent in order that I may report a joint res- 
olution from the District Committee, proposing to appropriate 
$5,000 to be used by the Commissioners in clearing the ice that is 
being gorged against our bridges, and have it put on its passage. 
The Commissioners are in great apprehension of an ice gorge and 
the consequent flooding of the lower parts of the District. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. That is an appropriation bill, and I yield 
to the Senator from Tennessee for that purpose. 

Mr. HARRIS. Ireport by direction of the Committee on the 
District of Columbia a joint resolution and ask for its present 
consideration. 

The joint resolution (S. R. 128), making an apprevriation of 
$5,000 for clearing the Potomac River of ice, was read the first 
time by its title and the second time at length, as follows: 

Resolved by the Senate and House of Representatives, etc., That $5,000, or so 
much thereof as may be necessary, payable from any money in the Treasury 
not otherwise appropriated and from the revenues of the District of Colum- 
bia im equal parts, to be immediately available, is hereby appropriated, to 
enable the Commissioners of the District of Columbia to meet expenses that 
may be necessary for the purpose of clearing the Potomac River of ice within 
the District of Columbia. 

By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the joint resolution. 

The joint resolution was reported to the Senate without amend- 
ment, ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third 
time, and passed. 

Mr. HARRIS. I ask that the letter of the District Commission- 
ers, With the accompanying letter from the harbor master, be 
printed in the REcorD, so that they may be used elsewhere. 

The letters referred to are as follows: 

OFFICE OF THE COMMISSTONERS 
OF THE DistTRICT OF COTAUMBIA, 
Washington, February 7, 1895. 

DeaR Sir: The Commissioners have the honor to submit herewith a draft 
of a “joint resolution making an appropriation of $5,000 for clearing the 
Potomac River of ice,” and recommend its immediate enactment. This pro- 
posed resolution is substantially the same as the resolution which was ap- 
proved January 25, 1893, (U. 5S. Stats., volume 27, page 753). The conditions 
which that resolution was designed to meet again confront the interests along 
the river front and elsewhere which would be jeopardized by an overflow of 
the Potomac. The obstruction of the river by ice and the extraordinary fall 
of snow near its watershed, and those of its tributary streams, make the Com- 
missioners and the community in general apprehensive thata decided moder- 
ation in the weather with rain, or a general thaw, would result in the jam- 
ming of the ice in front of and immediately below the city, thereby impedin 


the discharge of the freshet, and involving a fiooding of the lower portions o! 
the city ond: injury tothe bridges and other public works, as wellas to private 


property. 

The Commissioners believe that the danger may, to a large extent, be ob- 
viated if they should have at their disposal the means of hiring tug boatsand 
other appliances for breaking up the ice and opening the gorges for the pas- 
sage of the ice and flood. While the Commissioners are not prepared to give 
assurance of their ability to secure complete immunity from damage even 
with the facilities which such a fund would supply, they feel assured that 
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they could avert much destruction of public and pete property, and prob- 
ably life, if the amount asked for should be placed at their disposal. 
Ordinarily they could resort to the emergency fund, but that fund for the 
current year has been so depleted by demands upon it to provide and main- 
tain the hospital and inspection service connected with the sw ion of 
smallpox and the hospital for the treatment of persons suffering with that 
disease that only about $4,000 remains of that sapregeness. From present 
appearances the same service will require much more than that amount. 
e Commissioners have already recommended that an additional appropri- 
ation of $5,000 for that purpose be made. Even if all of those two amounts 
should not be required in the smallpox service, any balance thereof should be 
kept available for general exigences, but the uncertainty as to the amount 
that will be needed for that service renders it extremely unwise to depend 
upon any balance thereof tomeet the emergency for which the proposed reso- 
lution is intended to provide. The ice in the river is now more than 4 inches 


thick and rapidly increasing. A copy of a report of the harbor master as to 
the condition of the river is herewith inclosed. 


Very respectfully, x 
i : JOHN W. ROSS, | 
President Board of Commissioners, District of Columbia. 


Senator IsHam G. HARRIS, 5 ; 
Chairman Committee on the District of Columbia, 
United States Senate. 


WasnHiInGton, February 6, 1895. 
GENTLEMEN: I have the honor tocall your attention to the fact that the 
resent cold weather has produced a large amount of ice in the Potomac 
iver; all traffic, with the exception of the Washington and Norfolk boats, 
being suspended by reason of the large accumulations of ice. In case ofa 
sudden thaw or heavy rain, the result would be very disastrous and steps 
should at once be taken to maintain an open channel, in order to prevent an 
ice gorge. I have, therefore, to recommend that the Commissioners ask for 
an appropriation of $5,000 to be immediately available, so that the necessary 
measures may be taken without delay. 
Very respectfully, 
J. R. SUTTON, Harbor Master. 
To the COMMISSIONERS OF THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. 
DIPLOMATIC AND CONSULAR APPROPRIATION BILL. 


The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the consid- 
eration of the bill (H. R. 8234) making appropriations for the dip- 
lomatic and consular service for the fiscal year ending June 30, 
1896, the pending question being on the amendment reported by 
the Committee on Appropriations, on page 9, after line 8, to insert: 
CONSTRUCTION OF TELEGRAPH CABLE BETWEEN THE UNITED STATES AND 

THE HAWAILAN ISLANDS. 

The President is hereby authorized to contract for the entire work of lay- 
ing a telegraphic cable between the United States and the Hawaiian Islands 
and to direct the prosecution of such work whenever such a contract shall be 
made, and as a part of the cost of such cable the sum of $500,000 is hereby ap- 
propriated. 

Mr. KYLE. Mr. Presiden t, [have listened with much interest 
to the remarks of Senators upon the Hawaiian question, which, 
by the way, has taken a wide range; and whatever be the par- 
ticular branch of it under consideration we do not seem to get far 
away from the revolution of 1893, and the causes which led upto it. 

Fortunately, the threatening danger to this new Government 
has been averted, and the present form of government is practi- 

ally assured. The papers of yesterday state that the revolution 
has not only proven a failure but that Mrs. Dominis has abdi- 
cated the throne. This ends the disturbance, we may hope, for 
all time to come. 

Whatever Senators may think or say as to the downfall of the 
Royalist Government, one thing is clear, that the ex-Queen and 
her royalist supporters are themselves responsible for their over- 
throw. 

For fifty years the foreign residents of the islands were content 
to support and encourage royalist rule, because each succeeding 
ruler of the dynasty was an improvement upon his predecessor. 
The missionary population at least took pride in seeing barbarism 
disappear and the old chiefs give place to a humane king govern- 
ing by a wise constitution and laws. But with the death of the 
old dynasty the people in large measure lost their interest in na- 
tive domination, but on the election of Kalakaua gracefully sub- 
mitted, inasmuch asa more liberal government was assured. But 
nevertheless it was apparent to all Americans that the days of 
native rule had ended. 


eign power was a foregone conclusion. The foremost natives rec- 
ognized this. Our naval officers and our national envoys upon 
the islands knew it and frequently spoke of it; and when Liliuo- 
kalani, violating her oath to her people and the constitution, at- 
tempted her ‘‘coup d'état” in January, 1893, by commen consent 
and sympathy the American element refused to submit, a revolu- 
tion occurred, and a Provisional Government was established. 

It is folly to say that our Government was responsible for the 
downfall of the Royalist Government. 

The Senator from Illinois [Mr. PALMER] yesterday and upon z 
previous occasion made a most bitter attack upon the Provisional 
Government and upon Minister Stevens. He calls the new Gov- 
ernment a “‘ bastard government,” and thinks we are guilty of 


robbing the natives of their lands and their Government. The 
argument of the Senator is based entirely upon the report of Com- 


missioner Blount; and if the report were reliable this conclusion 
would probably in a measure be correct. But, Mr. President, from 
a careful investigation of the means adopted by Mr. Blount in 


7 ro > wes 1 ‘ > > bee | : : . : : — 
For twenty years the monarchy had been | ecutive and advisery councils to assume this office I was greatly desirous 


rotten, and the assumption of control by themselves or some for- | 
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securing evidence, 1 say candidly that I believe he went there with 
his case made up and bolstered it up with ‘‘ ex parte” evidence 
almost entirely. He not only did not seek for information which 
was opposed to his preconceived theory, but he refused to summon 
witnesses of the Provisional Government who were irely 
trustworthy. 

Mr. President, there was no conspiracy between Mr. 


ent 


stevens 


and the provisional leaders. I have here a letter from one of the 
leading men of the Republic, Mr. James B. Castle, which I will 
read. This gentleman I know te be an absolutely trustworthy 
witness, and he was cognizant of every move made frorm t be 
ginning to the end. He acted with the executive board and the 
advisory council from the first day. He says: 
- FINANCE DEPARTMENT, BUREAU OF CUSTOMS 
Honolulu,’Hawaiian Islands, D 4, J 

My Dear KYue: The argument that the Administration seem to lay stress 

on to justify the idea of restoration, and the truth of which I suppose Mr 


Cleveland will endeavor to convince Congress, is that of the downfall of L 
uokalani being the direct result of a conspiracy between Stevens and som 
ef us. It would be foolish for me to claim any special knowledge on this 
point not shared by dozens of others. Iwas in a position to know pretty wel 
what was going on last year while the the legislature wa nd tl 
idea of such a conspiracy is preposterous. It is the liter } 
the ex-Queen sprung the Constitution that eventful Saturday in January it 
came for the most part like a thunderbolt out of a clear sky » one of 
our people got an inkling of such intention the day before, | 

rt the subdeut had dropped ont of the publicmind to som ct 
ailure some months before in the legislature of an evident : 
part of some of her people to introduce it by the creation o 
convention, which failed. 

Henry had told me when he came home to lunch at noon that it was evi 


n session, and 
al truth that when 









dently a fact that she meant to promulgate one arbitrarily that afternoon 
I was incredulous even when he told me that Thurston was his informant, 


but I said, “ Well, I will get my gun into shape, but I will not believe it till! 
see it.” So little impression did it make upon me that I went on with some 
work I had to do in the afternoon, and started down to the office to do a little 
writing about 2 p.m.or a little later. I was so incredulous because, as I told 


Henry, “If she is crazy, her ministers can’t be gone clean out of their wits, 
and will not let her commit suicide.” I was at the meeting at Mr. Smith's 
office that formed the committee of safety a few hours afterward. My 


brother, W.R., was one of that committee, and the following Monday even 
ing I acted for him on the committee and till the reading of the proclama 
tion Tuesday afternoon (as he was completely prostrated by one of his at- 


tacks of asthma). Iam ina position to speak of the procecdings from thx 
meeting at Mr. Waterhouse’s (Monday evening) till the end, positively, as I 
was in the whole of it 

The entire extent of our communication with the American minister was 
as individuals (whatever communication there was). I do not know ho 
much he may have been asked for <ounsel or who went to him. I do 


know that it was distinctly understood that we had got to capture «nd main- 
tain the headquarters of Government before we could secure from him ree- 








ognition of ourselves as such Government. Immediately upon our taking 
sssession of the Government building (the entire absence of resistance be 
ing our first surprise) I turned to the commander (Soper) and reported for 
military duty (my duty asa member of the committee of safety having tet 
minated with possession of the Government building). I took the word t 
Fisher at our rendezvous, a few minutes’ walk distant, for the gua m 
down immediately, Went on to another party in waiting for the ord ( 
to the house for my own equipment, and was back on duty in ten or fiftes 
minutes’ time from the time I left. I took up my position inline on th y 
in front of the building about a quarter before 3, where there were alread 
about 20 men. These rapidly increased until at about 4 o'clock we 
and 1) estimated that there were from 100 to 120 men. Although I was par 





tially prepared to see ourselves remain in undisturbed possession of the place, 

by the absence of resistance when we first came in, I did not breathe freely 

till after an hour or two showed that we should not have to fis for it 
I do not need to enlarge on all that ee between Satu 





y and Tues- 
day, as you are already doubltess perfectly familiar with it from ‘I 
and W.R. Castle, both of whom were in the committee of safety fron 
day night till Monday night, when Thurston, as well as W.R., was comy« 
to take to his bed completely used up. I can say that the talk of conspir: 

if iknow the meaning of the word, from everything that I knew of the eve 
transpiring those days, is utter rot. And [ was ina position that makes me 


hurst 


satu 











inevitably one of the conspirators if_ such existed. As to the nature vi 
Blount’s inquiry into matters here, I do net think it worth while to go i: 
it very much just now, and I am only just becoming acquainted with the { 
details of his data from a copy belonging to Mr. Thursten and which } 


| brought by the Alameda. 


So far as I have tooked at it the ridiculousiy ex parte nature of the ex 
amination is apparent to anyone acquainted with all the facta. I » that 





I figure a little in an interview, or rath mversation, thatis made part 
Mr. W. O. Smith's statement to Mr. Blount. I did not know of thi til! 
just saw itin the copy of the report above alluded to. The explanation 
the matter is this: Before I had dropped out of the secretaryship of th 


collating the facts of all the events of the 4th to lith of January, simply 
the sake of historical data to be available for the future use of Alexande? 
some similar historical student. My so'e interest in this was to insur: 


far as I could, authentic histery. I was prevented from going on with 
the pressure of the duties of this position. 

Now,1 must say that in comparison with the manner of Blownt’s examir 
tion my work does not suffer. [ft is a conspicuous fact that his testimony 


drawn in a large majority of instances from royalist sources, and why 
he drew forth a long and valuable statement from the annexation advo 
as in the case of Alexander, for instance, it would o 
matteras he knew would not interfere with the succes com] 
strong case against Stevens, the palpable objective point of his 1 
here who read his mass of statements and aflidavits. It is the t 

all whom I have talked with whom he questioned, that he dist 

any signs of gratuitousstatement beyond the simpiest repli 

and leading questions. For myself, 1 never attached any import 
not interviewing me, as I supposed he was doing so with all of « 
knew anything of the events of January by actual participation. A 
over the list of his interviews and statements I see the class above rm r 


‘=. 


be upon such sul 
' 








to, royalists, in a very large majority. I did not © the time very well to 
call on him soon after his arrival,and when I did it was a month after. I 
happened to find him alone that evening, and for an hour and a half he plied 
me tions, but not one upon the events of January 

The nature of our talk was such, however, that he ild not but recognize 


that I had lived in the place with such environment and associatio 

































































1936 


specially qualify me, by familiarity at least, to express an intelligent opinion 
upon Hawaiian affairs. WhenI read his report and many of the affidavits 
the matter is perfectly clear tome. He did not want what I might be able to 
testify. It will be of interest to. you to know that C. B. Wilson, the Queen’s 
marshal, stated to Commissioner Carter months since most emphatically 
that the landing of the troops did not cause the ———. of the ex-Queen. 
He charges the ministers over him at that time with treachery and coward- 
ice in strong terms. Furthermore he claims that Blount interviewed par- 
ticularly S. M. Damon, F. Wundenberg, and Henry Waterhouse, at his sug- 
gestion that a careful examination of these men with questions carefully 
prepared to “corner” them would elicit the truth. He stated at the same 
time that his statement to Mr. Blount was “ doctored,” so to speak, by Mr. A. 
P. Peterson before it went to Blount. 


Mr. President, this is but one of scores of letters that could be 
obtained from credible witnesses; and they convince me, as they 
do many others, that the so-called report of Mr. Blount is based 
on ‘‘ex parte” evidence, much of which is unreliable. r 

According to the first information received as to the downfall 
of the Royalist Government, which was freshest and most accu- 
rate, the Provisional leaders had not even contemplated a revolu- 
tion. Minister Stevens, whois perfectly trustworthy and reliable, 
himself said that he had no part in any conspiracy, and that he 
gave no encouragement whatever of support in case of revolution. 
Based upon the complete reports to the State Department, Mr. 
Foster makes the following statement with reference to the action 
of the United States troops: 


During the 14th, 15th, and most of the 16th, the two parties confronted each 
other in angry hostility, with every indication of an armed conflict at anA& 
moment. it was not until late in the afternoon of Monday, the 16th, after 
request for Eo had been made by many citizens of the United States 
residing in Honolulu, that a force of marines was landed from the Boston, 
by direction of the minister, and in conformity with the aces instruc- 
tions which for many years have authorized the naval forces of the United 
states to cooperate with the minister for the protection of the lives and 
property of American citizens in case of imminent disorder. The marines, 
when landed, took no part whatever toward influencing the course of events. 
Their presence was wholly precautionary, and only such disposition was 
made of them as was calculated tosubserve the particularend inview. They 
were distributed that night between the legation and the consulate, where 
they occupied inner courts and a private hall rented for their accommoda- 
tion. Beyond a sentry at the door of each post, and the occasional appear- 
ance of an officer passing from one post to another, no demonstration what- 
ever was made by the landed forces, nor was the uniform of the United States 
visible upon the streets. They thus remained, isolated and inconspicuous, 
until after the success of the Provisional Government and the organization 
of an adequate protective force thereunder. 


* & * * * ~ * 


There is not the slightest indication that at any time prior tosuch formal rec- 
ition,in full accord with the are ed rule and invariable prec- 
edents of this Government, did the United States minister take any part in 
promoting the eee, either by intimidating the Queen or by giving assur- 
ance of support to the organizers of the Provisional Government. 

The immediate cause of the change is clearly seer. to have been the uncon- 
stitutional and intemperate acts of the Quee: herseif in attempting to coerce 
her responsible ministers and to annul the existing constitution and replace 
it arbitrarily by another of her own choice. 


President Harrison also, after a thorough examination of the 
evidence, makes the following statement: 


It has been the policy of the Administ-ation not only to respect, but to en- 
guarege the continuance of an independent government in the Hawaiian 
Islands so long as it afforded suitable guaranties for the protection of life and 
property and main ed a stability and stren, that gave adequate security 
Hote an he domination of any other power. © moral anpposs of this Gov- 
—— has continually manifes itself in the most friendly diplomatic 
relations. 

The overthrow of the meeehy wes not in any way promoted by this Gov- 
ernment, but had its ori in what seems to have ma reactionary and 
revolutionary Boxe on the part of Queen Liliuokalani, which put in serious 
pect not only the large and preponderating interests of the United States in 

© islands, but all foreign ee ane deed the decent administration 
of civil affairs and the peace of the ds. 


From the evidence taken before the Committee on Foreign Af- 
fairs I find the statement of the committee of safety, all of whom 
were present at the meeting of January 16, 1893. All these men 
upon oath testify that Mr. Stevens gave no promise of support, and 
that they expected none. 


STATEMENT OF PERSONS PRESENT AT MEETING OF COMMITTEE OF SAFETY 
JANUARY 16. 

We, the undersigned, hereby depose and say that we were present at the 
meeting of safety at the residence of Henry 
day, January 16, 5 
That at such meeting no suggestion was made nor expectation expressed 
that the United States troops would assist in the overthrow of the Queen or 
the establishment of the Provisional Government. 

That at notime during such meeting did Mr. Soper or any other member 
thereof go to Mr. Stevens’s house, nor did Mr. Soper or any other member of 
such meeting report that they had seen Mr. Stevens and that he had assured 
them of the support of the Boston’s men. 

That the wteksenemt of F. Wundenberg upon this subject and others, as 

ublished in connection with Mr. Blount’s report, are misleading and un- 


rue. 
JOHN H. SOPER. J. B. CASTLE. 
J. H. FISHER. F. W. McCHESNEY. 
THEODORE F. LANSING. ANDREW BROWN. 
HENRY WATERHOUSE. ©. BOLTE. 
WILLIAM O. 8 ‘ J. A. McCANDLESS. 
JOHN EMMELUTH. 

Subscribed and sworn to before this 4th day of Jan , A. D., 1894, b 
John H. Soper, J. H. Fisher, Theodore F. Y Henry Waterhouse, WiL- 
liam 0. Smith. John Emmeluth, J. B. Castle, F. W. McChesney, Andrew 
Brown, and C. Bolte as a true and correct statement. 

[SEAL.] OS. W. HOBRON, Notary Public. 
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The downfall of the Royalist Government would have occured, 
Mr. President. and the American element would have been victo- 
rious had the American minister and Admiral Walker been at the 
other side of the globe. In fact our war ship, the Boston had 
sailed for a two weeks’ cruise on the 4th day of January, with Min- 
ister Stevens as a guest on board, and they were entirely ignorant 
that a revolution had occurred or was likely to occur. It was one 
of these natural occurrences which come of themselves when the 
time is ripe for them; and there is no denying the fact that the 
time was ripe for Anglo-Saxon supremacy in the Hawaiian Islands. 
It is folly to talk about the republic being set up against the will 
of the great mass of the people. 

Mr. President, the great mass of the people there never had a 
will. Alarge class of the natives are dissolute and thriftless. The 
Asiatic population constitute a large part of the population, but 
they occupy the same relation to the Hawaiian Government that 
they maintain in the United States. Theyare there for what they 
can make, and when they are through they expect to return to 
their native land. They care not what form of Government ex- 
ists, so long as they get their money, and they, like the large mass 
of the native population, are not anxious to fight for the Royalist 
cause. A single regiment of American troops would capture a 
hundred thousand of them; and it is safe to say that two years 
ago they were very willing to see the new Government succeed 
the old one. The more intelligent and enterprising natives were 
then and are now sympathizers with the Republic. They see in 
the future a more liberal Government, more general prosperity, 
anda brighter future. The only mistake made by this Adminis- 
tration was in trying to undo what had been done by the people 
of the islands. One of the commissioners told me here that he 
held a long conversation with Paul Neuman, the ex-Queen’s coun- 
sel, on the day of their departure for the States, in which Neu- 
man himself stated that monarchy was dead in theislands. They 
had recognized that for some time, and they knew that annexa- 
tion mustcome; but he was going to Washington to see that in the 
transfer the Queen’s interests would be looked after. He would 
have been entirely satisfied with a pension for her of $20,000 per 
year. Itisfolly for us to contend for what the white population 
and the intelligent natives do not want. 

The Republic, Mr. President, is established. In a preamble to 
a resolution introduced a few days since, I stated that the people 
on the islands had established a Republic ‘‘ with institutions sub- 
stantially similar to our own.” This seems to have worried the 
Senator from Mississippi [Mr. GzorGE], who took occasion in an 
elaborate speech to compare in all minute particulars the consti- 
tution of the two countries. It is not necessary, Mr. President, to 
strain the meaning of the word substantial. No republic was 
ever formed upon the downfall of a monarchy with a perfect con- 
stitution, or which allowed unrestricted franchise. Not even 
France. And never has our Government before refused to extend 
her sympathy to a young Republic, attempting to keep in touch 
with the spirit of the age. e shall yet extend our sympathy to 
Hawaii; but I presume the Republic will live if the Senate fails 
to do anything. 

Mr. President, those people may be restricted in their franchise 
now. They were restricted under the monarchy also. They are 
as well satisfied with their privileges under the new as under the 
old. As time goes on greater privileges will be granted them. 
They are, as a Re ublic, substantially likeus. They have a Presi- 
dent, which is a long step in advance of the old-time heathen 
King. They have a constitution and humane laws for the pro- 
tection of the people. They have their Congress, and their judi- 
cial system, with higher and lower courts, with magistrates, and 
trial by jury. They have good land laws, public charities, and 
an excellent system of public schools. All these things, Mr. Presi- 
dent, in a general way, are pointing in the direction not only of a 
Republic, but of a Republic like our own. And the knowledge 
of such progress should command the 
ment of the American people, and a 0. 

The PRESIDING OFF CER (Mr. Dusots in the chair). The 
Senator from South Dakota will suspend, that the Chair may lay 
before the Senate the unfinished business. It will be stated. 

The SEcrRETARY. A bill (H.R. 4609) to establish a uniform sys- 
tem of bankruptcy. 

Mr. HARRIS. I ask the unanimous consent of the Senate that 
the unfinished business may be informally laid aside in order that 
the Senate may proceed with the consideration of the diplomatic 
and consular appropriation bill. 

The PRESID OFFICER. Is there objection to the request 
of the Senator from Tennessee? The Chair hears none. It is so 
ordered. 

Mr. KYLE. Mr. President, I am strongly in favor of the an- 
nexation of Hawaii. It is to be regretted that a question of so 
great interest and concern to the people of the United States 
should be invested with the feeling of animosity or partisanship, 
so that men are blinded to the real merits of the case under ¢on- 


aymypthy and encourage- 
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sideration. To my mind there is no reason whatever why Sena- 
tors should not join in the universal and enthusiastic demand for 
annexation expressed by the people. Every philanthropic and 
humanitarian organization in city or village throughout this broad 
land has spoken in unmistakable terms for the annexation of the 
Hawaiian Islands; for the Republic and against the obsolete and 
effete monarchy; for freedom and against nny: for the tri- 
umph of Christian civilization and against the heathen orgies of 
barbarism. We are part of the American people and are sup- 
posed to partake of something of the ‘esprit de corps,” having 
inherited the love of freedom from the cradle of our own national 
liberty. Our sympathy and fellow-feeling are with our own flesh 
and blood of the Anglo-Saxon race who have marched only to vic- 

‘tory during two thousand years, and whose victories have univer- 
sally ushered in the dawn of higher civilization. The conquering 
is a guaranty of progress in the improvement of man and in the 
establishment of good government: andit is, therefore, but natural 
that American citizens should express themselves so sympathetic- 
ally in a contest wherein our kindred are participants. 

1 can not but feel that the strongest American supporters of the 
Queen’s restoration are in heart secretly rejoicing that the Queen 
and her Government belong to the past and that a sister Republic 
is to replace them. This is not a question for partisan politics 
and the attempt to make it such will very soon reveal the fact that 
the people are on one side, regardless of party, and a few Govern- 
ment officials on the other. 

This discussion, Mr. President, was thrust upon our considera- 
tion in February, 1893, by the appearance in Washington of five 
commissioners from Hawaii, who had come to negotiate a treaty 
of annexation with the United States. The nation was astir as 
these men approached Washington, and the national heart beat in 
sympathy with them. A revolution in Hawaii was nothing new 
or strange. Revolutions had occurred before, and annexation 
had been publicly discussed for more than a quarter of a cen- 
tury. But now, at last, it was thought, the union would be con- 
summated. There was little objection upon the part of Democrats 
then, except as in connection with the tariff question. But when 
it began to be whispered abroad that the President would with- 
draw the treaty and oppose annexation, the party fell into line 
and have since been quite united. Be it to the credit, however, 
of the party papers that they have come out boldly in defense of 
liberty and popular American sentiment. 

There is good ground, Mr. President, for the interest Americans 
have manifested in the Hawaiian Islands. They are ours—not by 
right of discovery, but for the stronger reason that we have made 
them what they are—a civilized nation, similar to other well- 
ordered Governments of theearth. The history of Hawaii can not 
be written without American sacrifice and enterprise appearing 
upon every page. In 1819 four clergymen, one carpenter, one 
printer, and one physician, with their wives and children, left 
Boston for the islands. After a long voyage, by way of the Horn, 
they reached their destination in safety in the spring of 1820. 
Beyond the few ships which had stopped for trade purposes, they 
were the first to make the acquaintance of the natives. They 
found them a race of blacks, living in a state of barbarism, blood- 
thirsty, naked, ignorant, and homeless. 

King Kamehamcha I had just completed a conquest of the isl- 
ands, so that all were subject to one chief. Had anyone then told 
them that in thirty years they would behold a nation Christianized 
and enjoying the estngs of good government they would have 
considered it incredible. And yet such a change took place. This 
= is not the work of England or of France, but American 
wholly. Self-sacrificing people gave a million and a half of their 
money for Christian churches and schools. Our enterprise estab- 
lished her business and commerce. American brain furnished her 
educational institutions and her laws. Her Government, though 
under the native rulers, was supported by the advice and wisdom 
of American missionaries. This the world knows, and by common 
consent has accorded us privileges in the domestic affairs of the 
islands, which would be granted to no other nation. For more 
than forty years the people have enjoyed the blessings of an en- 
lightened government. In Hawaii tropical fruits and other prod- 

ucts under a genial clime are produced in abundance. Cities, sub- 
stantial and beautiful, adorn her valleys and hills, while her people 
enjoy churches, schools, colleges, and the blessings of culture the 
— as in America. Certainly a phenomenal change has taken 
place. 

At a public celebration of the fiftieth anniversary of the birth 
of the istian workers who came to the islands in 1837, in re- 
sponse to the gift of a Bible by one of the prominent citizens, the 

ing paid this tribute to the blessings of Christian civilization: 

The volume you present me in behalf of the American Bible Society, and 
the letter with which it is accompanied, I receive with a mingled feeling of 
pleasure and reverence. When 1 remember the moral illumination and the 
sense of social propriety which have spread throughout these islands, in pro- 
portion as the Holy Scriptures have been circulated, I can not but admire 
and respect the human agency through which Providence has effected this 


benign paren, But of all the members of the institution,there is none 
with whom I would more gladly find myself in communication than the sec- 
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retary, whose labors have won for him a name among Christian philanthro 
pists which might excite a world to emulation. 

I will not attempt to echo the tone of fervent admiration and gratitude 
with which you allude to the happy changes effected by the dissemination of 
God's holy Word; but from the position I occupy the facts meet me which- 
ever way [turn my eyes. I see them every day and every hour. I see the 
principles taking root among my people that were unknown and unintelligi- 

le to them at that dark period of our religious history to which you have 
referred. They have now astandard by which to judge of themselves and 
of each other as members of society. 

Without that standard no law but the law of autocratic po 
ruled them. Its absence would have rendered the gift of 
such as they now enjoy a worse than useless act of mag on the part 
of my predecessors. he commerce and intercourse with other countries to 
which we owe our present prosperity would have been checked by number- 


rer could have 


nstitutions 













less difficulties. In one word, wesee through all our relations the effects of 
those operations and principles inculcated by this sacred volume. I should 
be wanting to myself did I not express the gratification I feel in seeing here 
some of those who were first to labor in the vineyard. Although they look 


for their reward elsewhere, they will not reject my passing tribute of respect 
Their labor has been long and their anxiety great, but their constancy and 
patience have equaled the emergency 


The result of their life’s work may disappoint them if they j 
anticipation of their more sanguine years. Yet in their decline of life they 
see some of the fruits they prayed for, and they will not complain when they 
remember that the measure of their success is from above. Allow me to 
thank you for your present, and through you to express my kindest acknowl- 
edgment to the American Bible Society. 


What better or more glowing tribute, Mr. President, can be 
paid to the 174 missionaries who represent our Christian Govern- 
ment and who gave their lives to Christianize Hawaii? 

Such are the noble words of a heathen king who had witnessed 
with his own eyes the marvelous transformation among his own 
people. Sucha generous declaration is in striking contrast to some 
very remarkable statements made by my colleague [Mr. Perrti- 
GREW | in a speech published in the RecorD of the 5th instant, but 
which was delivered on July 2 last. I have looked long and anx- 
iously for this speech to appear in print, Mr. President, and [ had 
finally concluded its author was ashamed of it and had consigned 
it to oblivion. With remarkable sagacity and foresight it was 
suppressed until after the political campaign of last fall and the 
legislative contest of the winter had passed by. I am glad to say 
to the Senate that the speech does not represent the sentiment of 
the people of our State or that of his own party. 

He speaks, Mr. President, of missionary efforts as follows: 

The representatives of Christian nations who entered th: 
with Captain Cook and his followers have taught some of the nativesto rea 1, 
write, and cipher, and to wear a good deal of unnecessary clothing, which h:s 
diminished their power of resistance to disease by relaxing their syster 
and have introduced their special and insidious diseases, corrupting the 
and transmitting corruption to the progeny. 

And again he says: 


The missionaries have not only looked out for their morals but for their 
property. They longago succeeded in gaining title to nearly all the land, and 
now they have captured the Government, and set up a government of their 
own which has no resemblance whatever to what we call a republic 


A little further on he says: 


So the Europeans and Americans who went to that paradise of indolence 
for the purpose of converting its people to Christianity huve secured : I 


udge it by the 





» Sandwich Is 










title to 1,052,000 acres, while the poor, miserable natives have the r unt 
257,000 acres. Let us hope that the dominant invaders have atter th 
souls of the Kanakas, which was the main business of the crus , for they 
have certainly paid strict attention to the incidental business of yetting pos 


session of three-quarters of the fertile lands. 

This is enough, Mr. President, to mark the spirit of the speech, 
and probably the Senator himself. While the missionaries and 
Christianity are responsible for the refined and civilizing influ 
ences infused into the Kanaka race, which means pure lives, 
education, Christian culture, the home, the sanctity of marriage, 
the best society, the school, and the church, they are in no way 
responsible for the introduction of rum and the countless vices 
which a certain kind of civilization insists upon introducing into 
every heathen nation. Nor are they responsibie for the introduc- 
tion of that class of citizens who invariably follow in the wake of 
missionary efforts,-who seek only wealth, and who in the case of 
the Sandwich Islands have succeeded in appropriating lands and 
enriching themselves at the expense of the natives. Neither th 
missionaries nor their sons, with very few exceptions, have become 
men of great wealth. 

Such reflections, Mr. President, upon the sacrificing efforts of 
Hawaiian pioneers can well be met by this heathen King and 
many of his associates, who seem very capable of instructing this 
Senator in the principles of ethics. There is ample opportunity, 
and the subject is sufficiently broad for the Senator to meet and 
discuss the arguments for annexation without indulging in a tirade 
against the work of pioneer missionaries. 

Very few Senators, Mr. President, seemed to be worried ov 


the annexation of Alaska to the United States. It is almost as 
far away, fully as difficult to defend in time of war, of no great 
commercial advantage, and almost of no value as compared with 
the Hawaiian Islands. There is every reason why these islands 
should be ours. We gave them civilization; our nation colo- 
nized them, and gave them their Government. American wealth 


and enterprise are to-day the backbone of the islands, and nearly 
nine-tenths of the invested capital is Amemcan. The following 
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table shows the amount of capital invested -by different nations in 
the islands: 


Summary table of amount and nationality of investments in plantation and 
other corporations in the Hawaiian Islands, compiled June, 1893. 


Twenty- 
_| two plan- 
tations 
not incor- 
porated. 
| 
$18,594,695 | $415,000 
2,960,280 | 500,000 
4, 308, 218 | 
196, 200 
1, 233, 985 
39, 165 .| 


Fort 
sugar p 
tation cor- 
porations. 


Nationality of investors. 


American 

Hawaiian-born Americans --.- 
British 

Hawaiian-born British 
Hawaiian-born German 


Native Hawaiians ...........-. 
Half-caste Hawaiians 


wwe ee YS 


sSisskeess 


Portuguese 
All other nationalities 
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R 


36, 841, 690 


Next to Great Britain the islands get more of the Pacific Coast 
trade than any other nation; the islands are midway on the ocean 
route from our coast to Australia; are valuable as a coaling sta- 
tion, and are the key to military control of the Pacific; they are 
of more benefit commercially to the United States in one year 
than Alaska will be in a lifetime; they give us more than we re- 
ceive; they are and have been practically under the protection of 
the United States for a half century. 

It has been our policy, Mr. President, to brook no interference 
with the islands by other nations. In a North American Review 
article by the Hawaiian minister, Mr. Thurston, I notice some ve 
pointed quotations from the Presidents of the United States an 
others With reference to our we. which I will read. The first 
is by President Tyler in his address to Congress in 1842: 


It can not but be in conformity with the wishes of the Government and 
people of the United States that thiscommunity * * * should be respected, 
and all its rights strictly and conscientiously regarded; * * * while its 
nearer approach to this continent, and the intercourse which American ves- 
sels have withit * * * could not but create dissatisfaction on the part of 
the United States at any romans another power to take possession of the 
islands. * * * Considering, therefore, that the United States possesses so 
very large a share of the intercourse with those islands, it is deemed not unfit 
to make the declaration that their Government seeks, neverthel no ex- 
clusive control over the Hawaiian Government, but is content with its inde- 

ndent existence,and anxiously wishes for its security and rity. Its 
orbearance in this respect, under the circumstances of the eles inter- 
course of their citizens with the islands, would justify this Government 
* * * in making a decided remonstrance against the adoption of an oppo- 
site policy by any other power. 
President Taylor, in his message in 1849, said: 

The position of the Sandwich Islands with reference tothe territory of the 
United States on the Pacific * * * renders their destiny Pane in- 
teresting tous. Itis our duty to encourage the authorities of these islands 
in their efforts to improve and elevate the moral and political conditions of 
the inhabitants. * * * Wecouldin no event be indifferent to their passing 
under the dominion of any other power. * * * And itis to be hoped tha’ 
- = so will attempt to interpose obstacles to the entire independence 
of the s. 


President Fillmore, in his message of 1851, uses these words: 


Long before the events which have of late imparted so much importance to 
the possessions of the United States on the Pacific we acknowl: the in- 
dependence of the Hawaiian Government. Government was first in 

ing that step, and several of the leading powers of Europe immediately 
followed. We were influenced in this measure by the gunn ae. prospec- 
tive importance of the islands as a place of refuge and refres t for our 
vessels, and by the consideration that they lie in the course of the great trade 
which must at no distant day be carried on between the western coast of 
North America and eastern 


President Andrew Johnson, in 1868, said: 


It is known and felt by the Hawaiian Government and le that their 
Government and institutions are feeble and precarious, and that the United 
States, being so near a neighbor, would be un ing to see the islands pass 
under foreign control. Their pr rity is contin’ 4 disturbed by expec- 
tations and alarms of unfriendly political proceedings. - Arect 
treaty, while it could rot materially diminish the revenues of the Uni 
States, would bea ty of the good will and forbearance of all nations 
until the people of the islands shall of themselves, at no distant day, volun- 
tarily apply for admission into the Union, 


These views, Mr. President, were shared and expressed even more 
vigorously by Mr. Blaine as Secretary of State in 1881 and 1882, and 
also in 1892. Ina dispatch of 1882 he uses these words: 


* * * This Government has on previous occasions been brought face to 
face with the question of a protectorate over the Hawaiian group. It has,as 
often as it arose, been set aside in the interests of such commercial union as 
would give Hawaii the highest advantages and at the same time strengthen 
its independent existence as a sovereign State. 

The United States was one of the sonine Se great nations to take 
active interest in upbuil Hawaiian indepe and the creation of po- 
litical life for its le. has consistently endeavored, and with success, 
to enlarge the ma prosperity of Ha . On such an independent basis 
it proposes to be equally wurcanttting in its efforts hereafter to maintain and 
develop the advan that have accrued to Ha’ , and draw closer the 
ties Senay unite her to the great body of the American Com- 
monw' 

In this line of action the United States does itssimple duty both to Hawaii 
and itself, and it can not permit such obvious neglect of national interest as 
would be involved by silent acquiescenes in. any movement toa les- 
soning of those amenities, and substitution of alien and hostile interests. 
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It firmly believes the position of the Hawaiian Islands, as a key to the do- 
minion of the American Pacific, demands neutrality, to which end it will 
earnestly cooperate with the native Government; and if, through any ca 
neutrality should be found by Hawaii impracticable, this Government w 
then unhesitatingly meet the altered situation by seeking avowedly an Amer- 
ican solution of the grave issues presented. 

All these men, Mr. President, express the views of the American 
people, and hint strongly at the advisability of annexation. There 
seemed to be then and there is now a clear-perception of the com- 
mercial importance of those islands. In order that there shall be 
no doubt as to this matter I will give from the Hawaiian Annual, 
a publication of the Hawaiian Government, some important facts 
as to our commerce. 

Résumé of imports, 1892. 


United States 
Great Britain 
German 


.. . . Peper 
RSTSRRREEF 


380, 079. 89 


— 


Kapastasz 
ESHA See 


Quantity of domestic exports, showing countries to which exported, 1892. 


Aus- 


tralia | Islands 


-| 268, 649, 924 
, 47, 988 
11, 508, 440 

13, 568 

105, 370 

3, 449 


Guano 

Fruit (assorted), ete.t -.-- $ 
Pineapples... -_.- boxes and pieces... 
Awa pounds... 
Bones and horns...............d 


Plants and seeds 


1, 568 
6 





* Japan. +Other than bananas and pineapples. 

From these tables it will be seen that nearly 82 per cent of the 
island imports for 1892 were from the United States. Only 8 per 
cent came from Great Britain, the nation which is always casting 
a covetous eye upon Hawaii. No wonder that the Pacific Coast 
oe the necessity of maintaining fair trade relations with the 

ands. 

There has been considerable discussion, Mr. President, about the 
reer treaty with the islands, especially since they were by 
the late revenue act exempt from paying the revenue duty on 
sugar. Itis stated that we are losers to the amount of $5,000,000 
per year. In view of the cession of Pearl Harbor the granting of 
such a concession was nothing more than justandfair. But aside 
from this, the reciprocity treaty has redounded tenfold to the in- 
terest of our own country. I recently received a letter from Mr. 
Frank P. Hastings, Hawaiian chargé d'affaires in this city, a part 
of which I shall quote. He says: 


[Personal.]} 
HAWAIIAN LEGATION, Washington, D. C., July 10, 1894. 


My DEAR SENATOR: As a United States consular officer residing at the 
islands continuously from July, 1877, less than one year after the treaty went 
into effect, until , when I resigned from the service, I kept careful watch 
over the trade between the two countries. Until 1890, when the McKinley 
bill went into effect, it was mutually beneficial to both countries. Since then 
it is a well-known fact that Hawaii has been the loser though she has kept 


inviolate her treaty obligations. : 
In return for the sugar and rice, the principal products of the islands sent 
to the United States, we have bought the lumber from their forests, the coal 
from their mines, the flour and grain from their farmers and mills, the but- 
ter and cheese from their dairies, the fruits from their orchards and canneries, 
the grapes and wines from their vineyards and presses, the cloths from their 
looms, and manufactures of all and every kind from their factories. Even 
the sugars on our tables came back to us from the refineries of the United 
States. We produce nothing for home consumption excepting a few fruits 
and vegetables. have no factories or manufactures except those for § 
cae or hulling rice, but import almost everything from the Unite 


We are not, and never have been, commercial competitors and will not be 
until the Pacific Coast of the United States shall raise sugars sufficient for 
home consumption. The fruits we raise for export, principally 

jes, in no way enter into competition in your markets with the fruits 
on the Pacific Coast. On the contrary, they furnish the consumer 
there with a better and cheaper article than can be obtained from Mexico or 
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Central America. The same may be said of coffee, which is a growing indus- 


= 

s the tative in the United States Senate of one of those great 
States whieh is destined to form a partof that tempire that is fast build- 
ing up in the West, in the commercial system of which Hawaii already forms 
an outlying part, I desire to call your jal attention to the great contrast 
in the conditions existing in Hawaii to-day and those in Cuba,a much néarer 
foreign neizhbor in the south. I quote from pages 772 and 773 of the Morgan 
report in relation to the Hawaiian Islands: 

“ While Hawaii has, under the fostering influences of the United States, de- 
veloped from a state of bar in the beginning of this cen to a con- 
dition of universal education unknown in any other part of the world, Cuba 
has been four hundred years demonstrating the problem of how not to ad- 
vance. Within less than 100 miles of the United States, and receiving from 
this country nearly its entire revenue, amounting to, say, $100,000,000 per an- 
num, there is not the first trace of Americanism to be found in the whole 
island. 


. & > m * ¥ s 


“Tf you ask my opinion as to why this is so, I answer because of the ‘Ameri- 
canism’ which has been instilled into Hawaii, even to its lowest strata. And 
if that Americanism shall be allowed to grow and increase under the fostering 
influences of a close commercial and political union or relationship with the 
United States, Hawaii will make another star in the galaxy not less bright, 
and repay tenfold the favors that have been lavished = er.” 

The author of the above opinion has lived in Haw ce 1867, and spent 
three months of last year in Cuba. : 

— that you will pardon so lengthy an epistle, believe me, my dear 
nator, 
Yours, very truly, i 
FRANK P. HASTINGS. 
Hon. JAMES H. KYL. 
United States Senate, Washington, D. C. 


In the article of Mr. Thurston referred to I find the following 
interesting résumé of theadvantage accruing to the United States 
under the reciprocal trade arrangements: 


RESUME OF UNITED STATES GAINS UNDER THE TREATY. 


First—Duties remitted by Hawaii -...-....--..---------- hist deiphasdetie $3, 560, 999 
Second—Profits made and property acquired by Americans. 
1. From increase of sugar production: : 
(1) Inerease of sugar property owned by Americans ..-..... 23, 235, 610 
(2) Profits made by Americans out of sugar........-.......- 14, 830, 858 
(3) Commissions paid American agents. --..- Seshiali sailiatia liad -. 5,006, 
2. From increase of exports from the United States to Hawaii, 
profits on $32,447,510 ......-....... iain esapctlcasenne nbtnciine $3, 244, 751 
3. From increase in shipbuilding for Hawaiian trade: 
(1) Profit on building vessels for the interisland trade ..... 100,350 
(2) Profit on building vessels for Hawaiian foreign trade... _218, 600 
(3) Value of Americanshipping engaged in Hawaliantrade_ 2, 636, 000 
4 From freights earned by American ships: 
(1) Foreign freigite. ....-...... 212. 222 oo nneeeeceee----e--- 7,825, 441 
Ce eee I i os. i ssn cite « coeerencmminnssccce 1, 152, 000 


5. Property in Hawaii acquired by Americans: : 
(1) Incorporated property (other than sugar and ships), 


which are enumerated above ....................-.- ----- 93,973,505 

(2) Unincorporated property (other,than sugarand ships). 5,000. 000 

6. Premiums collected by American insurance companies -..... 2, 189, 350 
Total American gains under treaty ..................-....... 70, 973, 464 
Deduct American losses under treaty .....................-. 42, 680, 796 








American net profit under treaty................-....---.... 28, 292, 668 


This does not include the profits to thousands of American mer- 
chants who are indirectly benefited by reason of exports to the 
isiands, nor the enormous sum received by American vessels in 
carrying passengers. Nearly all vessels employed in the carrying 
trade of the islands are American. The total American vessels 
given is 195, English 42, and all others 30. 

But, Mr. President, in conclusion, waiving for the time being the 
nestion of annexation, we are asked by the provision of the bill be- 
ore us to appropriate $500,000 toward a cable to the islands. In 

view of the foregoing figures as to our commerce there seems to me 
to be but one side to the question. For a quarter of a century our 
commerce has been crippled for want of speedy communication, 
not to speak of the advantage to the Government and citizens 
generally of such a convenience. Whatever views Senators may 
entertain as to the Monroe doctrine, or any other doctrine, we 
should not hesitate to act in such an important matter as this. 
Great Britain has already been negotiating with the islands re- 
garding the cable, and will probably get a concession on some 
terms if we do not take steps very soon. Her possessions now en- 
circle the globe. With a well-defined policy and a steady deter- 
mination she has planted-her flag on continent and island until 
we to-day are almost surrounded by a cordon of English posses- 
sions. Hawaii alone remains to complete hercircle. And it is 
more than probable that we shall allow this prize to fall into Brit- 
ish hands. I have one hope and that is the patriotism and energy 
of the people. 

With the construction of a canal across the Isthmus, which will 
soon be done, the importance of commercial control of the Ha- 
waiian Islands will be greatly augmented. Now is the time to 
move, and the progressive spirit of the American people commands 
that we go forward. This is not a party question, but an Amer- 
lean question; a question whether we shall lie supinely down and 
dream out our future, letting England complete her mastery of 
commerce, or whether we rise to the occasion and control the west- 
ern seas. 

I append an epitome of a very strong argument for annexation 
by Dr. Corwin, of Honolulu, as part of my remarks. 
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APPENDIX. 


ELEVEN GOOD RBEASONS—DR. CORWIN'S ANNEXATION ARGUMENT—A FOR- 
MER PASTOR OF THE FORT STREET CHURCH ADDRESSES A CHICAGO MIN- 
ISTERS’ MEETING. 


The Rev. Eli Corwin, D. D., pastor of the foreign residents’ church (the 
Fort Street Congregational) in Honolulu betwoen the years 1958 and 1868, 
when Commissioner Thurston, Carter, and Castle, and Gen. S. C. Armstrong 
were boys in his he & paper on “The Annexation of the Hawaiian 
Islands” before a ministers’ meeting yesterday, says the 
Chicago Inter Ocean. € gave as among the more manifest reasons for the 
annexation of the islands to the United States the following: 

1. Those islands have been developed physically, financially, intellectually, 
socially, and spiritually chiefly by the American residents. A nation which 
our countrymen have created most naturally gravitates in this direction 

2. The Hawaiian people were, in the lifetime of a single generation, from 
1820 to 1860, lifted up from abject barbarism to take their place among the 
civilized and Christianized nations of the earth almost solely through the 
labors and beneficent influence of the American religious community on the 


Ss. 

3. The American foreign residents and their children born on the islands 
have been the champi of civil as well as religious liberty for the native 
Hawaiians, and have m most influential in securing all the civil rights en 
jored by those who, little more than half a century ago, were degraded serfs, 

ving no title to the lands they tilled or to the fruit of their toil, extorted 
from them by their kings and chiefs, whoruled them with a heartless tyranny. 

4. Fully two-thirds of the property on the islands belong to the American 
residents, who have come into possession of it by intelligent and honest in- 
dustry, and by developing the en and commercial resources of that 
wonderland; so that while they have been enriched the natives have not been 
impove. , but have partaken of the general prosperity. 

5. While the Americans, the Germans, the better class of progressive Brit- 
ish, and some of the other foreign residents have been the stanchest advo 
cates of civil and religious liberty, as they arenow the most earnest advocates 
of annexation, another small class of British residents have boen the leader 
of a party of obstruction, jealous of American influence, advocating a retro 
gression toward absolutism in politics, and a lowering of the standards of mo- 
7 the missionaries and their children approved and illustrated. 
Notably Sten Ror civil war the English who sought to maintain the domi- 
nance of British influence favored the blotting out of American ideas from 
the Hawaiian constitution and the curtailing of the liberties of the people, as 
they now bitterly oppose annexation and plot to restore a justly deposed 
and detested monarchy. 

6. The future of the islands as to political stability, financial prosperity, 
security of life and property, educational advancement, social culture, and 
spiri depends very largely upon the supplanting of a thoroughly 
corrupt and untrustworthy monarchy, which has repeatedly broken the 
most positive promises and violated solemn oaths; has attempted to license 
ae —ae trafficand to establish a demoralizing lottery among 
a people too easily led into the vice of gambling, and has patronized a retro- 
gression toward the pune loathsome old heathen customs and a restora- 
tion of the horrid orgies of the ancient heathen worship. 

7. The United States should promptly and heartily welcome the generous 
offer of the islands by the Government, not only because annexation is every 
way desirable for the islands, but because duty demands and parental i 
stincts dictate that we throw our protecting arms about our own « 
whose filial voice we recognize, and who, with a heroic lovalty 
waii and their fatherland, have staked everything upon this issu 

8. A clear prevision of this as the ultimate destiny of the islands ha 
all our great statesmen, without distinction of party, to guard th 















ence of this group till it should be ripe for an nexation. Now that the 
cherished and eagerly coveted fruit is ripe and ready to fall, it would indicat 
a —- of statesmanship not to reach out our hands to take it. 

. The contiguity of these islands to our western coast, the intimacy and 
growing importance of our commercial relations, their position as the half 
way house atthe grand crossing of our Pacific commerce, the extent of which 





but afew years hence no man can estimate; our need of them as a coaling 
station, which we can notafford to have under the control « ritim va 
our need of them as a base of operationsin conduct ‘ 
South American, a European, or an Asiatic power, and if them as 
central position from which to do our share of policing the Pacific in times: 
om uarding our growing trade from the piracy which already watches 
or such a prize; these all urge usin the imperative mood and the preser 
tense to risk no further delay for which a too-late repentance can make no 
amends. 
10, As a business transaction, it can not be bad policy to accept the gener 








offer, if by the outlay of three or four millions we may secure assets ric] 
worth $12,000,000, with all the collateral advantages thrown in. Promptly t 
seize this opportunity is to securea fortune. What folly, then. todelay wh 







simply for the taking we may possess these priceless ge 
these matchlessemeraldsina coral setting. These jewels wh 
monarchs are coveting are worth more than all the patron: 
has to dispense. Why spend one’s time in hunting ducks ar 
litical pap when it is time westward to let the old eagle fly? Oh, fun 
of a vigorous foreign policy! ‘Oh, for the touch of a vanished hand’ 
weak diplomacy. 

li. In the dark days of our nation’s peril the American community on the 
Hawaiian Islands lavished of its treasures hundreds of thonsands of dollars 






and gave the hest and bravest of its young men that our flag might not be 
trailed in the dust. Coldly to repel them when they seek an alliance with 
their fatherland and lay the richest treasures at their feet is but poorly t 


repay them for their patriotism. 
“ At the strategic point where we pass from the limits o7 “ecidental « 
zation to the borders of the semibarparous Orient,’ conti: wed vie sp 
“there is a clashing of forces in which American and Asiatic ideas 
tending for the mastery. Can Christian America be indiff 
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The restoration of a rotten royalty and a maggot-infested monar 
fairly smells to heaven, if not in the other direction, with its politic 
cence, is a calamity to be resisted by every liberty-loving Hawaiian g 
should involve theexpenditure of the last dollar of hismoney and the last du 


of his blood. There come occasions when forcible resistance to tyran 
first of Christian duties, and this is one of them.” 

The Inter-Ocean makes editorial comment on the above as foll 

THE PRESIDENT AND THE PREACHERS 

Among “the more manifest reasons for the annexation of the Hawaiia 
Islands to the United States”’ yesterday assigned by the Rev. Dr. Corwin | 
fore the meeting of the Congregationalist ministers of Chicago, and approv 
by them, are those of kindred, of morals, and of justice. 

It has been mainly by American missionaries and by ad 
and planters that the condition of the natives of Hawaii ! t nised from 
that of serfs to that of freemen. The monarchy of Hawaii prior to 180) was 
absolute, despotic, savage, and tyrannous. Neither life nor rty was 
safe from the anger or the greed of the native kings. Between 1520 and 1800 
the natives had m reclaimed from barbarism, imbued with ideas of free- 


in traders 












prom 
prop 



































































1940 


dom, taught the meanings of wages and of contracts, and inducted into the 
philosophy and practice of civilized trade and civilized agriculture, and this 
almost wholly by American influence. 

Most of the Germans, British, and other foreigners who have become resi- 
dents of the islands since 1850 have acted in concert with the Americans and 
with the more enlightened natives toward further limitations of the powers 
of the native monarchs and further extensions of the commercial, political, 
and religious liberties of the people. But there has been and still is a coterie 
of foreign residents, mainly of British origin, who are hostile to all political 
and moral progress, and specially hostile to progress in the direction of re- 
publicanism. hese have sought to strengthen the powers of the native 
monarchs, to encourage the native population in its old-time habits of vice, 
and to obstruct alike the evangelical work of the churches and the political 
work of the party of progress. These British residents sought to enlist the 
Hawaiian monarchy in aid of the Confederacy during the time of our civil 
war. They noware rejoicing in the aid that President Cleveland's “ my rep- 
resentative ” is giving to the party of reaction and of hatred to Americanism. 

So much for the morality of the situation. Kinship also pleads. Most of 
the men who conduct the business of Hawaii and make it a place fit for civi- 
lized people to dwell in are of American descent. They have converted lands 
that but a few decades ago were as valueless as those of Ashantee and Da- 
homey into flourishing plantations, or into populous villages or cities. While 
enriching themselves they have enriched the natives. They have been bene- 
factors of the race. 

Return to the rule of the native monarchs means Sopancietion of the prop- 
erty of our kinsmen in Hawaii, abridgements of their liberties; perhaps loss 
of all that they now possess. The monarchs of Hawaii have been peared by 
all the vices of monarchy. Always vicious, they never have been intelligent. 
They have been as stupid as the Bourbons and as treacherous as the Stuarts. 
Itis somewhat strange to find a President of the Republic of the United States 
t menee using his personal influence in behalf of the perpetuation of such 
a dynasty. 


LOUISIANA OR HONDURAS LOTTERY COMPANY, 


Mr. CALL. Iask permission at this time tosubmita resolution, 
which I ask may be printed and lie upon the table. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Theresolution will be printed and 
lie on the table, in the absence of objection. : 

Mr. CALL. Is it not necessary to read the resolution at the 
present time? : 

Mr. ALDRICH. I should like to have the resolution read, so 
that we may know what we are to act upon. — : 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The resolution will be read. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

Resolved by the Senate, That a —— committee be, and is hereby, created, 
who shall be charged with the du y of inquiring and reporting to the Senate 
whether the Louisiana or Honduras Lottery Company has been established 
and is now operating in the State of Florida and is engaged in business there 
and in the use of the mails and of the interstate-commerce corporations or 
companies in violation of the laws of the United States. The committee shall 
also inquire whether the Louisiana or Honduras company, its owners, man- 
agers, directors, or agents have entered into a combination with any person 
or persons or corporations for the control of the elections of the members of 
Congress, and whether it owns, either directly or indirectly, any interest in 
newspapers published in the State, and whether they, or any of them, have 
contributed money for the establishment of newspapers or for subsidizing 
newspapers. 

The committee shall also inquire and reper’ what sums of money, if any, 
have been expended by the Louisiana or Honduras Lottery Company to in- 
fluence the legislation of Congress, or by 7 person or corporation in any 
way connected, combined with, or interes: in such lottery company, and 
by — persons such money was expended, and by what persons it was con- 

ributed. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The resolution will go over and 
be printed. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Does the Senator from Kentucky consent to 
the introduction of a resolution of that character at this time? 

Mr. BLACKBURN. The Senator from Kentucky was not in 
Pacey of the floor, but he would have no objection to the 

senator from Florida introducing his resolution as often as he 

pleased. It seems to be a part of the hippodrome. 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 

A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. T. O. 
TOWLES, its Chief Clerk, announced that the House had disagreed 
to the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 8563) to adopt 
special rules for the navigation of harbors, rivers, and inland 
waters of the United States, supplementary to the act of August 
19, 1890, entitled ‘‘An act to adopt regulations for preventing col- 
lisions at sea;” agreed to the conference asked for by the Senate 
on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses thereon, and had ap- 
pointed Mr. Ropsrns, Mr. Pigott, and Mr. WHITE managers at 
the conference on the part of the House. , 

The message also announced that the House had passed the fol- 
lowing bills: 

A bill (8.828) granting a pension to Julia E. Lock, formerly 
widow of the late Gen. Daniel McCook; 

A bill (S. 1526) for the relief of Henry Halteman; and 

A bill (S. 2736) for the immediate relief of the suffering poor of 
the District of Columbia. 


PROPOSED CONSIDERATION OF PENSION BILLS. 


Mr. GALLINGER. Mr. President, I desire to make a request 
that one-half hour be devoted to the consideration of private pen- 
sion bills on the Calendar favorably reported at the close of the 
consideration of the bill now under consideration this afternoon, 
if there be time. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there objection to the request 
of the Senator from New Hampshire. The Chair hears none, and 
it is so ordered. 
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DIPLOMATIC AND CONSULAR APPROPRIATION BILL. 


The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the consid- 
eration of the bill (H. R.8234) making appropriations for the dip- 
lomatic and consular service for the fiscal year ending June 30, 
1896. 

Mr. WHITE. Mr. President, I am asked by the Senator from 
Kentucky [Mr. BLACKBURN] to yield to a request he intends to 
make with reference to the consideration of the pending bill. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. With the permission of the Senator from 
California, I ask unanimous consent of the Senate, in view of get- 
ting on with the work of the appropriation bills, that, without 
further debate, the vote may be taken upon the amendments then 
pending and upon the bill, say,at 2 o’clock to-morrow. At 3 
o'clock to-morrow, by order of the Senate, resolutions relative to 
the death of the late Senator Stockbridge are to be presented; to- 
morrow will be Saturday, and I trust there will be no objection 
to the Senate coming to a vote without further debate upon the 
amendments to the bill and the bill itself at 2 o’clock to-morrow. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there objection tothe request 
of the Senator from Kentucky? 

Mr. PETTIGREW. I object. 

‘ Mr. BLACKBURN. Very well; that is all I can do, Mr. Presi- 
ent. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. 
yield to me? 

Mr. WHITE. I have the floor. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. I beg pardon. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. The Senatorfrom California yielded tome 
to submit a request. 

Mr. WHITE. If the Senator from Oregon desires to make a 
motion, or something of that kind, I have no objection. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. I desire to make afew remarks on 
the pending bill for about five minutes. 

Mr. WHITE. I simply desire tomake a few remarks upon this 
matter. I shall not occupy the floor for any extended period of 
time, but I desire to submit some informal considerations. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from California 
{Mr. WHITE] is entitled to the floor. 

Mr. WHITE. Mr. President, the question pending before the 
Senate has reference exclusively, aa? understand it, to the pro- 
priety of appropriating $500,000 toward the laying of a cable to 
Honolulu, to whatever point. upon those islands may be found de- 
sirable. Yet the discussion has broadened until there has been 
included not only the cable issue, not only the Hawaiian revolution, 
but also a variety of topics pertaining to annexation. The Senator 
from South Dakota [Mr. KYLE], who has just taken his seat, has 
even elaborately discussed the effect of missionary expeditions to 
the Hawaiian group, and has presented a far more delightful nar- 
ration of the good that he asserts has been done than that which 
was afforded by his colleague [Mr. PETTIGREW]. 

Mr. President, if we trace the numerous controversies which 
have thus been tendered for investigation throughout their entire 
length and breadth, it is safe to say that this discussion will not 
terminate until the life of the present Congress expires. I shall 
briefly allude to two or three matters which have been debated 
rather fully, though not directly involved, and then shall say a 
word regarding the cable. 

In the beginning permit me to observe that I see no reason to 
confound the submarine cable with other subjects. I see no rea- 
son for the conclusion that it is essential for us to favor the an- 
nexation of the Sandwich Islands, and to uphold Mr. Stevens and 
the missionaries in order to justify an inclination toward the con- 
struction of a cable. The propositions er to me to be entirely 
dissimilar, and one does not at all depend upon the other. 

In the first place, Mr. President, I will mention and comment 
upon the instructions which have been criticised by several Sen- 
ators, and which were given by the Secretary of the Navy to Ad- 
miral Beardslee. Those instructions, so far as they are at all per- 
tinent to this discussion, are worded thus: 

Proceed with the United States ship Philadelphia with dispatch to Hono- 
lulu, Hawaiian Islands. y, 

Your purpose as commander of the naval forces of the United States will 
be the protection of the lives and property of American citizens. In case of 
civil war in the islands you will extend no aid or support, moral or physical, 
to any of the parties engaged therein, but you will keep steadily in view that 
it is your duty to protect the lives and property of all such citizens of the 
United States as shall not by their participation in such civil commotions 
subject themselves to local laws, and thus forfeit their right in that regard 
to the protection of the American flag. An American citizen who during a 
revolution or insurrection in a foreign comer participates in an attempt by 
force of arms or violence to maintain or overthrow the existing Government, 
or who aids in setting on foot a revolution or insurrection in such country, 
can not claim as matter of right that the Government of the United States 
shall protect him against the consequences of such act. 

The attack upon these instructions was inaugurated by the 
Senator from Colorado [Mr. TELLER], who, I am glad to see, is in 
his seat at this time. fter prolonged discussion it now seems 
that there is not as much difference between Senators as was at 
first manifested, It is disclosed that the real contention now is 
what was meant by the instructions. I presume thatno one will 


Will the Senator from Kentucky 
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say that if an American citizen participates in an attempt to over- 
throw or maintain the Government in the Hawaiian Islands, and 
that long thereafter and as a consequence of his act some absurd 
and unprecedented penalty is sought to be visited upon him, he 
would forfeit his privilege as an American citizen to proper inter- 
ference in his behalf. I apprehend that when Mr. Herbert used 
the language he employed he used it in the light of events which 
had taken place, and with which the whole country was then as 
now familiar. He was correct in assuming that strained inter- 
pretation would not be made by those whose conduct it was de- 
signed to influence. ; 

I am not able to admit that any of the authorities which were 
cited by the Senator from Colorado to the slightest extent conflict 
with the obvious meaning of the rule laid down by the Secretary 
of the Navy. I find ina letter from Mr. Frelinghuysen, Secre- 
tary of State, to Mr. Lowell, dated April 25, 1882, cited in 2 
Wharton’s International Law, page 453, the following: 

Its [American citizenship] assumption implies the promise and the obliga- 
tion to observe our laws at home, and peaceably as good citizens to assist in 
maintaining our faith abroad, without efforts to entangle us in iaternal 
troubles or civil discord with which we have not, and do not wish to have, any- 
thing todo. When an American citizen thus conducts himself, whether at 
home or abroad, he isentitled to the confidence ef his Government and active 
support of all its officials. 

It will be noted that the Secretary at that time, in defining that 
conduct of the American citizen which entitles the person pursu- 
ing it to the protection of this Government, stated that it was that 
which induced him to abstain from participating in internal 
troubles or civil discord. He drew no distinction between those 
who seek to maintain and those who endeavor to overthrow. We 
have a treaty with the Hawaiian Republic, that is, a treaty en- 
tered into with the preceding Government, and which is still in full 
force and effect, whereby our people are exempted from all kinds 
and descriptions of military duty. Hence, if an American citizen 
aids by force or violence either party to a Hawaiian revolution he 
does so without compulsion and at his own risk. Such is the ra- 
tional reading and plain meaning of the instructions referred to. 

Mr. President, I am free to concede that if the Government now 
in power in Hawaii chose to seize an American citizen and force 
him to render military service—to bear arms against his will— 
he would in such event forfeit nothing; but I do contend that if 
an American citizea sees fit to enlist under a foreign flag and to 
engage in war he is not protected from the consequences of that 
war—the reasonable, natural, ordinary consequences. I do not 
include remote consequence, cruelties, for instance, which a party 
successful in the conflict might attempt to impose, but I refer to 
the consequences commonly anticipated. 

With this in view, I asked the Senator from Colorado, while en- 
gaged in making his remarks, whether he intended to maintain 
that if the Government of the United States found one of its 
citizens enlisted under the banner of Hawaii it was the duty of 
that Government to maintain and assist such citizen to the end 
that he might not be harmed in the progress of his military en- 
gagement. The Senator very promptly replied that he did not so 
contend. Thereupon it seemed to me that all the attacks upon 
these instructions necessarily fail, unless we are to give them the 
absurd reading that Mr. Herbert intended to advise that when an 
American citizen enters into the service of a foreign power any 
danger menacing him afterwards which might be but dimly traced 
to, or might find as its distant cause, his first engagement or the 
animosities thereby engendered, can not be averted by act of our 
Government. I do not understand that any such instruction was 
given, and under the circumstances of the case Admiral Beardslee 
can not so construe the language. Senators who do not view this 
matter as I do concede that an American joining the Dole forces 
may be slain in battle by revolutionists without the occurrence of 
any obligation on our part tosave him. He may be shot down, 
they say, but must not be imprisoned. Revolutionists may kill 
him in conflict, but they can not capture him; or if they do cap- 
ture him he must be released at once, to rejoin, no doubt, the army 
of the Government he is endeavoring to maintain. It results that 
the revolutionist must avoid taking American prisoners. I fail to 
detect the logic of this argument. 

_Mr. President, all instructions, as well as court opinions, are 
given in view of the facts of the particular case. In the present 
instance this Administration had, as I consider upon ample proof, 
come to the conclusion that United States officers under the in- 
spiration of Mr. Stevens had not abstained from mingling in internal 
contention as they should have abstained, and asmatters were some- 
what disturbed, the Government having been but recently threat- 
ened by revolution, it was not unnatural that the Administration 
should caution its officers against a renewal of antecedent inter- 
ference and should enjoin upon Admiral Beardslee the propriety 
of preventing any service by thé marines of the United States in 
the interest of either party toa civil conflict. History shows that 


timely warnings are necessary. Some military men go abroad 
anxious for excitement and not thoroughly versed in international 
obligations. 


The instructions are all right. When the present 





CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 





| 
| 
| 


1941 


Government was in the formative process those who are now con- 
demning Mr. Cleveland did not find it advisable to insist that it 
was wrong to support a revolution and a matter of duty to sustain 
the existing condition. 

Mr. President, my friends upon the other side of this question 
have urged upon us during this debate, as they urged at an earlier 
date, the propriety of the annexation of Hawaii. I do not pro- 


pose to run over this matter in detail. In an address which I de- 
livered here upon the 2ist of February last I stated my views 
quite fully. owever, in the light of the position which I am 
about to take with referenee to the cable appropriation, I deem it 
well to anticipate any misunderstanding as to my position con- 
cerning annexation, and I shall very briefly rei: » what I have 


heretofore advanced against the carrying out of such a plan. 

First, I am opposed to such annexation, because I believe tl 
we are not in a condition to bring within our confines the 
ments which there exist. There are Europeans in Hawaii who 
would undoubtedly make valuable citizens if they saw fit to 
sume the obligationsof thatcondition. Thestatistics furnished 1 
vary somewhat; but Iam willing to assume, and such must indeed 
be the fact, that a large majority of the Europeans upon the islands 
could qualify for citizenship. Much has been said 
the Portuguese who reside there. If these Portug belong to the 
class to which Portuguese citizens in California belong then I can 
assert with certainty that they would make valuable citizens and 
would contribute their proper share toward the maintenance and 
support of any Government and the advancement of the peopl 
But when we put aside the European element, what do we encoun- 
ter? What races constitute the preponderating population in 
these islands? 

The Senator from South Dakota {Mr. KyLe] who spoke this 
morning stated—and I suppose he must know about it—that the 
native population has no will—the islander has no will of hisown. 
The Senator gave this conclusion as a reason showing that we 
should not demand as a condition precedent to annexation the ac- 
quiescence of all the people, that the people were of such a kind 
and character that they had no judgment, no discretion, could not 
be charged with willfulness, and yet, singularly enongh, he fol- 
lowed this with the statement that, as the net result of the visits 
and teachings of the early missionary, the nati ! 
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ves had been ele- 


vated (?) to their present happy state. I think that the mission- 
aries have done far more good than the Senator seems to imply by 
this declaration. I will perhaps concede thatif the people of the 


islands are reduced to a condition where they have no wish, no will 
are incapable of voluntary act—that they arehappy; they certainly 
can not appreciate unhappiness. But will anyone contend that a 
population of that sort, whether it be a happy population or not, 
could be otherwise than detrimental to this Republic? Who de- 
sires fellow-citizens or neighbors thus constituted and disquali- 
fied? 

Then we have the Japanese. Itis said that there are now nearly 
20,000 Japanese in Hawaii—though, according to the 
nished by Mr. Blount, there were, when the census upon which he 
relied was taken, but a little over half that nnmber—but thereare 
some 20,000 in theislands at thishour. There are likewise on hand 
almost as many Chinese. Mr. President,we have passed most 
drastic legislation against Mongolian immigration. We have en- 
deavored to keep Chinamen away from the United States; we have 
affirmed that their presence is not only hostile to the best interests 
of this Government but may be positively destructive of it. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Will the Senator from Californ 
please suspend for a moment, to enable the Chair to lay before t} 
Senate a message from the President of the United States, which 
the Secretary will read. 

Mr. WHITE. Certainly. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. Before the message is read I ask the nnan- 
imous consent of the Senate that at the hour of half past 2 o'clock 
to-morrow the Senate will, without further debate, proceed to vote 
upon the then pending amendments to the pending appropriation 
bill and upon the bill. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there objection to the reques 
of the Senator from Kentucky that at half past 20’clock to-morrow 
the Senate proceed to vote on the amendments to the pending bill 
and on the bill? The Chair hears no objection, and it is so or- 


tatistics fry 


a 


dered. 

The message from the President of the United States will now 
be read. 

The Secretary read as follows: 
To the Senate and House of Representatives: 

I transmit herewith for the information of the Congress a copy of a tele 
graphic dispatch just received from Mr. Willis, our minister to Hawaii, with 


a copy of the reply thereto which was immediately sent by the Secretary 
State. 
GROVER CLEVELAND 
EXECUTIVE MANSION, February 8, 1895. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The message and accompanying 
papers will be referred to the Committee on Foreign Relations and 


printed, if there be no objection. 
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Mr. FRYE. Let the dispatches be read, Mr. President. 
Mr. HALE. Yes, let everything that accompanies the message 
of the President be read. : . 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The dispatches will be read. 
The SECRETARY read as follows: 
CoopFR, 
United States Dispatch Agent, 
Post-Ofice Building, San Francisco, Cal. 
ee following by first steamer to A. 8. Willis, United States minister, 
onolulu: 

If American citizens were condemned to death by a military tribunal, not 
for actual participation in reported revolution, but for complicity only, or if 
condemned to death by such a tribunal for actual participa but not after 
open fair trial with opportunity for defense, demand delay of execution, and 
in wee case report to your Government evidence relied on to support death 
sentence. 


Mr. Willis to Mr. Gresham. 


[Telegram. } 

HONOLULU, January 30, 1895 (San Francisco, February 6, 1895). 
Revolt over9th. Casualties: Government one, rw two. Court-martial 
convened 17th; has tried 38 cases; 200 more to be d,and daily arrests. Gu- 
lick, former minister, and Seward, minister, or in Federal Army, both 
Americans, and Rickard lishman, sen to death; all heretofore 

ominent in politics. T. B. alker, formerly in the United States Arm 
mprisonment for life and $5,000 fine. Other sentences not disclosed, but will 
robably be death. uested of record for our Government to de- 
rmine its duty before sentence, but no answer yet. Bitter feeling and 
threats of mob violence which arrival of Philadelphia yesterday may prevent. 
Liliuokalani made prisoner on 16th; on 24th relinquished all claims and swore 
a Republic. imploring clemency for Hawaiians. Government replies 
to Liliuokalani, ‘This document can not be en to exempt you in the 
slightest degree from personal and individual liability ’ for complicity in late 
conspiracy. Denies that she had 7 rights since —— 14, when she 
attempted new constitution. a appreciates her 1 to disaffected to 
congas Republic, and will pre consideration to her unselfish appeal 

for clemency ” for participan’ 


- ALBERT 8. WILLIS. 


Mr. HALE. Will the Senator from California allow me? 

Mr. WHITE. eae 

Mr. HALE. Mr. President, nothing can so strongly emphasize 
the need of the most direct and swiftest communication between 
this country and the Sandwich Islands as the documents which 
have just been presented to the Senate. What events, tragic and 
melancholy, may occur before the dispatches which have been 
sent from the State De ent to our minister reach him no 
man can tell. I should say that every Senator here, whatever 
may have been his feeling heretofore about the situation in the 
Hawaiian Islands and the controversies which have arisen, must 
now feel the deepest regret that the Government there, under 
whatever emergencies it may be, is subjected to any temptation 
toa line of ultra severity such as might not be sustained by the 
humane sentiment of the world. I only wish that the agitation 
of this cable project had come earlier, in order that the message 
sent by the Secretary of State to our minister might be communi- 
cated to the authorities of the Sandwich Isiands, so that extreme 
measures, such as will not be justified by American sentiment, 
will not be resorted to. 

Mr. FRYE. Will the Senator from California allow me? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Cali- 
fornia yield to the Senator from Maine? 

Mr. WHITE. I yield to the Senator from Maine, as I did to 
his coll \ 

Mr. FRYE. My colleague did not mention the fact that the 
date of this dispatch from Mr. Willis is nine or ten days ago or a 
little more, and that the dispatch has just reached here; and my 
colleague did not state, what is true, that the steamer for the 
Sandwich Islands sailed last Tuesday morning, I think, and that 
another will not sail for a week after, and that it will be ten days 
at least before that direction of the President of the United States 
to his minister will reach him, making about twenty or thirty 
days to get any notice, no matter how important the event, to his 
minister and from his minister. I that emphasizes very 
distinctly the importance of a cable. 

Mr. HALE. ndoubtedly. 

Mr. TELLER. I donot wish to interfere with the speech of 
the Senator from California, but I hope he will allow me to say a 
word about the President's message—— 

Mr. WHITE. Certainly. I have yielded to other Senators, 
and will not discriminate. 

Mr. T I notice in the report of our minister that two 
of those people are spoken of as Americans. They are not said to 
be American citizens, and I should presume they are citizens of 
the Hawaiian Republic. I observe that in the dispatch which the 
Government sends to the minister they speak of the protection of 
American citizens. I know we have no right, treating those 
ple as a nation, to say that they may not proceed against their 
own citizens, if their own citizens have committed crimes against 
their law, but I think it would be well, and I should like to make 
that suggestion, for the Government of the United States to go to 
the extent of ing the Hawaiian igocmument ¥0 anepent oll 
harsh operations, such as inflicting the death penalty even upon 
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their own [citizens, until the Government of the United States 
can confer with them with reference thereto. 

Mr. President, we went through a great civil ‘war, the greatest 
known to history, and we did not find it necessary to execute any- 
body when we got through. 

r. HALE. Not asingle man. 

Mr. TELLER. Notasingleperson. Idonot think the émeute, 
or whatever it is called, which has occurred in Hawaii will justify 
those people in the harsh methods on which they’seem to have 
started. I hope the Government of the United States will take 
prompt steps to see that those people, although they may be citi- 
zens of Hawaii, are not executed in a manner that will shock the 
civilized world. 

I do not know that we could afford to give any direction to the 
State Department, but if there are any members of the Committee 
on Foreign Relations present, and I see one before me, the Senator 
from aes FRYE], I should like to suggest that the com- 
mittee consult the Department, and see if some suggestions can 
not be made by our Government in a friendly way, and in a proper 
way, to the Government of Hawaii to the effect that they do not 
proceed to the extreme measure which it is indicated in the dis- 
patch from the minister that they may take. 

Mr. SQUIRE. Will the Senator from California [Mr. Wurre] 
yield to me for a moment? 

Mr. WHITE. I give notice that even unanimous consent on 
the part of the Senate will not get the floor again. I yield to the 
Senator from Washington, however. I shall be brief in what I 
have to say. : 

Mr. SQ . With the ission and by the courtesy of the 
Senator from California I desire to ask the Senator from Colo- 
rado bea TELLER] whether he is in favor of allowing the people 
who have been interfering with the existence of the Giuvesameent 
in Hawaii to go absolutely untouched, free, or whether his dis- 
tinction is that he wishes them to be tried by a civil tribunal and 
not by a military tribunal. 

Mr. TELLER. I do not care how the Government there shall 
—— That has nothing to do with the question. When the 

exican people had obtained control of affairs in Mexico, and we 
sup d they were about to execute Maximilian, the Government 
of the United States intervened in a friendly way, and said ‘“‘ we 
do not think you ought to inflict the death penalty.” That is all 
I pro that our Government shall say now. e can not say 
that the Hawaiian Government shall not punish those people; we 
can not say they shall not execute them if they see fit; but a sug- 

tion from the Government of the United States will be fol- 
owed. There is no danger of its not being heeded. 

Mr. FRYE. But they can hang every erican citizen in the 
Hawaiian Islands before we can get any suggestions to them. 

Mr. TELLER. I am afraid that is true. 

Mr. HALE. That we can not help. 

Mr. TELLER. We can not help that until we get a cable. 

Mr. WHITE. Mr. President, there is one feature of the Ha- 
waiian controversy which should commend itself to those who 
desire protracted discussion, ee that when a particular 
branch of the stibject becomes threadbare we are invariably fur- 
nished with something new. I will say a word with reference to 
the dispatches which have just been read as soon asI conclude 
———_ of the annexation question. 

hen interrupted I was attempting to show the Senate that 
the population of Hawaiiis notfitted for our affiliation. We have 
endeavored to exclude Chinese, and there are but a hundred and 
six or a hundred and seven thousand Chinese now in the United 
States. Yet itis proposed to acquire territory which contains a 
Chinese and Japanese population amounting to over 40,000 souls. 
It would not be beyon truth to say that the Chinese and Jap- 
anese population which would thus be added to that of the United 
States equals two-fifths of the Mongolians within our borders. 
The people whom I in represent have for vears been striving 
to exclude this competition, and a few misguided individuals in 
different parts of our country have, because of the prevalence of 
a determined sentiment antagonistic to Chinese attempted to drive 
them away by violence. So dangerous to society their pres- 
ence become that both nations reached the conclusion that it was 
essential that Chinese immigration should be prohibited. When 
we reflect that such has been our legislation and such our history, 
without a break in the continuity of the story, it is manifest that 
it would be utterly inconsistent and even iniquitous to absorb the 
very elements —- whose presence we have so long and so 
earnestly contended. 

Why should we invite those whom we have driven away? Will 
the Chinamen from Hawaii be any better than the Chinamen who 
have come from Hongkong? The Japanese population of the is- 
lands is not of an exalted acter. Itisa cooli Po — It 
is a population formed of the very lowest class o panese sub- 
jects, and yet Senators tell me that they are willing to bring 
within this Republic a serf contribution wholly incapacitated for 
intelligent government. The claim made by the present Republic 
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of Hawaii, if it is such, is that all save the selected few are not 
fit to vote, and the argument of Mr. Stevens, when defi his 
course in a speech made in Boston, is based upon the assumption 
that the vast majority of the island inhabitants are grossly igno- 
rant. 

The Senator from South Dakota [Mr. Ky.x] reiterates that 
statement to-day. He tells us that the natives have no will. They 
are perhaps human, made in the image and likeness of their Maker, 
but according to my friend the infusion of missionary principles 
has left the convert without the ability to think or to act pursuant 
to desire. Hence, it is urged they need not be consulted. 

Are we, then, anxious for a population of that kind, even though 
it be true that the island soil is productive, even though it be true, 
as stated by the Senator from South Dakota [Mr. Perricrew}], 
that all one has to doin the Hawaiian group to make a living is to 
plant a banana and steal a fish line? 

Is it wise to annex territory thus inhabited? Have we not prob- 
lems pressing upon us every.day, appealing to us every hour with 
reference to the incapacity of many who are now in the United 
States? Do we not know that our immigration laws are being 
daily made stronger, so that we may be able to exclude those who 
are not fitted by disposition, education, or a to appre- 
ciatingly share in the blessings of that equal liberty which can be 
safely exercised only by men of sound mind and honest heart? Does 
anyone pretend to me that the presence of these people willadd to our 
strength orour glory? Grant that the few whoset upand maintain, 
and who in my opinion will maintain, that Republic are educated 


gentlemen, persons guided by the best of motives and ssin 
all of the qualifications for American citizenship; still the limi 


number can not be included without the presence also of the vast 
horde of incompetents. Mr. President, the undesirable element 
now here can not be augmented without increased peril. 

Someone has suggested that the islands be annexed to the State 
of California. Mr. President, thinkof it! Islands as remote from 
the Pacific coast as Ireland is from New York. Annexed to dom- 
inate our politics, to control our elections, to dictate who shall sit 
in our executive chair, who shall compose our legislature, who 
shall go to Congress! Where is the guaranty that none but qual- 
ified citizens shall vote? Iam — to the annexation of any 
country within which the preponderating element of the popula- 
tion is ignorant, or criminal, or corrupt. I do not wish to see as 
a part of this blic any land whatever where the vast major- 
ity are unlettered and unable to accurately and carefully weigh 
and truly decide the questions presented for their political adjudi- 
cation! 

These to me are determinative arguments. I can not avoid 
them. You may say that the Chinese and Japanese can not vote; 
you may, however unjustly, exclude the natives, but even then 
you do not meet the objection that I have urged against the incor- 

ration of acommunity but a small portion of which knows any- 

ing of governmental affairs. Norisit accurate to say, as stated 
by the Senator from Colorado [Mr. TELLER], that the doctrines of 
the Democratic party have always been in favor of foreign acqui- 
sitions. It is not true, either, that Mr. Jefferson ever advocated 
the annexation of territory circumstanced as is Hawaii. Mr. 
Jefferson, in a letter to President Madison, dated April 27, 1809, 
which can be found in the fifth volume of Jefferson’s Works, page 
443, in speaking of Cuba, said: 

It will be objected to our receiving Cuba that no limit can then be drawn to 
our future uisitions. Cuba can be defended by us without a navy, and 
this develops the principle which ought to limit our views. Nothing should 
ever be accepted which would require a navy to defend it. 

And so Mr. Frelinghuysen, at a later day, in stating the policy 
which had controlled our Government in this direction, said: 

The policy of this Government, as declared on many occasions in the past, 
has tended toward avoidance of possessions disconnected from the main con- 
tinent. Had the tendency of tho United States been to extend territorial do- 
minion beyond intervening seas, opportunities have not been wanting to 
effect such a purpose, whether on the coast of Africa, in the West Indies, or 
in the Seuth Pacific. Nosuch rtunity has been hitherto embraced, and 
but little hope could be offered that , which must in the ultimate re- 
sort be brought to decide the question of such transmarine jurisdiction, 
would favorably regard such an acquisition as His Excellency proposes. At 
any rate, in its political aspect merely, this Government is unprepared to ac- 
cept the proposition without subjection to such wishes as ss and the 
people of the United States through Congress may see fit to express. 

Thus has it been ever declared by our Department of State that 
it is contrary of our views of good policy to incorporate any section 
which can not be well defended without a navy. As I have 
stated, Mr. Jefferson placed his adhesion to the Cuban proposition 
distinctly upon the ground that no navy would ever be demanded 
for its protection because of its proximity to the mainland. Yet, 
sir, it is sought now to acquire dominion over islands more than 
2,000 miles from our shores—islands whose defense would neces- 
sitate the employment of an independent and powerful navy. 

This is an issue of policy. Thereis no analogy, as supposed by 


the Senator from South Dakota [Mr. Ky.&]}, in the Alaskan acqui- 
sition. Alaska is a part of the mainland, separated from us, it is 
true, by the British possessions, but I imagine there never will be 
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a race inhabiting that land which will care to contend in arms 
with our nation, or with which any foreign nation will ever care 
to engage. Alaska is by nature equipped for self-defense and 
even exclusion. It is valuable to us, perhaps, because of the min- 
erals yet unmined and the many other productions useful to man 
which were so well and specifically described by the Senator from 
Oregon [Mr. MITrcHELL] in an elaborate and able presentation 
made here some days ago. But, however this may be, however 
difficult (and I recognize the difficulty of announcing any abso- 
lute rule upon a subject which after all is but a matter of policy), 
it is plain to me that it will add nothing to our dignity, our efii- 
ciency, our grandeur as a nation, or the liberties of our people to 
annex such a population as that which is contained within the 
Sandwich Islands. 

Mr. SQUIRE. I should like to ask the Senator from California 








a question. I have listened to what he has read and what he has 
stated so earnestly and forcibly to-day with great interest, and I 
believe the subject is one deserving of very serious consideration. 
I ask the Senator whether the doctrine laid down by him and 
toward which he has brought the support of the great names he 
has adduced would have prevailed had the conditions existing at 


the present day in regard to vessels of the Navy, both the com- 
mercial and inilitary marine, existed in those earlier days of the 
Republic. It is well known and understood now that vessels of 
war can not proceed upon long voyages without frequent coai- 
ing. The rate of speed required for such vessels in order to give 
them efficiency, and the distances they must traverse require that 
they shali have cogling stations. Now, this isa condition of things 
that did not exist when the Navy was composed largely of sailing 
vessels. The same is true in regard to the commercial marine in 
a great degree. 

lask the Senator from California whether the present conditions 
are not such as to tend largely to modify the doctrine he has laid 
down in regard to the acquisition of territory that can only be 
defended by means of an American Navy? Does he not conceive 
it essential to the very existence and efficiency of the Navy that 
we shall have coaling stations for the Navy, and is it not just as 
necessary to provide the means for the transportation of those 
vessels, the fuel necessary, as it is to provide the ammunition for 
the cannon they bear? Is it not just as essential that there shall 
be a requisite coaling station for the supplies of the vessels of cur 
Navy as to have the ammunition that is carried to supply the 
guns that they bear for the purpose of action? Could we not m 
this respect profitably imitate the policy of the British nation, 
that great maritime power whose navy dominates the globe and 
whose policy in some other and less desirable respects receives 
such servile imitation by some of our people—who can see nothing 
in the liné of progress and development that should shape our 
policy, especially as to the tariff question, unless it be on the line 
of English ideas—yet those very people will not accept the exam- 
ple of England as to the necessary coaling stations for its Navy 
and for commerce. If we can not have our own coaling stations 
why expend millions of dollars per annum to build and equip a 
navy? I venture to maintain that the situation to-day is vastly 
different as to our Navy from what it was in the days of Jefferson, 
from whose works the extract has been quoted by the Senator from 
California. 

Mr. WHITE. Is the Senator from Washington through? 

Mr. SQUIRE. Iam. 

Mr. ITE. The question addressed to me by the Senator 
from Washington would be a very pertinent one were I speaking 
of coaling stations, and under our very liberal rules I presume I 
might discuss on the pending amendment coaling stations, or 
whaling stations, or any other stations. I wil! simply say inci- 
dentally, however, in response to the Senator’s remark, that I pre- 
sume there will be no difficulty in establishing coaling stations 
even if we do not own the places where such stations are located. 
In our partnership entered into with two monarchical govern- 
ments we have managed to secure a station in Samoa, and I be- 
lieve we have arrangements in Hayti to the same purport. We 
have also Pearl Harbor in. Hawaii. However, if my friend from 
Washington will read the very able remarks of the Senator from 
South Dakota [Mr. PETTIGREW] upon this subject he will find 
that the coaling station which has been described so glowingly in 
the debates here does not amount to very much; that it is rather 
superfluous, and not even ornamental. 

Concerning the remark of the Senator from Washington to the 
effect that the policy of Great Britain should be imitated in the 
matter of acquiring territory and not as to tariff legislation, | 
do not hesitate to affirm that I am not disposed to send our Navy 
u a career of conquest or to do anything else opposed to our 
ideas of free government and to our notions of human rights. A 
study of the Declaration of Independence and the Farewell Ad- 
dress of Washington might be read with advantage. We are not 
discussing England's tariff laws, but I might say that we find 
much difficulty under our system in our efforts to divert from 
England the profitable commerce of the world. 
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I might, in further response to the Senator from Washington, 
urge that if the very distinguished men whose views I have read 
had had before them the prevailing Hawaiian conditions they 
would have strenuously protested against annexation. More- 
over, in Jefferson’s and even in Marcy’s time little was known of 
the embarrassmentsof Chinese immigration; the sharp and ruin- 
cus competition in labor lines which has resulted from the pres- 
ence of Mongolians. The numerous questions now before us 
concerning which labor and capital play so prominent a part were 
then but casually considered. Many economic problems most 
difficult to solve have come to the front within a recent period. 

To conclude this branch of the subject and to summarize: I am 
antagonistic to the annexation of the Hawaiian Islands because 
of their remoteness and more particularly because of their unde- 
sirable population. Iam unwilling to introduce a political factor 
of that sort within the United States. Ido not intend to aid in 
permitting Hawaiian precincts to control California elections. 

Now, Mr. President, the cable issue is not necessarily depend- 
ent for its solution upon our ideas of annexation, or upon our 
views of coaling stations; but whether we should have a cable 
connecting this country with the Hawaiian Islands is a matter 
that should be determined upon commercial considerations and 
in view of commercial developments, and also because of the de- 
sirability of speedy and independent communication with the 
Orient. I know that the people of California are in favor of this 


project. It is the general desire in that part of the Union that | 


there should be telegraphic connection with Hawaii now, which 
will lead, I believe, to an extension ultimately to Yokohama. 
The city of San Francisco is very nearly on the same parallel with 
the city of Tokio. The most direct route from San Francisco to Ja- 
pan lies, of course, north of Honolulu. Itis some 2,080 miles from 
ene port to the other. Buta cable laid to the Hawaiian Islands 
and thence to Asia would be of vast utility. It is true that such 
a scheme involves the expenditure of much money. If the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations considers that at this time we can af- 
ford to inaugurate such an enterprise—and such is the effect of 
that committee’s amendment—I shall not object. I do not con- 
sider, as I have said, that the cable and annexation plans are at all 
interdependent. 

We have now no telegraphic communication with Asia except 
such as we are able to enjoy at the option of other nations. If we 
owned an Asiatic cable profitable arrangements could be made 
with Russia and Great Britain with reference to European and 
Australian business. 

A short time back our friends of the other side, who always 
criticise the President, informed us that the proposition contained 
in the recent message with reference to the landing of Great Brit- 
ain’s cable at Necker Island should not be countenanced; that it 
was another diplomatic blunder, etc. The Senator from Connec- 
ticut [Mr. PLATT] read the remarks of the President of the United 
States upon a former occasion with reference to cable commu- 
nication with Honolulu and there was nothing therein at all an- 
tagonistic to the present programme. I desire tocall attention to 
the fact that when Mr. Cleveland has recommended the adoption 
of a policy differing from that desired by the Government at 
Honolulu he has been attacked for so doing; and in the present 
instance, when he asked the Senate to acquiesce in the request of 
that infant Republic, to do that which the Dole cabinet has re- 
quested, he is again made the subject of animadversions. Let us 
be consistent. 

I think that the message of the President in that connection 
speaks for and justifies itself. Congress had made no effort to lay 
an Americancable. Congress has heretofore done nothing indicat- 
ing any disposition to connect with the islands. Under these con- 
ditions we are asked to waive our right to object to the granting 
of England's request. 

Mr. President, I do not imagine that the Government of the 
United States will go to pieces if the additional commercial facili- 
ties tendered by Great Britain are furnished. Ido not believe 
that any vast advantage will accrue to England if she is allowed 
to land her cable as designed, so far as any trade competition be- 
tween that Government and ours is concerned. I think it is ab- 
solutely certain, because of the location of the Hawaiian group 
with reference to the United States, that their commerce must 
come to the western coast of this country. Self-interest on the 
partof the islanders requiresit. Certainly, while our present treaty 
with reference to sugar matters exist it is plain that, cable or no 
cable, we will continue to dominate commerce there. But I agree 
that the cable will be beneficial. I am confident that with the ex- 
tension to which I have referred we will profit by the work. The 
illustration given to-day is very significant. If such a line existed 
we would be able to determine in short order whether it is our 
duty to interfere in the cases of those reported to have been con- 
demned by an autocratic military tribunal. 

While such reasoning might be invoked with reference to any 
country in which an exigency has suddenly arisen, that fact would 
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not lessen our satisfaction were we able to enjoy telegraphic inter- 
course at this moment. 

However, the commercial advantages which will ultimately at- 
tend the construction and extension of a cable system to Honolulu 
are such that I do not feel justified in opposing the appropriation, 
and I intend to vote for it. I concede that it will require a great 
outlay to complete the project, but I rely upon a corresponding 
benefit. 

I have not overlooked the constitutional objections which were 
so fully urged here with regard to Nicaragua and have been re- 
peated in this debate. I do not wish to add to the argument I 
used in consideration of the canal bill. I do not believe that 
there is any justification for the theory that we have not the 
power to thus guard our commercial and governmental interests. 
We can extend our commercial relations, we can lay a cable 
wherever we find it essential to do so. The legislative depart- 
ment has the jurisdiction to do whatever will extend, advance, 
and regulate our commerce and increase our capabilities for com- 
mon defense. 

I concur with Senators who have stated that this is a nation 
vested with full power as such. It is not half a nation or two- 
thirds of a nation. We can not afford to place the Republic in an 
inferior position as contrasted with the great.powers of this world. 
Every American citizen would shrink from such an attempt, and 
would warmly repudiate such a conclusion. To concede other- 
wise would be to say that there is somewhere another Government 
which is more powerful, self-respecting, and enlightened than 
ours; and more nearly competent to so administer public affairs 
as to promote the permanent happiness of the people. No such 
doctrine can ever have my support. Nor do I find any justifica- 
tion for such a theory either in the language of the Constitution 
or in the interpretations of Chief Justice Marshall, which have be- 
come crystallized into permanency by the passage of time and the 
experience of intelligent patriots. 

Mr. President, the message which has just reached us, and which 
recites the sentences of a military tribunal in Honolulu, discloses 
a deplorable condition. 

I know that my humane friend from South Dakota [Mr. KYL8], 
who addressed us this morning, and spoke of the soothing influ- 
ence of missionary contact, will be somewhat horrified when he 
discovers that the characteristics of barbarism have been thus 
early disclosed in the first struggle for power by the newly con- 
stituted Republic. Undoubtedly any Government making any 
claim to be such, assumes the right to enforce law, and may visit 
extreme penalty upon those who by violent overt act dispute its 
nationality and seek to possess themselves of dominion and su- 
premacy. 

But, Mr. President, as was well stated by the Senator from 
Colorado, the United States passed through an unexampled civil 
war, and did not find it necessary in a single instance to resort to 
the imposition of the death penalty for traitorous conduct. I can 
not believe that the sentences which have been thus announced 
have been imposed with intent that they shall be carried out. 
The letter of the law has been probably adopted and commuta- 
tions will no doubt follow. Ido not think that these sentences 
mean any more than the expression upon the part of those in au- 
thority that they have the power to do those things which nation- 
ality implies whether represented by a king, a president,or what not. 
I will not tolerate the thought that anyone who has the slightest 
conception of free government would under such surroundings 
convict and execute by wholesale. Mr. Dole’s position is such 
that he can not afford to be otherwise than merciful. When the 
Queen was deposed, and when she made a threat which the coun- 
try construed into an intimation that she would execute those 
whe had risen against her if she became once more possessed of 
the throne, all denounced her as bloodthirsty. There is not a 
Senator in this Chamber and no one connected with this Govern- 
ment who would not, had she made such an attempt, have used 
all proper effort to prevent the carrying out of her resolve. 

Mr. esident, I do not hesitate to say that I would most cheer- 
fully vote for a resolution expressive of the opinion of the Senate 
that those who have been taken into custody by the Hawaiian 
Government and who have been thus sentenced should be dealt 
with leniently. In view of the unsettled conditions prevailing, 
in view of the infirmities of human passion, having regard to the 
future of the Republic, the authorities of Hawaii should not be 
hasty. An enduring republic must be builded upon something 
more solid than a foundation laid in blood, even though it be the 
blood of the revolutionist who but a few months past was the 
representative of a Government overthrown by the men who now 
render judgment. 

Mr. President, these occurrences are regretable. It is to be 
hoped that in the midst of this disturbance wise counsels will 
prevail, that the abdication of the Queen, her written and formal 
renunciation, will prevent further disorder. The Dole Govern- 
ment must be aware that resistance is over and that ultimate 

















punishments are not required. Caution is ever to be observed in 
matters affecting human life, and an error now would have seri- 
ous consequences. While we have no authority to affirm that a 
foreign government shall not enforce its laws, still, under the 

sculiar circumstances environing this subject, an intimation to 

r. Dole may not be amiss. f 

But, Mr. President, if those who have been sentenced are Ameri- 
can citizens, if it be true that they were not actually participants 
in an attempt to overthrow the Government, or even then, if they 
have been tried and found guilty by a summarily organized revo- 
lutionary or military tribunal, trying them and passing upon their 
cases in the shadow of dangerous conflict-—under either of those 
conditions I would certainly conceive it to be our duty to inter- 
vene and to investigate most closely before we withdraw our in- 
terfering hand. 

The communication from the Executive to-day informs us that 
in accordance with the long-settled practice of this country a re- 
quest has been made for information and notice given to with- 
hold the consummation and carrying out of the sentence imposed. 
In any event this precaution is timely. 

Mr. President, this occurrence has tended to increase interest 
in the cable proposition. I am persuaded that our commerce will 
beadvanced by thisexpenditure. LIappreciate that the large num- 
ber of American vessels which call at Honolulu do not represent 
vast trade and that our commerce there is small as compared with 
that which we share with many other nations. 

I repeat that we must in the end go further than Honolulu to 
find our justification for this disbursement as a business venture. 
But a commencement must be made, and I shall vote to begin 
now. Without Government aid a cable will not be laid from the 
United States. The Senator from Rhode Island [Mr. ALpricH] 
accurately remarked that private parties can not be found who 
will make such an investment, as quick and large direct returns 
are not to be expected. 

Mr. President, I trust that we will maintain the doctrine of 
noninterference in the internal affairs of Hawaii declared bya 
formal resolution of the Senate; that we will prevent foreign in- 
terposition. And I am convinced that the Administration will 
continue to take such action as may secure our citizens from per- 
secution and maintain the foreign policy which wise precedents 
and good faith justify and require. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. Mr. President, I shall occupy the 
time of the Senate a very few minutes. 

The proposition before the Senate is not one of annexation. The 
precise question under discussion just now is as to whether the 
Congress of the United States will authorize the President to con- 
tract for the laying of a telegraphic submarine cable between the 
United States and the Hawaiian Islands. I believe that the com- 
mercial, naval, and political necessities of the United States re- 
quire not only that a submarine telegraph cable shall be laid be- 
tween the western coast of the United States and the Sandwich 
Islands, but I believe that such a cable should be extended by way 
of Samoa to New Zealand, Australia, and on to Japan. Ihave 
long believed this to be true, and I took action in the Senate look- 
ing to the construction of such a cable nearly five years ago. 

I desire to attract attention (and it is for that purpose I rose) to 
the foundation which has been laid heretofore as a basis for the 
legislation proposed by the pending amendment. On the 2d day 
of December, 1890, I had the honor of submitting to the Senate a 
resolution which was on the same day unanimously adopted, and 
which reads as follows: 

Resolved, That the Committee on Fcreign Relatiors be, and it is hereby, in- 
structed to inquire into the advisability of the passage of a law authorizing a 
survey for a transpacific submarine cable route from some suitable point on 
the Pacific Coast to the Hawaiian Islands, thence via Samoa and New Zealand 


to Australia, and of legislation encouraging the formation of a company for 
such purpose, and to report by bill or otherwise. 


Mr. GRAY. May I interrupt the Senator from Oregon there? 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. Certainly. 

Mr. GRAY. DoTI understand that the Senator was then advo- 
cating the ros that the Government should become the 
builder and owner of transpacific telegraph lines? 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. I was then desirous, so far as my 
purpose was concerned at that particular time, to bring the ques- 
tion before the Congress for its consideration. I did not inti- 
mate, as the Senator will observe, in the resolution I presented 
and which was adopted by the Senate, as to how it should be 
done, whether it should be done by the incorporation of a private 
company for this purpose and a subvention to such company, or 
whether it should be done by a direct appropriation of money 
from the Treasury of the United States. The resolution simply 
called upon the Committee on Foreign Relations to investigate 
and report to the Senate. 

Mr. GRAY. Then may I make a further inquiry, with the 
Senator’s indulgence? 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. 
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Mr. GRAY. Is his advocacy of the present proposition merely 
as a link in a longer cable communication to the Eastern world? 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. Of course I would look forward 
to the time when the cable would be extended to Samoa, New 
Zealand, Australia, and Japan. 

Mr. GRAY. Or, to finish my question, does the Senator think 
that the relations between that group of islands in the Pacific 
Ocean and the United States are sufficient of itself to justify the 
expenditure of $3,000,000 by the United States Government? 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. I certainly do think so. I think 
the line in itself would be of immense commercial and political 
advantage to the people of the United States, even if it were not 
extended any further. 

In pursuance of that resolution, adopted on the 2d day of De 
cember, 1890, a provision was inserted in the naval appropriation 
bill of that year, which became a law March 2, 1891. That pro- 
vision is as follows: 


Telegraphic cable surveys: To enable the President to cause careful sound 
ings to be made between San Francisco, Cal., and Honolulu, in the Kingdor . 
of the Hawaiian Islands, for the purpose of determining the practicability of 
the laying of a telegraphic cable between those points, $25,000, or so much 
thereof as may be necessary, and the President is hereby authorized to direct 


the use of any vessel or vessels belonging to the United States in making such 
survey. 

That then became the law. A short time prior to that I intro 
duced a bill into the Senate, a copy of which I have in my hand, 
entitled ‘‘A bill to incorporate the Pacific Cable Company, and for 
other purposes,” which proposed to incorporate certain gentlemen 
named as a body corporate, and authorized them to construct a 
sable to Honolulu. That bill never received the sanction of Con 
gress. It died in committee. 

Later on the survey was entered upon in pursuance of the pro- 
vision of law in the naval appropriation bill, and on January 25, 
1892, I submitted to the Senate the following resolution: 

Resolved, That the President be requested, if not incompatible with the 
public interests, to advise the Senate as to what action, if any, has been 
taken, and with what result, in pursuance of the clause contained in the act 
approved March 2, 1891, making appropriations for the naval service, a 
ere $25,000, or so much thereof as might be necessary, to enable 

resident to cause careful soundings to be made between San Francisc 
and Honolulu, in the Kingdom of the Hawaiian Islands, for the purpose of 
determining the practicability of laying a telegraphic cable between those 
two points. 

That resulted in bringing a message from the President of t. 
United States, dated July 27, 1892, transmitting a letter from the 
Secretary of the Navy, accompanied by a report from the chief of 
the bureau, and of Lieutenant-Commander Richardson Clover, 
United States Navy, of the survey which had been made. That 
is a public document. It shows that a complete survey, looking 
to the construction of a submarine cable between Honolulu and 
the United States, had been made, and that the project is entirely 
practicable and in all respects feasible. A wide lane 300 miles in 
width clear across the ocean between the two termini was care- 
fully developed and sounded; temperatures taken at the surface, 
at the bottom, in the middle, and the vertical distribution of tem- 
perature throughout the whole depth: the depth ascertained, and 
the character of the soil determined and reported upon; soundings 
were taken at alternate intervals of 10 and 2 miles along the whol: 
route, and, as I have said, the report shows that in all respects th 
route is entirely practicable and the project is a feasible one 

The total length of lines sounded was 4,511 miles; 502 soundin; 
were made with wire and 54 with lead, and a distance of 8,735 
miles were steamed by the Government vessels Albatross and Thi 
tis in making the survey. 

I have called attention to these facts for the purpose of showing 
that all the necessary preliminary steps have been taken looking 
to the construction of this cable. I shali not stop to discuss its 
merits further. The proposition is, to my mind, a self-evident 
one. It requires no argument to demonstrate the immense ad- 
vantages in a commercial and political sense of the construction of 
a submarine telegraph cable connecting our Pacific shores with 
Hawaii. I know of but one more important proposition pending 
in the present Congress; that is the one relating to the construc- 
tion of the Nicaraguan Canal. I sincerely hope the amendment 
of the committee will be agreed to by a decisive vote of the Senate 

Mr. PERKINS. Mr. President, I shall detain the Senate but a 
very few minutes. 

As I understand it, the bill now under consideration is a bill 
making appropriations for the diplomatic and consular servic« 
for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1896. The bill has been favor 
ably reported back to the Senate with an amendment appropri 
ating $500,000 for the construction of a cable from the west c 
of the United States—from San Francisco, in California, to the 
group of Hawaiian Islands, consisting of acluster of about thirteen 
islands, containing an area of 6,672 square miles, and a popula- 
tion of about 90,000. 

To a casual listener during the past three days, it would have 
been impossible to determine, unless he had carefully followed 
the line of argument, whether there was being discussed a ques- 
tion of the annexation of the Hawaiian Islands to the United 
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States, whether it was a question of the mghts of an American 
citizen in a foreign country, whether Minister Stevens had ex- 
ceeded his instructions from this Government while representing 
it at the Hawaiian capital, whether Queen Liliuokalani had been 
deposed by the authorities of this Government, represented by a 
man-of-war, or whether it was the character and the morals of 
the people of those islands. I certainly, while listening to these 
arguments, have been led into strange paths, and wondered what 
the object was that we had in view. 

When I read the pending amendment offered by the committee, 
it suggests itself to me as a simple business proposition. Is it to 
the commercial interests of this country to appropriate $500,000 
at this time toward the construction and laying of this cable? 
Is it expedient for us to do so? Is it wise business economy? 
That seems to me the only proposition that there is before us for 
consideration at this time. 

Various commercial organizations throughout this country have 
petitioned for a cable to the Sandwich Islands during the past ten 
years. From all the principal commercial cities of our country, 
notably from California, which I have the honor in to repre- 
sent, from the chambers of commerce, the boards of trade of our 
principal cities, and various other commercial organizations peti- 
tions have come to Congress asking the Government to aid in the 
construction of this cable, because there was not sufficient finan- 
cial inducement for private capital to construct it; but up to the 
present time we have talked and talked, referred it to committees, 
where it has slept ‘‘the sleep that knows no waking.” To-day, 
however, we are confronted by the proposition that our neighbor 
on the north, the English Government, trough her representa- 
tives in British Columbia, are about to construct and lay a new 
cable from Vancouver to New Zealand, Australia, and perhaps 
touching at one of the islands of this group of Hawaii. As has 
been stated here time and time again, and it is as true as any 
other commercial law, trade follows the flag. 

England is our commercial rival; England has taken from us 
to-day the trade of India, of China, and of Japan, and by her sub- 
sidy to the English line of steamers plying from Vancouver to 
Australia, she has crippled the line of American steamships which 

ly between San Francisco and Australia. Our Government has 

one nothing toward supporting this line of steamers during the 
past six years. New Zealand, who gave her subsidy for mail 
service to this American line of steamers, has withdrawn a part 
of it and given it to the English line of steamers, which is largely 
subsidized dy the British Government to-day. Her ships are 
built upon ifications and lines required by the English Gov- 
ernment, and being so built they receive a large subsidy from 
that Government. In addition to that they are paid a liberal sub- 
sidy to run their line of steamers between Vancouver, New Zea- 
land, and Australia. The result is that the American line of 
steamers plying between San Francisco and Australia must with- 
draw from the business. I advisedly when I say that they 
have mn earned their operating expenses during the past twelve 
mon 

But itis said, ‘‘ What has this to do with the construction of a 
cable to the Hawaiian Islands?” It means everything to the 
United States. As was stated by the Senator from Maine yester- 
day, it is the only place on this globe where we have maintained 
and sustained our commercial supremacy. We are allied to the 
Hawaiian Islands not only by social, but by the strongest com- 
mercial ties; and if we were patriotic Americans we should be al- 
lied to them to-day by the warmest ties of political pathy, for 
they are the youngest Republic in the world, struggling for indi- 
vidual, civil, and religious liberty, and are trying to solve the 
problem on these islands of whether our descendants are capable 
of governing themselves. 

It was stated by my friend from Illinois [Mr. PatmEr] yester- 
day that we impo: into the United States $12,000,000 worth of 
imports and rted only about .$4,000,000 in value during the 
year 1893, and he asked, ‘‘ Will you give away in the construction 


of the cable the full value of what you_export to those islands?” 


I want to say to the Senator, and I speak knowingly on this fact, 
it is American yy ee American enterprise, that went down 
to those islands of the ific, that helped develop their resources 
and made their soil, which was barren, fruitful, inging 
streams from the mountains and irrigating the soil on the slopes 
of those mountains, which has become so rich that it is producing 
to-day 5, 6, and as high as 7 tons of os the acre. Seventy- 


seven per cent of the puaety in the belongs 
itizens—citi man them, of the Sandwich Islands, 


ci , perhaps, 

but yet Americans, oon that $12,000,000 which has been brought 
into this country is not sent back to the islands, but 50, 60, or 70 
per cent of it is kept here among our _——. It is paid out for 
machinery, paid out to the farmer for live stock, which he sends 
to the islands to do the work, for there they can not raise mules 
and horses and cattle to advantage in sufficient numbers to supply 
their wants. Every week one, two, or a half dozen vessels leave 
San Francisco, laden with the product of the farm, with live stock, 
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with cereals, for the people in those islands. We build their ves- 
sels for them. Ninety-eight per cent of the vessels in the Sand- 
wich Islands have been built in the United States. Six or eight 
have been built in the Atlantic States, and the others have been 
built in California, in Oregon, and in Washington. 

We are allied to the people of those islands by the strongest 
commercial ties. Their interest is our interest, and our interest 
is their interest. So far as making that soil productive, we have 
built thousands of miles of large iron and steel pipes to convey 
water over deep chasms, over great gulches, and over barren lava 
beds to irrigate and make fruitful a soil that never produced be- 
fore. Our commercial interest is therefore with them, for the 
money which they earn comes to and is expended in this country, 
instead of, as we are doing to-day, sending to Great Britain and 
France and Germany $75,000,000 a year dividends which come 
from banks, insurance companies, and other foreign corporations 
who do business here. The money that we receive from the Ha- 
waiian Islands is keptin this country. I could cite to you hun- 
dreds and thousands of instances where such money has built up 
towns in our own country. 

The Government of the United States has heretofore looked 
with favor upon the laying of a cable to the Hawaiian Islands. 
It sent a man-of-war to survey and sound the route from here to 
Honolulu. 

The Sandwich Islands are the halfway station in the great 
Pacific Ocean between India, China, Japan, and Australia. 
When the American line of steamers to which I have alluded 
are withdrawn, as they will be in the next few months, from 
plying between San Francisco and Australia, there will not be 
we south of the equator another line of American steam- 
ships. 

England has fostered her shipbuilding and fostered her steam- 
ships by mail subsidies and other subsidies, so that they have 
driven American commerce from the seas. 

It is business policy for this Government to assist in the con- 
struction of this cable, for we have already made a treaty whereby 
we are to have ion of Pearl Harbor as a harbor of refuge, 
as a coaling station. It does not do for Senators to whisk it away 
with a oe eof derision, and say that it is not a safe harbor, that 
it is not of any value to us.as a port of refuge or as a coaling 
station. We have the calm, deliberate report of officers of our 
Navy who have surveyed that harbor, who have sounded every 
foot of it, and I, among others on this floor, am a living witness 
that nature has made it a harbor of refuge—we have made some 
improvements there—second to none in either the North or the 
South Pacific. 

While it may not be much of an argument to say that our great 
whaling fleet, which goes every year into the Arctic Ocean to 
bring to our market two or three million dollars’ worth of oil and 
bone, rendezvous at Honolulu before making their final departure, 
yet if our Government would imitate the example of Great Britain, 
of France, aye, of Italy, it would construct the cable for that pur- 
pose alone. All parties in the Senate and in the House of Repre- 
sentatives have favored it heretofore, and both parties, the Royal- 
ists and the Republicans, of the Hawaiian Islands have favored 
the construction of this cable. 

I wish to say here one word in commendation of the Hawaiian 
Government—not only the present republican government, but 
that which preceded it. The Hawaiian Government have been 
liberal, have been generous in their aid and support of the marine 
service of their country, and to-day they are paying to the United 
States what is equal to $20,000 a year for carrying the mails be- 
tween Honolulu and San Francisco, and this great Government 
of ours, this magnificent Government, gives that steamship com- 
pany the foreign mail postage! What a contrast! What a les- 
son we may learn from this little Republic, which is giving to- 
day to an American steamship company $38,000 in coin for two 
years’ service, and other concessions which are equal to about 
$6,000 a year more in the way of free pilotage, exemption from 
light-house dues, free port charges, free fresh water, and other 
concessions, and yet our Government sits supinely, folds its arms, 
and says to the steamship companies: “If you can not compete 
with foreign countries, retire, and let them do the business!” 
We have done it to the extent that we are paying to-day $100,000,- 
000 for transportation of freight and for fares in foreign vessels. 

I, for one, believe in an American policy which will build up our 
merchant marine, which will foster our merchants in their inter- 
course with foreign countries, and which will make ‘‘ Old Glory” 
be the pride, as it always has been, of every eye that can look at 
it displayed from the peak of an American vessel in a foreign port. 
We want a new American policy in our marine service. 

England stands ready to-day not only to make reciprocity 
treaties with the Hawaiian Islands, but she stands ready to-day 
to wrest that trade from us, if she can do it in any way, and she 
will do it if the enterprise of her merchants, backed and assisted 
by her Government, can accomplish it, and she will take that 
trade from us, 
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Let us to-day do the only thing we can do in the expiring days 
of this Congress; let us declare that our Government. reach 
out a helping hand to the merchants of this country in retaining 
our commercial supremacy with these great islands of the Pacific. 

There is one other thought which suggests itself to me In con- 
nection with the manufacturing of thiscable. Almost every other 
thought in connection with it been mentioned but this, and 
that is, that this cable will be built in the United States, if our 
President has the decision of the question, and he will have by 
this amendment if it shall be ee While I may differ from 
him on many political questions, I believe he is a true and patri- 
otic American. This cable, if its construction shall be author- 
ized, will be built by American mechanics, built from copper made 
from copper ingots taken from our mines in America; it will be 
melted in the furnace by coal dug from our mines by American 
workmen; the American artisan will twist it, draw it out, and 
put it together until it becomes a cable 2,100 miles long. Then 
the skill of our scientists will send the thrill of life, of electricity, 
through it, and when such news is to come to us as has come to- 
day, instead of waiting ten days or two weeks to get a dispatch to 
our minister at Honolulu, which we should be obliged to do if we 
wanted it to reach its destination in proper season, if we wanted 
it to reach there before an American vessel could sail to Hono- 
lulu, we should have to forward it by an English vessel, by a ves- 
sel flying St. George’s cross, in the custody of an English purser— 
instead of doing that, we will send it by an American operator, 
through a cable made by American workmen, and connecting us 
with our own people in the islands of the Pacific. 

I believe that when times are hard it is the time for the Govern- 
ment to be liberal in the expenditure of money. I do not believe 
it has been wise on the part of the present Congress to withhold 
appropriations for our public buildings because times are hard. 
It is when times are hard that we should give the mechanic, the 
workingman, the laborer a chance to work and receive his pay for 
it. I believe it is a wrong business policy on the part of the Gov- 
ernment to be so parsimoniousinitsappropriations. I donot think 
I should go quite as far as my friend from Kansas [Mr. PEFFER] 
desires to do, to build a public building in every town, but I know 
I should build several public buildings in California, and I should 
not forget Kansas in passing. 

No, Mr. President, it is to our nation’s honor to build the cable. 
It is to our commercial advantage and to the interest of the people. 
Itis in the interest of commerce that the cable shall be constructed, 
and I earnestly hope the amendment will be adopted. 

Mr. MORGAN. Mr. President, I consider the pending amend- 
ment to the bill, submitted at this particular time for adoption 
by the Senate, as being a matter of vital interest to the people of 
the United States now and hereafter, and therefore I give it my 
very hearty support. I wish to state some of the reasons that 
operate upon my mind, which I think ought to be influential 
in their effect upon the minds of all Senators here in gaining their 
support for this proposition. 

1 shall not delay by investigating the precise question of order 
which it is said is going to be made upon the amendment, except 
as incidental to some remarks I shall have to make upon the mer- 
its of the amendment. The question of order, it seems to me, has 
no proper application either to the specific amendment that is of- 
fered now or to the character of the bill to which the amendment 
is sought to be added. 

The amendment does not propose general legislation inany sense, 
nor is it in any substantial sense new legislation. While it adds 
something to the expenditures of the Government, it has that one 
requisite which I understand to be attached to new legislation by 
our rules, that if it increases expenditures it must have the appro- 
bation of a standing committee of the Senate. Wehave taken no 
ground in the Senate as yet which forbids the Committee on Ap- 
propriations from considering any question of appropriation con- 
nected with carrying into execution an existing law, making a 
further appropriation, or amplifying, changing, or modifying in 
any respect an existing law, so as to make the application of 
the money that we appropriate more useful to the subject-matter 
which is contained in the proposition of a new or further appro- 
priation. 

I can see various reasons why the Government of the United 
States needs telegraphic communication with outside countries, 
and I think there is no particular line of appropriation where that 
communication can be better applied than to the bill which pro- 
vides for our ministers and consuls abroad, designates the loca- 
tions at which they shall reside and the outfit ai h they shall 
have in the shape of support from the Government, salary, and 
also the assistance of su inate officers and other needful facil- 
ities. I can not understand how it is that the Government of the 
United States can send a messenger with a confidential dispatch 
to one of our foreign ministers and pay his expenses out of the 

, and can not send such a message across a line of tele- 
graphic communication which it may itself own. Indeed, in re- 
spect of communications with the outside world, all of these 
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methods of communication are in the nature of a postal service, 
and there is no restriction upon us as to what countries we shall 
visit with our postal facilities or the manner in which the comuni- 
cation shall be conveyed. So upon the question of order I find no 
difficulty whatever in voting for the amendment to the bill. It 
is entirely germane to the subject of ministerial and consular rep- 
resentation abroad, and being germane to that it is entirely within 
the competency of Congress to provide whatever means are neces- 
sary for keeping up communication with those officers. 

The message from the President of the United States to-day, 
giving us information of recent events in Hawaii, perhaps illus- 
trates more perfectly than anything I could refer to the necessity 
of having cable communication between Hawaii and the United 
States. For if it be trne that we have any right at allas an inter- 
mediary to interfere either in the nature of advice or the nature 
of constraint with the action of that Government with respect to 
some of our citizens who seem to have met condemnation there, 
inasmuch as the court which has been assembled for the trial of 
those parties is one of sudden origin and is a peculiar court and 
of course will act largely in a peremptory manner, it may be 
quite as necessary that our communication to-day shall be as free 
and rapid between this country and Hawaii as the peril of human 
life and human liberty can create the necessity for such commu- 
nication. 

If we had recently owned a cable line across the Pacific Ocean 
connecting at Shanghai, in China, it would have been of great 
utility. I mention that with great deference, beeause I think 
there are some statesmen in the United States who think it would 
be quite a presumptuous thing on the part of the Government of 
the United States toown a telegraph or cable line across one of 
theoceans. They look with composure, and indeed with approval, 
when a line across the Atlantic Ocean is established by the British 
Government or the French Government, when Russia establishes 
a line from the Baltic to her eastern possessions, when China 
establishes a line, when lines are established by the Indian Gov- 
ernment, or the Australian Government. We are disposed to ap- 

laud those exhibitions of national power and national sagacity 
in providing for their people and for their Governments, also, nec- 
essary means and facilities of intercommunication: but when. it 
comes to a suggestion that the United States can by cable con- 
nect Seattle, for instance, with the island of Attoo, or with the 
capital of Alaska, or any other place where we have to pass a 
line under the ocean in order to establish a communication, they 
seem to be startled and benumbed with the thought that the Gov- 
ernment of the United States should dare to presume to do such 
athing. The Government of the United States is supposed to 
have some clog upon its powers, which operates very restric 
ively within our country, and which, it is insisted, operates ouc- 
side of the country to reduce our standard among the nations of 
the world to one of utter impotency, not to say one of inferiority. 
We are impotent to do a great many things outside of the terri- 
torial limits of the United States upon the great highways of 
mankind—the oceans—which other nations can do with impunity, 
and even with applause, according to theories of our passive and 
masterly inactive statesmen. 

Mr. President, I think we have passed beyond that line of mere 
theoretic argumentation now. We have need to be upand doing. 
A recent vote in the Senate of the United States shows where we 
stand on that point. There is a declaration on that point which I 
think is beyond all question. So I shall accept the verdict of the 
Senate in that recent vote as my justification for now proceeding 
to apply that doctrine to the necessary purpose of communication 
between Hawaii and the United States by cable. 

In the pending bill I find an old text that has come down to us 
through many years, which has never been departed from, and 
which contains all the doctrine that lies at the foundation of this 
amendment. 

It is as follows: 


. 
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To enable the President to meet unforeseen emergencies arising ir 
lomatic and consular service, and to extend the commercial and 
ests of the United States, to be expended pursuant to the requiremen 
section 291 of the Revised Statutes, $40,000, or so much thereof as may b« 
necessary. 

Make it $40,000,000 and the principle is just the same. What 
can the President do under that provision which has come down 
through all our appropriation acts unquestioned, unchallenged, 
and uncriticised for years? What can he do with this secret serv 
ice money in the way of extending the commercial interests of the 
United States? The better way to put tho proposition is, what is 
it he can not, in his discretion, do? Having thus armed the Presi 
dent of the United States through many years, without the slight- 
est criticism or objection, with the power to use a secret-service 
fund to extend the commercial interest of the United States, we 
now raise a question when we propose to do the same thing by act 
of Congress, open and aboveboard, limiting the amount of the 

diture and defining the object. We propose now to say we 
can not doit. We have no such constitutional power, is the as- 
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sertion now made. We can empower the President to do this in 
his own way, but we can not doit ourselves. That proposition 
made on the face of this bill is simply the reductio ad absurdum. 

There is no occasion to argue any further that a bill which con- 
tains that provision and another which is contained in the pro- 
posed amendment is unconstitutional and contrary to the prac- 
tices and precedents of the Government of the United States un- 
less we intend to reverse the action of Congress which we have 
always sustained. 

I find in the bill also, on page 20, line 19, under ‘‘allowance for 
clerks at consulates,” another provision: 


Bradford, $1,800. 


That is an amendment reported by the Committee on Appro- 
riations. Ido not know what Bradford that is. Perhaps the 
enator in charge of the bill can tell me. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. Bradford, England. I will state to the 
Senator from Alabama that if he will look at the consular reports 
he will find that the fees at the Bradford consulate for the last 
year amounted in round numbers to $60,000. Hence it was that 
the Committee on Appropriations felt warranted in raising the 
salary of the clerk there from $920 to $1,800. 

Mr. HALE. It is not a new item. 


Mr. BLACKBURN. It is not a newitem. It is simply a re- { to establish a new consulate anywhere at all 


classification and a raise of salary because of the $60,000 in fees 
paid in from that consulate last year. 

Mr. MORGAN. Still it is new legislation. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. It is not. The consular clerk is there, 
and always has been there. 

Mr. MORGAN. He is transferred to another class. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. That isit; a transfers from one class to 
another. 

Mr. MORGAN. With a different and larger salary. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. Yes, sir. 

Mr. MORGAN. That is new. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. No, it is not. It is say a change of 
salary in accordance with the title of the bill. e title of the 
bill tells the Senator from Alabama that the purpose of the bill is 
to provide pay for the foreign representatives of the United 
States, diplomatic and consular, but it does not anywhere in its 
title indicate that the bill carries an appropriation to lay a cable 
under the Pacific Ocean. 

Mr. MORGAN. The title can be very easily amended and it 
ought to be amended, and the act itself ought to be amended here 
= = to show that this Bradford in England is a particular Brad- 

ord. 

Mr. HALE. There is no other Bradford. 

Mr. MORGAN. There are only four, I understand. 

Mr. HALE. In this bill? 

Mr. MORGAN. No, sir; in England. This does not even say 
England. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. If the Senator will look he will see. 

Mr. MORGAN. ‘‘ Bradford, $1,800.” 

Mr. HALE. It is for clerk hire. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. This is under the heading of Great Brit- 
ain and British Dominions, if the Senator will look on page 13, as 
all the consulates are under their appropriate heading. 

_ Mr. HALE. It is simply for ant hire, as is shown by the head- 
ing. 

Mr. MORGAN. “ Bradford, $1,800.” 

Mr. HALE. Itisnotfor salary. It is simply so much allow- 
ance to the consulate at Bradford for clerk hire, whether of one, 
two, or three persons. Itis attached tothe consulate at Bradford, 
England, the consul at which place the Senator will find provided 
for in another part of the bill, and that remains precisely as it is. 

Mr. MORGAN. Well, itisachangeinthelaw. That makes it 
new, does it not? 

Mr. BLACKBURN. It does not. 

Mr. HALE. It only changes the appropriation. 
the Senator, of course, in his line of argument, but I know he 
wants to be exactly correct. The allowances of consuls are not 
matters of law. The salaries of certain diplomatic officers and of 
certain consuls are fixed by law. The allowance of any consul is 
entirely flexible, and it is fixed by no law. The original law, 
which is called the Orth statute, did not fix the allowances of con- 
sular clerks. 

Mr. MORGAN. - It is fixed by no law except this law. 

Mr. HALE. Each year is a law to itself. It is no change of 
any law. There is no law at present about fixing the allowance 
for clerk hire at the consulate at Bradford, England. 

Mr. MORGAN. Iunderstand. Then each year when we make 
an allowance for consular clerks and for clerks at consulates, or 
whatever they may be, we make a law. 

Mr. HALE. We make the law for the year. 

Mr. MORGAN. It is the law for the year. I do not care how 
long it is. 


I agree with 
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Mr. HALE. We do not change the law. 

Mr. MORGAN. But itis a new law. 

Mr. HALE. It is not new legislation. 

Mr. MORGAN. Ido not know how a new law can come other- 
wise than by new legislation. 

Mr. HALE. You may say it fixes a certain allowance for the 
year, and it isin the range of the legislative power; but where 
there is no fundamental law which fixes the extent of the allow- 
ance, an appropriation from year to year, which must be some- 
thing, can not be, I think the Senator himself will say, new legis- 
lation, nor any legislation. 

Mr. MORGAN. I should like to know what it isif it is not 
legislation. It can not be a mere friendly interchange of ideas 
between members of the committee. 

Mr. HALE. As I have said 

Mr. MORGAN. It comes to be a law some time or other. No 
ener can be drawn from the Treasury except in pursuance of 
aw. 

Mr. HALE. It is in the scope of legislative power. 

Mr. MORGAN. I understand. Iam not on that branch of the 
subject. What I mean to say is that this particular bill, as it has 
always been handled in the Senate of the United States, is a bill 
that from year to year provides new legislation. If you wish now 








Mr. HALE. The Senator may say that every appropriation bill 
is new legislation. 

Mr. MORGAN. In asense. 

Mr. HALE. Then I gowith him. If he goes as far as that, 
then everything is new legislation, and we never could have, un- 
der the rules, any appropriation bills. 

Mr. MORGAN. What I want to do is to draw a distinction 
between that which sticks in the bark and that which goes to the 
substance. Here is what we have been doing year after year, and 
we have done it rightly and properly and in violation of no rule 
whatever of the Senate of the United States. If we undertake to 
commence a new scheme of legislation, as legislation, for instance, 
the introduction of something that is not germane to the text of 
the bill, the purposes of the bill, or what may be called general 
legislation, legislation that does not affect the consular service or 
any other that is mentioned in the bill, but affects some outside 
question of a general character that applies to the people of the 
United States at large, then our rule forbids it. But our rule is 
not so critical, not so strict, not so nice, either in its construction 
or in the practice under it, as to confine the Senate of the United 
States in allowing amendments so as that they may not permitan 
amendment upon a bill which causes a change in the law and 
thereby makes a new law necessary. That is not the idea at all. 

Whatever is germane to this bill, to its scope and purpose, is in 
order, under our rules, if it is recommended by a standing com- 
mittee of the Senate, although it may be new and may increase the 
appropriation. To be general legislation, within our rules, it must 
affect all the people to whom it is applicable, as a criminal law 


| would affect all who are guilty and benefit all who are innocent. 


Original legislation, not germane to the proposed appropriation, 
and applying alike to all who are affected by it, is ‘‘ general legis- 
lation ” that our rule excludes. 

But I do not want to occupy further time in the discussion of 
this question of order now, because I think the minds of Senators 
are made up about it. More than that, since I have been here the 
Senate has never refused to hold anything to be without the limits 
of the rule that it chose to vote upon a bill. That has been the 
practice so long that I can afford upon this occasion to go right to 
the merits of the amendment, taking it for granted that enough 
appears in this bill to show that the appropriation is germane; for 
if you can appoint a consul at Hawaii you can provide some means 
of communicating with him. If you have no other means of com- 
municating with him you can build a ship and send it there, or 
you can lay a telegraph line there, or if the distance would not be 
too great you could have carrier pigeons to carry messages back 
and forth. But whatever facilities of communication may be es- 
tablished between Hawaii and the United States Government so 
that the Government can communicate with its consul at Hawaii 
is established as a purpose of government, a distinct government 
purpc se; and the Government of the United States not only out- 
side but even inside of our territorial limits has the right for 
Government purposes to carry its machinery of communication 
and all the appliances of its machinery to any part of this conti- 
nent and beyond it. 

What did we do, Mr. President, in regard to the telegraph lines 
that were built by private companies and under charters of States 
through the public domain? Companies obtained charters from 
States and Territories to build telegraph lines acrossthe continent 
in various directions. What have we done? We have said to 


those telegraph companies that their lines which have thus been 
built under corporations created by the States: *‘ You shall not 
sell your franchises to a new company without the consent of the 
Government of the United States. More than that, we require of 





| you an obligation that the Government shall have priority in the 
transmission of its messages; and the Government of the United 
States shall have the right to buy your telegraph line out and out, 
and you shall subscribe an agreement that you will consent to sell 

it.” We stand here to-day provided with all the machinery of 
law to buy any telegraph line in the United States that passes 
through the public domain or passed through it at the time 1t was 
public domain. A 

That merely shows, Mr. President, that this Government within 
its borders, and outside of its borders as well, and for a better 
reason, is not to be thwarted in providing Government instrumen- 
talities for carrying on Government work either inside or outside 
our limits. That is a power which belongs to the Government. 
It belongs to it in such a broad sense that the Supreme Court of 
the United States have decided in a case that went up from Ohio 
that the Government of the United States as a Government can 
go into the city of Cincinnati and condemn land in the a 
of private citizens of the State of Ohio for the purpose of build- 
ing upon it a United States court-house without asking the con- 
sent of Ohio. Well, that is as much as I need to say about that. 

Mr. President, I do not overestimate the importance of our 

having communication between Honolulu and San Francisco, and 

getting it atonce. I do not believe that lam oneof those nervous 
and agitated people who get alarmed every time the nameof Great 
Britain is mentioned lest we might give her offense. I am sure I 
have no prejudices against that oo and majestic realm from 
which we came and from which we have derived many of our 
most satisfactory and excellent laws, institutions, and traditions, 
and much of our blood. 

At the same time I recognize that Great Britain expects of us, 
if that will be any consolation to the anglomaniacs, that like her 
other children we will stand up and take care of our rights, pro- 
tect this blessed land that we occupy here, and that we will ex- 
hibit the same sort of spirit here that they exhibit at home in car- 
ing for their people and for their country. I feel very much dis- 
posed always to do that without tramping upon the toes of the 
old mother; but at the same time I do not propose, if her toes get 
inmy way, that we shall walk any more lightly because they are 
there. 

I have just adverted to a matter in regard to public events that 
occurred recently in Hawaii and also in China, showing how nec- 
essary it is that we should have the opportunity, for instance, of 
hearing from our ships in China that the newspapers say have got 
into trouble. It seems we have a man-of-war over there that as- 
cended one of the Chinese rivers a distance of four or five hundred 
miles to a walled and fortified city, and having a short “liberty,” 
the youngsters about the ship went out for the purpose of hunting 

4 game, and unfortunately they got into collision with some Chinese 

; people. A Chinaman was accidentally killed, and one of the young 
men on board the ship is said to have been seized and carried off 
by amob. We have not heard from them, and there is some anx- 
iety about it. It may turn out to be entirely imaginary, but at 
the same time suppose it is real; we ought to have the opportu- 
nity of learning about that occurrence and of taking care of that 
boy and providing for the proper application of the laws to him. 
We need other facilities than we have of sending telegraphic dis- 
patches back and forth through a Chinese cable, controlled by 
Chinese. When the cable dispatches we send cost the United 
States for every word $2, for that is the cost of every word of a 
dispatch between Washington City and Pekin or Shanghai, and 
perhaps it runs above that when you get up to Yokohama, but 
not less than $2 a word, it is a very heavy burden. It is quite ex- 
pensive; but we can afford any amount of cost or expense, it ap- 
pears, rather than undertake to extend our postal and commercial 
facilities anywhere on the seas. 

But, speaking of this line in a commercial sense, if we had a 
cable laid to-day from Honolulu to San Francisco no other cable 
would pass through any part of the Pacific Ocean within 1,000 
miles of Honolulu, or from the Pacific coast to Honolulu or to 
the United States, that would not have its centre at that place. 
Every other cable line would necessarily connect with our line at 
Honolulu that might be laid to connect North America with 
Asia. The consentive control we have in Hawaii, under our 
treaties, if that is preserved, must give us the control of this cen- 

ter of commercial and maritime and military intelligence, which 
is indispensable to our sea power in the Pacific Ocean. What isit 
worth to us to have the privilege of the control and the exclusive 
right to use a telegraph and cable line between Honolulu and 
San Francisco when we can dictate terms to the balance of the 
world to which they shall assent whenever they are compelled to 
connect their lines with ours? Can anyone suppose that in con- 
nection with this great subject of ocean telegraphy we can have 
&@ more advantageous position than to be in possession of a line 
from San Francisco to Honolulu with which every other country 
with aline in the Pacific must make necessary connections on 
terms agreeable to the United States? Because, be it remembered, 
the Pacific Ocean is too wide for a cable of a single length to be 
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stretched across it with any effect. Your electric current will not 
carry to that distance with any degree of certainty. There must 
be a break somewhere. 

The whaling trade is yet pursued by Americans with very great 
satisfaction and profit, notwithstanding our coal-oil productions 
in this country are so enormous. The whaling trade in Bering 
Sea and through the North Pacific Ocean is still a source of large 
revenue to our people and of increasing importance, and it is get- 
ting to be more valuable every year. The whaling trade was the 
commerce that originally gave an impetus to the civilization of 
the Hawaiian Islands. Whalers congregated there. Until thetraf- 
fic was broken down by the rebel cruisers, and also by the pro- 
duction of kerosene, whalers abounded at certain localities in 
Hawaii. Their supplies reached them there. They went out for 
long voyages and would come there and transfer their cargoes to 
ships homeward bound and go back and fish the northern seas 
again without having to make a return trip to the home port 

That is still our important industry in the northern seas. The 
perils of the sea out there are very great. It is to our whaling 
fleet in the North Pacific Ocean very material that our people here 
should have ready communication with Honolulu, for that is the 
point to which all information centers which goes to and comes 
from the whaling fleet. 

Now, Mr. President, I do not wish to present any pictures of 
imagination here, for if I were to draw upon my weak and im- 
poverished imagination to the full extent of my capacity I should 
not by any means be capable of describing to the Senate the value 
and importance of the fisheries of the Bering Sea. I will just say 
this (and if any Senator desires me to prove it hereafter I will 
bring him the evidence of it in the most tangible form), that the 
fisheries of what we call the Bering Sea, as compared in value 
with the fisheries of the northeastern coast, are not less than five 
or six times greater than those ever were. The fisheries that we 
own there to-day are worth more for food and for other sea pro- 
ductions to the people of the Uuited States by five times than the 
fisheries of the northeastern coast, including those around New- 
foundland. 

Mr. PERKINS. Imaystate for the Senator’s information, with 
his permission, that there were 600,000 cases of four dozen one- 
pound cans of salmon alone packed on the Aleutian Islands of 
Alaska this year. 

Mr. MORGAN. Notwithstanding some recent efforts to pro- 
duce the impression upon the minds of the people of the United 
States that the fur-seal fisheriesin Bering Sea are unprofitable and 
are actually destroyed, and without adverting at all to the methods 
by which they say the destruction has been wrought, I undertake 
to dispute that proposition out and out. Wehave there a nursery 
of fur seals protected by two lines of protection, which, if the 
Government of the United States willaccording toits plain powers 
and duties execute, the fur-seal fisheries of the Pribilof group of 
islands will be worth to us in the course of fifty years $300,000,000. 

Mr. Blaine proposed a circuit of 30 miles around the Pribilof 
Islands to the British Government as full satisfaction of all we 
demanded as protection to the fur seals. By the decree of the 





Paris arbitration that was enlarged to 60 miles. Mr. Bayard pro- 
posed to Lord Salisbury a close season from 34 degrees north, 
reaching out toa point that did not include all of our Alaskan 
possessions to the west in the line of longitude, which he sng- 
gested as a settlement of our dispute with Great Britain. The 


arbitration gave from 35 degrees north latitude a close season 
after the 1st day of May up to July 31, with the suppression of 
seal hunting, at any time, in Bering Sea with firearms. 

I shall not now stop to discuss this question, but I wanted to 
make that statement to show that when the arbitration awarded 
35 degrees they followed Mr. Bayard’s suggestion, except that he 
was willing to 47 degrees, and when they awarded 60 miles around 
the Pribilof group they doubled the demand that Mr. Blaine 
made upon the English Government. That is neither here nor 
there at the present time, except in view of this assertion of mine 
as to the probable growth of the seal herd. I shall be disap- 
pointed to the very last degree if this protection, honestly and 


faithfully executed by the United States Government and Great 
Britain, is not absolute security to the seal islands. 

Russia has made her arrangements with Great Britain and also 
with us. What does she claim for protection? Her fur-seal fish- 
eries are nearly as valuable as ours. She claims 30 miles around 


her islands there and 10 miles off the coast. Thatisallshe claims, 
with no close season at all, except within that area. 


The representations which are made to alarm the American 
mind into a belief that those fisheries are not valuable, and that 
therefore some man may as well come in and pocket them, had 
better be looked at with a good dealofcaution. [insist, Mr. Presi- 


dent, that including the fur seals, or even without including the 
fur seals, we have not such an important fishery interest in the 
world, and no nation has one so important as we have in the Ber- 
ing Sea. It will draw fleets of ships there. Every ship that goes 
there from the United States, unless it sails from the coast of Cal- 
























































































































































































































ifornia, Oregon, or Washington, will pass in reach of Honolulu. 
It will stop there for refreshment; for letters; for supplies; and 
when it returns to port it will send its cargoes home from there. 
It van | been for many years the center of the whaling fishery, and 
is to-day. 

Now, this relates only to our own commerce with Hawaii, but 
there is more than that about it. In the year 1893 a fact was 
omitted, it appears, in our report from the Bureau of Navigation 
which related to Hawaii. I am astonished that any such fact as 
this should have disappeared from that report. What is it? In 
the calendar year i893, ending December 31, the American ships 
that arrived at the port of Honolulu were 238, with 191,817 aggre- 
gate tonnage. The Hawaiian Government had 23 ships, with 
15,759 tonmage. Of those 23 ships more than two-thirds were 
owned by Americans. The British had 58 ships, with 111,655 tons, 
and the greater part of that tonnage was of ships that were pass- 
ing en route from Victoria to Sydney in Australia and back; the 
German Government had 5 ships, with 5,062 tons; the Japanese 
Government had 4ships, with 7,167 tons; and all other nationalities 
had 2 ships, with 2,245 tons. 

Thus it appears, Mr. President, that we have four times as many 
ships arriving from the United States at Honolulu as Great Brit- 
ain has. We had more than all the balance of the world, by a 
very large figure, arriving at the port of Honolulu during the year 
ending December 31, 1893. There is a commerce worth talking 
about and worth protecting. We could afford to build this line if 
we got no other profit out of it than the mere effect of it as a Gov- 
ernment instrumentality. We could afford to bujld it for the pro- 
tection of our shipping in that quarter. But when we come to 
realize that great central commercial point in the Pacific Ocean 
and its incomprehensible value to the commerce of the nations 
through the to come, I do not see how any man can reconcile 
it to himself that we shall not be within the easiest communica- 
tion possible with that great center of Pacific commerce which has 
yet been devised by the ingenuity of man, and that is the cable. 
And that is all we can do now. ecan not trust such commn- 
nications to a steamship; it does not go fast enough and is too 
costly. We are bound to have a cable or else we have got to fall 
behind the procession, away in the rear, and stay there. 

Now, Mr. President, I wish to refer to another feature of this 
question. An American captain, Capt. A. T. Mahan, has recentl 
ee a book that has given him a splendid reputation, a well- 

erved reputation in all of the civilized world. He saw around 
him upon the oceans of the earth the vast commercial interchange 
going on from place to place of the productions of various coun- 
tries. He had spread out before him in history the panorama of 
the naval engagements that had taken place; and he had the sagac- 
ity (which appears now to be a very simple thing as we look back 
upon it and read the book), to connect the prosperity of the differ- 
ent nations with the sea power that they had developed. He estab- 
lished beyond any denial the fact that the sea power of the greatest 
of these great nations (dependent in some degree, of course, upon 
their productions and the numbers, extent, and character of the pop- 
ulation), has been the source from which they have derived their 
principal wealth and progress, and that is now the most essential 
power in the ssion of any of the great governments thai ex- 
ist in the world to-day. 

He has established that as a acter of universal political 
economy. Ican not call it anything else. He has gone on to de- 
seribe it in its application to various countries, their commerce and 
their growth, in every particular; and he has demonstrated that 
in the re a nation has cultivated commercial intercourse 
upon the sea with other nations she has become rich and powerful. 

e has also demonstrated—it is a fact that is apparent upon the 
face of it—that the development of the commerce of any nation 
upon the sea must be attended with a naval power which accom- 
panies and protects that commerce. The nations of the world are 
not a society of Quakers; they are not dealing with each other, 
Mr. President, with gloved hands. The rivalry between the na- 
tions of the earth in the commercial sense, as well as in every 
other sense, is masterly activity, attended with all possible dis- 
play of force on every occasion when a display of force is neces- 
sary; and that force is brought to the front when the least in- 
fringement is made of the commercial rights and privileges of a 
nation by any other power, thus showing its vital interest as rec- 
ognized by all Governments in the preservation of the power that 
develops and protects her commerce. 

Captain Mahan very justly, I think, bestowed some high com- 
pliments upon Great Britain for her success as a commercial and 
warlike nation. He has lauded her for her commercial policy, and 
he has shown that it was not the configuration of those islands 
that was the cause of British ascendency u the sea and British 
commercial ascendency; it was not the configuration of the shores 
of the islands of Great Britain that enabled her to become the 
clearing-house of the world for its commerce or has enabled her 
to dictate a gold policy to President Cleveland and our Govern- 
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ment—it was not that. It is her commercial power; it is her 
wealth acquired through her sea power. 

She has made her wealth by her commercial activity, and having 
got a good start, a good bank account, and a large amount of money 
which shecould lend at interest and shave other people’s rae with, 

e 


she has piled up lucre enormously; and we are to-day itating 
ourselves that she, naturally enough, will lend us some money on 
our bonds. That felicitation came in here this morning, and we 
were made happy by the announcement that the larger part of a 
loan of fifty or sixty million dollars was actually negotiated on the 
other side of the sea. Those people have so much faith in us that 
they are willing to take our paper at 4 per cent, and let us have 
at least one-half of $60,000,000, and they safely calculate that we 
will be their best customer for their loan offices, so long as they 
can use the vast material we produce as a certain basis of their 
commercial enterprise. 

It is not the configuration of Great Britain which has done all 
that; it is Great Britain’s commercial power, based upon her sea 
power. Great Britain’s commercial power would have been as 
subject to raids and outrages from other nations of the earth if she 
had no navy with which to protect it and to attend it in its navi- 
gation through the seas of the world, and she would have been as 
unprotected as your commerce was when we had the Alabama and 
the Shenandoah out upon the high seas taking shelter under 
British cover or of those outposts which lie around us, which en- 
abled the Confederacy to destroy your shipping until you hid your 
flag and took the British flag and hoisted it at the head of your 

s. 

Great Britain had no more power to protect her commerce, her 
vast merchant marine, without the assistance of a navy, than you 
had, when you were blockading our ports, to protect your com- 
merce against the two cruisers—the Alabama and the Shenandoah. 

I do not refer to this with any unpleasant feeling. God knows 
I regret that any cruiser of the Confederate States was ever com- 
pelled to sink a Federal ship. At the time I did not regretit very 
much, but there is a locus penitentia to both sides in all matters 
connected with American affairs, and I avail myself of that hon- 
orable opportunity whenever I can without humiliating myself. 
But I take that merely for an illustration. 

Captain Mahan, in the volume before me, illustrates the impor- 
tance of the sea power by the blockading of the Confederate coasts 
at the time of the civil war here, and he goes on to intimate, what 
I would not dare to do perhaps without his authority, that if it 
had not been for the possession of the sea power that the United 
States held at that time she might have fared even worse in the 
war than we did. It was the sea power which enabled you to 
choke us to death in the Southern country, by keeping us out of 
communication with other people abroad. We were a scattered 

pulation, unaccustomed to marine affairs, not knowing how to 
build ships and not having the material with which to doit. It 
was the sea power that enabled the United States Government 
to make that magnificent conquest of a magnificent country and 
a still more magnificent people. It could not have been done oth- 
erwise. I believe it would have taken you twenty-five years if 
you ever could have done it, without the help of your navy, and 
yet that power was so disproportioned to the extent of our block- 
aded coast that you could not protect your commerce on the ocean 
while blockading our ports. 

But there is an illustration in our country, which we are not 
permitted to neglect, presented in our dissevered coasts, which is 
this: You may speak as you please of having no colonial system 
and of their being no need for it, of having simply a continental 
policy, as it is called, and standing on the defensive at the mouths 
of our harbors against foreign invasion and waiting until the 
fleets come before we make provision to resist them. We may 
say what we please about it, but there is one thing; certain, that 
if we can have actual physical security under such conditions— 
and I believe we can—it is still undeniable that we sha!l have no 
commercial advantages and no commercial prosperity without 
ships to run to every ocean and sea of the world and a navy to 
go along with them to protect them. We are obliged to have 
them. We have to give up the one or possess the other. If we 
do not expect to have a naval power sufficient to protect our com- 
merce, then we are not going to have the commerce, except as 
other people may choose to come and traffic with us on our own 
coast, as we may go and traffic with the Africans in the center of 
Africa for the tusks of elephants which are picked up in the forests. 
No, sir, we are obliged to have a Navy or else have no profit from 
commerce. 

The development of our sea power is the vital question which 
American statesmen have to consider, and this bill inaugurates a 
first step to establish such power in the Pacific Ocean. Pass this 
bill, build that cable line, and what else do you secure? I do not 
care whether you secure the annexation of Hawaii or not. Iam 
in favor of annexation, but I am in favor of it upon purely na- 
tional and selfish considerations. All such interests are se 
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If I were an Hawaiian I would never consent to annexation to 
the United States, and would have no occasion to doit. I would 
try to have the proudest and the happiest Republic out there in 
the Pacific Ocean that ever existed in the world, notwithstanding 
its small area, with every great power in the world under bonds 
to protect and preserve its rights, it matters not what happened 
anywhere else in all the world. It isan ideal position for a re- 
public, better than Switzerland, in the midst of the crowned 
nations that surround her in the body of Europe. Yet I want Ha- 
waii, I am anxious to get her, not for purposes of aggrandize- 
ment; but I want her for the sea power that she possesses Im vir- 
tue of her geographical position. I want those islands as a point 
of focalizing the sea power of the United States in the Pacific 
Ocean, which will some day become far greater in value and im- 
portance to us than the Atlantic Ocean is to-day. ; 

Now, I will read an extract from William H.Seward upon this 
subject—of course an utterance made many years ago, for it was 
in 1852 in a speech delivered by Mr. Seward on the floor of the 
Senate. He said: 


Whodoes not see that henceforth,every year, European commerce, European 
_—_ European thought, and European ooaeie, although actually gaining 
‘orce, and European connections, although actually becoming more intimate, 
rtance, while the Pacific Ocean, its shores, its 


will, nevertheless, sink in im 
yond will become the chief theater of events 


islands, and the vast region 
in the world’s great hereafter. 


That is a prophecy, Mr. President, the realization of which is go- 
ing on to-day, visibly, and very rapidly. It comes from the mind 
of a great statesman, a great philosopher, a great political econo- 
mist, and we are here seeing it realized now. The Pacific Ocean 
to-day, on either shore of it, is having a greater bearing upon the 
political condition of the world than is the Atlantic Ocean on 
either shore. The events which are transpiring in the Pacific 
Ocean are of the most surprising character and of the greatest pos- 
sible magnitude, and yet they are to be supplemented by other 
events the shadow of which but dimly appears before us now, 
which in a very short time will make that the theater of the great- 
est exploitation of statesmanship that has ever been called into 
action in all the annals of American history. 

Mr. President, Great Britain sees that with an eye that never 
fails to discern the movements of nations or her own best interests. 
Captain Mahan instructed while he praised Great Britain, and 
from what has already appeared,dimly it may be, but neverthe- 
less in real and tangible form, I have no doubt that the writing of 
that book has impressed upon the minds of British statesmen 
certain necessary theories in respect of the sea power and the best 
manner in which to control it; and Great Britain is following the 
very lines of argumentation and logical conclusion which are so 
ably laid down by Captain Mahan, to execute a policy in which 
we are vitally concerned. 

Since 1850 we have been conscious of a purpose on the part of 
Great Britain, unremitting, persistent, and hitherto inflexible, 
that she should gain a certain control, which meant a managing 
control, over an isthmian transit acrosssome part ef the Isthmus 
of Darien. There was the Clayton-Bulwer treaty, there were 
various settlements which she made, as we say, in violation of 
that treaty, in order to get a foothold inthat country. There was 
her suzerainty over the Mosquito King. There was a continual 
interference between her and Nicaragua whenever she chose to 
do it, in order merely to assert her authority there, so that when 
it became a practical question she could say to us, ‘‘ We are at 
home; our flag has been here always;” but recently Great Britain 
has withdrawn from the Mosquito Kingdom, and has consented 
to the full dominion of Nicaragua over her own territory and peo- 
ple. This movement was to us a pleasant surprise. It was soon 
followed by another of greater significance. 

We passed a bill through this body in which Great Britain 
might have found an opportunity, if she had so desired, to have 
asserted that we were proposing in that measure to violate the 
Clayton-Bulwer treaty: Ido not say that we did; I say we did 
not; but it was an opportunity that she could easily have found 
for raising a diplomatic question with us about the course we in- 
tended to pursue. She has been as silent as the tomb. That bill 
passed the Senate by 10 majority as much as ten days ago, and yet 
there has not been a protest, there has not been any intimation, 
there has not been anything heard from Great Britain on the sub- 
ject. 

What does that signify in connection with her giving up her 
suzerainty over the Mosquito King and giving back the Mosquito 
Kingdom into the hands of Nicaragua? It is, as I believe, that 
they have abandoned all hope and expectation of getting the con- 
trol of the transit through the Isthmus of Darien for a ship canal. 
What, then, have they done? They find that they can strengthen 
their sea power in another direction by a quiet movement, which 
for that power is better than that and which will give them, 
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Congress is controverting about whether or not they have the 
constitutional right to dig a canal, which Great Britain does not 
oppose their digging. 
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Convention after convention of intercolonial people, deputies, 
agents, representatives, ete., met at different places. They met at 
Ottawa, in Canada, within a year I believe—the date I have not 
precisely. Before that time they had been trying to persuade the 
Government of Great Britain to assist in laying a line of cable 
across the Pacific Ocean to connect from the eastern coast of the 
Pacific Ocean with Australia, and with all of that system of islands 
which she occupies now from the antarctic zone upto within 500 
miles of Hawaii. Untilrecently they could not persuade the Gov- 
ernment of Great Britain to do it. Finally they hit upon this 

roposition: ““‘We can build this cable line from Vancouver to 

ongkong, or down to Australia, if we can get a resting place,a 
break in the line somewhere about the Hawaiian group.” Assoon 
as that was done and that resolution was reached, Great Britain 
said: “If you can get each end of this line at every place where 
there is a break in it located upon British soil, or soil under British 
control, the Government will aid you. That becomes then a 
British telegraphic line; it becomes a military line; and it putsthe 
entire control of the line within the possession of Great Britain, 
and that suits us, the Imperial Government.” 

The British Government thereupon set to work to get a conces- 
sion from Hawaii, and she got it subject to our consent. Itis very 
remarkable, Mr. President, that our relations with Hawaii, in the 
estimation of some Senators, should be so remarkably slack, so 
very inconsequential, and have so little of substance in them when 
both Hawaii and Great Britain find it necessary to appeal to us to 
give our consent that Great Britain shall occupy one of those is- 
lands for a resting place for a cable line. 

Mr. LODGE. Will the Senator yield to me a moment? 

Mr. MORGAN. Certainly. 

Mr. LODGE. Great Britain did not get the consent of Hawaii 
subject to our consent, I think. Did she? 

Mr. MORGAN. Yes; she did. 

Mr. LODGE. I think that all Hawaii did was to submit to us 
the question of the advisability of modifying the treaty. Has the 
Hawatian Government assented to it subject to our assent: 

Mr. MORGAN. It has, and it is obliged to. They will assent 






if we assent. Itis their plea for a release from the treaty that they 
may complete an agreement, and not the request of Great Britain 
to open a negotiation with Hawaii with a view to an agreement. 
Mr. LODGE. I did not know that they had gone so far as that. 
Mr. MORGAN. Yes, they have; and here is the memorandum 
of agreement drawn up between them sent to us in the President’s 


message. 
Mr. CHANDLER. Will the Senator read the clause 
tion to Hawaii securing the assent of the United States? 
Mr. ALDRICH. I think if the Senator from Alabama will read 
Mr. Hatch’s reply to the letter of the commissioners he will see 
that Mr. Hatch does not assent for the Hawaiian Govern 


in rel 


nt, but 
says that they can not go on with the negotiations until the consent 
of the United States is first secured. 

Mr. MORGAN. Here is the statement. 

In acknowledging the receipt of your letter of this date, inclosing a fair 
copy of the agreement proposed by you in the hope that it would px mit 
tually satisfactory, I beg to again express my regret that this G I rt 
by the provisions of our treaty of reciprocity with the United States as we 
read it, is at this time precluded from the consideration of the te: proposed 


What doesthat mean? Why does he regret it unless he wants it? 
Mr. CHANDLER. That is a mere civility, like regretting an 
invitation to dinner when you do not want to go. 


Mr. MORGAN. I should as soon trust the civility of the claws 
of a tiger because they were covered with fur, as to trust to tl 
sort of civility. No, sir. That is an expression of an agreemen 
on their part, a tacit agreement on their part, that they would be 


glad enough to do this if the United States would consent to i 
Mr. FRYE. Mr. President— 
Mr. MORGAN. And why should not Hawaii be glad tu do it? 
Mr. FRYE. That is just what I was going 
why should not Hawaii consent? 





to ask the senator: 








Mr. MORGAN. Why should she not be glad to do it? Must 
she be sorry for everything which hurts our feelings, and glad o 
everything which pleases us? We do not treat her in that way. 
Should she look out fer our interests and languish 
when we visit upon her every form of rebuff and indignity: 

Mr. CHANDLER. That is not the issue, whether she ought 
not to be allowed to have a British cable if she does not have an 
American cable. The precise point is whether Hawaii has said 
to Great Britain anywhere, in any form of language, that if we 


are willing she will consent to the landing of a cable from British 
Columbia. 


Mr. MORGAN. Well, if we give our consent to it here by a 
vote of Congress, and if Hawaii should say, *‘ No. no; we can notdo 
that,” Great Britain would say, ‘““‘We will see whether you do it 
or not; we will take possession of a barren island up here; the 
Government of the United States has taken its hands off of you 


and given its consent to this thing, and we wil! go and occupy that 
island.” Thatis all. A better invitation than that, Her Majesty, 



































































































































teas of that kind upon the slightest invitation. - 

I will read that agreement. This is a British proposition, and 
it reveals British policy. Let us see what it is: 

Subject to the conditions and stipulations hereinafter set out, the Hawaiian 
Government agrees, if and when the laying of a submarine cable between 
Canada and Australasia shall be determined upon, to lease to the British Gov- 
ernment and its assignees, hereinafter called the lessees, either Necker Island 
or French Frigate Shoal or Bird Island, or other uninhabited island, which- 
ever of them the British Government may select. 

A pretty broad margin of selection she gets there. If you will 
take the map and look at it you will see that Necker Island islarger 
than several of the islands there which are inhabited. 

It is noted that the Hawaiian Government are debarred by their reciprocity 
treaty with the United States from leasing or otherwise disposing of any of 
their lands or from granting any special privileges to any foreign Govern- 
ment, and it is therefore incumbent upon the Hawaiian Government to ob- 
tain the sanction of the United States Government as a condition precedent 
to the grant of the proposed lease. 

That notation is an important one. If our friends who feel that 
Hawaii is coming too much in competition with them in sugar 
raising should carry out their purpose of securing the abrogation 
of that treaty, then the question would arise whether or not the 
rights we have there to restrain her in the disposal of her public 
domain and her sovereign rights in that realm are not also thrust 
out from our jurisdiction if we go outside of it. 

If Hawaii was mean enough to trade in this me with Great 
Britain, and then should take as compensation from Great Britain 
a sum of money that would make up the loss that she supposes 
she would sustain if that treaty was abrogated, why might she 
not, after the treaty was abrogated, upon a year’s notice, resume 
her perfect autonomy and sovereignty over her own property and 
her own country, and make such treaty with Great Britain as she 
saw proper to make? Why not? Ah, because there is an unwrit- 
ten law of relationship between Hawaii and the United States, 
which began when the first dawn of civilization appeared there, 
and has continued to grow stronger and stronger from that day 
to this, that we will not permit any foreign Government to go 
there and acquire rights, in the nature of sovereign rights, whether 
by a perpetual lease or otherwise. That is the unwritten law, Mr. 
President and gentlemen of the Senate, which we have repeated 
here and have affirmed in resolutions at this session of the Senate. 

I will proceed with the reading of the agreement: 

The Hawaiian Government further agrees, for the consideration and stip- 
ulations hereinafter expressed, to insert in the lease the following covenants: 

1. That the lease shall commence and take effect when a contract has been 
entered into for the laying of a cable from Canada to the island intended to 
be leased, and shall inure and continue until the cable and the connecting 
line to Honolulu are finally and permanently abandoned. 

That is similar to the title the Cherokee Indians have to their 
domain. That is a base fee, the Supreme Court of the United 
States calls it; that is to say, under the patents we granted to the 
Cherokee Indians they are entitled in fee simple to their lands until 
they abandon them, and then they will revert to the United States. 
But who thinks about their abandoning their lands? They have 
nowhere else to go. Who would think about Great Britain aban- 
doning this island when she has fixed a telegraph line there, and 
through the means of it has acquired the control and the sea power 
of the Pacific Ocean? Who would think of her abandoning it? 
Therefore it is an absolute covenant of sale, a sale for just as long 
as Great Britain wants to hold it. 

2. That exclusive possession free from disturbance shall be given, with ex 
emption from all kinds of taxation. 

Note the language: 


Exclusive possession, free from disturbance. 


The United States, after she has assented to that, can not go 
there for the purpose of locating a cable line and its continuous 
parts. Every island in Hawaii is to be put under the ban of that 
provision. ‘The United States could not go there and disturb 
Great Britain in her possession and occupancy after agreeing to 
this arrangement. So far as the Island of Necker is concerned, 
French Frigate Shoal and Bird Island, she gets an absolute right, 
if not in form, certainly in substance: 

3. That a convenient landing station and qese for the accommodation of 
the telegraph office staff shall be provided at or near Honolulu for the pur- 


of laying and working a connecting cable between the island leased and 
Honolulu. 


A convenient landing place shall be or. That means that 

Great Britain is to go into the neighborhood of Honolulu and in 

the neighborhood of Pearl Harbor, where the United States are 

entitled to possession, and she is to take her so right there 

_ stay as long as a cable line is needed by her in the Pacific 
cean. 

Here comes up another curious and very critical question. I 
will begin the statement of it by saying that there is not such a 
harbor in the Pacific Ocean, San Francisco perhaps excepted, as 
Pearl Harbor. I doubt if there is any one harbor in the Pacific 
Ocean which has the same depth of water, the same natural for- 
tifications, and the same ease of inlet and egress as Pear] Harbor, 
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the Queen of Great Britain, never wanted. She always attends | after you have put in a suction pump and pumped out the little 


$1000 ny is in the channel there, which can be done for $70,000 to 
100,000. 

Where would Great Britain locate ‘‘ this convenient landing 
station and space for the accommodation of the telegraph office? ” 
It is to be provided in the neighborhood or near Honolulu. Sup- 
pose she says: ‘‘We will put it at Pearl Harbor;” the United 
States Government has given consent, or abandoned that treaty, 
or has given notice of its abrogation, or else the Hawaiian Gov- 
ernment has given notice of its abrogation. That treaty contains 
a provision in express terms that Pearl Harbor is assigned to the 
United States for the purpose of establishing there a naval station. 
That definition of the purposes of the concession would include 
every necessary fortification for the protection of the naval sta- 
tion, etc. 

When that treaty was concluded—for it was a mere extension 
of the previous treaty of reciprocity—extending that period for, I 
believe, seven years, Mr. Carter informed Mr. Bayard that Hawaii 
understood that this provision in the treaty for the cession of 
Pearl Harbor was to cease with the treaty and wanted Mr. Bayard 
to agree upon a protocol to that effect. Mr. Bayard said he had 
no authority to agree upon any protocol; that the treaty, being 
confirmed by the Senate of the United States, is the supreme law 
of the land. ‘We are here exchanging ratifications,” said Mr. 
Bayard. ‘‘ But,” said Mr. Carter, ‘‘ while we are exchanging rati- 
fications I want a protocol made.” ‘‘No, I can not agree to any 
protocol,” said Mr. Bayard. Then Mr. Carter said: ‘‘I will make 
a statement that that is the way Hawaii understands it.” Said 
Mr. Bayard: ‘‘Iso understand it, too, but I will not agree to a 
statement.” Mr. Bayard’s understanding, as he expressed it, and 
Mr. Carter’s understanding, as he expressed it, is directly in con- 
travention of the text of the treaty, as I understand it and as I 
think it will always be held and maintained. 

That right is permanent, if any right was ever conferred by 
deed or treaty of a permanent kind. Thevery nature of the grant 
shows it, and the purpose for which it was made shows it. It is 
idle to talk about our going there and spending a million or two 
of dollars in the improvement of a naval station and its fortifica- 
tion, andin dredging out a channel to the sea, and then to say 
that the Hawaiian Government can reclaim that property from 
us and reassert her rights in Pearl Harbor by merely giving no- 
tice of the termination of the treaty. That cession was insisted 
upon by the Senate as a. consideration for this reciprocal treaty 
between the United States and Hawaii. It was put in the treaty 
by a Senate amendment for that purpose. It is there now, and 
it will be there forever until Hawaii, acting with some greater 
power than the United States, shall abolishit. Cat Great Britain 
proposes to do that; not by force, but in the r.ame of international 
comity. 

When Great Britain stipulates with Hawaii, and the President of 
the United States advises us to consent to it, with the agreement 
before him, can we not see that that is what Great Britain means 
when she speaks about having a convenient landing place nearer 
to Honolulu for this cable, with the consent of the United States, 
which convenient landing place of course is to be in perpetual 
right? I willsuppose that this proposed agreement is entered into; 
I will suppose that the Senate and House of Representatives of 
the United States give their consent under the advice of the Pres- 
ident of the United States that Hawaii may do this thing with 
reference to or in pursuance of the very express agreement which 
the President of the United States sends to us, and identifies in 
his message. There can not be any doubt about what it refers to. 
What is the nature of it? 

That a convenient landing station and space for the accommodation of thé 
telegraph office staff shall be provided at or near Honolulu for the purpose of 
laying and working a connecting cable between the island leased and Honolulu. 

Says Great Britain: ‘‘We want Pearl Harbor. We want a lo- 
cation upon it. We want to go out upon that peninsula which 
stretches down into Pearl Harbor, where a fortress would be situ- 
ated, and on the right and left hand of which there are two chan- 
nels of deep water where ships and fleets can lie at safe anchorage. 
We want to gothere. That is a convenient landing place, and 
just the place for acable. We will take that. Who interferes? 
The United States can not doit. She has abrogated the treaty, 
or, if you please, under her advice you have abrogated the treaty.” 
Here we are to be put into that position. It is a sale, virtually, by 
the Government of the United States, of Pearl Harbor to Great 
Britain. At the least it is a gift. Mark my words, they will go 
upon the record, and see their realization within less than three 
years tocome. When events shall have progressed sufficiently far 
to develop this scheme on the part of Great Britain, they will 

rove that Iam right. She understands the value of sea power. 

he knows that she must have coaling stations if she has steamers. 
She knows that there is no steamer built by the admiralty or by 
the United States or by any other power which can more than 
carry coal enough in her bunkers to make her way at a slow rate 
of speed across the Pacific Ocean. She knows that when such @ 
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ship reaches its destination, if it has no intermediate place to coal, 
it is far moreimpotent than a sailing vessel would be with wooden 
hulk. It is a dead weight in the water; it is unmanageable with- 
out sails and without steam power; it is a virtual wreck, useless, 
and an incumbrance. bu 
Therefore Great Britain wants a location, a lodgment in Hawaii, 


and she is moving for it in an adroit way. She wants to reach 
the focal point of the sea power of the Pacific Ocean not — hin- 
dering us or by trying to participate any longer with us in build- 
ing a canal through the isthmus of Darien—she takes a shorter 
route to-day; she takes her Canadian possessions, the Canadian 
railways and the Canadian harbors, and she makes a lodgment at 
Hawaii. Then she proceeds down to the next batch of islands, 
500 miles below, and from there she steps almost from island to 
island until she gets to Sydney, Australia. Then she will have 
not merely belted the Pacific Ocean with cable lines, but she will 
have divided the Pacific by this cable, which in its uses and pur- 

oses is worth any half dozen or perhaps dozen of the best ships 
in the English Navy. This cable will enable the British Govern- 
ment to concentrate her fleet at any place she desires, and to give 
notice and admonition of the movements of the fleet of any hostile 
power. This cable is intended to pay its way as a commercial con- 
venience, but its great usefulness to Great Britain will be its serv- 
ice as a military line, and for this oa it is chiefly intended. 

Now, tell me how we can expand our commerce on the Pacific 
Ocean when we can have no proper protection, no efficient Ameri- 
can Navy to take care of it, and after we have left it to the tender 
mercies of the British Government. That is what it comes to. 
There is the trouble. That is whyI say I consider the adoption 
of the pending amendment a vital point at this moment of time. 
We must go to Hawaii and take possession of Pearl Harbor and 
land a telegraph cable in advance of Great Britain. We must 
shut off this negotiation with a firm declaration, not merely on 
paper, but in fact, that we have gone to Hawaii with our cable 
and to establish a naval station at Pearl Harbor and have gone 
there to stay. Whether Hawaii is to be an independent Republic 
or is to come to us by annexation makes no difference to us. It 
is all the same in respect of our power in the Pacific, for in re- 

ect of the control of the sea power, we have that there which is 
absolutely indispensable and is the greatest possible security for 
the final result. What is that? Pearl Harbor. Pearl Harbor, 
with a cable to connect it with the United States, will be our 
fortress in the Pacific Ocean from which we can, as we will, com- 
mand the peace on all its infinitude of coasts and its burden of 
rich commerce. 

Mr. President, I am only ee upon these patent facts. Ido 
not know more about them than anybody else, but my common 
sense and sagacity tell me with a power of conviction which I can 
not at all resist that this is a very critical moment and this is a 
very critical amendment so far as the United States in its connec- 
tions with the Pacific Ocean is concerned. Have we the right to 
build the cable by the Government of the United States? I have 
understood that the Government of the United States could con- 
struct any instrumentality or facility of government that it found 
necessary if it interferes with no vested right. This is an instru- 
mentality of Government, of military operations, of postal service, 
andof commerce. It may be a profitable one in a monetary sense, 
in the sense of earning revenue, or it may be unprofitable; but that 
is a question aside. e view I take of it is that it is a necessary 
Government facility for the connection of the United States with 
the Gibraltar of the Pacific Ocean. 

If we go there once and occupy that territory, or so much of it 
as we have a right to occupy now under the treaty, and hold it 
and improve it for the p ses secured to us by treaty and con- 
nect the United States coast with it by cable, I think there will 
have to grow some larger and stronger nations than the world 
has yet a record of in its history before they will ever put us out. 
But if we wait until Great Britain goes there and plants her foot 
upon it she will hold to it with just the same tenacity with which 
she holds to Gibraltar; and without Gibraltar she would seriously 
imperil if she did not lose her sea power, which is the security as 
it has been the cause of her commercial eee With an- 
other Gibraltar in the Pacific-Ocean, supported by her forts and 
shipyards at Vancouver and at Hongkong and in Australia, her 
power will be supreme and ours will diminish even beyond the 
eae self-defense. 

tr. HALE. I wish toask the Senatorfrom Alabama a question 
at this point to emphasize what he has said. He has made ave 
vivid statement as to the necessity for action at this time. I wis 
to ask him, as chairman of the Committee on Foreign Relations, 
whether he has any doubt that if we do not adopt the amend- 
ment and take possession of the concession at Pearl Harbor there 
is grave danger of its passing into the hands of Great Britain. 

r. MORGAN. e have but one possible defense against it. 

Mr. HALE. I ask the Senator the question because I wish to 
emphasize this point. Believing that the amendment will 
the Senate, and apprehending difficulty in the other branch of 
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Congress, I wish the attitude of the Senate to be so strong upon 
the matter that there may be no doubt whatever elsewhere as to 
the earnestness and seriousness of the Senate on this project. 

Mr. MORGAN. So far as I am individually concerned—I do 
not know that I express the opinions of the committee, as the 
matter was not discussed before us—I have already expressed 
myself about it in the most serious and earnest way. In fact, I 
would prefer to see every rule of this body broken, if that were 
necessary, than not to passthe amendment. I would rather make 
a virtue of necessity, break therules, and pass the amendment, be- 
cause I think itis a vital thing. The hold we have to prevent 
Great Britain from doing what we now propose to do and from 
getting the advantages of Pearl Harbor that we now, as it seems 
to me, are trying to throw away, consists of nothing but the 
bond of natural affection between the ruling classes in Hawaii 
— the people of the United States. Can any Senator name any 
other? 

Yet that is subjected to all manner of friction, attrition, harsh 
usage, great abuse as politicians on this side of the water may find 
it convenient for their personal or party purposes to attempt to be- 
little, to degrade, to calumniate in many cases that band of noble 
and true men, wedded to the principles of Government which we 
appreciate so highly here and which they have introduced into 
those communities for the purpose of trying to elevate them, and 
not for the purpose of trying to degrade them. For surely after 
the Yankee missionaries went to Hawaii and got possession the 
steps of the white men there have been attended with prosperity, 
growth, civilization, and improvement in every possible direction. 
Before that time, when the Englishmen, the Frenchmen, the 
whalers over the world, who were white men also, congregated 
there to depredate, and not to regulate and control, they poisoned 
the Hawaiian population to that extent that it has taken the lapse 
of years and the art of the chirurgeon with his greatest skill for 
years and years to eliminate the actual bodily disease which they 
inflicted upon the natives almost to the actual extermination of the 
race. The restorative in that country has been the benevolent 
work of the faithful, earnest, honest Christian missionary from 
the United States, and to him to-day is due the reformation of 
Hawaii from a condition of degradation which before that few 
people in this world have ever suffered. 

Those people, acting upon our own ideas, our civilization, our 
plan of government, have always retained a patriotic affection for 
the people of the United States, in so much that for fifty years the 
Fourth of July has been celebrated by Hawaiians of all classes and 
colors with as much zeal as it has been observed by the American 
people, as the great birthday of liberty, which they seemed the 
more and more to appreciate the more enlightened they grew. I 
speak of that as an indication of the affection which it is very 
difficult for us to break up, very difficult for us to destroy. Still 
there is a limit to human endurance in matters of this kind, and 
these very men, many of them citizens of Great Britain, are of the 
same blood, of British stock, and if the United States refuses their 
overture, and if Hawaii is to be treated as if it is a nation, a peo- 
ple, a government to be dealt with as we please, to be kicked about 
over the floor of the House of Representatives and the Senate like 
a football, I can easily see that after a while this bond of affection 
may become so loose that they may say after all, ‘‘ Well, we believe 
we will enjoy the Government of Great Britain; we will prosper 
under it better than we can under our expectations of forming a 
government with the United States or of kind treatment at the 
hands of our nearer kindred.” 

Now, if there is any other course to keep them from doing this, 
except their affection for us, I do not know what it is, unless it 
may be their devotion to self-government. So far as that particu- 
lar element of republican liberty is concerned, it is about as well 
incorporated in the British constitution to-day as it is in the United 
States Constitution, and I do not know but it is more so, for the 
reason that the Government of Great Britain does not dare to re- 
fuse to respond to public sentiment in that great tribunal which 
may alter its constitution, the House of Commons. It does not 
dare to do it, and the action of the House of Commons is continu- 
ally from day to day and year to year the actual expression of 
British sentiment upon all public questions. It is not so here. 
Sometimes you gentlemen on the other side of the Chamber have 
acquired the possession of political power in this body when the 
Democracy was triumphant in the other House and throughont th« 
country, and — have stood your ground and refused to accede 
to the demands of the people. I have seen that condition very 
often. Hence, I justify the remark that as to popular govern- 
ae Great Britain is quite as much or more sothan the 
United States, and Hawaii may take the same view of the sub- 
= so far as I know. She may be content with a ruler appointed 

y the British Crown, a free parliament, a government that she 
can remove whenever it stands in antagonism to the popular will 
as expressed at the ballot box. 

Now, so far as concerns this incident about the conviction of 
men in Hawaii for high treason, which seems to have made an im- 
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pression on the Senate to-day, I do not think the question before 
the Senate has the slightest connection with it. At the same time 
we have declared oftentimes here absolute noninterference with 
the local Government of Hawaii. The ink is scarcely dry on the 
paper upon which the resolution of the Senate was written for 
which we voted with one accord. Suppose that what has occurred 
in Hawaii had occurred in Dublin, and that as noble a man had 
been killed in Dublin by the insurgents as that splendid man Car- 
ter, whom I knew and loved. In Dublin or in England that man 
for his services to the public would have been mace a duke or a 
marquis or an earl. If he who was killed there had been an earl 
no better or greater than Carter, the British Government would 
have taken those men and tried them before one of the commis- 
sions which they organize and under which they try men for their 
lives at their pleasure and in accordance with their constitution. 
They would have been executed before this time, and the Ameri- 
can people would have been clapping their hands and shouting 
hosannas of praise to the British Government for the summary 
Ee of her sovereign rights, when this noble earl had been 

illed by a man who was attacking the Government with a view 
to its destruction. 

It has been a few days since Mr. President, received a com- 
munication from a man in Alabama who signed himself ‘ gov- 
ernor” to some Senatorial credentials. Suppose that man, believ- 
ing, as he does doubtless, that he is the governor of Alabama, else 
he would not put his name to papers so solemn as those, should 
conclude, under the impression of that solemn and earnest belief, 
to organize his men into a body and go and, forcibly take posses- 
sion of the chamber now occupied by Governor Oates in Alabama, 
and in doing so should kill one of the best citizens of Alabama or 
destroy property or should kill a thousand men. It is as bad to 
kill one man, honest, just, and upright, as it is to kill a thousand. 
It is no more murder if it includes a thousand than if it includes 
one. Suppose that thing should be done here in the United States. 
What would the Senate do about it? We would say that the sov- 
ereign State of Alabama must deal with this question. We 
would say, ‘‘ We will not pass any resolution of approbation or 
disapprobation upon this subject. In our organization here as 
a body of sovereign States, connected together by a common 
Constitution, we leave to every State the management of its local 
affairs, especially in respect to crimes and misdemeanors. There- 
fore the Senate of the United States will pass no resolution on 
the subject. It will not interfere. The Senate will not send_a 
message to Governor Oates and request that he shall suspend ex- 
ecution if a jury in that State, under its laws and constitution 
and by proper legal methods of procedure, shall condemn an un- 
fortunate individual to death.” 

The cases are exactly parallel, except that we owe quite as much 
respect to the sovereign powers of foreign Governments as we do 
to the ayreemaney of one of our own States. Perhaps we have a 
better right of interference between our States and their ple 
and the governors than we have between the citizens of Hawaii 
and that Government. Ithink we had better let the matter alone. 
If they commit a blunder in the eyes of the world, let it be a blun- 
der. e are not responsible for it in any way. But if they 
should slay some man in obedience to the mandate of the law and 
he should be the man who slew Carter in his efforts to sustain 
a lawful Government in Hawaii to which he had sworn allegiance, 
perhaps eye for eye and tooth for tooth might do upon an occasion 
of that kind without exciting our special animosity. So far as I 
am concerned, I would have more respect for the Government of 
Hawaii if it should hang a traitor than I would if it should shrink 
from its duty and avoid contact with a disagreeable necessity. I 
should have more respect for it and the world would have more 
respect for it, and it would exhibit more of the power of govern- 
ment in itself. It is either a Government or it is not. If it is a 
Government it has these rights. If it is not, it had better close 
up business and hand back the Government to Liliuokalani, to the 
great gratification of a number of her American admirers. 

But what would Liliuokalani have done if she had succeeded in 
the overthrow of what she considered to be an insurrection against 
her authority on the part of the Provisional Government which 
was established there? In her letters written after the fact, after 
cooling time, when she imagined there was still a remote possi- 
bility of her getting the reins of power in her hands again, she 
proclaimed death to the traitors and the banishment of all people 
connected with the revolution, especially the banishment of all 
missionaries and their wives and children from the estates and 

roperty which they had acquired. We know what she would 
ave done. We know what she would do now with this treaty of 
reciprocity. 

e know what she would do with this cable agreement; with 
the royal princess being educated under Mr. Davies’s care in Lon- 
don, accepted, as I dare say upon her personal merits she is en- 
titled to be, at the royal drawing-rooms there. There is no doubt 
at all that if Liliuokalani had in repressing the Provi- 
sional Government and retaining the reins of sovereign authority 
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in her hands, resenting the feeling that has become flagrant all 
over the United States, she would have had resentment against us 
sufficient to have justified her, if in nothing else, in putting an 
end to this reciprocity treaty, as she would have had aright to do; 
to have thrown us overboard as to Pearl Harbor, and to have re- 
nounced the hold we have in the nature of a political mortgage 
upon the public lands, the Crown lands there, so that the Hawaiian 
Government can not lease or sell them without our consent. She 
would have rid herself very rapidly of these incumbrances of the 
United States. She would have found but one power in the world 
that had the audacity to take the possessions which she would 
have handed out, and that is the Government which is trying now 
by arts seductive to get our consent that she may go and have a 
permanent establishment in the Hawaiian group of islands. 

Mr. President, I have but a singlefurther remark. As the Vice- 
President of the United States was not in the chair at the time 
when I opened my remarks, I wish to say again to the Senate, 
without undertaking to repeat the argument which I made, as I 
suppose the question will be submitted to the Senate whether or 
not the amendment is in order, that I have not the slightest doubt 
of its perfect propriety and that it is justified by various provi- 
sions in the bill itself. It is in keeping with those provisions. It 
is for the purpose of carrying into operation some of the provi- 
sions, especially those as to the appointment and payment of a 
minister and a consul-general to Hawaii. And ip many ways 
which I, have already explained, as the Rrcorp will show, and 
which I need not explain again, the amendment is entirely within 
the reach of the power of the Senate without the violation of any 
of its rules. But the subject is so important, in my judgment, 

hat I should vote for it if I knew I was violating the rules of the 
Senate in doing so. I would not allow traditions to stand in the 
way of a vote as important as I conceive to be the one I shall give 
upon this amendment under any circumstances. 

‘Mr. HAWLEY. Mr. President, with the general tenor of the 
great speech of the Senator from Alabama [Mr. Morean] I am 
most heartily in sympathy. I shall vote for anything and every- 
thing, I had almost said without regard to rules, that will lead us 
to the construction of this cable. Wehave in matters enough for- 
gotten our high place as a great nation among the great nations 
of the world. We have seen a treaty with Nicaragua withdrawn. 
We are not likely to see a bill for the building of that splendid 
canal carried through the present Congress. We have tried to 
escape from our very creditable conduct with respect to Samoa. 
We have tried, Iam afraid, so far as our national Executive is 
concerned, to prevent the establishment of a republic-in Hawaii. 

Mr. President, many have spoken, and yet not too much has 
been said, concerning the magnificence of the relations of our future 
nation of one or two hundred millions to the unnumbered millions 
of Asia and the islands of the Pacific; and yet here we stand hesi- 
tating over an item of two or three million dollars which would 
give us instantaneous communication with Hawaii. Without that 
cable, and if Great Britain builds one, she will bea week ahead of 
us in intelligence and action in all matters concerning those little 
but important islands. 

But I rise to protest a little against what the Senator from Ala- 
bama said toward the close of his remarks in the way of palliating 
the conduct of the Hawaiian Republic in its haste to condemn 
certain citizens to death and imagining the arguments that 
could be used in the event of the execution of such condemnation. 
I wish to record my mild protest in general, and to say that I do 
not believe the Government of Hawaii ought to execute the threat- 
ened men. 

Mr. MORGAN. If the Senator from Connecticut will allow 
me, I will state that I have not one word of advice to give to Ha- 
waii as to her own business. That is my position. 

Mr. HAWLEY. But the Senator’s argument tended very much 
2 palliate her conduct if she should decide to execute those gen- 

emen. 

The situation in Hawaii has been such upon both sides that who- 
ever became the victor should have found it his policy and duty 
to be very merciful. Who can blame the people of Hawaii in gen- 
eral, the ordinary —— the natives especially of the islands, for 
being attached by tradition to the Government of their ancestors, 
the Government of many generations? They resisted the revolu- 
tion. We do not blame them for that. I can not find it in my 
heart to consider it a very serious fault, if they had any reasonable 
opportunity of regaining their old position, that they should coun- 
sel and, if you choose to say, conspire in behalf of it. But the 
monarchy is gone forever. It is hopelessly banished. 

The Republic is splendidly successful. It can not afford to imi- 
tate that conduct which the Queen intimated she might indulge in 
toward her enemies. It can not afford to doit. But I confess I 
have a personal reason. I see it stated in the dispatches trans- 
mitted to us this afternoon by the Secretary of State that Major 
Seward is condemned to death. Major Seward was a constituent 
of mine, and I think in law he is still my constituent; but, per- 
haps, rather of the Senator from South Carolina, for he owns land 








He is a member of one of the best families among us; he 
was a + soldier in the war, and he went to Honolulu a few 

ears ago for his health. He became the private secretary and 
Canines agent of Mr. Cummins, who was one of three royalist 
commissioners who came over here, an eminent and wealthy man, 
once prime minister of the defunct government. a 
to me, his old commander and dear friend, merely to see me. We 
shook hands and had a very joyful meeting. 
to those commissioners. 

I saw Mr. Cummins, a man of fine physique and evident mental 
ability. Butit appears from the dispatches—I hope 
that 
God help himif hesaidthat. If Ihadtoldhim hereinthe Arlington 
that he was the subservient tool of that quiet, faithful clerk of the 


commissioners, Major Seward, he would certainly have been 


greatly offended. Major Seward is not a conspirator by nature. 


He is a man of peace, courteous, loving, witty, humorous, alover 
That he has 


of good people, good companions, and good order. ‘ 
been one of the leading men in that conspiracy is perfectly ridicu- 
lous. I say it is perfectly ridiculous. Therefore I was restive 
when the Senator from Alabama supplied excuses for the reported 
purposes of the Hawaiian Republic. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. I move the Senate adjourn. 

Mr. HALE. Will the Senator from Kentucky yield to me for 
just a moment? 

Mr. BLACKBURN. Certainly. 

Mr. HALE. Mr. President, I wish to enter a word of earnest 
protest against what I think is the bad advice to the present Gov- 
ernment of Hawaii contained in the remarks of the Senator from 
Alabama [Mr. MorGan]. I should think it deplorable, not only 
for its effect in those islands, but its effect upon public sentiment 
inthis country, if the Government in the exigency that has arisen 
there resorts to sanguinary processes, which I think the Senator 
must, from his remarks, sympathize with. 

Mr. MORGAN, I was speaking of the cold, naked rights of 
Hawaii as a sovereign state; that is all. {f would have no sympa- 
thy with the execution of any person in Hawaii—not the slightest. 


If I had any advice to give to Hawaii it would be to exercise her 


authority in her own way, and I would temper it with mercy. I 


would temper it largely with mercy. What I said and what ¢ 


meant to say was that a man like Mr. Carter can not be killed by 
a lot of insurrectionists against the Government for the purpose 
of breaking it up without some consequences from it. 

Mr. HALE. Undoubtedly; but there is a grave difference be- 
tween such punishment as we visit even upon high treason and 
our methods and the speedy trial in a condition of excitement of 
the public mind by a military tribunal and immediate execution 
following. The Government of Hawaii, firmly established as it 
is, having put down this émeute with no great loss of life upon 
either side, can not, I believe, well afford now to resort to methods 
and processes which are not our methods and processes. 

Mr. MORGAN. Our methods and processes at the close of rev- 
olutions and insurrections have not 7" been of the kind, gen- 
tle, and merciful character to which the Senator refers. The 
graves of Mrs. Surratt and Captain Wirtz indicate a different 
result. 

Mr. BERRY. We ought not to follow such an example. 

Mr.HALE. There was never such an instance of magnanimity 
known as that which the United States Government furnished at 
the end of the rebellion, and no man since hasr tted it. It was 
a rebellion so monstrous in its extent and magnitude that Hawaii 
is a bagatelle compared with it; and after it was all over, and 
after the immense loss of blood and treasure, we hanged no man, 
we shot no man, we executed no man; and everyone of us to-day 
rejoices that it was so. And to-day if the Hawaiian Government 

roceeds on the other principle and with the other methods, and 
men and executes men right an@left, you can not help the Ameri- 
can people feeling that that Government has resorted not to the 
methods that the United States pursues and that all our people 
agree in, but that it is resorting to the methods that Mexico and 
the Central American republics and the South American repub- 
lics resort to whenever there is a revolution. There will be a 
change of sentiment, and the sympathy which has been almost 
unvarying and unanimous in favor of the Government there and 
of the movement in establishing a —- will go awry at once, 
and will be hurt in every respect. erefore I want to enter my 
protest against anything that looks like advising the present Gov- 
ernment to resort to extreme measures. 

Mr. GALLINGER. A little time oe the Senate very kindly 
ave unanimous consent to devote a hour at the close of the 
ebate to-day to the consideration of private pension bills on the 

Calendar. At that time I did not suppose the debate would con- 
tinue so long, and a few moments ago I sent word over to the Sen- 
ator from Kentucky that I would not ask that order to be exe- 
cuted, but I shall appeal to his kindness of heart at an early 
day, if the chairman of the Committee on Pensions does not, to 
let us pass the few private pension bills on the Calendar. 
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itis not true— 
e says Seward lived upon him and was his ‘‘evil mentor.” 


Mr. McLAUREN. Lask unanimous consent to call up a bill re- 
ported from the Committee on Public Lands, which will give rise 
to no debate. 

Mr. LODGE. As what I desire to say relates to the bill now 
under consideration, I ask the Senator from Kentucky if he will 
yield to me just a moment. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. I will state to the Senator from Missis- 
sippi that a request to yield had come from the Senator from Mas- 
sachusetts first. 

Mr. McLAURIN. Very well; if Ican have the floor afterwards, 

Mr. LODGE. It relates to the pending bill, and that is the rea- 
son why I wish to speak about it now. I desire to move to the 
bill an amendment relating to the consular service. There is one 
amendment now pending, the amendment in regard to the cable, 
which comes from the committee, and therefore has precedence: 
but I now move my amendment, so that it may be pending to the 
bill when the vote is reached, as it is a very important amend- 
ment, and to-morrow I shall hope to be able to address the Senate 
upon it for afew moments. Iask unanimous consent that the 
amendment which I offer may be considered as pending. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the request ef 
the Senator from Massachusetts? 

Mr. ALDRICH. To be considered as pending after the vote is 
taken on the amendment now before the Senate? 

Mr. BLACKBURN. Yes; not to displace the pending amend- 
ment. 

Mr. LODGE. No; but that it may be considered as pending. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. That is agreed to. 

Mr. McLAURIN. Now, I ask unanimous consent-— 

Mr. HOAR. I wish to ebjeect for thirty seconds only to the re- 
quest of the Senator from Mississippi, because I wish to say some- 
thing that I should like to say to-night, and it will take about that 
time. 

I do not wish to prolong this debate or to take part in it, but I 
wish to put upon record to-night my entire coneurrence in and 
sympathy with what has been said by the Senator from Maine 
[ Mr. Hang}. 

Mr.CALL. I submit an amendment to the pending bill which 
has the approval of the chairman and other members of the Com- 
mittee on Foreign Relations. It is to add the following proviso 

Provided, That the President of the United States is authorized to employ 
assistant secretaries of legation who can read and speak the language of the 
country to which the ambassadors or ministers of the United States are ac- 
credited when the public interest requires such employment, and the per- 
son so employed shall receive the same compensation as herein provided for 
the secretaries of legation of the United States to such country. 

I ask that the amendment be printed, and I shall offer it when 
the pending amendments are disposed of. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment will be printed and 
lie on the table for the present. 

Mr. CALL. I wish further to say that I desire to enter upon 
the record my concurrence with the Senator from Maine [Mr. 
HALE] and others who protest against any executions or any se- 
vere treatment of peoplein Hawaii on account of the late attempts 
to subvert the Government there. 


PUBLIC LANDS IN MISSISSIPPI. 


Mr. McLAURIN. Lask unanimous consent fer the present con- 
sideration of the bill (S. 2699) for the encouragement of education 
in the State of Mississippi. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill; which was read, as follow 

Be it enacted, etc., That the governor of the State of Mississippi be, and h 
hereby, authorized to select out of the unoccupied and uninhabited lands of 


United States, within the said State, 46,080 acres of land. in legal subdivisions 
being a total equivalent to two townships, and shall certify the same to the Se: 
retary ofthe Interior, who shall forthwith, upon receipt of said certificate,issue 
to the State of Mississippi patentsfor said lands: Provided, That the proceeds 
of one township of said lands, when sold or leased, shall forever remain a 





fund for the use of the agricultural and mechanical college of said St : 
the proceeds of one of said townships of land, when sold or leased, shall for- 
ever remain a fund for the use of the agricultural and mechanical college for 
colored persons, established and maintained by said State. 

Sc. 2. That in making said selection the governor of said State of Missis- 






sippi shall designate the lands for the agricultural and mechanical colleg 
and the lands for the agricultural and mechanical college for colored per: 


The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 





to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
INTERNATIONAL ARBITRATION. 

Mr. CALL. I havein my hand a letter from W. Randal Cre- 
mer, @ member of the Parliament of England, accompanied by a 
petition to the President and Congress of the United States, signed 
by 356 members of the British House of Commons, in which the) 


commend the resolution passed by Congress for the submission 0! 
all international questions to arbitration and ask that further 
legislation may be had by Congress on the subject. I desire to 
say that I concur heartily in this recommendation, and at the 
proper time I shall be glad to address the Senate upon the subject. 

VICE-PRESIDENT. Thecommunication presented by the 
Senator from Florida can only be received by unanimous consent. 








































































































“= 

















ese eee 


Nee I PEL OE ORM POE oS ea er et en nee 


ie RELI a ps 2 


~ 


me 



































Fhe rere 4 aca com or eh wT 


CONGRESSIONAL 


Mr. ALDRICH. What is the communication? 
Mr. CALL. It is a petition—— 


Mr. BLACKBURN. Itis a memorial from certain members of 


the Hour : of Commons. 


Mr. Fk YE. I hope there will be no objection to its reception. 


Mr. CALL. Iask that it may be printed in the REcorD. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The memorial is from citizens of a 


foreign power. Is there objection to its reception? 


Mr. HOAR. I think it had better go over. I donot knowany- 
thing about it, but it is the rule of the Senate, a rule of absolute 
propriety, I think, that communications from citizens of foreign 
countries must come to us through the executive department. I 


am not aware that we have ever departed from that rule. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The 
Senate to it because of the rule. 
Mr. CALL. Letit go over until to-morrow. 
Mr. BLACKBURN and Mr. HOAR. Let it go over. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The memorial will go over, under 


the rule. 
EXECUTIVE SESSION. 


Mr. BLACKBURN. I will withdraw my motion to adjourn, 
and move that the Senate proceed to the consideration of executive 


business. 


The motion was agreed to; and the Senate proceeded to the con- 
sideration of executive business. After three minutes spent in 
executive session the doors were reopened, and (at 5 o’clock and 


45 minutes p.m.) the Senate adjourned until to-morrow, Satur- 
day, February 9, 1895, at 12 o’clock m. 


NOMINATIONS. 
Executive nominations received by the Senate February 8, 1895. 
POSTMASTERS. 

John J. Thornton, to be 
of Watonwan and State of Minnesota, in the place of Hans 
Serkland, whose commission expired January 19, 1895. 

Charles W. Parrott, to be postmaster at St. Charles, in the 
county of Winona and State of Minnesota, in the place of Thomas 
P. Dixon, whose commission expired January 19, 1895. 

PROMOTIONS IN THE ARMY. 
General officer. 

Brig. Gen. Thomas Howard Ruger, to be major-general, Febru- 

ary 8, 1895, vice Schofield, appointed lieutenant-general. 


CONFIRMATIONS. 
Executive nominations confirmed by the Senate February 8, 1895. 
CONSUL-GENERAL. 
Herbert Wolcott Bowen, of New York, to be consul-general of 
the United States at Barcelona, Spain. 
SURVEYOR OF CUSTOMS. 
Daniel F. Buckley, of Massachusetts, to be surveyor of customs 


in the district of Boston and Charlestown, in the State of Massa- 
chuseits. 


> 





ASSISTANT APPRAISER OF MERCHANDISE. 

William A. Hyde, of Massachusetts, to be assistant appraiser of 
merchandise in the district of Boston and Charlestown, in the 
State of Massachusetts. 

COLLECTOR OF CUSTOMS. 

Abraham Osborne, of Massachusetts, to be collector of customs 

for the district of Edgartown, in the State of Massachusetts. 
POSTMASTERS. 

William C. Fontaine, to be postmaster at Princess Anne, in the 
county of Somerset and State of Maryland. 

Frank A. Royce, to be postmaster at Palmer, in the county of 
Hampden and State of Massachusetts. 

Charles J. Swain, to be postmaster at Nunda, in the county of 
Livingston and State of New York. 

Adelbert B. Payne, to be poeta at Bainbridge, in the county 
of Chenango and State of New York. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Fripay, February 8, 1895. 


The House met at 12 o’clock m. Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. 
E. B. Baasy. 

THE JOURNAL. 

The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read, corrected, and 
approved. 

REVOLUTIONARY ARCHIVES. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Mr. Speaker, I desire to cor- 
rect a reference, if it is the proper time todoso. On the 7th of 
January a letter from the Secretary of State, transmitting, by the 
direction of the President, pursuant to the sundry civil act ap- 
proved August 18, 1894, a list of revolutionary archives, except 
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military records, now in the State Department, of sufficient im- 
portance to publish, the number of books they would make, and 
the probable cost of the same, was referred to the Committee on 
Printing. This was called for by the Committee on Appropria- 
tions for consideration in connection with the sundry civ bill for 
the ensuing fiscal year. I ask te return the letter to the House, 
that the Committee on Printing be discharged from its considera- 
tion, and that it be referred to the Committee on Appropriations. 

The SPEAKER. That can be done without objection. The 
gentleman from Tennessee asks that the Committee on Printing 
be discharged from the consideration of the following letter, the 
title of which the Clerk will report. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


A letter from the Acting Secretary of State, sronmmtine, by direction of 
the President, pursuant to the —— civil act approved August 18, 1894, a 
list of Revolutionary archives, except military records, now in the State De- 
partment, of sufficient importance to be published, the number of books they 
would make, and the probable cosi of the same. 


The SPEAKER. Without objection this will be referred to 
the Committee on Appropriations. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

SUPPRESSION OF COUNTERFEITING. 

The SPEAKER laid before the House a letter from the Acting 
Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting an estimate of deficiency 
in the appropriation for suppressing counterfeiting, submitted by 
the Chief of the Secret Service; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 
DEFICIENCIES IN APPROPRIATION FOR PUBLIC PRINTING AND 

BINDING. 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the Act- 
ing Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting additional estimates 
of deficiencies in the appropriation for public printing and bind- 
ing, submitted by the Public Printer; which was referred to the 
Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 


PUBLIC BUILDING AT CHARLESTON, &. C. 


‘The SPEAKER also laid before the Housea letter from the Secre- 
tary of the Treasury, recommending an additional appropriation 
for the United States post-office, court-house, etc., building now 
being erected at Charleston, S. C.; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Public Buildings and Grounds, and ordered to be printed. 

PRELIMINARY EXAMINATIONS, 


The SPEAKER. The Chair will lay before the House a num- 
ber of letters of the Secretary of War, transmitting, with letter of 
the Chief of Engineers, — of preliminary examinations, which 
will be referred to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors, and, 
without objection, the titles will be printed in the REcorp without 
being read. There are quite a number of them. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

The titles of the letters are as follows: 

Channel connecting Irondequoit Bay, New York, with Lake Ontario: Drum 
Inlet between Portsmouth and Cape Lookout, North Carolina; North River, 
North Carolina; for a steamboat channel between Beaufort, S.C., and. Sa- 
vannah, Ga.; Bayou Dugdamona, Louisiana; Alligator River, South Carolina; 
Bayou Castor, Louisiana; between South Amboy and Great Beds Light, with 


a view to deepening the channel; and Milford Haven from Piankatank River. 
Virginia. 







































SENATE BILLS REFERRED, 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House Senate bills of the 
following titles; which were severally referred as follows: 

The bill (S. 1921) for the removal of snow and ice from the side- 
walks, cross walks, and gutters in the city of Washington and 
Georgetown, and for other purposes—to the Committee on the 
District of Columbia. 

The bill (S. 2669) to repeal section 553 of the Revised Statutes of 
the United States, requiring the district judge in the southern dis- 
trict of Florida to reside at Key West—to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

A bill (S. 2511) granting a pension to Eugenia B. Sweeny—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

A bill (S. 2364) for the relief of Silas P. Keller—to the Commit- 
tee on Indian airs. 

SHIPPING COMMISSIONERS. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House a bill (H. R. 5603) to 
amend an act entitled ‘‘An act to amend the laws relative to ship- 
ping commissioners,” etc., with amendments of the Senate thereto. 

r. ROBBINS. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House concur in 
the Senate amendments. 

The Senate amendments were concurred in. 

On motion of Mr. ROBBINS, a motion to reconsider the vote by 
which the amendments of the Senate were agreed to was laid on 
the table. 

LEAVE OF ABSENCE, 

Mr. Rusk, by unanimous consent, obtained leave of absence 

for this day, on account of sickness, 


MILDRED P, POULLAIN, 


Mr. LAWSON. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for the 
consideration of the resolution which I send to the desk. 














1895. 


The resolution (reported as a substitute for H. R. 983) was read, 
as follows: 
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Mr. BYNUM. I object. 
A MEMBER (to Mr. Bynum). 





Do not object; members can not 


Resolved, That the bill (H. R. 983) for the relief of Mildred P. Poullain, widow | get here on account of the storm. 


of Dr. Thomas N. Poullain, deceased, be, and the same is hereby, referred to 

the Court of Claims for a finding of facts, under the provisions of the acts of 

nan ae 3, 1888, and March 3, 1887, and commonly known as the Bowman and 
ucker acts. 


The SPEAKER. 
of this resolution? 

Mr. DINGLEY. What is this for, Mr. Speaker? 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk can report the bill, if the gentle- 
man desires. 

Mr. LAWSON. Mr. Speaker, I will say to the gentleman that 
this is a claim for cotton which was taken three months after the 
war closed. The resolution is unanimously reported by the Com- 
mittee on War Claims, recommending the reference of the case 
to the Court of Claims to ascertain the facts. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present considera- 
tion of the resolution? 

There was no objection. 

The resolution was adopted. 

On motion of Mr. LAWSON, a motion to reconsider the vote by 
which the resolution was adopted was laid on the table. 

GILMAN L. JOHNSON. 

Mr. CURTIS of New York. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous con- 
sent for the present consideration of the bill (H. R. 840) to correct 
the muster of Lieut. Gilman L. Johnson. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted; etc., That the Secretary of War be, andis hereby, authorized 
and directed to correct the record of Second Lieut. Gi L. Johnson, late 
of the One hundred and forty-second Regiment of New York Infantry, so as 
to make his muster as said lieutenant date from the date of his enlistment in 
said regiment, and that he have all rights and emoluments due him thereby 
or by reason thereof. 


The SPEAKER, Is there objection to the request of the gen- 
tleman from New York for the present consideration of this bill? 
Mr. BYNUM. Mr. Speaker, reserving the right to object, I 
desire to ask the gentleman if this is not one of a class of cases? 
Mr. CURTIS of New York. No, sir; it is an entirely distinct 
case, as I think Ican make plain to the House if I may make an 
ae 
he SPEAKER. Without objection, the gentleman can make 
a short explanation. 


Is there objection to the present consideration 


Mr. CURTIS of New York. Mr. Speaker, the beneficiary of | 


this, Gilman L. Johnson, now a resident of the State of Iowa, was 
one of the first boys to enlist in the company which I organized 
in April, 1861, and he served through the term of that regiment, 
the Sixteenth New York Infantry. Later, when I became colonel 


of the One hundred and forty-second New York Volunteers, and | 
en mustered out of the service, I | 
asked the governor of New York to commission him a second | 


the Sixteenth Regiment had 


lieutenant in the One hundred and forty-second Volunteers. He 
joined the regiment when serving in South Carolina, but, in the 
meantime, the exigencies of the service had so reduced the regi- 
ment that he could not be mustered a second lieutenant for want 
of sufficient men. 

Instead of returning home he enlisted, at my suggestion,in the 
One hundred and forty-second, and was later made sergeant and 
shortly after was made sergeant-major. He performed during all 
the time from his enlistment duties pertaining to the rank of a 
commissioned officer. He commanded troops on Johns Island in 
January, 1864, and lost his right arm in the engagement. When 
it was found that some time must elapse before he could be mus- 
tered as a second lieutenant—the occasion did not really occur un- 
til thenext October, when the regiment was increased by recruits— 
I recommended his appointment as first lieutenant. That com- 
mission was made out, but was on board a vessel that was several 
weeks under water in Hampton Roads, so that it was a long time 
after he was commissioned before he was mustered as first lieu- 
tenant. 

This young man was a brave soldier and discharged his duty in 
the various positions he occupied with ability, and by reason of 
his long and faithful service he is justly entitled to this relief. A 
similar bill was introduced inthe last Congress and referred to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. The gentleman from Iowa 

Mr. Hutu], who, as lieutenant-governor of that State, had known 

r. Johnson when he was in the State senate, reported the bill 
favorably and it passed the House, but the time before adjourn- 
ment was too short to secure its passage in the Senate. The bill 
has been again reported by the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. HuLL]} 
from the Military Committee, and it comes before the House as 
one of the most meritorious measures, in relation to the correction 
of a military record, ever presented here. 

Mr. BYNUM. Mr. Speaker, this is only one of a class of bills. 
There are several such cases and I believe there ought to be gen- 
eral legislation instead of special, and therefore I object to the 
consideration of this bill now. 

EVENING SESSION DISPENSED WITH. 


Mr. MOSES. Iask unanimous consent that the session of to- 
night be dispensed with. 


| 
| 





ett 


Mr. BYNUM. It is suggested to me by a number of gentlemen 
that on account of the storm members will not be able to attend 
the session this evening. I therefore withdraw my objection. 

TheSPEAKER. Inthe absence of objection the order requested 
will be made. 

There was no objection. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

Mr. DOCKERY. I ask unanimous consent that the call of 
committees for reports be omitted, and that gentlemen having 
reports to present may file them with the Clerk. 

There being no objection, it was ordered accordingly. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Imovethat the House resolve itself into Com- 
mittee of the Whole on the state of the Union for the considera- 
tion of general appropriation bills. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The House accordingly resolved itself into Committee of the 
Whole, Mr. RicHarpson of Tennessee in the chair. 

The first business in order was the bill (H. R. 8665) making ap- 
propriations for the naval service for the fiscal year ending June 
30, 1896, and for other purposes. 

Mr. DOCKERY. With the consent of the Committee on Naval 
Affairs I ask that this bill be passed over. 

There was no objection. 

LEGISLATIVE APPROPRIATION BILL. 

The Committee of the Who!e then proceeded to the considera- 
tion of the bill (H. R. 8767) making appropriations for the legisla- 
tive, executive, and judicial expenses of the Government for the 
fiscal year ending June 30, 1896, and for other purposes. 

Mr. DOCKERY. I ask unanimous consent that the first or 
formal reading of this bill be dispensed with. 

There was no objection, and it was ordered accordingly. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Mr. Chairman, I desire to make a very brief 


statement. 
The total estimates for legislative, executive, and judicial ex- 
penses for the ensuing fiscal year amounted to $22,349,101.57. But 


that estimate failed to include $250,000 for special examiners, 
which the Secretary of the Interior intended to provide for; 
that the total estimates should have been $22,599,101.57. The 
appropriations for 1895 amounted to $21,367,623.29. So that the 
estimates for 1896 show an increase of §1,231,478.28 over the ap- 
propriations for 1895. The bill now before the committee carries 
$21,367,623.27, being $437,903.23 more than the appropriations for 
the current year. 

I have here statements, which I will submit, showing the reduc- 
tions made in this bill, which will amount to $463,637.10, the items 
of which are as follows: 


SU 





| No. 
Reductions under appropriations for 1895. | sala-| Amount Total. 
ries. 
| 
Senate: } 
Clerks to Committees on Woman Suffrage | 
and Mines and Mining, at $2,100 each, 
omitted; the amount for pages increased 
$3,640 on account of length of next session; i 
and for per diem folders $18 on account 
of additional day in next fiscal year, mak- | 
ing a net reduction of ..............-....-.-- lees OP ci eaias $542. 00 
House of Representatives: 
Clerks to session committees, reduced from | 
23 to 14 in number -.-......-. Silcding aiid cachtinnas | OP aaiie 
Library of Congress: } } 
For work on catalogue, omitted-.............. De Site es oe 2, 500. 00 
State Department: | 
PETUUN  ee  ee ace 2) $1,800.00 | 
Editing laws, from $3,000 to $2,000. ............|.-.... 1,000. 00 | 
—_——_-_-—_—-—_| © SOD. 00 
Treasury Department (except offices of Audi- 
tor for Treasury and Commissioner of Inter- 
nal Revenue), net reduction ...................- 7 .-| 82,179.10 
Mints and assay offices, net reduction-...........!.....- Te | 12,300.00 
Government in the Territories, net reduction. _.|__.._.! .-| 118,450.00 
War Department, net reduction.-................. Gir Betboicicurede i7, 100. 00 


State, War, and Navy building: | } 
Vuel, ight, and repairs........................ Di ' | 4, 120.00 
Interior Department (except expenses special | 
examiners in Pension Office), net reduction... tide ncnneeel 
Surveyors-general, contingent expenses, as es- | } 
an uh cchedaaliienihedscncens dunes ie | 
Post-Office Department, net reduction 
Court of Private Land Claims: 
By omission of provision for, after Decem- 
a | | RE Se ae ee 
By omission of special assistants provided 
for until December 31, 1895 





Court of Appeals, District of Columbia: — 


Clerical assistance for, as estimated 1, 500. 00 


Total reductions. ... | 463, 637.10 





I have alsoa statement showing the increases 
ing to $901,540.33, making the net increase (c: 


in the bill, amount- 
msisting of 159 sal- 
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aries) $437,903.23. The increases arise, as will be found on exam- 
ination of the statement which I submit, almost entirely from 
three items—the appropriations made necessary for the collection 
of the income tax, amounting to $493,390; the increased amount 
necessary to pay members’ clerks for the long session of Congress; 
and $250,000 for special examiners. 


No. 
Increases over appropriations for 1895. sala-| Amount. Total. 
ries. 











House of Representatives: 
For compensation of members, $3,000; for the 
y of session employees on account of 
ength of next session, net, $10,941.58; for 
pay of clerk hire to members, $133,858.75; 
making $147,800.33, less $11,000 reduction in 
a Te es CIDE. «oad. eas ci enced] coccncBe ccconecvas- $136, 800. 33 
Income tax collection: 
Clerks in office of Auditor for Treasury. --.-. 15 | $18,200.00 
Clerks in office of Commissioner of Internal 
BU OUIID os nihstiied alee ed ok ou eis 24 | 30,590.00 
Additional deputy collectors and expenses.| 303 | 408,600.00 
Additional revenue agents and expenses. -- 10 | 36,000.00 
—_—_—_|——_—_————| 498,390.00 
352 
Mints and assay offices: 
Additional clerk for mint at Denver.....-.-- 
Pension examiners: 
Per diem and traveling expenses, from 
$250,000 to $500,000 
Departmentof Justice: 
Additional clerical force for accounts divi- 
cs ia a aS ede cides 5 ladice lay Mil ae ie eonknnatente 17,050. 00 
Department of Labor: Net increase-..............|....-.!.........--- 700. 00 
Navy Department: Net increase, including in- 
crease of $7,000 for publishing Naval War Rec- 


~ 
‘ 
‘ 


RECAPITULATION, 











TE DUO 5, cman sash Kéb Ane weer ce nceiee arene sasneweyet | 363 | $901, 540.33 
SS TROTTER EE EE AL | 204 | 463,637.10 


I ait ae bandbas dnddenadcseibsucee cddaiimeilipctive 159 | 487,908.23 








Mr. Chairman, I now ask consent that general debate on this 
bill be considered as closed, with the understanding that if on any 
paragraph when reached there should be a desire for more ex- 
tended debate than would be allowed under the five-minute rule, 
the gentleman from Maine [Mr. DINGLEY] and myself will have 
no difficulty in arranging the matter. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Ido not wish at this time to make any re- 
marks in reference to the bill. I prefer to postpone my remarks 
until the paragraphs embracing certain changes shall be reached. 
The guatleman from South Dakota [Mr. PIicKLER] informs me 
that he would like to have thirty minutes. . 

Mr. PICKLER. I should like to occupy thirty or forty min- 
utes—perhaps not so much—but prefer to do so, if I can, when 
we reach the subject which I wish to discuss. 

Mr. DOCKERY. That will be all right. I presume the gen- 
tleman has reference to the appropriation for pension examiners? 

Mr. PICKLER. Yes, sir. 

Mr. DINGLEY. The understanding is, then, that when we 
reach certain provisions in the bill in which changes have been 
made there will be no objection to a reasonable time for debate? 

Mr. DOCKERY. Ido not think there wili be any trouble be- 
tween the gentleman from Maine and myself on that account. 
Of course. I do not want to open the door to debate without limit. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Not at all. ; 

Mr. DOCKERY. I think we can agree upon the time when we 
reach any item of the bill. 

Mr. DINGLEY. All right. I prefer to make any remarks I 
desire to submit when we reach the particular item in the bill. 

Mr. DOCKERY. I have no desire whatever to cut off any rea- 
sonable debate. : : ; 

Mr. PICKLER. It is understood if I should desire thirty or 
forty minutes during the pr of the bill that I can have it? 

Mr. DOCKERY. There wiil be no trouble about that. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection to the request of the 

entleman from Missouri that the general debate be now closed? 
. The Chair hears none. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE. What was the ment? 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Missouri asks unani- 
mous consent that all general debate be closed on the bill and that 
it be read by sections for amendment. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE. As I understood the colloquy, there 
‘was an agreement that when certain sections of the bill were read 
‘there might be debate beyond the time allowed under the five- 
; minute rule. 
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The CHAIRMAN. The Chair was not able to hear the colloquy 
to which the gentleman refers. 

Mr. DOCKERY. I stated that if more extended time was 
desired on any particular provision than the five-minute rule 
allowed the gentleman from Maine and myself would be able to 
reach some agreement, 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE. But that was not-made a part of the 
agreement in the committee. 

Mr. DOCKERY. I do not think there will be any trouble 
about it. 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Kentucky object 
to closing general debate on the bill? 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE. I do not. 

The CHAIRMAN. Then the Clerk will proceed to read the bill 
by paragraphs for amendment and debate. 

The Clerk proceeded to read the bill. Having reached the para- 
graph under the head of ‘‘ Congressional Directory,” on line 9—— 

_Mr. DOCKERY. Mr. Chairman, I move that the committee 
rise. 

The motion was agreed to, 

The committee accordingly rose; and the Speaker having re- 
sumed the chair, Mr. Richarpson of Tennessee reported that the 
Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union, having 
had under consideration the bill H. R. 8767, had come to no res- 
olution thereon. 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


A message from the Senate, by Mr. PLATT, one of its clerks, 
announced that the Senate had passed the bill (S. 273) for the 
immediate relief of the suffering poor in the District of Columbia; 
in which the concurrence of the House was requested. 


MESSAGE FROM THE PRESIDENT. 


A message in writing from the President of the United States 
was communicated to the House by Mr. PRUDEN, one of his secre- 
taries. 

THE GOLD RESERVE. 


The SPEAKER. Without objection, the Chair will submit to 
the House at this time the message of the President. 

The message was read, referred to the Committee on Ways and 
Means, and ordered to be printed Seay reading being accompanied 
by manifestations of applause on the floor. | 

It is as follows: 


To the Congress of the United States: 


Since my recent communication to the Congress, calling atten- 
tion to our financial condition and suggesting legislation which I 
deemed essential to our national welfare and credit, the anxiet 
and apprehension then existing in business circles have continued. 

As a precaution, therefore, against the failure of timely legis- 
lative aid through Congressional action, cautious preparations 
have been pending to employ to the best possible advantage, in 
default of better means, such executive authority as may, without 
additional legislation, be exercised for the purpose of reenforcing 
and maintaining in our Treasury an adequate and safe gold re- 
serve. 

In the judgment of those especially charged with this responsi- 
bility, the business situation is so critical and the legislative situ- 
ation is so unpromising, with the omission thus far on the part of 
Congress to beneficially enlarge the powers of the Secretary of the 
Treasury in the premises, as to enjoin immediate Executive action 
with the facilities now at hand. 

Therefore, ‘in pursuance of section 3700 of the Revised Statutes, 
the details of an arrangement have this day been concluded with 
parties abundantly able to fulfill their undertaking, whereby bonds 
of the United States, authorized under the act of July 14, 1875, 
payable in coin thirty years after their date, with interest at the rate 
of 4 per cent per annum, to the amount of a little less than $62,- 
400,000, are to be issued for the purchase of gold coin, amounting 
toasum slightly in excess of ,000,000, to be delivered to the 
Treasury of the United States, which sum, added to the gold now 
held in our reserve, will so restore such reserve as to make it 
amount to something more than $100,000,000. Such a premium is 
to be allowed to the Government upon the bonds as to fix the rate 
of interest ree the amount of gold realized at 3} per cent per 
annum. At least one-half of the gold to be obtained is to be sup- 
plied from abroad, which is a very important and favorable fea- 
ture of the transaction. 

The privilege is especially reserved, to the Government to sub- 
stitute at par within ten days from this date, in lieu of the 4 
cent coin bonds, other bonds in terms payable in gold and bearing 
only 3 per cent interest, if the issue of the same should in the 
meantime be authorized by the Congress. 

The arrangement thus completed, which, after careful inquiry, 
appears in present circumstances and considering all the objects 
desired to be the best attainable, develops such a difference in the 
estimation of investors between bonds made payable in coin and 
those specifically made payable in gold in favor of the latter as ia 
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represented by three-fourths of a cent in annual interest. 
agreement just concluded the annual saving in interest to the Gov- 
ernment, if 3 _ cent gold bonds should be substituted for 4 per 


cent coin bonds under the privilege reserved, would be $539,159, 
| in thirty years, or at the maturity of the coin bonds, to 
16,174,770. 

Of course there never should be a doubt in any quarter as to the 
redemption in gold of the bonds of the Government which are 
made payable in coin. Therefore, the discrimination, in the judg- 
ment of investors, between our bond obligations payable in coin 
and those specifically made payable in gold is very significant. It 
is hardly necessary to suggest that, whatever may be our views on 
the subject, the sentiments or preferences of those with whom we 
must negotiate in disposing of our bonds for gold are not subject 
to our dictation. 

I have only to add that in my opinion the transaction herein 
detailed for the information of the Congress promises better re- 
sulis than the efforts previously made in the direction of effectively 
adding to our gold reserve through the sale of bonds; and I be- 
lieve it will tend, as far as such action can in present circum- 
stances, to meet the determination expressed in the law repealing 
the silver-purchasing clause of the act of July 14, 1890, and that, 
in the language of such repealing act, the arrangement made will 
aid our efforts to ‘‘insure the maintenance of the parity in vaiue 
of the coins of the two metals and the equal power of every dollar 
at ali times in the markets and in the payment of debts.” 

GROVER CLEVELAND. 

EXECUTIVE Mansion, February 8, 1895. 

LEGISLATIVE APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. DOCKERY. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House resolve 
itself into Committee of the Whole for the further consideration of 
general appropriation bills. 

The motion was agreed to. ; . p 

The House accordingly resolved itself into Committee of the 
Whole, Mr. Ricuarpson of Tennessee in the chair. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will proceed with the reading of 
the bill. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

That the Speaker of the House of Representatives of the oe Con- 
gress shall, before the expiration of his term of service, appoint from among 
the Representatives-elect to the Fifty-fourth Congressa temporary committee 
on accounts, of three members, which said committee on accounts shall have 
the same powers and perform the same dutiesin reference to pemtendo 
from the contingent fund of the House of Representatives of the Fifty-fourth 
Congress as are now authorized by lawand rules of the present House of 
Representatives; and which said temporary committee on accounts shall be- 
gin to exercise its powers immediately upon the termination of this Congress, 
and shall continue to exercise and discharge said duties until after the meet- 
ing and organization of the House of Representatives of the Fifty-fourth 
Congress and until the appointment of the regular Committee on Accounts. 
And all payments made out of the contingent fund of the House of Rep- 
resentatives upon vouchers approved by said temporary committee on 
accounts shall be deemed, held, and taken, and are hereby declared to be, con- 
clusive upon all the Departments and auditing officers of the Government. 
And hereafter the Speaker of the House of Representatives of each sub- 
sequent Congress shall, before the termination of the last session of each 
Congress, a from the Representatives-elect, a temporary committee on 
accounts of three members, with similar powers and for the same purposes. 


Mr. PICKLER. I desire to reserve the point of order on the 
paragraph beginning with line 23, on page 10, down to and in- 
cluding line 23, on page 11, until we can hear some explanation of 
what this is intended to accomplish. It isa new provision of law. 

Mr. DOCKERY. The object is simply this: Under the new ac- 
counting system the disbursing officers are required to make 
prompt reports. They can not pay out any public moneys and 
consult their own convenience as to making reports. The dis- 
bursement of the contingent fund cf the House is under the super- 
vision of the committee on accounts. This body—the Honse of 
Representatives—is not a continuing body. At the end of every 
two years there is usually a vacancy of nine months, when the 
House is not in session, and it is necessary therefore to appoint 
temporarily a Committee on Accounts of three members to author- 
ize the payment of the contingent fund. 

The amount involved is small, only about $3,000, as I am in- 
formed, and goes to the washerwomen and laborers about the 
Capitol. 

Mr. PICKLER. How has it been done heretofore? 

Mr. DOCKERY. The disbursing officer has made up his ac- 
counts and then made his report to the Treasury at his conven- 
ience. He is now required to do so promptly under the new law, 

| and this is in the interest of the prompt payment of what is due 
to the laborers about the Capitol. 

Mr. PICKLER. I withdraw the point of order. 

oa apa me: . The Clerk will proceed with the reading of 
© bill. 
The Clerk, continuing the reading of the bill, read as follows: 


For mileage, $130,000. 
For com tion of the om, clerks, messengers, and others in the 
service of House of Representatives, $385,297.22. 


Mr. HUNTER. Mr. Chairman, I see here an item for mile- 
,age, $130,000, and for compensation of officers, clerks, messen- 


<o~w <= we 


ers, and others in the service of the House of Representatives, 

85,297.32. 

I find that for the same service, apparently, for the Senate, the 
compensation for clerks, messengers, and others was $425,700, 
making about $100,000 more paid for clerical services and neces- 
sary expenses of the Senate than is paid by the House. I should 
like to have an explanation of that from the chairman of the com- 
mittee. 

Mr. DOCKERY. As far as the mileage is concerned, that is 
fixed by law. 

Mr. HUNTER. The mileage is not included in the question 
that lask. I wish to know about the compensation of officers, 
clerks, etc. 

Mr. DOCKERY. I will simply state to the gentleman that it is 
the old contest between the Senate and the House, whichis known 
to everybody. We all understand that the force carried at the 
other end of the Capitol is very much larger and at a larger com 
pensation than the force at this end of the Capitol. The Senate 
claims the right to fix their own affairs, and it is a contest that 
has gone on for perhaps fifty years. I suppose it will go on for the 
next fifty years, and the end of each repeated contest will be that 
the Senate will get what they claim to be their right, to fix the 
compensation and number of their own employees. 

Mr. HUNTER. While I am perfectly willing to concede to 
the Senate the right to ask for appropriations for the various per 
sons employed there, and to ask that the various places be filled 
under their regulations, yet at the same time it seems to me that 


| there is such a discrepancy here, when this House cortainly ought 


to cost a great deal more than the Senate for the transaction of 
its business of this character, that we ought here and now to 
settle this matter so that there would be at least some sort of 
parity between the Senate and the House in this question of ex- 
penditure. 

Mr. DOCKERY. 
amendment. 

Mr. HUNTER. Iask for an explanation. 

Mr. DOCKERY. It is the old fight, known to every member 
here. If the gentleman wants my opinion, I think the Senate 


I understand the gentleman has offered no 


have too many employees, and that they are paid too much. That 
is my judgment. 

Mr. MONEY. The House has always thought that. 

Mr. DOCKERY. The House has always thought that. This 
House is no exception to the rule. The House under all adminis 


trations has antagonized that policy, but the Senate have alway, 
insisted upon fixing the number and compensation of their own 
employees. 


tr. DINGLEY. We havealways been compelled to admit that 


the Senate could control its own domestic concerns andthe House 
its own domestic concerns. 
Mr. DOCKERY. That has always been the result. 


The Clerk, resuming the reading of the bill, read as follows: 
Office of the Clerk: For Clerk of the House of Representatives, incl 
compensation as disbursing officer of the contingent fund, $5,000; anc 
of horses and wagonsand cartage forthe use of the Clerk’s office 
much thereof as may be necessary; for Chief Clerk, Journal Cler 
reading clerks, at $3,600 each, and for the Journal Clerk for preparing Dices 
of the Rules, $1,000 per annum; tally clerk, $3,000; for printing and bill: . 
and disbursing clerk, at $2,500 each; for file clerk and enrolling clerk, at $2.2 
each; for assistant disbursing clerk, assistant enrolling clerk, resolution und 
petition clerk, newspaper clerk, index clerk, assistant journal clerk, and libra 

rian, at $2,000 each; for distributing clerk, stationery clerk, and two assistar 
librarians, at $1,800 each; for one bookkeeper and seven clerks, at $1,600 each 
for document clerk and locksmith, at $1.440each; two messengers in the House 
library, at $1,314 each; telegraph operator and assistant file clerk, at $1.20) 
each; one page, one laborer in the bathroom, and four laborers, at $720 eac} 
one assistant index clerk, during the session and ninety-two days after 
close, three hundred and four days, at $6 per day, $1,824; one page in the« 
rolling room, and messenger in the Chief Clerk's office, at $720 each; in all 


Mr. DOCKERY. I offer the amendment which I send to the 
Clerk’s desk. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


On page 13, after line 5, insert the following: 

“That hereafter the engrossing and enrolling of bills and joint resotutions 
of either House of Congress shall be done in accordance with the concurrent 
resolution adopted by the Fifty-third Congress at its first session, November 
1, 1893: Provided, 'That during the last six days of a session such encrossing 
and enrolling of bills and joint resolutions may be done otherwise than as pre- 
scribed in said concurrent resolution, upon the order of Congress by con 
rent resolution.” 


Mr. CANNON of Dlinois. I shouid like to ask a question, so 
that I may reserve a point of order if I desire to. 
Mr. BRECKINRIDGE. I was going to suggest that instead of 


y hy 





if 
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it being done by joint resolution, it were better tu have it done, | 
will suggest to the chairman of the committee, by the joint order 
of the identof the Senate and the Speaker of the House 


Mr. DOCKERY. 
rent resolution. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE. Than by any resolution. 

Mr. DOCKERY. I think I can explain it. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE. It seems to me it would be better to 
let it be done by the joint order of the presiding officers of the 


It is not a joint resolution. It is a concur- 
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two Houses than by resolution of the two Houses themselves, be- 
cause such a resolution will take time. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Iwanttosay simply this: That this continues 
the present system of engrossing and enrolling bills by printing, 
but allows, during the last week of the session, the two bodies by 
concurrent resolution, if there should be an emergency, to employ 
the old methods. There might be such an emergency as would 
make it necessary toemploy the old method. This simply contin- 
ues the present method of engrossing and enrolling bills by print- 
ing, except that it provides that, during the last week of the ses- 
sion, when everything is in a rush, the two bodies by concurrent 
resolution may provide for a modification of the system, if necessary. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE. If there should arise such an emer- 
gency, why not let it be met in the discretion of the President of 
the Senate and the Speaker of the House? Why not let them do it. 

Mr. DOCKERY. For thisreason: Itis thought the better policy 
now to provide for that by concurrent resolution. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE. I have no objection. The emergency 
arises pretty quickly, especially in connection with appropriation 
bills, at the close of the session. . 
oar DOCKERY. That would bea privileged resolution in either 

y. 

Mr. DINGLEY. In other words, Mr. Chairman, the concur- 
rent resolution that was adopted by the House and the Senate 
simply applies to the present Congress, and this provision is to 
continue this printing method of enrolled and engrossed bills in 
the future which has worked so well. And I want to say with 
reference to that method that not a single error has occurred in 
consequence of it; and wherever an error has occurred it has been 
through some officers or one or other of the two Houses. There 
is a general desire to make this arrangement permanent in the 
future. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair understood the gentleman from 
Illinois [Mr. CANNON] to make a point of order. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. Upon the statement of the gentle- 
man from Maine, and the gentleman from Missouri also, I will not 
insist upon the point of order. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

For superintendent of document room, at the rate of $2,000 per annum, and 


for two laborers, at the rate of r annum each, until December 2, 1895, 
or until the assembling of the first session of the Fifty-fourth Congress, 


$1,600.55. 
Mr. DOCKERY. I desire to offer an amendment. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


On page 7, after line 11, insert the following: 

“For two laborers, now authorized under a resolution to be employed in the 
office of the Clerk from March 4, 1895, to June 30, 1896, inclusive, at $60 per 
month, $1,909.56.” 


Mr. DOCKERY. That is pursuant to an order of the House. 

The CHAIRMAN, If there be no objection the amendment 
will be considered as agreed to. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Clerks and messengers to committees: For clerk to the Committee on Ways 
and Means, $3,000: assistant clerk, $1,600; peemneness $1,000; clerk to the Commit- 
tee on Appropriations, $3,000; assistant clerk, $1,600; messenger, $1,000; clerks to 
Committees on Accounts, Agriculture, Claims, District of Columbia, Elec- 
tions, Foreign Affairs, Interstate and Foreign Commerce, Indian Affairs, In- 
valid Pensions, Judiciary, Merchant Marine and Fisheries, Military Affairs, 
Naval Affairs, Post-Office and Post-Roads, Public Buildings and Grounds, 
Public Lands, Rivers and Harbors, War Claims, and clerk to continue Digest 
of Claims under resolution of March 7, 1888, at $2,000 each; and for assistant 
clerk to the Committee on War Claims, $1,200; in all, $50,400. 


Mr. PICKLER. I move to strike out the last word. I would 
like to inquire of the gentleman in very of the bill how many 
less clerks are provided for committees than heretofore. 

Mr. DOCKERY. There are 9 less, including 5 assistant clerks. 
They are usually provided for by resolution at the first session of 
each Congress. 

Mr. PICKLER. How many less does the gentleman say are 
provided for? 

Mr. DOCKERY. Nine less. 

Mr. DINGLEY. The annual clerks are just the same. In the 
paragraph following the reduction of session clerks is made. 

Mr. PICKLER. withdraw the pro forma amendment. 

Mr. DINGLEY. I desire to say that the annual clerks which 
are provided for in this bill are precisely as they stand in the cur- 
rent law. There has been an application made to the Committee 
on Appropriations to give an annual clerk to the Committee on 
Banking and Currency, but the committee did not feel authorized 
to make any recommendation for that, the House not having acted 
upon it. Therefore the annual clerks stand precisely as in the 
current law. There is a reduction in the next p ph in the 
number of session clerks—5 clerks and 4 assistant clerks. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

For 14 clerks to committees, at $6 each per day during the session, $17,808. 

Mr. PICKLER. I move to strike out the last word. 

Now, as I understand the gentleman in charge of the bill, there 
are 8 less assistant per diem clerks provided for here. 


Mr. DINGLEY. Nine less. 
Mr. DOCKERY. Nine less are provided for under this para- 


graph. 

Mr. PICKLER. Are these the clerks that heretofore have been 
used as assistant clerks to committees? 

Mr. DOCKERY. They are usually provided for by resolution, 
to be paid out of the contingent fund, at the first session of each 
Congress. When it desires to furnish the committees with addi- 
tional assistance Congress passes a resolution providing for their 
payment out of the contingent fund; and then at the second ses- 
sion the salaries for those assistant clerks to committees are pro- 
vided for in the legislative bill. 

Mr. PICKLER. Then, if this reduction is made, it will take 
away that many assistants from these committees. 

Mr. DOCKERY. It does for the time. But the practice isthat 
each Congress determines for itself what number of assistant 
clerks it desires. 

Mr. PICKLER. As I understand, when members were pro- 
vided with individual clerks, quite a large number of these com- 
mittees were deprived of clerks. It was considered that the mem- 
ber’s clerk could take care of them. 

Mr. DOCKERY. That is right; and instead of these 9 assist- 
ants we give 9 additional clerks to members. 

Mr. PICKLER. I think the members ought to have annual 
clerks, just like the Senate. 

A MemBer. That is right. 

Mr. DOCKERY. That is not the issue here. 

Mr. PICKLER. But we might adopt that issue. There are a 
number of these committees that can not get along without clerks, 
and it is a saving to the Government for a member of a committee 
to have an individual clerk. The Agricultural Department has 
lessened its expense quite largely, as I understand, because mem- 
bers are now provided with clerks, and that Department is not re- 
quired to do the work that they had done heretofore. 

Mr. DOCKERY. We have simply provided for 14 clerks to the 
committees, and that does not interfere at all with the annual 
clerkships. 

Mr. PICKLER, Iam interested in this. Being a member of 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions, I know we need clerical as- 
sistance. My point is, whether in the next Congress members 
will have to get along without that assistance. 

Mr. DOCKERY. It is left for each Congress to determine what 
clerical assistance it wants. 

Mr. PICKLER. I do not understand—it may be my-inability— 
where this reduction is to be made. 

Mr. DOCKERY. I will illustrate: Suppose, which is not alto- 
gether unlikely, that the gentleman from South Dakota [Mr. 
PiCKLER] should be chairman of the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions in the next House. He would doubtless offer a resolution 
providing that the committee be allowed one or two additional 
clerks, to be paid out of the contingent fund of the House. That 
resolution would be reported by the Committee on Accounts and 
would doubtless be agreed to, as such resolutions generally are, 
and the committee would have its assistant clerks, as it has had 
in the — 

Mr. PICKLER. But why should we not provide on this bill 
now for annual clerks for members and be done with it? 

Mr. DOCKERY. Because the custom has always been to allow 
each a to determine for itself what additional clerical service 
it needs. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. The gentleman from Missouri misappre- 
hends the question of the gentleman from South Dakota. He asks 
why not provide annual clerks for members now? 

r.DOCKERY. I did not understand the gentleman’s inquiry 
in that way. That is another question oniarey. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Mr. Chairman, it is perhaps proper that the 
committee should fully understand just the change that the pro- 
vision in the bill makes. Five session clerks to committees that 
now have them are dropped under this bill. Those are the Com- 
mittees on Mines and Mining, on the Revision of the Laws, on 
the Library, on the Election of President and Vice-President, and 
on Arid Lands. One assistant clerk is dropped from the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs, 1 from another committee, and 2 as- 
sistant clerks are dropped from the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. This makes 9 in all that are dropped, leaving 1 annual 
clerk to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and also the clerk 
that is ordinarily detailed from the Pension Office. Of course, as 
to assistant clerks, the next House will undoubtedly take care of 
that, but as to these five committees whose per diem clerks are 
dropped by the pending provision, 5 additional clerks will be 
given to the members. 

The whole question lies right here. Since the original distribu- 
tion of committees at the beginning of the last Congress, by a 
joint resolution of Congress all members who do not have a clerk 
as chairman of a committee have been provided with clerks at 
the rate of $100 per month during the session. In view of that 
fact the committee have dropped these 5 committee clerks, on 








1895. 


the ground that it does not appear that the committees by whom 
they are employed have had any business of consequence during 
the life of this Congress. The only difference, of course, is in this 
respect: if the chairman of a committee has a per diem clerk, the 
compensation of that clerk will be $80 a month more than that 
of his session clerk would be under the resolution adopted at the 
beginning of the present Congress. In either case the chairman 
obtains the clerk, the difference being only in the compensation. 

The simple question is whether or not the per diem clerks for 
the five committees that I have named shall be dropped, and the 
chairmen of those committees, in pursuance of law, be each al- 
lowed a clerk at $100a month. Otherwise there would be the same 
number of clerks to whom a compensation of $80 a month more 
would be paid. The question is whether, in view of the fact that 
we now by law give every memberaclerk, we shall drop clerks for 
the chairmen of the committees where it appears that those com- 
mittees are doing little or no business. 

Mr. BARTLETT. Ishouldliketoask the gentleman from Maine 
what committees lose their session clerks under this bill? 

Mr. DINGLEY. I have already named them: The Committee 
on Mines and Mining, the Committee on Revision of the Laws, the 
Committee on the Library, the Committee on Election of President 
and Vice-President, and the Committee on Arid Lands. 

Mr. BARTLETT. I want to say a word as to the proposition 
to deprive the Committee on the Library of its clerk. I have the 
honor to be chairman of that committee now, but I shall not be 
in the next Congress. The session clerk receives $186 a month in- 
stead of the $100 which he would receive if he were my private 
secretary. It is claimed that the committee does no work. That 
isanerror. Wedo have meetings and we havea great deal of busi- 
ness before us, and the only reason that we have not reported 
many bills at this session has been that we have refrained from 
doing so out of deference to the wishes of the Committee on Ap- 
propriations, by whom we were told that they would allow no 
appropriation whatever of such a nature to go through. The ag- 
gregate of the bills before our committee amounts probably to 
hundreds of thousands of dollars, if not toa million. Those bills 
come from almost every part of the Union, from nearly every 
State—North, South, East, and West. Now, I submit that to de- 
prive a committee of that character of its session clerk is an error 
= the side of niggardly policy, and Ido not think it should be 

one. 

Mr. HULL. Mr. Chairman, as I understand, thisreduction does 
not mg oe: this Congress. 

Mr. GLEY. o; to the next Congress. 

Mr. HULL. There are 19 of these committee clerks that this 
Congress has had, and you propose to reduce the number by 5. 
Now, I want to suggest to my friend from Maine that by this 
— he thrusts upon the next Congress the burden of coming in 

ere with a resolution from each committee asking for a clerk. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Provided they decide to do so. 

Mr. HULL. You do that, and that policy will make it appear 
that the next Congress{is increasing the number of clerks, when 
as a matter of fact it will be asking only for the number that this 
Congress has. 

Mr. DINGLEY. But those clerks were obtained by joint reso- 
lution at the beginning of this Congress. 

Mr. HULL. But we shall be met with the charge that we are 
trying to increase the number of our clerks, when, in fact, we 


shall only be restoring the old number. Mr. Chairman, I move 
to amend by striking out “fourteen” and inserting ‘‘twenty- 
three.” If this amendment should be adopted, I shall follow it 


with an increase of the amount appropriated, so as to leave these 
clerks just as they stand in the present Congress. 

The CHAIRMAN. The paragraph to which that amendment 
applies has not been read. 

Mr. HULL. Let it be read, then. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Is there any amendment pending? I should 
like this discussion to proceed in order. 

Mr. PICKLER. I suggest that by unanimous consent, before 
we pass to anew paragraph, we return to the top of page 18, to con- 
sider the matter of members’ clerks and see whether we can not 
settle it. I have an amendment in reference to that matter. 

Mr. DOCKERY. If anything should occur making it necessary 
in the rearrangement of paragraphs passed over, that can be re- 
turned to by consent. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will read the next paragraph. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

For 14 clerks to committees, at $6 each per day, during the session, $17,808, 

Mr. HULL. I now move to amend by striking out ‘‘ fourteen” 
and inserting ‘‘ twenty-three,” so as to provide for 23 clerks to 
committees, etc. 

I offer this amendment, Mr. Chairman, because the number 
which I propose to insert is the number of clerks which our com- 
mittees have had heretofore and the number which we have at 
the present time. The proposition in effect is that the committees 
shall have their per diem clerks in the Fifty-fourth Congress just 
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as they have them now. There is no reason why this Congress 
should start out to handicap the next Congress as to the number 
of its committee clerks. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Allow me to say that the last Congress had 
34 of these session clerks; and this Congress has dispensed with 
11 of those clerkships, which were useless. 

Mr. HULL. The presumption is that this is a very economical 
Congress, and that it has reduced its force to the lowest number 
consistent with the interest of the public service. When this 
Congress reduced the number from 34 to 23 it made all the reduc- 
tion in its judgment necessary. I think the gentleman in charge 
of this bill, the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. DockEry], ought 
to concede that if we in this Congress have reduced the number of 
clerks from 34 to 23, the presumption is that we have done the 
best that could be done. Why should we now try to cut down 
the force of the next Congress or compel the committees in that 
Congress to come in with resolution after resolution, fighting each 
question separately, to determine whether they shall have the 
same number of clerks that we have in this Congress, thus sub- 
jecting its committees to the false criticism of unusual clerical 
force. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Certainly the gentleman did not hear the ex- 
planation I made a while ago. 

Mr. HULL. Oh, yes, I did; but what I am considering is the 
effect of your action, not your explanation. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Thecustom, so far at least as assistant clerks 
are concerned, is to let each House determine for itself the num- 
ber of assistant clerks it shall have. This House determined that 
question for itself; former Houses have done so; and the Fifty- 
fourth Congress ought to be allowed to do the same. 

Mr. HULL. The Fifty-second Congress did not reduce the num- 
ber below 23. 

Mr. DOCKERY. They made a reduction from 34 to 23. 

Mr. HULL. And stopped at that. 

Mr. DOCKERY. That was done by unanimous vote. 

Mr. HULL. And 23 has stood as the number for this Congress? 

Mr. DOCKERY. Yes, sir. 

Mr. HULL. And now you propose to reduce the number to 14, 
and the presumption is that you are handicapping the next Coa- 
gress. 

Mr. DOCKERY. No, we can not handicap the next Congress 
because this is a matter which, according to custom, each House 
determines for itself. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. For what Congress are we making provision 
in this bill? 

Mr. DOCKERY. For the first session of the next Congress. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. Then why does the gentleman say that this 
does not affect the next Congress? 

Mr. DOCKERY. Iexplained a while ago to the gentleman from 
South Dakota, and have since explained to the gentleman from 
Towa, that, so far as the number of assistant clerks is concerned, 
it is a matter which, according to custom, has always been left to 
be determined by each House for itself. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. But it seems that in this case we are under- 
taking to determine it for the next House. 

Mr. DOCKERY. My proposition is that we shall not do so; 


that we provide for the essential committee clerkships and allow 
the next House to determine for itself how many assistant clerks 
shall be appointed. 

Mr. HULL. I do not understand, Mr. Chairman, that this is 


confined to assistant clerks; as I understand, we are striking out 

five committee clerks as well as a number of assistant clerks. We 

strike out five committee clerks absolutely. The gentleman from 

Missouri talks as though the proposition in the bill affected sim- 

ply the assistant clerks. That is not the fact; it affects clerks of 
oth classes, and places the next Congress at a disadvantage. 

Mr. DOCKERY. If I was so understood I wish to qualify that 
statement, because there are some session clerks included. 

Mr. HULL. Five session clerks, as I understand, and 4 assist- 
ant clerks. 

Mr. DOCKERY. The gentleman is right as to that. But I 
want to say to the gentleman that the House has stricken out 
11 clerks to useless committees already. This is a matter that, 
so far as I am concerned, I am willing, and in the committee 
was also willing, to leave to the minority of the committee, be- 
cause it is a matter that refers to the next House. I left ittogen- . 
tlemen representing the minority, and the bill comes before the 
House in this form with their approval. 

Mr. HULL. I think it would be better grace to let the next 
House determine that question for itself, rather than for this House 
to undertake to do it. 

Mr. DOCKERY. But of course we are compelled to make the 
law at this session. 

Mr. HULL. Oh, yes; you can make the law; Iam perfectly 
willing for that. But do not undertake to limit the next House 
in this manner. 

Iam perfectly willing, Mr. Chairman, to let this go over until 
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we reach the paragraph referred to by the gentleman from South 
Dakota. 
Mr. DOCKERY. Very well; let it be passe! over for the 
present. ; . ‘ 

The CHAIRMAN. Without objection, that will be done. 

There was no objection. 

The CHAIRMAN, The Clerk will proceed with the reading of 
the bill. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

For clerk hire, Members and Delegates, House of Representatives: To pay 
Members and Delegates the amount which ay certify they have paid or 
agreed to pay for clerk hire necessarily employ: by them in the discharge 


of their official and representative duties, as provided in the joint resolution 
approved March 3, 1893, $230,889.15, or so much thereof as may be necessary. 


Mr. BARTLETT. I offer the amendment I send to the desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

On page 18 strike out all after the word “ Representatives” in line 2,down 
to and including the word ‘“necessary’’ in line 9, and insert: 


“Por annual clerks to Members who are not chairmen of committees, and 
to Delegates from Territories, at $1,200 each, from and after March 4, 1885 **°-—— 


Cries of ‘‘ Vote!” ‘* Vote!” 
r. DOCKERY. I feel constrained to raise the point of order 
upon that. [Cries of ‘‘No!” and ‘‘ Vote! ”] 

Mr. BARTLETT. Mr. Chairman—— 

The CHAIRMAN. Thegentleman from Missouri, as the Chair 
understands, makes the point of order against the amendment. 

Mr. PICKLER. Oh, I hope the gentleman will not do that. 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Missouri desire 
to be heard upon the point of order? ; 

Mr. DOCKERY. No; I will simply submit it. 

The CHAIRMAN, Thenthe Chair overrules the point of order, 
and submits the amendment. 

The Chair proceeded to submit the question; and announced that 
the ayes seemed to have it. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE. I rise to offer an amendment to the 
amendment. 

Mr. PICKLER. I make the point that it is too late to offer an 
amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair thinks the gentleman has aright 
to submit an amendment at this time. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE. I move to strike out of the amendment 
of the gentleman from New York the words “ eighteen hundred 
and ninety-five” and insert in lieu thereof the words ‘‘ from the 
day the Fifty-fourth Congress assembles.” 

I go out of Congress and have no personal interest in the mat- 
ter. Il offer this amenment; and I can speak from experience as 
to the propriety of its adoption. I do not think that members of 
Congress ought to have clerks assigned to them prior to the or- 
ganization of Congress. I think it is not proper in any sense of 
the word, nor is it necessary; but when Congress assembles then 
I believe the services of the clerk are required, his compensation 
ought to begin, and that the need of a clerk during a recess be- 
tween the sessions is as great as it is while Congress is in session. 
I think the proper thing to do is to let the clerk's salary begin on 
the day the Congress assembles and continue until the expiration 
of the Congress. Thatisa fair and proper thing, and that is what 
is proposed im the amendment I make to the amendment of the 

tleman from New York. To provide clerks for members be- 

ore they have to be here and do not need to make any arrange- 

ments requiring such assistance seems to me to be entirely un- 
necessary and improper. 

Mr. McCREARY of Kentucky. Iask for the reading of the 
amendment of the gentleman from New York and the amendment 
tothe amendment proposed by the gentleman from Kentucky. 

The amendment of Mr. BARTLETT was again read. 

Mr. PICKLER. Mr. Chairman, what is this amendment? 

The CHAIRMAN. This is the amendment of the gentleman 
from New York [Mr. BartLetrt]. 

Mr. PICKLER. That has been already adopted. 

Mr. HOPKINS of Illinois. I make the point of order that the 
committee has already voted upon that amendment and agreed 


it. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the amendment to 
the amendment — by the gentleman from Kentucky. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Strike out the words “ March 4,1895” and insert “from the day the Fifty- 
fourth Congress assembles.” 

Mr. PICKLER. I make the point of order on the amendment. 
I want to know how an amendment can be offered to an amend- 
ment that has been already adopted. The committee had voted 
on the amendment of the gentleman from New York. 

The CHAIRMAN. The committee was voting on the amend- 
ment, but the Chair had not announced the result. The gentle- 
man from Kentucky rose in time, although the Chair was just on 
the point of announcing the vote. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE. I wish to modify my amendment, to 
strike out of the amendment of the gentleman from New York 
the word “ annual ” also. 





The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Kentucky will submit 
his amendment in writing. 

Mr. McMILLIN. Mr. Chairman, as I occupy a little different 
situation from that of my friend from Kentucky who offers the 
amendment, I feel that I can, without any passion or prejudice in 
the matter, address myself to it, unhampered by the fact that I 
am not in the next Congress. 

I happen to be of that number who will be members of the next 
Congress. I believe that, if the amendment of the gentleman from 
New York is to be adopted and this clerical place is to be made 
more permanent, the amendment of the gentleman from Kentucky 
ought to prevail. 

There is no sufficient reason why we should make an appropri- 
ation of over a third of a million dollars now for the purpose of 
giving clerks tomembers for the nine months to intervene between 
the 4th of March and the 1st of December. If I have made a cor- 
rect mental calculation, that is about what it would take to meet 
this proposition of the gentleman from New York. Now, I be- 
lieve that if we are to adopt the amendment offered by the gen- 
tleman from New York, that of the gentleman from Kentucky 
[Mr. BRECKINRIDGE] ought to prevail. What reason is there for 
each member of the House keeping a clerk at $1,200 a year, dur- 
ing the recess? 

I know the great duties that devolve upon members during the 
session, but in making provision for them under existing law we 
ought to be careful not to make any more expensive drafts upon 
the Treasury than we can avoid. I shall therefore favor the 
amendment of the gentleman from Kentucky as a substitute for 
the amendment of the gentleman from New York; but I am op- 
posed to both, and T shall vote against giving annual clerks in 
any shape, form, or fashion. The present law allows clerk hire 
for members during the session. The amendment of the gentle- 
man from New York converts these clerkships to annual places at 
twelve-hundred-dollar salaries. The present law givesa clerk only 
to those members who are not chairmen of committees which have 
aclerk. Butthis goes stillfurther and gives a clerk to every mem- 
ber for nine months when Congress is notin session. It should 
not be adopted. 

Mr. DOCKERY. I am entirely willing that the House shall 
have a chance to vote on this proposition, because it is a matter 
which relates to the convenience and comfort of the House; but I 
am opposed to this proposition for annual clerks. I do not believe 
itis wise. I do not believe it is sound policy to provide clerks for 
members for the nine months when the House is not in session. 
I know there is seemingly a strong claim in equity, becatise the 
other body is provided with annual clerks; but I confess frankly, 
Mr. Chairman, that if this proposition should prevail I can not 
understand what use I would have for a clerk during the nine 
months. I am unwilling, and I trust that this House will not 
support the proposition, to give annual clerks to members during 
= when those clerks can have no official duties to dis- 
charge. 

Mr. DOOLITTLE. I suppose it would be within the power of 
every member, under this provision, to employ a clerk during 
such time as he needed his services, and certify just the amount 
actually paid. 

Mr. DOCKERY. While that is true, I want to say another 
thing, if the gentleman will allow me. While Iam opposed to 
annual clerks and shall vote against this proposition, because Ido 
not see how I can use a clerk during the vacation, I do believe 
that some amendment ought to be made to existing law in respect 
to the employment of these clerks. The members of this body 
and the body that is to follow ought not to be under the suspicion, 
by the terms of the law now on the statute books, of using any of 
the fund for our own purposes. 

Several Mempers. That is right. 

Mr. DOCKERY. I think that provision ought to be changed in 
some respect, because we ought to avoid the suspicion and the 
very appearance of any provision that would make any part of this 
sum payable to the members of the House for their own use. 
While I think there ought to be an amendment to that statute by 
which we should each have a clerk during the session, I do not be- 
lieve that the business committed to the members of this House 
warrants them in having annual clerks during the vacation. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE. I rise for the purpose of putting my 
amendment in the shape of a substitute. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the provision which 
is offered as a substitute, as the Chair understands it. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


For clerks to Members who are not chairmen of committees, and to Dele- 
tes, $100 per month, from the day the Fifty-fourth Congress meets until 
arch 4, 1897. 
Mr. PICKLER. Let me askthe gentleman from Kentucky—— 
The CHAIRMAN. The Chair must recognize the gentleman 
from New York a. BARTLETT], who offers the first amendment, 
Mr. BART . I should like to say a few wor¢s in favor of 
the amendment which I have offered. ere is no man in thi 
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House who is more in favor of true economy or economical man- 
agement thanIam. But I believe for one that we should either 
have no clerks at all or that we should have annual clerks. 
Several MEMBERS. That is right. 
Mr. BARTLETT. I for one donot care whether I have a clerk 


or secretary or not, but if I have a clerk or secretary I think he 
should be anannualclerk. Now, I was unaware, until I heard the 
gentleman from Kentucky and the gentleman from Missouri an- 
nounce it, that the Fifty-fourth Congress could not possibly meet 
until December next. at is the first authoritative intimation 
that I have had that there was no possible danger under any cir- 
cumstances whatever of an extra session. 

Mr. McMILLIN. Will the gentleman permit me right there? 

Mr. BARTLETT. No; Ican not. Now, let us see how abso- 
lutely illogical the substitute offered by the gentleman from Ken- 
tucky [Mr. BrREcKINRIDGE] is. The present system is right or 
the amendmeut that I offer is right. edo not want any such 
hybrid plan as that offered by the gentleman from Kentucky. 
What does he suggest? He says that this annual salary shall com- 
mence on the first day of the first session of the Fifty-fourth Con- 
gress, and then continue as an annual salary until the 4th of 
March, 1897. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. This bill does not go beyond June 30, 1896. 

Mr. BARTLETT. What logicis there in the gentleman’s prop- 
osition? If weare to have annual clerks, those clerks should come 
into official existence with the inception of the new Congress. 

Now, gentlemen, I say to you that I have fought appropriations 
whenever I have thought them to be unjust. But I believe this 
is a just amendment, which should receive the support of this 
body and that it will receive it on both sides of the een 

Mr. McCREARY of Kentuc Mr. Chairman, for many years 
the members of this House no clerks during the session of 
Congress. When members of this House debated the question 
and passed the amendment which gave to each member a clerk 
the argument presented was that while we, as Representatives, 
were attending to our duties as Congressmen we needed clerks to 
assist us with our correspondence, etc. That was the main argu- 
ment presented then. I believe now that we should adhere to that 
position. I am satisfied that each member of Congress needs a 
clerk when Congress is in session; but I do not believe that mem- 
bers’ clerks ought to be paid when Congress is not in session. I 
believe, also, that instead of requiring a member of Congress to 
certify, as he is now required, there should be a change in the law, 
so that each clerk be allowed a certain amount while Congress is 
in session. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Will the gentleman allow me to offer a sub- 
stitute for both propositions? 

Mr. McCREARY of Kentucky. I yield, as I have said all I 
desired to say. 

The CHAIRMAN. One substitute is already pending. The 
gentleman from Kentucky has offered a substitute for the pend- 
ing amendment; therefore another substitute will not be in order. 

Mr. McMILLIN. I.ask consent to have the proposition of the 
gentleman from Missouri, chairman of the subcommittee in charge 
of the bill, read. 

The CHAIRMAN. 

Mr. McMILLIN. 
consent. 

The CHAIRMAN. That is not in order unless it is properly 
offered, if it is offered as a substitute. 

Mr. McMILLIN. But, Mr. Chairman, I asked the Chair to ask 
consent of the committee that the amendment proposed by the 
gentleman from Missouri be read; and I think it is due him. 

The CHAIRMAN. If the gentleman offers it as a substitute it 
can not be entertained. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Mr. Chairman—— 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will recognize the gentleman 
from Missouri. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. He can read itin his own time. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman can read it in hisown time. 

Mr. DOCKERY. In my own time I will have this read, to be 
offered as a substitute at the proper time. I understood the prop- 
ooo of the gentleman from Kentucky was offered as an amend- 
ment. 

The CHAIRMAN. It is a substitute. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Then I ask to have read in my time the sub- 
stitute I will offer as soon as I can do so. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Strike out all after the word “ Representatives,” in line 2, down to and in- 
cluding line 9, on page 18, and insert the following: 

“For clerks to members who are not chairmen of committees entitled to 
have clerks and to Delegates from Territories, at the rate of $100 per month 


each during the session of Congress, $230,889.15, or so much thereof as may be 
necessary.”’ 


Mr.PICKLER. That is the law now. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the substitute offered by 
the gentleman from Kentucky. 

Mr. DE ARMOND. Mr. Chairman, there is embodied-—— 


That motion is not in order. 
I am not making a motion, I am only asking 





Mr. HOOKER of Mississippi. I hope thatthe Chair will be able 
to procure better order. 

e CHAIRMAN. The Chair has failed to get better order. 
The Chair can not control members, but can only appeal to them. 
The gentleman from Missouri is recognized. 

Mr. DE ARMOND. Mr. Chairman, there is embodied in the 
rules of this House a provision to the effect that an amendment 
changing existing law shall not be admissible upon an appropria- 
tion bill unless it lessens the amount carried by the bill. I have 
known that provision to be successfully invoked time and time 

in for the economical purpose of saving five or ten dollars or 
a hundred dollars; but for the first time, so far as I know, in the 
history of this House or the Congress which preceded it, that 
proposition has been offered, in a pro forma way, as a point of 
order against an amendment here proposed which would take 
out of the Treasury between next March and next December 
$300,000 or $400,000; and it has been handled in a way to invoke 
an overruling of it. The point of order has been overruled, and 
we stand here under a decision of the Chair that a proposition 
to change the law by amendment to an appropriation bill, so as to 
provide for paying to each member of this House $100 per month 
for clerk hire when the House is not in session, is admissible under 
the rules of the House. Ordinarily such points are made by gen- 
tlemen looking only to the interest of the Treasury and having in 
charge the bill. 

For the first time probably in the history of this House or of 
any legislative body the gentleman having charge of this bill has 
sat in his seat, as if abandoning the point made by him, when 
asked whether he had anything to say upon the point of order— 
one unquestionably good and held good time and time again. He 
had nothing to say, and certainly a novel ruling has dropped from 
the Chair, to the effect that a point of order, good at all times 
when offered against small items, is worth nothing against this 
large one. 

Mr. MOSES. If the point was good probably the gentleman did 
not think it needed any defense. 

Mr. DE ARMOND. I know nothing about that. Tam now di- 
recting the attention of this committee to a remarkable passage 
in its recent history, utterly unparalleled in the history of this 
Congress or of any other Congress that ever sat. A proposition to 
so change existing law as to take money from the Treasury for 
nothing, without merit and without right, and give it to the mem- 
bers of the body entertaining the proposition, who are gathering 
like vultures about the carcass, ready to pounce upon what does not 
belong to them under the law—that kind of a proposition is be- 
fore us, and the members of this committee are hungry to adopt 
it, with a pro forma point of order made and practically surren- 
dered and overruled. I believe that if this House shall declare in 
favor of a proposition to donate to members $100 a month when 
the Congress is not in session it will have made respectable every- 
thing else that it has done and has not done, and will have placed 
upon a pinnacle this particular act as worthy of condemnation. 
And it will receive condemnation from one end to the other of 
this Republic. [Applause.] 

The CHAIRMAN. Thequestion ison the substitute offered by 
the gentleman from Kentucky. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. Mr. Chairman, buta very short time 
ago I came into the Hall and found this amendment pending. [ 
shall talk to the amendment. I do not know about the point of 
order, but that is past. I shall not seek to lecture the House. I 
shall perform my own duty as a Representative, following my 
own convictions and my own sense of right, and I do not think I 
shall be flushed by another's lecture. 

I concede to the honorable gentleman from Missouri [Mr. Dr 
ARMOND], who has just addressed the committee, the fullest 
privilege to voice his own sentiments and control his own vote, 
and I claim the same privilege for myself. In the years that have 
passed, long before we had any appropriation for clerks for Mem- 
bers, the Senate first authorized clerks for Senators, payable out 
of the contingent fund. At that time I heard substantially the 
speech that the gentleman from Missonri has just made, and I 
have heard it repeated many times since, although never better 
than he has repeated it to-day. 

Year after year I heard this talk about the extravagance of the 
Senate, and these appeals to the toiling millions to rise up and put 
down an extravagance that was outside of the law. When the 
speech was first made I supposed there would be a volcano, a 
popular uprising, and I went home and tried to interest some of 
my people about it, and theysaid to me substantially that a Gov- 
ernment so large and with such varied interests that it costs four 
or five hundred million dollars a year to run it—that sucha coun- 
try, legislated for by a Senate and House of Representatives, 
could not afford to be penurious or to be controlled by false 
economy. 

Well, I quit talking along that line. [Laughter.] Finally the 
Senate stark were made annual, and the same kind of declamation 
went on, and when I went out of Congress at the close of the Fifty- 
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first Congress and did not know that I would ever be here again and 

before the allowance was made for clerks to members, just as I was 

é going out I bore my testimony to the fact that I believed the peo- 

\ f ple would be best served by making an allowance for clerks to 

i | members as had been made to the Senators. ee I so 
\ 





goes on. 







believe now. We have clerks during the session; that is, gentle- 
men who want them have, for if anybody thinks he does not need 
a clerk he is not compelled to have one. We have them during 
the session, and there is just as much reason why we should have 
them during the vacation. The man who, the moment the gavel 
falls at the end of a session of Congress, goes home and hibernates 
is not worthy to be a member of Congress. [Laughter and ap- 
: 3 plause.] It is all the while investigation; it is all the while de- 
. t mand from the constituency; and if a man performs his duty and 
is not a drone all his time will be taken up, and he ought to have 
the privilege and the aid of a clerk during vacation as well as dur- 
ing the session. 

Ah, gentlemen, let the next Congress, and those that are to fol- 
low after it, be composed of men who have the courage of their 
convictions and the wisdom to choose rightly and then let them 
choose rightly, and, whichever party is in power, you will not find 
the people complaining or calling us to account because we avail 
ourselves of the ordinary aids for the performance of our duties. 
There is not a merchant anywhere in the United States having a 
good sized business, there is not a small jobber nor a large re- 
tailor, but has a stenographer or typewriter. He does not occupy 
his time doing clerical work and we ought, not to have to do it, 
and gentlemen mistake if they think they are going to alarm the 
country because we have the courage to demand that which will 
enable us to discharge our duties here to the best —e for 
the country and for the people whom we represent. I shali vote 
for the amendment. 

Mr. SNODGRASS. Mr. Chairman, I want to ask the gentle- 
man from Illinois a simple question, which he can answer in my 
time. I want to know if these grocery stores and other business 
establishments that he speaks of that have clerks would want to 
pay the salaries of those clerks provided they shut up their busi- 
ness? 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. We never shutup business while we 
are members of Congress. The term runs fortwoyears. Do you 
refuse your $416 a montii for the next nine months during vaca- 
tion? [Laughter.] 

Mr. SNODGRASS. In reply to that, I want to say that when 
this House is not in session members are drawing $416 a month, 
and they ought to do their work themselves, and not take from 
the Treasury $100 a month additional, when they have nothing to 
do except to investigate and keep up their little correspondence. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Mr.Chairman, I think that gentlemen who 
oppose this appropriation misapprehend the question. For my 
part I want no appropriation from the public Treasury to com- 
pensate or assist in compensating a clerk to do my work. I favor 
this appropriation so that Imay have some one under my direction 
to do the work of my constituents. [Applause.] This morning 
I received in my mail 17 letters, no one of them suggesting a 
strictly public duty, but all of them from constituents asking me 
to do something for them here in this city—to look after a pension, 
to attend to a matter in the Land Office, or something of that 
kind—no one of them enggesting a strictly official duty. Now, I 
know that the people of this country who require this kind of non- 
official service from their Representatives are willing that it should 
be paid for. I receive at least 600 letters a month on matters 
2 which are not official, but which are of great interest to my con- 

ig i stituents. 

; Mr. HUNTER. Let meask the gentleman aquestion. Hewill 
; be at his home in Iowa during the recess. Now, will he keep this 
BJ clerk here? 

Bik Mr. HEPBURN. I will keep him here in the city of Washing- 
ci ton to attend to this business, as he is doing to-day. He isahard- 
hE working, industrious man, whom I brought from my home, and 
who puts in his entire time in attending to this business for my 
constituents. There is no gratuity to me in this appropriation. 
It is not any addition to my salary. No dollar of this money goes 
tome. Every dollar that I receive for such service goes to this 
man who does this business for my constituents, and they will be 
willing that he should be paid. 

Mr. TERRY. Mr. Chairman, the question whether or not we 
should support the amendment creating an additional charge on 
the Treasury can not well be determined without some reference 
to the condition of the Treasury and the means whereby it is pro- 
posed to strengthen it. In the course of some remarks which I 
had the honor to submit on the 28th of January, 1895, I stated: 
‘In the summer of 1893 we were told that the way to get out of 
our financial treubles was to ‘ repeal the bullion-purchasing clause 
of the Sherman Act.’ That was done, and still the in of 

old went on. The next cry was to ‘issue bonds;’ and the Presi- 
fent and the Secretary of the Treasury had that done; but it was 
soon discovered that every proposal for the sale of bonds amounted 
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The Clerk read as follows: 
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simply to an advertisement for a fresh raid upon the Treasury to 
get gold with which to buy those very bonds.” And so the farce 


In this connection, and in support of the statement I then made, 
I send to the Clerk’s desk to be read certain portions of an article 
from the New York Press of January 7. The Clerk will read the 


GOLD TO BUY BONDS—WALL STREET READY TO ROB TREASURY PETER TO 


Fully $700,000 in gold coin was withdrawn from the subtreas 
While this is not a large amount ascompared with other days 
and suggestive. It means nothing more or less than that the L 
companies in the city are preparing to take up a considerable proportion of 


But it is more than likely that the banks will get even with the Govern- 
ment after all. The quiet gold hoarding that is going on just now means that 
this money is to be used to buy the new bonds, and after they are once obtained 
it will be a comparatively easy matter for the purchasers toreplenish their 
vaults and safes with practically the same coin again by means of legal 
tenders. Inshort, it is only another instance of Peter being robbed to pay 


Both Mr. Morgan and Mr. Belmont were at their offices yesterday, which 
ve color to the report that everything was “fixed” so far as the new issue 
is concerned. Mr. Belmont declined to be interviewed, and Mr. Morgan had 
only this to say for publication: “Iam satisfied that no announcement of a 
bond issue will be made until after a vote in the House on the Springer bill. 
Iam alsosatisfied that President Cleveland and Secretary Carlisle are keenly 


The withdrawal of half a million in coinfrom the subtreasury yesterday by 
of gossip in Wall street. 
It is said that the gold is wanted for local subscribers to the bond issue. 

It is said that the home bankers will take from twenty-five to fifty millions 
of the new bond issue. This only confirms what has before been stated that 
Europe will furnish at least fifty millions of the yellow metal for Uncle Sam’s 
Treasury. But itis a nice question whether the actual gold will come here 
or whether it wili appear in the form of drafts to the credit of the Govern- 
ment. No matter what shape it takes, it will begin to dwindle away as snow 


he CHAIRMAN. Debate on the pending amendment is ex- 


ted. 

Mr.STOCKDALE. Mr.Chairman, I moveto amend the amend- 
ment by striking out the last word. I have no particular interest 
in this matter, except that I do not wish it to pass without saying 
a word upon it. Ido not see why this Congress should be so lib- 
eral toward the next. We propose here to make appropriation 
enough to pay the amount of money which members of the next 
Congress may certify they have paid out for their clerks. 
the members of the next Congress desire to have annual clerks, 
they can make the necessary additional a log themselves 

they ought to shuffle 
it off on us; and that is just what is being done to-day. 

One word further. There is not a member of this House who 
is to serve in the next Congress who will not devote the time 
during the recess to his private business; yet these gentlemen 
want the United States to hire a clerk to help them do that busi- 
ness. Some of these gentlemen who want to go to Europe (and I 
have no objection to their going to Europe and staying there if 
they want to) desire to leave a clerk here to attend to their public 
I say it is incumbent 
upon a member of Congress to devote his own time, or at least 
one-fourth of his time, in vacation to his public corres 
and he can attend to it in one-half his time; and he should not ex- 

nect to have the United States hire a clerk for him to attend to 
is private business. "We will have to borrow over $300,000 to pay 
members’ clerks before the members are sworn in. 

Mr. TALBERT of South Carolina. Mr. Chairman, I want to 
enter my protest here and now against this proposition, which 
will increase the appropriation by nearly one-half million, to pa 
members’ clerks during the recess. It has been said, and truly said, 
by the distinguished gentleman from Illinois [Mr. CANNON] that 
this is a great country; that this is a great Government; that we 
are possibly the richest nation on the face of God’s green earth, 
with 170,000 or 180,000 miles of railroad, with great cities, with 
numerous banks and other institutions, etc. Truly we are the 
But, Mr. Chairman, 
beneath all this greatness and grandeur and wealth is the canker 
of a disturbed and an oppressed people, who are ground to the 
dust between the upper and the nether millstones of want and 
usury; who pay by their labor every dollar that is appropriated 
by these “ billion-dollar Congresses.” I want to protest by my 
people who to-day are 
recognized only in the burdens they bear in the way of taxation 
and Government expenses; who are already up to their eyebrows 


Mr. Chairman, it is for that ~ le and that class of our people 

plead against adding this addi- 
tional feather to the camel’s back which is already bearing sucha 
burden. Itis true that gentlemen here may be eng: 
portant business for their constituents, but they coul 
that business, many of them, very much better if they would let 
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alone the entertainments and receptions; if they would stay away 
from parties, stay away from card tables and drinking saloons and 
elsewhere, and come here and attend to their duties. Nine out of 
ten, I am satisfied, of the members of this House only want clerks 
to do a duty that they could do and ought to do themselves, as has 
been well said by the gentleman from Mississippi, and Iam un- 
willing to sit here and see this extra ee saddled upon a starv- 
ing people, while nothing is done for their relief. 

I want to enter my solemn protest — increasing the bur- 
dens under which oer labor now. The whole tendency of the 
times is toincreasethe burden imposed upon the taxpayer. Every 
employee of the Government, who is now receiving too much, 
wants his wages raised; and the members of this House, some of 
them I am sure, who are now ready to vote extra pay to clerks, 
would be doubtless willing to vote to raise their own salaries to 
$10,000 a year. I am opposed to it, and will not vote any increase 
of taxes on an already overburdened people; and upon this prin- 
ciple I will stand or fall. Give us something that will relieve in- 
stead of increasing the hardships of the country, and I stand ready 
to support it with my voice and my vote, but never, no never, will 
Lassist by my vote in saddling upon the country, already ruined, 
any measure that will add to the sufferings; and I want to warn 
members of this House that one day, if this thing continues, an 
enraged people will hold them to personal account—and ought to. 
te HEN | 

tr. HENDERSON of Iowa. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike 
out the first word of the amendment to the amendment. 

This is quite an important matter. I wish to call the attention 
of the committee to one distinction which must not be lost sight 
of, and which was brought to my mind forcibly by a remark of 
the gentleman who last occupied the floor. When this matter was 
first discussed in this body, in connection with the Senate clerks 
some years ago, the argument was made here with considerable 
force that it was of the same character as the salary grab. We 
were told that a wave of ye ape condemnation would come 
from the people of all parts of the country if such a provision was 
enacted into law. The same argument was made with renewed 
vi gor and force when we gave to the members of the House session 
clerks. 

I appeal to the House now if there has been any cry of that 
character, and if any clamor has ever come up from the masses of 
the people on aecount of the employment of clerks to Senators or 
the payment of session clerks for the members of the House? 
Never. And why? Simply because the salary grab, about which 
there was a proper outcry, was a provision in the interest of the 
individual members, while this legislation is in the interest of 
the people themselves, and they alone. [Applause.] Every dol- 
lar of the money expended for this clerical service goes to the 
benefit of the masses of the people of the country. Not one dol- 
lar of the money paid to my clerk, the child of a stricken para- 
lytic who fought four years for his country, touches my pocket. 
But the service he renders goes for the benefit of the 180,000 peo- 
ple that I have the honor to represent on this floor, and for their 
benefit alone. 

Why, gentlemen, you know what your mails are every day. 
You know the arguments, documents, and circulars that you used 
to be compelled to throw into your waste baskets, often even un- 
opened and usually unread, because we had no time whatever to 
give to them from our duties here. Now we have some time to 
give to the consideration of public questions that come to us in 
that manner, and in that way we are able to render more efficient 
duty to our constituents. [Applause.] All know that it has 
grown to be a part of the business of the Representative to look 
after a thousand details not heretofore contemplated by the laws 
that provided for this body; and you can not recede from that. 
You can not change the habits of the people. They look to their 
Representatives for this, and they have a proper ground for the 
belief that their wishes will be attended to. 

As far as the transaction of business in the Departments is con- 
cerned, for instance, while a member cannot properly in his rep- 
resentative capacity act as an attorney there, yet by the aid of a 
clerk he can investigate the problems involved, and spread light 
amongst the people, which can not be done through any other 
agency without involving an enormous expense to the people. By 
the assistance of a clerk the capacity of the Representative to serve 
the people is vastly increased. 

The clerk of the Representative should be his right hand and 
connected with his brain, to become a part of his legislative life, 
which connection never terminates with the termination of a ses- 
sion of Congress—never. I have to carry on my legislative work 
as diligently after the adjournment of a Congress as I do on the 
floor of the House, because there are a thousand and one details in 
which you are compelled to employ the services of — stenog- 
rapher and typewriter. Why, the correspondence of the Ameri- 
can — has increased several hundred per cent in the last few 
years. Intelligence by means of the electric ae and tele- 


enlarged 


phone, by the aid of stenography and the typewriter, 
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wonderfully in the last few years, and has enlarged mainly for 
the benefit of the masses. If you are compelled to write your own 
letters you are obliged to dispose of important questions presented 
to you in a mere sentence; but by the assistance of the stenog- 
rapher and typewriter you can give full attention to such matters, 
and any man who consults the interests of the people will vote in 
favor of the employment of these annual clerks if he has the cour- 
age of his convictions. [Applause. ] 

Here the hammer fell. 

he CHAIRMAN. TheChair will regard the pro forma amend- 
ment as withdrawn, and the question will be taken on the sub- 
stitute proposed by the gentleman from Kentucky. 

The substitute was rejected. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Now, Mr. Chairman, I offer the following as 
a substitute for the proposition of the gentleman from New York. 
It carries the amount of the present law, and provides clerks for 
members, placing them on the roll of the House, and dispensing 
with the requirement of certification on the part of members. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Strike out on page 18 all after the word “ Representatives,” in line 2, down 
to and including line §, and insert “for clerks to Members who are not chair- 
men of committees, entitled to have clerks, and to Delegates from Territo- 
ries, at the rate of $100 per month each during the session of Congress, $230,- 
889.15, or so much thereof as may be necessary.” 

Mr. SNODGRASS. I offer an amendment to the substitute. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

That the joint resolution authorizing members to certify monthly the 
amount paid by them for clerk hire, and directing the same to be paid out of 
the contingent fund of the House, approved March 3, 1893, be, and the same is 
hereby, repealed. 


Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE and Mr. HOOKER of New York. 
Point of order on that. 

The CHAIRMAN. What is the point of order? 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. The point of order is that the 
amendment is new legislation and is not germane to the proposi- 
tion pending. 

Mr. SNODGRASS. It reduces expenditure. 

The CHAIRMAN. It is new legislation, but new legislation is 
not always obnoxious to the rule if it reduces expenditures. As 
the Chair understands this amendment, it simply repeals a section 
of existing law. 

Mr. SNODGRASS. And it reduces expenditures. 

The CHAIRMAN. It is not germane to the substitute, but it 
might be in order as an independent amendment, however. If 
the committee votes down this proposition the Chair will recog- 
nize the gentleman to offer it as an independent amendment. It 
would not be germane to this amendment, as the Chair thinks. 
The Chair will recognize the gentleman later if he desires recog- 
nition. The question now is on the substitute offered by the gen- 
tleman from Missouri. 

Mr. ROBERTSON of Louisiana. I desire to ask the gentle- 
man from Missouri one or two questions in regard to his substi- 
tute. I desire to know what difference there is between the exist- 
ing law and the proposition which the gentleman now makes. 

Mr. PICKLER. Practically none. 

Mr. DOCKERY. There is, this difference, which is a vital dif- 
ference, itseemstome. Underexisting law members are required 
to certify that they have paid not exceeding $100 a month for cler- 
ical service. So far asthe public record shows, there is no way to 
identify the beneficiary of the $100 which is drawn for clerk hire. 
Now, if this substitute is adopted it will carry exactly the amount 
of the current law, but it will enroll these clerks on the list, to be 
paid by the disbursing officer of the House, so that the public rec- 
ords will show whom each member employs, and the clerk will 
receive the money direct, instead of the member. 

Mr. ROBERTSON of Louisiana. I agree with the gentleman 
on that. I think something in the nature of his amendment 
should be enacted into law. I believe that members ought not to 
be called upon to certify to the fact that they have employed 
clerks for so much during each month. 

But Iam in favor of the main proposition. Iam in favor of 
annual clerks, in the method provided by the amendment offered 
by the gentleman from New York [Mr. BARTLETT]. Theamend- 
ment of the gentleman from New York, I believe, does not cover 
the point which the gentleman from Missouri {Mr. Dockery] 


= 
r. CHICKERING. Yes, it does, I think. 

Mr. BARTLETT. I understand that the amendment offered by 
me does cover that point, that if these clerks were annual clerks 
their names would be entered on the rolls, and there would be no 
doubt of the beneficiaries. I am willing, however, to have that 
inserted in my amendment. 

The C MAN. If the gentleman from New York [Mr. 
BARTLETT] proposes a modification of his amendment it would be 
in order to ~ that done before voting upon the proposed sub- 


stitute offered by the gentleman from Missouri. Therefore if the 
gentleman desires to modify his amendment he can do so, 
Mr. BARTLETT. I will modify the amendment. 
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Laughter.] AsI said 
in the first speech I made here, I never clearly knew why I was 


ever bea member of any Congress again. 


elected to the present one. [Laughter.] But this I know: Such 
service as I have been able to render to this House, to my country, 
or to my constituents has been made easy, has been made in some 
measure successful, by the servicesof ayoung man whom [brought 
here, who was previously unknown to me, but who has become a 
rsonal friend, and who has helped me in the work that I have 
ad to do for my constituents and has done a great deal of it, 
clerical work, such as I never could have done myself, and such 
=, I will venture to say, most members here never could have 
one. 

Mr.COX. Doyou notthinkthey ought to have elected the young 
man? [Laughter.] 

Mr. EVERETT. I will answer that question. Whenever that 
young man sees fit to run for office his native town will elect him 
to almost anything he wants. [Laughter and applause.] And, 
Mr. Chairman, I will say further, that his services, like the serv- 
ices of many valuable clerks here, can not be secured for a mere 
monthly salary, because the higher class of clerks in this country 
are not in the habit of being engaged by breaks and fits, but must 
have an engagement which lasts through the year,as is known to be 
the rule in all business establishments. Many of these clerks are 
worth more than a hundred dollars a month, more than $1,200 a 
year, and if they go on they will soon demonstrate their value to 
all who employ them. If anybody in the next Congress can se- 
cure the services of the young man of whom I have spoken he will 
be lucky, and I maintain that we ought to put this important 
class of employees, a class rising in importance every year, a class 
to whom many of us owe our best success here, on the plain busi- 
ness basis of annual salaries. [Applause. | 


MESSAGE FROM THE PRESIDENT. 


The committee informally rose; and the Speaker having re- 
sumed the chair, a message in writing from the President of the 
United States was communicated to the House of Representatives 
by Mr. PRUDEN, one of his secretaries. 

LEGISLATIVE APPROPRIATION BILL. 

The Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union 
resumed its session. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. I understand that the message just received 
from the President is very brief. I ask that it may be read. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Committee of the Whole has resumed 
its session, and it would not be in order to read the message in 
comuinittee. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE addressed the Chair. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Kentucky, the Chair 
understands, desires to offer an amendment. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. I think, asa matter of respect to the Chief 
Magistrate, we ought to read this message. 

The CHAIRMAN. That would not be in order now. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. I move that the committee rise for the pur- 
pose of having the message read. 

The CHAIRMA The Chair has recognized the gentleman 
from Kentucky to offer an amendment. The Clerk will read the 
amendment. 


Mr. BOUTELLE. I move that the committee rise. 

The CHAIRMAN. The motion is not in order. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE. I desire to move to amend the sub- 
stitute offered by the gentleman from Missouri by striking out 
the words ‘‘ who are not chairmen of committees.” 

The CHAIRMAN. The first question is upon the amendment 
of the gentleman from Kentucky to the substitute. 

Mr. PICKLER. I make the point of order that the effect of 
this amendment would be to give every chairman of committee 
another clerk in addition to the committee clerk, thus increasing 
the appre priation and changing existing law. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE. I think the actual effect would be that 
a eeee many committees that now have clerks would be dispensed 
with. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair does not think the point of order 
well taken. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE. The ea that I desire to submit (not 
that I think this amendment is likely to pass at present, although 
it will hereafter) is that the clerk of a committee ought not to be 
the clerk of the chairman of the committee. He ought to be, in 
the proper sense of the term, the clerk of the committee, charged 
with the public business of the committee. He has no such rela- 
tion to the chairman as the representative of a constituency as to 
identify him with that constituency. He ought to be selected for 
entirely different reasons than those for which we select our pri- 
vate secretaries. If this amendment should be adopted, its effect 
would be, in the first place, to abolish about a dozen or fifteen 
wholly useless committees, which are now expensive and trouble- 
some, and which take up room in the Capitol that is needed for 
other purposes. 

The amendment would also abolish a dozen or fifteen assistant 
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clerks, who really under the guise of assistant clerks do the work 
of the chairmen of committees. The amendment would be in the 
interest of the public service and in the interest of economy. 
There is no reason why the public business of the committees 
should ke subordinated to the private or official business of the 


chairmen. I care nothing personally in regard tothe amendment, 
but I put it in the Recorp for members to think about. Itisa 
reform which will come hereafter. 

The question being taken, the amendment of Mr. BrecKxrn- 


RIDGE was rejected. 

Mr. COX. I move to amend the substitute of the gentleman 
from Missouri by striking out ‘‘$100” and inserting “ 
[Cries of ‘* Oh, no.”] 

The question being taken on the amendment of Mr. Cox, it was 
rejected. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question now recurs on the substitute 
offered by the gentleman from Missouri. 

The question being taken; there were on a division ( 
by Mr. DocKkERY)—ayes 54, noes 108. 

Mr. DOCKERY. ‘Tellers. 

Tellers were not ordered, only 15 members voting therefor. 

Mr. TALBERT of South Carolina. I make the point of no 
quorum. 

The CHAIRMAN. That point comes too late after tellers have 
been demanded. The amendment of the gentleman from Missouri 
is rejected. The question is now on the original amendment of 
the gentleman from New York. 

Mr.SNODGRASS. I desire to offer my amendment now to that 
amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the amendment of the 
gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. SNopGRass]. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


That the “joint resolution authorizing members to certify monthly the 
amount paid by them for clerk hire, and directing the same to be paid out of 
the contingent fund of the House,” approved March 3, 1893, be, and the same 
is hereby, repealed. 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘The question is on the adoption of the 
amendment just read. 

Mr. BROWN. I rise to a parliamentary inquiry. I wish to 
know what change has been made in the amendment offered by 
the gentleman from New York since it was first introduced. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk wiil report the amendment « 
the gentleman from New York if there be no objection. The 
Chair is not informed of any change that has been made. 

Mr. BROWN. I understood the gentleman from New Yorkto 
say that he had made some modification. 

The CHAIRMAN. Then the Clerk will report the amendment 
as modified. The amendment proposed by the gentleman from 
New York as modified will be read. 

The amendment as modified was again read. 

Mr. DE ARMOND. I make the point of order on that. 

Mr. BROWN. I believe I have the floor, Mr. Chairman, and 
have not yielded it. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Indiana was recog- 
nized to make a parliamentary inguiry. 

Mr. BROWN. I understand that the amendment the gentle- 
man now offers is not the amendment which was first introduced 
and against which the point of order was made and on w hich the 
Chair ruled. This is a new proposition,and I make the point of 
order against the amendment that it does not reduce expenditures 
and is the enactment of new legislation upon an appropriation bill. 

Mr. DE ARMOND. Mr. Chairman—— 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will rule upon the qu m of 
order. There is no new amendment offered. tleman |! 
simply modified his amendment, and it has been debated for a 
couple of hours. The Chair repeats that it is not a new amendment. 

Mr. BROWN. Ita new proposition. 

The CHAIRMAN. No; the gentleman simply modifies his 
amendment by changing the form, but not the substance of it. 

Mr. DE ARMOND. Mr. Chairman- 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on agreeing to the amend- 
ment to the amendment proposed by the gentleman from Tennes- 
see [Mr. SNop@Rass], which will be again read. 

The amendment to the amendment was again reported. 

Mr. DE ARMOND. Mr. Chairman, I rise to a parliamentary 
inquiry. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. DE ARMOND. I rose to address the Chair before the 
amendment of the gentleman from Tennessee was read, and im 
mediately after the gentleman from Indiana {[Mr. Brown] took 
his seat, desiring to address myself to the question of order raised 
by him, which I was about to do- 

Mr. PICKLER. But the gentleman rose too late. 

Mr. DE ARMOND. I think not. That, however, I want to 
find out, and if the Chair, instead of hearing an argument or the 
— of order, had decided it, my purpose was to take an appeal 

rom the decision of the Chair. 
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Mr. PICKLER. But it is too late. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair has no desire, of course, to cut 
the gentleman off from the right of appeal, and if that was the 
purpose of the gentleman the Chair will, of course, entertain it. 

Mr. DE ARMOND. That was my purpose. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will entertain the appeal if the 
gentleman desires to make it. 

Mr. DE ARMOND. I would like first to understand the situa- 
tion, and shall endeavor to find that out without the aid of the 
gentleman from South Dakota. 

I rose immediately after the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. 
Brown] had taken his seat to make a point of order and for the 
purpose of addressing the Chair upon that point of order, if the 
Chair would hear anything upon it. 

Now, I rise at this time not for the purpose of securing recog- 
nition, but to learn whether the Chair will hear any discussion 
or the question of order raised by the gentleman from Indiana. 
If so, I desire to be heard very briefly. 

Mr. HULL. But that has already been ruled upon. 

Mr. VAN VOORHIS of New York. I think you have been 
heard upon it. 

Mr. DE ARMOND. Well, you may hear from me again. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will hear the gentleman if there 
is any necessity for it, or any other gentleman who wishes to ad- 
dress the Chair on a question of order. But the modification 
made by the gentleman from New York was simply to omit the 
word ‘‘ annual” from the amendment and insert in another part 
of it the words “‘per annum.” The Chair did not think it was 
such a material modification of the amendment as would make it 
a new proposition. 

Mr. BARTLETT. Mr. Chairman, I rise to withdraw the modi- 
fication. 

The CHAIRMAN. Then the question is not before the com- 
mittee. The question is on agreeing to the amendment to the 
amendment proposed by the gentleman from Tennessee. 

The question was taken, and on a division there were—ayes 15, 
noes 146. 

Mr. SNODGRASS and Mr. TALBERT of South Carolina. No 





-quorum. 


The CHAIRMAN. The point of order being made that no 
quorum has voted, the Chair will appoint tellers. 

Mr. SNopGRAss and Mr. PIGoTt were appointed tellers. 

Mr. VAN VOORHIS of New York. I hope these gentlemen 
will not filibuster against an appropriation bill. 

Mr. DOCKERY (pending the count by tellers). I ask unani- 
mous consent to pass this over until Monday. 

Several members objected. 

Mr. SNODGRASS (before the count by tellers had been an- 
nounced). I will withdraw the point of no quorum. 

Mr. SIMPSON. I renew it. 

The CHAIRMAN. The tellers will resume the count. 

The committee having divided, the tellers reported—ayes 9, 
noes 172. 

So the amendment to the amendment was rejected. 

The question recurred on the amendment proposed by Mr. BART- 
LETT. 
Mr. DOCKERY. I ask unanimous consent that the paragraph 
be passed over until Monday. 

r. BARTLETT and others objected. : 

The question was taken, and on a division (demanded by Mr. 
DocKERY) there were—ayes 112, noes 66. 

Mr. TALBERT of South Carolina. No quorum, Mr. Chair- 


man. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from South Carolina makes 

the point of no quorum. e Chair will appoint as tellers the 
entleman from New York [Mr. BaRTLETT] and the gentleman 
rom South Carolina [Mr. TALBERT]. 

Mr. HEPBURN. as not a quorum voted? One hundredand 
seventy-eight gentlemen have voted, havethey not? 

The CHAIR One hundred and seventy-eight have voted. 

tg ea again divided, and the tellers reported—ayes 98, 
noes 34. 

Mr. DOCKERY. I move that the committee rise. 

The CHAIRMAN, The Chair will direct the roll to be called 
under the rule. 

Mr. DOCKERY. I move that the committee rise. 

Mr. TALBERT of South Carolina. Iraise the point of order 
on that. 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. I raisea — of order. Therule 
provides that when the committee finds itself without a quorum 
the roll shall be called. The committee can not rise, because you 
are endeavoring to ascertain whether you have a quorum or not. 
The committee can do nothing else except to call the roll. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will first direct the rule to be 
read to the committee. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Whenever a Committee of the Whole House finds itself without a quorum, 
the chairman shall cause the roll to be called, and thereupon the committee 
shall rise, and the chairman shall report the names of the absentees to the 
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House, which shall be entered on the Journal; but if on such call a quorum 
shall appear, the committee shall thereupon resume its sitting without fur- 
ther order of the House. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Speaker of the House has uniformly 
held during this session that where the committee finds itself with- 
out a quorum the roll must be called. 

Mr. DOCKERY. I withdraw the motion. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will call the roll. 

The Clerk proceeded to call the roll, when the following mem- 
bers failed to answer to their names: 


Abbott, Danny: Linton, ares. 
Adams, Pa. Ellis, Ky. Lockwood, Schermerhorn, 
Alderson, English, Cal. Loud, Settle, 
Allen, English, N. J. Magner, Sherman, 
Apsley, Enloe, Maguire, Sibley, 

rnes, Erdman, Mahon, Sickles, 
Belden, Fielder, Martin, Simpson, 
Bell, Tex. Funk, Marvin, N.Y. Sipe, 

rry, Fyan, McAleer, Somers, 
Blair Gear, McCall, Sorg, 
Bland, Ge th McGann, Springer, 

oen, Gillet, N. Y. McKaig Stevens, 

Boutelle, Gillett, Mass. McKeighan, Stone, C. W. 
Branch, Goodnight, Mercer, Storer, 
Broderick, Gorman, Meyer, Swanson, 
Bryan, Graham, Milliken, Sweet, 
Burnes, Griffin, Mich. Moon, Tarsney, 
Cadmus. Haines, Moore, Taylor, Ind. 
Campbell, Hare, Morse, Tucker, 
Caruth, Harter, Murray, Tyler, 
Catchings, Haugen, Newlands, Van Voorhis, Ohio 
Childs, Hayes, O'Neill, Mo. Wadsworth, 
Cockran Heiner, Outhwaite, Wanger, 
Cogswell, Hendrix, Paschal, Washington, 
Conn, Hicks, Pence, Waugh, 
Coombs, Hines, Price, Weadock, 
Cooper, Tex. Holman, guigg, Wever, 
Cornish, Houk, ndall, Wheeler, Il. 


Rayner. Williams, Ill. 
Crain Hutcheson, Richardson, Mich. Wilson, Ohio 
Johnson, Ind. Ritchie, Wilson, Wash. 
Johnson, Ohio Robinson, Pa. Wise. 

Kribbs, Rusk, 

Dunn, Lane, Byun, 

Mr. CURTIS of Kansas. I ask that my colleague [Mr. Brop- 
ERICK] be excused for the day, on account of sickness. 

The CHAIRMAN. That can be done in the House. The com- 
mittee will now rise under the rule. 

The committee accordingly rose; and the Speaker having re- 
sumed the chair, Mr. RicHarpson of Tennessee, chairman of the 
Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union, reported 
that that committee, finding itself without a quorum, had caused 
the roll to be called; that 210 members had responded to their 
names; that he herewith reported the names of the absentees to 
the House. 

The SPEAKER. The names of the absentees will be entered 
upon the Journal. Under the rule the House will resolve itself 
into Committee of the Whole again without motion. 

The committee again resumed its session, with Mr. RicHARpD- 
son of Tennessee in the chair. 

The CHAIRMAN. The tellers [Mr. BARTLETT and Mr. TAL- 
BERT of South Carolina] will again take their places. 

The committee again divided. 

Pending the count, 

Mr. DOCKERY said: Pending the count, I desire to ask per- 
mission to make a motion that the committee rise. 

The CHAIRMAN. It does not take unanimous consent. The 
vote has not been announced. 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. Mr. Chairman, I raise the point 
of order upon that. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. I raise aquestion of order on that. 

The CHAIRMAN. The tellers have not yet reported. 

Mr. NON of Illinois. Pending a division, can the commit- 
tee rise 

The CHAIRMAN. The point of no quorum was made, tellers 
have been appointed, and, pending the vote by tellers, the gentle- 
man from uri moves that the committee rise. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. While the House is dividing. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will hear the gentleman on that 


point. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. Itseems to me that while the vote is 
being taken the committee can not rise. I make that suggestion. 
Pr CHAIRMAN, The Chair does not want to violate any prec- 

ent. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. I am not much of an authority on 
parliamentary matters. The opinion of the Chair is much better 
than mine; but if it is not so it ought to be so. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair has always held that when the 
— of no quorum was made and the vote by tellers developed 

hat fact, there was nothing to do but to call the roll; but pend- 
ing that, the only question was whether the motion can be en- 
tertained that the committee rise. 

_ Mr.CANNON of Illinois. The committeeis then dividing touch- 
ing a question which is in point, and there can not be two ques-, 
tions coming up at the same time. The House is dividing, and 
must decide that matter that is then being voted upon, I think 
no other motion can be made. 
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The CHAIRMAN. The point of order being made, the Chair 
will not make any ruling. : 

Mr. DOCKERY. The Chair will see this: That if it is not in 
order to move that the committee rise at this point-—— 


Mr. TALBERT of South Carolina. I desire to have the vote 
announced. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentlenian from Missouri has the floor, 
and the Chair can not take the gentleman off the floor, nor can 
the gentleman from South Carolina. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Iwas about to say, that the Chair will ob- 
serve at once that the committee under that ruling may get itself 
into such a condition that it can never rise. As soon as the fact 
that there is no quorum is developed the roll is called, and then, 
when the roll is called and more than a quorum answer and we 
go into the House, we can not move to adjourn. 

Mr. PICKLER. Why not? 

Mr. DOCKERY. The rule provides specifically that the com- 
mittee shall then resume its session, and therefore the seesawing 
can go on forever. 

Mr. PAYNE. I will suggest that the remedy is for the gentle- 
men on the other side of this question to vote. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. But there is a time when the com- 
mittee can rise. After the roll is called and develops the presence 
of a quorum then the rule takes the House back into the commit- 
tee, when a motion to rise can be made. 

The CHAIRMAN. Then immediately the gentleman can make 
the motion, or any gentleman can move that the committee rise. 
That difficulty which the gentleman from Missouri [ Mr. DocKERY } 
suggests would then be avoided. Ofcourse the Chair would not 
want to make any ruling that would prevent the committee from 
rising or that a motion could be made under any circumstances; 
but, as suggested by the gentleman from I[linois very properly, 
whenever the roll is called, a quorum answers, the committee rises, 
and that fact is reported to the House, then the Speaker directs 
that the committee again resume its sitting under therule. Then 
it would be in order to move that the committee rise. 

Mr. TALBERT of South Carolina. I ask that the vote be an- 
nounced. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Mr. Chairman, one moment. I understand 
that we lack 40 or 45 of aquorum. It is very evident that a quo- 
rum can not be obtained at this time. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. They are here. 

Mr. GROUT. Let them vote. 

Mr. DINGLEY. You can not compel gentlemen to vote, but I 
will make no further suggestions. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to 
make a motion that the committee rise. 

Mr. PICKLER. I object. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE. Mr. Chairman, I rise to a parliamen- 
tary inquiry. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will state it. , 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE. Is it in order for the committee to call 
for the report of the vote? 

The C RMAN. The Chair thinks not; but the Chair will 
announce it without calling for it. 
are 95 and the noes are 43. 

A MemBer. No quorum. 

The CHAIRMAN. No quorum has voted, and the Clerk will 
call the roil. 

The roll was called, when the following-named members failed 


Upon this question the ayes 
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to answer to their names: 
Abbott, Covert, Harter, McGann, 
Adams, Pa., Crain Hartman, McKaig, 
Alderson, Crawford, Haugen, McKeighan, 
Allen, Dalzell, Hayes, MecNagny, 
Apsley, Denson, Heiner, Mercer, 
Avery, Dinsmore, Hendrix, Meyer, 
Barnes, Dolliver, Henry, Milliken, 
Belden, Dunn, Hermann, Moon, 
Beltzhoover, paseey: Hicks, Moore, 
Berry, Ellis, Ky. Hines, Morse 
Blair English, Cal. Holman, Murray, 
Bland, English, N. J. Houk, Newlands. 
Boatner, Epes, Hudson, O'Neill, Mo. 
Boen, Erdman, Hutcheson, Outhwaite, 
Bower, N.C. Fielder, Johnson, Ind. Paschal, 
Broderick, Fletcher, Johnson, Ohio, Pence, 
Bryan, Funk, Jones, Price, 
Bunn, Fyan, Kribbs, Quigg, 
Burnes, Gear, Lane, Randall, 
Cadmus Geary, Layton, Rayner, 
Cam bell, Geissenhainer, Linton, Richardson, Tenn. 
Catchings, Gillet, N. Y. Little, Ritchie, 
Clancy, Gillett, Mass. Lockwood, Robinson, Pa. 
Cobb, Mo. Goodnight, Loud, Rusk, 
Cockran, Gorman, Lucas, Schermerhorn, 
Coffin, Graham, Magner, Settle, 
Cogswell, Griffin, Mich. y Sherman, 
Jonn, Haines, Mahon, Sibley, 
Coombs Hammond, Martin, Ind. Sickles, 
Cooper, Tex. Hare, Marvin, N. Y. Sipe, 
Cooper, Wis. Harmer, McAleer, rg, 
Cornish, Harris, McCall, Springer, 
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Stevens, Taylor, Ind. Washington, White, 

Stone, C. W. Tucker, Waugh, Williams, fil. 
Storer, Tyler Weadock, Wilson, Ohio. 
Swanson, Van Voorhis, Ohio, Wells, Wilson, Wash. 
Sweet, Wadsworth, Wever, Wolverton. 
Tarsney, Wanger, Wheeler, Ml. 


At the conclusion of the call of the roll the committee rose, the 
Speaker resumed the chair, and Mr. RicHarpson, from the Com- 
mittee of the Whole, reported that the committee having found 
itself without a quorum he had directed the roll to be called, that 
209 members had answered to their names, and that he now re- 
ported the names of the absentees to the House. 

The SPEAKER. The names of the absentees will be entered 
on the Journal. Two hundred and nine members have answered 
to their names, and the committee will resume its session. 

The Committee of the Whole accordingly resumed its session, 
Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee in the chair. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent that 
the paragraph under consideration be passed over for the present 
without prejudice. 

Mr. WALKER, Mr. PICKLER, and others objected. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Then, Mr. Chairman, I move that the com- 
mittee rise. 

Mr. WILLIAM A.STONE. Mr. Chairman, beforethat motionis 
putI desire to know whetherit is the intention of the gentleman to 
move that the House resolve itself into Committee of the Whole 
for further consideration of this appropriation bill to-day? 

Mr. DOCKERY. It is not. 

The motion that the committee rise was agreed to—ayes 122, 
noes 4. 

The committee accordingly rose; and the Speaker having re- 
sumed the chair, Mr. RicHARDSON of Tennessee, from the Com- 
mittee of the Whole on the state of the Union, reported that they 
had had under consideration a bill (H.R. 8767), the legislative, 
executive, and judicial appropriation bill, and had come to no 
resolution thereon. 

HAWAII. 

The SPEAKER laid before the House the following message 
from the President of the United States; which was read: 
To the Senate and House of Representatives: 

I transmit herewith for the information of the Congress a copy of a tele- 
graphic dispatch just received from Mr. Willis, our minister to Hawaii, with 
eg of the reply thereto which was immediately sent by the Secretary of 

GROVER CLEVELAND 

EXECUTIVE MANSION, February 8, 1895. 

Mr. HITT. Will the Chair direct that the telegrams be read 
also? 

The SPEAKER. Without objection, the inclosures will be read. 
They are not long. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Mr. Willis to Mr. Gresham. 
(Telegram. ] 
HONOLULU, January 30, 1895 (San Francisco, February 6, 1895). 


Revolt over 9th. Casualties: Government, 1; royalist, 2. Court-martial 
convened 17th; has tried 38 cases; 200 more to be tried and daily arrests. Gu- 
lick, former minister, and Seward, minister, major in Federal army, both 
Americans, and Rickard, Englishman, sentenced todeath; all heretofore promi 
nent in politics. T. B. Walker, formerly in the United States Army, impris 
onment for life and $5,000 fine. Other sentences not disclosed, but will prob 


ably be death. Requested copies of record for our Government to determine 
its duty before final sentence, but no answer.yet. Bitter feeling and threats of 
mob violence, which arrival of Philadelphia yesterday may prevent. Lilino 
kalani made ag ee 16th; on 24th relinquished all claims and swore alle- 
rae Republic, imploring clemency for Howaliaus. Government replies to 

ilinokalani: ‘‘ This document can not be taken to exempt you in the slight- 
est degree from personal and individual liability * for complicity in late con- 
spiracy. Denies that she had any rights since January 14, 1893, when she at 
tempted new constitution. ‘“ Fully appreciates her call to disaffected to rec- 
ognize Republic, and will give full consideration to her unselfish appeal for 
clemency ”’ for participants. 

ALBERT 8S. WILLIS. 


UNITED STATES DISPATCH AGENT, 
Post-Office Building, San Francisco, Cal.: 
Forward following by first steamer to A. S. Willis, United States minister, 
Honolulu: co 
If American citizens were condemned to death by a military tribunal, not 


for actual participation in reported revolution but for complicity only, or if 
condemn 


to death by such atribunal for actual participation but not after 
open, fair trial, with opportunity for defense, demand delay of execution, and 
in either case report to your Government evidence relied on to support death 
sentence. 


The SPEAKER. This message will be referred to the Commit- 
tee on Foreign Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. Mr. Speaker 

The SPEAKER. For what purpose does the gentleman rise? 

Mr. BOUTELLE. I rise to ask the Chair, as a parliamentary 
inquiry, whether a motion to refer the message with the accom- 
panying dispatches to the Committee of the Whole on the state of 
the Union would not bein order, in view of the fact that the papers 
seem to demonstrate a very remarkable and striking change of 
public policy on the part of our Government since the 19th of Jan- 
uary last, when the instructions were given to Admiral Beardslee 
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in which the doctrine was set forth with great particularity that 
‘an American citizen who, during a revolution in a foreign coun- 
try, participates in an atvempt by force of arms or violence to 
maintain or overthrow the existing government can not claim 
that the Government of the United States shall protect him against 
the consequences of such act,” but that such citizens would thereby 
‘‘forfeit their right in that regard to the protection of the Amer- 
ican flag;” whereas the Secretary of State, as I understand from 
this document just read, has instructed the United States minister 
at Honolulu to peremptorily ‘‘demand” of the Hawaiian Govern- 
ment ‘a delay of execution” of the sentences pronounced by its 
tribunals against persons convicted of complicity in an attempt to 
overthrow the Republic by force of arms—— 

Mr. McCREARY of Kentucky, Mr. WHEELER of Alabama, 
and others. Regular order. 

The SPEAKER. Debate is not in order. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. I ask whether a motion would be in order 
to refer this document to the Committee of the Whole on the state 
of the Union? 

The SPEAKER. It has been referred to the Committee on For- 
eign Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr.BOUTELLE. Mr. Speaker—— ——- of ‘*Order!”] LIhope 
gentlemen on the other side will to be calm about this matter, 
and they will get through alive. e Speaker and I can find out 
what the merit of my inquiry is. If I can trust the Speaker you 
should not be afraid to. My inquiry, Mr. Speaker, was simply 
whether a motion to refer the message and documents to the Com- 
mittee of the Whole on the state of the Unjon would be in order? 

The SPEAKER. TheChairthinksnot. The message, with the 
documents, has been referred to the Committee on Foreign Affairs, 
and ordered to be printed. 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


A message from the Senate, by Mr. PLatt, one of its clerks, an- 
nounced that the Senate had a d to the amendments of the 
House of Representatives to the bill (S. 879) granting a pension to 
Josephine P, Kelton, widow of Brig. Gen. John C. Kelton, late 
Adjutant-General United States Army, deceased. 

The message also announced that the Senate had disagreed to 
the amendments of the House of Representatives to the bill (S. 
2173) to amend an act entitled ‘“‘An act to establish a United 
States court in the Indian Territory, and for other purposes,” ap- 
proved March 1,1889, and an act entitled ‘‘An act to provide a 
temporary government for the Territory of Oklahoma, to enlarge 
the jurisdiction of the United States court in the Indian Terri- 
tory, and for other purposes,” approved May 2, 1890; to provide 
for the redistricting of the Indian Territory for judicial purposes, 
for an additional judge and more United States commissioners, and 
to prescribe the jurisdiction, duties, and authority of such judges 
and commissioners, and for other purposes, had asked for a con- 
ference with the House on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses 
thereon, and had appointed Mr. Vu.as, Mr. TELLER, and Mr. PLAtTr 
as the conferees on the part of the Senate. 

The message also announced that the Senate had passed with 
amendments the bill (H. R. 8563) to adopt special rules for the 
navigation of harbors, rivers, and inland waters of the -United 
States, supplementary to the act of August 19, 1890, entitled ‘‘An 
act to adopt regulations for preventing collisions at sea,” had asked 
a conference with the House on the bill and amendments, and had 
appointed Mr. Ransom, Mr. WHITE, and F'RY# as the conferees on 
the part of the Senate. 
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amendments the bill (H. R. 8165) authorizing the Kansas City, 
Oklahoma and Pacific Railway Company to construct and operate 
a railway through the Indian Territory, and for other purposes; 
in which the concurrence of the House was requested. 


ENROLLED BILL SIGNED, 


Mr. PEARSON, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, re- 

ported that they had examined and found truly enrolled the bill 

H. R. 8552) to authorize the appointment of cadets to the Naval 
cademy; when the Speaker signed the same. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 


The following reports of committees were handed in at the 
Clerk’s desk, referred to their appropriate calendars, and other- 
wise disposed of as indicated below: 


BOUNDARIES OF THE THREE JUDICIAL DISTRICTS IN ALABAMA. 


Mr. HARRISON, from the Committee on the Judiciary, re- 

rted back with amendments the bill (S. 1827) to define the 

undaries of the three judicial districts in the State of Alabama, 
and to regulate therein the jurisdiction of the courts of the United 
States and the powers and duties of the judges thereof, and for 
other p ; which wasreferred to the Committee of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union, and, with the accompanying re- 
port, ordered to be printed. 
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CONTESTS OF ELECTIONS OF MEMBERS OF THE HOUSE OF REPRE- 
SENTATIVES. 


Mr. BECKNER submitted the views of the minority of the Com- 
mittee on Elections on the bill (H.R. 8108) relating to contests of 
elections of members of the House of Representatives; which was 
ordered to be printed. 


SUFFERING POOR IN DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. 


Mr. RICHARDSON of Tenressee. I ask unanimous consent 
for the consideration of a bill to which I think there will be no 
objection. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

A bill (8. 2736) for the immediate relief of the suffering poor of the District of 
Columbia. 

Be it enacted, etc., That there is hereby appropriated the sum of $10,000 ont 
of any money in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated for the immediate 
relief of the suffering poor of the District of Columbia, to be disbursed un- 
der the direction of the Commissioners of said District by the organized 
charities of said District, one-half of said sum to be charged to said District. 

There being no objection, the House proceeded to the considera- 
tion of the bill; which was ordered to a third reading, read the 
third time, and passed. 

On motion of Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee, a motion to re- 
oouneer the vote by which the bill was passed was laid on tho 
table. 

Mr. SIMPSON subsequently said: Mr. Speaker, I rise for the 
purpose of making a parliamentary inquiry. Would it bein order 
now to move a reconsideration of the bill which was passed a few 
moments ago granting relief for the poor of this District? I de- 
sire to ascertain whether the whole of the sum appropriated in 
that bill is to be paid by the General Government, or whether the 
District of Columbia will pay its half. 

The SPEAKER. The bill provides that one-half of the appro- 
priation shall be paid by the District. 

Mr. SIMPSON. Then I have no proposition to submit. 

LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 


Mr. HoLMAN, by unanimous consent, obtained leave of absence 

for this day, on account of sickness in his family. 
PREVENTION OF MARINE COLLISIONS. 

Mr. FITHIAN. Mr. Speaker, I desire to ask that the House 
nonconcur in the amendments of the Senate to House bill No. 
8563, and that a committee of conference be appointed. 

The SPEAKER. That bill was laid before the House this morn- 
ing. The request of the gentleman requires unanimous consent. 

Mr. FITHIAN. I ask unanimous consent. 

The SPEAKER. The title of the bill will be read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

A bill (H. R. 8563) to adopt special rules for the navigation of harbors, 
rivers, and inland waters of the United States, supplementary to the act of 
August 19, 1890, entitled “‘An act to adopt regulations for preventing colli- 
sions at sea.” 

The SPEAKER. This bill has been returned from the Senate 
with amendments, and with a request for aconference. The gen- 
tleman from [Illinois [Mr. FiTHian] asks that the House non- 
concur in the amendments of the Senate and agree to the confer- 
ence. If there be no objection that order will be made. 

There was no objection. 

The SPEAKER announced the appointment of Mr. Rogers, 
Mr. Pigott, and Mr. Wuiter as conferees on the part of the 
House. 

PRIVATE PENSION BILLS, ETC. 

Mr. PICKLER. Mr. Speaker, I desire to ask whether it is not 
in order now to take up and pass bills which were reported from 
the Committee of the Whole last Friday evening? 

The SPEAKER. That would be in order. 

Mr. PICKLER. I ask that those bills be now taken up. 

The SPEAKER. There are certain bills reported from the 
Committee of the Whole on the Private Calendar upon which the 
previous question has been ordered. Those biils will now be 
taken up, if no other motion be made. 

Bills of the following titles were taken up, the amendments 
thereto reported from the Committee of the Whole on the Private 
Calendar agreed to, and the bills respectively ordered to be en- 
grossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed: 

A bill (H. R. 5005) for the relief of William Albin; 

A bill (H.R. 5642) for the relief of Elizabeth Brower; 

A bill (H.R. 1716) for the relief of Ellen Camey; 

A bill (S. 684) for the relief of Mrs. Evalyn N. Van Vliet; 


A bill (H. R. 6659) for the relief of Capt. Isaac D. Toll; 
A bill (H. R.3988) to pension Marilla Parsons; 
A bill (H.R 


.1581) granting a rg to French W. Thornhill; 
A bill (H. R. 6430) to pension J.C. Pinney; 

A bill (H.R. 3128) for the relief of Samuel Berrell; 

A bill (H. R. 5260) granting an increase of pension to Thomas 


Coen 
A bill (H. R. 4935) granting a pension to Louisa C. Conwell; 
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A bill (S. 1526) for the relief of Henry Halteman; 

A bill (H. R. 6633) for the relief of George W. Harbaugh; and 

A bill (S. 828) granting a pension to Julia E. Lock. 

The SPEAKER. If there be no objection, a motion to recon- 
sider the several votes on the passage of these bills will be laid on 
the table. 

There was no objection. ‘ 

And then, on motion of Mr. Dockrry (at 4 o’clock and 20 min- 
utes p.m.), the House adjourned. 





REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PRIVATE BILLS. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, private bills and resolutions were 
severally reported from committees, delivered to the Clerk, and 
referred to the Committee of the Whole House, as follows: 

By Mr. PENDLETON of West Virginia, from the Committee 
on Private Land Claims: A bill (S. 341) to submit tothe Court of 
Private Land Claims, established by an act of Congress approved 
March 3, 1891, the title of William McGarrahan to the Rancho 
Panoche Grande, in the State of California, and for other purposes. 
(Report No. 1786.) 

By Mr. COBB of Alabama, from the Committee on the District 
of Columbia: A bill (H. R. 8624) for the relief of James Linskey 
from the operation of the act restricting the ownership of real es- 
tate in the Territories and the District of Columbia to American 
citizens. (Report No. 1788.) 

By Mr. MAHON, from the Committee on War Claims: A bill 
&. 528) for the relief of A. W. Willis, administrator. (Report 

0. 1789.) 





CHANGE OF REFERENCE. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXII, the Committee on Claims was dis- 
charged from the consideration of the bill(S. 1688) for the relief of 
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Enoch Davis, and the same was referred tothe Committee on War | 


Claims. 


PUBLIC BILLS AND A RESOLUTION. 


Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, bills and a resolution of the follow- 
ing titles were introduced, and severally referred as follows: 

By Mr. HERMANN (by request): A bill (H. R. 8822) for the 
relief of the States of New York, New Jersey, New Hampshire, 
Pennsylvania, Delaware, Rhode Island, Maine, Massachusetts, 
Maryland, Michigan, Minnesota, Missouri, Vermont, Virginia, 
West Virginia, Connecticut, Colorado. California, Dlinois, Indiana, 
Iowa, South Carolina, Kentucky, Kansas, Nebraska, Nevada, 
Florida, Ohio, Oregon, Washington, Wisconsin, and the cities of 
New York and Baltimore, and for other purposes—to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims. 

By Mr. WALKER: A bill (H. R. 8823) to authorize the Secre- 
tary of the Treasury to issue bonds to maintain a sufficient gold 
reserve and to redeem and retire United States notes, and for other 
purposes—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. TATE: A resolution calling upon the Committee on 
Rules to assign a day for the consideration of general bills reported 
from the Committee on Pensions—to the Committee on Rules. 





PRIVATE BILLS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills of the following 
titles were presented and referred as follows: 

By Mr. HARMER: A bill (H. R. 8824) granting a pension to 
William B. Matchett—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. RUSSELL ot Georgia: A bill (H. R. 8825) to pension 
Mrs. Sarah M. Brady—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi: A bill (H. R. 8826) for the 
relief of the estate of John Waters, deceased, late of Scott County, 
Miss.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H.R. 8827) for the relief of Jesse M. Pearson, of 
Scott County, Miss.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H.R.8828) for the relief of John E. Pearson, of 
Scott County, Miss.—to the Committee on War Claims. 


Lay, deceased, late of Scott County, Miss.—to the Committee on 
War Claims. 





PETITIONS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, the following os and papers 
were laid on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows: 

By Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire: Resolution of the New 
Hampshire legislature favoring the annexation of the Hawaiian 
Islands and requesting the Representatives from the State to favor 
such annexation—to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. BELTZHOOVER: Resolutions of citizens of York and 
Wrightsville, Pa., against granting suffrage to aliens—to the Com- 
mittee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

Also, resolutions of citizens of Wrightsville and York, Pa., 
against sectarian appropriations of public money—to the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations. 





: ; : : | bill 8820 for the relief of Henry L. Fitch—to the Committee 
Also, a bill (H. R. 8829) for the relief of the estate of Nancy | ” moe 7" — 





~ 


197 


1 


By Mr. BOEN: Petition of W.D.Smith and 28 others, praying 
Congress to (1) prohibit the further issue of bonds; (2) favoring 
unlimited comage of silver and gold at the American ratio of 16 
to 1; (8) issue of full legal-tender paper money sufficient to make 
the aggregate volume of gold, silver, and paper money $50 per 
capita; (4) the abolition of national banks and the issue of money 
by the Government direct—to the Committee on Banking and 
Currency. 

By Mr. CHICKERING: Petition of Hiram Grant, p 


ensioner on 


certificate No. 4863, late private Company M, Second Regiment, 
United States Artillery, for increase of pension to $30 per month 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. DURBOROW: Memorial and resolutions of the general 


assembly of the State of Mlinois favoring the bill to pension Maj. 
Gen. John A. McClernand—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, resolutions of the St. Louis Live Stock Exchange, approy- 


ing the recommendations of the President on the financial ques- 
tion as embodied in his recent message to Congress—to the C 


mittee on Banking and Currency. 

By Mr. ENGLISH of New Jersey: Petition of E.O. Hovey and 
others, of Newark, N. J., praying for legislation against the Hon- 
duras lottery—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Com- 


merce. 

By Mr. GROUT: Petition of post-office clerks of Vermont, in 
behalf of House bill 56—to the Committee on the Post-Office and 
Post-Roads. 

Also, memorial of the Boston Merchants’ Association, in behalf 
of financial legislation—to the Committee on Ways and Means 

By Mr. HARMER: Petition for the passage of House resolu- 
tion of January 19 [Mr. Coomss’s] for ratification of a permanent 
treaty of arbitration between the United States and Great Brit- 
ain—to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

Also, preamble and resolution adopted at a meeting of 355 citi- 
zens of the city of Philadelphia, Pa., setting forth that in a num- 
ber of States the right of franchise is granted to aliens after a 
residence of from four to five months to one vear, and, that the 
rights of the legal citizens may not be abridged, -petitioning that 
Congress shall adopt a joint resolution proposing an amendment 
to the Constitution of the United States that no State shall grant 
the right of franchise to any person in violation of the laws 0f 
the United States—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, resolution adopted at a meeting of 355 citizens of the city 
of Philadelphia, Pa., in favor of maintaining civil and religious 
liberty by absolute separation of church and State, andin favor 
an amendment to the Constitution of the United States ag 
the use of the property or credit of the United States, or 
State, or any money raised by taxation, for maintaining any in- 
stitution wholly or in part under sectarian or ecclesiastical con- 
trol—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. McETTRICK: Petition of the American Federation 
Labor for an inquiry into the system of hiring labor for publ 
works, and to inquire and report upon the matter of munici 


in this and 


ties conducting public works on the day-labor system 
other countries—to the Committee on Labor. 

By Mr. McGANN: Petition of the Chicago Real Es Board 
urging the establishment of branch hydrographic offices at the 
principal lake ports—to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

Also, petition of the house of representatives, concurred in by 
the senate, of the State of Illinois, urging the passage of th 
to grant a pension to Gen. John A. McClernand—to the Com 


mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. MEREDITH: Petition of Emmart, Dunbar & Co., to be 
paid, out of the treasury of the District of Columbia, the sum of 
$14,500.22, the amount found due said firm by the a unting 
officers of the District for work and labor done—to the Committ: 
on Appropriations. 

By Mr. SAYERS: Petition of business men of Hon Tex., 
asking that sugar bounty be paid on the crop of 1894—to the Com- 
mittee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. THOMAS: Petition and statement to accompany Honse 


son. 


on 
Indian Affairs. 

By Mr. TYLER: Petition of citizens of Norfolk, Va., asking for 
an amendment to the Constitution prohibiting Federal aid to re 
ligious denominations, etc.—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, petition of citizens of Norfolk, Va., for a constitutional 
amendment prohibiting States from granting the right of suffrage 
except to citizens of the United States—to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

By Mr. WANGER: Preamble and resolutions of a meeting of 
98 citizens of Abington; 100 citizens of Montgomery Square, Mont- 
gomery County; 77 citizens of Cold Point, Montgomery County; 
54citizens of Warrington, Bucks County; and 38 citizensof South- 
ampton, Bucks County, all of Pennsylvania, for the submission 
of an amendment to the Constitution of the United States prohib- 
itimg any State from granting the suffrage to any person not a 
citizen of the United States—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 
Also, preamble and resolution of a meeting of citizensof Jenkin- 
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town, Pa., for the submission of an amendment to the Constitu- 
tion of the United States, prohibiting any State from granting 
the suffrage to any person not a citizen of the United States—to 
the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also. preamble and resolution of a meeting of citizens of Jenkin- 
town, Pa., for the submission of an amendment to the Constitu- 
tion of the United States, prohibiting any establishment of re- 
ligion and opposing sectarian appropriations—to the Committee 
on the Judiciary. 


SENATE. 
SATURDAY, February 9, 1895. 
Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. W. H. Miizurn, D. D. 


-The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved. 


CREDENTIALS. 


Mr. JONES of Arkansas presented the credentials of James H. 
BERRY, chosen by the legislature of the State of Arkansas a Sen- 
ator from that State for the term commencing March 4, 1895. 

The credentials were read, and ordered to be filed. 

Mr. BATE presented the credentials of IsHam G. Harris, chosen 
by the legislature of the State of Tennessee a Senator from that 
State for the term commencing March 4, 18$5. 

The credentials were read, and ordered to be filed. 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS, 


The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a communication 
from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting, in response to 
a resolution of the 2d instant, internal-revenne forms Nos, 365 
and 366 as the blank forms which are now being distributed to be 
filled out and sworn to as returns of the existing income tax, and 
stating that the blank forms and all parts thereof are based upon 
the provisions of the act of Congress entitled ‘‘An act to reduce 
taxation, to provide revenue for the Government, and for other 
purposes,” in effect August 28, 1894, as contained in sections 27 to 
37, both inclusive, as that act has been construed and understood 
by the Treas Department; which was read. 

Mr. HILL. W ill the communication and accompanying blanks 
be printed as a matter of course? If not, I ask to have it printed 
and lie on the table. 

Mr. HALE. Let the blanks also be printed with it. 

Mr. HILL. I may want to make some remarks on the subject 
after it is printed. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. It will be so ordered, in the absence 
of objection. 

Mr.SHERMAN. Idonotseeany use toprintthe blanks. They 
will be distributed by the Department. 

Mr. HALE. But Senators would then have them where they 
could conveniently reach them without being obliged to send to 
the Department for them. There is great interest in the matter, 
and it seems to me to be only proper to have them right here. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I trust the Senator from Ohio will not ob- 
ject to printing blanks. That is the very thing we want to 
Se printed. e@ were assured by the Senator from Ohio [Mr. 
Brice], the colleague of the Senator on this side of the Chamber, 
that these bianks were not to be insisted upon. We shall find it 
difficult to determine what provisions are insisted upon and what 
are not, and to learn the exact situation of this question, unless 
we have everything printed. 

Mr. SHERMAN . if the Senator really thinks it is worth while 
to print the blanks over again at expense to the Government, 
let it be done. Senators can getall the blanks from the Treasury 
Department that are needed by sending for them. Butif they 
want a new edition printed, very well. 

Mr. CHANDLER. We want the public to understand what 
the blanks are that the Secretary of the Treasury thinks are in 
accordance with law, and which some of us, including, I think, the 
Senator from Ohio, believe are not according to law. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to printing the 
blanks? 

Mr. HAWLEY. It is not necessary, I think, to print the blanks 
in the large form of the actual blanks circulated. All we want is 
the reading matter. The blanks can be printed on ordinary size 
paper, making a few pages of the document. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Certainly, they are not to be printed as large 
blanks, but are to be embodied in the report of the Secretary of 
the Treasury; otherwisethe reply is worthless. IfaSenator wants 
to send to the De ent for one he will be as well off whether 
we have the blanks printed or not. 

Mr. HILL. We want them printed,not in the precise shape 
and form of the blanks, but we want the matter printed. 

Mr. HALE. They can regulate that at the Printing Office. 

Mr. HILL. The Printing Office will regulate that matter. I 
desire to have the blanks printed because the position taken by 
the Secretary of the Treasury seems to be entirely different from 
that assumed before the conference committee by the Commis- 
sioner of Internal Revenue. 
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The VICE-PRESIDENT. Without objection, the communica- 
tion and the accompanying blanks will be printed and lie on the 


table. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a communica- 
tion from the Secretary of War, transmitting, in response to a 
resolution of the 6th instant calling for information in reference 
to the improvement of Wilmington Harbor, California, a letter 
from the Chief of Engineers, United States Army, together with 
a report by Lieut. Col. W. H. H. Benyaurd, Corps of Engineers, 
containing estimates amounting to $392,725 for the further im- 
provement of that harbor; which was read. 

Mr. WHITE. I move that the communication and accompany- 
ing papers be printed as a document and referred to the Commit- 
tee on Commerce. The papers will be needed in the considera- 
tion of that subject. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a communica- 


| tion from the Secretary of the Interior, in response to a resolution 


of December 13, 1894, calling for a report of the Commissioner of 
the General Land Office of April 8, 1878, to the Secretary of the 
Interior, a copy of the testimony accompanying report of Agent 
Joseph Emery, dated June 6, 1887, to the Commissioner of Indian 
Affairs, and copies of any other reports, papers, or correspondence 
in the records or files of the Department of the Interior or the 
bureaus thereof concerning the accuracy of the survey of the 
boundary lines of the Klamath Indian Reservation, in the State of 
Oregon, etc., transmitting a report of the Commissioner of Indian 
Affairs, together with a report of the Commissioner of the Gen- 
eral Land Office on the subject; which, with the oregon 
papers, was referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs, and or- 
dered to be printed. 
MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. T. O. 
TOWLEs, its Chief Clerk, announced that the House had disagreed 
to the amendment of the Senate to the bill (H.R. 684) for the 
relief of the heirs of the late Mrs. Catherine P. Culver, asked a 
conference with the Senate on the disagreeing votes of the two 
Houses thereon, and had appointed Mr. RicHarvs, Mr. RussELL 
of Georgia, and Mr. KIEFER managers at the conference on the 
part of the House. 

The message also announced that the House had passed the bill 
S. 814) for the relief of the representatives of Daniel C. Rodman, 
eceased, and others. . 

The message further announced that the House had passed the 
bill (S.684) for the relief of Mrs. Evalyn N. Van Vliet, with an 
amendment, in which it requested the concurrence of the Senate. 

The message also announced that the House had agreed to the 
amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 8165) authorizing the 
Kansas City, Oklahoma and Pacific Railway Company to con- 
struct and operate a railway through the Indian Territory, and 
for other purposes. 

The message further announced that the House had passed the 
aoe bills; in which it requested the concurrence of the 

nate: 

A bill (H.R. 1581) granting a pension to French W. Thornhill; 

A bill (H. R.1716) granting a pension to Ellen Carney; 

A bill (H. R. 3128) for the relief of Samuel Burrell; 

A bill (H. R. 3988) granting a pension to Marilla Parsons, of De- 
troit, Mich.; 

A bill (H. R. 4935) granting a pension to Louisa C. Conwell; 

A bill (H. R. 5005) to remove the charge of desertion from the 
record of William Albin, late of Company D, Thirty-fourth Regi- 
ment Indiana Volunteer Infantry; 

A bill (H. R. 5260) granting an increase of pension to Thomas © 
mere 

A bill (H. R. 5642) granting a pension to Elizabeth Brower, a 
hospital nurse in the war of the rebellion; 
oa bill (H. R. 6480) granting an increase of pension to Jesse C, 

nney; 

A bill (H. R. 6633) for the relief of George W. Harbaugh; and 

A bill (H. R. 6659) to increase the pension of Capt. Isaac D. Toll. 


ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


The message also announced that the Speaker of the House had 
signed the following enrolled bills and joint resolution; and they 
were thereupon signed by the Vice-President: 

A bill (8. 828) granting a —— to Julia E. Lock, formerly 
widow of the late Gen. Daniel McCook; 

A bill (S. 879) oes a pension to Josephine P. Kelton, widow 
of Brig. Gen. John C, Kelton, late Adjutant-General United States 
— deceased ; 

A bill (S. 1526) for the relief of Henry Halteman; 

A bill (S. 2433) to amend and extend the provisions of an act 
entitled ‘‘An act to provide for the opening of certain abandoned 
military reservations, and for other purposes,” approved August, 
23 . 


» 1894; 
A bill (S. 2736) for the immediate relief of the suffering poor of 
the District of Columbia; and 






































































of 
War to make a survey of Kalamazoo River from Lake Michigan 
to Saugatuck. 


A joint resolution (H. Res. 269) authorizing the Secretary 


PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 


Mr. SHERMAN presented a petition of Tuscarawas Division, 
No. 255, Brotherhood of Locomotive Engineers, of Dennison, Ohio, 
praying for the passage of House bill No. 5603, to ameliorate the 
condition of American seamen; which was ordered to lie on the 
table. 

He also presented petitions of 70 citizens of Greensburg; of 40 
citizens of Lake; of 40 citizens of Elkton, and of 103 citizens of 
Coshocton, all in the State of Ohio, praying for the adoption of an 
amendment to the Constitution of the United States providing 
that ‘‘no State shall grant the right of franchise to any person 
whois not a citizen of the United States;” which were referred to 
the Committee on the Judiciary. 

He also presented petitions of 70 citizens of Greensburg; of 40 
citizens of Minerva, and of 40 citizens of Lake, all in the State of 
Ohio, praying for the adoption of an amendment to the Constitu- 
tion of the United States to prevent the appropriation of moneys 
for sectarian institutions; which were referred to the Committee 
on the Judiciary. 

Mr. BLANCHARD. I present a telegraphic memorial from the 
New Orleans Cotton Exchange on the subject of the continuance 
of the fast-mail service into New Orleans from the East by way of 
Atlanta. I also present a telegraphic memorial of the Stock Ex- 
change of the city of New Orleans, La., on the same subject. In- 
asmuch as the Post-Office appropriation bill is now on the Calendar, 
I move that the memorials lie on the table. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. DUBOIS. I present a joint resolution of the legislature of 
the State of Idaho, requesting the passage of a bankruptcy bill. 

Mr. GEORGE. Ought not the petition to be read, or de from 
the legislature of a State? 

Mr. DUBOIS. I ask that the resolution be read, and that it lie 
on the table. 

The petition was read, and ordered tolie on the table, as follows: 


[Senate joint resolution No. 3.—By Parkinson. ] 
Requesting the honorable the Senate and the House of Representatives of the 
United States to pass a uptcy bill. 

Whereas the disastrous financial paste which has prevailed in the United 
States for some three years has visited bankruptcy and distress upon thou- 
sands of unfortunate debtors, and their poeeeny lasoivent condition merits 
the consideration of the National Legislature: Therefore, be it 


Resolved by the legislature of the State of Idaho; Section 1. That the Senate 
and House of Representatives of the United States be earnestly and respect- 
fully requested to pass at the present session a bankruptcy act that will give 
— to —_ large and daily increasing debtor class now existing throughout 
the country. 

SEc. 2. at the delegation in Congress from the State of Idaho be requested 
to use every effort to speed the ge of the desired law. 

Sxo. 3. That the secretary of the State of Idaho transmit immediately upon 
its passage this joint resolution to the Congress of the United States. 


Approved January 29, 1895. 
WILLIAM J. McCONNELL, Governor. 


EXECUTIVE DEPARTMENT, Secretary's Office, State of Idaho. 


I, Isaac W. Garrett, secretary of the State of Idaho, do hereby certify that 
the annexed isa full, true, and complete transcript of Senate joint resolution 
No. 3, requesting the Congress of the United States to pass a bankruptcy bill, 
which was filed in this office the 29th day of January, A. D. 1895, and ad- 


mitted to record. 
In testimony whereof I have hereunto set my hand and affixed the great 
of Idaho, this 3ist day of 


seal of the State. Done at Boise City, the capi 
I. W. GARRETT, Secretary of State. 


January, A. D. 1895. 

Mr. TURPIE presented a petition of Typographical Union, No. 
97, of Peru, Ind., praying for the passage of House bill No. 5603, 
to ameliorate the condition of American seamen; which was or- 
dered to lie on the table. 

Mr. HILL. I present some resolutions of the Buffalo Merchants’ 
Exchange of New York, indorsing the measure now before the 
Committee on Foreign Relations of the Senate as an amendment 
to the diplomatic and consular appropriation bill. There is no 
statement as to what the amendment is, but, whatever it is, the 
Buffalo Merchants’ Exchange is in favor of it. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The resolutions will lie on the table. 

Mr. HILL presented a petition of the Central Labor Union of 
Brooklyn, N. Y., praying for the ge of House bill No. 56, 
providing for the classification of postal clerks; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

He also presented a petition of the legislature of the State of 
New York, praying for the passage of House bill No. 6685, fixing 
the salaries of letter carriers in the service of the United States; 
— was referred to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post- 

oads. 

Mr. HARRIS presented a petition of Lookout Division, No. 198, 
Brotherhood of Locomotive Engineers, of Chattanooga, Tenn., 
praying for the passage of House bill No. 5608, to ameliorate the 
—o— of American seamen; which was ordered to lie on the 

e. 
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He also presented a petition of sundry business firms of Nash- 
ville, Tenn., praying for the enactment of legislation to secure to 
the sugar producers of the United States a compensating bounty 
upon the crops of the year 1894; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Finance. 

Mr. HARRIS. I present the petition of a committee appointed 
by @ mass meeting of citizens of the District of Columbia, the 
committee composed of Justice Harlan, General Schofield, and a 
half dozen other prominent and distinguished citizens, praying 
for the completion of the sewer system of the District and an in 
creased water supply for the city. I move that the petition be re- 
ferred to the Committee on Appropriations. 

The motion was a 

Mr. McMILLAN’ presented a petition of sundry letter carriers 
of Grand Rapids, Mich., praying for the passage of Senate bill 
No. 2523, to regulate the mode of removal of letter carriers, post- 
office clerks, and railway postal clerks; which was referred to the 
Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

He also presented petitions of Journeymen Tailors’ Union, No. 
83, of Saginaw; of Cigar Makers’ Union, No. 99, of Three Rivers; 
of Mineral King Lodge, No. 129, Brotherhood of Locomotive Fire- 
men, of Escanaba; of Cigar Makers’ Union, No. 167, of Owosso, 
and of Manistee Union, No. 36, National Longshoremen’s Associa- 
tion, of Manistee, all in the State of Michigan, praying for the 
passage of House bill No. 5603, to ameliorate the condition of 
American seamen; which were ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. VEST presented a petition of the Builders’ Exchange of 
Louis, Mo., praying for the passage of House bill No. 5645, pro- 
viding for the construction of a new bridge at St. Louis, Mo.; 
which was referred to the Committee on Commerce. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES, 


Mr. BATE. I am directed by the Committee on Military Af- 
fairs to report back the concurrent resolution of the House of 
Representatives providing for a special joint committee of fifteen to 
prepare a plan for the participation of Congress in the dedication 
of the Chickamauga and Chattanooga National Military Park, 
September 19 and 20,1895. As the time is short and there was no 
opposition to it in the other House, and I assume there will be 
none here, I beg the indulgence of the Senate to have it passed at 
once. If there is any opposition to it, however, I will withdraw 
the request. 

Mr, LE. Let us go through with the morning business in 
order. 

Mr. BATE. It will take but a short time; only the time neces- 
sary to read the concurrent resolution. 

Mr. HALE. If we breakinto the regular order of routine morn- 
ing business, in the first place, it is confusing to the clerks, and 
then no Senator can tell when it is proper for him to come in with 
routine business. I hope the Senator will not askit until we reach 
the proper order. 

Mr. BATE. I stated distinctly that if there was opposition I 
would not press the request. 

Mr. HALE. The Senator can call up the resolution when we 
reach that order. 

Mr. BATE. I shall do so. 


SHIP CANAL BETWEEN THE GREAT LAKES 


Mr. WASHBURN. Iam directed by the Committee on Com- 
merce, to whom the subject was referred, to report a joint reso- 
lution; and I ask for its present consideration. 

The joint resolution (S.R.130) authorizing a preliminary in- 
oss concerning deep waterways between the ocean and Great 

akes and providing commissioners therefor, was read the first 
time by its title and the second time at length; as follows: 

Be it resolved, etc., That the President of the United States is authorized to 
appoint, immediately after the passage of this joint resolution, three persons, 


who shall have power to meet and confer with any similar committee which 
may be appointed by the Government of Great Britain or of the Dominion of 


Dt. 


AND THE ATLANTIC. 


Canada, and who shall make inquiry and report whether it is feasible to build 
such canals as shall enable vessels engaged in ocean commerce to pass to and 
fro between the Great Lakes and the Atlantic Ocean, with an adequate and 


controllable supply of water for continual use; where such canals can be most 
conveniently located, the probable cost of the same, with estimates in detail; 
and if any part of the same should be built in the territory of Canada, what 


regulations or treaty arrangements will be necessary between the United 
States and Great Britain to preserve the free use of such canal to the people 
of this country at all times; and all necessary facts and considerations relat- 
ing to the construction and future use of deep-water channels between the 


Great Lakes and the Atlantic Ocean. The persons so appointed shall serve 
without a in any form, but they shall be paid their actual trav- 
e 


eling and other necessary expenses, not exceeding ix all $10,000, for which 
urpose the said sum of $10,000, or so much thereof as may be necessary, is 
ereby appropriated. 
The ident may, in his discretion, detail as one of such persons an officer 


of the Engineer Corps of the Army. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the present con- 
sideration of the joint resolution? 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the joint resolution. 

The joint resolution was reported to the Senate without amend 






CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


ment, ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third 
time, and passed. 
CHICKAMAUGA NATIONAL MILITARY PARK. 


Mr. BATE. Icall uptheconcurrent resolution which I reported 
a few minutes ago from the Committee on Military Affairs. 

The concurrent resolution was considered by unanimous con- 
sent, and agreed to, as follows: 

Resolved by the House of Representatives (the Senate concurring), That the 
invitation of the honorable Secretary of War be accepted and that a joint 
special committee of 15 members is hereby created, 9 of whom shall be ap- 
peed by the Speaker of the House and 6 by the Presiding Officer of the 
Senate, whose duty it shall be to prepare and report to their respective 
Houses for consideration a plan for the ~ r participation of Congress in 


the dedication of the Chickamauga and tanooga National Military Park, 
on September 19 and 20 next. 


BILLS INTRODUCED. 


Mr. BLACKBURN introduced a bill (8S. 2739) authorizing the 
examination, in certain cases, of officers of the Navy and the Ma- 
rine Corps to determine their Poeeenense their duties; which 
— read twice by its title, and ref to the Committee on Naval 

airs. 

Mr. PEFFER. I ask leave to introduce a bill by request. It 
relates to a subject in which I think a great deal of interest is felt. 
The bill seems to be carefully drawn. I ask that it may be 
read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on the Dis- 
trict of Columbia. 

The bill (8S. 2740) to provide a representative assembly for the 
District of Columbia was read twice by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on the District of Columbia, ° 

Mr. PALMER introduced a joint resolution mS. 131) declar- 
ing the meaning of section 1069 of the Revised Statutes; which 
was read twice by its title,and referred to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. ; 

AMENDMENTS TO BILAIs. 


Mr. CAREY submitted an amendment intended to be proposed by 
him tothe bill (H. R. 353) toenable the people of New Mexico to form 
a constitution and State government and to be admitted into the 
Union on an equal footing with the origi States; which was 
referred to the Committee on Territories, and ordered to be 


nted. 
eer. PETTIGREW submitted an amendment intended to be pro- 
posed by him to the sundry civil eergeseuen bill; which was 
—— to the Committee on Public Lands, and ordered to be 
rin 
: Mr. MANDERSON submitted an amendment intended to be 
proposed by him to the sundry civil appropriation bill; which was 
ordered to be printed, and, with the accompanying papers, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Printing. . 
Mr. HUNTON submitted an amendment intended to be pro- 
by him to the agricultural appropriation bill; which was 
referred to the Committee on Agriculture and Forestry, and or- 
dered to be printed. 
Mr. BRI submitted an amendment intended to be pro 
by him to the sundry civil appropriation bill; which was 
to the Committee on Appropriations. 
Mr. HARRIS submitted an amendment intended to be proposed 
by him to the sundry civil suacegeienen bill; which was referred 
to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


POSTMASTERS IN OKLAHOMA TERRITORY. 


Mr. CAREY. Iask unanimous consent for the present con- 
sideration of the bill (H.R. 7020) to readjust the salaries and al- 
lowances of the postmasters at Guthrie, Oklahoma City, and 
Kingfisher, in Oklahoma Territory. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

JACOB ECKERT. 


Mr. SHERMAN. I ask unanimous consent for the presont con- 
sideration of the bill (H. R.6244) to remove the charge of deser- 
tion from the military record of Jacob Eckert. 

Mr. CALL. I hope the Senate will proceed to the consideration 
of the resolution I offered yesterday, which conies up regularly 


this morning. 
The bill I desire to have considered will take 


sed 
erred 


Mr. 8 
but amoment. It is a House bill, and has been favorably reported 
by the Committee on Military Affairs of the Senate. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the present con- 
sideration of the bill? 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
we it ened tie Se anontemendeet, okt 

he was the i 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. POWER. Iask the Senator from Florida | to yield to me 

for the present consideration of Senate bill 1142. 


FEBRUARY 9, 


Mr. CALL. I mustask that the regular order of morning busi- 
ness be proceeded with. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Objection is interposed by the Sen- 
ator from Florida. 

Mr. BUTLER. May I appeal to the good nature of the Senator 
from Florida to permit me to call up Senate bill 917? 

Mr. CALL. I would doso with pleasure, but if I yield to the 
Senator I must yield also to others. 

Mr. BUTLER. I think not. 

Mr. CALL. I will give way to the Senator from South Caro- 
lina and then to the Senator from Montana, but to no others. 

NEWBERRY COLLEGE, SOUTH CAROLINA. 

Mr. BUTLER. Iask unanimous consent of the Senate for the 

resent consideration of the bill (8. 917) for the relief of the New- 

rry College, Newberry, 8. C. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair did not understand the 
statement of the Senator from Florida. 

Mr. CALL. I said that I should call for the regular order, 
having a right to the floor upon the resolution introduced by me 
yesterday, but I yield to the Senator from South Carolina, and 
then shall yield to the Senator from Montana, provided the bills 
they desire to have considered do not provoke debate. 

Mr. BUTLER. Iam quite sure the bill for which I desire con- 
sideration will not provoke debate. I ask unanimousconsent that 
it may be now considered. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill (S. 917) for the relief of the 
Newberry College, Newberry, S.C. It directs the Secretary of 
the Treasury to pay to the trustees of the Newberry College of the 
Evangelical Lutheran Synod of South Carolina, in Newberry, 
$15,000 for injuries to the buildings of the college, resulting in its 
destruction, and caused by the troops of the United States while in 
possession of and occupying it as a barrack, after the close of the 
war, in 1865, in South Carolina, in full payment of all claims by said 
college on account of the use, occupation, and loss of the b ings. 

The bill was to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

ASSAY OFFICE AT HELENA, MONT. 

Mr. POWER. I ask unanimous consent for the present consid- 
eration of the bill (5S. 1142) directing the parting and refining of 
ee to be carried on at the United States assay office at Helena, 

ont, 

being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
roceeded to consider the bill. 

» bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 

to be “a for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. HONTON. Iask unanimous consent for the present con- 
apa of the biil (H.R. 8486) for the relief of Abraham D. 

nce. 

Mr. CALL. I call for the regular order. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. There is objection to the request of 
the Senator from Virginia. The introduction of concurrent and 
other resolutions is in order. 

PRINTING OF NICARAGUAN CANAL REPORT. 

Mr. MORGAN submitted the following resolution; which was 
referred to the Committee on Printing: 

Resolved, That 10,000 copies of Senate report No. 331, Fifty-third Congress, 
second session, with index thereto, be printed, of which 6,000 copies shall be 
for the use of the House of Representatives and 4,000 copies for the use of 
the Senate. 

ISSUE AND SALE OF UNITED STATES BONDS. 
Mr. ao I offer aresolution which I ask may lie over and 
mted. 
resolution was read, and ordered to lie over and be printed, 
as follows: 

Resolved, That the Committee on the Judiciary be, and it is hereby, directed 
to report to the Senate forthwith, with its action thereon, Senate resolution 
aos Document No.3) adopted on the 5th day of December, 1894, as 

“Resolved, That the Committeo on the Judiciary be, and it is hereby, in- 
structed to inquire and rt whether the acts of the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury, in ——s and selling United States bonds in the months of February and 
December, 1894, were authorized by any act or acts of Congress then in force. 

HOUSE BILLS REFERRED. 

The following bills were severally read twice by their titles, 
and referred to the Committee on Military Affairs: 

A bill (H.R. 008) for the relief of Samuel Burrell; 

A bill (H. R. 5005) to remove the charge of desertion from the 
record of William Albin, late of Company D, Thirty-fourth Reg- 
iment Indiana Volunteer Infantry; and 

A bill (H. R. 6633) for the relief of George W. Harbaugh. 

The following bills were severally read twice by their titles, and 
referred to the Committee on Pensions: 

A bill (H. R. 1581) granting a pension to French W. Thornhill; 

A bill (H.R. 1716) granting a pension to Ellen Carney; 

A -_ H. ~ 3988) granting a pension to Marilla Parsons, of 
Detroi ch.; 
A bill (H. R. 4935) granting a pension to Louisa C. Conwell; 































































A bill (H.R. 5260) granting an increase of pension to Thomas 


Corigan; ‘ 

A bill (A. R. 5642) granting a pension to Elizabeth Brower, a 
hospital nurse in the war of the rebellion; i 

A bill (H. R. 6430) granting an increase of pension to Jesse C. 
Pinney; and 

A bill (H. R. 6659) to increase the pension of Capt. Isaac D. Toll. 

LOUISIANA OR HONDURAS LOTTERY COMPANY. : 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. If there be no further resolutions, 
concurrent or other, the Chair lays before the Senate a resolution 
submitted by the Senator from Florida, coming over from a pre- 
vious day, which will be read. ‘ 

The Secre read the resolution submitted by Mr. CALL on the 
8th instant, as follows: 

Resolved by the Senate, That a special committee be, and is hereby, created, 
who shall be charged with the duty of inquiring and Sees to the Senate 
whether the Louisiana or Honduras Lottery Company been established 


and is now operating in the State of Florida and is engaged in business there 
and in the use of the mails and of the interstate-commerce corporations or 


com es in violation of the laws of the United States. The committee shall 
also inquire whether the i or Honduras Company, its owners, man- 
agers, directors, or agents have entered into a combination with any person 


or persons or corporations for the control of the elections of the members of 
Congress, and whether it owns, either or or indirectly, any interest in 
newspapers published in the State, and whether they, or any of them, have 
contributed money for the establishment of newspapers or for subsidizing 
newspapers. 

The. coeuanaties shall also inquire and report what sums of money, if any, 
have been expended by the Louisiana or Honduras Lottery Company to in- 


fluence the legislation of rae. or by an rson or corporation in any 
way connected, combined with, or Em | = such lottery com y, and 
by —— persons such money was expended, and by what persons it was con- 
tributed. 


Mr. HALE. Mr. President, does that resolution come over from 
yesterday? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Itcomes over from yesterday, it being 
a resolution then introduced. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. Does the Chair hold that, in the absence 
of a vote by the Senate, the consideration of the resolution can 
now be proceeded with? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Theresolution was introduced by the 
Senator from Florida yesterday, and comes up asa part of the 
morning business. 

Mr. GRAY. Is there any unfinished morning business, Mr. 
President? 

Mr. BLACKBURN. This resolution has not been under con- 
sideration? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. This resolution has not been. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. It occurred to me that the consideration 
of the resolution could not be reached except by a vote of the Sen- 
ate. At any rate, Mr. President, I will ask unanimous consent 
that the Senate now proceed to the consideration of the diplomatic 
and consular appropriation bill. 

Mr. CALL. T object. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Objection is made. The Chair will 
state, in response to the Senator from Kentucky, that the resolu- 
tion just read was introduced yesterday and comes up as a part 
of the morning business. The Chair did not understand the in- 
quiry of the Senator from Delaware [Mr. Gray]. 

Mr. GRAY. Iask the Chair, as a matter of information, if 
there is any unfinished morning business technically. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. nder the rules there is no unfin- 
ished business in the morning hour, but the Chair is obliged to 
lay before the Senate as a part of the morning business resolu- 
tions coming over from the previous day. 

Mr. CALL. Mr. President, the consideration of this resolution 
seems to excite some sae a gan on the part of Senators, and 
it is somewhat singular that it should be so. On yesterday the 
Senator from Maryland [Mr. GorMAN] made the following ob- 
servations, which I read from the RECORD: 

I suggest, Mr. President, that this is entering upon a field of inguiry which 
no Senator or Member of the House of Representatives of either party has 
ever suggested, unless it was a question as to the election of a Senator or a 
Member of the House of Re ntatives. Then I think this body has gone 
so far as to hold that it was impossible to go back and inquire into the morals 
of the men constituting a State legislature which elected a Senator to this 

y.. It does seem to me that this is a most remarkable proposition, and 
one which, if it is followed out, will entirely wipe out the States and absorb 
in Congress the entire control over the morals and everything else connected 
with the government of the States. 

The Senator from Maryland is not so accurate in his statement 
of facts and in his recollection of history as he might be. It is 
somewhat singular that he did not remember that a Democratic 
House of Representatives in 1876 passed a resolution for the in- 
vestigation of elections in the States and of frauds committed—I 
have it before me—with regard to the Presidential election and all 
_ Seen of the State governments under the reconstruc- 

on laws: 


Resolved, That the Committee on Privileges and Elections, when appointed, 
be, and it hereby is, instructed to inquire and report as soon as may 

1. Whether in any of the elections named in said amendment in said States 
in the years 1875 or 1876 the right of any portion of such inhabitants and citi- 
wens to vote as aforesaid has been in an denied or abridged. 

2. To what extent such denial or abri t has been carried. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE 





8. By what means such denial or abridgment has been accomplished 
4. a whom has such denial or abridgment been effected. 

5. With what motives and for what purposes has such denial or abridg 
ment been carried on. 

6. By what authority or pretended authority has sach denial or abridg 


ment been exercised. 

Resolved by the Senate of the United States (the House of Representatives 
concurring), That a joint committee, consisting of 7 Senators and 14 Repre 
sentatives, be appointed, whose duty it shall be to inquire into the condition 


of the late insurrectionary States, so far as regards the execution of the laws 
and the safety of the lives and property of the citizens of the United States, 
with leave to report, at any time during the next or any subsequent session 
of Congress, the result of their investigation to either or both Honses of 
Congress, with such recommerdations as they may deem expedient; that 
said committee be authorized to appoint clerks and stenographers, to sit dur- 
ing the recess, to send for persons and papers, to administer oaths and take 
testimony, and to visit, at their discretion, through subcommittees, any por 
tions of said States during the recess of Congress; and the expenses of said 
committee shall be paid out of the contingent fund of the Senate, upon 
vouchers approved by the chairman of said committee. 

Resolved, at a select committee, to consist of 9 Senators, be appointed 
by the Chair to inquire and report tothe Senate whether at the recent ele« 
tions the constitutional rights of American citizens were violated in any ot! 
the States of the Union; whether the right of suffrage of citizens of the 
United States, or of any class of such citizens, was denied or abridged by the 
action of the election officers of any State or of the United States, in refusing 
to receive their votes, in failing to count them, or in receiving and counting 
fraudulent ballots in pursuance of a conspiracy to make the lawful votes of 
such citizens of none effect; and whether such citizens were prevented from 
exerci the elective franchise, or forced to use it against their wishes, by 
violence or threats, or hostile demonstrations of armed men or other organi 
zations, or by any other unlawful means or practices. The committee shall 
also inquire whether any citizen of any State has been dismissed or threat 
ened with dismissal from employment or deprivation of any right or privilege 
by reason of his vote or intention to vote at the recent elections, or has been 
herwise interfered with. 

And to inquire whether in the year 1878 money was raised by assessment or 
otherwise upon Federal officeholders or employees for election purposes, and 
under what circumstances and by what means, and,if so, what amount was 
so raised and how the same wasexpended; and, further, whether such assess 
ments were or not in violation of law. 

And shall inquire into the action and conduct of United States supervisor: 
of elections in the several States; and as to the number of marshals, deputy 
marshals, and others employed to take part in the conduct of the said elec 
tions; in what State or city appointed; the amount of money paid or prom 
ood to be paid to them, and how and by whom, and under what law author- 


ea. 

Resolved, That the committee be further instructed to inquire and report 
whether it is within the competency of Congress to provide by additional 
legislation for the more ie security of the right of suffrage to citizens 
of the United States in all the States of the Union. 

Resolved, That in prosecuting these inquiries the committee shall have th 
right, by itself or by any subcommittee, to send for persons and papers, to 

e testimony, to administer oaths, and to visit any portion of the country 
when such visit may, in their judgment, facilitate the object of the inquiry, 

The Senator must have known that, and he must have known 
that it was the result of the inquiries of this Democratic commit- 
tee which spread the information throughout the country which 
satisfied the leaders of the Republican party and the Democrats of 
the necessity of some change in the organization of those States. 
Why, then, in the presence of this fact, when this resolution does 
not refer by any possible construction to an investigation of any 
election or of the conduct of any official of the State of Florida or 
any other State—does not touch it, does not refer to it—why this 
eagerness on the part of the Senator from Maryland to prevent 
the passage of a resolution looking to the prevention of a foreign 
corporation from using the laws of the United States that it may 
subjugate the sovereignty of the people and destroy the rights of 
the States? 

The Senator from Maryland, so far from being a Democrat and 
a State-rights man in respect to this resolution, is aiding a foreign 
corporation and a few individuals to destroy the States and their 
reserved rights and the sovereignty of the people. 

Everybody knows that here is a great contest between the peo 
ple of the United States and a few individuals who are incorp: 
rated, great lines of transportation, and trusts and syndicates, con 
stituting an oligarchy with a power of taxation greater than that 
reserved to the Government itself, and good.and patriotic men of 
both parties desire that these franchises should be held subject to 
reasonable and just control and that they should be limited. 

-What does this resolution ask? It asks that a foreign corpora 
tion, domiciled in Honduras, having the right to enter the custom 
house at Tampa Bay or anywhere else in the United States, using 
the interstate-commerce laws of the United States, making com 
binations that it may eventually secure a lodgment within th 
United States, shall be investigated to ascertain whether or not 
there is any necessity for legislation on the part of Congress to do 
what? To interfere with elections or morals? No; but to ascer 
tain whether or not the Congress of the United States shall pro 
hibit the use of the laws for sheltering the operations of this 
corporation within the limits of the United States. Yet Senators 

resuming that the people of the United States have not the intel 

igence to consider this question, say that this touches wpon the 
sovereignty of the States and interferes with the character and 
the organization made by the people, when it is intended to pro- 
tect the people of the United States from a powerful combination 


destroying the sovereignty of the States. 
Mr. ident, I have no doubt of the authority and duty of 
Congress to investigate whatever attacks the rights and sover- 


eignty of the people of the United States. I do doubt the power 
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of Congress to interfere with the autonomy of the States. - I re- 
ee the rights and sovereignty of the people of the States and 
their reserved rights, and I respect them enough to oppose any cor- 
poration or any power which seeks to substitute a few individuals 
in the place of the people. But, Mr. President, while I have no 
doubt upon this subject, it is within the oe, of Congress 
to gather information which is important to legislation upon any 
subject connected with its duty, I have stricken from this resolu- 
tion every word which referred to any State, or the control of or 
allusions to elections in any State. have stricken the words, 
‘the State of Florida,” out of the resolution, so that it now reads: 

Resolved by the Senate, That a special committee be,and is hereby, created, 
who shall be charged with the duty of inquiring and segs to the Senate 
whether the Louisiana or Honduras Lottery Company been established 
and is now operating in the United States and is making use of the mails and 
of the interstate-commerce corporations or companies in violation of the 


laws of the United States. The committee shall also inquire whether the 
Louisiana or Honduras Company, its owners, managers, directors, or agents 


have entered into a combination with any person or persons or corporations 
for the control of the elections of the members of Congress and whether it 
owns, either directly or indirectly, any interest in newspapers published in 
the United States, and whether they, or any of them, have contributed 
money for the establishment of newspapers or for subsidizing newspapers. 

The committee shall also inquire and report what sums of money, if any, 
have been expended by the Louisiana or Honduras Lottery Company to in- 
fiuence the legislation of Congress, or by any person or corporation in any way 
connected, combined with, or interested in such lottery company, and by 
= epee such money was expended, and by what persons it was con- 
tributed. 


Mr. President, we had a committee of investigation here not 
two months ago to ascertain whether the trusts and syndicates 
which Senators on the other side of the Chamber assailed in ref- 
erence to the recent tariff bill had expended money or used in- 
fluences upon this body. Why does the Senator from Maryland 
talk about there being no precedent for an inquiry of this charac- 
ter? Is it not important to know ifa foreign corporation has ex- 
pended money to influence legislation in bringing Senators here, 
as it is said they have done? 

So there is no foundation for this opposition. This resolution 
asks that the most powerful corporation of modern days, except- 
ing the East India Sonn any, charged with expending great sums 
of money to influence legislation of the Congress of the United 
States, shall be inquired into. 

Mr. President, lam not an enemy of corporations. I am will- 
ing that they should use their franchises reasonably and properly, 
vaniens to the power of the people; but I am not willing that they 
should be given unlimited power under the guise of Democracy, 
which is no Democracy, but which is a violation of the party 
faith and principles, and no man can be a Democrat of the school 
of Thomas Jefferson and be willing to subject this people to the 
unlimited power and control of corporate authority. That is a 
kind of Democracy which is not known as the people. 

This resolution is a harmless one. I take the responsibility of 
it both at home and here. I am not afraid to maintain the right 
and duty and power of the people over both foreign and domestic 
corporations. But hereis a foreign corporation already prohibited 
by Congress from using the instrumentalities of the Government, 
and it is to be remembered that this position was taken in the face 
of the fact that a great portion of the Democratic people of the 
country believe that corporate influences are powerful and con- 
trol the legislation of ee. 

Mr. President, I am indifferent whether this resolution passes 
or not. I think I know the American people; I think I know they 
can not be deceived. They know the trend of public affairs; they 
know the policies which are necessary for the well-being of the 
masses, and they know that the destruction of this Government 
and the liberties of this people lie in the concentration of the 

wer of thisGovernment in the hands of a few men incorporated 
in the form of corpérate associations, changing the entire char- 
acter of the Government, a Government by the people. Is a for- 
eign corporation, possessed of vast revenues, to be permitted to 
come into this country and violate our laws? . 

When it is pro to inquire what they have done, and if they 
have done nothing offensive to the laws to let them go, when you 
ask no exercise of authority by Congress except in this legitimate 
sphere, you are met with the statement that this is an unprece- 
dented thing, although a resolution has heretofore been passed by 
a Democratic House of Representatives for a similar investigation. 

I am opposed just as much as and more than is the Senator from 
Maryland to anything that impinges upon the reserved rights of 
the States and the people thereof or anything that tends to the de- 
struction of their political autonomy. I have here a resolution 

by the Democratic House of ee ree: submitted by 

r. Thompson. I shall not read it, but will put it in the Rrc- 
ORD as a part of my speech. 
tc Leatitan tae of © geembers to proceel to Plorida, and one of © sem 
bers to proceed to South Carolina, be appointed by penne of the 
House to investigate the recent elections therein and the action of the re- 
Saree t eR vas totty eqential to om bomeek Yeturn ot the votes secoived oy te 
Snes oF aaa States for President and Vice-President of the United 
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States, and to a fair understanding thereof by the people; and that for the 
purpose of speedily executing this resolution the said committees shail have 
power to send for persons and papers, to administer oaths, to take testimony. 
and, at their discretion, to detail subcommittees with like authority to sen 
for persons and papers, to administer oaths, and to take testimony; and that 
the said committee and their subcommittees may employ stenographers, 
clerks, and messengers; and be attended each by a deputy sergeant-at-arms; 
a committees shall have leave to report at any time, by bill or 

Mr. President, I shall not detain the Senate any longer. I hope 
the resolution will be passed. 

Mr. HILL. Will the Senator from Florida give way to me for 
a moment? 

Mr.CALL. Certainly. 

Mr. HILL. As one member of the Senate I think the resolution 
ought to be disposed of one way or the other. It has been here a 
number of days. The Senator from Florida has made many 
efforts to have it disposed of and, I for one am anxious to have 
it passed or defeated or something done with it, so as to get it out 
of the way. I agree with a good deal of the criticism that was 
made yesterday by the Senator from Maryland [Mr. GorMAN] as 
to the resolution. I think it is altogether too broad. I do not see 
that we need to investigate the election of members of the legis- 
lature of Florida or the governor of that State. 

Mr. GEORGE. I have just read the resolution as modified b 
the Senator from Florida, and the particular objection to which 
the Senator from New York now alludes has been eliminated. 

Mr. HILL. I was going to offer an amendment striking out the 
greater part of the resolution. Perhaps I might as well, without 
any further remark, offer the amendment now. 

Mr. CHANDLER. May I ask the Senator from New York 
whether he has read the modified resolution now under considera- 
tion by the Senate? 

Mr. CALL. The modified resolution strikes out all reference to 
the State of Florida or any State, and refers only to the United 
States. If the Senator will allow me one moment, I will state that 
there was nothing in the original resolution that referred to the 
election of any member of the State legislature. It referred to 
the action of the Honduras Lottery Company in attempting to af- 
fect legislation. 

Mr. HILL. That is only another way of investigating the same 
matter. 

Mr. CALL. Iam content to strike out reference to the legisla- 
ture of Florida or any other legislature. 

Mr. HARRIS. Will the Senator from New York allow the 
resolution as modified to be read? 

Mr. HILL. Yes. 

Mr. GORMAN. Let it be read. 

Mr. HILL. It will facilitate the matter. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Itis very materially changed. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

Resolved by the Senate, That a special committee be, and is hereby, created, 
who shall be charged with the duty of inquiring and Eopersins to the Senate 
whether the Louisiana or Honduras Lottery Company been established 
and is now operating in the State of Florida and is engaged in business there 
and in the use of the mails and of the interstate-commerce corporations or 
companies in violation of the laws of the United States—— 

Mr. CALL. The words ‘‘State of Florida” were stricken out 
and the words ‘‘ United States” were inserted. The clerks are 
reading the wrong resolution. 

Mr. SHERMAN. That is right. 

Mr. CHANDLER. It is right as it now stands. 

Mr. WOLCOTT. I should like to have the resolution read. 

Mr. CALL. The resolution as modified is at the desk. 

Mr. HALE. Does not the Senator from Florida want to state 
the number who shall compose the committee? 

Mr. CALL. Ihave no objection to the number being stated. 

Mr. WOLCOTT. Make it eleven. 

Mr. HALE. The number ought to be stated in the resolution. 

Mr. CALL. I will say “ five.” 

Mr. BUTLER. Let the resolution be read as modified. 

Mr. HALE. A committee of five is, I understand, proposed. 

Mr. WOLCOTT. Let the whole resolution be read from begin- 
ning to end. 

r. CALL. I ask that the resolution as modified be read. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Secretary will read as indicated. 
The Secretary read as follows: 


Resolved by the Senate, That a special committee be, and is hereby created, 
who shall be charged with the duty of ee and reporting to the Senate 
whether the Louisiana or Honduras Lottery Company has been established 
ee is i operating in the United States and making use of the mails and of 
inters 

Mr. SHERMAN. ‘And is engaged.” 

The Secretary continued to read, as follows: 
and making use of the mails and of the interstate-commerce corporations or 
companies in violation of the laws of the United States. The committee 

also inquire whether the Louisiana or Honduras Lottery Company, its 

owners, managers, directors, or agents have entered into a combination with 
any person or persons or corporations for the control of the election of mem- 
bers of Congress, and whether it owns, either directly or indirectly, any in- 
terest in newspapers published in the United States, and whether it or any 
corporation or persons connected with it or them have contributed money 
for the establishment of newspapers or for subsidizing newspapers. 
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Mr. MANDERSON. [ask that that part of the resolution may 
be read which has in it the extraordinary proposition that this 
body shall investigate the qualifications of members of the House 
of Representatives. 2 

Mr. CALL. There is nothing of that kind in the resolution. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. I submit that the resolution as modified, 
if not referred to a committee, ought to be printed. — 

Mr. ALDRICH. It ought to be referred to a committeeon style. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Ifthe Senator from Florida will take the reso- 
lution as he had it printed in the new form, it seems to _me there 
can be no objection to it and no controversy about it. I will ask 
to have the resolution read as it is printed here, which I think is 
a great deal better than the modified resolution, changed since the 
resolution was printed. : 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. WHITE in the chair). Does 
the Chair understand the Senator from Ohio to offer an amend- 
ment to the resolution? 

Mr. SHERMAN. No. I think if what I have sent to the desk 
is read, Senators having it on their tables before them—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The document which the Sen- 
ator from Ohio has sent to the desk is the original resolution, the 
Chair understands. 

Mr. SHERMAN. No; it was modified by the Senator from 
Florida fos CALL]. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The resolution as presented by 
the Senator from Ohio [Mr. SHERMAN] will be read. 

Mr. WOLCOTT. I rise to make an inquiry. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Colorado will 
state his inquiry. 

Mr. WOLCOTT. Was the reading of the other resolution fin- 
ished, or did the clerk stop in the midst of the reading? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair understands that the 
resolution handed in this morning, as modified by the Senator 
from Florida [Mr. CALL], has been read. TheSenator from Ohio 
{Mr. SHERMAN] now presents a resolution which was previously 
offered by the Senator from Florida [Mr. CALL], as the Chair un- 
derstands, and asks that the same be read for information. 

Mr. WOLCOTT. Then I ask, also for information, whether 
the resolution as amended by the Senator from Florida, which we 
have just had read, preceded or followed the resolution aa 
by the Senator from Florida which the Senator from Ohio has 
now asked to have read? . 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair understands that the 
resolution as first read succeeded the resolution now sent to the 
desk by the Senator. from Ohio. 

Mr. WOLCOTT. Very well. Then I understand the Senator 
from Ohio does not wish to be understood as saying that the reso- 
lution he now sends up is the present view of the Senator from 
Florida? 

Mr. SHERMAN. I do understand it so. 

Mr. WOLCOTT. The Senator from Florida sent to the desk a 
subsequent resolution which meets his view, and the Secretary 
was interrupted in the reading of it. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Ohio requests 
the reading of a resolution. The Secretary will read as indicated. 

Mr. WOLCOTT. Oh, no. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Let me say a few words to clear the atmos- 
phere around us. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Colorado 
yield to the Senator from Ohio? 

Mr. WOLCOTT. I do for an explanation. 

Mr.SHERMAN. The Senator from Florida [Mr. CaL1] intro- 
duced a resolution which required the Senate to investigate what 
happened in the legislature of Florida, and also several other 
matters over which we have no jurisdiction. The Senator from 
Florida afterwards had printed a proposition which excludes all the 
objectionable matter and simply requires an examination into the 
conduct of a foreign corporation which is interfering with our 
postal laws and which tends to degrade our people by introducin 
vicious habits as to lotteries. Now, the resolution as printed ol 
submitted by the Senator from Florida is right—every word of it. 
I hope it will now be read. 

Mr. WOLCOTT. Of course it will not be read until we are 
through making thisinquiry. As I understand the parliamentary 
situation, the Senator from New York [Mr. H1L1] requested the 
Senator from Florida [Mr. CALL] to give way for a moment, stat- 
ing that he was in deep sympathy with the Senator from Florida 
as to a very little of what the Senator from Florida desired -—— 

Mr. HILL. That is a pretty broad statement. Mn og 

Mr. WOLCOTT. And offered a resolution looking to the ac- 
complishment of that result. Whereupon the Senator from Mis- 
sissippi [Mr. GEORGE] stated to the Senator from New York [Mr. 
Hit] that the Senator from Florida [Mr. Ca] had a 
another resolution which eliminated all the objectionable matter 
to which the Senator from New York made protest, and requested 
that before the Senator from New York send to the Chair his 
resolution to be read the resolution as offered by the Senator from 
Florida should be first read. 
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While the Secreta: 
which is the last pr 
ator from Ohio [Mr. SHERMAN] rose and presented a resolution 
which he says embodies the views of the Senator from Florida. 


was in the midst of reading that resolution, 
uction of the Senator from Florida, the Sen- 


[Laughter. 
Mr. HILL. I desire to say that all that is admissible under our 
rules. [Laughter.] 


Mr. CALL. Now, Mr. President 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Colorado has 
the floor. 

Mr. WOLCOTT. I am very glad to give way to the Senator 
from Florida if he will tell us which resolution now meets his 


views. 

Mr. CALL. The Senator from Colorado, like every lawyer in 
stating his own case, states it in his own way, and generally 
wrong. 

Mr. WOLCOTT. IfI may be permitted, I will say that I am 
endeavoring to state the case of the Senator from Floridaas stated 
by himself and not as stated by other Senators. 

Mr. CALL. I beg pardon; the statement of the Senator from 
Colorado is entirely incorrect. A new resolution has been offered 
here day after day, amended, and changed from the original, be- 
cause there has been an effort to bury the resolution in the com- 
mittee, and everyone knows that if anything ever goes there it 
rarely comes back. The resolution offered by me referred to by 
the Senator from Ohio [Mr. SHERMAN] was offered yesterday. 
This morning it came up regularly. 

I modified the resolution by striking out several words referring 
to the State of Florida, although I have in my hand a resolution 
of a Democratic committee of the Democratic House of Repre- 
sentatives, passed in 1876, sending to Florida, Louisiana, aud South 
Carolina a committee to examine into the action of the returning 
boards and all the elections in those States. Still, to gratify these 
unnecessary criticisms, I have stricken out every word relating to 
a particular State. 

Mr.GRAY. The resolution now relates to the elections of Rep- 
resentatives in Congress. 

Mr. CALL. The modified resolution was read at the desk. 

Mr. BUTLER. Let us have a vote on the question. 

Mr. CALL. The Senator from Ohio has offered a resolution 
being the resolution I offered yesterday without the modification 
I made this morning. 

Mr. ALDRICH. The Senutor from Florida includes in the res- 
olution an inquiry as to the ownership of certain newspapers in 
his own State. 

Mr. CALL. I have stricken out that provision. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I suggest that he make that general. 

Mr. CALL. I have made it general. 

Mr. ALDRICH. The question of the ownership of newspapers 
in the United States opens up a very valuable and curious field of 
inquiry, and I suggest that if we are going into that question at 
all we should make the inquiry general. 

Mr. CALL. It is general. 

Mr. ALDRICH. We should make it apply to all States and all 
localities. 

Mr. GRAY. All newspapers. 

Mr. ALDRICH. And all newspapers. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. I move that the Senate now proceed to 
— consideration of the diplomatic and consular appropriation 

Mr. HOAR, 
had the floor. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. I was recognized by the Chair. 
ator from Florida has yielded the floor three times. 

Mr. CALL. I beg pardon. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair understood that the 
Senator from Florida had yielded the floor, and the Chair recog- 
nized the Senator from Rhode Island [Mr. ALDRicH]. Thereupon, 
the Senator from Rhode Island resuming his seat, the Chair rec- 
ognized the Senator from Kentucky [Mr. BLAcKBURN]. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. Then in my own right I move that the 
Senate proceed to the consideration of the appropriation bill. 

Mr. CALL. Irise to a point of order. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Florida will 
state his point of order. 

Mr. CALL. I yielded the floor to several Senators, not perma- 
nently, but for the purpose of making inquiries in regard to the 
resolution. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. I protest 

Mr. CALL. I yielded for that purpose, and had no objection 
to so yielding; but now the Senator from Kentucky, as upon three 
preceding days, seems very anxious that there shall be no action 
upon the resolution. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. I object to debate, Mr. President. 

Mr. CALL. I make the point of order that the Senator from 
Kentucky has no right to the floor. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Kentucky, 
having been recognized by the Chair, is entitled to the floor. The 





I thought the Senator from Florida [Mr. CaL1] 


The Sen- 
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Chair was not aware of the circumstance that the Senator from 
Florida had only eas: yielded the floor. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. I deny that any Senator has the right to 
take the floor and farm out the time of the Senate. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Kentucky has 
been recognized. His motion is in order and is now before the 
Senate. The question before the Senate is on agreeing to the mo- 
tion of the Senator from Kentucky to proceed to the consideration 
of the consular and diplomatic appropriation bill. 

The motion was agreed to. 


ENROLLED BILL SIGNED. 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. T. O. 
TOWLEs, its Chief Clerk, announced that the Speaker of the 
House had signed the enrolled bill (H. R. 5603) to repeal an act 
entitled ‘‘An act to amend the laws relative to shipping commis- 
sioners,” approved August 19, 1890. 


DIPLOMATIC AND CONSULAR APPROPRIATION BILL. 


The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the consid- 
eration of the bill (H.R. 8234) making appropriations for the dip- 
lomatic and consular service for the fiscal year ending June 30, 
1896, the pending question being on the amendment reported by 
the Committee on Appropriations, on page 9, after line 8, to insert: 
CONSTRUCTION OF TELEGRAPH CABLE BETWEEN THE UNITED STATES AND 

THE HAWAIIAN ISLANDS. 


The President is hereby authorized to contract for the entire work of lay- 
ing a telegraph cable between the United States and the Hawaiian Islands 
and to direct the prosecution of such work whenever Such a contract shall be 
made, and as a part of the cost of such cable the sum of $500,000 is hereby ap- 


propriated. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. Mr. President, debate upon the pending 
amendment submitted by the committee has lasted now for sev- 
eral days. The Senate seems to have lost ee the fact that the 

uestion pending before it is not the amendment just read at the 
esk, but it isa question of order raised by the Senator from Texas 
Mr. Mrais}. i all the days which have been consumed in this 
ebate, I do not remember that any Senator except the Senator 
— Alabama [Mr. MorGan], who addressed the Senate yester- 

Mr. ALDRICH. The Senator from Kentu is mistaken as to 
his facts. The Senator from Texas withdrew his point of order. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. The Senator from Texas told me he did 
not, and has made a — request—— 

Mr. ALDRICH. © REcoRD will show that he did with- 
draw it. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. A question being raised with 
reference to the matter, the Chair will appeal to the RrEcorp. 
The present occupant of the chair was not then present. The 
a will examine the RecorD and report its statement in 

is respect. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. Ican not be mistaken. The junior Sen- 
ator from Texas [Mr. MILLs} made the point of order against the 
amendment. At the request of the Senator from Maine [Mr. 
Haz} he agreed to withhold the point of order in order that Sen- 
ators might have an opportunity of discussing the amendment. 
The Senator from Texas was not in the Senate yesterday, and left 
at a comparatively early hour in the afternoon of the day before, 
and in both instances he asked me to see, if he were not present, 
that the point of order was insisted upon and decided. 

Mr. HALE. I suppose there is no real question about it. I 
think, technically, thatat the time the Senator from Texasdid with- 
draw the point of order and intended to renew it. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. It does not matter. It would be renewed 


anyway. 

Mr. HALE. The Senator from Kentucky can renew it. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. I would do so except that the Senator 
from Texas tells me he still insisted upon his point of order. 

Mr. HALE. I pagers he would have to renew it, probably. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. Very well; it would be renewed. In that 
connection I desire to say that though I am in charge of the bill 
by the direction of the Committee on a, I have never 
favored the amendment that is now under consideration. I shall 
vote against its being incorporated into the pending bill on the 
question of merit. I shall vote to sustain the ao of order. Ido 
not believe the amendment is in order under therule. I rely upon 
two propositions to sustain the objection. 

In the first place, I do believe this is general legislation, 

which it is sought by the committee amendment to ingraft upon 
an appropriation bill. It has never been passed —_ or reported 
favorably by any standing or select committee of this y. It 
has never been estimated for or reported by a Department of the 
Government. More than that, it is obnoxious to the rule from 
another standpoint. It certainly is not germane tothe bill. It is 
a provision looking to the expenditure of money for a purpose not 
connected with or ee ee 
make appropriations for the pay and maintenance of the diplo- 
matic and consular service of this country. 
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I need not weary the Senate by a discussion of the rule. I do 
not think anything could be e plainer. 

Rule XVI provides that— 

All general appropriation bills shall be referred to the Committee on Ap- 
propriations, except bills making sgprcestnticns for rivers and harbors, 
which shall be referred to the Commi on Commerce; and noamendments 
shall be received to any general appropriation bill, the effect of which will 
be to increase an appropriation already contained in the bill or toadd a new 
item of appropriation— 

And surely this is a new item of appropriation— 
unless it be made to carry out the provisions of some existing law— 

That is not claimed in this case— 
or treaty stipulation— 

Which surely does not apply here— 
or act, or resolution previously passed by the Senate during that session— 

For which there is no claim made in any quarter— 
or unless the same be moved by direction of a standing or select committee 
of the Senate, or proposed in pursuance of an estimate of the head of some 
one of the Departments. 

Mr. HALE. Now, right there—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Kentucky 
yield to the Senator from Maine? 

Mr. BLACKBURN. Most certainly. 

Mr. HALE. Does not the Senator from Kentucky forget that 
this amendment comes here by the sanction of a standing com- 
mittee of the Senate, to wit, the Committee on Appropriations? 
The Senator loses sight of the fact that the Committee on Appro- 
priations has the same power to give sanction to an amendment 
to a bill that any other committee has; and the Committee on A 
propriations has directed the amendment to be put upon the bill, 
thereby exercising the same authority that any other standin 
committee would exercise if it moved the amendment to the bil 
after the bill came into this Chamber. I think the Senator from 
Kentucky, as an old parliamentarian, will acknowledge that. The 
Committee on Appropriations is not ousted of the same power that 
other committees have. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. Iam not going to contend that the posi- 
tion which the Senator from Maine seems to take now is unfair. 
That it is novel, that it is without precedent, I think he will admit. 
But I do notobject to it on that ground. Itis but perfectly natural 
that the Senator from Maine, advocating and supporting the amend- 
ment, should resort to methods which are without precedent and 
novel, because the amendment itself is without precedent in the 
history of this country. Never before was it proposed; much less 
by a rider upon a general appropriation bill, to commit the Govern- 
ment to the expenditure of $3,000,000 or any other amount of 
money for building a cable toany foreign shore. The amendment 
i is an un edented and novel proposition. The arguments 
by which the Senator from Maine seeks to support it are entitled 
to be novel and unprecedented, too. 

I now insist that he can not point to an instance, nor canany 
other Senator, where such a construction was ever put upon that 
rule. It never before was claimed in the history of the Senate. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Will the Senator from Kentucky allow me? 

Mr. BLACKBURN. Will the Senator from Rhode Island please 
allow me to finish this sentence? I want to finish the sentence. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I will furnish one instance. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. Iwillgoback. Never before in the history 
of the Governmentdid any Senator ever claim that Rule XVI was to 
be so construed as to allow the Committee on Appropriations to be 
either the standing or the select committee that must recommend 
an amendment before it shall be in order and cease to be obnoxious 
tothatrule. The practice is universal and unbroken—there never 
was an instance in which it was violated or di ed—in the 
construction of that clause of Rule XVI; that it means that some 
committee, standing or select, other than the Committee on Ap- 
propriations, shall have recommended an amendment and sent it 
through this Chamber to the Committee on Appropriations before 
the Committee on eee has the right under the rule to 
incorporate it in a bill. 

Mr. CALL. Will the Senator from Kentucky allow me to ask 
him a question? 

Mr. BLACKBURN. The Senator from Rhode Island [Mr. 
— appealed to me a moment since, and I will yield to him 

t. 


Mr. ALDRICH. The Senator from Kentucky will find prece- 
dents in every general appropriation bill that was ever reported to 
the Senate from the Committee on Appropriations. There never 
has been a bill, I will venture to say, reported from that commit- 
tee to the Senate which did not contain new provisions increasing 
appropriations already made and new items of appropriation rec- 
ommended by the Committee on Appropriations and by nobody 


Mr. BLACKBURN. I have asked the Senator to put his finger 
on a case, which he has failed to do. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I think the Senator from Iowa . ALLI- 
SON] will justify all I have said in that respect. inly dur- 
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ing my service in the Senate I have never known a general ap- 
propriation bill to be reported that did not contain such provi- 
sions. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. Will the Senator from Rhode Island, to 
whom I am always more than glad to yield the floor, now whilst 
he is on the floor, please answer me one question? 

Mr. ALDRICH. Certainly. : 

Mr. BLACKBURN. Will he indicate and point out a single, 
solitary instance which has occurred within the last one hundred 
years where a point of order having been made, the Senate ever 
did sustain a proposition to interject into a general appropria- 
tion bill any item or amendment that was obnoxious to the six- 
teenth rule? 

Mr. ALDRICH. The Senate has certainly done so, and it is 
doing it all the time. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. 
instance? 

Mr. ALDRICH. If the Senator from Kentucky will permit 
me, I will send for the Indian appropriation bill, reported by the 
committee yesterday, and I will show him not only one, but scores 
of amendments of the same character reported by the Commit- 
tee on Appropriations. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. The Senator from Rhode. Island does not 
answer my question. He is now talking about a bill which has 
never been before the Senate for consideration. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I will show the Senator from Kentucky such 
instances in this very bill. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. Thequestion Lask the Senator from Rhode 
Island is whether within the last one hundred years there is an 
instance to be found with a search warrant where a point of order 
was made under Rule XVI and was overruled either by the Pre- 
siding Officer of this body or by a vote of the Senate, and such an 
amendment was allowed to be considered? 

Mr. ALDRICH. I have never heard the construction now con- 
tended for by the Senator from Kentucky urged in the Senate by 
any Senator, and I think no such question was ever raised. 

Mr. RLACKBURN. Very well. It seems that this novel and 
unprecedented amendment is bringing out novel and unprece- 
dented things all around. 

Mr. ALDRICH. It certainly is. No Senator on this floor ever 
contended that that rule had the construction which the Senator 
from Kentucky now undertakes to place upon it. 

Mr. HARRIS. Will the Senator from Kentucky allow me to 
suggest in a very few words the only point in the matter? 

Mr. BLACKBURN. Ifthe Senator from Tennessee will indulge 
me but a moment—I shall not detain the Senate much longer—I 
will state that I am trying to do, andif I may be left uninter- 
rupted for five minutes I will do, just what the Senator from Ten- 
nessee wants to do. - I will tell the Chair and tell the Senate 
where I think the point is. 

Mr. MORGAN. Will the Senator from Kentucky allow me? 

Mr. BLACKBURN. I beg the Senator from Alabama to ex- 
cuse me. 

Mr. MORGAN. Iwishtoask aquestion for information. The 
Senator from Kentucky is a distinguished member of the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations. I desire to ask him to inform me on 
what age act it was that the appropriation of money 
was made to survey this same cable route? 

anaes cimedeats Oh, Mr. President, I do not want to be 
led off. 

Mr. MORGAN. This will not lead the Senator off. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. Iwill answer the Senator. He is gener- 
ally better informed upon all subjects than any other Senator. 
My recollection is that it was done in 1891. 

Mr. HALE. On the naval appropriation act? 

Mr. BLACKBURN. On the naval appropriation act. Now, 
if I may be allowed, with the permission of the Senator from Ala- 
bama, I will resume. 

Mr. MORGAN. I beg the Senator’s pardon for interrupting 
him. I know the question rather put him out. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. On the contrary, it did not annoy mea 
particle except by its absolute irrelevance and meaninglessness 
in this connection. 

Now, having said so much in reference to my objection to the 
amendment under the first clause of Rule XVI, I desire to call the 
attention of the Senate to paragraph 3 of the same rule. I insist 
that either under paragraph 1 or paragraph 2 it is utterly impos- 
sible for the Chair or for the Senate to hold that the amendment 
has any place in the pending bill. I have read the first paragraph. 
Now i will read the third paragraph: 

No amendment which proposes general legislation shall be received to any 
appropriation bil—_- 

Mark you, the disjunctive form is employed here— 
nor shall any amendment not germane or relevant to the subject-matter con- 
tained in the bill be received. 

Is there a Senator upon this floor who will contend that the 
amendment is germane to the subject-matter of the pending bill? 


Will the Senator please point me to one 





Mr. MORGAN. If the Senator from Kentucky asks the ques- 
tion I will answer yes. 

Mr. BLACKB 
time, if they please. 

Mr. MORGAN. There is one here; and I was right about it. 

Mr. BLACKS8URN. Now, if I am entitled to the floor, I will 
proceed. I am trying to get through 

Mr. WOLCOTT. What was the answer of the Senator from 
Alabama? We could not on this side hear what he said. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. I suggest that the Senator from Alabama 
did not have the floor to say anything. 

Mr. WOLCOTT. I certainly should like to know what reply 
the Senator fro:zn Alabama made. x 

Mr. BLACKBURN. TheSenateis not making much headway. 
If I can be let alone for five minutes by the clock I will do as [ 
have done for the last week, keep my seat, say nothing, and let 
everyone else talk until he gets tired. The third paragraph of 
Ruie XVI reads: 

No amendment SOOR prepeses general legislation shall be received to any 
general appropriation bill. 

Then the rule goes on with a bill of particulars: 

Nor shall any amendment not germane or relevant to the subject-matter 
contained in the bi received: nor shall any amendment to any item or 
clause of such bill be received which does not directly relate thereto; and all 
questions of relevancy of amendments under this rule, when raised, shall be 
submitted to the Senate and be decided without debate; and any amendment 
to a general appropriation bill may be laid on the table without prejudice to 
the bill. 

Now, I insist that under the first clanse of this rule it is the duty 
of the Chair, upon the point of order being raised, to determine it 
subject to ap to the Senate. Under the third paragraph of 
the rule the Chair is not only not called upon, but he is not per- 
mitted to decide the question of relevancy. That shall be sub- 
mited to the Senate and be decided without debate. But under the 
first clause of the third par graph of the rule it is the duty of the 
Chair to rule and to determine, subject to the right of appeal to 
the Senate. 

Mr. President, either under the first clause or under the third 
clause I hold that this amendment is not entitled to be considered 
here. It is not germane to the subject-matter of the pending bill. 
It does not relate to the paragraph to which it is attached. More 
than that, it has never been recommended by any standing or 
select committee of this body. It has never been estimated for 
by any Department of thisGovernment. Besides, sir, in my judg- 
ment, even if not obnoxious to the rule, it has no merit upon 
which to stand. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. The Senator from Kentucky does 
not claim that the amendment changes any existing law? The 
Senator does not make that claim? 

Mr. BLACKBURN. There is no law to be changed upon this 
subject. It is new legislation. It changes the attitude of the 
Government. Itis the first time in the history of this Govern- 
ment that the proposition was ever made that we should go to 
work to build foreign cables. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. But it changes no existing law. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. Everyone understands very well, Mr. 
President, what the amendment is. dt is an entering wedge, 
looking to the expenditure cf three millions of money to lay a 
cable from the California coast to Honolulu or the Hawaiian 
Islands. It is the entering wedge of that project of annexation 
which lies so close to the hearts of many Senators here. I have 
no quarrel with them. I simply say it is without precedent. I 
have never favored the amendment, and I shall vote against it 
when the vote is reached at half past 2 o’clock. I am not going 
into general discussion of the question of annexation. What I 
mean to say is that if Senators will take this rule and read the 
first and third paragraphs, they must, in my judginent, come to 
the conclusion that the men who wrote those paragraphs in that 
rule were employing the plainest and strongest English that any 
tongue has ever yet controlled to prevent the introduction of just 
such amendments on just such bills and under just such circum- 
stances. 

Mr. MANDERSON. Mr. President, it seems tome (and I make 
the statement withont intending to reflect in the least degree upon 
my distinguished friend) that the Senator from Kentucky [| Mr. 
BLACKBURN] occupies to-day a most remarkable and exceptional 
position. e stands here in charge of the bill. He stands here 
as the representative of the Committee on Appropriations. There 
is before the Senate for consideration a provision in the bill, new, 
it is true, new legislation perhaps, that has received the sanction 
of the majority of the committee which has charged him with the 
care of the bill, and he not only invokes against it the usual 


course—— 

Mr. BLACKBURN. Against what? 

Mr. MANDERSON. Against the adoption of the amendment 

roposed by his committee. Henot only invokes argument against 
it, but he brings, as I take it, exceptional and strained interpreta- 
tion of the rules of the Senate. 


I want Senators to answer in their own 
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Mr. BLACKBURN. Will the Senator from Nebraska allow 
me to ask him a —— which is purely on this subject? 

Mr. MANDERSON. Certainly; with great pleasure. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. Do I understand the Senator from Ne- 
braska to impute tome any unusual conduct in that I am in 
charge of a bill one provision of which has been put in by a ma- 
jority vote of the committee to which Ido not give my assent? Is 
there anything—— 

Mr. MANDERSON. I do not dispute the Senator’s right to do 
it. I do not dispute the propriety of his action. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. That is all. 

Mr. MANDERSON. I say it is unusual that a Senator should 
find himself in that position. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. It is not pleasant, either. 

Mr. MANDERSON. I can realize that it is unpleasant. 

Now, Mr. President, the rules of the Senate are not only very 
frequently disregarded by a majority of this body, but they are 
frequently set aside. If we were to pursue them in their strict- 
ness they would be barriers to legislation. But we do not pursue 
them in their strictness. We expunge them altogether very fre- 
quently by the unanimous consent of the Senate. I have never 
known an occasion when a rule was invoked by a point of order 
and a majority of the Senate were in favor of ingrafting upon an 
appropriation bill, even general legislation, that the rule was not 
entirely disregarded, the Chair overruled at times, and at other 
times the rules set aside by a majority vote. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. Willthe Senator allow me just a moment? 

Mr. MANDERSON. Certainly. , 

Mr. BLACKBURN. The senior Senator from Nebraskais one 
of the best equipped members of the Senate Committee on Rules. 
I indorse what he says. I go further. I not only agree with 
him that there never was a time when a rule was invoked here 
that a majority of the Senate wanted to override it that they did 
not doit—— 

Mr. MANDERSON. Always. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. But 1 go further and state that, in my 
judgment, the Senate has norules and never did have since I have 
known anything about it. I gofurther and appeal to the Senator 
from Nebraska and make him my witness by whom to prove that 
it is not my fault. For at least eighteen months or two years 
past I have done my best in the Committees on Rules to get them 
to adopt a rule by which the Senate could transact business, but 
I have never succeeded because I could not secure the invaluable 
aid of the senior Senator from Nebraska. 

Mr. MANDERSON. That is very true. The rules are good 
enough for me as wed stand, and their principal merit is that we 
can so quickly get rid of them when we desire. 

Mr. President, I was struck with the remark yesterday of the 
Senator from Alabama [Mr. MorGan], who said he cared nothing 
for the rules of the Senate; that this is a proposition so meritori- 
ous, that it is a proposition so important to the best interests of 
this country, that notwithstanding he might be of the opinion 
that placing it upon an appropriation bill is in violation of the 
rule, he would not vote to sustain the point of order. I concur 
with him upon that proposition. I agree with him that the 
amendment reported from the Committee on — priations is of 
such yast importance to this country that no rule should be per- 
mitted to stand in the way of its enactment into law. 

I wish very much that there had been a crowded Senate when 
the Senator from Alabama made that luminous and wonderful 
speech yesterday, showing the necessities for the building of this 
cable. He set forth in most a and in eloquent terms 
why we should not only build this cable, but why we should annex 
those islands of the PacificOcean. I think the time has come when 
this great Republic of ours should extend its limits. I do not 
know but that there is in me something of the spirit of the fili- 
busterer, as those were called who were in favor of the annexation 
of islands in years gone by. This country can never obtain com- 
mercial supremacy among the nations of the world until it has 
entered as the rival of that great power, England, in obtaining the 
islands of the ocean. No true American can pick up the map of 
this continent without feeling, as it seems to me, a sense of shame 
that one of the islands which forms the military and the naval key 
to our situation has over it the flag of England—I mean the Ber- 
mudas. He can not but feel a sense of shame when he sees that 
all the islands from Cuba to the Lower Antilles, which stand like 
sentinels at the Gulf of Mexico, are owned by forei powers and 
not one of them is owned by the Government of the Unitea States. 

We stand, Mr. President, in the position where a great army 
would stand that would allow its outposts to be held by the enemy. 
Unquestionably if we do not reach our hands for the purpose of 
taking not only the Sandwich Islands, but ultimately some of the 
islands of the ibbean Sea, we never can assume among the na- 
tions of the earth that naval and military supremacy which must 
be in the leadership of commercial power. 

So, on a question so important as this, I for one do not hesitate, 
even although I might agree with the Senator from Kentucky, in 
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voting to violate the rules of the Senate. They ought not to stand 
in the way, but should be brushed aside when a question is so im- 
portant as the one before us. 3 

Now, the Senator from Kentucky (I regret his absence from the 
Chamber, and I have been talking in this general way simply in 
the hope that he might return) challenges the Senator from Rhode 
Island to bring forward some instances that are akin to this in 
the legislative history of the Senate. I remember several of them. 
I know that there came from the Committee on og sence 
not by the report of any standing or select committee, the propo- 
sition to subsidize ships for mail carria As I recall the appro- 
priation of $400,000 or $600,000, it was challenged on this floor by 
the raising of the point of order that it was general legislation 
upon an appropriation bill; and that emanated from the Commit- 
tee on Appropriations. 

I remember that on some of the naval appropriation bills there 
have been emanating from the Committee on Appropriations, and 
not by the suggestion of any standing committee, large appro- 
priations for the building of ships. I sent a few moments ago to 
the document room and obtained the sundry civil appropriation 
act of the last Congress. It is full of propositions that emanated 
directly and in the first instance from the Committee on Appro- 
priations, and I have no question but that reference to the debates 
upon that bill would show that the point of order was raised 
against several of them. I find on page 70 of this print a proposi- 
tion with reference to the settlers on the Des Moines River lands. 
As I recall that provision (and my recollection in that respect is 
verified by the Senator from Iowa | Mr. ALLISON], who had charge 
of that important subject-matter) it did not emanate from any of 
the standing or select committees of the body, but came from the 
Appropriations—— 

Mr. PASCO. If the Senator from Nebraska will allow me to 
correct him, I will state that the amendment to which he refers 
came from the Committee on Public Lands. 

Mr. MANDERSON. Then I was mistaken. 

Mr. PASCO. It was considered first by that committee and re- 
ferred on their motion to the Committee on Appropriations. 

Mr. MANDERSON. I know it was a very old piece of legisla- 
tion. Is the Senator from Florida confident that it came from the 
Committee on Public Lands at the last session? 

Mr. PASCO. Iam. 

Mr. MANDERSON. That, then, is an exception. Now, I turn 
to page 123 and I find a proviso which changed existing law as to 
the United States district attorneys, and which did not come from 
the Committee on the Judiciary. It provided that hereafter— 

The United States district attorney shall be allowed one fee and one mile- 
age actny traveled to and from the ae of hearing for his attendance in 
person, or by his assistant before a United States commissioner or other 
committing magistrate in each case and no more, 

Mr. BLACKBURN. Will the Senator from Nebraska allow a 
question? 

Mr. MANDERSON. Certainly. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. Was there any point of order made 
against that amendment? 

Mr. MANDERSON. I do not know that there was. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. Then how could it have been excluded? 

Mr. MANDERSON. I gave, in the absence of the Senator, 
several instances where points of order were made. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. And were overruled? 

Mr. MANDERSON. And were overruled by the Senate. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. With the Senator’s permission I will ask 
him if such action was taken in those cases in the exercise of that 
absolute disregard of the rule that the Senator says the Senate 
always employs? 

Mr. MANDERSON. [I think so. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. So dol. 

Mr. MANDERSON. I think the rule was completely disre- 
garded by the Senate. I refer particularly to the instance where 
upon one of the great appropriation bills there was imposed a subsidy 
for mail steamers, which was presented by the Committee on Ap- 
propriations. As I recall it, the point of order was made upon it 
as against the committee’s amendment, the point of order was 
overruled by the vote of the Senate, and the amendment was re- 
tained upon the bill. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. I will make a contract with the Senator, 
with his permission, by which I will not interrupt him again or 
ask him another — if he will let me ask him one right here. 

Mr. MANDERSON. The Senator may ask me all he pleases. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. DolI «understand that the Senator is de- 
fending the pending amendment upon the ground that it is out- 
side of the rule, but that the practice of the Senate has been never 
to pay any attention to its rules, but to violate them on all occa- 
sions, and consequently it ought to do it now? 

Mr. MANDERSON. That is my position exactly. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. That is it? 

Mr. MANDERSON, That is my position exactly. 
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Mr. BLACKBURN. Then there is no quarrel between the 
Senator and myself. 

Mr. MANDERSON. None whatever. I always bow to the 
judgment of the chairman of the Committee on Rules when he 
attempts to construe a rule, even when I know he is wrong. 
follow my leader implicitly in that direction. I take exactly the 
position suggested by the Senator from Kentucky; that this is a 
piece of legislation so important for this country that the rules of 
the Senate, which are daily more honored in their breach than 
in their observance, should be torn asunder to place this important 
piece of legislation on this appropriation bill. Now, if this debate 
shall continue long enough so as to make it worth my while to 
expend the time, I will undertake to show to the Senator from 
Kentucky a great many instances during his period of service in 
the Senate when the Committee on Appropriations, without sug- 
gestion from amy standing committee, has presented new legisla- 
tion upon appropriation bills,the point of order made against 
them frequently, and the Senate overruling the point of order and 
voting the amendment upon the bill. I hope when that shall ap- 
pear he will be content to follow these numerous precedents and 
follow the majority of his committee. 

Mr. PALMER. May I ask the Senator from Nebraska a ques- 
tion? 

Mr. MANDERSON. Certainly. I am through. 

Mr. PALMER. Is it the duty of the Chair to observe the rules? 

Mr. MANDERSON. The rules in their wonderful latitude per- 
mit the Presiding Officer of the body a very delightful opportunity 
to evade responsibility and submit all questions for the vote of the 
Senate. I am glad to say that the Presiding Officers of this body 
upon important questions usually take that course, and I have no 
question but that that will be the course which will be taken by 
whoever shall preside when the question of order shall come to be 
submitted; he will leave it to the Senate itself, that makes the rules 
and breaks the rules, to determine whether in this particular in- 
stance the rule shall be broken. 

Mr. GRAY. Mr. President, the abnormal character of the 
amendment, the impropriety of urging it at this time, is well illus- 
trated by the situation in which we find ourselves at this moment. 
Here is legislation, whether it be in order or not, confessedly of 
the most important character, so important that more than one 
Senator has said upon his own responsibility and in his place that 
he was willing to throw to the winds all the rules that govern the 
procedure of this body; that he was willing that anarchy should 
come into that procedure if need be in order to bring about the 
adoption of the amendment. 

The Senator from Nebraska as MANDERSON] has said, with an 
emphasis that I have never before known him to employ, that he 
was willing, so important did he consider the crisis—I think that 
was the word—to violate every rule that the Senate has adopted to 
govern its procedure, and that nothing of propriety or of parlia- 
mentary usage should stand in the way of incorporating this 
amendment upon the pending appropriation bill. 

Now, Mr. President, I want to appeal to the Senate and I want 
to appeal to the country as to whether the adoption of this meas- 
ure i such methods will receive the sanction of this body or of 
the public sentiment of the country. Why should our judgments 
be hurried, stampeded by this proclamation of a crisis, a national 
crisis in our affairs, in order that we may expend three millions 
of money in giving us telegraphic communication with the Islands 
of Hawaii? What has occurred, what is there in the situation, 
what is there in the history of our times, to justify these extra- 
ordinary propositions and this extraordinary language, if I may 
be allowed without offense to so characterize it, of the Senator 
from Nebraska and of the Senator from Alabama [Mr. MorGan]? 

Why, sir, we were all slumbering peacefully in the regular inter- 
‘vals of repose until the Senator from Maine [Mr. HALE] introduced 
the amendment. I doubt whether it ever occurred to a single 
member of this body until it occurred to the fertile, direct, and 
practical mind of the Senator from Maine that the amendment 
was necessary for the peace, the comfort, or the happiness of this 
country to be introduced and incorporated in the pending bill. 

Mr. HALE. I or the Senatorfrom Delaware will not convey 
the impression that healone believes that this matter took thought 
and form in a strange and unaccountable manner in my brain. 
Three years ago Congress entered inuponthis matterand provided 
for a survey with the direct object of building this cable. That 
laid the foundation of it; and since then there have been other 
proceedings in both bodies touching it. I was only proposing to 
carry out what Congress had embarked upon in this matter, be- 
lieving that the time has come when the original purpose of Con- 
gress embodied in our bills should be carried into effect. It was 


not a new, a strange, aad uncouth object that I obtruded on the 
public mind by any means. 

_ Mr. GRAY. Mr. President, the Senator from Maine is correct 
in stating that there had been, three years ago, a preliminary in- 
vestigation of the route for a telegraph cable to Hawaii; but he 
misunderstood me if he thinks I meant to criticise his right to 


introduce the amendment. Not at all. But I wish to call the at- 
tention of the Senate and the country to the fact that graveand dis- 
tinguished Senators on this floor have, with an emphasis and with 
an excitement that I have rarely seen equaled, sought to call our 
attention to the existence of some alleged crisis in our national 
life; that suddenly, upon the introduction of the amendment by 
the Senator of Maine, they seemed to have waked up to a danger 
that was menacing the country, and that there was an importance 
to be attached to the consideration of the subject which warranted 
the breaking of all the rules of the Senate and our relapsing into 
a state of anarchy in this body, so far as rules are concerned, in 
order that we might with unseemly haste and precipitation incor- 
porate a proposition to spend $3,000,000 in giving us telegraphic 
communication with Hawaii. 

Mr. HALE. Now, does not the Senator from Delaware frankly 
think that the debates in this body and elsewhere for the last two 
years upon the general subject of the Hawaiian Islands and our 
relations to them, and transactions there, have so brought the 
whole matter to the public attention that this is naturally the 
focalizing of allthat? Thisis the first practical thing that has been 
proposed by anybody. All the rest has been debate upon resolu- 
tions of one sentiment or another, and it has finally resulted that 
this project has been brought forward as a practical business mat- 
ter. Is not that natural? 

Mr. GRAY. I concede that the Senator from Maine, who is 
the author of this amendment, has offered the first practical sug- 
gestion which has been made in this long and weary debate that 
has occupied our time during the last two years; but during all 
that time I do not believe that any Senator within the sound of 
my voice or any member of this body had worked himself up into 
a state of mind such as was manifested by the Senator froin Ne- 
braska this morning and the Senator from Alabama yesterday 
afternoon in regard to the gravity of the situation which they at- 
tempted to depict. 

Why was it that not until the suggestion of a telegraphic cable, 
not until there was a suggestion to spend three millions of the 
people’s money in order to forward some scheme, commercial or 
otherwise, did we discover this grave national situation that re- 
quired us to go without our ordinary rest and our heads to be per- 
turbed on their pillows with visions of disaster and danger threat- 
ening. this country unless this cable should be immediately 
built? 

It seems to me, so far as I can view this matter, that the terror 
displayed by the Senator from Alabama on yesterday afternoon 
was altogether disproportionate to anything that I can see in the 
situation. Of course my own powers of observation and perspi- 
cacity may be entirely at fault, and the Senator from Alabama 
may be entirely right, but I am only expressing my own astonish- 
ment that a situation so grave as this should not be obvious even 
to my poor powers of perception. 

M1. MORGAN. If the Senator will allow me a moment, I was 
not conscious that I was in any state of terror yesterday afternoon 
when I had the honor of the floor, and I did not express any terror of 
anybody. Iexpressed merely what I conceived to be an obvious 
necessity that we should take time by the forelock and do some- 
thing now which would prevent us from being robbed of a pos- 
session that I thought was ours under treaty arrangement. 

Mr. GRAY. Think of it, Mr. President. That survey was 
made—may I ask the Senator from Maine how long ago? 

Mr. HALE. In 1891. 

Mr. GRAY. That survey was made in 1891. four yearsago, and 
yet in all that interval we have been sleeping on our posts, and 
not giving the alarm to the country that was given yesterday by 
the Senator from Alabama and by the Senator from Nebraska this 
morning, and failing to call attention to this grave crisis which 
was threatening our peace and our prosperity. 

Mr. HALE. The Senator is wrong in saying that we have slept 
on it ever since. In the very next Congress after that, the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations reported a project for a subsidy amount- 
ing to $3,000,000, to be given to a company to builda cable. That 
was beaten and thrown out, and the main reason given was that 
an association, a company, would absorb it, would grab it, and 
the Govenment would lose all control of it, although it should 
pay the money, and now, on the heels of that, the Committee on 
Appropriations has put in another proposition that the Govern- 
ment shall build the cable and own it and operate it. We have 
not slept since 1891, but have tried to accomplish this. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. If the Senator will allow me, I 
will say that I introduced a proposition in 1891 for the incorpora- 
tion of a company to construct and lay a cable to the Sandwich 
Islands. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator will please suspend. 
The hour of 2 o’clock having arrived, the Chair lays before the 
Senate the unfinished business, the title of which will be stated. 

The Skcretary. A bill (H.R. 4609) to establish a uniform sys- 
tem of bankruptcy. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. We are proceeding under a unanimous 
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consent agreement to vote to-day; but, without raising that point, 
I ask unanimous consent that the unfinished business may be in- 
formaily and temporarily laid aside and that the Senate continue 
the consideration of the ay one bill. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection? The Chair hears 
none, and it is so ordered. 

Mr. GRAY. Mr. President, I do not wish to exaggerate the 
attitude taken by the Senator from Alabama and the Senator from 
Nebraska in their advocacy of this proposed cable. 

Mr. HALE. I did not know that the Senator was aware that 
action had been taken by Congress, and that we have been all the 
time endeavoring to accomplish it. 

Mr. GRAY. I listened to the Senator from Maine when he 
spoke on this amendment, as I usually listen to him, with great 
respect and interest and instruction, and I heard him recite that 
incident in its history; but it does not appear that even then the 
situation was considered so grave that we could not deliberately, 
without excitement, and without having our judgment hurried, 
pass upon the propriety of giving a subsidy to a private corpora- 
tion, or of considering that no necessity existed for telegraphic 
communication with the Hawaiian Islands, and it seems to have 
oceurred to no one even to suggest, if they disapproved of the first 
method, of employing the one it is proposed to employ now. So 
I think I am right in saying that in all this time we have been 
serenely occupied with the ordinary affairs of legislation, without 
being at all disturbed by any of those things imagined by the Sena- 
tor from Alabama. 

Mr. President, as I listened tothe Senator from Alabama in his 
eloquent recital of the influence and powet? of the British Empire 
and the necessity there was on our part to be the vigilant sentinels 
of our country in its time of danger, I could have olment supposed 
that we were on the verge of a war with our kindred across the 


sea. 

Mr. MORGAN. I did not allude to that, but I think we are on 
the verge of being very badly cheated. ‘(hat is my idea. 

Mr. GRAY. ‘“ Very badly cheated,” but there was a great deal 
more in the manner and tone of the Senator than the danger of 
being pretty badly cheated would account for. I think, perhaps, 
the gentlemen who are conducting affairs in Hawaii,so far as they 
are concerned, can take care of themselves when it comes toa 
bargain or to a matter of being cheated on one side or the other. 
The Senator is in milder mood now. 

Mr. President, I have learned in my service, now not a short 
one, in this body that there is no better way to excite flagging in- 
terest—or rather to create interest—in a measure than to invoke 
the fear of British aggression, British influence, British power, 

itish competition, and I have sat here many a time and on fre- 
quent occasions and listened to these appeals toa sentiment which 
1 do not believe is one calculated to promote lucidity of judgment 
or that temperateness and deliberation which ought to character- 
ize legislative action. I for one am a little wearied of these ap- 
peals. I think that the United States and that the American 
pecwe have outgrown this state of pupilage. I think that we no 
onger ought to seek to occupy the provincial status which these 
appeals indicate or would seem to make necessary in order that 
they might be of effect. 

I do not think that it is a very lofty, high, or patriotic feeling 
not to believe that the legislation of this country, its policy, its 
attitude, and its standing among the nations of the world are as- 
sured and can be maintained without fear of British aggression 
or of British influence, and I should deplore appeals of that kind 
as tending to warp the judgment and to confuse the understand- 
ing of those who ought to bring to the consideration of public 
matters a clear judgment and an undisturbed mental action in 
order that we may have the best legislative results. Many a self- 
ish scheme has been promoted by this unworthy practice. 

Mr. President, I should like some Senator to tell me what it is 
we have to fear from Great Britain. When a real interest of this 
country is involved, or if the prosperity or existence or integrity 
of our country should be threatened, I believe that there is a cour- 
age and confidence in the bosom of every patriotic American citi- 
zen which will enable him to fling defiance in the face of any power 
on earth without blenching and without fear. 

Mr. HAWLEY. The Senator asks a question, and I should like 
to have an opportunity to answer it, though I do not desire to take 
up his time in doing so. 

Mr.GRAY. Lhope the Senator will not take much time, because 
we vote at half past 2 o'clock, and I am anxious that the Senator 
from Massachusetts [Mr. LODGE] shall take the floor on his con- 
sular amendinent—— 

Mr. HAWLEY. I shall not take up much of the Senator's 
time. 

I wish to ask the Senator if he sees no significance in the fact 
that Great Britain, with the finest navy in the world, is securing 
strategic positions all around the globe. She has secured islands 
everywhere for military and naval stations, and Hawaii is the last 


one of ina position within comparatively easy 


FEBRUARY 9, 


reach that is left open to our competition. Is there no weight to 

be given to that? Is it not possible that we may have something 

- do with the affairs of the outside world at some time in the 
uture? 

Mr. GRAY. Mr. President, I am not disturbed by the course 
of British Empire, which is often alluded to here in terms of a 
prehension if not of criticism and denunciation. I do not hold 
myself as an American Senator and an American citizen bound to 
follow her example. I have thought that American policies and 
an American international morality have been established in 
the hundred years of our existence, and I am a great deal more 
proud of that than I am of any attempt to imitate Great Britain 
in her career of empire around the world—these stepping stones, 
as some Senator calls them, which are to be established across the 
Pacific, in order that we may imitate the world-girdling policy of 
that coantry, which it seems to me impossible for some Senators 
here to banish from their thoughts. 

There is another consideration to which I wish to briefly ask 
the attention of the Senate, I have not the time to more than 
allude to it, and that is this: We are called upon by this amend- 
ment to take an initial step, a new departure in legislation by an 
amendment to an appropriation bill, without the consideration of 
any of the standing committees of this body which have the time 
and the competence to examine and maturely consider the propo- 
sition in all its bearings. These committees are created for that 
purpose. In the parliamentary tumult of the closing days of this 
session we are to be asked here in fifteen minutes from this time 
to vote upon this most important proposition. 

I protest, Mr. President, that this is not such a performance of 
our high legislative duties as will commend itself to the people of 
this country. We are asked to embark in an enterprise which, in 
its initial step, is to involve an expenditure of three millions of 
money. The Senator from Oregon [Mr. MITCHELL] confessed 
yesterday that it was only an initial step, and that he was in favor 
of making it a part of a great system of Pacific cables which 
—_— cover the bottom of that ocean and take us all around this 
globe. 

Where are we tostop? What are the interests of your constitu- 
ents [the Vice-President in thechair] and mine, sir, of the men who 
plow the furrows in the field and who work early and late in the 
factories, in thisexpenditure which comes, after all, from the prod- 
uct of their toil? 1t is made in the interest primarily of certain 
commercial and business interests of the Island of Hawaii; it is 
made for no purpose which concerns the Government of these 
United States. We have in use no harbor there; we have no for- 
tifications which make a cable a military necessity. If this is to 
be the first step in annexation, then I ask Senators not to reverse 
the natural process. Let us annex the Hawaiian Islands and con- 
sider the cable afterwards when the military necessity arises. But 
I do protest against having this matter prejudged and the Ameri- 
can people committed to annexation in this indirect manner. 

Mr. President, one word, and only a word, about the point of 
order which has been raised under Rule XVI. If this is not gen- 
eral legislation I have failed to hear any Senator explain what it 
is. Of course it is general legislation, and the Senator from Ne- 
braska and the Senator from Alabama in what they said yester- 
day afternoon and this morning have not undertaken to show 
wherein this is not obnoxious to the language and spirit of that 
rule; but they have boldly confronted the situation by saying, 
‘‘rules or no rules, the crisis is so important that this amendment 
must be incorporated in this appropriation bill.” 

Mr. MORGAN. The Senator will allow me a moment. If he 
had been in the Senate when I made my speech yesterday afier- 
noon he would not have made that remark, because I elaborately 
argued the proposition that every single particle of this amend- 
ment was in order. 

Mr. ALDRICH. And in order under the rules. 

Mr. MORGAN. Yes, in order under the rules; and I took up 
the rule and discussed it, and I believe it to be iv order, unques- 
tionably in order. 

Mr. GRAY. It may have been my misfortune not to have had 
the opportunity of hearing the argument of the Senator. I heard 
the Senator, it is true, say he believed the amendment was in 
order. That was his opinion. But in that part of his speech I 
heard—and I thought I heard it all—he took refuge where the 
Senator from Nebraska has taken refuge, in the power of the Sen- 
ate to disregard itsown rules. Of course I admit that is a matter 
which will address itself to the conscience and judgment of indi- 
vidual Senators, and I have no right to criticise, nor do I presume 
to criticise, any Senator for his vote upon this matter. I can only 
say for myself that I can not find it consistent with my duty to 
vote squarely against what I believe to be a rule of this Senate 
which [ am obliged to conform to. 

Mr. HOAR. How does the Senator distinguish this amendment 
in principle from an amendment to a river and harbor bill for an 
improvement in Delaware Bay, which the Committee on Com- 
merce would insert in the bill as a matter of course? 













Mr. GRAY. Mr. President, a river and harbor bill is a matter 
which deals, of course, with rivers and harbors, and the addition 
of an item to that bill of appropriation for a distinct harbor is 
not, I believe, so far as I can give an answer tothe Senator’s ques- 
tion now, a matter of general legislation. This amendment, how- 
ever, is a matter of general legislation obviously, inasmuch as it 
undertakes to change the attitude of this Government as it has 
existed during a hundred years toward project of this kind pro- 
posed to be put in the control of Government itself to manage, 
maintain, and operate. : 

Mr. HOAR. ‘The Senator seems to fail to comprehend the point 
of my question, which is: Why is this amendment a matter of gen- 
eral legislation any more than an amendment for the improve- 
ment of the harbor of Delaware Bay would be general legislation 
when offered to a river and harbor bill? 

Mr. GRAY. I think it differs. 

Mr. HOAR. Why? 

Mr. GRAY. I think it does differ, but I have not time to do 
more than to ask the Senator why this is not a matter of general 
legislation, which I should be glad he would in his own time ex- 
plain, and not by comparing it with some other matter which 
may or may not be obnoxious to the same rule. 

Mr. HOAR. Thisis a proposition for a special public work in 
the interest of commerce, just as every proposition for an amend- 
ment to the river and harbor bill is a proposition in the interest 
of commerce. It is a special public work, and we never have 
treated such a proposition as general legislation. 

Mr. GRAY. This is a great deal more than a special public 
work. It is a proposition that the Government of the United 
States for the first time in its history shall not only build, but 
shall maintain and operate an instrumentality of communica- 
tion between this country and a foreign country. It is just as 
important and just as much a departure from our policy as if it 

. were a proposition to build, equip, and operate a line of steam- 

ships between this country and the Sandwich Islands—every bit 

as much—and I say itis a departure not only in fact, but itis a 

departure in principle; and the Senator from Nebraska the other 

day in the colloquy he had with the Senator from Maine I think 
demonstrated that it was aconcession to the State socialistic 
principles which the Senator from Nebraska seemed himself to 
advocate. Itis just as much a departure, I say again, as it would 
be to equip a railroad from the lakes to the Gulf and to maintain 

a railroad service by the Government of the United States. 

Mr. President, I do not think that in this hasty manner we should 
attempt to incorporate legislation not only of that general but 
that far-reaching character upon an appropriation bill and in the 
short time which is given to debate of this bill in all its multifari- 
ous items that we should impose upon this country a system or a 
scheme so far-reaching and important as this is destined to be. 

I hope that, if the Chair shall undertake to decide this question, 
he will take the view I have taken, that this can not be anything 
else but general legislation; and that if it is submitted to the Sen- 
ate without a decision by the Chair, I hope that Senators will feel 
that the rules of this body do amount tosomething, that they were 
adopted in order to govern procedure here, and that we might illus- 
trate the capacity of American Senators to observe the rules which 
they themselves have made. 

Mr. LODGE. Mr. President, at the close of the session last 
evening the Senate was good enough to give unanimous¢onsent 
that a certain amendment which I offered in regard to the reor- 
ganization of the consular service should be considered as pend- 
ing; and I desire before the time comes for taking the vote to say 
a few words in regard to that amendment. 

It is the intention of the Senator from Alabama [Mr. MorGan], 
as I understand, to offer a bill which has been reported by the 
Committee on Foreign Relations, looking to the same object, the 
reorganization of the consular service, as a substitute for my 
amendment. That substitute, if offered by the Senator from Ala- 
bama, with one slight change, I shall most gladly accept. It is 
an excellent bill, more compact than my amendment, and em- 
bodies the same principles. I have no time in the few minutes 
which remain to argue this case as it ought to be argued, but the 
report of the Senator from Alabama from the Committee on 
Foreign Relations in regard to the bill seems to me absolutely 
conclusive on the subject and to contain all the facts which can 
possibly be desired by anyone. 

The all-important point, however, involved in it, to my mind, is 
that with our consular service open, as it now is, to constant 
change we never succeed in getting anything like a permanent 
or an effective service. A consular service is not placed abroad 
merely to attend to ordinary consular duties; it is placed there to 
promote the business interests of the United States. We are ata 
disadvantage with every other civilized nation in the organization 
of our service. Every four years, at every change of Administra- 
tion, men who have just begun to learn their duties are thrown 
out and we are forced to begin all over again with a new set of 
men unfamiliar with the language of the country to which they 
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are sent, unfamiliar with the business of the country, and with 
everything to learn. : 

The object of the substitute to be offered by the Senator from 
Alabama, the one controlling object, is to endeavor to retain in 
the consular service of the United States a body of trained men 
able to promote and push our business interests in every country 
of the world, and for that purpose to take them out from the 
wretched condition of being the mere sport of politics. 

The state of our consular service, owing to the fact that we do 
not have trained men in it, has been such that we have lost ground 
in competition with the other great commercial nations of the 
world. It is one of the great instrumentalities for promoting our 
business that we have thus almost wholly laid aside. The busi- 
ness organizations of this country have been aroused to this evil. 
I have here resolutions from Buffalo and Baltimore, and others 
have come in from Boston, New York, and Chicago, and from the 
National Board of Trade, representing the merchants and the busi 
ness men of this country, and demanding such a change as is here 
proposed in the consular service. I ask permission to have in 
serted in the RecorD some of these communications as part of 
my remarks. 

There being no objection, the papers were ordered to be printed 
in the RecorD, as follows: 

BUFFALO MERCHANTS’ EXCHANGS, 
Buffaio, N. Y., February 6, 1895 
DEAR Srr: At a meeting of the members of the Buffalo Merchants’ Ex- 
change, held this day, the following resolution was adopted unanimonsly: 

Resolved, That the Merchants’ Exchange of Buffalo indorses the measure 
now before Congress—before the Committee on Foreign Relations of the 
Senate—as an amendment to the diplomatic and consular appropriation bill, 
and recommend its early passage by both branches of Congress 

Copies of this resolution forwarded to Senators HILL and Murpny, Jr.,and 
Congressmen LOCKWOOD and DANIELS; also to Senate and House of Repre- 
sentatives. 

Yours, faithfully, 
WILLIAM THURSTONE, Secretary. 
Hon. Senator Henry Casor Lopes, 
Washington, D. C. 


BUILDERS’ ASSOCIATION EXCHANGE. 
Whereas we, the Builders’ Association Exchange of Buffalo. N. Y., beliey 


ing that business interests of these United States demand the best talent 
obtainable in our consular service, and that the same should be filled by mer 
of ability and efficiency, whose tenure of office should be proficiency, instead 
of politics; and 
Whereas there is now pending in the Senate of the United States a bill in- 
troduced by Senator LopGg, providing that the consular service shall be 
placed under civil-service rules: Therefore, be it 
Resolved, That we approve of such measure, and recommend its passage by 
both Houses of Congress. 
Rooms OF THE BOARD OF TRAD: 
Baltimore, Md., February 4. 
To the honorable members of the Senate and House of 
Representatives in Congress assembled, Washington, D. C.: 
The following paneeeibe and resolutions were adopted by the Board of Trade 
of the city of Baltimore, at regular monthly meeting of this date, with refer 


ence to the consular service of the United States: 
Whereas the subject of appointments to the consular service of the United 





States has been under consideration by this board, we desire to frecord « 
opinion that the efficiency of this important service would be greatly bene 
fited by an adequate civil service examination before appointment, as wella 
permanency of tenure and a system of promotion from the less to the more 
desirable places; and 

Whereas there is now pending in the Senate of the United Stat X q 
ure, introduced by Senator LopGRr, to provide for the reorganizat 
diplomatic and consular service, which fulfills the essential condit 
sidered necessary to secure efficient and creditable service: 

Resolved, That the Board of Trade of the city of Baltimore heartily appr: ; 
of this measure now before the Senate Committee on Foreign Relations, and 
reccommends its early passage by both Houses of Congress. 

Resolved, That copies of these resolutions be forwarded to the members 
the United States Senate and House of Representatives, and that the Sen 


ators and Representatives from Maryland be requestsd tocontribute their 
best endeavors toward the passage of the measure. 

Respectfully submitted. 

EUGENE LEVERING, President 
H. C. LANDIS, Secretary 

Mr. LODGE. Ihave briefly stated the purpose of the bill pre 
sented by the Senator from Alabama, which he will mov: 
substitute for myamendment. It has been most carefully 
ered by him and by the Committee on Foreign Relations, as may 
be seen by examining the report. I have not time, Mr. President 
to enter into the details as I should like to; but the bill meets th: 
great object to be attained. It provides for giving us a perma 
nent service of trained men who, by their training and their per- 
manency in office, will be able to promote the business interests 
of the United States abroad. It will cure a great evil; it will 
enable us to get a service such as the United States has never had. 
That is the object of the bill; and I sincerely hope that the Senate 
will sustain the Committee on Foreign Relations in adopting it 

Mr. President, I have not spoken during the debate im regard 
to the Hawaiian cable, and I wish now to say just a single word 
on that most important matter before Isit down. I desire espe- 
cially, in reply to something which the Senator from Delaware 
[Mr. Gray] has just said, to say that it seems to me that the 
great purpose of the pending amendment for the construction and 
laying of a cable to the Sandwich Islands is not to spend $3,000,000 
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for protecting the commercial interests of Hawaii, but to take the 
first great step toward a proper protection of the United States of 
America in the regions lying around and beyond our coast. This 
is the first great practical step toward the maintenance of the sea 
power of the United States, of which the Senator from Alabama 
spoke yesterday. 

Mr. President, the whole tendency of modern times is toward 
consolidation. The day of little states is past. Itis the time of 
great states and great peoples, and that, in my judgment, is a 
movement which makes for civilization and the advancement of 
mankind. The great nations of the earth are reaching out to take 
the waste places that are necessary for their advance and their 
protection. In this world movement I want my country to play 
its full part and have its full share. I would not have the United 
States enter on the acquisition of distant possessions after the 
fashion of England, but I would have her look well to all her in- 
terests outside as well as inside her own borders. 

I advocate the building of this cable, as I advocate the building 
of the Nicaragua Canal, or the taking of other islands on our At- 
lantic Coast because they are all necessary to the protection and 
to the development of the United States. In the present day, and 
historically also, I have always been opposed to the Democratic 
party and its principles, but that party in the past has had one 
great principle which I have always believed in, and that is, the 
extension of the boundaries of the United States wherever it was 
necessary to do so. Alaska is the one great extension made under 
Republican auspices; and that was made under the lead of Charles 
Sumner, Senator from my own State. The other great extensions 
have been Democratic work. They have been the work of Jeffer- 
son, when he made the Louisiana purchase by violating not merely 
the rules of the Senate, but the Constitution of the United States, 
as he himself admitted. 

We owe to the Democratic party Texas and the extensions to 
the South. We owe to the Democratic party Florida, and for 
Florida Andrew Jackson, one of the gods of modern Democracy, 
fought. Yet to-day we are told by the official leaders of the Dem- 
ocratic party that we must get outof Hawaii and get out of Samoa, 
and we are going to lose, I fear, the Nicaraguan Canal in a Demo- 
cratic House of Representatives. 

Such have been the principles of the Demucratic party in the 
past in regard to the extension of the United States; they are 
American principles; and it bodes ill for the Democratic pet 
when its leaders permit those great principles of American devel- 
opment to pass, as they have passed, into the exclusive keeping of 
their opponents. 

Mr. President, lam ready to join withany Senator or with mem- 
bers of any party in the policy which looks to the maintenance of 
our power beyond our borders by taking possession of islands like 
Hawaii. England has studded our eastern coast with her naval 
stations and her forts. We should look to it that we are also pro- 
tected there. I think that if there is any provincialism in regard 
to our attitude toward England it is the provincialism which 
would yield to her when our own interests are at stake. My 
opinion of England is such that I would imitate her in the con- 

uering and aggressive policy which has carried her flag around 
the world. That is the spirit of the English-speaking race, and I 
do not want to see it abandoned by those of that race who dwell 
within the borders of the United States. Itisthe American spirit, 
the spirit which has made this great country what it is, and it can 
not be curbed or checked either by feeble leadership and mistaken 
policies at home or by resistance abroad, whether that resistance 
comes from os or any other —— country. 

Mr. MORGAN. I desire the floor, Mr. President, for just one 
moment. 

The Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. LopGE] proposes to offer 
an amendment to the pending bill reforming the consular service. 
I propose to offer as a substitute for that amendment a bill re- 
ported from the Committee on Foreign Relations of the Senate. 

I merely wish to explain that the reformation which is to take 
place, if that bill be adopted, will not take effect until after the 
expiration of the fiscal year covered by the present bill. I ask the 
chairman of the Committee on Appropriations to notice the fact 
that it does not take effect until the ist of July, 1896. 

I wish to explain further, it will go into the bill in the form of 
regulations of the consular system of the United States. The dif- 
ferent sections instead of being numbered are lettered, and it con- 
cludes with a provision that the amendment shall not take effect 
until the ist day of July, 1896. This is all I wish to say about it. 

Mr. BLACKBURN and Mr. GrorGE addressed the Chair. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from er 

Mr. BLACKBURN. I suggest that the hour of half past 2 
o'clock has arrived, at which, by an order of the Senate made by 
unanimous consent, debate is to cease and voting is to begin. 

Mr. GEORGE. I ask the unanimous consent of the Senate—— 

Mr. BLACKBURN. Let me suggest to the Senator from Mis- 
sissippi that the point of order be disposed of. 

Mr. GEORGE. I ask the unanimous consent of the Senate to 
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present an amendment at the request of the State Department. It 
is a very small amendment, making a small appropriation to pay 
debts of the United States aggregating about $500. 

Mr. HALE. Let that go over. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. 
sent as pending. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. After the pending question is disposed 
of, the Chair will recognize the Senator from Mississippi for the 
— of offering the amendment. 

r. HALE. Before the vote is taken on the pending amend- 
ment I ask to incorporate in it the amendment of which I gave 
notice, to add at the end of the clause the words ‘‘ said cable to be 
owned and operated by the United States Government.” I donot 
think the words are needed, but I stated that before the vote was 
taken I should ask that the clause be incorporated. I ask that the 
amendment may be modified by adding those words. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. All right. 

Mr. HALE. Then the vote may be taken. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The hour of half past 2 o’clock hav- 
ing arrived, the amendments are to be voted upon. 

Mr. BLACKBURN, Inthe absence of the junior Senator from 
Texas [Mr. MILts], I desire to submit the point of order raised 
against the amendment, which rests upon two grounds of objec- 
tion. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I ee that debate is not in order. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. Iam not going to debate the question. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair desires the Senator from 
Kentucky to state the point of order. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. [shall not indulge in one word of debate. 

Mr. HOAR. Lrise to a parliamentary inquiry. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator from Massachusetts will 
state his parliamentary inquiry. 

Mr. HOAR. Will the Chair state again exactly the order of the 
Senate under which we are now proceeding? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair will have the REecorp 
read, showing the unanimous-consent agreement. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

Mr. BLACKBURN. Before the message is read I ask the unanimous con- 
sent of the Senate that at the hour of half past 2 o’clock to-morrow the Senate 
will, without further debate, proceed _to vote upon the then pending amend- 
ments to the pending appropriation bill and upon the bill. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there objection to the request of the Sena- 
tor from Kentucky that at half past 2 o'clock to-morrow the Senate proceed 
to vote on the amendments to the pending bill and on the bill? The Chair 
hears no objection, and it is soordered.—_CONGRESSIONAL RECORD, February 
8, 1895, page 2184. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. ‘The Chair requests the Senator from 
Kentucky to state the point of order against the proposed amend- 


ment. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. The point of order raised by the junior 
Senator from Texas [Mr. MILLs] against the amendment, I under- 
stand, rests upon two grounds of objection: First, that it is ob- 
noxious to the first clause of Rule XVI in that it does not increase 
an appropriation already made, but adds a new item of appropria- 
tion which is not needed to carry out any existing law or treaty 
stipulation, and is not in accord with any act or resolution passed 
by the Senate at this session, and that it has not been moved by 
the direction of a standing or select committee nor proposed in 
pursuance of the estimate of the head of some one of the Depart- 
ments. 

Secondly, the amendment is obnoxious to the third paragraph 
of the same rule: 

3. No amendment which proposes general legislation shall be received to 
any general appropriation bill, nor shall any amendment not germane or 
relevant to the subject-matter contained in the bill be received: nor shall any 


amendment to any item or clause of such bill be received which does not 
directly relate thereto. ; 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair will state that one item 
included in the point of order made by the Senator from Kentucky 
the Chair is required under the rule to submit to the Senate. The 
Chair will submit to the Senate the question—— 

Mr. BLACKBURN. -I suggest that by unanimous consent both 
points be decided by the Senate at once. 

Mr. HALE. The Chair has only to submit the question whether 
the amendment isin order. That includes all. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. So I say. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. e Chair submits to the Senate the 
question, Is the | pes onan amendment in order? 

Mr. HOAR. I desire to inquire of the Chair whether an agree- 
ment of the Senate that at a certain hour the amendment shall be 
voted — does not cut off questions of order on that amendment. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. I do not think that needs any discussion. 

Mr. HOAR. I was not present when the understanding was 


reached. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. With the point of order pending, I take it 
the Chair can not cut the Senate off from determining it. 

Mr. HOAR. The unanimous agreement of the Senate that the 
Senate shall vote on the amendment at a particular hour would 
seem to waive a point of order. However, I am informed by Sex 


et it be considered by unanimous con- 
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ators around me that the Senator from Texas [Mr. MILLs] re- 
served this point of order from the unanimous agreement. _If that 
be true, there is no doubt that the point of order must be decided. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. That is certainly true. A 

Mr. HOAR. Otherwise I should insist that it can not be raised. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. Hereis what the Senator from Maine [Mr. 
HALE] said: 

I ask the Senator from Texas if he is not willing to hold his point of order 
for the present? We shall have some debate on the subject, and, as the Sen- 
ator from Texas knows, under the yules of the Senate we can get it just as 
well on the point of order as on the merits of the case; but if the Senator will 
withhold his point until Senators have had an opportunity to say something 
upon the proposition I think he will get at his purpose. 

Mr. HOAR. It is evident the reservation was made. Other- 
wise the Senate would have cut off the point of order by the agree- 
ment to vote at this hour. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair submits to the Senate the 
question, Is the amendment reported from the Committee on Ap- 
propriations in order? 

r. HALE. On that question let us have the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered; and the Secretary proceeded to 
call the roll. 

Mr. KYLE (when Mr. ALLEN’s name was called). The Sena- 
tor from Nebraska [Mr. ALLEN] is necessarily absent from the 
Chamber, and is paired with the Senator from Tennessee [Mr. 
BATE}. 

Mr. BATE (when his name was called). Iam paired with the 
Senator from Nebraska [Mr. ALLEN], and therefore withhold my 
vote. I should vote “‘ nay” if he were present. 

Mr. CAFFERY (when Mr. BLANCHARD’s name was called). 
My colleague [Mr. BLANCHARD] desired me to state that he is de- 
tained from the Chamber by sickness, and he asks to be excused 
for the rest of the , My colleague is paired with the Senator 
from Michigan [Mr. MCMILLAN}. 

Mr. BUTLER (when his name was called). I have a general 

air with the Senator from Pennsylvania [Mr. CAMERON]. I un- 
derstand he would vote “‘ yea” if present, and as I should vote 
the same way I ask to have my vote recorded. I vote ‘‘ yea.” 

Mr. GEORGE (when Mr. CoKe’s name was called). I was re- 
quested by the Senator from Texas [Mr. CoKE] to announce that 
he is paired with the Senator from Oregon [Mr. DoLpH]. TheSen- 
ator from Texas [Mr. CoKE] would vote ‘‘ nay” if he were present. 

Mr. HUNTON (when Mr. DANIEL’s name was called). I desire 
to state that oe colleague [Mr. DANIEL] is paired with the Sena- 
tor from Nevada [Mr. JONEs]. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon (when Mr. DOLPH’s name was 
called). My colleague [Mr. DoLpH] is paired with the Senator 
from Texas [Mr. COKE]. Both Senators are absent. 

Mr. PASCO (when Mr. FAULKNER’S name was called). The 
Senator from West Virginia [Mr. FAULKNER] has been called from 
the city to-day. He is paired with the Senator from North Caro- 
lina [Mr. PRITCHARD]. 

Mr. LODGE (when Mr. GALLINGER’s name was called). The 
Senator from New Hampshire [Mr. GALLINGER] is paired with the 
junior Senator from Texas [Mr. MILLs]. 

Mr. GIBSON (when his name was called). On this 
am paired with the senior Senator from Pennsylvania [ 
ERON]. If he were present and voting I should vote “‘ nay.” 

Mr. HIGGINS (when his name was called). Iam paired with 
the senior Senator from New Jersey [Mr. McPHERsON]. I will 
transfer my pair to the Senator from Pennsylvania [Mr. Quay] 
and vote. vote ‘‘ yea.” 

Mr. HOAR (when his name was called). I have a general pair 
with the Senator from Alabama [Mr. PuGH]. I do not know 
how he would vote on this question. I transfer my pair to the 
Senator from Idaho [Mr. SHovupP] and I vote ‘‘ yea.” 

Mr. McLAURIN (when his name was calle . I have a gen- 
eral pair with the junior Senator from Rhode Island [Mr. Drxon]. 
I transfer my = to the junior Senator from South Carolina 

{Mr. IrnBy] and vote “nay.” 

Mr. McMILLAN (when his name was called). I am paired on 
this question with the Senator from Louisiana [Mr. BLANCHARD]. 
I should vote ‘‘ yea” if he were present and he would vote “nay.” 

Mr. MARTIN (when his name was called). Iam paired with 
the junior Senator from Montana [Mr. MANTLE]. I do not know 
how he would vote if present. I should vote “nay.” 

Mr. PASCO (when Mr. MILLs’s name wascalled). The Senator 
from Texas [Mr. MILs] is necessarily absent from the city to-day. 
I have been wig Fn to announce that he is paired with the Sena- 
tor from New Hampshire [Mr. GALLINGER], who is detained from 
the Chamber by indisposition. 

Mr. TURP when the name of Mr. VOORHEES was called). 
My colleague [Mr. VOORHEES] is paired on this question with 
the Senator from Minnesota [Mr. Davis]. 

Mr. WHITE (when his name was called). 
the Senator from Idaho [Mr. SHoupP]. 


uestion I 
r. CAM- 


I am paired with 
I should vote ‘“‘yea” on 


this question were he present. I am informed by the Senator 
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from Idaho [Mr. DuBots] that his colleague [Mr. SHoup] would 
vote the same way, and if I am correct about that I will vote. 

Mr. FRYE. Some Senator has already announced a pair with 
the Senator from Idaho [Mr. SHovp}. 

Mr. WHITE. All right; I will vote. 

The roll call was concluded. 

Mr. ALLISON. I desire to state that my colleague [Mr. WiL- 
SON], who is absent on account of illness, is paired with the 
senior Senator from Georgia [Mr.GorpDon]. My colleague would 
vote ‘‘yea” if he were here. 

Mr. MARTIN. Iam paired with the junior Senator from Mon- 
tana (Mr. ManTLE]. I suggest to the Senator from Minnesota 

Mr. Davis], who is paired with the Senator from Indiana [ Mr. 

— , that we transfer our respective pairs so that we can 
vote. 

Mr. DAVIS. Very well. 

Mr. MARTIN. Then the Senator from Montana | Mr. MAnTLE] 
will stand paired with the Senator from Indiana [Mr. VoorHEEs}. 
I vote ‘“‘nay.” 

Mr. DAVIS. I vote ‘‘ yea.” 

Mr. SQUIRE. I have a general pair with the Senator from 
Virginia [Mr. DANIEL]. I am under the impression that he favors 
the amendment, but not being certain on that point, I withhold 


I vote ‘‘ yea.” 


my vote. If I were at liberty to vote I should vote for the amend- 
ment. 
Mr. HUNTON. Iwill state to the Senator from Washington 


that I announced a few moments ago that my colleague [ Mr. 
DANIEL] is paired with the Senator from Nevada [Mr. JongEs}. 

Mr. PASCO. The Senator from Nevada [Mr. Jones] is paired 
with the Senator from South Carolina [Mr. IRBy]. 

Mr. HUNTON. Then I withdraw the announcement. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Two pairs have been announced with the Sen- 
ator from South Carolina [Mr. Irsy]. The Senator from Missis- 
sippi [Mr. McLauRIN] announced the pair of my colleague [ Mr. 
Dixon] with the Senator from South Carolina [Mr. Irpy], and 
then it was announced that the Senator from Nevada aw JONES] 
is paired with the Senator from South Carolina [Mr. Irpy]}. 

Mr. McLAURIN. Iwas unable to hear the statement of the 
Senator from Rhode Island [Mr. ALprRicH}. 

Mr. LODGE. It appears that the Senator from South Carolina 
nat IrBy] has been paired twice, once with the Senator from 

hode Island [Mr. Drxon} 

Mr.McLAURIN. The Senator from South Carolina [Mr. Irpy] 
asked me to take care of his pair. 

Mr. LODGE. And he is also paired with the Senator from Ne- 
vada [Mr. JonEs]. 

Mr. McLAURIN. Who paired the Senator from South Caro- 
ina [Mr. IrBy] with the Senator from Nevada [Mr. Jones}? 

Mr. LODGE. In the absence of the Senator from New Hamp- 
shire [Mr. GALLINGER] I have charge of the pairs on the Repub- 
lican side, and I paired the Senator from South Carolina { Mr. 
IRBY] with the Senator from Nevada [Mr. JongEs}. 

Mr. McLAURIN. I had charge of the pair of the Senator from 
South Carolina [Mr. IrBy], and, as I told him I would do, I 
transferred to him my pair with the Senator from Rhode Island 
[Mr. Drxon}. 

Mr. LODGE. Very weli. That relieves the Senator from Ne- 
vada [Mr. JoNEs] of his pair, and enables the Senator from Wash- 
ington [Mr. SQuIRE] to vote. 

Mr. SQUIRE. Being at liberty to vote, I vote *‘ yea.” 

Mr. HUNTON. I ask the Senator from Massachusetts [Mr 
LODGE] with whom is the Senator from Nevada [Mr. Jongs] 
paired, according to his announcement just now? 

Mr. LODGE. The Senator from Nevada [Mr. Jones] now 
stands paired with the Senator from Virginia [Mr. DAnrzL}. 

Mr. HUNTON. But with whom did the Senator from Massa- 
chusetts announce that the Senator from Nevada was paired? 

. a LODGE. With the Senator from South Carolina [Mr. 
RBY]. 

Mr. HUNTON. What has become of that pair? 

Mr. LODGE. The pair oftheSenator from Nevada [Mr. Jones] 
was transferred to the Senator from Rhode Island [. Dixon] 
by the Senator from Mississippi [Mr. McLaurny], which sets the 
Senator from Nevada [Mr. JoNnEs] free and enables him to be 
— with the Senator's colleague [Mr. DANIEL], which has been 

one. 

The result was announced—yeas 36, nays 25; as follows: 





YEAS—36. 
Aldrich, Davis, Hoar, Platt, 
Allison, Dubois, Kyle, Proctor, 
Burrows, Frye, Lodge, Sherman, 
Butler, Gorman, Manderson. Squire, 
Call, Hale, Mitchell of Oreg. Stewart, 
Carey, Hansbrough, Morgan, Teller, 
Chandler, Hawley, Morrill, Washburn, 
Clark, Higgins, Peffer, White, 
Cullom, Hill Perkins, Wolcott. 
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NAYS—2%. 
Murphy, 
Palmer, 
Pasco, 
Pettigrew, 
Ransom, 


Harris, 
Hunton, 
Jones of Ark. 
Lindsay, 
McLaurin, 
Martin, Roach, 
Mitchell of Wis. Smith, 


NOT VOTING—2. 


Jones of Nev. 
McMillan, 
McPherson, 
Mantle, 
Mills, 


Caffery, 
Cockrell, 
George, 
Gray, 


Dixon, 
Dolph, 
Faulkner, 
Gallinger, 
Gibson, 


Pugh, 
Quay, 
Shoup, 
Vooraees, 
Wilson. 


Camden, 
Cameron, 
Coke, Gordon, Power, 

miel, irby, Pritchard, 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senate decides the amendment 
to be in order. The question is on agreeing to the amendment re- 
ported by the Committee on Appropriations. 

Mr. GRAY. On that I ask for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered; and the Secretary proceeded 
to call the roll. 

Mr. BUTLER (when his name was called). I understand the 
Senator from Pennsylvania {Mr. CaMERON], with whom I have a 
general pair, would vote for the amendment, and, as I should do 
the same, I vote “‘ yea.” 

Mr. GEORGE (when Mr. CoKkr’s name was called). I was re- 
quested by the Senator from Texas [Mr. CokrE] to state that if 
present he would vote ‘‘nay.” He is paired with the Senator from 
Oregon [Mr. Dor]. . 

Mr. DAVIS (when his name was called). Under the arrange- 
ment of the transfer of pairs made between myself and the Senator 
from Kansas [Mr. MARTIN] on the last vote, I vote ‘‘ yea.” 

Mr. ALDRICH (when Mr. Drxon’s name was called). My col- 
league {Mr. Dixon] is detained from the Senate by indisposition. 
He is paired, under the arrangement which has been stated, with 
the Senator from South Carolina [Mr. Irzy]. If my colleague 
were present he would vote ‘‘yea.” 

Mr. GIBSON (when his name was called). As I have hereto- 
fore announced, I am paired with the senior Senator from Penn- 
sylvania [Mr. CAMERON]. 

Mr. HIGGINS (when his name was called). I again announce 
the transfer of my pair with the Senator from New Jersey [Mr. 
McPHERSON] tothe junior Senator from Pennsylvania [Mr. Quay]. 
I vote “ yea.” 

Mr. HOAR (when his name was called). Iannounce the trans- 
fer of my pair with the Senator from Alabama [Mr. Pouau] to the 
Senator from Idaho [Mr. SHoup]. I vote “yea.” 

Mr. McLAURIN (when his name was called). I transfer my 
general pair with the junior Senator from Rhode Island [Mr. 
Drxon] to the junior Senator from South Carolina [Mr. Irsy}], 
and vote ‘“‘nay.” 

Mr. McMILLAN (when his name was called). I again an- 
nounce my pair with the junior Senator from Louisiana [Mr. 
BLANCHARD}. 

Mr. MARTIN (when his name was called). In pursuance of 
the arrangement between the Senator from Minnesota [Mr. Davis 
and myself, by which we have transferred our respective pairs, 
vote ‘‘nay.” 

Mr. SQUIRE (when his mame was called). I have a general 
pair with the Senator from Virginia [Mr. DANIEL]. Bya transfer 
of pairs which has been arranged the Senator from Virginia [Mr. 
Dani] stands paired with the Senator from Nevada [Mr. Jonzs]. 
Under the circumstances, I am at liberty to vote. 1 vote ‘‘ yea.” 

Mr. TURPIE (when Mr. VoorHEEs’s name was called). I wish 
to state that my colleague [Mr. VoorRHEES] was paired with the 
Senator from Minnesota [Mr. Davis], but by an arrangement 
with the Senator from Kansas [Mr. Marti] the pair of my col- 
league has been transferred to the Senator from Montana [Mr. 
MANTLE}. 

The roll call was concluded. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. My colleague [Mr. pecans is de- 
tained from the Senate. If he were present he would vote for this 
amendment. He is paired with the senior Senator from Texas 
[Mr. Coxe}. 

Mr. BATE. I desire to announce that Iam paired on ee. 
tion with the junior Senator from Nebraska [Mr. ALLEN]. he 
were present and I had a right to vote I should vote “nay,” and 
he would vote ‘‘ yea.” 

Mr. ALLISON. I announce again that if my colleague [Mr. 
‘WILson]} were here he would vote ‘“‘ yea.” He is paired with the 
Senator from Georgia [Mr. Gorpon]. 

The result was announced—yeas 36, nays 25; as follows: 


YEAS—36. 


Dubois, 
Frye, 
Gorman, 
Hale, 
Hansbrough, 


Aldrich, Carey, 
Allison, Chandler, 
Burrows, Clark, 
Butler, Cullom, 
Call, Davis, 


Hawley, 
Higgins, 
Hill, 
Hoar, 
Kyle, 


FEBRUARY 9, 


Lodge, 
Manderson, 
Mitchell of Oreg. 
Morgan, 


Proctor, 
Sherman, 
uire, 
Btewart, 
NAYS—25. 
Murphy, 
Fubaee, 
Pasco, 
Pettigrew, 
om, 
Martin, Roach, 
Mitchell of Wis. Smith, 


NOT VOTING—26. 


Jones of Nev. 
McMillan, 
McPherson, 
Mantle, 
Mills, 


Berry, 
Blackburn, 
Brice, 
Caffery, 
Cockrell, 
George, 
Gray, 


Hunton, 
Jones of Ark. 
Lindsay, 
McLaurin, 


Dixon, 
Dolph, 
Faulkner, 
Gallinger, 
Cameron, Gibson, 
Coke, Gordon, Power, 
Daniel, Irby, Pritchard, 


So the amendment was agreed to. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is upon theamendment 
proposed by the Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. Loner]. 
r. BLACKBURN. I raise the point of order upon that 
amendment. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment will be read. 
The Secretary. Amend the bill by adding thereto the fol- 
lowing: 
TO REGULATE THE CONSULAR SERVICE OF THE UNITED STATES. 


a. That the consular service of the United States shall be reorganized in the 
manner hereinafter provided in this act, and the regulations applying to said 
service shall also include secretaries of embassy and of legation one at- 
= _< = a —_ I =. re + 

’ at the rules and regulations necessary to carry out this reorganiza- 
tion shall be established ae the direction of the President of the Cinited 
States, except as otherwise provided in this act, and that the plan of reor- 
genization shall be completed and such reorganization begun within the pe- 
riod of one year from the date of its Lae y 

c. That the offices of consular agents shall not be affected by this reorgan- 
ization. 

d. The reorganization shall include all other offices of the consular service. 
The offices of consular clerk are transformed into vice-consulates of the third 
class, and shall be held by the consular clerks now in office. 

e. That the reorganized service shall consist of the following classes of 
offices in the diplomatic and consular service: Offices of secretary of em- 
bassy of the first class with a salary to each office of $3,500; offices of secre- 
tary of embassy of the second class with a salary to each office of $3,000; 
offices of secretary of legation of the first class with a to each ce of 
$2,500; offices of secretary of legation of the second class with a salary toeach 
office of $2,000; offices of consul-general of the first class witha salary to each 
office of $5,000; offices of consul-general of the seeond class with a salary to 
each office of $4,000; offices of consul of the first class with a-salary to each 
office of $3,000; offices of consul of the second class with a salary +o each office 
of $2,000; offices of vice-consul of the first class with a salary to each office of 
$1,000; offices of vice-consul of the seconti class with a sal. to each office of 
$1,500; and offices of vice-consul of the third class with a y to each office 
of $1,200. All of said offices shall be filled by appointment of the President, 
by and with the advice and consent of the Senate. 

f. That all notarial services, when certified under the hand and seal of a 
consular officer, shall be deemed official services, and the fees therefor shall 
be charged and collected, and accounted for to the Treasury of the United 
States, except such notarial fees as are received by consular agents, which 
they shall retain. 

. That no person under the age of 21 years shall be admitted to the con- 
guer service after the oeenateen herein provided shall have been estab 
aoe. and persons above 18 years may be attachés to embassies and lega- 

108. 

h. That the present incumbents of the consular offices inclnded in the plan 
of reorganization provided for in this act shall be gradually recalled within 
three years from the date of its en and they may be readmitted to the 
class of the service which they now hold, or any other class, on passing the 
prescribed examination, if they are found to be duly qualified. 

i. That the President shail appoint a board of organization, consisting of 
five members, who are to be the Civil Service Commissioners and two officers 
of the Department of State. The functions of this board shall be the follow- 
ing: It shall determine the rules for appointing examiners and the regula- 
tions as to the time and places for examinations, the method of application 
for admission and of conducting the examimations for entrance and promo- 
tion in the service, the character and scope of the subjects to be submitted as 
tests of kn e and efficiency, and other matters appertaining to the 
subject of examinations. 

k, That the subjects of examination for promotion in the service shail be 
chiefly, but not exclusively, related to the duties and the werk of the con- 
sular and di ic service, and promotion to consul of the first class or of 
secretary of embassy shall require the passing an examination in a second 
foreign jangusge. . , 

l. That candidates who successfully pass the examination for admission to 
the oe become aa for ent ms the ——— of — 
service, or to any higher grade fer they are y qua above 
‘hot of concent 4 than flent hase or of embassy of the second claas. 

m. That in the procedure of promotion in the consular and diplomatic serv- 
ice under this act no class shall be overstepped, and the minimum length of 
service in any class before promotion to the next highest shall be six months, 
and any person inthe Department of State in the classified service may be 
assigned for. duty transferred from the Department to the consular service 
abroad, and vice versa, at the discretion of the President, on passing the 
regular examination provided for the office to which he is thus transferred. 

an. That the subjects of examination for admission to the service shall be: 

First. The history of the most important treaties, from the peace of West- 
phalia to the present time. 

Second. History of the United States. 

Third. The Constitution of the United States. 

Fourth. International law, public and private. 

h. Elements of commercial law. 
Sixth. Geography (physical, historical, and political). 
site ‘Arithm . etic. 
English language. \ 
F langaages; the examination to be written or oral, in either 
Spanish, Portuguese, Italian, Russian, Chinese, or Japanese. 


Pugh, 
ae, 

up, 
Vv CG 


Wilson. 
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o. One attaché shall be appointed to each embassy and legation, at a salary of 
$1,200 per annum, who, after one year’s service, and after he has attained the 
age of 21 years, shall be eligible as a vice-consul or secretary of tion of the 
second class upon passing an examination, if he is found to be duly qualified. 

p. That hereafter all appointments shall be to a designated c and not toa 
particular position within that class, and the President may, in on, 
transfer at any time from place to place diplomatic or consular officers, but 
without reduction of salary, and at the expense of the Government. 

q. That the places at which consulates are established by law are not 
changed by the provisions of this act; but the President shall arrange the 
same into classes, to correspond with the requirements of this act, and, from 
time to time, he may place any consulate in a different class and may tem- 
porarily change the location of any consulate to meet the necessities of the 
public service; but no greater number of consuls of any class shall be ap- 
pointed than are provided by law. : 5 

Sec. —. That all laws inconsistent with this act, after this plan of reorgani- 
zation embraced in the foregoing sections lettered from « to q, inelusive, shall 
go into effect, are hereby re ed, but this repealing clause shall not take 
effect until July 1, 1896. 


Mr. LODGE. I merely desire to say in regard to the point of 
order that the bill creates and abolishes consulates; it makes con- 
suls and unmakes them; it regulates their salaries, and lowers 
and raises their salaries. There is nothing in the amendment I 
offer which does not pertain to the regulation of consuls. 

Mr. BLACKBUR I do not object to the amendment upon 
the ground of irrelevancy, but I hold that it is clearly, and I 
should think admittably in every feature, in conflict with the 
rule. I take it that the Senator from Massachusetts will not in- 
sist that the amendment is in order. 

Mr. LODGE. Ido not agree with the Senator. I think it is 
clearly germane to the bill if anything is germane to the bill. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. I did not make the point of order that the 
amendment is not germane. Has the Senator’s amendment, as he 
proposes it, ever been considered by any committee of this body, 
either select or standing? 

Mr. LODGE. It has been considered by the Committee on For- 
eign Relations. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. It was never considered by the Committee 
on Appropriations. Now, I make the point of order 

Mr. LODGE. I think it highly probable, but that does not cut 
me off from offering the amendment. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. No; butitis general legislation, which the 
Senator will surely admit. It proposes to reorganize the whole 
consular service of the United States. There are not five mem- 
bers in this Chamber who have ever read it. 

Mr. LODGE. Does the Senator think that general legislation 
can not be placed upon an appropriatian bill? 

Mr. BLACKBURN. Unless we are to pursue the course pro- 
posed by the Senator from Nebraska, which is to disregard every 
rule. I do say 

Mr. MANDERSON. May I interrupt to say that the Senate has 
again proven the truth of my assertion—— 

Mr. BLACKBURN. I agree that it has added another to the 
list of bad precedents. 

Mr. MANDERSON. That the rules of the Senate are made to 
be broken when the proper occasion arrives. 

Mr. HALE. Let us have the regular order. 

Mr. HARRIS. The Senate is violating another very distinct 
rule, which is that a question of order is not debatable. I should 
be glad to remind Senators of that fact. 

Mr. HALE. Besides, the agreement is that we shall proceed to 
vote. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. The question of order is debatable. 

Mr. HARRIS. A question of order is not debatable. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. IL insist that a question of order is debata- 
ble in the discretion of the Chair. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair was listening to the sug- 
gestions of Senators upon the point of order. 

Mr. LODGE. I desire to make a parliamentary inquiry. No 
point of order was reserved against my amendment, as was the 
case with the committee’s amendment. I submit that the agree- 
ment of the Senate cuts it off. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. The amendment never was offered except 
by unanimous consent under the order of the Senate after the com- 
mittee amendments should be disposed of. 

Mr. LODGE. It was pending, and the Senator had the same 
opportunity to interpose a point of order against it. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. After the committee amendment was dis- 
posed of and the Senator offered his amendment I made the point 
of order against it. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair will submit to the Senate 
the question, Is the proposed amendment in order? [Putting the 
question.] The noes seem to have it. The noes have it, and the 
amendment is not in order. 

Mr. CALL. I have an amendment to offer which is recom- 
mended by the Committee on Foreign Relations. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment proposed by the Sen- 
ator from Florida will be read. 

The Secrerary. Insert the following proviso: 


Provided, That the President of the United States is authorized to employ 
assistant secretaries of legation who can read and speak the language of the 


AN. 








country to which the ambassadors or ministers of the United States are ac- 
credited when the public interest requires such employment, and the person 
so employed shall receive the same compensation as herein provided for the 
secretaries of legation of the United States to such country. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. Mr. President—— 

Mr. ALDRICH and others. Question! 

Mr. BLACKBURN. I have nothing to say except that the pro- 
posed amendment submitted by the Senator from Florida has 
been recommended by the Committee on Foreign Relations. It 
has that backing before the Senate. I think I know what the pur- 
pose of the Senator from Florida is, and I am thoroughly in sym- 
pathy with him. It does create one new office in the shape of an 
assistant secretary of legation. I am not disposed to antagonize it. 

Mr. CALL. Iam reliably informed that at one of the legations 
where very important negotiations are pending there is no one 
connected with the legation who can speak the language, and that 
important negotiations are conducted by the subjects of the for- 
eign Government, none of the American legation being able to 
speak the language. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment proposed by the Senator from Florida {Mr. CAL]. 

The question being put, a division was called for; and the ayes 
were 13. 

Mr. CALL. I withdraw the amendment. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment is withdrawn by 
the Senator from Florida. 

Mr. GEORGE. I offer an amendment at the 
State Department. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment will be stated at the 
desk. 

The SECRETARY. On page 25, after line 16, insert: 

To pay forexpenses incurred by order of the Depar‘ ment of State,at the 
request of the Committee on Agriculture and Foresiry of the United States 
Senate, in making investigation into the consumption and production of cot- 
ton in their respective consular districts, as follows: 


sugvestic ym of the 


SUss 


J.W.Pepper, United Statesconsul at Milan_-.................... .- $9.65 
R. W. Hemick, United States consul at Geneva sph ean lieadahcd sg dltebesil aa 
Alton Angier, United States consul at Rheims 38.70 
A. H. Lowrie, commercial agent at Freiburg Sadia PRL 10.75 
A.J. Bensusan, vice-consul at Cadiz---..- cwoseek OOD 


And to Thomas E. Heenan, consul at Odessa, for loss of salary occasioned 
by his absence, under orders of the State Department, in investigating cotton 
culture in Asiatic Russia, his report thereon having been furnished by the 
said Department to said committee, Viz, $526.96. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment of the Senator from Mississippi [Mr. Grorae}. 

The amendment was agreed te. 

Mr. VEST. 
and ‘‘ thirteen ” before ‘“‘ thousand ” and insert ‘‘ seven ” and 
teen.” The amendment raises the salary of the ministers pleni- 
potentiary in Portugal and Switzerland $1,000, making it $7,500 
instead of $6,500. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. ‘The amendment will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. In line 8, page 3, strike out the word ‘‘six” 
before ‘“‘ thousand ” and insert ‘‘ seven,” and in line 9 strike out the 
word “‘ thirteen ” before ‘‘ thousand ” and insert ‘ fifteen;” 
read: 

Envoys extraordinary and ministers plenipotentiary to Switzerland 
Portugal, at $7,500 each, $15,000. 


ar 
DaiN 


‘* fif. 


80 as to 
and 


The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I move to reconsider the vote by which the 
last amendment but one was adopted, the amendment placing cer- 
tain deficiencies upon the bill. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from New Hampshire 
moves to reconsider the vote by which the amendment proposed 
by the Senator from Mississippi [Mr. GEORGE] was agreed to. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I ask to have the amendment read. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment will be read. 

The SECRETARY. On page 25, after line 16, insert: 

To pay for expenses incurred by order of the Department of State at the 
request of the Committee on Agriculture and Forestry of the United States 
Senate in making investigation into the consumption and production of cot- 
ton in their respective consular districts, as follows: 

J.W. Pepper, United States consul at Milan -.-. a 
R. W. Hemick, United States consul at Geneva-.-................-.- ne dcmanapars ; 


Alton Angier, United States consul at Rheims._.................-22...-- _ 3 
A. H. Lowrie, commercial agent at Freiburg _..............- Sic ma f 
A.J. Bensusan, vice-consul at Cadiz. -.........................-. , - 5.0 

And to Thomas E. Heenan, consul at Odessa, for loss of salary occasioned by 
his absence, under orders of the State Department, ininvestigating cotton cul- 
ture in Asiatic Russia, his report thereon having been furnished by the said 
Department to said committee, viz, $526.96. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The guestion is on the motion of the 
Senator from New Hampshire. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. This item belongs properly on the defi- 
ciency bill. 

Mr.CHANDLER. [f there is any special reason why it should 
go on this bill instead of the deficiency bill 

Mr. BLACKBURN. There is none. It belongs properly on 
the deficiency bill. 

Mr.C DLER. Undoubtedly. 


x 


tes 
wo 
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Mr. BLACKBURN. The money is due; there is no question of 
that. It would be more proper to put it on the deficiency bill 
than on the diplomatic and consular bill. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Does the Senator like to put amendments 
of this kind on the pending bill instead of on the deficiency bill? 

Mr. BLACKBURN. No; upon the contrary, I think the sug- 
gestion of the Senator from New Hampshire is very proper. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on the motion to re- 
consider the vote by which the amendment of the Senator from 
Mississippi was agreed to. 

The motion to reconsider was not agreed to. 

Mr. CALL. If there be no objection, I ask that in lieu of the 
amendment which I withdrew, authorizing the appointment by 
the President of an assistant secretary of legation at aay. foreign 
embassy where no member of the legation can speak the language 
of the country, that I be allowed to move that the President may, 
if in his judgment necessary, appoint an assistant secretary of le- 
— at Berlin who can speak and write the German language. 
I do it upon the ground that important negotiations are now pend- 
ing with that country in respect to the imports and exports of the 
two countries, and I am informed that there is not a single mem- 
ber of the legation there who is familiar with the German lan- 
guage or with the habits and business of that country. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the request of 
the Senator from Florida? 

Mr. MANDERSON,. Are we to understand that at the Berlin 
legation there is no one who can speak the German language at- 
tached to the legation? 

Mr. CALL. Iam informed by Mr. Charles Allen, an ex-mem- 
ber of Congress from New York, a gentleman of very high stand- 
ing and entire reliability, in a letter from him from that place, 
that such is the fact. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Under the order of the Senate debate is not 
in order. I ask that the rule may be enforced in that respect. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Debate was proceeding by unanimous 
consent. Is there objection to the request of the Senator from 
Florida? 

Mr.HALE. I object. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair hears none. Will the 
Senator from Florida indicate the point where his amendment is 
to come in? 

i a CALL. In the memorandum I sent to the Secretary’s 
es. — 

Mr. BLACKBURN. What is the amendment the Senator pro- 

oses? 
r Mr. CALL. An assistant secretary of legation at Berlin to be 


gi ans 

he VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator will suspend. The 
Chair asked if there was objection, and the Chair was unable to 
hear any response, owing to the confusion in the Chamber. The 
Chair will again inquire if there is objection to the request of the 
Senator from Florida. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I objected to any discussion of the question. 
I suggest that this matter be taken up by the committee. This is 
not the place to consider it. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Rhode Island 
object to the request? 

Mr. ALDRICH. I object to it. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. There is objection. The bill is still 
as in Committee of the Whole and open to amendment. If there 
are no further amendments as in Committee of the Whole the 
bill will be reported to the Senate. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ments were concurred in. 

The amendments were ordered to be engrossed and the bill to 
be read a third time. 

The bill was read the third time, and passed. 


POST-OFFICE APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. BLACKBURN. Without any idea of going on with the 
bill at this time I ask the Senate to proceed to the consideration of 
the bill (H. R. 8272) making appropriations for the service of the 
Post-Office Department for the year ending June 30, 1896. 

Mr. HALE. The Senator wants to get it before the Senate. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. I want to get the bill before the Senate. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Isthere objection? The Chair hears 
none, and the bill is before the Senate as in Committee of the 
Whole. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. I will not ask for the reading of the bill 
at this time. I want the record to show that by the action of the 
Senate in taking up the Post-Office appropriation bill the unfin- 
ished business, which is the bill (H. R. 4609) to establish a uniform 
system of bankruptcy, coming over from a previous day, is not 
to be displaced and sent to the Calendar, but only temporarily laid 


aside. 
‘ aa VICE-PRESIDENT. Without objection, it will be so or- 
2 . 
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LOUISIANA OR HONDURAS LOTTERY COMPANY, 


Mr. CALL. I offer a resolution which has been heretofore 
read. Iask that it may be printed and laid on the table until 
Monday morning. 

The resolution was ordered to lie on the table and to be printed, 
as follows: 

Resolved by the Senate, That a special committee be, and is hereby, created, 
who shall be charged with the duty of inquiring and reporting to the Senate 
whether the Loulsana or Honduras Lottery Company has been established 
and is now operating in the United States and is engaged in business herein 
and in the use of the mails and of the interstate-commerce corporations or 
companies in violation of the laws of the United States. The committee shall 
also inquire whether the Louisiana or Honduras Company, its owners, man- 
agers, divestors, or agents have entered into a combination with any person 
or persons or corporations for the control of the elections of the members of 
Congress and whether it owns, either eeesy or indirectly, any interest in 
newspapers published in the United States and whether they, or any of them, 
have contributed money for the establishment of newspapers or for subsidiz- 
ing newspapers. ; : 

he committee shall also inquire and report what sums of money, if any, 
have been expended by the Louisiana or Honduras Lottery Company to in- 
fluence the legislation of Congress, or by ow person or corporation in an 
way connected, combined with, or interested in such lottery company, an 
bc Rode persons such money was expended, and by what persons it was con- 
ributed. 


MEMORIAL ADDRESSES ON THE LATE SENATOR STOCKBRIDGE, 


Mr. McMILLAN. Mr. President, I ask leave to submit for 
adoption the resolutions which I send to the desk. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The resolutions will be read. 

The Secretary read the resolutions, and they were considered by 
unanimous consent, and unanimously agreed to, as follows: 

Resolved, That the Senate has heard with profound sorrow of the death of 
Hon. Francis B. Stockbridge, late a Senator from the State of Michigan. 

Resolved, That as a mark of respect to the memory of the deceased the 
business of the Senate be now suspended to enable his associates to pay proper 
tribute to his high character and distinguished public services. 

Resolved, That the Secretary communicate these resolutions to the House 
of Representatives. 


Mr.McMILLAN. Mr. President, thelate Francis B. Stockbridge 
occupied what may well be called Michigan’s historic seat in this 
body. In 1835 the people of Michigan, claiming their rights under 
the ordinance of 1787, organized and = into full operation a State 
government and sent to this body Lucius Lyon and John Nor- 
vell. For nearly fourteen months these two Senators-elect were 
kept in the Senate corridors, until the boundary dispute between 
the young State and Congress was settled as such disputes are 
usually settled—in favor of the stronger party. 

On taking his seat in the Senate, January 26, 1837, Mr. Lyon 
was assigned by lot to the first class; and after serving in the 
Twenty-fourth and Twenty-fifth Congresses he gave way for Au- 
gustus S. Porter, elected by the Whigs, who had an accidental 
majority in the legislature of 1840. Five years later Lewis Cass 
entered the Senate. Amongall the Commonwealth builders of the 
Northwest, Cass was the most distinguished. By just and honor- 
able treaties he had obtained the extinguishment of the Indian 
title to lands that comprise not less than one-fourth of the present 
States of Ohio, Indiana, Dlinois, Wisconsin, and Michigan; and 
as Secretary of War and minister to France under Jackson he 
had won fame at home and abroad. 

During the twelve most eventful years when the Constitution 
was on trial he stood with Webster and Clay as its defender; and 
during that period was the Presidential candidate of his party. It 
was during his second term in the Senate that the movement to 
resist the extension of slavery north and west took difinite shape; 
and nowhere was this movement stronger than in Michigan, 
where it found expression in the first Republican State conven- 
tion, held at Jackson on the 6th day of July, 1854. Of the mem- 
bers of that convention Chandler, Bingham, Jacob M. Howard, 
and Christiancy afterwards were elected to this body. It is not 
necessary for me to do more than to advert to the fact that for 
eighteen of the most trying years of this Government Zachariah 
Chandler represented in the Senate the uncompromising loyalty 
of Michigan. Sustained and supported by his State, he was an ag- 
gressive leader; and after a brief intermission he was elected to 
this body for a fourth time, and he died in the harness. 

It was during the years immediately following the war of the 
rebellion that tue vast natural resources of Michigan became 
available. These conquests over nature called into prominence a 
new class of men. The State of Michi held in trust for the 
whole country a series of waterways and a wealth of iron, copper, 
timber, and salt which needed but the fostering care of the Gov- 
ernment to supply the people of this country with cheap tra rta- 
tion and cheap raw materials. As Cass represen Michigan’s 
devotion to the Constitution, and as Chandler represented Michi- 
gan’s intense loyalty to the Union, just as truly, though less con- 
spicuously, Mr. Stockbridge represented the commercial enterprise 
of his State. 

Like his illustrious predecessors, Mr. Stockbridge was a native 
of New England, having been born in the town of Bath, Me., ‘on 
the 9th day of April, 1826. Then, as now, the first ambition of a 
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New England boy was to establish himself in Boston; and thither 


young Stockbridge went at the age of 17. Equipped with an ex- 
cellent common-school education, for four years he received a 
solid business training in one of those large wholesale houses which 
were at that time centers of trade for the entire country. But 
when the smell of pine is an inheritance it rarely happens that 
one loses his inborn love of the woods and its product, and it was 
altogether natural that on attaining his majority the young man 
should seek the bustling young city of Chicagoas the scene of his 
activities and the lumber tradeas a means of building his fortune. 

In 1851 his outlying interests drew him to the source of his sup- 

lies in Allegan County, Mich.; and a few years later he made his 
Coa in Kalamazoo, where he became a very considerable part of 
Michigan’s ‘‘ big village,” as the place was known until a few 
years ago, when it became a beautiful city. As a member of the 
staff of the great war governor, Austin Blair, Mr. Stockbridge ac- 
quired the honorary title of colonel, by which he was familiarly 
known, probably because the rank served well to record a sort of 
half paternal, half friendly relation in which he stood to the peo- 
ple among whom he had made his home. 

In 1869 he represented his district in the State legislature, and 
two years later he received the not unusual promotion to the State 
senate. Careful, conscientious, industrious, and clear-sighted in 
all his legislative work, his genial nature and his readiness to as- 
sist in every good work made friends for him all over the State, 
and but for his own expressed wish undoubtedly he would have 
been called to the executive chair. Instead he came to this body 
in 1887 as the especial representative of rapidly developing and 
vigorous western Michigan. 

What battles he fought against circumstances we do not know. 
In the end he conquered and became what the world terms a ‘‘ suc- 
cessful’ man, with large interests not only in his own State, but 
also in the South and the far West. Liberal by nature, he used 
his wealth to build up the industries of his town and to establish, 
strengthen, and maintain its charities. Happy in his domestic 
life, he left a widow to mourn the lossof a devoted husband, and 
many relatives to regret keenly the taking away of one who had 
been as a father to them. 

Of his work inthe Senate it is unnecessary to speak here further 
than to say that when his first term was drawing to an end the 
voice of Michigan, as interpreted with avery large degree of una- 
nimity by the legislature,was for his return. He had satisfied the 
people of his State. We who were accustomed to his presence in 
this Chamber can testify to his devotion to the interests of his 
country, his State, and his party; and when on April 30 of last 
year death came upon him suddenly as he was caring for another 
it was the universal feeling here that a wise counselor and a de- 
voted friend had been taken from us. 


Mr. FRYE. Mr. President, Maine never loses interest in her 
sons who leave to engage in life’s conflicts elsewhere, and she al- 
ways rejoices in their successes. She is proud of the boy who left 
as a sailor before the mast, then became one of the heaviest ship- 
owners on the Pacific Slope, then governor of California, and now 
a United States Senator; and of another born on one of her hill- 
side farms, educated in her public schools, graduated from one of 
her colleges, who then went West, became a successful business 
man, then represented his adopted State of Minnesota in the na- 
tional House of Representatives, and now is a colleague of ours 
in — Chamber. These men, and such as these, are a State’s 
jewels. 

I think, Mr. President, that Maine equips her children fairl 
well for such contests. She has always been a border State, al- 
most entirely surrounded by ocean and by a foreign land. Sheis 
located in the extreme northeast of the Republic. Her early his- 
tory was one of cruel war. The price of a livelihood was always 
a struggle; if sought offshore, a ceaseless contest with wind and 
wave and rock-bound coast; if inshore, then the conquering of the 
primeval forest and the revealing of land which never laughed 
with a harvest when tickled with a hoe, but responded only to 
hard work. Her climate is severe, her winter long and cold. 

Mr. President, these conditions, seemingly unfavorable, I think 
combine to make her people self-reliant, courageous, patient, eco- 
nomical, thrifty—legacies to her children of infinitely greater 
value than ease, luxury, and money. 

Senator Stockbridge, to whose memory we are to-day paying 
tribute, was one of these boys. He was born in the shipbuilding 
town of Bath, of good old New England stock on both sides. His 
father was an eminent physician in that section of the State, but of 
course in those days with a small income, and could give his son 
only the advantages of the common schools, with a term or two 
in an academy. 

Young Stockbridge, at the age of 16 years, self-reliant, started 
out for himself; went to Boston in a store. He was adventurous 
and bold and soon found that his counter was altogether too nar- 
row for him. He went West, locatedin Chicago, then far distant 
from the home of his birth. He engaged in the lumber business, 
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it may be, inspired to it by the whispering pines of his own native 
State. 

He was sagacious and cool, but bold. In all of his proposed in- 
vestments he was his own explorer, his own counselor, depend- 
ing entirely onhisown judgment. Heregarded contracts, whether 
written or oral, as sacred, and observed them with the strictest 
fidelity both in letter and in spirit. He wasastrictly honest man, 
and was not long in gaining a reputation which insured to him 
all the credit he needed for his extensive operations. 

He was a man thoroughly familiar with men. Having been 
poor himself, he sympathized with the poor, gained the entire 
confidence and esteem of all his employees, always treated them 
not only justly, but generously; so his extensive operations were 
never crippled by strikes nor injurious combinations. It 


was not 
long before he became one of the great lumber kings in the West 
and had acquired wealth. 

Mr. President, I have observed too frequently, when men seek 
riches, they are apt to acquire a love for money itself—one of the 
most debasing of the passions of the human heart. Not so Mr. 
Stockbridge. He seemed to think he was a steward for his Lord, 
and that the property he acquired was a trust to be administered 


by him faithfully for the good of his fellows. 

He was exceedingly generous and charitable, as large gifts to 
benevolent, literary, and religious associations and institutions 
testify, and he indulged in an immense amount of that giving of 
which the left hand knows nothing of what the right hand is do- 
ing. It is known in Kalamazoo that on Christmas and on Thanks- 
giving days no table of the poor man was left without a supply 
equal to that on his own, arid that he did it. 

In this charitable career he fortunately always had the sym- 
pathy and the loving cooperation of his wife, who, while it may 
be, was more impulsive than he, was equally generous. 

I have said that Mr. Stockbridge’s early education was limited, 
but he inherited an intense love for books, was a constant student 
even when business cares almost overwhelmed him, was familiar 
with the current literature and well read in the classics. He had 
one of the finest and best selected private libraries I have ever 
seen of books—not ornaments, not furniture, but familiar friends. 
He was fond of art, and lavishly expended his money for choice 

ictures, fine statuary, and rare bric-a-brac. So it happened tha: 
in the latter years of his life neither in conversation nor in pub- 
lic speech nor in letters could one discover the school deprivations 


of his boyhood. 

He was ambitious, Why not? If all men were content, what 
would this world be? He had acquired wealth; he had leisure; he 
knew that he had the confidence and esteem of his fellow-citizens; 
he knew equally well that he could render his country and State 
valuable service, so sought, not unduly, not improperly, public 
position. His people were ever ready to gratify him. He served 
in both houses of his State legislature, and then twice they elected 
him to the highest office in their gift, that of United States 
Senator. 

As a Senator, we can all bear witness to his fidelity, to his con- 
stant attention to the duties of the great office. Oncommitteehis 
services were regarded as invaluable on account of his large ex- 
perience in affairs, his careful attention to whatever was commit- 
ted to him, and his untiringenergy. Heseldom indulged in debate, 
but when he did he attracted attention by the dignity and the 
courtesy of his bearing, by the closeness of his logic, by th: 
ness of his statements. 

He was princely in his hospitalities. He had anelegant homein 
Kalamazoo, surrounded by beautiful and extensive grounds, and 
the doors were always wide open. I have had the pleasure to be 
his guest, and the moment I entered the house found myself in- 
vested with everything that heart could desire—horses and car- 
riages and servants, and everything that money could buy were 
mine. Mrs. Stockbridge was a charming hostess, and seemed to 
take more pleasure in the bestowing than even the guest did in 
the receiving. 

Mr. Stockbridge was a man of strong convictions and fixed prin- 
ciples, to some seeming almost stern and Puritanic in his fidelity 
tothem. His stand on temperance may illustrate this. He was 
a total abstainer from intoxicants and never would allow even 
wine in his house. Here in Washington he kept open house, as he 
did at home, and was lavish in his hospitality. He was giving 
frequent dinner parties, and I presume every Senator in my hear- 
ing has been his guest. His table was alwayssplendidly equipped, 
furnished with everything to tempt the appetite and delight the 
taste, but never any wine. I have no hesitation in saying that no 


clear- 


Senator here, whatever his own private tastes and wishes might 
be, left that hospitable table without a new and a profounder re- 
spect for the Senator who dared disregard the requirements of 
custom and of fashion in devotion to principle. 

Mr. President, Mr. Stockbridge was in every respect a strong 


man, a warm friend, a good neighbor, a patriotic citizen, a de- 
voted husband; and he was more and better than all these—he 
was an earnest, faithful Christian, a member of the Protestant 
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Episcopal Church, active in all of its charities, faithful to all of 
its obligations. 

It is well with him. He has only passed through the open door 
of his Father’s house, and has entered now upon life eternal, with 
all its wealth of possibilities. 


Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Mr. President, Mr. Stockbridge and 
I were warm personal friends, and when the sadintelligence came 
to us that he was no more I felt that I had sustained a personal 
loss which could never be repaired, for at my time of life one does 
not easily make new friendships. 

During the whole of Mr. Stockbridge’s servicein this body I be- 
lieve it was my fortune to be associated with him on the Commit- 
tee on Indian Affairs. In the discharge of the duties devolving 
on us in that committee we were often associated together on sub- 
committees in the investigation of questions referred to us. In 
this way I came to know him intimately and to learn his great 
worth and merit, and I hazard nothing in saying that no man 
of correct feelings could know him well and not be his friend. 

One of the most striking traits in his character was his fine, 
well-balanced, sound judgment. Never swayed by passion or 
prejudice, he held always a just balance in weighing the merits 
and demerits of any question; and when he had the opportunity 
for a full investigation of any matter his judgment upon it would 
command the respect of all who knew him. 

This quality was manifest in everything connected with him. 
His matted personal success in every walk of life in which he en- 
tered, the high position he held among those With whom he was 
associated in business and politics in his own State and here ali 
bore evidence of it. 

Perhaps his most lovable trait, that which attached his friends 
to him most warmly, was his own generous feelings and his broad 
charity. He judged no one harshly, never attributed unworthy 
motives to , and never suspected others of sinister purpos 
but always put that construction upon the conduct of others which 
most accor with his own high standard of proper conduct. 

While he was distinguished for his modesty he was atthe same 
time possessed of great force of character, exhibiting in himself 
such a happy blending of modest worth and self-reliant manliness 
as forms the finest type of our Western manhood. 

Of the antagonisms which rude self-assertion is always sure to 
arouse he knew absolutely nothing. 

His courteous bearing toward and gentle regard for the rights 
and feelings of others never for a moment forsook him,and car- 
ried the conviction to all who came in contact with him that he 
was in the finest sense of the word a gentleman. 

I knew him in his home, and it was there that he yeni to 
the best advantage and in the most favorable light. o one who 
ever came within the circle of the personal friends and congenial 
spirits drawn together by his discriminating friendship could for- 
get the charm of his hospitable home, and I am sure that no one 
ever went out from under his roof without feeling that his was a 
home of unusual loveliness, the crowning glory of which was the 
beautiful life of the husband and wife who made it what it was. 

Mr. President, until the last man who knew and served with 
Mr. Stockbridge shall have passed out from this body he will not 


be forgotten here. No seat will again be marked as his; his name | 
again appear upon our official rolls; but his memory will | 


will not 
linger like a sweet incense here where his presence brought only 
pleasure. 


Mr. CULLOM. Mr. President, I am sure the Commonwealth 
of Illinois, which I have the honor in part to represent in this 
Senate, would not have me remain silent on this sad occasion. 

Mr. President, as has been said by the disti i 


distinguished Senator 
from Michigan (Mr. McMiILLan}, the colleague of the late Sena- | 


tor Stockbridge, whom we mourn, the deceased had entered upon 
his second term of service in the Senate, and to those of us who 


who _— ane eee him as hi a, 
man of strong sense, always quickly discerning the right, never 
swerving —_ it, and was a excellent and conscientious 


met the 

men in the Senate have more 

esteem of the members of this body than 
He was a good man in the quiet walks 


es, | 
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business, He not only responded to the calls of his people to per- 
form public duty, but he conducted large business operations as 
farmer, stock raiser, and land and lumber trader. He not only 
sought as a legislator to build up and sustain the policy which he 
believed to be for the best interests of the great body of the Amer- 
ican people, but he sought also to develop by business enterprises 
the resources and wealth of this country. 

Mr. President, men are in a large degree what they make them- 
selves. I recognize the fact that geniuses and poets are born, not 
made; but after all, the man who starts out with a determination 
that he will be a man among men, that he will carve out his own 
fortune, that he will make the world better for his living in it, and 
labors to that end, is the best type of manhood and leaves behind 
him more to be gratefully remembered by the people. 

Mr. Stockbridge made no pretensions to genius or to oratory, 
but he was an honest man with more than ordinary ability, and 
was always for the right. During all his ceenienel life, private 
and public, the people with whom he lived and whom he served 
appreciated and trusted him. 

Mr. President, it was my good fortune to become somewhat in- 
timately acquainted with the deceased after he entered this Cham- 
ber, and the longer I knew him and the more closely I became 
associated with him the more highly I regarded him. He had no 
concealments, but was direct and single-minded, always resting 
upon the truth. 

He was a patriotic man; he loved our free institutions; he loved 
liberty, and was proud of the glory of our country and its position 
among the nations. He was a Republican and believed in the 
principles and policies of the party, but he was never offensive in 
presenting his views in the presence of men who did not agree 
with him. 

Mr. President, he is gone, and his place has been filled in this 
body. The same experience must come to us all. I well remem- 
ber his stalwart form and his vigorous bearing when he first en- 
tered the Senate; and I also sadly remember the many strong men 
who have been Senators upon this floor during the twelve years 
of my membership, and have, like him, surrendered to the great 
destroyer. Humanity is forever subject to the great law of 
change. From birth to our final breath we pass constantly on 
and on, never halting till the silent shore is reached. Senators 
may ordain, and the people may obey their ordinances, but death 
shows no favors to the tribunes. 

The departed Senator his business career in the great 
metropolis of my State, Chicago, and he laid down his life in that 
city, surrounded in his last hours by his relatives and friends. I 
accompanied his remains to their last resting place in the city of 
his home, where many thousands of his neighbors and friends, 
with saddened hearts, followed all that was left of Francis B. 
Stockbridge to the grave. 

I pay my last tribute of respect to his memory. Peace be to his 


Mr. BURROWS. Mr. President, whileI can not hope toadd any- 
thing tothe just meed of praise bestowed upon the life and character 
of the lateSenator Stockbridge, yet Ishould do violence to my own 
feelings and sense of duty to permit the occasion to pass without ex- 
pressing and placing on record my high —— of his charac- 
ter as a man and his worth as a citizen. nowing him as I did in 
private life, and of his many admirable qualities, lam not sur- 

ised that Senators who were associated with him in this body 


| even for a brief period should be able to bear testimony to his 


personal worth, and his fidelity, integrity, and rare good judgment 
in the discharge of public duties, and his unswerving devotion to 
the interests of his and the country. 
These encomiums by his colleagues will be exceedingly oe. 
ing to the people of Michigan, who twice honored him with aseat 
in the Senate and who to-day hold his memory in the high- 
and deeply deplore that his life could not have been 
to the full completion of the term to which their partiality 


| had called him. In forming an estimate of his character your 


ju t, of ity, is based almost entirely upon your asso- 
ciatic agen him in hie official capacity as a member of the Senate. 
But there was another side to his nature none the less attractive 


I knew him as a neighbor 


| and praiseworthy. 


He was known to you as a Senator. 
and friend, with whom it was my fortune, during the last 
twenty years of his life, to be in almost daily intercourse, thus 
affording an opportunity of discerning those admirable qualities 
of head and heart which attached him to his friends and secured 
for him an enduring place in the affectionate regard of his fellow- 
citizens. During this period of nearly a quarter of a century we 
were residents of the same city and much of the time of the same 
ward, and were naturally thrown ther in social intercourse, 
freed from the restraints of public life which sometimes obscure 
for the moment the dominating characteristics of the human 
heart. It was under such circumstances and amid such surround- 
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ings I came to know Senator Stockbridge, and became attached 
to him as a neighbor and friend. 

In looking back on the years of that acquaintance and summing 
up its incidents, if called upon to single out the chief and control- 
ling elements of his character, those which molded and domi- 
nated his whole life and made it a marvelous success, I should 
have no hesitancy in declaring they were his wonderful self-reli- 
ance and superb courage. He had confidence m his own judg- 
ment and the courage to execute what his judgment approved. 
This was exemplified in early life. Born at Bath, Me., im 1826, in 
1842, when but 16 years of age, he determined to take vpon him- 
self, in a measure at least, the duties and responsibilities of life, 
and to that end made his first venture as a clerk in a mercantile 
establishjnent in the city of Boston, where for a period of five 
years he devoted himself to the duties of his position, acquiring 
his first practical lessons in business affairs and developing those 
qualities of integrity and self-reliance which marked the whole 
course of his future life. It was during this experimental period, 
undoubtedly, that he became conscious of his natural bentof mind 
and aptitude for business pursuits, and having made the discovery, 
without attempting to force his life into unnatural channels, so 
frequently attempted and so frequently disastrous, he had the 
rare good judgment to enter the open way pointed out by his in- 
clinations and dedicated his life to an active business career. 

Having thus determined his course, he entered upon it with the 
ardor and enthusiasm of youth and pursued it with unflagging 
energy to the end, permitting no obstacle, however formidable, 
to impede his progress or turn him aside from the consummation 
of his supreme purpose. 

His resolution formed, it only remained for him to determine 
the character of his business and the field of his operations. 
With that sagacity and foresight for which he was noted, he saw 
in the forests of the Northwest the possibility of a great business 
future, and accordingly in 1847, at the age of 21, he took up his 
residence as a lumber merchant in the city of Chicago, a place 
then of less than 10,000 inhabitants, where he laid the foundations 
of his future success. From a lumber merchant be became a 
lumber manufacturer, and pushing his way into the forests of 
Michigan and the Northwest, erecting mills and establishing 
camps, he moved forward in the course of his destiny until he 
was recognized as among the foremost business men of the North- 
west. 

In 1853 he became a citizen of Michigan and retained his resi- 
dence in the State during the remainder of his life. Here he en- 
larged his business, became connected with other and important 
industrial enterprises until, at the time of his death, his business 
interests, varied and complicated, extended beyond the limits of 
theState from the extreme south to the distant forests of the Pacific 
Slope. This great business success was due in a large measure, 
if not chiefly, to those characteristics of which I spoke in the be- 
ginning, and which he possessed in a preeminent degree—self-re- 
liance and courage. These were the weapons with which, single- 
handed and alone, he made his way in the industrial world. 

But this tribute would be incomplete without mentioning an- 
other phase of his character, as pronounced as those to which I 
have already referred, namely, his kindness and boundless gener- 
osity. His liberality knew no bounds but the measure of his 
ability, and his charity no restraint but the limit of its necessi- 
ties. It was this that greatly endeared him to his people. Re- 
served, yet companionable; dignified, yet without ostentation, he 
freely mingled with all the people in their everyday life, acquaint- 
ing himself with their conditions and ministering to their neces- 
sities. Possessed of an abundant fortune, which sometimes dries 
up the ‘“‘ milk of human kindness,” he bestowed private charity 
with a lavish hand, while his donations to public objects were on 
the broadest scale of liberality. Church and school, benevolent 
and charitable institutions alike were the recipients of his favor. 
The city of his home is to-day adorned with enduring monuments 
to his public benefactions. 

But while engaged in large business enterprises, demanding his 
chief thought and attention, he was not so wholly engrossed by 
these as to be entirely indifferent to passing political events. In 
these he took a lively interest, and early identifying himself with 
the Republican party, he became an active and influential mem- 
ber of that organization, adhering to its varying fortunes with 
characteristic steadfastness. Here, as in the business world, he 
quickly secured the confidence of the people and was twice elected 
to the State legislature, serving first in the house and subsequently 
in the senate, where, in the discharge of his legislative duties, he 
displayed the same rare good judgment which had always char- 
acterized his business life. Though a man of practical affairs, yet 
in his capacity as a legislator he rendered great service to his party 
and the State; and after all, the highest statesmanship is only the 
——— of sound business principles to governmental affairs. 

at business knowledge he possessed in a remarkable degree, 
and it must have advantaged him and the Senate while here in 
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the transaction of the public duties incident to this Chamber. 
His death is a loss to the Senate, the State, and the country. 

It is.a consolation, however, to know that though his life fell 
short of the allotted span, yet it was full of good deeds worthy of 
remembrance and emulation. 

In his unexpected death we have a fresh reminder of the brevity 
and uncertainty of this earthly existence. 

I can not refrain from one single reflection. Nothing has so 
impressed me with the transitory character of human life as the 
contemplation of the changes wrought in the personnel of the Na- 
tional Congress within the brief period since I first became a mem- 
ber of the House of Representatives in 1878. The intervening 
years have served to remove from these Halls most of the partici- 
pants in the legislative duties of twenty-two years ago. Out of a 
membership in the House at that time of something over 300, the 
names of only five of that number are borne on its roll of present 
membership. 

Call to-day in this Chamber the names of the Senators which 
constituted the members of the Senate in 1873, and only eight out 
of seventy-two would make response. Some have passed to other 
spheres of human action, while many sleep with the fathers. How 
rapidly the scenes change! How startling the transformations! 
The actors of to-day sleep in the graves of to-morrow, while the 
drama moves on with unabated interest. When contemplating 
these things we call to mind the words of one who, standing in a 
gallery whose walls were hung with the portraits of departed gen- 
erations, exclaimed, *‘ These are the realities, we the shadows!” 

Mr. President, as a further mark of respect to the memory of 
the deceased, I move that the Senate do now adjourn. 

The motion was unanimously agreed to: and (at 4 o’clock and 
7 minutes p. m.) the Senate adjourned until Monday, February 
11, 1895, at 12 o’clock m. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
SATURDAY, February 9, 1895. 


The House met at 12 o’clock m. Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. 
E. B. Bagey. 

The Journal of the proceedings of yesterday was read and ap- 
proved. 

EXPENDITURES FOR COLLEGE ENDOWMENT. 

The SPEAKER laid before the House a letter from the Acting 
Secretary of the Interior, transmitting a statement of disburse- 
ments made for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1895, under the act 
endowing colleges, etc.; which was referred to the Committee on 
Education. 

IMPROVEMENT OF CARVERS HARBOR, MAINE. 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the Sec- 
retary of War, transmitting preliminary examination, and report 
by the Chief of Engineers, of the improvements of Carvers Har- 
ber, Maine; which was referred to the Committee on Rivers and 
Harbors. 

KANSAS CITY, OKLAHOMA AND PACIFIC RAILWAY COMPANY. 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House the amendments of the 
Senate to the bill (H. R. 8165) authorizing the Kansas City, Okla- 
homa and Pacific Railway Company to construct and operate a 
railway through the Indian Territory, and for other purposes. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House concur 
in the amendments of the Senate, which are mainly formal. 

The Senate amendments were read and concurred in. 

The title of the bill was amended so as toread: ‘‘ A bill author- 
izing the Kansas City, Oklahoma and Pacific Railway Company 
to construct and operate a railway through Indian reservations 
in the Indian Territory, and the Territories of Oklahoma and New 
Mexico, and for other purposes.” 

PUBLIC BUILDING, CHICAGO. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House the bill (H. R. 397) 
to provide for the erection of a Government building at Chicago, 
Il., with Senate amendmenis. 

Mr. BANKHEAD. Mr. Speaker, I ask that the Senate amend- 
ments be read, with a view to moving concurrence. 

Mr. SAYERS. What are the Senate amendments? 

The SPEAKER. The Senate amendments will be read. 

The amendments were read at length. 

Mr. SAYERS. This is quite an important bill, and I ask the 
gentleman from Alabama having it in charge to allow it to lay 
over until Monday so that I may examine it. It is possible that 
I will offer no objection whatever to the Senate amendments; bat 
I desire an op unity of examining them, and ask that the bill 
lay on the table for the time being. 

tr. BANKHEAD. I, of course, feel very much inclined to 
oblige the gentleman from Texas in this matter, but we — a 
his ig 
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an important question and ought to be promptly attended to. 
The bill does not carry any appropriation. 

Mr. SAYERS. But it fixes the liability of the Government at 
$4,000,000 in the future. 

The request I make, Mr. Speaker, is to let it lie over until Mon- 
day. I shall not offer any captious objectionif I find on examina- 
tion that the bill is right. 

Mr. BANKHEAD. Very well; I will let it goover until Monday. 

TheSPEAKER. Without objection, the bill will lie on the table 
for the present. 

There was no objection. 


DANIEL C, RODMAN, DECEASED, 


Mr. RUSSELL of Connecticut. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous 
consent for the present consideration of the bill (S. 914) for the 
relief of the representatives of Daniel C. Rodman, deceased, and 
others. 

Mr. DOCKERY. I desire to give notice that after one recogni- 
tion on each side I shall have to call for the regular order. 

The SPEAKER. The bill will be read, after which the Chair 
will ask if there be objection. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That Daniel C. Rodman, Ossian B. Hart, Charles Slager, 
Calvin L. Robinson, Ozias Buddington, and Joseph R. Richard, sureties upon 
the bond of Ozias Morgan, given as security for the faithful performance by 
said Ozias Morgan of his duties as receiver of public moneys and disbursing 
agent of the United States land office at Tallahassee, Fla., from_ 1866 to 1870, 
and their heirs and legal representatives, be, and they are hereby, released 
and discharged of and from all and every obligation and liability whatsoever 
on account of said bond. 


Mr. SAYERS. Will the gentleman make a statement as to the 
object of the*bill? 

Mr. RUSSELL of Connecticut. If I may be permitted to do 
so, Mr. Speaker, I will make a brief statement covering the pur- 
pose of the bill. 

The SPEAKER. Without objection, the gentleman will have 
that permission. 

Mr. RUSSELL of Connecticut. Mr. Speaker, the parties men- 
tioned here were the sureties on the bond of Ozias Morgan, who 
was a receiver of public moneys in Florida some thirty years ago, 
and on a final settlement of the affairs of the receiver with the 
Government it was ascertained that there was some slight deficit 
in his account. Suits were instituted promptly against five of 
the six sureties to recover the amount of the bond. One of the 
suits was compromised. In the case of the others the defendants 
were dead or were reported as absolutely insolvent and unable to 
satisfy the judgment. The sixth surety, soon after signing the 
bond, returned to Connecticut and lived there five or six years 
after the suits were decided against the other sureties. He re- 
ceived no notice of the default of the receiver, nor any notice that 
the suit was instituted against his fellow-bondsmen during his 
lifetime. Some years after his death, however, a demand was 
made upon his estate for the amount of the bond—— 

Mr. SAYERS. Doesthe bill propose to relieve the surety of the 
amount of the liability on the official bond of the receiver? 

Mr. RUSSELL of Connecticut. That is what the bill proposes. 

Mr. SAYERS. When was the original suit instituted against 
the other sureties? 

Mr. RUSSELL of Connecticut. In 1875. There was no suit, 
however, instituted against the widow of Daniel C. Rodman, and 
the Comptroller of the Treasury recommends that there be a dis- 
missal of the demand against her. 

Mr. SAYERS. How much is involved? 

Mr. RUSSELL of Connecticut. The whole amount of the deficit 
of the receiver was in the neighborhood of $1,800 or $1,900. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present considera- 
tion of the Senate bill? 

There being no objection, the bill was considered, ordered to a 
third reading, and, being read the third time, was passed. 

On motion of Mr. RUSSELL of Connecticut, a motion to recon- 
sider the last vote was laid on the table. 


MINES ON PRIVATE LAND CLAIMS. 


Mr. JOSEPH. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for the 

present consideration of the bill (H.R.7148) to authorize the ex- 

loration and purchase of mines within the boundaries of private 
and claims. 

The bill was read at length. 

Mr. SAYERS. Mr. Speaker, this seems to be a far-reaching 
bill, and I should like to have some explanation of it before unani- 
mous consent is given for its consideration. 

The SPEAKER. Without objection, the gentleman from New 
Mexico will be permitted to make a short explanation. 

Mr. JOSEPH. Let the communication of the Secretary of the 
Interior, which is a part of the report, be read. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I suppose there is a report accompanying this 
bill. Let us have the report read. 
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The SPEAKER. Without objection, the report can be read. 

The Clerk proceeded to read the report. 

During the reading, 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE said: Mr. Speaker, I do not see any 
reason for taking up any more time in this matter. I shall object 
to the consideration of the bill. a 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Pennsylvania objects. 

Mr. DOCKERY. I call for the regular order. 


HEIRS OF THE LATE MRS, CATHERINE T. CULVER. 


Mr. DOOLITTLE. Mr. Speaker, I desire to call up a privi- 
leged motion, to reconsider a vote of concurrence in a Senate 
amendment. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Washington calls up a 
privileged motion, to reconsider a vote of concurrence in a Sen- 
ate amendment to a House bill. The Clerk will report the title 
of the bill, and then the Chair will state the parliamentary con- 
dition. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

A bill (H. R. 684) for the relief of the heirs of the late Mrs. Catherine T. 

in ine 6, strike out the words “eight hundred and forty” and insert the 
words “ five hundred;’’ so that it will read: ‘* $500.” 

The SPEAKER. This isa House bill with a Senate amendment. 
The Senate amended the bill by reducing the amount from $840 to 
$500, and the House concurred in the Senate amendment. The 
gentleman from Washington entered a motion to reconsider the 
vote by which the House concurred in the Senate amendment, and 
he now calls up his motion to reconsider. 

Mr. DOOLITTLE. Iwill make a brief statementif any gentle- 
man desires it. 

The SPEAKER. Without objection, the gentleman will be per- 
mitted to make a brief explanation. 

Mr. DOOLITTLE. This work was done by the late Mrs. Cul- 
ver while Mr. Stephens, of Georgia, was the chairman of the Com- 
mittee on Coinage, Weights, and Measures in this House. The 
work was done for that committee. We find that the work could 
not be performed for a less sum to-day than it was done for more 
than seventeen yearsago. Wearenot asking for any interest on this 
sum of $840, which is what would be required for the performance of 
the work at this time. These facts were not presented perhaps 
as they should have been before the same committee when the 
matter was considered, and the consequence was that the amount 
was cut down from $840 to $500. Iam informed that if we non- 
concur in this amendment it will be entirely agreeable to the gen- 
tlemen at the other end who insisted on the cutting down of the 
amount. The amount of $840, after all these years, is to be paid 
to the heirs at law of the late Mrs. Culver, who performed this 
work. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Will the gentleman explain why the money 
was not paid at the time? 

Mr. DOOLITTLE. No appropriation was made at the time. 
This action has been recommended in half a dozen Congresses at 
least, but it never reached a stage when it could be considered in 
the House until during the last session. 

Mr. HOLMAN. The services were rendered without authority, 
were they not? 

My. DOOLITTLE. No, sir; theservices were not rendered with- 
out authority. The whole subject was up when this bill passed 
this House. The services were rendered to this Government, and 
the result of her work was published and accepted by the Govern- 
ment, and it is a valuable work and has been in use ever since its 
publication. 

The motion to reconsider was agreed to. 

Mr. DOOLITTLE. I move that the House disagree to the Sen- 
ate amendments. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Washirgton moves that 
the House disagree to the Senate amendments, and asks for a con- 
ference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses. Without ob- 
jection, that order will be made. 

There was no objection. 

The Speaker appointed as conferees on the part of the House 
Mr. RicHarps, Mr. Russe.. of Georgia, and Mr. Kierer. 


DEFICIENCIES, DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA, 


The SPEAKER laid before the House a letter from the Acting 
Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting additional estimates of 
deficiencies in appropriations for the District of Columbia sub- 
mitted by the Commissioners; which was ordered to be printed 
and referred to the Committee on Appropriations. 


PERSONAL EXPLANATION. 


The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New York [Mr. Van 
Vooruis] desires a moment or two in which to make a personal 
explanation. Without objection, that will be allowed. 

Mr. VAN VOORHIS of New York. Mr. Speaker, it is well 
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known to the members of this House that this country has 
been visited by a missionary. His name is the Hon. W. Randall 


Creamer. He came from Great Britain, a country that is so emi- 
nently peaceful, so averse to encroachments, territorial or other- 
wise; so moderate in its pretensions, so free from aggrandizement, 
so yielding in its relations with foreign powers. is mission was 
a mission of peace. It was to secure a treaty between the United 
States and Great Britain by which all differences between them 
should be decided by arbitration. It had no relation to any of the 
other nations. 

He came on the Teutonic. He arrived here on the 16th of Jan- 
uary,I think. He came fortified and accredited with a petition 
signed“by 354 members of the British Parliament, addressed to 
the President and to Congress. He made his way to Washington. 
He solicited an opportunity to be heard before the Committee on 
Foreign Affairs of the House of Representatives. Every member 
of that committee, I believe, is in favor of the nations adjusting 
their differences by pacific means, and of resorting to the arbitra- 
ment of war only when that is the last resort. The request of 
Mr. Creamer was unanimously granted by that committee. He 
was heard. On rising to address the committee, he invited any 
member of the committee to ask him questions. Availing mvself 
of that invitation, I asked him a few questions. Thecross-exam- 
ination was not severe or lengthy; but the missionary somehow 
seemed to lose his temper. I didnot know it at the time, but after 
going away from the committee room he charged me, in high 
quarters, with having insulted him when before the Committee 
on Foreign Affairs. ‘This charge he made not only to members of 
this House, but to others. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, the gentleman was entirely mistaken. I 
was guilty of no such offense. Such an offense as that would be 
a breach, as it seems to me, of the privileges of members of the 
House. To insult a member of the British Parliament when he 
was being heard before a committee of this House would be con- 
duct unbecoming a gentleman as well as unbecoming a member 
of Congress. I have written him a letter in which I have in- 
formed him that I did not insult him and had nosuchintent. As 
that letter tells the whole story, I will ask the Clerk toread it, and 
I leave the matter there. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

WASHINGTON, D. C., February 4, 1895. 


My DEAR Srp: I have learned with surprise and sincere regret that you 
have charged me with insulting you on the occasion of your appearance be- 
fore the Comamittes on Forei, ffairs of the House of Representatives on 
Thursday, the 24th ultimo. ith a view of disabusing your mind and reliev- 
ing myself from so unjust a charge let me recapitulate for you the circum- 
stances of your appearance before that committee. 

You asked an opportunity to be heard on the subject of an international 
treaty of peace between Great Britain and the United States which shall bind 
the two nations to refer to arbitration disputes wiich diplomacy fails to ad- 
just. In common with the other members of the committee I accepted the 
term “international” in its broad sense and gladly voted to grant you the 
privilege you requested, having the highest respect for the British Parlia- 
ment, from which you came accredited to our committee. At the opening of 
your remarks — stated that you would prefer to answer questions that 
might suggest themselves to any miember of the committee rather than to 
a a formal speech. Accepting the suggestion so courteously given, I 
ventured to ask you several questions. The first was, ‘Is the British Govern- 
ment satisfied with the result of the Bering Sea arbitration?’ You answered 
this in the affirmative. I then asked, ‘Is it the policy of the British Gov- 
ernment to preserve the herds of fur-bearing seals in Bering Sea and the 
North Pacific Ocean, or destroy them?” You hesitated, and finally said that 
you did not know. I then asked you, “ Assuming that both nations desired 
the preservation of the seals, do you not think that that arbitration resulted 
in asignal failure?’ Tothis you made no direct answer. Other questions 
were asked by different members of the committee as well as myself. 

For instance, you were asked if ‘“‘ the British Government is willing to ar- 
bitrate its differences with the weaker powers; whether England will agree 
to arbitrate her differences with the Republic of Venezuela as well as with 
the stronger nations?” To this you did not give a satisfactory reply, ver 
much to my a Hoping to draw from you a statement which woul 
have great weight as coming from one so highly commended by the members 
of the British Parliament, Lasked you if it had not been “the oe of the 
United States and Great Britain for many years to arbitrate their differences 
where diplomacy failed to adjust them, and why the latter should single out 
this country—a power competent to take care of itself without arbitration— 
and omit all the weaker powers that needed to be protected?” I regretted 
then, = I regret now, that you did not give a full and direct answer to that 
question. ; 

Iasked you “who the pro arbitrators were to be, and by what mode 
they were to be selected.” You answered that the matter of and manner of 
selecting arbitrators had not yet been considered; that the first thing is to 
agree to a treaty of peace, and a method of choosing arbitrators could be ar- 
ranged later. Lasked you, ‘if the treaty were limited to the United States 
and Great Britain, it would not follow as a matter of necessity that American 
disputes with Great Britain would be referred to European arbitrators?” 
You said you thought not, but that no plan for selecting arbitrators had 
been matured. You added that you had thought of select £ two judges of 
the highest court in each country, and if the four disagreed, they could select 
a fifth arbitrator. What could or would be done if they were tied upon that, 
you did not tell us. 

I remember remarking to you that I thought “who are the arbitrators to 
be and how are they to ~~ Ee ” was a matter vital to such a treaty, 
and not a mere incident. On that Ne seemed to di with me. 

So far as my memory serves me, these are all of the questions that I asked 
you. 

From your reading of the daily newspapers, you must be aware of the very 
prevailing belief that England has ever been more solicitous to secure trea- 
ties of arbitration with stronger nations than with weak. I hoped that your 
Sepeateace before our committee might be made a means of dissipating this 
belief if it were unjust, and thus lead all nations to the adoption of the policy 


of arbitration, of which you have been so eloquent a champion. Having 
been so long engaged in this work, and having given it so much of your emi 
nent ability, you must recognize the fact that the sentiment to which I refer 
stands in the way of the adoption of any general international agreement as 
to arbitration of difficulties. Iam of those who believe that this is one of 
the most important questions of the age, and I hailed your coming before 
our committee as an indication of a desire on the part of the people in your 
country to forward the good work to which so many able men have devoted 
their lives. In this country the sentiment in favor of arbitration is practi- 
cally unanimous, but our people believe that the most effective steps toward 
securing universal arbitration lie in the direction of the weaker powers 
against encroachments of the stronger. I believe, too, that in England pub- 
lic sentiment is becoming so strong as to prevent wars toa great extent. 
I need only refer inthis connection to what j esteem the crowning glory of 
Gladstone's career—the prevention of war at atime when it seemed inev- 
itable. 

Hoiding these views, you may readily imagine my anxiety to make the 
most of the very favorable opportunity afforded by your visit to our commit 











tee. You came bearing recommendati and indorsements from a very in- 
finential portion of the British Parliament. You came at a time when there 
were questions pending between many different nations as to boundaries and 
other rights. It seemed to me most important that a strong expression 
should be drawn from one holding so high a position as yourself, and it did 
not seem possible tome that a member of the British Parliament, standing be- 
fore us asa representative Englishman, could have any hesitationin declaring 
the willingness of his people to arbitrate with the weaker governments quite 
as readily as with those they might have oceasion to fear in case of war. 


And it seems incredible to me that you could consider a question bearing 
upon this point as an insult. 


l beg to assure you that it was offered with no such intent. I would not 


thus, as a representative of the people of this country, insult our friends in 
England. I would not evenintimate that there was any question or any doubt 
in my mind as to the high stand England would take when the question of 
arbitration with a weaker power was presented toher. If Ihave erred in 
this respect, and if you deem the questions I have quoted above an insult to 
you, I must plead my higher estimation of the English character t! your 
present complaint would seem to justify, and beg to assure you that in spite 
of your complaint I shall hold to the opinion I have expressed until forced to 
admit that the common belief is correct, and that England seeks arbitration 


only for the purpose of escaping danger. 
Iam, sir, yours, very truly, 
JOHN VAN VOORHIS. 
Hon. WILLIAM R. CREAMER, 
Meraber of Parliament, London, England. 


LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 
By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted as follows: 
To Mr. MARSHALL, indefinitely, on account of sickness in his 


family. 
To Mr. HOLMAN, on account of sickness in his family, 
ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that 
gentlemen having reports to submit may be permitted to file 
them with the Clerk. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Missouri asks unani- 
mous consent that gentlemen having reports to submit may file 
them with the Clerk. Is there objection? 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Mr. Speaker, I do not ob- 
ject, but I have an adverse report which 1 desire to have an- 
nounced as being filed from the desk; and I ask that gentlemen 
of the minority may have leave to file their views if they desire 
to do so, and that the bill be put upon the Calendar with an ad- 
verse report. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Tennessee submits an 


adversereport. The Clerk will read the title of the bill. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

A bill (H. R. 8768) to secure adequate compensation for the right to con- 
struct, use, extend, and operate street railways in the District of Columbia 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. I ask that it go upon the 
Calendar. 

The SPEAKER. The bill will go upon the Calendar adversely 
reported. Is there objection to the request of the gentleman from 


Missouri? [After a pause.] The Chair hears none, and the call 
of committees for reports is dispensed with. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Mr. Speaker, after consultation with the gen- 
tleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. Scra:*ron], who has charge of 
the special order which begins at 2 o'clock, I ask that the special 
order be postponed until 3 o’clock. 

The SPEAKER. Without objection, the special order 
postponed until 3 o’clock instead of 2. [Aftera pause. | 
hears no objection. 

Mr. DOCKERY. I now ask that the Committee on the Distri 
of Columbia be assigned Tuesday next instead of Monday. It i 
very important to get through with the consideration of the leg- 
islative, executive, and judicial appropriation bill. 

Mr. HEARD. Mr. Chairman, I will say that on consultation 
with a majority of the members of the Committee on the District 
of Columbia, on the request of the gentleman from Missouri and 
his committee, it will be altogether agreeable to our committee 
that Tuesday be assigned to us instead of Monday, if it is agree- 
able to the House. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Missouri asks unani- 
mous consent that Tuesday be assigned to the Committee on the 
District of Columbia for the consideration of its business, on the 
same terms to which under the rules Monday would be assigned 
to that cemmittee. Is there objection? [After a pause.| The 
Chair hears none. 
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LEGISLATIVE, EXECUTIVE, AND JUDICIAL APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. DOCKERY. Inow move that the House resolve itself into 
Committee of the Whole for the further consideration of general 
appropriation bills. 

The.motion was agreed to. 

The House accordingly resolved itself into Committee of the 
Whole House on the state of the Union, Mr. RicHarpDson of Ten- 
nessee in the chair. 

The CHAIRMAN. The House is in Committee of the Whole 
for the consideration of an appropriation bill the title of which 
the Clerk will read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

A bill (H. R.8767) making appropriations for the legislative, executive, and 
judicial expenses of the Government for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1896, 
and for other purposes. 

The CHAIRMAN. When the committee rose, before the House 
adjourned on yesterday, the committee was dividing. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Mr. Chairman, i ask unanimous consent that 
this paragraph go over until Monday. 

Mr. BARTLETT and Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. I object. 

The CHAIRMAN. Objection is made. 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. Regular order. 

The CHAIRMAN. The regular order is demanded. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Mr. Chairman, I would suggest to the gentle- 
man from Missouri that the point of order that no quorum voted 
be withdrawn, with the understanding that there shall be a yea- 
and-nay vote in the House. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. Oh, well, there would be anyhow, 
if one-fifth of the members present demanded it. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Isuggest that the point of no quorum be with- 
drawn. 

a DOCKERY. That agreement will have to be made in the 
ouse. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. This amendment changes the bill, 
and necessarily there will have to be a vote in the House; and that 
may be a yea-and-nay vote if one-fifth the members present de- 
mand it. For that reason I do not see why the point of no quorum 
may not be withdrawn, and then we can go on with those parts 
of the bill to which there is no contest. That will give a yea-and- 
nay vote in the House. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Mr. Chairman, I was about to ask unanimous 
consent that this paragraph and the pending amendment be re- 
ported to the House without recommendation, and with the 
eens that a yea-and-nay vote upon it be taken in the 

ouse. 

Mr. PICKLER. No,no. It is already adopted. 

Mr. CANNON of llinois. The recommendation by the com- 
mittee can be reversed by the House. Let it go to the House as 
an amendment reported from the Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Asa large majority, although not a quorum, 
have voted in favor of the amendment, it seems to me that in the 
interest of public business the point of no quorum should be with- 
drawn, with the understanding that there shall be, as there would 
be inevitably, a yea-and-nay vote upon it in the House. I think 
that ought to be satisfactory. 

Mr.DOCKERY. There will undoubtedly bea yea-and-nay vote 
upon this in the House. 

Mr. SIMPSON. Mr. Chairman, I suggest to gentlemen that it 
is useless to waste time in this way, as the point of no quorum 
will not be withdrawn. 

Mr. TALBERT of South Carolina. Wecan goon with business 
if the gentleman from New York will withdraw the amendment. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. That is, if the minority can have 
their way they will graciously let the majority proceed with the 
consideration of the bill. 

Mr. TALBERT of South Carolina. Thenletthe majority bring 
a quorum here to pass this amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. When the committee rose yesterday the 

ding question was on the amendment of the gentleman from 

ew York, Mr. BARTLETT. The point of no quorum was made, 

and the Chair appointed to act as tellers the gentleman from New 

York, Mr. BARTLETT, and the gentleman from South Carolina, 

Mr. TALBERT. The tellers will take their places and the Clerk 
will report the amendment. 

The Clerk read the amendment of Mr. BARTLETT, as follows: 

Page 18, strike out all after “ Representatives,” in line 2,down to and in- 
cluding line 9, and insert in lieu of it the following: 

“For annual clerks to members who are not chairmen of committees and 
to Delegates from Territories, at $1,200 each, from and after March 4, 1895. 

The committee again divided; and the tellers reported—ayes 124, 
noes 59. 

So the amendment was adopted. 

Mr. McMILLIN. Mr. Chairman, I give notice that I shall de- 
mand the yeas and nays on this amendment in the House. 

Mr. DOCKERY. I give notice that I shall also ask for the yeas 
and nays. 


The CHAIRMAN. It is not necessary to give notice. The 
Clerk will read. 

The Clerk proceeded to read the second paragraph on page 18, 
under the heading, ‘‘ For contingent expenses.” ? 

Mr. HULL (during the reading). Mr. Chairman, I rise to a 
question of order. My understanding was that the provision in 
relation to committee clerks was to come up immediately after 
this other matter should be disposed of. I ask that that be now 
taken up. I do not think it will oceupy much time. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Isuggest that the gentleman let that matter 
go over until we have gone through the bill. 

Mr.HULL. Mr. Chairman, at the suggestion of the gentleman 
from Maine [Mr. DinG.xry] I am willing that that paragraph shall 
go over until the remainder of the bill is completed. 

_ The CHAIRMAN. Then the Clerk will proceed with the read- 
ing. 


The Clerk read as follows: 
CIVIL SERVICE COMMISSION. 


For three Commissioners, at $3,500 each; one chief examiner, $3,000; onesec- 
retary, $2,000; eight clerks of class 4; ten clerks of class 3; thirteen clerks 


; of class 2; fifteen clerks of class 1; three clerks, at $1,000each; two clerks, at 


$900 each; one messenger; two laborers; one engineer, $840; and two watch- 
men; in all, $91,340. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE. Mr. Chairman, I desire to make a point 
of order on that paragraph. In lines 10and 11 it reads: ‘‘ one secre- 
tary, $2,000.” The point of order I make is that under the statute 
the salary of that officer is fixed at $1,600, and that the additional 
$400 is contrary to the rule which provides that we can not, in an 
appropriation bill, change existing law so as to increase expendi- 
tures. 

Mr. SAYERS. Was not that done yesterday? 

Mr. DOCKERY. Mr. Chairman, I desire to state that I think 
the point of order of the gentleman from Kentucky is well taken, 
and [ will move to amend the provision by striking out ‘‘ two thou- 
sand and” and inserting ‘‘ sixteen hundred.” 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair sustains the point of order. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out 
the last word of the paragraph. 

The CHAIRMAN. Let the Chair get the parliamentary status 
right. The Chair strikes out the $2,000 on the point of order made 
by the gentleman from Kentucky. Does the gentleman from Mis- 
souri — DocKERY] move to amend the paragraph? 

Mr. DOCKERY. I understood the gentleman from Kentucky 
to say that the salary fixed by the statute was $1,600. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE. That is correct. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Then, Mr. Chairman, I move to insert $1,600. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will hear the gentleman from 
Kentucky on that amendment. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE. I desire to have read at the Clerk’s 
desk and printed in the Recorp a list of officers provided for in 
this bill who are given larger salaries than those prescribed by the 
a with the pages of the bill where the appropriations are 

ound. 

The list was read, as follows: 


Salaries in excess of statute limit. 





re I Sal- 
oO! Title of office. Legal ary in 
bill. salary.) "pill. 





Law fixing salary. 








2 | R.8.,page 155. 


Private secretary to President-....| $3,500 | $5,000 
Sup. R.5., page 393. 


Secretary Civil Service Commis- | 1,600| 2,000 
sion. 
Assistant Secretary of State ..... 3,500 | 4,000 | Sup. R.S., page 2. 
Chief clerkot Bureau of Statistics.| 2,000 | 2,250 | R.5S., page 235. 
ane: Songun Secretary of the | 3,500; 4,000 | Sup. "S. page. 
nterior. 
Chief clerk, Interior Department.| 2,200| 2,500/ R.S., e 440. 
Commissioner General Land Of- | 3,000 | 5, 000 | Sup. -»page 2. 





fice. 
Chief clerk, General Land Office.; 2,000 





c r . 2,250 | B.S., page 440. 
Commissioner Indian Affairs --.... 8,000 | 4,000 B.58., page 462. 
Commissioner of Pensions --.--.-.- 3,000 | 5,000 | Sup. R.S., page 2. 


ri Deputy Commissioner of | 2,500 3,000 | R.3., page 472. 
Commissioner of fatents: | 2am! Son| Re’ pace ar 
Chief clerk, Post-Office Depart-| 2,200| 2,500 | R.S., page 393. 
Firet Assistant Postmaster Gen- | 3,500; 4,000 | Sup.R.5S., page 2. 
Superintendent Money-Order Sys- 3,000 | 3,500 Do. 

i Assistant Postmaster-Gen-| 3,500 | 4,000 Do. 

Third Assistant Postmaster-Gen- | 3,500; 4,000 Do. 

Diheuiag clerk, Department of | 1,800| 2,000 | Sup.RB.S., page 590. 


eect ti ecm 
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105 — clerk, Department of Jus-| 2, 2,500 | R.S., page 351. 
ice. 


Total number of salaries in the bill that are in excess of the statute limit, 20. 
Aggregate amount of excess, $13,250. 











Mr. BRECKINRIDGE. If my time has not expired 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired, and 
the question is on agreeing to the amendment of the gentleman 
from Missouri. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Mr. Chairman, before passing from this pro- 
vision and the amendment proposed by the gentleman from Mis- 
souri I desire to say a word with reference to the subject raised 
by the gentleman from Kentucky. 

It is true that the law provides a salary of $1,600 for the secre- 
tary of the Civil Service Commission. in the current law, how- 
ever, as fixed in the appropriation bill of last year, this salary is 
placed at $2,000. Undoubtedly the point of order lies against it; 
and I may say that there are twenty or thirty salaries in the bill 
to which the same point of order would apply; not that we have 
increased any salary above the current law. We have placed them 
in the bill at the same as in the appropriations for the current 
year, but some of them in the current appropriation bill are larger 
than as fixed by the statute and have been so for some time. 

In this case the provision of the bill simply restores what has 
been the custom in connection with this salary heretofore by giv- 
ing the same amount as that fixed in the current law. But the 
point of order, as I have suggested, will lie against some twenty- 
two salaries for the same reason. 

Mr. COFFEEN of Wyoming. 
again read. 

The amendment was again read. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE. I move to strike ont ‘‘$1,600” and in- 
sert ‘‘ $1,500,” and I do it for the purpose of sending to the desk to 
have printed in the RECORD in connection with my remarks a 
list of salaries of officers in the employ of the Government which 
are less than the amount fixed in the statute. 

The list is as follows: 

Salaries less than statute limit. 


I ask that the amendment be 























Page | oo | Sal- | 
of | Title of office. | aalary.| 2ry.in | Law fixing salary. 
bill. | ‘Bewied | bill. | 
21 | Executive clerk and disbursing | $2,300 $2,000 | R.S., page 155. 
a nee: ee office. } ao } aie | 
Zi | Executive clerk.-....: —............ 2,¢ 2, | 0. 
21 | Steward, Executive ........-.-----| 2,000] 1,800 | R.S., pages 155-156. 
Treasury Department: 
26 | Chief, division of eustoms..... 2,800 | 2,750 | Volume 18, page 396. 
26 Assistant chief, division of | 2,400} 2,000 Do. 
customs. 
27 Chief, division of appoint-| 2,800| 2,750 Do. 
ments. 
27 | Assistant chief, division of ap-| 2,400: 2,000 Do. 
pointments. 
27 Chief, division of public mon- | 2,800} 2,500 Do. 
eys. 
27 Assistant chief, division of | 2,400; 2,000 Do. 
public moneys. 
28 Assistant chief, division Rev- | 2,400} 2,000 Do. 
enue-Cutter Service. | 
2s Chief, division of stationery _.| 2,800! 2,500 Do. 
20 et. division of mails and | 2,800 2,500 Do. 
es. 
29 2 disbursing clerks -........-.-.- 2,800 2,500 Do. 
31-34 24 chiefs of division in Audi- | 2,100} 2,000} Volume 18, page397. 
tors’ Offices. 
35 Treasurer United States-_-...-. 6,500 | 6,000 | R.S.,301. 
35 Assistant treasurer United | 3,800} 3,600 | Sup.R.S., page 7. 
States. 
35 Cashier, Treasurer's Office....| 3,800 | 3,600 | Volume 18, page 397. 
35 Assistant cashier, Treasur-| 3,500/ 3,000 Do. 
er’s Office. 
35 Chief clerk,Treasurer’s Office.| 2,700) 2,500 | Do. 
35 5 chiefs of division, Treas- | 2,700] 2,500 | VolumelS, page 39s. 
urer’s Office. | 
35 1 teller, Treasurer's Office ....| 2,700 | 2,500 | Do. 
35 1 teller, Treasurer's Office -...| 2,600 | 2,500 | Do. 
35 2assistant tellers, Treasurer's | 2,350 | 2,250 Do. 
Office. | 
36 1 teller, Treasurer’s Office ....| 2,600; 2,500} Volume 1S, page399. 
36 1 bookkeeper, Treasurer’s Of- | 2,600) 2,500 Do. 
fice, national-bank division. 
36 lassistant bookkeeper, Treas- | 2,5 2, 400 Do. 
urer’s Office, national-bank 
division. 
36 l assistant teller, Treasurer's | 2,200 | 2,000 Do. 
Office, national-bank divi- 
sion. 
36 Register of Treasury -.....--.-- 4,500 | 4,000 | Sup. R.S., page 75. 
36 Assistant Register of Treas-| 2,500 | 2,25 | Do. 
ury. 
37 Deputy Comptroller of Cur-} 3,000} 2,800 Sup. R.S., page 76. 
rency. 
37 8 chiefs of division, Comp-| 2,400 | 2,200 Do. 
troller of Currency’s Office. 
37 Superintendent, Comptroller | 2,400] 2,200 | Volume 18, page 399. 
of Currency's Office. 
37 Teller, Comptroller of Cur-| 2,400! 2,000 Do. 
rency’s Office. 
37 Bookkeeper, Comptroller of | 2,400 2,000 Do. 
Currency’s Office. 
37 Assistant bookkeeper, Comp- | 2,200] 2,000 Do. 
troller of Currency's Office. 
38 Deputy, eres of In-}| 3,500| 3,200 | B.S., page 322. 
ternal Revenue. 
38 5 pent of division, Internal | 2,500} 2,250 | Volumel8, page 398 
vnue. 
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Salaries less than statute limit 


Continued. 
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38 | Stenographer, Internal Reve- | $2,000 | $1,800 | Volume 18, page 398. 
| nue. 
39 | Thief elerk, Light-House | 2,500| 2,400 Do 
| Board 
40 | ommissioner of Navication 4.000 | 3,600 Sup. R.S., page 461. 
48 Assistant treasurer at Balti- 5,000 | 4,500 | B.S. 3596 
more. 
9 Assistant treasurer at Chi-| 5,000; 4,500 Do. 
! cago. 
50 | stant treasurer at Cincin- | 5,000| 4,500 Do. 
| | 
50 | Assistant treasurer at New 4,500} 4,000 Do. 
Orleans. | | 
53 Assistant treasurer at St./| 5,000; 4,500} Do 
Louis. ] 
53 Assistant treasurer at San 6,000} 4,500 Do 
Francisco. | 
59 | Governor of Arizona...........-_- 3.500} 2,600 | R. S., 1845. 
59 | Secretary of Arizona-.--.........-- yO} 61,800 Do 
60 | Governor of New Mexico oie 0 2, 600 Do 
60) | Secretary of New Mexico-.-_......-| 2,500 1, 800 Do 
61 | Governor of Utah.-.-.-.-.-.... 3, 500 2.600 Do. 
61 | Secretary of Utah................. 2,500; 1,800 Do 
61 | 5 commissioners, Utah -.......- 5, 000 2,000 | Sup. R.S., page 373. 
87 | Chief clerk, Patent Office ; 2,500} 2.2501 R.S., 440. 
89 | Chief clerk, Bureau of Education| 2,000 1,800 | R.S., 440 
91 | Commissioner of Railroads -| 5,000] 4,500 | Sup. R.S., page 194. 
91 | Bookkeeper under Commissioner | 2,400 | 2,000 Do. 
of Railroads. i 
91 | Assistant bookkeeper underCom-| 2,000; 1,800 Do 
missioner of Railroads. | 
92 | Director Geological Survey --.-.... | 6,000} 5,000 | Sup. R.S., page 251. 
| Surveyor-general, Alaska _____.._- 3,000} 2,000) R.S., 2210. 
94 | Surveyor-general, California 3,000 | 2,000 Do. 
94 | Surveyor-general, Colorado --_-_.-- 3,000 | 2.000 Do 
94 | Surveyor-general, Florida 2,000 | 1,800) R.S., 2208. 
% | Surveyor-general, Idaho _-_...._.- |} 5,000) 2,000 | R.S., 2210. 
9 | Surveyor-gentral, Louisiana | 2,000 1,800 R.S., 2208. 
% | Surveyor-general, Minnesota | 2,000 | 1, 800 Do 
95 | Surveyor-general, Montana --..-- 3,000 | 2,000 | R.S.,2210 
96 | Surveyor-general, Nevada _______- 3.000 1, 800 Do 
96 | Surveyor-general, New Mexico 3,000 | 2,000 D 
96 | Surveyor-general, Oregon ---__.... 2,500 2,000 | R.S., 2209 
97 | Surveyor-general, Utah .___..___- 3,000 | 2,000 | R.S., 2210 
97 | Surveyor-general, Washington ___| 2,500) 2,000 R.S., 2209 
9% | Surveyor-general, Wyoming | 3,000] 2.000 | R.S., 2210 
1@ | Disbursing clerk, Post-Office De- | 2,300} 2,100} R.5., 393. 
| partment. } 
105 |“Solicitor-General, Department of | 7,500) 7,000 | R.S., 347 
| wJustice. | | 
105 | Solicitor Internal Revenue, De-| 5,000/ 4,500/ R.S., 39 
partment of Justice. 
Total number of salaries in the bill at less than statute limit, 115. 


Amount necessary to bring them up to statute limit, $53,350. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE. I ought to state to the committee in 
this connection that there is no salary in this bill, except one that 
I now recall, which is larger than is provided in the current ap- 
propriation bill for this year. 

Mr. SAYERS. And will not the gentleman from Kentucky go 
further and state that there is no salary larger than for years past? 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE. I had intended to make that state- 
ment. The gentleman from Texas did not permit me to conclude 
my sentence. I believe there has been but one increase; that is 
to say, there is no salary larger, as I now remember, than for the 
current year, and no salary other than it has been for a good many 
years past; nor has any salary been brought up to the statute that 
has been heretofore appropriated for at less than the statutory 
requirement. There is, therefore, in what I say no criticism upon 
the subcommittee that prepared this bill, nor on the committee 
which aeted upon the report of the subcommittee and accepted it 
It is simply presented as a matter of information which it seemed 
to me it was well for the Committee of the Whole and the House 
to have possession of. 

And I may state, Mr. Chairman, in this connection anotiier curi- 
ous feature not only in this bill, but generally in the appropriation 
bills. i suppose that it is not unfair to say that fully 20 per cent 
of the officers to whom salaries are paid by the appropriation bilis 
have been created not by statute, but only by the appropriation 
bills themselves. I repeat the statement that it is not unfair to 
suggest that of the number of persons to whom we pay salaries 
probably 20 per cent of the positions they fill have been created 
by the appropriation bills and not by separate statutes. I do not 
pretend to make any criticism upon this condition, butsimply state 
the fact. 

Mr. BLACK. Let me ask the gentleman from Kentucky this 
question: Do you not think it a bad practice, this sort of legisla- 
tion, and is it not in flagrant violation of the rules of the House? 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE. The gentleman from Georgia asks me 
&@ question which involves an argument. I can answer, however, 
in a general way by saying that I do not think it a very bad prac- 
tice. It may be in a special case that it would be a bad practice; 
but there are many cases where the salary theretofore fixed for an 
office is wholly incommensurate with the work involved, because 
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of changed conditions; for instance, when the office was created 
the work attached to it was small, but by successive gradations 
the work has been increased so as to make it entirely proper that 
there should be an increase in the salary. On the other hand, 
large salaries have been given in cases where the work of an office 
was large at the time, but by changed conditions the salary paid 
would be wholly out of proportion to the amount of work done. 
It is extremely difficult to make separate bills to cover each of 
these cases as they arise, and I am not prepared to say, therefore, 
that it is a bad practice for the House, in making up the appro- 
priation bilis, to make the salary fit the actual work done and the 
responsibility involved in the special office to which it applies. 

I withdraw the amendment I last offered. 

The CHAIRMAN. | The question is on the amendment offered 
by the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. DocKERY]. 

Mr. COFFEEN of Wyoming. I wish to offer an amendment to 
the amendment. 

Mr. BOWERS of California. I have an amendment to offer. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will first recognize the gentle- 
man from Wyoming, who desires to offer an amendment to the 
amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

On page 22, strike out all of line 8, down to and including line 21. 

Mr. DOCKERY. The latter clause, from line 18 to 21, has not 
yet been read. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair for the present sustains the point 
of order against the amendment. This latter paragraph has not 
yet been read. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Let it be read now. 

The CHAIRMAN. But there is an amendment pending, and 
the question will be first taken on that. 

The amendment of Mr. DoCKERY was agreed to. 

Mr. BOWERS of California. I offer the amendment which I 
send to the Clerk’s desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Amend on page 22 by striking out, in lines 11,12,and 13, the words “eight 
a . / class 4, ten clerks of class 3, thirteen clerks of class 2, fifteen clerks 
or ciass |. 

Mr. BOWERS of California. My amendment contemplates dis- 
pensing with the services of 48 clerks. This Civil Service Com- 
mission—the fifth wheel of this Government coach—is growing 
into importance. There are 62 persons now employed and this 
bill provides an appropriation of $97,000 for them. 

The whole business js a fraud and subterfuge; an imported, un- 
American humbug. The gentleman from Ohio [Mr. GRosVENOR] 
during the last session uttered a truth when he said that formerly 
when a clerk went out of office on a change of Administration he 
went out carrying his good character with him with colors flying; 
but to-day, under a civil-service reform that keeps no man in office 
whom his superior does not want there, he simply goes out char- 
acterized as inefficient, or dishonest, or something of that kind. 
I have here now the proof of it. You have it yourselves. 

Mr. TAYLOR of Indiana. Why should the gentleman confine 
his amendment simply to clerks? Why not apply it to all? 

Mr. BOWERS of California. I will finish it all up if you will 
just give me time. In the post-office at New York the other day 
42 employees were discharged, many of them having been there 
eight, ten, and sixteen years, and as it happened only 41 out of 
the 42 were Republicans. That was simply a coincidence. 

Mr. HULICK. Was not that enough? 

Mr. BOWERS of California. It was enough, yes. Down in 
Fresno a carrier employed for years had charges preferred against 
him. He was discharged. He telegraphed, as I have evidence 
here, to the Commission—to the Department—that the charges 
were false, and asked for an investigation. I have here the state- 
ment that the postmaster was sustained, and that the man could 
not have an investigation. 

I have here the statement of a man who served for years in the 
custom-house at San Diego. When they changed collectors the 
new collector, rightfully, as I believe, chose his own assistants. 
He was responsible for that office, and he had a right to say who 
his assistants should be; but this man supposed there was some- 
thing in civil-service reform. He did not understand the game, 
and so I get this long paper. In it he says that his dismissal was 
in violation of the reruiaiaiean as if that made any difference. 
The collector, under this law, after certifying, as he does here, to 
the man’s efficiency when calling for his resignation, was forced 
suddenly to find the man inefficient and incapable, and to say to 
him, ‘‘ For that reason you must go.” Why, in every office in the 
country the head of that office must have the choosing of his as- 
sistants. He must be held responsible, and you have no right to 
hold him responsible unless you let him select his assistants. 
There is no manufacturing business, there is no business carried 
on in the United States that could be successful that would allow 
some outside commission to choose the clerks, assistants, and con- 
fidential men. They must be selected by the responsible parties 
themselves. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 
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= BOWERS of California. I move to strike out the last three 
words. 

The CHAIRMAN. That is not in order. 

Mr. BOWERS of California. Very well; I will withdraw the 
amendment and send another one to the Clerk’s desk. 

Mr. STOCKDALE. I wish to make an inquiry. Does not the 
order under which we proceed provide that ~ any special 
matter is reached which gentlemen desire to discuss there may 
be an extension of the time? 

Mr. VAN VOORHIS of New York. Yes. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair is notso informed. The gentle- 
_— from California withdraws his amendment. The Clerk will 
read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

For necessary traveling expenses, including those of examiners actin 


under the direction of the Commission, and for expenses of examinations an 
investigations held elsewhere than at Washington, $6,000. 


Mr. BOWERS of California. Now,I have an amendment which 
I wish to offer to that paragraph. 

Mr. HUNTER. I offer my amendment now. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will state to the gentleman from 
Illinois [Mr. HUNTER] that the amendment of the gentleman from 
California will be first in order, as it is an amendment to perfect 
the text. The Clerk will report the amendment proposed by the 
gentleman from California |Mr. Bowers]. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

In line 31,on page 22, amend by striking out the words “six thousand dollars.” 

Mr. HULL. A parliamentary inquiry, Mr. Chairman. If the 
vote on this is negative, will it then be in order to move to strike 
out and insert another number? 

The CHAIRMAN. It will be in order. 

Mr. BOWERS of California. Now, Mr. Chairman, I have of- 
fered this amendment simply to bring to the attention of the com- 
mittee the facts. I have not in five minutes’ time to read these 
statements, but there is not a member here who does not know 
that this Civil Service Commission or law does not keep one em- 

loyee in office anywhere if his principal does not want him there. 
He makes life a burden to him, and can do it, and he gets out. 
This civil-service annex to the Government has changed the rule 
only in one particular. Formerly the employee went out because 
his party went out. Now they go out all the same, but if one 
kicks or protests against going you simply have to make a charge 
against him under this law that he is ‘‘inefficient”” or dishonest or 
something of that kind. That is all the Commission has accom- 
plished, and it is wrong, entirely wrong. You should holdno man 
responsible for the administration of an office unless you allow that 
man torunit. You, in your mercantile business, know that no 
merchant would ever submit to have outsiders determine whom 
he should employ. By means of this civil-service-reform business 
you have deceived thousands and thousands of people. All over 
the country young men and young women, believing that there 
was something in the civil-service-reform business, not knowing 
that it is an absolute humbug from beginning to end, have been 
cheated by it. No private business could stand the application of 
this principle. This great, rich Government may endure it. It 
is a political humbug all the way through; it is useless and grow- 
ing, and you are going to create another class of ‘‘ Justice Shal- 
lows.” The system is growing every day, and appropriations are 
being made for clerks and more places for them. 

Mr. DOCKERY. I will state to the gentleman from California 
that it has not grown for several years. It is exactly the force we 
have carried for several years. 

Mr. BOWERS of California. It has got to be pretty bed al- 
ready, and it can not grow into a bigger humbug than it is. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Iwas speaking of the clerical force. That 
has not increased. 

Mr. BOWERS of California. It is something that is carried 
on at an expense of $97,000 to this Government, and the people of 
the United States can dispense with it with profit and honor to 
themselves. It is simply another part of the plan to make places 
for employees and furnish appropriations for them. Every one of 
you gentlemen knows what I am telling you is true. We know 
that in not a single case has the Commission power to do anything 
to put a man backif his principal does not wanthim. AsIsaid be- 
fore, he will make such a man’s life a burden to him. The whole 
business is useless and a deceit, but it is one of these patented 
humbugs that has been persistently advertised. 

Mr. HULL. Mr. Chairman, the argument made by the gentle- 
man from California is against the law creating civil service rather 
than against the principle of civil service. I believe that in place 
of cutting down the amount appropriated we should increase the 
appropriation for this department. The Civil Service Commis- 
sion has no power to carry out its findings. The criticism seems 
to come from this fact. It can only investigate and report. I 
know personally of cases which have occurred where they have 
made full investigations and the facts have been reported to the 
Departments. Thatthe Departments have persisted in violating the 
purposes of the law should not be charged against the Commission 
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Mr. BOWERS of California. I know of cases where they have 
refused to investigate and do not do it. 

Mr. HULL. I believe I have the floor, and can show that failure 
to investigate was caused by want of funds. 

Mr. BOWERS of California. I yield you the floor. : 

Mr. HULL. These investigations will furnish valuable infor- 
mation for future legislation. The gentleman speaks about his 
cases where no investigation was had. The trouble has been that 
the Commission is not furnished with funds sufficient to make an 
investigation at every place where an investigation should be 
made. In my town an investigation was had and the Civil Serv- 
ice Commission found that letter carriers had been discharged be- 
cause they would not contribute to the Democratic campaign 
fund. If there was no law on the subject I would say that was 
all right; but there is a law, and the fault does not lie with the 
Civil Service Commission. It lies with the administration of the 
different Departments of this Government. The Commissioners 
sent a man to Des Moines to investigate—a Democratic special 
agent. Hereported the facts—that these men were removed with- 
out cause; that they were efficient in the discharge of their duties 
and dismissed without cause. He reported that he found that 
they had discharged their duties faithfully and well. The fault 
with the system is that the Civil Service Commission can only re- 
port the facts and leave it to some other officer of the Department 
to say whether the wrong shall be righted or not. 

In the cases reported the Commission apie its full duty in 
reporting all the facts and demanding the restoration of the men 
discharged. That this law continues to be violated is not to be 
charged to the civil service. I should like to see this fund in- 
creased from $6,000 to $10,000, so that in the next two years we 
could gain information as to what has been done in the different 
Departments of this Government—in the Post-Office, in the In- 
terior, in the Treasury, and in all the other Departments of the 
Government—as to whether they have enforced the law upon the 
statute books. It is true that the law should be amended so that 
when the Civil Service Commission finds that there has been a 
violation of law they can remedy it by going into court and having 
the men reinstated who have been removed without cause. 

The gentleman is mistaken when he states that the character of 
the man turned out is blackened. That is not the case. Every 
man in the community has his character established; so that his 
removal is known to be simply a political removal, unless he is a 
man of bad character, and then the facts should be known. I be- 
lieve that finally this law must be amended so as to make it more 
effective; so that every Administration, no matter of what party, 
will be compelled to obey the civil-service law or it will be re- 
pealed. The law can not stand with one party obeying it and the 
other ignoring it. Let us give it a fair trial, and amend it so as 
to make it effective. Let us get the information. Then if it can 
not be made to work equally with all parties repeal it. This com- 
mission has not funds to send men to California for the purpose of 
making investigations. Increase the appropriation and they will 
give the people of the United States a valuable amount of informa- 
tion as to the method of administering this law by this Adminis- 
tration. Mere pretenses of loyalty to civil-service reform will not 
save this Administration, and especially the Cabinet officers, from 
condemnation of friends of the principles of civil-service reform 
if continued violations of the law are permitted and the mer. com- 
mitting flagrant outrages are upheld. I want the Commission 
strengthened so that all the facts in every case complained of can 
be collected and preserved for future use. 

Mr. BOWERS of California. Would you apply this principle 
to your own business? If you were running afactory, would you 
not want to select your own assistants? 

Mr. HULL. The civil-service law does not reach the higher 
grades of officers, the confidential men charged with the admin- 
istration of these duties; it simply reaches the clerks. Further- 
more, the public business is not the same as a man’s private 
business. It belongs to all the people and not to any individual, 
and I want to say to the gentleman from California that the 
method of competitive examination, properly applied, selects a 
class of clerks who give the Government better service than it ever 
got under any other system. 

{Here the hammer feil. | 
Mr. STOCKDALE. Mr. Chairman—— 
The CHAIRMAN. Debate on the amendment is exhausted. 


{[Mr. STOCKDALE addressed the committee. See Appendix. ] 


Mr. DOCKERY. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent that 
debate on this paragraph and all amendments thereto be limited 
to ten minutes. 

Mr. STOCKDALE. I object. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Say fifteen minutes. 

Mr. HUNTER. If the committee will give me the privilege of 
oo some remarks on this subject I will not occupy any time, 
and probably the objection will not be insisted upon. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection to the request of the 
gentleman? 
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There was no objection. 

Mr. RAY. Mr. Chairman, I want to say a word in reply to the 
remarks of the gentleman from California [Mr. BowrErs] and in 
defense of the Civil Service Commissioners. 

I have never posed as a reformer, nor do I ever intend to do so; 
but I have watched with considerable interest the working of the 
Civil Service Commission under the present Commissioners. I 
have had some cases of complaint from my own district and have 
brought them before the Commissioners, and have always found 
these gentlemen active, ever ready to unearth any wrong that is 
believed to exist or that has been done, and to correct the evil so 
far as within their power to act. 

The defect or trouble in regard to this matter is not with the 
Commissioners themselves, but is with the law under which they 
are operating. They find, for instance, that a person has been re- 
moved from office for purely political reasons; they so find on an 
examination and so report, and ask that the removed official, 
clerk, or whatever he may be, be restored. But they are utterly 
powerless to carry into effect their own recommendations, and 
there the matter is compelled to rest. 

So far as I am concerned, I would like to see the arm of the Com- 
missioners strengthened. I would like to see the law so amended 
that they shall have the power, when they find that there has been 
a violation of the law, and an official has beenimproperly removed, 
to restore that clerk or that official to the place from which he has 
been improperly removed in defiance of the intent and purpose 
of the law. 

That there is fraud in connection with some of the secases of 
removal I certainly believe; but it does not rest with the Com- 
missioners, and they ought not to be charged withit. It rests in 
the various Departments; and, therefore, I think the gentleman 
from California should qualify very materially the charges he 
has made against the Commissioners, because it goes out te the 
country that there is rottenness, corruption, or inattention to 
daty on the = of the Commissioners, when as a matter of fact 
they are handicapped by the law under which they are operating, 
and find it impossible to undo wrongs committed or restore ofti- 
cials improperly removed. 

In defense of the Commissioners, and that they may not standin 
an improper light before the country, Ihave made this statement. 
The law provides a way for clerks to get into place. The way is 
narrow and thorny, and is as easily traveled by an incompetent 
as by a competent person, so far as real business capacity is con- 
cerned. But when the places are filled by those who have passed 
the necessary ordeal they may be removed 2: any time by a head 
of Department for any cause and the law affords noremedy. The 
law, therefore, operates only as a restraining power upon the 
heads of Departments. They do not often make removals when 
it can be clearly demonstrated that the removal is for political 
reasons alone. But it does permit and encourage the preferment 
of unfounded and false charges, and as these are not often inves- 
tigated the discharged employee rests under a false imputation 
and suffers in his standing at home as well as abroad. The law 
is defective and ought to be amended and made efficient and 
effective. 

Mr. BOWERS of California. Mr. Chairman, I desire to occupy 
the floor for a minute or two in justice to myself. 

In the remarks I made I have in no respect intended to reflect 
personally upon the Commissioners themselves. 

Mr. LOUD. And you did not. 

Mr. BOWERS of California. Nor did I refiect wpon them as 
far asI know. Certainly it was not my intention; and I do not 
think that anything I have said can fairly be construed as a re- 
flection upon them. 

But I have nothing to take back. My objection is against the 
system as a system, and my complaint is that it is useless. The 
Commissioners themselves are powerless. The Administration 
has the power, and the Commissioners can not help themselves. 
They are absolutely useless; they are the fifth wheel to the coach. 
So far as I know personally they are estimable gentlemen, and 
have always tried to dothevery best they possibly could; but they 
can not do anything, situated as they are, they can only recom- 
mend persons for appointment—there their functions cease. They 
ought not to be allowed to do this, because every man who is put 
in charge of an important Department of the Government ought 
to be held responsible for its proper management, and he certainly 
can not be held so responsible if others are to appoint his assistants 
over whom he can exercise no control, and he is and must, in the 
nature of things, be the best judge. 

Mr. RAY. Allow me to ask if the gentleman does not believe 
that this Commission operates at least as a restraining power on 
the different Departments of the Government in making removals? 

Mr. BOWERS of California. Nota particle. The evidence is 
that there is nota particle of restraint anywhere, and the papers 
of the country have made that plain to all the people. There is 
not a member here who does not know it. Why, how was it in 

our own State but afew days ago? Have you forgotten that? 
é law only requires the heads of Departments to make charges, 
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have been taken away; when this new Mugwump doctrine that 
the office must seek the man, and that in some way the desire of 
men for office must be abridged, that the masses of the people 
must lift themselves into a higher and purer atmosphere and re- 
gale themselves with the pernicious idea that this Republic can 
be administered on the delusion of nonpartisanship. This lofty 
and serene ideal has never been attained by any people upon this 
earth. The masses of the people know nothing of it. It only ob- 
tains with the gentlemen that have secured soft places and the 
political dreamer that never knew what popular government 
meant. 

It is the recognized rule not only of the Federal but of the 
State governments that all elective officers shall be changed 
every two or four years, however efficient the men that they elect, 
recognizing a fixed term of office, but it is strongly insisted by 
many members, as well as by all the Mugwumps, that the ap- 
pointive officers should hold their places for life. This doctrine 
was sought to be engrafted upon our institutions at the inception 
of this Government by Alexander Hamiiton and the British aris- 
tocracy in this country that entertained the views of the Royal 
household of Great Britain. 

That question was fought out between the British followers of 
Alexander Hamilton upon the one side, and by Thomas Jeffer- 
son with his Democratic friends upon the other. The principle 
of popular government triumphed in that day and the friends of 
a British Monarchy were completely overwhelmed, and from that 
hour until now the recognized doctrine of free government based 
upon the independent will of the people has been recognized by a 
very large majority of our countrymen. In this connection I 
wish it te be distinctly understood by the present incumbents in 
office as well as the whole country that I make no criticism upon 
them. Jam glad to say and believe that the morals, the intelli- 
gence, and the character of our men and women in the different 
Departments of the Government are not only equal to the highest 
grade of our own people, but of a like number of people of any 
country in the world. But the great question is, Do these em- 
ployees or agents of the Government take their high and im- 
portant trusts from the people? 

I presume there is no member here who will contend that they 
do. They are under no obligations to the popular will. They 
hold their office for life. They can defy all the power of the peo- 
ple. They are independent of all the duties of citizenship. They 
may or may not be in sympathy with the expressed will of the 
people. They are caused to be a mere machine under this civil- 
service law,owing obedience to the beck and nod of a Commission 
and not the people. They are not subject to the same laws and 
rules that govern citizens. They hold no place in the body poli- 
tic. They are forced to be an uncomplaining piece of machinery 
that is fixed by arbitrary law. 

It is not my purpose to make complaint of the employees or the 
service that they are required torender. Itis honorable. It is 
necessary. But the present method of filling the stations is what 
Icomplain of. This law is vicious as well as monstrous. It goes 
far beyond the responsible limitations of the appointing power. 
It not only confers upon the President the power to appoint a 
commission who is responsible to no power save the will of the 
President, but it gives to the President the power to extend or 
limit its application to more than 100,000 officeholders. It arbi- 
trarily gives to a commission the power to fix its own rules and 
regulations, by which American citizens alone can hold ofiice. 
The elective franchise is unknown in this circle of political power. 
‘The representatives of the people are driven from its councils and 
told that the wishes of the people must not interfere with what 
the gentleman from Massachusetts calls “a beautiful theory.” 
This Civil Service Commission is now exercising authority, and 
appointing more civil officers for the Government of this country 
than the 13,000,000 voters. There is not a Representative in this 
Congress but knows that this law is a fraud and that there has 
been jugglery in its execution; that there is no moral or political 
force to sustain it. It lives upon deception and feeds upon the 
credulity of a patient people. 

I hold that we should have a civil-service law that ascertains 
simply the necessary qualifications and requires the fitness of all 
persons elected or appointed, however such a rule as that might 
depopulate this House. I still further hold that there should be a 
tenure of office fixed by law for all appointees as well as those 
that are fixed for elective officers. And when the people vote a 
change in favor of the Democratic party they should have the 
offices all filled by Democrats, and when the Republicans accede 
to power by the voice of the people they should have the offices 
also changed in their favor. Any other policy,in my judgment, is 
a denial of the right of the people to govern, and strikes a blow 
at the very existence of our form of government. I believe that 
the doctrine laid down by the fathers at the very inception of this 
Government should be observed as fundamental. 

I believe that all appointive and elective officers should be re- 
quired to go back at the end of a reasonable term of four or six 
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years and take their places in the ranks of the people and assume 
the responsibilities of citizenship. What will be the conditions 
of thousands of men and women who are now booked for a life 
office in the public service? Their salaries are not sufficient to 
enable a large share of them to lay by a competency for old age. 
When they have become so old that they.can not longer hold their 
places, what then? ‘Will there be a retired list like those of the 
Regular Army? Or shall we adopt the false of pater- 
nalism and support them at public expense? If so, who is to pay 
the bills? 

Mr. Chairman, it is to be regretted that there are gentle 
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men 
upon this floor, supplemented by the members of the Civil Service 
Commission, who are persistent in telling us that there are many 
places in the various Departments that it is impossible to fill by 
outside parties, that the present incumbents have become so effi- 
cient that their services can not be dispensed with. Ido not ques- 
tion the sincerity of these gentlemen, but I am forced to deny their 
position. If theircontentionis true that there areno other persons 
competent to fill their places and perform the duties, we should 
confess that perfection has been attained, that the world has come 
to a standstill, and that popular government is self-destructive. 
We should enact a law at once to.abolish these offices as fast as these 


perfect incumbents die and have the Government go out of busi- 
ness. 


Mr. Chairman, this civil-service law is a cank 


Tworm now in 
the body politic that is eating at the vitals of popular institutions. 
Its logical and natural effect upon the people of this country if 
permitted to continue as if is to-day is to establish a monarchy. 
lt is a doctrine that comes to us from the monarchies of the Old 
World,where the despotic head can name the officers and employees 
of his dynasty without consulting the will of the people. This 
new application of the principles of an Austrian monarchy I do 


not think will take very deep root in American soil. Who arethe 
friends of this foreign scheme of conducting the affairs of our 
Government? Not the men who are the sworn officers of the G: 
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ernment, who are charged with its enforcement; Mugwump or- 
ganization, civil-service leagues, Miss Nancy clubs, that are con- 
tinually finding fault with the established methods of carryimg 
out popular government, men who think that the rights of the 
common people should be abridged. 

Most of the appointive power believe as I do, that this law should, 
be stricken from the statute books. The only excuse thai is made 
for it by its pretended friends is that the business ef the Govern 
ment should be run as an individual corporation runs it n 
private business. It seems to me that it is perfectly appar: at 
this Government can not be ran as a private corporation, where a 
common head employs all the labor: regulates its use and term of 
service. This Government is a popular government, where every 
raan has a right to say how he wants it managed and controlled 
He is a coequal partmer with every other citizen in the control of 
public affairs. What would you think of a railroad pany call- 
ing in all of its employees and submitting to them the question of 
the management of the road, how many trains to run, rate of 
speed, weight of rails, and rate of freight, all of whi is to be 
determined by their votes, where the section hand has as much 
power in determining the question as the owner of the road; or 


some large manufacturing establishment leaving the general man- 
agement or its fimancial policy to a vote of its employees? 

Some men seem to think and argue that there is no difference 
between the conduct and management of a private business 
a popular form of government lke ours. A private business, as 
recognized under our laws, is an absolute despotism so far as the 
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right to control its own existence, its property. and its creation 
It determines the quality, the price, and the kind of labor it wi , 
and disposes of it as it pleases. Our Government is subst: y 
a voluntary organization, amutual agreement between its ens 
that they will enact laws to protect each citizen in his life, 
liberty, and property—a Government of the people and b: peo- 
ple. This Government belongs to ail the people, not : t, not 
a few, not toa royal head, and they have the unquestioned right 
to change its policy and place its control in the hands of the 
friends of any change that they think best. To deny such right is 


to deny to the people the right to control their own affairs in their 
own way. 
Under this civil-service law the will of the people is set at de- 
t 


’ 


fiance and ignored. When they vote tochange the administration 
of the Government no change takes place except in a few elective 
offices and heads of Departments. Men are not selected to carry 
out the will of the people who are in accord with their policy, 
but the man or woman who stands first on the eligible list, who 


in three cases out of four are avowed political enemies of the de- 
clared wishes of the people. Take for example a postmaster ap- 
pointed by the present Administration. He takes th 


» oath of offi 


gives his bond to the Government, to secure the faithful discharge 
of every duty and obligation for the good of the service. He ac- 


cepts his commission and steps into the office. There he finds the 
stamp clerk a Republican, the postal-order clerk a Republican, and 



































































»of their Government for political reasons alone. 
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the ten carriers all Republicans, all political enemies of his. Not 
one of them speaks to him or he to them; no harmony, no com- 
mon interests, but he is responsible for everything done in the of- 
fice, and his business isin the hands of his enemies. That is what 
is called politely civil-service reform. 

This same relation and condition exists generally throughout 
all the Departments in the public service. No such relation should 
exist, and it never was intended that it should be a rule in the 
transaction of public affairs. I believe that a term of office should 
be fixed by law for all appointees in the Government service, and 
the tenures should be no longer than the term fixed for our elective 
offices. Have the term expire on the ist day of July succeeding 
each Administration. Then, if there were persons whose services 
were so exceptional that they could not be dispensed with at that 
time, let the appointing power reappoint them for such time as 
the necessity of the service required. This law violates every 
principle of even and equitable apportionment that should obtain 
in a country like ours. 

An apportionment should be made out of the number of ap- 
pointive officers that each Congressional district is entitled to, and 
then the members should have the right to name the parties to fill 
all the places, subject, however, to the necessary examination 
and qualification for the places to be filled. Apportionments are 
now made under this pretended civil-service law according to 
grade without reference to locality. They might all come from 
one State or community. Iam advised that the District of Co- 
lumbia has 11 per cent of the places now in the different Departments 
of the Government, when in fact they are not entitled to 1 per 
cent. I believe that patronage should be distributed according 
to population and representation, the same as legislative powers 
are given under the Constitution. 

The present law as it now stands, with this manifest inequality, 
will never be acceptable to the raasses of the people, for our Gov- 
ernment is founded upon the right of the electors to go to the 
polls at stated periods and change the public officers for political 
reasons, and political reasons alone. And they also believe that 
the same rule and principle should be adopted with reference to 
all the appointive cificers. The President can not to-day under 
this civil-service law appoint or remove asingle officer in the Gov- 
ernment for political reasons, while the people — the policy 

hat a com- 
mentary is this upon popular government! What interest will 
the people of the United States take in a Presidential election 
when the only change is Cleveland for McKinley or McKinley for 
Cleveland every four years? I feel certain that they will become 
indifferent as to all questions of a national character. 

All persons who are ambitious for preferment or official honor 
and that distinction which is accorded to people in a free Govern- 
ment will cease to have any interest in the perpetuation of a peo- 

le’s government. When that condition is established then the 
danger to free institutions is athand. No republic can live when 
the people lose interest in its beneficence as well as its popular 
character. Self-interest will take the place of patriotism. Indif- 
ference will take the place of vigilance, and monarchy will take 
the place of democracy. Ihold that this law is a long step toward 
the denial of the right of the people to govern this Republic through 
their own chosen representatives. The intent and effect of the 
law is to remove the control of the Government far away from 
the people and establish it in the hands of the few. 

Can the people of the United States to-day by their votes elect 
a Democratic or Republican President and expect to have the Ad- 
ministration Democratic or Republican with this law in force? 
If they obey this law they are compelled to appoint about 140,000 
officeholders whose political status, character, and purpose are 
concealed and unknown to them, men whose independence and 
manhood must be subordinated in order to be in favor with the 
appointing power. Such a demand upon free American citizens 
is an outr and an insult in a Government like this of ours. 

Under a ocratic Administration that is elected by the 
ple, after the qualifications of an applicant have been ascertained 

ya Poe examination, the only question then, that should be 
asked is, is he a Democrat? The same rule should obtain with the 
Republican party. if the good Lord should so far forget His duties 
here upon this earth as to permit the Republican party to succeed 
to power again. This law changes our whole system of political 

atronage, and is radically inconsistent with the true principle of 
Democracy, as well as the long-established rules of popular gov- 


ernment and constitutional liberty. It is un-American as well as |’ 


an insidious assault upon the well-defined teachings of the fathers. 
I am one who stands ready for its repeal, of all of its provisions, 
except that portion that provides for the necessary ascertainment 
of qualification for the respective places. I feel assured that as soon 
as the people are fully aware of the dangers that lie concealed 
like a poisonous serpentin every line of this law they will demand 
its repeal and assert their right to govern in all the Departments 
of the Government in accordance with the Constitution of their 
country. 
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Can this Government hope to live and perpetuate its existence 
outside and independent of the great principle of popular rights? 
Can the teaching of a century and the traditions of all time be 
effaced from the hearts and lives of the peoplein aday? It would 
seem that we have learned nothing from the long line of prece- 
dents that have come down to us through the ages. Democrats, 
IL appeal to you this day to remember that this Government can 
not live should we surrender the right of the people to govern 
through their own chosen representatives. Free government 
must receive the breath of life as it is breathed through the ballot 
box. Thevoice of the people is the inspiration of free institutions, 
and this Republic can not live with an official class independent 
of their power. To surrender to a commission the authority to 
select a oe of the officers of the Government is an innova- 
tion upon popular government that is pregnant with alarm. It 
must be arrested or we will at an early day be compelled to accept 
a monarchical form of government. 

Mr. SNODGRASS. Mr. Chairman—— 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will recognize some gentleman 
who is in favor of the law. 

Mr. SNODGRASS. There is nobody, Mr. Chairman, who is in 
favor of the law. 

Mr. WANGER. Mr. Chairman, I most cordially support the 
law, not so much for what itis as for what it ought to be. What 
ever just criticisms may be made against it they are solely on ac- 
count of its insufficiency, and the true way to correct existing 
evils is to enlarge the powers of the Commission and to establish 
such regulations as will require obedience on the part of heads of 
Departments to the plain intent and meaning of the regulations. 

I agree with the gentleman from California [Mr. BowErs] that 
men should not be dismissed from office simply because charges 
are made against them. The amendment which has been recom- 
mended by the Civil Service Reform Association, that the accused 
shall be furnished with copies of the charges, and be given an 
opportunity for a hearing, and only be dismissed after full hear- 
ing, ought certainly to be incorporated into the law, and there are 
a number of other amendments which ought to be made. 

There is no doubt that by and through this law, especially with 
such amendments as experience from time to time may dictate, 
we may have a far higher standard of qualification, and we may 
to a large extent remove the evils which now exist on account of 
the large number of persons who are drawn to this city in the 
hope of obtaining employment in the various Departments only 
to find their expectations disappointed. 

We shall discover that there can be no injury to the public serv- 
ive by making fitness the underlying basis of appointment to posi- 
tion and to retention therein, but, on the contrary, its efficiency 
will be promoted and the public welfare greatly advanced. 

Let us, therefore, uphold the Commission to the extent that ex- 
isting law permits and remove the cause of objection by wise and 
intelligent improvement of its possibilities for usefulness. 

Mr. BOWERS of California. I withdraw my last amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from California withdraws 
his amendment. 

Mr. DOCKERY. I desire to ask unanimous consent that where 
an amendment is agreed to to any paragraph in the bill which 
involves a change of the total of the bill that the Clerk be author- 
ized to change the total to correspond with amendment adopted. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there any objection to the request of the 
gentleman from Missouri, chairman of the committee? 

There was no objection. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is now on the amendment of 
the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. HunTER] to strike out, on page 
22, all from line 8 to line 21, inclusive. 

The question was taken; and the Chairman announced that the 
noes appeared to have it. 

Mr. SNODGRASS. Division. 

The committee divided; and there were—ayes 20, noes 32. 

Mr. SNODGRASS made the point of no quorum, but subse- 
quently withdrew it. 

Accordingly the amendment was rejected. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


For contingent expenses, namely: For care and subsistence of horses and 
repairs of wagons, car e, and harness, rent of stable and wagon shed, care 
of clocks, telegraphic, and electric apparatus, and repairs to the same, and 
for miscellaneous items not including the foregoing; in all, $3,000. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE. I desire to offer an amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Amend by inserting after the word “ foregoing,” in line 23 of 23, “but 
including the expenses necessary in the judgment of the President to secure 
to American citizens under charges of complicity in the late revolt in the 
Hawaiian Islands, open and impartial trials by legal Cihenaie, 0c to pre- 
vent the infliction of capital punishment on an erican ci n without 
such trial,”’ and strike out the word “three” and insert ‘ twenty-five.” 

Mr. DINGLEY. I reserve the point of order. I want to hear 
what this is. ; ; 

Mr. DOCKERY. Iam constrained to make the point of order 
against this amendment, but will reserve it if the gentleman de- 
sires to be heard, 





Mr. BRECKINRIDGE. 
it is not in order I do not want to take up the time of the commit- 


I do not desire to have it reserved. If 


tee. If the Chairman will look at the provision on page 23 he will 
see what it is. Ido not desire to say anything. This is for con- 
tingent expenses of the State Department; and it says for miscel- 
laneous items, showing it is not for items named, but various 
items. Now, to that line I offer the amendment. 

Mr. DOCKERY. I call the attention of the Chair and the gen- 
tleman from Kentucky to the fact that this is for contingent ex- 
penses of the Department at Washington. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE. Yes, itis contingent expenses; but un- 
der the control of the Secretary of State. Now, the proposition is 
whether it is in order to make the contingent expenses under mis- 
cellaneous items, any other than those of the character named 
therein. I want to be perfectly frank with the Chairman. I have 
some doubt, because, of the principle of a sociis noscitur—to be 
known from its allies or associates—and the item should be of the 
character named therein. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair thinks it is perhaps obnoxious on 
that ground, and therefore sustains the point of order. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Division of stationery, printing, and blanks: For chief of division, $2,500; 
two clerks of class 4; two clerks of class 3; three clerks of class 2; two clerks 
of class 1; three clerks, at $900 each; two messengers; three assistant mes- 
sengers; one foreman of bindery, at $4 per day; four binders, at $3.20 per 
day each; and one sewer and folder, at $2.50 per day; in all, $28,500.20. 

Mr. DOCKERY. I offer an amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

On page 28, in line 20, strike out ‘‘two clerks” and insert “‘ fourclerks;” and 
in line 22, strike out “three clerks’ and insert ‘‘two;"’ in line 23, strike out 


520” and insert ‘* $30,500 

Mr. DOCKERY. In support of that I ask to have printed in 
the Recorp a letter from the Secretary of the Treasury and ac- 
companying papers. 

The CHAIRMAN. 
read? 

Mr. DOCKERY. 

Mr. DINGLEY. 

Mr. DOCKERY. That is all. 

The CHAIRMAN. If there beno objection the amendment will 
be agreed to, and the letter will be printed in the REcorRD. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

The communication is as follows: 

TREASURY DEPARTMENT, OFFICE OF THE SECRETARY, 
Washington, D. C., February 7, 1895. 


Str: Referring to the appropriation in the legislative, executive, and ju- 
dicial bill, for the year 1896, for the division of stationery, printing, and 


“three” and insert “two; and on page 29, in lines1 and 2, strike out ‘ $28,- | 
” 


The gentleman does not desire to have it 


No. 
It simply makes it conform to thecurrent law. 


blanks of this Department, wherein two fourth-class clerks are dropped and | 


one $900 clerk allowed in their stead, Ihave the honorjto request that your com- 
mittee will reconsider itsaction and appropriate for the division as estimated 
for by this Department, and in support thereof submit the following reasons: 
First. This division has no assistant chief, and one of the fourth-class clerks 
has to discharge the duties of that position. 
Second. The duties of this division are so varied as to require it to be sep- 
arated into three subdivisions with a fourth-class clerk at the head of tack, 
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| States from a foreign port shall, immediately upon landing and before « 


2006 


and makes it convenient in the Department to receive, examine, and file pa- 
pers because of their uniform style, size, and shape. 

Fifth. There are six large storerooms full of books and blanks, in which 
supplies are received daily from the Public Printer, and from which supplies 
are forwarded to all parts of the country daily. The above does not include 
the New York City customs and subtreasury blank forms, which are for- 
warded immediately upon their receipt from the printer. 

Sixth. The present and only customs maps in existence were prepared un- 
der the supervision of this section. 

Seventh. The present regulations for the government of customs inspect- 
ors, weighers, and gaugers were compiled (in connection with a special agent) 
by the fourth-class clerk having immediate charge of the books and blanks. 


TREASURY DEPARTMENT, OFFICE OF THE SECRETARY, 
Washington, D. C., February 8, 1895 

DEAR Sir: Please allow me to supplement in writing what I said to you 
to-day in reference to reducing the clerical force in the division of station- 
ery, printing, and blanks. 

The opinion was expressed that the number of fourth-class clerks in said 
division is out of proportion to the whole number of clerks employed, and in 
excess of other divisions. In reply, I would say in all deference that [ think 
the questions should be: What responsibilities have t e clerks? What is 
the character and quantity of their work? What jud nt or discretion are 
they daily called upon to exercise in incurring exper i 




















i i ing Govern- 
ment property? I wish very much your committee might make a rsonal 
examination of the division and satisfy itself on these points. The 1 





TF 


committee probed the better I would likeit. If after a 
investigation the committee should decide against 
a great deal better satisfied than to have a reducti 
supposed difference with other divisions. 
he work of the division is unlike that of any othe 
ment. If its work can not be compared with 
why attempt to bring its salaries to a dead level with other divisions’ 
I do not wish to bolster up the division at the expense of any other division, 
and would not now make any comparisons had not disparaging comparisons 
been first made against it. But as a matter of fact this division has no more 


1 thorough persona 
the division, | would feel 
mn made because of real or 


r division in the Depart- 


vork of other divisions, 



















fourth-class clerks in proportion to the whole number employed than four 
other divisions of the same office. ee 

As to the intelligent and discriminating revision of requisitions, I might 
have cited many stronger cases than the one I did. For instance, upon one 
occasion a collector of customs (Shieldsboro, Miss.) made a semiannual requi 
sition for books and blanks, and of the books ordered 644 (56 diff nt kinds) 


were withheld, and of the blanks 9,210 (73 different kinds), aggregating a 
total cost (and saving) of $1,362.58. The cost of the requisition when filled 
was $170.62. As an evidence that the pruning was an intelligent one, I would 
say that no protest was made against it. 
Respectfully, yours, 
SAMUEL ROADS, JIr., 
Chief Division Stationery, Printing, and Blanks. 
Hon. A. M. DocKERY, 
House of Representatives. 


The. Clerk read as follows: 


Office of Auditor for Treasury Department: For Auditor, $4,000; Deputy 
Auditor, $2,500; one law clerk, $2,000; four chiefs of division, at $2,000 each; 
eighteen clerks of class 4, including confidential clerk to the Auditor; fifteen 
clerks of class 3; thirteen clerks of class 2; twenty clerks of class 1: twelve 
clerks, at $1,000 each; three clerks, at $900 each; three assistant mes 
and four laborers; in all, $134,600. 


Mr. DOCKERY. I offer the following amendment: 
The Clerk read as follows: 


29 





On page 31, after line 22, insert the following: 
“On and after April 1, 1895, each master of a vessel arriving in the United 


nter- 


| ing his vessel at the custom-house, mail to the Auditor for the Treasury De- 
| partment, Washington, a true copy of the manifest of his vessel, and shall on 


and the nature of the work is such as to require strict integrity and high | 


capacity in them to carry it forward without loss of money or inconvenience 
to the Government. 

Third. It has always been conceded by all my predecessors that an unusual 
amount of responsibility was attached to this division, and that the clerks 
were in no sense overpaid for the character of the service required of them. 

In addition to the work of issuing stationery, books and blanks, customs 


stamps, check books, ete., the division has to pay by check bills amounting to | 


about $80,000 annually, has about 30 books used in its bookkeeping, and has the 
auditing of all accounts arising from the purchase of stationery, postage 
stamps, departmental telegraphing, advertising of the Department, etc.; in 
fact, the designation of the division is somewhat of a misnomer and does not 
convey a very correct idea of the real character of its work. 


Respectfully, yours, 
J. G. CARLISLE, Secretary. 
Hon. A. M. DocKERY, 
Committee on Appropriations, House of Representatives. 


TREASURY DEPARTMENT, OFFICE OF THE SECRETARY, 
Washington, D. C., February 6, 1895. 


BOOKS AND BLANKS SECTION. 


roof reads, keeps on hand, and issues all books (including 
catalogues) na blanks to customs officers, custodians of public buildings, 
commissioners of immigration, shipping commissioners, assistant treasurers, 
national-bank depositories, receivers of public moneys, superintendents of 
life-saving stations, marine-hospital officers, revenue steamers, and inspect- 
ors of steam vessels. 

Second. The above involves supplying about 1,000 officers with about 3,000 
distinct forms, at acost for printing of about $75,000 per annum; printing requi- 
sitions, about 2,000 per annum; books printed, about 150,000 per annum; blanks 
printed, about 8,000,000 per annum; requisitions filled, about 3,300 per annum 
(1 to 200 items each). 

The above necessitates (1) careful and intelligent supervision of all print- 
er’s copy, including constant reference to law and regulations; determin- 
ing the quantities of forms necessary, etc.; (2) a record of orders on the Public 
Printer; (3) a revision of all requisitions; (4) letters of transmittal and re- 
ceipts; (5)a record of all forms issued; (6) charges to officers of cost of all 
forms issued; (7) correspondence; the character, quantity, and variety of 
which an inspection of the Department letter book for at least one year alone 
can show. 

Fourth. The results obtained are uniformity in style and economy in cost; 
facilitates the examination of out-of-town offices by Department special 
agents by having the forms and records the same throughout the country, 
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entering his vessel make affidavit that he has mailed such copy and that the 
same is true and correct: and he shall al » the said Auditor a true 
copy of the corrected manifest filed on any post entry of his vessel. Any 
master who neglects or_ refuses to mail to the Auditor the required copy of 
the original or corrected manifest shall be subject to the same fines and pen- 
alties fixed by law for his failure to deliver the manifest of his vessel to the 
collector.”’ 

Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. I desire to ask the gentle- 
man if this applies to ports where there is a naval officer? 

Mr. DOCKERY. It applies to all ports. 

Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. Then I make the point of 
order against it. It is not necessary where there is a naval officer. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Then, Mr. Chairman, I will amend the sec- 
tion so as to make it apply to ports where there is no naval 
officer. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the amendment as 
modified. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Provided, That this shall not apply to ports where there are naval officers. 

The amendment as modified was agreed to. 

Mr. DOCKERY. I offer the following additiofial amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

On page 31, after the amendment last adopted, insert the following: 

“For additional clerical force from April 1, 1895, to June 30, 1896, inclusi\ 
for the liquidation of manifests of vessels and cars arriving in the Un 
States from foreign countries with merchandise for consumption, namely, 
three clerks of class 1, three clerks at the rate of $1,000 per annum, and three 
clerks at the rate of $000 each; in all $11,625.” 

The CHAIRMAN. If there be no objection, the amendment 
will be agreed to. 

There was no objection, and the amendment was agreed to. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

For the purpose of restoring and repairing the worn-out and defaced rolls 
and vouchers in the Second Auditor’s Office, $21,000 

Mr. DOCKERY. Mr. Chairman, I offer the amendment which 
I send to the desk. 
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The amendment was read, as follows: 

Page 32, line 12, strike out ““Second Auditor’s Office” and insert in lieu 
thereof the words “ office of the Auditor for the War Department.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Office of Auditor for State and other Departments: For Auditor, $4,000; 
Deputy Auditor, $2,500; one law clerk, $2,000; three chiefs of division, at $2,000 
each; nine clerks of class 4; eleven clerks of class 3; ten clerks of class 2; six 
clerks of class 1; five clerks, at $1,000 each; four clerks, at $000 each; two 
copyists; one messenger; and three laborers; in all, $82,720. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Mr. Chairman, I offer the amendments which 
I send to the desk. 

The amendments were read, as follows: 

Page 33, line 18, strike out “ nine” and insert “ten.” 

Same page, line 22, strike out “eighty-two thousand seven hundred” and 
insert “ eighty-four thousand five hundred.” 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

For increased force in the office of the Commissioner of Internal Revenue, 
made necessary by the act of August 28, 1894, imposing a tax on incomes: 

For one statistician, $2,500; one head of division, $2,250; six clerks of class 
Soak clerks of class 1; seven clerks, at $1,000 each; one messenger; in all, 

IN, 

For one stamp agent, $1,600, and one counter, $900; in all, $2,500, the same to 
be reimbursed by the stamp manufacturers. 

Mr. RAY. Mr.Chairman, I desire tomakea motion in relation 
to the paragraphs just read. 

Mr. DOCKERY, These paragraphs relate to the collection of 
the income tax. , > 

Mr. DINGLEY. There are two or threé other places in the bill 
where appropriations are made for the same general purpose, and 
I may state at this point that the expense of the officials for col- 
lecting the income tax is about half a million dollars. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Five hundred and eight thousand three hun- 
dred and ninety dollars. 

Mr. RAY. ‘That does not include all of the additional expense 
that will be made necessary by the law. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Everything except $15,000 for printing, which 
is carried in the sundry civil bill. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Mr. Chairman, as there is another provision 
in this bill relating to the same subject, I ask unanimous consent 
that these paragraphs relating to the force for collecting the in- 
come tax be passed over for the present, with the understanding that 
when we shall have reached another provision relating to the same 
subject one motion may be made to strike out both. 

r. RAY. That will be satisfactory to me. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection to the request of the 
gentleman from Maine? 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Bureau of Navigation: For Commissioner of Navigation, $3,600; two clerks 


of class 4; one clerk of class 3; two clerks of class 2; four clerks of class 1; 
nine clerks, at $900 each; one assistant messenger; and one laborer; in all, 
$25,880. 


Mr. DINGLEY. Mr. Chairman, I offer the amendment which 
I send to the desk. 
The amendment was read, as follows: 


Amend by inserting in line 9, page 40, after the word “ four,” the following: 
“Additional to one clerk designated as deputy commissioner, $200." 


Mr. DOCKERY. That is all right. 
The amendment was agreed to. 
The Clerk read as follows: 

Office of Superintendent of Immigration: For Superintendent of Immigra- 
tion, $4,000; chief clerk, $2,000; and two clerks of class 1; in all, $8,400, the same 
to be paid from the permanent appropriation for expenses of regulating immi- 
gration. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Mr. Chairman, I offer the amendment which 
I send to the desk. 
The amendment was read, as follows: 


Page 44, strike out all of lines 9 to 14, inclusive, and insert in lieu thereof the 
following: 





“BUREAU OF IMMIGRATION. 


“For Superintendent of Immigration, who shall hereafter be designated as 
Commissioner-General of Immigration, and in addition to his other dutiesshall 
have charge, under the Secretary of the Treasury, of the alien contract-labor 
laws, $4,000; chief clerk, $2,000; confidential clerk, $1,200; statistician and ste- 
nographer, with power to act as immigrant inspector, $1,800; a messenger and 
one assistant messenger; in all, $10,560; which, together with other expenses 
of regulating immigration,shall be paid from the nent 2’ priations for 
expenses of ting tion: Provided, That hereafter special immi- 
gration inspectors, not toexceed three, may be detailed for duty in the Bureau 
at Washington: And provided further, That the same salaries for persons occu- 

ing the same positions as those above specified may be paid for the present 
scal year from said appropriation.” 


Mr. DINGLEY. I understand that this amendment is offered in 
accordance with the suggestions of the Secretary of the Treasury. 

Mr. DOCKERY. It is offered after consultation with the Sec- 
retary and the Comptroller of the Treasury. 

Mr. DINGLEY. How much does it increase the force? 

Mr. DOCKERY. It does not increase it at all. The reorgani- 
zation, however, proposed as a result of the le tion of the last 
sundry civil bill Rid increase the force; but t reorganization 
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was not approved by the committee. I ask that the letter of the 


Secretary be printed. 


TREASURY DEPARTMENT, OFFICE OF THE SECRETARY, 
Washington, D. C., February 5, 1895. 


Srr: Under existing law no person in any of the Executive Departments 
can be employed unless such employment is authorized and payment therefor 
specifically provided for by Congress. 

Section 7 of an actapproved rch 3, 1891, provides that the office of Super- 
intendent of Immigration is hereby created and established, whose aber 
shall be $4,000 per annum, — monthly; he shali have a chief clerk at a 
salary of $2,000 per annum, and two first-class clerks. 

No appropriation, however, was made to carry this act into effect, and 
under an opinion of the Attorney-General, dated April 15, 1891, the Depart- 
ment was authorized to pay their salaries out of the fund known as the “im- 
migrant fund,” derived from the head tax imposed upon aliens entering the 
United States, act of August 3, 1882. Subsequently, in an opinion dated 
ber 19, 1891, the Attorney-General, in answer to a letter from the Secretary 
of the Treasury dated October 10, 1891, says that “if, in your judgment, it is 
necessary so to do in order to properly regulate immigration, or to carry the 
acts relating thereto into full and effective execution, you are, in my opinion, 
authorized to appoint or designate a coperreenas, arenes, or a special in- 
spector, to perform such duties in connection with the service as you shall 

irect, and to serve at such place or places as will, in your judgment, best 
— the eflicient administration of the immigration inspection service. 

‘he — may properly be paid from the immigrant fund.”’ 

Under the above opinion special inspectors and other employees were ap- 
ointed, and as the needs of the service demanded their number has been 
rom time to time increased. 

In an act making appropriations for the legislative, executive, and judicial 
qupenses of the Government for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1895, approved 
July 31, 1894, the following language appears: 

‘* Office of the Superintendent of Immigration: For Superintendent of Im- 
migration, $4,900; chief clerk, $2,000; two clerks of first class; in all $8,400, the 
same to be paid from the permanent appropriation for expenses regulating 
immigration.” 

Here we have a direct appropriation by Congress for the service, and in 
view of which, in my opinion, the Bureau can not act further under the opin- 
ion of the Attorney-General referred to above; and it will now be necessary 
for Congress, if the present force employed is to be continued, to make direct 
ea therefor, said appropriation to be immediately available. 

attach hereto a list of the officers now employed in the service at Wash- 
ington, who, in my opinion, are necessary to properly conduct the duties im- 
posed under the immigration acts of March 3, 1891, and March 3, 1893, together 
with a rough draft of a bill which, if incorporated into law, will enable me to 
carry on the Bureau as it is now couamen 

Should this appropriation, however, not be made immediately available, 
the officers now employed must be discharged and the efficiency of the Bu- 
reau greatly impaired. 

pectfully, yours, 
J. G. CARLISLE, Secretary. 


The above letter expresses my opinion of the proper construction to bo 
placed upon the laws therein discussed. 
R. B. BOWLER, Comptroller. 


Hon. ALEXANDER M. DockERYyY, 

House of Representatives. 
The amendment was agreed to. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


For salaries and expenses of 303 additional deputy collectors, including sta- 
tionery, said deputies to be employed in the same manner as now provided 
by law, and are necessary in order to carry into effect the act of August 28, 
1894, imposing a tax on incomes, $408,600. 

For salaries and expenses of agents and surveyors, fees and expenses of 
gaugers, salaries of storekeepers, and for miscellaneous expenses, $1,900,000. 

For salaries and expenses of 10 additional revenue agents to be employed 
and paid in the same manner as now provided by law, the same being neces- 
sary to carry into effect and enforce the act of August 28, 1894, imposing a tax 
on incomes, $36,000. 

Mr. RAY. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the paragraph 
commencing on page 38, line 20, down to and including line 7 on 
page 39. Then, on page 47, the paragraph commencing with line 
19 down to and“including line 25 on that page; and, on page 48, 
commencing. with line 4, down to and including line 9. 

Mr. DIN GLEY. The gentleman’s motion, I understand, in- 
cludes all the provisions in relation to the force that is required 
to collect the income tax. 

Mr. RAY. Mr. Chairman, I notice by these paragraphs of the 
bill, which I have proposed to strike out, that there is an addi- 
tional expense involved, if my calculation is accurate, of $477,690. 

Mr. DINGLEY. The total amount is alittle over one-half mil- 
lion of dollars. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Five hundred and eight thousand three hun- 
dred and ninety dollars is the exact amount. 

Mr. RAY. Thena portion of that is carried in another bill? 

Mr. DOCKERY. Yes. This bill carries a total appropriation 
of $493,390, and there is a provision for printing in the sundry civil 
bill amounting to $15,000 more, ma’: ng the total amount, as stated 
by the gentleman from Maine, $505,390. 

Mr. RAY. That is the additional annual expense to the Gov- 
ernment for the collection of the income tax? 

Mr. DOCKERY. That is correct. 

Mr. RAY. Now, does that estimate give all of the expense that 
will be involved in connection with this matter? 

Mr. DOCKERY. The committee so understands. 

Mr. DINGLEY. All that is estimated at the present time. But 
there is no doubt there will be a deficiency presented to the next 
Congress. It will cost considerably more than that. 

Mr. RAY. Is there anything added for the additional expense 
in the various districts throughout the United States where these 
a collectors will operate? 

. DOCKERY. I understand that the amount of the appro- 











1895. 





priation, $508,390, includes every dollar that the Department at 
the time regards as necessary to collect the income tax. 

Mr. RAY. Including the deputies, additional traveling, print- 
ing, and incidental expenses of all kinds? ares 

Mr. DOCKERY. That is the Department estimate at this time. 
I do not know, of course, whether it is correct or not. 

Mr, RAY. I would like to ask further if any estimate is made 
of the probable income that will be derived by the Government 
from the operation of this tax? 

Mr. DOCKERY. I think the statement was made—I do not re- 
member whether officially or not, or whether before the committee 
or in the newspapers, but I remember to have seen it or heard it— 
that the estimated revenue to the Government would be probably 
thirty or forty million dollars. 

Mr. DINGLEY. I think no statement was made before the 
committee. 

Mr. DOCKERY. I was not certain whether it appeared in evi- 
dence before the committee or not. 

Mr. DINGLEY. I remember asking the Commissioner myself 
his estimate of the probable revenue to be derived from the tax, 
and his reply was that the statistics did not warrant an estimate 
at that time. 

Mr. DOCKERY. I have no doubt the gentleman from Maine 
is correct. 

Mr. RAY. Of course I have not had time to figure it out for 


number of new employees created by the bill. 
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myself; but I wish to ask the gentleman in charge of this bill the | 


Mr. DOCKERY. Fifteen clerks in the office of the Auditor for 
the Treasury Department and 303 deputy collectors and 10 revenue 
agents—special agents—as well as a statistical board in the office | 





of the Commissioner of Internal Revenue. I do not recollect the 
exact number of clerks there—33, I think. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Three hundred and fifty-two officials are esti- 
mated for to collect this tax. 

Mr. RAY. How many are located here? 

Mr. DOCKERY. I printed the statement in the RECORD on yes- 
terday, but I have no doubt the gentleman from Maine is correct. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Thirty-nine are provided for in the office in 
the city of Washington and 313 elsewhere throughout the coun- 
try, 303 being deputy collectors and 10 special revenue agents, 
making a whole force of 352 persons engaged in the collection of 
this tax and provided for in the appropriation bill at an expense, 
inciuding the printing, of $508,000, in round numbers. 

Mr. RAY. And there is no provision of law directing from 
where the additional force are to be appointed? 

Mr. DINGLEY. None whatever. 

Mr. RAY. That is within the discretion of the officials. They 
can be appointed wherever they think necessary? 

Mr. DINGLEY. Yes. 

Mr. RAY. Ido not care, Mr. Chairman, to press my motion to 
strike out. I made it more for the purpose of obtaining this in- 
formation and having it appear of record in this connection than 
for any other purpose, and [ therefore withdraw the motion. 

Mr. DOCKERY. am obliged to the gentleman. 


The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will proceed with the reading of | 


the bill. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
UNITED STATES MINTS AND ASSAY OFFICES. 

Mint at Carson, Nev.: For superintendent, $3,000; for assayer, and melter 
and refiner, at $2,500 each; cashier, $2,000; chief clerk and bookkeeper, at $1,800 
each: assistant assayer, assistamt melter and refiner, and weigh clerk, at 
$1,500 each; im all, $15,100. 

Mr. HULL. I desire some information in regard to this para- 
graph. This mint at Carson City is, as I understand it, simply an 
assay Office of no greater digmity than the one at Boise City, 
Idaho, and I do not see any necessity for so large a force. 

Mr. DOCKERY. It is the force recommended by the Director 
of the Mint and is the force required for the purpose of assaying, 
as the committee was informed. 

Mr. HULL. They do nothing but assay there, I believe. 

Mr. DOCKERY. That is all. 

Mr. HULL. And yet you have a force here two or three times 
as great as that at Boise City,and larger than the force at Denver. 

Mr. DOCKERY. We followed the exact estimates of the Di- 
rector of the Mint: and this force has been greatly reduced dur- 
ing the current year. 

Mr. HULL. It seems to me that for an assay office this appro- 
— is ar ss 

ave no information personally —— 

Mr. DOCKERY. 

knowledge upon the question. 


poses to offer an amendment—— 

Mr. HULL. I donot propose to offer an amendment. 
ply call attention to the force here. It seems to me to be larger 
than any possible requirement of the office can warrant, and to 
my mind is a marked instance of extravagant appropriation. 


I sim- } 





The committee, of course, have no technical | 
We have followed the recom- | 
mendations of the Director of the Mint. If the gentleman pro- ! 





Mr.DOCKERY. Then, if it is, the responsibility is on the shoul- 
ders of the Director of the Mint, not on the committee. We have 
simply followed the estimates. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will call the attention of the gen- 
tleman from Missouri to line 11, page 50, under the head, *‘ Office 
of assistant treasurer at Orleans.” It should read ‘‘New 
Orleans;” and if there be no objection that word will be inserted. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

The Clerk resumed the reading of the bill and read to the bot- 
tom of line 2, page 56. 

Mr. DOCKERY. I move that the committee rise. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The committee accordingly rose; and the Speaker having re- 
sumed the chair, Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee, Chairman of the 
Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union, re- 
ported that that committee had had under consideration the bill 
(H. R. 8767) making appropriations for the legislative, executive, 
and judicial expenses of the Government for the fiscal year ending 
June 30, 1896, and for other purposes, and had come to no resolu- 
tion thereon. 

RETURNS OF INCOMES FOR THE YEAR 18M. 

Mr. WILSON of West Virginia. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous 
consent for the present consideration of the resolution which I 
send to the Clerk’s desk. 

The resolution was read, as follows: 





Joint resolution extending from March 1, 1895, to the 15th day of April, 1895, 
the time for making returns of income for the year 1894. 
Resolved, etc., That the time fixed by existing law for the rendering of i: 











come returns, to wit: “On or before the first Monday of Ma 1 
(section 35, act of August 28, 1894, and section 3173, Revised tutes, asamet 
by section 34 of that act), is hereby extended, with refer 2 only to return 
of income for the year 1804, so that it shall be lawful to make such returns fer 
that year on or before the 15th day of April, 1895. 


The SPEAKER. Is thereobjection to the request of the gentle- 
man from West Virginia for the present consideration of this res- 
olution. 

Mr. REED. I should like to understand what this is. It has 
ores been brought before the Committee on Ways and Means, 
1a it? 

Mr. WILSON of West Virginia. This was passed unanimously 
by the Committee on Ways and Means this morning. . 

Mr. REED. It was when we were not there. 

Mr. WILSON of West Virginia. All the Republican members 
were present except the gentleman from Maine. 

Mr. PAYNE. I was not there. 

Mr. REED. My colleague, the gentleman from New York 
[Mr. Payne}, does not know anything about it. Will the gentle- 
man be kind enough to explain it? 

Mr. WILSON of West Virginia. Itissimply aresolution, passed 
at the request of the Department, to extend the time from the ist 
of March to the 15th of April, during which time returns under the 
income-tax law may be made. 

The SPEAKER. Is thereobjection to the request of the gentle- 
man from West Virginia for the present consideration of this joint 
resolution? 

There was no objection. 

The joint resolution was ordered to be engrossed and read a third 
time; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, 
and passed. 

On motion of Mr. WILSON of West Virginia, a motion to re- 
consider the last vote was laid on the table. 

ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 

Mr. PEARSON, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, reported 
that they had examined and found truly enrolled bills and a joint 
resolution of the following titles; when the Speaker signed the 
same: 

A bill (8S. 828) granting a pension to Julia E. Lock, formerly 


‘hinevery y¢ 


| widow of the late Gen. Daniel McCook; 


A bill (S. 1526) for the relief of Henry Halteman; 

A bill (S. 879) granting a pension to Josephine P. Kelton, widow 
of Brig. Gen. John C. Kelton, late Adjutant-General United States 
Army, deceased; 

A bill (S. 2433) to amend and extend the provisions of an act 
entitled ‘“An act to provide for the opening of certain abandoned 
military reservations, and for other purposes,” approved August 
23, 1894; 

A bill (S. 2736) for the immediate relief of the suffering poor of 
the District of Columbia; and 

Joint resolution (H. Res. 269) authorizing the Secretary of War 
to make a survey of Kalamazoo River from Lake Michigan to 
Saugatuck. 

REPORT OF A COMMITTEER. 

The following report of a committee was handed in at the Clerk’s 

desk and referred to its appropriate Calendar, as indicated below: 
EAST WASHINGTON BELT LINE RAILWAY COMPANY. 


Mr. COOPER of Indiana, from the Committee on the District 
of Columbia, reported back with amendments the bill (H. R. 8057) 
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to incorporate the East Washington Belt Line Railway Company; 
which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the 
state of the Union, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to 
be printed. 

PUBLIC HEALTH, ETC., DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA, 


Mr. COOPER of Indiana. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous con- 
sent to print in the RECORD a short petition relating to the health 
and public improvement of the District of Columbia. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Indiana Net COOPER] 
asks unanimous consent to print the petition relating to the 
health of the District. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

The petition is as follows: 


WASHINGTON, D. C., February 7, 1895. 
To the Senate and House of Representatives; 


The undersigned were appointed a committee by a mass meeting of citi- 
zens held at the Shoreham on Saturday, February 2, and were directed to urge 
upon Congress the necessity of some early provision for the extension of the 
sewerage system and the improvement of the water supply in the District of 
Coiumbia. 

The subjects referred to have been long under consideration by Congress 
and careful investigation has been made regarding them, not only by the 
municipal officers of thiscity, but by the committees on the District of Co- 
lumbia in both the House and Senate, who have made elaborate reports to 
both Houses urging prompt and favorable action, realizing the imperative 
needs of the proper facilities for sewerage as well as absolute purification of 
the supply of water for this District. 

The seriousness of the situation, so far as sewers are concerned, was recog- 
nized by President Harrison, and a board of sanitary engineers of the highest 
prominence and character was appointed by authority of Congress, to whom 
they reported in 189). From that date to this the substance of the report has 
been constantly brought to the attention of the proper authorities, but with- 
out resulting in any action. 

The necessity for action regarding the improvement of the water supply 
has been stated by the Chief of Engineers, and has also been demonstrated 
by the lack of water during the past few weeks. 

That there has not been a greater mortality in the District of Columbia, in 
view of the contamination of the water, as well as defective sewerage, seems 
remarkable. 

The national capital, where so many citizens from all parts of the country 
live during part of the year at least, is one of the most exposed so far as ty- 
phoid fever and other kindred diseases are concerned. 

Pure water alone should be furnished and there should be an abundant sup- 
ply, the use of which should be encouraged rather than restricted. : 

No private corporation or individual would be allowed to furnish a city 
with an insufficient supply of water, or where there was the least suspicion 
of danger that it was in any way polluted or tainted so as toendanger human 
health or life by the propagation or extension of disease. 

No matter how great the supply of water may be, it can not be used to ad- 
vantage or with safety without adequate sewerage. 

Congress absolutely controls the revenues of this city. When it is not in 
session no officer can entertain an appeal involving tho appropriation of 
funds. The taxpayers are compelled to meet charges for maintaining the 
municipal government and yet are absolutely powerless as to the expenditure 
of their contributions for this purpose. The only source of relief, therefore, 
is found in Congress. 

This city has had a phenomenal growth within the last quarter of a cen- 
tury, and although wonderful improvements have been mado, still they have 
not been rapid enough in the directions indicated to meet the demands of 
health and comfort. Thousands of new residents have located here from all 
quarters of the country, and are now looking for protection to the intelli- 
gent and liberal action of Congress, for they can look nowhere else. 

There can be nc question that any proper expenditure of money for fur- 
nishing every modern appliance for comfort and health would meet with the 
unqualified and vigorous support of a very large majority of our taxpayers. 

Sofar as possible the urgency of speedy action has been set forth by the 
Medical Society of the District of Columbia, whose president has been most 
active and efficient in expressing the views of this body for many months 

ast to both the Senate and Housé~of Representatives, and also by the 

30ard of Trade, an organization composed of more than 500 leading and rep- 
resentative citizens of the District of Columbia, and among them a large 
number of the heaviest taxpayers. 

This committee, therefore, is not communicating any new information re- 
garding the needs of the District or the dangers which attend the postpone- 
ment of prompi action for relief. We do, however, feel that steps should be 
taken at once to remedy the dangerous condition and to remove causes which 
are liable at any time to result in a largely increased death rate and bring 
terrible disaster upon the national capital. 

Very respectfully, your obedient servants, 
JOHN M. HARLAN. 
W. J. BOARDMAN. 
J. M. SCHOFTELD. 
JAMES G. BERRET. 
CROSBY 8. NOYES: 
FRAN’S COLTON. 
JOHN 8. BILLINGS. 


ENROLLED BILL SIGNED. 


Mr. PEARSON, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, reported 
that the committee had examined and found truly enrolled a bill 
(H. R. 5603) to amend an act entitled ‘‘An act to amend the laws 
relative to shipping commissioners,” approved August 19, 1890, 
and for other purposes; when the Speaker signed the same. 

LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 

By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted to Mr. 
Tucker, for to-day, on account of sickness. 

HOUR OF MEETING ON MONDAY NEXT. 

Mr. DOCKERY. ILask nnanimous consent that the House meet 
at half past 11 on Monday. 

The SPEAKER, The gentleman from Missouri [Mr. DocKkERy] 
asks unanimous consent that the House meet at 11.30 o’clock on 
Monday. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 
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SOUTHERN 


UTE INDIANS, 


Mr. LYNCH. Mr. Speaker, I desire to present a conference 
report. ; 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Wisconsin submits a 
conference report, which the Clerk will read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


The committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on 
the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 6792) to disapprove the treat 
heretofore made with the Southern Ute Indians to be removed to the Terri- 
tory of Utah, and providing for settling them down in severaity where they 
may so elect and are qualified, and to settle all those not electing to take lands 
in severalty on the west 40 miles of present reservation andin portions of New 
Mexico, and for other purposes, and to carry out the provisions of the treaty 
with said Indians June 15, 1880, having met, after full and free conference 
sare agreed to recommend and do recommend to their respective Houses as 

OLLOWS: 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendments of the 
Senate, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: 

Add as a new section: 

“Sec. 6. That the foregoing provisions of this act shall take effect only upon 
the acceptance thereof and consent thereto by a majority of all the male 
adult Indians now located or residing upon the reservation, which acceptance 
shall be at once obtained under such regulations as the Secretary of the In- 
terior may prescribe. = 

And the Senate agree to the same. 

W. S. HOLMAN, 

THOS. LYNCH, 

CHARLES CURTIS, 
Managers on the part of the House. 

JAMES K. JONES, 

W. N. ROACH, 

R. F. PETTIGREW, 
Managers on the part of the Senate. 


The SPEAKER. Let the statement of the House conferees be 
read. 

The statement of the House conferees was read, as follows: 

STATEMENT. 

Amendment numbered 1, page 1, lines 7 and 8: The words “ disapproved 
and” stricken out as surplusage. 

Amendment numbered 2, page 2, section 2, linel: The words “ ninety days” 
stricken out and ‘‘six months” inserted. 

Amendment numbered 3, page 2, section 2, line 9: Strike out all after the 
word “entitled,” down to and including the word “ purposes,” in line 12, and 
insert: ‘‘An act to accept and ratify the agreement submitted by the confeder- 
ated band of Ute Indians in Colorado for the sale of their reservation in 
said State,and for other purposes, and to make the necessary appropriations 
for carrying out the same.” 

This amendment simply perfects the title of the bill. 

Amendment numbered 4; On page 2, section 2, line 14, after the word “ In- 
dians,” insert: ‘* Provided, That Indians taking allotments as herein provided 
shall retain their interest in all tribal property.” 

Amendment numbered 5: Page 3, section 4, eo 1, strike out “ninety days” 
and insert ‘‘six months.” 

Amendment numbered 6: Page 3, section 4, line 11, after the word “no,” 
peers “homestead,” and add a new section, to be numbered section 6, as 

OLLOWS: 

“Sc. 6. That the foregoing provisions of this act shall take effect only upon 
the acceptance thereof, and consent thereto, by a majority of all the male 
adult Indians now located or residing on the reservation, which acceptance 
shall be at once obtained, under such regulations as the Secretary of the In- 
terior may prescribe.” 

The effect of this amendment is to stay all proceedings under this act until 
approved by the tribe. 

W.S. HOLMAN, 
THOS. LYNCH, 
CHARLES CURTIS, 
Managers on the part of the House. 
The conference report was agreed to. 


THE LATE HON. MYRON B. WRIGHT. 


The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the special order. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, That the second Saturday in potruaey, 1895, begining at 20’clock 
in the afternoon, be set apart for eulogies on the life and services of Hon. 
Myron B. Wright, late a Representative from the Fifteenth district of Penn- 
sylvania. 

Mr. SCRANTON. Mr. Speaker, I ask present consideration of 
the resolutions I send to the Clerk’s desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, That the House has heard with profound sorrow of the death of 
the Hon. Myron B. Wright, late a Representative from the State of Pennsyl- 
vania. 

Resolved, That as a mark of respect to the memory of the deceased the busi- 
ness be now suspended, that his associates may be able to pay proper tribute 
to his high character and distinguished services. 

Resolved, That as an additional mark of respect the House shall, at the close 
of these ceremonies, stand adjourned. 

Resolved, That the Clerk communicate these resolutions to the Senate. 

The resolutions were unanimously agreed to. 

Mr. SCRANTON. Mr. Speaker, in the busy hours of a closing 
Congress again we pause to turn the leaves of memory and pay 
fraternal tribute to one who was present in his seat at the adjourn- 
ment of our last session, but who before we reconvened had left 
us forevermore. He was in the prime of manhood, with every 
expectation of life, was filling a useful and honorable career, and 
his future was bright and promising. The sudden death of such 
an one is a rude shock to strong men and appalling to surviving 
friends, even though death itself can have no terrors if it is but 
an awakening of the mortal into immortality. 

The Fifteenth district of Pennsylvania—Bradford, Wyoming, 
Susquehanna, and Wayne countics—was not prepared for the 
death of its Congressman on the 13thof November last, and greatly 







































































mourns his loss. 
past, so serious termination of his illness was not expected. 
seeking restoration of health in Canada, he was elected for the 
fourth time last November by a largely increased majority despite 
absence from his district during the campaign. 

Myron B. Wright was notably successful in all his undertak- 


Although ailing with throat trouble for a = 
ile 


ings. Nominally the cashier of the First National Bank of Sus- 
quehanna, to which position he successively rose from a clerkship, 
he was, in fact, the bank itself. He was largely interested in the 
manufacture of wood alcohol and acids, from which enterprise he 
amassed a large fortune. His political career was marked by the 
same successful characteristics as his business life. When first 
nominated for Congress, in 1888, he had never held office, except 
as school director, and was not even well known throughout his 
own county, although born, reared, and always a resident of it, 
while to the other three counties he was almost a stranger. But 
the Fifteenth district learned to appreciate his qualities of leader- 
ship, and in knowing him realized his usefulness and loved and 
swore by him. At the outset of his Congressional aspirations it 
was supposed he merely wanted perhaps the honor of a single 
term, or the regulation two terms at most. But under his influ- 
ence and direction the hitherto discordant elements in the district 
became harmonious and he was honored as no Congressman from 
the Wilmot district since the days of Grow, before the war. 

In his first—the Fifty-first—Congress he immediately took rank 
as a valued adviser in tariff legislation, and in consequence there 
arose between Wright and McKinley an intimacy which ripened 
into the closest friendship. Itis characteristic of his generous na- 
ture that subsequently, when Governor McKinley suffered finan- 
cial ruin through others, Myron B. Wright was one of a few 
moneyed friends who came to the great protectionist’s relief by 
paying all his obligations, saving Mrs. McKinley’s own estate and 
the Governor’s personal credit. Mr. Wright was a close friend of 
Senator Quay, whose attention he first attracted by the thorough 
work he did for Blaine in 1884 throughout the southern tier of 
New York and his liberal personal expenditures for the purpose. 
No one in the Pennsylvania Congressional delegation was person- 
ally more popular than he, while his friendships were equally 
strong with colleagues in other sections. 

Myron B. Wright was in the zenith of manhood, 47 years of 
age, and while he has left a record and pleasant memories un- 
attainable by many men of equal advantages whose years might 
double his, the thought is uppermost at this time, what a loss is a 
man of such promise! To him the accumulation of money was 
valued only as a means of doing good; he was generosity and 
honor personified, and many a recipient of his open-heartedness will 
cherish his memory in sorrow. Although without advantages of 
a liberal education and with no pretense to public speaking, dur- 
ing his career in Congress as a thinker, a student, and a writer he 
developed an aptitude for his surroundings and produced several 
excellent speeches and open letters expressing opinions upon public 
affairs which attracted much favorable attention and commenda- 
tion, notably his reply to the sugar planters’ appeal from Louisiana. 

Mr. Wright owned his residencein Washington, and spent much 
of his time here during recesses of Congress, attending to the in- 
terests of his constituents. His predecessors, Jadwin and Bun- 
nell, were slaves to their district, especially in pension matters, 
but Wright eclipsed even their record in this respect—not an easy 
task. His summers of late years were largely spent on the St. 
Lawrence, among the beautiful Thousand Islands, where he en- 
tertained in princely manner in his own cottage, his private steam 
launch, etc. He had scarcely been a resident of his district for six 
years, and yet with each year he had grown steadilyin the esteem 
and affection of his constituents. The Fifteenth district will miss 
him, his colleagues in Congress will miss him, and hislarge circle 
of valued acquaintances and many friends everywhere will miss 
him and mourn his untimely demise. 

Who is this grim visitant that comes to our dwelling place? 
His mien is sinister, his countenance forbidding, his eyes are sad 
and somber. At his approach our flowers lose their fragrance, the 
air its freshness, our very skies ‘their brilliancy. He comes and 
our happy laughter is changed into inconsolable tears; he comes 
and our joyous apparel is cast aside—we clothe us in the garb of 
grief. He wears the mantle of destruction; his glance is that of 
the conqueror; his lips are silent. And yet to some he appears 
with the gladsome look of an expectant lover; to some he appears 
as the harbinger of rest, as the angel of charity; he brings a gift— 
the peace of God which passeth all understanding. It is Death. 
It is Death, uncontrollable, insatiable, and inexorable, who has 
taken from among us a mark that has shone earnest and steadfast 
as a beacon light of example to those who love the precepts of 
manliness and virtue, and asa pillar of ominous cloud to those 
who love them not. 

It is sad for us to know that never again we shall behold that 
genial face, that look of friendly welcome; that never again we 
shall feel the warm clasp of his hand, whose firm and kindly pres- 
sure betokened the singleness and sincerity of his character. And 
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it is sad for him to pass from a world where its noblest and its 
fairest delighted to honor him—from a world that gazed from the 
laurels that marked his brow but yesterday to those even fairer 
ones which surely awaited his future. Yet can we grieve that he 
roams—as must so good a man—the halls of everlasting light; 
that he gazes with the eyes of divine content not upon the dingy 
beauties of human life, but upon those mansions whose walls in- 
close unutterable happiness and eternal rest! Ours is the loss. 
Peace, brother, farewell! 


Mr. CAUSEY. Mr. Speaker, after a brief illness Myron B, 
Wright, a Representative from the Fifteenth Congressional dis- 
trict of the State of Pennsylvania, died at Trenton, Canada, 
whither he had gone in search of health, on November 13, 1894. 
In the prime of life, just when his sterling qualities were making 
him conspicuous among his fellow-men, ‘‘God’s finger touched 
him, and he slept.” 

I feel, Mr. Speaker, that in my humble way I must weave some 
little garland to the memory of my departed friend, even though 
it be intertwined with those heart throbs and sighs which find 
their readiest expression chiefly in tears. 

My first acquaintance with Mr. Wright began when I entered 
Congress, and during my first term there sprang up a warm and 
sincere friendship between us that continued until he was called 
to another world. It is almost impossible to describe how the 
friendships in Congress are formed. They are like those of school 
and college life, it seems to me. Almost imperceptibly that be- 
tween our deceased brother and myself grew. He was a wai 
hearted, sincere, genuine man. He received no especial educa- 
tional advantages in early life but by sheer industry, honesty, and 
perseverance, rose step by step from an humble position to one of 
affluence and prominence. Hehada just pride in his early achieve- 
ments, but was as modest as a woman, and only after long inti- 
macy could he be induced to speak of his success in life. 





m- 


One of his well-marked characteristics was his generosity and 
kindness. He delighted in making all around him happy, and 
never seemed to enjoy himself more than when he was entertain- 


ing his friends. His acts of charity were many and always done 
so unostentatiously that he really made the recipients feel that 
they were doing him a kindness in accepting them. 

At his funeral I saw the carpenter and the blacksmith, as well 
as the banker and the merchant, as they looked on the bier, shed 
bitter tears for him who had been the great strength of the town 
More than once the expression was heard, while the whole town 
was in mourning, ‘‘Myron B. Wright was the friend of all that 
was good.” ; 

In the death of Mr. Wright his family lost a devoted husband 
and loving father, whose presence made home supremely happy; 
the churches a faithful supporter; his neighbors a kind and cour- 
teous friend, whose warm heart and cordial hand always gave them 
sincere welcome; his district and State an able and industrious 
Representative, who was true to every trust. 

He has gone from the cares and trials of this life to the crown- 
ing glories of eternity, but his memory will live in the hearts of 
ror Yes and of the people he represented so faithfully and so 
well. 


Mr. CHARLES W. STONE. Mr. Speaker, three hundred and 
fifty-six men were elected tothe membership of this House. Dur- 
ing the two years of its existence eleven of these have died, and of 
these eleven more than one-third were from the State of Pennsy!- 
vania. Four times has the grim messenger come to our delegation 
with his sad summons. Four times has this House paused in its 
proceedings and laid aside its ordinary business to pay becoming 
tributes of respect to the memory of Pennsylvania’s dead. The 
sturdy and strong Mutchler, the genial and generous Lilly, the 
amiable and attentive O'Neill, the modest and manly Wright, all 
men of high character, of distinguished services, of earnest pur- 
pose, and of winning qualities, have gone on before, and the places 
that knew them here shall know them no more forever. Penn- 
sylvania is stricken and mourns, but the country shares in her 
loss, and the Congress of all the States joins in her expressions of 
sorrow and her tributes of respect. These men were Representa- 
tives of single districts and from but one State, but they were 
lawmakers for the whole of a great nation. No district nor State 
lines bounded their patriotism nor limited their loyalty, and their 
examples and their memories are part of the treasure of a com- 
mon country. 

Death is seldom welcome. Weshrink from its cold touch. Its 
summons seems never kind, its presence never timely. We rec 
ognize the messenger of infinite power and infinite love, and we 
bow to its decrees, but to us they are still inscrutable. Why the 
nation must lose an experienced and faithful legislator, his con- 
stituents a trusted and efficient Representative, his family a loved 
father and husband, still in the flower of vigorous manhood, no 
one can understand. A mission is apparently unfinished, a work 
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but partly done, a life quenched at the time of its greatest useful- 
ness. Why isit? Only the voice of Omniscience can answer. 

Myron Wright was my colleague and friend for four years, and 
yet I came to know hin thoroughly and fully only during the 
later weeks and months of his service here. A common and spe- 
cial interest in certain features of the revenue legislation of last 
session brought us much together and gave me exceptional oppor- 
tunities to learn the depth and the breadth of his mind and heart. 
He was quiet and unpretentious, seldom mingling in debate, never 
obtruding himself upon the public gaze, but he had a broad grasp 
of public questions and an intelligent comprehension of pending 
measures, and was always earnest and positive in his opinions and 
convictions and frank and outspoken im their expression. 

He loved his country, was patriotic in all his impulses; but the 
interests of his constituents were his first care, and for them he 
labored with an earnestness and zeal that knew no weariness or 
flagging. He enjoyed, as he deserved to enjoy, their fullest confi- 
dence. From the historic district of Wilmot and Grow he was 
sent for three successive terms, and when he died he had been re- 
nominated without opposition and reelected by a greatly increased 
majority for a fourth term. 

He was conscientious in the performance of duty, true to his 
word, true to his friends, true to himself, He wasfrank by nature, 
sincere and earnest in word and act. Asacitizen he was enter- 

rising and public-spirited, living close to the people among whom 

e was born and always had his home, mingling with them in 
their everyday life, sympathizing with their feelings and sharing 
in their aspirations. Asa business man he was straightforward 
in his methods, honorable and upright in his dealings, energetic 
and successful in his enterprises. In his family he was affec- 
tionate, kind, and true, the light of their life, the guide of their 
action. 

Mr. Speaker, I shall attempt no statement of the events of Mr. 
Wright's life, no detailed analysis of his character or achieve- 
ments. That is the privilege of those who had known him longer 
if not better than I did, but I could not refrain on this occasion 
from adding my tribute of affectionate admiration of his many 
manly qualities, of appreciative respect for his character, his life 
and his work, of sincere sympathy for his widowed wife doubly 
bereaved in the loss of husband and son, for the orphaned boy who 


loses by the same cruel blow a father’s guidance and a brother's | 


companionship. 

This House loses a valued member, the nation a faithful servant, 
his constituents a watchful, zealous, and true Representative, you 
and I a loved friend, but we can hardly appreciate the darkness 
and sorrow and desolation which came into the life of wife and 
son, of brother, father, and friends, when the light of that life 
went out in that foreign land. We can not lighten their burden, 
we can not lessen their sorrow, we can but tender in proper terms 
the condolence of associates who loved him and who sympathize 
with them. 

Mr. Speaker, if I would sum — a single sentence my estimate 
of the life and work of Myron B. Wright and grave upon hismonnu- 
ment a fitting epitaph, I could not do better than quote the words 
of another: 

He has done the work of a true man. 


Mr. SMITH of Arizona. Mr. Speaker, death comes to all de- 
spite every tear that love may shed and every prayer that break- 
ing hearts may force toward heaven. The world has grown old 
enough to view with some philosophy the death of the young and 
the old, but no human wisdom or faith, no hope or love, has ever 
yet fully reconciled us to the death of a friend in the very noon- 
tide of a successful and hopeful life; and we, his friends, stand 
to-day at the bier of Myron B. Wright overwhelmed by the sense 
of our loss. While the records of the proceedings of this body 
show much that he has done for his district, which he loved so 
well, and for his country, which he loved more, tempts me to 
enter into a full history of his service here, I feel constrained to 
speak of him as a man and a friend, leaving a review of his pub- 
lic service to abler hands than mine. 

In my eight years’ service in this distinguished body I have 
known with more or less intimacy almost every man serving in 
this House, and among them I have never found a truer or a kinder 
soul than that which animated our departed friend. With aheart 
as wide as man’s universe, a faith as broad as the promises of God, 
he felt constrained in his benefactions by no creed, but gave freely 
to every deserving cause and rejoiced in every good work and 
kindly deed of man. I have never known a man of broader charity 
than he. There was nothing narrow or proscriptive in his nature. 
In all my intercourse with him I never heard a criticism of an 
human being’s conduct fall from his lips. Let this not be consid- 
ered as want of strength in him. I know he felt as strongly as 
you or Land would not hesitate to rebuke wrong whenever and 
wherever he met it. 

I trust I may be pardoned here in alluding to an incident some- 
what personal and recounted only to throw a glint of light on the 
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hospitality of his character. In the Fifty-first Congress several 
friends of his coneluded to go the Thousand Islands in the St. 
Lawrence River on a fishing excursion and he was, of course, the 
central figure and heart of the company. He came to me and in 
his inexpressibly cordial and sweet way asked me to join the 
party, to which I readily consented, being myself fond of the sport 
and well acquainted with the members of the party. Transporta- 
tion was provided by Mr. Wright; boats, boatmen, and bait were 
likewise provided by him, each of us thinking that he was keeping 
account for settlement when our tour was ended. We never saw 
any item of that account. He laughingly said he had lost it, and 
no importunity could force him to take a cent from any one of us. 
He loved that beautiful river, and loved to take his friends to the 
sweet delights of its placid bosom. He was a rare good fisherman. 
I remember few days of more pleasure than his bright eyes have 
given me, when sitting opposite him in his boat, observing him as 
he watched his trolling spoon for arise of the mighty muskellunge. 

Myron B. Wright was a lover of God and nature. The deep for- 
est gave him inspiration; the roar of ocean was music to him; the 
unwrinkled waters of the clear river was his delight. Every blos- 
soming flower, singing bird, and leafing tree touched a sweet 
chord in his loving nature. 

With all this tenderness was mixed a strength of purpose, a de- 
termination of will which raised the young school teacher from 
poverty to affluence, from obscurity to a prominent place on the 
floor of this House. Rarely have I seen such a combination of 
strength and lovableness united in a character. 


He never made a brow look dark, 
Nor caused a tear but when he died. 

The shock of his death came not alone to his devoted wife, for 
he had scareely passed the river when his son, in whom he took 
great and just pride, followed him into the great beyond, the 
double tragedy leaving a void in a happy home that even time’s 
effacing hand can never hide. 

As has been well said lately on this floor, ‘‘He is not gone, Mr. 
Speaker. All the developments and achievements of the future, 
like the coral isles in the Pacific, become beautiful because they 
are based upon the innumerable mausoleums which we help to 
make—that foundation on which the glory, the prosperity, and 
the immortality of all that is good will rest forever.” 


Mr. WANGER. Mr. Speaker, the melancholy satisfaction of 
paying tribute to the virtues of one who was in his life, as citizen 
and as Representative, an example meriting emulation, unites in 
this instance with the warmth of a high personal regard. Memory 
fondly lingers over those who held our friendship by the noble 
attributes of gentle courtesy, steadfast fidelity, and unfailing help- 
fulness, which were so richly manifested by our late colleague, 
the Hon. Myron B. Wright. 

Unacquainted until a very few years since, a single meeting 
with him established a feeling of companionship as if of long ex- 
istence and subsequent association increased its fervor and added 
to it the respect due his keen insight, sound judgment, and ripe 
experience, While his cordial welcome as a member of this body 
and generous proffer of assistance in acquiring familiarity with 
its methods of procedure and those of the Executive Departments 
of the Government won my lasting gratitude. 

That he was of genial nature and the soul of honor all who met 
him felt; of patriotic fidelity to public duty his associates in this 
body, especially those of the committees on which he served, well 
knew; and of zealous devotion to the welfare of his constituents 
the latter had convincing proof in attention given to their wants 
and the achievement of gratifying results. If his remote prede- 
cessor, the distinguished author of the Wilmot Proviso, will be 
remembered for devotion to a national cause, his memory will be 
enshrined in the gratitude of his constituents for the added reason 
of unusual efforts for the success of their humbler personal inter- 
ests. 

On the comparatively few occasions when he spoke in this 
Chamber it was after careful preparation and with thorough 
knowledge of the subjects treated, in a logical manner, and with 
rich illustrations and cogent reasoning, giving to his addresses a 
permanent value and leaving them a storehouse of information to 
the student of political economy and general public affairs. 

His success in the business and political world illustrates the 
possibilities for the American youth who combines with honesty 
and industry intelligence, enterprise, and courage. From an 
humble clerkship he rose to the position of cashier of the leading 
bank of his town, and was the originator and directing spirit of a 
number of important manufacturing and commercial enterprises; 
and in a district where the principle of rotation among counties 
in the selection of Representative in this body had long prevailed 
he fn thrice reelected without controversy respecting the nomi- 
nation. 

Removed from among us by that grim reaper who harvests from 
every age and condition, our sorrow at the loss is softened by the 
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fact stated in the language of the ritual of a fraternal order of 
which our lamented colleague was a member: 

The memory of his virtues lingers in our remembrance, and reflects its 
shining luster beyond the portals of the tomb. The earthen vase which had 


contained precious odors will lose none of its fragrance though the clay be 
broken and shattered. 


Mr. COVERT. Mr. Speaker, on leaving my room this morning 
to come to this Chamber my eyes turned, as they had turned very 
often before, to a picture hanging on the wall. inthe foreground 
were depicted the thoughtful, kindly, animated faces of Senator 
Proctor of Vermont, Senator Grsson of Maryland, and Senator 
Cau of Florida. Ina modest place in a group in the background 
of the picture was a faithful delineation of the compact figure and 
the open, manly face of Myron B. Wright of Pennsylvania. 

It was the representation of a joint committee of the Senate and 
House instructed by Congress in 1892 to visit Cuba to examine 
into the matter of immigration in its possible relation to threat- 
ened infectious diseases. It was my great good fortune to be one 
of that joint commission, and I but voice the thought of every 
member of it when I say that the genial personality and the frank 
and hearty comradeship of Myron B. Wright formed most poten- 
tial factors in making the entire journey most pleasurable. A 
previously existing friendship, already warm and cordial in char- 
acter, was strengthened and cemented by the close companionship 
bern of this journey. 

Wecan all of us readily comprehend that in the Fifteenth Penn- 
sylvania district, asin every other district represented on this floor, 
there are very many able and influential men properly ambitious 
of political distinction. It was creditable alike to Mr. Wright 
and the constituency that sent him here that this modest, unas- 
suming gentleman, from whom all self-seeking wasas far removed 
as the earth from the sky, should have been elected and there- 
after, as we have been reminded to-day, thrice reelected to hold 
the commission of his home people in this Chamber. 

He was always an accessible, patient, laborious, conscientious 
Representative, and the large and important interests of his dis- 
trict were during his entire service here absolutely safe in his 
keeping. 

He had no overweening ambition in the direction of exalted 
statesmanship. His political faith was firmly founded, and he 
was quite content to accept the traditions and teachings of his 
party without attempting to devise new policies or novel methods 
of governmental action. While he stood broadly upon the plat- 
form of Republicanism, his manly, genial nature made for him 
strong and devoted friends on the Democratic side of this Chamber. 
We of the opposition join with saddened hearts to-day m the ex- 
pression of sincerest sympathy with his broken home circle and 
of deepest sorrow at the severance of the ties which bound him 
to us. 

Myron B. Wright had all those manly qualities and gentle vir- 
tues that from all time have commended their possessors to the 
warm and tender regard of their fellow-men. 

His faithfulness, his modesty, his kindness of heart—these were 
the attributes that brought his fellow-members to him and held 
them to him even as with bonds of steel. Above all things else he 
was faithful, and this one quality, faithfulness—involving devotion 
to duty and fidelity to friends—most surely forms the noblest at- 
tribute in the character of any man. 

As Lowell grandly summarizes it in his Image Breaker— 

Wealth and rule slip down with fortune as her wheel turns round; 
He who keeps his faith, he only can not be discrowned. 

Little were a change of station, loss of life or crown, 

But the wreck were past retrieving if the man fell down. 

Through all his life the man whose memory we are met to-day 
to honor kept his faith with himself and with all mankind. In 


the performance of any duty, even though the slightest, he never | 


fell and never even faltered. 

Not with his eyes lowered downward to the earth, but with his 
gaze turned steadfastly to the skies, Myron B. Wright passed 
onward to his death, leaving behind him the record of a public 
and a private life each alike unspotted and unstained. 


Mr. HICKS. Mr. Speaker,to do proper honor to the memory 
and pay proper tribute to the labors of an active, earnest, pains- 
taking, and conscientious member of this honorable and distin- 
guished branch of the American Congress is a privilege I would 
not seck and a duty that I would not approach without hesita- 
tion and solicitude. The people of the great State of Pennsylva- 
nia stand with us to-day in doing honor to the memory, talents, 
energy, and industry of my late colleague, Hon. Myron B. Wright. 
‘“*Whataman does for others, not what they do for him, gives 
him immortality,” says that great and distinguished statesman, 
Daniel Webster. And it is well written by another that— 

He who loves his fellow-men the best, 
His name on Heaven’s immortal scroll leads all the rest. 

In the light of these truisms and by this rule of the measuring 
of life’s success, the success of my late distinguished colleague, 
Myron B. Wright, stands like a tower, and his memory to his 
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people in the light of his unselfishness and his labor for others is 
like a sweet perfume, and his honesty, purity, and integrity stand 
in as bold prominence as do his native hills of northern Pennsyl- 
vania. 

It was during our brief months of vacation that the never-fail- 
ing and vigilant seeker after men overtook him, and our remem- 
brance of his devotion to duty recalls to mind as but yesterday 
how faithfully he represented his district and State in all that 
pertained to its welfare and prosperity as he understood it; and 
how broad he made his platform of duty and of right; how deeply 
he cultivated and always maintained a high sense of honor and 
fidelity to his country. No personal interest orc 
with him when duty pointed in another direction. His dk: 
ful companionship, his social and friendly disposition and inter 
course so endeared him to his fellow-membersand to all who knew 
him that his death was more felt, and created more than an ordi- 
nary vacancy. In this busy Hall where allis life and energy it 
is rarely that the dropping out of asingle member would be missed, 
yet in the death of our friend all who ever came inc 
him can not but miss his friendly face, his stalv form, an 
the cordial greeting that characterized his intercourse with all of 
his fellow-mempbers. 

It is said that death seeks a shining mark, and this has been 
truly verified in the death of our friend, as none wpon this side of 
the Chamber was more truly loved than he. To those of us who 
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knew the afiliction from which he suffered in the days immedi- 
ately preceding the adjourmment of our second session, and rec- 
ollecting the solicitude exhibited by him for the interest of his 


district and State, and how faithfully he labored in protecting the 
same during the last days of the session, we can not find words 
suflicient to express our admiration of his devotion to duty; and 
when remonstrated with on account of his health and failing 
strength he answered, ‘‘My people expect me to care for them 
when I am here,” and afterwards when upon the floor of the Sen- 
ate in the performance of the same duty, he expressed the same 
thought to a fellow-member after being most earnestly entreated 
to first consider himself. Self was not a part of our friend’s life— 
devotion to duty and to successfully labor fer others was his 
daily, yea, hourly, care. 

It was scarcely thought that so soon we would be called upon t 
mourn his departure upon that journey from which none ever re- 
turns: that journey which so many dread, but which to our friend 
exhibited no terrors. He entered the dark valley wit r 
doubts. Yet, Mr. Speaker, such is the uncertainty of human life— 
to-day alive, to-morrow forever silent. Surely our days are asthe 
grass of the field, and our deeds alone are left to speak for us. 
How proudly we can point to the deeds of our friend, and in the 
light of them and of his many acts of kindness we realize that 
have lost one of our noblest and choicest spirits and the gre 
monwealth of Pennsylvania a distinguished statesman of broad 
mind, honest action, and pure and noble purposes, and his people 
whom he loved with such fervor and served with zeal and fidelity 
have lost a most faithful and devoted friend and Representative. 

Said one of his neighbors, in writing of him: 

Myron B. Wight was in the prime of manhood, 47 years of age, and while 
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he has left a record and pleasant memories unattainab!l n of 
equal advantages whose years might double his, the thou: t 
at this time y @ loss is a man of such prot on 
of money valued only as a means of d d 
honor personified, and many arecipientof his open-heart h 
his memory in sorrow. Although without advantages of n 
and with no pretense to pu! eakins is eareer in Congress: . 
a student, and writer dey« ude for his sur 
duced several exceilent speeches and open letters expr rpon 
public affairs which attraeted much favorable attention. 

Says another of his career: 

Mr. Wright's career asa legislator, like that whieh marked his private 1 
ness life, was briili and successful i characterized by in rent fid 

His gro } arity among‘itis « i }in the Fit ‘ y 
whom he 3 reelected to Congress for a fourth tern : ‘ pre sto 
his death, is best shown by the increased majority im over t r 
ceived by him im the contest of 1892. In 182 he reesi 1555 plar y in 
the district; im 1994, 8,150—a gain of 3.616. This ce ( ed 
a flattering compiiment as well as a verdict of pop é I rd 





as a Congressman by the intelligent voters composing the d y 
And said his pastor, in his eloquent and impressive sermon eulo- 
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gistic of our friend, commenting upon his personal traits: 
Myron B. Wricht was the pri f hi mal di 
bert he was elected for the for 
and in honoring him the dis 
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what he believed to be his dut n 1 And 
how much his laborious efforts for other uted to his early 
death Iam not prepared to say; but this much Ido know, that night af 
night, week after week, and month after month this faithful serv 
people toiled for others; that no poor soldier appealer him in I ] 
defenders of his country's flag and honor were his s] eare 

One of the strongest characteristics of Myron B. Wright was his friends! 
When he did you a favor it was with so much gra tit almost seemed 
that you had conferred a favor upon him in permitting him to « . ‘ 

Standing here to-day, I can sorrowfully voice the cry t! nes up from 
all these interested hearts, why is it? No human being has the |] r to 
answer but He who is infinite in love, mercy, and compassion, who alone can 


tell, hides the answer in the depths of Hisown infinite purposes, and we bow 
before His will and say, “He doeth all things well!” 
Our friend was a typical American, devoted to his country and 


its institutions; he loved them as he loved his life. He was like 
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many other distinguished men of this great nation—he rose from 
the ranks of the people, and was honored by the people as one of 
them who developed traits of leadership, and when thus honored 
he was found in every respect worthy, and prided himself in keep- 
ing in touch with the people from whom hecame. They knew 
his generous heart and noble instincts, and he never failed to re- 
spond to a worthy cause or a propercall. Thus was his public life. 
Of his home life, all those who entered its sacred and loved pre- 
cincts found happiness, contentment, and genuine hospitality, en- 
joying a fair share of the wealth of this world as the result of his 
own labors. He was without ostentation. We dare not venture 
to further comment here, nor bring to mind to wounded hearts 
the poignancy of a loved wife and mother’s grief not only for the 
loved husband, but also a stalwart son, who, in his devotion to 
his father, was carried away by the same dread disease, and they 
were both entombed on the same day side by side. 
It is pleasant to know, Mr. Speaker— 

That not * * * with life’s precarious fire 

The immortal ties of nature shall expire. 

These shall resist the triumph of decay, 

When time is o’er and worlds have passed away. 

Cold in the dust the perished heart may lie, _ 

But that which warmed it once shall never die; 

That spark, unburied in its mortal frame, 

With living light eternal, and the same 

Shall beam on joy’s interminable years, 

Unveiled by darkness—unassuaged by tears. 


Our friend died absent from home in search of health and 
strength, attended by his beloved wife and his two sons, the eld- | 
est of whom died within a day or two after his loved and honored | 
father. Itwas, however, his privilegeand pleasure to receive, afew | 
days before his death, the pleasing and gratifying news of his being 
for the fourth time chosen by the people as their honored Represent- 
ative to this House. The large concourse of friends and distin- 
guished citizens from all parts of his great State present at the 
last sad rites of his funeral attest and prove the affection and 
esteem in which he was held by those who knew him best. And in 
the presence of his neighbors and a vast concourse of sympathiz- 
ing friends he was buried on one of the hills overlooking the 
beautiful waters of the Susquehanna that he so much loved and 
admired in his lifetime. 

We can well say of him: 


He had run his bright career 

And served men nobly, and acceptance found. 
And borne to light, and right, witness high, 
What can such better crave than to die 

And wait the issue sleeping under ground. 


To our friend death had no terrors, and with the record of a use- 
ful and honored life behind him he went forth into immortality, 
the life that is to come, with a certainty of receiving a reward for 
his devotion to duty and a rest from his labors. 


Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. Mr. Speaker, one of the first men 
that I learned to know in Congress was Myron B. Wright. 

He was not an excitable man, nor was he given to much imagi- 
nation. He always took as a foundation for his reasonings a fact 
instead of a theory. He was practical in all that he said and did. 
He did not aim to be witty, nor did he aspire to oratory, and yet 
the people who knew him would rely on his judgment and follow 
his leadership. He came here to represent his district faithfully, 
honestly, and sensibly, and he did it in each particular. The dis- 
trict was never better represented and never more closely looked 
after. 

He impressed you at once as a practical, candid, truthful man. 
People would not lie to him, for they saw at once that if they did 
he would not believe them. He was shrewd, cautious, and con- 
servative, but once get his confidence and he was as confiding and 
trustful as a child, but he never was deceived, and never trusted 
anyone who did not deserve it. 

He knew human nature, and knew what men would do under 
given circumstances. He knew what his people expected him to 
do, and his course in Congress was very satisfactory to those who 
sent him here. He was a much safer and better Representative 
than many more brilliant men. He rightly understood that he 
was not sent here so much to make speeches as to vote the will of 
his constituents. He was invaluable on committees, where the 
Congressman nee, does his work. He had no difficulty in 
finding which was the right side of every question, and his vote 
was always on that side. 

He was a stalwart in all his public acts, and never dodged or 
hesitated to assume their responsibilities. Being a practical busi- 
ness man, he soon became a successful politician, not in the sense 
in which it is sometimes understood, but in the sense of a leader 
and guide among his party friends. 

He was genial, kind-hearted, and popular among his colleagues. 
He had as many friends in the House as any man who ever sat in 
it for the same length of time. 

Such a man was Myron B. Wright as I understood him. His 
death was a shock tome. I did not know that he was ill until I 
heard that he had passed away. Cut off in the prime of life, his 
untimely death illustrates the frail tenure by which we hold. In 
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the midst of action, busy with plans for the future and partly 
matured plans of the past, he is suddenly and unexpectedly sum- 
moned; no excuse, no plea, would palliate the stern messenger. 

It seems hard that a man like him, just in the height of his 
usefulness to his family and the people of his district, should be 
called; and yet death comes quite frequently in this way. 

We, his colleagues, on this day set apart to him, can all faith- 
fully say that in his death we have lost a worthy coworker, a 
valiant comrade, and a dearly loved friend. 


Mr. GROW. Mr. Speaker, during this Congress with short in- 
tervals the funeral dirge has reminded us that— 
The battle of our life is brief, 
The alarm, the struggle, the relief; 
Then sleep we side by side. 

Myron B. Wright, our departed colleague, was elected four suc- 
cessive times, the last one just a week before his death, to repre- 
sent the Congressional district in the State of Pennsylvania com- 
o0sed of the counties of Bradford, Susquehanna, Wayne, and 

Vyoming. Thetwo largest counties of his district, Bradford and 
Susquehanna, with Tioga County, for more than a third of a cen- 
tury preceding 1860 had composed a Congressional district whose 
people in the stirring political events of that period acted no in- 
conspicuous part in the history of the country. 

The year Mr. Wright was born David Wilmot, then represent- 
ing that district, offered an amendment to a bill pending in this 
House appropriating $2,000,000, to be placed at the disposal of the 
President, for concluding a peace with the Republic of Mexico of 
the war then pending by reason of the annexation of Texas. The 
oroviso was adopted in this House by the unanimous vote of the 

epresentatives from the nonslaveholding States, with three ex- 
ceptions. But the bill thus amended was defeated in the Senate. 
Mr. Wilmot’s amendment provided— 

That as an express and fundamental condition to the acquisition of any ter- 
ritory from the Republic of Mexico by the United States by virtue of any 
treaty which may be negotiated between them, and to the use by the Exec- 
utive of the moneys herein appropriated, neither slavery nor involuntary 
servitude shall ever exist in any part of said territory except for crime, 
whereof the party shall first be duly convicted. 

This amendment has gone into history as the Wilmot proviso. 
The congressional action on this question was the beginning of the 
third epoch of what is recognized as the specific periods of slavery 
agitation in our country. The first was the adoption of Jeffer- 
son’s proviso in the Ordinance of 1787, which prohibited slavery in 
all the territory lying northwest of the Ohio River. The second 
was the passage of the act of March 6, 1820, which prohibited slavery 
in all the territory of the Louisiana purchase north of the parallel 
of 36° 30" north latitude except what was in the State of Missouri. 
This actis known asthe Missouri compromise. The third period 
was the adoption of this proviso near the close of the first session 
of the Twenty-ninth Congress, in 1846, and which culminated 
eight years later, on the 26th day of May, 1854, in the passage of 
the Kansas and Nebraska bill, which repealed the restriction on 
the extension of slavery in the act of March 6, 1820. This was 
the opening prelude to the mightiest conflict of arms in the history 
of the race. It caused the dismemberment and dissolution of old 
political parties and the formation cf new ones. Within three 
months after the repeal of the Missouri compromise the first action 
anywhere of organized political parties was taken in this old Wil- 
mot district for combining the political elements which alittle later 
coalesced throughout the nonslaveholding States into the Repub- 
lican party, whose banner, inscribed with ‘‘ Free soil, free speech, 
and free men,” was borne to victory six years later by its great 
standard-bearer, the unlettered child of the prairies, Abraham 
Lincoln. 

Preceding the coalescence of the political elements in this Con- 
gressional district mass meetings, it is true, were held in other 
portions of the country recommending the formation of a new 
political party and suggesting fitting names for the new organiza- 
tion. But the political elements, Whig, Democratic, Free Soil, 
and Abolitionist proper,in this old district were the first any- 
where to combine in the same political party. At the election in 
October, 1854, the Representative in Congress from this district, 
who had opposed the repeal of the Missouri compromise, was re- 
elected by the unanimous vote of the district. Franklin Pierce, 
for President, had received in 1852 2,500 majority, and Lincoln in 
1860 received over 11,000. 

In the midst of such a people Mr. Wright was born and sur- 
rounded by such political influences he grew to manhood. Like 
his boy associates of the neighborhood, his youth was passed in 
labors on the farm in summer and in attending the district school 
in the winter. The last year of his school education was spent at 
the academy in Montrose, the county seat of his native county. 
Afterwards for a short time he taught school in the neighboring 
townships until he found employmentas aclerk atlow wages (about 
$3 per week) in a bank at Susquehanna, of which subsequently he 
= — cashier, which position he held until the time of his 

eath. 

Mr. Wright in his career illustrates in a marked degree the be- 
neficent influences of the free institutions under which we live, 











where man is born to no rank or condition in life, and where all 
the highways to honorable distinction lead alike from the district 
schoolhouse and the lowly cot of honest toil, the same as from the 
gilded palaces of wealth or the halls of academic culture. With- 
out any of the fortuitous advantages of family wealth or family 
influence, Mr. Wright by his own inherent force of character 
wrought his way to business success and to political positions of 
honor. By his fidelity to every trust and his laborious faithful- 
ness in the discharge of the duties incident to his position he won 
the respect and esteem of the people among whom he lived and 
achieved that highly commendable, as well as most desirable suc- 
cess in life which comes to all who do well their part. 

You may be tiller of the soil, or toiler by the day; 

Remember, then, he does the best, the best in every way, 

Who has a single aim in view, determined from the start, 

In whatever he shall pursue, to truly do his part. 


Tho’ doctor, lawyer, teacher, priest, learn this command by heart: 
They never fail, but all succeed, who simply do their part. 


Mr. SCRANTON. Mr. Speaker, several gentlemen who desired 
to make remarks on this occasion are unavoidably absent, and I 
ask unanimous consent that they be permitted to print their re- 
marks in the RECORD. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

The House then, pursuant to the resolutions previously adopted 
(at 4 o’clock and 9 minutes p.m.), adjourned until half past 11 
o’clock a.m.on Monday next. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PRIVATE BILLS. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, private bills and resolutions were 
severally reported from committees, delivered to the Clerk, and 
referred to the Committee of the Whole House, as follows: 

By Mr. BELTZHOOVER, from the Committee on War Claims: 
A bill (H.R. 8173) for the relief of Oliver M. Blair, administrator 
of Thomas P. Blair, deceased. (Report No. 1791.) 

By Mr. MAHON, from the same committee: A bill (H. R. 907) 
to carry out the findings of the Court of Claims in the case of 
Thaddeus Collard. (Report No. 1792.) 

Py Mr. RICHARDS, from the Committee on Claims: A bill 
(H. R. 6870) for the relief of James Phelan, internal-revenue col- 
lector at Detroit, Mich. (Report No. 1794.) 


PUBLIC BILLS AND RESOLUTION. 


Under clause 8 of Rule XXII, bills and a resolution of the follow- 
ing titles were introduced, and severally referred as follows: 

By Mr. GEISSENHAINER: A bill (H. R. 8830) authorizing the 
examination, in certain cases, of officers of the Navy and the Ma- 
rine Corps to determine their fitness to perform their duties—to 
the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. TAWNEY: A bill (H. R. 8831) for an act to compel street 
railway companies to protect certain of their employees from the 
inclemencies of the weather—to the Committee on the District of 
Columbia. 





By Mr. DAVIS: A bill (H. R. 8832) for the relief of the United ' 


States Treasury, the issue of a uniform United States lawful cur- 
rency, and for other purposes—to the Committee on Banking and 


Currency. 

By Mr. HEARD (by request): A joint resolution (H. Res. 272) 
making an appropriation of $5,000 for clearing the Potomac River 
of ice—to the Committee on Appropriations. 


PRIVATE BILLS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills of the following 
titles were presented and referred as follows: 

By Mr. AVERY: A bill (H.R.8833) to correct the record of 
Elindsley W. Murray—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. COFFIN of Maryland: A bill (H. R. 8834) for the relief 
of Richard P. Blackistone—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. FLYNN (by request): A bill (H. R. 8835) for the relief 
of certain persons of African descent resident in the Choctaw and 
Chickasaw nations, in the Indian Territory, and for other pur- 
poses—to the Committee on Indian Affairs. ; 

By Mr. HALL of Missouri (by request): A bill (H. R. 8836) for 
the relief of Arra M. Farnsworth—to the Committee on Indian 
Affairs. 





By Mr. TAWNEY: A bill (H. R. 8837) granting an increase of 


pension to Daniel H. Cherry—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 


PETITIONS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, the following petitions and papers 


were laid on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows: 


By Mr. ALDRICH: Protests of the German Saloon Kee 3 

‘ar 
against the 

ommittee on 


Association of the town of Lake, Chicago, Ill., and of Hyde 
Liquor Dealers’ Association, Chicago, I1l., protestin 
yroposed increase in the excise tax on beer—to the 
ays and Means. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 





2009 


By Mr. BRETZ: Petition of the Central Labor Union, Indian- 
apolis, Ind., in favor of House bill 7756—to the Committee on 
Labor. 

By Mr. BROOKSHIRE: Papers to accompany bill to pension 
Patrick W. Halloran—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BELTZHOOVER: Resolutions of the Young Men’s 
Democratic Association of New York, in favor of 3 per cent 
bonds—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. COFFIN of Maryland: Papers to accompany House bill 
4291—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. DURBOROW: Suggestions offered by the National 
Wholesale eee Association, Philadelphia Drug Exchange, 
and College of Pharmacy, defining alcohol for manufacturing pur- 
poses—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. IKIRT: Resolution of 40 citizens of Elkton, Lake, and 
Minerva, ali of Ohio, against granting suffrage to aliens—to the 
Committee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

Also, resolutions of 40 citizens each of Minerva and Lake, Ohio, 
against sectarian appropriations of public money—to the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations. 

By Mr. McCLEARY of Minnesota: Resolutions of the Board of 
Trade of Mankato, Minn., favoring the policy of President Cleve- 
land’s recent message on the issuance of bonds to support the 
credit of the nation—to the Committee on Banking and Currency. 

By Mr. McKAIG: Petition of Wallace Poole, administrator of 
William D. Poole, deceased, late of Montgomery County, Md., 
praying that his war claim be referred to the Court of Claims 
under the Bowman Act—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, petition of Richard Poole, administrator of Frederick S. 
Poole, deceased, late of Montgomery County, Md., praying that 
his war claim be referred to the Court of Claims under the Bow- 
man Act—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, petition of Laura N. Mumma, praying that the war claim 
of Samuel Grove, deceased, late of Washington County, Md., be 
referred to the Court of Claims under the Bowman Act—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. MORGAN: Petition of Joseph Randleman, late of Com- 
pany M, Eighth Regiment of Missouri State Militia, for special 
relief—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. RUSK: Petition for the passage of Mr. Coomps’s House 
resolution of January 19, for the ratification of a permanént treaty 
of arbitration between the United States and Great Britain—to 
the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. RUSSELL of Connecticut: Resolution of Connecticut 
State board of health, in favor of House bill 8481, relating to pol- 
lution of interstate streams and lakes—to the Committee on Inter- 
state and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. VAN VOORHIS of Ohio: Memorial of the Retail Clerks’ 
Union of Zanesville, Ohio, favoring the enactment of a law for the 
betterment of the condition of the seamen of the American mer- 
chant marine—to the Committee on Merchant Marine and Fisheries. 

Also, a resolution of a meeeting of 77 citizens of Summerfield, 
Ohio, protesting against the granting of franchise to any person 
not a citizen of the United States—to the Committee on Immi- 
gration and Naturalization. 


SENATE. 
MonpDAY, February 11, 1895. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. W. H. MitBurn, D. D. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Secretary will read the Journal 
of the proceedings of Saturday last. 

Mr. ALLEN. Iask unanimous consent that the reading of the 
Journal be dispensed with. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. 
the Senator from Nebraska? 

Mr. MORRILL. I think the Journal had better be read. 
is not a quorum present. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Secretary will read the Journal. 

The Secretary proceeded to read the Journal of the proceedings 
of Saturday last. 

Mr. KYLE. I ask unanimous consent that the further reading 
of the Journal be dispensed with. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Objection has been interposed to dis- 
pensing with the reading, the Chair will state to the Senator from 
South Dakota. 

Mr. KYLE. Very well. 

The Secretary resumed and concluded the reading of the Jour- 
nal of the proceedings of Saturday last; and it was approved. 

ENROLLED BILL SIGNED. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT signed the enrolled bill (H.R. 5603) to 
repeal an act entitled ‘‘An act to amend the laws relative to ship- 
ping commissioners,” approved August 19, 1890; which had pre- 
viously received the signature of the Speaker of the House of 
Representatives. 


Is there objection to the request of 


There 
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CREDENTIALS. 


Mr. LODGE presented the credentials of Gzorcr F. Hoar, 
chosen by the legislature of the State of Massachusetts a Senator 
from that State for the term commencing March 4, 1895. 

The credentials were read, and ordered to be filed. 

Mr. BATE. In connection with the credentials of my colleague 
‘Mr. Harris], heretofore presented by me, chosen as Senator 
from the State of Tennessee for the term of six years from the 4th 
day of March next, I present the certificate of the governor of 
the State, and ask that it be filed with the credentials. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. It will be so ordered, in the absence 
of objection. 

EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATION. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a communica- 
tion from the Secretary of the Treasury, in response to a resolu- 
tion of the 31st ultimo, calling for a list of the claims of officers 
of the Navy, or their legal representatives, for sea pay while on 
receiving ships, which claims were oe for in the defi- 
ciency appropriation act of 1889; and also a list of all claims 
wholly allowed and paid under the decision of the SupremeCourt 
of the United States vs. Strong, the amounts paid, etc., trans- 
mitting a report of the Auditor of the Navy Department, with 
accompanying statements; which, with the accompanying papers, 
was referred tothe Committee on Naval Affairs, and ordered to be 
printed. 

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. T. O. 
TowLEs, its Chief Clerk, announced that the House had agreed to 
the report of the committee of conference on the disagrecing 
votes of the two Houses on the amendments of the Senate to the 
bill (H. R. 6792) to disapprove the treaty heretofore made with the 
Southern Ute Indians to be removed to the Territory of Utah, and 
providing for settling them down in severalty where they may so 
elect and are qualified, and to settle all those not electing to take 
lands in severalty on the west 40 miles of present reservation and 
in portions of New Mexico, and for other purposes, and to carry 
out the provisions of the treaty with said Indians June 15, 1880. 

The message also announ that the House had passed a joint 
resolution (H. Res. 273) extending from March 1, 1895, to April 
15, 1895, the time for making returns of income for the year 1894; 
in which it requested the concurrence of the Senate. 


DEATH OF HON. MYRON B. WRIGHT. 


The message further communicated to the Senate the resolu- 
tions of the House of Representatives on the death of Hon. Myron 
B. Wright, late a Representative from the State of Pennsylvania. 

Mr. CAMERON. Iask that the resolutions just received from 
the House of Representatives on the death of my late colleague 
in that body may lie on the table for the present. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. It will be so ordered. 

Mr. CAMERON. I shall call up the resolutions on some ap- 
propriate occasion in the future. 


PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT presented a communication from the 
Secretary of-the Treasury, transmitting a letter from Mr. E. R. 
Sharwood, secretary of the Philadelphia Maritime Exchange, and 
the inspector of the Fourth light-house district, forwarding a pe- 
tition from sundry merchants of Boston, Mass., praying that an 
appropriation be made for the establishment of a light-ship on the 
Overfalls Shoal at the entrance to Delaware Bay; which was or- 
dered to be printed, and, with the accompanying papers, referred 
to the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. CAMERON presented resolutions of the legislature of the 
State of Pennsylvania, urging the passage of the so-called Stone 
immigration bill; which were referred to the Committee on Im- 
migration, and ordered to be printed in the Recorp, as follows: 

STATE OF PENNSYLVANIA, 
In THE House OF REPRESENTATIVES, January 25, 1895. 


Resolved (if the senate concur), That we recognize in the constant influx of 
an ignorant and vicious class of immigrants a great and growing evil, highly 
injurious to American workingmen and dangerous to American institutions; 
we therefore urge upon Congress the necessity of the enactment of some law 
that will correct this evil. 

Believing the bill introduced by Hon. WILLIAM A. Stone, of Allegheny, to 
be the most practical measure that has been proposed, we would respectfully 
but earnestly recommend its pesteas. 

Resoived, That the chief clerk be directed to communicate this resolution to 
both branches of Congress. 

Extract from the journal of the house of representatives. 

A. D. FETTEROLF, 
Chief Clerk of the House of Representatives. 


IN THE SENATE, January 29, 1895. 
The foregoing resolutions concurred in. 
E. W. SMILEY, 
Chief Clerk of the Senate. 
Approved the 5th day of February, A. D. 1895. 
DANIEL H. HASTINGS. 


I hereby certify that the foregoing is a true and correct copy of the above 


resolutions. 
A. D. FETTEROLF, 
Chief Clerk of the House of Representatives. 
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He also presented a resolution of the legislature of the State of 
Pennsylvania, urging the passage of the bill for the establishment 
of a national park at Gettysburg, Pa.; which was ordered to lie 
on the table and to be printed in the Recorp, as follows: 


STATE OF PENNSYLVANTA, 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, January 10, 1395. 


Resolved (if the senate concur), That the legislature of Pennsylvania re- 





spectfully request our Senators and Members in Congress to use their infiu- 
ence and urge the speedy passage of the Sickles bill for the purpose of creating 
a national park of the battlefield of Gettysburg. 
Extract from the journal of the house of representatives. 
A. D. FETTEROLF, 
Chief Clerk of the House of Representatives. 


IN THE SENATE, January —, 1895. 


The foregoing resolution concurred in. 
E. W. SMILEY, 
Chief Clerk of the Senate. 
Approved the 5th day of February, A. D. 1895. 
DANIEL H. HASTINGS. 
I hereby certify that the foregoing is a true and correct copy of the above 


resolution. 
A. D. FETTEROLF, 
Chief Clerk of the House of Representatives. 

Mr. CAMERON presented a petition of Lieut. Ezra 8. Griffin 
Camp, No. 8, Sons of Veterans, United States Army, of Scranton, 
Pa., praying for the passage of House bill No. 5315, to prevent the 
desecration of the national flag for advertising purposes; which 
was referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

He also presented the petition of H. P. Armsby, director of the 
Pennsylvania State College, of Center County, Pa., praying for 
the passage of Senate joint resolution No. 120, providing for the 
publication of the Columbian dairy tests; which was referred to 
the Committee on Printing. 

He also presented a memorial of the Yacht Club of Philadel- 
phia, Pa., remonstrating against the adoption of the plan of the 
proposed bridge of the Pennsylvania and New Jersey Railroad 
Company across the Delaware River from Bridesburg, Pa., to 
Fishers Point, N. J.; which was referred to the Committee on 
Commerce. 

He also presented a memorial of the Insurance Company of 
North America, of Philadelphia, Pa., remonstrating against the 
repeal of the law requiring the United States district judge for the 
southern district of Florida to reside at Key West, Fla.; which 
was ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented a petition of the Trade and Labor Council of 
Scranton, Pa., and a petition of Typographical Union, No. 137, of 
Johnstown, Pa., praying for the passage of House bill No. 5603, to 
ameliorate the condition of American seamen; which were ordered 
to lie on the table. 

He also presented petitions of 300 citizens of Harrisburg; of 146 
citizens of Royalton; of 80 citizens of Muncy; of 100 citizens of 
Mont Alto; of 240 citizens of Pittsburg; of sundry citizens of 
Everson; of 102 citizens of Pittsburg; of 135 citizens of Indiana; 
of 170 citizens of Chester; of 65 citizens of Smithton; of 40 citi- 
zens of Marion Center; of 25 citizens of Manor; of 157 citizens 
of Birdsboro; of 48citizens of East Wheatfield; of 101 citizens of 
Bolivar; of 355 citizens of Frankford; of sundry citizens of Wa 
wallopen; of 71 citizens of Rock, and of 100 citizens of Philadel- 
phia, all in the State of Pennsylvania, praying for the adoption of 
an amendment to the Constitution of the United States to prevent 
the appropriation of moneys for sectarian institutions; which 
were referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

He also presented petitions of sundry citizens of Smiths Ferry; 
of 135 citizens of Indiana; of 40 citizens of Marion Center; of 170 
citizens of Chester; of 150 citizens of Connellsville; of 188 citizens 
of Thurlow; of 77 citizens of Cold Point; of 101 citizens of Bolivar; 
of 355 citizens of Frankford; of 101 citizens of Philadelphia; of 90 
citizens of Abington; of 189 citizens of Harrisburg; of 91 citizens 
of Bellevue; of 45 citizens of Dempseytown; of 100 citizens of Mont 
Alto; of 176 citizens of Lebanon; of 289 citizens of Reading; of 80 
citizens of Muncy; of 300 citizens of Harrisburg, and of 140 citi- 
zens of Royalton, all in the State of Pennsylvania, praying for the 
adoption of an amendment to the Constitution of the United States 
providing that ‘‘no State shall grant the right of franchise to any 
person who is not a citizen of the United States;” which were re- 
ferred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. QUAY presented a memorial of the Board of Trade of Scran- 
ton, Pa., remonstrating against the passage of the so-called Bailey 
bankruptcy bill; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented a memorial of the Medical Society of Phila- 
delphia County, Pa., remonstrating against the passage of the bill 
known as the naval reorganization bill; which was ordered to lie 
on the table. 

He also presented petitions of sundry citizens of Orwigsburg, 
Pottstown, Mercer, Chambersburg, and Philadelphia, all in the 
State of Pennsylvania, praying for the passage of the so-called 
Stone immigration bill, providing for the consular inspection of 
immigrants before embarkation; which were referred to the Com- 
mittee on Immigration. 

He also presented petitions of 188 citizens of Thurlow; of sun- 
dry citizens of Smiths Ferry; of 100 citizens of Montgomery 











Square; of 98 citizens of Abington; of 60 citizens of Philadelphia; 
of 84 citizens of Allegheny; of 54 citizens of Warrington; of 387 
citizens of Shenandoah; of 50 citizens of Gettysburg; of 85 citi- 
zens of Fogelsville; of 77 citizens of Cold Point; of 157 citizens of 
Connellsville; of 148 citizens of Carlisle; of 123 citizens of Phila- 
delphia; of 27 citizens of Saulsburg; of sundry citizens of Get- 
tysburg; of sundry citizens of Donegal; of sundry citizens of South 
Pittsburg; of sundry citizens of Castle Shannon; of 50 eitizens of 
Pittsburg; of 200 citizens of Philadelphia; of 43 citizens of W aynes- 
burg; of 121 citizens of Wissa; of 63 citizens of Townville; of 42 citi- 
zens of Goheenville, and of D. J. Laing Couneil, Junior Order of 
United American Mechanics, of Reading, all in the State of Penn- 
sylvania, praying for the adoption of an amendment to the Con- 
stitution of the United States to prevent the appropriation of 
moneys for sectarian institutions; which were referred to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

He also presented petitions of 40 citizens of New Buffalo; of 27 
citizens of Saulsburg; of 85 citizens of West Philadelphia; of 
sundry citizens of Gettysburg; of 54 citizens of Warrington; of 
71 citizens of Rock; of sundry citizens of Wapwallopen; of 40 
citizens of Armagh; of sundry citizens of Everson; of sundry citi- 


zens of South Pittsburg; of sundry citizens of Castle Shannon; of 59 | 


citizensof Pittsburg; of 52 citizens of Point Marion; of 43 citizens 
of Waynesburg; of 102 citizens of Pittsburg; of 63 citizens of Town- 
ville; of 42 citizens of Goheenville; 
of 157 citizens of Birdsboro; of 25 citizens of Manor Station; of 84 
citizens of Allegheny; of 85 citizens of Fogelsville; of 200 citizens 
of Philadelphia; of 121 citizens of Wissa; of 387 citizens of Shenan- 
doah; of 50 citizens of Gettysburg; of 65 citizens of Smithton; of 
123 citizens of Philadelphia; of 143 citizens of Carlisle, and of D. 
J. Laing Council, Junior Order of United American Mechanics, of 


Reading, allin the State of Pennsylvania, praying for the adop- | 
tion of an amendment to the Constitution of the United States, | 


providing that ‘‘ no State shall grant t! 
person who is not a citizen of the United States; 
ferred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. PEFFER. I present a petition in the form of a resolution 
from the legislature of the State of Kansas. I can read it in per- 
haps shorter time than I can state its contents: 

Whereas the experience of settling the Great Plains country has demon- 
strated a remarkably fertile soil, but a deficiency of water for agricultural 
purposes; and - 

Whereas the annual rise of the Missouri River causes great damage in the 
lower valleys, entailing great loss of property and the expenditure of vast 
sums of money by the Government to prevent damage by overflow: There- 
fore be it 

Resolved by the house of representatives of the State of Kansas (the senate 
concurring therein), That the Congress of the United States be requested to 
eause to bs made a thorough scientific survey to ascertain the feasibility of 
constructing a great national canal to be utilized in carrying off the flood 
waters of said river from some point near tho base of the mountains, and 
utilizing the same for irrigation purposes on the Great Plains. 

I move that the petition be referred to the Committee on Irriga- 
tion and Reclamation of Arid Lands. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. PEFFER. I have another paper from the same source. 
While it is not a memorial or a petition, it is in the nature of one, 
and I think it appropriate to be presented to the Senate. Itisa 
request from both houses of the legislature of Kansas asking their 
Senators to support an amendment to the Constitution of the 
United States providing for the election of United States Senators 
by a direct vote of the people. 
to the Committee on Privileges and Elections. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. DAVIS. I present a joint memorial of the legislature of 
the State of Minnesota, recommending the election of United 
States Senators by a popular vote. Lask that the memorial be 
read and referred to the Committee on Privileges and Elections. 

The memorial was read, and referred to the Committee on Priv- 
ilezes and Elections, as follows: 

A joint memorial of the senate and honse of representatives of the State of 
Minnesota, recommending the election of United States Senators by a pop- 
ular vote. 

Whereas it is the sentiment of the people of the State of Minnesota that 
United States Senators be elected by popular vote: ‘Therefore, 

Resolved by the house of representattees (the senate concurring), That our 
Senators and Representatives in Congress be instructed and requested to use 
their influence in securing such an amendment to the Constitution of the 
United States as will confer upon the electors of the several States the right 
to chooce their Senators at reneral elections. 

Resolved further, That the secretary of state be, and he is hereby, re- 





right of franchise to any 


” 


quested to forward _one copy of this memorial to each of our Senators and 
Representatives in Congress at as early a day as may be convenient. 
State or Mrnnesora, Department of State: 


I, Albert Berg, secretary of state of the State of Minnesota, do hereby cer- 
tify that I have compared theannexed copy with the original! joint memorial, 
being house file No. 150, in my office of house file No. 150, a joint resolution 
relating to the election of United States Senators by a popular vote, as filed 
February 5, 1895,and that said copy is atrue and correct transcript of said 
original joint memorial and of the whole thereof. 

In testimony whereof I have hereunto set my hand and affixed the great 
sen! of the State at the capital in St. Paul this 8th day of February, A. D. 


18%. 
[SEAL] ALBERT BERG, Secretary of State. 


of 60 citizens of Philadelphia; | 


which were re- | 


I move that the paper be referred | 
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Mr. DAVIS. Lalso present a joint resolution of the legislature 
of the State of Minnesota, relating to the railroad pooling bill 
now pending in the Senate. lIask that the resolution be read and 
that it lie on the table. 

The resolution was read, and ordered to lie on the table. as fol- 
lows: 

A joint resolution relating to the railroad pooling bill now ; 
United States Senate. 


nding in the 





Whereas section 40f Article X of the constitution of the State of Minne- 
sota, providing that all corporations being c mon e2 rs, enjoying the 
right of way in purstance of the provisions of this section, shall 1 rd to 
carry the mineral, agricultural. and other productions mua on 


equal and reasonable terms: and 
Whereas many of the railroad corporations charter 






































munificent grants and valuable franchises, rights, an 8 
State have, by their extension throu; zrowth and co lidation, } 
interstate common carriers, and as such claim freedom f n Sta I 
tion and regulation; and 

Whereas all attempts at State regulation « the people of 
the State from such common misuse of a ates, 
pooling, and unequal and unreasonable t: | i i 
cient by reason of the position of these cor; rediums of inter- 
state commerce, as claimed by them; and 

Whereas the House of Representatives of Ur 1 ates has recently 
passed and there is now pending in the 1 th Pa m 
pooling bill,” which is designed tor i ’ at 1- 
meree law which prohibits the pooliz rit ? - 
peting railroad lines, and thus to legal Z 1 md to vil 
competition among common carriers and entirely sweep away th 
tection the people of this State and of the country have against s 
oles: Now, therefore, 

Be it resolved bythe legislature of the State of Minnesota, That Senators 





and Representatives in Congress be, and the ‘ <7 to use 
all their influence and all honorable means to defeat such bill and to prevent 
it being enacted into a law. 





‘ea herepy 











Resotved, That a copy of the above preamble and resolution be sent by the 
governor of the State to our Senators and Representatives in Congress 
STATE OF MINNESOTA, Department of State: 

I, Albert Berg, secretary of state of the State of Minnesota, do hereby 
certify that I have compared the ann l copy with the original joint reso- 
lution, being senate file No. 37 in my « » of senate file No. 37, bemg a joint 
resolution relating to the railroad pooling bill now pending int United 
States Senate, and that said copy is a true and correct transcript of said orig- 





inal resohution, as filed February 4, 1895, and of the whole thereof 
In testimony whereof I have hereunto set my hand ar 

seal of the State at the capitol in St. Paul, this 8th day } 
(SEAL. } ALBERT BF 


Mr. SHERMAN presented a petition of brar 









for the establishment of branch hydrograplic offices at each 
the principal lake ports; which was referred to the Committee o 
Commerce. 

He also presented a petition of 14 members of 


the bar of the 


northern district of Ohio, praying for the appointment of an ad- 
ditional circuit judge for that circuit; which was referred 1 16 


Committee on the Judiciary. 

He also presented petitions of 91 citizens of Congress, of 47 
citizens of Bolivar, of 75 citizens of Forest, of 60 citizens of Fitch- 
ville, and of 40 citizens of Armstrong, all in the St: f O} 





praying for the adoption of an amendment to the Constitution 
of the United States, providing that ‘no State shall grant the 


right of franchise to any person who is not a citizen of the 
United States;” which were referred to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

Fie also presented petitions of 91 citizens of Congress, of 47 citi- 


zens of Bolivar, of 75 citizens of Forest, of 40 citizens of Arm- 
strong, and of 43 citizens of Lowellville, all in the Stat Ohio, 
praying for the adoption of an amendment to the Constitution of 
the United States to prevent the appropriation of moneys for s 


tarian purposes; which were referred to the Committee on the 
diciary. 
Mr. DUBOTS. 


I present a joint memorial of the legislature of 
the State of Idaho, remonstrating against the passage of House 
bill 8504 to improve the public surveys, and for other purposes 
I ask that the memorial be read, and that it lie on the table 


The memorial was read, and ordered to lie on the 
lows: 





Senate joint memorial No. 3.—By Day 
To the honorable the Senate and House of Representatives 
in Congress ass yPled 

Your memoralists, the legislature of the Stateof Idahe. would respectfu lly 
bat urgently protest against the passage of the bill H. R. 85. a bi n 
prove the public surveys and other purposes, or any other measur he 
abolition of the office of surveyor-general and the United States la ices 
in the several public-land States. 

In the opinion of your memorialists, the enactment of any st law would 
be destructive of the best interests of the people resident in Sta 








Approved February 4, 1895. 
WILLIAM J. McCONNELL, ¢ 


EXECUTIVE DEPARTMENT, Secretary's 

I, Isaac W. Garrett, secretary of the State of Ida 
the annexed is a full, true, and complete transcrip 
No. 3, which was filed im this office the 4th day of F: 
admitted to record. 

In testimony whereof I have hereunto set my! 1 al 
seal of the State. Done at Boise City, the capital of Ida 
February, A. D. 1895. 
[SEAL. 






laffixed the great 
this 4th day of 
IL W. GARRETT, Secreta 


-y of State. 
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Mr. MARTIN. I present a copy of a resolution passed by the 
legislature of the State of Kansas. My colleague stated the sub- 
stance of it. I send the resolution to the desk and ask that it be 
read and referred to the Committee on Privileges and Elections. 

The resolution was read, and referred to the Committee on 
Privileges and Elections, as follows: 

House concurrent resolution No. 7. 
Resolved by the house of representatives of the State of Kansas (the senate 
concurring therein), That our Senators in the United States Senate and our 
Members of Congress be, and they are hereby, requested to support an 


amendment to the Constitution of the United States providing for the elec- 
tion of United States Senators by a direct vote of the people. 


Mr. BATE presented a petition in the form of resolutions 
adopted at a meeting of bankers of Nashville, Tenn., praying for 
the enactment of legislation granting;to the sugar growers of the 
United States a compensating bounty on the crops of 1894; which 
was referred to the Committee on Appropriations. 

Mr. BUTLER presented resolutions adopted at a meeting of the 
Young Men’s Business League, of Charleston, 8S. C., favoring the 
provisions contained in the President’s recent message and pray- 
ing for the enactment of legislation which will carry out his 
views; which were referred to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. HARRIS. I present a petition in the form of resolutions 
from the Order of Railway Conductors of America, of Memphis, 
Tenn., praying that railroad companies be prohibited from dis- 
criminating against employees or applicants for employment by 
reason of their membership in labor organizations. I move that 
the petition be referred to the Committee on Education and Labor. 

The motion was agreed to. 


tanooga, Tenn., requesting that an additional circuit judge be al- 
lowed in the sixth judicial circuit. I move that the petition be 
referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. LODGE presented petitions of Shoemakers’ International 
Union, No. 105, of Brockton; of Granite Cutters’ National Union 
of Quincy, and of Iron Molders’ Union, No. 129, of Boston, all in 
the State of Massachusetts, praying for the passage of House bill 
No. 5608, to ameliorate the condi 
were ordered to lie on the table. 


Mr. HILL presented a petition of the Chamber of Commerce | 


of New York, praying for the enactment of legislation providing 


for the reorganization of the consular and diplomatic service; | 


which was referred to the Committee on Foreign Relations. 

He also presented a petition of the Chamber of Commerce of 
New York, praying that an appropriation of $45,000 be made for 
the building of an additional second tug for the protection of the 
harbor and its tributaries at that port; which was referred to the 
Committee on Appropriations. 

Mr. HANSBROUGH. I present a memorial of the board of 
county commissioners of Rolette aaa: N. Dak., remon- 
strating against the passage of Senate bill No. 2011 to provide for 
the relinquishment the Turtle Mountain Band of Pembina 
Chippewa Indians to the United States of the title to certain un- 
ceded lands in the State of North Dakota, as it would be a hard- 
ship and injustice to the many settlers in that county. 

I will state, Mr. President, that this memorial was sent me 
at the end of the last session of Congress, but I have not had an 
opportunity to present it until now. I move that the memorial 
be referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. HANSBROUGH presented a petition of sundry citizens 
residing on the Fort Rice Military Reservation, situated in the 
counties of Morton, Emmons, and Burleigh, in the State of North 
Dakota, praying for the enactment of legislation opening this 
reservation to actual settlement under the homestead laws of the 
United States; which was referred to the Committee on Public 
Lands. 

Mr. HOAR presented a memorial of the New England Board of 
Trade, remonstrating against the passage of the so-called Bailey 
bankruptcy bill; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented the petition of R. M. Fairfield and 6 other 
citizens of Fairfield, Mass., praying for the enactment of legisla- 
tion granting a compensating bounty upon the sugar crops of 
1894; which was referred to the Committee on Appropriations. 

He also presented a petition of the Republican Club of Massa- 
chusetts, praying that an appropriation be made to enlarge the 
dry dock at Charlestown, Mass., todimensions sufficient to receive 
the battle ship Massachusetts and merchant steamers of the first 
class; which was referred to the Committee on See 

He also presented a petition of the Commercial Club of Boston, 
Mass., praying that an appropriation be made tc defray the ex- 
pense of enlarging the old dry dock in Boston Harbor and for the 
construction of a new one; which was referred to the Committee 
on Appropriations. 

Mr. ALLEN presented a petition of 2,485 voters in the State of 
Alabama, praying for a republican form of government; which 
was referred to the Committee on Privileges and Elections. 





} A pul | mit a report thereon. 
tion of American seamen; which | 





SOUTHERN UTE INDIANS. 
Mr. JONES of Arkansas submitted the following report: 


The committee of conference on the d reeing votes of the two Houses on 
the amendments of the Senate to the bill ( fi. R. 6792) to disapprove the treaty 
heretofore made with the Southern Ute Indians to be removed to the Terri- 
tory of Utah, and providing for settling them down in severalty where they 
may so elect and are qualified, and to settle all those not electing to take lands 
in severalty on the west 40 miles of present reservation and in portions of 
New Mexico, and for other purposes, and to carry out the provisions of the 
treaty with said Indians June 15, 1880, having met, after full and free confer- 
ence, have agreed to recommend and do recommend to their respective — 
Houses as follows: 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendments of tho 
Senate and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: 

Add as a new section: 

“Sxc. 6. That the foregoing provisions of this act shall take effect only upon 
the acceptance thereof and consent thereto by a majority of all the male 
adult Indians now located or residing upon the reservation, which accept- 
ance shall be at once obtained under such regulations as the Secretary of the 
Interior may prescribe.” 

And the Senate agree to the same. 

JAMES K. JONES, 

W.N. ROACH, 

R. F. PETTIGREW, 
Managers on the part of the Senate. 

W. S. HOLMAN, 

THOS. LYNCH, 

CHARLES CURTIS, 
Managers on the part of the House, 

The report was concurred in. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 
Mr. PEFFER, from the Committee on Agriculture and For- 


| estry, reported an amendment intended to be proposed to the ag- 


_ ricultural appropriation bill; which was referred to the Committee 
Mr. HARRIS. Ialso present a telegram from the bar of Chat- | 


on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 

He also, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was re- 
ferred the bill (H. R. 3988) granting a pension to Marrilla Parsons, 
of Detroit, Mich., reported it without amendment, and submitted 


| a report thereon. 


Mr. PALMER. Iam instructed by the Committee on Pensions, 
to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 5377) granting a pension to 
Richard B. Knight, to report it without amendment and to sub- 
I will state that a bill substantially like 
this has passed the two Houses heretofore, in which a mere verbal 
mistake has been discovered, and this is to correct a typographical 
error in that bill. I hope the bill may be disposed of at this time. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Illinois asks unani- 
mous consent for the present consideration of the bill reported by 
him. 

Mr. CALL. Mr. President 

Mr.PALMER. I hope the Senator from Florida will allow the 
report to be read. He will see at once that the bill is merely to 
correct a verbal mistake. 

Mr. CALL. I hope the Senator will not ask to have the bill con- 
sidered at this time, but will allow the morning business to be 
gone through with. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Objection is made, and the bill will 
be placed on the Calendar. 

Mr. PALMER, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was 
referred the bill (H.R.5260) granting an increase of pension to 
Thomas Corigan, reported it without amendment, and submitted 
a report thereon. 

Mr. HILL, from the Committee on the Judiciary, to whom was 
referred the bill (S. 2688) to provide for the striking of juries in 
the District of Columbia, reported it without amendment. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the 
bill (S. 2424) regulating the procedure in criminal causes in the 
States of North and South Dakota, reported it without amend- 





ment. 

Mr. PETTIGREW, from the Committee on Public Lands, to 
whom was referred an amendment submitted by Mr. Hans- 
BROUGH on the 8th instant intended to be proposed to the sundry 
civil appropriation bill, reported favorably thereon and moved 
that it be referred to the Committee on Appropriations and 
printed; which was agreed to. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas, from the Committee on Indian Affairs, 
reported an amendment intended to be proposed to the Indian ap- 
propriation bill; which was referred to the Committee on Appro- 
priations, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. QUAY, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was re- 
ferred the bill (H. R. 5642) granting a pension to Elizabeth Brower, 
a hospital nurse during the war of the rebellion, reported it with- 
out amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 


ENGROSSMENT AND ENROLLMENT OF BILLS. 


Mr. GORMAN, from the Committee on Printing, reported tho 
following concurrent resolution; which was considered by unan- 
imous consent, and agreed to: 

Resolved by the Senate (the House of Representatives concurring), That durin 
the last ten days of any session of Congress the engrossing and enrolling o: 
bills ant oe resolutions by printing, as provided for in the concurrent res- 
olution adopted by the a hird Congress, first session, November 1, 1893, 
may be s nded, and said bills and joint resolutions may be written b 
hand when in the judgment of the Joint Committee on Printing it is deem 
necessary. 
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REPORT OF STRIKE COMMISSION. 


Mr. GORMAN. The Committee on Printing, to whom was re- 
ferred a concurrent resolution submitted by the Senator from In- 
diana [Mr. VoorHEES], December 10, 1894, for the printing of the 
report of the United States Strike Commission on the Chicago 
strike of June and July, 1894, direct me to report it back with an 
amendment in the nature of a substitute. I ask unanimous con- 
sent that it may be considered at this time. i 

By unanimous consent, the Senate proceeded to consider the 
concurrent resolution, which was read, as follows: 


Resolved by the Senate (the House of Representatives concurring), That there 
be printed, bound in cloth, and properly wrapped for mailing, 20,000 extra 
copies of the report on the Chicago strike‘of June and July, 1894, by the U nited 
States Strike Commission appointed by the President July 26, 1894; 10,000 copies 
for the use of the House of Representatives, 5,000 copies for the use of the Sen- 
ate, and 5,000 copies for the use of the Department of Labor. 

The amendment of the Committee on Printing was to strike 
out all after the resolving clause and insert the following: 

That there be printed of the report on the Chicago strike of June and J uly, 
1894, of the United States Strike Commission, appointed by the President July 
26, 1894, 10,500 extra copies, in paper covers, without appendices, of which num- 
ber 2,500 shall be for the use of the Senate, 5,000 for the use of the House of 
Representatives, and 3,000 for the use of the Department of Labor; also 5,000 
extra copies of said report, with appendices,in paper covers, of which num- 
ber 1,000 shall be for the use of the Senate, 2,000 for the use of the House, and 
2,000 for the use of the Department of Labor. 

The amendment was agreed to. 


The concurrent resolution as amended was agreed to. 
EXTRADITION OF GENERAL EZETA. 


Mr. GORMAN, from the Committee on Printing, reported the 
following order; which was considered by unanimous consent, and 
agreed to: 

Ordered, That the arguments of counsel and decision of the court in the ex- 
tradition case of General Ezeta, together with the brief on behalf of the refu- 
gees as an appendix, be printed. 

ABANDONED FORT M’KINNEY MILITARY RESERVATION. 

Mr. CAREY. I am instructed by the Committee on Public 
Lands, to whom was referred the bill (S. 2409) granting certain 
lands in the abandoned military reservation at Fort McKinney, 
Johnson County, Wyo., to the State of Wyoming for public pur- 
poses, to report it with an amendment. 
for the present consideration of the bill. 

Mr.CALL. I hopethe Senator will not make that request. Let 
us go through with the morning business. 

Mr. CAREY. I will inform the Senator from Florida that it 
will not take two minutes to pass the bill. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the present con- 
sideration of the bill? 

Mr. CALL. If Ishould consent to the request of the Senator 
from Wyoming there would be a great many other Senators who 
would make similar requests, and I am anxious that the resolu- 
tion heretofore submitted by me, which has been before the Senate 
for some time, shall be voted upon. The Senator can present 
his report at a later time and secure consideration of the bill. 

Mr. CAREY. Iam afraid the Senator’s resolution will remain 
before the Senate for some time. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Objection being made, the bill will 
be placed on the Calendar. 


ST. JOSEPH HARBOR, MICHIGAN, 


Mr. FRYE. Iam directed by the Committee on Commerce, to 
whom was referred the joint resolution (H. Res. 261) authorizing 
the Secretary of War to expend a portion of the appropriation 
made in the river and harbor act of 1894 for St. Joseph Har- 
bor, in the State of Michigan, to complete the connection between 
St. Joseph Harbor and Benton Harbor, to report it with an amend- 


ment. I ask unanimous consent that it may now be considered. 
Mr.CALL. I hope the Senator will not ask that. 
Mr. FRYE. It will not take a minute. 
Mr.CALL. I have objected in other cases. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Florida ob- 
ject? 
. Mr.CALL. I do not object in this case on the assurance of the 


Senator that the bill will not occupy time. 

By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the joint resolution, which was re- 

yorted from the Committee on Commerce with an amendment, in 

fine 3, after the word ‘‘ authorized,” to insert ‘‘ in his discretion,” 
so as to make the joint resolution read: 

Resolved, etc., That the Secretary of War be, and he is, authorized, in his 
discretion, to apply so much of the appropriation for the improvement of St. 
Joseph Harbor, in the State of Michigan, made in the river and harbor act 
of 1894, as may in his judgment be necessary to complete the connection be- 
tween St. Joseph Harbor and Benton Harbor in said State of Michigan. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The joint resolution was reported to the Senate as amended, and 
the amendment was concurred in. 

The amendment was ordered to be engrossed, and the joint res- 
olution to be read a third time. 

The joint resolution was read the third time, and passed. 


I ask unanimous consent | 


COMMITTEE ON INDIAN AFFAIRS. 


Mr. PETTIGREW, from the Committee on Indian Affairs, to 
whom was referred the following resolution, submitted by him- 
self on the 8th instant, reported it without amendment and moved 
that it be referred to the Committee to Audit and Control the 
Contingent Expenses of the Senate; which was agreed to: 

Resolved, That the Committee on Indian Affairs be instructed, as now con- 
stituted, either by full committee or such subcommittee or committees as 
may be appointed by the chairman thereof, with the full power of such com- 
mittee to continue during the coming recess of Congress the investigations 
authorized by the resolutions of May 13, 1890, and February 27, 1891, with the 
authority and in the manner and tothe extent provided in said resolutions, 
and in the pursuance of such investigations to visit the several Indian reser- 
vations, Indian schools supported in whole or in part by the Government, 
and the Five Nations in the Indian Territory, or any reservation where, in 
the opinion of said committee, it may be necessary to extend their investiga- 
tions. 

Second. That said committee or subcommittee shall have power tosend for 
persons and papers, to administer oaths, and to examine witnesses under 
oath touching the matters which they are hereby empowered to investigate, 
and may hold their sessions during the recess of the Senate at such piace or 
places as they may determine; and the necessary and proper expense in- 
curred in the execution of this order shall be paid out of the contingent fun 
of the Senate upon vouchers approved by the chairman of said committee. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas subsequently reported the resolution 
without amendment from the Committee to Audit and Control 
the Contingent Expenses of the Senate; and it was placed on the 

| Calendar. 
BILLS INTRODUCED. 


Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon introduced a bill (S. 2741) to in- 
crease the pension of Maj. Gen. Julius H.Stahel; which was read 
twice by its title, and, with the accompanying papers, referred to 
the Committee on Pensions. 

| Mr.SHERMAN introduced a bill (S. 2742) providing for an ad- 

ditional circuit judge in the sixth judicial circuit, and for other 

purposes; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 

Committee on the Judiciary. 

| Mr. WOLCOTT introduced a bill (S. 2743) for the relief of James 
G. Field; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Naval Affairs. 

Mr. HOAR introduced a bill (S. 2744) granting a pension to Mrs. 
| Ann M. Madden; which was read twice by its title, and, with the 
accompanying papers, referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. VEST introduced a bill (S. 2745) toauthorize the Postmaster- 
General to refund to Volley P. Hart, postmaster at Sedalia, Mo., 
moneys sent him by the Post-Office Department for disbursement 
and lost by the failure of the First National Bank of Sedalia; which 
was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Post- 
Offices and Post-Roads. 

Mr. BATE introduced a bill (S. 2746) granting an increase of 
pension to Napoleon B. Breedlove; which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

LITIGATION AGAINST PACIFIC RAILROADS. 


Mr. PETTIGREW. I introduce a joint resolution and ask that 
it be read at length. 

The joint resolution (S. R.132) authorizing the employment of 
counsel for the purpose of bringing suits against the directors and 
stockholders of the Union and Central Pacific railroads was read 
the first time by its title, and the second time at length, as follows: 


Joint resolution authorizing the employment of counsel for the purpose of 
bringing suits against the directors and stockholders of the Union and Cen- 


| tral Pacific railroads. 
Resolved by the Senate and House of Representatives, etc., That the Presi- 


dent is hereby requested to employ counsel for the purpose of bringing suits 
against the directors and stockholders of the Union ond Central Pacific rail- 
roads who received the stock of said roads without paying cash for the same; 
also to recover from the directors, officers, and stockholders of said roads 
such sums of money as were stolen by them or diverted and converted to 
any unlawful purpose, and therefore not placed in the sinking fund as re- 
quired by law; and the President is hereby authorized to pay to said attor- 
neys the sum of 5 per cent of all sums recovered from said directors or stock- 
holders. The Attorney-General is also directed to foreclose the mortgage of 
the Government on said roads at the earliest possible date, and to take steps 
to pay off the prior incumbrance on said roads and to use the sinking fund 
for that pu ; toascertain the amount of money belonging to the Union 
Pacific and Central Pacific railroads that has been Srvantedl in branch lines, 
and the amount of bonds and stock of other companies now the property of 
said roads, and to take steps to secure the Government interest therein; to 
ascertain the amount of land now the property of suid roads and recover the 
same or protect the Government interest in connection therewith. 

_SEc. 2. That for the purpose of carrying out the provisions of this resolu- 
tion the sum of $100,000 is hereby appropriated out of any moneys in the 
Treasury not otherwise eppropetated. 


Mr. PETTIGREW. I ask that the joint resolution be printed 
and lie upon the table. I wish hereafter to submit some few 
remarks in connection therewith. 

I wish to say at this time that I shall furnish to the Senate a list 
of the stockholders who haye converted the stocks of these com- 
panies, and also the amounts for which they are liable. 

I shall also furnish to the Senate a list of the securities, bonds, 
and stock of the branch lines which are the property of the Union 
and Central Pacific railroads. 

I think that the management of these roads has been a disgrace 
to American civilization, and while I think it is not worse than 
the management of most of the railroads which have been built 
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in this country, still I think that it is the duty of Congress in this 
case to correct the evil. 

At some future time I shall undertake to show the Senate the 
methods practiced by other railroad companies in this country to 
rob their stockholders and bondholders in reorganizing corpora- 
tions, and I think I can demonstrate that if there is any fear with 
regard to the bonds and stocks of American corporations it does 
not result from any fear in relation to our currency, but rather 
to the rascality of the manipulators of these properties, residing 
almost entirely in Eastern cities and having the center of their 
operations in Wall street. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The joint resolution will lie on the 
table, at the request of the Senator from South Dakota. 


AMENDMENTS TO BILLS. 


Mr. BUTLER submitted an amendment intended to be pro- 
posed by bim to the Indian appropriation bill; which was ordered 
to be printed and, with the accompanying paper, referred to the 
Committee on Indian Affairs. 

He also submitted an amendment intended to be proposed by 
him to the sundry civil appropriation bill; which was referred to 
the Committee on Territories, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. CAMERON submitted an amendment intended to be pro- 
posed by him to the bill (8.2297) to provide for the restatement, 
readjustment, settlement, and payment of dues to army officers in 
certain cases; which was ordered to lie on the table and be printed. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon submitted an amendment intended 
to be proposed by him to the deficiency appropriation bill; which 
was referred to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads, 
and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. WHITE submitted an amendment intended to be proposed 
by him to the sundry civil nepregen bill; which was referred 
to the Committee on Public Lands, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. BATE submitted an amendment intended to be proposed 
by him to the agricultural appropriation bill; which was referred 
to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. TURPIE submitted an amendment intended to be proposed 
by him to the Indian appropriation bill; which was referred to 
the Committee on Indian Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

BIMETALLISM AND GOLD BONDS. 

Mr. HILL submitted the following concurrent resolution; which 
was read: 

Resolved (if the House of Representatives concurs), That it is the sense of 
Congress that the true policy of the Government requires that its efforts 
should be steadily directed to the establishment of a safe systemof bimetal- 
lism, wherein gold and silver may be maintained at a parity, and every dol- 
lar coined may be the equal in value and power of every other dollar coined 
or issued by the United States; but if our efforts to establish or maintain 
such bimetallism shall not be wholly successful, and if for any reason our 
silver coin shall not hereafter be at parity with gold coin and the equal 
thereof in value and power in the market and in the payment of debts, then 
it is hereby declared that the bonds of the United States now or hereafter 
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issued which by their terms are payable in ccin, shall nevertheless be paid 
im standard geld dollars, it being the policy of the United States that its 
creditors shall at all times be paid in the best money in use. 


Mr. HILL. I desire the immediate consideration of the reso- 
lution. 

Mr. BUTLER. Let the resolution go over. I object to its 
present consideration. 

Mr. STEWART. Iam ready to make some remarks upon the 
resolution at this time. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from New York has the 
floor. 

Mr. HILL. I ask that the resolution may go over, and be 


printed. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The resolution will go over under 
the rule, and be printed. 


GOLD PURCHASES. 


Mr. STEWART submitted the following concurrent resolu- 
tion; which was read: 

Resolved by the Senate (the House of Representatives concurring therein), 
That there is no authority of law to buy ead coin in preference tosilver coin 
for any purpose whatever. 


Mr. STEWART. Iask that the resolution may lie over until 
to-morrow morning. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The resolution will go over under 
the rule. 
Mr. STEWART. I will be likely to make some remarks upon 
it to-morrow morning. 
PRESIDENTIAL APPROVALS, 


A message from the President of the United States, by Mr. O. L. 
Prupven, one of his secretaries, announced that the President had 
on the 8th instant approved and signed the following acts: _ 

An act (S. 1478) providing for an additional circuit judge in the 
seventh judicial circuit, and for other purposes; ; 

An act (S. 1135) granting a pension to Mrs. Katharine Todd 
Crittenden; : 

An act (8. 2618) for the relief of Grace Roberts, doctor of medi- 
cine; and 


An act (S. 2562) to authorize the city of Charlotte, N. C., to 
beautify and use as a public park the United States mint property 
in said city under rules and regulations prescribed by the Secre- 
tary of the Treasury. 

The message also announced that the President of the United 
States had on the 9th instant approved and signed the act (S. 2735) 
for the immediate relief of the suffering poor of the District of Co- 
lumbia. 

HOUSE BILL REFERRED. 


me. 


The joint resolution (H. Res. 278) extending from March 1, 1895, 
to the 15th day of April, 1895, the time for making returns of in- 
comes for the year 1894 was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Finance. 


REGULATIONS RESPECTING FUR SEALS. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate the following 
message from the President of the United States; which was read, 
and, on motion of Mr. MorGAN, with the accompanying papers, 
referred to the Committee on Foreign Relations, and ordered to 
be printed: 

To the Senate: 
; = the 8th day of January I received a copy of the following Senate reso- 
ution: 

“ Resolved, That the President be requested, if not incompatible with the 
public interests, to communicate tothe Senate all reports, documents, and 
other papers, including logs of vessels, relating to the enforcement of tho 
regulations respecting fur seals adopted by the Governments of the United 
States and Great Britain. in accordance with the decision of the tribunal of 
arbitration, convened at Paris, and the resolutions under which said reports 
are required to be made, as well asrelating to the number of seals taken dur- 
ing the season of 18% by pelagic hunters and by the lessees of the Pribilof 
and Commander islands; also, relating to the steps which may have been 
taken to extend the said regulations to the Asiatic waters of the North Pa- 
cific Ocean and Bering Sea and to secure the concurrence of other nations in 
said regulations; and, further, ail papers not heretofore published, including 
communications of the agent of the United States before said tribunal at 
Paris, relating to the claims of the British Government on account of the 
seizure of the sealing vessels in Bering Sea.” 

In compliance with said request I herewith transmit sundry papers, docu- 
ments, and reports which have been returned to me by the Secretary of State. 
the Secretary of the Treasury, and the Secretary of the Navy, to whom said 
resolution was referred. I am not in possession of any further information 
touching the various subjects embodied in such resolution. 

It will be seen from a letter of the Secretary of the Navy, accompanying 
the papers and documents sent from his Department, that it is impossible to 
furnish at this time the complete log books of some of the naval vessels re- 
ferred to in the resolution, but I venture to express the hope that the reports 
of the commanders of such vessels herewith submitted will be found to con- 
tain in substance so much of the matters recorded in said log books as are 
important in answering the inquiries addressed to me by the Senate. 

GROVER CLEVELAND. 

EXECUTIVE MANSION, February 11, 1895. 

HISTORICAL MUSEUM, DES MOINES, IOWA. 


Mr.ALLISON. Iask unanimous consent for the present con- 
sideration of the bill (58.2589) granting cannon to the Historical 
Museum, Des Moines, Iowa. 

Mr.CALL. I hope the Senator will not press that. 
ject to the consideration of the bill. 

Mr. ALLISON. If the bill takes more than a minute I will 
withdraw it. 

Mr. CALL. If the Senator in charge of the Post-Office appro- 
priation bill will not callit up for a time, I will give way. 

Mr. ALLISON. I will acree to an additional minute. 

Mr. CALL. Very well, then, I shall give way. 

By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill (S. 2589) granting cannon 
to the Historical Museum, Des Moines, lowa, which was reported 
from the Committee on Military Affairs with an amendment, in 
line 6, after the word ‘‘one,” to insert ‘‘condemned;” so as to 
make the bill read: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Navy be, and is hereby, author- 
ized and directed to supply the lowa Historical Museum, Des Moines, lowa, 
on the request of the governor, with two condemned cannon and one con- 
demned seacoast mortar from the Portsmouth Navy-Yard, N. H., the State 
of Iowa to pay all the expenses of transportation, etc. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 

HEIRS OF CATHARINE P. CULVER. 

Mr. PASCO. There is a message from the House of Represent- 
atives on the table of the Vice-President which I ask may be laid 
before the Senate at this time. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate the action of the 
House of isagreeing to the amendments of the 


I must ob- 


Representatives, di 
Senate to the bill (H. R. 684) for the relief of the heirs of the late 
Mrs. Catharine P. Culver, and asking for a conference with the 
Senate on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses thereon. 

Mr. PASCO. I move that the Senate insist on its amendments 
disagreed to by the House of Representatives, and agree to the 
conference asked by the House. 

The motion was agreed to. 

By unanimous consent, the Vice-President was authorized to 
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appoint the conferees on the part of the Senate, and Mr. Pasco, 
Mr. MircHe. of Oregon, and Mr. ALLEN were appointed. 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. T. O. 
TOWLEs, its Chief Clerk, announced that the House had agreed 
to the amendment of the Senate to the bill (H. R.397) to provide 
for the erection of a Government building at Chicago, DL. 

ENROLLED BILL SIGNED. 


The message also announced that the Speaker of the House had 
signed the enrolled bill (H. R.397) to provide for the erection of 
a Government building at Chicago, Il.; and it was thereupon 
signed by the Vice-President. 

MINERAL LANDS IN MONTANA AND IDAHO. 


Mr. GORMAN. A few days since I entered a motion to recon- 
sider the vote by which House bill 3476, known as the mineral 
land bill, was passed. The Senatorin charge of the bill and others 
interested in it desire to make certain amendments to it. Iask 
that my motion may be now considered. 

Mr. CALL. I object to the consideration of anything other 
than morning business at this time. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. There is objection. 

Mr. DUBOIS. I ask the Senator from Florida if he will not 
withdraw his objection for a few moments to the consideration of 
the bill? It is a very important matter. 

Mr. GORMAN. My motionis only for the reconsideration of a 
bill. 

Mr. CALL. I do not object to that. 

Mr. GORMAN. I understand the Senator from Florida not to 
object. 

Mr. BERRY. I can indicate where the proposed amendments 
should come in. 

Mr. GORMAN. I trust the bill will be laid before the Senate 
by unanimous consent. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the present con- 
sideration of the motion heretofore entered by the Senator from 
Maryland for the reconsideration of the vote by which the bill 
was read the third time and passed? 

Mr. PLATT. What is the bill? 

Mr. GORMAN. It is House bill 3476, relating to mineral lands. 

Mr. PLATT. The one relating to the Northern Pacific Rail- 
road lands? 

Mr. BERRY and Mr. GORMAN. Yes. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on the motion of the 
Senator from Maryland to reconsider the vote by which the bill 
(H. R. 3476) to provide for the examination and classification of 
certain mineral lands in the States of Montana and Idaho was read 
the third time and passed. 

The motion to reconsider was agreed to. 

Mr. BERRY. After the word ‘‘ expenses,” in line 20, section 2, 
I move the amendment which I send to the desk. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment will be stated. 

The Secretary. After the word ‘‘expenses,” in line 20, of sec- 
tion 2, on page 2, it is proposed to insert: 

But the total amount of compensation to be paid to each commissioner an- 
nually shall in no case exceed the sum of $2,500. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. BERRY. Im line 16 of section on page 3, after the 
words “provided for,” I move to strike out all down to and in- 
cluding the word ‘“‘ party,” in line 18. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. On page 3, section 2, it is proposed to strike 
out all after the words ‘‘ provided for,” in line 16, down to and 
including the word ‘‘ party,” in line 18, as follows: 
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Not more than two of the commissioners in any one district shall be ap- 
pointed from the same political party. 

Mr. HOAR. Is that an office which is proposed to be created? 
I do not approve of putting such provisions in our statutes. 

Mr. BERRY. It is to strike out the provision which has been 
read. 

Mr. HOAR. I beg pardon; I thought it was to insert. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. BERRY. After the word “located,” in line 6, section 5, 
pxge 6, I move to insert what I send to the desk. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment will be stated. 

The Secretary. After the word ‘“‘ located,” in line 6, section 5, 
page 6, it is proposed to insert: 


And in one newspaper published in the capitals of Montana and Idaho. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. BERRY. After the word ‘ Provided,” in line 24, section 5, 
page 6, I move to strike out the remainder of the section, and in- 
sert in lieu thereof what I ask to have read. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment will be stated. 

The Secretary. It is proposed to strike out all after the word 
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‘*Provided,” in line 24 of section 5, on page 6, down to and includ- 
ing the word ‘‘ lands,” in line 6, on page 7, as follows: 

That at such hearings the United States district attorney or his assistants 
for the judicial district in which the land is situated shall appear and defend 
the interests of the United States, and for such service he shall receive com- 
pensation not exceeding $15 per day for each day’s actual service before the 
register and receiver, to be paid out of the fund provided for the examination 
and classification of said mineral! lands, 

And insert: 

That at such hearings the United States shall be represented and defended 
by the United States district attorney, or his assistants, for the judicial dis- 
trict in which the land is situated, or by some proper officer of the Interior 
Department, detailed by the Secretary of the Interior for that purpose, who 
shall receive a compensation not exceeding $10 per day for each day’s actual 
service before the register and receiver, to be paid out of the fund provided 
for the examination and classification of said mineral lands. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The amendments were ordered to be engrossed, and the bill to 
be read a third time. 

The bill was read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. BERRY. I move that the Senate request a conference 
with the House of Representatives on the bill and amendments. 

The motion was agreed to. 

By unanimous consent, the Vice-President was authorized to 
appoint the conferees on the part of the Senate; and Mr. Berry, 
Mr. Power, and Mr. DuBois were appointed. 

AMENDMENT OF INTERSTATE-COMMERCE 

Mr. BLACKBURN. Mr. President 

Mr. BUTLER. The Senator from Kentucky very kindly yields 
to me to make a statement. I desire to give notice that after the 
disposition of the Post-Office appropriation bill I shal! call up the 
resolution which I offered a few days ago to take up for consid- 
eration House bill 7273, amending the interstate-commerce law, 
with a view of submitting some remarks in reference to the matter. 

POST-OFFICE APPROPRIATION BILL. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. I move that the Senate now proceed to the 
consideration of the bill making appropriations for the postal serv- 
ice for the next fiscal year. 

Mr. ALLEN. I hope the Senator from Kentucky will permit 
me to occupy the floor for the purpose of presenting the matter in 
regard to the late election in Alabama. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. I ask the Senator from Nebraska how 
much time he wants? 

Mr. ALLEN. I think I can probably submit all I desire to say 
by half past 3 o'clock. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. Under the instructions I have from the 
Committee on Appropriations I can not, though I should like to 
accede to the request of the Senator from Nebraska. 

Mr. ALLEN. Itis avery important measure. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. Three weeks from this day the present 
Congress dies. We have seven or eight general appropriation 
bills yet untouched by the Senate, the Post-Office appropriation 
bill being one of them, and my mstructions from the Committee 
on Appropriations are to utilize every moment of time that can pos- 
sibly be had until this bill shall have been disposed of. 

Mr. ALLEN. Mr. President 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agrecing to the 
motion of the Senator from Kentucky that the Senate proceed to 
the consideration of the bill (H. R.8272) making appropriations 
for the service of the Post-Office Department for the fiscal year 
ending June 30, 1896. The motion is not debatable. The Chair 
will hear the motion of the Senator from Nebraska, however. 

Mr. ALLEN. I desire to offer an amendment to the motion to 
the effect that we proceed now to the consideration of the reso- 
» of Alabama. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair can not entertain the mo- 
tion of the Senator from Nebraska [Mr. ALLEN]. The question is 
on agreeing to the motion of the Senator from Kentucky | Mr. 
BLACKBURN] that the Senate proceed to the consideration of the 
Post-Office appropriation bill. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate, as in Committee of 
the Whole, proceeded to consider the bill (H. R. 8272) making ap- 
propriations for the service of the Post-Office Department for the 
fiscal year ending June 30, 1896, which had been reported from 
the Committee on Appropriations with amendments. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. lask that the first formal reading of the 
bill be dispensed with, and that the amendments reported by the 
Committee on Appropriations be considered and disposed of as they 
are reached in the reading of the bill and before other amendments 
are acted upon. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. If there be no objection, that course 
will be pursued. The reading of the bill will proceed. 

The Secretary proceeded to read the bill. The first amendment 
of the Committee on Approp~iations was, on page 3, line 11, before 
the word “‘ thousand,” to strixe out ‘‘ twelve” and insert “‘ fifteen;” 
so as to make the clause read: 


For printing facing slips and cutting same, card slide-labels, blanks and 
of an urgent nature for the postal service, $15,000. 
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The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 4, line 15, after the word 
‘‘ million,” to strike out ‘‘one ” and insert ‘‘ two;” so as to read: 

For railway post Office car service, $3,205,000. 


Mr. CHANDLER. I suppose this increased sum is proposed by 
the committee in connection with the amendment which follows, 
inserting the words ‘‘ said sum shall be expended under the direc- 
tion and in the discretion of the Postmaster-General?” 

Mr. BLACKBURN. Iwill sayto the Senator from New Hamp- 
shire that the estimate of the Department was for $3,205,000. The 
other House reduced it by $100,000. The Postmaster-General 
came before the committee and satisfied the committee that unless 
the amount estimated for was appropriated, that is, unless there 
was an increase of $100,000 made, it would cripple the service to 
that extent. 

Mr. CHANDLER. ThenI understand from the Senator from 
Kentucky that the increase from $3,105,000 to $3,205,000 is merely 
to restore an estimate of the Department and has no reference to 
the extraordinary provision which follows this clause. That being 
the case, I make no objection to the adoption of the amendment. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment of the Committee on Appropriations. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment of the Committee on Appropriations was, 
on page 4, line 16,in the provision for railway post-office car 
service, after the word ‘‘dollars,” to insert: 

Said sum shall be expended under the direction and im the discretion of the 
Postmaster-General, and any provision of existing law in conflict herewith 
is hereby repealed. 

Mr. LODGE. I make the point of order against the amend- 
ment that it proposes general legislation of the most extensive 
kind, repealing all existing laws relating to the Railway Mail 
Service, setting aside the present policy of establishing mail routes 
by law, and putting the whole matter in the discretion of the 
Postmaster-General. It seems to me there could be no more gen- 
eral legislation than that. Without pausing to discuss the merits 
of the question, I simply make the point of order that the amend- 
ment proposes general legislation and is out of order on an appro- 
priation biil. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. Mr. President, I desire to correct the 
statement made by the Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. Lop@r]. 
If he will read the proposed committee amendment he will see his 
error. It does not propose to repeal the existing law in reference 
to fast mail service. The proposed amendment has for its object 
the repeal of no existing law except such as is in conflict with the 
amendment itself. If the Senator from Massachusetts will ex- 
amine the subject he will find that it is not proposed to repeal any 
law or any part of a law except the act passed on the 3d day of 
March, 1878. 

That act fixes a sliding scale of remuneration for the use of 
postal cars, but it fixes only the maximum which shall be allowed 
for the use of a 40-foot car, a 50-foot car, and a 60-foot car. The 
act of March 8, 1873, has these several provisions in the shape of 
maximum limitations which shall be allowed. In point of fact 
those maximum rates, as I am informed, have been allowed in all 
cases from then until now. The amendment proposes to repeal 
no law and no part of any law except those provisions which estab- 
lish these maximum rates for the use of postal cars. 

If the Senate will indulge me before it undertakes to dispose of 
the point of order made by the Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. 
LopGeE}, I will state the reason the committee had for inserting 
the amendment. We are paying exorbitantly high prices for 
the use of the postal cars. It is claimed by some, and it will, I 
apprehend, be so asserted here in connection with this paragraph, 
that to-day the Government of the United States pays every twelve 
months for the use of postal cars as much money asit costs to buy 
the cars, keep them in repair, and light, heat, and operate them. 
I do not say this is exactly correct; I say it is claimed by some 
that it is true. The Postmaster-General stated to the subcommit- 
tee that it is true that the Government to-day, under the maxi- 
mum limitations fixed by the act of March 3, 1873, is paying for 
the use of postal cars every sixteen months a sum equal to the cost 
of building, repairing, maintaining, lighting, heating, and haul- 
ing the cars. 

r. MITCHELL of Oregon. 
tucky a question? 

Mr. BLACKBURN. Certainly. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. If it be true that the only effect 
of the amendment is to repeal a provision of existing law which 
fixes the maximum rates that the Postmaster-General shall allow 
for service of this kind, how does that repeal remedy the difficulty 
alluded to by the Senator from see 

Mr. BLACKBURN. Ifthe Senator from Oregon had been a 
little more patient, I was trying to answer that in advance of his 
question. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. There is nothing in the law now, 
I understand, which compels the payment of the maximum rates. 


May I ask the Senator from Ken- 
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Mr. BLACKBURN. Nota bit of it. That is just the point I 
was trying to get at when interrupted. 

Now, the truth is it may be answered and said that the matter 
is now in the discretion of the Postmaster-General. I say it is; I 
admit itis. It is clearly competent for Congress to fix the rates of 
pay at a million dollars a mile a year or at one mill a mileif it wants 
to; but I am referring to the practical result tested for a period of 
more than twenty years. It must be borne in mind that there is 
no contract under which the Governmentis responsible to the rail- 
road company for any compensation for the use of these postal 
cars. The Government makes a contract with a railroad com- 
pany to carry, between two points, so much mail measured by the 
hundredweight forsomuchmoney. That is the contract the Gov- 
ernment makes. It is the business of the railroad company to pro- 
vide the vehicle in which to transport the mail. But the Govern- 
ment wants to send its postal clerks along to distribute the mail 
at the different points and post-offices along the route, and for 
that reason, outside the contract and by way of supplement to the 
contract, the Government does allow this extra compensation. 
It might with some show of justification be claimed that the Gov- 
ernment allows a gratuity in the shape of compensation to the 
road for the use of its postal cars. 

The committee does not object to that, but what the committee 
is objecting to is the payment by the Government of exorbitant 
rates—rates that result in the disbursement of a sum every twelve 
or eighteen months which equals the cost of building, repairing, 
and maintaining the cars. The committee think it is too much. 
Consequently the committee thought it was absolutely necessary 
to fasten the responsibility somewhere. In order to do that Con- 
gress must confer discretion upon somebody. I do not want to 
give unusual discretionary powers either to this or to any other 
Department of the Government, but the responsibility and the 
discretion are inseparable. If it be conceded that the Government 
is to-day paying rates that are too high, they ought to be reduced, 
and the committee thought the Postmaster-General ought to have 
that discretion lodged with his Department, and that we should 
say to him, ‘‘ We give you absolute discretion to fix those rates 
upon a fair compensatory basis, and we mean to hold you respon- 
sible to Congress if you discriminate or act unfairly or make un- 
duly large allowances.” 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. The Postmaster-General can re- 
duce the rates now as the law stands, and if the proposed amend- 
ment is adopted then he can increase them, which he can not do 
now if the law is allowed to remain as it is. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. I should very much like to see that man 
found who, as Postmaster-General, would be possessed of the 
temerity, if given the discretion and charged with the responsi- 
bility, to increase the rates paid for this service over any line of 
railway in the country. Congress has now, by the act of March 8, 
1873, said that it is proper and fair that these maximum allow- 
ances shall be made, and the practical result has been that they 
have always been made. They are too high, in the opinion of the 
committee, and ought to be reduced. Will Congress undertake 
by arbitrary legislation to say what compensation shall be given 
to each and every one.of the different railroads which haul postal 
cars over this country? Thisis absurd. It is impracticable; it is 
impossible; we can not doit. Wecan fix the total amount, which 
it is proposed fo do in the pending amendment, by giving the Post- 
master-General exactly the sum he estimates for this service, and 
then saying to him, ‘‘ We now repeal those sliding schedules in the 
actof 1873 legalizing the allowance of the maximum rate therein 
stated, and leave it to you to make your contracts; and we mean 
to hold you responsible if they are not fairly made and the Gov- 
ernment is not fairly treated and fully protected.” 

If Congress does not lodge this discretion somewhere, and if this 
or some other amendment is not incorporated into the pending 
appropriation bill, we are to go on as we have been going for 
nearly a quarter of a century, paying the maximum rates that are 
legalized by the act of March, 1873, and paying rates which the 
Postmaster-General asserts amount every sixteen or eighteen 
months to the cost of the building, repairing, operating, and main- 
taining the postal cars themselves. The only object the commit- 
tee had in view was to reduce those rates, believing that they were 
indefensibly high; and the committee were not able to devise a 
plan that seemed to insure better results than the amendment 
which it has now submitted. If any Senator will come to the aid 
of the committee and propose an amendment to the amendment 
which will better accomplish the purpose in view, speaking as far 
as I have the right todo for the committee, I shall gladly accept it. 
Mr. LODGE. Mr. President, the sections of law proposed to be 

led by this clause are the acts of March 3, 1873, and sections 

2, 4003, 4004, and 4005 of the Revised Statutes. That certainly 

constitutes general legislation, for it repeals a number of sections 
of existing law. 

Mr. GRAY. What are those sections about? 

Mr. LODGE. Those sections, as the Senator from Kentucky 
|[Mr. BLACKBURN] has said, relate to the cars, the length of the 


re 
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cars, the rates of compensation, etc. I have no objection at all to | General new powers. That is the point of order I make against 
giving the Postmaster-Gereral authority in regard to the rates, | this amendment. 
ut that is not the point in the amendment, as I look at it. My reason for making the point of order—my motive, I should 
Mr. PLATT. He has that now. say in making it—is because I think the effect of the provision will 
Mr. LODGE. I think he has sufficient authority in that respect | be to put in his hands the fast railway mail routes. But that is 
already. But the amendment must be taken in connection with | wholly distinct from the point of order. I want to beat both 
the next amendment, against which the point of order would not | amendments, and the reason why I desire to beat both amend- 
lie. The next amendment proposes to strike out the provision | ments is because I do not care to throw into the hands of the Post- 
in regard to special facilities on trunk lines for fast mails. By | master-General the control of the fast-mail routes which have 
striking out that provision and putting in this amendment, against | been arranged by Congress with a view to fast-mail service for the 
which I have made the point of order, we put into the hands of | different sections of the country. 
the Postmaster-General the power to select the route by which There is one fast-mail route provided for in the paragraph which 


the special fast mail shall go on the trunk lines. has been stricken out by the committee which is of immense im- 
Mr. BLACKBURN. ill the Senator from Massachusetts al- | portance to all the great business of the Eastern part of the coun- 
low me to ask him a question? try. If the first amendment is adopted it will leave the Postmas- 
Mr. LODGE. Certainly. ter-General power to alter or change those routes in any way he 
Mr. BLACKBURN. Against which amendment does the Sena- | desires. That is my motive for taking both amendments; but my 
tor from Massachusetts make his point of order? point of order against the pending amendment has nothing what- 


Mr. LODGE. I make the point of order against the amend- | ever to do with the second amendment. It is confined entirely to 
ment on page 4, commencing in line 16 and going down to and | the objection to the amendment that it is general legislation and 


including line 19. therefore contrary to the rulesofthe Senate. I wassimply taking 
Mr. BLACKBURN. But I notice that the Senator is discuss- | occasion, as I had the floor, to explain why I am against both 
ing the next proposed amendment, which begins in line 25. amendments, and I could not discuss the first amendment without 
r. LODGE. If the Senator from Kentucky had been listen- | also discussing the second. 
ing to me—— To the second amendment I am very strongly opposed. No 
Mr. BLACKBURN. Iheard every word. point of order lies against it. I am very much averse to taking 


Mr. LODGE. ThenTI failed to express myself clearly. I said | away the authority of Congress in settling the fast-mail routes 
the point of order laid against the pending amendment, and that | and putting them into the hands of the Postmaster-General. They 
the importance of the amendment was when taken in connection | are well settled now, as it seems to me, and I think that is the 
with the next amendment. general belief of the people whom I represent. I do not want to 

Mr. BLACKBURN. I suggest that we have not reached the | see them destroyed, as is proposed by the second of these commit- 
next one yet. tee amendments, and thrown into the control of the Postmaster- 

Mr.LODGE. I can not argue as to this amendment without | General, as is proposed by the first amendment. 
pointing out what the effect of the next amendment will be, be- Mr. BLACKBURN. Will the Senator please allow me to ask 
cause it isthe next amendment joined to this one which makes the | him a question before he leaves the floor? 
pending amendment objectionable. Mr. LODGE. Certainly. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. Thenit is a double-barreled point of order Mr. BLACKBURN. The Senator insists on discussing an 
which the Senator makes. amendment that the Senate has not yet reached, and I am bound 

Mr.LODGE. Not atall. My point of order does not lie against | to follow him there with a question. If the suggestion of the 
the next amendment, and it can not, as the Senator from Ken- | committee should be adopted and the paragraph which has not 
tucky is well aware. yet been reached, beginning with line 25, should be stricken ont, 

Mr. BLACKBURN. Does the Senator admit that the point of | does the Senator mean to say that that would leave it discretionary 
order is not good against the amendment in lines 16 to 19, unless | with the Postmaster-General to give out contracts for fast mails 
it be considered in connection with another amendment which | to any lines that he might please? 
we have not reached? Mr. LODGE. Certainly, if the second amendment is adopted. 

Mr. LODGE. The effect of this amendment combined with Mr. BLACKBURN. Upon the contrary, if the second one is 
the next amendment is to throwinto the hands of the Postmaster- | adopted, there is not a penny of money appropriated for any fast- 
General the right to put the special facilities for the fast mails | mail facilities anywhere on any road. 
where he pleases. To thatI strongly object. I think it should be Mr. LODGE. No; they will all have to come under this one 
settled by Congress. I make the point of order against this | clause. 
amendment because I want to stop that. Mr. BLACKBURN. Thisclause does not provide for any special 

Mr. BLACKBURN. But I understand the Senator from Mas- | facilities for fast mails. 
sachusetts makes his point of order against the amendment now Mr. LODGE. DolI understand the Senator from Kentucky that 

nding—— it is the proposal of the biil to abolish special fast mails? 

Mr. LODGE. Ido. Mr. BLACKBURN. I do, for the reason that there is only one 

Mr. BLACKBURN. And argues in support of the point of | road in America to-day getting this mail subsidy of $196,000 and 
order, predicating his argument upon another amendment which | more, and that the Post-Office Department never did recommend 
the Senate has not yet reached. it, but for two years the Postmaster-General sent reports to Con- 

Mr. LODGE. I argue the point on this amendment because | gress asking Congress to abolish it, for the reason that it was a 
the effect of the amendment, if carried, with the next amend- | positive detriment instead of a benefit to the postal service. 
ment—— Mr. WOLCOTT. What line is that? 

Mr. BLACKBURN. We have not got to the next amendment. Mr. BLACKBURN. It is the line down the Atlantic coast. I 

Mr. LODGE. Will be to throw into the hands of the Post- | think they call it the Southern line now. The railroads change 
master-General discretion as to the whole of this fast railway | their names so rapidly that one can not keep up with the changes 
mail. unless he is identified with the roads. It is the only line from 

Mr. BLACKBURN. With the Senator’s permission, I merely | Boston on down the Atlantic coast. I do not mean the Atlantic 
submit that the point of order made against the pending amend- | Coast Line, which is the line that had it for years. Two years 
ment must stand or fall upon this one amendment, and noton any | ago another line came in and gotit. It used to be called the Rich- 
other amendment which has not been considered. | mond and Danville system. I think itis now called the Southern 

Mr. LODGE. The point of order does not lie against the other | system. That is the only line on this continent which gets a penny 
amendment at all, and no point of order can be made against it, | from the Government in the shape of a subsidy, and it gets one hun- 
in my judgment. dred and ninety-six thousand and odd dollars every year, running 

Mr. BLACKBURN. Iam afraid the Senator from Massachu- | with a parallel line that does not get a penny, and .between New 
setts fails to understand me. The point I make is that neither the | Yorkand Atlanta there are less than sixty minutes’ difference in the 
Chair nor the Senate can, in determining the point of order made | schedules of that subsidized fast-mail line and the competing par- 
against the pending amendment, consider any other proposed | allel line known as the Sea Coast Air Line that does not get a penny. 
amendment that has not been reached. So it is the purpose of the committee on this bill to strike cut 








Mr. LODGE. I was making the—— | that subsidy of $196,000, and that is the only effect of the pro- 


Mr. PLATT. Will the Senator yield to me a moment? | posed amendment, which begins on line 25, at the foot of page 4, 
Mr. LODGE. Certainly. | which amendment has not yet been reached. 
Mr. PLATT. The Senator from Massachusetts is stating his| Mr. HUNTON. Will the Senator from Kentucky allow me to 
motive for making this point of order, which is that he connects | ask him a question? 
it with another amendment. There are other Senators here who Mr. BLACKBURN. I am speaking now in the time of the 
would make the point of order from other motives. Senator from Massachusetts. 
Mr. LODGE. I make the point of order against this amend- Mr. HUNTON. Will the Senator from Massachusetts allow 
ment (and I think it is a good one) that it is general legislation | me? 
repealing existing law and putting in the hands of the Postmaster-! Mr. LODGE. Certainly. 
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Mr. HUNTON. I understood the Senator from Kentucky to 
say there is but one railway line in the United States that gets the 
benefit of this appropriation of $196,000. 

Mr. ALLISON. But one railway route. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. Isaidoneroute. Thereare different lines 
that use parts of the same route. 

Mr. HUNTON. I understood the Senator to especially men- 
tion the Southern Railway Company. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. I stated the terminal points, beginning in 
Boston and running down to Atlanta. 

Mr. LODGE. It begins at Springfield, Mass. 

Mr. CULLOM. Let me read the provision in the bill which 
the committee propose to strike out: 

For necessary and special facilities on trunk lines from Springfield, Mass., 
by way of New York and Washington, to Atlanta and New Orleans, $196,614.22. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. That is right. 

Mr. CULLOM. That is the line established by the last Post- 
Office appropriation act, and there is no other line to which the 
Government is paying for what are called special facilities. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. Nota penny. 

Mr. HUNTON. I beg leave to call attention to the proviso, 
which meets very many of the points made by the Senator from 
Kentucky. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. That the money shall only be expended 
when the Postmaster-General may deem it necessary. 

Mr. HUNTON. It reads: 


Provided, That no part of the appropriation made by this paragraph shall 
be expended unless the Postmaster-General shall deem such expenditure 
necessary in order to promote the interest of the postal service. 


Mr. BLACKBURN. Exactly; and yet every year that a dollar 
of money has been appropriated for this service it has been paid 
to that road. That is true of the two years in which the Post- 
Office Department officially advised Congress that the special 
service ought to be repealed and abolished, and that it was a posi- 
tive detriment instead of a benefit. Yet the Post-Office Depart- 
ment paid it. 

Mr. HUNTON. And yet the Department could have withheld 
every dollar. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. And yet the Postmaster-General did not 
withhold a single dollar, and he never will as long as the appro- 
priation is carried in the Post-Office appropriation bill. 

Mr. LODGE. Mr. President, just one word in regard to these 
lines. I know nothing about the lines which have received the 
subsidy. Ido not even know their names. I do know that the 
fast-mail service has been of great value, certainly to my part of 
the country, and I do not want to see it abolished. 

Under this provision the Senator from Kentucky says that the 
line, he is informed by the Department, is of no value; that we 
gain nothing from it, and we spend a great dealof money. There 
is a provision in the clause that is stricken out by the committee 
which gives the Postmaster-General absolute discretion if the line 
is of no value, and why that can not be left to his discretion as 
well as leaving the whole three-million-dollar appropriation to his 
discretion I do not see. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. I suggest, Mr. President—— 

Mr. LODGE. The Senator will excuse me one moment. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. Certainly. 

Mr. LODGE. That fast-mail route is of great importance. I 
should be very sorry to see it abolished, for I believe it is of great 

value to the business interests of the Northeast, who have large 
dealings with the South. I do not want to see it abolished. I 
think that a route established like that by Congress is of great 
value and ought to be retained. That is why I resist putting it 
s0 absolutely in the hands of the Postmaster-General. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. But the Senator is well aware that he is 
now discussing an amendment which has not been reached and 
which is not before the Senate at all. 

Mr. LODGE. Iam aware of that, and I have tried to explain 
to the Senator from Kentucky that the two amendments are really 
linked together. One comprises my motives and the other is ame- 
nable to the point of order. 

Mr. ALLISON. Mr. President, as a member of the Committee 
on Appropriations I ep the amendment now under consider- 
ation, believing that it is a radical and unwise change of existing 
law, and that it does not in any sense reach the suggestions which 
have been made by the Senator from Kentucky as respects the 

uestion of compensation or the reduction of compensation. It 

oes not wholly repeal section 4004 of the Revised Statutes. It does 
repeal that section so far as it may be inconsistent with the provi- 
sions of this amendment, and it therefore places under the control 
of the Postmaster-General, without qualification, the power to 
use the appropriation of $3,000,000 in his discretion for such fast 
mails as he may think wise to establish or continue. 

Mr. PLATT. ‘Will the Senator from Iowa allow me to inter- 
rupt him? 

fir. ALLISON. Certainly. 
Mr. PLATT. The Senator says that it does not repeal entirely 
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the section of the statute alluded to, by which I suppose he means 
that with this amendment in the appropriation bill it would still 
be the duty of the Postmaster-General to send the mails in rail- 
way postal cars as at present. 

Mr. ALLISON. No; I do not say that it would still be his duty 
to do so. In that sense it may repeal section 4004, but it only re- 
peals section 4004 so far as to limit the price the Postmaster-Gen- 

ral may pay. 

Mr. PLATT. I wish to ask the Senator from Iowa whether, 
with this amendment adopted, the Postmaster-General can not 
then purchase cars, as was proposed in an amendment which the 
Senator from Wisconsin {Mr. ViLas] was going to submit to the 
bill? Does not the amendment, if adopted, allow the Postmaster- 
General to buy postal cars and put them on the road? 

Mr. ALLISON. Ihave no doubt if he chooses so to expend this 
money he can do that, but the point I make as respects the abso- 
lute repeal of section 4004 is that if the Postmaster-General sees 
proper to pay a higher sum, and a much higher sum, for the postal 
cars he has under the pending amendment the power to do it. 

Mr. PLATT. Certainly. 

Mr. WOLCOTT. Will the Senator from Iowa permit an inter- 
ruption for a moment? 

Mr. ALLISON. Certainly. 

Mr. WOLCOTT. Iam in very serious doubtas to how it ismy 
duty to vote as to the amendment, and I wish to ask the Senator 
a question or two,if Imay. Im the first place, is it not reasonable 
to presume that if the Postmaster-General desires to strike out 
the provisions of law which say that for use of postal cars he 
shall pay a maximum rate he aoe this because it is the inevitable 
result of such a provision that the maximum rate becomes the 
rate? Is not that possibly true? In the second place, no matter 
what are the vicissitudes or changes of parties, we always believe 
in the integrity and character of our Postmasters-General. We 
must say that, no matter whether we are of the same political 
faith with them or not. We know they are trying to make the 
greatest number of trips in the quickest possible time for the least 
possible expenditure of money. Every Postmaster-General of the 
United States is trying to make that sort of a record. 

Now, is not this departmental and not legislative work, and is 
it not really a better and more intelligent way that the Postmaster- 
General should himself determine as to what railroad lines shall 
earry the mails rather than that the two Houses of Congress, who 
necessarily proceed in a lumbering sort of fashion, should enact that 
every particular road shall carry a particular mail? It is witha 
view of getting the Senator from Iowa to enlighten me on these 
subjects that I ask the questions. That I apprehend must be the 
purpose of the bill. 

Mr. ALLISON. The Senator’s questions are of course perti- 
nent to the debate, but I submit that it is not the custom in these 
appropriation bills to leave whoily and absolutely the discretion 
in the hands of the head of a Department. On the contrary, it 
is the practice of Congress in all the appropriation bills to care- 
fully limit, or to limit as carefully as we can, the expenditure of 
money under the various heads of appropriation. So we have a 
law that fixes the compensation for the transportation of mails 
by two or three provisions. One is by weight, another by speed, 
another by the use of postal cars. All these are elements in the 
compensation that is to be paid for this service. 

Now, the Senator from Kentucky says the compensation paid is 
too much. If it is too much it is wholly within the power of the 
Postmaster-Generai to reduce the compensation. It is not, I think, 
a fair interpretation of a statute to say that because we fix a maxi- 
mum rate beyond which the Postmaster-General shall not go, he 
is therefore under any sort of compulsion, implied or otherwise, 
to pay that maximum rate in every instance; and as a matter of 
fact he does not do so. I donot know about the present Post- 
master-General, but I know that former Postmasters-General have 
exercised free discretion in limiting the pay upon these postal cars, 

Mr. PLATT. The compensation has been twice reduced by 
law. 

Mr. ALLISON. As the Senator from Connecticut says, the 
schedule of pay has twice been reduced by law, at one time 10 
per cent and at another 20 per cent. I submit to those who are 
in favor of this provision that instead of providing, as is provided 
here, that this sum shall be placed in the hands of the Postmaster- 
General without limitation, either as to what he shall pay or as to 
what routes he shall select, if this compensation is too much we 
should proceed as we have proceeded heretofore and reduce the 
Seen 5 or 10 per cent; whatever reduction ought to be 
made, 

This postal-car provision enters into and becomes a part of the 
compensation paid to these railroad lines. I dissent from the 
view expressed by the Senator from Massachusetts as to the second 
amendment, and I feel called upon to discuss that somewhat in 
connection with the pending amendment, as has already been 
done. The reason why the committee struck out the provision 
beginning in line 25 was not in any way connected with the pend- 
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ing amendment, but it was because we believed that if the Post- 
master-General was true in his statement in regard to the excess 
of compensation paid to other railway lines, it was not wise for 
us to allow this railway line to receive all the compensation that 
other lines receive and in addition to that the extraordinary sum 
provided for in the bill. : 

I agree with the Senator from Massachusetts that if the pending 
amendment as it stands in the bill is adopted by the Senate and 
passed by Congress it will be within the province of the Post- 
master-General to reinstate at once the provision which we have 
stricken out and which we believe ought not to exist, because he 
can use the appropriation of $8,000,000 in his discretion for postal 
cars upon that route. Therefore it is that I am im favor of strik- 
ing out the whole provision in order that when the appropriation 
of $3,000,000 is expended it shall be expended under existing law 
until we change that law by some affirmative provision; and if it 
is too much, as I know the distinguished Senator from Wisconsin 
thinks it is, let us reduce the compensation by a general scaling 
down of the allowances to railway lines. 

But there can be no question that the amendment is out of or- 
der. I do not wish to years that question. If we can repeal the 
provisions of the Revised Statutes here referred to, we can on an 
appropriation bill repeal any provision respecting any of the sec- 
tions of the Revised Statutes. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. Will the Senator from Iowa allow me to 
ask him a question? 

Mr. ALLISON. Certainly. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. Woulditin anywise obviate the Senator’s 
objection to add to the proposed amendment, after the word ‘‘ re- 
pealed,” in line 19, page 14, the following proviso: 

Provided, That no part of said sum shall be expended for the purchase of 
postal cars, or for special facilities on fast-mail trains. 

Mr. ALLISON. That would help it. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. I intend to offer that amendment to the 
amendment of the committee. 

Mr. ALLISON. That would help it some. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. Iask leave to submit that amendment to 
the amendment right now. 

Mr. ALLISON. Very well. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. It will beso ordered, without objec- 
tion. 

Mr. ALLISON. That would prevent the purchase of postal 
cars. 

Mr.BLACKBURN. Yes,sir; and it would do more. It would 
prevent the purchase of postal cars and prevent the expenditure 
of a penny of the appropriation of $3,205,000 for the securing of 
special facilities on any fast-mail trains in this country. 

Mr. ALLISON. Mr. President—— 

Mr. PLATT. What was the order made by the Chair? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Theamendment of the Senator from 
Kentucky will be stated, if the Senator from Iowa will yield for a 
moment. 

Mr. ALLISON. The Senator from Kentucky offers an amend- 
ment to the amendment of the committee. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. I asked the consent of the Senator from 
Iowa to submit it now, thinking it might change the current of 
debate. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment of the Senator from 
Kentucky to the amendment of the committee will be read. 

The SroreTary. Add, after the word ‘‘ repealed,” in line 19, 
page 14, the followimg proviso: 

Provided, That no part of said sum shall be expended for the purchase of 
postal cars or for special facilities on fast-mail trains. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. 
Senator from Kentucky to the amendment of the Committee on 
Appropriations. 

Mr. ALLISON. Mr. President—— 

Mr. PLATT. Does it require unanimous consent to so mod- 
ify it? 

Mr. BLACKBURN. I ask consent. Of course I can offer it 
when we get through with the committee’s amendments, but I 
asked consent to submit it now 

Mr. PLATT. That is right. 

ae BLACKBURN. As it might probably change the current 
of debate. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. That was the order of the Chair. 
The Chair heard no objection, and the amendment to the amend- 
ment will be considered as pending. 

Mr. PLATT. There is no objection that it shall be submitted 
as a pending amendment to the amendment. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. That is all I have asked. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. That was the order of the Chair. 

_Mr. ALLISON. Of course that amendment improves the pro- 
vision as respects the purchase of postal cars, but it absolutely by 
its terms prohibits any fast mails hereafter. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. That is the object of thenext amendment 
anyway. 





It is a modification proposed by the | 
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The object of the next amend- 





Mr. ALLISON. No; it is not. 
ment is to prevent special appropriations for fast mails. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. The Senator will admit-— 

Mr. ALLISON. All the fast mails are provided for under the 


provisions of sections 4002, 4003, and 4004. Now the Senator pro- 
poses to provide that none of this money shall be used for that pur- 
pose at all. 

Mr. PLATT. That is it. 

Mr. ALLISON. If that is prohibited we might as well strike 
out the whole appropriation, practically, because a great portion 
of the $3,000,000 is used on the great trunk lines for the purpose 
of securing speed and for the purpose of securing special trains. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. Doesthe Senator from lowa mean to be 
understood as telling the Senate that the greater portion of the 
three million and odd dollars. or a single penny of it, has ever 
been used for the purpose of securing special facilities on fast-mail 
trains? If so, he is not supported by any report made by the Post- 
Office Department, I am sure. 

Mr. ALLISON. The Senator misunderstands me. I say that 
unless this appropriation is used for the promotion of fast-mail 
trains the fast-mail trains can not go, because they will not go 
under the ordinary appropriation. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. The language I have submitted does not 
touch the case. 

Mr. ALLISON. Very well. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. It simply says that the money shall not 
be expended for the purpose of securing special facilities on fast- 
mail trains. I undertake to say, speaking in the light of the ofli- 
cial reports of the Department, that there never has been a dollar 
of Government money used for the purpose of securing special 
facilities on fast-mail trains, except in the case of the Atlantic 
Coast Line, and then in the case of the present line that is to-day 
receiving this money. ' That is stricken out by the committee. 

Mr. ALLISON. The Senator and myself—— 

Mr. BLACKBURN. Weagcree. 

Mr. ALLISON. We agree, except that I understood from the 
phraseology of his amendment that it would prevent the use of 
this money. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. No. 
again. 

Mr: ALLISON. That is not necessary. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. It does not. 

Mr. ALLISON. Now, this appropriation constitutes a great 
part of the compensation of all the railways that transport mails 
a special mail trains, such as are started from New York 
C 


I ask that the amendment be read 


icago, and other cities of the United States. Therefore, unless 
it be the purpose of those who are in favor of this provision to 
destroy these rapid mails, practically, this appropriation thus lim- 
ited will place it within the power of the Postmaster-General! to 
curtail or destroy the service on fast-mail trains. But under this 
provision and under the general provisions he can now make ar- 
rangements whereby the fast mails can be secured; and in that 


way they have been secured. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. I do not mean to disturb it. 

Mr. ALLISON. I know the Senator does not, nor did the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations. 

Now, the Senator from Wisconsin introduces an amendment 
specifically providing for the purchase and use by the G 
ment itself of the postal cars. He does that for the purpose ot! 
getting rid of this appropriation. I was at first inclined to think 


that there was very much in his suggestions respecting that aues- 
| tion, but on further examination I find that the postal-car service 
is so intertwined with the entire postal system of our country that 
that will be endangered if we allow the purchase of the cars by 


the Government itself. Yet the Committee on . 


\ppropriations 

* . * * . - i . « 
have unconsciously or intentionally provided for the same thing 
practically by the amendment that is here proposed. I merely 


want to say that I regard the pending amendment as unwise. I 
think it is a change of existing law which ought not to be made 
now andin thisform. Therefore I shall vote against it when I 
have an opportunity to vote upon the question. 

Mr. CULLOM. Mr. President, when this nll was before the 
Committee on Appropriations, after hearing quite an able arg 
ment in favor of an amendment to the general law providing that 
the Government of the United States should either purchase or 
build its own postal cars, some members of the committee for the 
time came to believe that the charges upon the Government on 
account of carrying the mails were much greater than they ought 
to have been or ought to be at this time. So the result was that 
&@ majority of the committee undertook to amend the law so that 
the Postmaster-General might in some way reduce the expense cf 
carrying the mails to the Government of the United States. The 
result of it was that a majority of the committee voted in the bill 
the amendment which is now under consideration. The amend- 
ment, as I take it, is subject to the point of order that it is new 
legislation, but as we have got into the habit in the Senate of de- 
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bating everything upon which a point of order is made upon its 
merits, and if the question is to be submitted to the Senate—— 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from [linois will please 
suspend. The hour of 2 o’clock having arrived, the Chair lays 
before the Senate the unfinished business, which will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. A bill (H. R. 4609) to establish a uniform 
system of bankruptcy. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. Iask that by unanimous consent the un- 
finished business, without prejudice, be informally laid aside, 
temporarily, that the Senate may proceed with the consideration 
of the pending appropriation bill. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection? The Chair hears 
none. The Senator from Illinois will proceed. 

Mr. CULLOM. I have just said, Mr. President, that I was of 
the opinion that the point of order that this amendment was new 
legislation, and therefore not in order on the bill, was a good 
point, but that as we had got into the habit of debating the merits 
of a question, and then passing upon the point of order as we 
thought the merits justified, I suppose that course will be taken in 
this instance. 

Upon carefully looking into this question I think that the Sen- 
ate of the United States ought not to agree to the amendment. 
It is contrary to what has been the policy of the Government 
heretofore, and it seems to me that it is an attempt to place this 
whole subject in the handsof the Postmaster-General, and to ab- 
dicate, so far as Congress is concerned, any control over the ques- 
tion of carrying the mails, except to make the appropriations for 
which the Postmaster-General asks. While I am in favor of 
amending the law, if necessary, so that we shall not pay a nickel 
more than we ought to pay for carrying the mails, I am not in 
favor of putting the whole subject in the hands of one man, who- 
ever that man may be, to determine what the policy of the Govern- 
ment shall be with reference to that subject. 

Let me say, Mr. President, that, so far as I know, the Postmaster- 
General, Mr. Bissell, has made no recommendation upon this sub- 
ject. On the contrary, his report, as I understand it, does not re- 
fer to it at all. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. If the Senator will allow me—— 

Mr. CULLOM. Certainly. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. I think it but fair to the Postmaster-Gen- 
eral to make a statement just there, with which I know the Sena- 
tor from Illinois is not acquainted. , 

Some weeks ago, during the absence of the Senator from Illinois 
from this city, his place as a member of the subcommittee having 
this bill in charge was temporarily taken by the Senator from 
Colorado i. TELLER]. The Postmaster-General appeared be- 
fore the subcommittee, consisting at that time of the Senator from 
Colorado, the Senator from Maryland [Mr. GorMAN], and myself, 
and in a long interview, covering all the points involved in the 
consideration of the bill, he did express himself as very decidedly 
of the opinion that the rates paid for this postal-car service were 
enormously high and should be reduced. ; 

He went further and told the subcommittee that he was sure 
that efforts upon the part of his predecessors had been made in 
that direction, as well as by himself since his coming into office, 
but that by one method or another they were frustrated, and that 
practically no reduction was coming, as no reduction ever did 
come unless it was in obedience to the positive legislative action 
of Congress. It was in that interview that he said he thought 
about every sixteen or eighteen months the Government would 
pay as much for the use of these postal cars—a matter altogether 
separate from the transportation of the mails, by the way, for 
that is paid for under another contract—that the Government 
every sixteen or eighteen months, in his judgment, was paying 
about as much for the use of these postal cars as it cost to build, 
repair, maintain, and operate the cars. 

r. CULLOM. If the Senator has finished-—— 

Mr. BLACKBURN. Ihave. I knowthe Senator was not here 
when this interview occurred. 

Mr. CULLOM. Iwas informed that the Postmaster-General 
either voluntarily or by request—I do not know which—had ap- 
peared before the subcommittee of the Committee on Appropria- 
tions and made a statement with reference to some provisions of 
the bill. Iam not advised that the Postmaster-General’s state- 
ment was put in writing by the subcommittee. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. It was not. 

Mr. CULLOM. Mr. President, before I advocate a general 
change of policy with reference to the conduct of the Government 
in supplying mails to the people of this country I should like to 
have the Postmaster-General say in writing what he is for and 
what changes in the law ought to be made, and the reasons there- 
for, if he hasany. I think that if the Postmaster-General had 
been so impressed with the importance of a change of the statutes 
on that question, when he made his report he would have said 
something about it; but the truth is that, in my opinion, scarcely 
anybody in this Senate or out of it ever thought of a change of 
galley with reference to this question until the honorable Senator 


from Wisconsin [Mr. VILAs] introduced an amendment here pro- 
posing to purchase or build all the postal cars of this country. 

It is stated truthfully by the chairman of the subcommittee in 
charge of the bill that the Government pays probably every six- 
teen or eighteen months for carrying the mails, or for the use, if 
you please, of a car, the pzice of it. That statement technically 
is true, but, as a matter of fact, it is not simply a question of run- 
ning the postal car or paying rent for the car. The fact is that 
the postal cars are great traveling post-offices, equipped by the 
railroad companies for the conduct of the post-office business as 
the trains speed over the country from one side of it to the other. 
The mere rent of the car is of very little consequence compared 
with what the railroad company does in equipping it, transport- 
ing it, making it a post-office, and carrying the men who conduct 
the post-office as itis run from one side of the country to the other. 
The Senator perhaps knows that there are between six and seven 
thousand men engaged in this postal-car service, conducting the 
mails and distributing them as the train goes from one section of 
the country to another. Who pays for their transportation? The 
railroads carry the men, and if the railroads were to get 2 centsa mile 
for carrying the postal clerks they would get between $5,000,000 
and $6,000,000for that servicealone. The men are regarded under 
the law as passengers; and as such the common carrier which 
transports the mail is liable for damages which may occur to 
those persons, just as it is liable for damages to any other passen- 
ger upon the train. 

So while it may seem from the statement of the Senator from 
Kentucky, or the Senator from Wisconsin, when he comes to 
make his statement, that we are paying enormous rents—and I 
do not know but we are—there are more things to be taken into 
account in connection with this service than simply the car itself. 

Besides that, if we are paying more money than we ought to 
pay, let us have a hearing either before the Postmaster-General 
or by the Post-Offices and Post-Roads Committee of the Senate 
and find out exactly what the trouble is with the law and whether 
we are paying too much or too little. 

The amendment was inserted in this bill without any hearing 
being given to anybody. The railroads have not been called upon 
to state whether this proposition is reasonable or not. It is pro- 
posed simply to leave it to one man to change the whole policy of 
the Government, and leave it to one man to determine whether 
the Government is now paying more than it ought to pay for this 
service. 

Let me say another thing, Mr. President. I contend, and I do 
not think anybody will dispute it, that the law as it is gives the 
Postmaster-General the right to reduce the amount which is paid 
for a 40-foot, a 50-foot, or a 60-foot car. He can do it now, and 
yet I am informed that the Postmaster-General comes in here for 
the first time, after he had made his annual report, and says that 
we ought to change the law, in order to prevent him from paying 
more for the postal cars than the postal cars are worth. I do not 
desire to be put in the attitude of wanting to give one cent more 
for the postal service than it is actually worth to the Govern- 
ment, but Iam unwilling to favor any policy which is likely to 
cripple or break down the postal service as we have it to-day. 

Let me say that the postal service of the United States, as has 
been stated by Postmasters-General, is the best perhaps that can 
be found anywhere in the world. For instance, Festindiee Gen. 
eral Dickinson said in 1888: 

Statistics are given showing that in cheapness of postage, gross revenue 
and expenditures, number of post-offices, extent of mail routes, mileage of 


mail service, and volume of mail matter transmitted the postal system of the 
United States is the leading one of the world. 


Iam prepared to believe that that statement is true, and it is 
one of the glories of the American nation to-day that our postal 
service is the best perhaps of any service which is given to us by 
any branch or Department of the Government. I want to see it 
improved instead of broken down. I want to see the people of 
the United States, who are interested in the postal service more 
than they-are in any service which we have in the Government, 
furnished facilities as cheaply as possible and as thoroughly to 
their convenience as it can be done consistent with the revenues 
of the Government. The Post-Office Department connects itself 
more closely with the great body of the American people than any 
— Government service. The mails go to the doors of our 
people. 

There will perhaps be an attempt made before this bill is dis- 
posed of to cut off nearly all the free-delivery offices of the coun- 
try. There are 602, I believe, now. There is a proposition—it is 
not in this bill, but it will probably be made—to reduce those free- 
delivery offices from 602 by four hundred and eighty-odd—I forget 
the exact number, but leaving 120 only—which would save, it is 
true, $2,000,000 to the Government. That sounds very well, es- 
pecially in these times when we have a scarcity of money, but I 
am opposed to any such measure as that. 

y afew 7 ago it was the policy of the Government not 
only to extend free deliveries to the large cities of the country, to 
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all cities having 10,000 inhabitants, I believe—I do not remember 
the exact number—but also to extend it into the country beyond 
the towns, and thus accommodate the farmers as well as the peo- 
ple who live in the cities. 

Mr. HAWLEY. Will the Senator allow me to make a sugges- 
tion on that line? 

Mr.CULLOM. Yes, sir. 

Mr. HAWLEY. The Senator has very properly spoken of our 
splendid postal service, but it is in line with his remarks to say 
that it is well to remember that Great Britain undertakes to 
carry, and always does carry, the letter actually to the man’s 
door. 

Mr. CULLOM. That is done not only in Great Britain, but in 
France, I think, and in some other countries as well. It was the 
policy of this Government two or three years ago to reach out in 
that way, but the proposition now seems to be to go backward, and 
not only not to keep the free-delivery offices we have, but to drop 
nearly all of them out for the purpose of saving a few million 
dollars. 

Mr. President, I am for cheap postage, and I am for the policy 
which will give the greatest possible accommodations to the great 
masses of the people who do business among themselves. I think 
myself—and I am talking outside of the record a little—that we 
ought to reduce letter postage to the great body of the people of 
this country to 1 cent instead of keeping it at 2 cents, as it is now. 
Think of it, Mr. President! 

The Post-Office Department costs in round numbers between 
eighty-nine and ninety million dollars, as I remember it. I will 
give the figures here somewhat in detail: 

The amount of this bill as it comes from the House is $89,- 
442,997.86; the amount of the estimates by the Department, $91,- 
059,283.64; amount of estimated postal revenues, $86,907,407; 
amount appropriated by the law of 1895, $87,236,599.55. 

Mr. President, there is the estimated amount required to con- 
tinue this mail service on the basis of the law as it exists to-day. 

The people who enjoy the mail service pay substantially for all 
of it. ‘There is a little deficit of a few million dollars this year, and 
so there has been a slight deficit in years previous, but substan- 
tially the masses of the people who buy the stamps and put them 
upon envelopes are paying the cost of this service which 1s of such 
enormous value to the great body of the people. Now it is pro- 
posed to inaugurate a policy which may cripple that service. 

Iam unwilling to favor any amendment to this bill which may 
have the effect of crippling the service as we have it to-day. Let 
the Postmaster-General take the money which he estimates is 
necessary to run the postal service of the country and proceed to 
run it, and if he, in the administration of his office, finds that he 
can save money, consistent with giving as thorough a postal service 
to the people as that which is given to-day, let him propose toCon- 
gress such reforms as he thinks proper, and if he deems a change 
of the laws necessary, Congress will take up that subject and pro- 
ceed to enact any law which it may deem to be necessary in har- 
mony with the great interests of the people. But, instead of doing 
that, suddenly it turns out that the committee come in here sim- 
ply upon an informal conference with the Postmaster-General, 
upon a suggestion from him that we are paying more for postal 
cars every year than they are worth, and they propose to change 
the entire law so far as to give the Postmaster-General absolute 
power to exercise his own judgment in the expenditure of three 
or four million dollars. Iam not willing to do that, no matter 
who is Postmaster-General. Iinsist upon adhering to the policy 
of the Government as it has been carried on heretofore in relation 
to the mail service. ; 

It will be seen, as has already been stated, that Congress has re- 
duced the amount to be paid for carrying the mails on two or three 
occasions. First, there was a reduction of 10 per cent, then a re- 
duction of 5 per cent on the railroads carrying the mails, and a 
reduction on the Government roads of 30 per cent at one time, and 
so the reductions have gone forward under the control of the legis- 
lative power of the Government. 

If the Postmaster-General suggests to Congress that he thinks 
we are paying too much, let him send here a report showing ex- 
actly wherein the system ought to be changed from that which 
now exists under thelaw. The Postmaster-General ought not to 
be the embodiment of the law as the sole distributor of this 
money. Let him suggest such changes of the law as will be in 
harmony with existing law, under which we have been reducing 
the cost of this service, if he thinks the cost ought to be reduced. 
Then we will take up his suggestions and consider them. Com- 
mittee after committee has been in session in this and in previous 
Congresses considering the subject of whether the Government 
has been paying too much or too little for this postal service, and 
they have investigated and continue to investigate it, and reports 
have been made, the result of which has been that two reductions 
have been made in the cost of carrying the mails. 

The mails are, however, carried not only in postal cars—for 
there are very few of them comparatively, five or six or seven hun- 
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dred, I suppose—but the vast amount of the mail is carried by 
weight over the country, and under the law the mail is weighed 
every four years, I believe, and then the railroad companies are 
paid wholly on the basis of weight ascertained at a given time, 
and they go on and carry the mail for four years under that ar- 
rangement. In 1890, for instance, the mails were weighed, and 
whether the mail increases fourfold or not between that period 
and 1894, precisely the same rate of compensation continues to be 
paid. So there is a fairness about this thing which ought to be 
observed, in my judgment, by the Congress of the United States. 

As to the question of striking out the special facility clause of 
this bill as it came from the House of Representatives, I voted in 
committee to strike it out. I tried to have that provision of the 
law repealed some years ago. I did it then because it seemed to 
me, from all the evidence I could get, that it was giving no special 
accommodations to the people. The evidence before the Comiit- 
tee on Appropriations is to the effect that under that provision the 
railroad lines which carry the mails only get into Atlanta, for in- 
stance, going south, fifty-six minutes earlier than the competing 
lines running along down the coast. The committee do not think, 
and I understand the Postmaster-General does not think, that that 
provision ought to be retained in the bill, and I shall vote to strike 
it out because, in my judgment, in that case we are paying about 
$200,000 a year to a number of railroads making a general line 
from Springfield, Mass. , to New Orleans that we ought not to pay. 

Mr. VEST. Mr. President, I fail to appreciate the argument 
of the Senator from Illinois [Mr. CuLLom]. If the postal railroad 
cars should be owned by the United States Government and be 
used as post-offices, we should simply place that branch of the 
postal service on the same footing with the post-office buildings of 
the United States. We now are making large appropriations for 
post-office buildings, in which the officers of the Government dis- 
tribute and receive the mails of the country. If these cars are 
ambulatory post-offices, why should we not own them? 

The Senator conjures up, I think, a phantom as to the expense 
of hauling the postal clerks in these cars. Can we not makea 
contract in regard to the hauling of the cars and then put as many 
officers in the cars as we see proper to put there? What objection 
can there be to a system of that kind if it saves money to the 
people of this country? 

Where does this opposition come from? Mr. President, it is as- 
tonishing with what unanimity the railroad companies of the 
United States fight every proposition to place cars which do not 
belong to them upon their rails. I had a very remarkabie exem- 
plification of this a few year ago when I was chairman of the com- 
mittee of the Senate upon meat products, and had occasion to exam- 
ine into the way in which meats and cattle were hauled upon the 
railroads, especially going in and coming out of Chicago. If any 
Senator will examine that sworn testimony of the railroad officials 
he will find that upon all the railroads running from Chicago to 
New York no cattle owner was permitted to put a car that he had 
rented or bought or built, unless it was the large packing houses 
in the city of Chicago, who built their own refrigerator cars and 
ran them upon these railroads, and received a rebate upon every 
ton of meat that they hauled from Chicago to New York and to 
theseaboard. But when acattle owner from Iowa or Wisconsin or 
Missouri or Kansas or Nebraska proposed to rent a car or to builda 
car to go through from Omaha, for instance, to New York, when 
he arrived in Chicago he was coolly informed that he must drop 
his own car and pay for a car that belonged to the railroad com- 
panies that owned the lines from Chicago to the seaboard. That 
was the unquestioned state of the case, and it remains so to-day. 

We reported from that committee a bill to do away with this 
outrageous oppression and monopoly, but I was never able, on 
account of some subtle influence in this body, to get that bill con- 
sidered, and it is now here ready for action. Wecan not get it 
considered. The railroad companies were determined that ail the 
cattle shippers should put cattle upon their cars, take them off at 
Buffalo, and pay for the cost of feeding and watering the cattle in 
the stock yards at Buffalo and Chicago, they being the property 
of the railroad companies. aaa 

I endeavored, sir, as chairman of that committee, to get hold of 
the books of the Chicago Stock Yards companies, to see who owned 
those yards, but they refused to produce those books and they 
spirited away their witnesses and their employees, so that they 
could not be brought before the committee; and here to-day when 
we propose, in the interest of the people of the United States, to 
build our own cars, as we build our own post-office buildings, we 
are told very coolly that we can not doit, that itis throwing away 
money, that the Post-Office Department should not have this dis- 


cretion. Suppose you give this discretion to the Postmaster-Gen- 
eral, does that put him off this continent? Does that take him 
away from the jurisdiction of this Congress? Can we not super- 


vise his expenditures? Can we not look through his discretion? 
Does it remove him from the control of the representatives of the 
people of this country? No, Mr. President. 

ese railroad companies seem determined to control absolutely 
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all the transportation that goes over their roads, and that no pri- 
vate citizen, and not even the Government of the United States, 
shall build and own cars and pay a reasonable compensation for 
their being hauled. 

Mark the difference between the Pullman Palace Car Company 
and the great meat shippers of Chicago, and the ordinary people 
of the United States. Whenever these corporations come in con- 
tact with other corporations with so much money that they can 
neither terrorize them nor drive them away, then they imme- 
diately make terms. Messrs. Armour, and Swift & Co., at Chi- 
cago, with their enormous capital, coerced these railroad compa- 
nies into allowing them to put their own cars upon the tracks that 
run east from Chicago to the seaboard. Mr. Pullman, with his 
enormous capital, is able to coerce these railroad companies into 
making terms with him, and then he proceeds to put his own 
price upon the people of the United States for sleeping facilities 
on his cars, and when the Senator from Ohio [ Mr. Sears un- 
dertakes here in this body to limit the enormous charges made by 
Mr. Pullman, we are told that we have no right to do it, that we 
are invading private property, and that Mr. Pullman has a right 
to charge what he pleases! 

These railroad companies to-day—and I assert it, and they do 
not dare to deny it—are giving rebates to meat shippers in the 
city of Chicago. When one of my constituents who brings a 
bunch of 50 head of cattle to be shipped abroad from New York gets 
to Chicago he is made to unload his cattle and water and feed 
them in stock yards which belong to the railroadcompanies. When 
he wants to ship on to New York he can not put the cattle in his 
own cars, but he must put them in cattle cars belonging to the rail- 
road company and reship them to Buffalo and pay these expenses 
again in the stock yards there, which also belong to the railroad 
companies. 

I do not care whether the Postmaster-General recommends this 
or not. Iam willing to take the word of an ex-Postmaster-Gen- 
eral, now a member of this body, the Senator from Wisconsin 
{Mr. ViLas], who is the author of thisamendment. I am willing 
to take his opinion, and I wish toseize every opportunity to make 
everything in the way of transportation in this country cheaper 
to the Government and to the people. It is absurd beyond de- 
scription to tell us that the Postmaster-General, if the amend- 
ment is adopted, will escape the jurisdiction of Congress and do 
as he pleases. We have not yet come to that sort of autocracy in 
any department of this Government, and for one I am not will- 
ing to admit that it can be done. 

Mr. PEFFER. Mr. President, I wish to submit a suggestion 
or two upon the pending bill, and probably this is as good a time 
for me to do it as any other. The remarks of the Senator from 
Missouri f Mr. Vest} make what I have to say particularly appli- 
cable at this time. 

I will preface what I have to say by the statement thatthe post- 
office business of the United States now amounts to about 20 per 
cent, or nearly 20 per cent, of the entire business of the Govern- 
ment, and that the cost of the Railway Mail Service equals about 
10 per cent of the total passenger traffic of the country. While 
Ihave not investigated the subject in all its fullness, yet I under- 
stand that practically the railway companies which carry our 
mails dictate the terms upon which the compensation is based, that 
there is no competition among bidders for carrying the mail. 

The late Postmaster-General, Mr. Wanamaker, was of opinion 
that the carrying of the United States mails cost the people of the 
United States three or four times as much as the transportation 
is actually worth, and that it is because of the fact that the rail- 
way companies themselves dictate the terms. I remember that 
in a conversation with that officer once I asked him why he did 
not propose legislation or why Congress did not act, having such 
information, and his reply was that the railway companies of the 
country see to it that the representatives in Congress in both 
branches take care of the interests of the railway people, and that 
it is practically impossible to procure legislation in the way of re- 
ducing those expenses. 

Mr. President, I believe the time has come when it is important 
that we shall begin at least to consider whether or not the Govern- 
ment itself, acting independently of the railway companies if need 
be, shall transport itsown mails. It is my intention at the proper 
time to propose an amendment, on page 4, in line 15, to insert be- 
tween the first and second words in that line the following: 

a = purchase, equipment, and furnishing of railway post-office cars, ——— 
0. rs. 

So that it will amount to an appropriation of whatever sum the 
Senate sees proper,if it sees proper toname any amount, for the 
purchase of railway cars. Then we will be somewhat in the po- 
sition referred to by the Senator from Missouri [Mr. VEstT] as to 
whether or not we can place our cars upon the railway tracks of 
the country; and when the time comes, if it ever shail, that there 
is a conflict between the railway companies and the people of the 
United States acting through their Government, then we will be- 
gin the solution of the question of Government ownership and 
control of railway property. So the object I have in view in pro- 
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posing the amendment and submitting these remarks is to sug- 
gest to the Senate the consideration of the question whether the 
time is not here when the people themselves shall look after the 
carrying of their own mails. Ninety-one million dollars are pro- 
posed to be appropriated for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1896, 
for the carrying of our mails, enougl in ten years at that rate an- 
nually to build a mail railway along all the principal railway 
routes of the country. This will be an entering wedge in the 
great question of Government control of all our transportation. 

Now, I have no doubt it is true, as the Senator from Kentucky 
[Mr. BLACKBURN] says, because he has given the subject more 
examination than I have, and as repeated, if I remember cor- 
rectly, by the Senator from Missouri aes Vest], that every six- 
teen or eighteen months we pay enough for the use of the railway 
postal cars which we are now using to build and equip them. 
My amendment proposes that we shall buy the cars outright and 
furnish and equip them as our own cars. Then, whether we are 
permitted at a reasonable rate to use them upon the railway tracks 
now laid is a matter to be determined in the futnre. 

The amount of money to be expended, as has been stated, is 
very large; but, going into details, it is wonderful what our rail- 
way postal service means. The different lines or routes that are 
now run over by our post-office cars number 1,136 and the mileage 
is 149,141.45. The number of cars under the control of the Post- 
Office Department that are now in use for the carrying of mails, 
cars upon which clerks are detailed to perform duty the same as 
they do in an ordinary post-office which is stationary, is 3,162. 
Then there are apartment cars besides these which carry the mails 
in sacks and packages and by weight. 

The total number of apartment cars in use is 1,911; in reserve, 
521. The total number of whole cars in use is 550; in reserve, 175, 
The total distance traveled by the crews that separate the mails of 
these traveling post-office cars is 155,932,942 miles; equal to a con- 
tinuous line six thousand times around the earth at the equator. 
The number of clerks employed was 6,256 and their salary the last 
year amounted to $6,871,926.99. 

The pieces of mail handled in transit amount to 10,033,973,790, 
and this does not include the matter redistributed for immediate 
delivery, which amounts to 483,667,275 pieces. During the last 
year, in addition to this vast amount of matter handled, the clerks 
also received, receipted for, recorded, and properly dispatched 
15,253,586 registered packages and pieces, and 1,333,457 through 
registered pouches and inner registered sacks. The cost of sim- 
ply the railway car service alone, separate and apart from the 
other matters, for the year ended June 30, 1894, was $2,921,957.18, 
and the appropriation proposed in the paragraph which we are 
now considering is $3,205,000. It is increasing continually. The 
total cost of the Railway Mail Service, including the different items 
for the year 1894, was $27,103,091.16. 

As to the growth of the business, I have here the report of the 
General Superintendent of the Railway Mail Service. I find on 
page 5a table which shows the rapid and steady increase in the 
mail business. [I find that in 1884, ten years ago, the total number 
of pieces of mail distributed was 4,519,661,900, and in 1894, ten 
years later, the amount had increased about 240 per cent, to 10,- 
033,973,790, and so.the table goes on referring to different items 
showing a continual increase. Then, as to the increase of cost, I 
find on page 29 of the same report, taking a period of fourteen 
years beginning in 1881, the amount expended that year for rail- 
way mail service was $1,268,221, and in 1894 the amount I gave a 
moment ago, $2,933,203. So that continuously from year to year 
we are increasing these expenditures. For the fiscal year ending 
June 30, 1896, the expense will be $91,000,000. Im five years from 
now, by the time the twentieth century comes, it will cost us for 
postal facilities a round $100,000,000. 

It was suggested a moment ago by the Senator from Illinois 
[Mr. CuLLOM] that we could easily reduce the cost of carrying 
our letters from 2 cents to 1 cent apiece. If that be trae, we can 
reduce expenditures in other directions; but before we can pro- 
cure this reduction, it will be necessary for the people to take 
charge of the matter themselves. 

This is all I wish to say. I want to submit to Senators, it may 
seem a little odd and yet it ought not to be, considering the source 
it comes from, that a member of this body should suggest at this 
time, under present circumstances, the public control of the rail- 
ways. But, Mr. President, the railways are highways. They are 
public highways, and the people have a right to control them. 
‘fhey ought to go further; but, at a more appropriate time | ex- 
pect to refer to that particular branch of the subject again. The 
point I now submit to the Senate is, whether it is not time for us 
to make preparation for taking charge of the carrying of our own 
mails ourselves, 

Mr.ALLEN. Mr. President, the remarks of the Senator from 

iinois {[Mr. CULLOM] upon the proposed amendment making an 
appropriation for the purchase of cars by the Government for 
postal purposes bring into view one of the questions that is being 

itated by members of the Populist .party. It is a step in the 
right direction, in my judgment. The time is rapidly approach- 
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ing when the Government mast take charge not only in the sense 
of supervision, but in the sense of absolute ownership, of postal 
cars, as well as of the engine that draws them and the track upon 
which they run. 

The remarks of the Senator from Missouri [Mr. VEST] are a 
revelation tome. I have known in a general way, of course, that 
the railroads are controlling the shipments of stock, that they are 
exacting from the people unusual sums of money, and resorting to 
many devices to do so; but [have never known that we had reached 
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that point in the history of this country with reference to railroads | 


where it was to be openly confessed that the Government is un- 
equal to the emergency of controlling them, and where the rail- 
road companies themselves not only dictate our policy to a large 
extent with reference to the railway postal service, but where 
they completely dictate the policy of the carrying commerce of 
this country and openly defy any attempt on the part of Congress 
or any legislative body to control them in that respect. 

This brings me, Mr. President, to observe that the true starting 
point with reference to the management of the affairs of this Gov- 
ernment lies, not so much in attention to these matters of detail 
at this time as it is for ustoenter onand settle the question whether 
the people of the United States and of the different States of the 
Union shall have arepublican form of government, a government 
such as is guaranteed to them by the Constitution of this country. 
Mr. President, this country’s success, its prosperity, and its en- 
durance are dependent upon a government administered strictly 
in accordance with our Constitution. 


While upon this topic I desire to call attention now, it being as | 


well to do so at this time as any other, to the condition of political 
affairs existing in the State of Alabama. Itis a delicate matter for 
me tospeak of, and I shall speak of it as delicately as Ican andat the 
same time produce facts to the Senate and the country which I 
think ought to be produced and which I think the people are 
fairly entitled-to know. There can not be any doubt, if the evi- 
dence I have in my possession is to be believed, and I think it is, 
that the State of Alabama for at least two or three years has been 
deprived of a republican form of government. I do not mean 
that the State does not elect officers there at all, and that her peo- 
ple enjoy none of the forms of a republican system of govern- 
ment; but I do mean to say that the people of the State, or a very 
large portion of them, have been deprived of the substance of a 
republican form of government, which is the essential of our con- 
stitutional guaranty. 

I have been the recipient of letters aimsst without number from 
prominent men of that State, the recipient of affidavits and dif- 


ferent forms of evidence, calling attention to the deplorable con- | 


dition existing there, and asking Congress to take some steps to 
secure the right of suffrage and the legitimate results of the right 
of the elective franchise in that State. Meinbers of the legisla- 
ture, numbering I think something like thirty-five, Populists and 
Republicans, recently met in a joint cancus and sent to me reso- 
lutions reciting the fact that a republican form of government 
does not exist in that State, and urging upon Congress an inves- 
tigation with reference to that matter, and then legislation based 


upon such investigation necessary and essential to secure them | 


their rights. I have many of these letters with me at this time, 
and some of the resolutions, to which I will briefly refer. 

I introduced in the Senate on the 19th day of December last a 
resolution covering this question, which I will read: 


Resolved, That a committee of five Senators, not more than two of whom 
shall be members of the same political party, shall, on the adoption of this 
resolution, be appointed by the Vice-President, whose duty it shall be to 
make inquiry into whether there is, and for the last two years and a half just 
past has been, a republican form of government in the State of Alabama, 
and inquire into the manner of the election of United States Senators and 
Members of Congress from said State, and whether theré was any fraud, 


force, intimidation, or other unfairness in the electionsin said State: inquire | 
2 


into the election of State senators and members of the legislature, in so far 


as their election might affect the election of a United States Senator, and | 


into all other matters and things in any manner pertaining to or affecting 
the political autonomy of said State, and the status of its membership in the 
United States Senate and the Congress of the United States, and the fairness 
of the elections by which the selection of the United States Senators and 
Members of Congress was brought about. 


A large portion of the people of that State, numbering many | gtates Senate which. if adopted. would 


| develop the fraud perpetrated in the August el 


thousands, claim that a republican form of government does 


not exist there and has not existed for many years and that it | 


is impossible under the existing condition of affairs for them to 
give expression to their sentiments upon any political question at 
the ballot box and have those sentiments carried into execution 
as thus expressed. I will at this time read aletter I have received 
from R.A. Moseley, jr., upon this subject: 
Rooms REPUBLICAN STATE EXECUTIVE COMMITTER, 
Birmingham, Ala., January 30, 1895. 

Sin: Tam glad to see that you are leading in a movement before the Senate 
to send a committee of five to investigate the Bourbon Democratic election 
methods in this State. Ido not believe we have had a free ballot and an hon- 
est count in this State since the administration of Governor D. P. Lewis, 


twonty-three years ago. 
Yours, very truly, R. A. MOSELEY, Jr., 
Chairman Republican State Executive Committee. 
Hen. WILLIAM V. ALLEN. 
United States Senate, Washington, D. C. 
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In connection with the letter of Dr. Moseley, who is the official 
head of the Republican organization of that State, I will read a 
letter of recent date, sent to me by Hon. R. F. Kolb, who has been 
twice a candidate for governor of Alabama upon the Populi 
ticket, and who claims, and whose friends claim, that he has been 
twice elected: 
















BrIRMI TAM, ALA., January 7 
My Dear Str: I write to thank you for the interest you are taking in our 
Alabama contest. 
The evidence of frauds in our last Aucust e! n is being formulated and 
will soon be forwarded to you by Col. W.S. RB W th 
is published to the world it will cause the organ iD ’ 
and their election methods to stink in the nostrils of 
I mail you to-day copies of the last two issues of t i e's T 
Iam, very truly, yours, 
I .B. 
Hon. WILLIAM V. ALLEN, Washington, D. C. 
I will read a letter from Hon. 8S. M. Adams, of Blocton, Ala., 
who is chairman of the State Populist exeentive committee: 
Bi ron, ALA 
DEAR Sir: Please accept many thanksin behalf of the P ! I d 
all honest i in the State of Alabama fo1 effort ig 
in the Senate to have restored to the people of Alabama a1 1 of 
government, for as it now stands we do not have it. 
Very respectfully. S. M. ADAM 
Chairman State Executive Committ i fesi ty 


Hon. WILLIAM V. ALLEN, Washington, D. C. 


T read a letter from Hon. A. C. Nixon, chairman of the People's 
Party Congressional committee of the Eighth Alabama district: 


New Decatur, ALA., December 


DEAB Str: Permit me to thank you, in behalf of our people in the n rn 
district of Alabama, for your interest in our behalf in presenting t : 
tion in the United States Senate for a committee to investigate the ele ms 
of this State. Believe me that all the people of this State who are opposed to 






ring rule will appreciate your 






and energy in giving our peopl 
to prove that high-handed anarchy has possession of our State g : 
and that the most fraudulent methods have kept not only the State I 
ment but the Representatives in Congress in the possession of a vile and un- 
principled ring. 

We have evidence that has never been , : 
and W.S. Reeves have not yet figured upon. The methods have been var 
What methods were used in al 
part of the State, but other meth 





























a . 
tion here in Decatur 2300 voters went to th li v f 
Captain Kolb’s ticket. They asked i 
who would represent thei t r 
votes honestly recorded. The reque uld 
not vote and have the votes counted opp: that they 
were cast. F 

In some beats we can show by sworn evidence of the voters whot ify 
that they voted against the “ organized” double the number there \ en 
for our candidate. Were the vote . as cast both repres of 
the legislature from Morgan Co roted for General Mor 
tion, would have been defeated and the two votes would have! 
W.8. Reeves. Not only that, but Col. Lee Crandall would have received the 
certificate of election instead of Gen. Josern WHEELER. And what is still 
worse, many of our people here say, ** What is the us tnd refus » vote, 
believing that they will be robbed of the nyhow, andstay at! e. In 
fact, the spirit of liberty is about crushed. The writer of this letter has 
ways been a Democrat,and still belheves in the platform as p: 
the Democratic convention of 1868 that nominated Seymour and Bla 
Senator, Lam now with the People’s Party and I believe I am still fo: e 
same platform of 1868. Permit me again to thank you for your interest and 
energy. 

Il am, most truly, yours, A. C. NIXON, 
Chairman People’s Party Congressional Committee, Eighth ict 


Hon. WELLIAM V. ALLEN. 


I have in my possession many dozens of such letters, which I 
forbear to read. 

The resolutions which I have read were resolutions adopted by 
a@ joint caucus of members of the People’s Party and the Republi- 
can members of the general assembly of Alabama, nowin 
held on the 26th of January. The following preamble and reso- 
lutions were offered by Hon. R. T. Ewing and unanimously 
adopted by a rising vote: 


At a meeting of the caucus of the People’s Party and Republi 
of the general assembly of Alabama, held on the 26th of January, the fol 
lowing preambles and resolutions were offered by Hon. R. T. Ewi 
unanimously adopted by a rising vote: 

Whereas the Hon. W. V. ALLEN has introduced a resolution in the United 

assure an investigation that would 
g sction in 184; and 

Whereas this movement may involve the restoration of the rights and lib 
erties of the people of Alabama; and 

Whereas this consummation is most earnestly desired by every adherent 
of right and every advocate of justice and every devotee of freedom and lib- 
erty of this State; and 

Whereas this action on the part of Hon. W. V. ALLEN is most heartily ap 
proved and indorsed: Therefore, 





















Be it resolved, That the sincere acknowledgment and most earnest t! ks 
of each senator and representative in th are | I 
Hon. W. V. ALLEN for this exhibition of br ied statesmanship, v h 
would protect freedom and liberty and vouchsafe the enjoyment of every 


right and privilege to every citizen of this creat Republic 








Resolved further, That we request Hon. W. V. ALLEN toa t, to 
relax no zeal, and to tire not. nor grow wi >in the pr nder 
taking in which he has embarked, but, enco i by tl fl ty 


which inspires every patriot, and stimulated by that devotion to duty which 
has ever characterized ali his public efforts, to go forward and onward, until 
the people of our beloved State shall be disenthralled from the slavery im- 
posed by fraud manipulators and perpetrators, by corrupt officers, and our 
people shall have restored to them their lost liberties. 
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Resolved further, That a copy of these preambles and resolutions be trans- 
mitted to the Hon. W. V. ALLEN as a feeble recognition of the deep gratitude 
held by every member of this caucus for his unselfish, patriotic, and noble 


efforts in our behalf. 
A. T. GOODWIN, Chairman. 
Mr. CHANDLER. I think that when a question so important 
is being discussed, the question whether a sovereign State of the 
Union has a republican form of government, there ought to be a 
quorum present in the Senate Chamber. I suggest the absence of 
a quorum. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Secretary will call the roll. 


TheSecretary called theroll, and the following Senators answered 
to their names: 


Allen, Dubois, Lindsay, Platt, 
Bate, Faulkner, Lodge, Power, 
Berry, Frye, McLaurin, Proctor, 
Blackburn, Gibson, McMillan, Pugh, 
Blanchard, Gordon, Manderson, Ransom, 
Caffery, Gorman, Mantle, Squire, 
Call, Hansbrough, Mitchellof Oreg. Stewart, 
Camden, Harris, Morgan, Teller, 
Cameron, Hawley, Palmer, Vest, 
Chandler, Hoar, Pasco, Vilas. 
Clark, Hunton, Peffer, Walsh, 
Cockrell, Jones of Ark. Perkins, Washburn, 
Cullom, Kyle, Pettigrew, Wolcott. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Hit in the chair). Fifty- 
a are present. The Senator from Nebraska will pro- 
ceed. 

Mr. ALLEN. I desire to call the attention of the Senate to the 
articular condition of affairs in the State of Alabama, which is 
orne out by the testimony in my possession, and which I will read. 

I have had prepared by competent authority a brief statement 
showing the condition of the actual vote in that State at the Au- 
gust election in 1894, as well as the fraudulent votes cast, and which 
it is claimed were counted, showing conclusively a change in the 
result of the election in consequence of this method. There are 
certain counties in the State of Alabama known as the black belt 
counties. I know nothing of them except as I look upon them on 
the map, and as I am able to gather evidence of the condition of 
the people and the election machinery in those counties. Here is 
a paper which contains the vote of the black belt counties, which 
I will read: 


State election, Representation | 

















August, 1894. in legislature. 

eerie. a ae ee Popula- 

Black belt | Vote es-| _Esti- tion— 

counties. Votes | titnated | mated | Census 

counted | ticnated | ear | Senate. | House. 1890. 
ee - i en | 
| CASY. vote. | 

Se 1,113 340 773 *1 1 13, 330 
SEE 3 cssina oumenid 4, 064 1,243 2, 821 2 34, 898 
ae 2,601 795 1, 806 (3 2 27, 083 
ieee t-), cea 2) 959 905 | 2054] 0b) 2| 22’ 624 
I ie waren 6, 684 2, 045 4, 639 1 3 49, 350 
mrcone siediinsesenes tected 1,045 319 726 |} 1 { 1 22, 007 
ae dee 3,107 950] 2,157 |f 2| 37'501 
Lowndes ........... 5, 356 1, 688 3,718 (t) 2 81, 550 
POOP ionic cee see 2,074 634 1,440 (c) 1 18, 990 
Montgomery -....-- 5, 210 1, 594 3, 616 1 4 56, 172 
PEBPOMBO... woe o2s--- 8, 852 1,178 2, 674 2 33, 095 
., 2+ eae 1,673 611 1, 162 d) 2 29, 382 
SEL biinistinaid Sérwenke 1,690 517 1,173 e) 2 24, 003 
Ss i cnhins: omnia 2,251 688 1,563 2 29, 574 
NE Bs oneness 6, 401 1,958 4,443 1 2 30, 816 
Total ........- 50, 080 | 15,315 | 34,765 |.......... | 30 mate 








*Inclzdes Lowndes. + With Autauga. a Bullock and Macon, 1. Clarke, 
Choctaw, and Washington, 1. c Monrve, Baldwin, and Escambia,l. d Perry 
and Bibb, 1. e Russell and Lee,1. /Sumter and Pickens, 1. 


Mr. PLATT. Will the Senator excuse me for asking what is 
his authority for stating that there are 34,000 fraudulent votes 
out of fifty-some thousand? 

Mr. ALLEN. I will show the Senator as I proceed the author- 
ity for that statement. I think I will be able to make it plain. 

Mr. PLATT. The Senator has not been well heard on this side. 

Mr. ALLEN. I stated that I have evidence covering several of 
these counties almost completely. I did not have the evidence so 
completely, however, as to some other counties, but have esti- 
mated that the same frauds ran through them that we found to 
exist in the counties of which we have evidence. This result is 
produced in many of thesecounties. This estimate is based upon 
actual evidence in my possession, and I had this table made for 
the purpose of putting it in a form so thatit can be readily under- 
stood. Take, for instance, the county of Bullock, Fitzpatrick’s 
election beat, as itis called in that State. The votes counted there 
were votes at the gubernatorial election in August, 1894. -Oates 
was the Democratic candidate and Kolb the Populist candidate 
for governor. There were counted for Oates 331 votes, for Kolb 
22; total, 353. As a matter of fact only 104 votes were actuall 
cast. Two hundred and forty-nine were fraudulent votes. I wi 
read a copy of an affidavit, the original of which is in the posses- 
sion of Mr. Skaggs, a prominent citizen of the State of Alabama, 
regarding this matter. 
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Here are the names of 104 persons who voted at that beat at 


that time: 


BULLOCK COUNTY. 








1. R.F. Kirley. 87. Tony Baldwin (color- 71. Negro. 

2. H.S. Kirley. ed). 72. Wm. Patterson. 
8. Jesse Edwards. 88. Negro. 73. G. R. Knight. 

4. R.J.Given. 39. Negro. 74. Henry Williams. 
5. F. L. Rutland. 40. Negro. 75. J. R. Padgett. 

6. O. McVay. 41. Negro. 76. J. O. Griswold. i 
7. F. Ellis. 42. Negro. 77. Hugh Evans. 

8. R.O. Campbell. 43. Chas. Orum. 78. Geo. Stowers. 

9. Fitz Merriwether. 44. Chas. Eidson. 79. Eli Gray. 

10. B. J. Baldwin. 45. Tom Crowell. 80. Tom Godfrey (colo1+ 
1l. Jas. Orum. 46. E. Napier. ed). 

12. W.M. Turnipseed. 47. Negro. 81. W. W. Edson. 
13. Marion McVay. 48. Gus Stone. 82. Wes. Baskin. 

14. Jordan McVay. 49. B.F. Perry. 83. Negro. 

15. Morgan McVay. 50. W.B. Merriwether. 84. J. C. Alford. 

16. O. D. Asbell. 51. Chas. Merriwether. 85. W.C. Hufham. 
17. Dave Pugh. 62. H. P. Hufham. 86. F. E. Tompkins, 
18. H. F. Turnipseed. 53. C. B. Moss. 87. W. P. Carter. 

19. Andrew Pitch, sr. 54. J. C. Quillin. 88. C. C. Baker 

20. Chas. Sherwood. 55. Negro. 89. W. A. Gholston. 
21. Joe King (colored). 56. Negro. 90. W. P. Hufham. 
22. Geo. Reynolds. 57. Negro. 91. H. C. Williams. 
23. E. D. Grimes. 58. Negro. 92. F. B. Williams. 
24. J.T. Roberts. 59. Negro. 93. J. H. Seay. 

25. Dick Sherwood. 60, -———. Lucas. 94. Jas. Yeats. 

26. Andrew Pitch, jr. 61. J. P. Colvin. 95. Jas. Eidson. 

27. Tom Turnipseed. 62. Henry Evans. 96. Negro. 

28. Oscar Powell. 63. F, H. Ingram. 97. F. K. Bunkley. 
29. Alex Cameron. 64. L. Wells. 92, wes 

3). R. H. Hutchinson. 65. Mitchell Merriweth- 99. W. B. Howard. 
81. George Ellis. er. 100. B. F. Darnell. 
32. A. F. McDonald. 66. J. C. Crowell. 101. Jno. Carmichael. 
33. John Ellis. 67. John Sheally. 102. - Worthington. 
34. M. W. Thompson. 68. Jim Darnell. 103. C. A. Sheally. 

35. W.H. Carmichael. 69. Wm. Fenn. 104. A. V. Barnett. 
36. Negro. 70. R. J. Gholston. 


STATE OF ALABAMA, Bullock County: 


Before me, W. J. Dantzler, a justice of the peace in and for said county and 
State, personally appeared F'. E. Tompkins, W. P. Hufham,and N. P. Carter, 
who, being duly sworn, depose and say that the above is a true and correct 
list of all voters who entered the voting place at Fitzpatrick, not including 
the inspectors, clerks, and returning officer. 

F. E. TOMPKINS. 


W. P. HUFHAM. 
W. P. CARTER. 
Subscribed and sworn to before me this 6th day of August, 1894. 
- W. J. DANTZLER, Justice of the Peace. 


In Lowndes County there were counted for Oates at that elec- 
tion 4,995 votes, for Kolb 361, making a total of 5,356. -Of this 
number 3,048 were fraudulent. To establish this assertion, I read 
the following affidavit of L. Reese: 

STATE OF ALABAMA, County of Lowndes: 


Before me, H. R. Williamson, a justice of the peace in and for the said 
county and State, personally appeared L. Reese, who is personally known to 
me as a man of good reputation for truth and veracity, and as a prominent 
and influential citizen of said county, who, after being duly sworn, says under 
oath, that at the State election held in said county and State on the first 
Monday in August, 1894, the supporters of Ruben F. Kolb, candidate for gov- 
ernor, had inspectors at fourteen of the precincts or voting places in said 
county, as required by law, at which voting places or precincts William C. 
Oates, candidate for governor, received 555 votes, and Ruben F. Kolb, candi- 
date for governor, received 355 votes. 

That at the other six voting places or precincts in said county the support- 
ersof Reuben F. Kolb, candidate for governor, were not allowed an inspector 
as provided by law, and that William C. Oates, candidate for governor, had re- 
turned for him 1,617 votes, and Reuben F. Kolb, candidate for governor, had 
returned for him 6 votes, as having been cast at said election in said six pre- 
cincts. 

Affiant further states that he was present at Hayneville, the county seat 
of said Lowndes County, on the Saturday following said day of election, when 
the county board of supervisers can vassed the vote of said county: and affi- 
ant witnessed the canvass of the official vote of the county of Lowndes, at the 
same time taking down on paper the vote by precincts as called out by the 
sheriff of said county. said sheriff being one of said board of supervisors; that 
the total vote of said Lowndes county, as canvassed by precincts by said 
board of supervisors, and as called out by said sheriff, and noted down by the 
clerk and others*present, was 2,272 votes for Oates for governor, and 361 votes 
for Kolb for governor. 

That in the official declaration of the result of the State election in the dif- 
ferent counties, as made by the —— of the house of representatives of 
Alabama, the result in said Lowndes County was given as 4,995 votes for Wil- 
liam C. Oates for governor, and 361 votes for Ruben F. Kolb at a x 

4 DENSE. 

Subscribed and sworn to before me this, the 3d day of January, 1895. 

H. R. WILLIAMSON, 
Justice of the Peace, 


In Dallas County the total vote counted was6,517. Fifteen hun- 
dred and seventy-seven were actually cast; 4,940 were fraudulent. 
In support of that, I read the following affidavit: 

STATE OF ALABAMA, County of Dallas (Senator MoRGAN’s home county]: 


Before me, R.O. Blakey, a notary public in and for said county and State, 
pecsonally appeared David Lloyd, who, being duly sworn, deposes and says 
as TOLIOWS: 

That he is a citizen of Dallas County, Ala., and has been residing in said 
county for ten years, and is now engaged in business of a general merchan- 
dise and commission merchant. 

Affiant further states that he is well acquainted in Dallas County, Ala., 
knowing personally and in a business way a large number of the citizens of 
said county; that he took an active interest in the campaien preceding the 
election for State officers and members of the general assembly in this State 


held on the 6th day of August, 1894; that, by correspondence and personal 
interviews with prominent citizens from every precinct in said county, affi- 
ant became well informed as to the number of voters actually registered 
prior to the said August election; that he has been informed and has good 
reason to believe that there were not exceeding 2,000 voters actually regis- 
tered; that the negro voters residing in said county had been advised not te 








1895. 





register, and that, in his opinion, and to the best of his knowledge and be- 
lief, not more than 5 per cent of the negro voters in said county registered 
for said election. : 

Affiant further states that he was chairman of the executive committee of 
the Jeffersonian Democracy of said county during the recent campaign in 
the State election, and that, in this way, he undertook, prior to said August 
election, to perfect an arrangement by which he might informed as to the 
number of votes actually cast in said county at said election; and for this 
purpose he, as chairman of said executive committee, requested and had 
reputable citizens in nearly every precinct in said county to remain at the 
diferent polling places on the day of said election from the opening to the 
closing of the a and from the reports of such citizens who id remain at 
such polling places he obtained what he believes to be accurate information 
as to the number of votes actually cast in the different precincts in said 
county at said election; and such information, so obtained, is corroborated 
by current reports from various sources, and is generally believed by reputa- 
ble citizens in Dallas County. : 

Affiant further declares that the following is a full statement, in detail, of 
the votes actually cast in the different precincts in said county at said election: 









Votes. Votes. 
Plantersville beat, No.1....-..... 41 | Union beat, No. 23 ........-...... 29 
Summerfield beat, No. 2......... 85 | Pence’s beat, No. 24. .....-. hin eeneel 37 
Woodlawn beat, No.3-........-.- 24 | Liberty Hill beat, No. 25 ........ 15 
Valley Creek beat, No.4 .......- 43 | Vernon beat, No. 27.......-..---- 2 
Harrell’s beat, No.5 .......-.-..--. 13 | Marion Junction beat, No. 28.... 25 
Dublin beat, No.6 .......--..---. 48 | Brown’s beat, No. 29.........-.-.. 17 
Martin’s beat, No.7 ..........-.- 77 | King’s beat, No. 30 ..........----. 31 
Orrville beat, No.8.............. 31 | Smyle’s beat, No.31 ........-.-.. 7 
Lexington beat, No.9 ........... 45 | Elm Bluff beat, No. 32 ......--.... ll 
River beat, No. 10_.......-..- é 20 | Carlowville beat, No. 33 -........ 22 
Pine Flat beat, No. 11......- 16 | Boykin’s beat, No. 34 ........-.-.- 34 
Old Town beat, No. 12 .....-.-.... 108 | Mitchell's beat, No. 35 ........... 35 
Pleasant Hill beat, No. 13........ 85 | Selma beat, No. 36 ............... 719 
Richmond beat, No. 14. .......... 18 —e 
Portland beat, No. 15 ............ 26 1,577 
Burnsville beat, No. 32 .......... 22 





Affiant further states that there are actually 36 voting precincts in Dallas 
County, Ala., but that 5 precincts are included in the city of Selma, in every 
one of which precincts, in municipal elections, a voting place is provided, 
but that in county, State, and Federal elections all voters residing in the 5 
precincts included in the city of Selma vote at precinct No. 36. 

Affiant further states that at Cahaba precinct No. 16, the polls were not 
opened, and no election was held in said precinct on the 6th day of August, 1894. 

Affiant further states that the grand jury of Dallas County recently under- 
took to investigate frauds in said election, held in said county; and, for that 
purpose, sent a committee from said grand jury to wait upon P. G. Wood. 
judge of probate of said county, and to request of him the registration lists as 
returned to his office from the various precincts of said county. Such re- 
quest was refused by said judge of probate. Said committee waited upon 
said probate judge a second time, and requested to be permitted to inspect 
said registration lists, and that after the second refusal on the part of said 
probate judge said committee wasinformed by said judge of probate that the 
registration lists could not be delivered to them without an order from the 
judge of the circuit court. After said second refusal a conference was held 

stween the foreman of said grand jury and said judge of probate and no 
further effort was made on the part of said grand jury to investigate said 


frauds and irregularities. 
DAVID LLOYD. 


Subscribed and sworn to before me this the 22d day of December, 1894. 
R. O, BLAKEY, Notary Public. 


I may as well state in this connection, Mr. President, that ac- 
cording to the law of the State of Alabama the judge of probate in 
each county is the legal custodian of the registration books of 
the different beats in his county. 

I will read another affidavit: 


STATE OF ALABAMA, County of Dallas [The city in which Senator MorRGAN 

lives, beat 36]. 

Before me, R. O. Blakey, a notary public in and for said county and State, 
a paar appeared S. P. McIlwain, who is known to me, and who, being 
duly sworn, deposes and = as follows: 

That he is a citizen of Dallas County, Ala., and has been a resident of said 
county for sixty-five years; that there are 36 precincts in the county of 
Dallas, and that the city of Selma includes 5 of these precincts; that in the 
municipal elections there are 5 polling eo in said city of Selma; butin the 
county, State, and Federal elections all electors residing in the 5 precincts 
composing the city of Selma are required to vote at precinct No. 36, at the 
court-house, in the city of Selma; that he was at the polling place of precinct 
No. 36, in the city of Selma, on the 6th day of August, 1894; that he was at 
said precinct before the opening of the polls on the day of said election, and 
remained at said polls continuously, from the opening to the closing of the 

0lls; that he saw every man who entered the polling place at said precinct 
No. 36, and saw that only 719 voters, including the election managers, clerks, 
and the returning officer, entered said polling place fromthe time the polls 
were opened until they were closed on the day of said election. 

Affiant further states that he was within 75 feet of said polling place, and 
in a position to see every man who entered said polling place, and no man 
could enter said polling place without said affiant seeing him, as affiant did not 
leave said polling place on day of said election from the time the polls 
were opened until they were closed, and that719 voters, and no more, entered 
—_ olling place on said election day, the 6th of August, 1894. 


supervisors, and that the followin 
announced by the county supervisors, and alleged to have been returned 
from the various precincts of said county, to wit: 





; Votes. Votes. 
Plantersville beat, No, 1........ 43 | Union beat, No. 23.............. 329 
Summerfield beat, No. 2........ 220 | Pence’s beat, No. 24............. 37 
Woodiawn beat, No.3 .......... 150 | Liberty Hall beat, No. 25....... 315 
Valley Creek beat, No. 4....... 43 | Vernon beat, No. 27............. 12 
Harrell’s beat, No. 5...........- 13 | Brown's beat, No. 29 -........... 317 
Dublin beat, No.6 .............- 48 | King’s beat, No. 30 --............ 31 
Martin’s beat, No.7 ............ 667 | Smyle’s beat, No. 31_-............ 182 
Orville beat, No.8 .............. 432 | Elm Bluff beat, No. 32 .......... it 
Lexington beat, No. 9......-... 277 | Carlowville beat, No. 33 ........ 2 
River beat, No. 10............... 293 | Boykin’s beat, No. 34 ......-.... 110 
Pine Flat beat, No.11.........-. 16 | Mitchell's beat, No. 35 .......... 400 
Old Town beat, No. 12 .......... 280 | Selma beat, No. 36 ..........-... 2, 083 
Pleasant Hill beat, No. 13 -..... 129 | Marion Junction beat, No. 28... 7 
Richmond beat, No. 14 ..._._..- 13 
Portland beat, No. 15........... 26 6, 517 
Burnsville beat, No. 22 ____..... 2 
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| after affiant had registered, to go immediately and register; 
| registered said parties, who had registered at request of affiant, came to af- 
| fiant and exhibited their registration certificates, and said registration cer- 








| closed they saw every man who entered the polling pla 
| with the exception of such, if any, who entered during the 
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Affiant further states that having lived in said county of Dallas for man 
ears he is well uainted with the people of said county, and is well ixf- 
ormed as to the public sentiment and political movements in said county; 
that he is informed and hasreason to believe, and does believe, that very few 
of the negro voters in said Dallas County registered during the year i894, and 
that at least 75 per cent of the voters of said Dallas County are negroes; that 
he has seen a statement published showing the actual vote, by precincts, of 
Dallas County on the 6th day of August, 1894, to be a total of 1,577 votes; and 
that he is informed and has good reason to believe, after a personal investi- 

ation, that 1,577 votes is the total number of votes cast in said county of 

allas on the 6th day of August, 1894. 





S. P. McILWAIN. 
Subscribed and sworn to before me this the 22d day of December, 1894. 
: R. O. BLAKEY, Notary Public, 
Also the following: 


| STATE OF ALABAMA, County of Dallas: 


Before me, A. Kayser, a notary public in and for said county and State, 
ae mayne | appeared J. Gilbert Johnson, who is known to me, and who, being 

=. sworn, deposes and says as follows: 

That he is a citizen of Lexington precinct, No. 9, in said county and State; 
that he registered in said precinct about 4 o'clock in the afternoon on the 26th 
day of May, 1894, said day being the last day in the registration period in 1894; 
that he registered before W. W. Berry, registrar of said precinct; that the 
registration certificate given affiant was No. 227; that up the time affiant reg- 





| istered there had not been registered exceeding 50 voters; that affiant inquired 


of a large number of negroes whom he saw in and about or near to the resi- 
dence of said registrar, where registration was being made, and that he did 
not meet one who did not tell him that he had not registered. 

Affiant further states that he requested a number oi pogroes. whom he saw 
that after being 


tificates were numbered above 227, that being the number of aftiant’s cetifi- 
cate of registration. 

Affiant further states that he was born and brought up in said precinct, 
and personally knows every white manin said precinct; that he carefully 
canvassed said precinct, and made a list of every white voter in said pre- 
cinct, and that there were 47 white voters, and no more, in said precinct. 

Affiant further states that he is well informed as to the negro population 
of said precinct, and from personal knowledge and diligent inquiry he has 
reason to believe, and does believe, that there were not exceeding six negroes 
who had registered in said precinct up to the time affiant registered, and 
that not more than 12 or 15 negroes registered after affiant registered 

Affiant further states that about a week after the close of the registration 
period he called upon P.G. Wood, judge of probate of said county, and in- 
formed said P.G. Wood that false entries had been made on the registration 
list from said precinct No.9. 

Affiant further states that he was present at said Lexington precinct, No. 
9, in said county, at the election held on the 6th day of August, feos. from the 
time the polls were opened until they were closed; that he saw every man 
who entered the polling place in said precinct on the day of said election, and 
that there were 45* men, and no more, including the election managers, 
clerks, and returning officer, who entered said polling place on said election 
day, from the time the polls were opened until they were closed 

ffiant further states that he remained continuously within 75 feet of said 
polling place, from the time the polls were opened until they were closed on 
said election day, and was in a position all the time said polls were open to 
see every man who came toor entered said polling place, and that there were 
45 men, and no more, who entered said polling place. 

Affiant further states that on theinside of the polling place at said election, 
in said precinct, there were four men, three white men and one negro; that 
said white men were W. W. Berry, T. J. Lock, and ——— Dudley, and the negro 
aforesaid was Simon Armstrong; that said four men acted as inspectors and 
clerks at said election in said precinct, and that they were all the men who 
were inside of said polling place for the purpose of managing said election 

Affiant further states that all of said inspectors and clerks were members 
of the “‘ organized * Democratic party, and that the opposition to the * organ- 
ized” Democracy had no representative at said polling place at said election. 

J. GILBERT JOHNSON. 

Subscribed and sworn to before me this the 22d day of December, 1594 

A. KAYSER, Notary Public. 






STATE OF ALABAMA, County of Dallas: 


Before me, R.O. Blakey, a notary public in and for said county and State, 
personally sea E. H. Surles and L. Brady, who are known to me, and 
who, being duly sworn, depose and say, each for himself, as follows: 

That he is a citizen of Dallas County, Ala., residing in Summerfield precinct, 
No.2; that he was present at said precinct on the 6th day of August, 1894, and 
remained at the polling place in said precinct from the time the p: 
opened until they were closed; that from the time said polls were opened 
until they were closed they saw every man who entered said polling place in 
said precinct; that there were 35+ men, and no more, including the election 
managers, clerks, and returning officer, who entered said polling place in said 
precinct on the 6th day of August, 1894; that one of the election managers at 
said precinct in said election was a negro named Nick Moore; that suid Nick 
Moore told said affiants that he, Nick Moore, had never registered for said 
election, and said affiants have reason to believe, and do believe, that said 
Nick Moore had never registered as an elector at said election. 

Affiants further state that said Nick Moore is an illiterate negro, who « 


a tala 
lis were 


an 
E. H. SURLES. 
L. BRADY 


Subscribed and sworn to before me this the 22d day of December, ist. 
R. O. BLAKEY, Notary J 


| neither read nor write. 


ant further states that he was present at the court-house on the Satur- 
day following said election, at a canvassing of the returns before the county | 
is a statement in detail of the votes as | 


ic. 


STATE OF ALABAMA, County of Dallas: 

Before me, R. O. Blakey, a notary public in and for said county « 
ersonally appeared R. F. Sumerlin, A. Irwin, and A. L. Gilmer, who ar 
snown to me, and who, being duly sworn, depose and say. each for himself, 
as follows: 


That he is a citizen of Dallas County, Ala., residing in Union precinct, No. 
23; that he was present at said precinct on the 6th day of August, IS‘, and 
remained at the polling place of said precinct from the time the pol!s were 
opened until they were closed, with the exception of about half an hour, when 
they went to dinner, a distance of between 200 and 300 yards from t poll 
ing place; and that from the time the polls were opened until they were 
» in said precinct, 
riod of about 
half an hour, when they were 200 or 300 yards away from said polling place; 
and that there were 29{ men, and no more, including the election managers, 


* Official returns give 

















227. +220 returned as official. { 29, official returns. 
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clerks, and returning offier, who entered the polling place in said precinct on 
the 6th day of August, 1804; that during their absence of about half an hour 
from said polling place E. Gilmer* remained at said polling place for the pur- 
pose of keeping the tally from the time they left until they returned, and 
upon return of said affiants to said polling place said Ed. Gilmer told said 
affiants that no man had entered said polling place, nor was a vote cast while 


they were away. 
A. L. GILMER, 
R. F. SUMERLIN, 
A. IRWIN. 
Subscribed and sworn to before me this the 22d day of December, 1894. 
R. O. BLAKEY, Notary Public. 





STATE OF ALABAMA, County of Dalias: 

Before me, R. O. Blakey, a notary public in and for said county and State, 
personally appeared Ed. Gilmer, who is known to me, and who, being duly 
sworn, deposes and says: 

That he isa citizen of Union precinct, No. 23, Dallas County, Ala.; that he 
was at Union precinct, No. 23, on the 6th day of August, 1894; that he saw R. 


F. Sumerlin, A. IDvwin, and A. L. Gilmer at the voting place of said precinct | 


on day of said election; that said Sumerlin, Irwin, and Gilmer left said poll- 
ing place about 12 o'clock noon, and wenta distance of 200 or 300 yards, and 
remained about half hour; that at the request of said Sumerlin, Irwin, and 
Gilmer, affiant remained at said polling place while they were absent, and 
that while said above-named parties were absent from said polling place no 
one entered said polling place, and there was no vote cast at said polling place 
while they were absent. 

Affiant further states that J.J. Townsend, Jim Orr, and J. N. Williams were 
election managers at said election in said precinct. 

EDDIE GILMER. 


Subscribed and sworn to before me this the 22d day of December, 1894. 
R. O. BLAKEY, Notary Public. 


» 


STATE or ALABAMA, County of Dallas; 


Before me, R. O. Blakey, a notary public in and for said county and State, 
personally appeared Wiiliam Bell, who is known to me, and who, being duly 
sworn, deposes and says as follows: 

That he is acitizen of Dallas County, Ala., and is over 21 years of age; that 
he was the returning officer from Pence’s beat, No. 24, in said county, for the 
election held on the 6th day of August, 1894; that on the morring after said 
election he was in Selma, the county seat of said county, with the returns 
from said precinct; that in said Selma he met Louis Bamberger, returning 
officer from Martin’s beat, No. 7,in said county; that in a conversation with 
said Louis Bamberger and E. B. Martin, on said morning, said Martin, so affi- 
ant is informed, being one of the inspectors of said election at Martin's beat, 
No.7,said Bamberger said to affiant that the total vote cast at said Martin's 
beat, No. 7, on the 6th day of August, 1894, was 77+ votes, and no more, and 
that said votes had been counted and returned as cast. 

Said Bamberger further said to affiant that the election held on the 6th day 
of August, 1894, at said precinct, was the only fair election that had been held 
in said precinct in a good many years. 

WILLIAM BELL. 


Subscribed and sworn to before me this the 2st day of December, 1814. 
R. O. BLAKEY, Notary Public. 


This much, Mr. President, upon the evidence of instances of 
specific fraud with reference to the State ticket in the State of 
Alabama at the Angust election of 1894. 

At Hollow Square beat, in Hale County, the votes counted were 
868; the votes actually cast, according to the affidavit, were 52; 
there being 316 fraudulent votes counted for Oates. I read the 
following affidavit: 

STATE OF ALABAMA, County of Hale: 


Before me, J. M. Jefferson, a notary public in and for said county and State, 

rsonally appeared H.T. Stringfellow, whe is known to me, and who, by me 
vohee duly sworn according to law, deposes and says as follows: 

That he is a resident of said Hale County, Ala., and over the age of 21 years; 
that he was present at Hollow Square beat, No. 6, in said county and State, 
at the election on the 6th day of August, 1894; that the inspectors of said 
election at said precinct were 8. W. Walton, Jim McCrory, and Alf Johnson; 
that the clerks of said clection were J. W. Stephenson and Jim Wilson; and 
affiant further states that all of said inspectors and clerks at said election in 
said precinct are well known as members of the “organized Democratic 


rty, 
PeAfhant further states that before the opening of the _ at said election, 
said inspectors, at the suggestion of S. W. Walton, held up their hands and 
said substantially as follows: “ We agree to hold this election for the best in- 
terest of the country. 

Affiant further states that there was at the opening of the polls no magis- 
trate present, but that A.J. May, magistrate of said precinct, appeared at the 

about 10 o'clock a. m. 

Affiant with his son, B. M. Stringfellow, who was over Sve of age, 
and not twenty-one on the 6th day of August, 184, and W. H. May, were 

resent when said i ctors opened the polls; that affiant with his son, B. M. 

tringfellow,remained at said polling place, or within 70 feet of the same, 
continuously, from the opening of the polls until they were closed; that said 
W.H. May remained with affiant and his son at the polls until about 12 o'clock 
noon, when W.H. May went to dinner. 

Affiant further states that from the time the polls were opened until they 
were closed at said precinct in said county and State, the total number of 
voters who entered said polling place was52,andnomore. Affiant states that 
he saw every man who ente: polling place from the time said inspectors 
opened said polls for holding said election until the close of said polling place, 
and that there were 52 men who entered said polling place within said time, 
every one of whom was personally known to said affiant. 

Affiant further states that there were about 368 votes returned from said 
epee at said election, of which 8 were declared for Kolb and 360for Oates, 

© nominees for governor, respectively, at the election held on the 6th day 
of August, 1894. 

Affiant further states that during the month of November, after the elec- 
tion for Congressman was held on the 6th day of November lust, he, with 
three other citizens of said precinct, No.6, went before A.J. May, a justice of 
the peace in and for said precinct, and stated that they desired to make oath 
as to irregularities which occurred at said election in said precinct, held on 
the 6th day of November last; and that said A.J. May refused to affiant and 
those who were with him the privilege of making oath before him as magis- 
trate, stating that he, A. J. y, was afraid to e the oath of affiant and 


those who were with nim, for the reason that other parties, who were “ or- 
*See Gilmer’s affidavit. 


+ Official returns give 667. 
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zanized * Democrats, were friendly tosaid A. J. May, and that it would injure 
1im to take the oath of affiant and those who were with him. 
H. T. STRINGFELLOW. 


Subscribed and sworn to before me this the 20th day of December, 18%. 

J. M. JEFFERSON, Notary Public. 

The law of the State of Alabama requires, ‘‘ when it is practi- 
cable ”—I think I use the exact language of the statute—that where 
there are candidates representing two opposing political parties, 
one of the judges or inspectors of the election shall be selected 
from the opposite political party. 

In Pin Hook beat the votes counted were 162; the votes actually 
polled were 49; 113 were fraudulent. In support of that I read 
the following affidavit: ‘ 

STATE OF ALABAMA, County of Hale: 
Before me, J. M. Jefferson, a notary public in and for said county and State, 


| per sonally appeared before A. J. Mayfield, who is known to me, and who, 


yeing duly sworn according to law, deposes and says: 
That he is over 21 years of age, and is a citizen of Hale County; that he was 


| present at Pin Hook beat, No. 2, in said county and State, at the election held 


on the 6th day of August, 1894; that he was at the polling place at said pre- 
cinct at the time the polis were opened on said day of said election, and re- 
mained there until they were closed, with the exception of about two hours 
at noon, while he was at dinner; that during his absence of two hours he left 
F. T. May in his place to keep tally of the votes cast; that while affiant was 
present at said polling place on said day of said election there were only 44 


| votes cast, and that F. '.. May told said affiant that while affiant was absent 


and said May was acting in his place there were only 5 Votes cast, making a 
total of 49 votes cast in said precinct at said election, including the votes cast 
by election managers, clerks, and returning officer. 

Affiant further states that he has reason to believe, and does believe, that 
there were 49 voters, and no more, who entered said polling place on said day 
of said election; that while he was present, as stated, there were only 44 vot- 
ers, including the election managers, clerks, and returning officer, who en- 


tered said polling place. 
A. J. MAYFIELD. 


Subscribed and sworn to before me this the 20th day of December, 1894. 
J. M. JEFFERSON, Notary Public. 


At Cedarville beat, Hale County, the votes counted were 504; 
votes actually polled, 48; fraudulent, 456. In support of this 
statement I read the following affidavits: 

STATE or ALABAMA, County of Hale: 


Before me, J. M. Jefferson, a notary public in and for said county and State, 
personally appeared James M. Hobson, who is known to me, and who, being 
duly sworn, deposes end says as follows: 

That he is a resident citizen of said county and State,and is over 21 years 
of age; that Tom Wilburn was one of the inspectors in Precinct No. 1, Ha- 
vana, in said county and State, at the election held on the 6th day of August, 
1894; that the other two inspectors of election in said precinct were members 
of the “organized” Democratic party. 

Affiant further states that he was present.at the court-house on the Satur- 
day following said election at a canvassing of the returns of said election; 
that when the box of Precinct No.1, Havana, was opened, the returns were 
signed by only two inspectors, both of whom were “ organized ’’ Democrats, 
and that before the vote in said precinct was announced, a motion was made 
by affiant before the supervisor of said election to throw out said box on ac- 
count of the failure of oneof the inspectors to sign the returns, whereas the 
law required that all three of the inspectors should sign the returns, and be- 
cause of gross irregularities in the nature of intimidation, perpetrated by 
certain officers holding the election; and the affiant offered to prove by the 
inspector, who was there present, and who declined and Satlaeatt to sign said 
returns because of such irregularities and intimidation which said inspector 
could not prevent, that such irregularities were perpetrated. Motion of affi- 


ant was overruled. 
J. M. HOBSON. 


Subscribed and sworn to before me this the 19th day of December, 1894. 
; J. M. JEFFERSON, Notary Public. 


STATE OF ALABAMA, County of Hale: 

Before me, J. M. Jefferson, a notary public in and for said county and State, 
personally ae James M. Hobson and 8. A. Hobson, who are known to 
me, and who, being duly sworn, depose and say, each for himself, as follows: 

That he is a resident citizen of said Hale County, Ala., and over the age of 
21 years; that he is personally acquainted with W. C. Christian, judge of 
probate of said county; that said W. ©. Christian, judge of probate, officially 
stated to each of said affiants, after the close of the gg period, but 
before the election held on the 6th day of August, 1894, that the total num- 
ber of votes registered at Cedarville beat, No. 7, in said county and State, 
was 58,and no more. And the effiants further state that the registrar, P. H. 
Waller, of said Cedarville precinct, No. 7, stated to each of said affiants, after 
the registration peried had closed, but before said election, that the total 
number of voters registered in said Precinct No. 7 was 58, and no more. 

And said affiants further say that the total number of votes, as shown by 
the returns of said election, held on the 6th day of August, 1894, and as counted 
by the board of supervisors, was 504 as having been cast in said precinct at 
said election; and that all of said 504 votes were returned as having been cast 
for William C. Oates, nominee of the “organized ’’ Democracy. 

JAMES M. HOBSON. 
8. A. HOBSON. 


8 abseribed and sworn to before me this the 19th day of December, 1894. 
J. M. JEFFERSON, Notary Public. 

In Jefferson County the charges of fraud im the management of 
Bessemer beat and other voting precincts are supported by the 
affidavits of T. T. Huey, J. M. Crook, C. H. Spencer, H. J. Palmer, 
T. R. Rollins, T. W. Lloyd, J. M. Farrell, J. J. Sullivan, James 
Moore, and John McEniry. One hundred and sixteen voters were 
denied the right to vote (see affidavit of James Moore). 
STATE OF ALABAMA, Jefferson County: 


Before me, J. H. Reville, a justice of the peace in and for said county and 
State, personally appeared J. M. Crook, C. H. Spencer, T. T. Huey, and H. 'T. 
Palmer, who are known to me, and who, being duly sworn, depose and say, 
each for himself, as follows: 

That he is a citizen of Bessemer precinct, No. 33, in said county and State; 
that he was at er ae lace of said precinct at the election heM on the 6th 
day of August, 1 That they were informed, and have just reagen to be- 
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* 
lieve, that an agreement had been reached between C. H. Spencer, president 
of the Jeffersonian Democracy of said precinct, and James Trotter, president | 
of the organized Democracy of said precinct, and other leading and repre- | 
sentative men of both political factions, that at said election the Jéffersonian | 
Democracy should have one clerk and both the Jeffersonian and organized 
Democracy should have thirteen fixers each. 
Affiants further state that they were present at said polling place when the | 
polls were opened on day of said election, and that at the opening of said | 
yolls the managers of said election gave notice that only three fixers would | 
fe allowed the Jeffersonians and that the organized Dx mocracy would have 
six fixers, against which arrangement, affiants are informed, Z. T. Carwile, 
Jeffersonian manager, protested. | 
Affiants further state that about one hour and a half ortwo hoursafter the | 
polls had keen opened in said precinct the managers of said election agreed | 
to there being four fixers for the Jeffersonian Democracy and eight fixers for | 
the organized Democracy, and thereupon affiant H. J. Palmer began to actas | 
fixer for the Jeffersonian Democracy. | 
Affiants further state that at said polling place on said election day there 
were provided 12 booths: that at the opening of the polls the managers ad- ! 
ministered the oath to illiterate voters, as required by law, 12 at a time, and 
that this method continued for about one hour after the polls were opened, 
and that during said time said election progres 2 L y, and there | 
was no disorder or confusion at said polling place, but that about one hour | 
efter the polls were opened the managers announced that only one illit: 
voter would be permitted to appear and qualify at a time; that following | 
said announcement said managérs, to wit, W. R. Henderson and T. P. Wailer, | 
organized Democrats, in various improper and illegal ways, interrogated | 
illiterate voters by asking them many useless and unnecessary questions, 
such as their names, places of residence, etc., and permitted deputy sheriffs | 
and ticket fixers, who were organized Democrats, to bulldoze, intimidate, 
and confuse illiterate voters who appeared at said polling place and declared | 
their inability to mark their own tickets and presented their certificates of | 
registration. 
Affiants further state that deputy sheriffs and fixers were permitted inside 
of the polling place at all times, and that said deputy sheriffs and fixers joined 
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with the managers in asking illiterate voters many questions tending to re- 
tard the voting and confuse and embarrass illiterate voters, said questions 
being unnecessary and irrelevant, such as where do you live, what is your 
name, etc. 

Affiants, J. M. Crook, C. H. Spencer, and H. T. Palmer, further state that 
one J. M. Perkins, an employee of the T. C. L. and R. R. Co., and an “ organ- 
ized * Democrat claiming to be a deputy sheriff and fixer at said election, w 
inside said polling place, leaning over the table on which the ballot box was 

laced: that Z. T. Carwile, one of the managers of said election, called upon | 

eputy Sheriff Burgin to cause Perkins to move from said table. Said dep- 
uty sheriff refused, saying that he had no authority to remove said Perkins. 
‘Affiants further state that said Perkins would go to the booths while tickets 
were being fixed for illiterate voters, and listen to the conversation between | 
the illiterate voters and the fixers. | 

Affiants further state that about 11 o’clock in the morning on day of said 
election at said polling place, Officer — arrested W. D. Brown, one of the | 
fixers selected from the Jeffersonian Democracy, under warrant issued by 
William Jackson, notary public and ex officio justice of the peace, upon 
complaint of E. A. Little, said Jackson and Little being members of the ‘or- | 
ganized” Democracy; that Officer Burgin also arrested afiiant C. H. Spencer, 
fixer, and Z. T. Carwile, Jeffersonian manager, under warrant issued by said | 
Jackson, on complaint of said Little; thatupon being arrested said Spence 
and Carwile offered to give bond, but said Burgin refused to take bond, stat- 
ing that he had no authority to do so, and that parties arrested must go to 
Birmingham. Affiant Spencer states that he went to the telephone and tele- 
phoned to Sheriff Morrow, at Birmingham, Ala., and asked said Sheriff Mor- | 
row if he had given orders that affiant and other parties arrested should not 
be allowed bond. Said Sheriff Morrow asked affiant what he (affiant) had 
done. Affiant replied that he had done nothing. Said Morrow then asked | 
what that fellow Carwile had been doing. Said affiant told said Morrow that | 
said Carwile had been doing nothing but his duty. Said Morrow then tel- | 
ephoned said Spencer that he (Spencer) should be allowed bond. Affiant | 
Spencer further states that when he returned to said polling place said offi- 
cer had left and bond had been fixed. | 

Affiants further state that, when the polls were opened at said precinct on | 
day of said election, the booths were arranged so as to obscure the view of | 
the election managers, clerks, and the general public from occupants of said 
booths, for the front of said booths were turned inan opposite direction from | 
the managers and clerks at said election, as well as from the pubiic; butabout 
ll o’clock im the morning of said election day one of the deputy sheriffs re- 
versed said booths so as to have said election booths facing the election man- 

rs, clerks, and the public, and thereby giving full view of the ye 
erks, | 





























of said booths, said occupants being seen by the election managers, c 
and the general public. 

Affiants Spencer, Palmer, and Crook further state that one E. A. Little,an 
“organized * Democrat, who was present at said polling place, directed said 
deputy sheriff to change said election booths. 

Afiiants Spencer, Crook, and Palmer state that E. A. Little, William Jack- 
son, and L. Y. Lyscomb, all “ organized ** Democrats, and said Lyscomb being 
the nominee for representative from said county on the “ organized *’ Demo- 
cratic ticket, were within 15 feet of said polling place, calling out to illiterate 
voters who entered said poling place, telling them what fixers to call upon to 
fix their tickets, and said Little was cursing, using loud and boisterous lan- 
guage, and in many ways intimidating and bulldozing timid and illiterate 
voters. | 

T. T. HUEY. 

J. M. CROOK. 

Cc. H. SPENCER. 

H. J. PALMER. | 
i 
| 
| 


Subscribed and sworn to before me this the 4th day of January, 1895. 
J. H. REVILLE, Justice of the Peace. 


STATE OF ALABAMA, Jefferson County: 


Before me,J.H. Reville, a justice of the peace in and for said county and 
State, personally appeared J. M. Crook, O.H Spencer, J. J. Sullivan, enry 
Palmer, James Moore,John McEniry, T.R. Collins, T. W. Lioyd,and J. M. 
Farrell,who are known to me, and who, being duly sworn, depose and say. 
each for himself, as follows: 

That he was present at the polling place of Bessemer precinct at the elec- | 
tion held on the tth day of August, 184; that there were about twenty-five 
deputy sheriffs, or men claiming to be deputy sheriffs and wearing the 
badges of such officers, at said polling place on the day of said election. | 

And affiants are informed and have good reason to believe that all of the | 
deputy sheriffs aforesaid were members of the ‘ organized’ Democracy, and | 
that the action of such deputy sheriffs tended and was in the direction of bull- 
dozing and intimidating illiterate voters who were supposed to favor the 
Jeffersonian ticket; that said deputy sheriffs, by bulldozing and intimidation, 
prevented a large number of voters from entering the polling place and cast- 
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ing their votes; that the ropes about said polling place were so arrang 
to enable such deputy sheriffs and police officer: 
wished to favor in entering said polling place 








































































And affiants saw said deputy sher | police 
7, altho rroes were t ) 
geanized * Democra vere W oO l 
opes, and thus rx : i 
} 
f Lli I “8 
in ! iv T 1 m 
cr and such voters,so affi inf i r m 
deputy sheriffs and police off wel a ] \ ut- 
ing to such ofiicers that they intended to vo De c 
ticket,and thereby said voters s« ‘ 1 } we 
of entering said poll ace ahx 3 W t 
its Spencer an ok further state that, a y many o r acts of 
ing and intimi on, — . li- 
ing place to vote was immediately ar t ¥ 
as well as an “organized ’’ Democrat d wa 10 iid 
Pp g place; but in a few minutes said P ro 
ar ated that he (Perkins) was mis I at i id 
Perkins to fix his (———- —— neg! l t I 18 
booth with said negro and 1 ts 
could not hear, but 1 d 
that he would not te; : 

Affiants Spencer and St v I os Mh. 
Randall, and Charlie G 1an of ¢ se- 
mer, and Gurst and T: i city 3 
violently pushi i v1 I b 
the polling place ahead of such n Oe8 1 n they ha i Aw al- 
though said negroes were in regular line when pushed aw rs. 

1 
INS 
lL. 
N,. 
» Z. 

Subscribed and sworn to before me this 4th day of January, 18 

J. H. V lust i . 
STATE OF ALABAMA, Jefferson County: 

Before me, J. H. Reville, aj ice of the peace in and fi id county and 

State, personally appeared Jaz ore, Who is known to nd whe, being 


duly sworn, deposes and s: llow 


That he is a resident of Bessemer precinct, No. 35, in said county and State, 












and was present at the votiz said precinct at the election ! n 
the 6th day of August, 18%; that time the poll re closed th va 
a large number of voters who voted at said el m, but 2 “ 
been present at said polling } the purpos voti ‘ : 








that, with other citizens of said precinct, he examiz 
cates in the possession of some of the voters who were d if 
nity of voting, and counted 116 registration certificat 
many voters, who declared that th : 

for the purpose of voting, but we2 



















to secure access to the pols before l a 
disorder which prevailed at said day v of 
their not being able to gain acc 
JAMES M RE. 
Subscribed and sworn to before mee the 4tl J > 
J. H. REVI i i 
Regarding Montgomery County, I read: 
Pike Roads beat (affidavits of S.S. Belser and A. J. Sim I 
I celta a avaiind winded owen paidkes 190 
Sg td Ca enecc ace t 
City beat No. 3: 
Affidavit of W.V. Newton— 
ec Ra I le . ‘ 116 
Votes counted _. wis ¥38 
Affidavit of W.E. Alred — 
2 SS SY ee wd ciedoiitioa 30 
en Ss dcllieraiomnlercton sth ‘ 045 
City beat No. 4, box 1: 
Affidavit of Peyton Bibb— 
a Se ae nin cwecwe 591 
Affidavit of E. R. Holt— 
se ee et no acebewadeats . Ww 
Affidavit of A. B. Brassel— 
en Fe nen oa aD 
Affidavit of W.B. Smith, sr.— 
Tene ene we 6 
Total votes counted in city beat No. 4, box 1 ...............-.-.. . 719 
City beat No. 4, box 2: 
Affidavit of W.B. Smith— 
ee a a pel atte hil he bls Gade dedaninn wel a matbat men && 
Affidavit of B. K. Ponder— 
Votes cast ......... ia sl is a 43 
Total votes counted in city beat No. 4, box 2._.... ~ - 457 
Notz.—These three beats in Montgomery County are the only ones at 


which persons were stationed for the purpose of counting the v it ler 
to detect the fraud. There were several other beats at which thet 


is 
were in about the same ratio as Pike Roads. 
STATE OF ALABAMA, Montgomery County: 
Before me, W. M. Blakey, a notary public in and for said co tate, 
yersonally appeared S. 8. Belser and A. J. Simmons, who, beis st 





uly sworn, doth depose and say: 

That upon Monday, the 6th day of August, 1894, they 
in the county of Montgomery, Ala., at 7.50 o'clock on 
day, and remained within sight of the polls in said | 
day; that when they arrived at said polling place at 
was not open, but that while they were unhitching their 
of said election, before 8 o'clock, opened said polls and allo 
mence depositing their ballots. 











Affiants further aver that at said polling place in said beat there were 
y 130 votes polled during t ent day, though the 


pe said election, on! s ti itire 
official count of the county aforesaid shows that 504 votes we 
box. 


re polled at said 
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Affiants further aver that Gwe remained within sight of the vas place 


during the entire day. Affiants further aver that the managers of election 
did not announce that the voting polls were to be closed at 5 o’clock in the 
afternoon, and did not make any announcement at all of the fact. 

8. 8. BELSER, 

A. J. SIMMONS. 


Subscribed and sworn to before me this 14th day of August, 1894. 
W. M. BLAKEY, Notary Public. 


STATE OF ALABAMA, Montgomery County: 


Before me, Pat McGauly, a notary public in and for said county and State, 
personally appeared W. V. Newton, made known to me, who, being duly 
sworn, doth depose and say: 

I was present when the polls were opened at the voting place in beat No.3, 
on Lee street, in the rear of Robertson's store, Montgomery County, Ala., 
—- 6, 1894, and remained at said polling place until the polls were closed; 
and occupied, while the polls were open, a position from which I could see 
every voter who went to the polls at said polling place, and I did see every 
voter who went to the polls at said poiling place; that I carefully counted 
all the voters who entered said polling place on that day; that 111 white vot- 
ers and 5 colored voters, and no more, entered said polling place while said 
polls were open on said day. 

W. V. NEWTON. 


Subscribed and sworn to before me this 6th Gy of August, 1894. 
PAT McGAULY, Notary Public. 


STATE OF ALABAMA, Montgomery County: 


Before me, Pat McGauly, a notary public in and for said county and State, 
te ae a appeared W. E. Allred, made known to me, who, being duly sworn, 

oth depose and say: 

I was present when the ba were opened at the voting place in beat No.3, 
at the corner of Lee and Montgomery streets, Montgomery County, Ala., 
August 6, 1894, and remained at said polling place until the pells were closed, 
and while at said polling place occupied a position from which I could see, and 
did see, every voter who went to the polls in said — that I carefully 
counted all the voters who entered said polling place, and that 324 white 
voters and 6 colored voters, and no more, entered said polling place while the 
polls were open on said day. 

’ W. E. ALLRED. 


Subscribed and sworn to before me this 6th day of August, 1894. 
PAT McGAULY, Notary Public. 


STATE OF ALABAMA, Montgomery County: 


Before me, Pat McGauly, a notary publicin and for said county and State, 

‘rsonally appeared Peyton Bibb, who is personally known to me as a manof 
high character and ¢ standing in the community in which he lives, and 
always maintained a character for honesty and integrity, and who, being by 
me 0 testo deposes and says as follows: a 

That he was at the polling place of box 1, beat No. 4, in said county, at the 
election held on the 6th day of August, 1894; that he was present when the 
polls were opened and kept the number of voters who went into the two poll- 
ing places of beat 4 until the arrival of B. K. Ponder, who kept the number 
of voters in box 2, beat 4; that up to the time B. K. Ponder arrived 20 voters 
went into the polling places of boxes 1 and 2, and to the best of his knowledge 
and belief a majority of them went into box No. 1, beat 4; that these persons 
were exclusive of the inspectors, fixers, and returning officers. hat at 
about 9 o’clock A. B. Brassell relieved him for an interval of probably an 
hour or more,when he returned and kept the number of votes cast until 
relieved by E. R. Holt; that within one hour he again returned and relieved 
Mr. Holt, and continued to keep count of the votes cast until relieved by 
Walter B. Smith, sr., which last interval consumed only the time necessary 
for him to vote and return. That during the time that he was present at 
said polling place keeping count of said votes as cast there were 579 voters 
who went into said poll, and no more, excepting number as above stated who 
went into the pol while he was keeping the number of votes cast for both 


boxes No. 1 and No. 2. 
PEYTON BIBB. 
Subscribed and sworn to before me this 16th day of January, A. D. 1895. 
PAT McGAULY, Notary Public. 


STATE OF ALABAMA, Montgomery County: 

Before me, William M. Blakey, a notary gree in and for said county and 
State, arenes appeared Walter B. Smith, sr., who is personally known to 
me, and who, being by me first duly sworn, doth depose and say: 

I kept count of the votes polled in beat 4, corner of Lawrence and Wash- 
ington, in the city of Montgomery, Ala., on August 6, 1894, during the absence 
of Mr. Ben Ponder, which was for the space of about one hour, and I occupied 
a position from which I could see every one that went into said voting place, 
and I did see every voter who went to the polls at said os ware during 
the time that I kept tally of said voting, and I carefully counted all the voters 
who entered said polling Place, and that 59 white persons and 8 colored per- 
sons, and no more, entered said polling place while said polls were open that 
day during my neoging fay of said vote, and that the number of 67 votes 
was all that was cast while I was keeping said tally. 

W. B. SMITH, Sr. 


Subscribed and sworn to before me this the 26th day of September, 1894. 
W. M. BLAKEY, Notary Public. 


STATE OF ALABAMA, Montgomery County: 

Before me, William M. Blakey, a notary public in and for said county and 
State, personally appeared Ben K. Ponder, who is personally known to me, 
and who being, by me first duly sworn, doth depose to say: 

I kept count of all the votes polled in beat No. 4, corner of Lawrence and 
Washington streets, in the city of Montgomery, Ala., on August 6, 1894, ex- 
eept during the hours of 12 and 1, while I was absent at dinner, and Mr. W. B. 
Smith kept tally during my absence, and a short time, when the polls were 
first opened, when Peytoa Bibb kept count. 

I occupied a position from which I could see every one that went into the 
polling place, and I did see every voter that went into said polling place, ex- 
cept during the time 1 have stated that I was away; and I carefully counted 
all the voters who entered said Rolling place, and 286 were all the voters that 
entered said polling place while I was keeping the tally of the votes cast, and 
which was during the entire time that the vot: was done at said polling 

lace, with the exception of the time I have stated that Mr. W. B. Smith, sr. 
Eept the same, and that the number of 286 votes was all that was cast while i 
was keeping said tally in the box opening on Lawrence or PONDER 


Subscribed and sworn to before me this the 26th day of September, 1894. 
W. M. BLAKEY, Notary Public. 


STATE OF ALABAMA, Montgomery County: 


Before me, William M. Blakey, a notary pute in and for said county and 
State, personally appeared Edward R. Holt, who is personally known to me, 
and who, being by me first duly sworn. doth depose and say: 

I kept count of the votes polled in beat No. 4, corner of Lawrence and Wash- 
ington streets, in the city of Montgomery, Ala., on August 6, 1894, during the 
absence of Mr. Peyton Bibb, which was for the space of fifteen or twenty 
minutes; and I occupied a position from which I could see everyone that 
went into said voting place, and I did see every voter who went to the polls 
at said polling place during the time that I kept tally of the said voting; and 
I carefully counted all the voters who entered said polling place; that 8 white 
persons and 2 colored persons, and no more, entered said polling place while 
said — were open that day during my keeping tally of said vote; that the 
number of 10 votes was all that was cast while I was mocping tall Sur 8 

iu. Dy. ,» OR. 


Subscribed and sworn to before me this 26th Soy of September, 1894. 
W. M. BLAKEY, Notary Public. 


STATE OF ALABAMA, Montgomery County: 

Before me, Pat McGauly, a notary public in and for said county and State, 
personally appeared A. B. Brassell, made known to me asa man of high charac- 
ter and g standing in the community in which he lives, and has always 
maintained a character for honesty and integrity, and who, being by me duly 
sworn, deposes and says as follows: 

That he appeared at box No. 1, beat No. 4, in said county, on the 6th day of 
August, 1894, about 9 o’clock a. m., and kept count of the number of men who 
wentinto the polling place during the absence of Mr. Peyton Bibb; that during 
that interval there were 35 men who went into said polling place, and no more; 
that when hir. Peyton Bibb returned he left the polling place, and did not keep 
tally any longer, but left Mr. Peyton Bibb keeping count of the voters who 
went into said polling place. 

A. B. BRASSELL. 


Subscribed and sworn to before me this 16th day of January, A. D. 1895. 
[SEAL.] PAT McoGAULY, Notary Public. 


STATE OF ALABAMA, Montgomery County: 


Before me, Pat McGauly, a notary public in and for said county and State, 
personally saponmes Walter B. Smith, sr., made known tome as a man of high 
character and good standing in the community in which he lives, and has 
always maintained a character for honesty and integrity, and who, being by 
me duly sworn, deposes and says as follows; 

That he came to the polling place, box 1, beat No. 4. in said county, on the 
6th day of August, 1894, and relieved Mr. Peyton Bibb, who went to vote 
keeping count of the number of voters who went into the polling place of said 
box 1, beat No. 4, during the absence of Mr. Peyton Bibb; and that during 
that interval he kept tally, and there were not exceeding 6 men who went 
into the polling place, and no more; that when Mr. Peyton Bibb returned 
from the ore where he had gone to vote, that said Bibb relieved him 
and he left Mr. Bibb keeping tally on the number of voters. 

W. B. SMITH, Sr. 


Subscribed and sworn to before me this J6th day of J pngery. A.D. 1895. 
PAT McGAULY, Notary Public. 


In Wilcox County, Pineapple beat, the votes counted were 393; 
votes actually cast, 142; fraudulent votes 251. Iread the follow- 
ing affidavit in support of that charge: 


STATE OF ALABAMA, Wilcox County: 

Before me, C. M. McLean, a justice of the peace in and for said county and 
State, personally appeared J. J. Sessions, who is known to me, and who being 
duly sworn according to law, deposes and says: 

That he has resided in Wilcox County, Ala., from the time of his birth, in 
1844, with the exception of about four years; that he is well acquainted with 
the condition of the people in said county, and their political affiliations; that 
during the campaign immediately preceding the election for members of the 
general assemb y, and State officers, held on the 6th day of August, 1894, he 
took part in political affairs, and was in a position to have correct informa- 
tion as to the political condition in said county; that the negroes, who were 
largely in the majority in said county and represented about four thousand 
of the voting population of said county, had been advised not to register; 
and affiant, after diligent inquiry and careful personal investigation, has 
reason to believe, and does believe, that not exceeding eight per cent (8%) of 
the negroes registered in said county for the elections of 1894. 

Affiant further states that about ten or fifteen days after the registration 
period closed in 1894, he called at the office of the judge of probate at Camden, 
the county seat of Wilcox County, Ala., for the purpose of inspecting the reg- 
istration list from Pine Apple precinct, and making a copy of said list; that 
the judge of probate was absent, but that affiant ask Ratcliff, the 
clerk in the office of the judge of probate, the privilege of oon the reg- 
istration list returned from Pine aa precinct, and was informe by 
ay the clerk, that no list from Pine Apple precinct had been filed in the 
office. 

Affiant further states that he was at the voting place in said Pine Apple 
precinct on the 6th day of August, 1894, and remained at said votin pla ° 
rom the time the polls opened until they closed, with the exception of about 
one hour; that when he left said polling place, at his request his brother, W. 
B. Sessions, remained at said polling place for the purpose of keeping a count 
of the number of men who voted, and that the number who entered said poll- 
ing place while affiant was present and the number who entered said polling 
place while affiant was absent, as shown by the list furnished him by his 
rother, made a total of one-hundred and forty-two, including the election in- 
spectors and clerks, who entered said polling place on said election day. 

And affiant further states that the inspectors at said election were Alex 
Kyser, John Knight, and Sol McIntosh; and that Sol McIntosh is a negro, 
who, affiant is informed and has reason to believe, can neither read nor write; 
that the clerks at said election were A. C. Luckie and Thos. Stanford. 

Affiant further states that he has been informed by several citizens of Wil- 
cox County, particularly by two negroes who reside at Gees Bend precinct, 
in said county, that no election was held at said Gees Bend precinct on the 

6th day of August, 1894; but that notwithstanding the _— were never open 
and no election was held at said precinct, as affiantis informed and has reason 
to believe, an alleged majority of two hundred and fifty-eight (258) for William 
C. Oates for governor was returned from said precinct. 
J. J. SESSIONS. 








Sworn and subscribed to before me this 2ist day of January, 1895. 
C. M. McLEAN, Justice of the Peace. 


In Whitehall precinct, Wilcox County, beat No. 5, the votes 
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counted were 182; those actually cast 53; 129 fraudulent. In sup- 
port of that charge I read the following affidavit: 


STATE OF ALABAMA, Marengo County: 


Before me, W. A. Bridges, a justice of the Rance in and for said county and 
State, personally appeared B.F. Foxworth, W. J.Foxworth. W. H. England, 
and F. L. Daniels, of Wilcox County, Ala., who are known to me as men of 
good character and influential position in the community in which they live, 
— ee peta duly sworn according to law, depose and say, each for him- 
self, as follows: 

That he was present at Whitehall precinct, beat 5, on the 6th day of August, 
1894, in Wilcox County, Ala., at the election held for State officers and mem- 
bers of the general assembly. That he was in a position at said voting place 
to see every man who entered said polling place, and that from the time the 
polls were opened until they cl there were fifty-three (53) men, includ- 
ing election managers and clerks, entered said polling place, and no more. 

tants further state that Dr. F. E. Crum, B. E. Devan, jr., and a negro 
named Dink Miles were the election a and that R. J. Huggins and 
Lamar Fountaine were the clerks at said voting place on said election day. 

Affiants further state that they know the negro inspector, Dink Miles, and 
that said Dink Miles can neither read nor write. 

B. F. FOXWORTH. 


W. J. FOXWORTH. 
W.H. ENGLAND. 
F. L. DANIELS. 


Subscribed and sworn to before me this 16th day of January, 1895. 
W. A. BRIDGES, Justice of the Peace. 


At Bethel precinct, beat No. 6, votes counted, 457; actually cast, 
137; 820 fraudulent. In support of that charge I read the follow- 
ing affidavit: 

STATE OF ALABAMA, Marengo County: 


Before me, W.A. Bridges, a justice of the peace in and for said county and 
State, personally appeared H.C. Pearson and T.J. Pearson, of Wilcox County, 
Ala., who are known to me as men of good character and influential position 
in the community in which they live, and who, being duly sworn according 
to law, depose and say, each for himself, as follows: 

That = were present at Bethel precinct, beat 6, in Wilcox County, Ala., 
at the election held for State officers and members of the general assembly 
on the 6th day of August, 1894; that they were in a position at said voting 
place to see every man who entered said polling place, and that from the 
time the polls were opened until they closed there were one hundred and 
thirty-seven (137) men, and no more, who entered said polling place. 

Affiants further state that J. D. Crawford and H. M. Jordan were the only 
inspectors at said precinct; and that these two men were the only inspectors 
there; and that J. D. Carmichael, George Deantzler were the clerks at said 
voting place on said election day. 

H. C. PEARSON. 


T. J. PEARSON. 


Sworn and subscribed to before me this 16th day of January, 1895. 
W. A. BRIDGES, Justice of the Peace. 


At Mims beat No. 13, votes counted, 142; actually cast, 57; fraud- 
ulent, 85; and in support of that charge I read the following affi- 
davit: 


STATE OF ALABAMA, Wilcox County: 


Before me, J. I. Davis, a justice of the peace in said county and State, Po 
sonally appeared W. B. Rogers, who is known to me, and who, being dul 
sworn according to law, deposes and says: 

That he is a resident of Mims precinct, beat No. 13, of said county and 
State. That he was at the voting place in said precinct at the election held 
on the 6th day of August, 1894. That the inspectors of the election at said 
precinct were Wash Watson, Wiliiam Sadler, and Bob Stillings: that the 
clerks of the election of said precinct were J. I. Davis and Tom Smith. That 
he arrived at said polling place before the polls were opened, and remained at 
said polling place within 60 feet of where the votes were being cast continuously 
from the time the polls were opened until they were cleaek That he did not 
leave said polling place from the time they were opened until they closed, 
and was ina —— to see every man who entered said polling place, and no 
person could have entered said polling place without affiant seeing such = 
son from the time the polls were opened until they were closed. And that 
from the time the polls were opened until they were closed fifty-seven (57 
men, including the election inspectors and clerks, and no more, entered sai 


polling place. 
W. B. ROGERS. 


Sworn and subscribed to before me this 18th day of January, 1895. 
J. I. DAVIS, Justice of the Peace. 


At Clifton beat, votes counted, 223; actually cast, 38; 185 fraudu- 
lent; and in support of that charge I read the following affidavit: 


STATE OF ALABAMA, Marengo County: 


Before me, W. A. Bridges, a jouice of the peace in and for said county and 
State, personally appeared J. H. Pritchard and J. L. Pearson, both of whom 
are known to me as citizens of good standing and worthy of belief, and who, 
being duly sworn according to law, depose and say: 

That they were present at Clifton precinct, beat No. ——, Wilcox County, 
Alabama, at the election held on the 6th day of August, 1894, and that the in- 
ascoeas at said election were B. W. Grice, Sam Wilkinson, and Tom Mitch- 
ell, and that said Tom Mitchell isa negro who can neither read nor write. 
That they remained at said polling place from the time the polls opened con- 
tinuously until they closed, and did not leave said polling place from the time 
the polls were opened until they closed. That from the time the polls were 
opened at said precinct until they closed there were thirty-eight (38) men 
who entered said polling , and no more. 

Affiants further state that they were in a ition to see every man who 
entered said polling place, and no man could have entered said po ling place 
without affiants —- them, and that thirty-eight (38) men, including the 
election managers and clerks, were the number who entered said polling 
place from the time they opened until they closed. 

J. L. PEARSON. 
J. H. PRITCHARD. 


Subscribed and sworn to before me this 16th day of January, 1895. 
W. A. BRIDGES, Justice of the Peace. 
At Gees Bend beat, votes actually counted, 258; actually polled, 
none. The affidavit in support of this charge asserts that the polls 
were not even opened, there being no pretense of holding an elec- 
tion at that place. The affidavit is as follows: 






STATE OF ALABAMA, Marengo County: 


Before me, W. A. Bridges, a justice of the peace in and for said county and 

State, personally appeared J. H. Pritchard, who is known to me asa man of 

ood character aoa an influential citizen of Wilcox County, Ala., and who, 
ing duly sworn according to law, deposes and says: 

That he was at Camden, the county seat of said Wilcox County, Ala., on 
the Saturday following the election held on the 6th of August, 1894; that with 
W. B. Rogers and John Chance he heard the vote as announced from the va- 
rious precincts in said county before the board of supervisors, and that the 
vote as so announced was as follows: 
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Affiant further states that the foregoing tabulated statement, showing the 
total of (131) one hundred and thirty-one votes for Kolb, and six thousand 
three hundred for Oates is a correct and exact copy of the vote as announced 
by the county supervisors at the county seat of said county on the Saturday 
following the election held on the 6th day of August, 1894. 

Affiant further ‘states that he is informed, and has reason to believe, that 
at Gees Bend, where an alleged majority of two hundred and fifty-eight (258) 


was returned for Oates, no election was held and the 7 were not opened 
on the 6th of August, 1894; and that after inquiry and careful investigation 
he has reason to believe, and does believe, that there were less than (1,200) 


twelve hundred votes cast in the county at the election held on the 6th of 
August, 1894, and that he is informed, and has reason to believe, that the total 
vote cast for William C. Oates and the ticket headed by him on the 6th of 
August, 1894, was not exceeding one thousand (1,000) votes. That the negro 
voters of Wilcox County, Alabama, were advised not to register, and that in 
opinion of affiant not exceeding ™ per cent of the negro voters in Wilcox 
County, Alabama, registered in the year 1894. That there are only about 
fourteen hundred (1,400) white voters in said county. 
J. H. PRITCHARD. 
Subscribed and sworn to before me this 16th day of January, 18% 
W. A. BRIDGES, Justice of the Peace. 
At Laneville beat, No.9, Hale County, votes counted, 105; votes 
actually cast, 63; 42 fraudulent. 


In support of this charge I read the following affidavit: 


STATE OF ALABAMA, Hale County: 

Personally came before me,D. F. Myers,a notary ube, Thos. 8. Hylton 
and W. R. Jones, who, being duly sworn according to law, deposeth and says 
each for himself that they were both present at the election for Congressman 
on November 6, 1894, at Laneville beat, No.9,in said county; that they are 
well acquainted with both the white and colored voters therein, and that on 
said day ee each took their position near to the polling place where they 
could and did see every person entering the polling place from the opening to 
the closing of the polls. And each for himself states that only thirty-three 
colored men and thirty white men went into the polling place thatday. And 
that the vote returned as shown by the certified poll list shown us this day 
from the probate office of said county shows one hundred and five ballots or 
votespolled. And we each further state that thereis a number of names of 

rsons on said poll lists who do not and never did in the past reside in said 

t that we ever heard of. And these names are of persons unknown to us. 
THOS. S. HYLTON, 
W. R. JONES 

Sworn to and subscribed before me this the 2d day of February, 1895. 

D. F. MYERS, Notary Public. 

At the present time in the senate of the State of Alabama there 
are 14 out of 33 senators known as “ hold overs,” 9 Democrats and 
5 Populists. This method of holding an election in that State, 
according to the estimate I have made of the ratio of fraud run- 
ning through these several counties, at places where I have not 
been able to obtain the exact figures, would completely change 
the complexion of the senate, and would give the Republicans 
and Populists combined 22 out of the 33. 

In the house of representatives, which is’: composed of 100 inem- 
bers, the same ratio, according to the estimate I have made, would 
change the result. So that the Democratic party. is in charge of 
that branch of the State government in consequence of fraud. 
These frauds have changed the result, which without fraud would 
have given to the Populists, Republicans, and Jeffersonian Dem- 
ocrats, all of whom were working together, 71 out of the total 
membership of 100. 

The effect of this upon the Congressional representation can also 
be seen tosome extent. I have here a table of the votes actually 
counted and cast, and the fraudulent vote, and the census with 
reference to the Fourth Congressional district. Perhaps Ishould 
say that a contest is pending before the other branch of Congress 
with reference to the election in this Congressional district, and 
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that I have no purpose in the introduction of the evidence that 
has been printed here to in any manner prejudice or influence that 
contest. Itis not my purpose to prejudice any rights Mr. Rob- 
bins, the contestee in that case, may have. 

According to this table—and I will not stop to read it in detail, 
but insert it in my remarks—the total votes counted in that dis- 
trict were 26,821; the total votes actually cast were 6,104; the 
fraudulent votes were 20,717. In the same counties, at the No- 
vember (1894) election, the votes counted were 17,900; actually 
cast, 4,074; fraudulent, 13,826. 


Congressional election, Fourth District. 


Presidential election, No- | Representation in 
vember, 1892. egislature. 
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Congressional election, November, 1894. » 


Fourth district — 17, 900 | 4, 074 | 13, 826 | itiiiteainid | 10 | 161, 184 


1 will read a letter received by me from Mr. Aldrich, the con- 
testant, written January 17, 1895: 
SELMA, ALA., January 17, 1895. 

My Dar Str: Inclosed please find co: of a number of affidavits taken 
in the matter of the Congressional election held on the 6th day of November 
last in the Fourth Congressional district of Alabama. 

The first te which I call your attention are those with reference to Dallas 
County. Theaffidavit of J. Gilbert Johnson shows that in Lexington precinct 
there were only 35 votes cast, yet from that precinct 250 votes were returned 
for Mr. Robbins and 1 for m ; 

The affidavit of Mr. A. 8. Jones shows that there were but 31 votes cast in 
Summerfield beat, yet the returns gave Mr. Robbins 160 and myself 2. 

The affidavit of S. P. McIlwain shows that there were only 723 votes cast at 
the court-house in the city of Selma, which was the only voting place in that 
city, yet the returns show that Mr. Robbins received 2,014 votes and I 5 votes. 

The affidavit of Mr. R. L. Grimes shows that there were but 6 votes cast in 
in Union precinct, yet the returns gave Mr. Robbins 293 and none for me. 

The affidavit of L. W. Mason shows that there were but 17 votes cast in 
Mitchell's beat, yet Mr. Robbins received from the returns 389 votes and I none. 

'Thore are two affidavits in r to the election in Martin's precinct, viz, 
that of Lee Bell and of William Bell, jr. They both ree that there were 
only 60 votes in that precinct, yet the returns show that . Robbins received 
503 and I received none. 

We also have the affidavit of E. M. Riley, who undertook to count the vote 
that was cast in Orrville beat, but who, threats of personal injury, was 
made to leave the polling place about 11 o’clock in the morning, which shows 
that the election officers desired to manipulate the election, and that the 
presence of a witness would interfere with them. We feel satisfied from that 
and other testimony that there were not exceeding 35 votes cast in that pre- 
cinct, although 368 were returned from there for Mr. Robbins. 

I will next call your attention to the affidavit of J. H. Fancher and J. N. 
Allen in regard to the vote at Montevallo box, in Shelby County. This box 
is within 2 miles of my home, and it is the box at which I vote. [am justly 

dof the actual result of the election in that precinct, although the re- 

rns show that Mr. Robbins received a majority of 9 votes at that box. The 

truth of the matter is that we were allowed neither a clerk or a fixer at that 

box, and therefore our only representative, an inspector, was juently 

called from his position at the box in order to mark votes for the illiterate 
voters who desired to vote for me. 


The “fixer,” as I understand it, according to the Alabama ex- 
pression, is not the *‘ fixer” according to the New York expression. 
A ‘‘fixer” in Alabama is a man who is permitted to mark a ballot 
for an illiterate voter, and he is not recognized by the law by that 
title. I ask the Senator from Alabama how this is. 

Mr. PUGH. No; that is the name they give it, but it is not 
the legal name. I forget the name. 

Mr. ALLEN— 

However, we had a tally kept on the inside by this inspector— 

Inspector, is that it? 

Mr. PUGH. Yes; I think so. 

Mr. ALLEN. Then the names “fixer” and “inspector” are 
synonymous, so far as the office is concerned? 

Mr. PUGH. | I think so. 

Mr. ALLEN. Mr. Aldrich proceeds: 

However, we had a tally poee on the inside by this inspector, showing all 
the votes cast, and also a oe ept on the outside, showing all the voters who 
entered the polling place. ose two tally sheets agreed in that there were 
894 votes cast altogether at that box. We also had a clerk to keepa record of 
all the voters who voluntarily stated, after coming from the polls, that they 
had voted for me. In this way when the josed we were satisfied that 
my majority was not less than 180. Much to our surprise, however; the de- 
clared vesult showed that Mr. Robbins had a m of 9. Ihave since that 
a a sworn statement of 290 voters y each and everyone 
v ‘or me. 

I would further state that at the coun’ of the ballots after the polis had 
closed there were, as the affidavit of Mr. will show, 14 more ballots 
in the box there were names on the list; and I have just learned 
through an oficial letter from the probate judge of Shelby County that the 


poll list of the November election last in Montevallo beat has never been 
returned to his office, as is required by law. Out of a total vote of 394 cast 
at that box I did not receive less than 290 votes, which is proven by the above- 
mentioned affidavits, and my majority at that box should not have been less 
than 186. This majority, added to the 9 votes credited to Mr. Robbins, would 
make a difference of 195 in the total vote of the county. 

I also inclose my own affidavit that I have the originals of the hereinmen- 
tioned affidavits. 

You will also find inclosed a tabulated statement of the actual vote cast in 
Dallas County, as well as the vote as declared in that county. 

Ialso send you a list of the inspectors asked for to represent my interest, 
and those who were actually appointed in Dallas County. These lists are set 
forth on two blanks. The first one shows that there were 15 beats from 
which correct returns were made, and that in 11 of these 15 beats there were 
appointed to represent me, and there did represent me, men whose appoint- 
ment in the capacity of inspectors I requested. 

In the other 13 precincts, from every one of which fraudulent returns were 
made, there was not a single inspector appointed that was asked for, and I 
had no representative at all at these boxes, unless it be some illiterate negro. 
Evidence of this will be found in River and Mitchell's beats, where the in- 
spectors who were supposed to represent me were unable to write, and have 
signed the returns by their marks. 

am now engaged in taking testimony in my contest, and am developing 
other and equally startling facts which Y will lay before you later. 

Thanking you for your efforts toward securing a republican form of gov- 
ernment in Alabama, I am, 

Yours, very truly, W. F. ALDRICH. 

Hon. WILLIAM V. ALLEN, 

United States Senate Chamber, Washington, D. C. 


In Union beat, votes cast, 6; counted, 293; fraudulent, 287. Ihave 
here an affidavit of Mr. A. L. Gilmer, which I will read in sup- 
port of this charge: 


STATE OF ALABAMA, County of Dallas: 


Before me, A Kayser, a notary public in and for said county and State, per- 
sonally appeared A. L. Gilmer, who, being duly sworn, states as follows: 

Iam a citizen of the State of Alabama and the county of Dallas, and I was 
present on Tuesday, November the 6th, 1894, at the Webb place, which is the 
polling +~~ for Union precinct, in said county and State, and was there con- 
tinuously from the opening to the closing of the polls; that the said election 
was held for a member of the Fifty-fourth Congress, from the Fourth Con- 
gressional District of Alabama; that I saw and counted every son who 
went into said polling place from the opening to the closing of the polis in 
said precinct at said election, and there were six (6) persons who went into 
said polling place from the opening to the closing of the — including the 
officials who were by law permitted to be in said polling place. 

é A. L. GILMER. 
Subscribed and sworn to before me this tenth day of November. 1894. 
A. KAYSER, Notary Public. 

In Boykins beat, thirty-fourth precinct, votes cast, 12; votes 
counted, 25; fraudulent, 13. 

In Elm Bluff beat, thirty-second precinct, votes cast, 7; votes 
counted, 135; fraudulent, 128. 

In Pence’s beat, vote cast, 1; votes counted, 30; fraudulent, 29. 

I come now to consider the election law of the State of Ala- 
bama, commonly known as the Sayre election law. 

The first section provides: 


That the judges of probate shall superintend the registration of election in 
their respective counties. 


They seem to be in charge of the list of registered voters. 
The second section provides: 


That the governor shall appoint, as soon as practicable after the passage of 
this act, one oe person as registrar fur each county; and such regis- 
trar shall hold office for four years and shall appoint a competent person as 
assistant registrar for each precinct or ward in their —- county, and 
the governor shall have power to fill any vacancy should any occur in office 
of registrar. And such registrars, before entering on their duties, shall take 
an oath of office as prescribed in section one, article fifteen of the constitu- 
tiqn of Ala which oath may be administered by any officer authorized 
by law to administer oaths in this State, and must be filed in the office of the 
judge of probate of the county. Such registrars are authorized to adminis- 
ter the registration oath, and it shall not be lawful for any other officer or 
person to administer the same. 


By the third section it is provided: 

That it shall be the duty of such registrars within the several precincts or 
wards for which they are appointed, respectively, in each year in which any 
general, State, or Federal election is to be held, to make registration of the 
electors residing in such precincts or wards upon blank forms provided for 
that perpen, and shall not register in any other way or in any other form than 
that herein prescribed. 

The fourth section provides: 


That the registrars in each precinct or ward shall begin registrat/on on the 
first Monday in May, and shall continue the same for eighteen successive 
days, Sundays excepted, except in cities of 10,000 or more inhabitants, where 
thirty days’ time for registration shall be given. 

The State election takes place in August. Section 5 provides: 

That it shall not be lawful to register any elector in any precinct or ward 
in this State after the time herein prescribed for such registration; but the 
registrars shall be present at the polling places in the precincts or wards for 
which they are respectively appointed on the day of any general or special 
election to register such persons as may have reached the age of 21 years 
since the last registration, and none other. 


I wish to call attention briefiy to this section because its vice is 
apparent. Taken in connection with the preceding section (4), 
which compels all voters to register between the ist and 18th 
days of May, and at no other time than between those dates, it is 
manifest that great injustice is done the voters of the State of 
Alabama. I can well understand why some time should be fixed, 
a reasonable time, before the opening of the polls and holding the 
elections in cities and in the larger towns; but in the coun- 
try precincts I know of no reason (and I think the State of Ala- 
bama is not different in that respect from any other agricultural 
and mineral State) why the voters should be compelled to register 
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between the ist and 18th days of May and at a time when proba- 
bly nine-tenths of them are engaged in their fields and at their 
several occupations, and when they have reached the busiest season 
of the year. 

I am not disposed to stand here and urge that there was any 
ulterior motive in the passage of this section of the law; of that I 
know nothing, and I certainly would not make a charge against | 
the State unless I had some evidence in my possession that would | 
warrant it; and then it would be very unpleasant to make it. But 
I can conceive of no reason in the world why the voters in coun- 
try precincts, almost all of whom are farmers and planters or en- 
gaged in kindred occupations, away from centers of population, 
should be compelled to go to some registrar and register their 
names between the Ist and the 18th of May, at the precise time 
when they should be and are engaged in their industrial pursuits. 

I can see, however, that if there were any purpose to — a 
portion of the people of the State from registering, and by that 
means keep them from attending the polls and voting, this would | 
be a very successful way, indeed. But what is to be said of the 
fifth section, which does not give a voter an opportunity to regis- 
ter after the 18th of May? I think it will be found that in mostof | 
the States of this Union where there are registration laws provi- 
sion has been made later along for the registration of persons who 
through sickness or accident or some unforeseen event have been 
prevented from registering earlier. Suppose aman should be de- 
tained at his home by sickness or be absent in some other section of | 
the country at the time when he should have registered, accord- | 
ing to the strict letter of the law, would it be right to deprive that | 
citizen, when he should recover from his sickness or return to his | 
home, of the privilege of beimg registered and casting his vote at | 
the ensuing election? Yet that is precisely what this fifth section 
of the Sayre Alabama election law accomplishes. 

That it shall not be lawful to register any elector— 

So says the law— 
in any precinct or ward in this State after the time herein prescribed for such 
registration— 

Here is a direct inhibition. 
makes no difference what the circumstances may be, however 
equitable and just they may be, if he takes hischances. If he does | 
not register between the ist and 18th days of May he is absolutely 

| 
| 
| 
| 
| 





An elector can not be registered, it 


deprived of his privilege except in the single and unimportant in- 
stance of a young man who has reached his majority and is to cast 
his first vote— 
but the registrars— 

Says the fifth section of this law— 


shall be present at the polling places in the precincts or wards for which they 
are respectively appointed on the day of any general or special election to 
register such persons as may have reached the age of 21 years since the last 
registration, and none other. 


Mr. President, that has a direct effect in destroying the freedom 
of elections. Iam not disposed to cavil about the election laws of 
the State of Alabama so long as they afford the voters of that | 
State a free and full opportunity to cast their votes and have ther 
counted. Whenever we give credence to the doctrine that a State 
can wipe out indirectly the right of citizenship, nullify or destroy 
it by legislation of this kind, we reach a period in the history of | 
our Government where our Government is destroyed. The very 
foundation stone upon which this Republic is built, and upon 
which it must stand in the future, if it does stand—and we all 
hope it may—is a free, full, and complete right upon the part 

_of every American citizen invested with the elective franchise to 
cast his vote, without unnecessary restraint, without intimida- 
tion or frand, and have that vote counted as he may cast it. If 
we submit for one moment to the doctrine that elections in the 
different States can be manipulated in the interest of any partic- | 
ular political party, we submit to the introduction of a doctrine | 
that will be destructive of this Union and destructive of the States | 
themselves. 

I have never been myself a believer in the Federal election law 
that was repealed by act of Congress a few months ago. I am 
not in favor of sending armed bodies of men into the different 
States of the Union for the purpose of controlling elections. Ido 
not believe that the freedom of expression shouid ever be threat- 
ened or menaced by the bayonet of a soldier. ButI do believe 
that this Government has power—and of that I have no doubt— 
and that it is its duty to follow every citizen of the United States 
pow his home and protect him in the right of the elective fran- 
chise. 

As a citizen of the State of Nebraska I owe my State certain 
duties; as a citizen of the United States I owe the General Gov- 
ernment certain duties. These duties never conflict; they are 
always harmonious. As a citizen of the State of Nebraska that 
State owes me certain obligations; as a citizen of the United 
States this Government owes me certain obligations, which it 
must fulfill or be recreant to its trust, and chief among those 

obligations is the one that guarantees to me the right of giving 

expression to my sentiments in the choice of officers, State and 
oe and that protects my ballot and causes it to be counted 
as it is cast, 
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The next section of this law then provides—and I shall not go 
through it in detail—that a certificate of registration shall be 
issued to the voter, giving it a number, date, ete. 

Then these sections follow: 

Src. 6. Be it further enacted, That each registrar shall, at the time of his 


registration, furnish to each elector who may register a certificate of regis- 


| tration, which shall be in the following form: 


State election, 189 





., ——, registrar, do hereby certify that - —— has this day 
registered before me as an elector in precinct (or ward) No. —. 








Witness my hand this day ———, 189 
(Signed) ——_ —, Registrar. 
Sec. 6}. Be it further enacted, That any person who shall purchase or offer 
to purchase, or in any way attempt to get possession of the certificate of reg- 
istration of any voter, with the intent to use said certificate of recistration in 
any manner to control the vote or manage the vote, shall be guilty of a mis- 


demeanor, and on conviction shall be fined not less than $100 and be impris- 

| oned in the county jail for not less than thirty days. 
Sec. 7. Be it further enacted, That each registrar shall, within two weeks 
after the expiration of the time prescribed, make a true copy of the list of 


names registered, which copy, along with the original! registration list 
must return to the office of judge of probate of the county. . 

Sec. 8. Be it further enacted, That the judge of probate shall. from the reg- 
istration list of electors returned to his office, make a correct alphabetical list 
of the electors soregistered by precinct or ward, which list shall be certified 
by him officially to be a full aol correct. transeript of registered electors as 
the same appears from the returns of the registrars in his office. One copy 
of said list for each precinct or ward the judge of prebate shall deliver tothe 
inspectors of election in each precinct or ward immediately preceding every 
election. 

Sze. 9. Be it further enacted, That the judge of probate must furnish. pre- 
vious to the Ist day of May of each year in whichany gen * Ped 


he 









eral election is to be held, to the registrars the books and blan necessary 
for the registration of electors, and each page of such books shall be in the 


following form: 
STATE OF ALABAMA, County of ———. 
We, the undersigned, registered electors, each for himself, do solemnly 







swear (or affirm) that I will support and maintain the Constitution and laws 
of the United States and the constitution of the State of Alabama; that I am 
not excluded from registering or voting by any u section three of 
article eight of the constitution of the State of Alat that [amaquali- 


fied elector under the constitution and laws of the ¢ 





| | Registra- | This Employer 
seal Date. Name. | tionat- | % ow Residence and 
| | testation. | —— remarks. 


. registrar for said precinct (or ward) No 








I, —— 1 . in the county of 
, do hereby certify that the above and foregoing names of r d 
voters, from number 1 to number . inclusive, were duly ree v 


me according to law. and that each of said persons so registered took and 
subscribed before me the above and foregoing cath, on the dates set 
to their several names. 

Witness my hand this —— day of ———,, 159 


Sec. 10. Be it further enacted, That each judge of probate shall be pand for 


his services about the registration and certification of electors such reason- 
able compensation as may be allowed by the court of county commissioners 
or the board of revenue, in no event less than 2 cents for each elector regis- 
tered and certified, and im addition thereto the necessary expense of printing 
the books and certificates herein provided for 
| $xce. ll. Be ét further enacted, That the compensation of registrars s | be 
3 cents for each elector registered and certified, as herein provided, which shall 
be paid by the county. 
Sec. 12. Be it further enacted, That if amy registrar neglects, fails, or re- 
fuses to perform the duties herein prescribed, or if there is a vaca the 
office, the county registrar shall appoint some competent person to act in his 


stead. 
Sec. 13. Be it further enacted, That it shall be unlawful to register any per- 





son except in the precinct or ward in which such person is entitled to vote, 
and the registrar, when he has no personal knowledge of the identity or resi- 
dence of the person offering for registration, shall examine him under cath 
touching the same, which oath shall be administered by the rezi 

Sec. 4. Be it further enacted, That in all elections hereafter held in this 
State on any subject which may by law be submitted toa vote of the people, 
and for all or any State, county, district, or municipal off ng 
shall be by secret ballots, printed and distributed as hereina r provi 
and no ballot shall be received or courted in any electon to which this act ap- 


plies except it be provided as herein prescribed. 
I will read the form of ballot prescribed by this Sayre law, which 
is found in section 21: 
OFFICTAL BALLOT.—ELECTION, - 
[Make a cross mark (X) before the name of the candidate of your choice.] 
(Vote for one.) 
For governor, 
HENRY FISHER. 
WILLIAM JONES. 
JOHN SMITH. 
(Vote for one.) 
For secretary of state, 
WILLIAM KING. 
THOMAS MOORE. 
JAMES SIMPSON. 
(Vote for one.) 
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For sheriff, 
THOMAS JONES. 
GEORGE SMITH. 


JAMES WHITE. 
(Vote for two.) 
For representative in the general assembly, 
WILLIAM DANIELS. 
JOHN DOE. 


Constitutional amendment— Yes. 
Constitutional amendment—No, 
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It will be seen that no other ballot is to be received or counted 
than the ballot in this form: 


And no ballot shall be received or counted in any election to which this act 
applies except it be provided as herein prescribed. 

So a form of ballot is given to the voter. Ordinarily, the most 
intelligent men, or amongst the most intelligent men of this 
country, need something on the ballot to designate not only the 
office for which a candidate is running, but something to desig- 
nate the poitical party to which he belongs. There is nothing in 
this form of ballot to designate the political party to which these 
candidates, Henry Fisher, William Jones, oil John Smith (which 
are mere fictitious names on the ticket to illustrate the character 
of the ballot) belong; nothing whatever to tell whether Mr. 
Fisher is a Republican candidate for Governor, or Mr. Jones a 
Prohibition candidate for Governor, or Mr. Smith a Populist 
candidate for Governor, nor is there the slightest thing to indi- 
cate the politics of these candidates. 

Take the State of Alabama—and I say this with proper respect 
and without the slightest levity—where there is a large percentage 
of illiterate voters, it necessarily being so in consequence of the 
condition of certain ciasses of peoplethere; theretheadvantageis all 
on the side of the man who can read and write. While Ihave no 
disposition to encourage illiteracy by making a ticket so broad 
and plain that it will stand out like the sign upon a fence, I think 
in fairness there ought to be something upon this ballot to indi- 
cate to the voter that a certain man is a candidate of a particular 
party, and that the other man is a candidate belonging to some 
other party. 

I am not prepared to say, and I do not assert, that there was any 
urpose to mislead any portion of the people of that State by the 
ormulation of a ballot of this kind, placing it within an iron case, 

or, if it differs from that form, I suppose by the failure to cross a 
“¢” or dot an ‘‘i,” it shall neither be received nor counted. Of 
course it is nugatory; its effect is destroyed; its legal vitality is 
gone. Butif I wanted to draft a law that would shut out a portion 
of the voters of a State from exercising their elective franchise I 
should draft it in precisely this form, for that is its legitimate 
effect. 

The remaining sections of the act are as follows: 


Sec. 15. Be it further enacted, That the printing and delivery of the ballots 
and cards of instruction to voters hereinafter prescribed shall, in municipal 
elections, be paid for by the several cities or towns, respectively, and in all 
other elections by the several counties, respectively. 

Sxc. 16. Be it further enacted, That the probate judge of each county shall 
cause to be printed on the ballots to be used in their respective counties the 
names of all candidates who have been put in nomination by any caucus, con- 
vention, mass meeting, primary election, or other assemb y of an political 
party or faction in this State, and certified in writing and filed wit. not 
more than sixty nor less than twenty days previous to the day of election, 
which certificate shall contain the name of each person nominated and the 
office for which he is nominated, and shall be signed by the presiding officer 
and secretary of such caucus, mass meeting, or other assembly, or by the can- 
vassing beard of such primary election, and be duly acknowledged by one or 
more of them before an officer authorized by law to take the acknowledg- 
ments. 

The judge of probate shall also cause to be printed upon said ballots the 
name of any quélified elector who has been requested to a candidate for 
any office by written potition signed, in case of a candidate for a State or 
Federal office, by at least five hundred electors, and in case of a county or 
municipal office at least twenty-five electors qualified to vote in the elec- 
tion to fill said office, when such petition has been filed with him not more 
than sixty nor less than twenty aye Reevions to the election. And in addi- 
tion to the name printed on_ sai ot, and whether there be any names 
printed on said ballots or no, there shall be printed under each office to be 
voted for at the election blank lines in number equal to the number of prt 
sons who may be elected to fill that office. The name of no person shall be 

rinted upon the ballot who shall, not less than twenty da: fore the elec- 

ion, no the judge = oe. in writing, acknowledged before an officer 
aalboriasl by law to e acknowledgments, that he will not accept the 
nomination specified in the certificate of nomination or uest of el rs. 

In case of any person to be voted for by the electors of the whole State or 
of an entire Con; ional district or judicial circuit, such certificate of nomi- 
nation shall be filed in the office of the secretary of state not less than thirty 
days before the day of eiection; and such secretary of the state shall there- 
upon immediately certify to the — judge of each county in the State in 
case of an officer to be voted for by the electors of the whole State, and to the 

robate judges of the counties com: the judicial circuit or Congressional 

istrict a ease of an officer to be voted for by the electors of such circuit or 
district, upon suitable blanks to be pre by him for that purpose, the 
fact of such nomination and the name of the nomimee or nominees and the 
office to which he or they may be nominated; and the name of such person 
shall be printed by the judge of probate upon the ballot in its meee place 
in all respects as herein provided for nominations filed in the office of the pro- 
bate judge; and any secretary of state who shall willfully fail or refuse to 
certify such nominationsas herein provided shall be guilty of a misdemeanor 
and on conviction shall be fined not more than $1,000; and in the event of 
such failure or refusal such certificate shall be e by the State auditor. 

Seo. 17. Be it further enacted, That any person who shall falsely make or 
fraudulent} mm pe | any certificate of nomination, or any part thereof, or 
file any certificate of nomination knowing the same or -— part thereof to 
be false, or suppress any nomination which has been duly filed, or _ part 
thereof, or forge or falsely write the name or initals of any inspector of elec- 
tion on any ot, shall be guilty of a felony, and on conviction thereof shall 
be imprisoned in the penitentiary not less than one nor more than five 


ears. 
* Suc. 18. Be it further enacted, That the probate judge shall cause to be pre- 
served in his office all certificates and petitions of nomination filed therein 
under the provisions of this act for six months after the election for which 
such nominations are made. 

Seo. 19. Be it further enacted, That the ballots printed in accordance with 
the provisions of this act shall contain the names of all candidates nominated 
as hereinbefore provided who have not d The names of all candidates 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD-—SENATE. 





FEBRUARY 11, 


for the same office shall be peteed together, arranged alphabetically, accord- 
ing to the initial letter of their surnames, irrespective of party. But the or- 
der in which the titles of the several offices to be filled shall be arranged upon 
the ballots shall bs left to the discretion of the officer charged with the print- 
ing of said ballots. 

BC. 20. Be it further enacted, That whenever a constitutional amendment 
or other public measure is submitted to a vote of the people the substance of 
such amendment or other public measure shall be twice in the same language 
clearly indicated upon the ballot after the list of candidates, followed in one 
case by the word “ Yes” and in the other by the word “No.” 

Sec. 21. Be it further enacted, That all ballots provided by the judge of pro- 
bate of any county for an election shall be alike, printed in plain type, in 
straight lines, upon plain white paper so thick that the printing can not be 
distinguished from the back, with a slender line between each name and ex 
tending sufliciently to the left of the names to easily permit making before 
each name a cross mark (X), and in the appropriate place the words “ Vote 
for one” (or two, or other number, as the case aay be) to indicate the num- 
ber which may be elected to each office, and shall substantially in the fol- 
ns form, except the order in which the several offices to filled are stated, 
namely: 

Src. 22. Beit further enacted, That all ballots for use in each precinct or ward 
shall be fastened together in convenient numbers in books or blocks in such 
manner that each ballot may be detached and removed separately. Each 
ballot shall have attached to ita stub of sufficient size to enable one of the in- 
spectors to write or stamp his name or initials thereon, and so attached to the 
ballot that when the same is folded the stub can be detached therefrom with- 
out injury to the ballot or exposing the contents thereof. 

Src. 23. Be it further enacted, That there shall be provided for each votin 
pies at — one hundred ballots for every fifty registered electors at sai 
polling place. 

Suc. 24. Be it further enacted, That the sheriff of each county, at the ex- 
pense of the county, or in case of a municipal election the mayor or other 
chief executive officer, at the expense of the city or town, shall provide at 
each —_, a room or covered inclosure, and in such room or covered 
inclosure 1 provide booths or compartments, one booth or compartment 
for each one hundred, or fraction of one hundred over fifty, electors regis- 
tered for that election, and furnish each with a shelf or table for the conve- 
nience of electors ae See ballots. Each booth or compartment shall 
be so arranged that it will impossible for one elector at a shelf or table in 
one compartment to see an elector at another shelf or table in another com- 
—— in the act of marking his ballot. Each rouse shelf, or table, shall 

kept supplied with conveniences for marking the ballots. 

Sc. 25. Be it further enacted, That no person shall be permitted under ony 
pretext whatever to come within 50 feet of any door or window of any poll- 
ing room from the cuenios of the polls until the completion of the count of 
the ballots and certification of the returns, except as herein provided. 

Suc. 26. Be it further enacted, That the judge of probate of each county 
shall cause to be printed in large type on the cards instructions for the guidance 
of electors in preparing their ballots. He shall furnish to the sheriff twelve, 
or more if necessary, such cards for each precinct or ward, and it shall be the 
duty of the sheriff to t one of such cards in each booth or compartment for 
the preparation of ballots, and not less than three in prominent places else- 
where about and outside of the polling place upon the day of election. Said 
cards shall be printed in large, clear type, and shall contain full instructions to 
electors as to what should done; first, to obtain ballots for voting; second, 
to prepare the ballot for deposit in the ballot box; third, to obtain a new bal- 
lot in place of one accidentally spoiled. 

Suc. 27. Be it further enacted, That any person who willfully, during or be- 
fore an election, removes, tears down, or destroys or defaces any booth or 
compartment, or any convenience provided for the purpose of enabling the 
elector to eee ballot, or any card printed for the instruction of elec- 
tors, shall ned not less than ten nor more than five hundred dollars. 

Suc. 28. Be it further enacted, That except as electors are admitted, one at 
a time to vote, and except as the sheriff, or his deputy, the inspectors and 
clerks of election, and as many electors as there mer be booths or compart- 
ments, no person shall be permitted within fifty feet of the polling room. 

Suc. 29. Be it further enacted, That when the right to vote of any person 
who demands to be permitted tc vote is questioned by an elector, the said 
challenge shall be communicated to the inspectors before the person is per- 
mitted to vote by the sheriff, or some other officer or person in attendance, 
and in charge of admission to the polling place, when his right to vote is de- 
termined as required by law. 

Sec. 30. Be it further enacted, That when all the booths or compartments 
are occupied, and other electors are waiting to vote, no other electors shall 
occupy a booth or compartment for a longer time than five minutes. No 
elector shall be allowed to occupy a booth or compartment already occupied 
= ee nor to speak or converse with anyone, except as herein provided, 
while in the oe Pp ; 

Sec. 31. Be it further enacted, That after heving voted, or declined or failed 
to vote within the five minutes, the elector shall immediately withdraw from 
the polling place and go beyond the prohibited distance, and not enter the 
polling place again. A 

SEc. 32. Be it further enacted, That each elector upon entering the pool 
room shall be given one ballot by theinspectors. Before delivering the ballo 
to the elector at least one of the ineped ors shall write or stamp, or shall have 
already stamped or written or printed, his initials or name on the stub at- 
tached to the ot. On receiving the ballot the elector shall forthwith, and 
without leaving the polling room, retire alone to one of the booths or com- 
partments provided for that purpose, and there prepare the wallot with pen 
and ink or pencil in the appropriate margin or place a cross mark (X) before, 
the name of the candidate of his choice for each office to be filled, or b: a 
in the name of the candidate of his choice in the blank provided therefor, an: 
marking a cross mark (X) in the appropriate margin and likewise oy mark- 
ing a cross mark (X) before the answer he desires, in case of a constitutional 
amendment or other question submitted to a vote of the people. 

Suc. 33. Be it further enacted, That any elector applying to vote, who shall 
declare on oath, which oath may be administered by any one of the inspectors, 
that by reason of his inability to read the English language, he is unable to 

repare his ballot, may have the assistance of an inspector to be selected by 


he elector or a person to be appointed for that pur by the inspectors of 
election, and the inspectors may appoint as man tants as a may deem 
rson so appointed or the 


necessary in the preparation of his ballot, and the 
inspector selected shall retire to a booth or com ment with the elector and 
there mark the elector’s ballot by marking with pen and ink or stencil cross 
marks (X) before the name of each candidate for each office to be given to 
him by the elector without su, tion or interference from the assistant. 
The assistant shall then deliver the ballot to the elector and withdraw from 
the booth or compartment. Inallother respects he shall vote as is required of 
other electors: ided, That no candidate for election shall act as assistant 
to any elector in the preparation of his ballot. 


Suc. 34. Be it further enacted, That any elector applying to vote, who shall 
declare on oath, which oath may be administered by any one of the tors, 
that by reason of blindness, or the loss of the use of hand or hands, he is 
unable to prepare his ballot, may have the assistance of such assistant as may 


have been appointed or inspector selected; then the assistant shall retire 
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with the elector who asks for assistance in the preparation of his ballot to a 
booth or com ment and there pre the elector’s ballot, so as to indicate 
the elector’s declared choice of candidates as to each office to be filled, with- 
out suggestion or interference from the assistant. But in all cases any elec- 
tor, before renrne to the booth, may have one of the clerks of election to 
read over to him the titles of the offices to be filled and of the candidates 


therefor. 

SEo. 35. Be it further enacted, That before any elector applying for assist- 
ance in the preparation of his ballot, as povided in sections a 34, shall be 
required or permitted to declare his choice of candidates, all electors, includ- 
ing those in the booths or compartments, after voting, shall be required to 

ihdraw from the polling place. é 

Sxc. 36. Beit further enacted, That inorder to prevent repeating, no elector 
shall be allowed to receive a ballot from the inspectors nor to cast a ballot 
until he shall have produced and surrendered to the inspectors of election at 
the polling place the certificates of registration hereinbefore provided for; 
but if the elections are to be held for State (including county), then and in 
that event the inspectors holding the election coming on first shall, upon the 
production of the elector’s certificate of re ration, strike out, by drawin 
with pen and ink or stamp a heavy line through them, the words print 
upon said certificate showing the election at which the ballot is cast, and re- 
turn the certificate to the elector. But this act, so faras tne registration of 
electors and the production of the registration certificates is concerned, shall 
not be so construed as to affect the ordinances now or hereafter ordained by 
any municipal corporation chartered by the general assembly providing for 
the separate registration of electors for municipal elections, nor shall it ap- 
ply to any special or municipal election unless the same shall be held at the 
same time as the State or Federal election. In case of any special or munici- 
pal election held ata time different from a general election, unless under 
special registration laws applying to that city or town election only, all elect- 
ors will be entitled to vote without producing or surrendering a certificate 
of whose names appear on the registration lists filed in the office of the judge 
of probate at the next preceding general election and those who have be- 
come qualified since the last registration, and who may register on the day 
of election, as herein provided. : 

Sec. 38. Beit further enacted, That any inspector who shall willfully deceive 
any elector in pronering his ballot shall be guilty of a felony, and, on convic- 
tion thereof, shall be imprisoned in the penitentiary not less than one nor 
more than five years. ; 

Suc. 39. Be it further enacted, That any person who shall disclose how any 
elector may have voted, unless upon the trial of an indictment under section 
38 of this act, shall be guilty of a misdemeanor, and, upon conviction thereof, 
shall be fined not less than ten nor more than one hundred dollars. ; 

Src. 40. Be it further enacted, That any elector who shall by accident or 
mistake spoil a ballot, so that he can not conveniently or safely vote the 
same, a ee it to the inspectors and receive another in lieu thereof. In 
no case shall any person be parmitted to carry a ballot outside of the polling 
room. 

Src. 41. Be it further enacted, That after preparing his ballot the elector 
shall fold the same so as toconceal the face thereof and show the stub thereto 
attached, with the name or initials of the inspector, and hand it to the re- 
ceiving inspector, who shall, after detaching the stub, deposit the ballot in 
the box in the manner now prescribed by law. 

Sec. 42. Be it further enacted, That if the elector marks more names than 
there are persons to be elected to any office, or if for any reason it is impossi- 
ble to determine the elector’s choice for an office to be filled, his ballot shall 
not be counted for such office; but this shall not vitiate the ballot so far as 
properly marked, nor shall any ballot be rejected for any technical error 
which does not make it impossible to determine the elector’s choice. Nothing 
herein contained shall be construed to prevent any eleetor from voting for 
ons qualified person other than those whose names are printed on the bal- 

ots. 

Src. 43. Be it further enacted, That any elector who shall, except as herein 
provided, allow his ballot to be seen by any person, or who shall take or re- 
move, or attempt to take or remove, any ballot from the polling place before 
the close of the'polls, or place any mark upon his ballot by which it may be iden- 
tified, or any person who shall interfere with any elector when inside the 

ling place, or when marking his ballot, or unduly influence any elector in 

he preparation of his ballot, or any elector who shall remain longer than the 
specified time allowed by this act in the booth or compartment after being 
notified that his time has expired, or who shall endeavor to induce any elec- 
tor to show how he marks or has marked his ballot, or aids, or attempts to 
aid, any elector by means of any mechanical device or any other means what- 
ever in marking his ballot, or shall a 
his possession any copy of the ballot prepared to be voted, shall be guilty of 
a@ misdemeanor, and, on conviction, shall be fined not less than ten nor more 
than one hundred dollars, and any ballot marked by the elector for identifi- 
cation shall be rejected. 

Suc. 44. Be it further enacted, Thatany officer who willfully and knowingly 
refuses or fails to perform the duties herein prescribed shall be guilty of a 
misdemeanor, and, upon conviction thereof, shall be fined not less than $100 
nor more than $1,000; but this section shall not be held toapply to cases where 
a different penalty is prescribed by this act. 

Suc. 45. Be it further enacted, That any judge of probate or other officer on 
whom the duties of the judge of probate may have been temporarily devolved, 
who willfully and knowingly neglects, fails, or refuses to perform the duties 
herein prescribed, shall be guilty of a misdemeanor, except as herein otherwise 

rovided, and, on conviction, shall be fined not less than $500 nor more than 
$1.00. And in the event the judge of probate of any county is unable or neg- 
ects, fails, or refuses to perform the duties herein prescribed, the duties, 
responsibilities, and authority of the judge of probate shall devolve upon the 
clerk of the circuit court of the count 

Suc. 46. Be it further enacted, That i 
county in this State, on each day of election, to be present in person or by 
deputy at all election precincts where elections are held in his county, andit 
shall be his duty to preserve good order, and to carry out the intent and pur- 
—_ of this act such sheriff, or his deputy, may specially deputize a sufficient 

orce to act at all election precincts on the day of any election that he may 
deem necessary, and in case of necessity may raise a posse comitatus to put 
down all riots or attempted riots or disturbances. 

Suc. 47. Be it further enacted, That in case of any municipal election held at 
a time different from a general State or Federal election the duties herein 
prescribed for the judge of probate in respect to pootsiag nominations, 
printing and distributing ballots and cards of instruction, shall be discharged 
under the same sanctions by the mayor or other chief executive officer of the 
city or town. 

Sec. 48. Be it further enacted, Thatalllaws and parts of laws in conflict with 
the provisions of this act are hereby repealed. 


I want to call attention to two or three important matters in 
connection with this election law. In the first place, the rule has 
been laid down in Alabama that the officers whose names I have read 
do not act in a ministerial capacity, but as judicial officers, pos- 
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sessing judicial functions, and therefore that their action can not 
be controlled by the judiciary of that State. It would be pre- 
sumptuous on my part, of course, to offer any opinion contrary to 
the judgment of the supreme court of Alabama, but I can and will 
call attention to the fact that that court has laid down two dif- 
ferent rules within the last two years. For instance, in the case 
of Dudley against the county officers of Lowndes County, in 1886, 
the opinion not being reported, the supreme court decided the 
case on appeal, holding that the officers were performing a minis- 
terial act and granted the writ of mandamus. I have that opin- 
ion, and I think I will read it, as it sets forth probably as fully as 
it can be expressed, or more fully than it can be expressed by me 
at least, the nature of the application and the acts of the officers. 

The Hon. John Moore was a judge of the fourth judicial circuit 

of that State. 
To Hon. JoHN Moores, 
Judge of the Fourth Judicial Circuit of Alabama, 
in which is located the County of Lowndes: 

Your petitioners, Joseph R. Dudley, V. H. Bell, and W. R. Polly, in behalf 
of themselves and a large number of other citizens of Lowndes County, in 
said State, respectfully show unto your honor— 

1. That they and those they represent are nowand have been for many 
years resident citizens of said Lowndes County, and are now and have been 
tor several years qualified electors therein. 

_ 2. That since February last there have been two opposing political parties 
in said county, viz, those in favor of supporting the nominees for the several 
county offices nominated by a convention or a so-called convention held in 
Hayneville on the 8th day of February, 1886, and those supporting the nom 
inees for said offices nominated on the 28th day of May, 1886, at and by a pri 
mary election held by the white Democratic voters of said county. The lines 
of distinction and opposition of these two opposing political parties were well 


| drawn and known to all citizens of Lowndes County at and before the said 


primary election held on the said 28th of May, and these facts were known to 
the judge of probate, the sheriff, and the clerk of the circuit court of said 
county on and before the 28th day of June, 1886. 

3. That heretofore, viz, on the said 28thJune,1886,the judge of probate, sheriff, 
and clerk of the circuit court of said county met together at the court-house 
of said county and acted under section 259 of the code of 1876, and appointed 
inspectors of election for each election precinct in said county for the elec- 
tion to be held on the Ist Monday in August, 1886, for State and county offi- 
cers. The said section of the code of 1876 requires the said judge of probate, 
sheriff, and clerk of the circuit court at least thirty days before any election 
in said county to appoint three inspectors for each place of voting in said 
county, two of whom shall be members of opposing political parties, if prac- 
ticable, and one returning officer for each precinct in said county. 

4. That in a said appointment of the said inspectors for Precinct No 
1, (Benton beat), the said judge of probate, sheriff, and clerk of the circuit 
court appointed Eli T. Robinson, W. H. May, and Jules Sterne, all and each 
of whom belonged at the time to the same political party; each and all of 
them were and are supporters of the nominees made on the 8th February, 
1886, and each and all of them were opposed, and are now opposed, to the 
nominees made by the primary election held on the 28th of May, 1885. There 
was at the time, viz, the 28th of June, 1886, and before that time, a large num- 
ber of intelligent white men, qualified electors of said precinct, belonging to 
the opposite party to that to which the said Eli T. Robinson, W. H. May, and 
Jules Sterne belonged, and these said intelligent white men of the opposing 
—_ party were well qualified to make inspectors of election, and these 

acts were well known to the said judge of probate, sheriff, and clerk of the 
circuit court at and before the said 28th June, 1886, and at and before the ap- 
a of the said Eli T. Robinson, W. H. May, and Jules Sterne. Atand 

fore the appointment of the said Eli T. Robinson, W. H. May, and Jules 
Sterne, the names of J. 8. Edson and E. G. Maull, both good and true men, 
residents and qualified voters of said precinct, and well qualified to discharge 
the duties of inspectors of election, and belonging to the party supporting the 
nominees of primary election were suggested and presented to said judge of 

robate, sheriff, and clerk of the circuit court, one of whom, viz, the said J. 8. 

dson, or E. G. Maull was asked to be appointed inspector for said pr ecinct. 

The said Maull and Edson, at and before the said 28th June, 1886, belonged 
to the political party opposed to the nominees of the said February conven 
tion and in favor of the nominees of the primary election, and these facts 
were well known to the said judge of probate, sheriff, and clerk of the circuit 
court at and before the said appointment on the said 28th June, 1886. Yet the 
said judge of probate, sheriff, and clerk of the circuit court, well knowing 
that it was entirely practicable to appoint two inspectors of said election for 
said precinct of opposing political aes. refused to appoint either the said 
Edson or the said Maull, or any other person of the political party opposing 
the nominees of the February convention, 1886; and they appointed the said 
Eli T. Robinson, W. H. May, and Jules Sterne, all of whom Selomeed to the 
same political party. And the said Eli T. Robinson was at and before the said 
28th June, 1886, a justice of the peace for said precinct, and was and is a can- 
didate for reelection to said office at the election to be heid on the said first 
Monday in August, 1886, and thus the said Robinson will become a judge in 
his own election. 

5. That in Precinct No. 18, in said county (Loundesboro beat), the said 
judge of probate, sheriff, and clerk of the circuit court, at the same time 
and place, appointed for the said precinct L. H. McCurdy, Archy Douglass, 
and e W. Hunter, each and all of whom belonged to the same political party, 
viz, to that party favoring the nominees of the said February convention 
At and be- 
fore said appointment there were residing in said precinct many white per 
sons of intelligence and character, well qualified to make good inspectors of 
election, qualified voters of said precinct, Who were opposed to the nominees 
of the said February convention and favoring the nominees of the said pri- 
mary election, and these facts were known to the said judge of probate, 
sheriff, and clerks of the circuit court at and before the 28th June, 1886. 

Atand before the said 28th June, 1886, and at and before the appointment 
of the inspectors of election for said precinct No. 18, the names of C. E. Reese, 
jr., and B. 8S. Powell, each of whom was well — «1 to make a good in- 
spector of election and each of whom was a well-qualified elector of said pre- 
cinct, were suggested and presented to the said judge of probate, sheriff, and 
clerk of the circuit court as fit men to be made inspectors of election in said 

recinct, both of whom belonged toa different political party from the said 

cCurdy, Douglass, and Hunter. and these facts were well known to the said 
judge of probate, sheriff, and clerk of circuit court at and before the 28th 

une, , yet the said judge of probate, sheriff, and clerk of the circuit 
court refused to appoint either the said Reese or Powell « > other person 
who belonged to the party opposing the nominees of the F* tary convention 
as inspectors of election for said precinct, although there were many resident 
qualified electors of said precinct belonging to said opposing parties, and all 
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these facts were well known to said judge of probate, sheriff, and clerk of 
the circuit court at and before the 28th June, 1886. 

6. That the said judge of probate, sheriff, and clerk of circuit court of said 
county appointed as inspector of election of precinct No. 19 (St. Clair beat), 
J. W. Rast, C. M.Smith,and A.J. Harris, and each and all of whom belonged 
to the same political party, viz, the party favoring the election of the nomi- 
nees made at said February convention and opposed to the nominees selected 
at said May primary election, and these facts were well known to said judge 
of probate, sheriff, and clerk of the circuit court at and before the time a 
made said appointment. There were at and before said appointment goo 
and true men, qualified electors of said precinct, who belonged to the oppos- 
ing political party, and this fact was well known to said judge of probate, 
sheriff, and clerk of the circuit court at and before the time of the appoint- 
ment of inspectors of election for said precinct No. 19; and at and before said 
appointment was made the name of Frank Powell, a resident and well-quaili- 
fied elector of said precinct and well qualified to be an inspector of election, 
and who was opposed to the political party which said Rast, Smith, and Har- 
ris favored, was presented to said judge of probate, sheriff, and clerk of the 
circuit court as a fit person for inspector of election at said precinct No. 19, 
yet the said judge of probate, sheriff, and clerk of the circuit court refused 
to appoint the said Powell or any other person who favored the nominees of 
the primary election and opposed the nominees favored by the said Rast, 
Smith, and Harris as an inspector of election for said precinct No. 19. 

7. There arein precinct No.1 (Benton beat) about 250 qualified voters. There 
are in said precinct No.18 over 400 qualified voters, and in precinct No. 19 
there about ualified votes. 

8. That each of the said ins rs of election so appointed in said several 
precincts belonged at the time of their appointment to the Democratic party, 
and neither of them belonged to the Republican party. There was not then 
and is not now any contest in said county between the Democratic and Re- 
publican parties. The Republican party has no candidates for any office in 
said county, and the only opposing political parties in said county of Lowndes 
at and before the a ntment of said tors of election were the two 
named, viz, the one favoring the election of the nominees of the February 
convention, and the other opposing the election of said, nominees, but favor- 
ing the election of the nominees of the primary election in May, 1886. And 
the election of the nominees by these respective parties constituted at the 
time of the appointment of the said ae of election and now constitute 
the only contest in the election to be held on the first Monday in August, 1886; 
and they respectively are opposing political parties and were so, the only op- 
posing political parties in the county of Lowndes at and before the appoint- 
ment of said inspectors of election in said incts, and these facts were well 
known to the said judge of probate, sheriff, and clerk of the circuit court at 
and before the said appointments were made. : 

The premises considered, your petitioners pray your honor to grant a writ 
of mandamus or other appropriate writ commanding the said judge of pro- 
bate, sheriff, and clerk of the circuit court of Lowndes County to appear be- 
fore your honor at an early day to be fixed by your honor, and at such place 
as your honor may appoint, to show cause why the appointment of inspect- 
ors of election for the said several precincts should not be vacated and why 
someone should not be appointed of the itical party ene to the party 
favored by the said inspectors or for such order as your honor may make in 
the premises: and your petitioners pray for such action as will speedily rec- 
tify the wrong perpetrated upon them and those whom they represent by 
the action of the said judge of probate, sheriff, and clerk of the circuit court; 
and, as in duty bound, your petitioners will ever pray, etc. 

WA & SON, for Petitioners. 

Personally appeared before me, James Jackson, a notary public and ex 
officio a justice of the peace for precinct No. 4, for county of Montgomery, 
the State of Alabama, Joseph R. Dudley, V. H. Bell, who, having been d 
sworn, depose and say on oath that the facts set forth in the foregoing peti- 
tion are true in substance and fact. 


V. H. BELL. 
JO. R. DUDLEY. 
Sworn to and subscribed before me this 7th day of July, 1886. 


JAMES JACKSON, 
Notary Public, ex-officio Justice of the Peace. 


Filed in the office of the clerk of the circuit court of Perry County this the 
8th day of July, 1886. 
— L. S. JONES, Clerk. 


MARION, ALA., July 8, 1886. 

I decline to issue the writ prayed for in the foregoing petition. 

JOHN MOORE, 
Judge Fourth Judiciai Circuit of Alabama. 
MARION, ALA., July 8, 1836. 

Ex parte Joseph R. Dudley and Vincent H, Bell and W. R. Polley: 

Application to John Moore, judge of the fourth judicial circuit, for a writ 
of mandamus. 

On this day was mted to me for consideration and action the petition 
of Joseph R. Dudley and V. H. Bell and W. R. Polley, citizens of Lowndes 
County, Alabama, asking that a writ of mandamus or other appropriate writ 
be issued by me commanding the judge of probate, sheriff, and clerk of the 
circuit court, all of Lowndes County, to appear before me at a time and place, 
to be designated by me, to show cause why the appointment of inspectors of 
election appointed by them for the following-named precincts in Lowndes 
County, te wit, Precinct No. 1 (Benton beat), Precinct No. 18 (Lowndesboro 
beat), and Precinct No. 19 (St. Clair beat) should not be vacated, and why 
someone should not be appointed of the political party opposed to the party 
favored by said inspectors, which said petition is hereto attached and made 
a part hereof. Upon consideration thereof, it is considered that the same be, 
and it is hereby, refused; and the said Joseph R. Dudley, V. H. Bell, and W. 
R. Polley having applied for an appeal to the supreme court of this State from 
said decision, and having given an appeal bond, with good and sufficient se- 
curity, which has been approved by me, it is therefore considered that said 
appeal be granted, returnable to the supreme court of this State on Tuesday, 

© 13th aS July, 1886. 

Done on this the Sth day of July, 1886. 

JOHN MOORE, 
Judge Fourth Judicial Circuit. 


The case went to the supreme court in accordance with the 
yer and of this petition. The following is the record in the 


tter court: 
Supreme Count, Thursday, July 22, 1886. 
The court met pursuant to adjournment. 
Present, all the justices. 
= * ~ * * * & 


Second division, 589. Joseph R. Dudley et al. vs. H. W. Caffey, judge, etc., 
- etal. Perry circuit court. 
Come the parties, by attorneys, and argue and submit this cause for decision. 
. at Ba * RE ~ we 
The court adjourned till Friday, the 23d day of July, 1886, at 12 o’clock m. 


SuPpREME Court, Friday, July 23, 1386. 

The court met pursuant to adjournment. 

Present, all the justices. 

cod * * * * * « 
Second division, 589. Joseph R. Dudley et al. vs. H. W. Caffey, judge of pro- 
bate, etal. Perry circuit court. 

Come the parties, by attorneys, and the record and matters therein assigned 
for errors being argued and submitted and duly examined and understood 
by the court, it is considered and ordered that the demurrer interposed in 
said cause be stricken from the file. It is also considered that the order made 
by Hon. John Moore, judge of the fourth judicial cireuit of the State of Ala- 
bama, refusing to issue the writ prayed for in said petition be reversed and 
annulled. And this court, proceeding to render the said judgment the said 
judge of the fourth judicial circuit should have rendered, dota consider and 
order that an alternative writ of mandamus be issued to the said appellees, 
returnable to the next term of the circuit court of Lowndes County, requir- 
ing them to show cause why the appointment of inspectors of election for the 
said several precincts should not be vacated, and why someone should not 
be appointed who is a member of the political party opposed to the party 
favored by said inspectors. It is also considered that the appellees pay the 
costs of appeal in this court and in said circuit court. 

The court adjourned till Thursday, the 29th day of July, 1886, at 12 o’clock m. 

(Minute book of the supreme court of Alabama, 1884, pages 367, 368.) 

It was not doubted then, and indeed I question very much 
whether it is doubted to any great extent in legal circles now, that 
the fulfillment of the plain duties of a mandatory statute was 
ministerial and not judicial in its character. _ It is not true, Mr. 
President, that the exercise of judgment is always a judicial act. 
The duties of an office may be entirely ministerial and the officer 
have very large discretion. No one ever supposed that a member 
of a county board of supervisers or county commissioners exer- 
cised a judicial function in passing upon and allowing a claim 
submitted to him, or in inquiring about some matter essential to 
enable him to fully discharge his duty; and yet we are all cognizant 
of the fact that there is a wide range of discretion upon the part 
of such an officer in gathering information with reference to his 
duty. You may take, for instance, the case of aclerk of a court 
who is required, under the statutes of many States, to examine 
into the question of the sufficiency of sureties that are offered to 
a@ recognizance or bond. The courts of this country have been 
almost uniform in holding that while the discharge of that duty 
requires the exercise of judgment, necessarily requiring the officer 
to ascertain by the best means within his power the financial suf- 
ficiency of the sureties, yet it is a ministerial act. Courts can 
and do control such acts daily by theissuance of the writ of man- 
damus. 

The supreme court of the State of Alabama, however, more re- 
cently overruled the rule they laid down in the case of Dudley vs. 
The Poem Officers of Lowndes County; and in the case of Taylor 
vs. Kolb, appealed from Madison County in 1893, the same court 
by the same chief justice decided that the appointment of inspect- 
ors of an election beat was a judicial act, and that mandamus 
would not lie. Section 352 of the Civil Code of Alabama, 1886— 
and this was the statute which was under discussion in this case— 
reads as follows: 

The judge of So reewe a sheriff, clerk of the cireuit court, or any twoof them, 
must. at least thirty days before the holding of any election in their county, 
appoint three inspectors for each place of voting, two of whom shall be mem- 
bers 0! opposing itical parties it practicable, and one return officer for each 
precinct, to act.at the place of holding elections in each precinct. 

It isheld, then, that the statute is one that gives judicial power 
to these officers, the judge of probate, the sheriff, the clerk of the 
circuit court, who form a commission for the purpose of per- 
forming the duties laid down in the statute with reference to the 
appointment of election officers. The words “if practicable” 
have been inserted in the statute,and therefore it is held that 
these persons are the sole judges of the practicability of appointing 
a person of opposite political faith as an inspector or judge of 
election. 

Mr. President, suppose it were made plain, as it has been made 
by the affidavits which I have read, that in many of these precincts 
there are persons amply qualified to perform the duties of inspect- 
ors of election, persons whose education is not questioned or ques- 
tionable; yet it is here laid down as a logical result of the last 1e- 
cision of supreme court that if a judge of probate and sheriff and 
clerk of the court, acting as a mere commission to carry into exe- 
cution a ministerial law, say that it is not practicable, that is an 
end of it, and their decision can not be controlled. If the pro- 
bate judge, the sheriff, and the clerk were corrupt persons, if they 
had the least disposition to change the result of an election in a 
precinct, here is unrestrained opportunity, and it is held that the 
court can not reach and contro! their action; that the people must 
depend simply upon the honesty of these officers without any power 
to invoke judicial process to control them. 

Ido not know, of course, aside from the evidence which has 
been in my hands, the extent to which this abuse has been 
carried, but it doubtless has been carried to a great extent. The 
Populist party, and the Jeffersonian Democrats, as they call them- 
selves, and the mblicansas well—and I have less sympathy for 
the ublicans than for the others—— 

Mr. CHANDLER. Why is that? 

Mr. ALLEN. It would take me too long to tell. Mr. President. 











1895. 


Mr. CHANDLER. Ishould like to havethe Senator explain that 
before he gets through. 

Mr. ALLEN. All these have been shut out. According to the 
returns of the different returning boards of the State, the State is 
in control of what is known as the organized Democracy. Some- 
thing like 86,000 votes were cast for Mr. Kolb for governor in 1894, 
and yet the control of the entire election machinery of the State 
was in charge of the organized Democracy, who returned votes 
at places where the polls were not even opened. ee in- 
stances positive frauds have been shown by the affidavits I have 
read. 

Now, the ordinary citizen would suppose that the courts were 
open to him for some remedy; that he could not be deprived of his 
right to cast his vote and have it counted, with the poor satisfac- 
tion that after that was done he might sue the officer and recover 
damages. It is questionable how much damages he could get 
under those circumstances. That would be no protection to him. 
The only protection he could have, the only successful protection, 
would be that protection found in the courts that would require 





these officers by a writ of mandamus or other appropriate writ to | 


follow out the law not only in letter but im spirit. 


The supreme court of that State did lay down that rule, and it | 


was a sound rule. They did compel the officers of several of the 
precincts in 1886 to follow out the law and appoint as inspectors 
of election persons of opposite political faith. 

In 1893, when there was some hope of carrying the State of Ala- 
bama for another party than the organized Democracy, when at 
last there seems to be occasion for a different rule, that different 
rule was instituted and the former decision was overruled. Now, 
I do not pretend to arraign the court of last resort of that State; 
I would not suffer myself to do that; but if the rule laid down by 
them in their last decision is to become the law of this country, if 
it is to be universally adopted, then the political machinery of 
State and nation will be in the hands of the party that can fortify 
itself by fraud and perjury and violence. There never will be 
an opportunity to remove it. It either means an appeal to the 
courts to control these ministerial officers in the discharge of their 
duty, or it means an appeal to force or revolution to overturn the 
Government that suffers such things to take place without remedy. 

Mr. PUGH. Ifthe Senator from Nebraska will allow me, I will 
ask him to put into his remarks the decision of the court over- 
ruling the one which he has read to the Senate. I think that jus- 
tice to the court and to the merits of the question involved cer- 
tainly requires that the last decision should be published, giving 
the reasons upon which the court changed the rule. I have no 
doubt that the last decision was the law of the case, and I do not 
think any court would entertain any other opinion. 

Mr. ALLEN. My recollection is that the last decision does not 
refer to the first one at all. 

Mr. PUGH. It may not; 
down a different rule. 

Mr. ALLEN. lam perfectly willimg to insert the syllabus if 
that will be sufficient. 

Mr. PUGH. And the decision of the judge. 

Mr. ALLEN. I wiil insert it in such form that there will be 
enough given to express the idea. 

Mr. PUGH. Yes; that will be fair. 

Following is the syllabus of the case referred to: 


ut the Senator says the court laid 


1. The duties to be performed by the judge of probate, sheriff, and clerk, 
under Code 1886, § 352, requiring them to appoint three inspectors of election, 
“two of whom shall be members of opposing political parties, if practicable,”’ 
are not purely ministerial, but require judicial judgment and discretion and 
consideration of evidence; and therefore mandamus, while it lies to compel 
theni to act, does not lie to control their action. 

Mr. ALLEN. Mr. President, when we consider the former law 
on this subject, the history of elections, and the zeal of party spirit 
throughout the whole country, there is no escape from the fact 
that each opposing political party should have a representative at 
each polling place. That is a question of paramount importance 
and right. The tendency of each political party to commit frauds 
and to cheat and intimidate at elections suggests the idea that for 
each opposing political party to have a representative at each elec- 
tion would tend to suppress ordetect the prostitution of the ballot 
box and secure fair and honest elections. Hence, the right of each 
opposing political party to have a representative at each election is 
one of prime necessity and right. Each opposing political party 
must have such representative. This right can not be defeated, 
postponed, or impaired because of the political affiliations or bias 
of the appointing officials. 

To disobey the law in this regard and defeat the right of an 
opposing political party to have such representative at an election 
is to permit the appointing power to lend itself to the commission 
of election frands and to aid in the suppression of the popular 
will. To do this is, to say the least, a great public wrong or high 
crime. It corrupts, if it does not destroy, the very basic principles 
— which popular representative government rests, and upon 
which constitutional liberty finds its chief support. 

Can it be possible that such a far-reaching and conservative 
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right, such a sacred privilege, must find itsonly security, support, 
and maintenance in the mere discretion or judgment of a tribunal 
perhaps antagonistic to the right? 

The boast of our institutions, the glory of our free people, is that 
ours is a Government of laws and not of men; that it is a country 
where rights are secured, where liberty is protected, and where 
free institutions are vindicated by law and not by the discretion 
of officialism. The policy of our legislation and the practice of 
| our courts have always been to leave as little as possible to the 
| discretion of officials, however exalted. 

It is an imperative and potent canon of interpretation of all 
laws that the word ‘‘may,” when employed in a statute that in- 
vokes action on the part of an official, when the duty arising from 
the statute is for the benefit of the public or of a third person in 

interest, shall be subject to the imperative construction, interpre- 
tation, and mandatory import of the word ‘‘must.” There can 
be no doubt that this canon of interpretation finds great support 
in our laws and institutions from the sedulous care that has been 
| exercised to limit the discretion of all officials. 

The sacred and constitutional right, the right preservative of 
all other rights, the right to vote and to have the vote counted, 
| and the results of an election honestly declared as the majority 





| 
| 
| 
| 
i 
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ic 


| directs, certainly was never intended to be menaced by the dis- 
cretion of any officer or tribunal or to be imperiled or defeated 
by the partisan bias of the discretion of any man or official. 

To accept the idea as lawful that the right of an “‘ opposing 
| political party” to have an inspector at an election rests in the 
| judicial ascertainment of facts or in the discretion of amy man or 
| Official is to let in the iniquitous means to sweep away the right, 
| to breed discontent among the people. It will generate suspicion, 
beget distrust, and finally lead to open hostility to the Govern- 
| ment. 

Statesmanship and wisdom, to say nothing of the teachings of 
the recent past and the ominous present, suggest to all that the 
right, sacred under section 352 of the civil code of Alabama, was 
not intended by the legislature to rest its security upon the mere 
discretion or judicial opinion of any man or tribunal, but that 
law imperatively secured the right and commended its observance 
| and enforcement as a matter of prime importance. 

Tt can not be successfully contended, and it should not be sug- 
gested, that the legislature of so great and intelligent a 


State as 





Alabama would lend itself to enacting laws that on their face 
| propose to give rights, and at the same time in the same act estab- 


lish the means of their defeat, by no wrongful act whatever of 
| the party for whose benefit such right was given, but by the mere 
uncontrolled and uncontrollable discretion of an official. Such a 
construction is an insult to the integrity and intelligence of the 
legislature and a travesty upon justice and right 

The right of the “‘ opposing political party ” to have an inspector 
at each place of voting is actually created and established by the 
statute, and does not exist by any adjudication, opinion, or discre- 
tion of any official. This right, being created by the law, can not 
be defeated by the mere discretion or judgment of an official wpon 
a matter collateral to the right or by the machinery by which the 
right is to besecured. Theright, being created clearly by positive 


| enactment, can only be defeated by positive enactment. It can 

not be taken away by mere construction or discretion of any tri- 
bunal. 

The appointing authority has no power to determine whether or 

|} not an opposing political party shall have an inspector. That 


| right is clearly given by the statute. The duty to appoint such 
inspector is imperative and admits of no discretion. 

The distinction is sought to be created from the language of the 
statute which, it is contended, allows the appointin; 
| ascertain from facts if a proposed inspector does belong 
posing political party.” 

The words ‘‘if practicable,” contained in the statute, most un- 
questionably refer to the ascertainment of the fact whether or not 
| there is an “ opposing party” contending in the election, and not, 
| there being an opposing political party, to the question of whether 
| it would be practicable to appoint an inspector from that party. 
| Lf there be such a political party the duty is imperative upon tne 
appointing power to select an inspector from the membership of 
| such party. To leave the enforcement of such right to the dis- 
| cretion of the appointing power would be to submit the enjoyment 
of such right not to the statute that has already granted it, but 
such right already granted may be denied, defeated, impaired 
| by the discretion of the appointing power. Any other consiruc- 
| tion would leave the right granted in the statute subject to the mere 

discretion of the appointing power, and might lead to the denial 
of the right when there shouid be an opposing political party. 

Is the duty of the appointing power in this case a ministerial 

duty in which there is no discretion, or is it a judicial duty in 
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which a discretion must of a necessity be exercised? 

A ministerial act and a ministerial duty are quitesynonymons, 
and are defimed to be acts or duties which are performed in a 
given state of facts, in a prescribed manner, in obedience to the 
mandate of legal authority, withont regard to or the exercise of 
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udgment upon the propriety of the act or duty to be SS 
Vismmory vs. City of Jeffersonville (17 Indiana, 174); Mississippi 
vs. Johnson (4 Wallace, 498); Grider vs. Tally (77 Alabama, 425). 
I call the attention of the distinguished Senator from Alabama 
Mr. PuGH] to this statement. Here is the rule, as I understand 
it, with reference to this class of duties: 

That a necessity may exist for the ascertainment, from personal 
knowledge and information derived from other sources, of the 
state of facts on which the performance of the act becomes a clear 
and specific duty does not operate to convert it into an act judi- 
cial in its nature. Such is not the judgment or discretion which 
is an essential element of judicial action. 

I call the Senator’s attention to Grider vs. Tally (77 Alabama, 
466); Crane vs. Camp (12 Connecticut, 464); State vs. Doyle, (40 
Wisconsin, 175-188). : 

The statute is imperative that two of the inspectors must be 
members of ‘‘opposing political parties, if practicable.” The 
fact that the appointing power might from necessity have to re- 
sort to personal knowledge, or to information derived from other 
sources, to asertain that there were opposing political parties 
contending in the election, and that a certain person was a mem- 
ber of one party or the other, does not convert the act into one 
of a judicial nature. 

The right is clearly given and imperative by the statute, and 
the appointing tribunal has no authority to determine the propri- 
ety or necessity of such appointment when there is an opposing 
political party. "When acertain person is a member df such party, 
although this information may be derived from personal knowl- 
edge possessed by the members of the appointing tribunal or from 
other sources, then themandate of the lawis that an inspector must 
be appointed from such *‘ opposing political party.” There is no 
room for the operation of judgment or discretion. (Rains vs. 
Simpson, 50 Texas, 496-501.) 

The duty which the appointing tribunal discharges under this 
statute is of a public character, in the nature of a public trust, 
and the tribunal can act legally only when acting in strict con- 
formity to the statute that creates the trust. 

The judicial act that is contradistinguished from the ministe- 
rial act under consideration is where evidence is introduced by 
contending parties acting for private advantage in a hearing 
granted to the opposing forces, and where, upon such evidence, 
the tribunal is called upon to decide as to the legality or pro- 

riety of granting the prayer, or performing the act or discharg- 
ing the duty at issue. 

I have shown in a former part of this argument that the 
phrase ‘“‘if practicable,” as found in the statute, does not relate 
to the propriety of the appointment, but to the ascertainment of the 
existence of opposing political parties. 

The statute requires no question to be considered as to the pro- 
priety of the appointment or the qualifications or capacity of the 
inspector, but only hismembership of such opposing political party. 
To ascertain this membership, as I have shown, does not require 
a judicial act. 

Mr. MARTIN. Ishall be very greatly obliged to the Senator 
from Nebraska, as well as the Senate, if I may be allowed just a 
moment of time to have a little bill passed which has been re- 
ported favorably from the Committee on Military Affairs. It 
will take but a moment. 

Mr. ALLEN. I will yield for that purpose. 


FRONTIER GUARDS. 


Mr. MARTIN. Iask the Senate to proceed to the consideration 
of Senate bill 2372. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Kansas asks unan- 
imous consent for the present consideration of a bill the title of 
which will be stated. 

The Secretary. A bill (S. 2372) to authorize and direct the 
Secretary of War to place on file in the War Department the 
names of the officers and members of the Frontier Guards, mus- 
tered into the volunteer military service of the United States on 
the 16th day of April, 1861, and issue discharges to the same. 

Mr. HAWLEY. I should like to su to. my colleague upon 
the Committee on Military Affairs, and the chairman of it, that I 
have to-day seen in the hands of a member of the Frontier Guards 
a discharge which was issued at the time, and which is very much 
like what we propose to give by law. It has the signature, or a 
facsimile of the signature, of Simon Cameron and of Abraham 
Lincoln, and recites in it exactly what this bill proposes to recite 
in the discharge to be issued. If the Senator from Kansas will 
let the bill lie over until to-morrow I will help to bring it upagain 
if he wants to call it up. I should like to show the discharge to 
the chairman of the committee to-morrow. 

Mr. BATE. Under that statement I will ask that the bill may 
lie over. 

Mr. HAWLEY. The Senator from Tennessee will find it in the 
room of the Committee on Military Affairs. I left it there this 
afternoon. 
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Mr.CHANDLER. Thesame kind of a discharge, I understand 
the Senator from Connecticut, has already been issued that is 
wanted from the War Department. 

Mr. HAWLEY. It has the essential elements of the discharge 
which is provided by the bill. 

Mr. MARTIN. Ido not understand that it was issued by the 
War Department, because no bill of this kind has ever passed 
Congress. 

Mr. CHANDLER. DoI understand that the Senator from Kan- 
sas proposes to strike out the provision that the discharges shall 
be in the exact language of the discharges of Capt. games H. Lane? 

Mr. MARTIN. Yes, sir; andI propose to insert the words sub- 
stantially in line 13, after the eal ‘be. 

Mr. WOLCOTT. The discussion of the Senator from Nebraska 
[Mr. ALLEN] upon the pending amendment to the Post-Office ap- 
~~ ill is so interesting and pertinent that I shall object 
to the consideration of the bill if it is to give rise to further dis- 
cussion. I would rather hear the Senator from Nebraska. 

Mr. QUAY. I suggest that there is not a quorum of the Senate 
present. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Secretary will call the roll. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. If the Senator from Pennsylvania will 
withdraw the call I will move an adjournment. 

Mr. QUAY. I withdraw the call. 

Mr. CHANDLER. The callcan not be withdrawn when a sug- 
gestion that there is no quorum present has been made. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The roll will be called. 

The Secretary called the roll, and the following Senators ane 
swered to their names: 


Allen, Chandler, Hansbrough, Perkins, 

Allison, Clark, Hawley, Platt, 
te, Cockrell, Hill, uay, 

Berry, Coke, Hoar, Turpie, 

Blackburn, Cullom, Hunton, Wolcott. 

Butler, George, Martin, 

Camden, Gray, Pasco, 

Carey, Hale, Peffer, 


Mr. COKE. My colleague [Mr. MILLs] is detained at home by 
sickness, and has been for several days. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Twenty-nine Senators have answered 
to their names. There is not a quorum present. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. I move that the Senate adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; and (at 5 o’clock and 41 minutes 
p.m.) the Senate adjourned until to-morrow, Tuesday, February 
12, 1895, at 12 o’clock m. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, 
MonpDAY, February 11, 1895. 


The House met at 11.30 o’clock a. m. and was called to order by 
the Speaker. Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. E. B. Baapy. 
The Journal of Saturday’s proceedings was read and approved. 


FUR SEALS IN BERING SEA. 


~ The SPEAKER laid before the House a letter from the Secre- 
tary of the Treasury, transmitting, pursuant to House resolution 
of the 23d ultimo, additional information relating to fur seals in 
Bering Sea; which was referred to the Committee on Ways and 
Means, and ordered to be printed. 


CHIPPEWA INDIAN LANDS IN MINNESOTA. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the Sec- 
retary of War, transmitting a communication from the Chief of 
Engineers in relation to Chippewa Indian lands in Minnesota sub- 
ject to overflow by operation of reservoirs at the head waters of the 

ississippi River; which was referred to the Committee on Indian 
Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 


PUBLIC BUILDING AT CHICAGO, ILL. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House the bill (H. R. 397) to 
provide for the erection of a Government building at Chicago, Ill. 

The SPEAKER. This bill has been returned from the Senate 
with amendments. 

Mr. DURBOROW. On Saturday last the gentleman from Ala- 
bama [Mr. BANKHEAD], chairman of the Committee on Public 
Buildings and Grounds, made a motion to concur in these amend- 
ments, but at the reauest of the gentleman from Texas the matter 
went over. I now renew the motion that the amendments of the 
Senate be concurred in. 

The motion was agreed to. 

On motion of Mr. DURBOROW, a motion to reconsider the vote 
by which the amendments of the Senate were concurred in was 
laid on the table. 

LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 


Mr. OUTHWAITE, by unanimous consent, obtained leave of ab- 
sence for this day, on account of sickness. 
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ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Mr. Speaker, I must ask for the regular order. 

The SPEAKER. The regular order is the call of committees 
for reports. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Iask unanimous consent that the call of com- 
mittees for reports be dispensed with, and that gentlemen having 
reports to make may have consent to file them with the Clerk. 

e SPEAKER. In the absence of objection, that order will be 
made. 

There was no objection. 

BRANCH MINT AT DENVER, COLO. 


Mr. BLAND. I have a privileged matter which I desire to 
call up. 

The SPEAKER. The title of the bill which the gentleman sends 
to the desk will be read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


A bill (S. 1667) to provide for coinage at the branch mint at Denver, Colo. 


Mr. BLAND. I askthat this bill be taken up for consideration. 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Missouri tes BLAND 

resents a bill from the Committee on Coinage, Weights, an 

easures, and calls it up for consideration. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Let it be read. 


The SPEAKER. Has the gentleman from Missouri the en- | 


grossed copy of the bill? 

Mr. BLAND. This is a printed copy of it. 

The SPEAKER. The bill certified by the Secretary of the Sen- 
ate and which is called the engrossed copy is the bill which must 
be used at the desk. 

Mr. BLAND. That copy of the bill must be down in = com- 
mittee room. I have sent for it. 1 ask that meanwhile this 
printed copy be substituted. The other will be here in a few mo- 
ments. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Missouri [Mr. BLAND] 
asks that this copy be read instead of the engrossed copy, which 
will be herein a moment. In the absence of objection, the Clerk 
will report the bill. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That hereafter there shall be carried on at the branch 
mint of the United States at Denver, in the State of Colorado, the coinage of 
gold and silver. 

Sxo. 2. That the provisions of sections 3496 and 3497 of the Revised Statutes 
of the United States are hereby made ee, to the mint of the United 
States at Denver, Colo., and that so much of sections 3558, 3559, 3560, and 3561 
of the Revised Statutes of the United States as relates to the mint at Denver, 
Colo., are hereby repealed; and that the compensation of the officers of said 
mint shall be the same as those of the mint at Carson City, Nev. 

Sec. 3. That all laws and parts of laws in force in relation to the mints of 
the United States, and for the government of the officers and persons em- 
ployed therein, shall be applicable to the mint at Denver. 

Mr. BLAND. I yield to the gentleman from Colorado [Mr. 
PENCE]. 

Mr. DINGLEY. I reserve the right to object until I can hear 
an explanation of the bill. I think it is all right. 

Mr. PENCE. Mr. Speaker, at the beginning of this session of 
Congress we thought we might secure an appropriation for the 
establishment of a mint with full equipment at Denver. A bill 
for the purpose was introduced in the Senate, and I introduced in 
this House a similar bill, making an appropriation of $600,000. 
We soon found, however, that it was idle to hope for any measure 
of that kind at this time. We then submitted to the Treasury 
Department the necessity of — the assay office at Denver for 
minting purposes, especially for the minting of gold. With that 
view Senator WoLcortt introduced in the Senate the present bill, 
which was referred to the Committee on Finance of that body 
and by that committee submitted to the Secretary of the Treasury, 
who in his reply calls attention to the growing production of gold 
in the States adjacent to Denver, naming Colorado, South Dakota, 
Arizona, New Mexico, Utah, Idaho, and Montana. He also calls 
attention to the fact that the gold product of that region, which 
in 1892 was something over $11,000,000, had in 1893 increased to 
$19,000,000, and in 1894 to $26,000,000, as shown by the tables em- 
braced in his pes. These figures are certainly not too large. 
We think from the reports of the express companies, such as Wells, 
Fargo & Co., that they are too small. The Secretary in his com- 
munication gives his reasons for recommending that coinage be 
hereafter carried on at this branch mint. 

Mr. DINGLEY. This mint at Denver is now simply an assay 
office—— 

Mr. PENCE. If the gentleman will excuse me a moment I will 
call his attention to what the statute provides—— 

re DINGLEY. And the proposition is to enlarge it to a full 
mint? 

Mr. PENCE. Yes, sir. 

Mr. DINGLEY. And the officers are to receive the same com- 
pensation as those of the mint at Carson City, which is a mint 
Proper in law, although in fact only an assay office. 

r. PENCE. The compensation is fixed now by the statute I 
have in my hand, and will read if it be desired. It is provided 
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that the assayer shall receive $2,500 and the melter $2,500. This 
is the only change. Under this bill the compensation is fixed the 
same as it is at Carson City, Nev. At Carson City it is $3,000; 
and so the only increase is the increase of these two salaries from 
$2,500 to $3,000. 

Mr. MONEY. The mint at Carson City is not in operation, 
is it? 

Mr. PENCE. The mint at Carson City, I understand, is not in 
active operation on account of the inconvenience of making ship- 
ments and the cost of the expressage. After the bullion is stamped 
it is sent to the mint in Philadelphia. 

Mr. DINGLEY. This increases the amount at Denver about 
$6,000 annually. 

Mr. PENCE. No; I think the gentleman from Maine is mis- 
taken in that. 

Mr. DINGLEY. I have the appropriation bill in my hand, and 
the amount appropriated for Carson City is $18,100, and Denver 
$12,350, or nearly $6,000 difference between them. 

Mr. HULL. ButI think the wages of the workmen are also 
included in the Denver amount. 

Mr. PENCE. I think the gentleman from Maine is mistaken 
as to that. 

Mr. DINGLEY. No; I have the bill before me, 
only officials and not the wages of workingmen. 

Mr. PENCE. Is that the appropriation bill as passed or as re- 


and it covers 


| ported? 


Mr. DINGLEY. 
last year. 
however. 

Mr. PENCE. Yes, there has been; but I think the only differ- 
ence the gentleman will find between this bill and the amount ap- 
propriated is the increase of $500 in the compensation of the as- 
sayer and melter. 

Mr. DINGLEY. The language of the billis to make applicable 
the statutes relating to the mints generally to the mint at Den- 
ver. The bill goes on to say: 

The compensation of the officers of said mint shall be the same as those of 
the mint at Carson City, Nev. 

Now, at Carson City, Nev., there is a cashier at $2,000. There 

Of course a mint proper would require 


As it was reported and as the law was for the 
I think there has been some slight increase at. Denver, 


is no cashier at Denver. 
the services of a cashier. 

Mr. PENCE. If the gentleman will permit me, the Department 
suggests that hereafter they may have to recommend some changes 
in the official force. But now the only difference is in the com- 
pensation of these two officers, which is increased $500 a year. 

Mr. SAYERS. How many? 

Mr. PENCE. Two officers at $500 each, making $1,000 in all. 

When the Department shall take active steps in the operation 
of the mint there they will perhaps have to recommend some 
changes in the list of officials and in the compensation. But that 
will be a subject to come up hereafter and be determined by 
another ae go We can not determine that now. 

Mr. DINGLEY. You only propose to take the officers now in 
charge and have the salaries regulated as they are at Carson City? 

Mr. PENCE. That is all. 

Mr. DINGLEY. I agree entirely with the suggestion that, in 
view of the large increase in the output of gold in Colorado and 
the neighboring States which go to Denver, it ought to be made a 
full mint. The only question with me is whether it is necessary 
to retain also the full mint at Carson City, or whether that could 
not properly be made an assay office; in other words, to change 
the relation between the two places, making Denver a full mint 
and Carson City an assay office. 

Mr. PENCE. I would suggest to the gentleman from Maine 
that that might be arranged in future by recommendation from 
the Department. Of course the gentleman will understand that 
we do not want to antagonize Carson City. 

Mr. DINGLEY. I understandthat. Iam merely pointing out 
the fact that we have a full mint at Carson City, Nev., now, and 
whether it would not be to the interest of the Government to make 
that mint an assay office in law as it is in fact, and establish the 
full mint at Denver. 

Mr. DOCKERY. I wouldsuggest to the gentleman from Maine 
that theappropriation carried in this bill for the Carson City mint 
puts it on the Sue of an assay office now. 

Mr.HULL. Gi,no. Ithinkthe gentleman is mistaken in that. 

Mr. DOCKERY. That is the statement of the Director of the 
Mint. 

Mr. DINGLEY. The appropriation bill before me shows that 
the amount fixed for compensation of the officials at Carson City 
is $18,100 and for the officials at Denver only $12,350, there being 
some $6,000 more at Carson City than at Denver. 

Now, that unquestionably must rest on the basis that it is not a 
full mint. Asa matter of fact, I think it is only practically an 
assay office. I think what ought to be done would be to change 
the relative position of these two places; that is to say, make Car- 
son City an assay office and Denver a full mint. 
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But, Mr. Speaker, I nave no objection to the proposition here, 
and only desired to call attention to this fact in connection with 
it, not with a view to obstructing its passage. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Let us have a vote. 

Mr. PENCE. I ask the passage of the bill. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Missouri [Mr. BLAND] 
asks consent to suspend the vote until the engrossed copy of the 
bill has been produced. It is not yet at the desk. : 

Mr. DOCKERY. I suggest that by unanimous consent this 
matter come up immediately after the disposition of the legislative 
bill, as I understand the engrossed copy is not here. 

Mr. PENCE. The matter isin charge of the chairman of the 
Committee on Coinage, Weights, and Measures, who only yielded 
to me to explain the proposition. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Missouri asks that the 
matter be held up until the engrossed copy is supplied. 

Mr. SAYERS. Iask unanimous consent that this bill remain 
on the table, to be ealled up to-morrow or such other time as the 
gentleman from Missouri may desire. 

The SPEAKER. It is not on the table; but if there be no ob- 
jection the question on the passage of the bill will be submitted 
after the committee rises to-day. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


Mr. PEARSON, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, reported 
that they had examined and found truly enrolled pills of the fol- 
lowing titles; when the Speaker signed the sam2: 

A bill (H. R. 397) to provide for the erection of a Government 
building at Chicago, [l.; and 

A bill (S. 814) for the relief of the representatives of Daniel C. 
Rodman, deceased, and others. 


COMMITTEE CHANGE, 


Mr. SomERS was, by unanimous consent, excused from further 
service on the Committee on the Public Lands, and the Speaker 
appointed Mr. CAMINETTI in his place. 


LEGISLATIVE, EXECUTIVE, AND JUDICIAL APPROPRIATION BILL. 


On motion of Mr. DOCKERY, the House resolved itself into the 
Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union for the 
consideration of the bill (H. R. 8767) making appropriations for 
the legislative, executive, and judicial expenses of the Govern- 
ment for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1896, and for other pur- 
poses, with Mr. RicHarpson of Tennessee in the chair. 

The CHAIRMAN. TheClerk willreport the pending paragraph. 

Mr. DOCKERY. I ask unanimous consent to return to page 31, 
to the amendment relating to masters of vessels. 

Mr. PENDLETON of West Virginia. I object. 

Mr. DOCKERY. I then ask the Clerk to proceed with the read- 
ing of the bill. 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman withdraw his request? 

Mr. DOCKERY. Yes; I ask the Clerk to resume the reading of 
the bill. 

The Clerk, proceeding with the reading of the bill, read as fol- 
lows: 

Assay office at Charlotte, N. C.: For assayer and melter, $1,500; assistant 
assayer, $1,250; in all, $2,750. 

For incidental and contingent expenses, including labor, $2,000. 

Mr. HULL. Mr. Chairman, I understand that the assay office 
at Charlotte, N. C., has absolutely no business. The money that 
is appropriated every year for carrying it on would more than pay 
for all the metal that is submitted there in five years, as I under- 
stand. It is carried in the legislative appropriation bill every 
year simply because the Congress before carried it there. I move 
to strike it out. 

The CHAIRMAN. Will the gentleman indicate the lines which 
he moves to strike out? 

Mr. HULL. I move to strike out lines 18 to 23, inclusive, on 


page 57. 
Mr. DOCKERY. Mr. Chairman, here is the testimony of the 
Director of the Mint before the subcommittee: 


The CHARMAN. You think you will need $10,000? 

Mr. Preston. Yes, sir: we will need it. 

The CHAIRMAN, For Charlotte you estimate the same as the current law? 

Mr. Presron. Just the same. 

Mr. Dinarry. How about that? There were some criticisms in the House, 
a few days ago, about that mint. What is the work that is really being done 
there? 

Mr. Preston. It is simply a little assay office, where deposits of gold are 
received and paid for. t 

Mr. DINGLEY. What was the amount of gold received there the last fiscal 


ear? 
: Mr. Preston. I think it was something over ay 000, but I can not remem- 
her exactly at this moment; no, it is about $170, I think, but I am not posi- 
ti 


ve. 
Mr. Drnoc.ey. Is it necessary to have that assay office there for the con- 
eae of the people around there; gold is the only product which centers 
ere? 
— That is all—North Carolina, Georgia, Alabama, and South 


na. 

Mr. Dineiey. Has the uction. been running down there? 

Mr. Preston. Well, it increased a little last year, but I think it is a little 
ee this year—that is, it increased a little in 1898, and it has been a little less in 


So, according to the testimony of the Director of the Mint, the 
annual production of gold that is brought to that mint amounts 
to about $170,000. 

Mr. ALEXANDER. Mr. Chairman, I should like to call the 
attention of the gentleman from Iowa to the fact that there are 
nearly 200,000 square miles of territory that produce gold which 
are tributary to that mint. This territory extends from the Po- 
tomac River to Alabama. The production of gold has varied in 
different years according to the way that labor could be employed. 

As everyone familiar with gold mining knows, a gold dollar gen- 
erally costs from two to three dollars to get it—that is, taking the 
total amount of labor that is expended over the entire country— 
and we find that the average cost of the production of gold is not 
any greater in the belt from here to Alabama than it is im other 
sections of the country, taking a long series of years together. 

The products of the farm have been reduced to that degree that 
there is absolutely no money either in raising wheat or cotton or 
stock. Consequently a great many people in that section of the 
country have commenced to look out for minerals. 

This country is peculiar in this respect: You can work it down 
to water at very slight cost. The gold is comparatively free. 
But the moment you strike water it turns into sulphurets, and re- 
quires large plants to chlorinate the ore in order to extract the 
gold. It looks to me now as though there would be more capital 
invested in the mining industry of this section, on account of the 
depreciation of farm products, than there has been for the past 
ten years. 

Charlotte is a railroad center. They had a mint there long 
before the war, and they coined a considerable amount of money. 
The records of the different mines are kept at this mint. Anyone 
who wants to go inte gold mining can get there the record of what 
has been taken out of the different mines. The chief assayer has 
been charged by the Director of the Mint with getting up statis- 
tics of all the mines from Maryland to Alabama, and if the gentle- 
man will examine his report he will find that it covers the number 
of square miles that [have already stated, and that there are a great 
number of people who will be benefited by maintaining this assay 
office there. : 

Now, if the conditions were good. if farm labor paid, why there 
might be some excuse for it; but right at this particular time, 
when agriculture is so depressed, and a man can make a few dol- 
lars from branch or surface mining during the summer months 
when not at work in his crop, and where he stands a chance of de- 
veloping a mine that can be sold to a corporation or large capital- 
ist, I thik it is really necessary for this section of country that 
this office be retained. 

Mr. HULL. Mr. Chairman, after the statement of the gentle- 
man I do not care to press the amendment. My understanding 
was that the amount to be assayed altogether was about $170,000. 
I have misplaced my report of the Director of the Mint, but from 
the statement of the gentleman from Missouri the amount seems 
to be so large that I think it is much preferable to the assay office 
at Carson City. 

Mr. DOC Y. I have no information on the subject except 
what I get fron the Director of the Mint. 

The CHAIRMAN. The amendment is withdrawn. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Assay office at Helena, Mont.: Por salary of assayer in charge, $2,250; melter, 
$1,800; chief clerk, $1,800; one clerk, $1,400; in all, $7,250. 

For woes of workmen, $13,000. 

For incidental and contingent expenses, $5,000. 

Mr. HARTMAN. I desire to offer the amendment which I send 
to the Clerk’s desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

That the Secretary of the ae hereby authorized and required to 
establish at the United States assay office at Helena, Mont., a refinery for re- 
eg parting gold and silver and for casting the same into bars, ingots, 
“Phat the Secre of the Treasury is hereby directed to keep a fund in 
coin and ver bars from which depositors of gold and silver bullion 
at the said assay office can be paid as soon as the values of deposits have been 
ascertained by melt and assay. 

That the charges for these operations shall be fixed by the Director of the 
Mint, with the approval of the Secretary of the Treasury, to equal but not 
to exceed the expenses thereof, and all provisions of law relating to the re- 
fineries of the ts and assay offices shall apply to the parting and refining 
of bullion at the assay office at Helena, Mont. 

Mr. DOCKERY. I desire to reserve the point of order until I 
can hear further concerning the amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Montana will be heard 
on the point of order. 

Mr. HARTMAN. Mr. Chairman, I want to say to the gentle- 
man from Missouri that this is a copy of a bill which passed the 
Senate a few days ago, and it is in the form which I submitted to 
the gentleman in —- of the bill the day before yesterday. It 
has already met with the approval of the chairman of the Com- 
mittee on Coinage, Weights, and Measures, who is now on the 
floor and can speak for himself. I have offered it with the under- 
standing with the chairman of the Committee on Appropriations 
that if it met with the approval of the chairman of the Committee 
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on Coinage, Weights, and Measures that it might be appended as 
an amendment to this bill. The gentleman is present can 
make a statement concerning the matter. | : 

Mr. BLAND. With reference to this bill, I have not had time 
to consider it fully; but so far as my judgment is concerned I 
think it is a matter of some importance to have it enacted. 

Mr. DOCKERY. I want to ask my colleague whether or not 
he is prepared to say, and he is an expert on these matters, that 
he thinks it is necessary? ig 

Mr. BLAND. I would not say that it is absolutely necessary 
and indispensable; but I think it is a matter of importance, and 
that Congress would do well to enact it. f 

Mr. DOCKERY. What expense would be involved? 

Mr. BLAND, That I do not know; but I think it would be a 

eat convenience to have it in Montana. ae 

Mr. HARTMAN. If the gentleman in charge of the bill will 
permit me, I will submit a very brief memorandum which I have 
received from the Treasury Department: 

In _ case of the establishment of a plant for pans and refining bullion at 
the United States assay office at Helena, Mont., it would necuuaaay be 
conducted by a sulphuric-acid process, that being the most economical, by 
reason of the amount that would be realized by the Government from the 
sale of the by-products (blue vitriol) resulting from that process. 

During 1893 the amount of silver bullion produced in Montana from quartz 
and milling ores was estimated at 9,017,000 fine ounces. Bullion produced from 
ores of this character could readily be refined by Government refineries, and 
the bullion from these ores, milled within the State, would no doubt be sent 
to the assay office at Helena to be refined if there were a refiner attached 
to that institution. After the first cost of the erection of a plant there 
would be no further expense tothe Government for its support, as under the 
law the charges collected are made applicable to the payment of the expenses 
for parting aud refining bullion, and no other moneys could be used for the 
payment of the expenses of the refinery. The gold bullion deposited at Hel- 
ena would then naturally be refined before its transmission to the mint. If 
it were refined at Helena it would be readily converted into coin as soon as 
its receipt at the mint. The amount that would be realized by the sale to 
the Government of the by-products would depend entirely upon the volume 
of the business done. 

In other words, it would be a self-sustaining institution. The 
sale of the by-products would pay all the expenses that might be 
incurred. : : ‘ Z 

Mr. DOCKERY. Iwish the gentleman would explain this third 
section: 

That the charges for these operations shall be fixed by the Director of the 
Mint, with the approval of the Secretary of the Treasury, to equal but not 
to exceed the expenses thereof, and all provisions of law relating to the re- 
fineries of the mints and assay offices shall apply to the parting and refining 
of bullion at the assay office at Helena, Mont. 

Mr. HARTMAN. May I answer that? The penases charges 
referred to there, I will state, are charges which the office makes to 
parties bringing bullion there to assay. It is not a charge against 
the United States, but a charge against the individuals, who would 
be compelled to pay by reason of bringing their bullion there for 
assaying, for parting and refining. It does not constitute one 
dollar of expense to the Government for that purpose at all. 

Mr. DOCKERY. What expense is put on the Government? 

Mr. HARTMAN. There is no expense put on the Government 
except the cost of the original establishment of the plant; and for 
that we do not ask a dollar of appropriation at the hands of this 
Congress—not a cent. 

Mr. DOCKERY. It seems that this bill was introduced April 
8, 1894, and has not been reported. 

Mr. HARTMAN. It has been reported and passed the Senate. 

Mr. DOCKERY. This very bill? 

Mr. HARTMAN. This very bill, verbatim et literatim. It 
passed the Senate three or four days ago, and was referred to our 
committee; and I have not yet had a hearing before that commit- 
tee on the subject. ; 

Mr. DOCKERY. In view of the statement made by the chair- 
man of the Committee on Coinage, Weights, and Measures, I will 
not make a point of order against the amendment. 

Mr. HARTMAN. Icall for a vote then, Mr. Chairman. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Territory of Oklahoma: For salary of governor, $2,600; chief justice and 
four associate judges, at $3,000 each; and secretary, $1,800; $19,400. 


$1,000 contingent expenses of the Territory, to be expended by the governor, 


Mr. McRAE. Mr. Chairman, I move to amend in line 24, page 
60, by inserting after the word ‘‘thousaad ” the words “ five hun- 
oT pa. so as to make the appropriation for contingent expenses 

vu e 

Mr. FLYNN. Mr. Chairman, I offer an amendment to the 
amendment, which I send to the desk. 

The amendment to the amendment was read, as follows: 


—— 60, line 24, strike out “one thousand” and insert “two thousand two 
hundred.” 


The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendment to the 
amendment. 
Mr. McRAE. Mr. Chairman, I have moved to make the inci- 


| 
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dental expense fund $1,500, because that is the sum carried by the 
current law. It ought to be more, but I do not expect more than 
was allowed in the last act. The amendment proposed by the 
gentleman from Oklahoma ought in my opinion to be adopted. 
Indeed, I think the estimate shows that the appropriation for this 
purpose ought to be $3,000, because that much is actually used. 
I understand that the Territorial government appropriates only 
$800. I have no objection to the amendment proposed by the gen- 
tleman representing the Territory; indeed I think it ought to be 
adopted, but in any event the appropriation certainly ought to be 
as large as that of last year. In the case of Alaska $2,000 is al- 
lowed by this bill for contingent expenses of the governor’s office. 
The Territory of Oklahoma has fifty times as many people as 
Alaska; its business is very much more important, and the duties 
of the governor's office much more arduous than in Alaska or any 
other Territory. ; 

Mr. FLYNN. Mr. Chairman, in the appropriation bill passed 
last year the House raised the appropriation for the contingent ex- 
penses of the governor’s office from $500 to $1,500. Since that time 
the business of the office has largely increased. I send to the 
Clerk’s desk and asked to have read the letter of the governor 
transmitted to the Secretary of the Treasury with the estimate. 

The letter was read, as follows: 


EXECUTIVE DEPARTMENT, Guthrie, Okla., September 27, 1894 


DEAR SrR: I havethe honor tosubmit herewith an estimate of the expenses 
of the governor's office, Territory of Oklahoma, for the fiscal year ending 
June 30, 1896. In the matter of the contingent expenses, Territory of Okla- 
homa, to be expended by the governor, I have made a careful itemized state- 
ment as conservative as is consistent with the efficient administration of this 
office. I have tried at all times to be economical in expending this appropri- 
ation, but it has heretofore been utterly inadequate to meet the demands of 
the office, and I have been compelled to draw on my salary for expenses, a 
very unpleasant duty, Iassure you. The items of this estimate are for pri- 
vate secretary, $1,200, which is 2s low as an efficient man can be secured for; 
stenographer and typewriter, $500; rents, $400; janitor, $240; fnel and lights, 
$150; ae telegrams, $200; furniture, $100; other incidentals, 310; 
telephone, $48. © opening of Indian reservations and the supervision of 
hew cour ties entails an unavoidable large expense on the governor's office. 
To have the office hampered with a lack of funds to carry on its legitimate 
work is certainly not to the best interests of the public, and I sincerely hope 
that the appropriation will be made as included in the estimate. 

I have the honor to be, your most obedient servant. 
WILLLAM C. RENFROW, Governor. 

Hon. SECRETARY OF THE TREASURY, 

Washington, D. C. 


Mr. FLYNN. The Territory of Oklahoma to-day constitutes 
the largest Congressional district in the United States. The gov- 
ernor informs me by a letter received this morning that his mail 
runs above 100 lettersa day. We have a thoroughly American 
constituency there, who write to the governor freely in relation 
to all sorts of matters. The governor has made a detailed state- 
ment of the expenses that are absolutely necessary for the proper 
maintenance of his office; but instead of allowing what was 
allowed last year, which was a thousand dollars too little, the 
Committee on Appropriations have reduced the amount $500. I 
hope that the House will do justice to the governor’s office of our 
Territory, and will allow the amount that is absolutely required 
to conduct the business of that office in an intelligent and safe 
manner. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Mr. Chairman, the amount allowed for con- 
tingent expenses to each of the Territorial governors, except the 
governor of Oklahoma, is fixed at $500. 

Mr. FLYNN. I beg the gentleman’s pardon. 
dollars is allowed in Alaska. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Thatistrue; but the gentleman will note that 
the governor of Alaska is compelled to travel all over that large 
Territory, and, with the exception of Alaska, where there are pecu- 
liar and special reasons for a larger allowance, the contingent ex- 
penses for the Territorial governors are fixed at $500 each. In the 
case of Oklahoma an increase was made shortly after the admis- 
sion of the Territory, and I believe that since the admission the 
contingent expenses of the governor's office have exceeded $500, 
though I do not now recall the facts with certainty. But in this 
bill we give $1,000, and in addition to that the governor is allowed, 
as I am advised, $800 by the Territorial government. That gives 
him $1,800 for contingent expenses; and, while I recognize the fact 
that there are some unusual demands upon the governor’s office in 
that new and rapidly growing Territory, I think the $1,000 allowed 
by Congress and the $800 allowed by the Territory is ample to 
meet all necessary demands. 

Mr. FLYNN. Admitting that the governor is allowed $800 by 
the Territory, it should be remembered that his estimate of tho 
amount required for this purpose is $3,000. I have deducted that 
$800 from the estimate, which leaves the $2,200 provided for in my 
amendment. 

The question was taken on the amendment of Mr. FLYNN to the 
amendment of Mr. McRak, and the Chairman declared that the 
noes seemed to have it. 

Mr. FLYNN. I ask for a division. 
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The committee divided; and there were—ayes 40, noes 43. 

Mr. FLYNN. I demand tellers. 

Tellers were refused, only 23 members voting in favor thereof. 
So the amendment to the amendment was rejected. 

Mr. PENDLETON of West Virginia. Mr. Chairman, I make 
the point that no quorum has voted. 

The CHAIRMAN, The point comes too late after the demand 
for tellers has been refused. The question now is on the amend- 
ment of the gentleman from Arkansas [Mr. McRaAk], which the 
Clerk will report. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

After the word “thousand,” in line 24, page 50, insert “five hundred;” so 
that the clause will read: ‘* $1,500." 

The question being taken on agreeing to the amendment of Mr. 
McRagk, there were—ayes 53, noes 34. 

Mr. PENDLETON of West Virginia made the point of no 
quorum, but, after a pause, withdrew it. 

Mr. DOCKERY. I demand tellers. 

Tellers were ordered, 27 voting in favor thereof; and Mr. Dock- 
ERY and Mr. MCRAE were appointed. 

The committee again divided; and the tellers reported—ayes 68, 
noes 40, 

So the amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. DOCKERY. I shall ask for the yeas and nays on this 
amendmentin the House. 

The Clerk read as follows, under the heading “‘ Territory of Okla- 
homa:” 

For legislative expenses, namely: For rent of office, furniture, fuel, lights, 
stationery, clerk hire, printing, postage, ice, record casings, and messenger, 
porter, and other incidental expenses of the secretary’s office, $2, 

Mr. FLYNN. I move to amend by striking out at the end of 
the paragraph just read ‘‘ $2,000” and inserting ‘‘ $2,558.75.” 

Mr. Chairman, the estimates from the office of the secretary of 
Oklahoma show the exact amount which is includedin my amend- 
ment. By an inadvertence of ours at the last session we re- 
duced the appropriation for the secretary’s office $250 in order to 
secure the adoption of an amendment authorizing the convening 
of a session of our Territorial legislature. That sum of $250, 
although reported at that time by the committee, has never been 
made good. Now the secretary of our Territory has sent in an 
estimate of what he claims to be absolutely nooseneny for the 
proper conduct of his office, and those figures are the figures in- 
cluded in the amendment I have sent to the Clerk’s desk. I hope 
this amendment will be adopted in accordance with the esti- 


mate. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Mr. Chairman, the amount named in the bill 
is the exact amount given to every Territory of the Union for ex- 
penses of this kind in the off year when the legislature does not 
meet. If the increased amount proposed in the amendment is to 
be given to the Territory of Oklahoma simply for the asking, the 
same amount ought to allowed to the other Territories. The 
House ought to act advisedly on this question. There were some 
equities which might be ag in support of the claim of the 
gentleman from Arkansas [Mr. McRAE]| with reference to contin- 
gent expenses; but when it comes to increasing every item for 
this Territory, thus discriminating against other Territories, I 
think it time for the House to halt and consider this matter. 

Mr. FLYNN. The gentleman now concedes that the increased 
rn for contingent expenses was equitable although he op- 

it. 
poor. DOCKERY. I said there might be some sort of equity in 
the claim, because the Territory $1,500 for that purpose this 
ear. 

5 Mr. FLYNN, It appears that because we reside in a Territory 
the gentleman in charge of this bill would reduce our e to 
what he personally thinks necessary, without regard to what the 
proper officials state to be the necessities. Last year, as I have 
stated, the Committee on Appropriations repo $250 more for 
the secretary's office than was actually allowed, because, in order 
to obviate objection to one of our amendments, we struck out 
$250 in order that there might be a reduction of expenditure; and 
by that means we obtained a session of our legislature. That 
$250, as I have stated, has never been made up. The gentleman 
from Missouri this year has not included even that in this bill. 

Mr. DOCKERY. ‘That would be a matter for the deficiency 
bill, if it should go anywhere. 

The question being taken on the amendment of Mr. FLYnvn, 
there were—ayes 41, noes 94. 

Mr. PENDLETON of West Virginia. No quorum. 

Tellers were ordered; and Mr. RoBERTSON of Louisiana and Mr. 
PENDLETON of West bhp ary were appointed. 

The committee again divided; and the tellers reported—ayes 28, 
noes 88. ; 

The CHAIRMAN = BarLey). No quorum having voted, 
the Chair will direct the Clerk to call the roll. 
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The Clerk proceeded to call the roll; when the following-named 


members failed to answer: 


Abbott, Crain, Hines, Phillips, 
Aldrich, Culberson, Holman, Powers, 
Allen, Dalzell, Hopkins, fl. Price, 
Babcock De Forest, Houk, Quigg. 
Bartholdt, Dolliver, Hulicik, andall, 
Beckner, Donovan, Tkirt, Rayner, 
Belden, Dunn, Johnson, Ind. Robinson, Pa. 
Bell, Tex. Dunphy, Johnson, Ohio Rusk, 
Beltzhoover, Durborow, Kem, Russell, Conn. 
Berry, English, N. J. Lapham, yan, 

Blair, Enloe, Linton, Schermerhorn, 
Boatner, Erdman, Loud, Sherman, 

n, Fielder, Loudenslager, Sibley, 
Boutelle, Fithian, Magner, Sickles, 
Broderick, Forman, Maguire, Sipe, 

Brosius, Funk, Marshall, Somers, 
Brown, Gardner, McAleer, Crallings, 
Burnes, ear, McCall, Stone, W. A. 
Cabaniss, Geary, McCleary, Minn. Storer, 
Cadmus, Geissenhainer, McDannold, Straus, 
Caminetti, Gillet, N. Y. McDowell, Swanson, 
Campbell, Goldzier, McGann, Sweet, 
Catchings, Goodnight, McKeighan, Tucker, 
Causey, Gorman, McLaurin, Turpin, 
Childs, Graham, McMillin, Wanger, 
Clancy, Grosvenor, McNagny, Waugh, 
Cockrell, Hall, Mo. Moon, Vells, 
Coffeen, Wyo. Hare, Moore, Wever, 
Cogswell, Harrison, Morse, White, 

Jonn, Harter, Murray, Wilson, Ohio 
Cooper, Ind Heiner, Pa. Newlands, Wilson, W. Va. 
Cornish, Henderson, Il. O’ Neill, Mo. Wise, 
Cousins, Hendrix, Outhwaite, Woomer. 
Covert, Hicks, Paschal, 


The CHAIRMAN. The committee, under the rule, will now 
rise and report the result of the call to the House. 

Mr. BARWIG. Iask that my colleague, Mr. WELLS, be ex- 
cused on account of sickness in his family. 

The CHAIRMAN. That can be done in the House. The com- 
mittee will rise under the rule. 

The committee accordingly rose; and the Speaker having re- 
sumed the chair, Mr. Barry, as Chairman of the Committee of 
the Whole, reported that the committee, having had under con- 
sideration the legislative appropriation bill, had found itself with- 
out a quorum; whereupon he had directed the roll to be called, and 
now reported the absentees to the House. 

Mr. COBB of Alabama. Mr. Speaker, I ask that my colleague, 
Mr. HARRISON, be excused to-day on account of sickness. 

There was no objection. 

The SPEAKER. The names of the absentees will be entered 
upon the Journal. Two hundred and thirteen members having 
answered to their names, a quorum being present, under the rule 
the committee will resume its session. 

The Committee of the Whole resumed its session. 

The CHAIRMAN. The tellers will resume their places and 
proceed with the count. . 

The committee again divided; and the tellers reported—ayes 43, 
noes 139. 

So the amendment was rejected. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

WAR DEPARTMENT. 


Office of the Secretary: For compensation of the Secretary of War, $8,000; 
Assistant Secretary, $4,500; chief clerk, $2,500; disbursing clerk, $2,000; three 
chiefs of division, at $2,000 each; one stenographer, $1,800; five clerks of class 
4; clerk to the Assistant Secretary, $1,800; five clerks of class 3; eight clerks 
of class2; twelve clerks of class 1; four clerks, at $1,000 each; four messengers; 
seven assistant messengers; eight laborers; carpenter, and foreman of la- 
borers, at $1,000 each; two carpenters, at $900 each; one hostler, $600; two 
hostiers and one watchman, at each; in all, $92,900. 

Mr. DOCKERY. I offer the amendment I send to the desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Amend, on 62, line 23, by ating the following: 

“That so much of section 229 of the Revised Statutes of the United States 
as requires the Secretary of War to lay before Congress, at the commence- 
ment of each regular session, a statement of all contracts for supplies or 
services which have been made by him, or under his direction, during the 

ear poeaees. and so muchof the army appropriation act for the fiscal year 

885, approved July 1, 1884, as requires the Quartermaster-General and the 
Commissary-General of Subsistence to report ali purchases of supplies made 
by their departments, with their costs and place of pene G to the Secre- 
beni Le War for transmission to Congress annually, be, and the same are, re- 


The amendment was agreed to. 
MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


The committee informally rose; and Mr. Hooker of Mississippi 
having taken the chair as Speaker pro tempore, a m from 
the Senate, by Mr. PLatTrt, one of its clerks, announced that the 
Senate had with amendments the bill (H. R. 8234) mak- 
ing appropriations for the diplomatic and consular service for the 
fiscal year ending June 30, 1896; in which the concurrence of the 
House was requested. 

The message also announced that the Senate had passed with 
amendments the bill (H. R. 6585) granting a pension to Eliza- 
beth Moore English, asked a conference with the House on the 





1895. 


bill and amendments, and had appointed Mr. GALLINGER, Mr. 
PatMeER, and Mr. HAWLEY as the conferees on the part of the 
Senate. 

The message also announced that the Senate had passed without 
anendment bills of the following titles: 

A bill (H. R. 7020) to readjust the salaries and allowances of the 

ostmasters at Guthrie, Oklahoma City, and Kingfisher, in Okla- 
ain Territory; and , 

A bill (H. R. 6244) to remove the charge of desertion from the 
military record of Jacob Eckert. : 

The message also announced that the Senate had passed bills and 
joint resolutions of the following titles; in which the concurrence 
of the House was requested: 

A bill (S. 917) for the relief of the Newberry College, Newberry, 
8.0.32 
A bill (S. 1142) directing the parting and refining of bullion to 
be carried on at the United States assay office at Helena, Mont.; 

A bill (S. 2521) to amend the charter of the Metropolitan Rail- 
road Company of the District of Columbia; : 

A bill (S. 2699) for the encouragement of education in the State 
of Mississippi; 

Joint resolution (S. R.113) instructing the Secretary of War to 
return to the State of Michigan the flags of certain regiments of 
Michigan Volunteer Infantry; 

Joint resolution (S.R.128) making an appropriation of $5,000 
for clearing the Potomac River of ice; and . s 

Joint resolution (S.R.130) authorizing a preliminary inquiry 
concerning deep waterways between the ocean and Great Lakes, 
and providing commissioners therefor. 

The message also announced that the Senate had passed the fol- 
lowing resolutions: 


Resolved, That the Senate has heard with profound sorrow of the death of 
Hon. Francis B. Stockbridge, late a Senator from the State of Michigan. 

Resolved, That as a mark of respect tothe memory of the deceased the 
business of the Senate be now suspended toenable his associates to pay proper 
tribute to his high character and distinguished public services. - 

Resolved, That the Secretary communicate these resolutions to the House 
of Representatives. 

Resolved, That as a further mark of respect to the memory of the deceased, 
the Senate do now adjourn. : 

The message also announced that the Senate had passed with- 
out amendment the following resolution: 

-Resolved the House of Representatives (the Senate concurring), That the 
invitation of the honorable Secretary of War be accepted and that a joint 
special committee of 15 members is hereby created, 9 of whom shall be ap- 
yonated a. the Speaker of the House and 6 by the Presiding Officer of the 
Senate, whose duty it shall be to prepare and report to their_respective 
Houses for consideration a plan for the pro 
the dedication of the Chickamauga and Cha 
on September 19 and 20 next. 


LEGISLATIVE, EXECUTIVE, AND JUDICIAL APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Ne committee again resumed its session, Mr. BAILEY in the 
chair. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR. 

Office of the Secretary: For compensation of the Secretary of the Interior. 
$8,000; First Assistant Secretary, $4,500; Assistant Secretary, $4,000; chie 
clerk, $2,500, and $250 additional as superintentent of the Patent Office build- 
ing; nine members of a board of pension appeals, to be appointed by the Sec- 
retary of the Interior, at $2,000 each; one special land inspector connected with 
the administration of the public-land service, to be wae by the Secre- 
tary of the Interior and to be subject to his direction, $2,500; one clerk in charge 
of documents, $2,000; six clerks, chiefs of division, at $2,000 each, one of whom 
shall be disbursing clerk; rr secretary to the Secretary of the Interior 
$2,000; five clerks of class 4; seven clerks of class 3; one custodian, who shall 
give bond in such sum as the Secretary of the Interior may determine, $2,000; 
ne bookkeeper for custodian, $1,200; seven clerks of class 2; fourteen clerks 
of class 1, two of whom shall be stenographers or typewriters; one returns- 
office clerk, $1,200; one female clerk, to esignated by the President, to sign 
land patents, $1,200; two clerks, at $1,000 each; seven copyists; one telephone 
operator, anit three messengers; six assistant messengers; fourteen labor- 
ers; two skilled mechanics, one at $900 and one at $720; two carpenters, at $900 
each; one laborer, $600; one packer, $660; one conductor of elevator, at $720; 
four charwomen; one captain of the watch, $1,000; forty watchmen; additional 
to two watchmen acting as lieutenants of watchmen, at $120 each; one engi- 
neer, $1,200; assistant engineer, $1,000; and seven firemen; in all, $176,770. 

Mr. FLYNN. Mr. Chairman, I desire to make the point of 
order against the provision incorporated in this paragraph in lines 
= = ‘ 14—*‘ private secretary to the Secretary of the Interior, 

,000. 

The CHAIRMAN (Mr. BatLtey). What point of order does the 
gentleman make? 

Mr, FLYNN. That this is new legislation not authorized by 
existing law, and is an increase of expenditures. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Iam advised that there is no law authorizing 
this officer. He has only lived in the appropriation bills which 
have passed Congress heretofore. 

The CHAIRMAN. If there is no law authorizing this officer, 
and the point of order is made, the Chair will be constrained to 
hold that it is well taken. 

Mr. DOCKERY. I am advised, and suppose it is correct, that 
there is no law. 

Mr. FLYNN. There is no law. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair hopes, however, that gentlemen 
will be certain as to the fact on which the point of order is based. 
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Mr. DOCKERY. I find, on examination, that there is no pro- 
vision of law authorizing this appointment. 

The CHAIRMAN. There being no law authorizing this officer, 
and the point of order having been made, the Chair sustains if, 
and the provision will be stricken out. 

The Clerk will proceed with the reading of the bill. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

General Land Office: For the Commissioner of the General Land Office, 
$5,000; one Assistant Commissioner, to be appointed by the President, by and 
with the advice and consent of the Senate, who shall be authorized to sign 
such letters, papers, and documents, and to perform such other duties as 
may be directed by the Commissioner, and shall act as Commissioner in the 
absence of that officer or in case of a vacancy in the office of Commissioner, 
$3,500; chief clerk, $2,250; two law clerks, at $2,200 each; three inspectors of sur 
veyors-general and district land offices, at $2,000 each; recorder, $2,000; ten 
chiefs of divisions, at $2,000 each; twolaw examiners, at $2,000each; ten prin 
cipal examiners of land claimsand contests, at $2,000each; twenty-nine clerks 
of class 4; fifty-seven clerks of class 3; fifty-eight clerks of class 2; sixty-one 
clerks of class 1; forty-five clerks, at $1,000 each; fifty copyists; two messen 
gers; nine assistant messengers; twelve laborers; and six packers, at $720 
each; in all, $475,350. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE. I make the point of order against the 
provision for the salary of the Commissioner of the General Land 
Office. Under the law he is entitled toa salary of only $3,000. 
The amount provided here is $5,000. 

The CHAIRMAN (Mr. RicHarpDson of Tennessee). Does the 
gentleman from Missouri desire to be heard upon the point of 
order? 

Mr. DOCKERY. The point or order, if made, is undoubtedly 
well taken. The statute fixes the salary at $3,000, as I understand 
it, but the appropriation bills for some years past have provided 
$5,000. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE. 
the permission of the Chair: 

The Commissioner of the General Land Office has a salary by 
law of $3,000 and his chief clerk a compensation of $2,000. Some 
years ago the salary of the Commissioner was increased in an ap- 
propriation bill to $5,000. I suppose that the work of the Land 
Office has necessarily greatly decreased. We have very much 
less land than we formerly had; and it seems to me that at the 
present time, when a salary is worth more than ever before, that 
it is not a proper thing to increase salaries in those positions wher: 
the business has decreased. 

Now, for instance the Commissioner of Pensions is entitled to 
$3,000 salary under the law. That was fixedas the compensation 
for the office when the business was comparatively small. The 
Commissioner of Pensions now disburses about $140,000,000 a year, 
and receives a salary of $5,000. In the same way the salaries of 
his two assistants have been increased. I shall make no point of 
order upon that, because the increase seems to me to be not an im- 
proper one. But here are the Commissioner of the General Land 
Office, the Commissioner of Patents, the Commissioner of Indian 
Affairs, in whose offices there has been no increase of business, 
but where as to at least two of them if not three there has been 
an actual decrease, where the work done is neither in importance 
nor in quantity equal to what it has been heretofore. I make the 
statement to the committee, and if it chooses to let it go, I can do 
so. Having made the statement, and having put the information 
in possession of the committees of the House, [ will not insist 
upon the point of order. 

Mr. DOCKERY. The point of order is undoubtedly good. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE. I withdraw the point of order. 

' The Clerk, proceeding with the reading of the bill, read as fol- 
ows: 


Indian Office: For the Commissioner of Indian Affairs, $4,000; Assistant 
Commissioner, who shall also perform the duties of chief clerk, $3,000; finan- 


I desire to make this statement, with 


cial clerk, $2,000; chief of division, $2,000; principal bookkeeper, $1,800; five 
clerks of class 4; additional to one clerk of ‘dom 4in charge of the educational 
division, $200; ten clerks of class 3; one draftsman, $1,600; one stenographer, 
$1,600; one stenographer, $1,400; twelve clerks of class 2; twenty-two clerks of 


class 1; nine clerks, at $1,000 each; twelve copyists; one messenger; two as- 
sistant messengers; one laborer; one female messenger, $840; one messenger 
boy, $360; and two charwomen; in all, $110,220. 


Mr. DOCKERY. I offer the amendment which I send to the 
Clerk’s desk. 
The amendment was read, as follows: 


On 84, after line 7, insert the following: 

= % the account of moneys due the Cherokee Nation under any of the 
treaties made in the years 1817, 1819, 1825, 1833, 1835, 1836, 1846, 1866, and 1868, 
and any laws by the Congress of the United States for the purpose of 
carrying said treaties or any of them into effect, prepared in eencmingae with 
the provisions of the act of March 3, 1893, and reported to Congress in House 
Executive Document No. 182, Fifty-third Congress, third session, be referred 
to the Attorney-General, and he is hereby authorized and directed to review 
the conclusions of law reached by the Department of the Interior in said ac- 
counts and ropes’ his conclusions thereon to Congress at its next regular ses 

sion: Provided, He may, if he deem such action advisable, refer said account 
to the Auditor for the Interior Department for a restatement thereof in ac- 


cordance with the conclusions of law reached by him; which account, when 
made by the Auditor for the Interior Department, shall be transmitted to 
the Comptroller of the Treasury for revision, and by him, when completed, 


transmitted to the Attorney-General for report to Congress at its next regu- 
lar session as above provided.” 


Mr. FLYNN. That refers to the act opening the Cherokee Out- 
let and those others, does it not? 
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Mr. DOCKERY. That provision relates to paragraph 4 of the 
treaty which was confirmed by the United States in the act of 
March 3, 1891, providing for the purchase of the Cherokee Strip. 
The United States paid a little more than $8,000,000. I do not re- 
member the exact amount. In the treaty which was ratified at 
that time there was an authorization for the statement of some 
old accounts which the Government was alleged to owe these 
tribes. Now, we find that under that treaty a statement of the 
account has been made simply by an administrative office, the In- 
dian Office. We do not know whether the statement is correct or 
not as to computation. We do not know whether it is correct as 
to the interpretation of treaties, with reference to amounts, and 
this simply refers the whole —— to the Attorney-General, 
upon questions of fact and of law and of amount, for him to re- 
port to the next Congress. 

Mr. FLYNN. The only thing I do not like is that it is stated 
in your amendment that they are to take the construction of law 
— by the Interior Department as law. 

. DOCKERY. Oh, no; that is exactly what we are differing 
about. We have grave doubts as to the construction of the In- 
terior Department. 

The amendment offered by Mr. DockERY was agreed to. 

Mr. PICKLER. Mr. Chairman, at the bottom of page 83 there 
is a provision for one stenographer for the Indian Office at $1,600 
and one stenographer at $1,400. I desire to know whether those 
are the same salaries they have been receiving heretofore. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Just the same. So 

Mr. DOCKERY. The same salaries as are carried in the cur- 
rent law. 

Mr. LYNCH. I move to amend byadding, after the word “‘ dol- 
lars,” in line 23, page 83, the following: 

Additional to one clerk in charge of the financial division, $200. 

The bill provides for five clerks of class 4. One of these clerks 
is made chief of the division on education, and his salary is raised 
to $2,000. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the amendment offered 
by the tleman from Wisconsin. 

The ‘k read as follows: 

On 83, after the word “dollars,” in line 23, insert: 

“Additional to one clerk in charge of the financial division, $200.” 

Mr. DINGLEY. I reserve the point of order on that amend- 
ment until I can hear a statement about it. It is an increase of 
salary. 

Mr. LYNCH. Of these five clerks of class 4,one has been put 
at the head of the division of education. He gets $200 more, 
making his salary $2,000 as Chief of the Bureau of Education. 
Now, my amendment proposes to giveanother one of them, who is 
selected to be chief of the financial division, asalary of $2,000 also. 

Mr. DINGLEY. There is already a financial clerk at $2,000. 
I reserve the point of order on that amendment. I want to hear 
what is the reason for this increase of salary. : ; 

Mr. LYNCH. This is only to — the salaries, and to give 
the chiefs of divisions the same salary. 

Mr. DINGLEY. But here is a financial clerk at $2,000. 

Mr. LYNCH. That is the same. ‘ 

Mr. DINGLEY. Do — mean to say that a clerk of class 4 is 
in charge of a financial division? ee te 

Mr. LYNCH. The position of chief of the financial division is 
now being filled by one of the clerks of class 4. 

Mr. DINGLEY. What is the financial clerk, then? 

Mr. LYNCH. The head bookkeeper there, I suppose. Itis a 
se te office entirely. 

r. DINGLEY. Mr. Chairman, this matter has not been ex- 
amined by the committee, and I shall have to insist upon the 
point of order until it is made more plain that there is some rea- 
son for it. I do not see any. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair thinks that the amendment of 
the gentleman from Wisconsin is obnoxious to the point of order, 
and therefore sustains the point of order. 

Mr. DE ARMOND. I offer an amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Amend line 23, on page 83, under the subhead “ Indian Office,” by striking out 
the word *‘ ten”’ therein and inserting in lieu thereof the word “ twelve,” so 
that the ciause will read, “ twelve clerks of class 3;"’ and amend line 1, page 
84, by striking out the word “twelve” therein and inserting in lieu thereof 
Setrcciadee cat tas Sree owe Gereicead ated te eee te 
Word ax go that the clause included in line 7 and partly in line 6 will read, 

Mr. DE ARMOND. I desire to have a letter read as a reason 
for the amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

TREASURY DEPARTMENT, January 15, 1895. 


™m: I have the honor to transmit herewith, for the consideration of Con- 
lite communication from the Secretary of the Interior of the 12th instant, 
amending his estimate on page 55 of the k ot Estimates for 1806, for ‘‘sal- 
aries, Indian Office,” so as to provide in that office for two clerks of class 3 
in lieu of two clerks of class 2, for reasons stated in said communication. 
Respectfully, yours, C. 8. HAMLIN, Acting Secretary. 


The SPEAKER OF THE HouSsE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 


DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR, 
Orrice oF INDIAN AFFAIRS, 
Washington, January 9, 1895. 

Srr: I have the honor to state that there are clerks in the land division of 
this office, which is really the law division of the office, whose duties require 
a high order of intelligence and learning in thelaw. Two of these clerks re- 
ceive now but $1,400each perannum. Theyare graduates in law, duly licensed 
members of the bar, and the work upon which they are respectively engaged 
is of an important and intricate character, and usually involves consideration 
of legal questions. 

I know that their legal training and knowledge constitute a material aid to 
them in the discharge of their respective duties, and feel that the com: 
tion paid them is not commensurate with the services required of and ren- 
dered by them. 

Iam constrained to the opinion that there are persons filling similar posi- 
tions in other bureaus of this Department and in other Execut:ve De 
ments of the Government of whom no greater aaa are required and 
who are classed as law clerks and paid salaries from $1,800 to $2,500. 

By reason of their familiarity with the customs, laws, and matters of fact 
peculiar to Indian affairs, which can be acquired only by years of actual ex- 
perience, they are fairly and justly entitled to an increased compensation, 
and there is no eps ain of securing such increase, at least for a long time to 


come, through the usual methods of promotion when vacancies occur in the 
—— grades. 
am forced to the conclusion that the only practicable way, apparently, of 


securing within reasonable time a portion at least of the further compensa- 
tion fairly earned by them is by increased appropriations. 

I therefore have the honor to recommend t Congress be asked through 
the regular channels toso amend the legislative, executive, and judicial ap- 
propriation bill now before that body as io provide for the substitution of 
two clerks of class 3 in this office for two clerks of class 2, with the view of 
their promotion to the higher grade. This amendment would involve an in- 
creased expenditure of only $400 per year, which, though small and insignifi- 
cant, will be of material assistance tothem and a recognition in some measure 
of "Nis seein ees by them. 

eryr y, youro ient servant. 
D. M. BROWNING, Commissioner. 

The SECRETARY OF THE INTERTOR. 


DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR, January 12, 1895. 


Respectfully forwarded through the honorable Secretary of the Treasury 
for the favorable consideration of Congress. 
HOKE SMITH, Secretary. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent to 
pass over whatis under the head of Pension Office, on 84, 
85, and 86, without prejudice, to be réturned to when we s. have 
completed the bill. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


_Patent Office: For the Commissioner of Patents, $5,000; Assistant Commis- 
sioner, who shall perform such duties pertaining to the office of Commis- 
sioner as may be = him by the Commissioner, $3,000; chief clerk, $2,250; 
two law clerks, at $2. each; three examiners in chief, at $3,000 each; exam- 
iner of interferences, $2,500; thirty-two principal e at $2,500 each; 
thirty-four first assistant examiners, at dr so0 each; thirty-eight second as- 
sistant examiners, at $1,600 each; forty-three third assistant examiners, at 
eee fifty-two fourth assistant examiners, at $1,200 each; financial clerk, 

2,000, who shall ve bonds in such amount as the Secretary of the Interior 
may determine; librarian, $2,000; three chiefs of division, at $2,000 each; three 
assistant chiefs of division, at $1,800 each; five clerks of class 4, one of whom 
shall act as een clerk; one machinist, $1,600; six clerks of class 3, one 
of whom shall be translator of languages; fourteen clerks of class 2; fifty-one 
clerks of class 1, including one in lieu of a clerk detailed from Pension ( flice; 
one skilled laborer, $1,200; three skilled draftsmen, at $1,200 each; four drafts- 
men, at $1,000each; one messenger and property clerk, $1,000; oe per- 
manent clerks, at $1,000 each; five model atten ts, at $1,000 each; ten model 
attendants, at $800 each; “ef cere fiveof whom may be copyists of draw- 
ings; seventy-six copyists, a each; three messengers; twenty assistant 
messengers; forty-five laborers, at $600 each; forty-five laborers, at $480 each; 
fifteen messenger boys, at $300 each; in all, $694,190. 

For purchase of professional and scientific books and expenses of trans- 
pees — of patents issued by the Patent Office to foreign govern- 
ments, $2,000. 


Mr. DOCKERY. Mr. Chairman, I ask that all from line 15 on 
P 88 down to and including line 9 on page 89 be considered to- 
gether, as a committee amendment is to be offered there which 
covers it entirely. 

The CHAIRMAN. If there be no objection, that will be agreed 
to 


There was no objection. 
Mr. DOCKERY. I offer the following amendment. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


On page 88 strike out all from line 15 to line 25, inclusive, and on page 89 
strike out all down to line 10, and insert in lien thereof the following: 

For producing the Official Gazette, including weekly, monthly, quarterly, 
and annual indexes therefor, exclusive of expired patents, $99,655. 

For producing copies of drawings of the weekly issues of patents, for pro- 
ducing copies of designs, trade-marks, and pending applications, and for the 
see uction of exhausted copies‘of drawings and specifications; said work 
referred to in this and the preceding paragraph to be done under the super- 
vision of the Commissioner of Patents, and in the city of Washi nm, or 
within such a reasonable distance therefrom as the Secretary of the Interior 
may consider to be not disadvantageous to the Department; and the Com- 
missioner of Patents, under the direction of the Secretary of the Interior, 
shall be authorized to make contract for the work authorized in this and the 
proeemng posnereune upon competitive bids, after proper notice by publi- 
cation: Provided. at the Public Printer may also make a proposal for doing 
said work: And provided further, That the entire work may be done at the 
Government A may tg ce, if, in the judgment of the Joint Committee on 
Printing, or, if there be no joint committee, in the ene of the Comnmit- 
tee on nting of either House, it shall be deemed to be for the best interest 
of the Government, $61,129. 


Mr. ROBERTSON of Louisiana. Iask that that proposition be 
—_ over. The committee reported a different proposition in 
e bill. 














There was no objection, and the paragraph was passed over. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


Office of Commissioner of Railroads: For Commissioner, $4,500; bockbeoer, 

000; assistant bookkeeper, $1,800; one clerk of class 1; one clerk, $1,000, in 
1 ie detailed from the Pension Office, and one assistant messenger; 
“wer examination of books and accounts of certain subsidized railroad com- 
ero. and inspecting ps, machinery, and equipments thereof, 

Mr. DOCKERY. Mr. Chairman, the paragraph relating tothe 
Patent Office was passed over. I ask that it be returned to for 
the consideration of the amendment that I offered. It is entirely 
satisfactory to the gentleman from Louisiana [Mr. RoBERTson], 
who asked that the paragraph be passed over. I ask that the 
amendment be considered as agreed to. 

Mr. TRACEY. I would like to have the amendment read. 

The CHAIRMAN. The amendment has been read. 

Mr. TRACEY. Iwould like to hear theamendment read again. 

The amendment was again reported. 

Mr. McMILLIN. Mr. Chairman, reserving the point of order, 
I wish to know what change this makes in the existing law. 

Mr. ROBERTSON of Louisiana. Mr. Chairman, the Commis- 
sioner of Patents before the Committee on Appropriations asked 
to be permitted hereafter to have the Official Gazette printed and 
the mg gS se for it done by contract. Heretofore the 
work has been done partly by contract and partly out of an ap- 
propriation for printing for the Interior Department. It is esti- 
mated that if it can be done by contract there will be a saving 
of $13,000 annually by the Government. The committee passed 
upon that suggestionand provided for it in the bill, but since that 
it has been discovered that some of the annual indexes were not 
provided for in the appropriation recommended by the commit- 
tee, and that in order to have all the work done by the Govern- 
ment it would be necessary to change the language of the pro- 
vision. Under this amendment the Official Gazette can be 
printed wholly by contract or by the Public Printer, as may be 
deemed for the best interests of the Government, and it can be 
done all from one appropriation and not from two as heretofore. 
It can be done under this provision, not part at the Government 
Printing Office and part by contract, but all of it by contract or 
all of it at the Printing Office, as may be found best. 

Mr. McMILLIN. I understand that the right is reserved to the 
Commissioner of Patents to reject any bids that are made and have 
the work done by the Government if he thinks proper? 

Mr. ROBERTSON of Louisiana. Yes; he can do it either way. 

The amendment was adopted. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

For surveyor- eral of the Terri of Ariz ,000; and for the clerks 
in his office, $4000; in all, $1,000. 7 ree 

Mr. SMITH of Arizona. Mr. Chairman, I move to amend line 
7, on page 94, by inserting, after the word ‘‘ thousand” and before 
the word ‘‘ dollars,” the words “five hundred,” so as to make the 
provision read: ‘‘ For surveyor-general of the Territory of Arizona, 
$2,500.” The law as it stands, I believe, gives this officer a salary 
of $3,000. If I am mistaken in that I ask the gentleman from 
Missouri to correct me. Now, when the law allows $3,009 it does 
not seem to me exactly right, in the case of an efiicient officer 
with very great and important duties, to cut him down arbitra- 
rily to $2,000 a year. The expenses of living in that Territory are 
much greater than they are here. A compensation of $2,000 is not 
more than equivalent to $1,200 or $1,500 here in living expenses 
alone, and this cutting-down process simply has the effect of mak- 
ing good officers work for almost nothing. The law giving this 
surveyor-general $3,000 a year, it seems to me that as little as this 
House can properly do is to appropriate $2,500, as proposed by my 
amendment, which is still $500 less than the legal salary. I think 
that on this subject I voice the sentiment of every man on the 
Public Lands Committee, for we all recognize that these officers 
are very poorly paid, and I insist that this committee ought to 
appropriate at least within $500 of the salary which the law allows 
for these services. 

_Mr. DOCKERY. Mr. Chairman, the amount carried in this 
bill is exactly the amount in the current law, and I want to no- 
tify the committee now that if the salary of this surveyor-general 
is to be increased it will involve the increase of the salary of 
every surveyor-general in the bill. 

Mr. SMITH of Arizona. How many of them are there in all? 

Mr. DOCKERY. There are sixteen of them. 

Mr. SMITH of Arizona. Well,if you increased the whole six- 
teen it woald add gry hee to this bill. 

Mr. DOCKERY. eir salaries are fixed in the current law, 
fixed after consultation with the Senate. These gentlemen took 
their offices knowing what the salaries were, and in my judgment 
they are abundantly paid for the services which they render. The 
estimates submitted to Congress at the beginning of tle session 

od on their face to bear the approval of the aeons of the 
Interior for an increase of these salaries, and I him a 
letter upon the subject. I have here his reply, which I will ask to 
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have read, in which he disapproves of any increase of salaries for 
these officers above the amount in the current law. 

Mr. DINGLEY. I call my colleague's attention to the fact that 
there are some fifteen of these surveyors-general. 

Mr. DOCKERY. There are sixteen of them, and if you increase 
the salary of one you are bound, in justice, to increase the salaries 
of them all. I ask that the Secretary’s letter be read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR, 
Washington, January 15, 1896. 

Sir: In reply to your communication of the llth instant, making inquiry 
concerning the proposed increase of salaries of surveyors-general, as submit- 
ted im the estimates of this Department, I have to state that it was not my 
intention to ask for any increase in such salaries. [am of the opinion that 
the amounts fixed in the appropriation bill for the current year as a compen- 
sation to each is reasonable and sufficient. I therefore disapprove of any rec- 
ommendation heretofore made for any apparent increase in such salaries. 

* * * 


Very respectfully, 
HOKE SMITH, Seeretary. 
Hon. A. M. DocKERry, 
Chairman Subcommittee in Charge of the Legislative, 
Executive, and Judicial Bul, House of Representatives. 

Mr. SMITH of Arizona. The gentleman says that the amount 
in this bill is the amount in “the current law,” by which I want 
this committee to understand that he means the last appropriation 


bill. 

Mr. DOCKERY. That is right. 

Mr. SMITH of Arizona. But the statute law of the United 
States provides that these men shall have $3,000 a year each, and, 
without any reason on the face of the earth that I can see, except 
one of economy, the Committee on Appropriations have seen fit to 
cut these salaries down to $2,000 a year, and then the gentleman 
calls that ‘‘the current law.” 

Mr. DINGLEY. The compensation of these officers has been 
at that figure for many years. 

Mr. DOOLITTLE. Not many. It was cut down im 18%. 

Mr. SMITH of Arizona. The gentleman from Maine suggests 
that this reduction has been made for many years, but I do not 
know that the lapse of time justifies a wrong. The longer this 
wrong has been perpetrated the greater shame it is forthis House. 
We should either amend the law or give these menthe salary that 
the law gives them. 

Mr. TALBERT of South Carolina. Does not this only prorate 
the salaries, reducing some and raising others, so as to put them 


on an equality? 
Mr. SMITH of Arizona. No, sir. This is simply an arbitrary 
reduction. It is a reduction of the salary of every surveyor-gen- 


eral in the United States $1,000 a year, without warrant of law, 
the committee simply saying, ‘‘We will give you so much, and 
no more.” 

Mr. TALBERT of South Carolina. 

Mr. DOOLITTLE. Of each one. 

Mr. SMITH of Arizona. In my Territory there is a very effi- 
cient surveyor-general, and, as I have alreadysaid, if you imcrease 
the appropriations in this bill so as to give each one of these offi- 
cers an increase of $500, it would add only $8,000 to this bill, and 
= amount would still be $8,000 less than the general law pro- 
vides. 

They can scarcely live on these salaries, and certainiy they should 
not be obliged to serve for $1,000 less per annum than the general 
law of the country gives them. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Mr. Chairman, I want to call attention to the 
action of the Fifty-first Congress on this question of salaries of 
surveyors-general. The most recent statute on this subject—a 
statute passed after deliberation on the part of Congress—is that 
fixing the salaries of the surveyors-general of North and South Da- 
kota at $2,000 each. This act, as I have stated, was passed by the 
Fifty-first Congress, and shows the last deliberate action of Con- 
gress upon the question of the compensation of surveyors-general. 

Mr. SMITH of Arizona. Why were not the other surveyors- 
general included? 

Mr. DOCKERY. Simply because Congress was then legislat- 
ing with reference to the newly admitted States of North and 
South Dakota. Doubtlessif attention had been challenged to the 
point the committee would have reported in favor of fixing the 
salaries of the surveyors-general of the other Territories at the 
same figure. These men took these offices at $2,000 each—— 

Mr. SMITH of Arizona. How? 


A reduction of each one? 


Mr. DOCKERY. By appointment. They were anxious and 
eager to get these positions at $2,000. I have no doubt that they 


are ient officers. At least they ought to be, as they are all 
Democrats, I suppose—at least they ought to be Democrats under 
a Democratic Administration. I do not know that they are. 

Several Mempers on the Republican side. They are all Demo- 
crats. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Iam glad to hear it, because I believe that 
all positions outside of the civil service should be filled by Demo- 
crats without delay. 
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Now, these Democratic gentlemen—good and efficient officers, I 
have no doubt—hungered and thirsted after these offices at a sal- 
ary of $2,000 each; yet they have scarcely warmed their seats be- 
fore they are writing to the gentleman from Wyoming and the 
gentleman from Washington and to my good friend from Ari- 
zona asking that their salaries be increased. I have no criticism 
to make of the gentlemen who,in consequence of such appeals, 
are undertaking on this floor to secure an increase of salaries. 
They are doing exactly what I should do if I were representin 
any one of those States or Territories. I would present as best 
could the claims of these gentlemen for increased salaries. Still, 
the fact remains that we must pass on these questions judicially 
and fairly; and in so doing we must remember that the incum- 
—_ of these positions are anxious to retain them at the present 

ary. 

Mr. PICKLER. Allow me to ask a question. Is it not the cus- 
tom of the Appropriations Committee of this House to trample 
down all salaries, right or wrong? 

Mr. DOCKERY. Oh, no; I think the gentleman can not have 
read this bill. 

Mr. PICKLER. Well, that is too broad a statement; but let 


me ask—— 

Mr. DOCKERY. I think the gentleman ought to amend his 
statement. 

Mr. PICKLER. Is it not the custom of the Appropriations 
Committee to resist all increases, whatever may, be the argument 
offered in their favor? 

Mr. DOCKERY. Allimproper increases. [Laughter.] 

Mr. SMITH of Arizona. The gentleman from Missouri states 
‘that we who advocate this proposition have received letters from 
these surveyors-general asking for an increase of their salaries. I 
want to say in justification not of myself, but of the surveyor- 
general of my Territory, that Ido not remember ever to have re- 
ceived a line from him asking an increase of his salary; but Ihave 
received letter after 1etter from him asking for an increase of serv- 
ice in his office. I have made my motion in justice to these offi- 
cers rather than on account of any appeal coming from them. 

Mr. DOOLITTLE. Mr. Chairman, when we reach during the 
consideration of this bill the clause providing the salary of the 
surveyor-general of Washington I desire to offer an amendment 
increasing the amount named in the bill $500. The bill proposes to 
pay this officer, as in these other cases, $2,000. Now, the surveyor- 

eneral of the State of Washington has duties that consume all 
is time. Hehasmadean admirable officer, and, as has been stated 
by the gentleman from Arizona, the general law provides for a 
salary of $3,000. The change which has been made on the appro- 
priation bills, cutting down these salaries to $2,000, was not made 
until March, 1893. There certainly is no justice whatever in cut- 
ting down the salary of this officer to $2,000. On the contrary, 
there is every reason, on account of the duties imposed and his 
conscientious discharge of them, why he should receive the full 
sum of $3,000. His expenses are very large in various ways, and 
he is rendering the State most excellent service. If the salaries of 
all these officers were raised to $2,500 it would require, as has 
been stated here, an additional appropriation of only $8,000, and 
it would be simply doing justice to these men. 

Mr. SAYERS. Is not this officer now getting $2,000 a year? 

Mr. DOOLITTLE. He is, while the general law a that 
he shall receive $3,000; but Congress refuses to make the appro- 

riation. 
. Mr. SAYERS. He has held this office some time? 

Mr. DOOLITTLE. He has been holding it since the incoming 
of this Administration; but this change in the amount of salary 
allowed was not made until March, 1893. 

The sum of $2,000 appropriated in this bill is not a sufficient 
compensation for the services rendered by this official to the __ 
of this country, and especially to the people of the State of Wash- 
ington, and it should be increased in common justice, in common 
fairness and decency, to at least $2,500 a year. Ido not think that 
there ought to be ——. in this manner to save a trifling ex- 
pense like this and do an act of injustice. 

Of course I understand the allusion made, that these men took 
the offices knowing what they were doing. Of course they knew 
what they were to receive; but when the law fixed their compen- 
sation at $3,000 they had reason to suppose that it would not be 
arbitrarily cut down to $2,000; and there is no reason that can be 
assigned for forcing them to accept the sum of $2,000 and perform 
the work of the office when $2,500 would be but a bare compen- 
sation. j 

I appreciate also the fact that there is some honor and credit 
attached to the holding of such offices, and men will hold on to 
them even when the compensation is inadequate. But that does 
not justify us in ont ing them for the services they render. 

L ere the hammer fe _ s 

r. COFFEEN of Wyoming. Mr. Chairman, I desire first to 
make a brief response to the voluntary charge of the tleman 
representing the Committee on Appropriations [Mr. ERY], 





CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 
























































FEBRUARY 11, 


that we are invaded with letters from the surveyors-general with 
reference to the question of compensation. In my case I have re- 
ceived no such letter, word, or syllable from the surveyor-general 
of Wyoming. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Then the official must be satisfied with the 
amount of compensation fixed. 

Mr. COFFEEN of Wyoming. Nevertheless, from my own 
knowledge of the facts, I had it in mind to move an amendment in 
behalf of the surveyor-general of Wyoming, when we reach that 

rovision, similar to that offered by the gentleman from Arizona, 

use the situation in that case is similar to the one he describes, 

and I shall favor, therefore, the amendment he offers and in all 

other cases of surveyors-general increasing their compensation at 
least $500 above the amount fixed in this bill. 

It appears to me rather a strange thing, when members of the 
committee plead that they are giving the legal amount of appro- 
priation in this case, that a member of their own committee, in 
the RECORD, on page 2212, has published a table of salaries carried 
by the bill which are less than the statutory requirements. I 
refer to the table published by Mr. BRECKINRIDGE of Kentucky 
a few days ago. You will find in that table that the legal limit 
of the salary of the surveyor-general of Wyoming is $3,000, while 
the bill proposes but $2,000. As far as it may be ground for argu- 
ment, we are ery willing to grant that the appropriation of 
last year was $2,000. hatistrue. But during a panic, during 
a time of distress and financial stringency, while that argument 
might apply, it can not apply now when the Secretary of the 
Treasury and his friends here on this floor, who represent his 
views on financial —— report that there is a surplus or will 
be a surplus in the Treasury soon, and hence that argument falls 
to the ground. 

Another word in reference to this question of compensation. 
The surveyor-general is the superintending officer over technical 
work. The general rule in all the Departments, with reference to 
salaries, is that the superintending officer shall have at least as 
much salary for the work he does as his subordinates and the tech- 
nical workers whose work must pass under his inspection; but in 
the case of the surverece-aenerel it is well known to gentlemen 
here that the surveyors in the field will make from $2,000 to $10,- 
000 a year, and yet when you come to the officer in charge, the 
superintending officer, you allow him but $2,000 compensation. I 
say, then, that it is only fair that we should demand an increase 
in all of these cases. 

Mr. HARTMAN. Mr. Chairman, I desire to occupy the floor 
very a for the purpose of concurring most heartily in the re- 
marks of the gentleman from Arizona [Mr. SmirH], and to give 
notice that I shall offer an amendment increasing the salary of the 
surveyor-general of Montana, when that question comes up, to the 
same amount proposed for the surveyor-general of Arizona. 

I am not going to occupy but a moment or two, as Iam sure the 
committee is impatient; but it does seem to me that if the Con- 
gress of the United States, in the face of existing law providing 
$3,000 per annum as compensation of these surveyors-general, as- 
sumes the 7 to arbitrarily and deliberately appropriate only 
two-thirds of that sum, then it would have thesame right to pur- 
sue the same course with reference to any other salary. ey 
would have the same right to cut the salary of members of Con- 
gress and provide that they shall have $3,000 or $4,000, as to reduce 
the salary of surveyors-general. 

Mr. LOUD. There is not much danger in doing that, however. 
Cannes) 

Mr. HARTMAN. I know there is not much danger, especially 
as long as we are here voting upon it ourselves. 

These gentlemen who occupy the positions of surveyors-general 
are required to be skilled in their business and they ought to have 
the statutory amount. The gentleman refers to the acts of the 
Fifty-first Congress. I do not care what that Congress did or did 
not. The question is, did itdo right? Ifso,it is well enough for 
this Congress to ratify it and make it general and let it be applied to 
all alike, North and South Dakota, as well as the other States, put- 
ting all of them on the same footing, and if you reduce one to 
$2,000 let all be reduced. I hold that the salary ought to be in- 
creased, that the compensation is insufficient, and I hope the 
amendment will be adopted. 

Mr. DOCKERY. The able and accomplished gentleman from 
Montana ought to be satisfied with something less than the entire 
earth. We gave him an assay office this morning. 

Mr. HARTMAN. Mr. Chairman, let me say that no gentleman 
on the floor has been more courteous and generous than the gen- 
tleman in charge of this bill. I do not find any fault with him, 
nor do I charge aay in the preparation of the bill. But I 
think, having a knowledge of the facts, that these surveyors-gen- 
eral ought to have $3,000 a year, and in the case of Montana I will 
make a motion to that effect. 

The question being taken on the amendment of Mr. Smita of 
Arizona, the committee divided; and there were—ayes 32, noes 54, 

Mr. PENDLETON of West Virginia. No quorum. 




































































The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will order tellers—— 

Mr. DOCKERY. I hope the amendment will be withdrawn. 

Mr. SMITH of Arizona. I withdraw the amendment. 

‘ The Clerk, proceeding with the reading of the bill, read as fol- 
Ows: 

For surveyor-general of the Territory of Arizona, $2,000; and for the clerks 
in his office, $5,000; in all, $7,000. 

Mr. SMITH of Arizona. I move to amend line 8, page 94, by 
inserting the words ‘five hundred dollars;” so that it will read 
‘for the cierks in his office, $5,500.” 

The ameudment was read by the Clerk, as follows: 
an page 94, after the word “thousand” in line 8, insert the words “ five hun- 


Mr. DOCKERY. I hope the gentleman will not press that 
amendment. After a somewhat extended conference with the 
Senate last year we put up the amounts for clerk hire very con- 
siderably, and this is exactly the amount provided for the current 
year. . 

Mr. SMITH of Arizona. An appeal from my friend from Mis- 
souri strikes me forcefully, and nothing in the world except the 
sufferings of the people whom I attempt to represent here would 
prompt me to press this. 

Mr. DOCKERY. We gave you an increase of $2,000 on this 
item last year. 

Mr. SMITH of ‘Arizona. I knowthat, and Ido not believe that 
the conditions which exist in my district apply so strongly to 
another one of these cases. The condition is simply this: We are 
behind. The $2,000 additional enabled our surveyor-general to 
get along a great deal better, and under it he caught up to within 
some sixteen months of the work which had been behind in his 
office. These surveys are going on. People are making applica- 
tions for patents for their lands. The field notes are placed in the 
surveyor-general’s office and must lie on the table there for six- 
teen months for the want of clerical assistance. This means that 
the patents must be withheld for that length of time. The men 
who make the surveys in the field are many of them borrowing 
the money with which to do it, and they are kept out of their 
money and are compelled to pay 2 per cent a month for it. The 
result is now that when a survey is made the surveyor loses nearly 
all the money heattempts to make. The field notes are left in the 
office for sixteen months before they are sent to the Department 
for final settlement, and it takes about two years to get a patent 
after the survey is made. 

Mr. DOCKERY. It will not do to increase these amounts. We 
gave the gentleman $2,000 additional last year, and we give him 
that same $2,000 again this year. 

The amendment was rejected. 

The Clerk, proceeding with the reading of the bill, read as fol- 
lows: 

For perverce-ganerel of Montana, $2,000; and for the clerks in his office, 
$10,000; in all, $12,000. 

Mr. HARTMAN. On page 95, line 21, after the word “ thou- 
sand,” I move to insert the words ‘‘ five hundred,” making that in- 
crease in the salary. 

The amendment was read, as follows: 

On page 95, line 21, after the word “‘ thousand,” insert the words ‘‘ five hun- 
dred dollars.” 

The amendment was rejected. 

Mr. HARTMAN. On line 22, page 95, I desire to move to strike 
out the word ‘‘ ten” and insert the word “eleven.” 

Mr. SMITH of Arizona. I should like to ask the gentleman in 
charge of this bill, or anyone else who knows, why it is that $10,- 
000 were given for clerk hire in the office of the surveyor-general 
of Montana, while $5,000 are given for clerk hire in the office of 
the surveyor-general of Arizona? I have no doubt that the gen- 
tleman’s amendment ought to carry, and I do not wish to be under- 
stood as in any way opposing it, but I should like to know about 
the matter. Did these figures come from the Senate or did they 
originate in the House? 

Mr. DOCKERY. This amount is given simply because the 
Department made a larger estimate. 

Mr. SMITH of Arizona. How much did they estimate? 

Mr. DOCKERY. Fifteen thousand dollars. 

Mr. SMITH of Arizona. How much did they estimate for Ari- 
zona? 

Mr. DOCKERY. Ten thousand five hundred dollars. 

Mr. SMITH of Arizona. And we got how much? 

Mr. DOCKERY. Seven thousand dollars. 

Mr. SMITH of Arizona. Now, Mr. Chairman, this appropria- 
tion has been cut down about a third, as I understand it, from the 
amount recommended, from the amount which the Department 
say ought to be given. The Department have said so, time and 
time again, to this House. They have estimated $1,000 for Mon- 
tana; and while my amendment has been beaten, I know the con- 
ditions of this country well enough to insist that the amendment 
of the gentleman from Montana [Mr. Hartman] should be carried. 
If the Department have estimated $15,000 for that office, I know 
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it is needed. In every one of these cases the trouble is that in at- 
tempting to save a few dollars to the Treasury, the people on the 
other side of the mountains are absolutely ground to the dust. 
Why, these surveys have got to be made. This work must be 
done some time; and why put it off from year to year, and leave 
the work dragging along, andkeep up the necessity for maintain- 
ing the office of surveyor-general for years and years in the 
future? 

It is falseeconomy to attempt to cut them down to the niggardly 
sums here given, and the full amount recommended by the Secre- 
tary of the Interior, especially for the clerks for these offices, ought 
to be given him, and thereby give what the public land offices 
need. I hope the amendment of the gentleman will carry. 

The question was taken, and the amendment was rejected. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

For surveyor-general of the Territory of New Mexico, $2,000; and for clerks 
in his office, $7,000; in all, $9,000. 

For fuel, books, stationery, and other incidental expenses, $1,000. 

Mr. JOSEPH. Mr. Chairman, I desire to offer an amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

On page 96, line 11, strike out $2,000 and insert $2,500. 

Mr. JOSEPH. Mr. Chairman, I believe that the surveyor-gen- 
eral of New Mexico ought to be made an exception to this rule, for 
the reason that the law creating the United States Court of Pri- 
vate Land Claims for certain States and Territories increased the 
duties and responsibilities for the surveyor-general of New Mexico 
tenfold. Under and by virtue of that law he is required to ap- 
prove and plat the surveys of over 5,000 private land claims in 
the Territory of New Mexico. That has materially increased the 
duties and responsibilities of that official, and for that reason I 
hope the committee will restore his pay to $2,500. 

‘The question was taken, and the amendment was rejected. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

For surveyor-general of Oregon, $2,000; and for the clerks in his office $5,000; 
in all, $7,000. 


For fuel, books, stationery, pay of messenger, and other incidental ex- 
penses, $1,000. 


Mr. HERMANN. 
ment. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


In line 21, page 96, after the word “thousand,” insert the words “ five 
hundred;” so as to read: For surveyor-general of Oregon, $2,500. 


Mr.HERMANN. Mr. Chairman, the very competent gentleman 





Mr. Chairman, I desire to offer an amend- 


is different from myself as to his political views, being an ap- 
pointee of the present Administration; but I must take this posi- 
| tion in his case as I have heretofore in the cases of the surveyors- 
| general who were of my own political faith, upon the ground of 
merit alone. I want to say this-to the committee, looking to the 
| difficulties which now surround the services of the surveyor-gen 
eral, that they are tenfold greater than they ever have been be- 
fore, owing to the fact that the class of lands which were easy to 
| survey, the plains and level lands of the West. are now largely 
completed so far as surveys are concerned, and in ihe surveys 
which now remain are confined to the mountainous in character, 





being largely through dense timber and brush; and therefore they 
are difficult and complicated to survey. 

Then, again, there is this to be said to the committee, that since 
the adoption of public surveys by surveying contracts, a great 
part of the work that heretofore involved the Interior Department 
now devolves on the surveyors-general of the different States, 
making the amount of work they are now doing twofold what it 
formerly was. Then it is necessary for the surveyor-general to 
supervise, to inspect, and to examine the surveys under two or 
three contracts as to the same lands, thereby adding very mate- 
rially not only to his labors, but also including the complications 
which surround the public surveys. Now, as to my State, there 
are at least 30,000,000 acres of public land yet to be surveyed. 

There is this further to be said, that there is a greater demand 
for the surveys of the remaining portion of the public lands in the 
West than ever before, because of the ceaseless tide of immigra- 
tion that is sweeping all over that portion of the unsurveyed pub- 
| lic land system. There is greater necessity for having additional 
clerical assistance for the surveyor-general, and also for having 
men who are competent, who have had sufficient experience to 
take charge of this great region which is to be surveyed. There- 
fore it occurs to me that we should fix the salary here at such a 
figure as to offer inducements to the men actually most capable 
known to the surveying profession of the United States, in order 
that we may avoid the great number of errors which are constantly 
| arising in the surveyor-general’s office, which in turn come before 
| the Interior Department, thereby not only increasing the expense 
of the party for the survey, but also delaying those who are enti- 
tled to a title on the public lands from getting that which they 
have earned of the public lands of the United States. 

I ask, Mr. Chairman, that this committee be generous, be just, 
as well as somewhat more enlightened than we have been hereto- 
fore in regard to the survey of the public lands. 
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Mr. PAYNE. 


Will the gentleman yield to m> for a question? 
Mr. HERMANN. Certainly. 


Mr. PAYNE. Do you expect there will be any change in the 
efficiency of these officials if the salaries are increased, 

Mr. HERMANN. I may say to my friend that I am looking at 
the question entirely aside from partisanship or patronage. 

Mr. PAYNE. I understood the gentleman to say that he 
wanted this increase in the salary in order to get the best talent. 

Mr. HERMANN. Yes,sir. 

Mr. PAYNE. Do you expect there will be any change in the 
talent if you get the increase of this salary? 

Mr. HERMANN. I will say to my friend that I fear that men 
of ability enough to occupy these places will leave their positions 
unless the salary is made sufficient, and men of less ability will 
take their places. 

Mr. COOMBS. Oh, no; you need not be afraid of that. 

Mr. PAYNE. Did you ever know of any of these gentlemen 
occupying these offices resigning? [Laughter.] 

Mr. HERMANN. I have occasionally, in my life. 

The question was taken, and the amendment was rejected. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

For surveyor-general of Washington, $2,000; and for the clerks in his office, 
$9,500; im all, $11,500. 

Mr. DOOLITTLE. Mr. Chairman, I offer the amendment which 
I send to the desk. 

The amendment was read, as follows: 

Page 97, line 14, efter the word “thousand,” insert ‘‘ fixe hundred;” so as to 
make the clause read: “ For surveyor-general of Washington, $2,500." 

Mr. DOOLITTLE. Mr. Chairman, I ask to have read in con- 
nection with this amendment an extract from the estimates of the 
surveyor-general of Washington. 

The extract was read, as follows: 
ey VORP UE CRATE 0 GRRE T ons cnn Kcnren wen rkdh gutidint bine enenrechetapei ins 
Salaries of clerks in his office 


For rent of office, books, stationery, building plats and field notes, 
lights, fuel, pay of messenger, and other incidental expenses --.-.-...-.- 2,000 


EE iis edb anaes de ticenten<ookenset serene ssebubce cancnebsegugubnes 18, 300 

Mr. DOOLITTLE. Now, I desire toask the gentleman in charge 
of this bill why it is that the allowance for Montana is $12,000, 
while it is only $11,500 for Washington. It certainly must be well 
known to that gentleman and the Committee on Appropriations 
that the public-land surveys which are being carried on in Wash- 
ington are largely in excess of those that are being carried on in 
Montana, and therefore I would like to know the reason for the 
difference between the allowances. I wish to ask further whether 
this is not a ——— down of former appropriations for these pur- 
poses, apart from the salary of the surveyor-general. 

Mr. DOCKERY. There is a difference in the estimates. In 
1891 your State got for these purposes $10,000; in 1892, $10,000; 
in 1893, $10,000; in 1894, $10,500. This bill gives you $11,500, 
which is a thousand dollars more than you got last year or than 
you ever got before. 2 

Mr. DOOLITTLE. I thought that the appropriation last year 
was $12,000, the same as that for Montana. 

Mr. DOCKERY. No, sir. 

Mr. DOOLITTLE. Well, I may be mistaken about that; but, 
Mr. Chairman, I desire to insist upon my amendment for all the 
reasons that have been stated here in support of the amendments 
which have been offered in reference to the surveyors-general of 
other States. 

Mr. DOCKERY. And for other reasons to be assigned later on. 
eS, 

Mr. DOOLITTLE. Yes, sir. 

The amendment was rejected. 

The Clerk read as follows: ° 

For surveyor-general of Wyoming, $2,000; and for clerks in his office, $4,800; 
in all, $6,800. 

Mr. COFFEEN of Wyoming. Mr. Chairman, I offer the amend- 
ment which I send to the desk. 

The amendment was read, as follows: 

Page 97, line 20,after “two thousand,” insert “five hundred;” in line 21, 
strike out **four,” before “thousand,” and insert “six; and in line 22, strike 
out “ six” and insert “ eight.” 

Mr. COFFEEN of Wyoming. Mr. Chairman, I am surprised 
that with all the efforts we have put forth here for the purpose of 
increasing to a reasonable degree the salaries of some of these 
Western officers, we are met with constant defeat. I have voted 
for all the amendments that have been offered by gentlemen rep- 
resenting Western constituencies, and I desire now to call special 
attention to the situation in Wyoming. With a mountainous and 
unsettled region where it is difficult to a surveys, we have 
been cut down by this bill to $5,800, while Montana on the north 


gets $10,000, Idaho on the west $10,000 or $11,000, and Colorado on 
the south $10,000. Those are the allowances made in these other 
cases, but when it comes to Wyoming, where the need is certainly 
not less than in any of these other States, you cut us down to one- 
half the amount. 





Now, I am not asking this committee to increase the appropri- 
ation for Wyoming even up to the amount given to Montana, or 
Idaho, or Colorado, which surround us and which have only 
equivalent work, although I think that would be only fair; but 
I do ask that you will give us at least $2,000 more than the amount 
in the bill, making the appropriation for Wyoming $8,000 as 
against ten or eleven thousand for these other States. We will 
try to be satisfied with that very moderate increase, and we ask 
our Democratic friends here to consider this question on its merits, 
to look at the equities of the case, and not always to vote pro 
forma for the report of the Committee on Appropriations. I ask 
you gentlemen to give this Western country the fair play which 
it deserves. I ask for a vote on this amendment which I have 
offered. 

The question bein 
of Wyoming, the 
have it. 

Mr. COFFEEN of Wyoming. I ask for a division. 

The committee divided; and there were—ayes 13, noes 7 

So the amendment was rejected. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Office First Assistant Postmaster-General: For First Assistant Postmaster- 
General, $4,000; chief clerk, $2,000; superintendent of salary and allowance di- 
vision, $2,700; superintendent of post-office supplies, $2,000; superintendent of 
free delivery, $3,000; assistant superintendent of free delivery, $2,000; three 
clerks of class 4; nine clerks of class 3; eight clerks of class 2; nine clerks of 
class 1; eight clerks, at $1,000 each; three clerks, at $900 each; six assistant 
messengers; nine laborers; two pages, at $360 each; Superintendent of the 
Money-Order System, $3,500; chief clerk, $2,000; six clerks of class 4; eight clerks 
of class 3; five clerks of class 2; six clerks of class 1; six clerks, at $1,000 each; 
two clerks, at $900 each; ore assistant messenger; one engineer, $1,000; one 
assistant engineer for additional building for Auditor for the Post-Office De- 
partment, $!.000; one fireman; four watchmen; one conductor of elevator, 

720; four charvomen; one female laborer, $480; and ten laborers; Superin- 
tendent of Dead-Letter Office, $2,509; one clerk of class 4, who shall be chief 
clerk; one clerk of class 4; three clerks of class 3; ten clerks of class 2; twenty- 
four clerks of class 1; twenty-eight clerks, at $1,000 each; thirty-three clerks, 
at $900 each; one assistant messenger; six laborers; four female laborers, at 
$480 each; in all, $263,360. 

Mr. LOUD. Mr. Chairman, I observe that the salary of the 
superintendent of the salary and allowance division is made $2,700. 
I would like to ask whether that is not an increase of $500. 

Mr. DOCKERY. It is. 

Mr. LOUD. While this amount is only $500, I think we ought 
to take into consideration the direction in which we are driftmg 
in the Post-Office Department. The Democratic party rode into 
power some years ago on the cry of retrenchment and reform, 
and it did practice for a time, especially while the Republican 
party was in charge of the general administration, the doctrines 
upon which it had got into power. But this fact now confronts 
us as regards the Post-Oflice Department, that its expenditures 
have been increasing during the last two years in a greater ratio 
than ever before in our history, and this in the face of a constant 
decrease in the receipts of that Department. Now, i{ seems to 
me that we ought to practice ‘‘economy and reform” all along the 
line. I have seen the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. DockERy] 
in charge of this bill work himself almost into a passion in de- 
nouncing the extravagance of the ‘billion-dollar Congress,” and 
other gentlemen here have indulged in the same kind of denun- 
ciation. Now, I am willing to admit that the office of chief of 
the salary and allowance division in the Post-Office Department 
is one of the most important in the Government service. 

The salary may not be too large, but I know that from this 
office emanates much of the increase of expenditures in the Post- 
Office Department. If the salary of this officer should have been 
$2,700 per year that fact should have been demonstrated to Con- 
gress long ago. 

A gentleman near me asks whether Mr. Scott still holds this 
position. I understand he does not. I am free to say on the floor 
of this House that I never had any particular or special admira- 
tion for the gentleman referred to because I was never able to get 
any recommendations of appropriations from him. I beg to sug- 
gest to the House that as soon as Mr. Scott was removed and a 
good Democrat putin his place a recommendation of this increase 
of salary is brought before this House. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, I do not propose to be very persistent in 
regard to this matter. I have simply desired to bring it to the at- 
tention of the House. 

Mr. COOMBS. Mr. Chairman, in relation to the increased com- 
pensation of this officer, the committee looked into the matter 
very carefully. We were anxious not toincrease the expenditures 
one dollar beyond what was necessary. But after a full investi- 
gation of the matter the committee decided to meet partially the 
views of the Portmaster-General in this respect. The gentleman 
who had charge of this department, which is a very important 
one, involving a vast amount of detail, is a very capable officer, 
highly appreciated on account of his executive ability, a man who 
for the ormance of a similar class of work in the private walks 
of life, in any commercial enterprise or in any railroad corpora- 
tion, would command a salary of $5,000 a year. 

As I have said, the committee was anxious that there should be 
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n> unnecessary increase of expenses; but after looking into the 
matter two or three times the increase was finally consented to, 
and I hope the Committee of the Whole will sustain it. _ 

Mr. DOCKERY. I hope the gentleman from California [Mr. 
Loup] will withdraw his amendment. 

Mr. LOUD. After the able exposition of this case by the gen- 
tleman from New York [Mr. Coomss] I withdraw the amend- 
ment. ae 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Office of the Solicitor of the Treasury: For Solicitor of the Treasury, $4,500; 
assistant solicitor, $3,000; chief clerk, $2,000; three clerks of class 4; three 
clerks of class 3; four clerks of class 2; one assistant messenger; and one la- 
borer; in all, $26,680. 

Mr. HEPBURN. I move to amend the paragraph just read by 
striking out “ three” where it occurs the second time in line 4 
and inserting the word “‘four;” and by striking out the word 
‘‘four ” in line 5 and inserting ‘‘ three;” so as toread “‘ four clerks 
of class 8; three clerks of class 2.” 

The purpose of this amendment is to enable the stenographer of 
this bureau to be placed on the same footing as the other stenog- 
raphers of his grade and class. I have talked with the chairman 
and other members of the committee on this subject, and I think 
there is no objection to the amendment. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Circuit court of appeals: For nine additional circuit judges, at $6,000 each; 
for nine clerks, at $3,000 each; in all, $81,000. 

Mr. TERRY. I offer the amendment which I send to the desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Add to the eregrenh just read the following: 

** Provided, at said clerks shall make annually, within thirty days after 
the 30th day of June, tothe Secretary of the Treasury a return of all costs 
collected by them in cases disposed of during the preceding year by said 
courts, and, after deducting the incidental expenses of their respective of- 
fices, including clerk hire, and their compensation as provided by section 9 of 
the act of March 3, 1891, establishing the circuit courts of appeals, not exceed- 
ing $500, said expenses to be certified by the senior circuit judge of the proper 
circuit, shall pay any surplus of such costs that may remain into the 
Treasury of the United States at the time of making said return: Provided 
oe That each circuit court of oo shall be entitled to retain and 

ve expended, under the direction of the Attorney-General, for law books 
for its use, one-half of such surplus accrued therein for the fiscal year 1896.” 


Mr. DINGLEY. I reserve a point of order upon this amend- 
ment on the ground that it is new legislation. 

Mr. TERRY. Ido not think the amendment is obnoxious to a 
point of order; and if it should be, I hope my friend from Maine 
will not insist on the point. Thisis a very necessary matter. By 
communications received from the judges of the circuit courts of 
appeals, it is made apparent that they need this appropriation to 
purchase law books. You give here to the Attorney-General’s 
Office $1,000 for the purchase of additional law books, although 
that office already has a library. You give to the Department of 
Labor $1,000 for the purchase of books. But here are these cir- 
cuit courts of appeals, high tribunals charged with the most im- 
portant duties, and they have absolutely no library at all. 

Attention has been called to this matter by different judges of 
the courts of appeals, and from letters I have received myself I 
know how important they regard it; and I am satisfied that this 
proposition is in the interest of economy, as it will conduce to the 
prompt dispatch of business if these judges should be furnished 
with a convenient library. Under the present circumstances, 
when some knotty question is brought up, they are often obliged 
to send out in order to get books of reference. If itis necessary 
that the Supreme Court should have a library, it is just as neces- 
sary that these courts of appeals should have, as the greater pro- 
portion of business stops with them—never gets to the Supreme 
Court at all. 

My amendment is in the identical language employed in the last 
appropriation bill, the only change being the insertion of 1896 in- 
stead of 1895. I trust that my friend from Maine will not object 
to the proposition either by a point of order or otherwise. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Mr. Chairman, my objection to the amend- 
ment proposed by the gentleman from Arkansas does not lie in 
the fact that it is an appropriation for the purchase of a library for 
the court of appeals, but to the method by which it proposes to 
reach the desired end. In the first place, under the law enacted 
last year all of these fees must be covered into the Treasury. 
Then in the last appropriation bill, on motion of the gentleman 
from Arkansas himself, a proviso was added to which we con- 
sented with the understanding that it was to be for the current 
year only—a proviso that one-half of the fees might be reserved 
for the purchase of a library for the court of appeals. I con- 
sented to the enactment of that proviso on the assumption that it 
applied only to the current year. But the principle involved is 
entirely wrong. The fees should be covered into the Treasury 
absolutely and fully; and if then an appropriation is to be made 
for the purchase of a library or for any other purpose, it should 
be made in the ordinary way directly. Otherwise, of course, we 
can have no knowledge of, or check on, the expenditures. 
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Has the gentleman from Arkansas the information which will 
enable him to state the amount of the expenditure for this pur- 
pose during the year? 

Mr. TERRY. Ihavenot at hand. I telephoned tothe Attorney- 
General this morning for the information, but have not yet re- 
ceived it. 

I will state to my friend from Maine, however, that he is mis- 
taken as to how the appropriation got on the bill of last year. It 
was not entirely on an amendment of mine 

Mr. DINGLEY. But at the request of the gentleman from 
Arkansas it was included, under the expectation that it was to 
apply simply to this year—the current year. There was no ex- 
pectation that it was to be repeated. If there had been I cer- 
tainly should have opposed it, because I object to the principles 
involved. 

Mr. TERRY. I had introduced a bill making a permanent pro- 
vision, the gentleman will remember—— 

Mr. DINGLEY. You introduced the bill, but objection was 
made. 

Mr. TERRY. And the committee, instead of taking my view 
of the matter—that is, instead of making it permanent—made it 
applicable to the one year only, and I then had an amendment 
made to the proposition as reported by the committee. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Thatiscorrect. lt was only for the one year, 
and for the reason I have stated. 

The committee will perceive that the gentleman from Arkansas 
is not able to give us the information as to the amount expended 
this year. We have no positive information as to how much 
money was actually expended on this account; and that is the 
evil of this form of appropriation. We do not know the amount 
that will be expended and have no check whatever on the ex- 
penditure. 

I would say, with all due deference to my friend from Arkansas, 
that if it is proposed to make this appropriation for the library it 
should be a direct appropriation and the fees covered entirely 
into the Treasury. If it was to continue for the next fiscal year 
only perhaps I should not object, but as a permanent system I do 
most seriously object to it. 

Mr. TERRY. Iam not asking to make it permanent now. I 





| think from the letter I showed to the gentleman from Maine this 


morning from one of the judges, that the provision if made in 
this bill for one year will be sufficient. 
Mr. DINGLEY. My impression is that we shall find the same 


application coming to us next year. 

Mr. TERRY. 1 will agree with the gentleman from Maine that 
if I bring it forward again he may object toit. Let me have 
now, and I am quite sure it will not be necessary to repeat it. 

Mr. DINGLEY. As far as 1am concerned, 1 wish to say that 
if the system will terminate with the pending bill, and in the 
future if such an appropriation is desired that it shall be made 
directly, I will withdraw my objection for this time. 

Mr. TERRY. I think I canassure the gentleman on that point. 
Iam very much obliged to him. 

I ask a vote on the amendment. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Hereafter every officer req 


ired_by law to take and approve offi 
shall cause the same to be e3 ined at least once every two ye 
pose of ascertaining the sufficiency of the sureties thereon; : 
Aaving power to fix the amount of an official bond shall ex: 
tain the sufficiency of the amount thereof and approve or fix said amount 
least once in two years and as much oftener as he may deem it necessary 

Mr.HEPBURN. Mr. Chairman, lhopethe gentleman in charge 
of the bill will give some explanation of this provision. It seems 
to me that the legislation would be faulty. For instance, there 
are some bonds thai are required by one officer and are approved 
by another. 

Mr. DOCKERY. This paragraph was prepared by the Solicitor 
of the Treasury in connection with the Postmaster-General and a 
number of other gentlemen. 

Mr. HEPBURN. But is it practicable to carry it ont? 
are bonds, for instance, approved by the Solicit +r uf the Treasury 
and deposited with the Comptroller. He has no control over th 
bonds from that time. This provides that it is made the duty of 
the officer who takes the bond to examine into the sufficiency of 
the sureties every two years; but at the same time the bond may 
be in the custody of another man. It alsorequires the officer who 
has power to fix the amount of the bonds to examine as to the 
sufficiency of the amount at least once in two years when h 
not have it under his control. 

Mr. DOCKERY. The Solicitor of the Treasury reviewed it and 
has informed us that it is desirable to have it enacted into law. 
We find on an investigation of the matter that the present system 
is all chaotic. This does not disturb the existing law as to fixing 
the amount of the bonds or their approval; but im the case of an 
officer where he has power to take and approve a bond it is his 
duty to examine as to the sufficiency of it and also to ascertain 
whether the sureties are solvent from time to time. 
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Mr. HEPBURN. But here is the difficulty. The section pro- 
vides that— 

Hereafter every officer required by law to take and approve official bonds 
shall cause the same to be examined at least once every two years, etc. 

Now, there are a number of bonds required by one officer and 
approved by another officer. 

Mr. DOCKERY. That is true, but wherever he has taken or 
approved an official bond, it matters not where the bond may be, 
it is his duty to examine it. This provision was very carefully 
examined by the Postmaster-General and the Solicitor of the 
Treasury, and I believe it is correct. : 

The Clerk, proceeding with the reading of the bill, read as fol- 
lows: 

Sec. 6. Section 3711 of the Revised Statutes is amended, to take effect on 
and after July 1, 1895, to read as follows: 

“Sxc. 3711. It shall not be lawful for any officer or person in the civil, mili- 
tary, or naval service of the United States in the District of Columbia to pur- 
chase anthracite or bituminous coal or wood for the public service except on 
condition that the same shall, before delivery, be inspected and weighed or 
measured by some competent person, to be appointed by the head of the 
Department or chief of the branch of the service for which the purchase is 
made from among the persons authorized to be employed in such Department 
or branch of the service. The person so appointed shail ascertain that each 
ton of coal weighed by him shall consist of 2,240 pounds, and that each cord of 
wood to be so measured shall be of the standard measure of 128 cubic feet. 
Each load or parcel of wood or coal weighed and measured by him shall be 
accompanied by his certificate of the number of tons or pounds of coal and 
the number of cords or parts of cords of wood in each load or parcel.” 


Mr. PENDLETON of West Virginia. I desire to make a point 
of order to this section, that it changes existing law and does not 
reduce expenditures. At the present moment the inspectors of 
coal and wood are not paid by the Government as such inspectors. 
They are paid by fees which they receive from the contractors who 
furnish the Government with coal and wood. 

Mr. DOCKERY. The point of order can not be well taken, be- 
cause on the 30th of January this bill was referred to the Appro- 
priations Committee, with leave given by the House to insert it in 
this bill. 

Mr. PENDLETON of West Virginia. If the Chair holds that 
this point of order is not well taken I desire to move to strike out 
the entire section. 

The CHAIRMAN. TheChair understands the gentleman from 
Missouri to state that leave has already been given by the House 
to insert the section in this bill. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Yes, on the 30th of January. 

The CHAIRMAN. That being so, the Chair overrules the 
point of order. 

Mr. PENDLETON of West Virginia. I move to strike out 
section 6. The law at present provides that the officials who in- 
spect or weigh the coal and wood delivered to the different De- 
partments shall be paid not by the Government but by the con- 
tractor, 20 cents on each ton of coal that is weighed and 9 cents 
on each cord of wood. This provision does not save anything to 
the Government. It simply saves to the contractors, and the 
Government employs men to do this work who are doing other 
work at small pay and who take these places because the fees give 
them additional pay. If this section be suffered to remain in the 
bill it will simply save the contractors from paying for the in- 
spection of this coal and wood and will compel the Government 
to make provision for it. 

Mr. COOMBS. ~ Do you not think that the contractor can afford 
to furnish his coal or wood at a less price if he does not have to 
pay these fees? 

Mr. PENDLETON of WestVirginia. Idonotthinkhe would do 
so. Ido not think it would enter in his contract price at all. I do 
not believe he would make any less contract with the Government, 
and at the same time the Government would have to pay the sal- 
aries to these people. Itis hard work. They have to be up early 
in the morning, sometimes as early as 3 and 4 and 5 o’clock, to do 
this weighing. The men who doitat present are mainly laborers, 
and the increased S———— that they get in the way of these 
fees is relied upon by them for their pay. This will simply work 
a saving to the contractors and not to the Government. 

Mr. DOCKERY. I want to say a word in reply to my friend: 
In the first place he is in error in the statement that these posi- 
tions are held by laborersin the main. That is true as to one 
or two, but in the War Department the position is held by an 
eighteen-hundred-dollar clerk, who receives about $1,200 fees addi- 
tional. In the Treasury Department the position is held by an 
assistant custodian who gets $1,200. 

Mr. PENDLETON of West Virginia. Will the gentleman al- 
low me to ask him a question? 

Mr. DOCKERY. rtainly. 

Mr. PENDLETON of West Virginia. Who holds this position 
in the War Department? 

Mr. DOCKERY. I believe a gentleman by the name of Thorpe. 

_ Mr. PENDLETON of West Virginia. The gentleman whom I 
know holds the place, and whom I have always understood does 
the weighing for the War Department, for the White House, and 
for the Monument, is a laborer. 
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Mr. DOCKERY. I hold in my hand the following letter: 


STATE, WAR, AND Navy, January 8, 1895. 
_ The person now designated under section 8711 of the Revised Statutes to 
i ct coal and wood purchased for the State, War, and Navy Department 
building holds an appointment under the War Department as clerk of class 4, 
and receives a salary of $1,800 perannum. He has inspected about 5,000 tons 
of coal and about 150 cords of wood for which the contractor should have paid 


him about $1,013.50. 
THOM WILLIAMSON, 
Chief Engineer, U.S. N. 8. 

Hon. ALEX. M. DockEry. 

Mr. PENDLETON of West Virginia. I refer to the man who 
does this work for the White House and Monument. 

Mr. DOCKERY. This letter is dated January 8,1895. Thatis 
the only information I have. 

Mr. PENDLETON of West Virginia. That is certainly a mis- 
take, because there is a constituent of mine, a laborer, who does 
it and who gets all the fees. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Thatis another man. In the Department of 
Justice there is a clerk who gets $1,200. This case is simply this: 
Under the statute as it exists now gentlemen in the public serv- 
ice are designated to weigh coal and wood. They receive certain 
compensation. 

That compensation, of course, is in addition to the regular sal- 
ary, or a salary paid by these contractors to these persons so des- 
ignated, in round numbers, according to official statements, of 
$3,475.65 in all the various Departments. Of course the fact that 
these fees are to be paid by the contractors appears in the adver- 
tisement. It therefore costs the Government just that much more 
for coal than it otherwise would—that is $8,475, assuming these 
figures to be correct. Then, again, in the opinion of the commit- 
tee the fee system is objectionable at every point. We know that 
in the operations of the Department of Justice the effort has re- 
rye been made to supplant the fee system there with a salary 

ist; and the committee believe that men already in the Govern- 

ment service who are fully re rsa should be designated to 
perform this service without additional cost to the Government, 
and the result will be a saving of at least $8,500 in the price of 
coal. It will also have the effect of removing temptation to give 
large weights from those engaged in connection with this work of 
weighing, and the Government should have its own agents to in- 
spect the coal without putting these gentlemen under any obliga- 
tion to the contractors. 

Mr. PENDLETON of West Virginia. By the present law the 
persons who are performing this duty are under official bond in 
the amount of $5,000 to secure the faithful performance of their 
duties, and they each receive 20 cents a ton from the contractors. 
Now, under the present section in this bill the Government will 
simply have to take men from other duties in order to perform 
this service, and they have to rely upon that for their fees. 

Mr. DOCKERY. It takes them now, and then paysin addition. 

Mr. PENDLETON of West Virginia. I[ttakes the man to whom 
Iam calling your attention. This work is done by men who get 
the fees and a small salary; whereas, if you adopt this plan, the 
salaries will have to be increased. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Let us have a vote,if the gentleman is 
through. [ 

The amendment was rejected. 

Mr. CRAWFORD. Mr. Chairman, I desire to offer an amend- 
ment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

After line 2 e117, insert: - 

“ Provided, t this section shall notapply to or affect persons designated 
who are not receiving $900 salary or more than $400 in fees. 

Mr. CRAWFORD. Mr. Chairman, the gentleman from Mis- 
souri [Mr. DocKERY] makes his fight against the coal weighers 
because he says they are getting large fees. 

Mr. DOCKERY. The gentleman is mistaken. My objection 
was against the whole fee system. 

Mr. CRAWFORD. That was the object of it. The gentleman 
referred to the War Department, where the party who does this 
weighing gets $1,800 in salary and about $1,200 in fees. 

e. DO KERY. That is true of that Department. 

Mr. CRAWFORD. Now, then, that salary is sufficient per- 
haps to enable that man to discharge this duty as to that office, 
but the gentleman ought not to strike out the other men, laborers 
perhaps, who get small wages and who are doing this work out of 
office hours frequently. The gentleman ought to know that the 
Department can not designate.men to do this work out of the reg- 
ular office hours. They can not designate men to go there at 7 
o’clock in the morning and work at this employment until 6 o’clock 
or 7 o’clock in the evening, as the case may be. 

Mr. DOCKERY. That can be done under this law. 

Mr. CRAWFORD. It ought nottobeso. These men who are 
doing this weighing and getting 20 cents a ton have to give bond 
in the amount of $5,000. They have to go to the surety companies, 
and, as they require 1 per cent, they would have to pay $50 for 
making that bond. 
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Mr. DOCKERY. They would come under the new law. 
Mr. CRAWFORD. But the bond is running, and they have 


already paid. s 

Mr. DOCKERY. But the gentleman will understand that this 
does not take effect until the Ist of July. oe 

Mr. CRAWFORD. Butstill these parties who do the weighing 
have to go to work and do it out of regular hours. They com- 
mence with this work long before the other people of the Depart- 
ment are at work and they work until 6 or 7 o’clock in the evening 
if it suits the contractor to deliver at that time. How are you 
going to compel these employees to doit? You can not do it out 
of the regular hours, and you would not ask these men to render 
longer service than the other people in the Department. I do not 
think it is just and proper that it shall be forced upon them. 
They are getting very small wages in the majority of instances. 
Now, because some men do get a larger amount, why does the 

entleman want to strike at the other men, the laborers, who are 
; berrenceroe some of whom are only getting $700 or $800 a year. 
If they do get 20 cents a ton for weighing the coal it does not 
amount to more than $300; and the Government does not pay it. 
It is paid by the contractor. Now, if you want to favor the poor 
men who are getting very small wages, you ought to make the 
exception in the case where the work is done by laborers. 

Mr. TAYLOR of Indiana. Have you a constituent doing that 
work in one of the Departments? 

Mr. CRAWFORD. Ihave one, in the Agricultural Department, 
who is getting $800 and the fees for weighing coal, amounting to 
$300; making in all about $1,100. Is it right and proper to elimi- 
nate this small sum? Will this House cut down the compensation 
of a man who is as competent as many who are getting better sal- 
aries? Will they allow such a man to be designated and be re- 
quired to work from 7 o’clock in the morning until 6 o’clock at 
night perhaps, while the other aa of the Department are 
cate required to work from 9 until 4? That would not be fair. 
The head of that Department can not designate a man to do this 
work except in the regular hours of the Department. Ordinarily 
these duties are performed after the Departments close. The hours 
of the Departments do not correspond with the hours of the busi- 
ness people of the city. I want to ask the gentleman how he is 
going to get over that? How are you going to designate men to 
commence this work at 7 o’clock in the morning and continue it 
until 6 o’clock in the evening. The Department has no authority 
over the employees before and after the regular hours. This is 
the reason fees were allowed. Would you have them do this extra 
work for nothing while others who are connected with the Depart- 
ment have gone to their homes and are sitting by their warm fire- 
sides? 

Mr. DOCKERY. How does the gentleman say it is done? 

Mr. CRAWFORD. Youmust have uniform rules; you can not 
work one man ten hours a day and another six. 

Mr. DOCKERY. The law expressly provides for not less than 
seven hours a day, and then it provides that the head of a Depart- 
ment can extend or limit it. That rests with the head of the De- 
partment. The work may not exceed eight hours. 

Mr. CRAWFORD. You can not make the contractors keep 
those hours. You have to meet them within the business hours 
of the city. Why do you not provide that these men designated 
to do this work shall not meet these contractors at different hours 
from the Department hours? Why do not you provide an increase 
of their salaries to meet that objection? I say that this is a seri- 
ous objection to your reform, and I do nt believe that this House 
will enforce such a rule upon men who are getting small salaries 


so as to require them to do this work for nothing when it does not | 


cost the Government a cent as the law now is. 

Mr. DOCKERY. The Government can fix the time for the de- 
livery of the coal. 
that is fixed by the Government, and they will make a very hand- 
some profit, too. 


Carolina has expired. 

The question being taken on the amendment of Mr. CRAWFORD, 
the Chairman declared that the noes seemed to have it. 

Mr. CRAWFORD. Iask for a division. 

The committee divided; and there were—ayes 9, noes 65. 

So the amendment was rejected. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Sxc. 8. Section 2 of the act of Congress approved May 14, 1880, for the relief 
of settlers upon the public lands,is repealed. Contests and rights already 
initiated shall not be affected by this repeal. 

Mr. PICKLER. Mr. Chairman, I reserve the point of order 
against the provision just read. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Thatis useless. I will say to the gentleman 
that this was reported to the House by the Joint Commission of 
Congress with the recommendation that it be referred to the Com- 
mittee on Public Lands; it was so referred and was reported from 
that committee and referred to the Committee on Sar 
with the right to incorporate it in an appropriation bill. 

Mr. PICKLER. I withdraw the point of order. 
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Mr. HAINER of Nebraska offered the following as a substitute 
for section 8: 


That section 2 of the act of Congress approved May I4, 1880, for the relief 
of settlers upon the public lands be amended to read as follows: 

“Sec. 2. In all ‘cases where any person has contested, paid the land-office 
fees, and procured the cancellation of any preemption, homestead, or timber- 
culture entry he shall be notified by the register of the land office of the dis- 
trict in which such land is situated of such cancellation, and shall be allowed 
thirty days from date of such notice to enter said lands: Provided, That the 
contestant shall inall cases in his affidavit of contest allege and on the hear- 


ing prove that he institutes said contest in good faith and for the sole pur- 
— of entering and holding the lands covered thereby under the homestead 

ws of the United States as and for his home, and that he will in all respects 
comply with the homestead laws in relation to said entry: Provided further, 


That said register shall be entitled to a fee of $1 for giving such notice, to be 
paid by the contestant and not to be reported. Contests and rights aiready 
instituted shall not be affected by this amendment.” 

Mr. DOCKERY. Mr. Chairman, I make the point of order 
against that substitute that it changes existing law, does not re- 
duce expenditures, and is not germane. 

Mr. INER of Nebraska. Mr. Chairman, the substitute which 
I have offered certainly would not change existing law any more 
than the section in the bill does. 

The CHAIRMAN. No; but the House has already made the 
section in order by giving the Committee on Appropriations per- 
mission to insert it in the bili. 

Mr. HAINER of Nebraska. If that is so, then it must certainly 
be in order to amend the section. Itis not yet the law. and if 
authority was given to insert it in this appropriation bill, that 
carries with it the right to propose amendments. Then, as to the 
other oo my amendment is certainly germane to this section. 

Mr. PICKLER. Of courseitis. This substitute is simply the 
proposition that is in the bill, except that it contains a provision 
to protect bona fide settlers. It is exactly the same, only that it 
saves to bona fide settlers the right to make contests, and it cer- 
tainly is in order. 

Mr. HAINER of Nebraska. Mr. Chairman, I trust the 
man from Missouri will withhold his point of order. 

Mr. DOCKERY. I willreserve the point of order if the gentle- 
man from Nebraska wishes to be heard. 

Mr. HAINER of Nebraska. Mr. Chairman, I am in full sym- 
pathy with section 8. Its purpose is to correct an evil which has 
grown up under our land laws, which have been so construed as to 
put a premium upon contests in land cases where those contests 
were not meritorious. 

It is proposed by this amendment to break up that practice 
under which meritorious settlers have been blackmailed, and at 
the same time to allow settlers whoin good faith and for the 
purpose of making their homes upon the land desire to institute 
contests to do so. Certainly, we do not propose by this legisla- 
tion to inhibit contests which are founded in good faith and have 
a meritorious basis. We ought to protect meritorious contests 
and at the same time put down the practice of blackmailing 
which has grown up. ow, the amendment which I propose is 
to amend an old law giving the preference to such persons as have 
a meritorious case and as, on the hearing, prove that they insti- 
tute the contest in good faith and for the purpose of making the 
land their home, in compliance with the homestead laws. Such 
an amendment is certainly meritorious, and its justice and de- 
sirability I am sure will commend themselves to Western Repre- 
— here who are interested in perfecting our public-land 

aws. 

Mr. DOCKERY. I ask for a ruling. 

The CHAIRMAN. Section 8 of the bill provides that section 2 
of an act of Congress approved May 14, 1880, for the relief of set- 
tlers upon the public lands, shall be repealed, and a saving is then 
made in favor of contests already initiated. The amendment 
which is proposed by the gentleman from Nebraska does not re- 
peal that section, but simply modifies it. The Chair, therefore, 
overrules the point of order, and the question.is on theamendment 


gentle- 


| of the gentleman from Nebraska. 
The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from North | 


Mr. McRAE. Mr. Chairman, I desire to offer an amendment to 
the amendment. 

The amendment to the amendment was read, as follows: 

Provided further, That nothing herein shall prevent the sending of any con 
test to the board of equitable review for adjustment, under such rules and 
regulations as may be prescribed by the Secretary of the Interior. 

Mr. HAINER of Nebraska. I accept the amendment. 

Mr. McRAE. Mr. Chairman, if the amendment of the gentle- 
man from Nebraska is to be adopted, this proviso should be added. 
I believe that section 2 of the act of May 14, 1880, has conduced 
to more blackmail, oppression, and fraud, and more annoyance to 
settlers than all other influences combined. Since the passage of 
that law all kinds of land contests in the local land offices, the 
General Land Office, and in the office of the Secretary of the In- 
terior have been piling up, until to-day they stand as an obstruc- 
tion in the way not only of the cases that are contested, but of 
other cases that ought to be settled and passed to patent. The 
settlers are harassed, and nobody benefited except the lawyers 
and land agents who hang around the local land offices and the 
Land Office here. Occasionally a contestant that prosecutes 
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under that law does so in good faith and for the honest purpose 
of exposing a fraud and to honestly acquire a home, but such is 
not the rule by any means. 

The most trivial technicalities are taken advantage of to disturb 
the peace and quiet of communities and to arrest the titles of honest 
settlers who have tried to comply with the law and earnestly de- 


sire to acquire homes under it. Unless some reasonable modifi- 
cation of the law can be made, I believeit ought toberepealed. If 
there be a class of people in the world for whom [haveasupremecon- 
tempt, it is that class who go around and by reason of having ac- 
cess to the records of the land offices here or elsewhere find defects 
in theentries of poor illiterate settlers and then contest their claims, 
either for blackmailing purposes or even for the purpose of appro- 
priating their homes which they have undertaken to acquire under 
the public-land laws. They breed discord and trouble in the set- 
tlement as well as injure good citizens. They are a meddlesome 
set that deserve and generally receive the contempt of all good 
citizens. 

When this law was passed the preemption law and the timber- 
culture law were in force, and the commutation period under the 
homestead law was only six months. Under these laws many 
frauds were committed, and there was some excuse for giving this 
preferential right to contestants; but there is but little use for it 
now. 

Here the hammer fell.]} ; 
fir. MCRAE. I should like to have a few moments more. 

Mr. DOCKERY. I ask unanimous consent that,the gentleman 
have five minutes more. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. McRAE. If you will refer to the records of contests in 
Oklahoma, where the land is valuable, you will find that thousands 
and thousands of speculative contests have been instituted, and 
many honest men have been compelled to abandon their improved 
homes after being pauperized by contest after contest. Many of 
the claims are not worth what the contests have cost the parties. 
The same condition in less degree exists all over the public-land 
States where lands are valuable. Whatever step may be thought 
necessary in the future, the best thing for us now to do is to say 
to these despicable characters who hang around the land offices 
for the purpose of disturbing honest settlers under the law that 
there shall no longer be a premium upon such conduct. Let the 
Government make the examination. Why not? It has plenty of 
time. Ithassevenyears in which to detect any fraud in homestead 
entries. Better by far that there should be some entries passed 
that may be erroneous or even fraudulent than to thus invite this 
wholesale litigation, with all the expense and evils that must 
necessarily follow it. I am not opposed to a fair modification, 
but I am not prepared to support this amendment without further 
consideration. 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. HAINER of Nebraska. Mr. Chairman, I think the gentle- 
man from Arkansas [Mr. McRAE] misapprehends the purpose of 
this amendment. It provides that the contestant shall in his affi- 
davit of contest allege and on the hearing prove that he proposes 
to take the land as and for his home. It throws the burden upon 
him. The gentleman should not confound the blackmailing cases 
to which he has referred with the cases sought to be protected by 
this amendment. The amendment makes but a single exception 
in the general rule, and it looks to the protection of the settler. 

Mr. PICKLER. This proposition isrecommended by the Com- 
missioner of the General Land Office. Here is his letter recom- 
mending it. 

Mr. SMITH of Arizona. As the gentleman from Nebraska will 
remember, I had a conference with him in regard to this amend- 
ment. I have thought over the matter since, and I want to ask 
him whether he thinks the requirement of an oath that the con- 
test is made in good faith is going to be any obstacle in the way 
of aman who intends to blackmail the settler who has nothing 
but a mere technical defect in his title. Will not the contests be 
made just the same under this amendment as under the old law? 
You may require proof of bona fides and all that, but will not the 
blackmailing of every settler who has the least technical defect in 
his title go on just the same? 

Mr. HAINER of Nebraska. I think not, because the contestant 
must not only allege, but on the hearing prove that he intends to 
take the land as and for his home. 

Mr. SMITH of Arizona. But the title of the settler is put in 
souars , and his money may be ~~ before that proof is required. 

r. INER of Nebraska. No; the proof must be made on 
the hearing. 

Mr. SMITH of Arizona. But the contest is going on when the 
hearing comes up. 

Mr. HAINER of Nebraska. Certainly. 

Mr. McRAE. The repeal of section 2 will still leave the right 
of contest. All that section does is to give a preference right of 
entry for thirty days to the successful contestant. If he be an 
honest man with an honest purpose to enable the Government to 


expose fraud, he will make his contest and take his chances with 
other men to enter the land if he be a qualified entryman, and if 
he is right he will get the land in nine out of ten cases. 

Mr. HAINER of Nebraska. My friend is familiar with land- 
office practice. Does he not know that if we do away with all 
preference right whatever, hangers-on about the land offices, hav- 
ing the first opportunity to know that the contest has succeeded, 
will slip in and make their entries? So that by an absolute repeal 
of this section you offera premiumin another form to these black- 
mailers. 

Mr. McRAE. I think not. 

Mr. HAINER of Nebraska. Certainly; they will have the first 
knowledge and the first opportunity. 

Mr. McRAE. Not if the officers are honest. The board of 
equitable review, if the settler has substantially complied with 
the law, ought to have the right to approve his entry without re- 
gard to how much money the contestant may have spent. There 
hould be no vested right to enter publicland. If there should be as 
palpable fraud and the entry is canceled, nobody except a qualified 
entryman can enter and no other should be allowed any right by 
contest or otherwise. There should be no special advantage to 
anybody. No bonus or premium should be offered by the Gov- 
ernment. 

Mr. HAINER of Nebraska. But these hangers-on about the 
land offices will certainly have the first knowledge of the fact 
that the patent has been canceled. 

Mr. McRAE. But if the land office is honestly administered, as 
it ought to be, and no preferences given, this information can not 
be had and there will be no hangers-on. Their avocation will be 
gone. But if this preference right be allowed, an official notice 
is given, as it now is, saying in substance to the contestant, ‘‘ You 
have thirty days from this date to take this man’s home and turn 
him, his wife, and children out upon the cold charities of the 
world,” or if not qualified find some one who is, although the set- 
tler may have honestly endeavored to comply with the law, mis- 
led perhaps by some ill-informed lawyer or by some misconstruction 
of sis own in regayd to the statutes under which he sought to se- 
cure a home. I have in mind some cases that amount to nothing 
less than outrages. 

Mr. HAINER of Nebraska. I join most heartily with my friend 
from Arkansas in desiring to protect this class of citizens. I want 
to protect that class just as much as he does, and the amendment 
I have offered does it. But I want to go a little further and pro- 
tect the meritorious contestant also who makes his contest hon- 
estly, and give him an opportunity of being protected from the 
sharks who lie around the land offices waiting a chance to slip in 
and make an entry and oust him of his rights. I want to protect 
the man who makes his contest in good faith, where the contest 
is sustained and the person desires to take up a homestead under 
our beneficial homestead laws. 

Mr. McRAE. But it is so hard to separate the good from the 
bad, and the bad, it seems, predominates so largely in all of this 
matter, that I can not consent to see the law perpetuated unless 
substantially modified. 

Mr. DOC Y. Now, Mr. Chairman, I ask a vote. This has 
the approval of the Secretary of the Interior. 

Mr. PICKLER. Oh, Mr. Chairman, we are not ready to vote 


et. 
. The CHAIRMAN. The question will be first taken on the 
amendment to the amendment proposed by the gentleman from 
Arkansas. 

Mr. PICKLER. I want to say to the gentleman from Arkan- 
sas and to the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. DockERy] that this 
is a very important matter that you are undertaking to repeal 
here. We all agree as to the attack that has been made on the 
speculative contestant. I have no sympathy with that class of 
people myself. But here is the point that is not protected under 
your section and is protected by the amendment of the gentleman 
from Nebraska: Suppose there is a speculative filing on a piece of 
land, and an honest homesteader comes and wants to contest it, 
No man, however honest he is, can make a contest at an expend- 
iture of less than from $25 to $200-—— 

Mr. SMITH of Arizona. What does it cost to threaten? 

Mr. PICKLER. If a man goes on in the utmost good faith and 
makes his contest and succeeds in putting off the filing; after he 
has gone to all of this expense and clears the way for a proper 
title he finds that somebody else lying around the office has found 
out when the entry is canceled and makes the filing in his stead. 
Now, it is to pony men who with an honest purpose make their 
entries that this amendment was drawn. It is a protectien to the 
honest contestant. 

Why will gentlemen not consent to this amendment? It covers 
all the fraudulent contests and protects as well the man who hon- 
estly makes his contest. Why,in my part of the country I be- 
lieve that three-fourths of the lands now taken are taken up by 
men who came there and filed contests on abandoned lands, and 
thus put the contestant out of the way and filed their own claims, 
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Under this provision, if adopted, no man can do that with 
safety. The speculative filing will remain on the land, and no 
honest mam will go to the expense of filing the contest and carry- 
ing it through when some one lying around the office can take.ad- 
vantage of it and make the filing as soon as the way is clear. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. PICKLER. I have a letter from the Commissioner of the 
General Land Office here that is decidedly against your proposi- 
tion in the bill and in favor of this amendment. 

Mr. DOCKERY. I am not surprised at that. 

Mr. PICKLER. Oh, well, the Secretary of the Interior is with 
him on this. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Not at all. 

Mr. SMITH of Arizona. Mr. Chairman, I am surprised that 
our friends from the West are found in opposition to the repeal of 
that section of the law. Ihave not seen many honest men running 
around through my part of the country at the beck of an attorney 
or anybody else a thousand miles away to make honest contests 
against the settlers. 

My friend from Nebraska [Mr. Ha1ner] kindly submitted his 
amendment to me before it was introduced, and spoke, I think, to 
most of the men who were interested in it from the West. Simce 
that time I have thought of several instances which came under 
my own personal observation, and I do not believe, as suggested 
in my question a moment ago, that we are going to stop this black- 
mailing precess by such an amendment as this. The gentleman 
from South Dakota has referred to the single case of the honest 
settler who makes his contest and has the preference right which is 
lost by somebody slipping in ahead of him. I would like to.ask 
the gentleman if he knows of a single case of an honest settler 
who ever won in a contest and had his preference right to the 
thirty days who would take away some other man’s right by get- 
ting in ahead and makinga filing? Wedo not do things that way 
in my part of the country. Weare more liberal and generous. 

Mr. PICKLER. Do you give him any chance to get his right? 

Mr. SMITH of Arizona. I do not want to give any man the 
chance, under any specious plea, here or elsewhere, at the beck of 
any attorney, to send somebody else out there or hire somebody 
to make a contest againstia settler on the public lands, on account 
of some mere technicality. 

Mr. PICKLER. We all agree with this speech of the gentle- 
man, but here is the poimt we are trying to save: The man who 
honestly contests.a filmg and wants to make it his home goes to 
the expense of making the contest. Under this provision another 
man can come in and file on the land, and the contestant will be 
out the amount of his expense, and will get no benefit. 

Mr. SMITH of Arizona. What is the contestant doing while 
the other fellow is making the filing? 

Mr. PICKLER. He can not lie around the land office as the 
land sharks do. You must protect him. 

Mr. SMITH of Arizona. Iknow, and you know, and every man 
who is familiar with these cases has received letters showing that 
these things start by some one around the land office, who knows 
of some technicality, getting some one else to file a contest. 

Mr. HAINERof Nebraska. Doesnotthe gentleman know of any 
cases where entries have been made on land where no attempt 
has been made to reside on them or to improve them, or te comply 
with the law at all, and is there any way of clearing such entries 
other than by contest? 

Mr. PICKLER. None. 

Mr. SMITH of Arizona. None, and it is the simplest thing 
in the world. I know, and you know, if you have been an attor- 
ney in land cases, that it is the commonest practice in the world 
if there is an abandoned location. There is nothing in the world 
to prevent an honest settler from taking it, under the repeal of 
this section. Of course there are cases where a man has to leave 
the country sometimes, to make enough money so that he can stay 
when he comes back. The neighbors recognize that, and in those 
cases there is no difficulty, but im the case of an absolute aban- 
donment, where a man does not want the land, there is no diffi- 
culty in an honest settler getting it, and there will be none if 
this section is repealed. 

Mr. PICKLER. There will be difficulty — 

Mr. HAINER of Nebraska. When the preference right is re- 
pealed, then the man with the first knowledge of the canceling of 
an entry will have the advantage. 

_ Mr. SMITH of Arizona. The man who has the first knowledge 
is apt to be the man who wants to settle on the land. 

r. PICKLER. Oh, no; it isthesharksaround the land offices. 
_ Mr. SIMPSON. The question m mymind is thatif this section 
is repealed it may remove the fear of contest and there will be 
many more fraudulent entries than there now are. 

Mr. SMITH of Arizona. I have not the slightest fear in the 
world so far 8 my country is concerned; because in the settle- 
ment of public lands I have never seen a valid settlement beaten 
in such a contest, but I have seen men pay attorneys to make 
fraudulent contests, and the men whose entries have been con- 
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tested could not bear the expense of making a proper defense of 
their rights. That has been the effect of this infamous act. It 
was not the purpose of the framers of the act, but in effect it has 
been nothing but a blackmailing business in that country. 

Mr. BOWERS of California. I only want to occupy one min- 
ute, simply to say that I have had five or six contestants for land 
entries writing to me to go to the Land Office here, to the Interior 
Department, to represent their cases. In every instance it has 
been a “person who has been lying around the land office, who, 
finding that the rightful claimant has been temporarily away 
from his claim for a short time during these hard times to earn 
something for his farsdly, has filed a contest. They are all of that 
class. Not one of the cases to which I refer has been honest. I 
hope the committee will stand by fliis bill and repeal that infa- 
mous blackmailing section. That is all it is. 

Mr. FLYNN. 1 dishke very much to disagree with my friends 
from the West on this proposition. I do not think I exaggerate 
when I say that one-half of the contest business in the Land Office 
to-day comes from my Territory, and three-fourths of the contests 
that have come from there have come by virtue of this ontrageous 
section which has been heretofore the law. 

Tt is said that a man must make affidavit of good faith and in- 
tent to prosecute his contest to theend. What is there to prevent 
his changing his mind within twenty-four hours after he makes 
the affidavit? Thatistherule. A man filesnow ona piece of land, 
and if it is valuable it is immaterial whether he is a qualified en- 
tryman or not. Some shark hires somebody else to file a contest. 
The man is then notified that for $500 that contest will be relin- 
quished. Perhaps he pays the amount rather than be kept out of 
his title for three years, rather than to take the long, tedious route 
through the Department, which means at least three years. As 
soon as that contest is relinquished and the $500 is paid the shark 
hunts up another man and another contest is filed, and perhaps 
another $500is paid to have that contestrelinguished. I hope that 


| preference right will be repealed and then you will have am honest 


administration of justice in land litigation. 

Mr. HUDSON. is the gentleman in favor of the amendment 
proposed by the gentleman from Nebraska [Mr. Harver}? 

Mr. FLYNN. I am not,for this reason, that [ do not think it 
changes the existing law as a matter of fact. 

Mr. PICKLER. How are you going to protect the honest man 
who files a coutest and goes to the expense of making it for the 
purpose of canceling a fraudulent entry? 

Mr. FLYNN. You can not protect him. He has got to take 
his chances just the same as any other American citizen. Ameri- 
can citizens whowant land im the West are able as a rule to pro- 
tect themselves. 

Tf this law had not been in existence our country would not have 
been torn up as it has, and contestants would not have been pau 
perized by leeches who, for blackmailing purposes, have contested 


| their homes and held them up so that they could get some money 
| out of them. If there ever was a just amendment proposed it is 
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this which proposes to repeal that law and wipeit from the statute 
books. Honest men will never get the worst of it by repealing 
that act, but the leeches who hang around the land offices will 
In my Territory I have known of one man contesting six claims, 
and he wanted to get money out of the different parties whose titles 
he was contesting. I hope this committee will sustain the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations and vote with them to repeal this bill 
and let in the amendment. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Let us have a vote. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendment of the 
gentleman from Arkansas to the amendment. 

Mr. PICKLER. I ask that thisletter of theGeneral Land Office 
be printed in the Recorp. I will not ask that it be read. 

The letter is as follows: 

DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR, GENERAL LAND OFFICE, 
Washingt 

Str: I have the honor to report that I have considered the draft of a bill 
entitled “A bill to improve the methods of the General Land Offics for 
other purposes,” which you handed me. 

The first-section provides “ that section 2 of the act of Congress approved 
May 14,1880, for the relief of settlers wae the public Jands,is repealed. Con- 
tests and rights already initiated shall not be affected by this repeal.’ 

The section proposed to be repealed reads as follows: 

‘*‘In all cases where any persor has contested, paid the land-office fees, and 
procured the cancellation of amy preemption,homestead, or timber-culture 
entry, he shall be notified by the register of the land office of the district in 
which such land is situated of such cancellation, and shall be allowed thirty 
days from date of such notice to-enter said lands: Provided, That said regis- 
ter shall be entitled to.a fee of $1 for the giving of such notice, to be paid by 
the contestant and not to be reported.” 

It is to be remarked in connection therewith that the right to enter eon- 
tests against entries of public lands does not depend upon or arise from tho 
section proposed to be repealed. Applications to contest are in the nature of 
informations to fhe Government of proceedings set on foot against persons 
who att in fraud or evasion of the law to acquire title to any tract of 

blic land, orto segregate itfromthe mass of the public lands, to the injury of 

© just.:rights of individuals or the public to protect which it is made by the 
law the duty of the De ment. : 7 

Acting upon such information, the Department authorizes proceedings in 
themature of an investigation to determine the facts of the case, the rights af 
the parties, imi to applying the proper remedy. These proceedings 
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naturally take the form of a contest between the informants or others actin 
in the interest of the public on the one side and the party against whose ef- 
forts to improperty appropriate or segregate the land the information is di- 
rected on the other side. 

There is also a class of contests which arise between adverse claimants of 
public land who assert a right under the statutes to appropriate the land in 
question against the claim of the other. Such claims it is the duty of the 
Department to adjudicate, which duty it can not properly discharge without 
first allowing the parties a hearing, at which testimony may be adduced with 
respect to controverted matters of fact and arguments heard and authorities 
cited with reference to any questions of law involved, with a view to render- 
ing a decision thereon. This proceeding retains also necessarily the form of 
a contest. In such cases the right of one party or the other is asserted under 
the general laws; the preference right given in section 2 aforesaid is not nec- 
essary and the repeal proposed would not affect this class of cases. 

The condition of affairs giving rise to contests necessarily results from the 
statutes by which the United States undertakes to dispose of its public lands, 
to the adverse claims and interests, and to persons seeking to eval themselves 
thereof. The section 2 proposed to be repealed does not cause these contests, 
but merely gives a preference right to the successful contestant in a certain 
class of contests to initiate a right to the land of which the title at the close 
of the contest is found to remain in the United States, and to be therefore 
subject to disposal under the statutes. Before that statute was enacted in 
1880 contests were numerous, and the contestants when successful often 
sought to acquire title tothe land by becoming the first legal applicant there- 
for after the close of the contest. 

If it should be repealed it is not to be assumed that contests would cease as 
the result thereof. Before the passage of that statute it was acommon thing 
for the parties oe? acquire title to the land to employ attorneys who 
would attend at the Department, acquire the earliest information of its 
action when taken, and immediately communicate it by telegram or other- 
wise to the parties interested in making the earliest entry thereof. The 
section now proposed to be repealed rendered this unnecessary by allowing 
the contestants the — right, and permitting the exercise thereof 
within thirty days from notice to be given by the register of the district 
land office of the decision of the case. Italsooperated to prevent the injustice 
of third parties coming in after the close of the contests and a 
the land as the first legal applicant after the contestant had cleared the recor 
of the invalid entry by an expensive contest. 

I think that it is erroneous to conclude that the work in connection with 
contests in this office would be diminished to any great extent by the repeal 
of that statute, or to such an extent as to justify a material reduction of the 
force now emp o therein. : 

Any increase that may be observed in the yearly average of contest cases 
or to appeals in such cases since the enactment of that statute should not, in 
my opinion, be regarded merely as the result of its operation. It may be at- 
tributed in a great measure to other causes. The exhaustion of the class of 
lands subject to appropriation at ordinary private entry and of scrip locata- 
ble upon jands not subject thereto free from the condition of residence and 
cultivation has, during the period referred to, enhanced the value of the home- 
stead, which is almost the sole means of acquiring title to desirable tracts, and 
a corresponding increase in mamas and consequent litigation by the 
homestead claimants has followed. 

It is further to be considered that the preference right, created by said sec- 
tion 2 to the successful contestant, costs the Government nothing, while it 
constitutes a sufficient inducement to lead parties conversant therewith to 
furnish information of intended frauds and evasions of the law that can not 
otherwise be obtained even at a great outlay from the public Treasury. 

The public lands are a great possession which the Government holds in 
trust for the purpose of affording homes for the people, and it should not 
neglect any available means of protecting them from misappropriation char- 
acterized by illegality and fraud. I am, therefore, of opinion that the offer 
of a preference right to the successful contestant as per said section 2 should 
be continued. It is particularly inopportune now that the appropriations for 
special agents to investigate fraudulent and illegal entries of the public lands 
are reduced to a small amount from considerations of economy, that this in- 
expensive means of attaining the same end should be thrown away. 

think, therefore, that it would be unwise to repeal said section 2. 


Very respectfully, 
S. W. LAMOREUX, Commissioner. 
The Honorable SECRETARY OF THE INTERIOR. 


The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendment to the 
amendment. 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendment as 
amended. 

The question was taken, and the Chairman announced that the 
noes seemed to have it. 

Mr. HAINER of Nebraska. Division. 

The committee divided; and there were—ayes 10; noes 98. 

So the amendment as amended was rejected. 

Mr. JOHNSON of North Dakota. r. Chairman, I move to 
amend by striking out section 8 of this bill. Of course I regret 
very much that the amendment of the gentleman from Nebraska 
es HAtNER] did not carry; but I think the case should not be 

eft in the one-sided position in which we are now about toleave it. 
There are two sides to this question. Why, the impression left 
upon the House by this discussion would be that all contestants 
are dishonest and the contestees in these cases are all honest men. 
You might just as well 1 £0 on and say that all the plaintiffs in all 
cases were honest and all the defendants were dishonest. There 
are two sides to the question. In speaking of this case of the con- 
testants being dishonest and the contestees honest, gentlemen have 
spoken mostiy as attorneys, looking at the question from the direc- 
tion of land-office practice. Look at it through the other end of 
the telescope and you will get a different view. 
. The chairman of the Committee on the Public Lands [Mr. 
McRakz] has well stated that section 2, or the part that is pro- 
to be repealed, provides a preference right for thirty days. 
ut that is not all that section 2 does. Section 2 provides, first, 
that in case of cancellation of the claim that the register of the 
land office shall notify the contestants; and, second, that he 
shall have thirty days’ preference right to make his filing. The 
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latter clause of section 2 has been discussed, but not a word has 
been said about the first part of the section. When a contest has 
been initiated and the decision made at the land office by the 
register, then it becomes the duty of that register to mail to the 
contestant the ruling he has made, and then the contestant has 
thirty days to make his filing. Under the law, if passed, if we 
repeal that section, the ‘‘ hangers-on” about the land office will 
get the first notice of the conclusion of that contest; and instead 
of being for the benefit of the honest settler, who has given much 
of his time, his work, and his money, it would not inure to his 
benefit at all. It will inure in almost every case to the benefit of 
the attorneys and the hangers-on around the local land office. 

Now, in the neighborhood where I live, what is the situation? 
Ten or twelve years ago there was a great wave of immigration 
that swept over the country, during which many went into the 
pursuit of agriculture who were not competent to make good 
farmers, and who did not succeed, although they might be well 
qualified for other business. They were honest men who failed 
and went away. Many of them were men who were working on 
the railroads, and some were girls, who had no idea of farming, 
and simply wanted to acquire property and title to a piece of land. 
Now, the neighbors living around there have notice of the contests 
on these lands 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. LACEY. Mr. Chairman, I rise to oppose the amendment, 
and in regard to it I want to call the attention of the committee 
to the language of section 8. The last section of section 2 pro- 
vides ‘‘that contests and rights already initiated shall not be 
affected by this repeal.” 

For fifteen years it has been the policy as to land contests to 
give a preferential right to the man who instituted a contest to 
file an entry at any time within thirty days after its determina- 
tion in his favor. That has been found to result in a large in- 
crease of litigation. The proposed repeal simply stops the busi- 
ness at this point, preserving the rights of parties who have here- 
tofore filed contests. 

Mr. JOHNSON of North Dakota. How does the gentleman 
know that that law has produced increased litigation? There 
may have been more contests since 1880 than before, but it does 
not follow that they have resulted from that law. 

Mr. LACEY. We know it for this reason, that in ninety-nine 
cases out of one hundred, the result of a contest being the can- 
cellation of an entry, it is followed either by the purchase of the 
right of the contesting party, a relinquishment from him, or by an 
entry and filing made by him. Now, parties having heretofore 
commenced contests and expended money and time, their rights 
ought to be preserved, and their rights are preserved by this pro- 
posed amendment; but hereafter this act will give notice to gen- 
tlemen filing contests that they must take their chances with the 
balance of mankind. The result of that will be that contests here- 
after will be made by Government officers rather than by private 
individuals for their own special advantage, the number of con- 
tests will be greatly reduced, and at the same time the rights of 
men who have got their cases already pending in the courts or in 
the land offices will be preserved. 

The motion to strike out section 8 was rejected. 

Mr. PICKLER. Mr. Chairman, I offer an amendment to sec- 
tion 8. 

The amendment was read, as follows: 

Provided, That hereafter timber-culture claimants shall not be required, in 
making final proof, to be personally present at the land office to which such 

roof is to be presented, but the claimant may have his or her personal evi- 
ence taken at place of residence and transmitted to the Neneee land office 


— such rules and regulations as the Secretary of the Interior may pre- 
sc 


Mr. DOCKERY. Mr. Chairman, I make the point of order 
against that amendment. 

Mr. PICKLER. I want to be heard on that, Mr. Chairman. 
What is the gentleman’s-point of order? 

Mr. DOCKERY. It is the point of order usually made upon an 
appropriation bill. It is hardly necessary to elaborate it. When 
a point of order is made on an amendment to an appropriation bill 
the questions to be considered are, first, whether it is germane, and,. 
second, whether it reduces expenditures, either as to the number 
of salaries or to the amount carried by the bill. 

Mr. PICKLER. Mr. Chairman, this section 8 which the gen- 
tleman has put into this appropriation bill relates to the public 
lands, and really has no business here. Nevertheless, it is in the 
bill, and it has now been passed upon by this Committee of the 
Whole. It relates to settlement on the public lands, to contests 
as to public lands; it relates altogether to the publiclands. Now, 
I simply offer an amendment as to the making of proof of timber- 
culture entries, and that is in order without doubt. I repeat, this 
is a public-land section which the Committee on Appropriations 
have “y in this bill. It ought not to be here, but they have 
— t it in here nevertheless, and my amendment is germane 

it. 
The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will ask the gentleman from 
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South Dakota a question. Does section 2 of the act of May 14, 
1880, relate to timber-culture claimants and the manner in which 
they can make final proof? 3 

Mr. PICKLER. Yes, sir; it relates to contests of all kinds, 
timber-culture contests as well as others. f , 

The CHAIRMAN. If that is true, then the Chair thinks the 
point of order is not well taken. : 

Mr. PICKLER. This amendment which I have offered is a 
very harmless one, and I hope the point of order will be with- 
drawn and the amendment adopted. Cet OO eS 

The CHAIRMAN. TheChair was intimating that in his opinion 
the point of order would not be well taken, provided section 2 of 
the act of May 14, 1880, relates to the manner in which timber- 
culture claimants shall make final proof, because the amendment 
deals with that identical question. 

Mr. PICKLER. Section 2 of the act of May 14, 1880, deals with 
contests, including timber-culture contests. 

The CHAIRMAN. In that case the Chair thinks the amend- 
ment would be inorder. The Chair will hear the gentleman from 
Arkansas [Mr. McRag]} on the point of order. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Let section 2 of the act of May 14, 1880, be 
read. 

The section was read, as follows: 

Sec. 2. In all cases where any person has contested, paid the land-office fees, 
and procured the cancellation of any preemption, homestead, or timber- 
culture entry, he shall be notified by the register of the land office of the dis- 
trict in which such land is situated of such cancellation, and shall be allowed 
thirty days from date of such notice to enter said lands: Provided, That said 
register shall be entitled to a fee of $1 for the giving of such notice, to be paid 
by the contestant, and not to be reported. 

Mr. McRAE. Mr. Chairman, that section does not relate to 
the method of making final proof of any kind. It relates alone 
to the preferential right given to contestants who are successful. 
They are generally assailing the final proof of somebody else, not 
making any proof for themselves. There are other provisions of 
law, relating to the manner of making proof, before whom it shall 
be taken, how it shall be transmitted, etc.; but there is nothing 
in the section just read which relates to the making of final proof 
of any character, and I hardly think the amendment in order. 

Mr. PICKLER. Mr. Chairman, that section can not be nar- 
rowly construed. This is a general provision as to the land laws 
of the United States, relating to all kinds of contests, and home- 
stead, preemption, and timber-culture contests all come under 
that section. Here is a provision in regard to proofs in timber- 
culture contests; but, sir, in every contest that comes up this 
question as to the manner of proof, what has been done by the 
settler and what is alleged by the contestant, arises. The con- 
struction contended for here would be a very narrow one, I think. 

Mr.McRAE. Ihave not examined the amendment todetermine 
itsmerits. Ihave been discussing the point of order. The amend- 
ment may be all right, and I think would be very desirable and 
convenient for timber-culture entrymen, but, in my judgment, it 
is not germane to this section. If it is in order I see no objection 
to it. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will cause the amendment to be 
again read. 

The Clerk again read the amendment. 

Mr. PICKLER. Ibelieve that if the point of order be reserved 
so that this amendment can be properly explained it will be ac- 
ceptable. What is its effect? The timber-culture law is now re- 
pealed, but a large number of timber-culture claims are yet to be 
proved up. Under the law the timber-culture entryman has not 
been required to be a resident of the State where the land is. 
Thus it has happened that men from Indiana, from New York, from 
Ohio, from Illinois, and other States have come West and made 
these timber-culture entries. When they come to make their 
proof how must that be done? They must present the evidence 
of two witnesses who reside in the vicinity of the land as to its 
condition and whether the requirements of law have been com- 
plied with. Now, to present his proof the claimant is required to 
travel, it may be, five hundred or a thousand miles from his home 
to where the land is situated. This is a great hardship. The 
amendment simply provides—— 

The CHAIR AN The Chair will say to the gentleman from 
South Dakota [Mr. PIcKLER] that he inclines to agree with the 
gentleman on the point of order, and would prefer to hear from 
some gentleman on the other side. 

Mr. PICKLER. I thought the point of order would be with- 
drawn. The amendment can dono harm to anyone. It will sim- 
— expense to these claimants. 

2 tr. DOCKERY. Does the Chair think the amendment is in 
order? 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair is inclined to overrule the point 
of order. 

Tke question being taken, the amendment was rejected; there 
being—ayes 31, noes 60. 

The Clerk resumed and concluded the reading of the bill. 
Mr. DOCKERY. I ask now that we return to page 31 of the 
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bill in order to amend the amendment which was adopted relating 
to masters of vessels. I ask unanimous consent to strike out on 
line 22 of page 31 the word “April” and insert ‘‘ July,” 
read ‘‘on and after July 1, 1895.” 

The CHAIRMAN. In the absence of objection, that amend- 
ment will be made. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. DOCKERY. I now ask that the paragraph as amended be 
transferred to page 117 and appear as section 10 of the bill. 

The CHAIRMAN. In the absence of objection, that order will 
be made. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Inowask that section 10, on page 117, be num- 
bered section 11. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. DOCKERY. I ask now that we return to page 14 to con- 
sider the amendment in regard to committee clerks. 

Mr. HULL. I wish to modify the amendment I offered the 
other day so as to provide for 19 clerks instead of 23. 

Mr. DOCKERY. I think there is no objection to that. 

Mr. HULL. The amendment as modified will simply make the 
number of committee clerks the same as at the present session of 
Congress while allowing the reduction to be made in the assistant 
clerkships. 

Mr. DOCKERY. I agree to that. 

The CHAIRMAN. The amendment as modified wiil be read: 

The Clerk read as follows: 


so as to 


On page 14, in line 15, strike out ‘‘14” and insert “19;"’ so as to read, “‘for 
19 clerks of committees,” etc. 
Mr. SPRINGER. I desire to amend the amendment so as to 


reduce the number of clerks one less than that embraced in the 
proposition of the gentleman from Iowa, and also to add a proviso 
toit. If the amendment is carried it could not be stricken out 
and a less number inserted. So I will ask to offer an amendment 
to the amendment to strike out ‘‘19” and insert in lieu thereof 
at" 

Mr. HULL. What is the object? 

Mr. SPRINGER. So that Ican move the additional matter I 
propose in connection with this clerkship. I wish to take out one 
of the assistant clerks and make the clerk to the Committee on 
Banking and Currency an annualclerk. It will be the same num- 
ber, but one would be annual. I move to strike out the word 
‘“nineteen” from the amendment—— 

Mr. HULL. Youcan do that by adding to the number I pro- 


ose. 

: Mr. SPRINGER. But I want to make one less of the session 
clerks and one more of the annual. 

Mr. HULL. You must remember that my amendment is still 
dropping five from the present number, and you want to drop two 
more. Why do you drop two if. you want simply to make an an- 
nual clerk for your committee? 

Mr. SPRINGER. I only want to drop one. 

Mr. HULL. Then one less would be 18, and not 17 in all. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Yes; that is correct; that should have been 
the amendment. a a> was to strike out “19” and make 
it ‘18.” Itis inten in the 19 to include a session clerk far the 
Banking and Currency Committee. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, I wish to insert 18 instead of 19, and in 
addition to that what I send to the desk. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will read the 
amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Amend, on page 14, line 15, by striking out the word “ nineteen” and insert- 
ing in lieu thereof “ eighteen,”’ and by adding at the end of the paragraph, in 
line 17, the following: 

‘*For clerk to the Committee on Banking and Currency, $2,000, and the 
compensation of the clerk of ,the Committee on Banking and 
begin from and after the passage of this act, and so much ¢ 
sary peeves ne om of such salary until the Ist day of Jul 
appropriated and shall be immediately available. 

Mr. BLACK. I make the point of order on that. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will hear the gentleman on the 
point of order. 

Mr. BLACK. I understand it changes existing law and does 
not retrench expenditures. 

Now, I am opposed to any increase of the clerical force of the 
House to any of the committees. I have had the honor to serve 
somewhat on the Committee on Banking and Currency, and I see 

no use in perpetuating a clerkship for that committee during the 

recess of Congress. 
The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman state that this will in 
| crease the number of the annual clerks? 
| Mr. BLACK. Well, itis not an annual clerkship now, but this 
| makes it so. So it must be an increase. 
| The CHAIRMAN. But the number authorized by existing law 
may be largerthan the number of clerks provided for in this amend- 
ment. 
Mr. BLACK. 


amendment to the 


I ask if this does not change existing law? 
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The CHAIRMAN. But the Chair was asking the gentleman 
how it would affect the number of clerks. 

Mr. BLACK. Well, the clerk tothe Committee on Banking and 
Currency is not an annual clerk and this makes him so. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question was whether there were more 
than 18 clerks authorized by existing law. 

Mr. BLACK. Ido not know. 

The CHAIRMAN. Because if so this does not increase expend- 
itures. 

Mr. BLACK. It increases expenditures as far as this commit- 
tee is concerned. As to the other committees I am not informed. 

Mr. DOCKERY. There is no statute authorizing an annual 
clerk to the Committee on Banking and Currency. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I desire to be heard on the point of order. 

The words ‘ existing law” in the rules of the House refer to 
permanent statutes, prescribing rules for the government of people, 
or the amount to be appropriated by each Congress for salaries. 
There is no law in existence with reference to clerks of commit- 
tees; and it has been the practice in Congress for the House and 
Senate to fix the number of employees and their salaries, and pre- 
scribing their duties, in the appropriation bills; and the compen- 
sation is carried in the same bill. We have aright to determine 
the number of clerks and officers of the House that are necessary 
to transact the business. There is no existing law, I repeat, on 
the subject. 

Mr. BLACK. What business is this clerk to perform? 

Mr. SPRINGER. The public business. ’ 

Mr. BLACK. What public business is there for the Committee 
on Banking and Currency to perform in the recess? 

Mr. SPRINGER. Iam not arguing the merits of the case now. 
I will come to that later. Iam trying to argue on the point of 
order, and am speaking solely to that. 

Mr. SIMPSON. Will the gentleman tell meif this does not 
raise the salary of the clerk of the Committee on Banking and 
Currency? 

Mr. SPRINGER. Mr. Chairman, there is no clerk to the Com- 
mittee on Banking and Currency established by any law of this 
House 

Mr. SIMPSON. You have a clerk now. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Allow me to finish the sentence. The num- 
ber of session clerks allowed in the House is fixed in the appropri- 
ation bill from session to session, and when the House meets a re- 
port comes in from the Committee on Accounts, distributing these 
clerks to certain committees, and as each House may determine. 
This session, I believe, we failed to distribute eight or ten of the 
clerks allowed. Itis simply an allowance by law as to the num- 
ber. 

Mr. SIMPSON. Is there now a law fixing the compensation of 
these clerks? 

Mr. SPRINGER. There is a law fixing the compensation of 
clerks for the session. 

Mr. SIMPSON. What do they get? 

Mr. SPRINGER. Itis fixed in the appropriation bill—$6 a day 
while Congress is in session—and this simply provides that this 
committee shall have anannual clerk. Now, if there were an ex- 
isting law on this subject that so many committees should be en- 
titled to clerks—but the last Congress dropped one of these com- 
mittees that was entitled toan annual clerk, namely, the Committee 
on Arid Lands. That was in the list of committees having annual 
clerks. 

Mr. SIMPSON. But, as I understand the gentleman’s amend- 
ment, it changes existing law. 

Mr. SPRINGER. There is no law on the subject. 

Mr. SIMPSON. The present law appoints a clerk during the 
session, and your amendment makes him an annualclerk, and there- 
fore it is a change of existing law. 

Mr. SPRINGER. The existing lawis not that kind of existing 
law which the rules contemplate, because there is no general stat- 
ute fixing the number, but it is an amount carried by each appro- 
priation from year to year, and Congress fixes these amounts at 
each session. There is no law authorizing anybody to be em- 
ployed after the ist of July next. 

Mr. SIMPSON. Then this House fixes it at every session? 

Mr. SPRINGER. Yes; and therefore we have not regarded 
this as coming within the rule changing existing law at all, but it 
is for the discretion of the House at each session to determine. 

Mr. COX. I ask the gentleman to yield to me for one question? 

Mr. SPRINGER. Certainly. 

Mr. COX. The clerk of the Committee on Banking and Cur- 
rency is a clerk who servee during the session. The proposition 
is to reduce the number of clerks. Now, if you reduce the num- 
ber and increase the clerkship to an annual one, you simply reduce 
at one end and increase at the other. Now, the question is, what 
use have you for a clerk to the Committee on Banking and Cur- 
rency during the recess of Congress? 

Mr. SIMPSON. Or at any other time. 
Mr. SPRINGER. I will answer that question by asking an- 
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other pertinent question. What use is there for aclerk to the 
Committee on Accounts or to the Committee on Agriculture, orto 
the Committee on Claims, or to the Committee on the District of 
Columbia 

Mr. COX. Ido not think there is any use at all. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Or to the Committee on Foreign Affairs, or 
to the Committee on Indian Affairs, or to the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions, or to the Committee on Merchant Marine and 
Fisheries, or to the Committee on Military Affairs, or to the Com- 
mittee on Naval Affairs, or to the Committee on the Post-Office 
and Post-Roads, or to the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds, or to the Committee on Public Lands, or to the Com- 
mittee on Rivers and Harbors, or to the Committee on War Claims, 
and so forth? The answer to this is 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair is ready to rule on the question. 
The Chair understands the contention of the gentleman from Tli- 
nois that the House regulates this matter at each session, as it 
were, but it is also done, as the Chair remembers, wpon a report 
from the Committee on Accounts upon a matter which is referred 
to the Committee on Accounts, which gives that committee juris- 
diction of the question. Now, the proposition here is to do this 
upon an appropriation bill. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Let me call the attention of the Chair to one 
fact, the Committee on Accounts has jurisdiction over the con- 
tingent fund of this House, but has no jurisdiction over matters 
running beyond the session of this House, and could not therefore 
have jurisdiction of this matter. 

The CHAIRMAN. But the point the Chair was about to make 
is that the committee do have jurisdiction of the question at the 
time they present it. They make a report and it is competent for 
the House to increase the number of session clerks. It may make 
them all annual clerks if it sees fit to do so when reported upon 
by the Committee on Accounts, or any committee to whom the 
subject has been referred for that provision. 

But here is a proposition to make a permanent clerk. The Chair 
thinks the point of order is well taken. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I want to call the attention of the Chair to 
this point, that the Committee on Accounts has made such a 
recommendation in regard to business that went on during the 
session; but this matter relates solely to a time over which the 
Committee on Accounts have no jurisdiction whatever. [Cries 
of ‘‘ Regular order!” 

The CHAIRMAN. That changes the law. The Clerk will re- 
port the pending amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

On page 14, line 14, strike out the word “four ’ and insert “nine;” so as to 
Str we. nineteen clerks to committees, at $6 each per day during the session, 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on this amendment. 

Mr. BLACK. I would like to ask the gentleman who offered 
this amendment to give us some information upon this question. 
If I understand, the bill as reported provides for 14 of these perma- 
nent clerks, and the gentleman proposes to strike out 14and make 
it 19. 

Mr. HULL. My amendment only applies to session clerks—not 
to the annual clerks. 

Mr. BLACK. What committees do you want these clerks for? 

Mr. HULL. The committees that have these clerks now during 
this session. There are 23 of these clerks. The number of these 
clerks to committees is sought to be reduced. Four of them are 
assistant clerks. Now, we leave the four assistant clerks out of 
the bill entirely. 

Mr. BLACK. Ican not hear the gentleman. 

Mr. HULL. That is the fault of the House more than mine, 

Mr. BLACK. I understand that. 

Mr. HULL. The Fifty-second Congress, as I understand it, had 
34 clerks. 

Mr. BLACK. I ask for order, Mr. Chairman, I can not hear 
the gentleman. 

Mr. HULL. This legislation is for the next Congress, and not 
for this Congress at all. This Congress has now 23 clerks. The 
proposition of this amendment is to start the next Congress with 
14 clerks of committees. It is true that each Congress can settle 
for itself the number of clerks it desires after it gets together, and 
that is why I offer this amendment. In order to obtain theclerks 
it requires the bringing in of a resolution and having it adopted. 

Mr. BLACK. I can not hear the gentleman. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will endeavor to assist the gen- 
tleman in getting order. Gentlemen will please cease conversa- 
tion or retire to the cloakroom. The gentleman from Iowa will 
suspend until gentlemen resume their seats and cease conversa- 
tion. 

Mr. VAN VOORHIS of New York. Mr. Chairman—— 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Iowa has the floor. 

Mr. HULL. Ido not know how much the gentleman from 
Georgia heard of my explanation. 

Mr. BLACK. I did not hear; I can not hear the gentleman. 
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Mr.HULL. Well, if I can have order, I think I can state the 
matter sothat the gentleman can understand. As I was saying, 
this legislation applies to the Fifty-fourth Congress only; not to 
the Fifty-third Congress at all. 

Mr. BLACK. Can aot we leave that to the Fifty-fourth Con- 

ess? 

Mr. HULL. Iam proposing in my amendment to concede to 
this Congress the right to cut off 4 assistant clerks to committees; 
but my amendment starts the next Congress with its session clerks 
at 19, which is the same number that this Congress now has. It 
does not increase the number now on the roll. On the contrary, 
my amendment, if adopted, will reduce the number on the roll. 

Mr, DOCKERY. If I understand the gentleman, you simply 
give to the next Congress exactly what this Congress has, so far 
as session clerks are concerned, striking out 4 assistant clerks, and 
leaving that Congress to determine the question whether it wishes 
to provide those assistant clerks. 

Mr. HULL. Thatisright. It leaves simply the next Congress 
to determine what assistant clerks it may desire. 

Mr. BLACK. They do not serve during the vacation. 

Mr. HULL. They only serve during the session. 

Mr. BLACK. I¢ does not increase the number. 

Mr. HULL. It decreases the number. 

Mr. HUDSON. Do they draw their pay during the vacation? 

Mr. HULL. They draw no pay except during the session, and 
after having been appointed by the chairmen of the committees. 

Mr. VAN VOORHIS of New York. Mr. Chairman, I think the 
amendment to give the Committee on Banking and Currency an 
annual clerk is right and proper. I was in hopes that this pro- 
vision relating to clerks would apply to the committees of the 
present House. We need more brains in some of these commit- 
tees, especially in the financial committee—the Committee on 
Banking and Currency and the Committee on Ways and Means. 
Those committees have utterly failed to meet the needs of the 
country and the Government. And I do not know of any way 
that we can get more brains into these committees except to hire 
brainy clerks. How does the case stand? The President of the 
United States has notified us that he has madea bargain by which 
the paper of this country is to be shaved over $16,000,000 on a 
loan of sixty-two and one-half millions. We find that the man 
with whom he made the bargain is his law partner, or his late 
law partner. No notice of the dissolution of the partnership has 
ever come to my attention. 

By this bargain the President boldly puts gold at a premium of 
25 per cent over coin, which is both goldand silver. Itell youthe 
whole thing looks on its face suspicious. Money is low in the 
market. Callloansareonlyi to 14 percent. Three months’ loans 
are only 2} per cent, and much less for large sums. And yet the 
President borrows sixty-two and one-half millions at 3} per cent, 
and the man who loans the money offers it at 3 per cent, if made 
payable in gold. It looks like a big steal. Truly we need more 
clerks im these finance committees. We want some more brains; 
somebody who can solve the financial problems that now vex us. 
And if the committees can not solve them let us get some brainy 
clerk who can. [Laughter. 

The transaction as it stands is a scandal and a disgrace. 

The New York lawyer who has bought these sixty-two and one- 
half millions of bonds at 3} per cent interest can place every one 
of them at 3 per cent and make a nice little profit of about $16,- 
000,000 out of it. Let us give the committees more clerks. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Let us have a vote. 

The question was taken; and the Chairman announced that the 
noes seemed to have it. 

Mr. HULL. Division. 

The committee divided; and there were—ayes 89, noes 45. 

So the amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Now, Mr. Chairman, we have passed over the 
provision for the Pension Office, on page 84. ' 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will direct the Clerk to read tha 
part of the biil. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Pension Office: For the Commissioner of Pensions, $5,000; first deputy com- 
missioner, $3,600; second deputy commissioner, $3,600; chief clerk, $2,250; as- 
sistant chief clerk, $2,000; medical referee, $3,000; assistant medical referee, 
ooo two eae surgeons, who shall be experts in their profession, at 

2,990 each; thirty-eight medical examiners, who shall be surgeons of educa- 
tion, skill, and experience in_ their profession, at $1,800 each; ten chiefs of 
division, at $2,000 each; law clerk, $2,000; fifty-eight principal examiners, at 
$2,000 each; twenty assistant chiefs of division, at $1,800 each; three stenog- 
raphers, at $1,600 each; seventy clerks of class 4; eighty-five clerks of class 3; 
three hundred and fifty clerks of class 2; four hundred and thirty-eight 
clerks of class 1; two hundred and eighty-seven clerks, at $1,000 each; one su- 
perintendent of building, $1,400; two engineers, at $1,200 each; one hundred 
and seventy-five copyists; thirty-three messengers; twelve assistant mes- 
sengers; twenty messenger boys, at $400 each; one painter, skilled in his trade, 
$900; one cabinetmaker, skilled in his trade, $900; one captain of the watch, 

); three sergeants of the watch, at $750 each; twenty watchmen; three 


emen; twenty-five laborers; five female laborers, at each; and fifteen 
charwomen; in all, $2,086,710, 

For per diem, when absent from home and traveling on duty outside the 
District of Columbia, for ‘ial examiners or other persons employed in the 
Bureau of Pensions, detailed for the purpose of making special investigations 
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rtaining to said Bureau, in lieu of expenses for subsistence, not exceeding 

3 per day, and for actual and necessary expenses for transportation and as- 
sistance and any other necessary expenses, including telegrams, $500,000: Pro- 
vided, That two special examiners, or clerks, detailed and acting as chief and 
assistant chief of the division of special examiners, may be allowed, from this 
appropriation, in addition to their salaries and in lieu of per diem and all ex- 





penses for subsistence, a sum sufficient to make their annual compensation 
$2,000 and $1,800, respectively; and whenever it may be necessary for either 
of them to travel on official business outside the District of Columbia by 


special direction of the Commissioner, he shall receive the same allowance, in 
lieu of subsistence and for transportation, as is herein provided for special 
examiners and detailed clerks engaged in field service; and the Secretary of 
the Interior shall so apportion the sum herein appropriated as to preventa 
deficiency therein. 

For an additional force of one hundred and fifty special examin« 
year, at a salary of $1,300 each, $195,000, and no person so int 
employed in the State from which he is appointed; and any of t 

yloyed in the Pension Office or as special examiners may be reapp: 
hey be found to be qualified. 

Mr. DINGLEY. I call the attention of the gentleman having 
the bill in charge to the fact that two or three gentlemen on this 
side desire to make some remarks upon this part of the bill, and I 
would like to come to an agreement as to the time. 

Mr. DOCKERY. How much time is desired? 

Mr. DINGLEY. The gentleman from South Dakota [Mr. Pick- 
LER] wants half an hour, and the gentleman from Iowa wishes to 
occupy some time. I suppose that on the part of those fayoring 
the bill very little time wiil be wanted, and I would suggest that 
one hour be allowed for debate, fifty minutes of which shall be 
given to those who wish to criticise the bill and ten minutes to 
those who favor it as it stands. 

Mr. DOCKERY. When general debate was closed the under- 
standing was that when this part of the bill was reached such 
time should be allowed as might be desired. How much time is 
asked on that side? 

Mr. PICKLER. I regret now, Mr. Chairman, that I consented 
to the passing over of this part of the bill, because I desired more 
time than I can well hope for now; but I understand that the gen- 
tleman desires to dispose of his bill and I will try to get through 
in a very short time. 

Mr. DOCKERY. If the debate is going to occupy an hour we 
shall not get the bill through to-night. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Perhaps gentlemen desiring to speak will con- 
sent to occupy so much less time, so that we may get through 
with the bill. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Well, how much time is desired? 

Mr. DINGLEY. I think one hour will be sufficient. There is 
no one but the gentleman from South Dakota, as I understand, 
who desires tooccupy more than a few minutes. 

Mr. PICKLER. I will try to get through in fifteen minutes. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE. Mr. Chairman, I understand that all 
the paragraphs in the bill relating to the Pension Office have been 
reserved for consideration, so that questions of order may 
raised and amendments may be submitted. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair so understands. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Mr. Chairman,I ask unanimous consent that 
debate on these paragraphs be limited to forty-five minutes for 
gentlemen opposing the provisions in the bill, and fifteen minutes 
for those in favor of the bill as it stands. 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. Mr. Chairman, before I can con- 
sent to that I want to know when this matter will come up for 
further consideration. 

Mr. DOCKERY. I will modify the proposition so as to ask 
unanimous consent that debate on the paragraphs relating to the 
Pension Office be limited to forty-five minutes to be occupied by 
gentlemen opposed to the provisions of the bill, and thirty minutes 
to be oceupied by those in favor of them. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection to the request of the gen- 
tleman from Missouri? 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. Before I consent to that proposi- 
tion, Mr. Chairman, I want to know when further consideration of 
this bill is to be had. 

Mr. DOCKERY. If this agreement can be made it is my pur- 
pose to move that the committee rise. 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. Iunderstand that; but to-morrow 
is set apart for other business, so that I want to know when this 
bill is to come up again. 

Mr. DOCKERY. We will try to arrange that. 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. Well, let it be arranged now. 

Mr. DOCKERY. It can not be arranged in committee. T! 
committee has no power to arrange it. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Missouri asks unani- 
mous consent that all debate on the paragrapiis relating to pen- 
sions be limited to an hour and a quarter, forty-five minutes to be 
occupied by gentlemen in opposition to the bill and thirty minutes 
by those in favor of it. 

Mr. VAN VOORHIS of New York. 
think that is time enough, and I object. 

Mr. VAN VOORHIS of New York almost immediately with- 
drew his objection, unanimous consent was given, and the request 
was agreed to. 
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Mr. DOCKERY. Now, Mr. Chairman, I move that the com- 
mittee rise. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Before that motion is put, Mr. Chairman, as I 
am called away in the morning, I would like to make a brief state- 
ment as to facts connected with the pension appropriations in 
this bill. I shall not occupy more than five or seven minutes. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Then I withdraw the motion that the com- 
mittee rise. As the gentleman from Maine has to leave the city 
to-morrow, he can occupy now a part of the forty-five minutes 
allotted to that side. I will state, however, that it is not my pur- 
pose to ask for a vote on any proposition this afternoon. 

Mr. PICKLER. If the vote is not to be taken this afternoon 
we do not want to be limited to forty-five minutes. 

Mr. SAYERS. Mr. Chairman, I ask the gentleman from Mis- 
souri and the committee to agree that the time occupied by the 
gentleman from Maine [Mr. DiInGLEy] this afternoon shall not be 
taken out of the forty-five minutes allowed on that side for debate. 

Mr. DOCKERY. I have no objection to that. 

Mr. PICKLER. When the time was limited I understood that 
the vote was to be taken to-night. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Oh, no. 

Mr. PICKLER. Well, then, Ishall insist on my thirty minutes 
to-morrow. 

The CHAIRMAN. The agreement as to debate has already 
been made. 

Mr. SAYERS. Mr. Chairman, I ask that my proposition be 
put to the committee, that the time consumed by the gentleman 
from Maine _— eae this afternoon shall not be included 
in the forty-five minutes allowed for debate on that side. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Texas asks that the 
time which may be used by the gentleman from Maine [Mr. Dine- 
LEY] this afternoon be not included in the hour and a quarter 
which has just been allowed for debate on this portion of the bill. 
If there be no objection, that order will be made. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. DOCKERY. I desire now to state that as soon as the gen- 
tleman from Maine concludes his remarks I shall move that the 
committee rise; and when we get back into the House I propose 
to try to make some arrangement by which we can get a final vote 
on this bill to-morrow. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Mr. Chairman, I desire to occupy but a very 
few minutes for the purpose of presenting to the committee the 
changes which have been made in the appropriations for the Pen- 
sion Office by the pending bill for the next fiscal year, and the 
reasons therefor. 

First, there is the appropriation for special examiners in the 
field, per diem, etc., $500,000. In the appropriation bill for the 
current fiscal year the appropriation was only $250,000; but it will 
be remembered that when Congress reassembled in December last 
the Commissioner of Pensions asked for a deficiency appropriation 
of $250,000, which was granted by a vote of both Houses. So that 
the appropriation for the current year, covering the original ap- 
propriation and the deficiency appropriation, was $500,000, exactly 
what is covered by this bill for the next fiscal year. The same 
thing took place in the preceding fiscal year. So that for two 
years the expenditures for special examiners in the field has been 
$500,000 annually. 

The Commissioner of Pensions came before the subcommittee 
that prepared this bill and informed us that it was necessary to 
have that full sum; that he had expended that amount during the 
last year and the previous year. hen I inquired what the effect 
would be if an 5 ae gemma of only $250,000. should be made with 
a provision that the amount should be so distributed as not to create 
a deficiency, he said he would be obliged to call in one-half the spe- 
cial examiners in the field, and that he desired to know at the 
very beginning of the fiscal year whether that was to be the policy 
adopted by Congress. I then asked him what would be the effect 
upor the businessof the Pension Office if that should bedone. He 
replied that it must inevitably cause delay in the adjudication of 
pension cases because the office felt it its duty to refer to the ex- 
aminers in the field a certain number of cases, and in order to 
keep up with the work as cases were thus referred, not less than 
$500,000 and the force that is now maintained in the field would 
be required. 

When I inquired of him further as to what this special force in 
the field was doing, he replied that 80 per cent of this expenditure 
was being made directly to aid pensioners whose cases had not 
been satisfactorily made out, where the Pension Office desired fur- 
ther investigation, and therefore that in every respect it must be 
held to be in the interest of the pensioner. As to the other 20 per 
cent, he said that it was used in cases where fraud had been alleged 
or where suspicious circumstances had arisen, and that in every 
point of view the full appropriation which was asked by the Pen- 
sion Office, and also asked by the Secretary of the Interior, was 
needed if pension adjudications are to go on at the rate at which 
they are now going on. 
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I concluded, therefore, that in view of the statements which 
had been made by the Commissioner of Pensions and by the Sec- 
retary of the Interior it was desirable that the full appropriation 
asked for should be given in the interest of the pensioner. 

I may say in this connection that last year this amount was 
used, and the year before it was used; and while for three fiscal 
years preceding the amount used was not so large, yet prior to 
the enactment of the pension law of 1890 there was for two or 
three years substantially the same amount appropriated. 

Mr. LACEY. Does the gentleman know the number of special 
examiners now in the field? 

ae DINGLEY. Two hundred and sixty, or thereabouts, I 
think. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Two hundred and sixty-two, I believe. 

Mr. LACEY. You provide for 150 in addition. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Those are included in the 262. Of this num- 
ber 150 are appointed as special examiners and 112 are detailed 
from the Pension Office. 

Mr. LACEY. One hundred and ninety-five thousand dollars is 
expressly set apart for the 150, besides the $500,000. 

Mr. DINGLEY. One hundred and ninety-five thousand dollars 
is for salaries of the force of 150, and $500,000 for the compensation 
of the detailed force and for expenses. 

Mr. LACEY. How many clerks will be dropped from the Pen- 
sion Office if this bill as it stands should go into effect? 

Mr. DINGLEY. I will come to that in a moment. 

So much with reference to this appropriation for special exam- 
iners in the field. I now come tothe reduction that has been made 
in the clerks of the Pension Office, and in order that the Commit- 
tee of the Whole may act intelligently, I desire to present the sub- 
stance of what was said to the subcommittee by the Commis- 
sioner of Pensions. 

The Commissioner and the Secretary of the Interior recommend 
a reduction of 165 clerks on the rolls of the Pension Office, of which 
51 have been for several years assigned to other bureaus in the 
Interior Department, making an actual reduction of 114 in the 
force of clerks in the Pension Office. When the fact was brought 
out that the reduction of the force in the Pension Office was to be 
net 114 I asked the Commissioner of Pensions whether such a re- 
duction would not result in delay in the adjudication of cases. I 
also asked the same question of the Secretary of the Interior. 
Both replied that it would not. And when I inquired as to how 
this could be possible, their explanation was substantially this, 
that there are in the Pension Office a large number of clerks, some 
advanced in years, unable to perform their duties properly, and 
others who are inefficient; and that in some of the divisions there 
is an excess of force, and no room to expand; so that the work is 
not being done economically and efficiently; and in the judgment 
of these officers if this force should be reduced net 114 by the dis- 
charge of the inefficient as much work would be done as has been 
done in previous years. 

In view of this statement, where the head of the Pension Office 
and the Secretary of the Interior have taken upon themselves the 
responsibility of officially informing the subcommittee of the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations and through the subcommittee and full 
committee of informing the House that the reduction of this force 
will tend to economy and to efficiency in that branch of the serv- 
ice, and that it will in no way result in retarding the adjudication 
of pension claims, I felt that the responsibility of the reduction 
must rest with the executive officers of the Government making 
such a recommendation. 

It is but just to myself, however, that I should say, notwith- 
standing what the Commissioner of Pensions as well as the Secre- 
tary of the Interior says, that I can hardly conceive how it is pos- 
sible that a reduction of 112 clerks in the Pension Office at this 
time will not result necessarily in increased delay in the adjudica- 
tion of pension cases, although I bow to their judgment as respon- 
sible administrative officers, holding them responsibie if the re- 
sult shall be otherwise than what they affirm it will be. I felt it 
my duty to present to the committee the statements which were 
made to the subcommittee by the Commissioner of Pensions and 
the Secretary of the Interior. 

Mr. VAN VOORHIS of New York. The proposed reduction 
of force meets the approval of the Commissioner of Pensions? 

Mr. DINGLEY. Yes; both the Commissioner of Pensions and 
the Secretary of the Interior. 

Mr. PICKLER. Let me ask the gentleman from Maine this 
question: Has not the Secretary of the Interior the power now 
under the law to remove any incompetent clerk without the ac- 
tion of Congress? 

‘Mr. DINGLEY. Undoubtedly he has. 

Mr. HAUGEN. Why, then, has he not exercised the power if 
he wishes to? 

Mr. DINGLEY. If I understand his position, he takes the 
ground that if the appropriation by Congress for the old number 
of clerks is made he ought not to take the responsibility of re- 
ducing that number without some action on the part of Congress. 








1895. 


Mr. HULICK. Was it suggested that these clerks should be 
discharged for want of space or room in that building? 

Mr. DINGLEY. That was suggested. ; s 

Mr. HULICK. I have seen it stated in the public prints that 
that was alleged as a reason. 3 

Mr. DINGLEY. That was one of the reasons assigned. The 
Secretary and the Commissioner claimed that they were greatly 
crowded in the Pension Office at the present time. I may say 
that I called the attention of the Commissioner and the Secretary 
of the Interior to the fact that there are two rooms in the office 
now occupied by the Railroad Commission, who were placed in 
the Pension building by act of Congress, which might be utilized 
for the force of the Pension Bureau, and let the Commission go 
elsewhere. 

Mr. MILLIKEN. Let me ask my colleague whether there are 
more clerks now in the office than there were two years ago? 

Mr. DINGLEY. Nomore. Practically thesame. _ 

Mr. MILLIKEN. ‘Then how does it happen that it is more 
crowded now than it was two years ago? 

Mr. DINGLEY. Well, that is a problem which gentlemen 
must solve for themselves. . 

Mr. PENCE. I suppose because a new Administration came in 
and spread itself. [Laughter.] " 

Mr. MILLIKEN. Was there any suggestion to the effect that 
the number of clerks might be reduced and finally we would be 
called upon for more clerks, filling up these places with somebody 
else? 

Mr. HULICK. That is just the question I was about to ask the 
gentleman. ¢ 

Mr. DINGLEY. I asked the Commissioner if the reduction 
took place now, whether we might not be called upon at some 
time in the early future to supply their places? I inferred from 
his statements that, in his judgment, the force could be reduced 
year by year, as the business of the office had passed its highest 





int. 

Mr. LACEY. Is not this the inauguration of a new policy on 
the part of Congress to indorse a discharge of over 100 clerks in 
the office adjudicating claims of pensioners and the employment 
of 150 new men to go out into the field to hunt up evidence against 
claimants? Is it not, I say, a Congressional indorsement of a 
policy which the House has heretofore condemned? 

Mr, COOMBS. Ido not think this symposium ought to go on, 
at least without some protest. 

Mr. O’NEIL of Massachusetts. Let me ask the gentleman from 
Maine if it is not true that we have reduced the number of clerks 
largely in the Record and Pension Division—— 

Mr. DINGLEY. We have reduced the force inthe Record and 
Pension Division in the War Department. 

Mr. O’NEIL of Massachusetts. Because the work has been ac- 
complished? 

Mr. DINGLEY. That is correct. 

Mr. O’NEIL of Massachusetts. And it is expected that some 
day or other the same will happen in the Pension Office proper, 
because the work will be done? 

Mr. DINGLEY. In view of that inquiry it is proper to say that 
300 clerks were — in the appropriations for the current year 
from the Record and Pension Division of the War Department in 
consequence of the near en of the card system of noting 
the service of volunteers, and 50 more in the pending bill, making 
350 in all. This extra force was authorized to complete the card 
system by the Fifty-first Congress, and its completion greatly aids 
in the adjudication of pension claims. 

Mr. HUDSON. Is it not true that there are a number of old 
clerks in the Pension Bureau who have served faithfully a great 
many years, and that it ought to be the policy of the Government 
to maintain them there? 

Mr. DINGLEY. There is no doubt that among the old clerks, 
who are perhaps not now fitted to do the usual amount of work, 
there are many who incurred disabilities in the war for the pres- 
ervation of the Union. 

Mr. HUDSON. And it would be neither patriotic nor just to 
turn them out at this time. 

Mr. DINGLEY. There is no doubt but that is the situation. 

Mr. HAINER of Nebraska. Is it not true that by reason of the 
fact that about 60 clerks have been taken out of the Pension 
Bureau and put into the field, the certificates which are being 
issued from time to time have been greatly reduced until now 
they average only about 200 per week, or about one-third as many 
as the roll is being reduced by reason of suspensions and deaths? 

Mr. DINGLEY. Very likely that may be so, although the Com- 
missioner claims that by sending these clerks into the field he is 
forwarding the work of the Pension Office more than would be 
possible if the clerks were in the office. 

_ Mr. COOMBS. I would ask the gentleman from Maine whether 
it is not a fact that the easy cases which can be disposed of in the 
Pension Bureau having decreased in number and the difficult 
cases which require special investigation and help on the part of 
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the examiners being in the majority at the present time—if it is 
not really facilitating the granting of pensions to send these 
special examiners into the field, in that way assisting the arrange- 
ment of complicated cases? That is the reason, I understand, why 
=— is being done, and thatinvolves a lowering of the force of the 
office. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Ihave no doubt that special examiners sent 
into the field for the purpose of aiding applicants for pensions who 
have not fully made out their cases, but who seem to be deserv- 
ing — worthy, really tend to their benefit, if it is done in good 

aith. 

Mr. COOMBS. Is not the gentleman from } 
vinced that that is the case now? 

Mr. DINGLEY. I think so at present, from the information I 
could obtain from the Commissioner of Pensions. I think at pres- 
ent 80 per cent of this force is being used to assist claimants be- 
lieved to be deserving to make out their cases, and 20 per cent in 
the investigation of cases charged to be fraudulent or otherwise 
regarded as doubtful. At present about the same number of new 
cases are being sent to the field for examination as are investi- 
= reported by that force, and the work is about a year 

ind. 

Mr. WALKER. When I made the remark a moment ago I did 
not understand thepoint. Dolunderstand that it is thought these 
114 men will be efficient in the Interior Department proper, but be- 
cause of their disabilities are not as efficient in this Department, 
and that for the purpose of keeping them on the roll for the serv- 
ice they have done in the Army and other meritorious service, this 
change is desired to be made? Is that the point? 

Mr. DINGLEY. Oh, no! Fifty-one clerks were some time ago 
transferred to other bureaus or divisions in the Interior Depart- 
ment, and have since been continued on the Pension rolls. 

Mr. WALKER. Iam talking about the 114? 

Mr. DINGLEY. Fifty-one clerks of the Pension Office have 
been in various other departments of the Interior Department for 
periods extending from one to five years. They have been carried 
on the Pension Office rolls, but are really doing work in other 
bureaus of the Interior Department. The pension fundis charged 
with them; but thatisno new thing. That has been done for 
several years. But the other 114, whom the Commissioner pro- 
poses to drop, compose a part of the present force in the Pension 
Office. The 51 and the 114 make the 165 which are to be taken 
from the Pension rolls by this bill. 

Mr. COOMBS. Weare changing all that in the various depart- 
ments. 

Mr. O’NEIL of Massachusetts. When the gentleman from 
Maine says that these clerks being authorized by law, neither the 
Secretary of the Interior nor the Commissioner of Pensions felt 
like making the reduction except as authorized by Congress to do 
so, has not the committee reporting this bill run up against ex- 
actly the same condition existing in all the other Departments, when 
every Department findsitself compelled to carry, through influence 
of somekind oranother, clerks whoare notcompetent, whocan only 
be gotten rid of by legislative enactment such as is proposed by 
this bill? 

Mr. DINGLEY. They can discharge them. There is nothing 
in the civil-service law that prevents the discharge of a clerk at 
any time. The civil-service law controls the method of appoint- 
ment, not the method of discharge. 

Mr. O’NEIL of Massachusetts. They can, but they will not, 
and when they want to get rid of them they always come in and 
ask for such legislative enactment as this; not because they could 
not discharge them, but because they will not, as the pressure is 
so strong. 

Mr. DINGLEY. It is true, in the Record and Pension Office 
that had in charge the preparation of the card of service of the 
volunteers, that the force was reduced by the appropriation bill 
of each year. There is no doubt about that at all. 

Mr. PICKLER. The force in the Census Office was not dis- 
charged in that way. 

Mr. VAN VOORHIS of New York. Is it not true that a great 
many of these cases have been sent to these examiners and retained 
for a very long time, and so delayed the cases, while there was 
no necessity for sending them out at all? 

Mr. PAYNE. I understand that these 51 clerks have been de- 
tailed to other departments of the Interior Department. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Yes, sir. And the pending legislative bill 
places these 51 clerks on the rolls of the divisions where they are 
working, which should have been done before. 

Mr. PAYNE. Is there any question that these 51 clerks have 
been discharging their duty? 

Mr. DINGLEY. Ithinknot. Thatis, they have been discharg- 
ing the duties of the divisions outside of the Pension Office to 
which they had been transferred, although they have been paid as 
a part of the Pension Office force. 

r. PAYNE. How do they propose to supply the places where 
they are? 
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Mr. DINGLEY. They are to be kept where they now are. 

Mr. O'NEIL of Massachusetts. And their salaries carried on 
the rolls of the division in which they are working. 

Mr. PAYNE. Why not take these 51 and have them fill, so far 
as they will, the places of the 114 clerks of the Pension Bureau? 
Why not call them back to the Pension Department and have 
them discharge their duties there? 

Mr. DINGLEY. The reply of the Commissioner of Pensions 
would be that his office is now full and running over. 

Mr. MILLIKEN. Will my colleague allow me to ask him one 
question? 

Mr. DINGLEY. Certainly. 

Mr. MILLIKEN. In providing for these discharges is any dis- 
crimination made in favor of old veteran soldiers? 

Mr. HUDSON. And their widows. 

fr. DINGLEY. As far as I could get any information from 
the cross-examination that I indulged in, I may say that the Com- 
missioner of Pensions conveyed the impression that he intends 
to discharge men who are unable to do the work of the office with- 
out regard te the question of what their desert might be on other 
grounds. He claimed to put it on the ground of efficiency. 

Mr. HULICK. Will the gentleman allow me to ask him this 
question? How will the Commissioner determine upon the clerks 
im his Department whom he will discharge, or is he to reduce the 
force hereafter at his own discretion? Has the committee any 
information as to that? 

Mr. DINGLEY. We have no information ds to that beyond 
what I have already stated. 

Mr. O’NEIL of Massachusetts. But the gentleman will recol- 
lect that this bill does not go into effect until the Ist of July. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Inasmuch as this is an appropriation bill for 
the fiscal year commencing on the ist of July next, the Commis- 
sioner will not, I presume, drop clerks until then. 

desire to bring out these facts now, as I am to be absent from 
the city to-morrow and next day. , 

Mr. DOCKERY. I move that the committee rise. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The committee accordingly rose; and the Speaker having re- 
sumed the chair, Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee, Chairman of 
the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union, re- 

ried that that committee had had under consideration the bill 

. R. 8767, and had come to no resolution thereon. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Mr. Speaker, after some consultation with 
the chairman of the Committee on the District of Columbia and 
the chairman of the Committee on Naval Affairs, I desire to ask 
unanimous consent that Wednesday be substituted for the con- 
sideration of business reported from the Committee on the Dis- 
trict of Columbia, instead of to-morrow. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Missouri asks unani- 
mous consent that Wednesday be substituted for to-morrow for 
the consideration of business reported from the Committee on the 
District of Columbia. 

Mr. HEARD. Under the same conditions, Mr. Speaker, that 
we had with reference to Tuesday? 

The SPEAKER. Under the same conditions. Is there objec- 
tion? ao a pause.| The Chair hears none. 

Mr. JKERY. r. Speaker, Lask unanimous consent that 
the hour of meeting to-morrow be half past 11 o’clock. 

Mr. PICKLER. I object. 

The SPEAKER. Objection is made. 


COINAGE AT THE BRANCH MINT AT DENVER, COLO. 


The SPEAKER. The Clerk will now report the bill that was 
called up this morning. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

A bill (8.1687) to provide for coinage at the branch mint at Denver, Colo. 

The SPEAKER. This bill was read and considered this morn- 
ing, and went over until this afternoon because the engrossed bill 
a not here. The question is upon the third reading of theSenate 

ill. 

The bill was ordered to a third reading; and it was accordingly 
read the third time, and passed. 

On motion of Mr. BLAND, a motion to reconsider the vote by 
which the bill was passed was laid on the table. 

CONSULAR AND DIPLOMATIC APPROPRIATION BILL. 

The SPEAKER laid before the House the consular and diplo- 
matic a iation bill with Senate amendments. 

Mr. McCREARY of Kentucky. I ask unanimous consent that 
the amendments of the Senate be nonconcurred in and that a con- 
ference be requ , 

Mr. HITT. Does the gentleman make that motion as to all the 
amendments? 

Mr. McCREARY of Kentucky. As to all the amendments. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Kentucky asks unani- 
mous consent to nonconcur in the Senate amendments and ask 
a aconference. Isthereobjection? [Afterapause.] The Chair 

ears none, 


The following conferees were appointed on the part of the 
House: Mr. McCreary of Kentucky, Mr. Hooxsr of Mississippi, 
and Mr. Hirr. 

THOMAS CORIGAN, 


Mr. MARTIN of Indiana. Mr. Speaker, I ask for the present 
consideration of the resolution which I send to the desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, That the Senate be requested to return to the House the bill (H. 
R. 5260) entitled “A bill granting an increase of pension to Thomas Corigan.” 

Mr. LACEY. I object to the recall of that bill. 

Mr. SAYERS. I move that the House adjourn. 

The SPEAKER. Onemoment. The gentleman from Alabama 
has a conference report, and states that it will not take any time. 

Mr. MARTIN of Indiana. Have I not the right to offer this as 
a privileged resolution? 

The SPEAKER. If the gentleman will withhold that until the 
morning the Chair will look into it. 

ENROLLED BILL SIGNED. 


Mr. PEARSON, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, reported 
that they had examined and found truly enrolled the bill (H. R. 
8165) authorizing the Kansas City, Oklahoma and Pacific Railway 
Company to construct and operate a railway through Indian res- 
ervations in the Indian Territory and the Territories of Oklahoma 
and New Mexico, and for other purposes; when the Speaker signed 
the same. 

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 

The following reports of committees were handed in at the 
Clerk’s desk, referred to their appropriate Calendars, and other- 
wise disposed of as indicated below: 


LIFE-SAVING STATION NEAR CITY POINT, BOSTON HARBOR, MASS. 


Mr. WISE, from the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Com- 
merce, reported back favorably the bill (S.2595) to establish a 
life-saving station at or near City Point, Boston Harbor, Mass.; 
which was referred to the Union Calendar, and, with the accom- 
panying report, ordered to be printed. 


PUBLIC LANDS. 


Mr. McRAE, from the Committee on the Public Lands, reported 
back favorably the bill (H. R. 8795) designating the officers be- 
fore whom preliminary affidavits in entries of public lands may be 
executed; which was referred to the House Calendar, and, with 
the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

METROPOLITAN RAILROAD COMPANY. 


Mr. RUSK, from the Committee on the District of Columbia, 
reported in lieu of the bill H. R. 8403 a bill (H. R. 8841) to 
amend the charter of the Metropolitan Railroad Company of the 
District of Columbia; which, with the accompanying report, was 
ordered to be printed, and referred to the House Calendar. 

The bill H. R. 8403 was ordered to be laid on the table. 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


A message from the Senate, by Mr. PLATT, one of its clerks, an- 
nounced that the Senate had agreed to the report of the commit- 
tee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on 
the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 6792) to disap- 
prove the treaty heretofore made with the Southern Ute Indians 
to be removed tothe Territory of Utah, and providing for settling 
them down in severalty, etc. 

The message also announced that the Senate had insisted upon 
its amendment to the bill (H.R. 684) for the relief of the heirs of 
the late Mrs. Catherine P. Culver, disagreed to by the House, had 
agreed to the conference asked by the House of Representatives on 
the disagreeing votes of the two Houses thereon, and had ap- 
pointed Mr. Pasco, Mr. MircHe.i of Oregon, and Mr. ALLEN 
as tise conferees on the part of the Senate. 

The message also announced that the Senate had passed with 
amendment joint resolution (H. Res. 261) authorizing the Secre- 
tary of War to expend a portion of the appropriations made in the 
river and harbor act of 1894 for St. Joseph Harbor, in the State of 
Michigan, to complete the connection between St. Joseph Harbor 
and Benton Harbor; in which the concurrence of the House was 
requested. 

The message also announced that the Senate had passed the bill 
- 2589) granting cannon to the Historical Museum, Des Moines, 

owa; in which the concurrence of the House was requested. 

The message also announced that the Senate had passed the fol- 
lowing resolutions; in which the concurrence of the House was re- 
quested: 

Resolved by the Senate (the House of Representatives concurring), That there 
be printed of the Report on the Chicago Strike of June and July, 1904, of the 
United States Strike Commission, appointed by the President July 26, 1894, 
10,500 extra copies, in paper covers, without appendixes, of which number 
2,500 shall be for the use of the Senate, 5,000 for the use of the House of Rep- 
resentatives, and 3,000 for the use of the Department of Labor; also 5.000 ex 
tra comes of said report with appendixes, in paper covers, of which number 
1,000 s be for the use of the Senate, 2,000 for the use of the House, and 
2,000 for the use of the Department of Labor. 
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Also: 

Resolved by the Senate (the House of Representatives concurring), That dur- 
ing the last ten days of any session of Congress the engrossing and enrolling 
of bills and joint resolutions by providing as provided for in the concurrent 


resolution adopted by the Fifty-third Congress, first session, November 1, 
1893, may be suspended, and said bills and jeint resolutions may be written 
by hand when in the judgment of the Joint Committee on Printing it is 
deemed necessary. 


SPECIAL RULES FOR NAVIGATION OF HARBORS, RIVERS, AND IN- 
LAND WATERS. 


Mr. ROBBINS. Mr. Speaker, I submit a conference report. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


The committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two houses on 
the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 8563) to adopt_special rules 
for the navigation of harbors, rivers,and inland waters of the United States, 
supplemental to the act of August 19, 1890, entitled “An act to adopt regula- 
tions for preventing collisions at sea,’ having met, after full and free confer- 
ence have agreed to recommend and do recommend to their respective 
Houses, as follows: 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendments of the 
Senate numbered 1,2,3,and 4,and agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the 
Senate numbered 5, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: 
— the word “eight” after the word ‘“‘ February;”’’ and the Senate agree to 
the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the Sen- 
ate to the title, and agree to the same. 

: GASTON A. ROBBINS, 


J. P. PIGOTT, 
W. J. WHITE, 
Managers on the part of the House. 


M. W. RANSOM, 
STEPHEN M. WHITE, 
WM. P. FRYE, 

Managers on the part of the Senate. 


The statement of the House conferees was read, as follows: 

The Senate has amended the title and added a section,section 4, providing 
that this bill shall not apply to the Great Lakes. These amendments were 
necessary, as the lake bill has become a law, and unless the Great Lakes are 
specially excluded from this bill, this bill might be construed to repeal the 
new lake act. 

The Senate has added section 2 at the request of the maritime interests of 
New York and Philadelphia. It authorizes the Secretary of the Treasfiry to 
define harbor limits, within which the local rules shall apply and outside of 
which the international rules shall apply. 

Instead of reenacting all of section 4234, the Senate has reenacted part of it 
as section 3 of the bill. The part omitted is a requirement that a sailing ves- 
sel shall show a torch to an approaching steamer. Such torch should only be 
displayed from the stern when the steamer is overtaking the sailing vessel, 
as provided for in the international rules. 

e Senate has stricken out on page 1, lines 7, 8, and 9,the provision that 
vessels coming from or departing for the high seas shall carry with them the 
international rules up to their wharves or from their wharves tosea. Mari- 
time interests in New York, on consultation with Judge Addison Brown, an 
authority on collision cases, concluded that it is better to require seagoing 
vessels to change their rules and conform to the local regulations upon enter- 
ing harbors, rather than to allow them, as first propc , to come up to their 
wharves under the deep-sea rules, which would have involved two sets of 
rules in operation in the harbors. 

The bill is not the best possible bill, but it is the best which can be done in 
the limited time of the session remaining, and it ought to pass as soon as pos- 
sible, so that notice may be sent out by the Treasury to shipping interests as 
long before March 1 as possible. 


Mr. ROBBINS. I move the adoption of the conference report. 
The motion was agreéd to. 


LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 


By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted as follows: 

To Mr. MARSHALL, indefinitely, on account of sickness in his 
family. 

To Mr. CaBAniss, this week, on account of important business. 

To Mr. WELLS, indefinitely, on account of sickness in his 
family. 

To Mr. HoLman, for this day, on account of sickness in his 
family. 

WITHDRAWAL OF PAPERS. 


Mr. TRACEY, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to with- 
draw from the files of the House, without leaving copies, the papers 
in the case of Daniel Leary, Fifty-first Congress, no adverse report 
having been made thereon. 

Mr. ADAMS of Pennsylvania, by unanimous consent, obtained 
leave to withdraw from the files of the House, without leaving 
copies, the papers in the case of Henry B. Wood, Fifty-first Con- 
gress, no adverse report having been made thereon. 

Mr. SAYERS. I move that the House do now adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to. 


And accordingly (at 5 o’clock and 27 minutes p. m.) the House 
adjourned. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PRIVATE BILLS. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XIII Mr. BELTZHOOVER, from the 
Committee on War Claims, reported the bill (H.R. 8808) for the 
relief of Francis Kilburn, which, with the accompanying report 
(No. 1795), was ordered to be printed and referred to the Com- 
mittee of the Whole House. 


PUBLIC BILLS, MEMORIALS, AND RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, bills, resolutions, and memorials 
of the following titles were introduced, and severally referred as 
follows: 

By Mr. CHARLES W. STONE: A bill (H. R.8838) to incorpo- 
rate the International Pacific Cable Company—to the Committee 
on Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. JOSEPH: A bill (H. R.8839) approving an act entitled 
“An act authorizing the rebuilding of the Territorial capitol at 
Santa Fe, N. Mex., which was destroyed by fire May 12, 1892 ’—to 
the Committee on the Territories. 

By Mr. HUDSON: A bill (H. R. 8840) defining and to punish 


certain crimes, and for other purposes—to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

By Mr. McK AIG: A bill (H. R. 8842) to amend an act to provide 
for terms of the United States circuit and district courts at Caum- 


berland, Md., approved March 21, 
to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. STORER: A bill (H. R. 8843) providing for an addi- 
tional circuit judge in the Sixth judicial circuit, and for other 
purposes—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee: A joint resolution (H. 
Res. 274) relative to the engrossing and enrolling of bills and joint 
resolutions of either House of Congress—to the Committee on 
Printing. 

By Mr. BALDWIN: Joint resolutions of senate and house of 
representatives of the State of Minnesota, recommending the 
election of United States Senators by a popular vote—to the Com- 
mittee on Election of President and Vice-President and Repre- 
entastives in Congress. 

Also, joint resolution of senate and house of representatives of 
the State of Minnesota, relating to the railroad pooling bill now 
pending in the United States Senate—to the Committee on Inter- 
state and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. CRISP (by request): A memorial from the legislature 
of Arizona Territory, prayimg the revocation of the order re- 
moving the troops from San Carlos Indian Reservation—to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also (by request), a memorial from the legislature of Wash- 
ington, urging the passage of the Nicaragua Canal bill—to the 
Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. CURTIS of Kansas: A resolution of the legislature of 
the State of Kansas, in behalf of an amendment to the Constitu- 
tion providing for the election of United States Senators by a 
direct vote of the people—to the Committee on Election of Presi- 
dent and Vice-President and Representatives in Congress. 

Also, a resolution of the legislature of the State of Kansas, re- 
questing that Congress cause to be made a thorough scientific 
survey to ascertain the feasibility of constructing a great national 
canal, etc.—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Com- 
merce. 

By Mr. FLETCHER: A resolution of the joint assembly of the 
State of Minnesota, against the passage of the pooling bill—to the 
Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, a memorial of the joint assembly of the State of Minne- 
sota, favoring the election of Senators by a direct vote of the peo- 
ple—to the Committee on Election of President and Vice-Presi- 
dent and Representatives in Congress. 

By Mr. KIEFER: A joint resolution by the legislature of the 
State of Minnesota, to prevent the passage of the railroad pooling 
bill—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, a joint memorial of the senate and house of representa- 
tives of the State of Minnesota, recommending the election of 
United States Senators by a popular vote—to the Committee on 
Election of President and Vice-President and Representatives in 
Congress. 

By Mr. MOORE: A joint resolution of the legislature of Kansas, 
requesting Congress to cause a survey to be made to ascertain if 
it is possible to utilize the flood waters of the Missouri River to 
irrigate the Great Plains—to the Committee on Irrigation of Arid 
Lands. 

By Mr. TAWNEY: A memorial of the legislature of Minnesota, 
favoring the election of United States Senators by a direct vote of 
the people—to the Committee on Election of President and Vice- 
President and Representatives in Congress. 

Also, a joint resolution of the legislature of Minnesota protest- 
ing against the passage by Congress of the bill known as the Pat- 
terson bill—tothe Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. TRACEY: A joint resolution of the New York legisla- 
ture, urging the passage of the bills H. R. 56 and 6685—-to the 
Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. McCLEARY of Minnesota: A joint memorial of the 
legislature of the State of Minnesota, in favor of the election of 
United States Senators by a direct vote of the people—to the Com- 
mittee on Election of President and Vice-President and Represent 
atives in Congress. 


i892, and for other purposes— 
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PRIVATE BILLS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills of the following titles 
were presented and referred as follows: 

By Mr. BELTZHOOVER: A bill (H. R. 8844) for the relief of 
Cyrus Martin—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. FLYNN: A bill (H. R. 8845) granting a pension to George 
Machamer—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HEARD: A bill (H.R. 8846) to authorize the Postmas- 
ter-General to refund to Volley P. Hart, postmaster at Sedalia, 
Mo., moneys sent him by the Post-Office Department for disburse- 
ment and lost by the failure of the First National Bank of Sedalia— 
to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. STORER (by request): A bill (H. R. 8847) to appropri- 
ate $15,000 for the benefit of Eli Norris toenable him to construct 
certain steel-projectile guns—to the Committee on Appropria- 
tions. 

By Mr. WOLVERTON: A bill (H. R. 8848) to increase the pen- 
sion of Harriet C. Gregg, widow of Col. John Irvin Gregg, from 
$30 to $50 per month—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 





PETITIONS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, the following petitions and papers 
vere laid on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows: 

By Mr. ADAMS of Pennsylvania: Petition of citizens of Phila- 
delphia against lotteries—to the Committee on Interstate and 
Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. BELL of Colorado: Petition of citizens of Averton, 
Pueblo County, Colo., protesting against any further issue of bonds 
by the United States Government—to the Committee on Banking 
and Currency. 

By Mr. BRICKNER: Protest of the Wisconsin Saloonkeepers’ 
Benevolent Association, against the proposed increase of the beer 
tax—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. DURBOROW: Resolutions of the Chicago Branch of the 
Shipmasters’ Association of the Great Lakes, urging the establish- 
ment of branch hydrographic offices at each of the principal lake 
ports, and for sufficient appropriations therefor—to the Commit- 
tee on Naval Affairs. 

Also, memorial of Chicago Jewelers’ Association, in favor of 
the recommendations of the President in his late message—to the 
Committee on Banking and Currency. 

Also, protest of the Horticultural Society of Chicago, against the 
present distribution of seeds and commending the recommenda- 
tions of Secretary Morton to abolish same—to the Committee on 
Agriculture. 

By Mr. GRAHAM: Petition of the Central Labor Union of 
Brooklyn, N. Y., in favor of House bill 56, for the classification of 
postal clerks—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. HALL of Missouri: Petition of citizens of Randolph 
Younty, Mo., in favor of a banking and currency system—to the 
Committee on Banking and Currency. 

By Mr. HARMER: Preamble and resolution adopted at a 
meeting of 898 citizens of Bridesburg, Philadelphia, Pa., held 
February 8, 1895, in favor of maintaining civil and religious lib- 
erty by absolute separation of church and state, and in favor of 
an amendment to the Constitution of the United States against 
the use of the property or credit of the United States, or any 
State, or any money raised by taxation, for maintaining any in- 
stitution wholly or in part under sectarian or ecclesiastical con- 
trol—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, preamble and resolution adopted at a meeting of 398 citi- 
zens of Bridesburg, Philadelphia, Pa., held February 8, 1895, set- 
ting forth that in a number of States the right of franchise is 
granted to aliens after a residence of from four to five months to 
one year, and, that the rights of the legal citizens may not be 
abridged, petitioning that Congress shall adopt a joint resolution 
proposing an amendment to the Constitution of the United States 
that no State shall grant the right of franchise to any person in 
violation of the laws of the United States—to the Committee on 
the J ene 

By Mr. HITT: Memorial and resolutions of the Chicago Jew- 
elers’ Association favoring the financial recommendations in the 
President’s message of January 28, 1895—to the Committee on 
Banking and Currency. 

By Mr. IKIRT: Resolution of 350 citizens of Canton and 48 of 
Lowellville, Ohio, against granting suffrage to aliens—to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, resolution of 350 citizens of Canton and 43 of Lowellville, 
Ohio, against sectarian appropriations of public money—to the 
Committee on A a 

By Mr. LOUDENSLAGER: Petition of George O. Adams and 
others, in favor of House bill 5246 providing for consular inspec- 
ae thed immigrants before embarkation—to the Committee on the 

udiciary. 

By Mr. MEREDITH: Petition of Lum Smith, praying for an 


examination of Post-office Inspector Anthony Comstock—to the 
Committee on Reform in the Civil Service. 

By Mr. PIGOTT: Remonstrance of the Wine, Liquor, and 
Beer Dealers’ Association of Derby, Conn., against any increase 
of the beer tax—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. REYBURN: Resolution of 300 citizens of Falls of 
Schuylkill, Philadelphia, Pa., against granting suffrage toaliens— 
to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, resolutions of 300 citizens of Falls of Schuylkill, Philadel- 
phia, Pa., against sectarian appropriations of public money—to 
the Committee on Appropriations. 

By Mr. SMITH of Illinois: Petition urging the passageof Senate 
bill 1620, entitled ‘‘An act for the suppression of lottery traffic”—to 
the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. STONE of Kentucky: Petition of Lucinda B. Brown, ad- 
ministratrix of James Brown, deceased, late of Adams County, 
Miss., surviving partner of Reynolds & Brown, to the Congress 
of the United States, asking reference of said claim to the Court 
of Claims—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. CHARLES W. STONE: Petition of Fred Beck, of Spring 
Creek, Warren County, Pa., against printing the report of the 
Columbian dairy tests—to the Committee on Printing. 

Also, memorial of Folwell Lodge, No. 326, Brotherhood of Loco- 
motive Engineers, of Bradford, Pa., in favor of the passage of 
House bill 5603—to the Committee on Merchant Marine and Fish- 
eries. 

Also, resolution of 45 citizens of Dempseytown, Pa., in favor of 
an amendment to the Constitution prohibiting any State from 
granting the right of suffrage to any person not a citizen of the 
United States—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. STRONG: Petition of 75 citizens of Forest, Ohio, in 
favor of an amendment to the Constitution providing that no State 
shall grant the right of franchise to any person who is not a citi- 
zen of the United States—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, petition of 75 citizens of Forest, Ohio, praying for a con- 
stitutional amendment providing that neither Congress nor any 
State shall pass any law respecting an establishment of religion— 
to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. TAYLOR of Indiana (by request): Petition of Hugh N. 
Clarkand others, of Evansville, Ind., asking legisiative amendment 
to the Constitution of the United States—t: the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

Also, petition of Hugh N. Clark and cthers, of Evansville, Ind., 
asking legislation looking to change of the Constitution of the 
United States—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, petition of members of Archer Post, No. 28, Department of 
Indiana, Grand Army of the Republic, asking an increase of pen- 
sion for Samuel W. Scott, late of Company G, Thirteenth Regi- 
ment Tennessee Cavalry, from $10 to $20 per month—to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions. 

By Mr. WARNER: Memorial of New York Chamber of Com- 
merce in favor of an additional tug for the use of the supervisor 
of the harbor at New York and for more liberal appropriations for 
use of said supervisor—to the Committee on Appropriations. 

Also, memorial of New York Chamber of Commerce in favor of 
the Morgan and Lodge bills for the reorganization of the consular 
and diplomatic service—to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 


SENATE. 
TUESDAY, February 12, 1895. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. W. H. Miipury, D. D. 
The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved. 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE, 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. T. O. 
TOWLES, its Chief Clerk, announced that the House had disagreed 
to the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 8234) making 
appropriations for the diplomatic and consular service for the fis- 
cal year ending June 30, 1896, asked a conference with the Sen- 
ate on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses thereon, and had ap- 

ointed Mr. McCreary, Mr. Hooker of Mississippi, and Mr. 
rer managers at the conference on the part of the House. 

The message also announced that the House had agreed to the 
report of the committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of 
the two Houses on the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H.R. 
8563) to adopt special rules for the navigation of harbors, rivers, 
and inland waters of the United States, supplementary to the act 
of August 19, 1890, entitled ‘‘An act to adopt regulations for pre- 
venting collisions at sea.” 

The message further announced that the House had passed the 
ow (S. 1667) to provide for coinage at the branch mint at Denver, 
Colo, 

ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


The message also announced that the Speaker of the House had 
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signed the following enrolled bills; and they were thereupon 
signed by the Vice-President: : 

A bill (8.814) for the relief of the representatives of Daniel C. 
Rodman, deceased, and others; and j 

A bill (H. R. 8165) authorizing the Kansas City, Oklahoma and 
Pacific Railway Company to construct and operate a railway 
through Indian reservations in the Indian Territory, and the Ter- 
ritories of Oklahoma and New Mexico, and for other purposes. 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a communica- 
tion from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting a draft of a 
joint resolution authorizing the publication of 5,000 copies of the 
monthly synopsis of decisions of the Treasury Department and of 
the Board of General Appraisers at New York, under the customs 
and navigation laws, which are needed for the use of that Depart- 
ment and of the customs service throughout the United States and 
of other interested persons, and recommending that speedy action 
be taken on the joint resolution; which, with the accompanying 
paper, bg referred to the Committee on Printing, and ordered to 

e printed. 

e also laid before the Senate a communication from the Secre- 
tary of Agriculture, transmitting, in response to a resolution of 
the 2d instant, a report of the machinery and other materials used 
for experimenting in the manufacture of sugar in different parts 
of the country which have been furnished by the General Gov- 
ernment, where such machinery and other materials have been 
used, where they are now, the cost of them, expense on that ac- 
count, amounts sold, and the price of same; which, on the motion 
of Mr. PEFFER, was, with the accompanying papers, referred to 
the Committee on Agriculture and Forestry, and ordered to be 
printed. 

PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT presented a memorial of the legisla- 
tive assembly of the anne e Se Arizona; which was read, and 
referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, as follows: 


TERRITORY OF ARIZONA, OFFICE OF THE SECRETARY. 
UNITED STATES OF AMERICA, Territory of Arizona, ss: 

I, Charles M. Bruce, secretary of the Territory of Arizona, do hereby cer- 
tify that the within copy isa true and complete transcript of the house me- 
morial No. 1, of the eighteenth legislative assembly of Arizona, filed in this 
— the 5th day of February, A. D. 1895, at 10 o’clock a. m., as provided by 


Ww. 

In testimony whereof I have hereunto set my hand and affixed my official 
seal. Done at the city of Phcenix this 5th day of February, 1895. 

(SEAL. ] CHARLES M. BRUCE, 

Secretary of the Territory. 
House memorial No. 1.—Protesting against the removal of troops from San 
Carlos, Ariz. 
To the Senate and House of Representatives 
of the United States of America in Congress assembled: 

Your memorialists, the eighteenth legislative assembly of the Territory 
of Arizona, beg leave to sogecaae? to your honorable es— 

That there are now about 4,000 Apache Indians located and near San Carlos, 
on the White Mountain Indian Reservation. 

The effect upon these Indians by the abandonment of San Carlos as a mili- 
wey post is not realized by the War ent. 

eretofore the Indians have furnished nearly all of the fuel, wood, hay, and 

barley consumed -by the military, besides finding a market for the various 


other products of their farms and articles of Indian manufacture. 


These Indians have supplied the post of San Carlos yearly about— 
A CN Or RN I iiincmenetgneccsacenss daccadecucecdude $7,800 
I I ee is nonkneinddbasadwodwesd 6, 000 
Pe ee a ee eee eee 5, 000 
Micah aids tastilebes inns wkaibdebides eteedceacedéssndteusases 18, 800 


And, besides, considerable additional revenues were derived from the sale 
and manufacture of Indian beadwork to the officers and soldiers, which was 
expended for the staple articles of food and clothing. 

evertheless, with all of this revenue, these Indians have suffered for the 
noes of life, and the majority have had to go hungry several days of 
each week. 

When these Indians, who are only partly civilized and whose savage spirit 
is only subdued by the constant —— of the United States troops, will be 
without adequate food and clothing for their bodily sustenance and comfort, 
and by the withdrawal of the pe they will be driven to desperation by 
starvation and insufficiency of clothing and compelled to raid, plunder, and 
murder our citizens as in years past. : 

Now, therefore, we, your memorialists of the eighteenth legislative assem- 
bly, do earnestly assure your honorable bodies that the foregoing are facts 
readily proved, and in view of the alarming situation we earnestly protest 
against the removal of troops from San Carlos, and ask your honorable bodies 
to have the order rescinded. 

Resolved, That the secretary of the Territory is hereby requested to trans- 
mit a copy of the foregoing memorial to the honorable the Senate and House 
of Representatives, to the Secretary of the Interior, and to our Delegate in 
Congress, and that our Delegate be, and is hereby, requested to use all honor- 
able means to bring this matter to their earnest and favorable consideration. 

J.H. CARPENTER, Speaker. 
A. J. DORAN, President. 

(Indorsed): I hereby certify that the within memorial originated in the 
house, and is known as house memorial No. 1. 

CHAS. D. REPPY, Chief Clerk. 

Filed in the office of the secretary of the Territory of Arizona this 5th day 
of February, A. D. 1895, at 10 a. m. 

CHARLES M. BRUCE, 


corer ve Arizona. 
By F. B. DEVEREUX, Asst. 


Mr. LODGE pooner a petition of the Real Estate Exchange 
of Buffalo, N. Y.., i 


praying for the enactment of legislation re- 





organizing the diplomatic and consular service of the United 
States; which was referred to the Committee on Foreign Rela- 
tions. 

He also presented a petition of the Business Men’s Association 
of Gloucester, Mass., praying for a more equitable arrangement 
of the salaries of letter carriers; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

Mr. HARRIS. I present a letter from certain judges of the 
United States circuit court of appeals for the sixth circuit, stating 
the importance of passing a bill which shall give an additional cir- 
cuit judge to that circuit and the circuit court of appeals. Imove 
that the letter be referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. HARRIS. I also present telegrams from the bars of Nash- 
ville, Memphis, and Knoxville, Tenn., recommending the creation 
of a third judge for the sixth judicial circuit. I move that the 
telegrams be referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. CULLOM. I presenta petition signed by express compa- 
nies of Chicago and by a large number of other citizens, includ- 
ing bankers, praying Congress to enact some legislation affording 
protection to life and property upon trains, especially with refer- 
ence to the conduct of the mails and express packages and so on, 
for the prevention and punishment of train wrecking and robbery, 
including Federal offenses of all kinds. The petition is somewhat 
lengthy, and I shall not undertake to read it. I ask that it be re- 
ferred to the proper committee. I am not sure but that the sub- 
ject has been heretofore referred to the Committee on the Judi- 
ciary. I ask the Senator from Connecticut if that is not the case. 

Mr. PLATT. Whatis the subject? 

Mr. CULLOM. It is in reference to legislation respecting train 
robbery, etc. Is that before your committee? 

Mr. PLATT. I think not. 

Mr.CULLOM. I movethat the petition be referred tothe Com- 
mittee on Interstate Commerce. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. PLATT presented a petition of Comstock Lodge No. 332, 
Brotherhood of Railroad Trainmen of South Norwalk, Conn., 
praying for the passage of House bill No. 5603, to ameliorate the 
condition of American seamen; which was ordered tolie on the table. 

He also presented a petition of the Cherokee Indian Citizenship 
Association of the Cherokee Nation, Indian Territory, praying for 
the enactment of legislation whereby the controversy now exist~- 
ing between members of that association and the Cherokee Nation 
may be adjusted, and the claimants have a right to participate in 
the lands and moneys secured by treaty stipulations to the whole 
Cherokee people, etc.; which was referred to the Committee on In- 
dian Affairs. 

Mr. QUAY presented petitions of 240 citizens of Pittsburg; of 
79 citizens of Cowansburg; of sundry citizens of Adamsburg; of 
50 citizens of Hoboken; of 300 citizens of Philadelphia; of 70 citi- 
zens of Palo Alto; of 40 citizens of New Bethlehem; of 57 citizens 
of Rundell; of 159 citizens of New Castle; of 200 citizens of Bris- 
tol, and of 136 citizens of Bennett, all in the State of Pennsylvania, 
praying for the adoption of an amendment to the Constitution of 
the United States providing that ‘‘no State shall grant the right 
of franchise to any person who is not a citizen of the United States;” 
which were referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

He also presented petitions of 146 citizens of Pittsburg, of 70 
citizens of Steelton, of 189 citizens of Harrisburg, of 130 citizens 
of Erie, of 50 citizens of Hoboken, of 45 citizens of Dempseytown, 
of 91 citizens of Bellevue, of 40 citizens of New Bethlehem, of 159 
citizens of New Castle, of 136 citizens of Bennett, of 130 citizens 
of Montoursville, of 57 citizens of Rundell, and of 150 citizens of 
South Fork, all in the State of Pennsylvania, praying for the 
adoption of an amendment to the Constitution of the United States 
to prevent the appropriation of moneys for sectarian institutions; 
which were referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. BUTLER presented resolutions adopted by the Chamber of 
Commerce of Charleston, S. C., favoring the provisions contained 
in the recent message of the President, and praying for the enact- 
ment of legislation carrying out his views; which were referred 
to the Committee on Finance. 

He also presented resolutions adopted by the Board of Associated 
Banks of Charleston, S. C., favoring the recommendation of the 
President for the issuance of 3 per cent bonds; which, with the ac- 
companying letter from the chairman of the board, was referred 
to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. HAWLEY presented a petition of the Piatner & Porter 
Paper Manufacturing Company and three other business firms of 
Unionville, Conn., praying for the enactment of legislation to se- 
cure the payment of the sugar bounty on the crops of 1894; which 
was referred to the Committee on Appropriations. 

Mr. SHERMAN presented a petition of Iron Moulders’ Union 
No. 183, of Dayton, Ohio, praying for the passage of House bill 
No. 5603, to ameliorate the condition of American seamen; which 
was ordered to lie on the table. 
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He also presented petitions of sundry citizens of Tupper Plain; 
of 60 citizens of Syracuse, and of 60 citizens of Brookville, all in 
the State of Ohio, praying for the adoption of an amendment to 
the Constitution of the United States to prevent the appropriation 
of moneys for sectarian institutions; which were referred to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

He also presented a petition of 60 citizens of Brookville, Ohio, 
praying for the adoption of an amendment to the Constitution of 
the United States providing that ‘‘no State shall grant the right 
of franchise toany person who is not a citizen of the United States; ” 
which was referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. TURPIE presented a petition of sundry citizens of Lafay- 
ette, Ind., praying for the passage of Senate bill No. 2523, to reg- 
ulate the salaries and mode of removal of postal employees; which 
was referred to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

He also presented a petition of 40 citizens of Red Key, Ind., pray- 
ing for the adoption of an amendment to the Constitution of the 
United States to prevent the appropriation of moneys for secta- 
rian institutions; which was referred to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

He also presented a petition of 40 citizens of Red Key, Ind., pray- 
ing for the adoption of an amendment to the Constitution of the 
United States providing that ‘‘no State shall grant the right of 
franchise to any person who is not a citizenof the United States;” 
which was referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. ALLEN presented a memorial of sundry citizens of Ne- 
braska, remonstrating against the issuance of interest-bearing 
bonds; which was referred to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. BATE presented petitions of members of the bar of Chat- 
tanooga and Nashville, Tenn., praying for the appointment of a 
third circuit judge for the sixth judicial circuit; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. WALSH presented a petition of the Travelers’ Protective 
Association of Atlanta, Ga., praying for the enactment of legis- 
lation to permit the railroads of the United States to issue inter- 
changeable mileage books and to give special privileges of free or 
excess baggage with such mileage; which was ordered to lie on 
the table. 

He also preserted a petition of Central City Lodge, No. 8, of Ma- 
con, Ga., praying for the passage of House bill No. 5603, to amelio- 
rate the condition of American seamen; which was ordered to lie 
on the table. 

FINANCIAL STATEMENTS, 


Mr. COCKRELL. I present an abstract of reports made to the 
Comptroller of the Currency, showing the condition of the na- 
tional banks in the United States at the close of business on Wednes- 
day, the 19th day of December, 1894, the last report of the law- 
ful money reserve of the national banks as shown by the reports 
of their condition at the close of business on December 19, 1894, 
and also a statement showing the paper currency of each denomi- 
nation outstanding January 31, 1895. I move thatthe statements 
be printed as one document. 

The motion was agreed to. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 


Mr. GRAY. Iam instructed by the Committee on Privileges 
and Elections, to whom was referred the joint resolution (H. Res. 
20) proposing an amendment to the Constitution providing that 
Senators shall be elected by the people of the several States, to re- 
port it adversely, with leave to file a report at another time, and 
with leave to the minority of the committee to file their views. 

Mr. TURPIE. I present the views of the minority of the com- 
mittee in favor of the joint resolution just reported adversely. I 
ask that the same be filed, and that they be printed. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. It will besoordered. The joint res- 
olution will be placed on the Calendar with the adverse report of 
the committee. 

Mr. FAULKNER, from the Committee on Territories, reported 
an amendment intended to be proposed to the sundry civil appro- 
priation bill; which was ordered to be printed, and, with the ac- 
companying report, referred to the Committee on Appropriations. 

Mr. PASCO, from the Committee on Claims, to whom was re- 
ferred the bill (H. R. 6852) for the relief of William E. Bond, 
reported it without amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

r. MARTIN, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was 
referred the bill (H. R. 6417) to pension Mary E. Hamilton, widow 
of David Hamilton, soldier in Indian war of 1818, reported it with- 
out amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon, from the Committee on Post-Offices 
and Post-Roads, reported an amendment intended to be proposed 
to the general deficiency appropriation bill; which was referred 


to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 
Mr. MITCHELL of Wisconsin, from the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs, to whom was referred the bill (S. 1864) for the re- 
lief of George W. Harbaugh, submitted an adverse report thereon. 
Mr. MANDERSON. Iask that the bill be placed on the Cal- 
endar with the adverse report in order to save all rights. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. It will be so ordered. 

Mr. CAMDEN, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was 
referred the bill (8.1027) granting a pension to Mary Clare Kelly, 
reported it with an amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. WASHBURN, from the Committee on Post-Offices and 
Post-Roads, to whom was referred the bill (S. 2377) for the relief 
of H. F. Menough, late postmaster at Rock Springs, Wyo., reported 
it with an amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. PALMER. For the Senator from New Hampshire [Mr. 

FALLINGER], Who, owing to indisposition, is not able to be in the 
Senate, I report back favorably from the Committee on Pensions, 
without amendment, the bill (S. 1229) granting a pension to Brid- 
get Devine, and submit a report thereon. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill will be placed on the Cal- 
endar. 

Mr. CAREY, from the Committee on Public Lands, reported 
an amendment intended to be proposed to the sundry civil appro- 
priation bill; which was referred to the Committee on Appropria- 
tions, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. HUNTON, from the Committee on Post-Offices and Post- 
Roads, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 2066) for the re- 
lief of Charles A. Edwards, reported it without amendment. 

Mr. VEST. I am instructed by the Committee on Commerce, 
to whom was referred the bill (8S. 1980) authorizing the establish- 
ment of a free port at Fort Pond Bay or elsewhere in the waters 
of Long Island, in the State of New York, to report it back with 
amendments. Iam instructed to state that all of the members of 
the committee do not consider themselves obligated to support 
the bill, but a majority thought that it ought to be reported for 
the consideration of the Senate. I ask that certain exhibits, which 
are marked, shall be printed, and that the bill go to the Calendar. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. That order will be made in the ab- 
sence of objection. 

Mr. VEST, from the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds, to whom was referred an amendment submitted by Mr. 
BUTLER on this day, intended to be proposed to the sundry civil 
appropriation bill, reported favorably thereon, and moved that it 
be referred to the Committee on Appropriations and printed; which 
was agreed to. 

He also, from the same committee, reported an amendment in- 
tended to be proposed by him to the sundry civil appropriation 
bill; which was referred to the Committee on Appropriations, and 
ordered to be printed. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the 
bill (S. 2663) to provide for the erection of a public building in the 
cities of Winston-Salem, N.C., reported it with amendments. 

Mr, PETTIGREW, from the Committee on Public Lands, to 
whom was referred an amendment snbmitted by himself on the 
9th instant, intended to be proposed to the sundry civil appropria- 
tion bill, reported favorably thereon, and moved that it be re- 
ferred to the Committee on Appropriations and printed; which 
Was agreed to. 

Mr. CALL, from the Committee on Appropriations, to whom 
was referred the bill (H.R. 8727) making appropriations for the 
Department of Agriculture for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1896, 
reported it with amendments, and submitted a report thereon. 


COINAGE OF SILVER. 


Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I am directed by the Committee on 
Finance, to whom was referred the bill (8. 2642) providing for the 
issue of bonds, the coinage of silver, and for other purposes, to re- 
port it with amendments, and amending the title so as to read: 
‘‘A bill providing for the unrestricted coinage of silver, and for 
other purposes.” 

Mr. ALDRICH. I ask that the amendments be read. 

Mr. HILL. I should like to have the bill read if it is in order. 
If not, I ask unanimous consent for that purpose. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I should like to have the bill and amendments 
read at the desk. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill will be read as proposed to 
be amended. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I will state to Senators that it is the 
bill introduced by me some time ago with the proposition of the 
committee that all of the bill be stricken out except section 9, 
which is retained with certain amendments. I suggest that that 
section be read with the proposed amendments. 

Mr. ALDRICH. As this isa very important measure, I think 
the Senate and the country ought to understand exactly what is 
proposed, and therefore I ask that the bill may be read and that 
the amendments also may be read. 

Mr. GRAY. Certainly the original bill need not be read. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Does the Senator from Rhode Island 
desire to have the whole bill read, including the part proposed to 
be stricken out? 

Mr, ALDRICH. I think we ought to know exactly what is 
being done. Therefore I desire that the bill may be read and 
that the amendments of the committee may be read. 








Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I have no objection. pre: 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Secretary will read as indi- 
cated. 

The Secretary proceeded to read the bill. i 

Mr. MANDERSON. For a proper understanding of this mat- 
ter, I should like to know whether the Secretary is reading the 


bill as reported from the Committee on Finance. Is it not the bill 
as introduced by the Senator from Arkansas [Mr. JONES] some 
time ago? 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. The bill as reported back simply 
proposes to strike out all of the bill except section 9. The Senator 
from Rhode Island asked for the reading of the entire bill, and 
after the bill is read I suppose the Secretary will announce that 
the proposition of the committee is to strike out; what he is now 
reading and to pass only section 9, which provides for the unre- 
stricted coinage of silver. 

Mr. ALDRICH. My purpose in calling for the reading of the 
bill was to show that all those portions of the bill which haveany 
merit from my standpoint have been stricken out by the commit- 
tee and that one of the objectionable sections is reported by the 
committee favorably. I have no objection to withdrawing my 
request if the Senator from Arkansas desires that the whole bill 
shall not be read. 

Mr. HALE. Let it be printed. ‘ 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I do not object at all. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I think it had better be printed in the Rec- 
ORD, and that the section which is reported favorably be read. 

Mr. PLATT. Let the Secretary read the ninth section as re- 
ported by the committee. 

Mr. HARRIS. For economy of time I hope that course will be 
taken. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I think the whole bill ought to be printed in 
the REcorpD. 

Mr. ALDRICH. That was my suggestion, that it all be printed. 

7 Mr. HARRIS. Let it be printed. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. It will be so ordered. 

The bill as introduced by Mr. Jones of Arkansas January 23, 
1895, and referred to the Committee on Finance, is as follows: 


¥ A bill (8.2642) providing for the issue of bonds, the coinage of silver, and for 
a other purposes. 


Be it enacted, etc., That authority is hereby given to the Secretary of the 
Treasury to issue bonds of the United States to the amount of $500,000.00, 
coupon or registered, at the option of the buyer, payable, principal and in- 
terest, in coin of the present standard value, and bearing interest at the rate 
of 3 per cent per annum, payable quarterly, and not to be sold at_less than 
par, the bonds to mature thirty years from date, and be redeemable at the 
option of the Government after twenty years; and that the Secretary of the 

reasury be, and he is hereby, authorized to use the proceeds of the sale of 
said bonds to defray current expenses of the Government, and for the re- 
demption of United States legal-tender notes and of Treasury notes issued 
under the act of July 14, 1890,as hereinafter provided. That said bonds shall 
be of the denominations of $20 and $50,and multiples of said sums, respect- 
ively, at the option of the purchasers thereof, and shall be in such form as 
may be prescribed by the Secretary ofthe Treasury; and said bonds and the 
interest thereon shall be exempt from the payment of all taxes and duties to 
the United States, and from all taxation by or under State, municipal, or 
other local authority, and said bonds and coupons shall be made payable 
at the Treasury of the United States. Whenever the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury shall offer any of the bonds herein authorized for sale, he shall advertise 
the same and authorize subscrivtions therefor to be made at the Treasury 
Department, and at any subtreasury, and any bank im which United States 
bonds are deposited, it being the intention of this act to give full and free 
opportunity for general subscription, and payment therefor may be made 
in gold coin, but the Secretary of the Treasury may, in his discretion, accept 
2 in payment therefor United States legal-tender notes and Treasury notes is- 
j sued under the act of July 14, 1890. 

Sec. 2. That national banking associations are hereby authorized and per- 
mitted to issue circulating notes to the par value of United States bonds 
deposited with the Secretary of the Treasury, and the tax on such circula- 
tion is —— reduced to one-fourth of 1 per cent per annum, payable semi- 
annually on the first days of January and July of each year. 

Sec. 3. That section 9 of the act approved July 12, 1882, entitled ‘“‘ An act to 
enable national banking associations to extend their a existence, and 
for other purposes,” be, and the same is hereby, repealed, and hereafter no 
national banking association, continuing to transact business as such, shall 
retire the whole or any part of its circulation without written authority 
therefor from the Secretary of the Treasury; and so much of section 12 of the 
said act as authorizes and directs the Secretary of the Treasury to receive 
deposits of.gold coin with the Treasurer or Assistant Treasurers of the 
United States and to issue certificates therefor, be, and the same is hereby, 
repealed, but this repeal shall not in any manner affect the validity or use of 
such certificates heretofore issued. 

Sec. 4. That hereafter national banking associations desiring toretire the 
whole or any part of their circulating notes shall, if so required by the Secre- 
tary of the dieowery, deposit with the Treasurer of the United States gold 
coin equal to the amount of notes to be retired, and each of said banking as- 
sociations shall at all times keep on deposit with the Treasurer of the United 
States, in gold coin, a sum equal to5 per cent of its outstanding ether po 
notes, and the same sum shall be held and used for the redemption of suc 
notes, and for no other purpose. 

Src. 5. That not exceeding one-half of the lawful reserves on account of de- 
posits now required by law to be kept by national banking associations may 
: consist of bonds of the United States issued under this act,jthe same to be es- 
q timated at their par value. 

4 Suc. 6. That no national-bank note shall be hereafter issued of a denomina- 
q tion less than $10, and all notes of such banks now outstanding of denomina- 
tions less than that sum shall be, as rapidly as practicable, taken up, re- 


i deemed, and canceled and other notes of $10 and larger denominations shall 
f be iagued in their stead under the direction of the Comptroller of the Cur- 
cy. 


Seco. 7. That the Secretary of the sears 3 hereby authorized and di- 
rected, out of the proceeds of the sale of bonds as hereinbefore provided, to 
cancel and destroy all United States legal-tender notes and Treasury notes 
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issued under the act of July 14, 1890, of denominations less than $10, and to 
issue a like amount of silver certificates in denominations of $1, 32, and $5, 
which said certificates shall be payable to bearer in silver, it being the inten- 
tion of this act that neither the Treasury Department nor national banks 
shall issue or keep in circulation any notes, other than silver certificates, of a 
less denomination than $10; and the Secretary of the Treasury is authorized, 
at the request of any holder, to receive Treasury notes and United States 
legal-tender notes, and to issue in licu thereof silver certificates in denomina- 
tions less than $10, and he shall cancel and retire the legal-tender notes and 
Treasury notes so received. 

Sec. 8. That the Secretary of the Treasury is hereby authorized and di- 
rected, out of the proceeds arising from the sale of the bonds hereinbefore 
authorized, and from any surplus revenues, to redeem and cancel, and not 
reissue, said United States legal-tender notes and Treasury notes whenever 
and as fastas the aggregate circulation of United States | 1 









tender notes, 
Treasury notes, silver certificates, and national-bank notes shall be in excess 
of the aggregate amount of United States notes, Treasury notes, national- 


bank notes, and silver certificates in circulation at the date of the passage of 
this act. 

Sec. 9. That from and after the passage of this act the Secretary of the 
Treasury is hereby authorized and directed to receive at any United States 
mint, from any citizen of the United States, silver bullion of standard fine- 
ness, and coin the same into silver dollars of 412} grains each. The seignior- 
age on the said bullion shall belong to the United States, and shall be the 
difference between the coinage value thereof and the price of the bullion in 
London on the day the deposit is made, and all expenditures for coinage done 
under the provisions of this act shall be paid out of said scigniorage; and the 
Secretary of the Treasury shall deliver to the depositors of such bullion 
standard silver dollars equal in amount to the price thereof as aforesaid; 
and whenever the said coins herein provided for shall be received into the 
Treasury, certificates in denominations of less than $10 may be issued thereon, 
in the manner now provided by law. 

Sec. 10. That the Secretary of the Treasury shall make such rules and 
regulations, and employ such clerical and other force as may be necessary to 
carry this act into effect, and a sum sufficient for that purpose is hereb 
appropriated, out of any money in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Section 9 will be read as proposed 
to be amended by the committee. 

Mr. HALE. I take it the Senator from Arkansas does not pro- 
pose any action at this time. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I should be glad to have immediate 
action if there is no objectiun. 

Mr. HALE. Of courseif action is to be taken it ought to be 
read, but if no action is to be taken at this time it is just as well 
to have it printed in the REcorD and printed in regular form. 
Then -we shall all have it before us without using up the time in 
the reading. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I should be glad to have unanimous 
consent for the immediate consideration of the biil. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I suggest that the section reported favorably 
be read and that the remainder of the bill be printed in the Rxrc- 
ORD. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. 
bill as reported. 

Mr. HALE. That is right. 

The SECRETARY. The Committee on Finance report tostrike out 
all after the enacting clause of the bill and to insert: 

That from and after the passage of this act the Secretary of the Treasury 
is hereby authorized and directed to receive at any United States mint, from 
any citizen of the United States, silver bullion of standard lcoin 
the same into silver dollars of 4124 grains each. The seigniorage on the said 
bullion shall belong to the United States. and shall be the difference between 
the coinage value thereof and the market price of the bullion in New York 
on the day the deposit is made, and all expenditures for coinage done under 
the provisions of this act shall be paid out of said seigniorage; and the Secre- 
tary of the Treasury shall deliver to the depositors of such bullion standard 
silver dollars equal in amount to the price thereof as aforesaid; and when- 
ever the said coins herein provided for shall be received into the Treasury, 
certificates may be issued thereon, in the manner now provided by law. 

Amend the title so as to read: “A bill providing for the unrestricted coin- 
age of silver, and for other purposes.” 

Mr. SHERMAN. I wish to say in justice to the minority of 
the committee that this bill is reported by a bare majority of 1 
vote. In justice to the minority of the committee I should 
that the opposition to the bill as reported was very decided, and 
that the majority was simply 1 vote. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. It may be fair for me to state also 
that the advocacy of the bill as reported was very decided by a 
majority of 1 vote. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I understand the Senator from Arkansas de- 
sires that the bill shall be taken up for immediate consideration. 
So far as I am concerned personally, and I am now speaking only 
for myself, I am quite willing that it shall by unanimous consent 
take the place of the bankrupicy bill as the unfinished business, 
to be taken up whenever 

Mr. GEORGE. I object to that. 

Mr. ALDRICH. To be taken up for discussion whenever the 
appropriation bills are not before the Senate. 

Mr. BERRY. To be taken up and voted on without del 

Mr. CALL. I object to further discussion. I cal! for the regu- 
lar order. ; 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. There is objection to further debate. 
The bill will be placed on the Calendar. 












I suggest that the Secretary read the 
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Mr. HARRIS. I suggest to the Senator from Rhode Island 
that if the bill can be passed now without debate I think the Sen- 





ator from Florida will withdraw his objection. 
Mr. ALDRICH. I hardly think that is possible this morning, 
Mr. HARRIS. I think the Senator wou!d object to that him- 
self. 
Mr. ALDRICH. I think I should. 
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INCOME RETURNS FOR 1804. 


Mr. VEST. I am instructed by the Committee on Finance, to 
whom was referred the joint resolution (H. Res. 273) extending 
from March 1, 1895, to the 15th day of April, 1895, the time for 
making returns of income for the year 1894, to report it back 
with certain amendments and ask its inmediate consideration by 
the Senate. It is a matter that must be determined at once if 
acted upon at all. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection? 

Mr. CALL. Iask leave to submit a resolution at this time, to 
be printed and lie on the table until to-morrow morning. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair will recognize the Senator 
from Florida when the pending business is disposed of. 

_ Mr. VEST. I think when the Senate hears the nature of the 
joint resolution they will agree that it ought to be acted upon 
now. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Iask that the amendments reported by the 
committee may be read. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendments reported by the 
Committe on Finance will be stated. . 

The SECRETARY. It is proposed to add to the joint resolution 
the following: 

Be it further resolved, That in computing incomes under said act the 
amounts necessarily paid for fire insurance premiums and for ordinary re- 
pairs rr aany real estate shall be deducted from the rents accrued or re- 
ceived from such real estate. 

And also resolved, That in computing incomes under said act the amounts 
received as dividends upon the stock of any corporation, compan , OF asso- 
ciation shall not be included, in case such dividends are also liable to the tax 
of 2 per cent upon the net profits of said corporation, company, or association, 
although such tax may not have been actually paid by said corporation, com- 
pany, or association at the time of making returns by the person, corporation, 
or association receiving such dividends. 

Be it further resolved, That no taxpayer shall be required in his, her, or its 
annual return under said act to answer any interrogatories except as specif- 
ically provided in said act. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the present con- 
sideration of the joint resolution? 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. I should like to see the joint reso- 
lution in print. 

Mr. HILL and Mr. MORRILL. It is all right. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. It may be all right, but I should 
like to see it in print. I object to the consideration of the joint 
resolution now. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. There is objection to the considera- 
tion of the joint resolution, and it will be placed on the Calendar. 


DELAWARE RIVER BRIDGE, 


Mr. QUAY. Iam instructed by the Committee on Commerce, 
to whom was referred the resolution submitted by my colleague 
[Mr. CAMERON] January 29, 1895, for the appointment of a com- 
mission of not less than three engineers of the United States Army 
to inquire and determine whether the bridge across the Delaware 
River between the States of New Jersey and Pennsylvania would 
be an unreasonable obstruction to the commerce of the river, to 
report in lieu thereof a joint resolution which I ask may be con- 
sidered at this time. 

The joint resolution (S. R. 133) ies Se Secretary of War 
to make an examination of the bridge to be constructed over the 
Delaware River between the States of New Jersey and Pennsyl- 
vania was read the first time by its title, and the second time at 
length, as follows: 

Resolved the Senate and House of Representatives, etc., That the Secre- 
tary of War be, and he is porelt: directed to appointa commission of not less 
than three engineers, United States Army, which shall convene at Philadel- 

hia and inquire and determine whether the bridge across the Delaware 
River as projected under Senate bill No. 1950, second session Fifty-third Con- 
gress, entitled ‘A bill to authorize the construction of a bridge over the Dela- 
ware River between the States of New Jersey and Pennsylvania, to re te 
commerce in and over such bridge, and to establish such bridge as a tary 
and post road,” approved June 14, 1894, would be an unreasonable obstruction 
to the commerce of the river, and shail report to him its findings; and that 
until the said commission has made its report the work of constructing said 
bridge shall not be proceeded with. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the present con- 
sideration of the joint resolution? 

There being no objection, the Senate,as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the joint resolution. 

The joint resolution was reported to the Senate without amend- 
ment, ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third 
time, and passed. 

JOSEPH W. ADY. 

Mr. GRAY, from the Committee on Privileges and Elections, 
reported the followin resolution; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee to Audit and Control the Contingent Expenses of the 
Senate: 


Resolved, That the Secretary of the Senate be, and he is hereby, authorized 
and directed to pay, out of the contingent fund of the Senate, to Joseph W. 
Ady, the contestant of the seat of JoHN MARTIN, a Senator from Kansas, the 
sum of $2,000, in full of expenses incurred by the said Joseph W. Ady in his 


said contest. 
BILLS INTRODUCED. 


Mr. CULLOM introduced a bill (S. 2747) defining the qualifica- 


tions of chief inspector and deputy inspectors of plumbing in the 
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District of Columbia; which was read twice by its title, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

Mr. WASHBURN introduced a bill (S. 2748) to authorize the 
Wisconsin and New Duluth Bridge Company to construct a bridge 
over the St. Louis River, between the States of Wisconsin and 
Minnesota; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Commerce. 


AMENDMENTS TO APPROPRIATION BILLS. 


Mr. PASCO submitted an amendment intended to be proposed 
by him to the sundry civil appropriation bill, providing ror sur- 
vey and preparing of plans for improvement of Tampa Bay and 
preliminary examination; which was referred to the Committee 
on Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. LODGE submitted an amendment intended to be proposed 
by him to the legislative, executive, and judicial appropriation 
bill; which was ordered to be printed, and, with the accompany- 
ing paper, referred to the Committee on Appropriations. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon submitted an amendment intended 
to be proposed by him to the sundry civil appropriation bill; 
which was referred to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to 
be printed. 

Mr. BUTLER submitted an amendment intended to be proposed 
by him to the sundry civil appropriation bill; which, with the 
accompanying letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Mr. CAREY submitted an amendment intended to be proposed 
by him to the sundry civil appropriation bill; which was referred 
to the Committee on Public Lands, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. SQUIRE submitted an amendment intended to be proposed 
by him to the Indian appropriation bill; which was referred to 
the Committee on Indian Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 


WITHDRAWAL OF PAPERS. 
On motion of Mr. GORDON, it was 


Ordered, That the anaes filed in the Fifty-second Congress relating to the 
claim of Mildred P. Poullain, widow of Dr. Thomas N. Poullain, for relief, be 
withdrawn from the files of the Senate, under the rules thereof. 


NEW YORK POST-OFFICES. 


_Mr. HILL submitted the following resolution; which was con- 
sidered by unanimous consent, and agreed to: 


Resolved, That the Postmaster-General be, and is hereby, directed to fur- 
nich to the Senate information as to post-offices in the State of New York in 
the following particulars: 

First. The number of Presidential post-offices. 

Second. The number of other peace 

Third. The number of postmastersin Presidential offices who were appointed 
by President Harrison and who were permitted by President Cleveland to 
serve out their full terms, and the number removed for cause before the ex- 
piration of their terms. 

Fourth. The number of postmasters in Presidential offices appointed by 
President Harrison whose terms have not yet expired, and the number whose 
terms have expired for which no nominations have been made. 

Fifth. What policy has been adopted by the present Administration in ref- 
erence to postmasters of offices (other than Presidential offices) who are ap- 
pointed for no fixed term, whether they have been removed at pleasure or 
allowed as a general rule to serve a term of four years; the number of such 
postmastersappointed by the preceding Administration who are still in office, 
and the number who were permitted to serve outa full — of four years 
but whose successors have been appointed, and the number who have serv: 
such period who are still in office. 


REGULATIONS TO PREVENT COLLISIONS AT SEA, 


Mr. VEST submitted the following resolution; which was con- 
sidered by unanimous consent, and agreed to: 


Resolved, That the Secretary of State be directed toinform the Senate what 
foreign nations have adopted or refused to adopt the re tions for prevent- 
ing collisions at sea which were directed to be followed oy all public and pri- 
vate vessels of the United States upon the high seas and in all waters con- 
nected therewith navigable by seagoing veass by act of Gongress peerered 
August 19, 1890, and proclaimed by the ident on July 13, 1894; also that he 
transmit to the Senate all information he may have as to such matter, to- 

ther with the co mdence had between the United S*‘ates and other 

vernments in regard thereto. 


CLAIM FOR SEIZURE OF COTTON. 


Mr. McLAURIN submitted the following resolution; which was 
referred to the Committee on Claims: 


Resolved, That Senate bill No. 2222, entitled “A bill for the relief of the owners 
of certain cotton shipped from Natchez, Miss., in August, 1863, on the steamer 
Gladiator be, and the same hereby is, referred to the Court of Claims for ex- 
amination and report under the provisions of section 14 of the act approved 
March 3, 1887, entitled ‘An act to provide for the bringing of suits a; t the 
Government of the United States.’ 


PREVENTION OF COLLISIONS AT SEA. 


Mr. WHITE submitted the following report: 


The committee of conference on the di ing votes of the two Houses on 
the amendments of the Senate to the bill ( iL R. ) to adopt ape rules for 
the navigation of harbors, rivers, and inland waters of the United States, 
supplementary to the act of August 19, 1890, entitled ‘‘An act to adopt regula- 
tions for preventing collisions at sea,’ having met, after full and free confer- 
pay to recommend and do recommend to their respective Houses 
as follows: 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendments of the 
Senate numbered 1, 2, 3, and 4, and agree to the same. 









That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the Sen- 
ate numbered 5, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: 
Insert the word “eighth” after the word “February;” and the Senate 
agree to the same. 
That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the Sen- 
ate to the title, and agree to the same. 
M. W. RANSOM, 


STEPHEN M. WHITE, 
WILLIAM P. FRYE, 
Managers on the part of the Senate. 


GASTON A. ROBBINS, 
J. P. PIGOTT, 
W. J. WHITE, 
Managers on the part of the House. 


The report was concurred in. 
PRESIDENTIAL APPROVAL, 


A message from the President of the United States, by Mr. O. L. 
PRUDEN, one of his secretaries, announced that the President had 
on the 11th instant approved and signed the act (S. 445) chang- 
ing the name of Georgetown, in the District of Columbia, and for 
other purposes. 


ISSUE AND SALE OF UNITED STATES BONDS. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. If there be no further concurrent or 
other resolutions, the Chair lays before the Senate a resolution 
submitted by the Senator from Kansas, coming over from a pre- 
vious day, which will be read. . 

The Secretary read the resolution submitted by Mr. PEFFER on 
the 9th instant, as follows: 

Resolved, That the Committee on the Judiciary be, and it is hereby, directed 
to report to the Senate forthwith, with its action thereon, Senate resolution 
(Miscellaneous Document No.3) adopted on the 5th day of December, 1894, as 
follows: 

Resolved, That the Committee on the Judiciary be, and it is hereby, in- 
structed to inquire and report whether the acts of the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury, in issuing and selling United States bondsin the months of February and 
December, 1894, were authorized by any act or acts of Congress then in force. 

Mr. CALL. Mr. President, I think that the resolution I offered, 
and which was under discussion yesterday, has precedence in 
regular order. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. 
endar under the action of the Senate yesterday morning. 


Mr. CALL. There was no action of the Senate on the resolu- | 


tion yesterday; but I understood unanimous consent was given 
that it should not lose its place. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. No. The resolution was not taken up 
yesterday in the morning hour, but the Post-Office appropriation 
bill was taken up on my motion. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair lays before the Senate 
resolutions in the order in which they are reached, and the reso- 
lution of the Senator from Kansas was first upon the list, and was 
so laid before the Senate. 

Mr. PEFFER. Iask that the resolution may be adopted. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Iask that the resolution may be read, so that 
we may know what it is. 

Mr. CALL. I submit that the resolution which I offered has 
precedence in time, if Iam not mistaken, over the resolution of 
the Senator from Kansas. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair is governed by the record 
as shown at the desk, and not by the recollection of Senators. 

Mr. HOAR. I desire to suggest to the Senator who has charge 
of the resolution, and to the Senate, that the chairman of the Ju- 
diciary Committee is suffering with a heavy cold and is not able 
to be in his seat this morning. I therefore suggest that the reso- 
lution stand over until he shall come in. He should be present if 
the resolution is to be discussed. 

Mr. PEFFER. I asked that the resolution might be adopted. 
I did not ask for its discussion. 

Mr. HOAR. Iask the Senator to let the resolution stand over 
on the ground that the chairman of the Judiciary Committee is 
absent. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the request of 
the Senator from Massachusetts? 

Mr. GORMAN. Let us have the resolution read, Mr. President. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The resolution will be again read. 

The Secretary read the resolution submitted by Mr. PEFFER on 
the 9th instant. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 
resolution. 

Mr. PLATT. The suggestion has been madethatthe resolution 
ought not to be considered this morning, because the chairman of 
the Committee on the Judiciary is not here. The resolution is, in 
a certain sense, a reflection upon the Judiciary Committee for not 
having reported the resolution formerly submitted by the Senator 
from Kansas, and certainly the chairman of the committee is the 
proper person to reply. 

Mr. STEWART. Has the Senator any objection to my making 
a few remarks about the resolution before it passes away? 

Mr. HOAR. I should like the chairman of the Judiciary Com- 
mittee to hear the Senator’s remarks. 

Mr. STEWART. He can read them in the REcorp 
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Mr. PLATT. Weare always glad to listen to the Senator from 
Nevada. 

Mr. STEWART. Then I should like to make a few remarks. 

Mr. PEFFER. Ido not want the floor taken away from me 
just yet. Ihave no objection to the resolution going over, pro- 
vided it does not lose its place. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the request of 
the Senator from Kansas? 

Mr. STEWART and Mr. GORMAN. I object. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. There is objection. 

Mr. PEFFER. Then, Mr. President, I desire to be heard upon 
the resolution. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair recognizes the Senator 
from Kansas. 

Mr. PEFFER. Mr. President, I did not intend to discuss this 
resolution, and I expect now to occupy but a very short time. I 
think I appreciate as highly as any member of the Senate the im- 
portance of promptness in our action during the remainder of the 
present session. We are very much pressed, but in view of the 
fact that, first, there seemed to be a disposition to discuss the reso- 
lution, and, second, objection to its going over and retaining its 
place, I feel it my duty to call attention to my reasons for offering 
the resolution, for, as was suggested by the Senator from Con- 








necticut [Mr. PLaTT], it may seem to be a reflection on the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary. 
Mr. President; I have charged upon this floor once before, and 


repeat the charge now—for that is the foundation of this proceed- 
ing—that the Treasury Department ever since 1878 has been deceiy- 
ing the people, whether deliberately and intentionally or not I do not 
care to say. It began in the year 1878 and continued until the 
Administration of President Harrison, and in the first message of 
that distinguished man he called attention to the condition of our 
finances. Why did not the President begin in 1865, at the close of 
the great war? The policy adopted at that time has been followed 
until the present. During the administration of Mr. Secretary 
Foster a statement was sent out to the people apparently upon 
request—it was used as a campaign document—showing and in- 


| tending to show that there never had been in circulation any 


} 


paper money excepting the greenbacks and demand notes, throw- 
ing out of the calculation utterly all the compound-int st not 
all the 7-30 notes, and every other class of our paper currency ex- 
cepting only the greenbacks. Our Treasury reports since 1878 have 
continually been made up upon that idea. 

In addition to that, Mr. President, we find that now, in the re- 
ports which are being issued from day to day, in place of assert- 
ing that the silver bullion in the Treasury is worth its coin value, 
the Secretary of the Treasury conveys the idea that we pur- 
chased it at its market value, and that that is the only value 
which it can have in making up our accounts. There are about 
$134,000,000 of silver bullion in the Treasury, as the report shows, 
whereas in fact the coinage value of the bullion is perhaps 25 per 
cent more than that—yes, about 33 per cent more than that. 
if the actual coinage value of the silver bullion now in the Treas- 
ury were given it would be about $175,000,000 instead of $134,- 
000,000. 

I might go on and enumerate a large number of other instances, 
but I shall not take time now to do it, wherein, in my judgment, 
the Treasury Department has been deceiving the public concerning 
our finances. Last year, in January, the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury came to Congress, honest man that he was, and asked permis- 
sion by statute authorizing him to purchase gold with bonds, but 
Congress denied him that privilege. Then, believing it was hi 
duty, and acting under the advice of the President of the United 
States, to maintain the gold reserve, he assumed authority, and 
there were no objections raised in this body, and, so far as I know, 
none in the other body, excepting those which were raised by 
members of the party towhich I belong. I called attention to the 
fact at that time, and so did my colleagues; and when the present 
Congress convened, upon the first day of the session I presented 
the following resolution to the Senate: 


Resolved, That the Committee on the Judiciary be, and it is hereby, n- 
structed to inquire and report whether the acts of the Secretary of 


S, 


HO 





Treasury in issuing and selling United States bonds in the months of F« 
ary and December, 1894, were authorized by any act or acts of Congress then 
in force. 


That resolution was offered on the 3d day of December, 1894, 
more than two months ago. No report on it has yet been made 
by the committee. It is not my business nor is it my desire or 
intention to even intimate what reasons, if any, the committee 
have had for not acting upon the resolution, but their nonaction, 
or at least their neglect or failure to report the resolution, is in en- 
tire accord with the conduct and the management of the Treasury 
Department during the last eighteen years. 





subject-matter of the resolution as worth considering, and there- 
fore it was not reported. Hence I do not intend any disrespect 
to the committee whatever, because that has been the custom and 
has been the practice of committees of this body as to all mat- 
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ters of this kind. I remember when I introduced a resolution 
during our long debate in 1893, asking the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury to inform the Senate whether the national banks of the 
country were being conducted in violation of law or not, that 
Senators upon both sides of the Chamber arose and with some 
feeling asserted that it was an impertinence upon the part of the 
Senator from Kansas to ask a question of this kind; that during 
times of great stress and emergency public officers ought not to 
be expected to obey the law fully and in detail, and that there 
ought to be large discretion allowed. 

So itis now. The Secretary of the Treasury and his chief are 
selling the public credit upon the open market. They have even 
gone so far, Mr. President, latterly, since this resolution was pre- 
sented to the Senate, as to confer privately with foreigners, or 
with the agents of foreign banking institutions, trading the credit 
of the people of the United States to our ancient enemy at three- 
fourths of 1 per cent—yes, nearly 1 per cent—more than the last 
bonds were negotiated for, and at 14 per cent more than the bonds 
of the city of New York are now carrying; and this, too, in the 
face of the fact that members of this body and members of the 
House of Representatives—if I am not out of order in referring 
to that—have been asserting from the beginning and are now 
eeey, that the sale of these bonds is without authority of 

Ww. 

I spent some time in discussing this resolution the second day 
after it was introduced for the very purpose of showing, and I 
thought that I did show conclusively, that the President and his 
Secretary were acting outside of the law. I feel quite certain 
that the distinguished senior Senator from Ohio [Mr. SHERMAN] 
took the same view of the subject I did, at least measurably. 

During the pendency of an appropriation bill at the last session 
of the Fifty-second Congress the Senator from Ohio proposed an 
amendment authorizing the Secretary to sell bonds of either of 
the classes provided forin the refunding act of 1870 or bonds bear- 
ing 3 per cent interest at his discretion. Evidently it was the 
belief of that distinguished Senator at the time that there was no 
authority upon the part of the Treasury Department, or at least 
that the people would question such authority, to issne bonds 
under existing circumstances without some fresh authority from 
the National Legislature. It was under those circumstances that 
I asked for the adoption of the resolution in the utmost good faith. 
I remember stating, while discussing the resolution, that if acts 
of this kind had been committed in the earlier years of the Repub- 
lic the guilty officers would have been impeached for high crimes 
and misdemeanors. Ibelievesonow. Weare drifting along from 
day to day and month to month and year to year, allowing the 
officers in charge of great public affairs to use their own judgment 
and override the law and the Constitution, and it is time the brakes 
were put on. 

Senators—and though there are different grades of Senators, the 
same as there are of common people, yet a Senator is presumed 
to be a man of some responsibility—and Members of the House of 
Represent«tives charge that these acts are done without authority 
of law. Now Icome into the Senate as a Senator, upon my re- 
sponsibility as a Senator, and I ask our Judiciary Committee to 
give us their opinion as to whether these acts are in accordance 
with the law or, to put it in a more genteel form perhaps, whether 
there was any statute existing at the time authorizing these acts 
upon the part of the officers. 

The Committee on the Judici of the Senate of the United 
States is composed of distinguished men, men of rare learning in 
law, of judicial training, and great ability, standing high not 
only as lawyers and jurists, but as statesmen. Their opinion 
would be worth a great deal to the people of the country. It 
would be very satisfying to the public mind if that committee 
should come in and by a large majority or unanimously say that 
in their opinion the President and Seeretary of the Treasury were 
justified not only by the exigencies, but by the letter of the law 
in issuing bonds. I confess that it would go a great way toward 
satisfying my mind—a great way, indeed—for I should feel it my 
duty to yield to their superior judgment upon a matter of this 
kind. The resolution of itself was very important, sufficiently so 
to justify its existence, and that is the reason why it was offered. 

Now I ask that the committee report the resolution. If they 
are not going to take any action upon it, let them say so and let 
them say why they will not take any action, if they wish to. All 
that the senointioth before the Senate asks is that the committee 
shall report to the Senate the result of their action uponit. It is 
no reflection. It was not in my mind at all to reflect upon the 
honor, the integrity, or the industry of the committee. 

Mr. HILL. ill the Senator from Kansas allow mea moment? 

Mr. PEFFER. Certainly. 

Mr. HILL. Undoubtedly before the Judiciary Commitiee would 
act upon the resolution they would desire the opinion of the At- 
torney-General of the United States. I am not now called upon, 
in the absence of the chairman of the committee, to explain the 
precise reason why a report has not yet been made, but I think I 





can say that undoubtedly the committee would be disposed to ask 
the opinion of the Attorney-General. 

Mr. STEWART. Ishould like to inquire by what authority 
the committee would ask the opinion of the Attorney-General. 

Mr. HILL. Any committee of the House of Representatives or 
the Senate can ask the opinion of a law officer of the Government. 
He can give it or not as he pleases. Undoubtedly, sir, he would 
give it. I simply suggest to the Senator from Kansas whether all 
practical purposes would not be served by an amendment of the 
resolution, requesting the Attorney-General to give to the Senate 
his opinion. 

Mr. PEFFER. No; I do not want the opinion of the Attorney- 
General. I regard my own opinion upon this point as good as that 
of the Attorney-General. 

Mr. HILL. Ihave nothing whatever to say after that state- 
ment. 

Mr. PEFFER. I have no doubt, sir, that I have given the sub- 

ject more attention than either the Attorney-General or the Sen- 
ator from New York. I have no doubt that Ihave given it not 
only more careful consideration, but more intelligent considera- 
tion. ; 
Mr. President, I wish the opinion of the Judiciary Committee 
of the Senate. I will state for the information of the Senator from 
New York that I was caught in that trap once before with respect 
to the resolution to which I referred a few minutes ago, asking 
the Secretary of the Treasury to inform the Senate whether the 
business of the national banks was being conducted in violation 
of law. The resolution was referred to the Finance Committee 
over my objection, and it was done, as I afterwards learned, for 
the very purpose of submitting it not to the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury, but to the Comptroller of the Currency, a gentleman who, 
in connection with his official duties, has an attachment that sug- 
gests to him the propriety of going to banquets and meetings of 
bankers for the purpose of praising and lauding the national-bank- 
ing system of the country and suggesting that the national banks 
oughé to be continued for the purpose of regulating the specula- 
tive tendencies of the common people of thecountry. In thatcase 
the resolution was referred to the Comptroller of the Currency, 
and finally a statement came in here that he had no official infor- 
mation that there had been any violations of law in the matter re- 
ferred to. 

We all understood that very well. 
troller had no official information. We knew fthat he did not 
want any Official information. We knew that the Secretary of 
the Treasury had no official information. We believed that he 
did not want any. We knew that the Senate of the United States 
had no official information upon that point. It was very evident 
from what occurred upon this floor that the Senate did not want 
any Official information upon that particular point. So the reso- 
lution was side tracked in that manner. 

Now, the Senator from New York [Mr. Hit] suggests that 
it would be good policy and he has no doubt the committee would 
be anxious to refer the matter to the Attorney-General. Tho 
statutes are plain. The statutes were made by the Congress of the 
United States, and this body, if any body in the world, ought to 
understand their meaning. This much in reference to the object 
of offering the resolution in the first place and of offering this one. 

I have prepared a good deal of matter by way of discussing this 
question further and bringing out points that I did not bring out 
in the argument before, but I shall ‘not take up the time of the 
Senate to do so. As I said in the beginning, had it not been for 
objections upon one side or another I should not have said a word 
upon the resolution at all. That is all I care to say just now. 

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 

A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. T. O. 
Tow_Less, its Chief Clerk, announced that the House had agreed 
to the report of the committee of conference on the disagreeing 
votes of the two Houses on the amendment of the Senate to the bill 
(H. R. 5740) incorporating the Society of American Florists. 

The message also announced that the House has disagreed to 
the amendment of the Senate to the bill (H.R. 6585) granting a 
pension to Elizabeth Moore English, agreed to the conference 
asked for by the Senate on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses 
thereon, and had appointed Mr. Moszs, Mr. STaLirnas, and Mr. 
LOUDENSLAGER managers at the conference on the part of the 
House. 

The message further announced that the House insisted upon its 
amendments to the bill (S. 2173) to amend an act entitled ‘‘An 
act to establish a United States court in the Indian Territory, and 
for other purposes,” approved March 1, 1889, and an act entitled 
**An act to provide a temporary government for the Territory of 
Oklahoma, to enlarge the jurisdiction of the United States court 
in the Indian Territory, and for other purposes,” approved ‘May 2, 
1890; to provide for the redistricting of the Indian Territory for 
judicial purposes, for an additional judge and more United States 
commissioners, and to prescribe the jurisdiction, duties, and au- 


We knew that the Comp- 
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thority of such judges and commissioners, and for other purposes, 
disagreed to by the Senate, and agreed to the conference asked 
for by the Senate on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses 
thereon, and had appointed Mr. CuLBErsoN, Mr. Barry, and Mr. 
Ray managers at the conference on the part of the House. 

The message also announced that the House had passed the fol- 
lowing bill and joint resolution: ae 

A bill (S. 2699) for the encouragement of education in the State 
of Mississippi; and 

A joint resolution (S. R. 113) instructing the Secretary of War 
to return to the State of Michigan the flags of certain regiments 
of Michigan volunteer infantry. 

The message farther announced that the House had agreed to 
the concurrent resolution of the Senate providing that the engross- 
ing and enrolling of bills and joint resolutions, as provided for 
in the concurrent resolution adopted by the Fifty-third Congress, 
first session, November 1, 1893, be suspended, and said bills and 
joint resolutions be written by hand when, in the judgment of the 
Joimt Committee on Printing, it is deemed necessary, with an 
amendment, in which it requested the concurrence of the Senate. 

The message also announced that the House had agreed to the 
amendments of the Senate to the following bill and joint reso- 
lution: 

A bill (H. R. 7839) to bridge the Newark Bay; and 

A joint resolution (H. Res. 261) authorizing the Secretary of 
War to expend a portion of the appropriation made in the river 
and harbor act of 1894 for St. Joseph Harbor, in the State of 
Michigan, to complete the connection between St. Joseph Harbor 
and Benton Harbor. 

The message further requested the Senate to return to the House 
the bill (H. R. 5260) granting an increase of pension to Thomas 
Corigan, the same having been adversely reported by the Com- 
mittee of the Whole and by error passed by the House. 


ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


The message also announced that the Speaker of the House had 
signed the following enrolled bills; and they were thereupon signed 
by the Vice-President: 

A bill (H. R. 6244) to remove the charge of desertion from the 
military record of Jacob Eckert; 

A bill (H.R. 6792) to disapprove the treaty heretofore made 
with the Scuthern Ute Indians to be removed to the Territory of 


Utah, and providing for settling them down in severalty where | 
they may so elect and are qualified, and to settle all those not | 


electing to take lands in severalty on the west 40 miles of pres- 
ent reservation and in portions of New Mexico, and for other pur- 
poses, and to carry out the provisions of the treaty with said In- 
dians June 15, 1890; and 

A bill (H. R.7020)to readjust the salaries and allowances of the 
postmasters at Guthrie, Oklahoma City, and Kingfisher,in Okla- 

oma Territory. 

POST-OFFICE APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. BLACKBURN. I move that the Senate proceed to the con- 
sideration of the bill making appropriations for the support of the 
postal service for the next fiscal year. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate, as in Committee of 
the Whole, resumed the consideration of the bill (H. R. 8272) 
making appropriations for the service of the Post-Office Depart- 
ment for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1896. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Nebraska [Mr. 
ALLEN] is entitled to the floor. 

Mr. ALLEN. Mr. President—— 

Mr. STEWART. Will the Senator from Nebraska give way to 
me for a few moments? 

Mr. ALLEN. 1 will yield for a few moments. 

Mr. STEWART. Mr. President, I feel it my duty to call the 
attention of the Senate to the message of the President of date 
February 8, 1895. 

To my mind it is a very extraordinary document, issued as it 
seems to me upon the face of it, without a due examination of 
the law of Congress. It is stated in the message among other 
things as follows: 

As a precaution, therefore, against the failure of timely legislative aid 
through Congressional action, cautious preparations have Weoee pending to 
enmrploy to the best possible advantage, in default of better means, such ex- 


ecutive authority as may, without additional legislation, be exercised for the 


purpose of reenforcing and maintaining in our Treasury an adequate and safe 
gold reserve. 


I submit that the President has no authority of law to take any 


— whatever to obtain or keep a gold reserve. He further 
states: 


Therefore, in pursuance of section 3700 of the Revised Statutes, the details 
of an arra ement have this day been concluded with parties abundantly 
able to fulfill their undertaking, whereby bonds of the United States, author- 
ized under the act of July 14, 1875, payable in coin thirty years after their 
date, with interest at the rate of 4 per cent per annum, to the amount of a 
littie less than $62,400,000, are to be issued for the purchase of gold coin amount- 
ing to a sum slightly in excess of $65,000,000, to be deliv: to the Treasury 
of the United States, which sum, added to the gold now held in our reserve, 


will so resto: i 
$100,000, O00 re such reserve as to make it amount to something more than 


+ 


Such a premium is to be allowed to the Government upon the bonds as to 
| fix the rate of interest — the ameunt of gold realized at 3} per cent per 
annum. At least one-half of the gold to be obtained is to be supplied from 
abroad, which is a very important and favorable feature of the transaction. 
The privilege is especially reserved to the Government to substitute at par 
within ten days from this date, in lieu of the 4 per cent coin bonds, other 
bonds in terms — in gold and bearing only 3 per cent interest, if the 
issue of the same should in the meantime be authorized by the Congress. 

The arrangement thus completed, which, after careful inquiry, appears in 
present circumstances considering all the objects desired to be the best 
attainable, devel such a difference in the estimation ot investors between 
bonds made pax ie in coin and those specifically made payable in gold in 
favor of the latter, as is resented by three-fourths of a cent in annual in- 
terest. In the agreement just concluded the annual saving in interest to the 
Government, if 3 per cent gold bonds should be substituted for 4 per cent 
coin bonds under the privilege reserved, would be $559,159, amounting in 
thirty years, or at the maturity of the coin bonds, to $6,174,770. 

Before I discuss this question further I desire to call the atten- 
tion of the Senate to a clerical error in the President’s message, 
He refers in the clause [ have just read to the act of July 14, 
1875. I telephoned to Mr. Thurber, the President’s private sec- 
retary, stating that there was no such act, that Congress was not 
in session at that time, and that the President must refer to the 
refunding act of July 14, 1870, or resumption act of January 14, 
1875, and asked him for an explanation. I received in reply from 
Mr. Thurber the following: 

Clerical error; should read “January 14, 1875.” 

That would be the resumption act. 

Now, the President says, im the paragraph I have read, that 
this action is taken in pursuance of section 3700 of the Revised 
Statutes, which reads as follows: 

Sec.3700. The Secretary of the Treasury may purchase coin with any of 
the bonds or notesof the United States, authorized by law, at such rates and 
upon such terms as he may deem most advantageous to the public interest 

It will be observed that he can only sell bonds which are author- 
ized by law. There are no bonds authorized by law except under 
the act of January 14,1875. The refunding act of July 14, 1870, 
contains this provision: 

But nothing in this act or in any other law now in force shall be construed 
to authorize any Increase whatever of the bonded debt of the Unité 

So the act of July 14, 1870, prohibited the sale of bonds which 


d States. 


would imerease the public debt. That act was exeented. The 
publie debt was funded without any increase or decrease nomi- 


nally. So that all laws which existed previous to that time, an- 
| thorizing the issuance of bonds which would increase the public 
| debt, were by that act repealed. The reference to that section 
now can have no bearing upon the power of the President, and 
he must fall back upon whatever authority may be found in the 
resumption act. 

I can hardly conceive why or for what purpose any reference 
should be made to section 3700 of the RevisedStatutes. So far as 
that had any power at all in connection with this matter it has 
been repealed. 

I shall again call the attention of the Senate to the langnage of 


the resumption act, which is the only act under which there can 
be any possible claim for the authority to issue bonds. That por- 
tion of the act relating to this particular matter reads as follows: 

And on and after the Ist day of January, A. D. 1879, the Secretary of the 


Treasury shall redeem, in coin— 
Mark the language, ‘“‘ coin”— 


the United States legal-tender notes then outstanding, on their pre 
tion for redemption at the office of the Assistant Treasurer of the United 
States in the city of New York, in sums of not less than $50. And to enable 
the Secretary of the Treasury to prepare and provide for the redemption in 
this act authorized or required, he is authorized to use any surplus rev 
from time to time, in the Treasury not otherwise appr i, 3 » issue, 
sell, and dispose of, at not less than par, in coin, either of the descriptions of 
bonds of the United States described in the act of Congr pr l 

14, 1870, entitled ‘‘An act to authorize the refunding of the n: 
with like qualities, privileges, and exemptions, to the extent necessary rry 
= act into full effect, and to use the proceeds thereof for the purposes afore- 
said. 


Then the resumption act authorized the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury to issue and sell bonds of the description contained in the act 
of July 14, 1870, to the extent necessary to obtain coin to previde 











for the redemption of the greenbacks which were outstanding on 
the ist day of January,1879. That is the full extent of the au- 
thority. Those bonds are, by the refunding act of July 14, 1870, 
| made payable in coin of thethen standard value, which consisted 
| of gold dollars of 25,4, grains and of silver dollars of 412} grains 
| of standard silver. 





So the bonds issued under the resumption act were payable, the 
same as all other bonds, in silver as well as gold. That question 
has been before Congress, as I showed a few days ago, and has 
repeatedly been brought to the attention of the Senate; and a res- 
olution was passed by more than a two-thirds vote in both Honses 
of Congress, declaring that all the bonds issued by the United 
States are payable in silver coin as well as gold coin. There can 
be no question as to that. 

The ident further says: 

Of course there never should be a doubt in any quarter as to the redemp- 
tion in gold of the bonds of the Government which are made payable in coin. 


Therefore the discrimination in the judgment of investors between our bond 
obligations payable in coin and those specifically made payable in gold is very 
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significant. It is hardly necessary to suggest that whatever may be our 

views on the subject, the sentiments of preferences of those with whom we 

ant negotiate in disposing of our bonds for gold are not subject to our 
ictation. 

Ihave only to add that in my opinion the transaction herein detailed for 
the information of the Congress promises better results than the efforts pre- 
viously made in the direction of effectively adding toour gold reserve through 
the sale of bonds; and I believe it will tend, as far as such action can, in pres- 
ent circumstances, to meet the determination expressed in the law repealing 
the silver-purchasing clause of the act of July th 1890, and that, in the lan- 
guage of such repealing act, the arrangement made will aid our efforts to 
“insure the maintenance of the parity in value of the coins of the two metals 
and the equal power of every dollar at all times in the markets and in the 
payment of debts.” 


The quotation contained in the last paragraph from the act ex- 
torted from Congress in the extra session to repeal the purchasing 
clause of the Sherman Act is unfortunate. The phrase ‘insure 
the maintenance of the parity in value of the coins of the two 
metals and the equal power of every dollar at all times in the 
markets and in the payment of debts” is wrenched from the con- 
text and its meaning distorted. The paragraph of the law in 
which that phrase is found reads as follows: 


And it is hereby declared to be the policy of the United States to continue 
the use of both gold and silver as standard money of equal extrinsic and 
exchangeable value, such equality to be secured through international agree- 
ment,or by such safeguards of legislation as will insure the maintenance of 
the parity in value of the coins of the two metalsand the equal power of every 
dollar at all times in the markets and in the payment of debts. 


What is there in this law to authorize the President of the 
United States to refuse to use silver coin as standard money in 
payment of Government obligations expressly.made payable in 
coin of either gold or silver? On the contrary, it is expressly de- 
clared in the very sentence from which the quotation is taken to 
be ‘“‘the policy of the United States to continue the use of both 
gold and silver as standard money.” By what authority does the 
President discontinue such use, and why does he say— 


Of course there never should be a doubt in any quarter as to the redemp- 
tion in gold of the bonds of the Government which are made payable in coin? 


Why is it a matter of course that the laws of the United States 
and the resolutions of the two Houses of Congress should be dis- 
regarded? 

Again, I call the attention of the President to the concurrent 
resolution of the two Houses which passed the Senate on the 25th 
day of January, 1878, and the House on the 28th day of the same 
month. The preamble and resolution are as follows: 


Whereas, by the act entitled ““An act to strengthen the public credit,” ap- 

roved March 18, 1869, it was provided and declared that the faith of the 

Jnited States was thereby solemnly pledged to the payment in coin or its 
equivalent of all the et dt ky Sp en yee po of the United ere 
in cases where the law authorizing the issue of such obligations had‘expressly 
provided that the same might be paid in lawful money or other currency than 
gold and silver; and 

Whereas all the bonds of the United States authorized to be issued by the 
act entitled ‘‘An act to authorize the refunding of the national debt,” ap- 
proved July 14, 1870, by the terms of said act were declared to be redeemable 
in coin of the then present standard value, bearing interest payable semi- 
annually in such coin; and 

Whereas all bonds of the United States authorized to be issued under the 
act entitled ““An act to provide for the resumption of specie payments,” ap- 
sroved July 14, 1875, are required to be of the description of bonds of the 
Pnited States described in the said act of Congress approved July 14, 1870, en- 
titled “An act to authorize the refunding of the national debt;” and 

Whereas at the date of the passage of said act of Congress last aforesaid, to 
wit, the l4th day of July, 1870, the coin of the United States of standard 
value of that date included silver dollars of the weight of 412} grains each, 
declared by the act approved January 18, 1837, entitled ““An act supplemen- 
tary to the act entitled ‘An act establishing a mint and regulating the coins 
of the United States,’”’ to be a legal tender of payment according to their 
nominal value for any sums whatever: Therefore, 

Resolved by the Senate (the House of Representatives concurring therein), 
That all the Conde issued by the United States, issued or authorized to be is- 
sued under the said acts of Congress hereinbefore recited, are payable, prin- 
cipal and interest, at the option of the Government of the United States, in 
sit ver dollars of the coinage of the United States, containing 412} grains each 
of standard silver and that to restore to its coinage such silver coins asa 
legal tender in payment of said bonds, principal and interest, is not in viola- 
tion of the public faith nor in derogation of the rights of the public creditor.— 
CONGRESSIONAL RECORD, volume 7, part 1, Forty-fifth Congress, second ses- 
sion, page 564. 


Two votes were taken in the Senate on the passage of the fore- 
going resolution; the first on the resolution and the second on the 
preamble. The vote on the resolution was as follows: 


Yras—Allison, Armstrong, Bailey, Beck, Booth, Bruce, Cameron of Penn 
sylvania, Cameron of Wisconsin, Chaffee, Coke, Conover, Davis of Illinois, 
Davis of West Virginia, Dennis, Dorsey, Eustis, Ferry, Gordon, Grover, 
Hereford, Howe, Johnston, Jones of Florida, Jones of Nevada, Kirkwood, 
McCreery, McDonald, McMillan, Matthews, Maxey, Merrimon, Morgan, 
Oglesby, Plumb, Ransom, Saulsbury, Saunders, Spencer, Teller, Thurman, 
Voorhees, Wallace, Withers—43. 

Nays—<Anthony, Barnum, Bayard, Blaine, Burnside, Christiancy, Conkling, 
Dawes, Eaton, Edmunds, Hamlin, Kernan, Lamar, McPherson, Mitchell, Mor- 
rill, Paddock. Randolph, Rollins, Sargent, Wadleigh, Windom—22. 

ABSENT-—-Butler, Cockrell, Garland, Harris, Hill, Hoar, Ingalls, Kellogg, 
Patterson, Sharon, Whyte—11. 

(1bid., page 561.) 


The vote on the preamble was as follows: 


Yras—Allison, Armstrong, Bailey, Beck, Booth, Bruce, Cameron of Penn- 
sylvania, Cameron of Wisconsin, Chaffee, Coke, Conover, Davis of Illinois, 
Davis of West Virginia, Dennis, Dorsey, Eustis, Ferry, Gordon, Grover, 
Hereford, Howe, Johnston, Jones of Florida, Jones of ‘Nevada, Kirkwood, 
MeCreery, McDonald, McMillan, Matthews, Maxey, Merrimon, Morgan, 
Oglesby, Plumb, Ransom, Saulsbury, Saunders, Spencer, Teller, Thurman, 
Voorhees, Wallace—42. 


Nays—Anthony, Barnum, Bayard, Blaine, Burnside, ener: Conkling, 
Dawes, Eaton, Edmunds, Hamlin, Kernan, Lamar, Mitchell, Morrill, Pad- 
dock, Rollins, Sargent, Wadleigh, Windom—20. 

ABSENT—Butler, Cockrell, Garland, Harris, Hill, Hoar, Ingalls, Kellogg, 
McPherson, Patterson, Randolph, Sharon, Whyte, Withers—1l4. 

(Ibid., page 564.) 

As will be observed, among those recorded in the affirmative on 
the passage of the resolution will be found the name of my hon- 
orable friend from Iowa [Mr. ALLISON] on both votes; also the 
name of the Senator from Pennsylvania Ltr, CAMERON], and that 
of the Senator from Nevada [Mr. Jones]. The Senator from Mis- 
souri [Mr. CocKRELL] and the Senator from Tennessee [Mr. Har- 
RIS] were paired in favor of the resolution. 

he concurrent resolution was adopted in the-Senate, as I have 
stated, on the 25th day of January, 1878. In the House of Repre- 
sentatives the resolution was concurred in as a whole, the pre- 
amble and the resolution being voted upon at the same time, by 
one vote, and the resolution and preamble were concurred in by 
the House of Representatives by a vote of 189 to79. Among those 
voting for that resolution I find the names of John G. Carlisle, the 
present Secretary of the Treasury; William McKinley, RoGER Q. 
MILLs, WILLIAM M. SPRINGER, and ex-Secretary of the Treasury 
Charles Foster, of Ohio. There we have the present Secretary and 
the ex-Secretary of the Treasury declaring that the obligations of 
the United States were payable in silver coin. 

Did the President know of this resolution and of the overwhelm- 
ing vote by which it was passed when he said: 

Of course there never should be any doubt as to the redemption in gold of 
the bonds of the United States which are made payable in coin? 

But we need not go to that act for construction. We need not 
argue the correctness of the construction given by Congress on 
the plain language of the law. The President and the syndicate 
with which he is dealing have given it aconstruction. They have 
construed the bonds that are about to be issued as silver bonds. 

There can be no question about that, for the President tells us 
so. He tells us, in the passage I have read, that he can sell gold 
bonds for 8 per cent, whereas he can sell no bonds which he can 
issue under existing laws for less than 33 percent. The differ- 
ence in per cent is equal to 15 per cent premium. The President 
is offering 15 per cent premium now for gold. It is proposed to 
sell the bonds of the United States and buy gold at 15 per cent 
premium. That will be on the basis of 3 percent; butif the credit 
of the Government had not been impaired by the alarm raised by 
the Treasury Department and the banks, if this question had not 
been raised at all, our bonds would sell at par, drawing only 24 
per cent. 

A few years ago about $50,000,000 of our bonds fell due, and the 
Secretary of the Treasury was enabled to obtain an extension at 2 
per cent. In 1879, or about that date, when the fours had from 
seventeen to eighteen years to run, they sold in the market at 27 
per cent premium. If they had had the full time to run they 
would have sold for over 30 per cent premium, and really the 
President is paying more than 30 per cent premium for gold to- 
day. That is the real fact, and the country may as well under- 
stand that we are paying to-day, on the proposition submitted by 
the President, more than 30 per cent premium above what we 
would be required to pay if this question had not been raised by 
the banks, by the Secretary of the Treasury, and by the President. 

On the 5th of November, 1892, no longer ago than that, the mar- 
ket price of the bonds of the United States reduced the interest to 
241% per cent. Now, we must pay 3% per cent on bonds running 
thirty years, which would have realized November, 1892, at least 
80 per cent premium, But the President says he is selling these 
bonds to buy gold—not coin, but to buy gold—to maintain a gold 
reserve, not a coin reserve, a thing unknown to the law. 

Will the President contend that the bonds he is selling must be 
paid in gold? The premium he is paying treats them as bonds 
— insilver. The President says under the contract which he 
1as made that if they were gold bonds he could sell them at par, 
drawing only 3 per cent interest, but they not being gold bonds 
he is obliged to pay 15 per cent premium. If the bonds heisnow 
selling are silver bonds and not gold bonds, why does he assume 
that the bonds heretofore issued are gold bonds? All the outstand- 
ing bonds of the United States are of the same description and 
subject to the same decisions, and are issued under the provisions 
of the act of July 14, 1870. 

The amount that we would lose by these transactions would 
not be so grievous, the country could bear it, if it did not entail 
other consequences almost too alarming to describe. It is done 
for the purpose of maintaining the gold standard. We have come 
to the point where we must pay a large premium on gold to main- 
tain the gold standard. Will that premium ever be less? On the 
contrary, will it not increase as the credit of the Government be- 
comes weaker and weaker under these operations? 

How are we situated to maintain the gold standard? We have 
gold obligations which require an annual payment of at least $500;- 
000,000. I willgivetheestimates. It is estimated that from $175,- 
000,000 to $200,000,000 annually is paid for carrying our commerce 
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on the ocean in foreign bottoms. It isestimated that $250,000,000 
is annually paid for interest and dividends on foreign investments. 
Some place the amount much higher. It would undoubtedly be 
greater than that if we did not continue to borrow, if we sent it 
all abroad. It is estimated that $100,000,000 is carried out by 
travelers in foreign lands, making in round numbers at least 
$500,000,000 in gold that we must pay to Europe to keep what gold 
we have. Wehavenot been able to doit, and we are now borrow- 
ing money and paying a premium on gold for that purpose. 

See how we are situated with regard to er countries who 
are our creditors. The gold on the continent of Europe is beyond 
our reach. Russia hols her $550,000,000 or more in her war 
chest, and hoards it. Austria holds her $200,000,000, the most of 
which she got from us, in her treasury to meet the interest on her 
gold obligations. 

It will be remembered that her debt of twenty-four hundred 
million dollars drawing 5 per cent and payable in silver was con- 
verted for the benefit of the Rothschild syndicate into $2.800,- 
000,000 of 4 per cent perpetual gold bonds. The $200,000,000 that 
she has in her treasury must be held for that purpose, and it is 
proposed to buy from $40,000,000 to $50,000,000 more in the near 
future. France with her $900,000,000 of gold and $700,000,000 of 
silver _ some $700,000,000 or $800,000,000 of paper is able to keep 
her gold. . 

In the first place she has an — circulating medium, which 
keeps the people at work and enables her to maintain the balance 
of trade in her favor. In the next place, when gold is demanded 
for export she pays silver and keeps her gold. Germany, alsoa 
creditor nation, guards her gold by her silver. She has the same 
option that France and the United States have to pay in either 
gold or silver. She has about $150,000,000 of silver left, and when 
gold is demanded for export she pays silver. Consequently the 
gold on the Continent is practically beyond our reach. 

How is it with the gold in Great Britain? The amount of gold 
in Great Britain is estimated at $450,000,000 or $500,000,000. How 
does she keep it? According to Mr. Gladstone the outside world 
owes her $10,000,000,000; according to other estimates the amountis 
much larger, bringing in annually from $500,000,000 to $600,000,000 
from foreign countries. Besides, she does the carrying trade of 
the world, which amounts to an enormous sum, estimated as high 
as $300,000,000. She with $800,000,000 annually to the good and 
we with $500,000,000 annuaily to the bad, the contest is unequal. 

How are we to pay the $500,000,000 of gold that is necessary in 
order to keep the gold we have for circulation? We have only 
two ways to obtain it. One is by selling our products in foreign 
markets; and we have had some experience in that. Every time we 
bid for gold and every time any other country bids for gold the 
price of gold goes up, and the gold price of commodities goes 
down, until we have been unable to sell enough products to retain 
our gold; and the gap between our ability to pay and our obliga- 
tions will increase as years go on. For every dollar the people 
of the United States or the Government of the United States 
borrows to pay interest on borrowed money adds to the fixed ob- 
ligations and requires a larger payment the succeeding year. 

The conversion of the obligations of the United States which 
were payable in lawful ma sf into obligations payable in coin 
was a gratuity to the bondholders which they failed to appre- 
ciate. Theconversion of coin obligations into gold obligations by 
the Administration without authority of law is ruining the credit 
of the Government and destroying the prosperity of the country. 
The administration of no other civilized nation in the world would 
dare assume such responsibility. The obligations of France, the 
same as those of the United States, are by law payable in gold or 
silver coin. 

_The administration of the Republic of France has uniformly de- 
nied the right of the holders of Government paper to dictate in 
what kind of coin they should be paid, but on the contrary has ex- 
ercised the option conferred by law to pay in silver whenever it 
was most convenient, and by that means retains $900,000,000 
of gold in the country. The law of Germany makes the obliga- 
tions of that country payable in either gold or silver, and the im- 
perial power of the Emperor respects that law and pays silver and 
refuses to pay gold whenever it is more convenient for the Govern- 
ment to pay in the white metal. 

Before the Emperor of Austria undertook to convert $2,400,000,- 
000 of 5 per cent silver bonds into $2,800,000,000 of 4 per cent gold 
bonds, he was forced to obtain legislative sanction therefor. But 
in the Republic of America, where the Constitution and the laws 
of Congress passed in pursuance thereof are the paramount law 
of the land, all the obligations of the Government, which are, by 
law, payable in either gold or silver, have been converted by the 
executive department into obligations payable in gold alone. 

We have passed the point when there can be any question with 
regard to our ability to buy gold with our commodities. We 
have not the ability. That is demonstrated beyond peradventure; 
and — in that ability the President of the United States has 
assumed the responsibility of selling bonds, payable in coin, either 
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gold or silver, to buy gold: and he has now offered a premium of 
15 per cent according to his own showing. 

The fact is it is a much larger per cent, because a 3 per cent 
bond ought to be at a premium of 15 or 20 per cent. Hoe is reaily 
paying a premium of over 30 per cent to get gold; and with this 
premium going on you pile up the debt year after year. But in 
the meantime people will be without money; falling prices and 
hard times will continue. 

It is said that we must restore confidence. How can confidence 
be restored when the fact is demonstrated that it is impossible for 
us to maintain a gold standard without borrowing? Howcancon- 
fidence be restored with $1,100,000,000, in round numbers, of paper 
and silver, all of which, on the theory of the Department, must be 
redeemed in gold, and with no means of obtaining gold to redeem 
it except by borrowing it and paying a premium onit? That is 
the reason why business men dare not move. They see this vast 
volume of currency to be redeemed in gold with no gold for re- 
demption. Prices will godown. Confidence will not be restored 
while we are engaged in this vain effort to obtain gold by borrow- 
ing. 
To me this is the darkest period of our history. It seems to me 
to be the turning point, for if we go on borrowing money the time 
is not far distant when there must be a crash such as the world 
has never seen. In the meantime, if this process can be suffti- 
ciently prolonged and property be put down lower and lower, as 
it must be, and times grow harder and harder, as they must under 
this process, the time is not far distant when there will be great 
discontent. There will be uprisings of the people, and the mili- 
tary will be called upon, as it was last summer, to enforce the laws. 

Order must be preserved; the peace of society must not be dis- 
turbed. We all agree that we can not endure the upturning of 
society. Consequently the military arm will be used, and when 
the military arm is used on a large scale, as it is bound to be in 
the near future to suppress discontent, you will have a military 
dictator. We are moving on in that direction with such speed 
as no other country ever did. We are moving on to destruction. 
On a gold basis without gold, which is our situation, unless we 
pay a premium on it, and a large one, when our ability to pay a 
premium ceases, when our credit is destroyed, moving on in that 
way gives no hope to any patriotic man. 

It must be remembered that it has been well said that starving 
men will not maintain a republic. This Republic rests upon a 
free and independent people. Individual prosperity is at the bot- 
tom. Takeaway individual prosperity, destroy opportunities for 
enterprise, as you are now doing, and the time is not far distant 
when your Republic must cease. No liberal government of any 
kind has ever been able to withstand the condition to which we 
are approaching. A few rich and the masses impoverished is a 
condition which marks the end of republican institutions. Lib- 
erties of every kind have fallen before such conditions. They 
have arisen in every liberal government. In every government 
where the people have once had freedom similar conditions to 
those which confront us preceded their downfall. The few be- 
came very rich, the masses very poor, and despotism became the 
rule. , 

Now, independent of the disobedience of law, independent of 
the fact that Congress has never sanctioned the conduct of the 
Treasury Department as it is now conducted, the fact remains that 
the Congress of the United States is responsible to see toit that 
we do not move further in this direction. You may talk of tru 
of various kinds. While this grand trust, which is the money of 
the world, controls, you have a trust that is greater than the Gov- 
ernment, a trust that is greater than all trusts, a trust that ab- 
sorbs all trusts. Other trusts must act in conformity to it. The 
railroads are at the mercy of the money-loaning classes. They 
are bonded for an enormous amount and they must do as their 
creditor dictates. The debtor is emphatically in the case of the 
railroads the slave of the creditor. 

Take any other of the corporations against which the people 
murmur and if you will look far enough you will see that the cor- 
porations are helpless; that they are depending upon the ability 
of the people of the United States to obtain gold which is ex- 
hausted, except by the use of our credit, and our credit will soon 
be exhausted. See the premium we are now paying for gold and 
imagine what must come next; and then do you say that we shall 
go on in this course? They ask what will be your remedy. 

I say that the remedy is easy. We must have an independent 
financial policy for the United States. We must furnish the peo- 
ple of the United States with a sufficient circulating mediuin so 
that business can be prosecuted, so that individual prosperity 
may come again, so that your factories and your mines will be 
opened, so that your fields will furnish a return for the labor of 
the farmer. This must be done if our Republic is to be saved. 
There is no halfway work about it. We must meet the situation 
as it is. 

The issuance of bonds without authority of law to buy gold for 
@ reserve is not what the statute says. It says you may buy coin 
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to redeem the greenbacks which were outstanding on the 1st of 
January, 1879—not gold, but coin; and there is no authority to 
buy either gold or silver while there is a sufficient amount of sil- 
ver available for that purpose, for power to sell bonds is only to 
be exercised to the extent necessary to buy coin to redeem the 
greenbacks; and while there is silver in the Treasury which can 
be made available there is no excuse for buying either gold or sil- 
ver. There is no law for it. 

How then with regard to silver? I do not know exactly how 
much silver isin the Treasury which is not pledged for the re- 
demption of the silver certificates. It is $20,000,000 or more. I 
believe there were $30,000,000 of silver coin there on the ist of 
the present month. It is made the duty of the Secretary of the 
Treasury to coin all the silver that he has on hand to provide for 
the redemption of the Treasury notes issued under the act of 1890. 
Congress passed a bill requiring it to be coined and authorizing 
the issue of silver certificates on the seigniorage in the Treasury, 
some fifty-odd million ounces, making some $80,000,000, and it was 
vetoed by the President. 

The Department has in every way refused to use silver to carry 
into effect the laws which would give an abundance of silver with 
which to redeem the Treasury notes and all other obligations. 

Now, the President says that we must have gold in the Treas- 
ury; and if the President can not have legislation he will contract 
with foreign syndicates and pay a premium for gold without the 
sanction of Congress. 

It seems to me that it is time the Senate should face this ques- 
tion squarely. Shall this process go on; shall this usurpation go 
on; shall this refusal to comply with the laws of Congress and use 
the silver available go on? Both the Democratic party and the Re- 
publican party in their platforms solemnly pledged themselves to 
use silver as standard money. 

Mr. President, the remark has been made that it was unfortu- 
nate that the President did not offer these bonds to the people. It 
was certainly unusual. The contract for the bonds before they 
were issued to a foreign syndicate was a remarkable transaction. 
It was said the other day by the Senator from Ohio [Mr. SHER- 
MAN] that the people would readily take these bonds; that they 
have in the savings banks $1,600,000,000 of gold and want the 
bonds. Ithink it would have been better to give the people an 
opportunity to take the bonds, but I deny that the depositors 
in savings banks have there any $1,600,000,000 of gold or any 
$1,600,000,000 of money. 

It is true the savings banks owe their depositors that amount, 
or about that amount, but I question the ability of the banks to 
return it under the gold standard. It is impossible. Your sav- 
ings banks and your trust companies can not endure the gold 
standard and exist. The securities in the savings banks and trust 
companies upon which they pay their depositors interest are per- 
ishing. They are not worth to-day 50 cents on the dollar in gold 
of their original cost. The failure of railroads and the failure of 
corporations, the shrinkage of securities, will sap the foundation 
of all your savings banks and trust companies, and again the peo- 
ple must suffer. 

It may be that the precaution was taken to deal with a foreign 
syndicate for fear that the depositors in savings banks and trust 
companies would desire to invest in the bonds, and in that event 
the inability of the banks to respond would be developed. It might 
be dangerous to give the ge anything that would be safe in- 
vestment, for they might inclined to draw their money out of 


the savings banks and trust companies, and the securities those. 


companies hold might be thrown upon the market. 

I should like to know where the stocks of the railroad companies 
are. I understand that they have gone out of the market to the 
extent of nearly a million shares—$100,000,000. Where are they? 
Are they in the banks? If they are those who hold such securi- 
ties had better take warning because ona gold basis they must con- 
tinue to depreciate. If they depend upon the ability of the United 
States to buy gold and pay a premium on it (and that is the only 
Way we can get gold) the stocks of railroads and of all corpora- 
tions of every description, including their bonds, must shrink and 
continue to shrink, and depreciate in the market. 

The time is coming when this process of contraction will shake 
the foundation of all the institutions in the land. It was a dan- 
gerous experiment to depreciate the value of commodities in this 
country, your wheat and cotton. To compel them to be sold for 
gold, thus enhancing the value of gold to the disuse of silver was 
a dangerous experiment. Those who undertook that experiment 
did not realize that they were destroying the foundation of the 

rosperity of the country and destroying the security which they 
eld. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Ky z in the chair). The 
Senator from Nevada wilisuspend. The hour of 2 o'clock having 
arrived, it is the duty of the Chair to lay before the Senate the un- 
finished business, which will be stated. 

The Secretary. A bill (H.R. 4609) to establish a uniform sys- 
tem of bankruptcy. 


Mr. HARRIS. I ask unanimous consent that the unfinished 
business may be informally laid aside so that the Senate may 
continue the consideration of the Post-Office appropriation bill. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there objection? The Chair 
hears none, and it is so ordered. 

Mr.STEWART. Mr. President, I want to appeal to the Senate 
of the United States to view this question squarely, and to con- 
sider how it is possible to obtain gold to maintain the gold stand- 
ard. I want the Senate to consider how we are to pay our fixed 
charges to foreign countries, now amounting annually to at least 
$500,000,000, and increasing daily, and I want the Senate to con- 
sider the perilous road we are traveling when we have commenced 
to pay a premium on gold for the purpose of keeping it here, and 
when we know that nothing but an unlimited debt can keep it 
here, nor can even that keep it here longer than our credit remains 


good. 

In the mean time the people must suffer, and the people are suf- 
fering. i wish that the Senate of the United States and those in 
authority would consider the suffering of 70,000,000 people, whose 
enterprises have been destroyed and who are without hope. All 
chance for the independence of individual men is removed and 
opportunity is removed from them, and yet we are told that we 
must wait for better times. When and how can better times 
come under this process of borrowing gold at a premium, when 
we are without the ability tosell our products fora sufficient price 
to keep our gold at home? 

In all the history of this country there has never been a more 
gloomy spectacle presented than now, and there never has been 
as much suffering in the United States at any period during the 
existence of the Government as there is to-day. Never has there 
been as much despair; never has there been as much anxiety; 
never has there been so much poverty and distress; never have 
there been so many men out of employment; never has there been 
such a disastrous condition presented to the people. Shall we per- 
sist in aggravating it by borrowing more money, and particularly 
borrowing it without authority of law? Will not Congress stop 
this disastrous and ruinous policy? If not, the people musi con- 
tinue to suffer the consequences. 

Until this all-important question is settled no other question 
ought to be considered by any party of men who claim to be pa- 
triotic and who love their country. We ought to stop here and 
now and liberate the people from the oppression of the gold cor- 
ner, which is sapping the foundations of our institutions and pre- 
cipitating us into revolution and anarchy, which, if continued, 
will finally result in despotism. 

I read in a Philadelphia paper the other day that all the condi- 
tions were present in this country which preceded the French 
Revolution. The article went on column after column enumerat- 
ing the conditions then in France and now in the United States, 
showing that the existing conditions parallel those which existed 
in France at the time of their revolution. Like conditions will 
produce like results. 

The conditions are such now that the money of the world is 
mostly pooled in Europe, and can only be obtained at such prices 
as avarice dictates, while our industries for want of money are 
prostrated, while our people are out of employment, and while 
suffering prevails everywhere. What can you expect from such 
conditions but a recurrence similar to the French Revolution? 

Iam not an alarmist, but, Mr. President, the condition of the 
country warrants all I say, and I warn Senators here to-day that 
if this policy is pursued much longer consequences will occur 
which will shock civilization itself. 


HEIRS OF D. FULFORD—VETO MESSAGE. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair lays before the Sen- 
ond a — from the President of the United States, which will 
e read. 
The Secretary read as follows: 
To the Senate; 


I return herewith, without approval, Senate bill No. 143, entitled “An act 
for the relief of the heirs of D. Fulford.” 
is bill directs the Secretary of the Treasury “to redeem, in favor of the 
heirs at law of D. Fulford, four bonds of the United States, consols of 1867, of 
the denomination of $500, $100, ¢2, and $50. and known as five-twenties, said 
bonds having been destroyed by fire the 9th day of July, 1872, and to pay to 
the heirs at law of said D. Fulford the amount of said bonds, together with 
accrued interest from July 1, 1872, to the date of the maturity of said bonds.” 
The bill further provides that the heirs towhom the payment is to be made 
shall execute and file with the Secretary of the sree a bond “ condi- 
tioned to save harmless the United States from loss or liability on account of 
said bonds or the interest accrued thereon, and to contain such words as to 
cover any liability resulting from any mistake in the designation or descrip- 
tion of the bonds, so that in no event shall the United States be called upon 
by a rightful claimant for a second payment thereof.” 
The proposition is that the Government shall pay bonds alleged to have 
been destroyed by fire nearly twenty-three years ago. 
The Secretary of the Treasury states that an application for the payment 


of these bonds, made by Mr. Fulford himself, wasrejected by the Department 
because he was unable to describe the bonds in such a way as to permit their 
identification and because the evidence of their destruction by fire was in- 
conclusive. : 

The Senate Committee on Claims, however, in their report on_ the bill un- 
der consideration, state that they are entirely satisfied that Mr. Fulford was 








1895. 





the owner of four Government bonds, one for $500, one for $100, and two for 
$0, and that they were burned with his residence, which was destroyed by 

e on the 9th day of July, 1872, and that while he could not furnish the num- 
bers or descriptions of said bonds, he understood all these bonds were of the 
class known as consols of 1867, and that he had collected the coupons thereon 
for the interest due July 1, 1872. a 

The particular ciass of ‘bonds mentioned were dated July 1, 1867, and were 
— or redeemable not less than five nor more than twenty years from 

heir date. The short period expired, therefore, on the Ist day of July, 1872. 
That was the date when the last cow on Mr. Fulford’s bonds, which it is 
alleged were detached and collected, ame due, and only nine days before 
the supposed destruction of the bonds by fire. 

A letter from the Secretary of the Treasury dated July 20, 1892, attached 
to the report of the Senate Committee made upon a bill similar to this, which 
was pending at that time, discloses the fact that among the consols of 1867 
then outstanding there were 107 of the denomination of $500, 167 of the de- 
nomination of $100, and 85 of the denomination of $50. This statement merel 
shows that there were numerous bonds precisely similar to those describ 
as belonging to Mr. Fulford, which had not, in July, 1892, been redeemed, 
though the extreme limit of their maturity expired on the Ist day of July, 
1887. The letter of the Secretary further discloses, however, that there were 
two of these outstanding bonds of the denomination of $500, and two of the 
denomination of $100, upon which coupons of interest had not been paid since 
July 1, 1872. Of course, this lends plausibility to the suggestion that two of 
these four bonds, one of each denomination, were those destroyed when Mr. 
Fulford’s house was burned in July, 1872, but this suggestion loses its foyce 
under the additional statement in the letter of the Secretary of the Treasury 
that in July, 1892, here were no consuls of 1867 of the denomination of $50 whose 
last coupon was paid July 1, 1872. This shows conclusively that no $50 bonds 
of this ¢ were destroyed by fire in Mr. Fulford’s house and casts great 
uncertainty upon the description of the other bonds inasmuch as the theory 
of the ane seems to be that all the bonds destroyed belonged to the 
same ciass. 

In 1893, upon an examination of the records of the Treasury Department, it 
was found that the two unpaid bonds for , reported in 1892 as outstand- 
ing, from which no coupons had been paid since July 1, 1872, still remained 
unredeemed, but that one of the two one-hundred-dollar bonds which were in 
that condition in 1892 had been since that time paid and canceled. I think it 
must be conceded that this late redemption of this bond greatly weakens any 
presumption that the other three will not be presented for payment. 

It is perfectly clear that so far as this bill directs the payment to the per- 
sons therein named of two consols of 1867 of the denomination of $50 each, on 
the ground that such bonds were oun by fire in July, 1872, it requires 
the payment of money to those not entitied to it, since it isshown that these 
consols could not have been destroyed at the time stated, because coupons 
due on all conscls of that denomination unredeemed have been paid since that 


date. 

While the objections to the payment of the amount of the other two bonds 
mentioned in the bill are less conclusive, there seems to be so much doubt 
and uncertainty concerning their description and character, and their ident- 
ification as unredeemed consols of 1867 is so unsatisfactory that in my opinion 
it is not safe to assume, as is done in this bill, that they are represented among 
those bonds of that class recorded as still outstandimg, whose coupons for 
some reason have not been presented for payment since July 1, 1872. 

I do not believe that an indemnity bond could be drawn which, as 
the strict rights of sureties, would protect the Government against double 
liability in case all the payments directed by this bill were made. Even if 
the payments were confined to the two larger consols described there would 
be great difficulty in framing a bond which would surely indemnify the Gov- 
ernment. 

There should always be a willingness to save the holders of Government 
securities from damage through their loss or destruction; but in my judg- 
ment a bad precedent would be established by paying obligations whose de- 
struction and identification are not more satisfactorily established than in 


this case. 
GROVER CLEVELAND. 


ainst 


EXECUTIVE MANSION, February 12, 1895. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is, Shall the bill 
pass, the objections of the President of the United States to the 
contrary notwithstanding? 

Mr MITCHELL of Oregon. I move that the message of the 
President be printed and, with the bill, referred to the Committee 
on Claims. 

The motion was agreed to. 

REPORT OF BUREAU OF THE AMERICAN REPUBLICS. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER laid before the Senate the follow- 
ing message from the President of the United States; which was 
read, and, with the accompanying papers, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Foreign Relations, and ordered to be printed: 

To the Senate and House of Representatives: 

I transmit herewith, for the information of the Congress, a communication 
from the Secretary of State, covering the report of the Director of the Bureau 
of the American Republics for the year 1894. 

GROVER CLEVELAND. 

EXECUTIVE MAnston, Washington, February 12, 1895. 

RED CLIFF INDIAN RESERVATION, WIS. 


Mr. MITCHELL of Wisconsin. Iask unanimous consent of the 
Senate that House joint resolution No. 140 be taken up at this time. 
It is a joint resolution which is local in its nature. It has the 
sanction of the Commissioner of Indian Affairs and the Secretary 
of the Interior, has received a favorable report in the House of 
Representatives, and also in the Senate by the Senator from Idaho 
[Mr. Saour] who is now absent. 

‘There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the joint resolution (H. Res. 140) to 
confirm the enlargement of the Red Cliff Indian Reservation, in 
— State of Wisconsin, made in 1863, and for the allotment of 

ame, 

Mr. PLATT. What committee reported that joint resolution? 
Py PRESIDING OFFICER. The Committee on Indian Af- 

airs. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Wisconsin. 


there I will say to the Senator that 


is a lengthy report accompanying the joint resolution. 
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Mr. PLATT. By whom was it reported from ths Committee 
on Indian Affairs? 
Mr. MITCHELL of Wisconsin. 
tor from Idaho [Mr. Sour}. 
The joint resolution was reported to the Senate without amend- 
ment, ordered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed, 
POST-OFFICE APPROPRIATION BILL. 
The Senate,as in Committee of the Whole, restmed the con- 


It was reported by the Sena- 


sideration of the bill (H.R. 8272) making appropriations for the 
service of the Post-Office Department for the fiscal year ending 
June 30, 1896. 

Mr. ALLEN resumed the speech begun by him yesterday. After 


having spoken for five minutes— 

Mr. HOAR. I suggest, Mr. President, that this very important 
matter of the overthrow of the constitutional powers which the ma- 
jority of the people in a free State have erected ought to be dis- 
cussed when the Senate is full. 

Mr. ALLEN. I am unable to hear the Senator from Massa- 
chusetts. 

Mr. HOAR. I addressed the Chair, suggesting the absence of a 
quorum. 
sae ALLEN. I hope the Senator will withdraw that sugzges- 

on. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Secretary will call the roil. 

The Secretary called the roll, and the following Senators an- 
swered to their names: 


Allen, Dubois, Lodge, Pritchard, 
Allison, Faulkner, McLaurin, Proctor, 
Bate, George, McMillan, Quay, 
arry, Gordon, Manderson, Ransom, 
Blanchard, Gorman, Mantle, Reach, 
Butler, Gray, Mills, Sherman, 
Caffery, Hale, Mitchell of Oreg. Turpie, 
Call, Hansbrough, Morrill, Vilas, 
Camden, Hawley, Palmer, Walsh, 
Cameron, Higgins, Pasco, Washburn, 
Chandler, Hoar, Peffer, White, 
Clark, Hunton, Perkins, Wolcott. 
Cockrell, Jones of Ark. Platt, 
Coke, Kyle, Power, 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. Fifty-four Senators have an- 
swered to their names. A quorum is present. The Senatorfrom 
Nebraska will proceed. 

Mr. ALLEN. Mr. President, when I ceased my remarks yester- 
day I was discussing the question whether the functions to be per- 
formed by an election board in the State of Alabama, composed of 
the probate judge, the sheriff, and the circuit clerk, were of a 
judicial or a ministerial character. I will resume the discussion 
at that point. 

Suppose the appointing power had refused to appoint any in- 
spectors at all, could not a mandamus issue and compel it to do 
this act? Undoubtedly, because to hold otherwise wonld place 
elections at the caprice of the power vested with the authority to 
appoint inspectors. The duty to appoint an inspector from an 
opposing political party is imperative, and if this duty is not per- 
formed, but the inspector is appointed and not from an opposing 
political party, that is practically, so far as the observance of this 
right is concerned, the same as if no appointment at all had been 
made. 

Mr. CHANDLER. May I ask the Senator a question? 

Mr. ALLEN. Certainly. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Supposing there is a nominal fulfillment of 
the law, but a man is appointed to represent the minority party 
who is devoid of the ability to read or write, a man who is utterly 
incapable of performing the functions of an election officer, I ask 
the Senator whether he thinks that in that event there is a com- 
pliance with the law. 

Mr. ALLEN. Mr. President, Ido not think there is a compli- 
ance with the law in that event, and I think that at this time I 
will state some authority upon that point. In answer to the Sen- 
ator from New Hampshire [Mr. CHANDLER] I will call his atten- 
tion to the case of The United States vs. Caruthers, from Missis- 
sippi, reported in 15 Federal Reporter, page 309, in which this 
language is used by the court: 

It is an impossibility for a person who can neither read nor write to prop- 
erly discharge the duties of an inspector of such elections. It is their duty 
toe determine what votes are proper to be received and counted and those 

roperly to be rejected, to ascertain the whole number cast for each candi- 
date, and to make and sign the proper returns. 


_Although a statute providing for the appointment of persons to fill vacan- 
cies or assist as inspectors of elections does not use the words “competent 
and suitable person,” these qualifications are necessarily implied, as t 
vacancy would not be properly filled unless by one having the same qualifi- 


cations possessed by the person for whom he is substituted. 

I take it that, in the absence of any authority to the contrary, a 
person who is appointed an inspector of election must be reason- 
ably well qualified to perform the duties imposed upon him. The 
statute makes it the imperative duty of the official named to ap- 
point inspectors from opposing political parties. The right and 
the duty are each clearly defined by the statute. 

This duty does not arise if there is no opposing political party. 
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This is the meaning of the words of the statute ‘‘ if practicable,” 
and it can not be claimed that the right can be defeated by bare 
opinion or caprice that the contingency has not occurred, or does 
not exist, upon which the right is brought into operation. Error 
of judgment, caprice, political bias in weighing facts can not de- 
feat rights clearly secured by statute. 

The distinction between the right, and the existence of the con- 
tingency upon which the enjoyment of the right is predicated, 
must not be overlooked. The right expressly created and con- 
ferred upon opposing political parties is to have a representative 
at each polling place, called an inspector. Such inspector must 
be appointed by the officials named in the statute. 

This is the mandate of the statute or legal authority, and obe- 
dience to it does not involve judicial discretion or knowledge. 
There are no adverse or antagonistic rights involved in the matter, 
no opposing or contesting litigation, but the performance of a 
public duty in securing and enforcing rights conferred for the 
public good. Private rights, as such, are not involved. There is 
no weighing of adverse claims. 

The agenins power in this case does not determine what the 
lawis. That is fixed by statute, and it acts under the superior 
power and authority of the statute which has already determined 
what the rights are. The ex parte duty of the appointing power 
is to ascertain that there is an opposing political party, but this 
does not make its act in this respect judicial. 

I think it must be conceded by those who investigate this ques- 
tion with any degree of care and fairness that.the duties imposed 
upon this board, composed of the probate judge, the sheriff, and 
the clerk of the circuit court, are purely ministerial. Not a duty 
imposed upon them by statute has the least judicial caste or char- 
acter. 

Under this construction of the supreme court of Alabama in the 
last case to which I have referred, and which reversed the first case, 
the election board, if I may call these officials such, have the entire 
authority to determine who shall be inspectors of elections. They 
have the entire and unrestrained authority to determine whether 
the appointment of a person representing a different political faith 
is ‘‘practicable” or not. One might have the education of a col- 
lege professor, live in the neighborhood, and be entirely com- 
petent to discharge the duties imposed upon him by the statute, 
and yet if this board, exercising ministerial functions, sees fit to 
declare that there is no person in the precinct having the requisite 
qualifications their action in that respect would be conclusive. 

I submit that the rule in this country, with possibly some few 
nretans has been that these officers discharge purely ministe- 
rial duties, that they are subject to the judicial tribunals in the 
discharge of their duties, and can be reached by the process of 
mandamus or other proper legal process. 

It is not necessary for me to argue for any length of time as to 
the opportunity afforded by the other construction to deprive an 
opposite political party of their proper representation upon an 
election board, and of the opportunity afforded to the party in 
possession of the election board to commit frauds, and by that 
means practically to disfranchise a great portion of the people of 
a State. 

I have here a newspaper report which I think is quite authen- 
tic—at least it is presented to me as authentic—of an attempt upon 
the part of the Populists, the Jeffersonian Democrats, and the 
Republicans of ai eente to obtain redress at the hands of the 
courts in that State, and I will read from it briefly: 

Before Ju Tyson, in the circuit court, the petition of Thomas McCul- 
lough and B.K. Ponder, praying for a writ of mandamus, addressed to the 
judge of probate, Hon. FC. pacigh. of this county, to compel him to give 

hem a certified copy of the original registration list of beat 12, was heard. 
Colonel Troy represented the relators, and Capt. John G. Winter, George M. 
Marks, esq., and Capt. E. A.Graham were retained for the respondent. 

This account goes on at some le to give the ar ents of 
counsel, respectively, in behalf of the writ of mandamus and 
against it, and concludes with this statement: 

The court ted the motion to quash and dismiss, and also sustained the 
demurrer. The reasons a were that this was not such a record as the 
law required a certified copy thereof to be furnished; that the relators showed 


no such interest as the law uired, admitting that they could in any event 
make a legal demand for a ce ed copy. 


1 understand. this to be the rule in that State. If I am wrong 
the distinguished Senators here can correct me, Two proposi- 
tions are laid down by this court which can not be sustained in 
the State of Alabama or any other State of this Union, or wher- 
ever English jurisprudence is administered. The first is this: 

That this was not such a record as the law required a certified copy thereof 
to be furnished. 

Every public record in this country, whether it belong to the 
Government of the United States or a State, with the possible ex- 
ception of diplomatic correspondence or matters of that ‘character 
(such as would injuriously affect the Government by inspection), 
which furnishes competent evidence for me to prove some right I 
possess, I have a right either to inspect or to obtain a certified 
copy of and useitin evidence. Itcan not be possible that the rule 
is to prevail in the State of Alabama that the list of registered 


voters, which is required to be kept in some particular place, can 
be secreted at all times and under all circumstances from the 
voters of the precinct, and they can be prohibited from an exami- 
nation of it for the purpose of determining whether it is genuine or 
fraudulent, or whether there has been a complete registration. 
Nor can any judge who understands the duties imposed on him 
and who is true to the maintenance of the laws of his country hold 
that an elector of that precinct is not entitled to a certified copy or 
to an inspection of registration lists of that kind. 

Then the court held that the relators showed ‘‘no such inter- 
est” as would entitle them to a certified copy or an inspection. 
Mr. President, a legal voter of the precinct in which you live is 
charged with the duty of seeing that the ballot cast there is a pure 
and honest ballot; can some custodian of the registered list of 
voters in your precinct say with impunity that neither you nor 
any other competent person shall examine it or have a certified 
copy of it, and will courts of your State step in and deny this 
privilege? A court in Alabama has denied these persons the priv- 
ilege of examining the registration list. "Was it essential to know 
the list of voters? The law requires a registration of the voters 
of every polling precinct in the State. A man must be registered 
between the ist and the 18th of May, and no person after that time 
is for any reason permitted to register, except those who have 
reached years of maturity between the day of registration and the 
day of election. 

Is it not an essential safeguard to an election in the State of 
Alabama that some person shall have a right to see the number of 
persons who are registered; that someone shall have a right to see 
the registration list itself, and to know whether it is genuine or 
whether it is fabricated? Will an honest court in this country at 
any time deny a respectable citizen, a voter of a ———- vot- 
ing precinct, the privilege that should be properly accorded to 
him? I mention this as one of the circumstances that have taken 
place in that State, showing that the Populists, Jeffersonian Demo- 
crats, and Republicans have alike been denied their rights, and to 
show the influence that this denial has had upon the election in 
that State. 

Some peculiar decisions have been made in the State of Alabama 
with reference to elections. The supreme court of that State has 
decided, as I understand it—and I shall not read the decision at 
length—that where the statute creates a board before whom a con- 
test for an elective position may be made the common-law writ of 
quo warranto will notlie. Inmy judgment the rule is not sustained 
by the common law. It is not sustained by any statute law, for I 
believe the rule to be, without an exception in this country, that 
where a statute confers a new right that did not exist at common 
law and creates a tribunal before whom that right can be deter- 
mined, there the remedy prescribed by the statute is exclusive. 
But where the statute simply recognizes or enlarges a right which 
existed at common law and creates a tribunal before whom that 
right can be determined, the remedy is not an exclusive remedy, 
but is a cumulative remedy. 

The party whose rights are affected may, under such circum- 
stances, appeal to the statutory tribunal or resort to the courts of 
record of kis county and State; but the supreme court of Alabama 
has held to the contrary, so that if any contests are to be made 
with reference to local officers, and, I understand, with reference 
to State officers, there is no provision whatever for any contest. 
If any contest is made with reference to an elective office, it must 
be made, not before a court charged with the solemn duty of 
adjudicating fairly upon the rights of citizens, but before some 
local tribunal, created for the express purpose of determining the 
rights of the contestant—a partisan tribunal, a tribunal under no 
particular responsibility to anyone, and who, if they see fit, can 
a into execution a purpose to disfranchise the people of their 

ocality. 

I shall not dwell upon this point. I shall content myself with 
declaring to any fair-minded lawyer or judge in this country that 
that Alabama decision overrules the universal decisions of the 
American courts, the rule being always that where the individual 
has a common-law right and there is a common-law remedy he 
may esees to either the new tribunal or to the old tribunal, as he 
sees fit. 

it may be said that at common law an individual could not 
contest for an office through the process known as information in 
the nature of quo warranto. That was true early in the history 
of the common law, but when this country was established the 
English individual had a right to inform in his own behalf, and 
the same judgment that ousted the contestee placed the contest- 
ant in possession of the office. It came to us as a part of our in- 
heritance from the mother country and is the settled law of this 
country to-day. 

Now, I wish to show for a moment the operations of the election 
law in Alabama, as prepared by a distinguished lawyer of that 
State whose name I do not give. He says: 

The provisions of the Sayre election law in regard to registration are un- 


fair and capable of being used to practice fraud in the following ways: 
The governor appoints all the county registrars. Of course he selects only 
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He gives no bond and 

His only duty is to select and qualify beat registrars. This 
consists in administering an oath not prescribed by the 
statute nor specifically defined. It might be in this form, and was, no oubt, 
in some instances: “ You solemnly swear that you will register the voters 
of your beat and manage the affairs of your office to the best interests of the 
Democratic party, so help you God.” 

These beat registrars are not required to open the books at any time or place 
and it would require very little adroitness to evade opposition voters and 
render it so ineonvenient and troublesome that they would fail to register. 
The Democratic voters of the beat could be notified when and where hecould 
be found and all register. Those of the opposition could not know, and if the 
beat registrar so desired they never could find him and his books at the same 
time. The presence of the books is as necessary as the registrar, as the law 
provides how each voter must register on the books. ; 

The probate judge has superintendence of the registration; that is, to pro- 
vide the books and certificates,.and keep the books when they shall be filed. 
If in collusion with the beat registrar he canaid in false registration by pre- 
venting an inspection of the books. In Montgomery County the effort to 
mandamus the probate judge was unsuccessfully made, so that the registra- 
tion books might be anped. The circuit court decided not to grant man- 
damus, and dismissed the proceedings. The courts can always be depended 
upon to rule on the side of the fraud manipulators. ; 

By defeating the efforts of 20 per cent of the opposition to Democracy in the 
counties in which the opposition has a majority and adding an average of 20 
per cent where the Democrats have the probate judge makes a difference suf- 
ficient to defeat almost any party. 

The law in regard to appointment of inspectors requires that three shall be 
appointed, not more than two of whom shall belong to the same party. Al- 
though there was no Republican ticket in the field,in nearly every instance 
possible, where the Democrats had the probate judge, clerk, and sheriff, or 
any two of them, twoDemocrats and an illiterate Republican were appointed. 
The inspectors and returning officer gointothe poll, which must be protected 
for 50 feet in every direction, so that no one can observe, see, or hear what 
transpires. If the inspectorsare willing to perjure themselves they are not 
sworn. If not, there is no way to ascertain the fact; and if it was ascertained 
and reported to the board of supervisors they could not reject the returns, 
provided they should be regular on their face. 

There is no opportunity or means provided by which an illegal voter can 
be challenged. 

There is no way by which fraud can be detected, except for one or more to 
stand outside the inclosure and count those who shall go into the poll, and 
that would only be efficacious in preventing more votes being counted than 
were cast. 

The “ fixer,” or “fixers,”’ all of whom may be of the dominant party, is 
wholly without responsibility. He is not sworn. 

The person generally selected by the opposition is an unscrupulous and 
alivewd man who can deceive the illiterate voter. The illiterate voter is re- 
quired to swear that he can not read or write before he can secure the aid of 
the fixer. He is therefore completely at the mercy of the fixer. 

At nearly every poll in the black belt all the inspectors were Democrats 
and all the fixers of the same party. It was the exception when they were 
sworn except to take the following oath: ‘‘ You do solemnly swear that you 
will conduct this election to the best interests of the Democratic party, so 
_ you God.” : ‘ 

ith two Democratic and one opposition inspector the following tricks are 


the most partisan and those readiest to aid in frauds. 


receives no pay. 
“ qualification ” 


layed: 

v Modus operandi.—The table is so arranged that one Democrat sits on the 
end to receive the votes. Theopposition ir ctor is behind him, or partially 
so. As the voter gives the Democrat his ticket, the act is done immediately 
in front of him so that the opposition inspector does not see it. When handed 
to him, the voter passes out. The Democratic inspector exchanges another 
made-out ticket, yroneriy certified on the back, passes it to the opposition in- 
spector to put in the box. In order to do this the inspector acts so fairly and 
seems so anxious to do right that suspicion is disarmed and watchfulness 
ceases when the work is done. 

Another plan is to have a conspiracy to exchange boxes. The election is 
honestly conducted. When the polls are about to close the fixer on the out- 
side is told how many votes have been polled. He has a box fixed so that ex- 
actly that number can be put in another similar box, and does it. Whenthe 
polls are closed one of the Democrats proposes to go to another room tosome 
adjacent building to supper, or some other plan is adopted by which the boxes 
are exchanged. 

Another way is to call out the Democratic candidates from a ticket when 
the opposition candidates are marked upon it. 

Another is for the two Democratic clerks to use the “‘ foot patting” dodge, 
which consists in marking the Democratic candidates on the tally sheet as 
the opposition candidates are called ont to be noted on the tally sheets. In 
order to make the tally sheets correspond, the leading clerk pats the foot of 
the other clerk whenever he 1 make a false entry on the tally sheet. In 
this way every other vote of the opposition can be falsely tallied, and, of 
course, falsely counted, as the summary is made on the tally sheet. 

If the My Seng seeeee watches the paepector: calling the ticket the 
clerks can cheat him of half of the votes to which his ticket isentitled. If the 
oo inspector watches the clerks keep tally the inspector who calls 
the names can cheat him of half by falsely calling the names. 

_ if the opposition inspector keeps taily and watches every ticket the calling 
—— will slip Democratic tickets in the box and steal as many of those 
in it out. 

If the “slipping act” will not work, after calling a few minutes and - 
ceiving that the op tion inspector keeps tally and inspects every ticket, 
the “knock off” job is put up, which consists in ee knocking the 
box off the end of the table, and, while stooping down to pick it up, stick a 
handful of the box tickets in the left coat pocket and put a handful of Demo- 
cratic tickets in the box from the right pocket. When this feat is success- 
fully accomplished, the a is called around to see that no tickets are 
left on the floor and that the box is undisturbed, except the shaking up it got 
in the fall. If the tickets in the box should not tally in number with those 
on the poll list, the crowd turns upon the opposition in tor with great 
surprise that he could not and had not put the tickets handed to him in the 
box or put more than was handed to him, as the number of tickets are 
less or greater than the poll list shows. While conscious of innocence, the 
o— inspector is so embarrassed that he readily accepts any solution 
onmered. 

The bulldozing act is another way to fix the opposition inspector so that he 
will either not be so watchful or not kick. This is done by one of the in- 
spectors becoming very angry at the first intimation or insinuation of un- 
fairness. With two inspectors, two clerks, and a returning officer on the 
other side, the last nained being a op sheriff to enforce order by stopping 
any difficulty from being veisod by the opposition inspector’s fault-finding or 
captious objections, the chances are always good for the “ razzle e” act 
to work eat unless the opposition inspector has peaty of nerve and a 
good A pistol, with the reputation of using it on very slight provocation. 

1 baring the twenty years which fraud has been practiced at elections in 


this State, no one has been indicted, prosecuted, or convicted for the com 
mission of any crime against the elective franchise. 

2. During the twenty years of election frauds in Alabama, the black-belt 
counties have controlled the offices and public affairs of Alabama, and when 
a black-belt leader has moved to other sections of the State he has been pro- 
moted and elected to office and given control in public affairs. 

3. The Congressional districts have been so gerrymandered that all but one 
are soformed asto have one or more negro counties in each of them, and they 
are dominated by the influence of the black-belt oligarchy. 

I have here and desire to introduce in this connection a map 
showing the black-belt district of the State of Alabama. [See 
next page formap.] Ido not know that I can exhibit it properly, 
but every district in that State, with the exception of the Seventh 
and Eighth, has a portion of the black belt attached toit. The 
Sixth district, for instance, has Greene and Sumter counties; the 
Ninth has Hale and Perry; the First has Marengo, Clarke, and 
Monroe; the Second has Wilcox and Montgomery; the Third, 
Bullock, Russell, and Barbour; the Fifth Lowndes and Autauga; 
the Fourth has Dallas. The Fourth is a very irregularly shaped 
district, as Senators will see by examining the map [exhibiting the 
map], starting at the west side of the State and running down to 
the southeast, almost across the entire State. The effect of this 
districting —— 

Mr. CHANDLER. May I ask the Senator from Nebraska a 
question? 

Mr. ALLEN. Certainly. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Does he understand that the original design 
in making the districts in this way was that the white portions of 
the districts would control the black portions? Was it the original 
design in carefully putting on every district a certain portion of 
the territory thickly populated with colored people that the white 
sections of the districts might overcome the black sections? Was 
that the idea, or what was the idea in carefully shaping the dis- 
tricts in the way the Senator describes? 

Mr. ALLEN. I would not like to express an opinion on that 
question. I do not know what the design was. I can see, how- 
ever, what could be accomplished by that. I can see thatif it was 
the design that the white element of the districts should dominate 
that could easily be accomplished, because they evidently have a 
majority in these districts. But in my judgment the districting 
of the State has amounted toa boomerang. The white people in 
the districts have been overcome by six or seven thousand major- 
ity by the counting of votes in the black belt that in fact never 
were cast. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Then the result is, as I understand it—and 
the Senator will pardon me for alluding to it—that whereas the 
original design was that the white portion of the districts should 
overcome the black portion, now fraudulent majorities certified 
up from the black portion overcome the division that has taken 
ee among the whites in the white sections. 

Mr. ALLEN. The latter statement of the Senator 
Hampshire is true. As to the other I know nothing. 

There, Mr. President, is the seat of the fraud. It is capable of 
proof beyond all question and beyond doubt that in many of these 
counties, where from three to five thousand and in some instances 
6,000 votes were returned in favor of the Democratic candidate, 
Mr. Oates, there were not registered 1,000 voters; in some in- 
stances but very few; and in many instances the vote returned ex- 
ceeded the vote in the county by 200 per cent, or relatively so. So 
that by this system of manipulation and fraud in what is known 
as the black belt, the Popuiists, Jeffersonian Democrats, and Re- 
publicans having carried, I think, almost two-thirds of the white 
counties, by controlling the election machinery in the black-belt 
counties, where the colored people stayed away from the registra- 
tion board and where they stayed away from the polls to a very 
great extent, the entire result of the honest vote cast in that State 
in the white counties was overcome by this system of political 
rapine and fraud. 

Mr. President, what effect does this have? It overturns a re- 
publican form of Government, and makes it a hiss and byword, a 
snare and a delusion. 

Now, what do the people of that State want? I can not speak 
for what is known as the organized Democracy, except to say that 
I hope they will always have their rights regarded as American 
citizens; but certainly the 83,283 that even these fraudulent re- 
turning boards gave Mr. Koib during the gubernatorial contest 
in 1894 have some right to be heard in the Congress of the United 
States when their rights as citizens are involved, and have been 
trampled upon and disregarded. 

Now, let us look for amoment at the consequences. According 
to the returns of the election of 1894, the election machinery being 
in the hands of the organized Democracy to a very great extent, 
perhaps altogether in the black belt counties, William C. Oates 
received for governor 110,865 votes, and Reuben F. Kolb received 
83,283 votes on the face of the returns, thus giving to Mr. Oates a 
majority of 27,582. But deduct from Mr. Oates’s vote, as it was 
returned, 37,765 fraudulent votes in the black belt counties, 
where there was seemingly no pretense of an honest election (and 
he only had legitimately, according to these returns, 76,100), and 
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MAP OF THE STATE OF ALABAMA SHOWING CONGRESSIONAL DISTRICTS. 
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Kolb was elected by a majority of 7,183, to say nothing of the evi- 
dence that I have put in the record here, and that these people 
will be able to prooduce on a hearing, showing that in very many 
instances where Mr. Kolb received a large number of votes they 
were, to a great extent, and in some instances absolutely, taken 
away from him and added to the Oates column. So I have no 
hesitancy in saying that Reuben F. Kolb, according to all Ameri- 
can law if it is executed, and according to the honest vote of the 
State of Alabama cast at the August election of 1894, is to-day its 
de jure governor by fully 20,000 votes. : 

What remedy is there for these people? Itisnot pleasant for me 
to say anything about the State of Alabama or about any other 
State, and what I do say is with a good deal of reluctance, but I 
realize the fact that Alabama is represented in this Chamber by 
two of our most distinguished and able members, men of national 
reputation and high character. But what isto become of Ameri- 
can institutions if the honest expression of the people at the ballot 
is to be wiped out by ballot-box stuffing and by fraudulent returns? 

I want to say to you, Mr. President, that, so far as I am con- 
cerned, I want thesame rule applied to the Republican and Demo- 
cratic parties that I ask to be applied to the Populist party. I 
want to see the time speedily come when, under the fair skies of 
America, every man, wherever he may be, who is an honest and 
legal voter, can cast his vote in absolute security and have that 
vote counted, I care not to what political party he belongs. As 
an American citizen he is entitled to this, and it is our duty to 
assist him in obtaining his rights. 

I hold in my hand the Montgomery Journal of February 8, 
1895, a Democratic daily paper published at the capital of the 
State. Iask the Secretary to read the article I have marked in 
the copy that I send to the desk. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. If there be no objection, the Secre- 
tary will read as indicated. 

The Secretary read as follows: 


ALARMING ARE THE POLITICAL AND THE FINANCIAL CONDITIONS, SAYS 
HON. W. H. SKAGGS, A LEADING POPULIST—A GLOOMY PICTURE OF THE 
UNREST OF THE PEOPLE—HE THINKS KOLB COULD PRECIPITATE CIVIL 
WAR IN THIS STATE—INTIMATES KOLB MAY CAUSE TROUBLE IF THE LE&G- 
ISLATURE FAILS TO ACT. 


Hon. W. H. Skaggs, late chairman of the Jeffersonian campaign committee, 
is in this city, and in an interview with a Journal reporter to-day said: s 

‘Since the latter part of November, I have been traveling principally in 
what is known as the ‘black belt’ section. In the absence of any legal pro- 
cess of investigation evidence obtained is, of course, ex parte, but affidavits 
have been taken only from those with whom I have personal acquaintance, or 
whose good standing and reputation for veracity and good character has been 
ascertained by careful investigation. In many instances negroes who are re- 

mted to be reliable have been in a position to give evidence, but I have 
nvariably declined to take any information from negroes. Of the many affi- 
davits obtained atleast 85 per cent of theaffiants are ex-Confederate soldiers. 
It was generally charged in the last campaign that the supporters of Captain 
Kolb, Populists and Jeffersonians, were men without education and men who 
did not enjoy the confidence and r of their fellow citizens; in short, 
they were called the ‘rag-tag’ element. I find that this ‘rag-tag’ element is 
made up of ex-Confederate soldiers. In many precincts I observed that every 
ex-Confederate soldier apne the ticket 
is particularlly true in W: 
were perpetrated. 

“In Dallas County afraudulent majority of over 5,000 was returnel for Colo- 
nel Oates. The total vote, as Inow recall, was6,607. [have affidavits toshowa 
steal of over 5,000 votesinthatcounty. Take, forinstance, Brown's beat. The 
fraudulent returns show 317 for Oates and ljfor Kolb. Two reputable citi- 
zens (one of whom has been a citizen of Dallas County for thirty-five years, 
and whose character I am told by Populists and organized Democrats is above 
reproach) swear that they were in a position to see every man who entered 
the polling place, and did see every man who entered the polling place from 
the time the polls opened until they closed; that there were only 17 men, in- 
cluding the election m ers and clerks who entered said polling place. 
Several citizens in this precinct swear that there are only 20 white voters in 
Brown’s beat. This is one of many instances of thefrauds perpetrated in 
Dallas County. 

“In Wilcox County the frauds were no less barefaced, notorious, and shame- 
ful. There were not exceeding 1,081 votes actually cast in Wilcox County, yet 
a majority of about 6,000 is returned for Colonel Oates from that county. In 
one precinct in Bullock County three reputable citizens swear that they saw 
every man who entered the polling place. I have in my possession a list in 
detai giving the name of every man who entered the polling place. There 
were 104 men, and no more, who entered, and yet a fraudulent vote of 343 was 
returned. Of this number, I don’t recall just now how many were given to 
Oates, but I think it was over 300. Dallas and Wilcox are the banner coun- 
ties for rascality, but Bullock, Barbour, Henry, Marengo, Clark, and, in fact, 
all the black belt counties and a number of the white counties, claimed for 
Oates, showed shameful records of le~tessness and corruption. I have ob- 
tained certified ee 'y showing thai; registrars in some instances collected 
in the full amount of their fees for false entries on the registration lists. 
Jeffersonians and Populists in all tse black belt counties that I have visited 
claim that it is im ible to obtein an indictment against men who practice 
this lawlessness, for the reason that in almost every instance the supporters 
of Kolb are excluded from the grand jury. 


cox and Dallas counties, where the greatest frauds 


“ The feeli fe of unrest and dissatisfaction prevailing in this State is alarm- 
ing in the highest degree. That which Mr. Carlyle speaks of as a condition of 


passive inertia immediately preceding the French revolution is the correct 
picture of existing conditions in Alabama, and the history of the times pre- 
ceding that outbreak impresses me as a story of our own times. The people 
have so long been robbed of their votes, insult has been added to injury, and 
the insolence of this lawless element and their beneficiaries has become so 
burdensome to the great majority of the people that they openly threaten 
violent ste 

at regard the 
and decided] 
conditions, I 


position of Captain Kolb as unique in the history of our State 
interesting. Prior to my personal investigation of existing 
: eld to the opinion that the spirit of conservatism perhaps pre- 
dominated among his supporters; but I am now fully persuaded that if he 
should but the word there would be a revolutionary outbreak in man 
parts of the State, that could not be suppressed short of much bloodshed. 


eaded by Captain Kolb. This | 
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condition of poverty and abject want exists to a degree that I had not antici- 
ted. It may be justly claimed that in many parts of Alabama the farmers 
ve been reduced to the lowest state of animal existence. Many of them 
are now in that condition, and others are rapidly approaching a condition of 
hunger, and they will be as dangerous as other hungry animais. 

“Colonel Reese has capies of affidavits obtained by me prior to his departure. 
A great deal of additional information has been obtained, however, since he 
left the State, and Iam still engaged in the work. 

‘“*T earnestly hope that the legislature will not adjourn without enacting a 
contest law and making such amendments to our election laws as will secure 
honest elections. A failure to do this will only aggravate existing condi- 
tions and a the intensity of feeling that now prevails. If the con- 
ditions were fully understood and properly appreciated I believe that a ma- 
jority of the general assembly, without regard to party affiliation, would sup- 
port the proper and necessary measures to establish quiet and restore normal 
conditions in this State.” 


Mr. ALLEN. Mr. President, it seems to me that these facts, 
as I have adduced them and placed them in the Recor», irregu- 
lar as my method has been in doing so, fully warrant a Congres- 
sional investigation of the political conditions of the State of 
Alabama. 

Now, the question comes to my mind as a Senator of the United 
States, what is the duty, what is the power of the Government 
with reference to the State of Alabama or any other State under 
like circumstances? Certainly we can not suffer any portion of 
the people of the United States to be deprived of their constitu- 
tional right to enjoy the benefits of a republican form of govern- 
ment. The duty is imposed upon the National Government to 
guarantee to every State in the Union a republican form of gov- 
ernment. That was an obligation that we assumed when the 
Constitution was formed and when it wasadopted. It was as ap- 
parent at that time as it is now, and even more so, that this coun- 
try was in danger not only from foes without, but from foes 
within. The struggle of our ancestors to establish this Govern- 
ment was a marvelous one, and stands out in history without a 

rallel. Our colonies had been under the domination of Great 

itain; commercial union after commercial union had been 
formed between the colonies, and the relations broken off. There 
was great danger of an attempt upon the part of some of the colo- 
nies to set up for themselves a monarchical form of government. 
There was not only danger from that source, but there was dan- 
ger of invasion from without as well as invasion of one colony by 
others. 

There must of necessity be a central power which can control 
the affairs of the nation. Forinstance, if New York should under- 
take toinvade Rhode Island, there must be somewhere in this 
nation a power that could check the great State of New York 
from invading and wiping from the political map a State of tie 
size of Rhode Island. The power could not reside with the States 
themselves, for it was a power which, in the nature of things, 
must be exercised by a general and central Government: and for 
that purpose, in my judgment, section 4 of Article IV of the Con- 
stitution was framed: 













































































The United States shall guarantee toevery State in this Unionar 
form of government— 


That is the first proposition— 
and shall protect each of them against invasion— 
That is the second proposition— 


‘publican 


and on application of the legislature, or of the executive (when the legisla- 
ture can not be convened), against domestic violence. 

That is the third proposition of this section. 

I do not propose to consume the time of the Senate in diseuss- 
ing what constitutes a republican form of government. I take it 


that the language should be given its popular signification, and 
that a republican form of government consists in a government 
by the people through representatives chosen by themselves. It 
must follow, as a necessary consequence, that if the good people 
of Alabama, or any great portion of them, are deprived of their 
constitutional right to choose representatives and officers for the 
control and management of their own affairs, for the selection of 


local officers and members of Congress, they are deprived of the 
right of republican form of government. 

I do not attach any special significance to the word ‘“‘form” as 
used here. I understand quite well that governments may differ 
substantially and yet be in formthe same kind. A government 
can be very tyrannical and yet be republican inform; but I believe 
that it was the design and purpose of the framers of the Constitution. 
to lodge the power in Congress to guarantee to every State in the 
Union a government republican not only in form, but republican 
in substance as well. 

Mr. CHANDLER. If the Senator will allow me, I desire to say 
right upon that point, that the original proposition of this clause 
in the convention which framed the Constitution did not use the 
word ‘‘form.” The original proposition was that the United 
States should guarantee to each State a republican government, 
and when the language was finally settled, although the word 
‘*form ” came in, the meaning unquestionably was exactly as the 
Senator now construes it, that the United States should guarantee 
to every State a republican government. The word ‘“‘form” had 
no special significance attached to it. The Senator will notice 
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that if he will review the history of the debates in connection with 
the formation of the Constitution. 

Mr. ALLEN. I think at this point I shall turn back to the his- 
tory of this provision. 

Among the defects in the Articles of Confederation— 

It is said— 
which were severely felt, was the want of uniformity in cases requiring it, 
as laws of naturalization and bankruptcy and coercive authority to act on 
individuals, and the guarantee of the internal tranquility of the States. The 
Federal authority had ceased to be respected abroad, and dispositions were 
shown there to take advantage of its imbecility and to speculate on its ap- 
proaching downfall. At home it had lost all confidence and credit; the un- 
stable and unjust career of the States had also forfeited the respect and con- 
fidence essential to order and good government, involving a general decay of 
confidence and credit between man and man. It was also known that there 
were individuals who had betrayed a bias toward monarchy, and there had 
always been some not unfavorable to a partition of the Union into several 
confederacies, either from a better chance of figuring on a sectional theater 
or that the sections would require stronger governments, or, by their hostile 
conflicts, lead to a monarchial consolidation. The idea of dismemberment 
had recently made its appearance in the newspapers. 

When the convention which framed the Federal Constitution had 
convened, Mr. Randolph introduced, May 29, 1787, a series of reso- 
lutions, the eleventh of which isin the followinglanguage. I call 
the attention of the Senator from New Hampshire to this: 

Resolved, That a republican government, and the territory of each State, 
except in the instance of a voluntary junction of government and territory, 
ought to be guaranteed by the United States to each State. 

June 5, 1787, the question of guaranteeing to the States a repub- 
lican form of government again came up, and, on the motion of 
Mr. Patterson, was postponed until the question of representation 
should be decided. 

June 11, 1787, we are informed by the official history of the 
convention, the question was again presented, alterations having 
been made in the resolution, making it read: ‘‘ That a republican 
constitution and its existing laws ought to be guaranteed to each 
State by the United States,” and it was agreed to without debate. 

June 13, 1787, Mr. Gorham reported on behalf of the committee, 
among other things, the following resolution: 

Resolved, That a republican constitution and its existing laws ought to be 
guaranteed to each State by the United States. 

July i8, 1787, this question was again before the convention, 
Mr. Wilson calling up the resolution I have just quoted. Mr. 
Morris ‘‘ thought the resolution objectionable, as he would be very 
unwilling,” so he said, ‘‘ that such laws as then existed in Rhode 
Island should be guaranteed.” 

The discussion of this provision in Elliot’s Debates is very 
meager. It was claimed on the one hand, and denied on the other, 
that Congress should guarantee the laws then in existence in the 
Colonies as well as those made in the future. 

Mr. Wilson said the object ‘‘is merely to secure the States 
against dangerous commotions, insurrections, and rebellions.” 
Colonel Mason observed, ‘‘If the General Government should 
have no right to suppress rebellions against particular States, it 
will be in a bad situation indeed. As rebellions against itself 
originate in and against undivided States, it must remain a passive 
spectator of its own subversion.” 

Mr. President, I think in that language is embraced the idea 
that actuated the framers of the Constitution, that the General 
Government should have power not only to protect the nation as 
a nation, but to protect every State as an integral portion of the 
nation. 

The debate ran on from day to day during the existence of the 
constitutional convention, and in the draft presented to the con- 
vention on August 6, 1787, the following language occurs: 

The United States shall guarantee to each State a republican form of gov- 
ernment, and shall protect each State against foreign invasion, and on the 
application of its legislature, against domestic violence. 

This was again changed, as I recollect it, into the form in which 
I find it in our Constitution now. The debates show that the 
word ‘‘form” was not discussed. It seems to be assumed that the 
chief purpose in framing this section of the Constitution was to 
give a central or national power by which the nation might pro- 
tect itself against foreign invasion, and might protect every State 
as an essential part of its own existence against foreign invasion 
and domestic violence; and not only this, but that it should guar- 
antee to every State—and I do not believe that it meant a State 
in its technica] sense—a republican form of government. I think 
the guaranty must be construed to go further; in the nature of 
things, it must go to the extent of guaranteeing to every citizen 
of a State his right to participate in the affairs of that State and 
the affairs of the nation. It will not do to say, if a mere handful 
of men obtain ession of the official machinery of a State, and 
by force, fraud, violence, or intimidation overawe and overcome 
a majority of the people of a State, that that State is enjoying a 
republican form of government. The framers of this t char- 
ter of our liberties were not foolish enough to reason thus. 

It is essential, in order that an individual may enjoy perfect 
health, that every portion of his body must be healthy; it makes 
no difference where disease starts, it will, unless checked, cul- 


minate in death; and the guaranty to the nation as a nation, and 
to each State as an important part of the nation, can never be 
fulfilled until this Government takes hold of every individual 
throughout the length and breadth of the land and effectually 
guarantees to him the full measure of his liberties under the Con- 
stitution. To suffer an individual to be deprived of his rights 
would be like the starting of a disease of the body; unless checked 
it would culminate in the death of the State and the nation. 

Mr. President, this guaranty was not left here. Subsequent 
provisions of the Constitution have placed the right of the indi- 
vidual citizen beyond all question, and I refer simply and briefly 
to the language of the fourteenth and fifteenth amendments to 
the Constitution. The fourteenth amendment provides: 

SECTION 1. All persons born or naturalized in the United States, and sub- 
sect to the jurisdiction thereof, are citizens of the United States and of the 
State wherein they reside. No State shall make or enforce any law which 
shall abridge the privileges or immunities of citizens of the United States; 
nor shall any State deprive any person of life, liberty, or property withou 


due process of law; nor deny to any person within its jurisdiction the equal 
protection of the laws. 


Section 1 of the fifteenth amendment is as follows: 


The right of citizens of the United States to vote shall not be denied or 
abridged by the United States or by any State on account of race, color, or 
previous condition of servitude. 

I read this for the purpose of showing that the doctrine believed 
in by some persons in this country that the citizen must obtain 
his rights exclusively through the State organization is not true. 
I do not believe that it was ever contemplated that my rights asa 
citizen of the United States should be at the mercy of the particu- 
lar State in which Ihappentoreside. It mayseem presumptuousin 
me to give expression toit, but Inever believed in the doctrine thata 
man’s right to vote in a republican government wasa privilege con- 
ferrediupon him by that government, or that it was essential tocon- 
fer it by the fundamental law. 

When a man is born under the flag of a republic he becomes a 
citizen of that republic, and when born elsewhere and he takes 
the oath of allegiance he becomes a citizen of that republic; and 
in arepublic that rests upon popular sovereignty as its founda- 
tion, that man carries with him by birth or by naturalization the 
inalienable right to participate in the affairs of the government 
and to cast his vote, if that be the method adopted for the choice 
of officers and the policy it is to pursue. I understand that in 
saying this I am opposed by a long line of decisions of the Su- 
preme Court of the United States; I am notin ignorance of the 
fact that possibly I stand alone in this belief; but I can not con- 
ceive of the existence of an American citizen or a citizen of a re- 
publican government without at the same time considering his 
right to participate in that government as natural and as inalien- 
able as is the arm or any other member of the human body. It 
is impossible for me to conceive of a man residing in a country, 
and who is said to be a citizen of that country, whose institutions 
are based upon popular sovereignty, who, under proper regula- 
tions, does not possess the right to participate in its affairs. 

I admit, Mr. President, that as a matter of safeguard, and for 
the purposes of protecting the Government, we have aright to place 
certain restrictions upon the exercise of this right of the elective 
franchise; but when proper safeguards have been created a man 
must possess the right to participate in the affairs of the Govern- 
ment under whose flag he lives and to whose institutions he owes 
allegiance, else he is not a citizen of that country, or the form of the 
Government is not republican. 

I do not desire to be understood as saying that the States have 
no rights as States. Our Government is a government of enu- 
merated powers. If a power is not expressed in the Constitution 
or is not necessarily implied to carry out some granted power, it 
does not exist,and can not be exercised. Nor am Ia believer, 
upon the other hand, in the doctrine that any State in the Union 
can say that the General Government can not pass its lines and 
protect its citizens. When thiscountry guaranteed to every State 
in the Union a republican form of government, it carried with it 
the power, and the duty as well, to pass the lines of the State that 
might deny to a citizen any of the privileges or immunities of 
citizenship, and to protect him in their enjoyment. 

What are the people of Alabama to do? Are they to be deprived 
for all time of the right to participate in the affairs of this Gov- 
ernment in its elections, or must they resort to revolution? This 
can not be tolerated foramoment. Sir, are we powerless to reach 
out the strong arm of the nation and protect these people who are 
thus suffering and who have been imposed upon? Should we not 
exercise this constitutional power, and inquire into the condition 
of the — of that State as to whether they are enjoying a re- 
publican form of government, and, if we ascertain that their 
rights have been taken away from them, frame such legislation 
as will guarantee to them, in common with the people of the 
Union, arepublican form of government? This Government can 
not endure when it is unjust toits people, when it fails to protect 
every man, woman, and child beneath the Stars and Stripes. The 
protection must run to every State and Territory inthe Union. It 
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must be a full realization of the guaranties and rights of the Con- 
stitution. 

Having said this much, Mr. President, Ibeg to 
that, without unnecessary delay, this resolution 
a committee appointed, and an investigation made. 


THOMAS CORIGAN. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate the eam of 


—— the hope 
ill be adopted, 


the House of Representatives to return to the House the ill (H. 
R. 5260) granting an increase of pension to Thomas Corigan, the 
bill having been adversely reported by the Committee of the 
Whole be by error passed the House; and by unanimous consent 
the request was ordered to be complied with and the bill returned 
to the House of Hepresentatives. 


DIPLOMATIC AND CONSULAR APPROPRIATION BILL. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate the action of the 
House of Representatives, disagreeing to the amendments of the 
Senate to the bill (H. R. 8234) making appropriations for the dip- 
lomatic and consular service for the fiscal year ending June 30, 
1896, and requesting a conference with the Senate on the disagree- 
ing votes of the two Houses thereon. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. I move that the Senate insist on its 
amendments, and accede to the request of the House of Represent- 
atives for a conference. 

The motion was agreed to. 

By unanimous consent, the Vice-President was authorized to ap- 

oint the conferees on the part of the Senate, and Mr. BLACKBURN, 

r. Brice, and Mr. HALE were appointed. 

ENGROSSMENT AND ENROLLMENT OF BILLS. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate the amendment 
of the House of Representatives to the concurrent resolution of 
the Senate providing that during the last ten days of any session 
of Congress the engrossing and enrolling of bills and joint resolu- 
tions by printing, as provided for in the concurrent resolution 
adopted by the cas ie get Congress, first session, November 1, 
1893, may be suspended, and said bills and joint resolutions may 
be written by hand when, in the judgment of the Joint Commit- 
tee on Printing, it is deemed necessary. 

The amendment of the House of Representatives was, in line 1, 
to strike out ‘‘ten” and insert ‘‘six,” before ‘‘days;” soas toread: 
“during the last six days of any session.” 

Mr. GORMAN. I move that the Senate concur in the amend- 
ment of the House of Representatives. 

The motion was agreed to. 

CONSIDERATION OF PENSION BILLS. 

Mr. PALMER. Unless there be some reason why my applica- 
tion shall be denied, I ask that the pending appropriation bill be 
laid aside informally, and that the Senate give a half hour to the 
consideration of pension bills on the Calendar. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. At this time? 

Mr, PALMER. At any time most convenient to the Senate. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. I trust that that will not be done now. 
All of yesterday and all of to-day have been utilized for some pur- 

ose other than the consideration of the Post-Office appropriation 

ill, and I do hope that now we may be able to get the Senate to 
agree to go on with that bill. 

. Mr. MORGAN. I desire to submit a few observations to the 
enate. 

Mr. PALMER. Irecognize the paramount necessity of dispos- 
ing of the appropriation bills. If the Senator from Kentucky will 
indicate when in his judgment I may properly make the applica- 
tion which I made a moment ago for the consideration of the 
pension bills I will defer to him. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. How long will it probably require? 

Mr. PALMER. Not over a half hour, if the Senate is as kind 
to these bills as it usually is. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. Then I will ask the Senator from [linois 
if it would not be agreeable to him to take up those bills, say, at 5 
o'clock this afternoon. 

Mr. PALMER. It would be perfectly satisfactory. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. I trust that may be done. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the request of 
the Senator from Illinois? The Chair hears none, and it is so 
ordered. 

ELECTIONS IN ALABAMA. 

Mr. MORGAN. Mr. President, my colleague and I consider 
that it is our duty to place upon the records of the Senate a pro- 
test which I will now proceed to read. 

The undersigned Senators, accredited to this body by the State 
of Alabama, respectfully and earnestly protest against the pro- 
ceeding in the Senate on the part of the Senator from Nebraska 
[Mr. ALLEN], which has occupied the attention of the Senate for 
near two days, in clear abuse of the parliamentary law, in disre- 
gard of the urgent necessities of the public business, and a 

wtuitous assault upon the rights of Alabama as a State of the 

nion and upon the character of her government and people. 
The bill pending before the Senate when the Senator from Ne 
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braska was recognized by the Chair as being entitled to the floor 
on yesterday was the regular appropriation bill for the support 
of the Post-Office Department. Nothing contained in that bill 
related to the government of the State of Alabama, or to its 
election laws, or to any proceedings under such laws in the elec- 
tion of a governor or the members of the legislature or the mem- 
bers of the House of Representatives in Congress, or to the election 
of a Senator of the United States for Alabama. These subjects 
were not in the remotest degree relevant, pertinent, or germane 
to any point of the measure that was before the Senate. 

It was impossible, in any parliamentary sense, for the Senate to 
vote upon any of these subjects while considering that appropria- 
tion bill, or upon any motion to expel Alabama from the Union 
or her Senators from this Chamber, or to institute an investiga- 
tion as to the regularity, justice, honesty, or constitutionality of 
her government touching those elections. 

It is equally impossible for her Senators, with decent respect for 
the Senate and a proper regard for the public business, now to re- 
ply to the charges of gross fraud and injustice in some eight or 
nine of the 66 counties in the State upon which the Senator from 
Nebraska, through an unjustifiable abuse of the privileges of de- 
bate, has taken occasion to arraign the State of Alabama at the 
bar of the Senate asa common culprit. Due respect and defer- 
ence for the sovereign State they together represent forbid the 
Senators from Alabama from acknowledging the right of the Sen- 
ate or from admitting its jurisdiction to hear and determine a 
question relating to her rights as one of the sovereign States of the 
American Union. 

Whatever attitude Congress may have the power toimpose upon 
a State of the Union, it can not be asserted that either House of 
Congress, acting alone, can decree that a State is in the Union or 
out of it, according to its pleasure, nor can an investigation be 
lawfully made which has for its object such a determination as 
to the rights of a State, except under a law of Congress duly en- 
acted and approved. 

There is no motion pending in the Senate to expel Alabama 
from the Union, or her Senators from this Chamber, and the at- 
tack of the Senator from Nebraska upon that State is, therefore, 
a merely gratuitous assault. 

That.it has been made by one who is a stranger to our govern- 
ment, our laws, and our people, who knows nothing about them 


except upon information derived from others, as he has confessed 
in his remarks in the Senate, relieves that Senator from the cate- 
gory of being a witness against us, and places him in the more 
difficult one of becoming our accuser, upon hearsay, or the ex 
parte statements of interested and embittered politicians, and of 
adding the weight of his Senatorial position and the solemnity 


of a hearing before the Senate and the world on the floor of 
Chamber to those statements. 

The Senators from Alabama consider the form and the time and 
place selected for this assault upon their State as a serious abuse 
of the privileges of Senators and of the dignity of the body. 

His remarks in the Senate yesterday and to-day were directed 
(so far as they were pointed to any legislative or other result) to 
the election of a governor of Alabama, to the election of members 
of the legislature who had the duty of electing a Senat ’ 
United States, and to the election of members of the House of 
Representatives in Congress. 

He says these seats in the House are being contested. That fact 
should prevent the Senate from any interference in that matter 
under the commonest instincts of propriety. The election of a 
governor in Alabama is not a matter that, on any occasion, can 
fall within the jurisdiction of the Senate of the United 
The election of members of the ! 


r of th 


States to 
gislature thatelects 
d toinvestigation 
in this Chamber by many decisions of this body. 

The laws of Alabama provide for contests 


of seats in bot 


branches of the general assembly, but they require the contestant 
to give security for costs in such cases. 

In the present legislature, consisting, in both houses, of 133 mem- 
bers, no seat has been contested, notwithstanding the Senator 


claims that his party has 9 representatives in the Senate and 36 in 
the house. That burden is assumed by the Senator from Nebraska, 
without cost or security for costs, upon information derived from 
those who hope to gain some reward of office or of allowances for 
making a contest in the way now attempted. 

They supply him with affidavits, letters, and notes, and he 
launches them upon the Senate and the world through the me- 
dium of the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD at the expense of the Gov- 
ernment. 

The Senator makes no statement in his place, vouched for upon 
his responsibility as a Senator, of any fact that is derogatory to 
the State government. But, without having submitted thes: 
parte statements to anyone who is concerned for the honor or 
rights of that State, he sends them out as proofs of our guilt upon 
charges that are not even formulated and in the absence of any 
specifications. 

Broadside assertions are made and the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD 
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is made the vehicle, at public expense, of advertising the personal 
and political assertions and complainings of men who evade jus- 
tice at home and under State laws, and before home judges and 
juries, and come to the Senate for a hearing which it has no juris- 
diction to conduct. This is not the proper forum, nor is it the 
proper occasion, nor the proper manner for arraigning a sover- 
eign State at the bar of the Senate. 

We, as her representatives, decline, on our part, to bring Ala- 
bama before the Senate upon such accusations, or to make any 
answer to them in the form or manner in which they are pre- 
sented, and we ask to spread this our solemn protest against this 
unprecedented wrong and indignity upon the records of the 
Senate. 

Respectfully, 
JOHN T. MORGAN. 
JAMES L. PUGH. 


POST-OFFICE APPROPRIATION BILL. 


The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the consid- 
eration of the bill (H. R. 8272) making appropriations for the serv- 
ice of the Post-Office Department for the fiscal year ending June 
30, 1896. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. TheSenator from Massachusetts [Mr. 
LopGE] makes the point of order against the pending amendment 
to the bill. The Chair submits to the Senate the question, Is the 
amendment reported by the Committee on Appropriations in 
order? 

Mr. HALE. Let the amendment be stated. * 

Mr. VEST. Let it be read. 

Mr. HOAR. And then let the point of order be stated. 

— VICE-PRESIDENT. The proposed amendment will be 
stated. 

The Secretary. After the word “dollars,” in line 16, page 4, 
the Committee on Appropriations report to insert: 

Said sum shall be expended under the direction and in the discretion of 
the Postmaster-General, and any provision of existing law in conflict here- 
with is hereby repealed. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Massachusetts 
(Mr. pti makes the point of order that the amendment pro- 
poses general legislation upon a general appropriation bill. 

Mr. GORMAN. Mr. President, I merely desire to say one word 
before the vote is taken. 

The amendment reported by the Committee on Appropriations 
is one intended to reduce the expenditures of the Government. It 
is intended to be a limitation, notwithstanding the criticisms of 
the distinguished Senator from Iowa [Mr. ALLISON] and others 
who have addressed the Senate upon this question. The Post- 
master-General comes here in his report to Congress and states 
what is true, that the expenditures of that great Department of the 
Government exceed the receipts by more than $5,000,000. He has 
made sundry suggestions to ae the expenditures within the 
amount of the receipts, and one of the propositions presented to 
Congress is to reduce the payments on account of the chartering 
or hiring of the cars known as postal cars. On that item over 
$3,000,000 is expended per annum, and the statement of the De- 
partment is that the amount paid every sixteen months for the 
use of the cars, the rate being fixed arbitrarily by law over which 
the Department has no control whatever, will pay the total cost 
of the cars. 

When Congress fixed the rate to be allowed to the railroad com- 

anies for these cars it was probably within bounds, it was proba- 
biy not too great, but like everything else in the transportation 
of all the products of the world the cost has been reduced. Every- 
thing has been reduced except this one single item. 

Mr. PEFFER. Iask the Senator from Maryland to state at 
this point what is the compensation allowed by Congress. 

Mr. GORMAN. Ihave not the act. before me, but I will give 
the Senator the information in a few moments, 

Mr. President, there has been no reduction, because the law fixes 
the compensation; but it is admitted on all sides that it is too great. 
The Postmaster-General and, I think, the Post-Office Committee, at 
all events the distinguished Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. ViLas],in 
their anxiety to get this expenditure within a reasonable amount 
have brought in any number of propositions, among them one that 
the Government shceuld purchase the cars and own, operate, main- 
tain, and repair them. That proposition, it strikes me, would be 
extraordinary, one not economical, and one which, inmy judgment, 
the Government should not enter upon. I have no desire to re- 
duce the compensation of the railroad companies beyond a fair and 
reasonable amount, but there is no business man in the country 
who does not understand perfectly that the arbitrary rate fixed by 
the act of 1878 is too great and ought to be reduced. 

Now, the Appropriations Committee have brought in an amend- 
ment putting the full sum of $3,205,000 in the hands of the Post- 
master-General to be used at his discretion to enable him to re- 
duce the rate. Senators on the other side of the Chamber have 
suggested that that is too great a power to place in the hands 


of the Postmaster-General; and that under the provision_as it 
has been drawn by the Committee on Appropriations possibly he 
might buy cars. The Senator in charge of the bill has suggested 
an amendment which will prohibit that idea. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. If the Senator from Maryland will allow 
me I will hand him the act of 1873. 

Mr. GORMAN. Will the Senator kindly read just what the 
rates are? 

Mr. BLACKBURN. In answer to the Senator from Kansas I 
will read the paragraph in the act of March 3, 1873, that he wants 
to hear: 

For increase of compensation for the transportation of mails on railroad 
routes upon the condition and at the rate hereinafter mentioned, $500,000, or so 
much thereof as may be necessary: Provided, That the Postmaster-General 
be, and he is hereby, authorized and directed to readjust the compensation 
hereafter to be paid forthe transportation of mails on railroad routes upon 
the conditions and at the rates hereinafter mentioned, to wit: That the mails 
shall be conveyed with due frequency and speed; that sufficient and suitable 
room, fixtures, and furniture, in a car or apartment property lighted and 
warmed, shall be provided for route agents to accompany and distribute the 
mails; and that the pay per mile per annum shall not exceed the ores 
rates, hamely: On routes carrying their whole length an average weight o 
mails per day of 200 pounds, $50; 500 pounds, pi 1,000 pounds, $100; 1,500 
pounds, $125; 2,000 pounds, $150; 3,500 pounds, $175; 5,000 pounds, $200, and $25 
additional for every additional 2,000 pounds, the average weight to be ascer- 
tained, in every case, by the actual weighing of the mails for such a number 
of successive working days, not less than thirty, at such times, after June 30, 
1873, and not less frequently than once in every four yéars, and the result to 
be stated and verified in such form and manner as the Postmaster-General 
may direct. 

This that I have read from that actis the contract per hundred- 
weight that the Post-Office Department agrees to pay for the 
transportation of the mails per mile; and it will be noticed that 
the lighting, heating, furnishing, equipping, and maintaining of 
the cars for the use of the postal clerks is conditioned for in the 
contract. Now, then, comes the following additional proviso: 

Provided further, That additional pay may be allowed for every line com- 
prising a on trip each wer of railway post-office cars, at a rate not exceed- 
ing per mile per annum for cars 40 feet in length; and $30 per annum for 
45 feet cars; and $40 per mile per annum for 50 feet cars; and $50 per mile 
per annum for 55 to 60 feet cars. 

Mr. CULLOM. All that is now discretionary with the Post- 
master-General. 

Mr. PASCO. Iaskif those are the maximum rates? 

Mr. BLACKBURN. Those are the maximum rates. I will re- 

eat what I said to the Senate yesterday, that, as the Senator from 
Maryland remembers, the Postmaster-General assures us_ that 
those maximum rates have always been paid and always will be 
paid unless 

Mr. GORMAN. They are in fact the minimum rates. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. They are in fact the minimum rates in 
point of practice and always will be until by positive legislative 
enactment they shall be repealed or modified. 

Mr. PLATT. May I inquire whether those rates have not been 
reduced by law? 

Mr. BLACKBURN. Twice. 

Mr. PLATT. Once 10 per cent and once 5 per cent? 

Mr. BLACKBURN. Yes. 

Mr. GORMAN. That is true; they have been reduced 5 and 10 
per cent. 

Mr. PASCO. May I ask the Senator from Maryland a question? 

Mr. GORMAN. Certainly. 

_ Mr. PASCO. What existing law will it be necessary to repeal 
in order to carry out the views of the committee? 

a GORMAN. The provision the Senator from Kentucky has 
read. 

Mr. PASCO. It does not seem to me that that law needs to be 
repealed. 

Mr.GORMAN. Now, if the Senator will permit me a moment, 
I can understand perfectly the objection of Senators on both sides 
of the Chamber, but I have in mind for the moment only Senators 
on the other side of the Chamber that in an expenditure of this 
kind and to this amount it would probably be unwise for Congress 
to put the entire matter in the hands of the Postmaster-General. 
I think the distinguished Senator from Lllinois [Mr. CuLLom] 
raised the point that it is too great a power to put in the hands of 
a Postmaster-General. There is force in that suggestion. I am 

rfectiy well aware that Postmasters-General during my time 

1ave been unable to cope with these great railroad corporations 
and keep the expenditures on account of the ordinary carriage of 
the mails with the postal-car facilities down to a reasonable 
amount. It isa great power for any man to meet. They have the 
most intelligent corps of attorneys that there are employed in the 
United States. It is safe to say that the services of a very large 
per cent of all the great men of the country are engaged by one or 
the other line of transportation, and I do not know that in m 

time I have seen a Postmaster-General strong enough to cope with 
—— and to keep the expenditures of those accounts within proper 

_Mr. CHANDLER. Will the Senator let me ask him a question 
right there? 
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Mr. GORMAN. Certainly. 


Mr. CHANDLER. I wish to see whether I have not in mind 
the substance of the amendment. Because no Postmaster-General 
has been found with courage enough to reduce the maximum 
rates, therefore we must remove the maximum and give him 
power to increase the rates. Is not that the precise proposition 
of the committee? 

Mr. GORMAN. It is true that the only reductions which have 
been made in this expenditure have been made by Congress and 
not by the Postmaster-General. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Now, let me ask the Senator how it helps 
the matter to remove the maximum and give the Postmaster- 
General power to pay more? 

Mr. GORMAN. If the Senator will give me only a moment, I 
think I recognize the force of that objection. I recognize what 
the Senator from New Hampshire and others have said, that they 
do not want to place this power in the hands of the Postmaster- 
General, first, because it is wrong in principle; and second, be- 
cause they fear he will not exercise the power if granted to him. 
I confess as I find human nature and the present organization and 
the past organization of the Post-Office Department the latter 
suggestion strikes me with great force. 

I believe it is a fact that the great power we now have to con- 
tend with in the managementand control of the transportation of 
our mails is a power greater in this country than any other single 
organization. It almost dictates the policy of Congress as well as 
of the Departments. I myself, upon reflection, since the amend- 
ment has been brought in here, have taken the same view. I 
rather think myself, after what has been said and knowing to 
some extent the capacity and the surroundings of this case, that 
probably it would be well for Congress again to make a specific 
reduction of 10 per cent. 

It would not be too great; and I shall ask the Senator in charge 
of the pending bill when we reach the proper point for an amend- 
ment to gratify the critics of the amendment reported from the 
Committee on Appropriations, and let us put in the amount of 10 
per cent reduction, and then have no question as to the weakness 
or the strength of the Postmaster-General. I think probably that 
would be the better way to meetit. But on the direct question pre- 
sented to the Senate, I should like the Senate to understand that 
whether the amendment is in order or not, it isan amendment that 
is perfectly just and fair in itself; that it is in the interest of the 
people, and does no injustice to the railroads. It is an amendment 
intended to reduce this appropriation; and that has been done 
over and over again in every appropriation bill that has ever come 
into Congress. There never has been a serious question as to the 
propriety of considering any amendment that restricts or reduces 
an expenditure. 

I submit to the Senate that the bare question which we are to 
vote upon in afew moments is that and nothing else. When we 
come to the question of what the compensation ought to be, that 
is a matter for each Senator to determine for himself; but at the 
proper time, if the amendment is voted in order, I shall request 
the distinguished Senator in charge of the bill to put on the follow- 
ing proviso in lieu of the one that is now pending: 

That the Postmaster-General is hereby directed to reduce by 10 per cent for 
the fiscal year 1896 the rates paid for the fiscal year 1895 for all railroad postal- 
car service. 

That will bring up the direct question. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. Will the Senatorfrom Maryland allow me 
to ask him a question? 

Mr.G@ORMAN. With great pleasure. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. ould not the same end be better reached 
to let the amendment read something after the fashion I will sug- 
gest? Let it read, after the word “ dollars,” in line 16: 

Said sum shall be expended under the direction and in the discretion of the 
Postmaster-General, and a reduction of not less than 10 per cent upon exist- 
ing rates shall be made. 

Mr.GORMAN. That would cover the point. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. Leaving out the rest of the italicized 
amendment proposed by the committee looking to the repeal of 
existing law. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I ask the Senator how we know that 10 per 
cent will be the right reduction to make. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. I do not say it is; I say, ‘‘not less than 10 
per cent.” I would leave it in the discretion of the Postmaster- 
General, provided he reduced it more than 10 per cent; but I would 
make it compulsory upon the Department to reduce it that much. 

Mr. HALE obtained the floor. 

Mr. CAREY. Will the Senator from Kentucky allow me to ask 
him a question? 

Mr. BLACKBURN. Certainly; but I am speaking in the time 
of the Senator from Maryland. 

Mr, CAREY. I should like to ask the Senator from Kentucky 
whether the committee has such evidence before it as will justify 
it in making this reduction. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. Most certainly. 
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Mr. CAREY. Does the Senator know whether the fast mails 
can be continued across this continent if there is a reduction of 10 
per cent? 

Mr. BLACKBURN. We have the authority of the Post-Office 
Department for saying that this reduction will in no wise affect 
the schedules upon which mails are now being delivered. When 
the Senator talks about fast mails he is likely either to get confused 
himself or toconfuse somebody else. This provision has nothing 
todo with the special-facilities fund for fast-mail service. That is 
another part of the bill altogether. 

Mr. CAREY. What I want to say to the Senator- 

Mr. HALE. Mr. President, if the Senator. from Wyoming ap- 
peals to me, I will yield to him. I have the floor, I think. 

Mr. CAREY. I beg pardon; I did not know that the Senator 
had the floor. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. Iam not claiming the floor; I haveit not. 

Mr. HALE. I yield to the Senator from Wyoming if he wishes 
to ask a question. 

Mr. CAREY. I beg the Senator’s pardon. 

Mr. HALE. I only wish to say that I do not know of any in- 
vestigation which the Committee on Appropriations has made 
justifying it in coming to a conclusion that any abatement or re- 
duction of rates or increase of ratesis proper now. A certain 
fixed law of the land declares what shall be the rates until that 
law is changed under due form and order. If I have ever seen 
any amendment that barely and boldly in terms declared itself to 
be general legislation this is one, for it says that appropriating, as 
the other House has appropriated, the general fund eoler existing 
law the “said sum shall be expended under the direction and in 
the discretion of the Postmaster-General,” which is a change of 
law. But that there might be no question that it wasa change 
of law and general legislation it goes on and says, ‘‘amy provi- 
sion of existing law in conflict herewith is hereby repealed.” 

Mr. BLACKBURN. I call the Senator’s attention to the fact 
that it has been suggested that that portion of the amendment 
shall be dropped and left out of consideration. 

Mr. HALE. The question of order is upon the amendment as 
it is submitted now to the Senate as in Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. [intend to ask permission to modify the 
amendment. 

Mr. HALE. Then, taking the hint the Senator has made, that 
he abandons the declarative part of the amendment which in 
terms announces that it is change of existing law, I would simply 
say that if you leave off that declarative part the amendment is 
just the same a change of existing law, and it is general legisla- 
tion. 

Senators ought not to be confused by the term “general legis- 
lation,” because if legislation affecting one of the great Depart- 
ments of the Government, whether it be the Post-Office, the Treas- 
ury, the Navy, or the War Department, in its i 
general legislation, then there is hardly any general legislation on 
the statute book. General legislation, as 1 understand it, as used 
in the clause of the rules that is invoked here, means legislation 
that is not private legislation. We have the body of general leg- 
islation every year, the legislation that is enacted at a session of 
Congress. approved by the President, and thereby becoming a law. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. Will the Senator from Maine allow mea 
question? 

Mr. HALE. Certainly. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. Under the definition he is now giving of 
general legislation, is he not somewhat revising the opinion he 
expressed by his vote here recently on the amendment to the 
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diplomatic and consular bill proposing to appropriate $500,000 for 
a cable? 
Mr. HALE. Not in the slightest. 


Mr. BLACKBURN. That was not general legislation? 

Mr. HALE. That was entirely different from this provision. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. Yes; it was for a cable. 

Mr. HALE. I did not express myself on the subject whether 
it was general legislation or not. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. I thought the Senator voted that it was 
not general legislation. 

Mr. HALE. I voted that it was in order because it was an- 
nounced by everybody; and there are, I may say here—and I should 
like the attention of the Chair, though what I am going to say 
may not be worth listening to—— 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair is listening to the Senator. 

Mr. HALE. There are very few questions that in the previous 
history of the Senate points of order being made have been sub- 
mit to the Senate. I listened with some dissatisfaction the 
other day to the broad statements made by two or three Senators 
that the rules of this body amount to nothing and are only made 
to be broken. I deny that such is the fact. The great body of 
the rules of the Senate are clearly drawn, easily comprehended, 
and are followed by the Senate in doing its business. The Senate 
is an orderly body. It is emphatically an orderly body. It pro- 
ceeds in order, and when the rules are invoked and points of order 

















































































oN 
ee 


2080 CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 





FEBRUARY 12, 





are made in the previous history of the Senate they have in 
ninety-nine cases out of a hundred been observed. 

There are rare cases where great questions arise, and having 
been submitted upon points of order to the Senate, the Senate 
has voted upon the merits of the proposition and not upon the 
merit of the point of order. But those questions have been rare 
in my experience. I have never known in the consideration of 
an appropriation bill where points of order are made, sometimes 
a hundred on an appropriation bill, that more than one or two in 
a session would be submitted to the body to decide, but the 
Chair, whoever may be in the chair (and we have been fortunate 
and are now in having good parliamentarians in the chair), has 
decided the question. Itis a rare case that any appeal is taken. 
The rule is invoked, it is read, or is already familiar in the mind 
of the Presiding Officer, the decision is made, and the Senate bows 
to it. 

I have never known in my experience a half dozen cases of ap- 
peal from the decision of the Chair upon points of order. The 
rules are not to be broken as a general thing, but are made to be 
kept. The only way the Senate will ever proceed in an orderly 
manner, or in manner of dispatch, to do the business of the Sen- 
ate, is that points of order, unless they are these rare, great ques- 
tions, shall be decided promptly by the Chair without debate, and 
then let any Senator who chooses take an appeal. 

That is my observation, and I think that it is necessary for the 
conduct of business. I do not believe in any other way, with the 
great appropriation bills yet to be reached, that we ean get through 
the business of the Senate, saying nothing of any measures outside 
of the appropriation bills, between now and the 4th day of March 
next. The only way will be to execute what has been heretofore 
the rule, the practice of the Senate, that the Chair shall decide 
points of order and then whoever chooses to appeal may take an 
appeal. But no appeals are taken, pee 

Now, as to the question of general legislation. When I was di- 
verted by the question of the Senator from Kentucky I was trying 
to come to the point of what is general legislation. Some Senators 
seem to have an idea that any legislation which does not apply to 
the solar system or the inhabitants of the earth or the people of the 
United States is not general. I do notso6 understand general leg- 
islation. I understand that our frame of statutes, which comes 
to us every year, is made up of general legislation and private leg- 
islation, comprehending two classes. When we legislate for a 
great Department of the Government, when we declare what shall 
be the operation of the Post-Office Department, which is one of the 
general Departments of the Government, it is general legislation; 
it is legislation such as it is provided in our rules is not in order 
upon an appropriation bill to be so changed. If thereis any argu- 
ment that can be made it is that way. Otherwise, as I have said, 
you will get nothing construed as general legislation unless it 
treats upon the whole subject of the United States and all the 
people therein. 

Therefore, Mr. President, to me it is as plain as day that the 
amendment is itself in form general legislation, declared to be 
general legislation, and that it is none the less general legislation 
because the declarative part is struck off at the suggestion of the 
Senator from Kentucky. The body of laws under which the 
Post-Office Department lives and operates and has its being and 
its efficiency declares that these rates shall be fixed by the law at 
certain amounts for each rate. That is the general provision ap- 
plied to all this service, and whenever we undertake to change it 
upon an appropriation bill, we are doing it out of order. So, 
upon the rules of the Senate, which I still adhere to and believe 
should be adhered to, I have no hesitation in voting that this 
proposition, however much you may divide it and leave off the 
declarative part, still means a change in existing law and is sub- 
ject to the point of order. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. I now propose what I send to the desk, in 
lieu of the amendment printed in italics on page 4, and we will see 
whether any objections which have been stated to the proposed 
amendment can be applied to it. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment will be stated. 

The SEcRETARY. In lieu of the amendment reported by the 
committee it is proposed to insert, after the word ‘‘ dollars,” in 
line 16, page 4: 

Said sum shall be expended under the direction and in the discretion of the 
Postmaster-General: Provided, That a reduction of not less than 10 per cent 
shall be made upon the present rates of compensation: And provided also, 
That no part of said sum shall be expended for the purchase of postal cars. 

Mr. HALE. How does the Senator under the rules of the Sen- 
ate get any additional jurisdiction against the point of order by 
declaring that the amendment shall reduce expenditures? The 
other House has that rule. He and I have had service together 
there and years ago became familiar with that rule; but that 
rule has never been adopted in the Senate. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. Does the Senator mean to say that when 
Congress on two occasions heretofore has reduced the rate of com- 
pensation on the postal cars it was not in order on an appropria- 
tion bill? 


Mr. HALE. Itclearly would not have been in order if the point 
of order had been made. I do not object—— 

Mr. BLACKBURN. If the Senator means to make a point of 
order upon the amendment, I certainly am ready tomeet it. If it 
has come to that, I should like to have the Senator from Maine 
point me to a rule that strips Congress of the power to reduce the 
rates of compensation that it is now paying on these contracts for 
the transmission of the mails. 

Mr. HALE. Itis for the Senator to point out tomearule under 
which he can do it. If a provision were broughtin here in an ap- 
propriation bill that the salaries of members of the Senate and the 
other House should be $4,000, although that is a reduction, I do 
not suppose that there would be any question but that it would be 
subject to a point of order that it changed existing law. The re- 
duction of a rate fixed by law is no more in order than the in- 
crease of a rate fixed by law. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. The rate, the sum that is being paid to 
these railroad companies has no fixed term of years to run. 

Mr. HALE. Ido not speak about funds; but the Senator has 
just read the classification fixed by law which is upon the statute 
books, as to how this shall be done. I do not know whether it is 
right or wrong. Ihave not looked into that question. I know 
that we are undertaking here to change that general law, and that 
generally that is not a good thing for us to undertake. Whether 
it will be good in this case I donotknow. Ihave notinvestigated 
it; I have had no time to investigate it. 

I will say to the Senator from Kentucky that he is very 
thorough in his preparation about bills he has charge of and bills 
in which he is interested, and he has not had time to look into 
this whole question to see whether these rates ought to be re- 
duced 10 per cent. I[ do not believe 

Mr. BLACKBURN. I beg the Senator’s pardon, but I have 
looked into it very thoroughly. 

Mr. HALE. If the Senator has he must have sat up nights, 
because he has been very busy here and in the committee. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. The Senator from Maine is not a member 
of the subcommittee. 

Mr. HALE. The amendment is just the same, I think, subject 
to a point of order. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. Verywell. Then, Mr. President, I under- 
stand the Senator at last, and his proposition now, translated 
into English, means this, and nothing else: That the railroad com- 
panies hold vested rights at the figures fixed in the act of March 
3, 1873, and that it is not within the power of an American Con- 
gress, either now or in the remainder of time or in the stretch of 
eternity, ever to reduce their compensation one penny. He has 
not asserted the right of eminent domain as involved here, but he 
has asserted in plain English that the railroad companies hold 
vested rights at present rates of compensation, and that the Con- 
gress of the United States has no power now, and never can have 
any, even under an amendment to the Constitution, to reduce the 
rates of compensation paid to these railroad companies. 

Mr. HALE. If the Senator will allow me, he knows I have 
made no such statement as that. I have simply said that in this 
narrow, selected arena of an appropriation bill we can not do it 
where the point of order is invoked. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. I am perfectly willing to let the Senate 
pass upon that. 

Mr. HALE. Ihave not said that. Ona bill properly brought 
in here, which had been investigated by the appropriate commit- 
tee, of course Congress could do it. I made no such suggestion as 
the Senator has stated, but I said we could not do it here. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. Very well. We are doing it in a dozen 
instances in this very bill. 

Mr. HALE. I think probably we are. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. On last Saturday the Senator from Maine 
saw no objection, although a point of order wasstrenuovsly urged, 
to doing that same thing on another appropriation bill, where 
there was an opportunity to expend some millions of money in 
building a cable across the Pacific Ocean. 

I am perfectly willing to submit this question to the Senate and 
let the Senate determine on the modified amendment whether it 
is possible for the Congress of the United States ever to lay its 
sacrilegious hand upon one penny of the fixed, exorbitant, robber 
rates of compensation which are now being paid to these railroad 
companies for the use of the postal cars outside of any contract, 
in fulfillment of no obligation, in redemption of no promise or 
pledge ever given, and in discharge of no obligation that exists 
either in any court of equity, law, or conscience on this earth. 

Mr.MANDERSON. Will theSenator before hesits down kindly 
state to the Senate whether this new amendment is from the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations or does he offer it individually? 

Mr. BLACKBURN. I claim that I have the right to offer it. 
I am in charge of this bill; I have consulted with the other mem- 
bers of the Committee on Appropriations to whom I have had ac- 
cess; I am offering it with their approval; and I think the Senator 
from Nebraska will bear me out in the statement that, so far as 
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my observation or experience goes in the Senate Chamber, I never 
heard the right of a Senator in charge of a bill questioned when 
he undertook to modify an amendment that was pending. : 

Mr. MANDERSON. I did not understand that this was a modi- 
fication, but that it was the entire abandonment of the amend- 
ment reported by the committee. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. By no means. If the Senator will take 
the trouble to read the proposed amendment I do not think he 
will need an argument to convince him that it is anything more 
than a modification. 

Mr. MANDERSON. It is a total change of the amendment 
proposed by the committee. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. It is not a total change. 

Mr. MANDERSON. A substitute. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. Itisnot. Itisa modification of the amend- 
ment printed in italics, as the Senator may inform himself by hav- 
ing it read at the desk. 

Mr. MANDERSON. I tried to inform myself on that subject. 
Iam very much obliged to the Senator. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. I said the Senator could inform himself 
by having it read at the desk. 

Mr. MANDERSON. lask, then, that the proposition reported 
by the Committee on Appropriations be read, and after it the 
substitute or amendment or modification proposed by the Senator. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Secretary will read as indicated. 

The Secretary read the amendment reported by the Committee 
on Appropriations, which was, on page 4, line 16, after the word 
‘* dollars,” to insert: 


Said sum shall be expended under the direction and in the discretion of the 
Postmaster-General, and any provision of existing law in conflict herewith is 
hereby repealed. 


Mr. MANDERSON. Now, kindly read the substitute. 
The SECRETARY. The substitute reads as follows: 


Said sum shall be expended under the direction and in the discretion of 
the Postmaster-General: Provided, That a reduction of not less than 10 o 
cent shall be made upon present rates of compensation: And provided also, 
That no part of the said sum shall be expended for the purchase of postal 
cars. 


Mr. MANDERSON. I now submit to the Senator whether 
that is not substantially a new proposition, involving, as it does, 
a provision for the reduction of the rates of compensation and 
excluding any expenditure for the purchase of postal cars. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. I think not; but if it will save time I will 
just accept the situation as this, that the Senator from Nebraska 
challenges my right 

Mr. MANDERSON. No, I do not do that. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. To offer anything in lieu of the amend- 
ment submitted by the committee. I will accept that as the situ- 
ation; I will disclaim any authority or right to do that; and in 
my own individual right as a Senator I now submit that as an 
amendment to the pending amendment. I certainly have that 





right. 

Mr. MANDERSON. I submit that if that is the position taken | 
by the Senator from Kentucky, and if he offers this proposition in | 
his individual capacity as a Senator, not as representing the com- | 
mittee, it is subject to the point of order that it has not received | 
the sanction of the favorable report of a standing or select com- 
mittee of this body one day before the consideration of the bill. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. Does the Senator mean to say that any 
Senator, the humblest one on this floor, has not a right to offer any | 
amendment he pleases to any amendment that may be proposed | 
to this bill? 

Mr. MANDERSON. Isubmit this is not an amendment to the | 
committee’s amendment, but a substitute offered by the Senator 
in his individual capacity. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. I beg the Senator’s pardon. He has no 
right when I offer an amendment to an amendment to insist upon 
its being a substitute. The Senator who moves it moves it as a 
substitute or an amendment, as he pleases. I am astounded that 
a member of the Committee on Rules, so well versed in parlia- | 
mentary law as the Senator from Nebraska, should intimate that | 
—_ particular Senator in this Chamber has not an unquestion- | 
able right to offer any amendment he pleases to any and every 
amendment that is proposed to this bill. 

Mr. MANDERSON. But here is the astonishing proposition, 
as it seems to me, that, the committee amendment being pending, 
the _— of order was made upon it and is pending and not dis- 
posed of. 
eon BLACKBURN. Very well; it has been pending for two 

ys. 

Mr. MANDERSON. Pending that, the Senator in his individ- 
ual capacity submits an amendment which, it seems to me, is a 
very different proposition from that proposed by the Committee 
on Appropriations. 

= LACKBURN. The amendment is intended to be differ- 
ent. 

Mr. MANDERSON. It is offered by an individual Senator, 
and I invoke the rule that he must have the sanction of the re- 
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port of a standing or select committee of this body to make such 
an amendment in order. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. AllI have to say is that this is the first 
time—and I repeat it—that I ever knew a Senator to challenge the 
right of another Senator in charge of a bill to modify an amend- 
ment which he had submitted. 

Mr. MANDERSON. Ido not. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. But as the Senator from Nebraska did 
challenge that right in my case, in order to save time, if it be pos- 
sible to do that, I yield, and I assert no right except the right that 
every member of this body holds in his own individual capacity to 
offer an amendment to an amendment pending. I offer that now. 

Mr. HOAR. May I ask the Senator a question? 

Mr. BLACKBURN. Certainly. 

Mr. HOAR. Does the Senator claim that when an amendment 
is moved by a committee and a point of order is taken to it that 
any individual Senator can move an amendment to that amend- 
ment until the point of order is decided? 

Mr. BLACKBURN. Wecan not have it decided until the time 
the point of order is disposed of. 

I stated to the Senate, in the plainest language of which I am 
master, that I proposed to submit a modification of the commit- 
tee’s amendment, hoping that it would meet the views of the ob- 
jector and do away with the necessity of passing upon that point 
of order. If that is not the result, and if the point of order is in- 
sisted upon, then I want that point of order decided; and. no matter 
what may be the decision of the Chair or of the Senate, I shall then 
move the modified amendment which I have had read at the desk 
of the Secretary. 

Mr. MANDERSON. As I understand it, then, it is simply a 
notice of an amendment that is to come. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. [had asked that it might be accepted, and 
I heard no objection from any Senator. 

Mr. MANDERSON. What I feared was that the Senator in 
steering his parliamentary ship so that it might avoid Scylla has 
lost it on Charybdis. I want to avoid that shipwreck. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. Itrustthe Senator will allow me the privi- 
lege of selecting my own pilot. [Laughter. | 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Isthere objection to the modification 
of the original amendment as proposed by the committee? 

Mr. PLATT. Certainly there is, Mr. President. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. There is objection. 

Mr. CAREY. I wish to ask the Senator from Kentucky a ques- 
tion. He said, in reply to my former question, that I was refer- 
ring to another provision of the bill. I want to know whether 
this bill purposes to pay for fast mails except under this special 
provision. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. I will show the Senator that it does not 
pay for them anywhere and does not propose to. As the bill came 
from the House of Representatives that paragraph began with 


| line 25, at the foot of page 4, and ran down to and including line 


7,on page 5. The Committee on Appropriations has recommended 
that that whole paragraph be stricken out. 

Mr. CAREY. I have made no allusion whatever to that para- 
graph. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. I understood the Senator did. 

Mr. CAREY. I ask the Senator this question: If the Commit- 


| tee on Appropriations has investigated this question, and if the 


reduction is made in the price allowed to these postal cars and the 
transportation of mails, whether the fast mail across the conti- 
nent will be maintained in that connection? 

~ BLACKBURN. What does the Senator mean by “ fast 
mail?” 

Mr. CAREY. There is a fast mail leaving the city of Chicago 
at 3 o’clock in the morning, reaching Omaha in the afternoon at 
5, and then proceeding across the continent. As I understand, 
the way we obtain that mail service is not by a subsidy, but by 
the Postmaster-General diverting the mails from parallel lines to 
that road on condition that the road will run that fast mail. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. This provision does notinterfere with that 
in the slightest; and so says the Postmaster-General. 

Mr. CAREY. It will interfere with it if it interferes with the 
compensation which is allowed. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. If the pending amendment be agreed to, 
it does not interfere in any way whatever with the transportation 
of the mails about which the Senator inquires; and so states the 
Postmaster-General. 

Mr. CAREY. It undoubtedly will interfere with that service, 
because it is carried on under this very clause of this bill. 

Now, I wish to ask the Senator another question, if he will kindly 
answer it, which is, whether it is in the discretion of the Post- 
master-General as to what compensation shall be allowed? 

Mr. BLACKBURN. I would say no, and that for twenty-two 
years it never has been. 

Mr. CAREY. That certainly does not alter the law. It fixes 
the maximum rate he may allow, and he is not compelled to allow 
any compensation for the fast mail. 
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The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair will submit the question 
to the Senate. Is the proposed amendment in order? 

Mr. CHANDLER. Mr. President, I have been waiting to say 
a few words on this important subject. I have not been disposed 
to discuss the point of order, although I agree with the Senator 
from Maine [Mr. Have] that, this being general legislation upon 
an appropriation bill which changes materially existing law, it is 
subject to the point of order. 

Upon the merits of the question I desire toextend my thanks to 
the Senator from Kentucky [Mr. BLACKBURN], representing the 
majority of the Committee on Appropriations, who have proposed 
this amendment for relieving me from a very great apprehension 
that I felt on yesterday, and down to a recent period to-day, with 
reference to the amendment. Ihad supposed that the amendment 
was designed to give unlimited power to the Postmaster-General 
to increase the compensation of the railroad companies for postal- 
car service to just such an extent as he might choose to go. 

I had read the provisions of the statute which provide that 
the compensation for the mail-car service should not exceed cer- 
tain sums, and I had felt that there was safety in those provisions, 
that the Postmaster-General had ample power to reduce the pay- 
ments below the sums fixed by the statute, but had no power to 
exceed the maximum fixed by the statute, and here wasa provision 
reported by the committee deliberately, presumably after having 
had full consideration in the committee room, which proposed to 
strike down the maximum sum fixed by the statute and to repeal 
all restrictions upon the Postmaster-General, and to allow him to 
take the $3,505,000 and apply it to the railway post;office car serv- 
ice, paying exactly such rates as he chose to pay. 

Mr. President, that was the proposed amendment as I read it 
yesterday and as I read it now in the printed bill before me, and 
I felt that that was not only obnoxious to the point of order, but 
was a most unwise provision of law. 

It is the policy of the Government to make specific appropria- 
tions in all cases where specific appropriations can be made. No 
one knows any better than the Senator from Kentucky and 
the Senator from Maryland [Mr. GoRMAN] that that is the pol- 
icy of the Commictee on Appropriations, which they have aided 
during this Congress in adietios so well in this body; and here 
they come in and produce a most extensive possible provision, 
which strikes down at one blow every provision of existing law 
which is to guide the Postmaster-General in the expenditure of 
this large sum of $3,505,000, and says to him: ‘‘ Spend that money 
exactly as you please; give it to what railroad companies you 
please to give it; take it away from what railroad companies you 
choose to take it away from; and when you pay it to any railroad 
company for postal-car service, pay for that postal-car service ex- 
actly the prices that you choose to pay.” 

That was the amendment of the committee; that was the amend- 
ment that was debated yesterday and the amendment that was 
debated to-day until a few moments ago, when the Senator from 
Kentucky, upon his responsibility as an individual Senator, pro- 

osed to amend the amendment of the committee and make it, as 
he now proclaims and as the Senator from Maryland proclaims, an 
economical provision designed for the purpose of reducing Govy- 
ernment expenditures. 

Mr. President, I know the Senator from Maryland has been 
promising us all this sessionsome measure of economy. The Sen- 
ator promised it tous upon the District of Columbia appropriation 
bill, and we succeeded in getting a little economy, but very little, 
upon that bill. The Senator from Maryland has taken the floor 
to-day, and now it appears that here is one of the Senator’s meas- 
ures of economy; but when you examine the Senator’s measure 
of economy exactly as it comes through the Committee on Ap- 
propriations, lo and behold, it is a provision intended to become 
a part of a statute which takes away every existing limitation and 
restriction upon the Postmaster-General in the expenditure of this 
large sum of money, and says to him, ‘‘Expend it exactly as you 

lease, do with it just what yes choose, and you shall be justified in 

oing this, any provision of éxisting law to the contrary notwith- 
standing.” at is the measure of economy proposed by the Com- 
mittee on Aperoqeneroen! 

Mr. President, [regret that the Senator from Maryland in fram- 
ing this provision of the bill in committee, if he had really in- 
tended it to be what he now says it is to be, a measure of economy 
and reduction, had not made the fact that this was economy and 
reduction to stand right out upon the face of this proposition 
itself, so that we might understand in the beginning that it was 
economy and reform which the Senator from Kentucky and the 
Senator from Maryland were after, and not, as we read it then and 
as we must read it now, a measure to remove every restriction 
from the Postmaster-General, to arene enormous sum of money 
wholly at his discretion and within his power to do with it ex- 
actly what he pleases. 

Mr. BLACKBURN, I am sure thatit is the purpose of the 
Senator from New Hampshire to be entirely fair, and he will 
not forget that the RecorD shows that I stated yesterday morn- 
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ing that the committee would be under obligations to any Senator 
who would suggest any modification of the language of the pro- 
posed amendment that would better accomplish the purpose of the 
committee, which I avowed then and there. and that was to re- 
redace the weneee existing rates of compensation. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Mr. President, I do wish to be entirely fair 
to the Senator, but the Senator is aware that everything that is 
said in the debate is not listened to by the 88 Senators who are 
now entitled to seats upon this floor. The Senator did make an 
opening statement; butif it was intended when this provision was 
drawn up to make it a measure of economy and reduction, I did 
not know it until after there had been opposition made to the 
clause and quite a debate had taken place upon it. 

Mr. President, I am not impugning the good faith of the Sena- 
tor from Kentucky nor the good faith of the Senator fram Mary- 
land; I aecept their statements that the object of the original pro- 
vision was to reduce the compensation for the postal-car service; 
but this I am afraid of, that the amendment was. drawn for the 
committee by somebody else, prepared perhaps at the Post-Office 
Department, and that it was brought to the two Senators who now 
take an interest in it and conduct the advocacy of it, and they 
were told that it was designed for the purpose of enabling the 
Postmaster-General tocut down these rates, and as those Senators 
are very busy and entirely innocent, they were induced to take a 
clause which, on the face of it, as it seems tome, i8 very objection- 
able to any economist or reformer in this body. 

Mr. BLACKBURN, I am sure the Senator wants to be cor- 
rected when he is in error. 

Mr.CHANDLER, Always. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. In this case he is a poor guesser, for the 
amendment as italicized in the bill as reported by the committee 
was drafted and redrafted more than a half dozen times by the 
committee, and never was furnished by anybody. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Then, Mr. President, I wish the committee 
had put me out of my misery when the report came in—— 

Mr. BLACKBURN. Youwouldnotbehappythen. [Laughter.] 

Mr. CHANDLER. Instead of holding me here a day and a 
half under the impression that here was a very dangerous power 
to be sought for by the Postmaster-General, one that is not in ac- 
cordance with the existing practices and poses of the Committee 
on Appropriations, and which was intended to give a dangerous 
power to the Postmaster-General in the expenditure of this 


money. 

Mr. GRAY. Will the Senator allow me to ask him a question 
for information? 

Mr. CHANDLER. Certainly. 

Mr. GRAY. How does the Senator understand the existing 
law to be in regard to the control of the Postmaster-General over 
this appropriation without the committee's amendment? 

Mr. CHANDLER, It is perfectly clear how it is. The Post- 
master-General can pay for the postal-car service according to 
certain schedules, not exceeding so much money for each postal 
car thatis used, The provision has been read over and overagain, 
but it is an important part of the discussion of this subject, and 
therefore I shall read it again: 

Sno. 4004, Additional pay may be allowed for every line comprising a daily 
trip each way of railway post-office cars, at a rate not ex ing $25 per mile 
per annum for cars 40 feet in length; and $30 per mile per annum for 45-foot 
cars; and $40 per mile per annum for 50-foot cars; and per mile per annum 
for 55 to 60 foot cars. 

And, as the Senator from Illinois [Mr. CULLom] showed yester- 
day, there have been two reductions in the maximum rate. 

Mr. President, here is an existing system which has grown up 
after many years’ practice, a system of postal-car service. It has 
become a part of the statute law, and it has become a part of the 
methods of conducting the Post-Office Department. This appro- 
priation, as it has been made hitherto, has been made with refer- 
ence te the existing law and with reference to the existing cus- 
toms of the Post-Office Department, and there has not been the 
slightest difficulty under that law in having any Postmaster- 
General cut down the rates if he thought they were exorbitant, 

I never dreamed when I saw this provision and compared it with 
the statute that the object was to reduce expenditures, to reduce 
the price to be paid for the postal-car service. I never dreamed 
that was the result, because the moment I looked at this provision 
of the Revised Statutes I saw that a maximum was fixed, and that 
any Postmaster-General who had courage to do it could cut the 
rate down 10 per cent, 20 per cent, 30 per cent, or could cut it 
down to any per cent he slensel, and there would be no appeal 
from his decision except to come to Congress and have the Bost. 
master-General overruled in his projects of reform by an affirm- 
ative statute the other way. 

Mr. GRAY. Now, will the Senator as satisfactorily explain 
how the committee’s amendment will alter and change that 
method of control? 

Mr. CHANDLER. The committee's amendment strikes down 
the limitations upon the prices to be paid, as the Senator from 
Iowa [Mr. ALLISON] showed yesterday, and here is a provision 
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that the Postmaster-General shall pay not exceeding certain rates, 
end the committee bring in a provision which says: 

Said sum shall be expended under the direction and in the discretion of the 
Postmaster-General, and any provision of existing law in conflict herewith is 
hereby re ed. 

Now, I ask the Senator from Delaware whether if that provi- 
sion 

Mr. GRAY. I am asking for information. ft 

Mr. CHANDLER. [If that provision were to pass exactly as it 
was reported by the committee, whether the Postmaster-General 
could not raise rates and pay any price he pleased? ; 

Mr. GRAY. I think heecould. I wanted that to be made plain. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Then, I ask the Senator whether that was 
not a suspicious amendment to bring in here, and whether anyone 
would have supposed that that amendment was a measure of 
economy and reform up to the time the Senator from Maryland 
rose a little while ago and said the object of it was to cut down 
expenditures? Ido not suppose the Senator from Maryland in- 
tended to lead the Senate to believe that the Senator from Ken- 
tucky was any less disposed to be economical in this body than he. 
But the Senator from Maryland seems to have thought that there 
was some doubt in the minds of the Senate as to what this amend- 
ment was intended for. So the Senator arose and said the object 
of it was to cut down expenditures. I say, Mr. President, in all 
good faith, that until the Senator arose and said that, I believed 
the object of this clause, as it was put im the bill, was to secure 
power to the present Postmaster-General to increase the rates of 
payment for postal-car service. 

Mr. GORMAN. The Senator makes a very broad statement 
now, and not such a one as he ordinarily makes, one which in 
fact is so far from being accurate, that I think the Senator himself 
will be glad to correct it. 

Mr. CHANDLER. It was accurate as to my belief, Mr. Presi- 
dent, not as to the purpose of the committee. 

Mr. GORMAN. No, as to the law. The Senator from New 
Hampshire understands a that this provision as reported 
in the bill with the amendment limits the total expenditure on this 
account to $3,205,000, and that it is mot possible for the Postmas- 
ter-General to exceed that amount. The Senator also knows that 
it is not unusual to put in the hands of the Postmaster-General 
the discretion to use large amounts of money, for in that service 
it can not be otherwise. 

The Senator also knows that the act fixing the compensation 
per car has for twenty years been construed to mean that the 
maximum shall be the minimum. The Postmaster-General has 
so stated, his predecessors have so stated, and if he had the un- 
doubted power to use his discretion he would use it and reduce 
the compensation. After the comments of the distinguished 
Senator from Tilinois [Mr. CuLLOoM] and the distinguished Sena- 
tor from Iowa [Mr. ALLISON] it oecurred to me that if there could 
be any question as to the sincerity of the Post-Office Department 





or the ability of the Postmaster-General to dd it, it would be wise | L » ) 
| pension of $30 per month to Nancy G. Allabach, widow of Peter 


for Congress to say that the reduction shall be at least 10 per 
cent. 

The Senator from New Hampshire, I think, therefore did my- 
self and others who have considered this matter in committee a 
very great injustice in what he said. Our whole object from the 


beginning, and the provision carries it on its face, was to repori a | 


measure for economy, to save three or four hundred thousand dol- 
lars to the people without crippling the service and without doing 
injustice to anyone. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Mr. President—— 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair will remind the Senator 
from New Hampshire that by the unanimous-consent agreement 
at 5 o’clock pension bills were to be taken up. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Then allow me to remark that the trouble 
with the Senator from Maryland is that what he has stated does 
not appear upon the face of the amendment, but the contrary is 
clearly to be implied from the face of the amendment as it stood 
until the motion was made to amend it a little while ago. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. I wish to call the attention of the Chair 
to the fact, if it be necessary to make the statement, that the tak- 
ing up of pension bills at 5 o’clock under the unanimous-consent 
agreement is not understood as prejudicing or affecting the status 
of the Post-Office appropriation bill. 

Mr. VEST. Certainly not. The appropriation bill will be in- 
formally laid aside. 

Mr. CULLOM. Certainly not. The Senator from Kentucky 
would have a right to call up the appropriation bill anyway. 

Mr. PALMER. Iso understood it when the Senator from Ken- 
tucky gave me the half hour. I call for the special order. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The first private pension bill on the 
Calendar favorably reported will be proceeded with. 


JOSEPH PORTER. 


The bill (S. 2141) granting a pension to Joseph Porter was an- 
nounced as first in order, and_the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to its consideration. 











The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with an 
amendment, in line 6, after the word “rate,” to strike out ‘‘ pro- 
vided for total blindness” and insert ‘“‘of $30 per month;” so as 
to make the bill read: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roil the name of Joseph 
Porter, late a private in Company K, Eighth New York Heavy Artillery, at 
the rate of $30 per month, in leu of the pension he now receives. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 

CATHERINE OTT. 

The bill (H. R. 6868) for the relief of Catherine Ott, widow of 
Joseph Ott, was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It 
proposes to place on the pension roll the name of Catherine Ott, 
widow of Joseph Ott, late a musician in the Veteran Reserve Corps. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

PAULINE M. POOLER. 


The bill (H. R. 862) granting a pension to Pauline M. Pooler was 
considered asin Committee of the Whole. It proposes to pay a 
pension of $12 per month to Mrs. Pauline M. Pooler, of Caledonia, 
Ohio, dependent mother of Lawson E. Pooler, late a private in 
Company D, Second Regiment Ohio Volunter Cavalry. It is pro- 
vided that if the widow of the soldier on account of whose serv- 
ices the pension is granted shall ever be granted a pension on his 
account the pension proposed to be granted by the bill shall 
cease. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

ROBERT KIRACOFE. 

The bill (S. 2207) granting a pension to Robert Kiracofe, was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with an 
amendment, in line 7, before the word “dollars,” to strike out 
“twenty-five” and insert ‘‘twelve;” so as to make the bill read: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior he, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll the name of Robert Kira- 
cofe, late a private in Company G, Eighty-first Ohio Volunteer Infantry, and 
pay him a pension at the rate of $12 per month, in lieu of the amount he is 
now receiving. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 


NANCY G. ALLABACH. 


The bill (S. 1639) granting a pension to Nancy G. Allabach was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to pay a 


H. Allabach, late colonel One hundred and thirty-first Pennsyl- 
vania Volunteers. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and 
passed. 

MARIAN C. GURNEY. 

The bill (S. 2539) granting a pension to Marian C. Gurney was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with an 
amendment, in line 9, after the word ‘‘ Infantry,” to insert the fol- 
lowing proviso: 

Provided, That if it shall at any time be ascertained that said James W 
Gurney is living, then the pension herein granted shall cease to be paid to 
said widow. 

So as to make the bill read: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provi- 
sions and limitations of the act approved June 27, 1890, the name of ierinn 
C. Gurney, the indigent widow of James W.Gurney, late a captain of Com 
pany E, On¢ hundred and Sipe, (pe eee Regiment New York Volunteer In- 
antry: Provided, That if it shall at any time be ascertained that said James 
W. Gurney is living, then the pension herein granted shall cease to 
to said widow. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 

MRS. MARY L. CLARK. 


The bill (H. R. 6974) to pension Mrs. Mary L. Clark was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to pay a pen- 
sion of $12 per month to Mrs. Mary L. Clark, of Cottonwood Falls, 
Kans., the stepmother of James K. Clark, who was a private in 
Company A, One hundred and tenth Regiment [linois Volunteers. 

Mr I should like to ask whatis the ground for the pen- 
sion which is proposed to be paid? 


be paid 
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Is not this case covered by 
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general law? Is there not somewhere or other a general provision 
for stepmothers? What is the pointinthecase? Itis not patriotic 
to make any inquiry about pension bills, but once in a while curi- 
osity impels one to ask a question. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Let the report be read. 

Mr. PALMER. Iask to have thereport read. Thatis the best 
explanation. This isa case where the stepmother has been the 
actual mother. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The report will be read. 

The Secretary read the report submitted by Mr. PALMER Jan- 
uary 29, 1895, as follows: 

The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 6974) 
granting a pension to Mary L. Clark, have examined the same, and report: 

The report of the Committee on Invalid Pensions of the House of Repre- 


=" hereto appended is adopted, and the passage of the bill is recom- 
mended. 


HOUSE REPORT. 

The Committee on Invalid Pensions have considered the bill (H. R. 6794) to 
pension Mrs. John H. Clark, and submit the following report: 

It is shown ! the affidavit of George George, S. A. Breese, C. W. Baldwin, 
and Mrs. J.H. Clark, on file with the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and the 
evidence on file in pension claim of John H. Clark, dependent father of James 
K. Clark, who was a private in Company A, One hundred and tenth Illinois 
Volunteers (certificate No. 191886), that_Mrs. Mary L. Clark, of Cottonwood 
Falls, Kans., is widow of the late John H. Clark, and that her husband died 
at said city on the 29th day of April, 1894, and that he was a pensioner at the 
rate of $12 per month as dependent father. 

Mrs. Clark was married to the late John H.Clark in October, 1847, and at 
that time her stepson wasabout four years old. The evidence shows that he 
lived with his father and stepmother until he entered the Army, and she al- 
ways cared for him the same as though he were her own son, and that they 
were very fond of each cther. : 

The evidence on file in the Pension Office shows that the soldier was never 
married, and that for several years before his enlistment he worked cut and 
helped support his father’s family, and that after he enlisted he sent part of 
his pay to his father. 

The soldier, James K. Clark, enlisted August 12,1862, and served until the 
date of his death, November 3, 1862, of typhoid fever contracted in the service. 

The evidence shows he was in good health at the date of his enlistment; that 
he had typhoid fever November, 1862; was taken to the hospital at Danville, 
Ky. where he died. 

he evidence shows that the stepmother is now 73 years of age; has a small 
lot and a little three-room house upon which the taxes are unpaid; that she is 
in almost destitute circumstances, and will be a charge upon the county un- 
less she is allowed this pension. _ “ 

Her husband was allowed a pension at $8 per month as dependent father in 
1888, which commenced on the 4th day of November, 1862,and which was in- 
creased to $12 per month, and continued to the date of his death. 

This small pension was the only income the family had, and as the step- 
mother married the father when the son was but 4 years of age, and always 
cared for and treated him as her own child, and as the son assisted in the sup- 
port of father and mother for several years prior to his death, and was never 
married, and as the stepmother lived with the father until his death, your 
committee recommend the passage of the bill after being amended by insert- 
ing the name “ Mary L.”’ in lieu of “ John H.” in line 7, and also in the title of 
the bill. 


Mr. HILL. This seems to be a proper case. 
The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


MARY R. WILLIAMS. 


The bill (H. R. 7602) to pension Mary R. Williams was consid- 
ered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to pay a pension 
of $12 a month to Mary R. Williams; widow of Gustavus A. Wil- 
liams, deceased, late assistant surgeon in the Army of the United 
States during the Seminole war. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


EUNICE PUTMAN. 


The bill (H. R. 2051) to grant a pension to Eunice Putman was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place 
on the pension roll the name of Eunice Putman, mene elp 
less Gaughter of John Putman, late a private in Company D, One 
hundred and eighty-sixth Regiment New York Volunteers. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


SAMUEL F. TENANT. 


The bill (H. R. 7359) to pension Samuel F. Tenant was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. It —— to place on 
the pension roll the name of Samuel F. Tenant, late of Company 
F, Fourth Indiana Legion State Militia. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


JAMES H. OSGOOD. 


The bill (S. 2654) granting an increase of pension to James H. 
Osgood was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It pro- 

ses to pay to James H. , late a seaman on the United 
States ship Circassian, a pension of $50 per month in lieu of that 
he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
FLORENCE G. BUSKIRK. 

The bill (S. 2671) granting an increase of pension to Florence G. 
Buskirk was considered as in Committee of the Whole. — ; 
The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with 
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an amendment, in line 6, after the word ‘‘ Florence,” to strike out 
**G” and insert ‘‘ W;” so as to make the bill read: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Florence W. Buskirk, widow 
of John W. Buskirk, late a corporal in Company G, Forty-ninth Regiment of 
Indiana Volunteer Infantry, at the rate of per month. 

Mr. PLATT. Is there a report accompanying the bill? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. There is a report. 

Mr. PLATT. I should like to hear it read. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The report will be read. 

Mr. PLATT, Perhaps the Senator from Illinois [Mr. PALMER] 
can explain the bill. 

Mr. PALMER. I should prefer to have the report read. 

Mr. PLATT. Isaw that it was an unusual sum, and therefore 
asked that the report be read. 

The Secretary read the report submitted by Mr. GALLINGER on 
the 4th instant, as follows: 

_ The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (8. 2671) grant- 
mga ension to Florence W. Buskirk, have examined the same, and report: 

Mr. Buskirk when very young went into the Forty-ninth Regiment of In- 
diana Volunteers in the War for the Union, and made an excellent record as 
a soldier. He was corporal of his company. After his discharge from the 
Army in 1863, on account of disabilities incurred in the service and in the line 
of duty, he studied law, and rapidly rose to the head of his profession at 
Bloomington, Ind. He became one of the best lawyers-of his age, although 
always infirm on account of his army service. Some four or five years be- 
fore his death his health entirely broke down, and he became utterly help- 
less. He was pensioned by the Department on account of total disability in- 
curred in the service and in the line of duty at the full rate of $72 per month.., 

For nearly four years he was unable to walk a single step, or to dress or 
undress himself, or to use his hands to convey food to his mouth. In this 
condition his wife, who now survives him, nursed him as a woman would an 
infant child. All that remained of him was his clear mind, while every want 
of his body had to be cared for by others. Mrs. Buskirk devoted herself to 
his care and support without a day’s intermission, and hardly an hour’s, for 
more than three years and a half prior to his death. She was left destitute 
when he died, and his pension ceased, and she is placed on the roll as his 
widow on a pension of $8 per month. She has neither property nor income 
except this small pension. 

Hon. D. W. VoorHEEs, United States Senator from Indiana, personally ap- 
peared before the committee and stated that he was acquainted with the 
soldier and his family for many years and is personally cognizant of all the 
facts herein stated, and to his own knowledge he is satisfied that the widow 
is in extremely needy circumstances. 

In view of these exceptional facts and circumstances, your committee rec- 
ommend the passage of the bill with an amendment, 

Amend by striking out the letter ‘‘G” in the middle of the nameand insert 
““W ” wherever it appears. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment of the Committee on Pensions, 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 

The title was amended so as to read: “A bill granting an in- 
crease of pension to Florence W. Buskirk.” 

SAMUEL GOLDWATER. 

The bill (S. 2871) granting a pension to Samuel Goldwater was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with an 
amendment, in line 4, afterthe word ‘ roll,”to strike out ‘‘ subject 
to the provisions and limitations of the pension laws” and insert 
‘at the rate of $15 per month;” so as to make the bill read: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to piace on the pension roll, at the rate of $15 per 
month, the name of Samuel Goldwater, late of Company A, First Regiment 
Missouri Volunteer Infantry, National Guard. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 

LOUISA M. SIPPELL. 

The bill o: R. 6076) to repeal the special act granting a pension 
to Louisa M. Sippell was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 
It proposes to repeal an act entitled ‘‘An act granting a pension to 
Louisa M. Sippell, widow of William E. Sippell, of Company H, 
Thirteenth Regiment New Jersey Volunteer Infantry,” approved 

tember 29, 1890. 
e bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
HIRAM R. RHEA. 

The bill (H.R. 4658) granting a pension to Hiram R. Rhea was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on 
the pension roll the name of Hiram R. Rhea, as of Company G, 
Third North Carolina Mounted Infantry, at a rate proportionate 
to the degree of disability from such gunshot wounds as may be 
shown to the satisfaction of the Secretary to have been received 
at the hands of Confederate soldiers or sympathizers while Rhea 
was attempting to cooperate with the Union forces, and provided 
it be shown by the evidence that he was a member of that organi- 
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zation; and repeals the act entitled ‘“‘An act granting a pension to 
Hiram R. Rhea,” approved March 3, 1871. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

On motion of Mr. PALMER, the title was amended so as to read: 
‘“‘A bill granting a pension to Hiram R. Rhea, and repealing an 
act approved March 3, 1871.” 

CATHARINE DILLON. 


The bill (S. 1238) granting a pension to Catharine Dillon was 
considered as in Commmittee of the Whole. ’ ; 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with an 
amendment, in line 9, before the word ‘‘ dollars,” to strike out 
‘‘twenty ” and insert ‘‘ twelve;” so as to make the bill read: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provi- 
sions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Catharine on, of 
Logansport, Ind., widow of Patrick Dillon, deceased, late a private of Com- 
wey. Ninth Regiment of Illinois Cavalry, and pay her a pension at the rate 
of $12 per month. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. ; ; 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 


CATHERINE R. JARDINE. 


The bill (S. 2460) granting a pension to Catherine R. Jardine, 
widow of Brig. Gen. Edward Jardine, was considered as in Com- 
mittee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with an 
amendment, in line 7, before the word “dollars,” to strike out 
‘*one hundred” and insert “ fifty;” so as to make the bill read: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll the name of Catherine R. 


Jardine, widow of Edward Jardine, late brigadier-general of the Army of the 
United States, and pay her at the rate of a month. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. 


the third time, and passed. 
ELIZABETH A. GRANGER. 


The bill (S.2148) granting a pension to Elizabeth A. Granger | 


was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to 
place upon the pension roll the name of Elizabeth A. Granger, 


widow of Robert 8S. Granger, brevet major-general, United States | 


Army, and to pay her a pension at the rate of $50 per month, to 
commence from the 26th day of April, 1894, and to continue dur- 
ing her widowhood. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
SARAH E. ROEBUCK. 

The bill (H.R. 6131) to grant a pension to Sarah E. Roebuck 
was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to 
lace upon the pension roll the name of Sarah E. Roebuck, widow 
wrence R. Roebuck, late quartermaster’s employee, and to pay 
her a pension at the rate of $12 per month. 
The bill was reported tothe Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
MARY A. HALL. 


The bill (S. 2491) granting a pension to Mary A. Hall was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on 


the pension roll, subject to the limitations and provisions of the | 


nsion laws, the name of Mary A. Hall, widow of Charles J. 
ll, late of Company A, Seventh Regiment of Connecticut Vol- 
unteers, and to allow her a pension rated at $12 per month. 
The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the the third time, and 


passed, 
WILLIAM ARMSTRONG. 


The bill (H. R. 6985) — a pension to William Armstrong 
was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to 
place upon the pension roll the name of William Armstrong, late 
@ private in ial A, Gray’s Battalion Arkansas Volunteers, 
in the war with Mexico, and to allow him a pension rated at $12 
per month. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


JULIA WEEKS. 


The bill (H. R. 6433) granting an increase of pension {to Julia 
Weeks was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes 
to place on the pension roll the name of Julia Weeks, of Allegan, 
Mich., widow of a ison S. Weeks, Eighth Cavalry, and to 
pay her a pension of $30 per month, the same to be in lieu of the 
pension now drawn by her. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
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WILLIAM B. MATCHETT. 


The bill (S. 2696) granting a pension to William B. Matchett 
was considered as in Committee of the Whole. ‘ 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with an 
amendment, in line 8, before the word ‘‘dollars,” to strike out 
‘**twenty ” and insert ‘‘ fifteen;” so as to make the bill read: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of William B. Matchett, chap- 
lain of the Tenth Regiment of New York Volunteers, at the rate of $15 per 
month, from and after the passage of this act. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. : , 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 


RICHARD R. KNIGHT. 


The bill (H. R. 5377) granting a pension to Richard R. Knight 
was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to 

lace on the pension roll the name of Richard R. Knight, son of 

hilip T. Knight, alias Patrick Reardon, late of Company B, 
Thirty-first Regiment Massachusetts Volunteer Infantry, and to 
pay him a pension subject to the provisions and limitations of the 
act approved June 27, 1890. Butif any pension be allowed under 
the general laws on account of the above-named soldier, pension 
under this act shall cease. , 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

MARILLA PARSONS. 

The bill (H. R. 3988) granting a pension to Marilla Parsons, of 
Detroit, Mich., was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 
It proposes to place on the pension roll, at the rate of $12 per 
month, the name of Marilla Parsons, of Detroit, Mich., dependent 
stepmother of Daniel P. Parsons, late captain of Company D, 
Eleventh Missouri Cavalry. 

The bill was reported to the Senate withont amendment, ordered 


| to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read | 


ELIZABETH BROWER. 

The bill (H. R. 5642) granting a pension to Elizabeth Brower, a 
hospital nurse during the war of the rebellion, was considered as 
in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the pension 
roll, at the rate of $12 per month, the name of Elizabeth Brower, 
formerly a hospital nurse in the war of the rebellion, and to pay 
the same to her duly appointed guardian or committee. 

Mr. HOAR. Are not all pensions to persons who are under 
guardjanship paid to guardians of course without a special pro- 
vision? 

Mr. QUAY. Isuppose that would generally be the case, but 
this lady is insane and she is in an asylum at present. 

Mr. HOAR. This is a House bill? 

Mr. QUAY. Itis a House bill. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Why, shoul@ the word “committee” be in 
the bill? Who is the committee? There is no such person known 
inlaw. The language of the bill is“ and to pay the same to her 
duly appointed guardian or committee.” 

Mr. QUAY. The ‘“‘committee” is the name used in the State 
of Pennsylvania. The guardian appointed by the court under an 
inquisition of lunacy is called the ‘‘committee.” 

Mr. COCKRELL. All right. 

Mr. PALMER. In different States different terms are used. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment. ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

ABRAHAM B. PRINCE. 

Mr. HUNTON. lI ask unanimous consent for the present con- 
sideration of the bill (H. R. 8486) to relieve Abraham B. Prince. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill; which was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That all real estate lying in the District of Columbia 
heretofore purchased by and conveyed to Abraham D. Prince be, and the 
same is hereby, relieved and exempted from the operations of an act entitled 
“An act to restrict the ownership of real estate in the Territories to Amer- 
ican citizens,’ approved March 3, A. D. 1887, and all forfeitures incurred by 
force of said act in respect to such real estate be, and the same are hereby, 
remitted. . 

Mr. HOAR. Was not such an act passed by the Senate in the 
last Congress? 

Mr. HUNTON. No, sir; it was a statute passed in 1887, for- 
bidding foreigners to hold real estate. This man came to this 
country when an infant, and supposed he was naturalized by the 
naturalization of his father. 

Mr.HOAR. I thought we passed a statute for his benefit a year 
or two ago. 

Mr. HUNTON. Oh, no. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

PUBLIC BUILDINGS IN WINSTON-SALEM, N. C, 


Mr. RANSOM. Iask the unanimous consent of the Senate for 
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the present consideration of the bill reported to-day favorably 
from the Committe on Public Buildings and Grounds, being the 
bill (8. 2663) to provide for the erection of a public building in 
the cities of Winston-Salem, N. C. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill, which had been reported 
from the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds with 
amendments. 

Mr. PLATT. I wish the Senator from North Carolina would 
explain why this building is to be built in the cities of Winston- 
Salem. Are they two cities? 

Mr. RANSOM. Yes, sir. As I thought my friend from Con- 
necticut knew, they are known as twin cities in North Caro- 
lina. The two cities come right together; there is just a street 
between; and the public building will answer for both places. 

Mr. PLATT. That is all right. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendments of the committee 
wili be stated. 

The amendments were,in line 12, to strike out ‘‘two” before 
‘* hundred” and insert ‘‘ one,” and in line 13, to strike out ‘‘ two” 
before ‘‘ hundred ” and insert *‘ one; ” so as to read: 

That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is hereby, authorized and 


directed to acquire, oy perenne or otherwise, a site, and cause to be erected 


thereon a suitable building, including fireproof vaults, heating and ventilat- 


ing apparatus, elevators, and approaches, for the use and accommodation of 
the United States post-office and other Government offices in the cities of 
Winston-Salem, State of North Carolina, the cost of said site and building, in- 
cluding said vaults, heating and vensiating apparatus, elevators, and ap- 
pre aches, complete, not to exceed the sum 0 $150,000, which said sum of $150,- 

0 is hereby appropriated for said purpose, out of any moneys in the United 
States Treasury not otherwise appropriated. 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ments were concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 

FRONTIER GUARDS. 


Mr. MARTIN. Iask the courtesy of the Senate to consider the 
bill (S. 2372) to authorize and direct the Secretary of War to place 
on file in the War Department the names of the officers and mem- 
bers of the Frontier Guards, mustered into the volunteer military 
service of the United States on the 16th day of April, 1861, and 
issue discharges to the same. 

By unanimous consent, the Senate, asin Committee of the Whole, 
proceeded to consider the bill. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Military Affairs 
with amendments, in line 6,after the word ‘‘ guards,” to insert 
** alleged to have been;” in line 9, after the word ‘‘ furnish,” to in- 
sert ‘‘ proof;” in line 10, after the word ‘‘ satisfactory,” to-strike 
out “ proof” and insert ‘‘ to the Secretary of War;” in the begin- 
ning of line 11, to strike out ‘‘ comrades” and insert ‘‘ members;”’ 
and in line 12, before the word ‘‘ military,” insert ‘‘ such;” so as to 
make the bill read: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the 
ized and directed to place wu 





© of War be, and he is hereby, author- 
the War De ment the names 
of the officers and men of an m known as the Frontier Guards, 
alleged to have been regularly into the volunteer military service 
of the United States on the 16th day of April, 1861, and issue discharges to 
such of them as shall furnish proof satisfactory to the Secretary of War, b 
affidavits of members or officers of said organization, that they rendered suc 
military service and were honorably disc ; said discharges shall be in 
the form and language used by James H. ne, captain of said Frontier 
Guards, in issuing discharges therefrom: Provided, t none of said officers 
or men shall be entitled to pay, or allowance, or bounty, or pension by reason 
of service in such guards. 

The amendments were agreed to. ; 

Mr. MARTIN. In line 13 I move to insert the word “ substan- 
tially” after the word ‘‘ be,” and to strike out ‘‘and language,” in 
the same line; so as to read: 

Said discharges shall be substantially in the form used by James H. Lane, etc. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ments were concurred in. : : 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 


LOSS OF PERSONAL PROPERTY IN NAVAL SERVICE, 


Mr. CHANDLER. I ask for the present consideration of the 
bill (8.1201) for the relief of the sufferers by the wreck of the 
United States steamer Tallapoosa. 

By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. 

Mr. C ‘DLER. I ask that the amendment proposed by the 
Senator from Maine [Mr. HaLe] be read instead of the bill. 

Mr. HARRIS. Is that a substitute for the bill? 

Mr. CHANDLER. It is a substitute for the bill. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The proposed substitute will be read. 
woe SECRETARY. Strike out all after the enacting clause and 

sert: 


That the proper accounting officers of the Treasury be, and they are hereby 
authorized and directed to examine into, ascertain, and determine the value 
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of the private property belonging to officers, petty officers, seamen, and 
others in the naval service of the United States which has been or may here- 
— be lost and destroyed in the naval service, under the following cireum- 
stances: 

First. When such loss or destruction was without fault or negligence on 
the part of the claimant. 

Second. Where the private property so lost or destroyed was shipped on 
board an unseaworthy vessel by order of any officer authorized to give such 
order or direct such shipment. 

Third. Where it appears that the loss or destruction of the private propert 
was not the fault or negligence of the claimant. And the amount of such 
loss or losses so ascertained and determined upon settlement by the account- 
ing officers of the Treasury shall be paid out of any money in the Treasury 
not otherwise appropriated, and shall be in full for all such loss or damage: 
Provided, Thet any claim which shail be presented and acted upon under 
authority of this act shall be held as finally determined, and shall never there- 
after be reopened or considered: And provided further, That this act shall 
not apply to losses sustained in time of war: And provided further, That the 
liability of the Government under this act shall be limited to such articles of 
personal property as is required by the United States Naval Regulations, 
and in force at the time of loss or destruction, for such officers, petty officers, 
seamen, or others engaged in the public service, in the line of duty: And pro- 
vided further, That the amounts which have been paid to persons In the naval 
service under sections 288, 289, and 290 of the Revised Statutes shall be de- 
ducted in the settlement of all claims under this act: And provided further, 
That nothing in this act shall be so construed as to authorize the payment to 
any officer, petty officer, seaman, or other person of any article or articles 
except such as are required by the United States Naval Regulations in the 
performance of their official duties: And provided further, That the value of 
the article or articles lost or destroyed shall be their value at the date of loss 
or destruction: And provided further, That all claims_now existing shall be 
presented within two years, and not after, from the passage of this act; and 
all such claims hereafter arising be presented within two years from the 
occurrence of the loss or destruction. That nothing in this act shall be con- 
straed to authorize the reopening or payment of any claims for losses on ves- 
sels sunk or otherwise destroyed prior to August 20, 1884. 


Mr. COCKRELL. Those provisions are not applicable to the 
Tallapoosa alone? 

Mr. CHANDLER. No; it is a general measure, applicable to 
all losses of this kind. The object is to substitute a general bill 
for the special bill. I will let it go over until to-morrow. Let it 
go back on the Calendar. 

Mr. COCKRELL. To retain its present place? 

Mr. CHANDLER. To retain its place on the Calendar, having 
been read. The substitute is broader in some respects than I sup- 
posed. I will let it remain on the Calendar. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill will go over, retaining its 
place on the Calendar. 

JAMES GRACE. 


Mr. PASCO. I ask unanimous consent that the Senate now 
consider the bill (8.1530) for the relief of James Grace. 

By unanimous consent, the bill was considered as in Committee 
of the Whole. It proposes to pay $155 to James Grace, of Wash- 
ington, in the District of Columbia. 

e bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
oi be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and 
passed, 

CIRCUIT COURTS OF APPEALS. 

Mr. HOAR. Task leave to call up the bill (H. R. 5216) to amend 
the act entitled ‘‘An act to establish circuit courts of appeals and 
to define and regulate in certain cases the jurisdiction of the courts 
a the United States, and for other purposes,” approved March 3, 
1891. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on the Judiciary with 
an amendment, to insert at the end of the bill the following ad- 
ditional proviso: 

And provided further, That the court below may in its discretion require as 
a condition of the appeal an additional injunction bond. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in, 

The amendment was ordered to be engrossed, and the bill to be 
read a third time. 

The bill was read the third time, and passed. 

WINNEBAGO INDIANS IN MINNESOTA. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. Iask unanimous consent for the present 
consideration of the bill (H.R..'7731) for the relief of certain Win- 
nebago Indians in Minnesota. 

There being no objection, the Senate,as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

The preamble was agreed to. 

Mr. COKE. I move that the Senate proceed to the considera- 
tion of executive business. 

Mr. HOAR. I hope the Senator will allow us to go on just five 
or ten minutes longer. 

Mr. QUAY. I hope the Senator from Texas will withdraw the 
motion. 

Mr. COKE. I will withdraw the motion for a few minutes. 


PUBLIC BUILDING AT POTTSVILLE, PA. 
Mr. QUAY. Iask unanimous consent for the present consid- 
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eration of the bill (H. R. 155) to erect a public buildings at Potts- 
ville, Pa. ; 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


PUBLIC BUILDING AT BROCKTON, MASS. 


Mr. VILAS. I move that the Senate proceed to the considera- 
tion of executive business. 

Mr. HOAR.’ L have one publie-building bill, which is a small 
one and which has been waiting for a great many years, which I 
should like to have considered. 


Mr. HILL. Is there any more money in the Treasury, Mr. 
President? 
Mr. HOAR. I ask the Senator from Wisconsin to withdraw his 


motion that I may call up the bill to which I refer. 

Mr. VILAS. I give way to the Senator from Massachusetts. 

Mr. HOAR. I ask unanimous consent for the present consid- 
eration of the bill (H. R. 116) for the erectionof a publie building 
at Brockton, Mass. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. 

The bil! was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


HOME FOR DESTITUTE COLORED PERSONS. 


Mr. PEFFER. Iask unanimous consent for the present con- 
sideration of the bill (H. R.7095) to provide for the erection of a 
national home for aged and infirm colored persons, and for the 
maintenar.ce of the inmates thereof. 

Mr. HILL. Does it take any money? 

Mr. PEFFER. No; it is money that is already on hand. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Mr. President, it is not right to ask for the 
consideration of that bill at this time. Iam not fighting the bill, 
but the Senator knows perfectly well that there are two or three 
Senators who have always insisted on being present when that 
bill is considered. 

Mr. VILAS. 1 was about to make a statement similar to that 
made by the Senator from Missouri. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Wisconsin 
object? 

Mr. VILAS. Ido not myself objeet to the consideration of the 
bill. but I understand there is objection to it. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Iam not making any objection personally, 
but I know that if the bill should be passed a motion to recon- 
~~ _— be entered, and it would be of no earthly use to pass 
the bill. 

Mr. VEST. What is the bill? 

Mr. PEFFER. It is a bill to provide for the erection of a na- 
tional home for aged and infirm colored persons and for the main- 
tenance of the inmates thereof. 

Mr. COCKRELL. The Senator from Maryland [Mr. Gorman} 
has objected to that bill time and again. 

Mr. VILAS. Ithink, Mr. President, I must insist on my motion 
that the Senate proceed to the consideration of executive business. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 
motion of the Senator from Wisconsin. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate proceeded to the con- 
sideration of executive business. After ten minutes spent in exect- 
tive session the doors were reopened, and (at 6 o’clock and 15 min- 
utes p.m.) the Senate adjourned until to-morrow, Wednesday, 
February 13, 1895, at 12 o’clock m. 


_ NOMINATIONS. 
Executive nominations received by the Senate February 12, 1895. 
POSTMASTERS. 


J.H. Hudson, to be postmaster at Pine Bluff, in the county of 
Jefferson and State of Arkansas, in the place of James M. Hudson, 
removed. 

Jefferson D. Adams, to be tmaster at Rico, in the county of 
Dolores and State of Coleman: in the place of Joseph Meredith, 
whose commission expired January 9, 1895. 

David R. Post, to be postmaster at. Deep River, in the county 
of Middlesex and State of Connecticut, in the place of Charles A. 
Kirtland, whose commission expired February 9%, 1895. 

W. C. Bremerman, to be postmaster at Boone, in the county of 
Boone and State of Iowa, in the place of William B. Means, whose 
commission expired December 13, 1894. 

James A. Jackson, to be postmaster at Howard, in the county 
of Elk and State of Kansas, in the place of Joseph B. Dobyns, 
whose commission expired January 31,'1895. 

Abram Claude, to be postmaster at Annapolis, in the county of 
Anne Arundel and State of Maryland, in the place of Washington 
G. Tuck, whose commission expired June 14, 1894. 
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John B. Sweeney, to be postmaster at Hagerstown, in the county 
of Washington and State of Maryland, in the place of James P. 
Harter, whose commission will expire February 14, 1895. 

John C. Curtin, to be postmaster at Helena, in the county of 
Lewis and Clarke and State of Montana, in the place of Tilghman 
H. Clowell, whose commission expires March 3, 1895. 

Asa F. Hollebaugh, to be postmaster at Falls City, in the county 
of Richardson and State of Nebraska, in the place of Edward J. 
Holdbrook, deceased. 

August Kleine, to be postmaster at West Poimt, in the county 
of Cuming and State of Nebraska, in the place of Anton J. Langer, 
whose commission will expire February 14, 1895. 

Euclid Martin, to be postmaster at Omaha, in the county of 
Douglas and State of Nebraska, in the place of T. 8S. Clarkson, 
whose commission expired October 1, 1894. 

Arthur L. Morse, to be postmaster at Atkinson, in the county 
of Holt and State of Nebraska, in the place of James L. McDon- 
ald, removed. 

John R. Stannard, to be postmaster at Boonville, in the county 
of Oneida and State of New York, in the place of Garry A. Willard, 
whose commission expired January 27, 1895. 

Timothy J. Williams, to be postmaster at Richwood, in the 
county of Union and State of Ohio, in the place of John W. Craw- 
ford, whose commission expired February 9, 1895. 

J. Miller Bloom, to be postmaster at Clearfield, in the county of 
Clearfield and State of Pennsylvania, in the place of Albert M. 
Row, whose commission expired September 30, 1804. 

Martin J. Conley, to be postmaster at Warren, ia the county of 
Bristol and State of Rhode Island, in the place of William B. 
Nichols, deceased. 

Charles F. Easterbrooks, to be postmaster at Bristol, in the county 
of Bristol and State of Rhode Island, in the place of William M. 
Gorham, whose commission will expire February 14, 1895. 

William L. Izlar, to be postmaster at Orangeburg, in the county 
of Orangeburg and State of South Carolina, in the place of Philipp 
Gerlach, whose commission expired December 18, 1894. 

F. G. Edmiston, to be postmaster at Crockett, in the county of 
Houston and State of Texas, in the place of Frank H. Hill, whose 
commission expired January 6, 1895. 

Henry M. Fitzgerald, to be postmaster at Greenwich, in the 
county of Fairfield and State of Connecticut, in the place of Wil- 
liam E. Ritch, whose commission expired February 9, 1895. 

Charles G. Kress, to be postmaster at Lewiston, in the county 
of Nez Perces and State of Idaho, in the place of John L. Chap- 
man, removed. 

George W. Harmon, to be postmaster at Auburn, in the county 
of Nemaha and State of Nebraska, in the place of Rush O. Fel- 
lows, whose commission expired February 9, 1895. 

James D. Leming, to be postmaster at Broken Bow, in the county 
of Custer and State of Nebraska, in the place of W. A. Gilmore, 
removed. 

Thomas Regan, to be postmaster at Crawford, in the county of 
Dawes and State of Nebraska, in the place of John B. Groton, 
whose commission will expire February 27, 1895. 

Rockwell B. Mitchell, to be postmaster at Bridgepcrt, in the 
county of Belmont and State of Ohio, in the place of Johnson 
Brown, whose commission expired January 19, 1895. 

ASSOCIATE JUSTICE. 

Gideon D. Bantz, of New Mexico Territory, to be associate jus- 
tiee of the supremecourt of the Territory of New Mexico, vice 
Albert B. Fall, resigned. 

SURVEYOR OF CUSTOMS. 

Bartholomew Kennedy, of Iowa, to be surveyor of customs for 
the port of Des Moines, in the State of Iowa, to succeed John C. 
Hotehkiss, removed. 

PROMOTIONS IN THE NAYY. 

Asst. Engineer John T. Myé rs, to be a second lieutenant in the 
Marine Corps, to take rank next after Second Lieut. Thomas S. 
Borden. 

Second Lieut. Walter Ball, United States Marine Corps, to be 
an assistant engineer in the Navy, to take rank next after Asst. 
Engineer Raymond D. Hasbrouck. 


CONFIRMATIONS. 
Executive nominations confirmed by the Senate February 12, 1895. 
POSTMASTERS. 


A. C. Dixon, to be postmaster at Kilbourn City, in the county of 
Columbia and State of Wisconsin. 

John W. Hanson, to be postmaster at Lake Mills, in the county 
of Jefferson and State of Wisconsin. 

Euclid Martin, to be postmaster at Omaha, in the county of 
Douglas and State of Nebraska. 
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HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
TUESDAY, February 12, 1895. 


The House met at 12 0’clock m. Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. 
E. B. BAGBY. 
The Journal of the proceedings of yesterday was read and ap- 
proved. 
PHOTOLITHOGRAPHING FOR PATENT OFFICE. 


The SPEAKER laid before the House a letter from the Acting 
Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting an estimate of deficiency 
in the appropriation for photolithographing for the Patent Office 
for the current fiscal year, submitted by the Secretary of the In- 
terior; which was referred to the Committee on Appropriations, 
and ordered to be printed. 


DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the 
Acting Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting estimates of de- 
ficiencies in the appropriations for the Department of Justice for 
the current fiscal year submitted by the Attorney-General; which 
was referred to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to 
be printed. 

UNITED STATES COURTS IN THE INDIAN TERRITORY. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House, with amendments of 
the House thereto disagreed to by the Senate, and on which a con- 
ference was requested, an act (S. 2173) to amend an act entitled 
“An act to establish a United States court in the Indian Terri- 
tory, and for other purposes,” approved March 1, 1889, and an act 
entitled ‘‘An act to provide a temporary government for the Ter- 
ritory of Oklahoma, to enlarge the jurisdiction of the United 
States court in the Indian Territory, and for other purposes,” ap- 
proved May 2, 1890; to provide for the redistricting of the Indian 
Territory for judicial purposes, for an additional judge and more 
United States commissioners, and to prescribe the jurisdiction, 
duties, and authority of such judges and commissioners, and for 
other purposes. 

Mr.CULBERSON. Mr.Speaker, I move that the House fur- 
ther insist upon its amendments and agree to the conference asked 
for by the Senate. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Speaker appointed as con- 
ferees on the part of the House Mr. CULBERSON, Mr. BaILEy, and 
Mr. Ray. 

SOCIETY OF AMERICAN FLORISTS. 


port. 
The conference report was read, as follows: 


The committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on 
the amendment of the Senate to House bill (H.R. 5740) incorporating the So- 
ciety of American Florists, having met, after full and free conference have 
— to recommend and do recommend to their respective Houses as fol- 

ows: 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the 
Senate, and to the same amended as follows: 

In lieu of the words struck out insert the words: ‘‘ By purchase, and such 
other estate as may be donated or bequeathed to it;” and the Senate agree to 


the same. 
W. H. HATCH, 
W. 8S. FORMAN, 
Managers on the part of the House. 
M. W. RANSOM, 
W. A. PEFFER, 
REDFIELD PROCTOR, 
Managers on the part of the Senate. 


The statement of the House conferees was read, as follows: 


The conferees on the tof the House report that they have pgreed to the 
report submitted, the effect of which is to retain the lan: e of the bill asit 
the House, with an amendment which, in lieu of the words stricken 
out by the Senate, inserts the words ‘‘ by purchase, and such other estate as 
may be donated or bequeathed to it;” and respectfully recommend the adop- 
tion of the conference report. 
W. H. HATCH, 


W. 8S. FORMAN, 
Conferees on the part of the House. 


Mr. HATCH. Mr. Speaker, I move the adoption of the report. 
The conference report was adopted. 
On motion of Mr. HATCH, a motion to reconsider the vote by 
which the conference report was adopted was laid on the table. 
ST. JOSEPH HARBOR, MICHIGAN. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House a joint resolution 
(H. Res. 261) authorizing the Secretary of War to expend a por- 
tion of the appropriation made in the river and harbor act of 1894 
for St. Joseph Harbor,in the State of Michigan, to complete the 
connection between St. Joseph Harbor and Benton Harbor, with 
an amendment of the Senate thereto. 

The amendment was read, as follows: 

Line 3, after the word “authorized,” insert “in his discretion; so as to 
make the provision read: ‘“ That the Secretary of War be, and he is hereby, 
authorized in his discretion,"’ etc. 

Mr. THOMAS. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House concur in 
the Senate amendment. 


Mr. HATCH. Mr.Speaker, I desire to present a conference re- 


The motion was agreed to. 

On motion of Mr. THOMAS, a motion to reconsider the vote by 
which the Senate amendment was concurred in was laid on the 
table. 

ELIZABETH MOORE ENGLISH. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House a bill (H. R. 6885) 
granting a pension to Elizabeth Moore English, with an amend- 
ment of the Senate thereto, on which a conference was requested. 

Mr. MOSES. Mr. Speaker, I ask that the House nonconcur in 
the Senate amendment and agree to a conference. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The SPEAKER appointed as conferees on the part of the House 
Mr. Mosss, Mr. STALLINGS, and Mr. LOUDENSLAGER. 


NEWBERRY COLLEGE, SOUTH CAROLINA. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House a bill (S. 917) for the 
relief of the Newberry College, South Carolina. 

Mr. LATIMER. Mr. Speaker, [ask unanimous consent for the 
present consideration of that bill. 

Mr. SAYERS. Mr. Speaker, I trust that the gentleman will 
allow that bill to lie over until I can confer with him about it. It 
ought not to pass without careful examination. 

Mr. LATIMER. Then, Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent 
that the bill lie on the Speaker’s table for the present. 

Mr. MAHON objected, but subsequently withdrew his objection 
on learning that the bill had already been reported by the House 
Committee on War Claims. 


RETURN OF FLAGS TO MICHIGAN REGIMENTS. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House a joint resolution 
(S. R. 113) instructing the Secretary of War to return to the State 
of Michigan the flags of certain regiments of Michigan volunteer 
infantry. 

Mr. THOMAS. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that 
that bill be now considered. 

The joint resolution was read, as follows: 

Resolved, etc., That the Secretary of War be, and he is hereby, instructed 
to return to the State of Michigan the regimental flags of the Esventeenth, 
Nineteenth, and Twentieth Regiments of Michigan Volunteer Infantry. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to considering this resolu- 
tion at this time? 

There was no objection. 

The joint resolution was ordered to a third reading; and it was 
accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

On motion of Mr. THOMAS, a motion to reconsider the vote 
by which the joint resolution was passed was laid on the table, 


HISTORICAL MUSEUM, DES MOINES, IOWA. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House a bill. (S. 2589) to 
grant cannon to the Historical Museum of Des Moines, Iowa; 
which was referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 


REFINING OF BULLION, HELENA, MONT. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House a bill (8S. 1142) direct- 
ing the parting and refining of bullion to be carried on at the 
United States assay office at Helena, Mont.; which was referred 
to the Committee on Coinage, Weights, and Measures. 


CLEARING THE POTOMAC OF ICE, 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House a joint resolution 
(S. R. 128) making an appropriation of $5,000 for clearing the Po- 
tomac River of ice; which was referred to the Committee on Ap- 
propriations. : 

DEEP WATERWAYS BETWEEN THE OCEAN AND GREAT LAKES. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House a joint resolution 
(S. R. 130) authorizing a preliminary inquiry concerning deep 
waterways between the ocean and Great* Lakes and providing 
commissions therefor; which was referred to the Committee on 
Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 


EDUCATION IN MISSISSIPPI. 


The SPEAKER laid before the House the bill (S. 2699) for the 
encouragement of education in Mississippi. 

Mr. HOOKER of Mississippi. I ask unanimous consent that 
this bill may now be put on its passage. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the governor of the State of Mississippi be, and he 
is hereby, authorized to select out of the unoccupied and Guinksbined lands 
of the United States, within the said State, 46,080 acres of land, in legal subdivi- 
sions, being a total a to two townships, and shall certify the same 
to the Secretary of the Interior, who shall forthwith, upon receipt of said 
certificate, issue to the State of Mississippi patents for said lands: Provided, 
That the proceeds of one township of said lands, when sold or leased, shall 
forever remain a fund for the use of the agricultural and mechanical college 
of said State; and the proceeds of one of said townships of land, when sold or 
leased, shall forever remain a fund for the use of the agricultural and me- 
chanical college for colored persons, established and maintained by said State. 

Sec. 2. That in making said selection the governor of said State of Missis- 
sippi shall designate the lands for the agricultural and mechanical college, 
and the lands for the agricultural and mechanical college for colored persons. 


The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present consideration 
of this bill? 














1895. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 





Mr. HOOKER of Mississippi. 


I wish to say a single word, and 
then to ask that the Senate report, which is very brief, may be 
be read. This bill proposes toassign a certain quantity of land for 
the colored school, mechanical and agricultural, and a similar 
quantity for the white school, mechanical and agricultural, in the 


northern part of our State. The bill does not appropriate a single 
dollar. I ask that the report of the Senate committee be read: 
The report was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Public Lands, to whom was referred Senate bill 2699, 
having considered the same, leave to report as follows: 

By an act of the legislature of the State of Mississippi, ap roved May 13, 
1871, Alcorn University of Mississippi, a seminary of learning for colored per- 
sons, was established, and has been maintained by the State of Mississippi 
ever since. 

By an act of the legislature of the State of Mississippi, approved February 
28, is78, the name of said institution of learning was changed to the Alcorn 
Agricultural and Mechanical College of the State of Mississippi. By the act 
last aforesaid (Laws of Mississippi, 1878, page 118) the Agriculturaland echan- 
ical College of the State of Mississippi was established, and thereafter, in the 
same year, located at Starkville, Miss., and has been maintained by the State 
of Mississippi ever since. ee ae 

The Agricultural and Mechanical College of the State of Mississippi was 
established and is maintained for the education of the white youth of the 
State of Mississippi, and the Alcorn Agricultural and Mechanical College of 
the State of Mississippi was established and is maintained for the education 
of the colored youth of the State of Mississippi. ‘The ge of this bill will 
not require any appropriation of money by the United States Government. 
It does not nt anything that will bring any revenue into the Treasury of 
the United States; at the same time it will greatly encourage these worthy 
institutions of learning and materially add to their efficiency and usefulness. 

Your committee therefore unanimously report and recommend that the 
bill pass without amendment. 


Mr. HOOKER of Mississippi. This was the unanimous report 
of the Senate committee; and the bill passed the Senate unani- 
mously. 

There being no objection, the House proceeded to the considera- 
tion of the bill; which was ordered to a third reading, read the 
third time, and passed. 

On motion of Mr. HOOKER of Mississippi, a motion to recon- 
sider the vote by which the bill was passed was laid on the table. 


REPORT ON CHICAGO STRIKE. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House the following con- 
current resolution of the Senate; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Printing: 

Resolved by the Senate (the House of Representatives coneusrane). That there 
be printed of the report on the Chicago strike of ‘June and July, 1894, of the 
United States Strike Commission, appointed by the President July 26, 1894, 
10,500 extra copies, in paper covers, without erases of which number 
2,500 shall be for the use of the Senate, 5,000 for the use of the House of Rep- 
resentatives, and 3,000 for the use of the Department of Labor; also 5,000 ex- 
tra copies of said report with nee in paper covers, of which number 
1,000 shall be for the use of the Senate, 2,000 for the use of the House, and 
2,000 for the use of the Department of Labor. 


DEATH OF SENATOR STOCKBRIDGE, OF MICHIGAN. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House the following resolu- 
tion of the Senate; which was laid on the table: 

Resolved, That the Senate has heard with profound sorrow of the death of 
Hon. Francis B. Stockbridge, late a Senator from the State of Michigan. 

Resolved, That as a mark of respect to the memory of the deceased the 
business of the Senate be now suspended, to enable his associates to pay proper 
tribute to his high character and distinguished public services. 

Resolved, That the Secretary communicate these resolutions to the House 
of Representatives. 

Resolved, That as a further mark of respect to the memory of the deceased, 
the Senate do now adjourn. 


ENGROSSMENT AND ENROLLMENT OF BILLS, ETC. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House the following con- 
current resolution of the Senate: 

Resolved by the Senate (the House of Representatives concurring), That durin 
the last ten days of any sess ion of Congress the engrossin and enrolling o 
bills and joint resolutions by printing, as provided for in the concurrent res- 
olution adopted by the Fifty-third Congress, first session, Noyember 1, 1893, 
may be suspended, and said bills and joint resolutions may be written b 


hand when in the judgment of the Joint Committee on Printing it is deem 
necessary. ' 


Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Mr. Speaker, the Commit- 
tee on Printing have examined this resolution, and also a House 
resolution in similar terms, introduced by myself, upon which the 
committee has directed a favorable report. I ask that this Senate 
resolution be now considered; and if the House agrees to take it 
up, [ propose tomove an amendment striking out ‘‘ten” and in- 
serting ‘‘ six,” so that the standing resolution on this subject may 
be suspended during the last six days of the session instead of the 
last ten days. 

There being no objection, the House proceeded to consider the 
resolution. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. I move to amend the reso- 
lution by striking out “ten,” in the first line, and inserting “ six;” 
so as to read, ‘‘ during the last six days of any session of Con- 
gress.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

_ Mr. CANNON of Illinois. I should like to ask a question. Is 
it oye Tae by the gentleman from Tennessee that during the 
last six days of the session the engrossing of bills and resolutions 
will be after the old style and ate printing? 


Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Itis anticipated that during 
the last six days of the short session particularly there may be such 
a rush in connection with the great appropriation bills that the 
Government Printing Office, on account of its distance from the 
Capitol, would not be able to print the engrossed and the enrolled 
copies. This resolution as amended provides simply that during 
the last six days of the Congressional session the standing resolu- 
tion on this subject may be suspended upon the authority of the 
Joint Committee on Printing of the two Houses, so as to permit 
certain pages or portions of any bili to be engrossed or enrolled by 
pen instead of printing. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. In other words, the new system, 
which serves the purpose in the ordinary run of business, when 
any system would be sufficient, does not do the work when there 
is pressure; so that we are to have both systems, with presumably 
the errors of each, and possibly the virtues of neither. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. The gentleman is altogether 
mistaken. 

Mr. CANNON of [llinois. I am asking for information. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. I understood the gentleman 
to be making an assumption, not asking a question. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. No; there was an interrogation point 
at the end of my remarks. [Laughter. | 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. I will say then that the 
gentleman is mistaken in stating that we are to have two systems. 
I want to say that the experience under the new system has been 
such as to lead us to believe that it isa most valuable reform. By 
reason of the improvement brought about by substituting print- 
ing for writing not a solitary error, I believe, has escaped the at- 
tention of the clerks and the two Houses of Congress. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Not a single error. 


Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. The gentleman from Mis- 
souri [Mr. DocKERy], it will be remembered, called attention a 
few days ago, when the legislative bill was under consideration, 
to the fact that not a solitary error has crept into any of these 
bills, because it is so much easier to detect errors when they are 
in print than when they are in manuscript. The object of the 
present resolution is to prevent these errors; such errors, the gen- 
tleman remembers, as occurred in the great tariff bill passed in 
the Fifty-first Congress, as well.as other errors of importance 
which have been found in bills heretofore. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. But, if the gentleman will allow 
me, there has never been any trouble in the ordinary run of the 
session about the detection of errors and making corrections here- 
tofore. The strain that comes on any system is in the last six 
days of the session, when most of the.time some of us can scarcely 
tell whether we are standing on our heads or our feet. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. That is very true; but the 
error in the McKinley bill, if my recollection serves meright, was 
not an error committed in the closing hours of the session; for, as 
I recollect the fact, that bill passed early in October, about the 
2d of the month, I think, and we were in session until the 20th of 
October. So that was not brought about by reason of the hurry 
and confusion in the closing hours of the session. 

Mr. COOMBS. I would like to ask the gentleman from Ten- 
nessee a question for information, so as to know how to vote on 
this proposition. I would like to know the reason for reducing 
the number of days proposed in the resolution from ten to six? 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Simply for the reason that 
I want to make the time when it is permissible to prepare the bills 
in this way just as short as possible. We prefer the other system, 
and this is only to be used in case of absolute emergency. 

Mr COOMBS. But does not the resolution contemplate that if 
no necessity arises for the use of this modification it will not be em- 
ployed, no matter what time in the session you permit it to be 
done? 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Well, for that matter, ac- 
cording to the view of the gentleman, it would be just as well to 
modify the resolution so as to make it applicable to the entire ses- 
sion. But we desire to reduce the limit as low as possible. 

The SPEAKER. The proposition is on agreeing to the resolu- 
tion as amended. 

The resolution was agreed to. 

On motion of Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee, a motion to 
reconsider the last vote was laid on the table. 


BRIDGE ACROSS NEWARK BAY. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House the Senate amend- 
ments to the bill (H. R.7839) to bridge the Newark Bay. 

Mr. DUNN. Mr. Speaker, I ask for the reading of the amend- 
ments of the Senate. 

The amendments were read. 

Mr. DUNN. I move to concur in the Senate amendments. 

The motion was agreed to. 

On motion of Mr. DUNN, a motion to reconsider the last vote 
was laid on the table. 
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, ; RESTORATION OF CERTAIN LANDS, ALABAMA AND MISSISSIPPI. 
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Mr. KYLE. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for the 
present consideration of the bill (H. R. 8614) to authorize the Sec- 
on retary of the Navy to certify to the Secretary of the Interior for 
restoration to the public domain lands in the States of Alabama 
and wa not needed for naval purposes. 
The SPEAKER. The bill will be read subject to objection. 
The bill was read, as follows: 
Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Navy be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized to cause to be certified to the Secretary of the Interior, for restora- 
: tion to the public domain, the whole or such portion or portions of the several 
tracts of land in the States of Alabama and orn heretofore set apart 
and reserved for naval uses as are no longer required for the purposes for 
which they were reserved, or for any purposes connected with ‘the naval 
service; and upon such certification the tracts of land described therein shall 
be duly restored to and become a part of the public lands of the United States: 
: Provided, That all persons who have, in good faith,made improvements on 
. a said reserved lands so certified at the time of the passage of this act, and who 
occupy the same, shall be entitled to purchase the part or parts so occupied 
and improved by them, not to exceed 160 acres to any one person, at $1.25 per 


=. within such reasonable time as may be fixed by the Secretary of the In- 
erior. 

Mr. KYLE. Iask that the amendment recommended by the 
committee be read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Strike out all after the word “ States,” in line 12, and add the following: 

“And a preference right of entry for a period of six months from the date 
of this act shall be givenall bona fide settlers who are qualified to enter under 
the homestead law and have made improvements and are now residing upon 
any agricultural lands in said reservations, and for a period of six months 
from the date of settlement when that shall occur after the date of this act: 
: Provided, That persons who enter under the homestead law shall pay for 

such lands not less than the value heretofore or hereafter determined by ap- 

praisement, nor less than the price of the land at the time of the entry, and 
such payment may, at the option of the purchaser, be made in five equal in- 


stallments, at times and at rates of interest to be fixed by the Secretary of 
the Interior.” 


The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present considera- 
tion of the bill? 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. Well, I will object, Mr. Speaker, 
until I can understand something about it. It seems to me that 
this is a matter of sufficient importance to entitle it to some con- 
sideration. 

Mr. KYLE. If the gentleman will permit an explanation I 
think I can meet his objection. 

I will state to the gentleman and to the House that the purpose 
of this bill is to restore to the public domain certain lands in the 
States of Mississippi and Alabama that have been heretofore by 
executive order reserved for naval purposes. The Secretary of 
the Navy states in his es that the lands are no longer neces- 
sary for naval grin or the reason that live oak has gone out 
of use in naval construction, and these lands were reserved be- 
cause of the live-oak timber they contained. They have stopped 
using that kind of timber in the Navy, and the Secretary recom- 
mends that the lands be restored to the public domain. They 
i will of course then be subject to entry as any other public lands. 

oP NON of Illinois. What is the quantity of land in- 
volved? 

Mr. KYLE. About 30,900 acres, I am informed, in Mississippi, 
perhaps a little more; 40,000 acres in Alabama. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. I judge from the bill that there are 
@ lot of trespassers on the land now. 

Mr. KYLE. Well, the bill guards against wrong to the Gov- 
ernment on that account. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. Yes; but they are allowed to take 
at $1.25 an acre, although they may be trespassers upon the land 
now. 

Now, I do not know what the lands are worth, but you might 
be giving land worth $25 or $50 an acre at a nominal price. 

r. CATCHINGS. I think there is a uniform price for all 
lands in Mississippi. 

Mr. KYLE. at is correct. 

Mr. STOCKDALE. If the gentleman from Illinois will notice 
the amendment to the bill he will see that provision is made 
against that. It says: 

Provided, That persons who enter under the homestead law shall pay for 
: such lands not less than the value heretofore or hereafter determ: by ap- 

s praisement, nor less than the price of the land at the time of the entry, and 


such ca hang may,at the option of the purchaser, be made in five equal 


an installments, at times and at rates of interest to be fixed by the Secretary of 
the Interior. 


Mr. LACEY. I will state to the gentleman from Illinois that 
this is a copy of the general bill restoring reservations to the pub- 
lic domain. 

Mr. KYLE. This bill comes with the indorsement of the Sec- 
retary of the Navy, who says the lands are no longer needed for 
the pur to which they were heretofore devoted, and recom- 
mends their restoration to the publicdomain. It comes with the 
unanimous report of the Committee on the Public Lands; and if 
the House wi rmit me, I would like to read what is stated by 
the Secretary of the Navy in reference to it, which is as follows: 


In the early part of the present century a number of tracts of land in the 
States of Florida, Alabama, and Mississippi were reserved from the public 
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domain for naval purposes as a source of supply for live-oak timber. At 
that time the probable future needs of the Government appeared to warrant . 
the segregation from the public domain of these extensive tracts, particu- 
a in view of the fact that live oak was then the chief material used for 
the heavy timbers of naval vessels. In consequence, however, of the general 
disuse of wood in naval construction, such timber is now no longer required 
in any quantity for naval uses, and the Department has for many years past 
given no attention to said lands. 

There are on hand now in the navy-yards at Norfoik, Brooklyn, and else- 
where many thousands of feet of seasoned live oak, for which the-Depart- 
ment has been unable to find either use or sale. The Navy Department has not, 
therefore, seen proper to extend any especial supervision over these reserva- 
tions, especially as the Department of Justice is charged with the general 
duty of prevensing trespasses yon the property of the United States. This 
duty is, no doubt, being faithfully perfcrmed, but so far as the Navy is con- 
cerned no reason is' perceived why the Department of Justice should be 
longer burdened with the task. Having stated this much, it may not be out 
of place to say that, in my opinion, such reservations obstruct the settlement 
and development of the sections in which they are located, and offer a con- 
tinuing temptation to trespassers and squatters. . 

The Secretary of the Interior, in answer to a recent inquiry from this De- 
partment on the subject, stated that in his opinion ample provision for the 
restoration to the public domain of such of these lands as lie within the State 
of Florida is contained in the “act to authorize the Secretary of the Navy to ‘3 
transfer to the Secretary of the Interior all lands in the State of Florida not i 
needed for naval purposes,” approved March 3, 1879 (Stat. L., vol. 20, page 470). j 
This Department is now taking the necessary steps to transfer to the Secre- 
tary of the Interior such of these lands as are no longer needed for naval pur- 
poses, in order that they may be restored to ‘entry and sale in the same 
manner and under the same conditions as other public lands of the United 
States” in pursuance of section 2 of the act cited. 

The provisions of the act of March 3, 1879, apply, however, only to lands 
lying within the State of Florida. Inasmuch as the conditions which have 
po ted the action above referred to in the case of lands in the State of 

lorida apply with equal force to naval reservations of like character in the 
States of Alabama and Mississippi, it is respectfully recommended that Con- 
gress be asked to extend the provisions of that act to the States last named. 


oy it will be seen that he recommends that these lands be re- 
stored. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. As I understand it, the Committee 
on the Public Lands are unanimous in their report. 

Mr. KYLE. That is my information about it. 

Mr. LACEY. There is no doubt about that. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. Has the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. 
LACEY], who is a member of that committee, given this matter a 
personal examination? 

Mr. LACEY. Ihave given this matter careful attention, and 
I will say in addition to what has been stated that in each navy- 
yore there is a quantity of live-oak timber piled up which is use- 
ess under the new methods of construction. 

Mr. CANNON of Lllinois. I withdraw the objection. 

‘ a SPEAKER. Is there objection to the consideration of the 
ill? 

There was no objection. 

The amendment recommended by the committee was agreed to, 

Mr. STOCKDALE. Now I offer my amendment. 

The amendment was read, as follows: 

At the end of line 32 insert the following proviso: 
“Provided, That so much of said lands as are situated on Back Bay, near the 


city of Biloxi, in the State of Mississippi, shall be disposed of under the town- 
site law and not as agricultural lands.” 


Mr. KYLE. I accept that amendment. 

The amendment was agreed to. vA 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a third 
time; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, 
and passed. 

On motion of Mr. KYLE, a motion to reconsider the last vote 
was laid on the table. 
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BASIL. MORELAND. 

Mr. BOWERS of California. Mr. Speaker—— 

Mr. DOCKERY. I desire to give notice that I shall call for the 
regular order after a recognition on either side. 

e SPEAKER. The Chair will recognize the gentleman 
from California [Mr. BowErs]. 

Mr. BOWERS of California. Mr. Speaker, 1 ask unanimous 
consent for the present consideration of the bill (H.R. 4704) for 
the relief of Basil Moreland. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That there be pets. out of any money in the Treasury 
not otherwise appropriated, to Basil Moreland the sum of $2,212, in full for 
all claim he may have against the United States for his land and improve- 
ments in Blue Earth County, Minn., taken by the United States for the Win- 
nebago Indians. ‘ 

Mr. BOWERS of California. I ask that the report be read. It 
is brief. 

Mr. SAYERS. Let us have an explanation of this bill? 

Mr. BOWERS of California. If gentlemen will listen to the re- 
port they will see that this bill is all right. 

The SPEAKER. Without objection, the report will be read. 

The report (by Mr. Curtis of Kansas) was read, as follows: 

The Committee on Indian Affairs, to whom was referred the bill (H.R. 

704) for the relief of Basil Moreland, having considered the same and ac- 
companying papers, respectfully submit the following report: 

That the committee find the facts to be as stated in Senate report 575. 


Forty-sixth Congress, second session, which said report is hereto annex 
and made a part of this report, and is as follows: 

“In March, 1854, Basil Moreland settled upon the unsurveyed public lands 
in the Territory of Minnesota, on Blue Earth River. He built a good house 
and fenced and cultivated a considerable portion of said land. At the timeof 
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this settlement no right of preemption as to the unsurveyed public lands ex- 
isted, but in that same year, August 4, 1854, Congress passed an act authorizing 
such preemption. On the l7th of March, 1856, Moreland. having continued to 
reside on and cultivate said land, went to the land office with his witnesses to 
prove his settlement and right of preemption and offered to pay the money, 
which was refused by the register of the land office upon the ground that this 
land was embraced in a boundary recently set apart as a home reservation 
for the Winnebago Indians, in accordance with a treaty of February 27, 1855. 
He continued to reside upon and cultivate said land until the fall of 1856, 
when he was evicted by the agent of said Indian tribe. In the fall of 1861, the 
Indians having been removed to another reservation, he returned to said 
farm, and continued to reside on and cultivate the same until it was sold for 
the benefit of the Winnebagoes for $1,212 in 1863. ; 

“The treaty with the Winnebagoes did not locate the reservation, but pro- 
vided it should be on Blue Earth River, and it was surveyed and located so as 
to include Moreland’s land, after Moreland’s settlement, and after the pas- 
sage of the act of August 4, 1854, by which he acquired a clear vested right to 

reempt said land, and of which his expulsion could not divest him; and when 
# returned to it in 1861 his rights were as complete as when he was forcibly 
expelled from it. 

** He made another effort to perfect his title by an appeal to the Secretary 
of the Interior, Hon. Caleb Smith, and offered to locate the land with a mili- 
tary land warrant. The Secretary,after a full examination of the case, in 
April, 1862, decided that Moreland was entitled to preempt said land, and di- 
rected the Commissioner of the Land Office to allow him to perfect his title 
by locating the same with a military land warrant, which was done and the 
patent actually issued, dated April 10,1863, but was arrested in its transmis- 
sion by order of Secretary of the Interior J. P. Usher, who had succeeded 
Caleb Smith in the Department of the Interior. 

“The entry was canceled and the land warrant returned on the ground 
that the treaty with the Indians was the supreme law of the land. The rea- 
soning of the Secretary is not satisfactory, butadmitting its force as a matter 
of law, it does not affect Moreland’s equitable claim for damages. There can 
be no doubt of his right to preempt said land, and that he did all the law re 
quired of him to perfect his title, but lost his land and improvements and has 
never been paid for either. : 

“An actof Congress of July 14, 1862, directed the Secretary of the Interior 
to examine and audit the claims of persons damaged by the treaty with the 
Winnebagoes. Then preemptors tothe number of 20 presented the c?aims 
which were allowed by the Secretary, and have all been paid except More- 
land. (See letter of Secretary Usher to Commissioner of Indian Affairs of 
date April 22, 1865.) 

“The land sold for $1,224, the improvements were valued at $1,200, and the 
committee believe that Moreland is justly entitled to this sum less the value 
of the land warrant, which was returned to him, say $200; and they there- 
fore recommend that the bill do pass.” 

The committee therefore adopt said Senate report as the report of this com- 
mittee, and report the accompanying bill for his relief, with the recommen- 
dation that it pass. 


Mr. SAYERS. Mr. Speaker, I should like to ask the gentleman 
from California some questions in regard to this bill before either 
objecting or consenting to its consideration. I understand, from 
the reading of this report, that this land was sold for the benefit 
of the Winnebago Indians? 

Mr. BOWERS of California. Yes. 

Mr. SAYERS. Have they any money subject to their credit in 
the Treasury? 

Mr. BOWERS of California. 
that. 

Mr. SAYERS. It would be better to ascertain whether this 
money is in the Treasury. If the land was sold and the money 
paid over to the Indians, it should be paid out of their annuity. 

Mr. BOWERS of California. Will the gentleman allow me to 
say one word 

Mr. SAYERS. Another question. Theland was sold for $1,224, 
and the improvements were valued at $1,200? 

Mr. BOWERS of California. Yes. 

Mr. SAYERS. And the committee believe that Mr. Moreland 
is justly entitled to this sum of $2,400 less the $200. I submit to 
the gentleman that there is a possibility of this claim having been 
doubled up or duplicated. 

Mr. BOWERS of California. The records are all complete, and 
I have the affidavits and records of the Interior Department main- 
taining and fortifying every fact stated in the report. The man 
was on the land for five years. The patent was actually issued. 
Here is the report of the Secretary of the Interior, who ordered 
the patent to be issued to him. 

Mr. SAYERS. I will admit that. 

Mr. BOWERS of California. He was on the land for five years. 
There were 19 other claimants on this land, who have all been 
paid. This is the only remaining case. He is my neighbor. He 
isa poorman. The Government has taken his property and sold 
it from him, and it is a righteous claim, which ought to be paid. 

Mr. SAYERS. Iam not objecting to the merits of the claim, 
but it seems to me from this report that instead of $2,424 being 
due there is only $1,200 due. 

Mr. TAWNEY. Part of it is for the land and part of it is for 
the improvements. They valued the improvements at $1,200, they 
valued the land at over $1,200, and the two combined make the ag- 
gregate amount which the claimant is entitled to. 

Mr. SAYERS. This says the land sold for $1,224, and of course 
that carried the improvements with it. 

Mr. BOWERS of California. No; he had made over $1,500 worth 
of improvements—— 

Mr. SAYERS. All I want is to see whether this amount should 
be paid. I will agree that whatever is justly due the man shall be 
paid, but I do not want, in the face of this report, to allow the pay- 
ment of $2,400, 


Ido not know anything about 
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Mr. BOWERS of California. The gentleman from Texas asks 
that I let this go over, and I ask unanimous consent that it go 
over until to-morrow morning; that it come up then. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman asks unanimous consent to 
let this matter of consent go over until to-morrow morning. Is 
there objection? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Yielding to pressure, I will not insist on the 
demand for the regular order until there have been further recog- 
nitions, provided there is no debate. 

ELIZABETH J. COOK. 

Mr. McRAE. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for the 
present consideration of the bill (H. R. 8401) for the relief of Eliz: 
beth J. Cook, of Arkadelphia, Clark County, Ark., widow of R 
ert T. Cook. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 


1 
- 





he reby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll the name of Eliza! iJ. 
Cook, of Arkadelphia, Clark County, Ark., widow of Robert T. Cook, who, at 
the town of Washington, Hempstead County, Ark.,in the month of July, 1546, 


volunteered and served as a United States soldier in the war with Mexico, in 
Captain Babbitt’s company, Colonel Hoffman's regiment, of Kentucky troops, 
and pay her a pension of $12 per month. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request? 

Mr. TALBERT of South Carolina. I would like to ask if this 
bill has been considered at a Friday night session? 

Mr. McRAE. It has not been considered at the Friday night 
session, but it has been favorably and unanimously reported by the 
Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. TALBERT of South Carolina. 
for it to have taken? 

Mr. McRAE. Thatis the proper course beyond all question 
unless unanimous consent is given. 

Mr. LOUD. How long does this man claim to have been in the 
service? 

Mr. McRAE. The report will show that. 

Mr. LOUD. Twenty-nine days, is it not? 

Mr. McRAE. He went through the whole service and made a 
splendid soldier. 

Mr. LOUD. Is not this a case in which he served only twenty- 
nine days? If the man had served thirty days there would not be 
any necessity for his coming here for a special act. 

Mr.McRAE. He enlisted at the beginning and served through 
the war, but his name is not borne on the rolls of the War De- 
partment, and for that error the widow has to come to Congress. 

Mr. LOUD. This is not the twenty-nine days’ case? 

Several MeMBERS. No. 

The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
follows: 


Is not that the proper course 


In lines 9 and 10 strike out the words “in Captain Babbitt’s company, Colo- 
nel Hoffman's regiment of Kentucky troops,” and insert ‘in the First Ar- 
kansas Mounted Infantry Volunteers.” 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request for the con- 


sideration of this bill? 

Mr. JONES. Reserving the right to object, I would like to have 
the report read. 

The report (by Mr. MosEs) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R.8401) to 
great pension to Elizabeth J. Cook, have considered the same and respect 

ully report as foliows: 

The ciaiencent is the widow of the late Robert T. Cook, of Arkad lia, 
Clark County, Ark., who is shown to have served as a soldier in the war with 
Mexico, but of whose service no record can now be found at the War D 
ment. 

Mrs. Cook has made application at the Pension Office under the Mexican 
war act of January 29, 1587, but the case has been regarded as inadmissible 
because of the aforesaid inability to find a record of the soldier's se 

Your committee has before them, however, convincing proof that, notwith- 
standing the failure to discover a record, the soldier did serve as alleged. 
John ©. Peay, an aged citizen of very high standing, of Little Rock, Ark., 
swears that he was second lieutenant in Company E, First Arkansas Mounted 
Infantry, in the war with Mexico; that the regiment was mustered at Wash- 
ington, Ark., and while stationed there Robert T. Cook was employed in the 
commissary department, and when the regiment le?t for San Antonio, Tex., 
Cook continned with the organization as commissary sergeant. 

The witness testifies further that he saw Cook several times on the march 
to San Antonio, and also on the march from Rio Grande to Saltillo, Mexico. 
Witness was subsequently assigned to picket duty, and when he last 
Cook in the service he was on duty at Saltillo, about December 3), 1846, 
he (witness) was officially informed that Cook remained at said place in serv- 
ice as late as January or February, 1847. After the war witness was well 
acquainted with Cook in Arkansas, and often conversed with him about their 
military service in Mexico. 

Correspondence with the War Department by your committee elicits the 
information that the service of Lieuterant Peay is a matter of record. 

Mr. Cook’s service is further shown by the testimony of Lewis Stardage, 
formerly a slave belonging to the mother of Mrs. Cook. This witness testifies 
to having a distinct recollection of the time when Mr. Cook joined the com- 
pany of cavalry for the Mexican war. and was absent several months. After 

is return home Mr. Cook said he had been to Mexico, and often reiated inci- 
dents connected with his service in that country 

Another old-time acquaintance of the claimant and her husband, Mr. W.H. 
Calloway, of Clark County, Ark., swears that asearly as 1855, when there was 
no idea msions being granted to Mexican war veterans, he heard Robert 
T. Cook relate circumstances connected with his service in Mexico, and fur- 
ther that Cook was a man of honor and integrity. 
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The claimant was married to the soldier December 7, 1843, and he died June 
14, 1880. She is now about sixty-seven years old, and stands in much need of 
the pension provided by the bill. 

The passage of the bill is respectfully recommended, with an amendment 
striking out all after the word “ Mexico” in line 9 to and including the word 
‘troops’ in line 11 and substituting therefor the words, “in the First Arkan- 
sas Mounted Infantry Volunteers.” 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request of the gentle- 
man from Arkansas? [After a 2 pee The Chair hears none. 

The amendment recommended by the committee was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

On motion of Mr. McRAE, a motion to reconsider the vote by 
which the bill was passed was laid on the table. 

[Mr. WiLson of Washington, recently elected Senator from that 
State, appeared on the floor and was greeted with loud applause 
on both sides of the House. } 


JAMES STEWART. 


Mr. STORER. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for the 
present consideration of the bill (H. R. 5224) for the relief of James 
Stewart. 

‘The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the claim of James Stewart, who served as first ser- 
ew Company B, second and fourth lieutenant Fourth Artillery, and captain 

ighteenth Ini aw. of the United States Army in the late war of the rebel- 
lion, for a balance of wages earned by him in the suppression of said rebellion 
and during his entire time of service in said Army, and not paid to him, be, 
and the same is hereby, referred to the Court of Claims, for due eee 
tion; and jurisdiction is hereby conferred upon said court to render a judg 
ment, rereeeeee of the lapse of time, for the amount, if any, found due of 
the United States upon the said claim. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request of the gen- 
tleman from Ohio. [After a pause.] The Chair hears none. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading; and 
being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and 
passed. — : 

On motion of Mr. STORER, a motion to reconsider the vote 
by which the bill was passed was laid on the table. 

Mr. DOCKERY. I demand the regular order. 


LEAVE OF ABSENCE, 


By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted to Mr, 
SorG, for this day, on account of sickness. 


REMOVAL OF TROOPS FROM SAN CARLOS AGENCY. 


Mr. SMITH of Arizona. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous con- 
sent to print in the Recorp resolutions of the house of repre- 
sentatives of the Territory of Arizona concerning the San Carlos 
military reservation. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

The memorial is as follows: 


TERRITORY OF ARIZONA, OFFICE OF THE SECRETARY. 
UNITED STATES OF AMERICA, Territory of arizona, 8s; 


I, Charles M. Bruce, secretary of the Territory of Arizona, do hereby cer- 
tify that the within copy is a true and complete transcript of the house me- 
morial No. 1, of the eighteenth legislative assembly of Arizona, filed in this 
office the 5th day of February, A. D. 1895, at 10 o’clock 2. m.,as provided by law. 

In testimony whereof, I have hereunto set my hand and affixed my official 
seal. Done at the city of Phoenix this 5th day of February, 1895. 

(SEAL. ] CHARLES M. BRUCE, 

Secretary of the Territory. 


House memorial No. 1—Protesting against the removal of troops from San 
rlos, Ariz. 


To the Senate and House of Representatives of the 
United States of America in Congress assembled: 


Your memorialists, the eighteenth legislative assembly of the Territory of 
A ma, beg leave to ne a to your honorable bodies: 
at there are now about 4,000 che Indians located and near San Car- 
los, on the White Mountain Indian Reservation. 
The effect upon these pny oe the abandonment of San Carlos as a mili- 
oe post is not realized by the War Department. 
eretofore the Indians have furnished nearly all of the fuel, wood, hay, 
and barley consumed by the military, besides finding a market for the various 
other products of their farms and articles of Indian manufacture. 
These Indians have suyplied the post of San Carlos yearly about— 


LBRO conde OF WE, BO RONG i iid hse nc seceded eisicnbconcd coceensaanas $7,800 
400 tons of hay, at $15.............. Caichissivitinnintbiebii tla ai tasdencaiiiiad inca Dilite 6, 000 
GIO RUS POUMES CE PATNI OO GEM once cvdccicccccccntecn ccccecdeccsccccces 5, 000 

OOO pind cntivinke baliwendethbics cputee sheesh absanabionbckibabedd 18, 800 


And, besides, considerable additional revenues were derived from the sale 
and manufacture of Indian beadwork to the officers and soldiers, which was 
expended for the staple articles of food and clothing. 

evertheless with all of this revenue these Indians have suffered for the 
a of life, and the majority have had to go hungry several days of 
each week. 

When these Indians, whoare only partly civilized, and whose savage spirit 
is only subdued by the constant presence of the United States treo) l be 
without adequate food and clothing for their bodily sustenance and comfort 
and by the withdrawal! of the paces, they will be driven to di ration b 
stervation and insufficiency of clothing and compelled to raid, plunder, an 
murder our citizens as in years past. 

Now, therefore, we, your memorialists of the eighteenth legislative assem- 
bly, do earnestly pray your honorable bodies that the foregoing are facts 
readily —— and in view of the alarming situation we earnestly protest 
against the removal of mops from San Carlos, and ask your honorable bodies 
to have the order rescinded. 
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Resolved, That the secretary of the Territory is hereby requested to trans- 
mit a copy of the Paragon memorial to the honorable the Senate and House 
of Representatives, the Secretary of the Interior, and to our Delegate in 
Congress, and that our Delegate be, and is hereby, requested to use all honor- 
able means to bring this matter to their earnest and favorable consideration. 

A. J. DORAN, President. 
J. H. CARPENTER, Speaker. 


(Indorsed): I hereby certify that the within memorial originated in the 
house, and is known as house memorial No. 1. 
CHAS. D. REPPY, Chief Clerk. 


Filed in the office of the secretary of the Territory of Arizona this 5th day 
of February, A. D. 1895, at 10 a. m. 
CHAS. M. BRUCE, 


Secretary of Arizona. 
By F. B. DEVEREUX, Assistant. 
CLAIMS OF OFFICERS AND ENLISTED MEN OF THE ARMY FOR LOSS 
OF PRIVATE PROPERTY DESTROYED. 


Mr. OUTHWAITE. Mr. Speaker, I ask that the bill (H.R. 
8387) to amend an act entitled ‘‘ An act to provide for the settle- 
ment of the claims of officers and enlisted men of the Army for 
the loss of private property destroyed in the military service of 
the United States,” approved March 3, 1885, be recommitted to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. DOCKERY. Mr. Speaker, I ask that the call of committees 
be ms hago with, and that gentlemen having reports to make 
may file them with the Clerk. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 


JURIES IN THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. 


Mr. GOODNIGHT, from the Committee on the Judiciary, re- 
ported favorably the bill (H. R. 8227) to provide for the striking 
of juries in the District of Columbia. 

Mr. GOODNIGHT. Mr, Speaker, the Senate has passed a bill 
similar in all respects to this, and I ask that it be retained on the 
Speaker’s table until the bill from the Senate is brought over, 
which I understand it will be to-day. 

The SPEAKER. This will have to be printed and go on the 
Calendar. The gentleman can call it up just as well from the 
Calendar. 

Mr. GOODNIGHT. Very well. 


THOMAS CORIGAN. 


Mr. MARTIN of Indiana. Mr.Speaker, Idesire to bring up the 
matter which was presented to the Speaker last evening, as to 
whether or not my motion calling on the Senate to return a bill 
was not one of privilege, and one which could not be shut out by 
a single objection. It seems to me that it is. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair has not had opportunity to look 
into the matter. Perhaps there is no objection. 

Mr. HULL. I object. 

The SPEAKER. This is a resolution calling on the Senate to 
return a bill. The Clerk will report it. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, That the Senate be requested to return to the House the bill (H. 
R. 5260) entitled ‘A bill granting an increase of pension to Thomas Corigan.” 

Mr. MARTIN of Indiana. Mr. Speaker, I desire to make a short 
statement in regard to the matter. On the 25th day of January, 
among the other bills that came before the Committee of the 
Whole at the Friday night session was that to increase the pension 
of Thomas Corigan. It is notnecessary now to discuss the merits 
of the question. The Committee of the Whole at that time 
adopted, by a majority, a recommendation that the bill be re- 
ferred back to the House to be laid upon the table; and it was so 
reported back to the House to lie on the table. 

r. TAYLOR of Indiana. At two different times. 

Mr. MARTIN of Indiana. It came in that way before the 
House on last Friday. I was absent at the time when those bills 
came up. This bill came up among others, and the House, by in- 
advertence of the Clerk or some person, took the bill up as having 
been favorably reported, when in point of fact it was before the 
House on an unfavorable report. 

Mr. JONES. The previous question had been ordered on the 
other bills, and not on this one. 

Mr. MARTIN of Indiana. Now, then, I submit it was taken up 
by the House under the supposition that there was a favorable re- 

rt, when in point of fact it was unfavorably reported; and per- 
hape the House voted for it and passed it with that understanding. 
Now, then, in the first place, it seems to me we ought to have this 
bill brought back, because if that bill is to be considered at all 
upon its merits it ought to be again referred to the Committee of 
the Whole and let the House act upon it for the purpose of pass- 
ing it. Now, I have not undertaken to discuss the merits of the 
bill at all. But I desire to say further to the House that it passed 
the House as a bill to give to the Secretary of the Interior the right 
to place this man upon the pension roll. 

e bill is not worth the paper it is printed upon, and it seems to 
me that under all the circumstances, the Committee of the Whole 



























































having reported the bill unfavorably, the House having passed it 
under a ppt Poe ar and the bill itself being worthless, it is 
a question of the highest privilege that it should be brought back 
if the House has power to bring it back, and should be disposed of 
upon the report that was actually made to the House by the Com- 
mittee of the Whole. I take this view without desiring to say a 
word either way as to the merits of the bill, but simply as a matter 
of justice to the House of Representatives and to the Committee 
of the Whole which acted upon it at the Friday night session. 

Mr. HULL. Mr. Speaker, is the resolution before the House? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair has not had time to examine the 
question and is not clear as to whether the resolution is privi- 
leged. Is there objection to considering the resolution? 

Mr. HULL. Mr. Speaker, objection was made yesterday, but 
if it is in order to bring it up at this time, of course I do not want 
to argue the question as to whether it should come up or not. I 
do, however, Salve to say a few words upon the merits of the case. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will recollect that the other 
day, late in the afternoon, several pension bills were taken up, 
and this one was presented to the House among those that had 
been favorably reported. In fact it was indorsed as having been 
reported unfavorably, but, in the hurry, that indorsement es- 
caped the notice of the Clerk, and the attention of the House was 
not called to it. 

Mr. TAYLOR of Indiana. 
printed on. 

Mr. HULL. Oh, that is all nonsense. 
it if it desires. 

The SPEAKER. The bill must come back in any case. 

Mr. HULL. Certainly. Now, Mr. Speaker, this bill passed the 
Committee of the Whole at two different night sessions by a very 
large vote, and was only defeated by the fact that the gentleman 
from Virginia [Mr. JonEs] raised the point of no quorum. The 
last time the bill was considered the committee was exceedingly 
anxious to get away from all contested cases and proceed to con- 
sider those to which no objection was made. This bill was atthe 
head of the Calendar. Just before it was taken up my colleague 
from Iowa [Mr. Lacry] asked unanimous consent that the order 
of the Calendar be departed from that the roll be called, and that 
each member present, when his name should be called, should have 
the right to call up a bill. 

I conceived it to be my duty to object, in the interest of this old 
soldier, as his bill was next on the Calendar, and I really think, 
from expressions made by the members of the committee at the 
time, that the defeat of the bill resulted more from my objecting 
to the proposition to call the roll than from any supposed want 
of merit of the bill. When the vote was taken the idea was in my 
mind to raise the point of no quorum in order to save the bill, but 
one of the clerks told me that if it was let alone it would come 
before the House and we could have a vote upon it with an un- 
favorable report just as well as with a favorable report, and I 
therefore did not raise the point of no quorum, although I think 
it was only a matter of two votes. 

However, it seems there has been a misunderstanding, and one 
that has deceived the House. Personally, I shall not put myself in 
the position of trying or seeming to try to perpetrate any fraud 
upon the House in any way whatever. I am exceedingly anxious 
that in some way this man shall have an honest and fair vote on 
his claim in the House, because I know him to be deserving, and 
I now ask the chairman of the committee to consent to this. Let 
this resolution go through; let the bill be called back, and then, 
when it comes back, let us have a vote upon it on the merits and 
let the House decide the question. 

Everyone can see that by reason of the mistake I have waived 
certain rights that I might have exercised. I could have moved 
that the committee be discharged from further consideration of 
the bill and that a vote be taken on it in the House, and could 
have appealed to the House on that motion. If the bill takes the 
usual course that means its absolute death for this session at 
least. Therefore,in the interest of justice and fairness all around, 
I ask that, as a mistake has been made, for which I do not hold 
anybody responsible, certainly not myself, the bill be brought 
back and submitted to the House on its merits, and let the House 
determine whether it shall pass or not. 

_Mr. DOCKERY. Mr. Speaker, I understand the parliamentary 
situation to be this: This bill was reported from the Committee of 
the Whole adversely. Now, if it is recalled from the Senate it 
comes back to the House for action, and the House may, if it 
chooses, disagree to the recommendation of the Committee of the 
Whole, or may take any action thatit thinks proper. The bill, as 
I understand, is bound to come before the House for some sort of 
action, and the House can either approveor disapprove the recom- 
mendation of the Committee of the Whole. 

Mr.HULL. I understand that; but why not agree to my prop- 
osition, that instead of having one vote upon it and then sending it 
back to the Committee of the Whole, we shall proceed, if the ad- 
verse recommendation of the committee is voted down, to take a 


The bill is not worth the paper it is 


The Senate can amend 
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vote upon the passage of the bill. it seems to me that that is a fair 
proposition. 

Mr. JONES. Mr. Speaker, I do not wish to discuss the merits 
of this claim; but inasmuch as my course in connection with it 
has been referred to by the gentleman from Iowa, Isimply want to 
say that his recollection of the history of this bill is incorrect. 
The gentleman states that this bill was passed by the Committee 
of the Whole twice by a large vote, and that its favorable recom- 
mendation was prevented only by the interposition of the point of 
no quorum. The gentleman has forgotten that upon one occasion 
at least during the last session of Congress this bill was ordered 
reported to the House adversely by a vote of the Committee of the 
Whole, and that it was only then saved by the gentleman who had 
charge of it raising the question of no quorum. The bill, then, has 
been reported adversely once, and on another occasion was saved 
from a like fate by the point of no quorum being made. 

In the interest of truth I want to make this statement. 

Mr. HULL. The gentleman from Virginia is absolutely mak- 
ing a misstatement to this House. The bill was twice favorably 
acted on in Committee of the Whole by a large vote, as the rec- 
ords will show, and was prevented from passing by the point of 
‘*no quorum.” It was defeated twice, and was saved once by the 
point of ‘‘ no quorum ” when unfavorably acted upon. 

Mr. JONES. Ah; the gentleman from Iowa did not make that 
statement. He makes it now for the first time. ° 

Mr. HULL. I made the statement that the bill passed the 
Committee of the Whole twice, and was prevented from being 
favorably reported by the point of no quorum. That statement 
is absolutely correct; and each time that it was passed upon fa- 
vorably it passed by a large vote—a vote of 3 to 1; and each time 
when it was defeated it was by a close margin; and the unfayora- 
ble action was taken more with the idea of getting rid of a con- 
tested case than upon the merits of the question. Sothat the gen- 
tleman did not state the facts correctly. 

Mr. JONES. The bill twice received the unfavorable action of 
the Committee of the Whole. 
make that statement. 

The SPEAKER. If the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. Martin] 
| would modify his resolution so as to allege that this bill was re- 
ported unfavorably from the Committee of the Whole, and was 
considered by the House under the idea that it had been favorably 
reported, the Chair thinks the resolution would be privileged. 
But a simple resolution to recall a bill can hardly be considered 
privileged, because in that case such a resolution might be pre- 
sented with regard to any bill that is passed. To make the reso- 
lution privileged it should show that the House has acted under 
some misunderstanding of the report of the committee or some- 
| thing of that kind. 

Mr. TAYLOR of Indiana. The report of the Committee of the 
| Whole, which isa matter of record, shows that the bill was re- 
ported unfavorably. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks that the resolution should 
allege some error or misapprehension in order to make it privileged 

Mr. TAYLOR of Indiana. The record shows that the bill was 
reported unfavorably; and would not that fact, being matter of 
| record, be sufficient, taken in connection with the terms of the 
resolution, to make it privileged? 

The SPEAKER. The records show that the bill was unfavor- 
ably reported; still, when a bill is unfavorably reported it is within 
Lem power of the House to disagree to the report and pass the 

ill. 

Mr. VAN VOORHIS of New York. Will the Speaker allow 
|mea parliamentary inquiry? If this bill should be called back 
from the Senate would it not lie on the Speaker’s table for such 
| action as the House might choose to take when it comes up? It 

could not, as I understand, go back tothe Committee of the Whole. 
TheSPEAKER. It would not go again tothe Committee of the 
Whole. TheCommittee of the Wholeis discharged from the further 
consideration of the bill, having reported it back to the House with 
| an unfavorable recommendation. If the bill should be returned 
and should lie on the table it would be considered the first time 
| the House might take up bills reported from the Committee of the 
Whole. 
| Mr. HULL. If the House should disagree to the report of the 
ees of the Whole what would then be the position of the 
bill? 
The SPEAKER. The question would be on its passage. 
on HULL. Then I have no objection at all to the recall of the 

ill. 

The SPEAKER. The resolution as modified by the gentleman 
from Indiana will be read. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


Resolved, That the Senate be requested to return to the House the bill (H. 
R. 5260) granting an increase of pension to Thomas Corigan, the bill having 
beenadversely reported from the Committee of the Whole and by an error 
passed by the House. 


The resolution was adopted. 


The gentleman from Iowa did not 
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LEGISLATIVE APPROPRIATION BILL. 


On motion of Mr. DOCKERY, the House resolved itself into 
Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union (Mr. RicHarp- 
son of Tennessee in the chair) and resumed the consideration of 
the bill (H. R. 8767) making appropriations for the legislative, 
executive, and judicial expenses of the Government for the fiscal 
year ending June 30, 1896, and for other purposes. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Mr. Chairman, when the Committee of the 
Whole was last in session it was agreed by unanimous consent that 
forty-five minutes for debate should be assigned to the gentlemen 
opposed to the provisions of the bill in regard tothe Pension Office 
and thirty minutes to those gentlemen in favor of the bill as re- 
ported. lLask that the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. Bine- 
HAM], representing the minority, be allowed to take charge of the 
forty-five minutes and distribute the time. 

Mr. BINGHAM. The gentleman from South Dakota [Mr. 
PICKLER] desires to proceed, and will limit himself within the time 
allowed to this side. 

Mr. PICKLER. I think so. 

The CHAIRMAN, Consent is asked that the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania [Mr. BrneHam] be allowed to control the forty-five 
minutes on one side and the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. Dock- 
ERY] to control the thirty minutes on the other. 

Mr. PICKLER. When the forty-five-minute proposition was 
talked of last night, it was with the understanding that there was 
to be a vote on the legislative bill last night; there was no agree- 
ment that the debate should be limited to forty-five minutes 
under the present circumstances. . 

Mr. BINGHAM. There is no one asking for debate on this 
side, I believe, other than the gentleman from South Dakota. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the agreement which 
was made. 

Mr. PICKLER. I do nof know that that is necessary, if nobody 
else on this side wants to occupy time. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from South Dakota is mis- 
taken as to the terms of the agreement. 

Mr. PICKLER. The Chair will find, that following the agree- 
ment as it first appears, [made the proposition that the agreement 
was ony on the understanding that we were to vote on the bill 

t. 


last, ni 

Mr. DOCKERY. There is no use raising any question of that 
kind when the gentleman from South Dakota is going to get all 
the time that he wants. 

Mr. BINGHAM. The gentleman from South Dakota can have 
all the time he desires to the extent of thirty minutes. 

The CHAIRMAN. Then the gentleman from Pennsylvania 
[Mr. BriveHam]}, without objection, will control the forty-five 
minutes on that side and the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. 
DockERY] the thirty minutes on the other. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. BINGHAM. I yield thirty minutes, if he desires that 
much time, to the gentleman from South Dakota [Mr. PIcKLER]. 

Mr. PICKLER. Mr. Chairman, I desire to offer a substitute for 
that portion of the bill relating to the Pension Office. Isend it to 
the desk and ask to have it read. 

The Clerk read as foilows: 

en o s 
bee te aera ont oe page heat ee ee ee 
= Ter on 85, and insert: : 

“Tweive chiefs of division, at $2,000 each; law clerk, $2,000; fifty-eight prin- 
cipal examiners, at $2,000 each; twenty-four assistant chiefs of division, at 
$1,800 each; three stenographers, at $1,600 each; seventy-seven clerks of class 
4; ninety-seven clerks of ¢ 3; three hundred and seventy-five clerks of 
class 2; four hundred and seventy-eight clerks of class 1; three hundred and 
thirty-seven clerks, at $1,000 each; one superintendent of building, $1,400; two 
engineers, at $1,200 each; two hundred copyists.” 

Mr. DOCKERY. Whatis the total force carried by the amend- 
ment? 

Mr. PICKLER. Mr. Chairman, the amendment I offer is ex- 
actly the present law. The amount is not stated. The amend- 
ment is to strike out the provision in the bill which reduces the 
clerical foree in the Pension Office and insert in its proper place 
the number now employed in the office under the present law. 

I desire, Mr. Chairman, the attention of the committee for a 
short time to try and show by the figures, in the first place, that 
there is no reason why this reduction of 165 clerks should be made 
in the Pension Office at the present time and under the present 
circumstances; and, secondly, to show that this is not really rec- 
omended by anybody with any kind of emphasis or earnestness, 
not even by the Secretary of the Interior nor the Commissioner of 
Pensions, with any kind of good reason. 

AMOUNT OF WORK IN PENSION OFFICE. 


I wish to call the attention of the committee first to the amount 
of work now reece Soe the office and awaiting action by the cler- 
ical force. It must be remembered that the pending proposition 
in this bill as it comes to us from the Committee on Appropria- 
tions is to reduce the force there about one-tenth; in other words, 
for about every 10 clerks in the office the proposition is to take 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


FEBRUARY 12, 


away one, amounting in the aggregate to 165 clerks. Let us ex- 
amine now in what condition the work of the office is, and deter- 
mine from that whether this is a proper time to undertake such a 
reduction, or whether the reduction can be justified under exist- 
ing circumstances. 

I call your attention to the last annual report of the Commis- 
sioner of Pensions. By reference to page 35 of the report you will 
find the total number of pending claims, and I beg the committee 
to mark this particularly. The total number of pending claims 
in the office, the number of claims that are now awaiting action 
of the clerks in the office, is 619,027. Remember, now, that that is 
the number of claims awaiting action in the office by the clerical 
force; more, I suppose, than have ever before been known in the 
history of the office at any one time. 

I further call your attention to page 37 of the same report, and 
on that page will be found the number of claimants not pensioned, 
Mark you, this is the number of claimants that are drawimg no 
pension whatever, and the aggregate is 287,209. There are 619,027 
claims pending and 287,209 claimants drawing no pension. Fur- 
ther than that, gentlemen of the committee, on the pension bill 
that went from the House to the Senate lately that body has 
graded the rate of all pensions below $6 per month so that they 
shall be brought up to that amount; and Fai informed, by prob- 
ably the best authority in the House upon the subject, that the 
conference committee is almost certain to agrée to this amend- 
ment. That will bring in 48,447 new claims by this action of the 
Senate, which is now, in fact, I suppose, almost as certain as if 
enacted into law, and will add that additional work to the clerical 
force. We have, then, this statement of the number of claims: 

Awaiting action, 619,027. a 

Number of claimants not drawing pensions, 287,209. 

New claims under the Senate amendment, 48,447. 

IT submit, then, in view of these figures, that this is no time for 
the reduction of the force in the office, and I submit further—and 
I say it is to the credit of the Commissioner of Pensions—that 
while in something of a halting way he seems to agree to this re- 
duction, in the evidence before the committee he did not earnestly 
recommend it. The Secretary of the Interior is a little more pos- 
itive, but there is nothing in the recommendations of these officers 
that will warrant Congress for amoment in making this reduction. 

QUIET RECOMMENDATION OF COMMITTEE. 

It is a little singular when we refiect upon the method by which 
this. matter is brought before the House ty the Committee on Ap- 
propriations. It would seem that in as important a reduction as 
this in one of the Departments of the Government, a reduction tak- 
ing away nearly one-tenth of the force of a Bureau of the Govern- 
ment, that the Committee on Appropriations would have given 
some statement in reference to it or gone into the matter at length 
in the report ete the bill. But in this report there is 
not a word in regard to this reduction except in one of the tables 
of figures, where, by a mathematical process of addition and sub- 
traction, we are able to ascertain that this number of clerks is re- 
duced 165 from what it was last year. But there is not a word in 
the report proper about it, and you would not know from the 
bill, unless i an examination either of the Book of Estimates or 
some other outside source, of this large reduction of Pension 
force. Itseems to be a silent reduction that the committee fail 
to enter into any explanation concerning or give any reasons for 
in their report. 

EVIDENCE OF COMMISSIONER AND SECRETARY. 

Now, I want to call attention to what the Commissioner of 
Pensions says in regard to this, and also to the statement of the 
Secretary of the Interior, and I now read from the hearings be- 
fore the subcommittee of the House Committee on Appropria- 
tions, page 87. 

I submit that these two officers, the Commissioner of Pensions 
and the Secretary of the Interior, are desirous, as shown by their 
own evidence, of turning out a lot of the Pension employees, but 
do not want to assume the burden of it themselves, and want 
Congress to step into the breach and become responsible. That 
is this whole proposition. Let us see what Commissioner Loch- 
ren says: 

Mr. Dina@uey. How much reduction of your force in the Pension Office do 
you recommend? 

Commissioner LOCHREN. That is a matter I did mot know you were going 
to inquire about, but speaking from recollection, I think it is about 165. 

Mr. Drn@ury. Are those clerks in a large number of divisions or are they 
concentrated in a few divisions? 

Commissioner Locurey. No,sir; I presume it will lessen the number in 
most of the divisions. 

‘ _. Dine.xy. Is this a reduction on account of the decrease of work to be 
‘Commissioner LOCHREN. No, sir; not particularly, but we are somewhat 
DinGLEY. And you have more force than you can accommodate? 


Commissioner LOCHREN. It is somewhat so, Governor. We find it very 
difficult to accommodate as much force in the rooms we have. 


There is the answer of the Commissioner of Pensions. Is there 
anyt positive about that? Governor DinGLry put both those 
proposi to him, 
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“Tt is somewhat so, Governor.” That is the answer of the 
Commissioner. 


Mr. Dineury. Is that the sole reason you make the reduction? ; 

Commissioner LOCHREN. No, sir; it is not the solo reason. I might say 
there isa certain number of clerks, probably not a very small number, who 
have outlived their usefulness, and that is one reason. 

Mr. DABGE ET. That takes in about what proportion of those who are to be 
discharged? 

Commissioner LOCHREN. I should think it would include the most of 
them. 

Mr. DinGLey. Then the work of your office has not diminished? 

Commissioner LOCHREN. There is work enough there. 7 

Mr. Drnawry. If this is to be done, this reduction of force, therefore, will 
necessarily diminish the amount of work that will be done? ? : 

Commissioner LOCHREN. Ido not fancy it will greatly; I do not think it 
will have that effect. 

You see the Commissioner there admits it means a decrease of 
the amount of work done, but he says it will not be greatly de- 
creased, 

Mr. Dinauey. For what reason do you think so? 

Commissioner LoCcHREN. Well, it is clearing the office of some of the dead- 
wood and giving those who remain more opportunity, more elbowroom. 

Now, they have the same elbowroom down there that they had 
under the other Commissioner. They have the same elbowroom 
that they have had at all times heretofore. With all this vast 
amount of work on hand, they want to turn out about one-tenth 
of their force. It is like a farmer in my country in a 500-acre 
wheat field, with 20 reapers in it. He says to two of them, ‘‘ Go 
home; I want elbowroom and will do this work with 18.” 

I desire to call attention to what Secretary Smith says, and what 
his reasons are. He does not disguise the matter. He comes to 
the proposition flat-footed, and here is what Mr. Smith says. 
This is on page 64 of these hearings, The gentleman from New 
York [Mr. Coomss], a member of this committee, seems to have 
given the Secretary his cue. The gentleman from New York [Mr. 
Coombs] says to the Secretary: 

There is a good deal of mischief in the bureaus of your Department; for in- 
stance in the Land and Indian Bureaus. 

Mr. Smith ignores the Land and Indian Bureaus and jumps 
to the Pension Office on the cue given him by Mr. Coomss, © 
says: 

Yes; particularly in the Pension Bureau. 


That is the mischief. 

I beg the attention of the committee to this proposition of Sec- 
retary Smith, because here is the whole thing in a nutshell as to 
what they are trying to do. 

Mr. SmirH. Yes, sir; particularly in the Pension Bureau. The truth is. and 
I have no hesitation in saying it here, that we have a larger force in the Pen- 
sion Bureau in proportion to the work they do than in amy other office in the 
Department, We have a great many people there who are not of much ac- 
count. There are a great many old women, wives of soldiers, and a number 
of soldiers under the civil service who are only about one-half of a clerk. 
They continue on as a sort of halfway pensioners. 

Here is the secret of it. It is to get rid of those old soldiers and 
their widows in the Department. 

In other words, Secretary Smith says there are a lot of people 
over there who ought to be removed, and he wants Congress to 
do it by wholesale, But, he says, if you investigate each par- 
ticular case there is reason why they should be keptin. This is 
his exact language: 

We have tried somewhat to put in bright young men in order to strengthen 
the force, and I think if strict rules were applied there would be a great 
many removals; but if you investigate each case there would be some par- 
ticular reason for keeping them in. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, my proposition is that under the laws as 
they now exist, if there are any ple there who are inefficient, 
if there are any persons in the Higaien Office who ought to be 
turned out, if there are any there that ought not to be in the pub- 
lic service, then Secretary Smith has the power now to obviate 
the difficulty without asking Congress to step in and back him 
and assume all responsibility. 

AVOIDS RESPONSIBILITY. 

What is the object of this limping and halting way that Com- 
missioner Lochren says ‘‘somewhat, governor,” in his answer, 
and with Secretary Smith’s assertion that the object is to turn 
out wholesale the-widows of soldiers and old soldiers who are 
deemed inefficient, when they fail to do it themselves? They 
will not assume the responsibility that is assumed by all the Sec- 
retaries in the other Departments, but they come in and ask Con- 
gress to act. The question is whether this committee is willing 
to go upon record as standing back of this proposition and au- 
thorizing the Secretary of the Interior to turn out these widows 
of soldiers and these old soldiers that he himself says, in his own 
language, which I have quoted, when each case comes to be ex- 
amined separately there are reasons why that party should not 
be turned out. 

Mr. HULICK. Is there any intimation anywhere in the exami- 
nation by the committee of the Commissioner or the Secretary 
that if these places were required to be filled hereafter, that they 
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are calling upon Congress to discharge, Congress would be called 
upon to —— in the places of these clerks to be discharged? 

Mr. PICKLER,. Oh, I think not. 

Mr. HULICK. They are willing to take the responsibility of 
filling the places, but not willing to take the responsibility of dis- 
charging them. 

Mr. PICKLER. I am of the opinion that it would not be a 
very great while until these very gentlemen would fill these places; 
and they would be wanted, beyond all contradiction, by the report 
of the Commissioner himself. The work of the Pension Office is 
about, on an average, 

THREE YEARS BEHIND, 


from the best information that I can get from that office—three 
years behind. Is there any reason why the force should be dimin- 
ished when we have that much work that needs attention? I be- 
lieve that, as to these departments regulating their business, they 
should regulate it as a man in private affairs regulates his. I af- 
firm that there is but one Bureau of the Government in this city 
where a member of Congress can make an inquiry and can have 
an answer in the time he ought to have it—it is that of Colonel 
Ainsworth, the chief of the Record and Pension Division. A mem- 
ber of Congress writes him making an inquiry to-day, and he has 
his answer to-morrow. There is some satisfaction and business in 
that. Butas to any other Departments of the Government you 
have to wait anywhere from ten days to ten years for an answer. 

Mr. HERMANN. Is there any reason to believe that if this pro- 
vision should be carried out and these men discharged public busi- 
ness would be expedited in the Pension Office? 

Mr. PICKLER. Oh, no. I think there is no assurance of that 
kind. They do not pretend that the business will be expedited. 
The inference from their statement is that it will be retarded. 
They talk about its giving more ‘‘elbowroom;” but that is ali a 
pretense, in my opinion. 

Mr. HERMANN. It isnot the policy of that Department to cut 
down the force in order to bring the allowance of pensions to a 
minimum, so that the appropriation shall not be increased? 

Mr. PICKLER. Ido not make that charge. I am oneof the 
last men. to make charges against public officers on this floor; but 
I think anybody who will give a candid examination to this mat- 
ter, and recall the history of the Pension Office for the last two 
years, will see what the result would be. Here we find $500,000 
appropriated in this bill to send out these young men—for they 
are principally young men—who are sent out as special examiners 
under the pretense that they are to aid in the settlement of pen- 
sion claims. We find this large appropriation for that. And 
then we find a disposition to cut down the working force of the 
office. We find that the work is three years behind, and we find 
40,060 of these soldiers dying every year; we find large numbers 
of widows’ claims in the Pension Office awaiting adjustment; and 
when we note all these facts, and we then find that this Appropri- 
ation Committee, under the pretended recommendation of the 
Secretary of the Interior and the Commissioner of Pensions, come 
in and make a proposition to reduce this force nearly one-tenth, 
it seems to me that the Pension Office is not acting in good faith 
in granting these pensions as they ought to be granted. 

Mr. VAN VOORHIS of New York. Will you state how many 
cases have been acted upon by the Pension Office and granted 
during the last year? 

Mr. PICKLER. About 39,000 original, besides increases and 
restorations. 

Mr. VAN VOORHIS of New York. 
say are not acted on? 

Mr. PICKLER. Six hundred and 
twenty-seven claims of all kinds. 

Mr. VAN VOORHIS of New York. So that thereis abundance 
of work for all the clerks for several years. 

Mr. PICKLER. Yes; for several years. And there comes a 
proposition from the Senate to make the minimum rate of pension 
$6, which gives 48,000 other cases to be acted upon; and yet they 
are asking to reduce the number of clerks in the Pension Office. 


PENSION OFFICE FORCE ALWAYS REDUCED. 


Clerks who have been in the Pension Office and others detailed 
from there to the other Departments should be put to work in 
their own Department. Mr. Chairman, as is shown by the testi- 
mony here, when the Indian Office wants a detail, or the Land 
Office wants a detail, as sworn to by Secretary Smith, they go to 
the Pension Office. That is the first force that they seek to reduce. 
They make their details from the Pension Office, as arule, when the 
other Departments want them, and thus the work in the Pension 
Office suffers, and two score thousand soldiers are dying each 
year, many of them with unadjusted claims in the Pension Office, 
and thousands of others go to almshouses and poorhouses of the 
land because the Pension Office fails to act upon their claims and 
give them their just dues, 

It does seem, Mr. Chairman, that every proposition to retard the 


And how many do you 


nineteen thousand and 
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work in the Pension Office, every maneuver that can be contrived 
to make the allowance of pension claims slower, is resorted to. 


SHALL CONGRESS DISCHARGE SOLDIERS AND THEIR WIDOWS? 


Now, Mr. Chairman, I want to put this question to members on 
both sides of this Chamber: Are you willing to say to Secretary 
Smith and the Commissioner of Pensions that you will relieve them 
from all responsibility of discharging inefticient clerks and will take 
the burden upon yourselves? You are not doing thatfor any other 
Department of the Government. It is acknowledged by every- 
body, as was stated by the gentleman from Maine [ Mr. DINGLEY] 
last evening, and as we all know, that every head of a Depart- 
ment has the power to discharge any inefficientclerk. They are 
making such discharges in the Departments under, one pretense 
and another every day, and they have full power and authority 
under the law to doit. Now, if there are inefficient clerksin the 
Pension Office, let the Commissioner and the Secretary take the 
responsibility that the other Secretaries and heads of bureaus do, 
and not come in here and ask Congress to stand behind them in 
making those discharges. 

Mr. BOWERS of California. Yes; and they can discharge any 
efficient clerk either, by making the charge that he is inefficient. 

Mr. PICKLER. Oh, we all know that there is no trouble, it 
seems, in the heads of the Departments getting rid of any clerk 
they want to get rid of, whether he is efficient or not. Therefore, 
by what kind of reasoning, by what kind of pretext, by what kind 
of justice toward the other Departments shall we allow the Sec- 
retary of the Interior and the Commissioner of Pensions to come 
here and say to this House of Representatives: ‘‘ Here are some 
old soldiers whom we want to turn out of office; here are some 
widows of old soldiers, here are some inefficient people that we 
want to turn out, and we want you to stand behind us, as we do 
not want to take the responsibility ourselves”? Gentlemen, do 
you not have to assume your own responsibilities? Who assumes 
your responsibility as members of Congress? Who assumes the 
responsibility when you make a recommendation for a post-office 
or any other office? Who takes the responsibility as to how your 
votes shall go on the record? You take it yourselves, and the 
public officer who is not willing to take the responsibilities of his 
office ought to resign. 

Mr. COOMBS. I understand the gentleman to say that the 
Commissioner of Pensions is trying to put the responsibility on 
Congress. 

Mr. PICKLER. I do say so. If Congress is going into the 
business of discharging clerks and making appointments to office, 
then it seems to me that we have a bigger job on hand than ever 
before. Is not the gentleman from New York a civil-service re- 
former? 

Mr. COOMBS. I am. But I want to ask the gentleman 
whether he thinks it shows any malignity on the part of the Com- 
missioner of Pensions to come to Congress and ask their advice 
and direction in this matter. 

Mr. PICKLER. Oh, I donot say there is any malignity in it. 
He simply wants to get rid of some of these people, and instead 
of doing as the other heads of bureaus do he comes and says to 
Congress: ‘‘ You take the burden; you take the responsibility.” . 

Mr. COOMBS. Yes; because he appreciates what men like you 
would say if he made the changes himself. 

Mr. PICKLER. Yes, sir; I would criticise him if he com- 
menced to put out soldiers and their widows, as the Appropria- 


, tion Committee propose to doin this bill. It is an attack upon 


soldiers which I resent. 

Mr. HUNTER. I will ask the gentleman whether we have not, 
as a House of Representatives, as the cepreeminnres of the peo- 
ple, abdicated all our authority over the Government Depart- 
ments and surrendered it to a Civil Service Commission. 

Mr. PICKLER. To a large extent, yes. I believe in the Civil 
Service Commission. I believe in civil service. I wish all these 
offices were under the civil-service rules. 

I believe it is the best thing for the country; but I believe that, 
as was suggested by the gentleman from Mississippi the other day, 
theseclerks ought to have a tenure of office. I would put them in 
for six years, with the understanding that then they were to go 
out, except soldiers and their widows, and that there was to be ro- 
tation in office. I believe the present system is ruinous to many 
of these clerks, and you have a good illustration of it here, when 
these people in the Pension Office who have become old and help- 
less are to be turned out upon the tender mercies of the world un- 
fit for any other business. I believe in civil-service reform; but I 
would give the clerks a tenure of office. I would have two-thirds 
of the force in the office old clerks, and one-third coming in new 
all the time, and under that arrangement the business of this Gov- 
ernment would be done and well done. I believe, too, as was sug- 

ted the other day, that there —_— to be an apportionment by 
ngressional districts, so that parts of the country would 


have a fair show in this matter of appointments to office, and that 
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my section and all other sections shall have an equal chance in 
filling these offices. Iam in favor of that kind of civil service. 

Mr. COOMBS. The gentleman says that these clerkships in the 
Pension Office should be apportioned to Congressional districts, 
and at the same time he says they should be given to veterans of 
the late war. Now, there are Congressional districts in this coun- 
try that can not furnish one veteran of the late war; and what 
would the gentleman do in such cases? 

Mr. PICKLER. There is not such a Congressional district in 
the United States. Thereis no district to which pensions are not 
going to-day. The gentleman can not name one. Furthermore, 
these old soldiers can very few of them pass the civil-service ex- 
amination, but when they can they should have the preference in 
appointments, and those that are now in should not be turned 
out. But I was not speaking particularly of the Pension Office. 
I was speaking of the officers in the Departments generally. I 
was laying down a general proposition. t am opposed to turning 
soldiers and soldiers’ widows out of the Pension Office. I suppose 
the gentleman will support the Secretary of the Interior in asking 
this House to indorse the proposition which I have read from his 
evidence that the House of Representatives solemnly assembled 
here shall declare that these old soldiers and soldiers’ widows 
must go out of that office, even though the Secretary of the Inte- ° 
rior says in the same breath that there are reasons in each case 
why they should be retained. ~ 


WHAT WE WANT. 


We want no reduction in the pension force. Every mail I get 
letters from these old veterans complaining in many instances of 
claims pending for years and no action thereon. 

We want this pension force in good faith to try to forward claims 
and not retard them. 

We want less technical letters written simply to consume time, 
less technical orders issued, less time spent in seeking to make ex- 
cuses for not allowing pensions, and less time*spent in perfect- 
ing appeals to courts to deprive soldiers of their honest pensions, 
and more time spent in honest, industrious work by the Pension 
Office to allow the claims of these dying claimants. 

The work is years behind and this proposition is to still more 
delay it. We want force enough to bring the work up to date as 
speedily as it can be done practically. If there is not room in the 
Pension Office for the clerks, let other rooms be rented. This 
proposition is to hinder the work of the office and should be voted 
down. My substitute should be adopted. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from South 
Dakota [Mr. PICKLER] has expired. 

Mr. PICKLER, nless somebody else wants to occupy the 
time, I should like to have five minutes more. I have been inter- 
rupted. 

Mr. BINGHAM. The gentleman has had his time. 

Mr. PICKLER. I only want to say this by way of explanation: 
I do not think I shall consent again, as I have heretofore, to limit- 
ing debate in this way. I agreed with these gentlemen that gen- 
eral debate should be closed. They told me that I would haveno 
difficulty in getting all the time 1 wanted. When it came to this 
proposition, to accommodate the gentleman from Maine I agreed 
to waive my right, and now, as usually happens, I am limited in 
my time. I simply want to say that this is the last time I will 
consent to yield my rights. But for that I might have had an 
hour. 

Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent to make some addi- 
tions to my remarks in the RECORD. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. MILLIKEN rose. 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Pennsylvania 
yield? 

Mr. BINGHAM. Yes; I yield five minutes to the gentleman 
from Maine [Mr. MILLIKEN]. 

Mr. MILLIKEN. Mr. Chairman, I wish to say to the gentle- 
man from South Dakota that I do not want to encroach upon any 
of his ‘‘rights.” I think I have imposed myself upon this House 
very much less than the gentleman who now talks about yielding 
his “rights” tome. I have been in this House long enough to be- 
lieve that I have some rights of my own, and certainly I shall 
never be a beggar to the gentleman from South Dakota or any 
other member of this House for any of their rights. 

Mr. PICKLER. If the gentleman is alluding to me, he has mis- 
understood me. I think the gentleman ought to have such time 
as he may desire. 1 was only talking about not getting my own 
rights. 

Mr. MILLIKEN. Allright. I have only five minutes. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, I object to the insidious way in which this 
bill endeavors to oust a number of old veterans from the Pensign 
Office. It is said that the Commissioner of Pensions has the power 
to do this himself, but he will not exercise it. Iam glad he will 
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It shows that he has a heart and a soul in which resides the 
triotism. 

r, Chairman, if the employees who are the least compe- 
tent are to be discharged from the Pension Office, of course the 


not. 
spirit of 
Why, 


old veteran will have to go. The war ended thirty years ago; 
there can not be a Union veteran in the Pension Office who is in 
the prime and pride of manhood. None of them can be less than 
fifty years old. Hence this proposition to discharge the least com- 
petent means simply a discharge of the old veterans and nobody 
else. 

Plutarch tells us that the father of Themistocles took his son 
down to the seashore and showed him there the old hulks that had 
been left upon the beach to decay. He wanted to impress upon 
the mind of his son a lesson to deter him from entering public 
life. He said to him: 

If you enter a life the people when they get through with using you will 
leave you on the strand like these old hulks. There wasa a when the com- 
manders of those vessels were a of their commands; there was a time 
when these were gallant ships that sailed the sea triumphantly. Now they 
were thrown upon the shore to decay. 

So, Mr. Chairman, there was a time when you were proud of 
these old soldiers—when with bright eyes and brave hearts they 
went to the front to defend the country which to-day is rejoicing 
in the fruits of their heroism. You did not believe then the time 
would come when it should be proposed by legislation to cast them 
upon the shore like old hulks neglected and decaying. Themis- 
tocles, rejecting the advice of his father, entered public life; but 
the lesson which his father had sought to teach him proved to be 
true. After serving his country faithfully and with transcendent 
ability, after he had saved it from destruction by the Persians, he 
was forced to flee to the very nation whose forces he had defeated, 
and die in a foreign land. 

Shall we legislate to treat the nearly worn-out veterans of the 
Union armies in this ungrateful way? Shall they be cast aside 
like worn-out ships upon the shore, to be neglected in their old 
age? Evenif they can not do the work of young men they are 
entitled to our grateful consideration. They have done their duty 
to their country when they were in their prime, and I believe that 
when this Government shall turn its back upon them, the men 
who were its defenders, who saved the national life, who made it 
possible for you and me to live under one flag and in an undivided 
country, God will turn his back upon this nation. 

Here the hammer fell. } 

r. COOMBS. Mr. Chairman, I am not here to defend the 
action of the Commissioner of Pensions. I do not deem it neces- 
sary. In the discussion incident upon the passage of our last ap- 
propriation bill an attack was made upon the employment of 
special examiners sent out into the field by the Commissioner. 
To-day that attack is withdrawn, events having justified his 
action in that particular, not only to the country, but even this 
Congress finds nothing to criticise in the matter. It has been dis- 
covered that the cases which are now in the Pension Office for 
examination are, in very great part, those that can not be expedi- 
tiously disposed of in the office, and that the soidiers need skilled 
assistance and help in order to perfect their claims. 

The gentleman from Maine [Mr. DINGLEyY] yesterday, in answer 
to an inquiry of mine, admitted that up to 80 per cent at least of 
the examiners were honestly at work perfecting the claims of the 
old soldiers. I shall say no more, therefore, on that point, but 
turn my attention to the pespoeson, or the question, that is at- 
tracting the attention of the House to-day, namely, to the proposed 
discharge of a number of clerks from the Pension Office. The 
Commissioner of Pensions comes to us and says that he has a 
superabundance of clerks and makes certain recommendations 
and gives certain advice. But it is in the province of Congress to 
act under that advice or not as it sees fit. 

If he had acted up tothe full measure of his authority; if he had 
desired to act independently in regard to this matter, he could have 
dispensed with the clerks on his own motion and without any au- 
thority of Congress. But he places before the Representatives of 
the people the exact condition of the Department and asks advice, 
and is criticised onthat account. Thereisnoreason why it should 
be assumed that the people to be discharged are veterans. In an- 
swer to the inquiries of the Committee on Appropriations he says 
that the work being done by the agents in the field has made it 
unnecessary for him to have as much helpin the Bureau. It was 
his plain duty to answer those questions honestly. The commit- 
tee has formulated its recommendations in accordance with that 
information, and it now remains for you to decide whether or not 
those recommendations shall be followed. 

Mr. BOATNER. Is he not a veteran himself? 

Mr. COOMBS. He is a veteran, and I think that he can be 
trusted to ldok after the interests of the veterans. 

_ But, Mr. Chairman, I am going now to leave the pension ques- 
tion and talk of something else. 
THE FINANCIAL SITUATION. 


Iam going to take advantage of the latitude of debate which 
XX VIT——132 


the House allows and speak of the financial situation as devel- 
oped in the last few days—— 

Mr. PICKLER. [I rise to a question of order. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. PICKLER. The gentleman from New York has given 
notice that he is not going to talk on the question before the 
House, but is going to discuss the financial question. We are 
under the five-minutes debate, and I make the point of order that 
the gentleman can not pursue that line of argument. 

Mr. COOMBS. The gentleman is mistaken. The House has 
given consent that I occupy the floor for fifteen minutes. 

Mr. PICKLER. I withdraw the point of order. 

Mr. COOMBS. The President ashort time ago, in the discharge 
of his duty, sent a message to this House in which he pointed out 
the perils that surrounded the financial situation and the dangers 
that menaced the integrity of our national credit. It was an earn- 
est message, approved of by the country at large, and merited our 
immediate and careful attention. He appealed to the patriotism 
of the members; besought them to bury partisanship and act to- 
gether in order to avert impending trouble. . 

At the same time he pointed out the inadequacy of the power 
placed in his hands to discharge his obligation to maintain the 
parity of the various classes of Government obligations, and dis- 
tinctly told us what he needed to enable him to doit. He made 
certain recommendations that were in great part embodied into a 
bill.and presented for our consideration by the chairman of the 
Committee on Banking and Currency. 

After a three-days discussion it was defeated. In defeating 
that measure this House assumed a grave responsibility. It not 
only denied to our Executive the powers that he said were necessary 
in order to enable him to maintain the integrity of our nation’s 
finances, but it ignored the appeals that came up from all parts of 
the land. The people indorsed his policy and implored Congress 
to follow his indications. You disdainfully rejected them, and 
when the bill was defeated a yell of triumph went up, papers were 
thrown into the air with wild demonstrations of delight. Yes. you 
gloried in the fact that you had made it more difficult and more 
expensive for him to-sustain the integrity of our nation, to main- 
tain our respectable position among the great nations of the earth. 
The day will come when ‘you will not feel proud of that victory. 

History will do credit to the magnificent courage and integrity 
of purpose of our President, who, when denied the remedies that 
he had asked for, calmly and quietly took upon his own shoulders 
the load that you had refused to help him carry. 

It became necessary for him to fall back upon the powers placed 
in the hands of the Executive by a preceding generation, and not 
adapted to the emergency which confronted him. He found that 
while the two preceding issues of bonds had temporarily relieved 
the drain upon the gold reserve, it had been only temporary. 
That in order to secure real relief it was necessary to place our 
bonds abroad under such conditions as would warrant the belief 
that they would not be immediately returned, receiving gold in 
payment from the foreign stores instead of from our own meager 
supply. No one will say that it was not a wise policy, but one 
surrounded by many difficulties. You had denied the authority 
to insert the word ‘‘ gold” in place of ‘‘coin” in our future issues 
of bonds, and had thus cast a doubt upon their ultimate redemp- 
tion in the only coin recognized by the investors of the world. 

Under these adverse conditions, driven by the necessity of re- 
plenishing our gold reserve, he negotiated the loan of which he in- 
formed you three daysago in his special message. He pointed out 
to you that should Congress within ten days decide to insert 
the word ‘‘ gold” instead of ‘‘coin” the terms would be changed 
so as to admit of an ultimate saving of over $16,000,000. There 
is no doubt that it was the best arrangement that could be made, 
and again threw upon your shoulders the responsibility of decid- 
ing whether or not you would by an honest and open expression of 
your intention to pay in gold save the nation that vast amount 
of money. 

You have not yet decided that question, and much of our future 
reputation and standing among the financial nations of the world 
depends upon it. It will be difficult toconvince foreign investors 
in our securities that we havean honest intention to pay our debts 
in gold if we decline it. They will not believe that any sane men 
will pay such an enormous price for the privilege of indulging 
themselves in their obstinacy. 

It has recently been pointed out that the price realized for the 
new bonds was less than the market price of another class of bonds 
on the day in which the arrangement was consummated, and ex- 
planations have been requested. It does not seem to me to bea 
very difficult question to answer, and I will do it in a sentence. 
It is because our people have more confidence in their ultimate re- 
demption in gold than is held by the foreign investor, and if we 
w ald secure foreign gold we must float them abroad, at a less 
price than we can float the same bonds at home. 

Mr. BOATNER. Well, is that so? 
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Mr. COOMBS. It is, because our credit stands higher at home 
than it does abroad. 


Mr. SNODGRASS. 


le. 
. Mr. COOMBS. Ican not submit to interrnptions in the brief 
time I have, and I hope the gentleman will not insist upon it. 

I would point out, too, Mr. Chairman, that the reason the peo- 
ple abroad have been compelled to lose confidence in our bonds—— 

Mr. BLAND. Let me say to the gentleman—— 

Mr. COOMBS. I decline most positively to yield. I have but 
afew moments. The gentleman has had his own time. 

Mr. SNODGRASS. Let the gentleman from New York defend 
the Administration without interruption. 

Mr. COOMBS. If the defense of a good business policy is de- 
fendiug the Administration then I am doing so; but I wish it to 
be distinctly understood that I have not communicated with it in 
relation to what I have said or what I shall say hereafter. I should 
be proud to be its authorized defender on this floor, but can not 
aspire to that distinction. 

fr. SNODGRASS. Why should they not have confidence in 
our bonds when they get their gold regularly? 

Mr. COOMBS. I hope the gentleman will be required to keep 
still and allow me to proc without interruption. I ask the 
Chair to protect me from the gentleman from Tennessee. 

Mr. SNODGRASS. The gentleman asked a question, and I 
have a right to answer it. 

Mr. COOMBS. I did not ask the gentleman a question. Let 
me proceed without interruption. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman can not be interrupted with- 
out his own consent. 

Mr. SNODGRASS. Iaskthat the gentleman be protected. 

Mr. COOMBS. Before I wasinterrupted bythe gentleman from 
Tennessee I was on the point of showing why it is that the credit 
of our bonds stands higher at home than abroad, and will now, if 
Iam permitted to go on, proceed to do so. 

Our people at home do not believethat under any circumstances 
will our bonded debt be paid in anything else than the best money 
under the sun. They do not believe that the - will ever 
countenance repudiation or —— repudiation. They are not 
frightened by the vaporings of demagogues or theorists, who are 
tolerated because they are not taken seriously, but are looked upon 
as an unavoidable temporary nuisance in a popular Government, 
and that they do notin any way represent the honest sentiment 
of the American masses. 

The foreign investor can not understand this matter as fully as 
we do, and there are many things to excite his fears. He sees a 
bill brought before this House providing that we place in plain 
language what the commercial and financial world believe to be 
our intentions, namely, to pay our bonds in gold, and we deliber- 
ately scout the idea and defeat the bill. 

How is he to know, as we do, that you do not represent the hon- 
est sentiment of the people? He may possibly have lost confidence 
in the financial integrity of the present House, and have taken 
courage in the fact that it is soon to be replaced by the opposite 
party, but that confidence is destroyed when they find the leader 
of that party, under whom the new House is soon to be organized, 
proposing a measure which also avoids that very vital point, the 
promise to pay our bonds in gold. 

And they say if the present House of Representatives are not in 
favor of declaring to the world that their bonds shall be honestly 
paid, and if the Administration that is to come, through its leader 
and its possible candidate for President, avoids that point, avoids 
making anycommittal of himself, what have we to hope for? I 
ask you, gentlemen of the House of Representatives, if foreign 
bondholders have any reason, from the action of Congress, par- 
ticularly when they look at the action of another body at the other 
end of this Capitol—I ask you if they have any reason to have con- 
fidence in us, and is there any reason why our bonds should not 
come back to us? Or if for any reason we seek to sell them abroad 
that we should not be obliged to submit to extraordinary terms? 
It is a business operation, and the profit must be proportioned to 
the supposed risk—— 

Mr. BOATNER. Would it interrupt my friend—— 

Mr. COOMBS. I am sorry, but I can not allow an interrup- 
tion. You have placed upon the shoulders of the Executive of 
this nation the duty and. responsibility of maintaining its credit, 
and yet you disregard his reasonable advice and refuse to grant 
him the remedies that he asks for to enable him to perform his 
duties properly. You have been and are hard taskmasters, but I 
thank Bod that we have in the executive chair a man who, con- 
fident in his own integrity, does not hesitate to take responsibili- 
ties, who sees his course clear, and who will defend the nation 
notwithstanding you desert him. He has the confidence of the 
people and they will stand behind him. 

r. SNODGRASS. Irisetoapointoforder. — 
The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will state his point of order. 


Then we had better trade with home peo- 


Mr. SNODGRASS. Because the other branch of Congress has 
reported a free-coinage bill the gentleman has no right to malign it. 

Mr. COOMBS. I have not malignedanyone. They have acted 
upon their own responsibility and according to their own judg- 
ment of what constitutes financial integrity. 

Mr. SNODGRASS. Mr. Chairman, I desire to ask the gentleman 
& question. : 

Mr. COOMBS. You can not ask meaquestion. I have refused 
to yield to you, and decency requires that you do not interfere 
with me. 

I say, gentlemen, that the cordition which confronts us in re- 
lation to our standing before the world is one of the most serious 
that can be imagined. Ilookaround upon your facesin the House, 
and I see a smile of incredulity. When it was foretold before the 
war of the rebellion that we should have a long and bloody con- 
flict that same smile passed over the countenances of gentlemen 
then present. 

I tell you that if you allow the credit of this country to be ruined 
abroad, if you allow us to be discredited before the nations of the 
earth, it will be more than a four-years conflict before we can re- 
gain the position to which we areentitled. It will cost us billions 
of money to regain the ground that we have lost and other billions 
in the way of losses from lack of prosperity. It will cost us the 
respect of the world. It will entail a loss of self-respect. 

r. VAN VOORHIS of New York. Will my Ccllennes allow 
me to ask him a question? 

Mr. COOMBS. No; I will not yield. I know that in making 
my voice heard here to-day upon this subject I have but per- 
formed a patriotic duty, and I believe that the time will come 
when those who to-day malign the friends of sound currency and 
good honest business methods in the conduct of our financial 
affairs of the Government will see their mistake. The time will 
come when the friends of a sound and honest currency will be 
honored, and the men who smile with incredulity when disaster 
is foretold will hide their heads in shame. 

Mr. DOCKERY. How much time havelI remaining? 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Missouri has thirteen 
minutes remaining and the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. 
BINGHAM] has ten minutes remaining. 

Mr. BINGHAM. I yield five minutes to the gentleman from 
Nebraska [Mr. HAInER]. 

Mr. HAINER of Nebraska. I desire to have read the letter 
which I send to the Clerk’s desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR, BUREAU OF PENSIONS, 
Washington, D. C., Febrwary 12, 1898. 

My Dear Srr: In the debate in the House yesterday I have just noticed 
that you asked Mr. DineLey the question: 

“Is it not true that by reason of the fact that about 60 clerks have been 
taken out of the Pension Bureau and put into the field, the certificates which 
are being issued from time to time have been greatly reduced, until now they 
average only about 200 per week, cr about one-third as many as the roll is 
being reduced by reason of suspensions and deaths?” 

Mr. DINGLEY replied: “Very likely that may be so,” etc. 

I feel that you would not make an intentional misrepresentation, and beg 
to call your attention to the fact that the average number of certificates 
issued per day is very close to 300, and has been for some time past. 

From the report for the week ending February 9, 189%, now before me,I 
find there were 1,754 certificates issued; for the week previous there were 
1,423; the week prior to that there were 1,595; for the week ending January 
19, 1895, there were 1,944, and during the week ending January 12, 1895, there 
were 2,665. 

I am, sir, very respectfully, 
D. I. MURPHY, 
First Deputy Commissioner. 
Hon. EvGEens J. HAINER, 
House of Representatives. 

Mr. HAINER of Nebraska. Mr. Chairman, certainly no per- 
son should desire to place the Pension Bureau in a worse position 
than it deserves to be placed by the facts. Desiring to treat it 
with the utmost fairness, I have caused to be read this letter, 
which must be presumed to state the facts most favorable to the 
Bureau. Gentlemen who listened to its reading must have noted, 
and I call the attention of the committee and the country to it, 
that the honorable deputy does not deny the substantive proposi- 
tions contained in my question of yesterday directed to the gen- 
tleman from Maine [Mr. Dinetry]. He does not deny that 60 
clerks have been taken out of the office to be placed in the field; 
that in consequence the number of claims allowed has been greatly 
reduced, and that now the number te may be three times as 
great as that placed on the rolls. His letter shows that the aver- 
age of claims has fallen from 2,665 to 1,422. 

This reduction we may well believe is a natural and necessary 
consequence of taking 60 competent and experienced examiners 
out of the office. How else can you account for this reduction of 
almost one-half during the past month? 

In this connection the exact figures as given by the Commis- 
sioner in his last annual report at page 39 are significant, and 
demonstrate that the Bureau is not engaged in domg the great 
service for the defenders of the country which its friends would 
have us believe. 
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This table shows that the number of claims allowed exceeds the 
number dropped by only 1,134, and that 5,920 were reduced, so 
that the number dropped and reduced exceeds by nearly 4,800 the 
names added to the rolls, 

Compare this with the record of former years: 

In 1891 there were allowed 156,486 claims; in 1892, 224,047 claims, 
and in 1893, 121,680 claims. 

Let it be remembered, too, that in the allowances now being 
made must be included reissues; old certificates are being can- 
celed and new ones issued at lower rates. 
of this class I de not know, but their number I conclude from per- 
sonal observation to be large. 

Comment is unnecessary. The bare statement of these facts and 
figures taken from the published record of the Bureau is sufficient 
to carry that condemnation which found partial voice at the polls 
last November. The proposition involved in the pending amend- 
ment is to still further reduce the force in the Bureau, and that 
despite the fact that more than 600,000 claimants are knocking at 
the doors for admission and more than $23,000,000 from last year’s 
appropriation remain unexpended. At the rate claims were acted 
upon last year four years would be required to pass upon the cases 
now filed. Reduce the foree and these claimants must wait still 
longer. The dictates of common honesty require that these cases 
be passed upon in timeif we are to helpthem atall. God will take 
care of the claimants in eternity. If these clerks are inefficient, 
discharge them and employ others. If there is not room for them 
to work, rent sufficient buildings, but pass upon these waiting, de- 
serving eases. RKefusalto act upon them is a denial of justice and 
approaches hard upon crime. 

Mr. DOCKERY. I yield five minutes to the gentleman from 
New York |Mr. Van Vooruis]. 

Mr. VAN VOORHIS of New York. Mr. Chairman, this debate 
has taken a rather singular turn. We were considering that pro- 
vision of the bill by which the Pension department seeks to dis- 
miss a large number of clerks—not quite 200—who are necessary 
to perform the duties of the Pension Bureau, and who are abso- 
lutely needed there, if the 600,000 of undecided pension claims are 
to be determined. My colleague [| Mr. Coomps] has drifted away 
from the bill before the committee and into the financial ques- 
tion. I listened with great interest to what he had to say upon 
that question, and I must say that I believe that he is a much 
better lawyer than he is a financier. 

Mr. COOMBS. I am not a lawyer. 

Mr. VAN VOORGHIS of New York. 
pliment. [Renewed laughter. | 

Mr. SNODGRASS. That settles it, then. 

P a COOMBS. So I have to stand on my financial record en- 
irely. 

_Mr. VAN VOORHIS of New York. We find ourselves in this 
situation; By the legislation of this Congress and the action of 
this Democratic Administration the Government is obliged to 
borrow money to live on. The question is this: How shall we 
borrow it? I was in hopes that my friend from New York would 
explain why, when, on Friday last, when Government thirties, at 
4 percent interest, having run eighteen years, and with only twelve 
moreto run, were sold in the market at New York at 1104, the Pres- 
ident should make a bargain with his former law partner, or his 
present one for all I know, to sell to him at private sale sixty-two 
millions of-—— 

Mr. COOMBS. 


Laughter. ] 
1en I take back the com- 


I call the gentleman to order. 


How many there are | 
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Mr. VAN VOORHIS of New York. The difference is 6 per 
cent. I had hoped that my colleague would explain that matter 
so the country can see why it was done. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will state his poiat of order. 

Mr. COOMBS. My point of order is that the gentleman is at- 
tacking the Chief Exeeutive of the nation and making imsinua- 
tions against him. 

Mr. VAN VOORHIS of New York. Oh, no. 

Mr. COOMBS. He is making insinuations that ought not to be 
allowed to be made. 

Mr. VAN YOORHIS of New York. I am making no insinua- 
tions. I simply state facts; I draw no inferences. Anybody can 
draw their own inferences. I had hoped my colleague would give 
the House an explanation of this unusual and strange proceeding. 
He has failed to do so. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will proceed in order. 

Mr. VAN VOORHIS of New York. Sell to him at private sale 
sixty-two millions of the same class of bonds, bearing the same 
rate of interest, payable in the same kind of money, viz, coin, and 
having the advantage of thirty years to run, instead of twelve, for 
1044. Whensuch bonds were selling in open market at a premium 
of 10} cents, why should the President sell sixty-two millions of 
them at private sale for a premium of only 44? 

If the gentleman has a good explanation, I wanted him to 
make it. 

Mr. COOMBS. 
marks. 

Mr. VAN VOORGIS of New York. I wanted him tomake that 
explanation so plain that we can understand what itis. His ex- 
planation did not explain. 

Mr. COOMBS. You did not hear me because you were not 
listening, and I do not expect to be able to convince you. 

Mr. VAN VOORHIS of New York. i wanted to understand 
why it is that while Government 4 per cent thirties were selling 
in the market in New York at a premium of 10} per cent this loan 
was made to a New York lawyer at a premium of only 4 pei 
cent. What becomes of the 6 per cent difference in the sale of the 
same class of bonds on the same day? 

Why was the sale made to the agents of the Rothschilds of 
Europe at 6 per cent less than the bends would bring in Wall 
street? The gentleman says our credit is bad, and gives that as 
the only reason. 

Mr. COOMBS. It is not as good abroad as it is at home for rea- 
sons that I have given. 

Mr. VAN VOORHIS of New York. Ideny it. The credit of 
the United States is as good as that of any nation on the face of 
the earth. It is notin the power of this Congress and this Ad- 
ministration to destroy the eredit of this country. 

Mr. COOMBS. The Administration is not destroying it, but 
guarding it without the help of Congress. 

Mr. VAN VOORHGIS of New York. Yes; guarding it by de- 
grading and cheapening our bonds. If our credit is destroyed 
how can you sell even gold bonds? Where are these bonds held? 

Mr. SNODGRASS. They are held abroad. 

Mr. VAN VOORHIS of New York. And sell here ata premium 
of 10} cents. 

These old bonds have twelve years to run, and a thirty-year 
bond is much more valuable than a twelve-year bond; so that the 
gentleman’s explanation, if he made one, as I said before, did not 
explain. The country wants to know just now why it is that 


I did make that explanation in my previous re- 
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the President dictates to this House that we shall not borrow any 
money unless we put the word ‘“‘gold” in the bond. Why is it 
that he says that if we use the word ‘‘coin” it will require a 
bonus of $16,000,000 on a loan of $62,000,000? And coin includes 
both gold and silver. 

Mr. SNODGRASS. And who gets the margin? 

Mr. VAN VOORHIS of New York. And, as my friend from 
Tennessee asks, who gets it? 

Mr. COOMBS. Whom do you think gets it? 

Mr. VAN VOORHIS of New York. Oh, I do not know. 

Mr. COOMBS. You prefer to make an insinuation rather than 
a charge. 

Mr. VAN VOORHIS of New York. Ido not believe that you 
geta dollar of it. [Laughter.] I makenoinsinuation. I believe 
the bonds could be floated as a3 per cent bond and $16,000,000 
saved to the Treasury. 

Mr. COOMBS. You prefer innuendo to plain statement. You 
prefer by vile insinuations to try to blacken the character of the 
only man who stands up before the world for the integrity of the 
country. 

Mr. VAN VOORHIS of New York. Notatall. I simply state 
facts. I attack the character or integrity of no one. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Mr. Chairman, I rise to a point 
of order. I ask that the two gentleman from New York be pro- 
tected from one another. [Laughter and confusion in the Hall. | 

The CHAIRMAN. Public business will be suspended until 
order is restored. : 

Mr.VAN VOORHIS of New York. Mr. Chairman, my colleague 
says that the country needsthe gold to make the gold reserve good 
in the Treasury. How came the reserve to be impaired? Simply 
and solely because this Administration has been using it to support 
the Government when it ought to have had revenue sufficient for 
that purpose. The Republicans always had revenue sufficient 
when they were in control of affairs. 

One word more and I shall sit down. We offered from this 
side of the House a proposition that would help the Government 
out of the difficulties of the situation—a proposition to issue 3 per 
cent bonds payable in coin and let the people of the United States 
take them. It was to be a people’s loan. They could be sold at 
the post-offices and wherever the people have their dollars to in- 
vest; a loan that would be taken to ten times the amount that is 
required, taken in this country by our own people at 3 per cent, 
ona thus easily escape paying this enormous bonus in order to get 
foreigners to take our loan. 

Mr. COOMBS. Will the gentleman answer a question? 

Mr. VAN VOORHIS of New York. Certainly. I will do for 
you what you refused me. 

Mr. COOMBS. The proposition from your leader on that side 
was not in the direction of retiring these Treasury notes and green- 
backs that constantly make their depredations upon the Treasury, 
and any man who knows the financial situation knows that to ac- 
cept that proposition would be simply to keep turning over the 
same weary wheel which we have been turning for the last year. 
That proposition would not meet the necessities of the situation 
at all. 

Mr. VAN VOORHIS of New York. Mr. Chairman, I did not 
yield for aspeech. The gentleman, it appears, has a wheel in his 
head. [Laughter.] I suspected it before, but now he confesses 
it. He wants to revolutionize our whole financial policy his way, 
when the urgent question, the question absolutely necessary to be 
acted upon is how can this Government get money enough for its 
immediate and indispensable needs. [Applause on the Repub- 
lican side. } 

- the hammer fell. | 

r. DOCKERY. Iask the gentleman from Pennsylvania [ Mr. 
BINGHAM] to use the remainder of his time now. 

Mr. BINGHAM. Mr. Chairman, the matter of the reduction 

of the clerical force in the Pension Office was thoroughly gone 
over in the Subcommittee on ey. gg oe Governor DINGLEY, 
last evening, before going away for a few days, fully gave ex- 
yression to the House as to his position on this question. It is 
hardly necessary for me to say that, of subcommittee with him, 
I fully concur in his conclusions. The propositions submitted to 
your committee were simply these: That we would increase the 
special force for special work $250,000, giving for the next fiscal 
year a half million dollars for work in the field for contested pen- 
sion cases. That is $250,000 larger than we have heretofore given 
save under deficiency bills. 

The Commissioner of Pensions, as well as the Secretary of the 
Interior, came before the committee and made statements, in sub- 
stance, saying: ‘‘ We can reduce the clerical force under this ap- 
propriation almost $200,000 for the next fiscal year. For some six 
or eight years past there have been detailed in various divisions 
or bureaus in the Interior Department between 50 and 60 clerks 
from the Pension Bureau who have not been doing pension work.” 


The Committee on Appropriations took up those several bureaus 
and said: 


We will give you the clerical force in those bureaus which have heretofore 
been detailed from the Pension Bureau. 


That left a possible reduction in the Pension Bureau of 114 
clerks. Both the Commissioner and the Secretary said: 

We have in our vast body of clerical force, covering an appropriation an- 
nually of upward of $2,000,000, 114 men and women whom we can dispense 
with because they are superannuated, because they do not do a full day’s 
work, and further because, being relieved of that force, we can do better 
work in the Pension Office. 

The gentleman from Maine [Mr. DINGLEY] and myself critic- 
ally examined the Secretary of the Interior and the Commis- 
sioner of Pensions; and we reached the conclusion that in view of 
the giving of half a million of dollars for the special examining 
force of the Pension Bureau we could wisely dispense with these 
114 superannuated and umeritorious clerks who have heretofore 
been doing a line of work 

Mr. PICKLER. Will the gentleman allow me—— 

Mr. BINGHAM. No; not now. That these men may have 
been soldiers or that these widows may be the widows of soldiers 
is of course a question for reasonable consideration. But the 
soldier and the widow of the soldier receive under the statute spe- 
cial consideration in appointments in the Pension Bureau when 
positions are filled. The intention of the statute, the considera- 
tion and the generosity of Congress, run only to the extent of 
preference in the appointment. When a man or a woman is en- 
gaged in any clerical branch of any Department of this Govern- 
ment the standard of obligation must reach as high as that which 
is applied to any other clerks. The merit of having been a soldier, 
or the sad condition of being the widow of a soldier, runs only to 
the question of appointment. After that every condition is equal. 

Here the hammer fell. | 

Mr. DOCKERY. I yield to the gentleman three minutes addi- 
tional. 

Mr. BINGHAM. I wish to say to the House that, accepting the 
well-considered judgment of the Secretary of the Interior, accept- 
ing the critical examination to which we subjected the Commis- 
sioner of Pensions when he was before our committee, I for one, 
ever watchful of the interests of the soldier on this floor, identi- 
fied with every vote of generosity and patriotism toward the sol- 
dier, believe as my best judgment after such examination that 
the pension administration will be bettered by the acceptance of 
this reduction of clerical force and the acceptance of the quarter 
of a million dollars additional for special pension examiners in 
connection with the examination of special pension claims. 

Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. Will the gentleman allow me 
a question? 

Mr. BINGHAM. Certainly. 

Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. Does the gentleman think 
that a soldier who has lost one arm should be required to do just 
as much work as a clerk who has two arms? 

Mr. BINGHAM. As to clerical work, yes. The Government 
gives the soldier for the loss of his arm that to which your pa- 
triotism and mine have contributed, an honorable recognition by 
way of pension; but in working as aclerk, receiving $1,200, $1,400, 
or $1,600, the standard of efficiency, after the admission of the man 
to the service, must be adhered to. 

Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. Butif a man is admitted to 
clerical service because he is a soldier, and he is required to do 
work which it is impossible for him to do because of his service 
as a soldier, then his admission into the service is a farce. 

Mr. BINGHAM. No; his services as a soldier go to give him 
preference in admission. The supposition of the law is always 
that his ability to do the work is on a parity with that of others 
who are assigned work of the same class. 

Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. But why should not the 
same advantage be given to the soldier all through his service as 
in his appointment? 

Mr. BINGHAM. The preference based on the recognition of 
his services as a soldier is given to him in his appointment upon 
the distinct presumption that he is capable of doing the work. If 
you are going to establish any other standard, then you must have 
your pension roll of clerks as well as your regular pension rolls 
for disability in the service. 

Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. Yes; but the gentleman would 
blot out altogether after the clerk is appointed the distinction 
based upon service as a soldier. 

Mr. BINGHAM. The man when appointed as clerk must do 
his full day’s work. 

Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. But in the case supposed he 
can not; he has but one arm. 

Mr. BINGHAM. Then he gets his pension. 

Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. Then he goes out of office. 

Mr. BINGHAM. He does not go out of office. 

: _ BAKER of New Hampshire. On the gentleman’s theory 

e does. 








1895. 


Mr. BINGHAM. There arelines of work which one-armed men 
can do. 

Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. Not as clerks. — rf 

Mr. BINGHAM. The gentleman is not fair in his proposition 
at all. 

Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. I am entirely so. 

Mr. BINGHAM. The proposition is a simple one. If the gen- 
tleman’s view is correct, why do we not provide in the statutes 
that the one-armed man appointed as clerk shall do less work than 
the two-armed man? : 

Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. Because God Almighty de- 
clared it in His statute when he made men with two arms. nat 
is the reason. : : 

Mr. BINGHAM. That is all very well. But you fix in your 
statute a limitation as to compensation by reason of work done. 
You provide your different classes of clerks, one, two, three, and 
four. The gentleman might as well say that the clerk holding a 
one-thousand-dollar position should receive a salary of $1,400. 

Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. We are not talking about 
promotion; we are talking about entrance into the service at_all. 

Mr. BINGHAM. I make this proposition: We have provided 
in our statutes that ex-soldiers should receive recognition as such 
in clerical appointments. But once in a clerical place, the ex- 
soldier must do his full line of clerical work. 

Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. And this bill takes it away. 

Mr. BINGHAM. Oh, no. . 

Mr. PICKLER. Will the gentleman allow me to ask him a 
question? 

Mr. BINGHAM. With pleasure. 

Mr. PICKLER. Suppose a soldier is given a place in any one 
of the Departments, and after serving for a time it is found that 
he is not able to do the work to which he is assigned. Are there 
not light places in all of the Departments where he could be re- 
tained? 

Mr. BINGHAM. Oh, of course. But the gentleman under- 
stands that the work is graded, and the clerks who do a certain 
class of work receive one compensation—— 

Mr. PICKLER. But he could be retained? 

Mr. BINGHAM. Certainly. 

Mr. PICKLER. Then, why turn him out? 

Mr. BINGHAM. We donotturnhim out. This doesnot turn 
him out. The matter rests entirely in the discretion of the head 
of the office. 

Mr. PICKLER. I beg the gentleman’s pardon. The Secretary 
of the Interior in his testimony before the committee that I read 
a short time ago said that the object was to get rid of soldiers and 
soldiers’ widows who are incapacitated for the work. 

Mr. BINGHAM. Ihave no doubt that nine-tenths of the em- 
ployees in the Pension Office are either soldiers or soldiers’ wid- 
ows. 

Mr. PICKLER. And I do not want them turned out. 

Mr. BINGHAM. And that is the only way you can speak of 
them; for the body of the force is undoubtedly soldiers or the 
widows of soldiers. Now, if you are going to do the Government 
work at all—and the pensioners who are seeking to get their pen- 
sion claims allowed are interested in having it done well—but if 

ou are going to do that work on the part of the Government you 

have got to do it on well-defined lines. Your statutes fix the 
manner of the entrance of the appointee and the preference that 
shall be given to certain appointees. But the supervision of the 
work or the manner in which the work is done rests and must 
necessarily rest with the head of the Bureau. When you set up a 
system in any bureau of the Government you must have the work 
done according to that system or everything will fall into disorder. 

Mr. PICKLER. But why does not the Secretary put these peo- 
ple out if they are inefficient? Why does he recommend thismat- 
ter to Congress and place the responsibility upon us? 

Mr. BINGHAM. He does not. The gentleman certainly un- 
derstands the question here. The Secretary tells Congress that he 
can do the work with a reduction of a quarter of a million of dol- 
lars, and do more work. 

Mr. PICKLER. No; he does not sayas much work. The Com- 
missioner says to the contrary. 

Mr. BINGHAM. The gentleman from South Dakota can not 
emphasize his devotion to the old soldier any more than I; but 
when you undertake to do the work of the Government it has got 
to be one on a system, and whether it be done by a soldier or a 
civilian it must be done under some well-defined rule. 

Mr. PICKLER. But I do not see any reason why soldiers or 
soldiers’ widows should be turned out if there is light work in the 
Department that they can perform. 

_ Mr. BINGHAM. Well, they are not turning anybody out. It 
is a matter of discretion with the head of the Department. 

Mr. PICKLER. Then let him exercise it and not ask us to take 
the burden of it. 

Mr. BINGHAM. He does not. He simply says I can do the 
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work with a reduction of this force if Iam allowed 
priation to use for special examinations. 

Mr. CURTIS of Kansas. Let me ask the gentleman from Penn- 
sylvania a question. 

Mr. BINGHAM. Certainly. * 

Mr. CURTIS of Kansas. Did the Secretary explain to the com- 
— why it was that they were so far behind in the work of the 
office? 

Mr. BINGHAM. We have no evidence that they are. 

Mr. PICKLER. Well, we all knowit. There are 619,000 cases 
pending. 

Mr. CURTIS of Kansas. Members of Congress who have 
given attention to the matter know that they are behind with the 
work. You can not get papers in certain divisions of the office 
because they are behind. 

Mr. BINGHAM. There is no such evidence before the com- 
mittee. 

Mr. CURTIS of Kansas. Then the Commissioner hid some- 
Now, as long as they are so far be- 
hind there should be no reductions in the force. 

Mr. BINGHAM. The general assertion I recognize has force, 
but I fail to see it in any examination or testimony adduced 


| before the committee. 


Mr. CURTIS of Kansas. 
thing from the committee. 

Mr. BINGHAM. It must have been because the committee 
were not able to cross-examine them. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Mr. Chairman, after the very concise and 
satisfactory statement of this provision of the bill by the gentle- 
man from Pennsylvania [Mr. BincHam] I feel it hardly.neces- 
sary to add anything by way of explanation. ; 

The House will remember that when the act of June 27, 1890, 
was passed 455 clerks were added to the permanent force of the 
Pension Office for the purpose of expediting the consideration of 
claims under that law. The greater part of that work has been 
completed. The Commissioner of Pensions and the Secretary of 
the Interior estimate that the force of the office is now unwieldy, 
and that they have 114 clerks more than necessary. There is,itis 
true, an apparent reduction of 165 clerks in this paragraph, but 
51 are detailed to other bureaus of the Interior Department, and 
have been thus detailed for a long term of years. So the net re- 
duction in the office force is but 114 clerks. 

The Commissioner of Pensions expresses the view, in which the 
Secretary of the Interior concurs, that this reduction will rather 
expedite than retard the consideration and adjudication of pen- 
sion claims. Upon an examination it appears that there are 
about 80 clerks in the Pension Office, whose annual salaries amount 
te $92,800, who are either absolutely inefficient or below a fair 
standard of efficiency. Now, then, the inefficient clerks who 
cumber the rolls, instead of expediting the settlement of claims, 
absolutely hinder their adjudication. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 
The Clerk will report the pending amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Amend by striking out, on pages 84 and 85, the following: 

Beginning with the word “ten,” line 23, page 84, to and including the wo 
Se on page 85, line 9, and insert the following: _ E 

“'Pwelve chiefs of division, at $2,000 each; law clerk, $2,000; fifty-eight prin- 
cipal examiners, at $2,000 each: twenty-four assistant chiefs of division. 
$1,800 each; three stenographers, at $1,600 each; seventy-seven clerks of 
4; ninety-seven clerks of class3; three hundred and seventy-five clerks of class 
2; four hundred and seventy-eight clerks of class1; three hundred and thirty 
seven clerks, at $1,000 each; one superintendent of building, $1,400; two en- 
gineers, at $1,200 each; two hundred copyists—— 

Mr. PICKLER (during the reading). I ask unanimous consent 
that the further reading of the substitute be omitted. It simply 
puts the number of pension clerks where it is now. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Does it restcre the 165? 

Mr. PICKLER. Yes. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Then you give 51 more than have been there 
for a long term of years. 

Mr. PICKLER. Oh. no. 

The CHAIRMAN. Debate is not in order. 

The question was taken on the amendment of Mr. PICKLER, and 
the Chairman announced that the noes appeared to have it. 

Mr. PICKLER demanded a division. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 69, noes 

Accordingly the amendment was rejected. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Before moving that the committee risa I will 
say that the gentleman from Arkansas {Mr. MCRAE] hasa request 
for unanimous consent to offer an amendment, to which I have no 
objection. 

The CHAIRMAN. TheClerk will report the amendment, after 
which the Chair will ask if there be objection to its considera- 
tion. 

The amendment was read, as follows: 

Add the following new section between sections 8 and 9, to be numbered 9: 

“That in initiating a claim to public land under any of the laws of the 
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United States, the applicant may make the preliminary affidavits required 
before the register or the receiver, or some officer having a seal and author- 
ized to administer oaths, in the land district in which the land is located, such 
affidavits to be filed with, or transmitted to, the register and receiver, with 
the fee and commissions, or other payments, required by law. 

“ That hereafter timber-culture claimants shall not be required in making 
final proof to be personally present at the land office to which such proof is 
to be presented, but the claimant may have his or her personal evidence 
taken at place of residence and transmitted tothe proper land office under 
such rules and regulations as the Secretary of the Interior may prescribe.” 


The CHAIRMAN, The gentleman from Arkansas [Mr. McRAr] 
asks unanimous consent to recur to the bill at the point indicated 
to offer this amendment. Is there objection? 

Mr. ROBERTSON of Louisiana. I object. 

On motion of Mr. DOCKERY, the committee rose; and the 
Speaker having resumed the chair, Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee, 
Chairman of the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the 
Union, reported that that committee had had under considera- 
tion the bill (H. R. 8767) making appropriations for the legislative, 
executive, and judicial expenses of the Government for the fiscal 
year ending June 30, 1896, and for other purposes, and had directed 
him to report the same to the House with sundry amendments, and 
with the recommendation that as amended the bill do pass. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Before demanding the previous question I de- 
sire to be heard upon one proposition in this bill. 

. Mr. DE ARMOND. Pending the request of my colleague to be 
eard 

Mr. DOCKERY. Ihave made no request. . 

Mr. DE ARMOND. Pending the suggestion of my colleague 
that he desires to be heard upon a particular provision, I wish to 
submit a point of order against one amendment reported in this 
bill by the chairman of the committee, the one relating to annual 
clerks to members. 

The point of order which I wish to submit is that this P abapowk 
tion involves a change of existing law and does not reduce the 
amount appropriated by the bill or the number of persons em- 
ployed in Government service. 

he SPEAKER. That point should have been raised in the 
Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. DE ARMOND. I desire to be heard for a moment on that 
question if the Chair will indulge me. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will hear the gentleman. 

Mr. DE ARMOND. Of course, Mr. Speaker, there are two con- 
siderations involved in the point of order. One is whether the 
point of order itself*is good, waiving the question whether itis made 
at the right time. The other question, and the one which would 
deserve primary consideration, is whether or not this amendment, 
being reported from the Committee of the Whole, the point of or- 
der can now be raised against it. To that particular question I 
wish to address myself briefly, of course not desiring to consume 
time and not desiring to intimate that the Speaker is not much 
more familiar with these questions thanIam. The question is 
one which I believe has not before arisen in the House. 

The first proposition, as to whether the point of erder is good, 
I take it, may go without discussion. Wherever an amendment 
is such that it changes existing law and does not reduce the ex- 
penditures carried by the appropriation bill it is, under Rule XX1I, 
unquestionably bad. This is precisely such an amendment. The 
only question which now arises, I think, is whether that question 
of order can be submitted to the Speaker of the House, this bill 
having come from the Committee of the Whole. The rule, as it 
will be observed, is a rule primarily for the guidance of the House 
in the disposition of the business before it. It is a rule the object 
of which is to prevent the incorporation into appropriation bills of 

ropositions which change existing law, unless those propositions 
ali within the exception of the rule itself, as by lessening the 
amount carried by the bill. 

The amendment proposed by the Committee of the Whole—— 

The SPEAKER. The Chair would state to the gentleman just 
there that the application of the rule to which he refers was not 
in the House, but in the Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. DE ARMOND. If the Chair will indulge me a moment, I 
will ask the Clerk to read that clause of the rule. The Clerk 
doubtless has it at hand. I believe it is Rule XXI, second clause. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

2. Noa iati , iati 
bein Order at an Ghuscrupent Eeacete, tar aad expentinnrs mot provioTaly 
authorized by law, unless in continuation of appropriations for such public 
works and objects as are already changing, oxistin shallany provision inany 
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such bill or amendment thereto ch law be in order, except 
such as, being germane tothe subject-matter of the bill, shall retrench ex- 

nditures by the reduction of the number and salary of the officers of the 

nited States; by the reduction of the compensation of any person id out 
ofthe Treasury of the United States or by the reduction of amounts of money 
covered by the bill: Provided, That it shall be in order further to amend 
such bill upon the report of the committee or any joint commission author- 
ized by law or the House, members of any such commission having jurisdic- 
tion of the subject-matter of such amendment, which amendment, being ger- 
mane tothe subject-matter of the bill, shall retrench expenditures. 


Mr. DE ARMOND. Mr. Speaker, I think this provision relates 
to bills wherever they may come up; relates to the proceedings of 


the House rather than to the proceedings of the Committee of the 
Whole. The provision of this—— 

The SPEAKER. The point is that appropriation bills come up 
- the Committee of the Whole, and therefore that must apply 
there. 

Mr. DE ARMOND. If the Speaker will indulge me, the pro- 
vision in reference to that is in another rule; and I submit that 
that provision does not throw any light upon the question Iam 
now raising, namely, the question whether this point of order 
under the rule just read at the Clerk’s desk can be made in the 
House upon an amendment reported to the House by the Com- 
mittee of the Whole. That to which the Speaker refers will be 
found in the rule on Committee of the Whole, Rule XXIII, I be- 
lieve. That provision is simply this, that, the point of order 
being made, no appropriation bill can be considered in the House 
at all until it has been considered in Committee of the Whole. 
That applies to the general course of appropriation bills. This 
other applies to amendments proposed to appropriation bills. 

I think the rule to which the Speaker referred is not the one 
which has been read from the Clerk’s desk. That rule against 
new legislation upon appropriation bills is not restrictive in its 
language, nor can it be in its intended scope. Thereis nothing in 
that rule, as suggested by the Chair, which indicates that the rule 
has application only in the Committee of the Whole. Suppose, 
for illustration, that a bill should be considered in the House as 
in Committee of the Whole. Suppose the point of order, good 
under another rule, was not made that the bill should receive its 
first consideration in the Committee of the Whole and considera- 
tion were entered upon in the House; then, clearly, the point 
which I have raised would be admissible, notwithstanding the 
other point of order had already been waived and consideration 
of the bill in the House entered upon. 

An amendment does not become part and parcelof the bill until 
it is incorporated into it by the action of the House. This amend- 
ment comes to the House from the Committee of the Whole 
merely as one of the amendments to be acted upon by the House. 
As an amendment reported by the Committee of the Whole this 
rule was invoked against it when it came before the House to be 
considered in the House with a view to attaching it to the bill. 
By our rules no new legislation can be incorporated in an appro- 
— bill so as to escape the force of the rule which was read 

y the Clerk without an order from the Committee on Rules per- 
mitting that incorporation. In this case the rule I have invoked 
must have full and controlling force, unless it be held that the 
House is powerless to enforce or consider it, merely because the 
House is weaker than the Committee of the Whole, its own crea- 
ture. 

Why, a half dozen words, or even a single word, absolutely un- 
noticed in the hasty reading of a paragraph in Committee of the 
Whole, might reverse the meaning of pages of the statutes. And 
yet, if a point of order such as I have here raised is to be dismissed 
as out of time, there can be no recurrence to the improvident or 
accidental departure by the Committee of the Whole from the 
rules of the House for the purpose of raising a point of order, con- 
fessedly good if the House or the Speaker can entertainit. Surely 
the House should not be held to have abdicated essential power 
under its rules. Otherwise, an amendment having passed the 

Jommittee of the Whole by some inadvertence or oversight, the 
House would be absolutely powerless to exclude that amendment, 
however obnoxious, under its rules. Though it were passed in 
Committee of the Whole in violation of this rule upon which I 
rely, or any other rule or rules, the House could not exclude it. 
The House would be compelled simply to vote upon it, no matter 
how gross the ignorance, how palpable the blunder, or how inde- 
fensible the course of procedure through which the amendment 
might get into the House by report from the Committee of the 
Whole. 

Now, the object of this rule is to prevent legislation upon appro- 
priation bills when that legislation is of a character which would 
change existing law, unless it be made allowable upon such bills 
by reducing the expenditures carried by them. That object being 
sought, why is it not good and proper to accomplish it wherever 
it may be accomplished? Suppose an error has been committed 
in Committee of the Whole. Suppose, for illustration, that, as 
oftentimes happens in the consideration of a long bill, the member 
of the House chosen by the Speaker to preside over the Committee 
of the Whole were temporarily absent, and a point of order were 
suddenly raised, with an inexperienced member in the chair, and 
were decided incorrectly. If the Clerk, reading on, had entered 
upon another paragraph not only the committee but the House 
would be absolutely powerless to invoke its own rules to correct 
the error if the point of order can not be raised in the House as 
I am striving to invoke it here and now. 

Mr. TAWNEY. Anappeal could be taken from the decision of 
the Chair. 

Mr. DE ARMOND. Yes; an appeal can be taken, of course, 
wherever the decision of the Chair upon a point of order is not 
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satisfactory to any member; but that does not meet the question. 
You can easily imagine an instance where a decision, m estly 
wrong, has been upon a point of order in Committee of the Whole, 
and where, through haste, or lack of attention on the part of the 
presiding officer for the time being, or of the members of the com- 
mittee, the Clerk has entered upon the reading of another para- 
graph so that the right of appeal has been lost. In such a case, 
if the doctrine against which I am arguing can be maintained, we 
are in the position that one man in the House can absolutely hold 
the House by the throat in defiance of its own rules. 

If the question is submitted in the House in respect to an amend- 
ment reported from the Committee of the Whole whether that 
amendment is obnoxious to some rule of the House, what harm or 
wrong can happen from having the judgment on that question cf 
the regular presiding officer of the House calmly invoked in the 
House before a vote is taken upon the proposition itself? What 
harm or wrong or violation of any rule can result from that? I 
have endeavored to show that upon the other construction it can 
very easily, very readily, happen that a decision may be made in 
Committee of the Whole, through haste or inadvertence, and be 
allowed to pass without an appeal, a decision absolutely wrong in 
point of parliamentary law and absolutely violative of the rules of 
the House. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, let me call attention to another thing. These 
decisions stand as precedents; one is backed more or less upon 
another. Decisions in the House upon points of order, as well as 
decisions in the courts, rest upon one of two things, or upon both: 
upon general principles or upon authority—prior decisions. 
When questions of this kind are raised we know how often they 
are disposed of by recurrence to former decisions, and a decision 
of the Committee of the Whole is quoted as parliamentary law 
upon a similar question arising later. 

Now, ought the House to be helplessly cut off, upon - partic- 
ular question, from determining what is the law and what shall 
be the precedent? Shall the ill-advised, or hasty, or erroneous 
decision of a Chairman of the Committee of the Whole be beyond 
the reach of the House, and stand for all time for what, as a prec- 
edent, it may be worth, while in fact it is worthless in reason— 
stand to guide or to hamper other Chairmen presiding over the 
Committee of the Whole, or, worse still, that high officer, the 
Speaker? 

I submit in conclusion that what I contend for is simply a carry- 
ing out of the purpose, the object, the scope of this rule, and mak- 
ing it effective, by enabling the House, in its organized capacity, 
with its regularly chosen and skilled officer in the chair, to deter- 
mine what the decision and the precedent upon a particular point 
shall be. No harm can result from that. On the other hand, to 
take the other view is, or, to put it otherwise, might be, to make 
parliamentary law out of a hasty, ill-advised, erroneous decision 
of a Chairman of the Committee of the Whole, simply because 
that decision has been made. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. Suppose the amendment had been ruled 
out of order, would the gentleman think the House could take it 
up and dispose of it? 

Mr. DE ARMOND. No, sir; I would not think any such thing. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. Then why do you propose that the House 
shall take this matter up? 

“ Mr. NORTHWAY. The converse of the proposition ought to 

e true. 

Mr. DE ARMOND. I will tell the gentleman why, though I 
am very much surprised that he should ask the question. The 
why is that an amendment does not come before the House from 
the Committee of the Whole unless it be reported tothe House by 

that committee. If voted down in the committee it is not re- 
ported to the House—as I suppose the gentleman has discovered 
by this time. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. If a proposition is settled in Committee 
of the Whole why bring it before the House? 

Mr. DE ARMOND. If it is settled in Committee of the Whole! 
Settled in Committee of the Whole! These proposit’ 1s are not 


settled there. The apepeeens reported from the C. mittee of 
the Whole upon this bill have merely reached the legisk ive stage 


when the House is to consider them, and the question is, shall 
that consideration be limited to a direct vote upon the proposi- 
tions themselves, or shall it be broadened so as to include the 
question whether they are allowable upon the bill which carries 
them or are violative of the rules of the House? 

Here the hammer fell. ] 

r. BAILEY. Mr. Speaker, I agree perfectly with the gentle- 
man from Missouri [Mr. Dz ARMOND] on the main question, and 
I intend as certainly to vote against the amendment as he does. 
The question now, however, is not as to the merits of that amend- 
ment, but itis a question of order, and is important, as it will 
establish a precedent where nu © now exists. 

While this immediate and prvcise question has never been pre- 
sented, it has been ruled over and again that the Speaker can not 
pass upon any matter which has occurred in the Committee of the 
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Whole unless that special matter has been referred by the com- 
mittee to the House for its decision. The former practice was 
when a question of order arose in the Committee of the Whole 
for the committee to rise at once and refer it to the House; but 
the later and, as I believe, the better practice is to settle questions 
of order in the committee itself; and we now frequently see ap- 
peals taken from the decision of the Chairman of the Committee 
of the Whole. This can and does answer every purpose which a 
similar proceeding in the House could answer. 

Indeed, sir, there is absolutely no difference between the Com- 
mittee of the Whole and the House itself except that a Chairman 
presides in the committee; that there can be no previous ques- 
tion; that there can be no motion to lay on the table, and no vote 
by yeas and nays. With these exceptions the Committee of the 
Whole is the House itself; and any effort to establish a distinction 
is based upon a parliamentary fiction. 

I repeat, that while there may have been no ruling upon this 
precise question, there are many decisions which thoroughly 
analogize with this and which establish the doctrine that when 
the Committee of the Whole has not referred a matter to the House 
for a decision the Speaker is not permitted to pass upon the ques- 
tion. 

The House has nothing before it except the report of the com- 
mittee, and is not presumed to know what has transpired there ex- 
cept as informed by the report. That report can be adopted or 
rejected in whole or in part,.as the House in its wisdom may de- 
termine, but we can not go back and reverse the proceedings by 
which the committee agreed upon its report. 

Mr. CANNON of Ulinois. r. Speaker, whether this amend- 
ment may have been originally subject to a point of order or noi, 
the point of order was made in the Committee of the Whole and 
was there considered; and the point of order having been over- 
ruled, the amendment is now reported tothe House. Ido not rec- 
ollect any precedent where a point of order was made and sus- 
tained upon an amendment reported to the House from the Com: 
mittee of the Whole. I do recollect, however, where points of 
order were made in the committee on the extra month's allowance— 
I think in the Forty-eighth and Forty-ninth Congresses; possibly 
in the Fiftieth, Ssakaiedes in the Forty-eighth or Forty-ninth Con- 
gresses, or both. 

In that case the point of order was overruled in Committee of 
the Whole and the amendment reported to the House; and my 
recollection is that Speaker Carlisle, on the point of order being 
made in the House, overruled it, and said that under the circum- 
stances, the amendment having been reported by the committee, 
the House should have the privilege of voting uponit. I think I 
can refer the Speaker tc that ruling if he desires to examineit. I 
believe it is wpon my desk. 

So much for that. If the Chair desires to hear argument upon 
the merits of the point of order, then I should be very glad to sub- 
mit afew words. But I donot care to do so unless the Chair 
wishes to hear further discussion. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks the views of the gentleman 
from Illinois [Mr. CANNON] are in accord with those of the Chair. 
The Chair is ready to rule. 

Under the rules of the House all appropriation bills are to re- 
ceive their first consideration in the Committee of the Whole; and 
the rules of the House, so far as applicable, apply to the consid- 
eration of such bills in the committee. The action of the Com- 
mittee of the Whole is reported to the House. The House is 
informed of such action only through the report of the Chairman 
of the committee. 

No other cognizance is taken by the House of the proceedings in 
the Committee of the Whole. The amendments which are con- 
sidered in the Committee of the Whole do not appear in the Journal 
except those favorably acted on, which are reported to the House. 
No reference appears in the Journal of the House to any amend- 
ment which may have been offered and voted down, though it is 
true such amendments appear in the proceedings in the Recorp. 
The House, however, takes cognizance of such matters only oc- 
curring in the committee as are reported to it from the committee. 

The Chair finds quite a number of decisions to this effect: 

The Speaker can not rule in regard to what occurs in Committee of the 
Whole unless reported by the committee to the House for such decisior 
Journal, second session Forty-ninth Congress, page 344; second session 
Forty-fifth Congress, page Sl. Congressional Globe, Thirty-ninth Congress, 
page 528. Journal, second session Forty-ninth Congress, page 384; second 
session Forty-fifth Congress, page $1. Journal, first session Fiftieth Con- 
gress, page 623. RECORD, May 17, 1890, Fifty-first Congress. 

Again it has been decided that— 

A Committee of the Whole having reported a bill tothe House, the Speaker 
can take no izance of alleged irregularity in its consideration in Com 
mittee of the Whole. 

The reference given in the Digest is to CONGRESSIONAL RECORD, 
second session Forty-ninth Congress, page 1059. The Clerk will 
read from the REcorD the proceedings on that occasion. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Mr. Wiis. I move the previous question. 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Kentucky moves the previous question 
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upon agreeing to the amendment and ordering the bill to be engrossed and 
read a third time. 

Mr. HePsuRn. I wish to make a point of order. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. Hepsurn. I desire to say that the provisions of the bill making sep- 
arate and distinct appropriations have not been considered in the Committee 
of the Whole,and no vote has been taken upon any provision appropriatin 
aspecific sum of money. Before the Committee of the Whole + proceede 
beyond the consideration of the eighth line, before any subsequent paragraph 
had been read, this amendment was offered, and against objection a vote 
upon it was forced prior to the taking of any vote upon any one of the subse- 
quent provsions of the bill. I make the point of order that the vote can not 
be taken upon the adoption of this substitute until the provisions of the bill 
have been separately read and considered in the Committee of the Whole. 

The SPEAKER. Of course the House now has nothing before it, and the 
Chair has nothing before him except the report of the Committee of the 
Whole House on the state of the Union. The facts stated by the gentleman 
from Iowa [Mr. Hepsurn], if they be facts, might constitute a good reason 
for the recommitment of the bill by the House to the Committee of the 
Whole. But the Chair must deal with the report as presented. The bill is 
out of the Committee of the Whole and in the House by the action of the 
committee, which the Chair can not revise or overrule in any manner. The 
point of order is not sustained. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair is unable to find any precedent 
sustaining the position assumed by the gentleman from Missouri 
in submitting the point of order, and therefore overrules it. 

Mr. DE ARMOND. Mr. Speaker, with the permission of the 
Chair, I should like to say a single word further on this question. 
It may not be important, but I hope the Chair will allow me to 
call attention to what seems to be a difference in the situation as 
it now exists and that with reference to which the Speaker has 
just called attention. That was a point of order on an allegation, 
as I understand it, that the proceedings in the Committee of the 
Whole were irregular. This is a point of order which hasnothing 
to do with the Committee of the Whole at all. But here is an im- 
portant amendment reported to the House from the Committee of 
the Whole, and the point is raised that it is not in order under the 
rules of the House, saying nothing of what transpired in the Com- 
mittee of the Whole. : 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks that under the practice and 
under the rulings heretofore the House could not possibly review 
a point of order made in the Committee of the Whole. The point 
is made and decided by the Chairman of the committee. There is 
an appeal allowed from the decision of the Chair, and then it rests 
with the Committee of the Whole whether the decision shall stand 
as the judgment of the committee or not. Under the practice 
suggested by the gentleman from Missouri a point of order might 
be raised in Committee of the Whole and determined by the Chair- 
man, an appeal taken from the decision of the Chair, and the de- 
cision affirmed or reversed, as the case may be, in the committee; 
the same point of order could be brought into the House, debated, 
and decided by the Chair, with the right of appeal, and a judg- 
ment be rendered by the House finall yuponit. The Chair does 
not think it would be consistent with the orderly practice of the 
House or consistent with the usage heretofore, and therefore over- 
rules the point of order, _ a - 

The gentleman from Missouri is recognized. 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. I demand the regular order. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Mr. Speaker—— ; 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. Mr. Speaker, is not the regular 
order the vote on the bill? 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman in charge of the bill has not 
yet demanded the previous question. The gentleman from Mis- 
souri has been recognized, and the Chair supposes he will demand 
the previous question when he has made such debate as he may 


esire. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Mr. Speaker, under the act approved March 8, 
1898, each Member of the House and each Delegate is allowed $100 
a month for clerical services, provided that such Member or Dele- 
gate certifies to the disbursing officer of the House that he has 
paid, or agreed to pay, thatsum. That $100 a month runs during 
the session of Congress; and there is carried in this bill, pursuant 
to the existing law, $230,889.15. That provides each Member and 
Delegate $100 a month for clerical services from December 1 next 
until the 30th day of June following. 

The proposition which comes to us from the Committee of the 
Whole does not make anent law. Some gentlemen have sup- 
posed that this proposition makes the clerks annual. That is gn 
error. It simply provides that inning with the 4th day of 
March next and terminating with the 30th day of June, 1896, each 
Member and Delegate shall be allowed $100 per month for clerical 


services. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. It isaproposition that those present shall 
vote themselves that sum. 

Mr. DOCKERY. If the gentleman will allow me, it is a propo- 
sition that each Member and Delegate shall be allowed $100 a 
month for clerical services from the 4th of March, 1895, to the 30th 
of June, 1896. Thereafter annual clerks will not be carried inthe 
bill unless the law so provides. 

Now, what is the liability involved? Itmeans this, gentlemen, 
that this bill must carry provision for $100 a month compensation 
for the clerks of 356 Mem and four Delegates. or 360 clerks in 


all, for nine months from the 4th of March next, amounting to 
2) 


Mr. LIVINGSTON. Will the gentleman allow me—— 

Mr. DOCKERY. I can not yield. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. Well, you have got all the time. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Allow me to complete my statement first, and 
I will yield afterwards. 

It means also that there will be carried in this bill a liability of 
$31,500 for 20 annual clerks for nine months from the 4th of 
March, 1895, to the ist of December, 1895. In other words, the 
proposition involves a liability upon the Government of $355,500 
for the nine months ensuing after the 4th of March, 1895; and 
during that period Congress is not in session, and the members 
have not even taken upon themselves the oath of office. It means 
a duplication of expenditures to the extent of $31,500, because the 
annual clerkships run for that time. 

Now, let me illustrate that for a moment, and if my friend from 
Missouri [Mr. HEARD] will not object I will use his committee 
clerkship for the purpose of illustration. The Committee on the 
District of Columbia has an annual clerk. He was appointed by 
my friend from Missouri, the chairman of that committee. That 
clerk will draw his compensation at the rate of $2,000 per annum 
for nine months, and my colleague’s successor will also, under the 
amendment, have the right to name another clerk at $100 a month 
for the same nine months. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Will my friend yield for a 
moment? 

Mr. DOCKERY. I can not yield. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. I think the gentleman cer- 
tainly will yield to me 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman declines to yield. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. If the gentleman declines 
to yield, [ will not interrupt him. The gentleman has all the 
time. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. Divide the time with us. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Why, certainly. , 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. ow much time does the gentleman want 
to yield to us? 

Mr. DOCKERY. The time will be equally divided. Now, let 
me give another illustration. Take, for instance, my friend from 
Alabama [Mr. BANKHEAD]. Allow me to further illustrate this 
proposition by the use of his committee clerkship. _The Commit- 
tee on Public Buildings and Grounds has an annual clerk. That 
clerk will draw his pay for nine months from the 4th of March 
until the 1st of December, and the gentleman from Alabama [Mr. 
BANKHEAD] will also under this amendment have the further 
right—because he is a member of the next House—to appoint a 
clerk at $100 a month for those nine months. Now I will yield 
to the gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. RICHARDSON]. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. The gentleman refers to 
the fact that the Committee on the District of Columbia has an 
annual clerk, and my friend from Missouri [Mr. DocKkERyY] ob- 
jects that his colleague [Mr. HEARD] goes out of office on the 4th 
of March, and that his successor who comes in on the 4th of 
March will havea clerk for nine months. Now, I want to ask the 
gentleman if the clerk of the Committee on the District of Co- 
lumbia will have anything to do with the work of the successor 
of the chairman of the committee. 

Mr. DOCKERY. No; and what is worse—— 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Now, I want to ask my 
friend, is the clerk of the Committee on the District of Columbia 
to be the clerk of the committee or the clerk of the chairman of 
the committee? Is he not the clerk of the committee? 

Mr. BINGHAM. All annual clerks are committee clerks. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Annual and session committee clerks. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. He works for the committee. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Certainly. 

Mr. STOCKDALE. You say he will be the commivtee clerk. 
Will there be any such committee? 

Mr. DOCKERY. The annual clerk to the Committee on the 
District of Columbia er can not have very much public 
business to discharge during those nine months. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Then ought we not to dis- 
charge the clerk to the Committee on the District of Columbia? 

Mr. DOCKERY. We ought to do it if we are going to allow 
each member to name a clerk at $100 a month. 

Mr. HEARD. Illustrate with somebody else. Take the Appro- 
priations Committee. That will apply just as well. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. Is it not a fact that this bill carries a 
large number of items of appropriation for clerks for whose em- 
ployment there is no provision of law? 

Mr. DOCKERY. Jertainly. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. Did you not know that when you intro- 
duced the biil? 

Mr. DOCKERY. Oh, certainly: I suppose there are five hun- 
dred items in the bill that are not expressly authorized by statute 
and only live in appropriation bills. I have only referred to the 
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Committees on Public Buildings and Grounds and on the District 
of Columbia to illustrate the point I was seeking to make. The 
same illustration applies with equal force to the Committee on 


Appropriations and the Committee on Ways and Means and 
every other one of the 20 committees which have annual clerks. 

Mr. MILLIKEN. Will the gentleman allow me right there? 

Mr. DOCKERY. I desire to yield one-half of the time to the 
gentleman from New York [Mr. BARTLETT]. ; 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. I want five minutes of that time. 

Mr. DOCKERY. How much time have I used? 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman has used ten minutes. 

Mr. DOCKERY. I will now yield thirty minutes to the gen- 
tleman from New York [Mr. BARTLETT]. 

Mr. BARTLETT. Mr. Speaker and gentlemen of the House, I 
wish first to address myself to the point which has. been raised 

ainst this amendment by the gentleman from Missouri, the 
chetrant of the Committee on eS ney meme It was suggested 
tome the other day that my amendment was open to the objection 
he raises of a duplication of clerkships—that is, in reference to 
the clerks of committees. I then stated to the gentleman from 
Missouri that if he would raise no captious objection to my amend- 
ment I was perfectly willing to have it corrected to obviate that 
alleged objection if it really existed. My proposition was de- 
clined, and it then occurred to me that his purpose was rather to 
defeat my whole amendment than to secure an amendment to my 
amendment in the line of the objection he raised. 

I am quite willing, I state now, as I stated on that occasion, to 
accept any fair amendment correcting any error in my amend- 
ment if I could obtain unanimous consent; but I do not desire to 
see my amendment defeated by captious opposition. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Would you allow me to say a word—— 

Mr. BARTLETT. No, sir. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. On your side of the question? 

Mr. BARTLETT. Yes. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. If this bill passes a resolution can be put 
through in fifteen minutes to get rid of the bugbear suggested by 
the gentleman. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. 
can fix it. 

Mr. BARTLETT. Any disadvantage which may have been 
caused by the adoption of my amendment can be cured and cor- 
rected by the committee of conference. Now let me state, in an- 
swer to the objection made by the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. 
Dockery], for whose energy, zeal, and ability I have the highest 
regard, that it seems to me that there is nothing in his objection. 
The clerks, on the 4th day of March, 1895, for instance, of the 
Committee on the District of Columbia and the Committee on 
Appropriations, will, it is true, remain in office as the clerks of 
those committees, liable to discharge any duty for the discharge 
of which they are called. 

Mr. KILGORE. Will the gentleman allow me right there? 

Mr. BARTLETT. No; but they are not called upon to do any 
work for any member of this House. The chairman of the Com- 
mittee on the District of Columbia will cease to be chairman of 
that committee with the end of this Congress; so will the chair- 
man of every other committee. And if these clerks remain in 
office it is merely to discharge committee work, and for no other 
purpose. Now, if you desire to abolish these clerks, if thenew 
Congress does so, I have no objection; but that objection has no 
bearing upon my amendment; and there is only one possible 
objection which can be urged against my amendment. 

it must be conceded that those members of the Fifty-third 
Congress who are reelected members of the Fifty-fourth Congress 
will require the services of their clerks during each and every 
day of the recess. But it mer be said, why should those men 
who become members of the Fifty-fourth Congress, not having 
been members of the previous Congress, without having taken 
their oath of office, be allowed clerks? There seems some little 
point in that objection; but we must follow general principles; 
and if it inures to the benefit of a few, we must not take that into 
consideration. We must regard the good of the many, even 
though possibly it inures to the unnecessary benefit of a few. 
Moreover, I have no doubt but that the new members of the Fifty- 
fourth Congress will be called upon by their constituents to dis- 
charge many duties concerning which they will need clerks. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. Do you think they would be called upon 
o pase any duties requiring the extra pay allowed to the 

Mr. BARTLETT. I do. 

a wen at THWAITE. If you do, will you state in what direction 

Mr. BARTLETT. I hzveno doubt that they will be the recipi- 
ents of numerous requests and letters of inquiry, and from time 
to time, if not daily, certainly weekly, that they will be required 
aie certain duties in response to the requests of their con- 


[Laughter. ] 


The conference committee 
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Mr. BLAND. Are not members paid for that? 

Mr. WISE. Do not they get $416 a month for that? 

Mr. BLAND. If it is the purpose to give this additional salary 
to the member, ay is it not done directly instead of indirectly? 

Mr. BARTLETT. Let me answer the gentleman from Mis- 
souri. I say that the charge that this is trying indirectly to in- 
crease the salary of members is wrong, improper, and unjust. 
No member of this Congress, no member of this House, do I be- 
lieve would be so unworthy as to take one dollar of this money for 
his personal benefit. We were treated to an extraordinary exhi- 
bition the other day. 

Mr. BLAND. Will the gentleman allowme? My point is this: 
The member will attend to his private business and the clerk 
will be left to attend to what would be the public business of the 


member. 

Mr. BARTLETT. Iwould ask these gentlemen who have these 
acute consciences, why do you draw your money during the re- 
cess; why do you take your $416 a month? 

Mr. BLAND. Mr. Speaker, the very question which I am ask- 
ing is, Why should they draw the money during the recess for 
doing this business for which they want a clerk? 

Mr. BARTLETT. I do not know how it may be with some 
members of this House. I know for myself that all the money I 
receive is $5,000 a year, and that is all I want, although I con- 
sider it somewhat inadequate pay. All the sums thatare allowed 
for clerk hire are for the clerks alone, for work which they per- 
form not for us, but for the benefit of our constituents, as was 
ably pointed out the other day by the gentleman from Iowa [ Mr. 
HEPBURN] and the gentleman from [Illinois [Mr. CANNON]. Ican 
only say this, that the small objection which can be raised to new 
members drawing this clerk hire certainly does not apply to the 
great body of the members of this House, and we must have some 
firm and lasting rule established. Mr. Speaker, how much time 
have I remaining? 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman has twenty-one minutes. 

Mr. BARTLETT. I yield five minutes to the gentleman from 
Georgia [Mr. LIvInesTon]. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. Mr. Speaker, this whole question is a ques- 
tion that addresses itself to the judgment of every member upon 
this floor. Is it right? [Cries of ‘“‘No!” ‘‘No!”’] Iremember, 
Mr. Speaker, that when this question was before the House the 
gentleman from Missouri [Mr. BLAND] and others who now shout 
*“No!” “No!” objected tomembers being allowed session clerks, yet 
what have they done from that day to this? They have gone into 
the office of the Sergeant-at-Arms and certified that a clerk was 
necessary to them, and that they had employed clerks and desired 
to have them paid, although when the proposition was before the 
House they said they had no need of a clerk. 

Mr. BLAND. I never certified that I needed a clerk, and never 
had one except during the sessions of Congress. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. Now, Mr. Speaker, it is time we were done 
with demagogy on the floor of this House. [Laughter and 
applause. | r. Speaker, ‘‘ You can fool all the people part of the 
time and you can fool a part of the people all the time, but you 
can not fool all the people all thetime.” [Applause.] And those 
who oppose clerks on a yea-and-nay vote, while in Committee of 
the Whole vote for them, will be known at last to their constitu- 
uency. The question is simply this, do the members of the Fifty- 
fourth Congress need annual clerks or not? That is the only ques- 
tion. The argument has been made upon this floor privately that 
this should not be passed because the Fifty-fourth Congress will 
be Republican. [{Laughter.] What difference does that make? 
If every single member of that Congress were Republican, how 
would that affect this question? If they were all Democrats, how 
would that affect the question? Mr. Speaker, I assert on the floor 
of this House that this amendment added to this bill in Commit- 
tee of the Whole is not for the benefit of any member of Congress, 
but is for the benefit of his constituents. 

Mr. HUNTER. Of one of his constituents. [Laughter.] 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. I propose to vote for this proposition for 
the benefit of my constituents, and I am willing to take the risk 
of their ae it, and they pay the taxes. When any man 
says that if this appropriation passes it makes an addition to our 
salaries he says what is not true, and when it is charged that this 
is a proposition to increase the salaries of members upon this 
floor the charge is not true. The only purpose of it is to enable 
members to give better attention to the business of their constitu- 
ents, which is outside the official duties of Congressmen, and which 
without some such provision as this it can not receive. 

The private claims and personal matters pertaining to our con- 
stituents are important to them, and if our official business for- 
bids our personal attention to these matters they should be served; 
especially so when the cost would only be 4% mills per capita. 
For this small tax per capita for all the months when Con- 

is not in session each district could have an agent in 
ashington City under the control of the Representative of the 
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district who could answer the personal calls and private as well 
as public matters that can only be attended to by personal atten- 
tion of someone. 

Why, Mr. Speaker, I came here summer before last several 
times—for what purpose? Tolookafter claims of my constituents 
that were pending in the Pension Office and in the Court of Claims 
or other Government Departments. There is not a member on 
this floor to-day who, when he leaves here on the 4th of March, 
will not be compelled to leave numerous matters concerning the 
interests of his constituents unattended to; and shall he be ex- 
pected to run up here every two or three weeks to attend to those 
matters? 

Mr. CARUTH. Where is that war claims office that the gen- 
tleman had to go to? 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. If the gentleman is soignorant, after hay- 
ing served here ten years, that he does not know the location of 
the Government offices, I have no time now to instruct him. 
Cee It is his fault if ignorant, not mine. 

Mr. BARTLETT. I yield now to the gentleman from Ilinois 
[Mr. CANNON]. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. Mr. Speaker, in Committee of the 
Whole I had five minutes to say what I desired to say touching 
this amendment. I said it then as best I could, and I do not know 
that in the short time I have now I can add thereto. I have, how- 
ever, nothing to take back that I said then. I have for years be- 
lieved that the expenditure for clerk hire to Senators was a wise 
one. Some people thought otherwise. * 

At first the allowance was for the session, but it is now annual. 
I believe that is wise. I was gratified when the Fifty-second Con- 
gress, of which I did not have the honor to be a member, had the 
courage to make provision for clerks for members. I believed it 
was right, and said so before I ceased to be a Member of the Fifty- 
first Congress. In my judgment the average Member of Con- 
gress—and I hope I am about an average member—can use this 
allowance of $100 a month for clerical assistance for the benefit of 
the whole country. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. Ido not recall that there was any action 
on that subject during the Fifty-first Congress. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. It was proposed. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. And voted down? 

Mr. CANNON of Llinois. Dropped. But we made progress. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. It was carried, I believe, on a vote in Com- 
mittee of the Whole, but defeated on a yea-and-nay vote in the 
House, was it not? [Laughter | 

Mr. CANNON of lllinois. Ithinkso. Thatis my recollection. 
But suppose it was, that Fifty-first nero does not meet the 
approval of my friend from Ohio, and I hope he will not follow 
the precedent that was made at that time. [Laughter.] Mr. 
Speaker, I believe that every member here, elected to the next 
Congress or a member of the present House, believes that the pub- 
lic interest would be served by making this appropriation. I am 
willing to walk up and vote for it. I believe the country will in- 
dorse it, and, as I said the other day, a country that gathers an- 
nually a revenue of $400,000,000, or ought to, and makes expendi- 
tures of over that amount, onght not to stop and criticise an 
appropriation like this for clerk hire, and will not doso. [Cries 
of *‘ Vote!” eed 

Mr. DOCKERY. I yield three minutes to the gentleman from 
Tlinois [Mr. WILLIAMs]. 

Mr. BARTLETT. I reserve the residue of my time. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Illinois. Mr. Speaker, the reason assigned 
in the last Congress for giving clerks to members during the ses- 
sion was that it was necessary that members should be present 
here while the House is transacting its business, and therefore 
necessary that they should have clerks to attend to their work 
about the Departments and to assist in their correspondence, No 
such reason exists in favor of this amendment. This proposition 
to furnish members clerks during vacation at the expense of the 
Government simply means that when vacation comes and the 
lawyers, the bankers, and the business men of this House give 
up their Congressional work and commence attending to their 
private affairs they shall have clerks paid by the Government 
to attend to their official duties, while they themselves receive 
$400 per month for attending to their own privatebusiness, That 
is what this amendment means. [Applause.] 

Mr. Speaker, the gentleman from Becenia may talk about dem- 
agogy or any other “‘gogy;” I tell you the people will under- 
stand that this is rey voting money into your own pockets. 
What member of this House is there who can not after the 4th of 
March attend to all his Congressional correspondence and other 
official work without the assistance of a clerk? Te my distinguished 
friend from Tennessee [Mr. PATTERSON] must go into the courts 
and try his cases—if other lawyers of this House and business 
men must look after their private affairs which have been neg- 
lected during the Cengeeenenss session, they may need clerks, 
it is true, to attend to their Congressional work. But I say when 





a man is allowed nine months in the year to attend to his private 
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affairs, while his official salary runs on, he can afford to hire a 
clerk for $100 per month at his own expense to attend to his official 
duties and enjoy the other $300 of his salary himself while attend- 
ing to his own private business during vacation. I hope the 
amendment will be voted down. [Applause.] 

Here the hammer oe 

fr. DOCKERY. I yield three minutes to the gentleman from 
Ohio [Mr. OuTHWaITE]. [Cries of ‘* Vote!” ‘“ Vote! ”] 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. Mr. Speaker, each time we rise on this 
side of the Honse to speak we hear that doleful cry upon the other 
side, ‘‘Vote!” ‘‘ Vote!” We will not vote until we get through dis- 
cussing this matter, and that satisfactorily. 

I was one of those who earnestly supported the proposition that 
members of Congress should have clerks during the sessions of 
Congress. I supported it from the beginning to the end, though 
at no time was I directly interested. I am opposed to this prop- 
osition to give members $100 per month for clerks the nine months 
preceding the commencement to the session for several good rea- 
sons. The first is, there is no necessity for it. Why should gen- 
tlemen compare the duties of a Member of Congress with those 
of a Senator, who has his whole State for his constituency, who 
receives correspondence from every part of the State? There is 
no comparison between the amount of clerical work required of 
a Member and that required of a Senator. 

Again, this amendment is in violation of the spirit of the con- 
tract between Representatives and the people who sent them here. 
The terms of salary and labor expected for these nine months 
were well known—did not contain this $100—and you gladly ac- 
coupes them. When gentlemen were candidates for reelection last 
fall they did not let their people know that if such a proposition 
as this should come up they would vote in the affirmative. You 
know you would not have done so. To give new members this 
extra pay is unfair to.old members who are not chairmen of com- 
mittees having annual clerks. Many of them will have more cler- 
ical work in closing their next nine months than any new mem- 
ber will have in that time. 

Then, again, this proposition is directly in the interest of the 
members who are to vote upon the measure. They propose to vote 
to themselves release from that little portion of clerical labor 
which comes to them during the nine months of Congressional re- 
cess. Ihave been in Congress for ten years, and have therefore 
had five opportunities to know what the work amounts to during 
such a recess. I have alargeconstituency. My district embraces 
a large city and contains also within its limits a very consid- 
erable number of ex-soldiers. I have always had many demands 
upon my time when at home; but there has never been a period 
when I could not perform the duties of Congressman while at 
home, so far as correspondence and other matters of that kind are 
concerned, in from one to two hours each day. It was not neces- 
sary for me to have a clerk at $100 a month to do those things, nor 
is it necessary that you should have now. If you must devote 
your time to other matters you can employ such clerical help as 
you need for $25 or $30 per month, 

There would be much more justice, much more equity,in a 
proposition of this sort if this Congress, instead of voting for 
this special proposition, should adopt an amendment to the gen- 
eral law to pay for clerks from the time the first session begins 
until the end of the term. Gentlemen do not propose to change 
the law; they do not propose to make a general provision for 
annual clerks. You simply provide that those of you who are to 
be members of the next Congress shall during the first nine 
months of your term enjoy the benefits of this $900. Wait until 
the next session if you desire to do this thing. You will have 
the opportunity to do it in the deficiency bill. It will be just as 
honorable; it will be just as fair to the people then; it will be just 
as statesmanlike then; it will be just as necessary then. You can 
then vote this $900 to yourselves for your clerk hire if you feel 
you ought to have it; if you are satisfied that it is justly your due. 

Mr. CARUTH. I wish to ask the gentleman a question. He 
is, I believe, chairman of the Commitiee on Military Affairs? 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. Yes, sir. 

Mr. CARUTH. Will he have the kindness to tell me, for the 
information of the House (because the gentleman from Georgia 
seems to be the only one that knows), where the ‘‘ war claims 
office” is? 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. I am not familiar with that office; I do 
not know where it is. 

Mr. DOCKERY. I yield two minutes to the gentleman from 
Colorado [Mr. PENcE}. 

Mr. PENCE. Mr. Speaker, I can not and will not vote for 
this proposition as it stands. I should be very glad to vote to 
give to my successor the same facilities as a member of this House 
which I have had and greater facilities. I believe that the serv- 
ices of clerk to a member should begin with the first session of the 
member’s service, whether it be a pager or a special session, and 
should then continue until the end of the Congress. But I donot 
believe that during the vacation, which forms ordinarily the first 
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part of the Congressional term, a member should have this allow- 
ance for aclerk. If the gentleman from Georgia is sincere in 
statement that for the present and for the future he has aban- 
doned demagogy on the floor, I insist on having him sworn and 
let it be made a matter of record. Pama.) 


A Memser. He might be congratulated by the House. _ 

Mr. PENCE. But, Mr. Speaker, there are serious objections to 
this amendment, which I think must be insurmountable to every 
member of the House who will give it a moment's consideration. 
As it stands I certainly think it should be defeated. But Iam 
ready, with other gentlemen here, many of whom are retiring from 
Congress, and who want to do the right and proper thing not only 
to their successors but to the people, and arrange for an effective 
service in the future—we are ready to vote for a proposition that 
will allow the services of a clerk to members of Congress begin- 
ning with the service of the Congressman himself at the ee 
of the next re session. But certainly I do not think we coul 
conscientiously go beyond that. 

Here the hammer fell. | 
r. BARTLETT. I yield now three minutes to the gentleman 
from Pennsylvania [Mr. BINGHAM]. 

Mr. BINGHAM. Mr. Speaker, asingle word on the subject now 
before us. 

Gentlemen in this House protest against the allowance of a rea- 
sonable compensation for clerical labor to assist the members of 
the House during that period of Congress when we are not actu- 
ally in session, and the impression is sought to be made that dur- 
ing that time there is no need for suchservice. Gentlemen forget 
at the same time that among other allowances to members is a 
compensation for mileage far beyond the requirements of actual 
travel. As an illustration, I am allowed $56 from my city to this 
capital to and fro each session of Congress. It costs me $6, and 
yet there is no criticism on the part of gentlemen near or far as to 
drawing too much compensation on that account. Gentlemen 
draw $125 a session for stationery, and yet there is no man here 
who draws and uses that much stationery in any session of Con- 

ess. 

F mew; Mr. Speaker, the service of a clerk for one who gives his 
time to his constituency is as necessary and the work is as great 
during the recess as during the session of Congress. I have been 
a member of Congress for sixteen years, and during that entire 
time I have never given to business any moment of my time out- 
side of the time I have given to my constituency, and that runs to 
every man who ——— a large constituency. My work never 
ceases after the 4th of March until the reassembling of Congress, 
and there are as many constituents in my house each day when I 
go home during the recess as when I go home during the session 
of Congress. The service of a clerk is of assistance to me and of 
great value to them. 
Here the hammer ot 

Mr. DOCKERY. I yield three minutes to the gentleman from 
Georgia [Mr. BLack]. 

Mr. BLACK. Mr. Speaker, I do not rise at this time with any 
hope that I will be able to exercise any influence on this question 
to defeat the proposition, but more for the purpose of putting 
upon record my earnest protest against the adoption of the amend- 
ment reported from the Committee of the Whole. I have heard 
no suggestion from gentlemen who support it which to my 
mind is at all satisfactory or sufficient to recommend it to my 
favor. If you concede that members of Congress after the 4th of 
March have — duties to perform, you must also concede that 
they are paid by the people for their performance. If tomy mind 
there was no other objection to the amendment I should feel con- 
strained to oppose it because of the manner in which it comes 
before us. 

I respectfully submit to the House that we are called upon here 
to do something which I understand to be in plain, palpable, and 
flagrant violation of the rules of the House. Here we are a bod 
of lawmakers, with a system of rules for our government as bind- 
ing upon us as if they were written upon the statutes of the coun- 
try, and yet we are asked to trample upon those rules, and for 
what purpose? However gentlemen may disguise the fact, what- 
ever methods of reasoning they may pursue, it is for the purpose 
of paying money for our own benefit. Gentlemen say not a dollar 
will go into their pockets. Undoubtedly that may be so; but the 
money is being used to employ somebody else to perform a service 
for the performance of which they are already paid by the people 
of this country. 

Now, I submit to the House whether or not it is becoming in 
us, whether or not it is worthy of members of this Congress, in 
the face of its own rules to adopt this amendment. I have not 
yet heard of the denial of the fact that it was a violation of the 
rules, andI understand that has been practically conceded. 

Here the hammer fell. 
. BARTLETT. I yield three minutes to the gentleman from 


Louisiana [Mr. RoBERTSON]. 
Mr. ROBERTSON of Louisiana. Mr. Speaker, I have been a 


member of this House since the Fiftieth Congress, and I have 
through many just such scenes and outbursts of sentiment 

om gentlemen on this side of the House and on the other side as 
this whenever any question comes up here which may affect the in- 
terests of any constituency of a member where that interest may 
be considered personal to the member. I want to say that there 
is not now, nor has there been in the House, ten men within the 
last ten or twenty years who have performed all of the duties in- 
cumbent upon a member of Congress—I mean the entire duties 
with reference to the Department work, the distribution of seeds, 
sending out documents,and attending to the thousand and one 
things which are merely mechanical in their nature, but which 
form an important part of the duties of a member of this body. 

I want to say, Mr. Chairman, that I stood upon this floor and 
voted to pay to the members of this House the loss which occurred 
to the members through the defalcation of a former Sergeant-at- 
Arms. I saw pass between the tellers in Committee of the Whele 
a large majority in favor of that measure. When the time came 
to call the roll there were a number of members who had passed 
between the tellers who, when their names were called. did not 
have the moral courage to stand up to their convictions and 
record their votes. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, I want to say that when the proposition 
was made for clerks to members that same thing happened, and 
I want to say that the second proposition, made just as this is, on 
the eve of the adjournment of a Congress, passed, and I want to 
say of those who cast their votes against the proposition and de- 
nounced it as being wrong, that they were the first men to appoint 
clerks and to certify to the necessity of theiremployment. I[ want 
to say thatthe very same gentlemen who made the outcry against 
the payment of money for the defalcation of Silcott. everyone of 
them, with the exception, I believe, of the chairman of the Com- 
mittee on gp daeaamasaate accepted the money after it had been 
as ea ‘ : 

r. BLAND. You might include me also as one who did not 
accept the money. 

Mr. McRAE. The gentleman should also include me. 

Mr. ROBERTSON of Louisiana. These gentleman, then, are 
noble and distinguished exceptions. ane] 

Mr. DOCKERY. I did not accept the money. 

Mr. ROBERTSON of Louisiana. I want to say that if every 
man has the courage of his convictions, and if every man who 
voted for this proposition by passing between the tellers will cast 
his vote as he voted then, that this proposition will carry by an 
eae majority. 


Mr. BARTLETT. I yield one minute to the gentleman from 
Maine [Mr. MILLIKEN]. 
Mr. MILLIKEN. r. Speaker, I have simply to say that I have 


stood for twelve years in this House, and have seen from time to 
time this same question under consideration. I have seen the 
House by a rising vote decide 2 to 1 in favor of clerks, and then 
when my friend from Indiana [Mr. HoLMAN] or some one else 
called for the yeas and nays, I have seen a vote of 2 to 1 the other 
way. In Committee of the Whole the other day this House voted 
2 to 1 for annual clerks. The question is whether you have the 
honest courage and integrity to stand by your convictions or 
whether you will be stampeded by this scarecrow of what some- 
body in your district will do. 

Mr. DOCKERY. I yield to the gentleman from-New York 
[Mr. HAINES] one minute. 

Mr. HAINES. Mr. Speaker, I am in favor of giving clerks $100 
a month for twelve months each year, commencing on the 4th 
day of next December. I desired in Committee of the Whole to 
have an amendment to this amendment, but was refused any con- 
sideration and was told that I must take this or nothing, and I 
have concluded that I would favor this amendment rather than 
have it defeated. Still Iam opposed to the amendment asa whole. 
I do think that the members of the Fifty-third Congress who 
have been reelected to the Fifty-fourth Congress should have from 
the 4th of March clerks at $100 4 month continuously, but I do 
not think it is necessary for the new members of the Fifty-fourth 
Congress, who are not members of this Congress to have clerks 
from the 4th of March, when they have no work for them to do, 
when we who go out will have six months’ work witheut clerks 
in sending out seeds, books, etc. Idonot think it is fair-—— 

Here the hammer fell. 
tr. BARTLETT. Mr. Speaker, I should like the attention of 
the House for two or three minutes, as I am_now called upon to 
close the debate on our side. 

I wish to say a word or two in answer to the gentleman from 
Missouri [Mr. De Armonp], who has attacked our side so vigor- 
ously, and who imagines he is a parliamentarian more able than 
the Speaker of this House or than the distinguished Chairman of 
the Committee of the Whole; who imagines that he is a parlia- 
mentarian greater than the able gentleman from Texas who gave 
us his views on the point of order when it was raised, and who 
also imagines that he alone holds the monopoly of honesty in this 
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House, he who says that we come here as vultures to prey upon a 
carcass. I for one do not propose to allow any man in this House 
to say that I am a vulture. ameer.] or do I pepen to 
have it said that any of the gentlemen who support the amend- 
ment offered by me are birds of prey. 

I say that the gentleman is mistaken. Heisnoeagle. He is 
rather the raven, that croaks continually, ‘‘ Nevermore,” or the 
daw that picks at the sleeves of honest men, of those members 
who favor this amendment. 

Now, gentlemen, I can tell you for one that this amendment 
makes no personal differencetome. Ihave an office in New York, 
runata loss and sacritice. I have abandoned a practice of $25,000 a 
year to come here. [Great i And, gentlemen, I am 
glad and proud to have done so, for I feel that I may be of some 
possible service to my constituents; but if these gentlemen imag- 
ine-—— 

The SPEAKER. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. BARTLETT. lLIask for another moment. If these gentle- 
men imagine that their little village communities represent the 
—— and that their communities alone represent the masses, 

tell them that we represent the people just as much as they do, 
and our constituents believe in us and in our honesty. 

Mr. DOCKERY. I yield one minute to the gentleman from 
New York. 

Mr. LOCKWOOD. Mr. Speaker, this proposition is a very 
simple one. We have heard upon this floor all this session and 
nearly all of last session that the Treasu of the United 
States was ‘‘hard up.” We have refused public buildings where 
they were necessary. We have refused improvements because 
the Treasury was in an embarrassed condition; but to-day we 
come here and demand that the country take $300,000 or more 
from the Treasury to pay for clerks when Congress is not in ses- 
sion, and when gentlemen elected to the next Congress have 
nothing to do for the money which they received but to write 
five or ten letters a day with respect to public business, which is 
the only work they can do. [Applause. | 

Mr. DOCKERY. I now yield four minutes to the gentleman 
from Texas. 7 

Mr. SAYERS. Mr. Speaker, if Ican get the attention of the 
House I desire to say-—— 

Mr. HUNTER. Yield one minute to me. 

Mr. SAYERS. Mr. Speaker, when I shall have spoken three 
minutes I wish the Chair to let me know. I desire to yield one 
minute to the gentleman from Illinois. 

Mr. Speaker, I will address myself few to this side of 
the House. The majority will be held responsible for such legis- 
lation as may be enacted. Others will be the beneficiaries of this 
measure if it shall become law, but the Democrats of the House 
will be held responsible before the bar of public opinion for this 
appropriation. Now, what is the appropriation? Three hundred 
and fifty-five thousand dollars in order to pay for the services of 
clerks to ourselves when we are engaged in our private business 
affairs. I have beenin Congress now nearly ten years, and I know 
something about what a gg, open ye does during vacation. I 
know that no man can rise in his seat and say that the necessities 
of the public service during the vacation are such as to require the 
employment of a clerk at $100 per month to assist him in the per- 
formance of his official duties. 

Mr. BINGHAM. Will the gentleman allow an inquiry? 

Mr. PICKLER. How many clerks has the Committee on Ap- 
propriations. Three? 

Mr. SAYERS. Two less than has the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions, of which the gentleman is a member; besides, I will say 
to my friend that I do not use any of the clerks of the committee 
during vacation. 

Mr. BINGHAM. Will the gentleman now allow an inquiry? 

Mr. SAYERS. I will be at home, and they will be here in 
Washington city attending to the business of the committee. 

Mr. PICKLER. You have three; we have none. 

Mr. SAYERS. Any of themembers of the committee may use 
its clerks, and there is no member of the committee but what uses 
them as much as I. 

Mr. BINGHAM. Will the gentleman allow me an inquiry? 

Mr. SAYERS. I desire to talk to the Democrats of the House, 
my friend. [Laughter.] 

e SPEAKER. The time of the gentleman has expired. 
er 

Mr. SAYERS. Then I will take another minute. I have a 
minute more, Mr. Speaker. 

Now, gentlemen, I will give you a parting warning. You may 
swell the omy argeamerg of this Congress by such e ditures as 
this, but when the sum total of appropriations shall be announced 


to you no one of you who shall have voted for this measure will 
rise and say: ‘‘ Mr.Speaker,I contributed to it to the amount of 
$350,000 for my own personal convenience.” 

M. Now will the gentleman allow an inquiry? 


Mr. BING 


Mr. SAYERS. My friend will excuse me; I am talking to the 
Democrats. 

Mr. COX. Will you yield to me? 

Mr. SAYERS. No. Nowyou have clerks during the session of 
Congress. 

Mr. COX. Iam on your side. 

Mr. SAYERS. Andfrom the 4th day of March until the ist day 
of December next there is not one Representative in twenty on this 
side of the House who will have anything to do except to attend 
to his own private business. Why, then, vote for this appropria- 
tion? Is it necessary, is it rightto do so? I think not. 

Mr. DOCKERY. In the one minute remaining I only desire to 
say that this Congress has unwisely materially enlarged and ex- 
tended the franking privilege, and in my judgment this House can 
not afford to grant any further gratuities and benefits to the 
membership of this body or to those who shall come after us. I 
demand the previous question on the bill and amendments to its 
passage. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Missouri demands the 
previous question on the bill and amendments to its passage. 

The previous question was ordered. 

The SPEAKER. Is a separate vote demanded on any of the 
amendments? 

Mr. DOCKERY. Iask for a separate vote on the amendment 
with respec¢ to clerks to members. 

The SPEAKER. Is any other separate vote demanded? If not, 
the vote will be taken on them in gross. 

No other separate vote was demanded. 

The SPEAKER. Without objection, then, the amendments 
will be agreed to, except the amendment which the clerk will now 
report. 

There was no objection. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

On page 18 strike out all after the word “ Representatives,” in line 2, down 
to and including the word “ necessary,” in line 9, and insert: 


“For annual clerks to Members who are not chairmen of committees, and 
to Delegates from Territories, at $1,200 each, from and after March 4, 1895." 


Mr. DOCKERY. Mr. Speaker, I demand the yeas and nays on 
that amendment. 

The yeas and nays were ordered; and the Speaker appointed to 
os as tellers at the desk Mr. BARTLETT and Mr. TayLor of In- 

iana. 

The question was taken; and there were—yeas 98, nays 142, an- 
swered ‘‘ present” 4, not voting 105; as follows: 


YEAS—$98. 
Adams, Pa. Doolittle, Kribbs, Reed, 
Aldrich, Draper, Lacey, ee 
Apsley, Everett Layton, Robertson, La. 
Avery, Gillet, N. Y. Lefever, Rusk, 
Babcock Gillett, Mass. Linton, Russell, Conn, 
Baker, N. H. Griffin, Mich. Livingston, Settle, 
Bartholdt, Grout, Loud, Smith, 
Bartlett, Grow, Mahon, Stephenson, 
Bin f Hager, Marsh, Stone, 0. W. 
Boatner, Hainer, Nebr. Marvin, N. ¥ Stone, W.A. 
Bowers, Cal. aines, McAleer Storer, 
Bromwell, Harmer, Meiklejohn, Strong, 
Bundy, Hartman, Mercer, Tawney, 
Cadmus, Hayes, Meredith, Thomas, 
Cannon, Il. Heiner, Pa. Meyer, Turpin, 
Chickering, Henderson, Il. Milliken, Van Voorhis, N. Y. 
Cobb, Mo. Henderson, Iowa Newlands, Van Voorhis, Ohio 
Cockrell, Hepburn, Northway, Walker, 
Coffin, Md. Hooker, N. Y. Payne, Wanger, ' 
Cooper, Fla. Hopkins, Il. Perkins, Wheeler, Il. a 
Crain, Hopkins, Pa. Phillips, Wilson, Wash. ' 
Curtis, Kans. Hulick, Pickler, Woomer, 
Curtis, N. ¥ ull, Pigott, Wright. 
Davey, Johnson, N. Dak. Powers, 
Dolliver, Kiefer, Ray, 
NAYS—142. 
Alexander, Cannon, Cal. Geary, . Lockwood, 
Arnold, Capehart, Geissenhainer, Lucas, 
Bailey, Caruth, Goodnight, They 
Baker, Kans. Catchings, Gorman, addox, 
Baldwin, cy Grady, Maguire, 
Bankhead, Clark, Mo Gresham, Maliory 
Barnes, Clarke, Ala. Hall, Mo. Martin, Ind. 
Barwig, Cobb, Ala Hammond, McCreary, Ky 
Beckner, Cockran, Heard, McDearmon, ! 
Bell, Colo. Coffeen, Wyo. Henderson, N.C. McEttrick, 4 
Bell, Tex rnish, Henry, Soe ‘ 
Berry, x, Hitt, MeMillin, 
. Crawford, Hooker, Miss. McNagny, 
d, Daniels, Hudson, McRae, 
mn, Davis, Hunter, Money, 
Bower, N. ©. De Armond, Hutcheson, Montgomery, 
Branch, De Forest, Ikirt, Morgan, 
Breckinridge, Dinsmore, Izlar, Moses, 
tz, Dockery, Kem, Mutchler, 
Brickner, Donovan, Kilgore, Neill, 
Broo Edmunds, Kyle, Ogden 
Brosius, Ky. Lane, O'Neill, Mo. 
Brown, English, Cal. pognem, Outhwaite, 
Bryan, Epes, Latimer, é 
Bunn, Erdman, Lawson, Pearson, 
Bynum, Forman, Lester, Pence, 
Caminetti, Fyan, Little, Pendleton, Tex. 
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Reilly, Snodgrass, Talbott, Md. Warner 
Richards, aperr ys Tate, Weadock, 
Ritchie, Stallings, Taylor, Ind: Whiting, 
Robbins, Stevens, Terry, Williams, Ml. 
Ryan Stockdale, Tucker, Williams, Miss. 
Sayers, Stone, Ky. Turner, Ga. Wise, 
Scranton, Strait, Turner, Va. Wolverton. 
Shell, Swanson, waar 
Simpson, Talbert, S.C. adsworth, 
ANSWERED “PRESENT”’—4. 
Cooper, Wis. Griffin, Wis. Haugen, Tracey. 
NOT VOTING—16. 
Abbott, Dunphy, Johnson, Ohio Robinson, Pa. 
Adams, Ky. Durbosow. Jones, Russell, Ga. 
Aitken, Ellis, Oreg. Loudenslager, Schermerhorn, 
Alderson, English, N. J. Magner, Sherman, 
Allen, nloe, Marshall, Sibley, 
Belden, Fielder McCall, Sickles, 
Beltzhoover, Fithian, McCleary, Minn. Sipe, 
ir, Fletcher, McCulloc Somers, 
Boutelle, Funk, McDannold, Sorg, 
Broderick, Gardner, McDowell, Springer, 
Burnes, Gear, McGann, Straus, 
Cabaniss Goldzier, McKeighan, Sweet, 
Campbell, Graham, McLaurin, Tarsney, 
Causey, Grosvenor, Moon, Taylor, Tenn. 
Childs, Hall, Minn. Moore, Updegraff, 
Cogswell, Hare, Morse, ashington, 
Conn, Harris, Murray, Waugh, 
Coombs, Harrison, O'Neil, Mass. Wells, 
Cooper, Ind. Harter, Paschal, Wever, 
Cooper, Tex. Hatch, Patterson, Wheeler, Ala. 
Cousins, Hendrix, Pendleton, W. Va. White, 
Covert, Hermann, Price, Wilson, Ohio 
Culberson, Hicks, uigg, Wilson, W. Va. 
Dalzell, Hines, andall, Woodard. 
Denson, Holman, Rayner, 
Dingley, Houk, Richardson, Mich. 


Dunn, Johnson, Ind. 


Richardson, Tenn. 

Mr. COBB of Alabama. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent 
that my colleague, Mr. HARRISON, be excused, on account of sick- 
ness. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

Mr. TAYLOR of Indiana. Mr. Speaker, I ask that my col- 
league, Mr. HOLMAN, be excused on account of illness in his fam- 
ily. If present he would vote “‘no.” 

Mr. SAYERS. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that my 
colleague, Mr. PASCHAL, be excused, on account of sickness. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered, 

Mr. BARWIG. Mr. Speaker, I ask that my colleague, Mr. | 
WELLS, be excused, on account of sickness in his family. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

Mr. ELLIS of Oregon. Mr. Speaker, I desire to vote. 

The SPEAKER. Was the gentleman in the Hall during the 
roll call and did he fail to hear his name called? 

Mr. ELLIS of Oregon. I came in during the call, but I did not 
observe what portion of the roll was being called at the time. 

The SPEAKER. Unless the gentleman can state that he was 
in the Hall and failed to hear his name called the Chair can not 
entertain his request. 

Mr. ELLIS of Oregon. I think I was, butI am notcertain. If 
permitted to vote I would vote in the negative. 

Mr. COCKRAN. Mr. Speaker, has the gentleman from Maine, 
Mr. DINGLEY, voted? 

The SPEAKER. He has not. 

Mr. COCKRAN. Then I desire to withdraw my vote, as I am 
paired with him. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Maine, Mr. DINGLEY, is 
paired with WN 4 from Tennessee, Mr. RICHARDSON. 

Mr. COCKRAN. Then my vote stands. 

Mr. MOORE. Mr. Speaker, I am: paired with the gentleman 
from Virginia [Mr. TURNER]. 
“no.” 

Mr. O’NEIL of Massachusetts. Mr. Speaker, I voted in the 
negative, but I desire to withdraw my vote, as l am paired with | 
my colleague, General CoGSwELL. 

Mr. JONES. Mr. Speaker, I voted in the negative, but, being | 
paired with the gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. McCa.t], 
withdraw my vote. 

The following-named members were announced as paired: 

Until further notice: 

Mr. RicHarpDson of Tennessee with Mr. DINGLEY. 

Mr. CausEy with Mr. Hicks. 

Mr. ABBOTT with Mr. WEVER. 

Mr. Jonzs with Mr. McCatu. 

Mr. O’NEtL of Massachusetts with Mr. CogswELL. 

Mr. ALLEN with Mr. Jounson of Indiana. 

The following for this day: 

Mr. Wooparp with Mr. Bernie. 


If he were present I would vote 


Mr. McCuLioca with Mr. HERMANN, 
Mr. PascHat with Mr. RANDALL. 





























. HARRISON with Mr. GEAR. 

. ENGLISH of New Jersey with Mr. Funk. 

. SOMERS with Mr. SwWEET. 

. SorG with Mr. Morse. 

. COVERT with Mr. Houx. 

. ALDERSON with Mr. BoUTELLE. 

. WILSON of West Virginia with Mr. DALZELL, 
. CoomsBs with Mr. Cousins. 

. HARE with Mr. Rosrnson of Pennsylvania. 
The following on this question: 

. UPDEGRAFF with Mr. SHERMAN. 

. ENLOE with Mr. TAYLor of Tennessee. 

. COOPER of Wisconsin with Mr. Moon. 

. TURNER of Virginia with Mr. Moore. 

. BURNES with Mr. AITKEN. 

. DENSON with Mr. GRAHAM. 

. WELLS with Mr. GRIFFIN of Wisconsin. 

. Hatcu with Mr. GROSVENOR. 

. FLETCHER with Mr. Hau of Minnesota. 

. TRACEY with Mr. SCHERMERHORN. 

r. HAUGEN. Mr. Speaker, I did not hear my name in the 
list of pairs, but I am paired with the gentleman from Massachtu- 
setts, Mr. Morse. If he were present I would vote against the 
amendment. 

The SPEAKER. Upon this question the yeas are 98, the nays 
are 142, and 4 have answered “‘ present.” The nays have it, and the 
amendment is not agreed to; so that the text stands as in the orig- 
inal bill. [Loud applause. | 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; and 
being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and 
passed. 

On motion of Mr. DOCKERY, a motion to reconsider the vote 
by which the bill was passed was laid on the table. 


MESSAGE FROM THE PRESIDENT. 


A message in writing from the President of the United States 
was communicated to the House of Representatives by Mr. PRUDEN, 
one of his secretaries, who also announced that the President had 
approved and signed bills and ajoint resolution of the following 
titles: 

On February 8, 1895: 

An act (H.R. 3560) granting a pension to Martha A. Geer; 

An act (H.R. 6946) granting a pension to Sarah M. Brown; 

An act (H. R. 5994) granting apension to Rosanna Cobb, widow 
of Edmond Cobb, deceased, late of Sac and Fox war; 

An act (H. R. 5843) granting a pension to Mary Finnerty; 

An act (H.R.5111) for the relief of John J. Patman; 

An act (H. R. 7422) for the relief of Harriet Clayton; 

An act (H. R. 5194) to pension G. O. Greiner, of Texas; 

An act (H.R. 6531) to pension Nancy Gabrilla Anderson; 

An act (H.R. 5322) granting an increase of pension to Mrs, 
Margaret Smith; 

An act (H. R. 4850) to increase the pension of Marcus D. Box; 

An act (H. R. 5802) to increase the pension of Pickens T. Rey- 
nolds, of Hall County, Ga.; , 

An act (H.R.3291) to amend section 22 of an act to regulate 


| commerce, as amended March 2, 1889; 


An act (H.R. 8277) authorizing the board of commissioners of 
the Soldiers’ Home, in the District of Columbia, to sell certain 
property known as the ‘“‘Asylum lot” on Pascagoula Bay, Missis- 
sippi; 

An act (H. R.7811) authorizing the El Reno Bridge Company 
to construct a bridge across the South Canadian River between 
Blaine County, Okla., and the Wichita Indian Reservation; and 

Joint resolution (H. Res. 92) to print extra copies of the deci- 
sions of Interior Department relating to public lands and pen- 
sions. 

On February 8, 1895: 

An act (H. R. 8635) to regulate navigation on the Great Lakes 


| and their connecting and tributary waters. 


On February 11, 1895: 

An act (H. R. 8253) to establish a national military park at 
Gettysburg, Pa. 

On February 12, 1895: 

An act (H. R.7468) for the relief of William T. Holman. 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


A message from the Senate, by Mr. PLatt, one of its clerks, an- 
nounced that the Senate had agreed to the report of the commit- 
tee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on 
the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H.R.8563) to adopt 
special rules for the navigation of harbors, rivers, and inland 
waters of the United States, supplementary to the act of August 
19, 1890, entitled “‘An act to adopt regulations for preventing col- 
lisions at sea.” 




























































The message also announced that the Senate had passed with 
amendments the bill (H. R.3476) to provide for the examination 
and classification of certain mineral lands in the States of Mon- 
tana and Idaho, asked a conference with the House on the bill 
and amendments, and had appointed Mr. Berry, Mr. Power, and 
Mr. DuBols as the conferees on the part of the Senate, 

The message also announced that the Senate had passed withont 
amendment joint resolution (H. Res. 140) to confirm the enlarge- 
ment of the Red Cliff Indian Reservation, in the State of Wis- 
consin, made in 1863, and for the allotment of the same. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 


The following reports of committees were handed in at the 
Clerk’s desk, referred to their appropriate Calendars, and other- 
wise disposed of as indicated below: 


SETTLEMENT AND ADJUSTMENT OF CLAIMS. 


Mr. STONE of Kentucky, from the Committee on War Claims, 
reported back favorably the bill (H.R.2003) to settle and ad- 
just the claims of any State for expenses incurred by it in defense 
of the United States; which was referred to the Committee of the 


“Whole House on the state of the Union, and, with the accom- 


panying report, ordered to be printed. 
REGULATION OF STEAM VESSELS. 


Mr. MALLORY, from the Committee on Interstate and Forei 
Commerce, reported back favorably with an amendment the bill 
(8S. 497) to amend ‘‘An act to amend section 4400 of Title LIL of 
the Revised Statutes of the United States concerning the regula- 
tion of steam vessels,” approved August 7, 1882; and also to amend 
section 4414, Title LI, of the Revised Statutes, ‘‘ Regulation of 
steam vessels;” which was referred to the Committee of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union, and, with the accompanying 
report, ordered to be printed. 


MOUNT VERNON BARRACKS MILITARY RESERVATION, STATE OF 
ALABAMA. 


Mr. GORMAN, from the Committee on Military Affairs, re- 
= back favorably the bill (H. R.8680) granting the Mount 

Jernon Barracks Military Reservation to the State of Alabama 
for publie uses; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union, and, with the accompanying re- 
port, ordered to be printed. 


EXTENSION OF TIME FOR FILING CERTAIN CLAIMS, 


Mr. MAHON, from the Committee on War Claims, reported 
back favorably the bill (H.R. 8804) to extend the time for filing 
certain claims for compensation for horses and other property 
lost in the military service of the United States; which was 
referred to the House Calendar, and, with the accompanying 
report, ordered to be printed. 


ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


Mr. PEARSON, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, reported 
that they had examined and found truly enrolled bills of the fol- 
lowing titles; when the Speaker signed the same: 

A bill (H. R. 6244) to remove the charge of desertion from the 
military record of Jacob Eckert; 

A bill (H. R. 6792) to disapprove the treaty heretofore made 
with the Southern Ute Indians to be removed to the Territory of 
Utah, and providing for settling them down in severalty where 
they may so elect and are qualified, and to settle all those not 
electing to take lands in severalty on the west 40 miles of present 
reservation and in portions of New Mexico, and’ for other pur- 
poses, and to carry out the provisions of the treaty with said In- 
dians June 15, 1880; and 

A bill (H. R. 7020) to readjust the salaries and allowances of 
the postmasters at Guthrie, Oklahoma City, and Kingfisher, in 
Oklahoma Territory. 


LEAVE OF ABSENCE, 


By unanimous consent, Mr. ScRANTON obtained feave of ab- 
sence for one week, on account of sickness in his family. 


LEAVE TO WITHDRAW PAPERS. 


Mr. McGANN, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to with- 
draw from the files of the House, without leaving copies, the pa- 
pers in the case of John George Ryan in the Fifty-second Congress, 
no adverse report having been made thereon. 


CHICKAMAUGA AND CHATTANOOGA NATIONAL MILITARY PARK. 


The SPEAKER announced the appointment of the following- 
named members of the House on the joint special commission to pre- 
areand report plans for the cies of Congress in the dedica- 
ion of Chickamauga and Chattanooga National Military Park: 
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Mr. KILGorg, Mr. More@an, Mr. WHEELER of Alabama, Mr. Cox, 
Mr. Mappox, Mr. Grosvenor, Mr. Kizerer, Mr. Srrone, Mr. 
AVERY, 

The House then, on motion of Mr. Dockmry (at 4 o’clock and 
35 minutes p. m.), adjourned. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PRIVATE BILLS. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, private bills and resolutions were 
severally reported from committees, delivered to the Clerk, and 
referred to the Committee of the Whole House, as follows: 

By Mr. HOUK, from the Committee on War Claims: A bill 
(H. R. 1598) for the relief of William M. Henry. (Report No. 1800.) 

By Mr. MAHON, from the same committee: A bill (H.R. 8849) 
for the relief of Sidney R. Smith & Co. (Report No. 1801.) 

Also, from the same committee: A bill (H.R.3140) to provide 
for the settlement of claims of officers and crews of the Navy to 
certain moieties, and conferring jurisdiction on the Court of 
Claims to hear and determine the same. (Report No. 1802.) 

Also, from the same committee: A bill (H. R. 7922) for the relisf 
of J. Stephen Wilcoxen. (Report No. 1817.) 

Also, from the same committee: A bill (H.R. 2725) for the relief 
of Charles H. Adams. (Report No. 1818.) 

By Mr. STONE of Kentucky, from the same committee: A bill 
(H. R. 1002) for the relief of the legal representative of Maj. Wil- 
liam Kendall. (Report No. 1803.) 

Also, from the same committee: A bill (H. R. 6731) for the relief 
of William T. Trammell. (Report No. 1804.) 

Also, from the same committee: A bill (H. R. 6544) for the relief 
of M. C. Vinton, administrator of the estate of Samuel S. Vinton, 
deceased. (Report No. 1806.) 

By Mr. RICHARDS, from the Committee on Claims: A bill (H. 
R. 4482) for the relief of William C. Watts, of Boone County, Ky. 
(Report No. 1805.) 

By Mr. WILSON of Ohio, from the Committee on War Claims: 
A bill (H. R. 1314) for the relief of Mathew S. Priest, with amend- 
ment of the Senate thereto. (Report No. 1807.) 

By Mr. LOUD, from the Committee on Claims: A bill (S. 429) 
for the relief of George H. Plant, of the District of Columbia. 
(Report No. 1808. ) 

By Mr. BUNN, from the same committee: A bill (S. 118) for 
the relief of Peter Grant Stewart, of Oregon. (Report No. 1809.) 

By Mr. McRAE, from the Committee on the Public Lands: A 
bill (H. R. 8358) for the relief of Thomas Rosbrugh. (Report No. 
1814.) 

By Mr. MEYER, from the Committee on Naval Affairs: A bill 
(H. R.5877) for the retief of Michael Gaul. (Report No. 1815.) 

By Mr. CAMPBELL, from the Committee on Claims: A bill 
(S. 966) to compensate Elihu Root for services rendered by direc- 
tion of the Attorney-General. (Report No. 1816.) 





CHANGE OF REFERENCE. 


Under clatse 2 of Rule XXII, the Committee on Military Affairs 
was discharged from the consideration of the bill (H.R. 81838) for 
the relief of Maj. Charles A. Woodruff; and the same was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Claims, . 





PUBLIC BILLS, MEMORIALS. AND RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 3 of Rule XXT1, bills, resolutions, and memorials 
of the following titles were introduced and severally referred as 
follows: 

By Mr. PATTERSON: A bill (H. R. 8850) to provide for the 
settlement of claims growing out of the issue of bonds to aid in 
the construction of the Pacific railroads—to the Committee on the 
Pacific Railroads. 

By Mr. GRIFFIN of Michigan: A bill (H. R. 8851) providing 
an additional circuit judge in the sixth judicial district—to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. BELL of Colorado: A bill (H. R. 8852) to provide for ” 
the securing to the State of Colorado full title to all mineral lands, 
etc.—to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

By Mr. WHITING (byrequest): A bill (H. R. 8853) to provide 
for the transfer of passengers upon the street railways of the 
District of Columbia—to the Committee on the District of Colum- 
bia. 

By Mr. HOOKER of New York: A bill (H. R. 8854) authorizing 
a special election to be held by the citizens of the District of Co- 
lumbia to determine whether the present municipal government 
shall continue or whether there shall be established in its place a 
representative form of government—to the Committee on the 
District of Columbia. 
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By Mr. COBB of Missouri (by request): A bill (H. R. 8855) to 
authorize the Secretary of the Treasury to issue bonds tomaintain 
a sufficient gold reserve and to redeem and retire United States 
= and for other purposes—to the Committee on Ways and 

eans. 

By Mr. WHEELER of Alabama: A bill (H. R. 8856) to locate a 
branch of the national prison at Florence, Ala.—to the Committee 
on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. LITTLE: A bill (H. R. 8857) to amend section 2324 of 
the Revised Statutes of the United States—to the Committee on 
Mines and Mining. 

By Mr. HUNTER: A joint resolution of the State of Mlinois, 
asking the passage of the bill for the relief of Gen. John A. Mc- 
Clernand—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. COOPER of Florida: A concurrent resolution, request- 
ing suspension of opening to entry of certain lands in Columbia 
County, Fla.—to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

By Mr. McCLEARY of Minnesota: A joint memorial of the 
legislature of Minnesota, against the passage of the pooling bill— 
to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. BOUTELLE: A joint memorial of the legislature of the 
State of Maine, in favor of repairing the United States frigate 
Constitution—to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 





PRIVATE BILLS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills of the following 
titles were presented and referred as follows: 

By. Mr. CLARK of Missouri: A bill (H.R. 8858) for the relief 
of William H. Dyer—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. FLETCHER: A bill (H.R. 8859) for the relief of Fred 
Kormann—to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

By Mr. HENDERSON of Illinois: A bill (H. R. 8860) to remove 
the charge of desertion from the military record of Patrick Cas- 
sidy—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee: A bill (H. R. 8861) for the 
relief of Dobson Johnson, of Dekalb County, Tenn.—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. WILLIAMS of Illinois: A bill (H. R. 8862) to grant a 
pension to Mary E. Hamill—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

By Mr. WHEELER of Alabama: A bill (H. R. 8863) to increase 
the pensions of soldiers of the Florida war—to the Committee on 
Pensions. 





PETITIONS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, the following petitions and papers 
were laid on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows: 

By Mr. AITKEN: Petition of 8. Champion and 11 others, in 
favor of bills to protect seamen against oppressive treament—to 
the Committee on Merchant Marine and Fisheries. 

By Mr. ALDRICH: Resolutions of the Chicago Jewelers’ Asso- 


ciation and others, of Chicago, Il., praying for the enactment of | 
legislation on the lines suggested in the President's message of | 


January 28 last—to the Committee on Banking and Currency. 

Also, petition of 5 express companies, 23 banks, and over 70 rail- 
roads and leading merchants of Chicago, asking for legislation 
which will afford some safeguard against train wrecks and train 
robberies—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Com- 
merce. 

By Mr. BELTZHOOVER: Petition of members of the English 
Parliamentin favor of international arbitration—to the Committee 
on the Judiciary. 

Also, resolution of the Wholesale National Druggists’ Associa- 
tion of Philadelphia, on the subject of free alcohol—to the Com- 
mittee on Ways and Means. 

Also, resolution of the State board of agriculture of Pennsyl- 
vania, in favor of dairy tests—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. BRANCH: Petition of Leah Ward, widow of William 
Ward, deceased, late of Carteret County, N. C., praying compen- 
sation for supplies furnished the United States during the late 
war—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. BRICKNER: Petition of the Municipal Reform League 
of Milwaukee, Wis., praying for the enactment into law of a bill 
introduced by Senator Lodge, to provide for the reorganization 
of the consular and diplomatic service of the United States—to 
the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

Also, tition signed 34 of the Naval Veterans’ Association 
at the National Home at Milwaukee, Wis., praying for the retire- 
ment of enlisted men in the United States Army, Navy, or Marine 
Corps after thirty years’ continuous service on 75 per cent pay and 
allowance of their respective ranks—to the Committee on Mer- 
chant Marine and Fisheries. 

By Mr. BYNUM: Petition for the passageof House resolutiofi 





(Mr. Coomss’s) of January 19,1895, for the ratification of a per- 
manent treaty of arbitration between the United States and Great 
Britain—to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. COX: Petition of a number of citizens of Wayne 
County, Tenn., asking for the passage of Senate bill No. 2561—to 
the Committee on the Territories. 

By Mr. DINSMORE: Petition of H. C. Hart and 45 other citi- 
zens of Carroll County, Ark., asking for legislation prohibiting 
the issue of interest-bearing bonds, to abolish national banks, 
and for the free coinage of silver at the ratio of 16 to 1—to the 
Committee on Banking and Currency. 

By Mr. HAINER of Nebraska: Petition of Henry Keller and 28 
others, of Western, Saline County, Nebr., praying fora compensat- 
ing bounty on sugar crop produced in the year 1894—to the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations. 

By Mr. HAUGEN: Resolution of the Wisconsin State board of 
health, in favor of the passage of House bill 8481, to preserve the 
public health—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Com- 
merce. 

Also, resolution of the Municipal Reform League of Milwaukee, 
Wis., in favor of placing the consular service under the civil- 
service law—to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. HEARD: Petition for the passage of House resolution 
of January 19, 1895, for the ratification of a permanent treaty of 
arbitration between the United States and Great Britain—to the 
Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. HENDERSON of Illinois: Petition for an act of Con- 
gress to remove charge of desertion from Patrick Cassidy. of Am- 
boy, Ill.—to the Committee en Military Affairs. 

Also, petition of the Bureau County Liquor Dealers’ Associa- 
tion, protesting against increasing taxes upon beer and malt 
liqnor—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. HUNTER: Petition of sundry citizens against certain 
orders of the Superintendent of the Railway Mail Service—to the 
Committee on the Post-Office and Post- Roads. 

By Mr. KIEFER: Petition of Edward B. Lott, secretary of local 
union No. 17, Bookbinders’ Union, St. Paul, Minn., favoring a 
restoration of wages of the employees in Government bindery to 
$4 per day—to the Committee on Printing. 

Also, resolution by the Chamber of Commerce of the ci 
Paul, Minn., favoring the President’s financial policy—to the 
Committee on Banking and Currency. 

By Mr. KRIBBS: Resolutions adopted by 105 citizens of John- 
sonburg, 46 of West Freedom, and 40 of New Bethlehem, Pa., 
against appropriating public money to any sectarian institutions— 
to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, resolution adopted at a meeting of 105 citizens of John- 
sonburg, 46 of West Freedom, and 40 of New Bethiehem, P 
against granting the franchise to aliens—to the Committee o 
Judiciary. 

By Mr. LAPHAM: Petition for the passage of House resolution 
of January 19, 1895, for the ratification of a permanent treaty of 
arbitration between the United States and Great Britain—to the 
Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. LITTLE: Memorial of the Cherokee Indian ¢ 
Association, in favor of a Territorial or State government—to the 
Committee on the Territories. 

By Mr. SPRINGER: Resolutions of the Horticultural Society 
of Chicago, in favor of the recommendations of Secretary Mor- 
ton, and against the present method of distributing seeds—to the 
Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. REYBURN: Resolutions of 185 citizens of Philadel- 
phia, against granting the right of franchise to aliens—to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, resolutions of 185 citizens of Philadelphia, against appro- 
priating public money to any sectarian institution—to the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations. 

By Mr. WASHINGTON: Petitions of George W. Twidwell, 
Anthony 8S. Abbay, and William 8. Gray, of Davidson County; 
Elisworth P. Scales and Edward Scruggs, of Williamson County; 
Allie A. Trice, of Montgomery County; Tetty Buchanan, of Ruther- 
ford County, and Abraham Toller, of Maury County, all of Ten- 
nessee, asking that their claims be referred to the Court of Claims— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. WOOMER: Resolutions adopted at a meeting of 189 
citizens of Harrisburg, and 80 of Lebanon, Pa., against granting 
the franchise to aliens—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, resolutions adopted at a meeting of 224 citizens of Middle- 
town, Pa., against appropriation of public money for sectarian in- 
stitutions—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. VAN VOORHIS of Ohio: Resolutions passed at a meet- 
ing of 50 citizens of Zanesville, Ohio, favoring an amendment 
to the Constitution to prevent the granting of the right of fran- 
chise to persons not citizens of the United States—to the Commit- 
tee on the Judiciary. 
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SENATE. 


WEDNESDAY, February 13, 1895. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. W. H. Miizurn, D. D. 
The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved. 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATION. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a communica- 
tion from the Secretary of the Interior, in response to a resolution 
of the 22d ultimo, calling for the number of pension claims sent 
to the board of final review since the beginning of the present 
fiscal year, the number of claims Awe Roe the number rejected, 
and the number acted upon, which have been before that board 
for a period of at least three months, transmitting a letter from 
the Commissioner of Pensions containing the information desired; 
which, with the es papers, was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. T. O. 
TOWLEs, its Chief Clerk, announced that the House had disagreed 
to the amendment of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 3476) to provide 
for the examination and classification of certain mineral lands in 
the States of Montana and Idaho, agreed to the conference asked 
for by the Senate on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses 
thereon, and had appointed Mr. McRakg, Mr, CAMINETTI, and Mr. 
Euis of Oregon, managers at the conference on the part of the 
House. 

The message also announced that the House had passed the fol- 
lowing bills; in which it requested the concurrence of the Senate: 

A bill (H. R. 5224) for the relief of James Stewart; 

A bill (H. R. 8401) for the relief of Elizabeth J. Cook of Arka- 
delphia, Clark County, Ark., widow of Robert T. Cook; 

A bill (H.R. 8614) to authorize the Secretary of the Navy to 
certify to the Secretary of the Interior, for restoration to the pub- 
lic domain, lands in the States of Alabama and Mississippi not 
needed for naval purposes; and 

A bill (H. R.8767) making appropriations for the legisiative, 
executive, and judicial expenses of the Government for the fiscal 
year ending June 30, 1896, and for other purposes. 

The message further announced that the Speaker of the House 
had appointed Mr. KinGorr, Mr. MorGan, Mr. WHEELER of Ala- 
bama, Mr. Cox, Mr. Mappox, Mr. GrRosvENor, Mr. Krierer, Mr. 
Srrone, and Mr. AVERY as members on the part of the House of 
the joint special committee to prepare and report a plan for the 
proper participation of Congress in the dedication of the Chicka- 
mauga and Chattanooga National Military Park on September 
19, 1895. 

PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 


Mr. QUAY presented petitions of 40 citizens of Eden, of 140 
citizens of Lebanon, of 286 citizens of York, of 277 citizens of 
Germantown, of 40 citizens of Creekside, of 86 citizens of Shanks- 
ville, of 130 citizens of Orwigsburg, of 40 citizens of Mahoning- 
town, of 135 citizens of Luzerne, of 75 citizens of Harrisburg, of 
800 citizens of Irwin, of 40 citizens of Geneva, of 249 citizens of 
Verona, of 145 citizens of Pennsylvania, of 40 citizens of New 
Hamburg, of sundry citizens of Chambersburg, of 170 citizens of 
East Prospect, of 164 citizens of Lancaster, of 45 citizens of 
Philadelphia, of 40 citizens of Kingwood, of 63 citizens of Mount 
Joy, of 360 citizens of Freeland, and of 79 citizens of Philadel- 
phia, all in the State of Pennsylvania, _ ing for the adoption of 
an amendment to the Constitution of the United States prohibit- 
ing the appropriation of moneys for sectarian institutions; which 
were referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

He also presented petitions of 180 citizens of Orwigsburg, of 80 
citizens of Lebanon, of 140 citizens of Shanksville, of 40 citizens 
of Eden, of 286 citizens of York, of 110 citizens of Windoon, of 
145 citizens of Luzerne, of 40 citizens of Geneva, of 40 citizens of 
New Hamburg, of 108 citizens of Manorville, of 360 citizens of 
Freeland, of sundry citizens of Chambersburg, and of 124 ‘citizens 
of Philadelphia, all in the State of Pennsylvania, praying for the 
adoption of an amendment to the Constitution of the United States 
providing that ‘‘ no State shall grant the right of franchise to any 

rson who is not a citizen of the United States; ” which were re- 

erred to the Committee on the J oes: 

Mr. ALLEN presented a petition of 267 citizens of Shelby 
County, Ala., praying for a republican form of government in 
that State; which was referred to the Committee on Privileges 
and Elections. 

He also presented a petition of the American Association of the 
Red Cross, praying for the enactment of legislation to protect the 
oa and the name of the Red Cross; which was referred to 
the Committee on Foreign Relations. 

Mr. SHERMAN presented a petition of Local Assembly, No. 609, 
Knights of Labor, of Coshocton, Ohio, and a petition of Iron 
Molders’ Union, No. 94, of Piqua, Ohio, praying for the passage of 


House bill No. 5603, to ameliorate the condition of American sea- 
men; which were ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. BUTLER presented a gp of sundry citizens of Aiken 
County, 8. C., alleging frauds in the elections recently held in 
that State and praying for the enactment of legislation to inquire 
into and punish the parties guilty of the frauds; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Privileges and Elections. 

Mr. LODGE presented a memorial of the Paper Trade Associa- 
tion, of Boston, Mass., remonstrating against the passage of the 
so-called Bailey bankruptcy bill, and praying for the passage of 
the so-called Patterson pooling bill; which was ordered to le on 
the table. 

Mr. HIGGINS presented a petition of the Delaware State Grange, 
Patrons of Husbandry, praying for the passage of the so-called 
Hill oleomargarine bill; which was referred to the Committee on 
Interstate Commerce. 

He also presented a petition of sundry citizens of Delmar, Del., 
praying for the adoption of an amendment to the Constitution of 
the United States prohibiting the appropriation of moneys for 
sectarian institutions; which was referred to the Committee on 
the Judiciary. 

He also presented a pe of 40 citizens of Milton, Del., pray- 
ing for the adoption of anamendment to the Constitution of the 
United States providing that ‘‘no State shall grant the right of 
franchise to any person who is not a citizen of the United Stafs;” 
which was referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. COCKRELL presented a petition of Stove Molders’ Art 
and Benevolent Union, No. 10, of St. Louis, Mo., and a petition of 
the National Brotherhood of Electrical Workers of St. Louis, 
Mo., praying for the passage of House bill No. 5603, to ameliorate 
the condition of American seamen; which were ordered to lie on 
the table. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I also present a petition signed by a large 
number of business men of St. Louis, Mo., in the horse and mule 
trade and organized as the Horse and Mule Dealers and Raisers’ 
Association of Missouri, representing that the horse and mule 
market of that city is recognized as the largest in the world, stat- 
ing that they have suffered materially from the fact of the bounty 
on sugar being withheld from the producer by the Government, 
and praying for the payment of that bounty. I move that the 
petition be referred to the Committee on Claims. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I present resolutions of the board of direct- 
ors of the Merchants’ Exchange of St. Louis, Mo., in favor of leg- 
islation by Congress to secure to the sugar raisers of the country 
such compensation in the way of bounty for the crop of sugar 
grown in 1894 as was contemplated by the law which was in ex- 
istence when such crop was planted and being grown. 

In connection with the resolutions I present a letter from Hon. 
E. O. Stanard, transmitting a communication signed by a very 
large number of prominent bankers and business men of St. Louis, 
favoring the payment of bounty to the sugar producers. 

I ask that the resolutions, together with the accompanying 
papers, be referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. MANDERSON. Should not such memorials go to the 
Committee on Appropriations, where that matter is now pending? 

Mr. COCKRELL. I think the Committee on Claims is the 
proper committee for the consideration of the subject. That com- 
mittee has a bill pending before it for the payment of sugar boun- 
ties; but I do not suppose it makes much difference to which com- 
mittee such memorials are referred. 

Mr. MANDERSON. The Senator is aware that there is an 
amendment reported by the Committee on Claims for the same 
purpose, which has been referred to the Committee on Appropri- 
ations. 

Mr. COCKRELL. The Committee on Claims has first jurisdic- 
tion of the subject. 

Mr. MANDERSON. I shall not object to tho reference pro- 
posed by the Senator. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The resolutions and accompanying 
pease will be referred to the Committee on Claims. 

r. TURPIE. I present the petition of Omer E. Huffman, of 
Dearborn County, Ind., late of Company H, Ninety-first Regi- 
ment Indiana Infantry, and late a seaman in the United States 
Navy, praying that he may be granted apension. Imove that the 
petition be referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. PALMER presented a petition of the Jewelers’ Association 
of Chicago, I11., praying for the enactment of legislation carrying 
out the recommendations contained in the President’s recent mes- 
sage; which was referred to the Committee on Finance. 

e also presented a memorial of the Board of Trade of Peoria, 
Tll., and a memorial of Pomona Grange, No. 33, of Peoria County, 
Ill., ee against the passage of the so-called Patterson 
railroad pooling bill; which were ordered to lie on the table. , 

He also presented petitions of Local Union, No., 16, United Broth- 
erhood of Carpenters and Joiners, of Springfield; of Electrotypers’ 
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Union, No. 8,of Chicago; of Local Union, No. 181, United Brother- 
hood of Carpenters and Joiners, of Chicago; of Local Union, No. 73, 
Cigar Makers’ International Union, of Alton; of Local Union, No. 
199, United Brotherhood of Carpenters and Joiners, of Chicago; 
of Local Union, No. 23, United Brotherhood of Carpenters and 
Joiners, of Chicago; of Local Union, No. 295, United Brotherhood 
of Carpenters and Joiners, of Collinsville; and of Local Union, No. 
257, Cigar Makers’ International Union, of Bloomington, all in 
the State of Illinois, praying for the passage of House bill No. 
5603, to ameliorate the condition of American seamen; which were 
ordered to lie on the table. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 


Mr. MORGAN, from the Committee on Foreign Relations, to 
whom the subject was referred, reported a joint resolution (S. R. 
134) calling on the President to take such measures as he may 
deem necessary to consummate the agreement between the Gov- 
ernments of Spain and the United States for the relief of Antonio 
Maximo Mora, a naturalized citizen of the United States; which 
was read twice by its title. 

Mr. HALE, from the Committee on Naval Affairs, to whom 
was referred an amendment submitted by Mr. GALLINGER on the 
22d ultimo, intended to be proposed to the naval appropriation 
bill, reported favorably thereon, and moved that it be referred to 
the Committee on Appropriations and printed; which was agreed to. 

Mr. WHITE, from the Committee on Territories, to whom was 
referred the bill (S. 957) for the relief of C. J. Baronett, of Gardi- 
ner, Mont., reported it without amendment, and submitted a re- 
port thereon. 

Mr. PALMER, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was 
referred the bill (S. 1684) granting a pension to Robert Gamble, 
reported it without amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

r. VEST, from the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds, reported an amendment intended to be proposed to the 
sundry civil appropriation bill; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 


BRITISH VENEZUELA-GUIANA BOUNDARY. 


Mr. MORGAN. I am directed by the Committee on Foreign 
Relations, to whom was referred the joint resolution (H. Res. 
252) relative to the British Venezuela-Guiana boundary dispute, 
to report it with amendments, and I will ask the Senate to consider 
the measure, inasmuch as there is nothing to come from it except 
a mere suggestion to the two Governments that they shall arbi- 
trate the question. It will take but a moment to dispose of it. I 
suppose no one can have any rational objection to it. 

y unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the joint resolution. 

The amendments reported by the Committee on Foreign Rela- 
tions were, in line 5, to strike out the words ‘‘ boundary limits in 
Guiana” and insert ‘‘the boundaries; and in line 6, before the 
word “ earnestly,” to strike out the word ‘‘ most;” so as to make 
the joint resolution read: 

Resolved by the Senate and House of Representatives, etc., That the Presi- 
dent's suggestion, made in his last annual message to this body, namely, that 
Great Britain and Venezuela refer their dispute as to the boundaries to 
friendly arbitration, be earnestly recommended to the favorable considera- 
tion of both parties in interest. 

The joint resolution was reported to the Senate as amended, and 
the amendments were concurred in. 

The amendments were ordered to be engrossed, and the joint 
resolution to be read a third time. 

The joint resolution was read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. MORGAN. The committee also report an amendment to 
strike out the preamble. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. That amendment will be regarded as 
agreed to, in the absence of objection. 

Mr. TURPIE. The title ought to be amended by transposing 
the name ‘‘ Guiana,” and pm it after ‘‘ British.” 

Mr. MORGAN. Yes. I move to amend the title so as to read: 
“A joint resolution relative to the British Guiana-Venezuela 
boundary dispute.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 


BILLS INTRODUCED. 


Mr. PERKINS introduced a bill (S. 2750) authorizing the ap- 
pointment of a nonpartisan commission to collate information 
and to consider and recommend ne re NC to meet the problems 

resented by labor, agriculture, an capital; which was read twice 
py its title, and referred to the Committee on Education and La- 

rr. 

Mr. PALMER (by request) introduced a bill (S.2751) to in- 
crease the wages of the laborers in the Government Printing 
Office; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Education and Labor. 

, Mr. JONES of Arkansas introduced a bill (S. 2752) for the re- 
lief of the trustees of the Presbyterian Church of Dardanelle, Yell 


County, Ark.; which was read twice by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on Claims. 
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Mr. HARRIS introduced a bill (S. 2753) authorizing the Dyers- 
burg and Mississippi River Railway and Improvement Company to 
bridge the Obion River, in the State of Tennessee; which was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Commerce. 


PROPOSED ISSUE OF BONDS. 


Mr. VILAS. I introduce a bill which I ask may be read at 
length, and that it lie on the table and be printed. 

The bill (S.2749) to save to the people of the United States 
$16,170,770 was read the first time by its title and the second time 
at length, as follows: 

Whereas the President of the United States, by his communication on the &th 
day of February, 1895, has advised the Congress that, pursuant to the thirty- 
seven hundredth section of the Revised Statutes, he has concluded an arrange- 
ment with es able to fulfill their undertaking, whereby gold coin to an 
amount slightly exceeding $65,000,000 is to be delivered tothe Treasury of the 

ni tates in return for bonds of the United States to the amount of a little 
less than $62,400,000, to be issued under the authority of the act of January 14, 
1875, payable in coin oy goers after date, with interest at the rate of 4 per 
cent per annum, by which the interest to be paid on the amount of gold to 
be delivered will be at the rate of 3} per cent per annum, but that he has re- 
served the privilege to substitute at par within ten days, in lieu of such bonds, 
other bonds, in terms payable in gold, and bearing only 3 per cent interest, 
if the issue of the same should in the meantime be authorized by the Con- 

by the exercise of which —- there may be annually saved to the 
people of the United States the sum of $539,159, amounting in the period for 
which the bonds will be outstanding to the aggregate sum of 316,170,770: 
Therefore, 

Beit enacted by the Senate and House of egranniiats of the United States 
in Congress assembled, That the Secretary of the Treasury is authorized to 
issue in a sum or sums not exceeding in the aggregate $65,000,000, coupon or 
registered bonds of the United States, in such form as he may prescribe, and 
of the denomination of $50 or some — of that sum, payable in gold coin 
of the present standard value, at the pleasure of the United States, after 
Carey Tee from the date of their issue, and bearing interest payable semi- 
annually in such coin at the rate of 3 per cent per annum; which said bonds 
and the interest thereon shall be exempt from the payment of all taxes or 
duties of the United States, as well as from taxation in any form by or under 
State, —_——e. or local authority; and the said bonds shall have set forth 
and expre upon their face the above-specified conditions, and shall, with 
their coupons, be made payable at the Treasury of the United States. And 
the Secretary of the Treasury is hereby authorized to dispose of any of the 
bonds issued under this act, at not less than their par value, for gold coin of the 
present standard value, and to apply the proceeds thereof to the redemption 
of the United States legal-tender notes, which he is required to eeuvidle for 
the ——— of, under and pursuant to an act entitled “An act providing 
for the redemption of specie payments,” approved January 14, 1875. 

Mr. HOAR. I beg leave to ask the Senator from Wisconsin a 
question; and that is, where the correspondence in regard to this 
proposed arrangement, or the details of it, or the persons who have 
agreed to make it, is to be found? 

Mr. VILAS. What is the Senator's inquiry? 

Mr. HOAR. The bill which the Senator has just introduced 
recites that a certain arrangement or proposition has been made 
under which the United States is to save $16,000,000 or there- 
abouts. I ask the Senator if he can tell the Senate where the cor- 
respondence or contract containing that arrangement is to be 
found, or with what persons it has been made, or the details of it. 
I think we ought to have in some way, if the Senator knows where 
it is to be found, all the details of the transaction. 

Mr. VILAS. I am not the keeper of the executive documents. 
The President of the United States has communicated the facts to 
the Senate, and upon the President's message the bill which I have 
drawn has been introduced, 

Mr. HOAR. Then the Senator has no knowledge at all as to 
who are the persons with whom this contract has been made, or 
the details or conditions of it, or where it is to be found, as I un- 
derstand. 

Mr. VILAS. No; I have no further knowledge than other Sen- 
ators have. 

Mr. WOLCOTT. _ Ishould like to ask the Senator from Wis- 
consin aquestion. Has his attention been called in the public press 
this morning to the announcement that these bonds are being sold 
in London at 1124, netting the people who are purchasing them 
but 3 per cent and giving to the syndicate of foreign bankers who 
took the loan in England some 8 per cent profit? 

Mr. VILAS. Iam obliged to the Senator for calling my atten- 
tion to it. Lintend at some time to submit some observations in 
respect to the bill, and there is an additional reason stated (and I 
am glad to have the Senator from Colorado on my side) for the 
adoption of the measure. _ 

r. TELLER. Mr. President, I can hardly see how the sugges- 
tion made by my colleague can justify the Senator from Wiscon- 
sin in saying that my colleague is on his side. These bonds are 
sold in this country at 104.49. That is equivalent to paying in- 
terest on this loan at 33 per cent. If the public press is statingit . 
correctly, they are sold in London substantially on a basis of 3 
per cent, giving to the syndicate in New York, as my colleague 
said, 8 per cent profit. If the Senator from Wisconsin justifies 
that, as I have no doubt he will, I very much doubt whether the 
American people will do so. The President of the United States 
sent us @ message in which he states what he has done, but he 
does not give us the correspondence or the contract as made. 

Mr. HOAR. Nor the facts. 

Mr. TELLER. Nor the facts; and up to the present time, as I 
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understand, a committee of another body which has been trying 
to find out has not been able to ascertain who the parties are or 
what the terms are except as to the amount of interest. We were 
told in a general way that if we came to the opinion of the Exec- 
utive and concluded that we would authorize the issue of a3 per 
cent gold bond they would take this loan at 3 per cent. In other 
words, according to the President’s message, 7 are taking it 
upon a silver basis beeause they say that they might have to take 
silver in payment of the bonds, and therefore they must have three- 
fourths of 1 per cent extra. The President then announced that 
they are to be paid in gold and that they must be paid im gold, 
although he is coding on a silver basis. 

A thirty-year bond.is a valuable bond, and I have no doubt my- 
self if the President of the United States had offered that bond to 
the American people in limited amounts, say $100,000,000, it would 
have been promptly taken at 3 per cent. Two months ago or a 
little more the Government of the United States was able to make 
@ loan of ten-year bonds at less than 3 percent. It can not be 
possible that even the efforts of the Administration and the lack 
of business tact shown by the Treasury Department have so dete- 
riorated and destroyed the credit of the Government that there is 
a difference in two months of three-fourths of 1 per cent on a bond 
infinitely better, having thirty years to run instead of ten. 

The American people have had no opportunity to take these 
bonds. The President of the United States does not see fit to offer 
them to the American people. He offers them to a syndicate of 
bankers, whether European or American we do not know, but the 

ice is, according to the public press, 8 per cent below what it is 

sing taken for in Europe. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Will the Senator from Colorado pardon me 
for a moment? 

Mr. TELLER. Certainly. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I suggest to the Senator that he ask unani- 
mous consent that the Senate Faw a resolution this morning re- 
questing the President of the United States, if not incompatible 
= the public interests, to submit a copy of this contract to 

ongress. 

Mr. TELLER. I should be quite willing to stop and let such a 
resolution be offered by some one who thinks he can secure that 
information. I have no idea myself that you can get any such 
information from the er age ee ge oem I understand that 
the committee, as I stated in er place, has so far failed to 


et it. 
° Now I wish to add another word. If these bonds are being sold 
on a 8 per cent interest basis in Great Britain, it is very apparent 
that our credit has not been so greatly impaired as the President 


of the United States in his mes to us said it has. 

Mr. VILAS. Mr. President, I did not intend by the mere intro- 
duction of the bill at this moment to bring on a special debate, 
although I do not wonder that there is some disposition to begin ex- 
culpation as quickly as possible. I ask that the bill be —- and 
lie on the table, when there will be an opportunity for debate upon 
it, I hope. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill will lie on the table. It will 
be printed under the general rule. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I desire to offer a substitute for Senate bill 
2642, reported yesterday by the Senator from Arkansas oo 
Jones] from the Committee on Finance. I ask that the substi- 
tute be read, and that it be printed and lie upon the table. 

The Secretary read as follows: 


Substitute intended to be proposed by Mr. SHERMAN to the Dill (8S. 2642) 
providing for the issue of bonds, the coinage of silver, and for other pur- 


poses. 
Doetee 908 Oh eine Se cueing eae nk ast 
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and none other. 
“Su. 2. Thatto provide forany temporary deficiency now existing or which 
may hereafter oceur, the Secretary of the Treasury is neces authorized, 
his discretion, to issue certificates of indebtedness to the United States, 
Ciaal temabe tion Sie, ant ox Ganices Seockaaens 
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geting in the whole amount the par value of the bonds Copied: Provided, 
That at no time shall the total amount of such notes issued to any such asso- 
ciation exceed the amount at such time actually paid in of its capital stock.” 

Amend the title so as to read: 

“A bill to provide for maintaining the redemption of United States notes, 
and for a temporary deficiency of revenue.” 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The proposed substitute will lie on 
the table and be printed. 

Mr. HILL subsequently said: Mr. President, day there 
was reported from the Finance Committee a bill relating to the 
subject of the finances of the country, and being so reported by a 
committee of course it went upon the Calendar. This morning 
two bills in regard to the subject of the issuing of bonds and re- 
lating generally to the finances of the country were introduced, 
and ordered to be printed and lie upon the table. Of course it is 
not expected, I assume, that those bills, the one introduced by the 
Senator from Ohio [Mr. SHermsn] and the other by the Senator 
from Wisconsin [Mr. Viias], should go to any committee. The 
suggestion I make is that when printed these bills should go to 
the Calendar. 

Mr. SHERMAN. The bill I offered is intended to be proposed 
as an amendment to a bill that is on the Calendar, and therefore 
it goes to the Calendar without any formal reference. 

fr. HILL. I suggest that the bill introduced by the Senator 
from Wisconsin should also go upon the Calendar. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. The Senator from Wisconsin wants 
to upon the bill. 

tr. HILL. He can address the Senate upon it. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. The Senator from Wisconsin himself 
asked that the bill lie upon the table. 

Mr. BUTLER. I understand the object of the Senator from 
Wisconsin was that his bill should lie upon the table, as he wanted 
to deliver some remarks in relation to it. 

Mr. HILL. This disposition of the bill will be entirely satis- 
factory to the Senator from Wisconsin. 

Mr. TELLER. I will object to the bill going to the Calendar. 
It has no place on the Calendar until it has been before a com- 
mittee and reported by it. , 

Mr. HILL. That is a matter purely within the control of the 
Senate. 


Mr. TELLER. I suppose the Senate could vote to place the bill 
upon the Calendar if it saw fit to do so. 

Mr. HILL. Theonly point in reference to having the bill placed 
on the Calendar is that it would then be subject to a motion to 
proceed to its consideration. There is a question as to whether a 
motion can be made to take up and consider a bill lying upon the 
table, but if a bill is placed upon the Calendar a motion can be 
made, without debate, to take it up, and a vote be had on it; and 
I think we have the right by motion to place the bill upon the 
Calendar. It is not necessary that a bill should go to a commit- 
tee and be reported by a committee in order to be placed upon 
we Calendar. It is purely a matter within the discretion of the 

senate. 

The Senator from Wisconsin is now here, andif he desires hoe 
can have the bili remain on the table or take such course as he 
wishes. , I ask the Senator if he desires to have the bill remain on 
the table, so that he can speak upon it. 

Mr. VILAS. I should be perfectly willing to have the bill go 
upon the Calendar, and I suppose under the fourth subdivision of 
Rule XIV the bill goes to the Calendar if there be no other dispo- 
sition of it, for that rule reads: 

Every bill and joint resolution introduced on leave * * * shall, if ob- 
jection be made to further proceeding thereon, be placed on the Calendar, 

Mr. TELLER. All bills are referred to committees, and that 
is the only proper way to proceed. A Senator may ask that a bill 
be placed upon the Calendar without going to a committee, and 
I have no doubt the Senate can place it on the Calendar if it 
chooses; but the mere asking that a bill be placed on the Calen- 
dar can not place it there, and I shall object to the Senator's bill 
going - the Calendar. I do not object, of course, to its lying on 

e table. 

Mr. VILAS. I asked that the billlie on the table, soasto uce 
no discussion upon the point at this time; but when the ator 
from New York suggested that the bill should go to the Calendar 
and be given the same position for discussion that the other bills 
are given it struck me as being a desirable course to pursue. 

Mr. LODGE. I should like to make a parliamentary mya | 
as to whether it is within the power of the Senate to place a bi 
upon the Calendar. 

Mr. MORRILL. Being objected to, it goes over. 

Mr. LODGE. Or does a single objection prevent it? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair will have read the fourth 
clause of Rule XIV. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

Rue XIV. 
* . * * = + + 


4. Every bill avd joint resolution reported from a committee, not having 
previously been read, shall be read once, and twice if not objected to, on the 
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same day, and placed on the Calendar in the order in which the same may be 
re octets and every bill and joint resolution introduced on leave, and every 
bill and joint resolution of the House of aaecenenaee eee which it have 
without being referred toa committee, 


received a and seeond readin 
—_ 34 be made to further proceeding thereon, be placed on the 
Calendar. 


Mr. LODGE. Mr. President, I object to the bill lying on the 
table, and I understand, under the rule, that objection takes it to 
the Calendar. : 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. That is undoubtedly the correct in- 
terpretation of the rule. 

Mr. CHANDLER. [I rise to a parliamentary inquiry. Is a bill 
which is put upon the Calendar under the clause which has just 
been read one of the bills as to which a motion may be made to 
proceed to its consideration after the morning hour has closed? 

Mr. HILL. I desire to have the bill placed so that a motion to 
take it up will be in order. 

Mr. CHANDLER. [Ishould like to have the rule read as to the 
motions to proceed in the morning hour to the consideration of 
bills upon the Calendar, for if a bill im this condition can have 
the same privilege of consideration as a bill which has been re- 
ported by a committee, I am very much mistaken either as to the 
rules or the practice of the Senate. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair will have the rule read. 

Mr. CALL. Mr. President, I rise to a parliamentary inquiry. 
I desire to know whether all of this discussion is not out of order 
during the morning hour? 

Mr. HILL. I rise to a parliamentary inquiry. The bill has 
gone to the Calendar, has it not? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Oneparliamentary inquiry isalready 

ding, the Chair will state to the Senator from New York. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Which parliamentary inquiry is pending, 
the one submitted by me or the one submitted by the Senator from 
Florida? 

Mr. CALL. I make the point of order. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I hope the Senator will withdraw his point 
of order until I can have the rule read as to motions to proceed to 
the consideration of bills upon the Calendar. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Secretary will read Rule LX. 

The Secretary read as follows: 


Immediately after the consideration of cases not objected to upon the Cal- 
endar is completed, and not later than 2 o’clock, if there shall be no special 
orders for that time, the Calendar of General Orders shall be taken up and 
proceeded with in its order, begi with the first subject on the Calendar 
next after the last subject ee ep of in proceeding with the Calendar; and 
in such case the following motions shall be in order at any time as privileged 


, Save as against a motion to adjourn, or to proceed to the considera- 


motions. 
tion of executive or questions of privilege, to wit: 

= A motion to proceed to the consideration of an appropriation or reve- 
nue bill. 

Second. A motion to to the consideration of amy other bill on the 
Calendar, which motion shall not be open to amendment. 

Third. A motion to pass over the pending subject, which, if carried, shall 
= = effect to leave such subject without prejudice in its place on the 

endar. 


Mr. CHANDLER. The Secretary has read sufficient. Now,I 
inquire whether the bill of the Senator from Wisconsin is on the 
Calendar of General Orders, so as to come within the rule which 
has just been read? Does the Chair so understand? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair so understands. 

Mr. HOAR. There is another rule that ought to be readin that 
connection, to which I will call attention, and that is that a bill 
can not be read twice on the day it is introduced, if objected to, 
nor debated, except for reference. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Unless by unanimous consent. 

Mr. TELLER. I should like to know what the ruling of the 
Chair is? The Senator from Wisconsin introduced a bill and 
asked that it lie on the table for the purpose of enabling him 
hereafter to submit some remarks upon it. That was done by 
unanimous consent, I suppose. 

_ The VICE-PRESIDEN T. The Chair will state that an objec- 
— be interposed by the Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. 

ODGE]. 

Mr. TELLER. That was not until afterwards. After the Sen- 
ator from New York [Mr. Hii] attempted to have the bill placed 
on the Calendar I objected, and the bill went to the table—that 
was the order of the Senate—and it is on the table now, and not 
on the Calendar, as I understand, unless the Senate now puts it 
on the Calendar. Besides, considerable other business had inter- 
vened before the Senator from New York thought of asking to 
have the bill d on the Calendar. 

The VICE- IDENT. Objection was interposed py the Sen- 
ator from Massachusetts [Mr. Lopes], and under the rule, which 
the Chair has had read in the hearing of the Senate, the bill has 
gone to the Calendar. 

Mr. CALL. I rise toa 


liamentary inquiry. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. Sesion 
the Sena: 


The Chair will hear the inquiry of 
tor from Florida. - 


Mr. CALL. I make the point of order that this discussion is 
out of order, 


ee 
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The VICE-PRESIDENT. The discussion has closed, the Chair 
will state to the Senator. 
Mr.CALL. Then I call for the regular order. 
a VICE-PRESIDENT. The introduction of bills is still in 
order. 
AMENDMENTS TO BILLS. 


Mr. TURPIE submitted two amendments intended to be pro- 
posed by him to the sundry civil appropriation bill; which were 
referred to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be 
printed. 

Mr. QUAY submitted an amendment intended to be proposed 
by him to the sundry civil appropriation bill; which was referred 
to the Committee on Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. PERKINS submitted an amendment intended to be pro- 
re him to the sundry civil appropriation bill; which was 
referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs, and ordered to be 
printed. 

Mr. McMILLAN submitted an amendment intended to be pro- 
posed by him to the sundry civil appropriation bili; which was 
referred to the Committee on Public Lands, and ordered to be 
printed. 

Mr. MANDERSON submitted an amendment intended to be 
proposed by him to the bill (S. 2297) to provide for the restate- 
ment, readjustment, settlement, and payment of dues to army 
officers in certain cases; which was ordered to lie on the table, 
and be printed. 

Mr. DAVIS submitted an amendment intended to be proposed 
by him to the bill (S. 2297) to provide for the restatement, read- 
justment, settlement, and payment of dues to army officers in 
certain cases; which was ordered to lie on the table, and be 
printed. 

Mr. COKE submitted an amendment intended to be proposed 
by him to the sundry civil appropriation bill; which was referred 
to the Committee on Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. CALL submitted an amendment intended to be proposed by 
him to the sundry civil appropriation bill; which was referred to 
the Committee on Foreign Relations, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. PETTIGREW submitted an amendment intended to be pro- 
posed by him to the bill (S. 2297) to provide for the restatement, 
readjustment, settlement, and payment of dues to army officers 
in certain cases; which was ordered to be printed, to accompany 
the bill. 

Mr. MARTIN submitted an amendment intended to be proposed 
by him to the Indian appropriation bill; which was referred to 
the Committee on Indian Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. LINDSAY submitted an amendment intended to be pros 
posed by him to the sundry civil appropriation bill; Which was 
referred to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, and 
ordered to be printed. : 


COAST FISHERIES OF FLORIDA. 


Mr. PASCO submitted the following resolution; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Fisheries: 
Resolved, That the Commissioner of Fisheries is hereby directed to make 


inquiry in reference to the extent, methods, and present condition of the 
coast fisheries of Florida, more particularly the sponge and oyster fisheries, 
and to report as to the desirability of establishing a station for investigation, 
experiment, and fish-culture at some suitable point on the coast 


SALE OF BONDS. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I offer a resolution which I send to the desk, 
and I ask for its present consideration. 

The resolation was read, as follows: 

Resolved, That the President of the United States be requested, if not in- 
compatible with the public interests, to send to the Senate a copy of the con- 
tract recently entered into between the Treasury Department and the rep- 
resentatives of certain banking houses for the sale of United States bond 

Mr. VEST. Lobject to the consideration of the resolution. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I hope the Senator will not object to its con- 
sideration. 

Mr. VEST. It will lead to considerable debate. 

Mr. ALDRICH. There will be no discussion whatever, if the 
Senator will withdraw his objection. 

Mr. VEST. The Senator is mistaken. 

Mr. HOAR (to Mr. Atpricw). Ask unanimous consent. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I ask unanimous consent. 

Mr. VEST. I object. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Will the Senator object to the passage 
resolution if it leads to no discussion? 

Mr. VEST. It will lead to discussion; I desire to say something 
about it. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Objection being made, the resolntion 
will go over under the rule, and be printed. 

HOUR OF MEETING. 

9 GORMAN submitted the following resolution, which was 

read: 


Resolwed, That on and after Friday, the 5th day of February, 18%, and until 
otherwise ordered, the daily sessions of the Senate shall begin at ll o'clock 
a.m., and morning hour shall terminate at the expiration of one hour 
thereafter. 


of the 
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Mr. GORMAN. Let the resolution lie on the table. 
Mr. CHANDLER. I ask that it go over. 
. The VICE-PRESIDENT. The resolution goes over under the 
rule. 


THE EVERGLADES OF FLORIDA. 


Mr, PLATT submitted the following resolution; which was con- 
sidered by unanimous consent, and agreed to: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, directed 
to inform the Senate whether it is proposed to issue a patent to the State of 
Florida for that portion of the State known as the “ Everglades,”,and, if so, 
whether the Seminole Indians of Florida will be thereby dispossessed of their 
occupancy of said lands or any portion thereof. 


JOSEPH M’GUCKIAN., 


Mr. GRAY submitted the following resolution; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee to Audit and Control the Contingent Ex- 
penses of the Senate: 

Resolved, That Joseph McGuckian be placed on the messenger roll of the 
Senate at a salary of per annum, to be paid monthly out of the contingent 


fund of the Senate, and that he be assigned to one of the committees of the 
Senate now without a messenger. 


CHICKAMAUGA NATIONAL MILITARY PARK. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT appointed Mr. PaLmer, Mr. Pasco, 
Mr. MILs, Mr. Proctor, Mr. Squire, and Mr. PEFFER as the com- 
mittee on the part of the Senate under the concurrent resolution 
of the two Houses providing for*the appointment of a joint com- 
mittee to prepare and report to their respective Houses for con- 
sideration a plan for the proper participation of Congress in the 
dedication of the Chickamauga and Chattanoog National Mili- 
tary Park, on September 19 and 20 next. 


HOUSE BILLS REFERRED. 


The bill (H. R. 5224) for the relief of James Stewart was read 
i by its title, and referred to the Committee on Military 

airs. 

The bill (H. R. 8401) for the relief of Elizabeth J. Cook, of Ark- 
adelphia, Clark County, Ark., widow of Robert T. Cook, was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

The bill (H. R. 8614) to authorize the Secretary of the Navy to 
certify to the Secretary of the Interior for restoration to the public 
domain lands in the States of Alabama and Mississippi not needed 
for naval purposes was read twice by its title and referred to the 
Committee on Naval Affairs. 

The bill (H. R. ae making a for the legislative, 
executive, and judicial expenses of the Government for the fiscal 

ear ending June 80, 1896, and for other purposes, was read twice 
i its title, and referred to the Committee on Appropriations. 


SOCIETY OF AMERICAN FLORISTS. 


Mr. PROCTOR submitted the following report: 


The committee of conference on the Geopreeies votes of the two Houses on 
the amendment of the Senate to House bill (H. R. 5740) incorporating the So- 
ciety of American Florists, having met, after full and free conferencefhave 
agreed to recommend and do recommend to their respective Houses as fol- 
lows: 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the 
Senate and agree to the same, amended as follows: 

In lieu of the words struck out insert the words, “ by purchase, and such 
other estate as may be donated or bequeathed to it;” and the Senate agree to 


the same. 
M. W. RANSOM, 
W. A. PEFFER, 
REDFIELD PROCTOR, 
Managers on the part of the Senate. 


W. H. HATCH, 
W. 8. FORMAN, 
Managers on the part of the House. 


The report was concurred in. 
INCOME RETURNS FOR 189. 


Mr. VEST. Yesterday I reported from the Committee on Fi- 
nance a joint resolution relative to extending the time for making 
returns under the income-tax law, and was instructed by that 
committee to urge its consideration. It is a matter of very great 
importance to the taxpayers of the country, and if action is had 
it must be had now, asthe Senateknows. There are some amend- 
ments which the committee think are necessary. I ask the Senate, 
therefore, to take up that joint resolution and consider it. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the request of 
the Senator from Missouri? 

Mr. CALL. I ask the Senator from Missouri if the joint reso- 
lution will ore any debate? 

Mr. VEST. I think not. 

By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the joint resolution (H. Res. 273) ex- 
tending from March 1, 1895, to the 15th day of April, 1895, the 
time for making returns of income for the year 1894. 

Mr. BERRY. I suggest that the joint resolution was read in 
full yesterday. : 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The joint resolution was bpcet Leal 
day, and unless its ing is called for it will not be now. 
The amendments repo by the committee will be stated. 
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The SecrRETARY. It is proposed to add to the joint resolution 
the following: 


Resolved, That in computing incomes under said act the amounts neces- 
sarily paid for fire-insurance premiums and for ordinary repairs upon an 
— es re shall be deducted from the rents accrued or received from suc 
reali es 2. 


Mr. GORMAN. I think the Senator from Missouri ought in a 
word to explain what this joint resolution proposes to do and 
what changes it makes in existing law. 

Mr. VEST. There are three additional clauses proposed by the 
Senate committee. In the first place, the joint resolution makes 
clear the intention of the income-tax law to give a party not in 
business, not in trade, as the language of the law states it, a credit 
for his fire insurance; in other words, it includes that amount of 
——s to his credit in making his return under the law. 

t also makes clear the intention of the law that the cost of re- 
airs on buildings, not betterments, but ordinary repairs, shall be 
included in the expenses which are allowed to him in making his 
return. That is the first amendment. If the Secretary will read 
the second amendment that will be evident. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on the first amend- 
ment, which has been read. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

aw VICE-PRESIDENT. The next amendment will now be 
stated. 

The SEcRETARY. After the amendment just adopted it is pro- 
posed to add: 

Resolved, That in computing incomes under said act the amounts received 
as dividends upon the stock of any corporation, company, or association shall 
not be included in case such dividends are also liable to the tax of 2 per cent 
upon the net profits of said corporation, company, or association, although 
such tax may not have been actually paid by said corporation, company, or 
association at the time of making returns by the person, corporation, or as- 
sociation receiving such dividends. 

Mr. VEST. That isan amendment rendered necessary in order 
to remove the objection which is made now, growing out of the 
fact that the income tax, for instance, of 1894, has not been paid 
by a corporation at the time the return is made by the individual 
stockholder, which is March 1, 1895. Therefore this amendment 
states that although the corporation may not actually have paid 
the tax, yet if it is liable for it the individual stockholder is not 
compelled to give in the amount of those dividends in his return. 
That is the meaning of the law. 

Mr. GORMAN. Iask the Senator from Missouri whether the 
forms sent out by the Department are not otherwise. 

Mr. VEST. This conforms to the existing law. 

Mr. GORMAN. The blanks are all out, and if this amendment 
were adopted would it not of necessity require the Department to 
withdraw all those bianks and issue new ones? 

Mr. VEST. It would not necessarily require the Department 
to change the blanks, but my object in having the joint resolu- 
tion passed in this form is that the taxpayers and stockholders 
may understand distinctly that the law has been amended, and 
that they are not required to put this statement in their returns. 
This simply makes clear the intention of Congress in enacting the 
lawasitstands. Weintended toavoid double taxation. Asa mat- 
ter of course, if the corporation paid the tax, the individual stock- 
holder should not pay it. For 1894 the corporations have obvi- 
ously not paid this tax, but they are liable for it, and when under 
the existing law, without this amendment, the stockholder makes 
his return under the instructions or forms which have been issued 
- the Internal Revenue Department, he would make the return 
of the dividend for which the corporation is already liable. We 
wey a ropose to provide now that he shall not make that return 
of that liability which exists on the part of the corporation. 

Let the third amendment be now read. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator desire the second 
amendment to be now acted upon? 

Mr. PLATT. Let that be agreed to. 

Mr. VEST. Yes, let that agreed to. The Senator from 
Maryland wanted me to explain the amendment. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The third amendment will be read. 

The SEcRETARY. After the amendment just adopted it is pro- 
posed to add: 

Resolved, That no taxpayer shall be required in his, her, or its annual re- 


turn under said act to answer any interrogatories except as specifically pro- 
vided in said act. 


Mr. VEST. In other words, the law intended that the taxpayer 
should first make his return, and then, if the collector suspected 
or had good reason to believe, to use more definite language, that 
there was any mistake or suppression of returns or fraud, then 
these interrogatories could be put which it seems the Internal 
Revenue Department now thinks should be put in the first instance. 
We make clear the intention of Congress that the taxpayer shall 
first make his return, and that is conclusive, unless the collector sees 
proper to use the other instrumentalities provided in the law in 
order to satisfy himself of its correctness. 

The amendment was agreed to. 
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The joint resolution was reported to the Senate as amended, 
and the amendments were concurred in. a 

The amendments were ordered to be engrossed, and the joint 
resolution to be read a third time. 

The joint resolution was read the third time. : 

Mr. MORRILL. I suggest that the title of the joint resolution 
should be amended by adding the words ‘‘and for other pur- 
poses.” 

Mr. VEST. After the resolution is passed I propose to move 
to amend the title in that way. . 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is, Shall the joint reso- 
lution pass? 

The joint resolution was passed. 

Mr. VEST. Now I move to amend the title by adding to it the 
words ‘‘ and for other purposes.” 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. VEST. I move that the Senate ask for a conference with 
the House of Representatives on the joint resolution and amend- 
ments. 

The motion was agreed to. 

By unanimous consent, the Vice-President was authorized to 
appoint the conferees on the part of the Senate, and Mr. VEsT, 

r. WHITE, and Mr. ALLISON were appointed. 

Mr. VEST. One other word, Mr. President. Ihold in myhand 

an official communication from the Treasury Department in re- 
gard to the returns upon salaries and as to whether commutation 
in money to officers of the Army and Navy and to members of 
Congress is to be included in returns. Unless some Senator asks 
for its reading, I shall simply request that the communication be 
printed in the REcorD, as it relates to a matter of very general 
importance. 

Mr. CHANDLER. And printed as a document? 

Mr. VEST. And printed as a document. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair hears no objection, and it 
is so ordered. 

The communication referred to is as follows: 

DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE, Washington, D. C., January 2, 1895. 


Str: I have to acknowledge yours of the 13th ultimo making the following 
inquiries respecting the construction and effect of the new income-tax law, 
to wit: 

1. Whether ‘mileage and commutation of quarters” paid officers of the 
United States Army are to be considered as parts of the incomes of such offi- 


cers 

2. Whether, if they are to be so considered, they are to be added to, and held 
to be a part of, the salaries or ‘‘ payments for services’ within the meaning 
of section 33 of the act and therefore to be taken account of by paymasters 
under said section; and 

3. Whether, in the case of an army officer subject to an income tax on his 
salary, the tax is to be collected in installments by deductions from his 
monthly pay or be collected in bulk annually and _be based on the amount of 
a received in the calendar year preceding the time of the collection of 
the tax? 

Replying to these questions in their order— 

First. The answer to the first question is found in Division V, page 33, 
Regulations Relative to the Income Tax, just issued by the Treasury Depart- 
ment, wherein it is expressly provided that paymasters and disbursing offi- 
cers shall deduct the 2 per cent “from all salaries and payments of ever 
kind made in money to officers or other persons in the civil, military, naval, 
and any other employment in the service of the United States * * * upon 
the excess of said salaries over the rate of $4,000 per annum.” 

In this particular, and though the phraseology of the two statutes is not 
the same, the Treasury “‘ Regulations’’ construe the existing law to be the 
same in meaning and effect as section 86 of the act of July 1, 1862 (see Treas- 
ury Re tions, December 1, 1862), a distinction being drawn between — 
plies in kind which are not assessable and poewnery payments which, thou 
representing such supplies, are nevertheless assessable. This ruling of the 
Treasury Department has been promulgated since yours of the 13th ultimo, 
and will, I assume, be accepted as satisfactory. 

Second. Under the existing statute a salary in excess of $4,000 is taxable as 
such at the rate of 2 per cent upon the excess. If the recipient thereof has 
other income exceeding $4,000 such excess is also taxable at the same rate. 
But if the salary or other compensation is $4,000 or less, or is uncertain or ir- 
regular in amount or in the time of its accrual or being earned, then nothing 
is taxed as alee. but the salary is one item of the total income which be- 
comes taxable when exceeding $4,000. The answer to the second question, 
therefore, is that commutation moneys received by an officer are to be added 
to other incomes (including a salary of $4,000 or less) in ofder to ascertain the 
total income the excess of which over $4,000 is subject to a tax of 2 per cent. 

Third. The third question seems to completely answered by the follow- 
ing os of the Income Tax Regulations, Division V, page 33: 

“ Paymasters and disbursing officers of the Government will make no de- 
duction for taxes from the or pay of any officer or person in the em- 
ploy of the United States for the year 1895 or thereafter until the amount 
paid to any such officer or Government ees ee on account of such salary 
or employment has reached in the aggregate for that calendar year the sum 
of $4,000, when from the first payment on the excess of said amount or an 
thereof the paymaster or disbursing officer making the payment shall 

educt and withhold the tax of 2 per cent on the entire amount of such ex- 
cess of salary or compensation payable to such officer or employee for said 

ear. The excess upon which the tax of 2 per cent is payable shall be ascer- 
ined by deducting the sum of $4,000 from the fixed annual salary or com- 
pensation.” 
Respectfully, yours, 


RICHARD OLNEY, Attorney-General. 
The Honorable SECRETARY OF WAR. 


DELAWARE RIVER BRIDGE. 

Mr. McPHERSON. I desire to enter a motion to reconsider the 
vote by which the joint resolution (S. R. 123) directing the Secre- 
tary of War to make an examination of the bridge to be con- 
structed over the Delaware River between the States of New Jer- 


sey and Pennsylvania was passed yesterday on the motion of the 
Senator from Poinayivente [Mr. Quay]. I was absent from my 
seat yesterday when the joint resolution was passed. As it con- 
cerns very materially interests in my State, one end of the bridge 
being in the State of New Jersey, I desire to enter a motion to re- 
consider the vote by which the joint resolution was passed. I will 
promise the Senator from Pennsylvania that to-morrow morning 
I shall be able, I think, either to withdraw the motion or to ask 
for a vote. 

Mr. QUAY. The Senator from New Jersey is not ready to pro- 
ceed now to the consideration of his motion? 

Mr. BLACKBURN. The Senator from New Jersey says he 
thinks he will be ready to-morrow morning. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The motion will be entered in ac- 
cordance with the request. 

Mr. QUAY. It goes over until to-morrow, to be disposed of 
then. 


MEMORIAL ADDRESSES ON THE LATE REPRESENTATIVE SHAW. 


Mr. VILAS. Mr. President, I beg leave to give notice that on 
Saturday, the 23d of February, instant, I shall ask the Senate at 
the proper hour to suspend business in order to listen to eulogies 
on the life and character of my late colleague in the House of 
Representatives, Hon. George B. Shaw. 


ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. T. O. 
TowLEs, its Chief Clerk, announced that the Speaker of the House 
had signed the following enrolled bill and joint resolution; and 
they were thereupon signed by the Vice-President: 

A bill (H. R. 7839) to bridge the Newark Bay; and 

A joint resolution (H. Res. 261) authorizing the Secretary of 
War to expend a portion of the appropriation made in the river 
and harbor act of 1894 for St. Joseph Harbor, in the State of Mich- 
igan, to complete the connection between St. Joseph Harbor and 
Benton Harbor. 


POST-OFFICE APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. BLACKBURN. Imove thatthe Senate proceed to the con- 
sideration of the bill making appropriations for the support of the 

stal service. 

Mr. McPHERSON. Will the Senator from Kentucky please 
withdraw his motion in order to enable meto call up a bill? I see 
there is a minute or two left before 1 o'clock. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. Ican not. Ihave had similar requests 
made by several Senators. Instead of there being a minute or two 
left, I see it is now a minute and a half after 1 o’clock. 

Mr. McPHERSON. There will be no debate. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. Incommon fairness I should haveto yield 
first to other Senators who have made the same request. I should 
gladly yield to the Senator from New Jersey but for that fact. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 
motion of the Senator from Kentucky | Mr. BLACKBURN] that the 
Senate proceed to the consideration of the Post-Office appropria- 
tion bill. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate, as in Committee of 
the Whole, resumed the consideration of the bill (H: R. 8272) 
making appropriations for the service of the Post-Office Depart- 
ment for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1896. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Mr. President, when the Senate had the 
pending bill under consideration yesterday evening I was endeavy- 
oring to show that the proposed amendment is not only unneces- 
sary, but dangerous. It appears that this clause is unnecessary, 
because the most ample power now exists in the hands of the Post- 
master-General to reduce the expenditures for the railway post- 
office car service. The law provides a certain method of compen- 
sation, but does not provide the amount of compensation except 
by saying that it shall not exceed a certain sum. In other words, 
it provides a maximum, and that maximum has twice been re- 
duced by legislation of Congress. Therefore upon the face of the 
amendment, so far as it is intended as a measure of economy, it 
clearly appears that it is not needed. 

I have examined the remarks of the Senator from Kentucky 
Mr. BLACKBURN] made in the opening of the debate upon the 
ill, and I find (it is due to him that I should say this) that he did 

state when the debate commenced that the amendment was in- 
tended to be a measure of economy and a means of securing a re- 
duction of what he said were the enormous expenditures of the 
Post-Office Department in connection with the postal-car service. 
But in answer to the purpose that was avowed by the Senator 
from Kentucky, and the purpose later avowed by the Senator 
from Maryland [Mr. GorMAN], to whom we look as the economist 
of the Senate, it clearly appears, as it seems to me, that the amend- 
ment is not needed. Itis entirely unnecessary. Therefore I con- 
demn the amendment as being an alteration of existing law which 
is not needed for any wise purpose, which is not needed for the 
—— for which the two Senators unite in saying that it is 
esigned, 
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Going further than that, it appears that the amendmer¢ is not 
only objectionable because it is umnecessary in order te a reduc- 
tion of expenditures, but it is objectionable because, as originally 
presented, it authorized an increase of expenditures. As the law 
now stands the Postmaster-General can reduce the compensation, 
but he can not increase it. Asthe amendment was proposed while 
he ceuld continue to reduce the expenditures if he chose, hecould 
also increase the expenditures to any amount. That amendment 
in that view is highly objectionable. It is objectionable, as Ishall 
endeavor to show before I finish, in the form presented by the 
Senator from Maryland [Mr. GorMAN], which requires the Post- 
master-General to reduce the compensation not less than 10 per 
cent. 

Mr. President, there are in this city, and they from time to time 
gather together, men who make it their busimess to make money 
in connection with governmental transactions. They are some- 
times claim agents in good and regular standing; they are some- 
times lawyers in good and regular standing in the city of Wash- 
ington; they are sometimes lawyers in good and regular standing 
in Buffalo, N. ¥., and in New York City; and they are sometimes 
claim agents and attorneys who are in good and regular standing 
nowhere. But these men make it their occupation to look up busi- 
ness, and they seek for great corporations who have means, from 
whom they may extract in some way or another the money which 
they need for their subsistence. I shall not any more closely de- 
scribe the men of this character, but I have them in my mind’s 
eye—soldiers of fortune, men who mean to get a living in one way 
or another, and who generally succeed in doing it by carrying out 
their various schemes. 

The danger of the amendment, if it had passed as originally re- 
ported, would have been that immediately after it became a law— 
and it will be the danger if the amendment does become a law— 
that some one of these men will approach an official of one of the 
great railroad lines which are receiving large compensation for 
postal-car service, and will say to him, “Are you aware that there 
is a provision in the Post-Office appropriation act by which your 
mail-car compensation cam be increased in the discretion of the 
Postmaster-General?” The railroad official will doubtless say, ‘‘I 
am not aware of it.” He will then be mformed by the person who 
approaches him that such is the case; that authority has been given 
to grant increased compensation for postal-car service. If the rail- 
way official says that he does not intend to apply for increased 
compensation, that he is satisfied with the sum he receives, he will 
then be informed by the gentleman who waits upon him that the 
law not only authorizes an increase of compensation, but it au- 
thorizes a reduction of compensation, that there is such an authori- 
zation contained in the act, and that there is a special injunction 
given tothe Postmaster-General to reduce the compensation. The 
intimation will be given that it will be necessary for the railroad 
corporation to give some attention to this subject, otherwise there 
will be a reduced compensation paid in the particular instance to 
the particular railroad company for its postal-car service. 

I very much fear that in a case such as I suppose there will be 
an intimation that the person who approaches the railway official 
has it in his power to procure the Postmaster-General either to 
imcrease the compensation if the railroad wants it increased or to 
procure a reduction of the compensation im case the individual 
chooses torequest a reduction. Im other words, upon that amend- 
ment as it stands to-day in the bill there will be organized a sys- 
tem of levying upon the railroad corporations of this country by 
persons who claim that they have influence with the Postmaster- 
General and the Administration for that purpose. ; 

I have the highest respect for the present Postmaster-General. 
I do not know whether the present Postmaster-General is to re- 
main; I have heard rumors lately that he talks of resigning, and 
we know not who the Postmaster-General for the next two years 
will be. Evyenif our present upright and able Postmaster-General 
remains im office it is not right to subject him to be surrounded 
by the class of persons whom I have described and to the impor- 
tunities of these men who want to make money out of the railroad 
companies and who will go to him either to ask him on the one 
hand to increase the postal-car pay to a particular railroad because 
they are already employed by the raikroad or to reduce the com- 
pensation given to a particular railroad because they are not em- 
ployed by the railroad company. 

Mr. ALDRICH. DolI understand the Senator from New Hamp- 
shire to say that under the amendment proposed by the committee 
the Postmaster-General can increase the pay of certain railroads 
and decrease the compensation of certain other railroads for doing 
a similar service? 

Mr. CHANDLER. Beyond all question. 

Mr: ALDRICH. Is there any justification for such action on 
the part of the committee? . 

Mr. CHANDLER. When a particular sum of money is appro- 
priated, in this case $3,205,000 for postal-car services, to be ex- 
pended under the direction and in the discretion of the Postmas- 
ter-General, any provision of existing law in conflict therewith to 
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the contrary notwithstanding, the Senator from Rhode Island 
knows very well, and he knew when he asked the question, that 
that public official can give to one railroad just what pay he 
chooses for postal-car service and he can give to another railroad 
just half of that sum for the same service. In other words, he 
can prescribe discriminating rules. He can exercise an arbitrary 
power. He can select his favorites and give them a hundred dol- 
lars, and he can select those railroad companies which he dislikes 
and give them $50 for the same service. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. Willi the Senator from New Hampshire 
allow me to ask him a question? 

Mr. CHANDLER. With great pleasure. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. Is it not true, and does the Senator not 
know it is true, that under the act of March 3, 1873, the Postmas- 
ter-General now has that discretion absolutely, and for twenty- 
two years has had it, up to the maximum rates prescribed in that 
shding scale? 

Mr. CHANDLER. Yes; he has had the discretion, but he has 
pursued it under a regularly established system of postal-car serv- 
ice. If the Postmaster-General has had this power all the time 
it is mysterious to me that the two Senators who are now ad- 
vocating the amendment should want to give it to him over again. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. I will answer the Senator from New 
Hampshire, with his permission, and say that the amendment 
which I have submitted and which he will find printed in the 
REcoRD this morning does not repeal any law now in existence. 

Mr. ALDRICH. It does in effect but not in terms. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. If I may be permitted, I assert that it 
neither in terms norin effect repeals any law nowin existence. It 
does not touch in any wise the sliding scale of compensation con- 
tained in the act of 1873, nor does it enlarge the discretion of the 
Postmaster-General in any wise. The only thing it does is to say 
that the Postmaster-General shall not spend any portion of the 
$3,205,000 for the purchase or building of any postal cars, and that 
he shall make a reduction of not less than 10 per cent upon exist- 
ing rates of compensation. That amendment leaves but one issue 
before the Senate, and that is whether the present rates of com- 
on to railroads for postal-car service shall be reduced not 

ess than 10 per cent or left as they are at present. That is the 
only question here. 

Mr. CHANDLER. The Senator from Kentucky very pryperty 
interrupted me to argue as to the effect of his amendment, whic 
amendment I have not yet reached. Iam dealing with the sus- 
picious amendment as it stood until the Senator said he would 
offer his amendment. We have not yet reached his amendment. 
When I say a “‘suspicious amendment” I do not mean an amend- 
ment that is suspicious so far as any members of the Appropria- 
tions Committee are concerned. Ido not think they fully com- 
prehend the scope and purpose of the amendment and the use 
that could be made of it as they propose it, any more than I think 
they comprehend the use that can be made of the amendment after 
it shall have been amended as proposed by the Senator from Ken- 
tucky, if it shall be so amended. But Isay when an amendment 
comes in here which is liable to be used in the way I havealready 
described, it is am amendment which ought to be viewed with 
suspicion and ought to be left out of an appropriation bill. It 
should be taken up at some other time, in some other way, and 
put upon a bill for the express purpose of accomplishing the re- 
sult which is sought, and not be put incidentally upon the Post- 
Office appropriation bill, as is now proposed. 

There is the danger in reference to this matter as it stands. The 
Postmaster-General already has a certain power. He is to have 
added power by the amendment as originally proposed either to 
give increased compensation for postal service or to diminish it. 
There are people im this country, coming from their offices in 
Washington or Buffalo or New York, who intend the moment the 
bill becomes a law to go to the Postmaster-General and put him 
in motion for the purpose of squeezing for their benefit the rail- 
road corporations of the country. 

That is my belief. I do not believe the Senator from Maryland 
= GORMAN] contemplates anything of the kind; I do not be- 

eve the Senator from Kentucky [Mr. BLACKBURN] contemplates 
anything of the kind, and yet that in my belief is the very pur- 
pose for which so many people who are not members of the Sen- 
ate of the United States or of the other branch of Congress desire 
the passage of the amendment. If it had been the object to draw 
an amendment for the purpose of putting the railroads of the 
country on the anxious seat, of putting all the railroads of the 
country in a position where every informer and every mischief- 
maker in the country could get after them and tell them that he 
would get their mail pay increased if they would employ him, or 
he would get their postal-car pay reduced if they would not em- 
ploy him, a more appropriate amendment for that purpose could 
not have been devised. 

There are other purposes for which money is sometimes needed, 
Great political committees sometimes seck for money, and in say- 
img this I allude to both parties alike. In times of high political 
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excitement, when such political canvasses are pending as we 
have in this country, both political parties seek to get money from 
all available sources, and they like to get it in large sums rather 
than in small sums. If they can find corporations which will 
give them money in large sums they prefer to get it from the 
large corporations rather than from small donations, popular sub- 
scriptions, as we may call them, from the great masses of the 
political party which needs the contribution. 


If the amendment had passed as originally proposed I conceive | 


there would be great danger that for the purpose of accumulating 
political funds in a political canvass some political committee 
might be tempted to approach the railroad companies of the coun- 
try and call their attention to this process of squeezing which had 
been put upon an appropriation act, with the suggestion that if 
they would make large contributions for political purposes their 
mail-service pay might be increased, while if they failed to make 
those contributions there would be great reason to fear that their 
mail compensation might be reduced. 

Mr. ALDRICH. The Senator from New Hampshire has re- 
ferred several times to the original proposition of the committee. 
I beg to call his attention to the fact that the new scheme of the 
committee does not in effect change the proposition as it was origi- 
nally presented. 

Mr. CHANDLER. If the Senator from Rhode Isiand will be 
patient I will come to that question. : 

Far be it from me to say that any political purpose of this kind 
is intended in the framing of the amendment. I do not think 
there has been any such imtention in framing the amendment, but 
I do say that all those results are liable to flow from the adoption of 
the amendment. Isay that itis not wise to subject the Postmaster- 
General, whether he be the present upright and faithful officer or 
some new Postmaster-General who may be appointed within the 
next two years, to the very great temptation with which he will 
be surrounded in connection with this clause, if it shall become a 
law. I do not think it is wise to subject the Democratic national 
committee to the temptation to engage in the raising of funds from 
the railroads of the country by putting in operation the injunc- 
tion of this clause, as it was proposed im the Senate up to yester- 
day when the motion was made to amend it. 

Mr. President, if the party to which I belong controlled the 
present Administration, on the eve of a Presidential election I 
should not be willing to have this great power of the Postmaster- 
General invoked in this way. I should not be willing to put into 
an appropriation bill which contained the usual appropriations 
for the railway postal-car service, the money to be disbursed in ae- 
eordance with a well-defined system and practice, a clause which 
the Postmaster-General can not read otherwise than as an injunc- 
tion to him to reopen this whole question and to promise to 
railroad companies he chooses to favor additional compensation 
and to threaten railroad companies he does not happen to like with 
a reduction and punishment in pursuance of this extraordinary 
clause in the pending appropriation bill. 

Mr.GORMAN. Will the Senator from New Hampshire per- 
mit me to interrupt him there? 

Mr. CHANDLER. I am always glad to be interrupted by the 
Senator from Maryland. 

Mr. GORMAN. I think the Senator from New Hampshire, if 
he will permit me to say so, ought to modify his statement. As 
I understand him (and 1 confess that we do not hear on this side of 
the Chamber every word he says, there being so much confusion) he 
states now im effect that the Committee on Appropriations have 
reported an amendment which will open the door and enable po- 
litical parties or their agents to use the Postmaster-General for 
the purpose of raising political funds. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Yes; I say it subjects him to the tempta- 
tion to do it. 

Mr. GORMAN. I ask the Senator from New Hampshire 
whether he does not know it to be a fact that under the law as it 
stands now, the act passed in 1873, the Postmaster-General has 
absolute discretion, and he may be subjected, if it were pos- 
sible to subject the Postmaster-General, to the same influences 
under that act which he would be subjected to under this amend- 
ment if agreed to. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I think so; and I do not understand why 
this provision was put into the bill. I have not yet discovered 
the reason why it was inserted. I am trying to find out the rea- 
son. But I do say that if it was perfectly needless to put it in 
because the Postmaster-General has the same power to-day to re- 
duce the compensation that he will have under any law which it 

to pass, I can not understand why it is put in, 
ause the present Postmaster-General is unwilling 
to be used for any improper purpose, and therefore is to be a 
on by this extraordinary provision in the appropriation bill. 


Mr. GORMAN. I will tell the Senator from New Hampshire 


why it is putin. This provision fixing the maximum of compen- 
eation for the use of ip 
ation bill in 1873. 


stal cars was incorporated in an appropri- 
ere have been Republican Administrations 
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and Democratic so-called Administrations that have construed that 
law to mean that the maximum fixed by the law should be the 
minimum, and that is the rule of the Department. It was made 
so by a Republican Postmasiter-General. It was followed (as the 
rules of the Departments have been always or nearly always by 
the succeeding heads) by the former Postmaster-General, now the 
distinguished Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. Vuuas], and by the 
present Administration. Now, we sought to change it and put 
the responsibility upon the Postmaster-General of reducing the 
compensation by having no maximum fixed; but afterwards, to 
meéet the objections made on the other side, and with a view of 
saving to the people of the country $300,000 per annum, the dis- 
tinguished Senator from Kentucky who is in charge of the bill 
offered to make the limit of reduction 10 per cent. 

Mr. CHANDLER. No, Mr. President, he did not offer to make 
the limit of reduction 10 per cent. He proposed to enact that the 
railroads shall be squeezed 10 per cent and as much more as the 
Postmaster-General chooses to squeeze them. 

Mr. GORMAN, Very good; that does not change the present 
law. Thatis notincreasing the power of the Postmaster-General. 

Mr. CHANDLER. The Senator from Kentucky proposes to 
limit the reduction, but it is not a limitation. The Senator from 
Kentucky proposes that the Postmaster-General shall be com- 
manded to reduce not less than 10 per cent. He may reduce the 
other 90 if he chooses. Thatis the way I understand the proposed 
amendment to the amendment of the committee. 

Mr. GORMAN. The Senator from New Hampshire is perfectly 
well aware that the act we propose to repeal was simply a pro- 
vision on al appropriation bill, and the committee want merely 


Mr. CHANDLER. Iam making no accusation against either 
the Senator from Kentucky or the Senator from Maryland. I 
have the profoundest respect for them. But I say they do not 
seem to realize what bad men there are in the world, not only in 
their own party, but in the Republican party, not only in Wash- 
ington, but, as I said, in Buffalo and New York; and while the 
Senators are pursuing the even tenor of their way as legislators 
and doing what they unquestionably believe to be in th: interest 
of economy, the other people of whom Ihave spoken are swarm- 
ing around here, waiting for this bill to become a law in order 
that they may go to the railroad corporations of the country and 
say, ‘“‘ Now,.under the clause as it stands, we will get your pay 
raised if you will employ us; we will have it reduced if you do 
not employ us.” Now, under the amendment of the Senator from 
Kentucky, if that is adopted, while they can not say that they 
will get the pay raised if they are employed they can say that 
they will get it reduced if they are not employed. 

In other words, if I may be allowed to state the case exactly as 
I look at it, the amendment as it was originally proposed was 
adapted to allow a lifting of pay or a squeezing of the railroads, 
whichever might be found best adapted to the purposes of the 
class of men whom Ihave described. The amendment wasa lifter 
and a squeezer as it originally came in here. Now, the Senator 
from Kentucky moyes to amend it by depriving it of its faculty 
as a lifter, but it still remains a squeezer. 

Mr. GORMAN. The Senator from New Hampshire certainly 
understands that the object of the amendment is to prevent the 
people of the country from being squeezed by the railroads and 
to save three or four hundred thousand dollars of the money of 
the ple. 

r. CHANDLER. When I found the Senator from Kentucky 
laboring a little with the weight of this amendment, and the Sena- 
tor from Maryland coming to his assistance to see whether it could 
not be got through either as it was or with suitable amendments, 
I was inclined to welcome the Senator from Maryland to the floor 
as being at last engaged in a genuine effort of economy and re- 
form. But, Mr. President, timeo Danaos. I scrutinize with a 
great deal of care the measures of economy and reform which the 
Senator from Maryland proposes, tosee whether there may not be 
concealed in them something which he did not intend should be 
there, but which wicked men elsewhere may use for the purpose 
of defrauding the Treasury of the United States. According to 
Senators every desire to carry out economy, giving implicit belief 
to their declarations that their only object is to reduce the x »stal- 
ear service pay, I have ventured to call their attention to the fact 
that what they propose may be used for an improper purpose by 
designing men to whom they have no wish to give countenance. 

The amendment of the Senator from Kentucky,to which Inow 
come, does not obviate the objection which I have made to the 
amendment of the committee. It does indeed provide that there 
shall be a reduction, and impliedly, I am bound to believe that 
there will be no attempt made to increase the post-office car serv- 
ice under the bill if it shall become a law as it is proposed to be 
amended. But even then there is the same objection to the 
amendment which I have endeavored to point out to the Senate. 
The law as it will read if the amendment of the Senator from 
Kentacky is adopted will arbitrarily strike off 10 per cent of the 
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existing pay for the postal-car service. That has been done, 10 
er cent once; another time 5 per cent; and now the Senator from 
Saatecky proposes an arbitrary reduction of 10 per cent more. 
i know not under what circumstances the prior reductions were 
made. I am bound to assume that there was a careful, judicious, 
and prudent investigation made, and that the conclusion was 
reached by Congress deliberately that the maximum rate of pay 
ought to be reduced, as Congress enacted that it should be. 

But here and now there has been no such investigation. There 
are no data upon which to say that there shall be a reduction of at 
least 10 per cent. The proposition is objectionable in that it in- 
vites acrowding of the railroad companies by designing men, who 
will go to them and say, ‘‘ You see what we have done. We have 
got the compensation reduced 10 per cent already, and it is liable 
to be reduced either by the present Postmaster-General or by some 
other Postmaster-General still lower; and you must give us em- 
ployment, you must satisfy us, or these reductions will be made.” 

Mr. President, I am very unwilling to see the Senate set in mo- 
tion this machine. I am unwilling to see the Postmaster-General 
enjoined in the way, andafter this fashion to pursue the railroads 
of the country as it is proposed that he shall pursue them. I 
have sincere and honest fears that this amendment, however it 
shall be finally framed, to whatever shape it may be finally brought, 
either by the motions of the members of the committee or by the 
Senate of the United States, will be used forimproper and illegit- 
imate purposes; and that either claim agents, or political strikers, 
or members of political committees will take advantage of this 
clause and, under the special circumstances and with the specific 
machinery provided for that purpose in this bill, squeeze the rail- 
roads of the country in a way in which they ought not to be 
squeezed. 

I repeat that thisamendment is entirely unnecessary. I can not 
believe that the Postmaster-General is not willing to do his whole 
duty under the law as it now stands. I can not understand why 
any Postmaster-General should pay any more than his judgment 
tells him he ought to pay for carrying the mails of the United 
States. I scout the idea that in our public life and in our govern- 
mental life of to-day there is any such principle as that when an 
officer of a Department is authorized to accomplish a certain re- 
sult at a maximum of cost he feels under obligation to pay the 
maximum in every case and has not the courage or the public in- 
tegrity to see to it that the public service is carried on at an eco- 
nomical rate of compensation. 

Mr. President, Ido not believe that that is a principle. I am 
bound to believe that all this time the maximum rates have been 
paid because the successive Postmasters-General have believed 
that those maximum rates ought to be paid. I see now in the 
Senate a distinguished Senator who was for four years Post- 
master-General. Ido not believe that he will admit upon this 
floor that he was bound to pay the maximum rate for the postal- 
car service when it was perfectly clear upon the statute of the 
United States that he was topay such sum that he thought ought 
to be paid, not exceeding a certain sum. I do not believe when 
the Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. ViLAs] comes to speak upon this 
amendment that he will for a moment endeavor to persuade the 
Senate to believe that he had not the moral courage to reduce the 

tal-car pay if he honestly thought, as a public servant in the 
Post-Office Department, that it ought to be reduced. 

Mr. President, the existing law is ample for the protection of 
the Government. The existing provision of law is-ample for the 
promotion of economy. The existing law is ample for the reduc- 
tion of these postal-car rates if the Postmaster-General, who is 
employed by the Government for the purpose of conducting the 
affairs of the Post-Office Department economically, chooses to put 
into effect a reduction. en Senators come in here, first with a 
proposition that the Postmaster-General shall have the right to 
increase or diminish the statutory rates according to his own dis- 
cretion, notwithstanding the provisions of any existing law, and 
then, when they modify it so as to arbitrarily provide for astatutory 
reduction of 10 per cent. and just as much of an additional reduc- 
tion as the Postmaster-General may choose to inflict upon co 
rations he does not like, or who do not happen to meet with his 
favor, Iam led most earnestly to say that that kind of legisla- 
tion, so unusual in its character, so radical in its effect, and so 
entirely unnecessary for the purpose which the Senators say the 
want to accomplish, ought to be left off of this appropriation bi 
and brought here in separate and independent legislation, if Sen- 
ators think they can justify it to the Senate of the United States. 

Mr. VILAS addressed the Senate.’ After having spoken some 
time— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Pasco in the chair). The 
hour of 2 o’clock having arrived, it is the duty of the Chair to la 
before the Senate the unfinished business, the title of which wi 
be stated. 

The Secretary. A bill (H. R. 4609) td establish a uniform 
system of bankru or. 

Mr, BLACKBU} . Iask consent of the Senate that the un- 
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finished business just stated from the desk may, without preju- 
dice, be temporarily laid aside, and that the Senate continue the 
consideration of the Post-Office appropriation bill. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there objection to the request 
of the Senator from Kentucky? The Chair hears none, and it is 
so ordered. 


[Mr. VILAS resumed and concluded hisspeech. See Appendix. ] 


Mr. HUNTON. Mr. President, I sympathize very fully with 
the remarks that fell from the distinguished Senator from Mary- 
land [Mr. GoRMAN] in favor of economy. There is no one in the 
Senate Chamber who will go further than I in the proper economic 
administration of this Government, but I am not in favor, with- 
out investigation, of singling out a certain class of people to visit 
our economy upon. The Senator from Maryland by his amend- 
ment proposes, without an investigation, without a report from 
the Postmaster-General or anybody else, to reduce the compensa- 
tion paid to railways for transporting the mail 10 percent. It 
may be that the railroads get too much; it may be that they do 
not get too much; but certain it is that the railway companies get 
no more than is provided for in the contract between the Post- 
master-General and the railroad companies. 

Mr. PLATT. How long does the contract last? 

Mr. HUNTON. The contract lasts, I think, two years. 

Now, Mr. President, the Postmaster-General is authorized by 
the present’ law to contract with the railroad companies at any 
price that he pleases provided he does not exceed a certain maxi- 
mum. The whole power of the legislative department of the Gov- 
ernment is now vested in the Postmaster-General so far as making 
contracts with the railroad companies for transporting the mails 
is concerned. The Postmaster-General has made these contracts 
with the railroad companies. We are to presume that he has 
made the best contract he could make for the Government. 

It is to be presumed that the Postmaster-General believes that 
the contracts with the railroad companies are fair between the 
Government and the railroad companies, because, as we have 
learned in this debate and from the history of the case, the Post- 
master-General has not complained in any of his reports to the 
Congress of the United States that he is paying too much for the 
transportation of the mails. He could not complain, because if he 
did he would complain of his own wrong, for he has the power 
under the law as it stands now to reduce that compensation. 

So it seems to me the Postmaster-General is now clothed with 
all the power of the legislative department of the Government to 
reduce the compensation of railroad companies if they charge too 
much and to elevate them not beyond the maximum price in case 
he does not give them enough. And we are asked to go into this 
question and arbitrarily reduce the compensation of railroads 10 
per cent without an investigation as to whether they are charging 
ooo ene to the Government or whether they are charging too 

ittle. 

The distinguished Senator from Wisconsin said that the Post- 
master-General appeared before a subcommittee of the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations. In the first place, I do not think that 
is the committee to investigate this question. If anything was 
required on the part of the Postmaster-General the matter should 
have been referred to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post- 
Roads, and let that committee, which is the appropriate com- 
mittee, make the investigation. Butthe Postmaster-General has 
not said a word to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

Iam a member of that committee, and not one line, not one 
word have we heard, so far as I know, from the Postmaster-Gen- 
eral upon the subject of contracts with railroad companies for car- 
rying the mails. So we are to enter upon this discussion and con- 
duct our legislation on the idea that the Postmaster-General, who 
is now clothed with all the powers of the legislative department 
of the Government upon this question, is satisfied with the law as 
it stands. 

Mr. President, the distinguished Senator from Wisconsin says 
that the Postmaster-General did appear before the Committee on 
Appropriations, or a subcommittee of that committee. Now, 
what did he appear for? What did he ask at the hands of that 
subcommittee? Nobody here knows. We know that the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations changed ee of the bill as it 
passed the House, which was the regular routine appropriation 
for many years to carry the mail in these postal cars, and that 
committee reported an amendment to that provision by which the 
Postmaster-General was clothed with all the power to do as he 

leased in regard to spending the appropriation; and a whole 
half page of sections in the Revised Statutes are repealed that he 
might be unlimited in his power in the spending of that money. 

Mr. President, I have as much confidence in the integrity and 
honor of the Postmaster-General as any gentleman on this floor. 
I believe he is a man of high integrity, and I believe he is a good 
man in every particular; but I would not clothe a human being 
with such power as the amendment of the Senate committee pro- 
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poses to clothe the Postmaster-General with. Ido not believe in 
it, si 


, sir. 

So far as the Postmaster-General appeared before a subcommit- 
tee of the Committee on Appropriations, we have reason to be- 
lieve that his only object was to get that amendment which the 
Committee on Appropriations reported in the bill. The distin- 
guished Senator from nes who has charge of the bill, and 
who I presume was chairman of the subcommittee that reported 
it to the full committee, has gone back upon that amendment. 
If ee was asked by the Postmaster-General it was that 
amendment; but the Senater from Kentucky has asked that an 
amendment to the amendment shall be adopted by which no part 
of the fund named in the item of the bill shall be devoted to the 
purchase of postal railway cars. So we havea right to believe 
that the Appropriations Committee has not made the investiga- 
tion necessary for that committee to enter upon this question of 
reform that has been debated so long in the Senate. 

But the distinguished Senator from Wisconsin says that he is 
not satisfied with the amendment of the Senator from Kentucky, 
and he proposes to introduce an amendment directing the Post- 
master-General to buy all the postal cars that are needed to carry 
the mails. 

Mr. President, this shows to = mind that this question has 
not been investigated. We are asked to enter upon a new line of 
reformation by legislation upon this appropriation bill which has 
not been investigated by any committee of the Senate charged 
with such investigation. 

I frankly say to my friend the chairman of the Committee on 
Post-Offices and Post-Roads that he mentioned the matter to the 
committee, but there was nothing said except what he stated as 
his view of the case, and there was never any investigation as to 
whether these postal cars should be purchased by the Government 
or owned by the railroad companies, and I submit that the Senate 
ought not to enter upon this line of reform unless there has been 
an investigation which will show to the Senate and to the country 
that the acquisition of those cars would be an advantage to the 
Government and would not specifically hurt the railroad com- 

anies. 
: Mr. President, I for one am not willing to see the Government 
of the United States enter into a partnership with the railroad 
companies in transporting the mails. I do not believe in the 
olicy of the Government owning the cars in which the mails of the 
nited States are transported. I donot think it would be as well 
done as if left entirely to the railroad companies. 

In the next place, grave difficulties, it seems to me, would arise 
if this Government partnership was entered into. Take a Gov- 
ernment car which is transporting the mails along one of these 
great railway routes and an accident happens to that car, and 
postal railway clerks are killed. 

Who is responsible for that? If the car was defective the rail- 
road company would not be; and yet you can not sue the Govern- 
ment, because the Government can not be sued intort. There- 
fore if this provision, so earnestly and ably advocated by the 
Senator from Wisconsin, were adopted, if an accident happened 
by which postal clerks were killed by the negligence of the Gov- 
ernment in furnishing a r car in which to transport them, 
their heirs would be absolutely remediless, and no compensation 
for the negligence of the Government could be obtained. I might 
cite a great many instances of the inconvenience and hardship 
and wrong that would grow out of this Government partnership 
with the railroad companies in transporting the mails in its own 
cars. 

I for one believe that the present system is the right system, 
and I believe that the law as it now stands affords sufficient pro- 
tection to the Government against extortion on the part of the 
railroad companies; and that is all we ought to ask. e should 
not ask the railroad companies to carry the mails at a dollar less 
than it is worth to carry them, and we must take it for granted 
that the Postmaster-General has not in his contracts with the rail- 
road companies agreed to pay them a dollar more than the trans- 
portation is worth. 

Mr. President, the law as it now stands authorizes the Post- 
master-General to contract with the railroad companies at any 

rice he pleases, on he does not exceed a certain limit fixed 
in the statute. He has a right to come down as far as he pleases, 
but not a right to go up beyond a certain point. It is said that 
this maximum rate of compensation is the rate always agreed 
upon between the railroad companies and the Postmaster-General. 
hy is that so? It can not be because the Postmaster-General 
can not force the railroads to come down if they charge too much, 
use if he can not force them to lower their rates I should like 
to know how a law of Congress could force them to do so; because 
the Postmaster-General now under the present law has all the 
power which the two Houses of Congress can exert over these 
railroad companies. 
He can say to the railroad com 


nies at any hour or minute he 
pleases, ‘‘ Unless you will carry 


e mail over your line for a cer- 





tain sum, you shall not carry it at all. I will give you so much 
amile. If you do not take that you shall not carry the mail in 
those postal cars.” That is all we can say; because I presume 
there is no reformer upon the floor of the Senate who will main- 
tain that the two Houses of Congress can force a railroad com- 
pany to accept any terms which they impose upon them in carrying 

stal cars. If that be true—and I take it for granted it will not 

denied—the Postmaster-General has to-day the very same power 
to say to these companies, ‘‘ Unless you carry the mail matter at 
a certain price, you shall not carry it at all.” 

Sup the amendment proposed bythe Senator from Maryland 
[Mr. GorMAN] were a and there was 10 per cent deduction 
in the compensation paid for carrying the mails, and the railroad 
companies of the country were to say in reply to that, ‘‘ We can 
not afford to carry the mails at the price offered, 10 per cent off of 
what we have been getting,” and at one single time the railroad 
companies of the country were to refuse to carry the mails, I ask 
what would be the condition of the country? Is there a Senator 
upon this floor who would put his constituents in the condition of 
getting no mail by railway, and trust to the old-time mode of 
transporting the mail on horseback or in stages? 

Mr. GEORGE. Will the Senator allow me to ask him a ques- 
tion? 

Mr. HUNTON. Certainly. 

Mr. GEORGE. Suppose the railroad companies were all to re- 
fuse to take the mails at the present rates, then what? 

Mr. HUNTON. They have a perfect right to refuse. 
pose the Senator will agree to that. 

Mr. GEORGE. I ask what would be the result? 

Mr. HUNTON. But the railroad companies, I say in answer 
to my friend from Mississippi, are organized and conducted to 
carry freights of all descriptions, and the more freight they can 
get at fair prices the better they are pleased, the more the railroad 
companies will flourish and be enabled to carry out their con- 
tracts. So we can not force the railroad companies to carry the 
mails, and therefore we must give them a compensation which 
will induce them as a matter of business to carry the mails for the 
Government in the postal cars. ; 

Mr. BATE. Does the Senator think the railroad companies have 
a perfect richt to dictate the terms to the Government on which 
they will carry the mails? . 

Mr. HUNTON. No, sir. 

Mr. BATE. Are they not chartered as public carriers, and are 
they not amenable to the law of public carriers, and is it not their 
duty to carry the mails as such or forfeit their charters if they re- 
fuse to do so on reasonable terms? 

Mr. HUNTON. Idonot mean that the railroad companies can 
dictate to the Government terms for carrying the mails, nor do I 
mean to admit that the Government can dictate to the railroad 
companies that they shall carry the mails at a price which does 
not pay them the expenditure of carrying the mails. Railway 
companies are corporations incorporated by the different States 
through which they pass, and, although they are corporations, 
they are persons in the eye of the law, and as such entitled to all 
the rights and privileges of any natural person. Therefore I 
maintain that while a railroad company can not dictate to the 
Government, the Government can not dictate to a railroad com- 
pany. Itisa matter of bargain, of contract, between the Gov- 
ernment and the railroad company by which the Government 
pays to the railroad company and the railroad company receives 

om the Government a sum of money sufficient to pay it for the 
services which it renders the Government. 

Mr. BATE. If they differ about that how are you going to 
settle it otherwise than by legislation of Congress? We can fix 
upon a lower rate, 10 per cent if necessary. 

Mr. HUNTON. That question of difference between the rail- 
road companies and the Government must be settled like every 
other question of difference between two persons. The Govern- 
ment is an artificial person on the one side and the railroad com- 
pany is an artificial person on the other. Those two persons meet 
to make a contract, and if they do not make a contract there is 
no human being who can force them to make it. 

Mr. BATE. [think the courts have decided that railroad com- 
panies are liable and must carry the mail or forfeit their char- 
ters. They must,as common carriers, perform their duty to the 
public. I think this matter can be regulated in the same way 
that traffic is regulated under the interstate-commerce law. The 
railroads are not above that law,and we can regulate the rates 
for carrying the mail as well as the rates for carrying freight. 

Mr. HUNTON. There is no trouble about the railway com- 
panies carrying the mail. They are not only glad, but anxious to 
do it. But they want to carry the mail at a price which will give 
them fair compensation for carrying it. While they may be 
public carriers, the Government has no right to say that they 
shall carry the mail at a certain price, because the statute whic 
was proposed to be repealed by the amendment as first introduced 
by the committee makes provision in case the Government and 
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the railroad companies can not agree upon the price of carrying 
the mails in the postal-railway cars. 

Mr. President, I am a reformer to a certain extent, bat I am not 
a reformer to the extent that I am going into a question of reform 
on a law which has been in existence since 1873, unless there is 
evidence before me to show that we are about inaugurating a 
system better than that which is sought to be repealed. The only 
evidence before the Senate in this matter is that the Post-Office 
Department is satisfied with the present law. It has asked no 
change: it has not complaimed of the amount paid to the railroad 
companies, and therefore we, a Senate, a deliberative body com- 
posed of 88 members, are not capable, without a committee of in- 
vestigation or a report from the Postmaster-General, to say what 
would be a better system than that which we are about to repeal. 

For these reasons I am opposed to the amendments offered all 
around, and I trust that the old law, which has worked to the 
satisfaction of the Post-Office Department and about which we 
have heard from the Postmaster-General no complaint, will be 
allowed to remain the law of the land until the Postmaster-Gen- 
eral comes before a committee of the Senate and explains the bad 
working of the present system and what would be a better one. 

Mr. GORMAN. Mr. President, do I understand the Chair has 
submitted the point of order to the Senate? 

Mr. ALDRICH. What point of order? 

Mr. GORMAN. On the pending amendment. Do I under- 
stand the Chair has submitted the pomt of order to the Senate? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair was about submitting the 
point of order to the Senate when the Senator took the floor. 

Mr. ALDRICH. What is the point of order? 

Mr. BLACKBURN. The point of order raised by the Senator 
from Massachusetts [Mr. Lopes]. 

Mr. ALDRICH. On what? 

Mr. BLACKBURN. On the amendment of the committee. 

Mr. GORMAN. On the ground that it was general legislation. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Massachusetts 
raised the point of order against the proposed amendment that it 
is general legislation upon a general appropriation bill. 

Mr. GORMAN. Mr. President, I shall detain the Senate buta 
moment, and I trust the Chair will decide the point of order 
and let us come to a direct vote upon the amendment itself. Be- 
fore the Chair makes that decision, however, I only desire to say, 
in answer to the Senator from Virginia [Mr. Hunron] and other 
Senators who have made some comments on the amendment, 
that the Committee on Appropriations, following the precedent 
which has been universal, have reported an amendment to the 
pending bill such as has been always aceepted by the Senate. 

Congress has in nearly every case—not in all cases—in dealing 
with the Post-Office Department either imcreased the compensa- 
tion or restricted the compensation for the service by provisions 
inserted in appropriation bills, and the very act which we propose 
to modify, the act of 1873, is simply a provision in an appropria- 
tion bill. 

Mr. HUNTON. Will the Senator allow me to ask him a ques- 
tion? 

Mr. GORMAN. Certainly. 

Mr. HUNTON. To which amendment is the Senator address- 
ing himself? 

Mr. GORMAN. Iam addressing myself to the amendment re- 
ported by the Committee on Appropriations, which opens the 
whole question, the amendment restricting the expenditure of an 
appropriation. Senators have objected to the amendment in the 
form in which it comes from the committee because it gives the 
Postmaster-General too much power. That may be. That criti- 
cism, as [ said yesterday, has great force init. I agree with the 
distinguished Senator from Kentuck? [Mr. BLacksurn} who has 
charge of the bill that to prevent the Postmaster-General having 
so much power in this matter we should require him tomake a 10 
per cent reduction. 

Mr. CULLOM. Would it interrupt the Senator if I should ask 
him a question? . 

Mr. GORMAN. No, sir. 

Mr. CULLOM. I desire to inquire of the Senator if he can re- 
member exactly what the Postmaster-General stated with refer- 
ence to the amount of reductions he thought ought to be made in 
the compensation for carrying the mails? 

Mr. GORMAN. The Senator from Virginia [Mr. Hunton]— 
and the Senator from Lilinois [Mr. CuLLom} will permit me to 
answer his question in that way—made a suggestion that the 
Committee on Appropriations had reported this provision without 
having investigated the question. I beg to say to that Senator 
and to the Senate that there is no provision which has been re- 
ported from the Committee on Appropriations for the pose of 
reducing expenditures which has not been considered carefully, 
and considered in consultation with the head of the Post-Office 
Department. 

The Postmaster-General, as the Senator from Illinois knows 
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perfectly well, came to the Committee on Appropriations to sup- 
plement what he had said in his report which is before every Sena- 
tor, and to urge a reduction in the expenses of the Post-Office 
Department. The present Postmaster-General has not dealt with 
this question with the courage and fairness with which, in my 
judgment, he ought to have dealt with it. He has avoided in his 
public statements, it is true, the main question whichis up for the 
discussion of the Senate. 

Mr. CULLOM. That is what I wanted to ascertain, and also 
if the Senator remembers, as I was not present, exactly what the 
Postmaster-General did say verbally m the presence of the sub- 
committee in reference to reductions and what amount of reduc- 
tions should be made. 

Mr. GORMAN. The Postmaster-General, in his report and in 
his statements before the Committee on Appropriations, was in 
favor of increasing the postage upon second-class mail matter, or 
to exclude from postal facilities certain prints or books, and so on, 
or else charge on them an increased rate of postage, and also to 
take from the fast-mail service on the ocean and elsewhere a con- 
siderable amount. Finding that that was impracticable in the 
framing of the bill in another body which sent it here, he came.to 
us and said that in this matter we could make a decided reduc- 
tion, to be made in the very item which is now under discussion, 
for the reason that the act of 1873 has fixed a compensation for 
the use of — cars, which may have been at that time proper 
and right, but in view of the decreased cost of transportation and 
the decreased charges made by the railroad companies and every- 
body else in the last twenty years, the compensation is excessive, 
and that we could take from it a certain amount. 

We asked him why, under the act of 1873, which fixed the max- 
imum compensation, he had not, as Postmaster-General, reduced 
that amount, and his answer was a perfect one, that for twenty 
years the Post-Office Department and all the Postmasters-General 
who had filled the office in that time had construed that provision in 
the actof 1873 as being the minimum and not the maximum; that it 
had been so aecepted by the public and by every Postmaster-Gen- 
eral, and that he could not get away from it; but that if Congress 
would give him the power to use his discretion by such a provi- 
sion as we have reported, then he would force a proper reduction, 
not am excessive one. 

Mr. CULLOM. The amendment reads: 

Provided, That a reduction of not less than 10 per cent shall be made upon 
the present rates of compensation. 

Did the Postmaster-General state that there could be safely and 
reasonably a reduction of 10 per cent made upon the cost of trans- 
portation im those postal cars? 

Mr. GORMAN. I will not attempt to state from memory that 
the Postmaster-General fixed the exact amount at 10 per cent, but 
the statement made by him and the figures furnished convinced 
me as a member of that committee that we might make that re- 
duction 15 or 20 per cent, and yet give to the railroad companiesa 
compensation for this service greater than they receive from any- 
body else in the Dnicn. 

Mr. CULLOM. I do not wish to interrupt the Senator unless 
it is ble to him—— 

Mr. GORMAN. It is entirely agreeable. 

Mr. CULLOM. I should like to know whether,in the judg- 
ment of the Senator himself, it would not be more like proper legis- 
lation for the Senate to put an amendment on this bill providing 
that the Postmaster-General shall investigate the whole question 
between now and the next Congress and report to the next Con- 
gress the testimony and the reasons why a reduction,if any, 
should be made? 

Mr. GORMAN. The Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. Vi_as], in 
the very exhaustive speech which he has made to-day, has shown 
to the Senate how much investigation we have had. Such an in- 
vestigation has been made by the Postmaster-General, by commit- 
tees of Congress, by a commission; and yet it all resolves itself 
inte the one statement I made yesterday, which, in effect, was 
that the power of the railroad companies is so great that there has 
not been a Postmaster-General since 1873, under the act as it is 
now framed fixing the maximum rate of compensation, which has 
been construed te be the minimum, who has had the courage or 
the power to make the reduction. 

Mr. CULLOM. May I ask the Senator another question, and 
then I shall not trouble him further? 

Mr. GORMAN. Certainly. 

Mr. CULLOM. I desire to inquire of the Senator, in the light 
of what I think has been his record heretofore, whether he be- 
lieves that it is good policy on the part of the legislative depart- 
ment of the Government to place a vast sum of money, such as 
is to be appropriated by this provision, entirely within 
the control and disposition of the Postmaster-General or a other 
public officer? I say this with the fullest confidence myself in the 
integrity and capacity of the present Postmaster-General. 

Mr. GORM Mr. President, I am, as a rule, as much averso 
to placing a large amount of money in the hands of any Cabinet of- 
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ficer, to be e ded at his discretion, as is the Senator from Ili- 
nois or any other Senator. I thinkit is a bad rule, but in the con- 
duct of the affairs of the Post-Office Department of necessity there 
must be placed in the control of the Postmaster-General large 
amounts of money. The Postmaster-General in the case which 
we now have under consideration under the act of 1873 wax given 
the right to use a large amount of money, and my belief is that it 
was the intention of Congress to place the whole amount then ap- 
propriated, not quite $3,000,000 when the appropriation was first 
a but it has since grown until now the amount of $3,000,000 
is placed in the hands of the Postmaster-General to be expended 
in bis discretion. 

I do not believe the provision we have reported from the Com- 
miitee on Appropriations extends his authority one iota, but I be- 
lieve, in the light of this discussion, with the knowledge the Post- 
master-General has of the affairs of the Department, that he will 
redeem his specific declaration to the Committee on Appropria- 
tions, that if he be relieved of the custom which has prevailed, of 
the rule which has been adopted, and of the decisions of his pred- 
ecessors, he would use this power to save the people of this coun- 
try four or five hundred thousand dollars per annum without im- 
pairing the service a particle. ; 

Mr. CULLOM. The Senator will excuse me again. 

Mr. GORMAN. Certainly. 

Mr. CULLOM. The Postmaster-General is governed by this 
law, or he ought to be: 

The Postmaster-General shall request all railroad companies transporting 
the mails to furnish, under seal, such data relating to the operating, receipts, 
and expenditures of such roads as may, in his judgment, be deemed neces- 
sary to enable him to ascertain the cost of mail transportation and the proper 
compensation to be paid for the same. 


Does the Senator know whether the Postmaster-General has 
complied with that statute? If he has, his opimion as to what 
might have been possible might be of some value, but otherwise I 
do not see how it would be. 

Mr. GORMAN. I trust the Chair will decide the question of 
order, and let the Senate come to a direct vote on the amendment, 
which I have no doubt is perfectly well understood now from the 
discussion which has been had. The only question is, whether 
there shall be an opportunity to reduce this compensation to some 
fair extent, or whether we shall be compelled to pay the exorbi- 
tant rates we are now paying. 

I ask the decision of the Chair on the question of order. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Mr. President,this discussion discloses a very 
singular condition of affairs. Neither the distinguished Senator 
from Wisconsin [Mr. ViLAs], who was Postmaster-General dur- 
ing the previous Administration of the present distinguished 
Chief Executive, nor any of his successors in office, nor any of 
the gentlemen who have served on the Post-Office Committees of 
the Senate or the House of Representatives, nor any of the Sena- 
tors who have served on the Appropriations Committees of the 
Senate have heretofore discovered the necessity of changing our 

postal laws in the direction of the pendimg amendment. The 
mator from Wisconsin seems suddenly to have awakened to the 
idea that some radical] change must be made at once. 

Mr. VILAS. I should like to call the attention of the Senator 
from Rhode Island to the fact that the awakening I experienced 
was eight years ago. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I have no doubt that awakening took place 
eight years ago, but the Senator has been silent, so far as I know, 
from that day to this as to the real interests of the Government in 
this matter. It is very singular, if the Government has been ex- 
pending millions upon millions of dollars improperly all these 
years, when the law gives, as the Senator from Maryland Mr. 
GoRMAN] himself admits, ample discretionary power to the Post- 
master-General, that all these gentlemen have not been able to 
discover heretofore that there was anything wrong either in the 
law or in the manner of its administration. 

Why is this? Why do they wait until the expiring hours of this 
Congress, when but fifteen working days remain of this session, 
to suggest a change of important legislation in this summary 
method through an appropriation bill? I should be glad if some 
Senator on the other side of the Chamber would answer that 
question. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. I will answer. and tell the Senator. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Ishall be very glad to hear the answer. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. The only change in the world proposed is 
a reduction of not less than 10 per cent upon existing rates, and 
no Senator on this floor has yet undertaken to say that those rates 
are not too high. 

Mr. ALDRICH. If we judge by the evidence submitted by the 
Senator from Kentucky, no Senator can say whether they are too 
high or too low. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. I undertake to say that the Committee on 
Appropriations thought the rates were too high; the Postmaster- 
General thought they were too high, and no’ has ever yet been 
found unburied who said they were not too hig 


Mr. ALDRICH. If the Postmaster-General thinks they are too 
high, why does he not reduce them? If the Committee on Appro- 
priations think they are too high, why do they imcrease the ap- 
propriation in this bill for this item $150,000 above that con- 
tained in the bill as it came from the House of Representatives? 

Mr. BLACKBURN. Becausethat service is extending every day 
and more money will be needed every year, even though you re- 
duce the rates. 

Mr. ALDRICH. The appropriation made in the Post-Office ap- 
ropriation bill of one year ago contained no provision of this 
ind, and the Senator from Wisconsin, the Senator from Mary- 

land, and the Senator from Kentucky occupied the same positions 
in relation to the public service then that they do now. The ap- 
propriation one year ago for this purpose was $3,000,000, without 
any offensive general legislation connected withit. It is now pro- 
posed to increase the appropriation to $3,250,000-—— 

Mr. BLACKBURN. Three million two hundred and five thou- 
sand dollars. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Very well, $3,205,000; and to connect with 
that a provision which practically repeals all legislation upon this 
subject—— 

Mr. BLACKBURN. No. 

Mr. ALDRICH. If the Senator will permit me to finish my 
sentence—— 

Mr. BLACKBURN. Certainly. 

Mr. ALDRICH. And puts it in the power of the Postmaster- 
General to expend the whole sum at his discretion. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. Upon the amendment now pending be- 
fore the Senate for adoption there is no proposition or intimation 
of any purpose to repeal any law. 

Mr. RICH. e amendment now submitted by the Sena- 
tor from Kentucky, although it is different in words from that 
originally submitted by him, is exactly the same in effect. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. Does it repeal any law? 

Mr. ALDRICH. It does repeal laws. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. I will ask the Senator to readit. Itis 
only three lines long and it is in the Recorp of this morning. 
Let us see it. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I had a copy of it here a moment ago. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. [fit repeals or proposes to repeal any ex- 
isting law or any portion of a law,then I am unable to compre- 
hend the English language. 

Mr. ALDRICH. The language used in the original amendment 
is as follows: 

Said sum shall be expended under the direction and in the discretion of the 
Postmaster-General, and any provision of existing law in conflict herewith 
is hereby repealed. 


Mr. BLACKBURN. That is not what I want read. 


Mr. ALDRICH. The one now offered by the Senator reads as 
follows: 

Said sum shall be expended under the direction and in the discretion of the 
Postmaster-General. 


The words ‘‘and any provision of existing law in conflict here- 
with is hereby repealed” are left out, but the force and effect of 
the language used will be the same. It will repeal all laws in 
conflict with its provisions pro tanto. There can be no question 
about that. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. Iam afraid the Senator would make th: 
same objection if we were to incorporate im here one of the com- 
mandments included in the decalogue, which would have abou 
as much relevancy as has his objection to this amendment. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I donot see, in the statement the Senator has 
just made, any relevancy to my criticism. I say the language 
used in both cases would have precisely the same effect. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. Then I flatter myself that the Senator 
from Rhode Island is the only member of this body who has put 
such a construction upon the proposed amendment. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I do not think any Senator can put any other 
construction upon it. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. All right. 

Mr. ALDRICH. [If there is any force at all in the language 
that the Postmaster-General shall have unlimited discretion to 
spend the money as he pleases it must be that he shall have discre- 
tion by a repeal of existing legislation which limits his discretion. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. He has that discretion now. 

Mr. ALDRICH. No, not in all cases. There is a number of 
provisions in the act of 1873 aside from the question of compensa- 
tion. 

Mr. VILAS. This is a reduction. 

Mr. ALDRICH. A reduction of what? 

Mr. VILAS. A reduction of 10 per cent. 

Mr. ALDRICH. But the act of 1873, and acts passed in amend- 
ment of that act, contain many other provisions of legislation 
affecting and limiting the discretion of the Postmaster-General 
besides the mere question of compensation. Does the Senator from 


Of compensation, yes, 


Wisconsin contend that they would not be repealed by this lan- 
guage? 
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Mr. VILAS. I do. 

Mr. ALDRICH. They certainly would be repealed if you give 
the Postmaster-General discretion to spend this money as now 
proposed. 

“ Mr, VILAS. With the direction that the reduction shall be 
not less than 10 per cent of what it is now. 

Mr. ALDRICH. But the reduction applies only to the rate of 
compensation and the proviso does not apply to the other legisla- 
tive provisions of the act of 1873, and other acts affecting the 
postal-car service. The Senator from Kentucky is now trying to 
do precisely what he tried to do in the first instance, except that 
he is doing it now by indirection instead of directly. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. I never do anything by indirection. 

“y ALDRICH. That seems to be the effect, from the language 
used. 

I heard the Senator from Kentucky contend the other day with 
great force and power and at considerable length that an amend- 
ment offered to the diplomatic and consular bill which had never 
received the sanction of any other standing committee than the 
Committee on Appropriations was not in order. 

Mr. BLACKBURN (in his seat). I think so now. 

Mr. ALDRICH. The Senator from Kentucky says sotto voce 
he thinks so now. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. Yes; I say it openly. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Then this amendment is not in order by the 
Senator’s reasoning. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. Isayitisinorder. Ifconsistency is what 
the Senator from Rhode Island admires, I should like him to spend 
about one hour, for I know he could not finish in less time, ex- 
plaining to the Senate. how a five-hundred-thousand-dollar appro- 
priation to commence building a Hawaiian cable was in order 
and the amendment now pending is not in order. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Because the amendment to build the Hawaiian 
cable, which was placed on the diplomatic and consular bill, was 
special legislation and not general legislation. 

Mr. CHANDLER. It changed no existing law. 

Mr. ALDRICH. No; it changed no existing law. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. But it created a new one. 

Mr. ALDRICH. This amendment is not in order as it is gen- 
eral legislation on a general appropriation bill. Butif the con- 
tention of the Senator from Kentucky is correct, as it originated 
in the Committee on Appropriations, it is not in order unless it 
has the approval of a standing committee aside from the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations, as is not the case here. 

The Senator from Maryland [Mr. GoRMAN] this morning gave 
notice of a resolution providing for an earlier hour of meeting of 
the Senate. It is proposed that the Senate shallmeet at 11 o’clock. 
The Senator from Kentucky has been desirous that progress shall 
be made in the consideration of appropriation bills. I will say to 
both of those Senators that there will be no satisfactory progress 
in the consideration of these bills to a conclusion until they cease 
placing amendments of an offensive political character upon them. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. Will the Senator from Rhode Island let 
me ask him a question, because I am anxious in the interest of 
the public service to find out exactly what the Senator means by 
that statement? 

Mr. ALDRICH. Certainly, I mean—— 

Mr. BLACKBURN. Will the Senator let me ask the question? 

Mr. ALDRICH. Certainly. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. Does the Senator mean that he is now ut- 
tering a threat, in which he tells us that no progress shall be made 
in passing the general appropriation bills for the support of the 
Government so long as any amendments are proposed that are ob- 
noxious to his hypercritical judgment? 

Mr. ALDRICH. No,I am not setting up my judgment. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. Does the Senator mean that we shall not 
have avote upon this amendment? Becauseif that be it, lanswer 
the Senator and say that so far as I am concerned, whilst I am in 
charge of the pending bill I never will withdraw the amendment 
until it is voted on if the bill stands before this body until the 
clock marks high noon on the 4th day of March. 

Several Szenators. Good. 

Mr. ALDRICH. What Imeant tosay, and what Irepeat, is this. 
Weare within fifteen days of the close of the present session. The 
members of the Committee on Appropriations know as well as any 
other members of the Senate that it will take almost all if not the 
entire time of the Senate to consider and pass the appropriation 
bills if no attempt is made to place obnoxious general legislation 
upon them. = 

Mr. BLACKBURN. Without anything in them, I think, if this 
course is to be kept 7 

Mr. ALDRICH. If the Committee on Appropriations, or the 
Senator from Kentucky as their representative, persist in the pol- 
icy which they seem to have adopted of attempting general leg- 
islation in this manner, legislation porpeese for political purposes, 
they will imperil the passage of the appropriation bills, and the 
Senator from Kentucky is as well aware of this as anyone can be. 
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Why is it necessary at this stage of the session to try to disarrange 
the postal-car service? Why this newly Disovered zeal upon the 

art of the Senators on the other side to save a few hundred dol- 
ars or a few thousand dollars in this matter, of which they have 
had knowledge for years and when the remedy is ample without 
legislation? Does the Senator from Kentucky think that this is a 
proper time and place, during the consideration of an appropria- 
tion bill, to change the laws of the United States in these respects? 
If he does not think so, why is this amendment here? Why does 
he persist in it, even to the extent, as he says, of defeating every 
appropriation bill? And Iam surprised that in that statement 
his course is commended by Senators on the other side. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. Isaid I intended to insist upon the right 
of the Senate to determine and pass upon all amendments. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Nobody questions that right at all. I under- 
oe ~ Senator to say that if this amendment is not retained in 
the bill—— 

Mr. BLACKBURN, Mr. GORMAN, and others. Oh, no. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. All I protest against is the employment of 
dilatory tactics to prevent the Senate from rejecting or accepting 
this and all other amendments. That is all. 

Mr. ALDRICH. The Senator from Kentucky did not allow me 
to finish my sentence. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. I beg pardon. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I was about to say that the committee seemed 
determined to retain these amendments even if their discussion 
led to a failure of the bill. I did not mean to say the amendment 
would be retained, as Iam certain that when a vote is reached it 
will not be retained. 

. Mr. BLACKBURN. Oh, we will see about that when we get 
0 a vote. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I understood the Senator to say that these 
amendments would be pressed, and if the Senate saw fit not to 
accept them, or I should see fit to discuss them within proper 
— that he was quite willing that the appropriation bill should 

ail. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. I am sure there is no person to be found 
either on this floor or in the gallery who ever did understand me 
to say any such thing. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I suggest to the Senator from Kentucky, if 
that is not his purpose, or that of the Senator from Maryland, or 
the majority of the Committee on Appropriations, to press these 
and similar amendments to the appropriation bills evenif their 
discussion should force an extra session they should say so at 
once, as the other course would certainly place us in great danger 
of an extra session. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. We can not be frightened by that. 

Mr. GORMAN. If the Senator from Kentucky will permit me, 
I will make a suggestion to the Senator and the Senate, that to- 
morrow at 2 o’clock we vote on the bill without further discussion. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. Ishould be very happy to have that agree- 
ment reached, or to have any other hour to-morrow fixed fora 
vote that may suit Senators. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I should be quite willing to consent to that 
arrangement, but there are two or three other amendments of this 
same character coming behind the one pending. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. I do not think there is, except this one. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Ido not know how many more amendments 
the Senator from Kentucky or the Senator from Maryland may 
offer before the final vote is reached. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. If the Senator from Rhode Island will 
indicate any time, I shall be glad, by unanimous consent, to fix an 
hour for a vote on the pending amendments and on the bill. 

Mr. ALDRICH. So far as I am concerned, I am quite willing 
to fix any reasonable time. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. ThenI ask unanimous consent that with- 
out further debate, at 8 o’clock to-morrow, a vote may be taken 
upon all pending amendments and the bill. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Say 4 o’clock. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. Well, at 4 o’clock to-morrow. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I object,for the reason that it would pre- 
vent debate upon the subsequent amendment relative to the 
Southern fast mail. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. Let us say 5 o’clock. 

Mr. CHANDLER. That amendment has not been debated at all. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. I am perfectly willing to agree that there 
shall be a vote on the pending amendment at any time to-morrow 
that may be fixed. 

Mr.HALE. Let us agree to vote on the pending amendment 
or any amendment to it at 3 o’clock to-morrow. 

Mr. PLATT. And then proceed under the five-minute rule. 

Mr. HALE. And then, under the five-minute rule, proceed to 
debate the bill. 

4 raf BLACKBURN. Will that be satisfactory to the other 
side 

Mr. HALE. I think so. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. Then I am more than glad toask that that 














order be entered, that at 3 o’clock to-morrow debate shall cease 
upon the pending committee amendment and all amendments 
to it. 

Mr. HALE. And that voting shall then begin. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. And that voting shall then begin upon the 
amendments pending to this amendment and on this amendment, 
and that then under the five-minute rule we shall proceed to con- 
sider any other amendments that may be pending to the bill. 

Mr. HALE. I think that is fair. I will state that if we had 
in the Senate more of: the five-minute debate and less of the un- 
limited debate we should get better consideration of the provi- 
sions in appropriation bills. : 

Mr. BLACKBURN. I thoroughly agree with that view. Do 
I understand the Senator from Maine to go this far? I am sure 
we understand each other up to the point I have stated. Is it to 
be understood that beginning after the vote shall be taken at 3 
o’clock, then going on under the five-minute rule as to all other 
amendments, we are to reach a vote on the bill to-morrow? 

Mr. HALE. I did not say anything about that. I will leave 
that to the Senator in charge of the bill. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. I hope it may be agreed to that at 5 o’clock 
or 6 o’clock—— 

Mr. HALE. Let us get an agreement as to the pending amend- 
ment first. Let the Chair put that. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. Yes. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the request of 
the Senator from Kentucky? 

Mr. ALLEN. What is the request? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Kentucky will 
again state his request. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. It is that at 3 o’clock to-morrow the Sen- 
ate, without further debate, will come to a vote upon this amend- 
ment and all amendments ne thereto. 

Mr. HALE. That is right. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. And that after those votes shall have been 
taken the Senate will proceed under the five-minute rule. 

Mr. HALE. To consider the bill. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. To consider the bill and such other amend- 
ments. That is the request. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection? 

Mr. CHANDLER. That means amendments that may be of- 
fered to this amendment? 

Mr. BLACKBURN. Certainly. 

Mr. HALE. Any amendment? 

Mr. BLACKBURN. Certainly. 

Mr. CULLOM. Or to committee amendments pending. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection? 

Mr, ALLEN. One moment. Is it understood that we are to 
vote at 3 o’clock on this amendment? 

Mr. BLACKBURN. On the’pending amendment and amend- 
ments pending to the amendment. 

Mr. ALLEN. And debate upon all otheramendments is to pro- 
ceed under the five-minute rule? 

Mr. BLACKBURN. Under the five-minute rule. 

Mr. ALLEN. With no agreement as to a vote on the bill? 

Mr. BLACKBURN. No. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection? The Chair hears 
none, and it is so ordered. 

_Mr. BLACKBURN. Now, I would add this request: That, be- 
ginning after the vote shall have been taken upon the pending 
amendment and amendments to the amendment at 3 o’clock, 
we shall then proceed under the five-minute rule to discuss other 
amendments which may be reached or submitted; and I ask unan- 
imous consent that we shall reach a vote upon the bill before we 

journ to-morrow evening. 
. CULLOM, Say at 5 o’clock. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. At5 o'clock, say. 

Mr. HALE. On the bill. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. Yes, and all pending amendments, not 


later than 5 o’clock. 
Mr. VILAS. Dis of the whole bill? 
Mr. BLACKBURN. Yes, sir. 


_Mr. CHANDLER. It seems to me there is no need of fixing a 
time for adjournment. I for one should be willing to stay here 
to-morrow until the bill is finished, but I do not like to agree that 
no possible amendment that may be offered to the bill shall be 
debated later than 5 o’clock. 

Mr. HALE on Mr. BLACKBURN). Let that go. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. I do not press that. 

Mr. BERRY. Weare to finish the bill during the day, then, 
before adjournment. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection? 

Mr. BLACKBURN. I understand the order already entered 
by unanimous consent obligates the Senate to continue to proceed 
under the five-minute rule of debate until the bill is di d of. 

Mr. HALE. That is the first agreement. That been 


to. 
Mr. BERRY. And we are to finish the bill to-morrow. 
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Mr. BLACKBURN. And that is to be done to-morrow. 

Mr. CULLOM. Yes. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. Isthere objection to that? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair will again submit the 
question. 

Mr. HALE. That has been agreed to. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. But it has not yet been agreed that we 
shall finish the bill to-morrow. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection. 

Mr. ALLEN. I shall object to a final vote upon the bill to- 
morrow. I have no objection to fixing 5 o’clock on day after to- 
morrow for the final vote; but there are important amendments 
to be considered in connection with this measure and the bill 
ought not to be concluded to-morrow. 

r. CULLOM (to Mr. BLackBuRN). Let it go then. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. Objection is made, and I withdraw the 
su tion. 

e VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair was unable to hear the 
statement of the Senator from Nebraska. Does the Senator from 
Nebraska object? 

Mr. ALLEN. I object to a unanimous-consent agreement to 
vote upon the bill to-morrow. 

Mr. CULLOM. Nobody is asking that. 
ar BLACKBURN. Ihave withdrawn that. 
then. 

Mr. CHANDLER. That is, to dispose of the pending amend- 
ment at 3 o’clock to-morrow and thereafter to proceed under the 
ne rule. 


r. HALE. Yes. 
Mr. BLACKBURN. To proceed under the five-minute rule 
until the bill is di d of. 
Mr. CHANDLER. That isall right. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. It is so ordered. 


PUBLIC BUILDING AT PATERSON, N. J. 


Mr. McPHERSON. I ask unanimous consent to call up the bill 
(H. R. 27) to increase the limit of cost for the erection of a public 
building at Paterson, N. J. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. It proposes to increase the 
amount heretofore fixed as a limit of cost for the public building 
at Paterson, N. J., to $200,000, which is fixed as the limit of cost 
for the purchase of a site and the erection thereon of the building. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


SALE OF PUBLIC LANDS. 


Mr. BERRY. I ask unanimous consent that the Senate proceed 
to the consideration of the bill (H. R. 4952) to amend section 2455 
of the Revised Statutes. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill; which was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That section 2455 of the Revised Statutes of the United 
States be, and the same is hereby, amended so as to read as follows: 

“Sec. 2455. It shall be lawful for the Commissioner of the General Land 
Office to order into market and sell for not less than $2.50 per acre any isolated 
or disconnected tract or parcel of the public domain less than one quar- 
ter section which in his judgment it would be proper to expose to sale after 
at least thirty days’ notice by the land officers of the district in which such 
lands may be situated: Provided, That lands shall not become so isolated or 
disconnected until the same have mone selees to homestead entry for a pe- 
riod of three years after the surrounding land has been entered, filed upon, 
or sold by the Government: Provided, That not more than 160 acres shall be 
sold to any one person.” 

Mr. BERRY. I move, in line 8, to strike out ‘‘$2.50” and in- 
sert ‘‘ $1.25;” so as to read ‘‘$1.25 per acre.” 

Mr. HALE. There is not a Senator who can tell from the read- 
ing of the bill what the original statute is. It is not recited, and 
no man can tell unless he has an opportunity to examine it. There- 
fore I must object to the further consideration of the bill. I ask 
that the bill go over, so that some of us can look at the statute. 

ERRY. This is a House bill, and it is very easily under- 
stood. It simply pro that where there are isolated tracts of 
less than 160 acres of land which for three years have been sub- 
ject to homestead entry and not taken, they may be offered at 
public sale, and if they fail to sell at public sale that thereafter 
oa be offered at $1.25 per acre. 

. HALE. I ask that the section of the Revised Statutes pro- 
posed to be amended may be read. 

Mr. HIGGINS. I should like to ask if the bill includes public 
lands in all the States of the Union where public land is for sale? 

Mr. BERRY. It provides that wherever there are isolated 
tracts of less than 160 acres which have been subject to homestead 
— for three years and have not been taken the Secretary of 
the Interior may offer them at public sale. 

Mr. HALE. Wherever the land is? 

Mr. BERRY. Wherever it may be. 

Mr. HALE. It is a general law? 

Mr. BERRY. It is a general law except as totowns. There- 
after it may be sold at not less than $1.25 per ~cre. The bill was 


The order stands 











2126 


passed by the House of Representatives, and it has been consid- 
ered and unanimously reported by the Committee om Publie Lands 
of the Senate. 

Mr. HIGGINS. What public policy is to be comserved by re- 
ducing the price of the land when land is now going up im the 
West? 

Mr. BERRY. I will state what is the public i No one 
will homestead these isolated tracts beeause of the quantity. 
They are lying there doimg no good; the timber is being stolen off 
them all over the United States, and it is better that the Govern- 
ment should have $2.50 or $1.25 or whatever the land may bring 
than that it should lie there and the timber be taken off by tim- 
ber thieves. The bill will enable a great many men who have 
homesteads to add to their farms 40 aeres or 80 acres, it may*be, 
by paying the Government this amount of money. It is much 
better tham te have the land lie there and not serve any purpose 
whatever. 

Mr. HIGGINS. I ask the Senator why it is proposed to reduce 
the price? Why not keep it where it is now and give the power 
to offer it at public sale? 

Mr. BERRY. Simply because it is supposed that at public sale 
the land will bring as much asitis worth. It may — $56 an 
acre, andi the Government will get the advantage of it. If there 
is a failure to sell the land at public sale anybody, if the amend- 
ment I offer is adopted, can get the land at $1.25 an acre, which 
has always been the pri 

Mr. GRAY. I the Senator from Arkansas whether any- 
body is going to compete in a — sale if he can afterwards 
get the land at $1.25 an acre without competing? 

Mr. BERRY. If there are two or three parties who want the 





land I imagine they will compete at public sale. 

Mr. STEWART. Has the Senator any estimate of the amount 

of the land affected by the bill? Is there any report from the De- 
artment? 

. Mr. BERRY. The Department reported on the bill favorably. 

Mr. STEWART. I know. 

Mr. BERRY. Ido not think there is any estimate as to the 
amount of land involved. 

Mr. STEWART. Did the Department report the amount? 

Mr. BERRY. I donot su they were called a to report 
the amount. They made a rena report to the House of Kep- 
resentatives on the bill. 

Mr. HIGGINS. Mr. President, I object to the further consid- 
eration of the bill. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. There is objection. 

Mr. BERRY. I move that the Senate proceed to the considera- 
tion of the bill notwithstanding the objection of the Senator from 
Delaware. 

Mr. HOAR. All right. We will all vote for that. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 
motion of the Senator from Arkamsas to proceed to the consider- 
ation of the bill. 

Mr. HALE. That will displace the unfinished business. Let 
us have the yeas and nays on the question. 

Mr. BERRY. I do not propose to displace the unfinished busi- 
ness. If that will be the effect of the motion I will withdraw it. 

Mr. HALE. That will be the effect. 

Mr. BERRY. I have no io to displace the unfinished 
business, but I simply notify the Senator from Delaware that it 
is not fair treatment. Senators on the other side of the Chamber 
get unanimous consent to bills from day to day—— 

Mr. CHANDLER. Mr. President, I rise to a question of order. 


Mr. BERRY. And when an application is made on this side 
objection is inte ; 
he ViCE-P. IDENT. The Senator from New Hampshire 
will state his 


uestion of order. 
Mr. CHANDLER. The question of order is that on a motion 
ee ae eae allowed. 


. President—— 
‘ The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Maryland. 
Mr. BERRY. I stated that if my motion would have the effect 


to displace the order I would withdraw it. 

Mr. CHAND! . The trouble is the Senator from Arkansas 
proceeded to scold Senators. 
eee will state to the Senator from New Hamp- 
shire—— 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair will state that the Senator 
from land is entitled to the floor. 

Mr. BERRY. Will the Senator from Maryland yield to me? 

\ Mr. GORMAN. Certainly. 

Mr. BERRY. I will state to the Senator from New Hamp- 
shire that I say whatever I think it is poem under the rules of 
oo? to say, and I do not propose that he shall interfere with 

at right. 

~ CHANDLER. Will the Senator from Maryland yield to 
me 
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Mr. GORMAN. Certainly. 
Mr. CHANDLER. The Senator from Arkansas asked the Sen- 
ate to proceed to the consideration of a bill which he was very 


| anxious to have acted upon. There was considerable debate upon 
the bill, and at last there was objection to its further considera- 
tion. The Senator from Arkansas then moved to take up the bill. 
He was informed that it would displace the bankruptcy bill. He 
then proceeded to say that he was unwilling to press his motion, 
but he proceeded to scold Senators upon this side of the Chamber 
for interposing the objection. Now, that was all I said. If the 
Senator from Arkansas was not scolding I never heard scolding 
in this Chamber. He is at liberty to scold me or any other Sen- 
ator whom he chooses to scold if he thinks it does him any par- 
ticular credit at home or here. 

Mr. BERRY. I had nothing to say about the Senator from 
New Hampshire; and I shall not say now what I was about to 
say. Ihave such an opinion of the Senator from New Hampshire 
that it would not be proper for me to express it on this floor. 


PROPOSED CONSIDERATION OF UNOBJECTED BILLS. 


Mr. GORMAN. Mr. President, as has been stated half a dozen 
times by the distinguished Senator from Kentucky and other 
members of the Committee on Appropriations, the consideration 
of the great appropriation bills that are now pending in the Senate 
and to be reported within the next ten days and two weeks will 
take up the greater part of the session. It will require nearly all 
the time we have to press them thro in the present condition 
of those bills. But there are on the Calendar an immense number 
of bills, Senate bills and House bills, which ought to be considered 
in the meantime, and I suggest to the Senate that we do what is 
frequently done in a short session, that on Friday from 1 until 2 
o'clock, and Saturday from 1 until 2 o’clock, wecensider the unob- 
jected bills on the Calendar to be cailed up. 

Mr. HALE. Why not devote the time from the end of the ron- 
tine morning business until 2 o’clock? That would be better. 

Mr. GORMAN. I suggest, then, that from the end of the rou- 
tine morning business until 2 o’clock on those two days the umob- 
oo bills on the Calendar be considered, adopting the rule which 
1as always been adopted, giving each Senator an opportunity to 


call up a bill. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. That is right. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the request of 
the Senator from Maryland? 

Mr. ALDRICH. I suggest that the Senator from Maryland 
make his request for the consideration of such bills after 2 o’clock. 
There are quite a number of resolutions pending and others are 
likely to be offered. 

Mr. GORMAN. I make the r 
unobjected bills before 2 o’clock. ter 2 o'clock we will be com- 
pelled to press the er pie bills. I know how it is from 
personal experience. ere are one or two local bills on the Cal- 
endar affecting my own State which I have not had time to call 
up and have sed. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Ihave no objection if it is understood that 
morning business includes business in the way of resolutions that 
shall be disposed of. 

Mr. GORMAN. As a matter of course, but that the time shall 
be devoted from 1 o’clock to 2 o’clock to the exclusion of resoiu- 
tions. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. Or earlier. 

Mr. GORMAN. Or earlier if we can get through with the rou- 
tine morning business. 

Mr. HOAR. What does the Senator from Maryland understand 
by routime ing business? 

Mr. GORMAN. The presentation of petitions, reports, bills, 
and resolutions that come in. 

Mr. HOAR. There are some Senators who wish to say some- 
thing upon the pending resolution as to the financial situation of 
the country. the Senator understand that a vesolution pre- 
sented by the Senator from Rhode Island or any other Senator and 
going over is a part of the routine business? 

Mr. GORMAN. Under the suggestion I make such resolutions 
will be-displaced from 1 until 2 o’c 

Mr. RICH. The Senator had better not fix any hour. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. It is only for two eecetias. 

Mr. GORMAN. It is only for two mornings, Friday and Sat- 
urday. The Senator from Rhode Island and the Senator from 
Massachusetts how perfectly well that unless we get the Senate 
bills on the Calendar through this week it will be impossible to 
get them through elsewhere. It is merely to facilitate business 
and gratify all Senators in the body that I suggest this arrange- 
ment. 


Mr. ALDRICH. Suppose we take them up Saturday afternoon 
after 2 o'clock. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I wish to suggest, with reference to the re- 
mark of the Senator from Rhode Island, that nobody would be pres- 
ent. One trouble about considering the Calendar when it is taken 


nest for the consideration of 






up late im the day, as at 6 o’clock, is that there are not a sufficient 
number of Senators here. It seems to me the Senator from Mary- 
land is right in asking that for one day or two days the Calendar 
shall be taken up for the consideration of unobjected cases when 
all Senators are here. 

Mr. GORMAN. Lasik that the time from 1 until 2 o’clock on 
the two days I have indicated shall be devoted to the considera- 
tion of unobjected cases. : 

Mr. HOAR. I should like to make one suggestion to the Sena- 
tor from Maryland: Here is the bankruptcy bill as the unfinished 
business. It isa matter which has been im one form or another con- 
sidered by the people of the country very ee Boards of 
trade, great business meetings, business men of kinds have 
memorialized Congress and presented their views, and important 
bodies of men have come to Washington on that errand year in 
and year out. Now, the bankruptcy bill before the Senate (I do 
not wish to enter in the least into discussion of its merits) is 
very objectionable, I think I havea fair right to say, to that class of 
persons who are usually described by the term ‘‘the business men 
of the country.” North, South, East, and West, in New Orleans, 
Mobile, and St. Louis, from ¢€ on. to New York and Boston and 
Baltimore, there is a great unwilli to have that bill passed 
without amendments which can not be discussed and made at the 
present session. There is no provision in it for bankruptcy itself, 
as understood in the old times, which means involuntary bank- 
ruptcy, protection against wrong. 

Now, why is that bill to be kept here as a menace, so that when 
every Senator on the other side has anything to do he comes up 
and says, “I wamt you to consent that everything else you have 
at heart shall be laid aside; we must not meddle with that meas- 
ure,” as the Senator from Arkansas did just now? Why not letit 
be laid aside and let us understand it? 

Mr. GORMAN. I trust the Senator from Massachusetts will 
not press that question now on this matter concerning smaller bills. 


Mr. HOAR. Iam not going to do so, but I am goimg to press 
it at the time, which is now. 
Mr. GORMAN. I agree with the Senator from Massachusetts 


that we must come to a direct vote on that bill, and I trust that 
will be done within six hours after it comes before the Senate 
again. 
MT r. HOAR. My suggestion is that we can not come to a direct 
vote on it at the present session. 
Mr. GO . Wecan in some form, I will say to the Senator. 
Mr. HOAR. ft is impossible. 


Mr. GORMAN. I suggest to the Senator that no bill can stand 

iation bills, and we must reach 
now renew my request that for two 
days the unobjected bills on the Calendar may be called up, as I 


in the way of the general a 
that a little later on. But 


have indicated. 


The En Is there objection to the request of 


request is. We 
have not been able in this part of the Chamber to hear anything 


the Senator from Maryland 
Mr. TELLER. We do not know what the 


that has been said for half am hour. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. Will the Senator from Maryland 
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objected cases should be taken up; but if the Senator from Florida 
or any other Senator objects to it, I move that the Senate adjourn. 

Mr. COKE. 
ceed to the consideration of executive business. 





the Senate proceed 


Pending that motion I move that the Senate pro- 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Maryland 


withdraw his motion? 


Mr. GORMAN. I withdraw the motion to adjourn. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Texas moves that 
to the consideration of exeentive business. 


The motion wasagreed to; and the Senate proceeded to the con- 
sideration of executive busimess. After fifteen minutes spent in 
executive session the doors were reopened, and (at 5 o'clock and 
50 minutes p. m.) the Senate adjourned until to-morrow, Thurs- 
day, February 14, 1895, at 12 o’clock m. 





CONFIRMATIONS. 
Executive nominations confirmed by the Senate February 12, 1398. 
UNITED STATES ATTORNEY. 


Sinclair Taliaferro, of Texas, to be attorney of the United States 
for the eastern district of Texas. 


PROBATE JUDGES. 


J.C. McNally, of Utah Territory, to be judge of probate in the 
county of Salt 

Isaac K. Wright, of Utah Territory, to be judge of probate in 
the county of Sevier, in the Territory of Utah. 

Henry Shi 
county of Summit, in the Territory of Utah. 

John T. Lazenby, of Utah Territory, to be judge of probate in 
the county of Wayne, in the Territory of Utah. 

F. W. Chappel, of Utah Territory, to be judge of probate in the 
county of Juab, in the Territory of Utah. 


ake, in the Territory of Utah. 


Shields, of Utah Territory, to be judge of probate im the 


PROMOTIONS IN THE ARMY. 
Corps of Engineers. 
Lieut. Col. Henry Martyn Robert, to be colonel. 
Maj. Alexander Mackenzie, to be lieutenant-colonel. 
Capt. John George David Knight, to be major. 
First Lieut. George Arthur Zimn, to be captain. 
Infantry arm. 
Lieut. Col. William Lucius Kellogg, Fifth Infantry, to be col- 


onel. 
Maj. are Mamenene Freeman, Sixteenth Infantry, to be lieu- 


Capt. William Henry McLaughtiin, Eighteenth Infantry, to be 


major. 


irst Lieut. Charles McClure, Eighteenth Infantry, to be cap- 


Second Lieut. James Baylies, Fifth Infantry, to be first lieu- 


tenant. 


MEMBER OF MISSISSIPPI RIVER COMMISSION. 
Lieut. Col. George L. Gillespie, Corps of Engineers, United 


again state the request 

Mr. GORMAN. Iwill,sir. I ask that on Friday morningand 
Saturday morning, at 1 o’clock, the Senate will proceed to the con- 
sideration of unobjected 


Mr. HALE. 


States Army, as a member of the Commission provided for in the 
act of Congress approved June 28, 1879, entitled ‘* Am act to pro- 
vide for the appointment of a ‘ Mississippi River Commission’ 
for the improvement of said river from the Head of the Passes, 
near its mouth, to its head waters.” 







to which he desires the Senate to accede? 


bills on the 


t---— 


their order. 


Mr. GORMAN. No; but so as to give each Senator, as has 


been the universal rule, an opportunity to call up some one bill, 
the agreement to 


considered elsewhere. 


apply to every Senator in the body. I make the 
request for the reason which I have stated, that that is the only 
time when we can pass a Senate bill with any hope of having it 


POSTMASTERS. 
Alexander A. MeLaughlin, to be postmaster at Kenyon, in the 


county of Goodhue and State of Minnesota. 


Patrick McKeon, to be postmaster at Rush, in the county of 


Chisago and State of Mimnesota. 


Frank J. Gove, to be postmaster at Madelia, in the county of 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection? 
Mr. CALL. If the Senator from Maryland includes in his re- 
uest consent that resolutions as well as bills may be called up I 

chal be content, but if he p 

Mr. GORMAN, It includes unobjected bills and resolutions. 

Mr, CALL. That would place a resolution which a 
people in the United States 
mercy of an objector. 

Mr. GO It includes bills and resolutions j 
A the Senator will agree that the 
which I refer shall be voted on to-morrow morning I will have 
eer eo Otherwise I object to the arrangement proposed. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair wae unable to understand 
from the Senator from Florida whether he interposes an objection 
to the of the Senator from Maryland. 
EL. I said unless it is agreed*that I shall have the 
privilege of calling up 
without poing displaced 


Mr. CALL. If 


Mr. C. 


Maryland or t 
Mr. GORMAN 


e Senator from K 
can the resolution considered—— 
- Of course the suggestion I made was that un- 



















Watonwan and State of Minnesota. 
Fay, to be postmaster at Moorhead, in the county of 
Clay and State of Minnesota. 
ilip Caselberg, to be aster at Grand Rapids, in the county 
of Itasca and State of Minnesota. 
Bruno Poppitz, to be postmaster at Heron, in the county of Jack- 
son and State of Minnesota. 
William C. Nash, to be postmaster at East Grand Forks, im the 
county of Polk and State of Minnesota. 
H. Benton, to be r at Red Wing, in the county 
of and State of Mimnesota. 
Charles B. Anderson, to be postmaster at Zumbrota, im the 
county of Goodhue and State of Minnesota. 
Frank E. Newell, to be postmaster at Morris, in the county of 
Stevens and State of Minnesota. 
George C. Middlebrook, to be postmaster at Millbank, in the 
county of Grant and State of South Dakota. 
to. be postmaster at Granite Falls, in the county of 
-_ of Minnesota. 
. Schaller, to be postmaster at Hastings, in the county 
of Dakota and State of Minnesota. 


to exclude—— 


= 


$ many 


desire to have passed entirely at the 


ed to. 
ution to 





my resolution and having it voted upon 
y the objection of the Senator from 
entueky I will not consent. IfI 


j 
é 
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Frank D. Kelly, to be postmaster at Bradford, in the county of 
Easex and State of Massachusetts. 

Albert Nunez, to be postmaster at Arabi, in the parish of St. 
Bernard and State of Louisiana. 

Matilda Yesle, to be postmaster at Palo Alto, in the county of 
Santa Clara and State of California. 

Frank 8. Bowman, to be postmaster at Millersburg, in the 
county of Dauphin and State of Pennsylvania. 

John W. Armstrong, to be postmaster at North Clarendon, in 
the county of Warren and State of Pennsylvania. 

James W. Brown, to be postmaster at Neenah, in the county of 
Winnebago and State of Wisconsin. 

Clint L. Price, to be postmaster at Wapello, in the county of 
Louisa and State of Iowa. 

John F. Huntington, to be postmaster at Oakland, in the county 
of Pottawattamie and State of Iowa. 

Harry E. Culbertson, to be postmaster at Edinboro, in the 
county of Erie and State of Pennsylvania. 

August Neuman, to be postmaster at Ackley, in the county of 
Hardin and State of Iowa. 

David O, Stone, to be postmaster at Hawarden, in the county 
of Sioux and State of Iowa. 

Thomas F. Danaher, to be postmaster at Forest City, in the 
county of Winnebago and State of Iowa. 

Spencer Van Petien, to be postmaster at Chenoa, in the county 
of McLean and State of Illinois. 

Ernest D. Mayhew, to be postmaster at Kewanee, in the county 
of Henry and State of Ilimois. 

W.S. Porter,to be postmaster at Eldora, in the county of Hardin 
and State of Iowa. 

D. H. Bell, to be postmaster at Bastrop, in the county of Bastrop 
and State of Texas. 

Julia C. Polk, to be postmaster at Coleman, in the county of 
Coleman and State of Texas. 

George W. Paul, to be postmaster at Claremont, in the county 
of Sullivan and State of New Hampshire. 

Ledett A. Bostwick, to be postmaster at Lowville, in the county 
of Lewis and State of New York. 

John E, Connelly, to be postmaster at Ashland, in the county of 
Middlesex and State of Massachusetts. 

William J. Coogan, to be ee at Pittsfield, in the county 
of Berkshire and State of Massachusetts. 


WITHDRAWAL. 


Executive nomination withdrawn from the Senate February 13, 
18965. 


MARSHAL, 
W. M. Campbell, to be marshal for the district of Minnesota. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
WEDNESDAY, February 13, 1895. 


The House met at 12o0’clockm. Prayer by the Chaplain, Rey. 
E. B. Baasy. 


EXPLANATIONS OF VOTES, ETC. 


Mr. HAUGEN. Mr. Speaker, on the roll call yesterday upon 
the question of annual clerks formembers I answered “ present,” 
refraining from voting, because I believed I was paired with the 

ntleman from Massachusetts a Morse]. On looking at the 

ECORD of this morning I find t the gentleman from Massa- 
chusetts [Mr. MorsE] was paired with the gentleman from Ohio 
[Mr. Sore]—whether on this particular question or as a general 
pair I do not know. 

In explanation of my failure to vote and making the announce- 
ment I did I merely want to say that on the day before arene 
the  eeetanan from Massachusetts [Mr. ApsLEY] asked me if 
would pair on the question of annual clerks with his colleague, 
Mr. Morse. I said that I would; and during the roll call on yes- 
terday the gentleman from Massachusetts . APSLEY] turned 
to me and asked me whether I considered m as paired with 
Mr. Morse. I replied that I did; and for t reason I did not 
vote. Itnow ap that although I paeees I was paired with 
Mr. Morss, I in fact had no pair on yesterday. .I make this state- 
ment to explain why I believed I was paired and why I refrained 
from voting. I was opposed to the proposition, and should have 
so voted had I not thought that I was paired. 

Mr. DENSON. Id to make a correction. The REcorD 
states that on the vote yesterday upon the question‘of annual clerks 
for members I was with the gentleman from Texas [Mr. 
GRESHAM]. That gentleman, however, voted in the negative, not 
knowing anything about the pair,as he has informed me. I wish 
to say that if I had been present I should have voted against that 
amendment. 


FEBRUARY 13, 


Mr. GRESHAM. Mr. Speaker, I am reported in the Recorp 
as having been paired —7 with the gentleman from Ala- 
bama [Mr. DENson}]. was not paired; and I understand that 
the erroneous statement in the RECORD arose from mistaking the 
name GRAHAM in the written pair for my name. 


HOUR OF MEETING TO-MORROW. 


Mr. TALBOTT of Maryland. I ask consent that to-morrow 
the House meet at 11 o’clock a. m. 

Mr. PICKLER. What is the object? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair presumes it is to give more time 
for the consideration of the naval appropriation bill. Is there 
ern to the request? The Chair hears none, and the order is 
made. 


BUREAU OF AMERICAN REPUBLICS. 


The SPEAKER laid before the House the following message from 
the President of the United States; which was read, and, with the 
accompanying documents, referred to the Committee on Foreign 
Affairs, and ordered to be printed: 

To the Senate and House of Representatives; 
I transmit herewith for the information of the Co a communication 


ngress 
from the Secretary of State, covering the report of the Director of the Bureau 
of the American Republics for the year 1894. 
GROVER CLEVELAND. 


EXECUTIVE MANSION, 
Washington, February 12, 1895. 


DECISIONS UNDER THE TARIFF AND NAVIGATION LAWS. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the Sec- 
retary of the Treasury, transmitting a draft of a joint resolution to 
provide for the printing, binding, and distribution of the deci- 
sions under the tariff and navigation laws of the United States; 
which was referred to the Committee on Printing, and ordered to 
be printed. 

WAR CLAIMS. 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House copies of the findings 
of the Court of Claims in the following cases; which were re- 
ferred to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed: 

Indiana Miami Indians vs. The United States; George W. Mar- 
lar vs. The United States; and John Hightower vs. The United 
States. 

MINERAL LANDS IN MONTANA AND IDAHO, 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House the bill (H. R. 3476) 
to provide for the examination and classification of certain min- 
eral lands in the States of Montana and Idaho. 

The SPEAKER. This bill has been returned from the Senate 
with amendments and with a request for a conference. 

Mr. McRAE. I move that the House nonconcur in the Senate 
amendments and agree to the conference. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The SPEAKER announced the appointment of Mr. McRag, 
Mr. CAMINETTI, and Mr. ELLIs of Oregon as conferees on the part 
of the House. 

BASIL MORELAND. 

Mr. HEARD. Ishall have to call for the regular order. 

Mr BOWERS of California. Mr. Speaker—— 

The SPEAKER. The demand for the regular order cuts off all 
requests for unanimous consent. 

r. HEARD. Iunderstand the gentleman from California [Mr. 
Bowers] desires to call up some matter which went over yester- 
day uncompleted. 

he SPEAKER. Yesterday a bill called up by the gentleman 
from California [Mr. Bowzrs] went over until to-day by agree- 
ment. The Clerk will read the title of the bill. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

A bill (H. R. 4704) for the relief of Basil Moreland. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from California asked con- 
sent yesterday for the consideration of this bill, and by agreement 
the matter went over until to-day so that some gentleman might 
look into the question. Is there now objection to the considera- 
tion of the bill? 

There was no objection. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading; and it 
was a read the third time, and passed. 

On motion of Mr. BOWERS of California, a motion to recon- 
sider the vote by which the bill was passed was laid on the table. 
ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

The SPEAKER. The regular order is the call of committees 
for reports. 

The committees were called, and there were no reports presented. 

The SPEAKER, This day is set apart for the consideration. 
of business reported from the Committee on the District of Co- 
lumbia. 

JAMES LINSKEY. 

Mr. HEARD. Mr. Speaker, I desire to call up at this time for 

present consideration the bill (H. R. 8624) for the relief of James 











1895. 
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Linskey from the operation of the act restricting the ownership 
of real estate in the Territories and the District of Columbia to 
American citizens. : ; 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the bill. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That all real estate lying in the District of Columbia 
heretofore purchased by and convenes to James Linsheg, of said District, 
prior to the passage of this act, be relieved and exempted from the operation 
of an act entitled “‘An act to restrict the ooo? of real estate in the Ter- 
ritories to American citizens,” approved March 3, 1887, and all forfeitures 
sneezed by force of:said act are, in respect of such real estate, hereby re- 
mitted. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; and 
being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and 
passed. 


On motion of Mr. HEARD, a motion to reconsider the last vote | 


was laid on the table. 
“MARLBORO ELECTRIC RAILWAY OF MARYLAND. 


Mr. HEARD. Mr. Speaker, in order to resume business where 
we left off on the last District day, I move that the House resolve 
itself into Committee of the Whole House to complete the con- 
sideration of the bill H. R. 8698, and to consider such other bills 
as the Committee on the District of Columbia may call up. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the title of the bill. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

A bill (H. R. 8698) to authorize the Washington and Marlboro Electric Rail- 
way Company of Maryland to extend its line of road into and within the Dis- 
trict of Columbia. 

The motion of Mr. HEARD was agreed to. 

The House accordingly resolved itself into Committee of the 
Whole, Mr. DocKERY in the chair. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair is advised that when the com- 
mittee rose on the last District day general debate had been closed 
on the bill the title of which had been read and several amend- 
ments had been adopted to section 1 of the bill. 

Mr. HEARD. That is correct. 

Mr. HAINES. But the consideration of that section had not 
been concluded at the time the committee rose. 

The CHAIRMAN. The consideration had not been concluded. 
The reading of section 2 had not begun. 

Mr. HEARD. Then the first section is still under consideration 
and open to amendment? 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘That is correct. 

Mr. HAINES. Mr. Chairman, I offer the amendment I send to 
the desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Amend section 1, line 41, by striking out the words ‘“be made” in that line 
and inserting the words ‘shall be,” so as to read: 

“That such extension of the road shall be within one year after the open- 
ing of Pennsylvania avenue to the Bowen road. These routes may be modi- 


fied or extended at the will of Congress, and the said railway company shall 
comply with such modifications or extensions.” 


Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. There is no objection to 
that amendment. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Sections 2, 3, 4, and 5 of the bill were read. 

The Clerk read section 6 of the bill, as follows: 


Sxc. 6. That if the said railway be operated by overhead wires the corpora- 
tion shall furnish and maintain such lights along its line as the Commissioners 
of the District of Columbia may direct, without cost to the District of Co- 
lumbia; but no overhead wires shall be constructed or used within the limits 
of the city of Washington. 

Mr. HAINES. I move to strike out of this section lines 1, 2, 3, 
and 4, and down to and including the word ‘‘ but,” in line 5. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Strike out the following words: 

“That if the said railway be operated by overhead wires the corporation 
shall furnish and maintain such lights along its line as the Commissioners of 
od a of Columbia may direct, without cost to the District of Colum- 

Mr. HAINES. I do not know why Congress should compel a 
railroad company to furnish electric lights on the line of its road. 
It is not in that line of business. It is only fair to any such cor- 
poration that it should be excluded from such an imposition; and 
therefore I ask the adoption of the amendment. 

Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. If the gentleman will allow 
an interruption I would like to ask him if, in the same line of his 
argument, there is any reason why Congress should grant this 
road this right of way, or to any company, and that one-half of 
the widening of any street or alley that shall be required should 
be paid half by the company and half by the District of Co- 
lumbia? 

Mr. HAINES. I do not. 

_ BAKER of New Hampshire. One is just as broad as the 
other. 

Mr. HAINES. Ithinknot. There is no reason why they should 
be required to furnish electric lights. 

Mr. HEARD. Mr. Chairman, that is a condition on which the 
bill was reported by the House committee, and it also met the ap- 
proval of the District Commissioners. That is one of their require- 
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ments, and I think, with the gentleman from New Hampshire, 
that it has probably affected the judgment of the District Com- 
missioners, and probably the committee, in agreeing to report 
favorably on the bill. at is to say, that these people would ren- 
der this equivalent or partial equivalent for the franchise. 

This billis entirely satisfactory, asfar as I have heard, to the 
friends of the measure. The gentleman from Maryland [Mr. 
Corrin] says it is entirely satisfactory. 

Mr. COFFIN of Maryland. It is. 

Mr. HEARD. And I do not see why we should not keep that 
provision in. 

Mr. HAINES. Will the gentleman permit a question? 

Mr. HEARD. Certainly. 

Mr. HAINES. If Iam not mistaken, the gentleman from Mis- 
| souri stated, no longer than two or three days ago, that he knew 
| of no railroad corporation, with one or two possible exceptions, 
| that were paying institutions in the District of Columbia at this 
| time. 

Mr. HEARD. None of the suburban roads. 

Mr. HAINES. None of the suburban roads. 

Mr. HEARD. There is no question about that being true. 

Mr. HAINES. Inthe same bill you are requiring this company 
to pay 4 per cent of their gross receipts. Can they hope to do 
that? Is there any hope of their being able to doit? Certainly 
not. People introduce bills here asking us to grant franchises 

| for the purpose of selling them, and they go to people who have 
the means and sell their bonds, and those people, buying the se- 


| curities in good faith, do not look into the franchise granted by 


| Congress here. Otherwise they would not invest their money. 


| In the city of New York the Broadway line, which is worth mil- 


lions of dollars, only pays 3 per cent of its gross receipts; and out 
of eleven hundred electric railways in the United States there are 
| possibly four or five exceptions where such a requiremént is made 
| by the States. I donot know why Congressshould sanction a bill 
here which must result in a railroad corporation going into the 
| hands of the bondholders or receivers after large sums of money 
| have been invested init. I claim it is a wrong precedent for us 
to establish here, and I ask that my amendment be agreed to. 
| Mr. HEARD. In response to what the gentleman has said I de- 
sire simply to submit that it is true, as the reports of these dif- 
ferent suburban roads show, that none of them have been oper- 
ated at a profit, but all of them have been operated at a loss; but 
at the time this bill was reported and was before the Commission- 
ers the Commissioners had not taken action upon a bill asking 
that such roads be relieved from the burden of paying 4 per cent 
of their gross earnings, and that the amount be reduced to 1} per 
cent. Since that time, as I understand, the Commissioners have 
reported favorably upon a bill advising that Congress reduce the 
tax upon their gross earnings from 4 per cent down to 14 per cent. 
That matter was discussed in the committee in connection with 
this bill and it was suggested that the tax be fixed at 14 per cent, 
the amount which it was known these other suburban roads in- 
tended to ask that their tax be reduced to, but the committee 
thought there was no reason why this particular road should be 
given that reduction unless it was also given to the others. 

Now, the Commissioners having reported favorably on the re- 
duction of that 4 per cent tax to 14 per cent, as far as I am 
cerned, I am perfectly content that this bill shall be amended so 
as to make it 14. I do not believe in all probability that this road 
| will pay a dividend in ten years; but, as I said a while ago, the bill 
in its present form is acceptable to those who ask the franchise, 
as I understand, and it was their purpose to accept the franchise 
with the 4 per cent conditions, taking the chance of Congress put- 
ting them on a footing with other suburban roads in case it re- 
duced the tax already assessed by the charters granted to other 
suburban roads. 

Now, so far as the people who will put their money into this 
enterprise, notexamining the franchise, lam quite surprised to hear 
that statement from a man of practical experience in railroad 
matters, as I understand my friend from New York [Mr. Hatnes] 
to be. Ido not think this Congress needs to constitute itself a 
guardian to preserve the interests of men who invest their money 
in these enterprises. I think the men who have sense enough to 
make money to build these railroads are very apt to thoroughly 
understand the conditions which are imposed by their charters, 
and they make up their minds whether or not the enterprise is a 
good one under those conditions. I donot think there is any dan- 
ger of their being taken by surprise. 

Now, 1n conclusion, the bill as reported is acceptable to the gen- 
tleman from Maryland [Mr. Corrin], whose people are specially 
interested in it, and,as I understand, it is satisfactory to those 
people who expect to be benefited by it. Therefore I hope the 
gentleman from New York [Mr. Hatnes] will not insist upon an 
amendment which they do not ask, and which I doubt whether 
the House might cheerfully give. 

Mr. HAINES. I ask for a vote on my amendment, Mr. Chair- 
man. 
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Mr. COFFIN of Maryland. In regard to this amendment of 
the gentleman from New York [Mr. Hatnss], while we are will- 
ing to accept the bill as it is printed and as it comes to us from the 
Commissioners, of course if this House wants to relieve us of the 
burden of putting up these lights we are willing to accept the re- 
lief. At the same time we do not raise that point. We are will- 
ing to take the ju ent of the House _— the question. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. I only ask time to say a word. 
I do not think the amendment of the tleman from New York 
— HAINES] ought to be adopted. I do not think the gentleman 

rom Maryland [ Mr. Co¥rFin] ought to oak to have it adopted, and 
I do not understand that he does. 

Mr. HEPBURN. I want to ask if this provision is not found 
in the charters of all the suburban roads? 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Iwas going to say that it is, 
and for a very good reason, Mr. Chairman. These roads, run by 
the overhead trolley in the District outside of the city, run their 
cars very rapidly, at great speed. Now,the only object in this 
provision in the bill is to provide some protection to the people 
who live along the line. 

It gives alight. It requires the road to put a light there, in or- 
der that lives and limbs may be protected. 

Mr. HAINES. I withdraw the amendment. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. I do not think you ought to 
insist on the amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Sxc. 11. That the main line of the said railway congens shall be commenced 
within one year and completed within two years; om the passage of this 
act; the Fourteenth street branch of said road shall be completed within 
three years from the passage of this act. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Mr. Chairman, I offer an amendment there. 
In section 11, line 1, strike out the word ‘‘main,” and in lines 3, 
4, and 5 strike out the words ‘‘the Fourteenth street branch of 
said road shall be completed within three years from the passage 
of this act.” 

The Clerk read as follows: 


On page 7, section 11, strike out the word “ main” in line 1, and in line 3, 
section li, strike out the following: “The Fourteenth street branch of said 
road shall be completed within three years from the passage of this act.’ 

Mr. HEPBURN. The object of this amendment is to require 
the commencement of the line of road within one year and its 
completion within two. 

Mr. HEARD. What section? 

Mr. HEPBURN. Section ii. 

Mr. COFFIN of Maryland. I would like to state to the gentile- 
man from Iowa that the road will have to build a bridge, and I 
think it ought to have the time given in that section. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Mr. Chairman, I do not believe it is wise pol- 
icy to extend to three years the construction of any of these rail- 
roads. If they are not of sufficient importance to make it profita- 
ble in the estimation of the people who are to construct them to 
complete them in two years, it is a wise thing to postpone the au- 
anne of them until a later period. Three years is a long 





tim 

Mr. HEARD. So far as that is concerned, it is a question for 
the exercise of the judgment of the House, but as the gentleman 
from Maryland [Mr. Corrtn] has stated, this company will be 
required to build a bridge across the Eastern Branch for their ex- 
clusive use. The road runs almost entirely in Maryland, across 
the Eastern Branch, and it was thought that three years was a 
reasonable time; but that is a matter on which each member will 
exercise his own judgment. It is not material to the framing of 
the bill, but I think that time ought to be allowed. 

The amendment was rej 

The Clork read as follows: 


Sxc. 16. That said company shall, on or before the Ist of February of each 
year, make a report to Congress, through the Commissioners of the District 
of Columbia, of the names of all the stockholders therein and the amount of 
stock held by each, together with a ‘detailed statement of the receipts and 
expenditures, from whatever source and on whatever account, for the pre- 

ing year endi ing x December . and such other facts as may be required by 
any general law the District of Columbia, —— report shall be verified by 
the affidavit of the president and secretary of said company, and, if said re- 
= is not made at the time specified or within ten days thereafter, such 
jure shall of itself cperate asa forfeiture of the vileges and rights herein 
granted. and it aan S be the duty of = eee | to cause > = a 

u proper judic roceedings therefor; and sai —— s 
the District of Columba in lieu tien of = taxes upon pe z property, 
—— cars and motive oe se, 5 4 per cent of its gross earn- 

within the District of Columbia, wh: unt shall be payable to the 
en lector of taxes at the times and in the manner that other taxes are now 
due and payable, and subject to the same penalties on arrears; and the fran- 
chise anc pay vee of said company, both personal, to a sufficient 
amount may be seized and sold in satisfaction thereof, as now provided by 
law for the sale of other roperty for taxes; and said per cent of its gross 
earnings shall be in lieu o! other assessments of a taxes upon its 
prope “vy used a and ae in the o —_ on and management of 
sai way: the payment he said 4 per cent of its 
gross earnings shall edi hare required during the period of five years after the 
commencement of the ration of said railway, or any part thereof. Its 
real estate shali be taxed as other real estate in the ‘District of Columbia: 
Provided further, That its tracks shall not be taxed as real estate. 


Mr. HAINES. Mr. Chairman, I offer an amendment. In sec- 
tion 16, line 18, I move to strike out the word “four” and insert 
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the words ‘‘ one and a half; ” also, in line 29 of the same section 
Imove to strike out the word “‘ four ” and insert the words “‘ one and 
a half.” I hope that will be eo or™ 

The CHAIRMAN. Let the Clerk state the amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


On pegs 10, line 18, strike out the word “ four” and insert the words “one 
and a half,” and on page lh, line 29, strike out the word *‘four” and insert. 
the words “one and a half.” 


Mr. HAINES. Mr. Chairman, the chairman of the Committee 
on the District of Columbia, who has made a study of these sub- 
urban roads, states that none of them are paying, as I under- 
stand, operating expenses even. 

ir. ARD. The reports show that. 

Mr. HAINES. The gentleman says the reports show that. Now, 
the District Commissioners, who have investigated that matter, 
have proposed a bill which will be considered later, requiring that 
the percefitage of the gross earnings be reduced from 4 to 14 per 
cent. Now, if we have been wrong in imposing these terms in the 
other charters, let us commence right in this instance. Ido not 
know the parties who are asking for this franchise; but I suppose it 
is some one, possibly, who has some real estate that they want to 
dispose of. 

Mr. HULL. Iunderstand there is to be a bill brought up in the 
line of your amendment applying to ali suburban roads? 

Mr. HAINES. Yes, sir. 

Mr. HULL. Why not let this bill go as it is and let all of them 
stand or fall together. 

Mr. HAINES. We want to do right; we want to be fair. 

Mr. HULL. You are not doing right in this case if this road is 
only required to pay 1} per cent of the gross earnings and the 
others 4. It is only right for them all to go one way or the other. 

Mr. HAINES. I will ask the chairman of the committee if it is 

ected that such a bill will be passed at this Congress? 

Mr. HEARD. Ithink it can, Mr. Chairman. It is now before 
our committee and has been favorably recommended by the Com- 
missioners. I think it will become law. Therefore the commit- 
tee thought the text should remain the same as the others, and let 
them all be affected by the same general law. 

Mr. HAINES. Now, I would ask the gentleman from Iowa if 
he would be in favor of a law which would make them all pay 
14 per cent? 

Mr. HOLL. Iam not going to commit myself. I will meet 
that question when it arises. But I will consent to sign a recom- 
mendation that the bill be reported from the committee, but 
whether I shall vote in favor of it or not, if it be so reported, will 
be a matter for determination at the time. 

Mr. COOPER of Florida. Mr. Chairman, that amendment, 
according to my recollection, was proposed in the Committee on 
the District of Columbia, and was voted down on the ground 
that we have a general regulation which imposes this tax of 4 
per cent on gross earnings in lieu of personal-property tax on all 
railroads. Now, on this kind of railroad we have a bill before 
the committee proposing to reduce it in the case of suburban rail- 
roads to 1} per cent, but that bill has not so far been acted on by 
the committee. 

When this amendment was offered in the Committee on the 
District of Columbia the committee voted it down, because they 
thought that if we were going to alter the rate of taxation we 
ought to do it in a systematic way and make the change applica- 
ble to all the roads. If the gentleman from New York insists on 
a vote on his amendment I hope that it will be voted down as an 
amendment to the present bill, because it is against the judgment 
and the vote of the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

Mr. HEARD. Mr. Chairman, I will not contradict the state- 
ment of my friend from Florida, because his recollection on this 
subject is probably better than mine. As I stated a while ago, 
this matter was discussed in the committee. If an amendment 
was offered and voted down, I do not remember it, but I have no 
doubt that the statement of the gentleman is correct, and I re- 
member that after discussion the text of this bill was left to stand 
in conformity with the text of other suburban railroad bills. I 
expressed the hope a few moments ago that the amendment would 
prevail. In view of the statement of the gentleman from Florida 
as to the action of the committee, I now withdraw that remark. 
I hope that the gentleman from Maryland [Mr. Corrin] will be 
content to let the amendment be withdrawn and let this road take 
its chance with the others, for I have no doubt that Congress will 
see the justice of passing a general law applicable to them all. 

Mr, . The gentleman states ‘that this is not a just pro- 
vision which compels this railroad company to pay 4 per cent, and 
yet—— 

Mr. HEARD. Mr. Chairman, I have made no such statement, 
and it is not necessary that I should make any such statement. 
On the contrary, I think it would be an improper thing for me to 
say under the circumstances. I do, however, think that 4 per 
cent is an unreasonable rate of taxation, and I therefore expect to 
vote and to do all I can for the relief of this and the other roads 
which are taxed more than their earning capacity will justify. 










































Mr. HAINES. If it is unjust why not begin to correct the evil 
now by adopting this amendment? 

Mr. HEARD. The reason has been very forcibly stated by the 
gentleman from Florida [Mr. Cooper]. He says and I b 
that the sense of the Committee on the District of Columbia was 
that it would be better to let this road stand with the others and 
let them all be relieved, if at all, by a general law. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Mr. Chairman, there may be a reason, and a 
good one, for this form of taxation of the tracks and franchises of 
a railroad company, but there is certainly no good reason for this 
form of taxation of the property of a railroad company. 
This form was adopted at the instance of the corporations, and the 
rate of 4 per cent was fixed because they knew that it would inure 
to their advantage, it being a less rate of taxation than the ordi- 
mary one of 1} per cent on the valuation of their personal prop- 
erty. 

Mr. HEARD. If the gentleman will permit me to correct him, 
he is entirely mistaken when he says that this originated with the 
corporations. It originated with the gentleman from Illinois, Mr. 
Rowell, when he was a member of the District Committee, and it 
was incorporated in these bills as they came up from time to time 
for consideration. 

Mr. HEPBURN. The gentleman is talking only about this city. 
Tam talking about this form of taxation generally as having been 
procured by the railroad companies. 

Mr. HEARD. I understand that, and I say it was proposed 
here by the gentleman from [linois, Mr. Rowell, one of the best 
members the committee ever had. He proposed it as a means of 
making them, in a sense, pay for their franchises. 

Mr. HEPBURN. It isa form of taxation that has beenin use 
for years, and it was in use years before the gentleman from Mli- 
nois [Mr. RowELL} was a member of the District Committee. 

Mr.HEARD. Well, it was not suggested by the corporations, 
as the gentleman states; it originated in the committee. 

Mr. HEPBURN. It is insome of the oldest charters in this 
city, and it was originated in the interest of the railroad com- 

ies, to secure a less rate of taxation than the ordimary rate. 
Phat was the purpose of it. They knew that this 4 per cent tax 
upon their gross earnings would yield a less sum to the city than 
the ordinary rate of taxation. Now the proposition is to cut it 
down to 14 per cent, and a general law for that purpose is sug- 
gested. It will be time enough to discuss that proposition here- 
after. As I understand it, this bill puts this road on a par in this 
respect with all the other roads. Is not that correct? 

Mr. HEARD. ftis. 

Mr. HEPBURN. And Isee no reason why there should be an 
exception made in favor of this road. 

Mr. COFFLN of Maryland. Mr. Chairman, we do not ask to 
have any advantage over any other road, and I therefore hope that 
the gentleman from New York [Mr. Hates} will withdraw his 
amendment. 

Mr. HAINES. I ask for a vote, Mr. Chairman. 

The question being taken onthe amendment of Mr. Harness, the 
Chairman declared that the noes seemed to have it. 

Mr. HAINES. I ask for a division. 

The committee divided; and there were—ayes 4, noes 26; so the 
amendment was rejected. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Sec. 18. That the said company shall have at all times the free and unin 
terrupted use of the roadway, and if any person or persons shall willfully, 
mischievously, and unlawfully obstruct or impede the passage of cars of said 
railway company with a vehicle or vehicles, or otherwise, or in any manner 
molest or interfere with passengers or operatives while in transit, or destroy 
or injure the cars of said railway, or depot stations, or other property be- 

img to the said railway company, the person or persons so ofending shall 
forteit and pay for each such offense not less than $25 nor more than $100 to said 
company, to recovered as other fines and penalties in said District, and 
shali remain tinble, in addition to said: penalty, for any loss or dam«ge oe- 
casioned by his or her or their act as aforesaid; but no suit shall be brought 
unless commenced within sixty days after such offense shall have been com- 


mitted. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Mr.Chairman, I want to ask the chairman 
of the Committee on the District of Columbia why this peculiar 
language is found in section 18 in relation to fines. It provides 
that ‘‘if any person or persons shall, willfully, mischievously, and 
unlawfully obstruct or impede the passage of the cars of said rail- 
Way, etc., the person or persons so offending shall forfeit for each 
such offense not less than $25.nor more than $100 to said company, 
to be recovered as other fines and penalties in said District.” As 
I understand it these fines are to inure to the benefit of this com- 
pany. In other words, after a fine has been assessed by a magis- 
trate, or by the police court, it is to be turned over to the corpora- 
tion. Is not that a new departure? 

Mr. HEARD. Mr. Chairman, as I recollect, this provision has 
been incorporated in every bill that I have had knowledge of for 
ten years. According to my understanding there is no purpose in 
the use of that language to make these fines a source of revenue 
to the company. The provision is intended simply as a means of 
protecting the property of the company in its safe operation, a 
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matter which concerns the entire public, and the idea is to have 
somebody interested to prosecute offenders. That is why the fine 
is made to inure to those against whom the offense is committed. 
In other words, the railroad company, while protecting its prop- 
erty against destruction or intzrference, is at the same time pro- 
tecting the comfort and lives of its passengers and employees. 
That, | understand, is the reason for inserting the language in the 

Mr. HEPBURN. The language of the bill is, “or in any way 
molest or imterfere with passengers or operatives while in transit.” 
Now, let us see how this will operate. Some man, we will sup- 
i makes an assault upon a passenger in one of these cars. 

en a prosecution is instituted and a fine of $100 islevied; but that 
fine, under the terms of the bill, mures to the benefit of the com- 
pany. Iam not objecting to the company having proper control 
over their road and proper means for protecting themselves in its 
operation. But for us now to provide that the ordinary fines and 
penalties which may be collected in the police courts for offenses 
of this character shall be turned over to the railroad company 
would be, it seems to me, an innovation in the administration of 
criminal justice. 

Mr. HEARD. It isnoinnovation; it corresponds with the pro- 
visions which have been inserted in charters granted here during 
many years past. The justification for such a provision is that it 
tends to make the company interested in the prosecution of per- 
sons who thus offend by interfering with the operations of the road. 
This isno new feature im our legislation. Itis not peculiar to 
this charter. If the gentleman will examine the various charters 
of this kind which have been granted in this District during many 
years past he will, I believe, finda provision of this kind in every 
one of them. I have made some examination; and to my personal 
knowledge such a provision has been inserted in all the various 
charters of this kind which have been granted during at least ten 
years past. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Has the gentleman any objection to striking 
out the words **to said company,” im line 11, page 12? 

Mr. HEARD. Hf the judgmentof the House is that those words 
shall go out I shall not object. The only reason for imserting 
them is, as 1 have stated, that the company may be interested in 
prosecuting these offenses, which are in many cases offenses 
against the public as well as against the property of the company. 

Mr. HULICK. Have these corporations evailed themselves on 
any oecasion of such a provision as this in their charters? Has the 
provision operated practicaily as a protection? 

Mr. HEARD. 1 donot know whether the companies have had 
oecasion to avail themselves of the provision; but | am sure they 
would do so if necessary. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Imove to amend by striking ont, in line 11, 
page 12, the words “ to said company.” 

Mr. HEARD. I haveno further suggestions to submit. 
stated the reason for inserting those words. 
for the House to determine. 

The question being taken, the amendment was agreed to, there 
being—ayes 23, noes 20. 

The Clerk resumed and concluded the reading of the bill. 

Mr. HEARD. I move that the bill be laid aside to be reported 
to the Heuse with a favorable recommendation. 

The motion was agreed to. 


SURVEYOR OF THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. 


Mr. HEARD. I desire now to call up Senate bill No. 444, which 
proposes to make a change in thelaw in regard to the surveyor of 
the District of Columbia. When the bill shall have been read (and 
the report, if called for) I propose to yield to the gentleman from 
fowa | Mr. Hut.], who reported the bill, and who is more familiar 
with the subject than I am. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


A bill (8.444) making the surveyor of the District of Columbia a salaried offi- 
cer, and to provide for more efficient service in the surveyor's office. 

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Representatives of the United States 
ta in Congress assembled, That from and after the passage of this act 

surveyor of the District.of Columbia shall receive a salary of $3,000 per 
annum in lieu of fees, and shall be under the direction and control of the 
Commissioners of the District of Columbia. 

Sec. 2. That the surveyor shall give bond to the United States in the pen- 
alty of $20,000, with two sureties, to be approved by the Commissioners, con- 
ditioned for the faithful discharge of the duties of his office, and shall take and 
subscribe an oath or affirmation before the Commissioners that he will faith 
— and impartially discharge the duties of his office, which bond and oath 
shall be deposited with the Commissioners of the District of Columbia. 

Suc. 3. That the Commissioners of the District of Columbia, on the recom- 
mendation of the surveyor, be, and they are hereby, authorized to appoint 
one assistant surveyor, at a salary of $1,800 per annum; one draftsman and 
computer, at a saiary of 31,400 per annum; one clerk, at a salary of $1,200 per 
annum; two rodmen, at $720 each per annum; two chainmen, at $650 each per 
annum; and such additional oumies ees as may be, in the judgment of the 
Commissioners of the District of Columbia, temporarily required for the sur- 
veyor's operations, at an aggregate expense of nut exceeding $2,000 in any cane 


year. 

Suc. 4. That the surveyor shall, as speedily as possible, execute any order 
ef survey made by any court or private individual of any lot or square within 
the cities of Washi and Georgetown, or of any land within the District 
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of Columbia outside of said cities, and shall make due return of a true plat 
and certificate thereof. 

sxc. 5. That it shall be the duty of the surveyor to execute any surveying 
werk for the District of Columbia, without charge, on the order of the Com- 
missioners; and all fees for surveys made by tue surveyor or the assistant 
surveyor shall be paid over to the collector of taxes of the District of Colum- 
bia under regulations to be prescribed by the Commissioners of the District 
of Columbia, and be covered into the Treasury of the United States as other 
revenues of the District are now; and the field notes of the surveyor and his 
assistant shall be preserved and shall be a part of the public property of the 
District of Columbia. 

Sec.6. That the assistant surveyor shall take the same oath his principal is 
required to take, and may, during the continuance of his office, discharge 
and perform any of the official duties of his principal, and any default or 
misfeasance in office 4 the assistant surveyor, vr other assistant or helper 
of the surveyor, shall be deemed a breach of the official bond of his principal. 

Sexo. 7. That the Commissioners of the District of Columbia are hereby 
empowered and directed to prescribe a schedule of fees to be charged by the 
surveyor for his services in lieu of the fees now charged, which schedule 
shall be printed and conspicuously displayed in the office of the surveyor. 

Sec.8. That all laws and parts of laws in the District of Columbia relating 
to the surveyor now in existence, as far as the same are applicable and notin 
conflict with this act, are hereby continued in full force and effect. 

Mr. HULL. Mr. Chairman, the report in this case is volum- 
inous; and I think I can briefly explain the measure so as to set 
out the main points to the satisfaction of members. : 

There is a rather peculiar situation of affairs in this District. 
The surveyor of the District has never been a public officer, but 
simply a man employed under a law which does not preserve pub- 
lic records. The fees fixed by the District for business of this 
kind are below those which private parties will pay; and in many 
cases no funds are provided to pay for public work. The result is 
that the business of the District, so far as this officer is concerned, 
is compelled to wait his pleasure. 

The Commissioners report (and an investigation bears out their 
statement) that under the present law the surveyor’s office is ab- 
solutely independent of all supervision by the Commissioners; and 
the field books, notes, and preliminary records are claimed as the 
private property of the surveyor or his deputies. In such a state 
of affairs, the surveyor owning the field notes, the District Com- 
missioners are compelled to employ in this office from time to time 
members of the same family; and one of the District Commission- 
ers stated that members of a particular family have held the office 
practically for one hundred years. At one time a man not con- 
nected with this family was employed to do this work; but it was 
found impossible for him to do it because of the fact that, without 
the field notes which his predecessors had made, he had not suffi- 
cient data to enable him to efficiently perform the duties of the 
office. 

The Commissioners report further that in many cases of plats, 
subdivisions, and surveys the report is made in such a way that 
you must go back to the same surveyor who made the original 
subdivision or plat in order to secure accurate work. The public 
business is compelled to wait, as a rule, on private business, be- 
cause people pay more for the work than the city does; and the 
special-assessment division reports that the work of that office is 
seriously inconvenienced and greatly hindered by the nonreceipt 
from the office of the surveyor of the District of Columbia of the 
eg and subdivisions of lots in the various squares, as required 

y the existing orders of the Commissioners, and because of the 
nonreceipt of the plats and subdivisions it is impossible to make 
correct assessments. 

Mr. SAYERS. I desire to ask the gentleman a question—— 

Mr. HULL. I will come to the question of expense in a mo- 
ment. 

Mr. SAYERS. The question to which I refer does not affect 
the expense. I notice in the report of the committee the state- 
ment that— 


In case of the death of the surveyor the session of the field books and 
notes and official memoranda might be retained by his heirs or executors, and 
be the subject of embarrassing legal contention before the municipal author- 
_e could secure them, if they should be able to get possession of them at 
au. 

Mr. HULL. That has been the case heretofore. 

Mr. SAYERS. But how could that possibly happen, if the man 
is an officer of the Government? 

Mr. HULL, He is not, however, a public officer in the sense 
that gives the public possession of his field notes. He is paid by 
fees and is not a public officer as usually understood. 

Mr. SAYERS. Well, even if employed by contract he is under 
the District authorities. 

Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. He is appointed by the Com- 
missioners. 

Mr. HULL. Yes; under a contract to do the work as provided 
by law, but the law is so faulty that it should at once be amended. 

Mr. SAYERS. To that extent, at least,he is a public officer. 
Now, why should not all of the records, notes, books, and memo- 
randa relating to the surveys made by him while discharging his 
duties as a public officer go, under the contract,into the District 
offices and become public property? 

Mr. HULL. Well, that is the very question I asked the Com- 
missioners themselves, and they said they could not require suffi- 
cient data from the surveyor to complete the record. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


FEBRUARY 13, 


Mr. HEARD. I answer the gentleman from Texas that there 
is no law compelling it. 

Mr. HULL. The Commissioners replied, when theinquiry was 
suggested, that they were not able to get any concessions out of 
the surveyors because of the small amount of service they ren- 
dered to the District. You will notice that the amount paid to 
them as compensation by the District for public work is very in- 
significant as compared with the amount they receive from private 
parties. The District expenditure is small, only about $1,000, 
while private parties pay between seven and eight thousand dol- 
lars a year for the surveys, and I was surprised when informed 

| that the District had no record of these things. The answer was 

| that there is no law requiring the preservation of the records, and 
in some cases where surveys have been made, or desired to be 
made, under the control of the District they have been compelled, 
although it was advantageous to employ a new surveyor, to go 
back to the same family who made the original survey in order to 
get access to the field notes, etc. 

Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. Do the committee concede 
that the plat books, maps of subdivisions, and field notes are the 
private property of the surveyors themselves? 

Mr. HULL. They are regarded as the property of the sur- 
veyors. 

Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. And yet there is hardly a 
deed executed here that does not refer to these plats as ‘‘ recorded 
in the office of the surveyor of the District of Columbia.” 

Mr. HULL. They tell me that the records are so incomplete 
that as a matter of fact they do not constitute what could be con- 
sidered a public record, and that in many cases it is impossible to 
continue the service without going to the office of the surveyor in 
order to get this information. 

Mr. BAKERof New Hampshire. Asa matter of fact, I repeat 
that there is scarcely a deed to any property in this District that 
does not refer to the plats ‘‘in the office of the surveyor of the 
District of Columbia.” They must, then, be regarded as public 
plats and surveys. 

Mr. HULL. TheCommissioners ofthe District informed me that 
there is no full official record of the surveys. They have a mem- 
orandum to some extent, but no full official record as we have in 
our States and cities throughout the Union. 

Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. There are about fifty great 
volumes of public records in the office of the surveyor. 

Mr. HULL. Iam simply giving what they said. 

Mr. SAYERS. I understand that for all work done for private 
parties the charge will be made and the expense met by them in 
the shape of fees? 

Mr. HULL. That is correct. 

Mr. SAYERS. And these fees are to go into the Treasury? 

Mr. HULL. Yes. 

Mr.SAYERS. Into the Treasury for the benefit of the District 
of Columbia only? 

Mr. HULL. They will go into the Treasury just as all other 
taxes do, that is, one-half to the credit of the District and one-half 
to the General Government. 

. crn “ae amageat But all other taxes and fees do not go that way, 
think. 

Mr. HULL. All for the support of the District do. 

Mr. SAYERS. Certain court fees, as I understand, do not go 
into the Federal Treasury. 

Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. 
enues of the District. 

Mr. SAYERS. The court fees assist in supporting the Govern- 
ment. 

Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. The feesof the police court 
are, I think, put into the Treasury the same as other taxes. Of 
course, the distribution of the other fees are determined by the 
judicial acts. 

Mr. HULL. But,if the gentleman will allow me, it is easy to 
obviate that. I understand that there was no question about it; 
this bill covers that point; but it is easy to provide that they shall 
be paid into the public Treasury, if the provisions of this bill are 
sufficiently explicit, as other taxes are under the arrangement 
with the General Government. 

Mr. SAYERS. Now, with reference to the bill itself, I object 
to the establishment of additional offices. The bill provides for 
two rodmen, at $720 each per annum, and two chainmen, at $650 
each per annum. I think those items should be stricken out. 

Mr. HULL. The important point I have in my mind is to have 
this officer made a public officer, full public records kept. If the 
gentleman from Texas believes that these subordinates ought not 
to have the salaries named in the bill, it is very easy to amend 
it by striking them out. There is no question in my mind as to 
the central idea of the bill, that this surveyor should be a public 
officer and all his work, including field notes, shall be under the 
control of the District Commissioners. 

Mr. HEARD. That is right. 

Mr. HULL. That is the central idea that I have in my mind. 
All the departments of the District government which rely upon 


They form a part of the rev- 











these records for the prompt transaction of their business are 
unanimous in the opinion that itis absolutely necessary to change 
the method which they have had heretofore, namely, practically 
the contract system, with the surveyor. If the gentleman from 
Texas [Mr. SAYERS] will look at the report of the surveyor he 
will see that under the present law, under the fees provided, he 
collected the sum of $7,500 last year, when the work was not done 
for the District that should have been done in order to expedite 
the public business. 

Mr. HEARD. I ask that general debate be closed, and that the 
bill be read by sections for amendment. 

There was no objection. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That from and after the meme of this act the surveyor 
of the District of Columbia shall receive a 'y of $3,000 per annum in lieu 
of fees, and shall be under the direction and control of the Commissioners of 
the District of Columbia. 

Mr. SAYERS. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the word 
** three,” in line 4, and insert the word “ two;” so that it will read: 
“A salary of $2,000 per annum.” 

Mr. HULL. I move to amend that by making it $2,500. I re- 
gard the salary as fixed by the bill none too much. 

Mr. SAYERS. Make it $2,250. 

Mr. HULL. hag eee if the gentleman insists —_ it, I will 
let it go at $2,250. e made $2,700 last year, and I do not think 
$2,250 is enough. 

The amendment was read, as follows: 

In lines 3 and 4, strike out the words “three thousand” and insert the 
words “two thousand two hundred and fifty.” 

Mr. HULICK. I want to ask a question of the gentleman who 
has charge of this bill. Iam advised that the office of surveyor 
does not now exist in this District. 

Mr. HULL. Not as a public office. 

Mr. HULICK. That is what I mean. 

Mr.HULL. There is a law for a surveyor to be appointed by 
the District Commissioners. 

Mr. HULICK. I understood that there was no surveyor. 

Mr. HULL. The law does not require him as a public officer 
to keep records and to have an office, and all that. 

Mr. HULICK. The inquiry occurred to my mind whether this 
first section should not provide for the establishment of the office 
of public surveyor? 

Mr. HULL. There is a man who holds an appointment as sur- 
veyor from the Commissioners, but under the present law his du- 
ties are so lamely defined that he claims a large part of the data 
as his private property. 

Mr. HULICK. He certainly is not a public officer unless his 
records are public property. Ought we not in this bill to estab- 
lish the office in the first place an oe for his appointment, 
and provide that the records shall be public records and subject 
to public inspection? 

Mr. HULL. This billis prepared by the District Commission- 
ers, and they claim that under this bill they will have that right. 

Mr. HULICK. I understand there is no public surveyor of the 
District of Columbia. 

Mr. HULL. There is a District surveyor appointed by the 
Commissioners. 

Mr. HULICK. There may be manysurveyors, but I understand 
there is no public surveyor. 
Mr. COBB of Alabama. 

pointed under law. 

Mr. HULL. Yes; but there never has been any law properly 
framed to make his records public property. 

Mr. HULICK. That is what I understood. 

Mr. COBB of Alabama. But he is a public officer. 

Mr. HULICK. Ought we not at this time to so frame the law 
that the records of that office shall be public property? 

Mr. HULL. That is what this bill does do. 

_ Mr. SAYERS. Iask the gentleman if the very fact of his be- 
ing a public official does not make his acts and his records public? 
r. HULICK. But they say he is a private surveyor. 

_Mr. COBB of Alabama. That has been a question of conten- 
tion for years, and the fact has been that the Commissioners of 
the —e of Columbia have never been able to control these 
records. 

Mr. HULICK. Then we ought to have a law that will. 

Mr. HULL. It is claimed that that will be done by this bill. 

Mr. HEARD. That is what we pro to do by this bill. 

ae RICHARDSON of Tennessee. is bill makes the records 
public. 

Mr. HULICK. I do not see the authority here. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. If the gentleman will read 


Oh, yes; there is a public surveyor ap- 


the closing part of section 5, on page 3, he will see that it reads as 
follows: 


And the field notes of the surveyor and his assistant shall be preserved and 
shall be a part of the public property of the District of Columbia. 


Mr. HULICK. Ought we not to pass a law to establish the 
office first? 
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Mr. COBB of Alabama. It is alread 
Mr. HULL. The officer has already been appointed by the 
Commissioners. He claims that under the law his field notes and 


established. 


plats are private property: but he is appointed by the Commis- 
sioners. 1 think the bill covers that point sufficiently. 

_Mr. COBB of Alabama. If the gentleman will pardon me, the 
situation is simply this: There is an office of surveyor of the Dis- 
trict of Columbia. There is no law which requires him to do the 
work of the District, and therefore for all the work which he has 
performed heretofore for the District he has claimed the fees from 
the public Treasury just as if he had been working for a private 
individual. The result has been a large claim against the funds 
of the District of Columbia on behalf of this surveyor for work 
done for the public, such as surveying streets and the like. Now, 
this bill proposes to strike down all that claim and put him under 
the control of the District Commissioners, so that when his time 
is required it will be used by them. : 

Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. I send to the Clerk’s desk 
part of the existing statutes relating to the surveyor of the Dis- 
trict of Columbia, and ask to have them read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Src. 472. The office of the surveyor of the District is the legal office of 
record of the plats of all property in the city of Washington, and all records 
of the division of squares and lots made between the publicand original pro- 
prietors, or othe authorized by law, shall be kept in said office. 

Sec. 473. All transcripts from such records certified by the surveyor shall 
be evidence equally valid with certified transcripts from the land records of 
the District. 

Sxc. 474. The surveyor, before entering upon the discharge of his duties, 
shall take an oath or affirmation that he will faithfully and impartially per- 
form the duties required of him by the provisions of this chapter. 

Sec. 475. The plats of the squares in the city of Washington shall be 
drawn upon a orm scale of not less than 1 inch to 50 feet, and shall show 
the lines of all subdivisions of the squares as the same existed at the date 
of the competion of each square. 

Sec. 484. Thesurveyor shall ascertain and certify, and put on record at the 
request and expense of any person interested therein, the fact of the occupa- 
tion of land by a party wall as mentioned in the preceding section. 

Sec. 487. Whenever the President shall deem it necessary to subdivide any 
square or lot belonging to the United States, within the city of Washington, 
not reserved for public purposes, into convenient building lots or portions 
for sale and occupancy, and alleys for their accommodation, he may cause a 
plat to be made by the surveyor in the manner prescribed in this chapter, 
which plat shall be recorded by the surveyor, and the provisions of this chap- 
ter shall extend to the lots, pieces, and parcels of ground contained in gach 
plat as fully as to subdivisions made by individual proprietors. 

Mr. COBB of Alabama. If the gentleman will allow me a mo- 
ment. By reading the whole law he will find there is a large 
amountof work done year by year by the District surveyor which 
does not become public property and matter of record in the 
office of the Commissioners, or at least that has been the conten- 
tion; and now, to remove that contention, the law provides here 
that all these field notes shall be public property, duly recorded 
and at in the office of the Commissioners. 

Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. Mr. Chairman, my conten- 
tion is that all the tield notes, or official transcripts of them, all the 
plats or plans from the field notes in the surveyors office, passing 
into plats of the District of Columbia, and all books or records kept 
by the surveyor as such are public records, and that they are such 
public records as are received in courts as valid evidence just the 
same as records of deeds; and for anyone to suggest that those 
records, paid for in part by the District of Columbia and part by 
the Government, and paid for in the remainder of instances by 
individuals for the purpose that they may become public records 
and remain such through all time, are the property of an indi- 
vidual is too absurd, in my mind, to be stated here in earnest by 
any man who has examined the subject. 

Mr.HULL. Mr. Chairman, I want to say in reply to the gentle- 
man from New Hampshire that the Commissioners of the District 
were before the committees at different times, not only the House 
committee, but the Senate committee, and they stated repeatedly 
that the records were not complete, that while the surveyor was 
a public cfficer in the sense of being appointed by them under the 
law, yet that the public business was delayed frequently because 
there was no appropriation to pay for his work. 

Mr. HEARD. Public work ordered by the Commissioners. 

Mr. HULL. Public work ordered by the Commissioners. They 
said the surveyor held that he was not obliged to do any work for 
the public unless the money was provided to pay for it as it was 
done. As to the point of the records not being absolutely public 
records, 1 have only the statement of the three Commissioners 
that the records are incomplete; that the surveyor holds that they 
are largely his private property, and that the Government had 


been compelled for years to keep the same family in office as sur- 
veyor of the District of Columbia. Now, I suppose the Commis- 
sioners knew exactly what records they had and whether they 
were complete or not, and the reports in writing of the different 


divisions of the District government go to bear out the contention 
of the Commissioners that the surveyor should be made a public 
officer and paid a salary, the public business being given 2 prefer- 
ence and all fees turned into the Treasury. 

Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. What would be done with 
the records of this surveyor’s office if he should die or be removed? 
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Mr. HULL. That is a question which I suppose would have to 
come up at the time when it became necessary to negotiate for 
them; but it seems to me that it is our duty, regardless of whether 
this man is or is not in possession of records that the District gov- 
ernment must have, to put the office on a public basis, make him 
a public officer, and require him to give a preference to the public 
business. 

Mr. HEARD. Ifthe gentleman will allow me to read an ex- 
tract from the report of Captain Fiebeger, it’ will throw some 
light upon this question. He says: 


It must be conceded thatit is of the greatest importance to the government 
of the District of Columbia and its property owners— 

1. That all surveys upon subdivisions of lands shall be promptly and ac- 
curately made; 

2. That errors in previous surveys shall be corrected and adjusted; 

3. That accurate official records shall be deposited with the proper author- 
ities for reference at any time and for use in making assessments; 

4. That all field notebooks and other notes shall form part of the public 
records to correct errors inadvertently made in the plats. 

The defects of the present system are: 

1. It is impossible for the caer to make all surveys required in the Dis- 
trict of Columbia, accurately and promptly, with the force now employed by 
him. Most of the subdivisions recently made outside of the city have been 
made by other surveyors. 

2. Errors in i surveys can —_ be discovered, otjntin’, or cor- 
rected when all the surveys are made under the supervision of a single office. 
That such errors exist is a nt from the fact that in determining the limits 
of the tracts in Rock Creek Park, surveyed under the executive officer of the 
Rock Creek Park Commission, it was absolutely impossible to make the pre- 
viFae ASTROS Seldon Be eteedh the property owners going upon th 

The difficulties could only solve ® prope owners goin e 

ound and, gui by a few generally senaguiand. modmarks, fixing the 

are pe their — ——_ . is biv only addine t 

nstead of correcting errors, present system is probably only ing to 
them, as the different surveyors are rs meepeneeney. Ina recent ex- 
amination of the reservoir tract - the United States, it was dis- 
covered that the plat of this tract and adjacent one belonging to private 
parties overlapped each other by about 60 feet. These surveys were made 
not long ago by two different men, and not under the supervision of the sur- 
veyor of t rict of Columbia. Had both been made by the surveyor he 
woe have been compelled to correct the errors at once before making the 
plats. 

3. Accurate official records can not be kept, assome of the surveys are now 
recorded in the office of the surveyor of the District of Columbia, and others 
with the recorder of deeds. Only the former are recognized 
This must necessarily lead to confusion. : : 

The necessity of keeping accurate records up to date is fully explained in 
So qeeegeee letter of the officer in charge of the special assessment 

ivision. 

4. All field notebooks of suryeys now belong to the parties who made the 
surveys, and can not used, without their permission, to correct errors 
which may be discovered in official records. In time they will probably be 
lost or destroyed. 

The object of the bill is not so much to have the work of subdividing pro 
erty in the District done more cheaply, but to have it done more accurately 
and systematically. . 

However, it is probable that the receipts of the office of the surveyor will 
be largely increased when all the work in the District is done by him. 

In addition to the work for private parties the following sh be done for 
the District of Columbia: 

1. Anoflicial plat of Georgetown, of which no reliable one now exists. 

2. Official surveys of streets, alleys, etc., which are being encroached upon 
by on parties. ; 

The annual appropriations for contingent expenses are not now sufficient 
to cover the cost of having much surveying done for the District of Colum- 
bia. This accounts for the amounts hitherto paid the surveyor. 


Very respectfully, 
























by assessor. 



















G. J. FIEBEGER, 
Captain, Corps of Engineers, U. 8S. A. 

The ENGINEER COMMISSIONER OF THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. 

It is upon these facts that we have based our statements and our 
contention that the legislation proposed in this bill by the Com- 
missioners themselves ought to be enacted. This statement of 
Captain Fiebeger sets forth the facts upon which we are acting. 

Mr. HULL. Mr. Chairman, I wish to read, in the same con- 
nection, a portion of the report of the special assessment division: 

I have the honor te report that the work of this office is very much incon- 
venienced by the nonreceipt from the office of the surveyor District of Co- 
lumbia of the plats of subdivisions of lots in the various squares, as required 
by existing order of the Commissioners District of Columbia. 

The last copies of subdivisions from the surveyor’s office were received 
last January, and it is impossible to make correct assessments without cor- 
sor plats as the subdivisions may exist at the time the assessment is to be 
made. 

I want to call the attention of the gentleman from New Hamp- 
shire to the next paragraph of this report, which says: 

In this connection I take the liberty of inviting your attention to the 1- 
iar state of existing circumstances in that the surveyor District of um- 
bia, who is presumed to be a District official, does not appear to consider it at 
all incumbent upon his office to perform any work, however necessary, for 
the District, upon the order of the Commissioners District of Columbia, with- 
out compensation therefor, and such work so ordered is ignored unless some 
appropriation can be utilized to make payment of his bill. 

Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. Mr. Chairman, I think the 
statements that have been read and the statement which I have 
made are entirely consistent. 

Mr. HULL. ere is no doubt of that. - Ga: 

Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. The whole point is this: The 
surveyor contends that he should not be required to perform pub- 
lic duties without compensation, and, as there is no fund under 
which the Commissioners can compensate him, he claims that he 
is under no obligation to perform the duties which they demand 
of him and make a public record of such proposedaction. In that 
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I wholl ee with the surveyor, and I believe in the purpose of 
this bill. 

is not an officer of the District of Columbia, and that the records of 
his office are not public records, and I do not find that my view is 
controverted by anything in the reports that have been read. 


have only been combating the idea that the surveyor 


Mr. HEARD. But itis stated by the Commissioners and by 
Captain Fiebeger that they are powerless to control the surveyor’s 
actions without tendering him his fee; and, that being the case, 
whether he is theoretically a District officer or not, he is in fact 
entirely independent of the Commissioners. 

Mr. HULL. And they make the further statements to the com- 
mittee that the records are very incomplete, that the present law 
does not give them the proper standard that a public record should 
have, and that the field notes of the surveyor ought to be filed 
with the plats that are made, to serve as a starting point for the 
next surveyor. 

Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. I agree to all that. 

Mr. HULL. The surveyor does not file his field notes now, but 
under this bill he would be compelled to do so. 

Mr.HEARD. Mr. Chairman, [have noknowledge as to whether 
the compensation provided in this bill is sufficient, insufficient, or 
excessive. I know that the bill came to us from the Commission- 
ers with their indorsement and recommendation, and I assume 
that they have honestly and judiciously fixed-the compensation. 
If, however, it appears to the House that these fees are excessive, 
let them be changed. My own opinion is that a man competent 
to be intrusted with running the lines and fixing the boundaries 
of property in this District of the value of hundreds of millions of 
dollars could not be employed for less than $3,000 a year; but if 
the House concludes that the fees are excessive, but that the gen- 
eral provisions of this bill should be carried out, let them reduce 
the fees. All I ask is what the Commissioners contend for, that 
they nae have complete records and the means of making such 
records. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendment to the 
amendment, 

Mr. SAYERS. I accept the amendment, Mr. Chairman. 

Mr. HULL. I hope the whole amendment will be voted down. 

Mr. SAYERS. But you offered an amendment to it just now. 

Mr. HULL. I know; but I do not think the amendment ought 


to pass. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. AHow me to make a sug- 
gestion which will probably obviate this difficulty. 

Mr. SAYERS. a ar 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. I suggest that instead of 
reducing the salary below $3,000, which the Commissioners as- 
sure me they think is neither inadequate nor excessive, we add a 
proviso at the close of the section that this amount shall not be 
paid unless the fees accruing warrant the expenditure. 

Mr. HULL. I think the gentleman is mistaken in suggesting 
that proviso, because this does increase the expenses somewhat. 

Mr. SAYERS. Four or five thousand dollars a year. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. The simple effect of the 
proviso is that the salary would not be paid unless the fees re- 
ceived should warrant it. 

Mr. HULL. By this bill we cut off all public fees, and the pri- 
vate fees will not cover the amount of the salary. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. I do not think a salary of 
$3,000 is excessive, and I think the fees will pay it. 

Mr. SAYERS. I think we can reach an agreement on this 
point. I do not see the necessity for having a surveyor, an assist- 
ant surveyor, a draftsman and computer, a clerk, two rodmen, 
two chainmen, all recognized and paid as officers of the city gov- 
ernment. If gentlemen think that $3,000 should be paid to the 
surveyor and $1,800 to an assistant surveyor, that may be all 
right; but I suggest that either the draftsman or the clerk ought 
to be eliminated from the bill. The trouble is that the bill pro- 
vides for too many officers. 

Mr. HEARD. I do not profess to have any personal knowledge 
in regard to the need for a draftsman and a clerk; but I assume 
that the Commissioners who drew this bill knew what officers were 
necessary, and they have expressed their judgment on the sub- 
ject in drafting the bill. If a clerkand a draftsman are necessary 

see no more propriety in eliminating the provision for those two 
officers than in striking out any other necessary part of the bill. 

Mr. HAINES. Allow me to state that there is no necessity for 
a clerk in this business. This is on the same line as railroad sur- 


veys. 

‘Mr. HULL. I wish to call the attention of my friend from 
Texas to section 7, which provides— 

That the Commissioners of the District of Columbia are hereby empowered 
and directed to Py arg a schedule of fees to be charged by the surveyor 
for his services, in lieu of the fees now charged. 

Mr. HEPBURN. What is to be done with the fees provided 
for in that section? 

Mr. HULL. As I understand, they go into the Saree 
Mr. HEPBURN. Is there any such provision in this bill? 
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Mr. HULL. They are covered, as I understand, by the provi- 
sions of this law into the Treasury. . 

Mr. HEPBURN. Under this language of the bill these fees will 
certainly go to the surveyor: 

The Commissioners of the District of Columbia are hereby empowered and 


directed to prescribe a schedule of fees to be charged by the surveyor for his 
services, in lieu of the fees now charged. 


Mr. COBB of Alabama. I call the attention of the gentleman 
from Iowa to the provision in section 5: 

And all fees for surveys made by the surveyor or the assistant s or 
shall be paid over to the collector of taxes of the District of Columbia, under 
regulations to be prescribed by the Commissioners of the District of Colum- 
bia. and be covered into the Treasury of the United States as other revenues 
of the District are now. 

Mr. HEPBURN and others. That covers the case. 

Mr. HULICK obtained the floor. 

Mr.SAYERS. If the gentleman from Ohio will yield a moment, 
I wish to withdraw my amendment. 

Mr. HULL. And 1 withdraw mine. 

The CHAIRMAN. That will leave the section as reported by 
the committee. 

The Clerk read section 2. 

Mr. HULICK. I wish to address myself to the first section of 
the bill. I gave way only for the purpose of allowing the amend- 
ments to be withdrawn. Before section 2 isconsidered I want to 
address myself to the first section. 

The CHAIRMAN. If there be no objection, the Chair will re- 
gard section 1 as still open to amendment. The Chair hears no 
objection. 

Mr. HULICK. The amendment of the genileman from Texas 

roposed to reduce the salary of this surveyor from $3,000 to 


000. 

Several MemBers. That has been withdrawn. 

Mr. HULICK. But I will renew the amendment, if necessary. 
As a basis for my remarks I renew the amendment offered by the 
gentleman from Texas to strike out ‘‘three” in line 4 of section 
1 and insert ‘‘two;” so as to read ‘‘that from and after the pas- 
sage of this act the surveyor of the District of Columbia shall re- 
ceive a salary of $2,000,” etc. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, an examination of section 3 will show, add- 
ing up all of the sums covered by that section together—that is to 
say, an assistant surveyor, at $1,800; one draftsman and computer, 
$1,400; one clerk, $1,200, and the other employees named in that 
section—that if the bill passes as it is now framed an aggregate 
expenditure of $12,140 is authorized. 

1 am not in favor of making an office of that kind in the face of 
the fact that the fees have not heretofore amounted to that sum. 
As [ understand it, the gentleman who makes the report has stated 
that they amounted to about $7,000. 

Mr. HULL. The statement was that they have reported fees 
of only about $7,500 last year. 

Mr. HULICK. That means the total amount of fees arising 
from the services of all these assistants who are named here. 

Mr. HULL. The surveyor reports $7,500 in fees. 

Mr. HULICK. That is to say for the surveyor and all the rest 
of these officials mentioned here? 

Mr. HULL. That is for the whole office. He paid out for help 
$4,848. But it must be remembered that he did but little work 
for the ye only about $1,000 in all for the District, because 
they had no funds to draw on out of which to pay him. The pre- 
sumption is that with an adequate force, and the records all show 
that it is inadequate, there would be a considerable additional 
amount of work done for the city, and it is estimated that the ad- 
ditional work, if paid for as heretofore, would amount to about 
as much as the bill carries. 

a. HULICK. Is this official prohibited from doing private 
work? 

Mr. HULL. Not at all. 

Mr. HULICK. Then I understand he will get over $12,000 for 
fees and salary out of the public Treasury, and his assistants will 
do all of the work, while at the same time he will be able to go 
out and do private work for his own benefit. 

Mr. HEARD. Notatall. All the fees derived from that work 
will go into the Treasury. 

Mr. HULICK. You mean the private fees? 

Mr. HEARD. Certainly. 

Mr. HULL. It is provided that they shall be paid to the treas- 
urer of the District of Columbia and the amount covered into 
the Treasury; and the additional amount covered in the bill is to 
be made up in a hew schedule of fees adopted by the Commis- 
sioners, they having authority under the bill to establish a new 
schedule of fees. 

Mr. HULICK. Very well; I will accept that statement. 

Now, it seems that there is an increase here of over $5,000 be- 
yond the amount of the receipts under the present arrangement. 

Mr. HULL. Notas much as that; something over four thou- 
sand. The fees last year were $7,500. 


Mr. HULICK. Well, that makes over $5,000 difference. 

Mr. HAINES. Oh, no; aggregate the sum total and you will 
find that the amount of fees last year deducted from the sum 
total leaves something over $4,000. This proposition authorizes 
the employment of such additional persons as may, in the judg- 
ment of the Commissioner, be temporarily required, at an aggre- 
gate expense not exceeding $2,000. 

Mr. HULL. As a matter of fact, the absolute increase will 
amount to practically nothing when that is taken out. Take 
$3,400 off, as is proposed in an amendment to be offered, and it 
will only leave about $1,800 difference. 

Mr. HULICK. I expressed my surprise at the bill because of 
the amount of the increase which this section carries, but accept 
the explanation given by the committee. 

But the law, as I understand it, does not provide for the office 
of surveyor. I ask the question of the committee: When is this 


officer appointed and what is the length of his term of office? 
Mr. COBB of Alabama. That is provided for in the law now 


existing. 

Mr. HULL. There is no fixed term, I will state to the gentle- 
man from Ohio. 

Mr. HULICK. We have been told, in response to the question 
heretofore, that this was a sort of family concern which has been 
in the same family for a generation or so, and the record< of the 
surveyor’s office belong not to the public, but to this individual or 
family. Now, we propose to give money, making an appropria- 
tion in this bill, to an officer and allow him to employ assistants 
to the extent of about $12,000, while there is not a provision of 
law in the bill making it a public office at all. 

— the hammer fell. ] 

e CHAIRMAN. The question is on agreeing to the amend- 
ment of the gentleman from Ohio. 

Mr. HULICK. Mr. Chairman, with the understanding (that I 
was not aware of when I rose to address the committee) that itis 
proposed by the committee to strike out some of the features in 
this third section, I withdraw my amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will proceed with the reading of 
the bill. 

Section 2 was read. 

The Clerk read section 3, as follows: 

Sec. 3. That the Commissioners of the District of Columbia, on the recom- 
mendation of the surveyor, be, and they are hereby, authorized to appoint 
one assistant surveyor, at a salary of $1,800 per annum; one draftsman and 
computer, at a salary of $1,400 per annum; one clerk, at a salary of $1,200 per 
annum; two men, at $720 each per annum; two chainmen, at 5 cach per 
annum; and such additional employees as may be,in the judgment of the 
Commissioners of the District of Columbia, temporarily required for the 
surveyor's operations, at an aggregate expense of not exceeding $2,000 in any 
one year. 

Mr. SAYERS. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike ont all of sec- 
tion 3, beginning with line 5 and ending with line 13, and insert 
what I send to the desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Strike out the following words: 


“One draftsman and computer, at a salary of $1,400 per annum; one clerk, 
ata salary $1,200 per annum; two rodmen, at $72) each per annum; two chain- 
men, at each per annum; and such additional employees as may be, inthe 


judgment of the Commissioners of the District of Columbia, temporarily re- 
quired for the surveyor's operations, at an aggregate expense of not exceed- 
ing $2,000 in any ee insert, “and such employees as may be, in 
the jadgment of the Commissioners of the District of Columbia, required for 
the surveyor’s operations, at an aggregate expense of not exceeding #,(00 in 
any one year.” 

Mr. HULL. Ithinkthecommittee is willing to accept that. 
a slight change in the phraseology, and cuts down the expense some. 

The amendment was adopted. 

The Clerk, proceeding with the reading of the bill, read as fol- 
lows: 

Sec. 4. That the surveyor shall, as speedily as poate, execute any order 
of survey made by any court or private individual of any lot or square within 
the cities of Washington and Georgetown, or of any land within the District 
of Columbia outside of said cities, and shall make due return of a truc plat 
and certificate thereof. 

Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. Congress has already passed 
a bill abolishing the city of Georgetown, and I think it has prob- 
ably by this time become a law. Therefore I move to strike out 
the word ‘‘cities” in line 3, section 4, and to insert ‘‘ city,” and in 
line 4 strike out the words “‘and Georgetown,” and in line 5 strike 
out the word “cities” and insert in lieu thereof the word ‘‘city.” 

The Clerk reported the amendment, as follows: 

Amend section 4 so that it will read as follows: 

“Sec. 4 ¢ the surveyor shall, as speedily as possible, execute any order 
of survey made by any court or private individual of any lot or square withit 
the city of Washington, or of any land within the District of Columbia out- 
side of said city, and shall make due return of a true plat anc certificate 
thereof.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The Clerk, resuming the reading of the bill, read as follows: 


Itis 


Sec. 5. That it shall be the duty of the surveyor to execute any surveying 
work for the District of Columbia, without charge, on the order of the Com- 
mi rs; and all fees for surveys made by the surveyor or the assistant 
surveyor shall be paid over to the collector of taxes of the District of Colum- 


bia under regulations to be prescribed by the Commissioners of the District 
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of Columbia, and be covered into the Treasury of the United States as other 
revenues of the District are now; and the field notes of the surveyor and his 
assistant shall be preserved and shall be a part of the public property of the 
District of Columbia. 

Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. I offer the following amend- 
ment, to come in at the end of section 5. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

At the end of section 5, line 11, insert the following: 

“And all records, plats, plans, and other papers or documents now existing, 
or hereafter made or secured by the office of the said surveyor, shall be de- 
livered by each surveyor to his successor in office.” 

Mr. HULL. How are these records to be delivered to his suc- 
cessor? Are they not simply left in the office? 

Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. The incoming officer gives a 
receipt for everything when he assumes the duties of the office. 

The amendment of Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire was agreed to. 

The Clerk completed the reading of the bill. 

Mr.SAYERS. Iask unanimous consent to return to the amend- 
ment which I offered, and to insert after the word “ office ” the 
words ‘‘ and operations.” 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the amendment as it 
will read if amended. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Insert, after the word “annum,” in line 4, the words ‘‘and such employees 
as may, in the judgment of the Commissioners of the District, be required for 
the surveyor’s office and operations, at an aggregate expense of not exceeding 
$4,000 in any one year.” 

The amendment was agreed to. . 

Mr. BAKERof New Hampshire. I ask unanimous consent that 
we return to section 1 to consider an amendment which I wish to 
offer. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. I want to hear the amend- 
ment before consent is given. : : 

The CHAIRMAN. The amendment will be read subject to ob- 
jection. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

After the words “shall be,” in line 5, l,insert the words “appointed 
by the Commissioners of the District of Columbia for the term of four years, 
unless sooner removed for cause, and be.” 

I do not object to that. 


Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection to returning to the sec- 
tion? 

There was no objection. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendment offered 
by the gentleman from New Hampshire. 

Mr. HULICK. Ihave been unable tofind any statute that estab- 
lishes the office of surveyor of the District of Columbia. If there 
is no such law, we ought to establish the office before we adopt 
the amendment suggested. If there is a statute establishing that 
office and appointing that officer, and giving the authority that ap- 

ints him, and the term of his office and the control of the records, 
if there is a law which gives character to his official acts, we ought 
to see it before we vote upon this. 

I have here the Revi Statutes, and there is not a word said 
in them except in the statute that was enacted on e 57 of the 
acts of 1878-75, referred to by the gentleman from New Hamp- 
shire. There is no provision in this statute for the establishment 
of that office, and I take it for granted that there is no office, be- 
cause the men who have been performing that duty for two or 
three generations are doing it on their own motion and without 
any authority whatever. Now they come in and claim the right 
as against the United States and as against the District of Colum- 
bia to control the records that they have been making. If there 
is no office of that kind we must establish it by this bill. We 
must have the office designated, and the time when the term shall 
begin, and the amount of the bond, and the authority that shall 
make the appointment, and we should define his qualifications 
and all that kind of thing. The amendment that is offered is not 
fuli enough. The amendment says that there shall be an officer 
appoin by the District Commissioners. When will his term 


begin? 
“it. BAKER of New Hampshire. Immediately after the passage 
of this act. 

Mr. HULICK. I think we should designate the day when his 
term of office shall begin. 

Mr. HEARD. From and after the passage of the act. 

Mr. HULICK. It ought to bea figeddate. I claim the amend- 
ment is not complete enough. Iam in favor of the amendment 
except that I think it ought to be made more complete. 

Mr. HEARD. This bill provides for ali the points wane by 
the gentleman. It provides for the surveyor giving bond and 
provides how he 1 be appointed; provides that he shall be a 
regular salaried officer and that he shall be surveyor of the Dis- 
trict of Columbia. 

I do not see that the gentleman’s amendment relieves the diffi- 
culty, because the very purpose of it is provided for in the bod 
of the bill; and the committee think it is as sufficiently guard 
as we could make it in the amendment of the gentleman from 
New Hampshire. 
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The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. I desire to offer an amend- 
ment just as a verbal correction. I move, in line 6, after the word 
‘‘ the,” to insert the word ‘‘ said.” 

The Clerk read as follows: 

In line 6, after the word “the,” insert the word “said.” 

Mr. HULL. There is no objection to that. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor- 
able recommendation. 


UNION PASSENGER STATION ON B STREET NORTH. 


Mr. HEARD. Mr. Chairman, I desire to call up the bill (H. 
R. 8262) authorizing the Commissioners of the District of Colum- 
bia to have established a union street-car passenger station on B 
street north, between Sixth and Seventh streets. It is on the 
Union Calendar. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That B street north, between Seventh street west and 
the public grounds occupied by the Baltimore and Potomac Railroad Com- 
pany, be widened to the line of the proenene of the south side of Bstreet 
north, between Seventh and Twelfth streets west, and that the Commis- 
sioners be authorized to have established a union street-car passenger station 
on the said widened part of B street. 


Mr. HEARD. The object of this bill is to authorize the Com- 
missioners of the District to widen B street north here by the 
Center Market, for one block, to correspond with the width of the 
same street between Seventh and Twelfth streets, the object being 
to give permission to the five different street railways that center 
there now or chartered to come there to establish a union street- 
car passenger station there. The bill was prepared by the Com- 
missioners, and the committee has agreed to it, and I believe that 
there is no objection to it. It does not propose a dollar of expend- 
iture by the Government. The gentleman from New Hampshire 
[Mr. BAKER] will offer an amendment to the conclusion of section 
1 to the effect that the work shall be done at the expense of these 
railroad companies, so as to make it perfectly clear that it is to be 
done at their expense. 

The CHAIRMAN. Without objection, then, general debate 
will be considered as closed. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. I offer the amendment that 
I have sent to the Clerk’s desk, to come in at the close of the sec- 
tion. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Insert the following at the conclusion of the section: 

“At the expense of the street railroads using said station.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor- 
able recommendation. 


ECKINGTON AND SOLDIERS’ HOME RAILWAY COMPANY. 


Mr. HEARD. Mr. Chairman,I now call up the bill (H. R. 8427) 
to amend the charter of the Eckington and Soldiers’ Home Rail- 
way Company. : 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Eckington and Soldiers’ Home Railway Com- 
pany of the District of Columbia is hereby authorized and directed to ex- 
tend its tracks, and run its cars thereon, through and along the following- 
named streets: Beginning at the intersection of North Capitol street and 
Michigan avenue, thence easterly along Michigan avenue and Bunker Hill 
road to its intersection with Fourth street northeast, so as to connect with 
the line now running to Brookland. 

Sec. 2. That said railway company is directed to build and operate the ex- 
tension herein granted within six months after the North Capitol street branch 
shall be in operation to Michigan avenue. 


Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Mr. Chairman, this bill 
simply makes a link between the terminus of the Eckington line 
here, right at the point where Michigan avenue is intersected b 
North Capitol street, just south of the Soldiers’ Home, and wi 
this line where it now lands passengers, near the south gate at the 
Catholic University. There are only a few hundred yards of space 
in there, and the property holders of Michigan avenue ask for the 
extension. It is of ro service to the people of Brookland and 
neighborhood. I ask that general debate be closed. 

r. HAINES. Will the gentleman allow me to ask him a ques- 
tion there. 

That said railway company is directed to build and operate the extension 


herein granted within six monthsafter the North Capitol street branch shall 
be in operation to Michigan avenue. 


. ef when is that North Capitol street branch to be estab- 
8 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. It has been delayed by the 
delay in opening the Prospect Park Cemetery, and because of that 
— we have not got up to Michigan avenue, but will in a short 

ime. 

Mr. HAINES. Why not amend by striking out that section, 
and making it that they shall construct, build, and operate that 
road within one year of the of the act? 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Because the District may 
not open North Capitol street through there. It will be doneim- 
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mediately after North Capitol street is opened. I ask unanimous 
consent that general debate be considered as closed. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

The bill was ordered to be laid aside with a favorable recom- 
mendation. 


WOMEN AS PUBLIC SCHOOL TRUSTEES IN DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. 


Mr. HEARD. Mr. Chairman, I call up the bill (S. 1717) to author- 
ize the appointment of women as public school trustees in the Dis- 
trict of Columbia... 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Commissioners of the District of Columbia be 
and they are hereby, authorized to appoint women as members of the board 
of trustees of the public schools of the District of Columbia in addition to the 
present membership of said board. 

An amendment recommended by the committee was read, as fol- 
lows: 


Insert after the word “ board,” in line 7, the following: 

“And for this purpose the number of trustees of said board shall be in- 
creased from 9 to Ll, not more than 2 of whom shall be women.” 

Mr. HEARD. Mr. Chairman, I desire only to say in regard to 
this bill that it has been favorably recommended by the Commis- 
sioners and has passed the Senate, and that a similar bill pendin 
in the House was favorably considered by our committee. A bi 
for this purpose was introduced in the House by the gentleman 
from Kansas [Mr. Davis]. It was referred to the District Com- 
missioners, and the Commissioners sent up a substitute for it, 
which I introduced at their request. The Senate bill provided 
that the District Commissioners should be authorized to add 
women members to the board of trustees without specifying the 
number, but your committee have recommended the amendment 
which has been read, fixing the number at two. 

Mr. HAINES. Does this increase the expenses of the board? 

Mr. HEARD. Nota dollar. The bill simply authorizes the 
Commissioners to put not to exceed two women on the board. 

The CHAIRM Without objection, general debate will be 
considered closed. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. 
amend the committee’s amen 
after the word ‘‘eleven.” 

Mr. HEARD. I hope the gentleman will not insist upon that 
amendment, for I am quite sure the House will not accept it. 
The Commissioners have not approved the bill in the form in 
which it would stand with that amendment and neither bas the 
Senate. 

Mr. BLACK. What is the effect of the amendment? 

Mr. HEARD. To allow the whole school board to be composed 
of women. 

The amendment of Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire was rejected, 
and the amendment recommended by the Committee on the Dis- 
trict of Columbia was then agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside to be reported 
to the House with the recommendation that it do pass. 


SUBURBAN RAILWAY COMPANY. 


Mr. HEARD. Mr. Chairman,I call up the bill (H. R. 6816) to 
amend the charter of the District of Columbia Suburban Railway 
eer 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair would call the attention of the 
gentleman to the fact that this bill is on the House Calendar. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. And it has been debated for 
two days in the House already. 
wie HAIRMAN. But it is not in order in Committee of the 

ole. 

_Mr. HEARD. “Then, Mr. Chairman, I move that the committee 
rise. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The committee accordingly rose; and Mr. Swanson having 
taken the chair as Speaker pro tempore, Mr. Dockery, from the 
Committee of the Whole, reported that they had had under con- 
sideration various bills and had directed him to report the same to 
the House with sundry recommendations. 

Mr. HEARD. Mr. Speaker, I desire now to call up for action 
by the House the bills which have been reported from the Com- 
mittee of the Whole, 


WASHINGTON AND MARLBORO RAILWAY. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Clerk will report the title of 
the first bill, 

The Clerk read as follows: 


A bill (H. R.8691) authorizing the Washington and Marlboro Electric Rail- 
way Company of Maryland to extend its line of road into and within the Dis- 
trict of Columbia. 

Mr. HEARD. I ask unanimous consent that the amendments 
recommended by the Committee of the Whole be voted upon in 
gross, 

There was no objection. 
The amendments were adopted. 


Mr. Chairman, I move to 
ent so as to strike out all of it 
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The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a 
third time; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

SURVEYOR’'S OFFICE, DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. 


The next bill reported from the Committee of the Whole with 
amendments was a bill (S. 444) making the surveyor of the Dis- 
trict of Columbia a salaried officer, a to provide for more effi- 
cient service in the surveyor'’s office. 

The amendments reported from the Committee of the Whole 
were adopted. 

Mr. HULICK. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent to 
offer an amendment. 

There was no objection. 

The amendment was read, as follows: 

After the word “laws,” in the first line of section 8, amend by adding the 
words “inconsistent with the provisions of this act are hereby repealed;”’ so 
that the provision will read: “All laws and parts of laws inconsistent with 
the provisions of this act are hereby repealed.”’ 

Mr. HEARD. I see no objection to that amendment. 

The amendment was adopted. 

The bill as amen¢ ‘ was ordered to a third reading; andit was 
accordingly read the third time, and passed. 


UNION PASSENGER STATION. 


The next bill reported from the Committee of the Whole was a 
bill (H. R. 8260) to authorize the Commissioners of the District of 
Columbia to have established a union street-car passenger station 
on D street north between Sixth and Seventh. 

The amendments recommended by the Committee of the Whole 
were to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a 
third time; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

ECKINGTON AND SOLDIERS’ HOME RAILWAY. 


The next bill reported from the Committee of the Whole was 
the bill (H. R. 8427) to amend the charter of the Eckington and 
Soldiers’ Home Railway Company. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; and 
it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 


WOMEN AS SCHOOL TRUSTEES. 


The next bill reported from the Committee of the Whole was 
the bill (S. 1717) to authorize. the appointment of women as public 
school trustees in the District of Columbia. 

The Se reported from the Committee of the Whole 
were , 

The bill as amended was ordered to a third reading, read the 
third time, and gr 

On motion of Mr. HEARD, a motion to reconsider the votes by 
os District of Columbia bills were just passed was laid on 

e e. 


DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA SUBURBAN RAILWAY COMPANY. 


Mr. HEARD. I now desire to call up the bill (H. R.6816) to 
amend the charter of the District of Columbia Suburban Railway 
Company. I apprehend it will not be necessary to read this bill. 
It has been before the House on two previous occasions. It has 
been read at length; and general debate was closed. We were 
considering the bill by sections under the five-minute rule when 
it was last before the House. I yield to the gentleman from Ten- 
nessee [Mr. RICHARDSON], who had the bill in charge. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. Swanson). The bill will be 
considered under the five-minute rule. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. When this bill was last 
under consideration,on June 12,1894,an amendment was pro- 
posed by the gentleman from Mississippi [Mr. WILLIAMs] upon 
which the yeas and nays were ordered. On the roll call no quo- 
rum voted, and thereupon the House adjourned. So that the 
pending question is now upon that amendment on which the yeas 
and nays have been ordered, and I presume there is nothing in 
order now but to call the roll. 

The SPEAKER protempore. The Clerk will report the amend- 
ment of the gentieman from Mississippi [Mr. WILLIAMS}. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Strike out all of lines 6, 7, 8, 9, and 10, after the word “that,” in line 6, on 
page 1, and lines 1 and 2, on page 2; the words “and assigns are hereby cre- 
ated,” in line 2 of page 2; and insert after the word “company,” in line 4, 
page 2, the following: 

“Is hereby created, to consist of such person or persons as shall, at .public 


auction, to be held at such time and place as shall be prescribed by the Dis- 

trict Commissioners, after notice of not less than thirty days by publica\ion 

in a Washington (D.C.) newspaper, bid the highest percentage of the ant ual 

gross proceeds of said railway business for a term of not exceeding Ufty 
ears. 


y i 

Mr. TRACEY. Iask unanimous consent that the order for the 
calling of the yeas and nays be vacated, and that the vote be ag ain 
taken on the amendment. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. I presume a motion to re- 
consider the vote by which the yeas and nays were ordered we ald 
be in order. I make that motion. 
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chievously, and unnecessarily obstruct or impede the passage of cars of said 
railway company with a vehicle or vehicles, or otherwise, or in any manner 
molest or interfere with passengers or operators while in transit, or destroy 
or injure the cars of aeidl saihwery or depots, stations, or other rty_ be- 
longing to said railway company, the person or persons so 0: Rolling shall 
forfeit and pay for each such offense not less than $25 nor more than $100 to 
said company, to be recovered as other fines and penalties in said District, and 
shall remain liable, in addition to said penalty, for any loss or damage occa- 
sioned by his or her or their act as aforesaid; bat no suit shall be brought 
> commenced within sixty days after such offense shall have been com- 
mitted. 

Mr. HEPBURN. I offer an amendment to this section. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Strike out from line 14, section 20, on page 17, the words “to said company.” 
Mr. HEPBURN. This is another of those provisions directin 
that fines recovered for a public offense shall be paid to the rail- 

road company. 

Mr. COOMBS. That amendment ought to be adopted. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The Clerk resumed and concluded the reading of the bill. 

Mr. HEARD. Mr. Speaker, I ask a vote on the bill. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; and 

M engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, the ques- 
tion ang upor its passage. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Mr. Speaker, it is a 
that this bill as passed defines the route in accordance with the 
amendments recommended by the Committee on the District of 
Columbia and not as heretofore published in the Recorp. It was 
published without the proposed amendment. : 

The SPEAKER protempore. The Chair is informed that the 
present bill is the one reported from the committee as amended, 
and not the one heretofore published in the REcorD. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. That is correct. 

eee eee pro tempore. The question ison the passage of 
the bill. 

The bill was passed. 

On motion of Mr. HEARD, a motion to reconsider the last vote 
was laid on the table. 


CAPITAL RAILWAY COMPANY. 


Mr. HEARD. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House resolve it- 
self into Committee of the Whole for the purpose of considering 
House bill 8714 and other bills to which we may call the atten- 
tion of the committee. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The House accordingly resolved itself into. Committee of the 
Whole, Mr. Dockery in the chair. 

The CHAIRMAN. The House is now in Committee of the 
Whole for the consideration of a bill the title of which the Clerk 
will read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

A bill (H. R. 8714) to incorporate the Capital Railway Company. 

Mr. HEARD. Mr. Chairman, I desire to say that this is a prop- 
osition to construct a railroad, beginning about Shepherds Point, 
across the Eastern Branch, and build it into the city; but it is 

roposed to extend it only about six or seven blocks from the 

— Branch up to a point where it will intersect the Anacostia 
road. 

Iask unanimous consent, therefore, to dispense with the first 
formal reading of the bill as it is in the exact form prescribed by 
the Commissioners for all of these bills. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objectionto the request of the gen- 
a sr Missouri to dispense with the first formal reading of 
the bi 

There was no objection. 

The CHAIRMAN. If there be no desire for general debate it 
will be considered as closed by vu» animous consent. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

‘ The Clerk, proceeding with the reading of the bill, read as fol- 
ows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That John B. Stetson, Augustus Burgdorf, Clarence F. 
Norment, Arthur E. Randle, Harry Upson Sims, Henry C. ——— Ww. 
Frederick Snyder, Joseph B. Lewis, and William Henry Randle, of 
their associates and assigns. be, and they are hereby, created a body corpo- 
rate under the name of the Capital Railway Company, and by,that name shall 
have perpetual succession, and shall be able to sue and be sued, plead and be 

leaded, defend and be defended in all courts of law and equity within the 
United States, and may make and havea common seal. And said co: - 
tion is hereby authorized to construct and lay down a street railway, with 
the necessary switches, turn-outs, and other mechanical devices in the District 
of Columbia, and run cars thereon for carrying passengers, parcels, milk, and 
truck by and along the following route: Beginning at a point on the District 
line near the Potomac River, southeast of Shepherds Ferry, thence north b 
such route as shall be approved by the District Commissionezs to the cont 
side of the Eastern Branch or Anacostia River, thence across the same by 
transfer ferry to First street or South Capitol street, as may be ere by 
t+ Commissioners, to M street, over the same route to the begin- 
;, also commencing at Anacostia Railroad tracks and Harrison street, An- 
acostia; thence along Harrison street and Good Hope road extended, to the 
District line, and return over same route. These routes may be modified or 
extended at the will of Congress, and the Capital Railway Company shall 
comply with such modifications or extensions. 


The Clerk read section 20, as follows: Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. I understand there has been 


Src. 2. That the said company shall have at all times the free and uninter- | 5°me modification of that route. As I understand it, the Clerk 
rupted use of its roadway, and tr any person or persons shall willfully, mis- Tread the original text of the bill. 


FEBRUARY 13, 


The motion to reconsider was agreed to; and the question re- 
curring on ordering the yeas and nays, they were not ordered. 

The question being taken on agreeing to the amendment of Mr. 
Wiuiams of Mississippi, it was rejected. 

ame Clerk was proceeding to read the second section of the bill, 
when— 

Mr. HEPBURN. I hope that the gentleman from Tennessee 
[Mr. RICHARDSON] or some other gentleman will explain to us, 
before we leave section 1, the route of this road. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. When this bill was last un- 
der consideration the first section of the bill as originally intro- 
duced was published in the RecorpD; but the amendment reported 
by the committee, which was pending, changed somewhat the 
route as originally proposed; so that the section as published was 
somewhat misleading. 

The route as now called for in the amended bill begins at the 
District line on the Bladensburg road, and strikes the boundary at 
its intersection with the Bladensburg road, which is at Fifteenth 
street northeast. That is one of the suburban lines. The other 
suburban line comes down Twelfth street extended from Trin- 
idad, and runs over the hill there to Brookland and to the sub- 
urban village of Langdon. This line, coming down Twelth street 
northeast extended, crosses the boundary; crosses H street, the 
line of the Columbia Railroad, and comes to Maryland avenue. 
‘Thence the line extends by double track down Maryland avenue in 
the direction of the Capitol to E street east; thence west on E street 
east to Fourth street west; thence south on Fourth street west to 
D street west; thence along D street over the tracks of the Metro- 

litan Railroad to Louisiana avenue, thence southwesterly on 

ouisiana ayenue to a point to be located by the Commissioners 
of the District of Columbia east of Seventh street west. 

So that brings it along E street northeast until they strike Judi- 
ciary Square. It then goessouth of the square until it strikes the 
tracks of the Metropolitan Railroad on D street, and thence along 
the track of thatroad just south of Judiciary Square to Louisiana 
avenue, near the police headquarters there, where it leaves D 
street and runs down Louisiana avenue. Thatis the way it now 
runs and covers all of East Washington, as I said, and then the 
suburban lines in. 

Mr. HULL. I would like to ask the gentleman a question for 
information. Ido not know the route of this road. Does it not 
parallel other lines for quite a distance? 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Yes; it parallels the Co- 
lumbia road and the Eckington and Soldiers’ Home road from 
where it intersects that road until it strikes the Metropolitan road; 
that is to say, it is on E street, the Eckington is on D street as it 
comes into the city, while the Columbia road is on H street. 

Mr.COOMBS. They are some little distance apart. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Well, there is one block’s 
difference between that and the Eckington, and three from the H 
street line. 

The SPEAKER protempore. The committee recommend an 
amendment to this section, which the Clerk will report. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Strike out, after the word “road” in line 11 in section 1, e 2, all of lines 
12, 13, 14, 15, and 16, and insert, “‘and running thence alo: road to Flor- 
ida avenue; thence southwesterly, by double track, on Maryland avenue to 
E street north; thence west on E street north to Fourth street west; thence 
— => a street west to D street north; thence west on D street, in 
part ov 4 


Strike out, after the word “east” in line 3 in section 1, page 3, all of lines 3 
and 4, and insert “to its intersection with Maryland avenue.” 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The Clerk read section 12, as follows: 


Sec. 12. That said company is hereby authorized to issue its capital stock to 
an amount not to exceed $250,000, in shares of $100 each. Said company shall 
require the subscribers to the capital stock to pay in cash to the treasurer 
appointed by the corporators the amounts severally subscribed by them as 
follows, namely: Ten per cent at the time of subscribing and the balance of 
such subscription to be paid at such times and in such amounts as the board 
of direetors ma: sous: and no subscription shall be deemed valid unless 10 
per cent thereot 1 be paid at the time of subscribing as hereinbefore pro- 
vided; and if any stockholder shall refuse or a to pay any installment 
as aforesaid, or as Saee by the resolution of the board of directors, after 
reasonable notice of the same, the said board of directors may sell at public 
auction, te the highest bidder, so many shares of his stock as shall pay said 
installments, and the: person who offers to purchase least number of 
shares for the assessment due shall be taken to be the highest bidder, and 
such sale shall be conducted under such general regulations as may be 
adopted in the by-laws of said company; but no stock shall be sold for less 
than the total assessments due and payable, or said corporation may sue and 
collect the same from any delinquent subscriber in any court of competent 
jurisdiction. 

Mr. HEPBURN. I move the following amendment to this sec- 
tion. k 
The Clerk read as follows: 

Provided, That no stock certificate shall be issued until the full face value 
of the same shall be paid for in money, and no bond shall be issued by said 
company until all the stock herein authorized shall have been paid for and 
issued as above directed. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
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The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk read the bill as printed. _ 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. After conversation with m 
colleagues I withdraw the suggestion. Let the Clerk p 
with the reading. _ ; . : 

The Clerk, proceeding with the reading of the bill, read as fol- 
lows: 

Sxc.4. That the said railway shall be constructed in a substantial and dur- 
able manner, and all rails, electrical and mechanical appliances, conduits, 
stations, etc., shall be of approved pattern. 

Mr. HEPBURN. . I move to amend section 4 by striking out the 
words “ of approved pattern” and inserting the words “shall be 
approved by the Commissioners of the District.” 

r. HEARD. That is right. . 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

In line 4, page 3, section 4, strike out the words “ of approved pattern,” and 
a the words “approved by the Commissioners of the District of Colum- 

ia.’’ 

The amendment was agreed to. ; : 

The Clerk, proceeding with the reading of the bill, read as fol- 
lows: 

Sec. 16. That the government and direction of affairs of the ogumeny shall 
be vested in a board of directors, nine in number, the majority of whom shall 
be residents of the District of Columbia, who be stockholders of record, 
and who shall hold their office for one year, and until others are duly elected 
and qualified to take their places as directors; and the said directors, a ma- 
jority of whom shall be a quorum, shall elect one of their number to be pres- 
ident of the board, who shall also be president of the company, and they shall 
also choose a vice-president, a secretary, and a treasurer, whoshall give bond 
with surety to said company, in such sumsas the said directors may ——— 
for the faithful discharge of his trust. In the case of a vacancy in the 
of directors by death, resignation, or otherwise of any director the vacancy 
occasioned thereby shall be filled by the remaining directors. 

Mr. HAINES. In section 16, page 10, line 3, I move to strike 
out the words ‘‘ the majority of whom shall be residents of the 
District of Columbia.” 

The amendment was read, as follows: 

On page 10, section 16, line 3, strike out_the following language: “ The ma- 
jority of whom shall be residents of the District of Colambia.” 

Mr. HEARD. Ihave no objection to striking out those words. 

The amendment was agreed to. : - 

The Clerk, proceeding with the reading of the bill, read as fol- 
lows: 

Sxc. 19. That said conmaeas is hereby authorized to issue its capital stock to 
an amount not to exceed the estimated cost of the construction and >. 
ment of the road in shares of $50 each, and to issue bonds not to exceed the 
cost of construction of the road, but such stock and bonds shall not exceed in 
the aggregate more than 10 per cent above the actual cost of the right of way, 
construction, and equi mt of said road. Said company shall require the 
subscribers to the Cogltal about to pay in cash to the treasurer appointed by 
the corporators the amounts severally subscribed by them, as follows, namely: 
Ten per cent at the time of subscribing and the of such subscription 
to be paid at such times and in such amounts as the board of directors may 


require; and no subscription shall be deemed valid unless the 10 per cent 


thereof shall be paid at the time of subscribing, as hereinbefore provided; 


and if any stockholder shall refuse or neglect to pay any installment as afore- 
said, or as required by the resolution of the board of directors, after season- 
able notice of the same, the said board of directors may sell at public auction, 
to the highest bidder, so many shares of his stock as shall pay said install- 
ments, and the person who offers to purchase the least number of shares for 
the assessment due shall be taken to be the highest bidder, and such sale shall 
be conducted under such general tions as may be adopted in the by- 
laws of said company, but no stock be sold for less than the total assess- 
ments due and payable, or said corporation may sue and collect the same 
from any delinquent subscriber in any court of competent jurisdiction. 

Mr. HAINES. In section 19, page 12, line 4, I move to strike 
out the word “fifty” and to insert in place thereof the words 
** one hundred.” 

The amendment was read, as follows: 

On © 12, line 4, strike cut the word “fifty” and insert the words “one 

hundred ;” so that it will read ‘ $100 each.” 
_ Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. I hope my friend will not 
insist on that amendment. The promoters of this enterprise pre- 
fer to have the amount left at $50. That being so, it seems to me, 
we ought not to insist on the change. There are such poor people 
going to take this stock tha‘ iney want to make the shares $50 each. 
{ Laughter. 

Mr. HAINES. I withdraw the amendment. 

Mr. HEPBURN. I move to strike out of line 7, page 12, the 
words ‘‘ ten per cent above.” 

The amendment was read, as follows: 


On page 12, line 7, strike out the words “‘ ten per cent above.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. HEPBURN. I move to add to the section the following 
proviso: 

Provided, That no certificate of stock shall be issued until the same has 
been paid for in money at its face value, and no bonds shall be issued until 


the stock herein authorized shall have been issued and the proceeds exhausted 
in construction. 
Mr. VAN VOORHIS of New York. Mr. Chairman, on this 
— of bonds I want to say a word. I send to the Clerk’s 
esk a resolution that I ask to have read in my time as a part of 
my remarks. 
e Clerk read. as follows: 
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Whereas on Friday last the President entered intoa 
writing with certain bay ew to 
thirty-year bonds of the 
mium; 

Whereas bonds exactly similar, issued eighteen years ago and having only 


rivate contract in 
borrow $62,000,000 of gold upon 4 per cent 
United States at a rate equivalent to 4} per cent pre- 


twelve years to run, were selling in the New York market on that day ata 
premium of 10} per cent, and at that rate these thirty-year bonds are 
worth 119); and 

Whereas a cablegram from London, published in the Washington Post this 
morning, shows that English capitalists are ready to pay a premiuna of 12 per 
cent on said bonds; and 

Whereas the Ways and Means Committee of this House, not comprehend- 
ing the reason which actuated the Executive in selling so many millions of 
bonds at a premium of 4} cent, when a premium of 12 per cent could be, 
and much more ought to be, obtained, on yesterday had the Secretary of the 
Treasury before it, and examined him in relation thereto, and obtained a copy 
of said written contract, and all the information which the Secretary of the 
Treasury could give on the subject; and 

Whereas the information thus obtained has not been communicated to this 
House; and 

Whereas at this seoge of this Congress, in a matter of such momentous 
importance, it is desirable, and the right of this House, to know what infor- 
mation the Ways and Means Committee has received in relation to this loan, 

Resolved, That the Committee on Waysand Meansof this House report imme- 
diately to this House all the testimony and evidence and statements furnished 
to it by the Secretary of the Treasury in relation to that loan, including the 
contract made with any person or persons concerning the same. 


Mr. VAN VOORGIS of New York. All I have to say is that as 
soon as I can be ized in the House I shall offer that resolu- 
tion and ask for its immediate consideration. 

Mr. WILSON of West Virginia. I have the contract here in 
my hand, and it will be appended to the report that I shal! make 


this evening,so the tleman’s resolution amounts to nothing. 
Mr. V. Voo of New York. The resolution has brought 
out the contract anyhow. 


Mr. WILSON of West Virginia. No, sir; the contract was here 
before the gentleman’s resolution was heard of, and I am going to 
append it to ~ AP ee 

e CHAIR . The question is on the proviso offered by 
the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. Hersurn}. 

Mr. HEPBURN. If I may be permitted to withdraw that, I 
will do so, and offer the following: 


Add to the end of the section the words: 
“ Provided, That no certificate of stock shall be issued until the same has 
been paid for in money at its face value.” 


The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Iowa [Mr. Hepsury] 
offers an amendment which the Clerk will report. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


Add to the end of the section the words: 
“ Provided, That no certificate of stock shall be issued until the same has 
been paid for in money at its face value.” 


The amendment was agreed to, 
The Clerk read as follows: 


Sec. 21. That said company shall, on or before the Ist of February of each 
year, make a report to Congress, through the Commissioners of the District 
of bia, of the names of all the stockholders therein and the amount of 
stock held by each, together with a detailed statement of the receipts and ex- 
penditures, from whatever source and on whatever account, for the pre- 
ceding year ending December 31, and such other facts as may be vequired by 
any general law of the District of Columbia, which report shall be verified by 
the affidavit of the president and secretary of said company; and if said re- 
port is not made at the time specified or within ten days thereafter such fail- 
ure shall of itself operate as a forfeiture of this charter, and it shail be the 
duty of the Commissioners to cause to be instituted proper judicial proceed- 
ings therefor; and said company shall pay to the District of Columbis, in 
lieu of personal taxes 2 property, including cars and motive 
power, each year 4 per cent of its gross earnings, which amount shall be pay- 
able to the collector of taxes at the times and in the manner that other taxes 
are now due and payable, and subject to the same penalties on arrears; and 
the franchise and property of said company, both real and personal, to a suf- 
ficient amount may be seized and sold in satisfaction thereof, as now provided 
by law for the sale of other property for taxes; and said per cent of its gross 
earnings shall be in lien of all other assessments of personal taxes upon its 
property used solely and exclusively in the operation and management of said 
railway: Provided, That the payment of the said 4 per cent of its gross earn- 
ings shall not be required during the period of five years after the commence 
ment of the operation of any part of said railway. Its real estate shall be 
taxed as other real estate in the District of Columbia: Provided, That its 
tracks shall not be taxed as real estate. | 


Mr. HAINES. Mr. Chairman, I have an amendment to section 
21, page 14. On page 14, line 29, in place of the word “ five,” in- 
sert the word “‘ ten.” 

The Clerk read as follows: 

On page 14, line 29, strike out the word “ five” and insert in lieu thereof the 
word “ten.” 

Mr. HEPBURN. In order to balance the views of gentlemen 
here, I move to strike out the proviso commencing in line 27. 

Mr. COFFIN of Maryland. I hope both gentlemen will with- 
draw their amendments. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Here is a proposition to exempt the personal 
property of this corporation from all taxation except the 4 per cent 
tax upon its gross earnings. The bill as now drawn postpones the 
operation of this for five years after the operation of the road be- 
gins. And yet the gentleman from New York [Mr. Harvzs]. in 
his spirit of extraordinary liberality, proposes to extend that period 
of exemption from taxation for ten years. Iamat a loss to know 
why gentlemen should intervene in this way in favor of this class 
of corporations. These men go into these operations with the 
expectation of making money. If they do not make money in 
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with each other for the purchase, sale, lease, or joint operation of the line of 

said — Grom Railway Company on Florida avenue and U street, or any 
t thereof. 

PSEC. 6. That this act shall take effect in thirty days after its passage. 


Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. Mr. Speaker, I wish to in- 


uire with reference to the matter of transfers. As I understand 
the amendment, the transfers are to be granted only upon pay- 
ment of an additional fare, or special tickets are to besoldinsuch 
a way as to require the payment of an additional fare. I would 
like to hear some explanation of that. All of the railroad com- 
panies here now sell 6 tickets for 25 cents, but in this case only 4 
tickets are to be sold for 25 cents. 
Mr. HAINES. But the passenger gets a ride over two roads 
instead of one. 
Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. This relates only tosuburban 
roads. 
The amendment was agreed to. : 
The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a third 
time; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the time, and 
assed. 
. On motion of Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee, a motion to re- 
consider the vote by which the bill was passed was laid on the 
table. 
CLEARING THE POTOMAC OF ICE. 


Mr. SAYERS. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for the 
present consideration of the joint resolution which I send to the 
desk. 

The joint resolution was read, as follows: 


Resolved by the Senate and House of Representatives, etc., That $5,000, or so 
much thereof as may be necessary, payable from any money in the ‘Treasury 
not otherwise appropriated and from the revenues of the District of Colum- 
bia in equal parts, to be immediately available, is hereby appropriated, to 
enable the Commissioners of the District of Columbia to meet expenses that 
may be necessary for the purpose of clearing the Potomac River of ice within 
the District of Columbia. 

The joint resolution was ordered to a third reading; and it was 
accordingly read the third time, and passed. ; 

On motion of Mr. SAYERS, a motion to reconsider the vote by 
which the joint resolution was passed was laid on the table. 


THREE PER CENT GOLD BONDS. 


Mr. WILSON of West Virginia, from the Committee on Ways 
and Means, reported a joint resolution (H. Res. 275) authorizing 
the issue of $65,116,275 gold 3 per cent bonds; which was read a 
first and second time, referred to the Committee of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union, and, with the accompanying 
report, ordered to be printed. 

r. BRYAN. Mr. Speaker, it was understood that when this 
report was presented the minority of the committee should have 
opportunity to file their views by to-morrow a 

Mr. WILSON of West Virginia. I hope that gentlemen of the 
minority will file their views to-night. 


Mr. BRYAN. We will try to get the document to the Print- 
“ Office to-night. 
he SPEAKER. The gentleman from Nebraska [Mr. Bryan] 


-asks that the minority of the Committee on Ways and Means may 

have leave to file their views by to-morrow morning on the joint 
resolygyn just —- The Chair hears no objection. 

Mr.McMILLIN. I —— it would be proper to have it under- 
stood that if the House should not be in session when the minority 
report is completed it may be forwarded to the Public Printer at 
once for re 

The SPEAKER. That will be understood, if there be no objec- 
tion. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. VAN VOORHIS of New York. Mr. Speaker, I ask unani- 
mous consent that the report of the Committee on Ways and Means 
just submitted be printed in the Recorp. Ihave spoken to the 
chairman of the committee, Mr. WILSON, about it, and he is quite 
willing that that should be done. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request of the gen- 
tleman from New York? 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Mr. Speaker, will not the re- 
port be printed as a document and be in our hands in the morning? 

Mr. VAN VOORHIS of New York. It will, but we shall get 
the RECORD a d deal earlier than we shall get the document. 


Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. How long is the report? 
Mr. PAYNE. Very short, only two _— 
Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. The request is unusual, but 


I shall not object. 
The report is as follows: 


The Committee on Ways and Means, to whom was referred the message of 
the President of the United States communicated to Congress on the 8th day 
of February, having had the same under consideration, herewith report a 
joint resolution authorizing the Secretary of the Treasury to issue, sell, and 
dispose of bonds of the United States to an amount not exceeding $65,116,275. 
bearing interest at a rate not exceeding 3 per cent per annum, principal and 
interest payable in gold coin of the present standard of weight and fineness, 
said bonds to be code yable not more than thirty years r date. 

The message of the dent, which is herewith appended, communicates 
to the House the condition of the reserve of gold in the Treasury available 
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for the redemption of the Government's legal-tender notes and the mainte- 
nance of the parity of its coin circulation, anc the reasons which compe! at the 
present time an issue of bonds to replenish and maintain that reserve; also 
the general terms of a contract, made under authority of section 3700 of the 
Revised Statutes, for the purchase and delivery to the Treasury of a sum 
slightly in excess of $65,000,000 of gold coin, to be added to the stock in the 
Treasury, which amounts to only $42,217,081.95 at the present time. 

The committee have had the benefit of a comference with the Secretary of 
the Treasury, who exhibited to them the original contract entered into by 
himself on the 8th day of February and explained its details tothem. A full 
and complete copy of said contract is hereto added. From a reading of this 
yest it will be seen that the arrangement of the Secretary with the eae 

his contract effects the purchase of 3,500,100 ounces of standard gold coin 
of the United States (amounting to $65,116,275), at least one-half of which shall 
be obtained in and re from ae 

For this gold coin he has contracted to issue to the parties furnishing it, 
under authority of the act for the resumpticn of specie payments, approved 
January 14, 1875, 4 per cent thirty-year coin bonds of the United States, at a 

wice which realizes to them interest at the rate of 3} per cent. 

etary of the Treasury has reserved the right, if authority be given him by 
Congress, to substitute at par any bonds of the United States bearing 3 per 
cent interest, of which the principal and interest shall be specifically payable 
in United States gold coin of the present weight and fineness, said substitu- 
tion, however, to be made within ten days from the date of the contract. 

It is the object of the joint resolution herewith reported to give to the Sec- 
retary of the Treasury authority to substitute such bonds to the amount of 
the contract. 

The saving to be effected to the Government, as set forth in the President's 
message, will be $539,159 per year for every year the 3 per cent bonds run, 
and of the amount of $16,174,770 should ae run thirty years. As it is not 
believed by the committee that the issue of bonds specifically payable in gold 
will impose any additional burden or liability upon the Government than if 
they are made payable in coin, under its pledge and px oe to preserve the 
parity of the coins in the two metals, the saving of this large amount be- 
comes a matter of substantial moment and advantage to the Government; 
and as the, parties to take the bonds are under contract to furnish gold coin 
for them it seems no hardship on the Government to contract to pay them 
back in the same coin that they furnish to it. 


But the Sec- 


APPENDIX. 
PRESIDENT’S MESSAGE. 
To the Congress of the United States; 


Since my recent communication to the Congress, calling attention to our 
financial condition and suggesting legislation which I deemed essential to our 
national welfare and credit, the anxiety and apprehension then existing in 
business circles have continued. 

As a precaution, therefore, against the failure of timely legislative aid 
through Congressional action, cautious preparations have heen pending to 
employ tothe best possible advantage, in default of better means, such exec- 
utive authority as may, without additional legislation, be exercised for the 
purpose of reenforcing and maintaining in our Treasury an adequate and 
safe gold reserve. 

In the judgment of those especially charged with this responsibility, the 
business situation is so critical and the legislative situation is so unpromising, 
with the omission thus far on the part of Congress to beneficially enlarge the 
ere of the Secretary of the Treasury in the premises, as to enjoin imme- 

iate executive aétion with the facilities now at hand. 

Therefore, in pursuance to section 3700 of the Revised Statutes, the details 
of an arrangement have this day been concluded with parties abundantly 
able to fulfill their undertaking, whereby bonds of the United States, author- 
ized under the act of July 14, fa75, payable in coin thirty years after their 
date, with interest at the rate of 4 per cent per annum, to the amount ofa 
little less than $62,400,000, are to be issued for the purchase of gold coin, 
amounting to a sum slightly in excess of $65,000,000, to be delivered to the 
Treasury of the United States, which sum, added to the gold now held in our 
reserve, will so restore such reserve as to make it amount to something more 
than $100,000,000. Such a premium is to be allowed to the Government upon 
the bonds as to fix the rate of interest upon the amount cf gold realized at 3% 
per cent perannum. At least one-half of the gold to be obtained is to be sup- 
plied from abroad, which is a very important and favorable feature of the 
transaction. 

The privilege is especially reserved to the Government to substitute at par, 
within ten days from this date, in lieu of the 4 per cent coin bonds, other 
bonds in terms payable in gold and bearing only 3 per cent interest, if the is_ 
sue of the same should in the mean time be authorized by the Congress, 

The arrangement thus completed, which, after careful inquiry, appears in 
present circumstances and considering all the objects desired to be the best 
attainable, develops such a difference in the estimation of investors between 
bonds made yable in coin and those specifically made payable in gold in 
favor of the latter as is represented by three-fourths of a cent in annual in- 
terest. In the agreement just concluded the annual savingin interest to the 
Government, if 3 per cent gold bonds should be substituted for 4 per cent 
coin bonds under the privilege reserved, would be $539,159, amounting in 
thirty years, or at the maturity of the coin bonds, to $16,174,770. 

Of course there never should be a doubt in any quarter as tothe red 
tion in gold of the bonds of the Government which are made payable i: 
Therefore the discrimination, in the judgment of investors, between our bond 
obligations payable in coin and those specifically made payable in gold is very 
significant. Itis hardly necessary to suggest that, whatever may be our views 
on the subject, the sentiments or preferences of those with whom we must 
negotiate in disposing of our bonds for gold are not subject to our dictation. 

have only to add that in my opinion the transaction herein detailed for 
the information of the Congress promises better results than the efforts pre- 
viously made in the direction of effectively adding to our gold reserve 
through the sale of bonds; and I believe it will tend, as far as such action can 
in present circumstances, to meet the determination expressed in the law 
repealing the silver-purchasing clause of the act of July 14, 1800, and that, in 
the language of such repealing act, the arrangement made will aid our efforts 
to “insure the maintenance of the parity in value of the coins of the two 
metals and the ogael power of every dollar at all times in the markets and in 


the payment of debts.” 
GROVER CLEVELAND. 





EXECUTIVE MANSION, February 8, 1895. 


CONTRACT. 
This agreement entered into this 8th day of February, 1895, between the 





Secretary of the Treasury of the United States, of the first part, and Messrs. 
August lmont & Co., of New York, on behalf of Messrs. N. M. Rothschild 
& Sons, of London, England. and themselves, and Messrs. J. P. Morgan & 
Co., of New York, on behalf of Messrs. J. S. Morgan & Co., of London, and 


themselves, parties of the second part, J 
Witnesseth: Whereas it is provided by the Revised Statutes of the United 
States (section 3700) that the Secretary of the Treasury may purchase coin 
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with any of the bonds or notesof the United States authorized by law, at 
such rates and upon such terms as he may deem most advan us to the 
public interests; and the Secretary of the Treasury now deems an emer- 
gency exists in which the public interests require that, as hereinafter pro- 
vided, coin shall be purchased with the bonds of the United States, of the de- 
scription hereinafter mentioned, authorized to be issued under the act enti- 
tled ‘‘An act to provide for the resumption of specie payments,” approved 
January M4, 1875, being bonds of the United States described in an act of Con- 
er ‘88 approved July 14, 1870, entitled “An act to authorize the refunding of 
he national debt.” 

Now, therefore, the said parties of the second part hereby agree to sell and 
deliver to the United States 3,500,000 ounces of s gold coin of the 
United States, at the rate of $17.80441 per ounce, payable in United States 4 
per cent thirty-year coupon or registered bonds, said bonds to be dated Feb- 
ruary 1, 1895, and payable at the pleasure of the United States after thirty 
Pg from date, issued under the acts of Congress of wey, 14, 1870, January 

, 1871, and January 14, 1875, bearing interest at the rate of 4 per cent per an- 
num, payable quarterly. 

re . Such purchase and sale of gold coin being made on the following 
conditions: 

1. At least one-half of all coin deliverable hereinunder shall be obta!ned in 
and shipped from nants but the shipments shall not be required to exceed 
a ounces per month, unless the parties of the second part shall consent 

1eTreto. 

2. All deliveries shall be made at any of the subtreasuries or at any other 
legal depository of the United States. 

3. All et coins delivered shall be received on the basisof 25.8 grains of 
standard gold per dollar, if within limit of tolerance. 

4. Bonds delivered under this contract are to be delivered free of accrued 
interest, which is to be assumed and paid by the parties of the second part 
at the time of their delivery to them. 

Second. Should the Secretary of the Treasury dosire to offer or sell an 
bonds of the United States on or before the Ist day of October, 1895, he shall 
first offer the same to the pesties of the second part; but thereafter he shall 
be free from every such obligation to the parties of the second part. _ 

Third. The Secretary of the Lata a gene reserves the right, within ten 
days from the date hereof, in case he shall receive authority from Congress 
therefor, to substitute any bonds of the United States, bearing 3 per cent inter- 
est, of which the principal and interest shall be specifically payable in United 
States gold coin of the present weight and fineness for the bonds herein al- 
luded to; such 3 per cent bonds to accepted by the parties of the second 
part at par, i. e., at $18.60465 per ounce of standard gold. 

Fourth. No bonds shall be delivered to the parties of the second part, or 
either of them, except in payment for coin from time to time received here- 
under; whereupon the Secretary of the Treasury of the United States shall 
and will deliver the bonds as herein provided, at such places as shall be desig- 
nated by the parties of the second part. Any expense of delivery out of the 
United States shall be assumed and paid by the parties of the second part. 

Fifth. In consideration of the purchase of such coin, the parties of the 
second part, and their associates hereunder, assume and will bear all the ex- 
pense and inevitable loss of bringing gold from Europe hereunder; and, as far 
as lies in their power, will exert all financial influence and will make all legiti- 
mate efforts to protect the Treasury of the United States against the with- 
drawals of gold pending the complete performance of this contract. 

In witness whereof the parties hereto have hereunto set their hands in five 
parts this 8th day of February, 1895. 

J. G. CARLISLE, 


ose the Treasury. 
AUGUST BEL T & CO., 
On behalf of Messrs. N. M. Rothschild & Sons, London, and themseives. 
J. P. MORGAN & CoO., 
- : On behalf of Messrs. J. 8. Morgan & Co., London, and themselves. 
ttest: 


W. E. Curtts. 
FRANCIS LYNDE STETSON. 





VIEWS OF THE MINORITY. 


Owing to the limited time allowed for propertng a report (it being neces- 
sary to file the report within afew hours after the bill was agreed upon) the 
undersigned dissenting members of the committee are precluded from pre- 
senting their views with that elaboration which the importance of the sub 
ject would otherwise justify; but they beg to state briefly the most impor- 
tant reason which leads them to disapprove of the measure recommended by 
the majority of the committee. 

First. The issue of bonds of any kind is only needed to replenish the gold 
reserve; and the gold reserve only needs replenishing because the Secretary 
of the Treasury redeems United States notesand Treasury notes in the kind of 
coins sclected by the note holder. The note holder has no legal right to choose 
the coin in which the obligation shall be redeemed, but has been permitted to 
exercise that right by a policy inaugurated by the Treasury Department at 
or scon after the date of the resumption of specie payment. The opinion of 
the ee of the Treasury, Mr. Carlisle, recently given,is clear upon 
this point. m the 2ist of January, 1895, a statement was made before the 
House Committee on Appropriations by Secretary Carlisle, in a printed re 
port of which will be found the following question and answer: 

Mr. Stauxy. I would like to ask you (perhaps not entirely connected with 
the matter under discussion) what objection there could to having the 
option onsoemins either in silver or gold lie with the Treasury instead of 

e note holder? 

Secretary CARLISLE. If that policy had been adopted at the beginning of 
resumption—and I am not saying this for the purpose of criticising the action 
of any of my predecessors, or anybody else—but if the policy of reserving to 
the Government, at the beginning of resumption, the option of redeemingin 
gold or silver all its paper presented, I believe it would have worked benefi- 
cially, and there would have been no trouble ss out of it, but the Sec- 
retaries of the Treasury from the beginning of resumption have pursued a 
policy of redeeming in gold or silver at the option of the holder of the paper. 
and if any Secretary had afterwards attempted to change that a an 
force silver upon a man who wanted gold, or gold upon a man who wanted 
silver, and ‘ially if he had made that attempt at such a critical period as 
we have had in the last two years, my judgment is, it would have been very 
disastrous. There is a vast difference betweén establishing a policy at the 
beginning, and reversing a policy after it has been long established, and es- 
pecially after the situation has been changed. 

No one contends that the executive department of the Government can 
bind the Government or pledge its faith and credit by the adoption of such 
a policy. Toso hold would be to assert that the Executive can make and re- 

laws without the concurrence of the Senate and House of Representa- 

ves. Beiie that the Secretary of the woeeeees has now by law the 
right to redeem legal-tender notes by the payment of either gold or silver coin, 
whichever is most convenient for the Government; and believing that the 
exercise of this discretion by the Secretary of the Treasury is absolutely 
necessary to protect the Government from organized and unorganized raids 
upon the coin reserve, we are not willing to indorse, directly or by implica- 
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tion, the administrative policy which has precipitated the present financial 


conditions. Neither are we willing, by authorizing bonds for the purchase 
of gold, to oe Government toa policy which discriminates inst 


silver as a standard money and recognizes gold as the only money of ulti- 
mate redemption. So long as the note holder is allowed to choose the coin 
in which he is to be paid, so long will it be futile to attempt to maintain a 
gold reserve. 

Recent experience shows that gold secured by the issue of bonds is at once 
drawn out by those who are interested in having more bonds issued, and thus 
the public debt is increased to the detriment of the taxpayer and for the 
benefit only of those who desire a safe investment for ourphes funds. We do 
not believe that any real advantage will be gained by securing the gold abroad. 

It is urged that a change of policy at this time will cause embarrassment. 
If that be true the blame must be borne by those who first inaugurated the 
pay and by those who have adhered to it in spite of the clear intent and 
etter of the law. We have only toconsider whether it is wiser to resume an 
exercise of rights preserved by existing laws or to aggravate our present 
difficulties by delaying relief and entering upon new experiments. e have 
no hesitation in declaring it as our conviction that there is no remedy, per- 
manent in character or promising in results, except an immediate exercise by 
the Secretary of the Treasury of the right to redeem United States notes and 
Treasury notes in standard silver coin wheneverit is more convenient for the 
Government to do so, and we further believe that the greatest dangers which 
can —. attend such a course are infinitely less than the evils which are 
certain to follow an adherence to the present policy. 

Second. If we were willing to authorize the issue of bonds at this time to 
— gold, we would still be opposed to bonds payable specifically in gold, 

cause an issue of such bonds would either pledge the Government to the 
redemption of all obligations in = or make a discrimination against coin 
obligations now outstanding. There is no question that the issue of gold 
bonds now would at once be followed by a demand for an act making existing 
bonds payable in gold, and it would be urged that it would be disastrous to 
depart from the Rites, of gold bonds when once inaugurated, just as it is now 
urged that it will be disastrous for the Government to resume a discretion 
which has been temporarily surrendered to the note holder. 

It is impossible to overestimate the evil influence which would be exerted 
by the issue of gold bonds by the Government, because such action would 
naturally and necessarily encourage, if not actually compel the issue of gold 
bonds by all public and private corporations and the making of gold contracts 
by individuals generally. Such an increased strain upon gold would manifest 
itself in a further rise in the purchasing power of the dollar and in a fur- 
ther and distressing addition to the load of debt now borne by the poowse. 

Third. If we were in favor of an issue of gold bonds we would still op- 
posed to the issue of bonds running forthirty years. According to the terms 
of the contract the bond purchasers agree to accept 3 per cent gold bonds 
without mentioning the date of payment, but it can not be doubted that the 

urchasers will insist upon a thirty-year bond if discretion is given to the 

tretary of the Treasury to issue such a bond. 

Fourth, If we were willing to authorize the issue of thirty-year gold bonds 
we would still be opposed to recognizing or ratifying a contract as harsh in 
its terms and as imperious in its demands as the contract insisted upon by 
the bond purchasers. . 

_Fifth. we were willing to approve of such a contract under ordinary 
circumstances we would still be opposed to approving it when made by a 
sovereign Government with foreign financiers under circumstances which 
suggest a desire upon the part of the subjects of another er to pur- 
chase a change in the financial policy of this nation for a sum stated. 

These are some of the reasons which lead us to withhold our support from 
the measure recommended by a majority of the committee, and they are, in 
our cone, sufficient to justify our dissent. If further reasons were nec- 
essa ey might be found in the fact that the contract provides for the sale of 
coin bonds at about 104}, which would sell in the market at about 119; in the 
fact that the contract agrees to sell thirty-year gold bonds, drawing 3 oon 
cent interest, for less than the Government three months ago sold twelve- 
year coin bonds, and in the additional fact that foreign investors are by the 
contract given a preference over American investors in the purchase of any 
bonds which may be issued before next October, and are also given a prefer- 
ence now over the American investors who but a short time ago st ready 
to purchase more bonds than were then offered. 

WILLIAM J. BRYAN. 


JUSTIN R. WHITING. 


Mr. McMitu1n and Mr. WHEELER, while dissenting from the majority of 
the committee, reserve an expression of their views until they hagian op- 
portunity to present them more at length upon the floor of the Homse. 


BERING SEA CLAIMS. 


The SPEAKER laid before the House a letter from the Secre- 
tary of the Treasury transmitting a communication from the 
Secretary of State in regard to an appropriation for the payment 
by the United States of claims to be made by Great Britain aris- 
ing out of the Bering Sea controversy; which was referred to the 
Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 


AMERICAN UNIVERSITY. 


Mr. HEARD. I ask unanimous consent for the consideration 
of the bill (H. R. 8696) to amend the act to incorporate the Amer- 
ican University. This bill has received the approval of the Dis- 
trict Commissioners, but has not been reported by the Committee 
on the District of Columbia. It was introduced by the gentleman 
from Illinois [Mr. SprIvGER], and proposes an amendment (which 
that gentleman will explain if necessary) to the charter of the 
American University. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, ete,, That the act to incorporate the American University, 
approved February 24, 1893, be amended by striking out the following words, 
namely, ‘to choose a board of trustees, consisting of not more than fii'ty, of 
whom fifteen shall constitute a quorum to do business,” and by inserting in 
lieu thereof the following words, namely, ‘‘and the incorporators aforesaid, 
their associates and successors, who shall possess the qualifications herein re- 
quired, shall constitute a board of trustees, by which the business of said 
corporation shall be transacted, which board shall hereafter consist of not 
less than 40 nor more than 50 persons, 11 of whom shall constitute a quorum 
to do business.” 


There being no objection, the House proceeded tothe considera- 
tion of the bill, which was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 
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On motion of Mr. SPRINGER, a motion to reconsider the vote 
by which the bili was passed was laid on the table. 
PROMOTION OF ANATOMICAL SCIENCE. 


Mr. HEARD. I now call up the bill (H. R. 4693) for the pro- 
motion of anatomical science, and to prevent the desecration of 
graves in the District of Columbia. 

The bill, with the amendments proposed by the Committee on 
the District of Columbia, was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That. any public officer or officers, whether directo 
trustees, superintendents, wardens, keepers, or managers, having lawfu 
charge of or control over any hospital, prison, jail, or morgue within the 
District of Columbia, may, with the approval of the health officer of said Dis- 
trict, deliver to the duly authorized agent of any medical college or colleges 
in the District of Columbia the bodies of such deceased persons as are re- 

uired to be buried at the public expense, said bodies to be ributed among 
the several colleges in proportion to the number of students in each: Pro- 
vided, however, That if the deceased person, during his last illness, requested 
to be buried, or if within forty-eight hours after his death any person claim- 
ing to be, and satisfying the health officer that he is, a relative by blood or 
marriage or friend of the deceased, asks to have the body buried, or if such 
deceased person was a stranger or traveler who suddenly died, the body shall 
not, be so delivered, but shall be buried. y 

Src. 2. That before the bodies of such deceased persons as are mentioned 
in the first section shall be delivered to the authorized nts of any medical 
college in the District of Columbia notice shall be given by the person or per- 
sons having lawful charge of said bodies to the relative or friend of the de- 
ceased, if known; if not known, the death of the deceased shall be published 
at least once in a daily newspaper published in the city of Washington, in the 
District of Columbia, in which publication the full name of the deceased per- 
son shall, if possible, be given, and if such name be not known a description 
of the person and apparel of the deceased, with information of the place 
where they may be seen, the expenses of such publication to be paid as other 
expenses of the District of Columbia are paid: Provided, That the persons 
named in the first section shall not deliver the body of the deceased, as pro- 
vided in this act, until at least thirty-six hours shall have elapsed since the 
death of said deceased and giving of said notice or the publication of the 
same. 

Sec. 3. That every person who shall have been duly authorized by the fac- 
ulty of any snail college in the District of Columbia to receive such dead 
bodies shall, before so receiving them, give to the health officer of said Dis- 
trict a bond in the sum of $200, with surety satisfactory to said health officer, 
and conditioned that each dead body shall be used only for the promotion of 
anatomical and surgical knowledge within the said District of Columbia, and 
that after having been so used the remains thereof shall be decently buried; 
and whosoever shall use such body or bodies for any ae se other than that 
aforesaid, or shall remove the same beyond the limits of the District of Co- 
lum bia, and whosoever shall sell or buy such body or bodies, or in any way 
traffic in the same, or who shall disturb or remove bodies from graves in which 
they have been buried, or who shall disregard the expressed wishes of the 
deceased, or of his or her friends, where such wishes may be disclosed, as pro- 
vided for in section 1 of this act, shall be deemed guilty of a misdemeanor, 
and shall, on conviction, be imprisoned fora term not less than two nor more 
than three years, at hard labor, in the jail of said District. 


The amendments reported by the committee were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a 
third time; and it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

On motion of Mr. HEARD, a motion to reconsider the vote by 
which the bill was passed was laid on the table. 


EAST WASHINGTON BELT LINE RAILWAY. 


Mr. HEARD. I move that the House resolve itself into Com- 
mittee of the Whole for the consideration of the bill (H. R. 8057 
to incorporate the East Washington Belt Line Railway Company. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The House accordingly resolyed itself into Committee of the 
Whole (Mr. Swanson in the chair), and proceeded to the consid- 
eration of the bill (H. R.8057) to incorporate the East Washing- 
ton Belt Line Railway Company. 

Mr. HEARD. Iask unanimous consent that the first reading 
of this bill be dispensed with, as has been done in the cases of sev- 
eral bills of this character. The bill is in the exact form which 
the Commissioners have adopted for bills of this character. 

There being no objection, the first reading of the bill was dis- 
pensed with. 

Mr. HEARD. Mr. Chairman, this isa proposition to authorize 
the building of a street railway in East Washington. The route 
of this road, as described in the bill, is as follows: 

Beginning at a point at or near the junction of M street and Florida avenue 
northeast, and extending thence along M street to Third street east, thence 
along said Third street southerly to Virginia avenue southeast, thence along 
said Virginia avenue southeasterly to I street, thence along said I street 
easterly to Thirteenth street and Georgia avenue southeast, thence along 
Thirteenth street northerly to Tennessee avenue, thence along said Tennes- 
see avenue northeasterly to Fourteenth street, thence along said Fourteenth 
street northerly to Florida avenue, and thence along Florida avenue north- 
westerly to M street, the point of beginning. 

This line of road is almost unanimously approved by the people 
of East Washington. The bill has been approved, substantially 
in its present form, by the Commissioners of the District, and has 
been unanimously agreed to by the District Committee, who be- 
lieve that no proposition made at this session of Congress for the 
building of a street-car line in this District has had more merit 
than this. 

Before the bill is read by paragraphs, I ask the reading of the 
report in order that the House may see the importance of the con- 
struction of this road to the people of East Washington. The 
schools, churches, and other institutions there will be greatly 
a by it, and the project is almost unanimously approved by 

em. 





The report (by Mr. Cooper of Indiana) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on the District of Columbia, to whom was referred the bill 
(H. R. 8057) to incorporate the East Washington Belt J.ine Railway Company, 
have had the same under consideration and recommeud that the bill do pass 
with an amendment. 

The section of the city of Washin known as East Washington contains, 
according to the last census,a population of between 70,000 and 75,000 people. 
In this entire section there is not at present a single railroad line running 
north and south, although there are some four or five roads which traverse 1t 
from east to west. The railroad proposed to be incorporated in this bill is to 
be a belt line crossi these east and west lines. It will parallel no other 
track, but will afford quick and convenient transportation to the large num- 
ber of persons who reside in the northeast and southeast part of the city 
and who are at present deprived of this accommodation. 

The demand for the construction of a road of this nature is almost univer- 
sal. The committee has received petitions from hundreds of residents and 
property owners in East Washington, recommending prompt and favorable 
action, while the protests have mn confined to a few names. Under the 
present conditions it is impossible to cross from the Deaf and Dumb Institute 
on the north tothe navy-yard onthe south, forinstance, or from intermediate 
points, without making a long and circuitous journey into the western _part 
of the city, at the expense of considerable time and several car fares. With 
the construction of the proposed road the connection between these extreme 
north and south points in East Washington will be made in a few minutes 
and for a single fare. 

The project has received the indorsement of the Citizens’ Association of 
Northeast Washington: of President Gallaudet of the Deaf and Dumb Insti 
tute; of the medical director in charge of the Marine Hospital, and of repre- 
sentatives of all the leading commercial, educational, and religious interests 
in the section which this road will benefit. Mr. A. T. Stuart, the supervising 
principal of the school division which includes the East Washington schools, 
writes that it will be a great public convenience, and will materially add to 
the usefulnessand growthof the Eastern High School by enabling the scholars 
to reach the building in which that school is located. Hon. James P. Willett, 
the postmaster of the city of Washington,in a letter to the chairman of the 
Committee on the District of Columbia, says: 

“This road is intended to be run from the northeastern to the southeastern 
part of the city,and by so doing it will be of immense advantage tothe postal 
service of Washington. 

“In East Washington, where our most important station is located, the as- 
sistance received by us from the railways is very small, as the lines run only 
from east to west, and vice versa. Hence, should a carrier be in the extreme 
northeastern part of the District and desire to make a quick trip to the East 
Capitol station, he would be unable to do so except by a circuitous route. 

“On the contrary, should the projected road be built, the benefit that would 
accrue to the East Capitol station would be very great and would obviate 
what will otherwise be the inevitable outcome (as the volume of business is 
constantly increasing), an increase in the force of the East Capitol station, 
which will be necessary to properly dispose of current mail matter.” 

The committee believe that the bill, which has been framed upon the form 
— by the committee for incorporations of this nature, is surrounded 
with sufficient safeguards to protect the interests of the District government 
and of the District people, but realize that the road will fall short of the full 
measure of its proposed benefit unless reciprocal transfers for one fare with 
roads crossing its tracks are made obligatory. An amendment to this eifect 
is therefore incorporated in the bill. 

The committee also appends a list of the schoolhouses, churches, and other 
public and private buil ings directly upon or adjoining the projected line 
which can not be reached at present from the north or south by any r 
road, as indicating the widespread necessity for the construction of the b 
line roads. 





SCHOOLS. 
Logan, Third and G streets northeast, 525 pupils attending. 
Pearce, Fourteenth street and Maryland avenue northeast, 460 pupils at- 


tending. % 
Peabody, Fifth and C streets northeast, 700 pupils attending 
Carberry, Fifth, between D and E streets northeast. 425 pupils attending. 


Maury, Fourteenth and B streets northeast, 425 pupils : 

Brent, Third and D streets southeast, 450 pupils attendi 

Tyler, Eleventh, between G and I streets southeast, 450 p 

Lenox, Fifth, between Virginia avenue and G street southeast, 450 
attending. 

Cranch, Twelfth and G streets southeast, 330 pupils attending. 
_ McCormick, Third, between M and N streets southeast, 260 pu 
in 


endings 





y 
Giddings, Third and G streets southeast, 449 pupils attending 
Lincoln, corner Second and C streets southeast. 






St. Peter’s Parochial School, E street, between Third and Fourth streets 
southeast. 
St. Joseph’s Parochial School, Second, between C and D streets northeast. 
CHURCHES. 
BAPTIST. 
Maryland Avenue, corner Fourteenth street and Maryland avenue nerth- 
east. 

Second, Fourth street and Virginia avenue southeast. 
Central, Second and I streets southeast 
Israel, Eleventh, between F and G streets northeast 
Mount Horeb, Sixteenth, between B and C streets northeast. 
Mount Olive, Sixth, between L and M streets southeast. 
Mount Zion, Twelfth and E streets northeast 

CATHOLICc. 
Holy Name of Jesus, Eleventh and K streets northeast. 
St. Joseph's, Second and C streets northeast. 
St. Peter's, Second and C streets southeast. 
St. Cyprian’s, Thirteenth and C streets southeast. 

EPISCOPAL. 
St. Mark's, Third and A streets southeast. 

LUTHERAN, 
Church of the Reformation, Second street and Pennsylvania avenue south- 


east. 
METHODIST. 
Douglass Memorial, Eleventh and H streets northeast 
Trimty, Fourth street, between South Carolina avenue and G street south 
east. 
Inde 
Tw 


ndent, Eleventh, between G and I streets southeast. 
h Street, Twelfth street, between D and E streets southeast. 


Waugh, Third and A streets northeast. 

Ebenezer, Fourth and D streets southeast. 

Lane’s Chapel, Fourteenth and G streets northeast 

nny Zion, Sixteenth street and North Carolina avenue northeast. 
nion 


Mission, Tenth and I streets northeast. 
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METHODIST PROTESTANT. 
First, Virginia avenue and Fifth street southeast. 
PRESBYTERIAN. 


Eastern, Sixth street and Maryland avenue northeast. 
Metropolitan, Fourth and B streets southeast. 


MISCELLANEOUS BUILDINGS. 

United States Capitol. 

National Library. ‘ 

East Capitol pore Fourth and East Capitol streets. 

Washington 1, Third street and Pennsylvania avenue southeast. 

National Capital Bank, Pennsylvania avenue near Third street southeast. 

Providence Frospital, D street between Second and Third streets southeast. 

Garfield Park. 

Navy-yard 

Marine Barracks. 

Naval Hospital. 2 

Navy-Yard Station, Baltimore and Potomac Railroad. 

Gas house. 

National Capitai Brewing Company. 

Brickyard, Thirteenth street southeast. 

United States Jail. 

Poorhouse. 

City hospital. 

W orkhouse.: 

Lincoln Park. 

Eckington car stables, Thirteenth and D streets northeast. 

Hygienic Ice Works, Fifteenth and G streets northeast. 

Cemeteries, beyond ‘boundary. 

ba sm ton Brick Machine Company, Maryland avenue and boundary. 

rinidad. 

Kendall Green. 

Sisters of the Poor, Third and H streets northeast. 

Washington brewery, Fourth and E streets northeast. 

Mr. HEARD (before the reading of the report was concluded). 
I ask a attention to that portion of the report which shows 
that all the street railways which this belt line will touch are re- 
quired to make reciprocal free transfers with thisroad. The man- 
agers of these different roads have expressed their willingness to 
do this; and this bill requires them to carry out that agreement. 

A MempBer. They are to make free transfers? 

Mr. HEARD. Free transfers. ; 

The Clerk resumed and concluded the reading of the report. 

Mr. HEARD. I ask for the reading of the bill by sections. 

The Clerk read the first section of the bill, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That Henry L. E. Johnson, Henry L. West, Calderon Car- 
lisie, William P. C. Hazen, Frank P. Weller, Robert M. Larner, and Oscar 
Luckett, all of the city of Washington and District of Columbia, and their 
associates, successors, and assigns, be, and they are hereby, created a body 
corporate and politic under the name of the *‘ East Washington Belt Line 
Railway Company,” and by that name shall have perpetual succession, and 
shall be able to sue and be sued, plead and be impleaded, and make and have 
a common seal and the same alter at their pleasure; and houses, boiler house 
or houses, and all other buildings necessary for the successful operation of a 
horse, cable, or underground electric-motor railway. Said corporation shall 
receive a rate of fare not exceeding 5 cents for eac nger for each con- 
tinuous ride between all points of its line, and shall sell 6 tickets for 25 cents, 
and make arrangements with all existing railway companies in the District 
of Columbia for the interchange of tickets in payment of fare on its road. 
Said railway shall be constructed in a substantial and durable manner, and 
all rails, electric and mechanical appliances, conduits, stations, etc., shall be 
of approved pattern. 

The committee recommend the adoption of the following amend- 
ment: 

Insert after the word “road” in line 9: 

“And shail enter into reciprocal transfer arrangements with all street rail- 
roads with which its lines connect or intersect for one fare for each continu- 
ous ride, and on failure of any such roads to so agree, said road may apply to 
the supreme court of the District of Columbia to enforce said agreement; 
and said court is hereby greased power and a to compel such trans- 
fer arrangement and to determine the rights of the several parties as to divi- 
sion * fare or any other controversy growing out of such reciprocal arrange- 
ment.” 

The amendment was agreed to. ; 

Mr. BRYAN . Mr. Chairman, I desire to offer an amendment 
to section 1, = , 

The CHAIRMAN, That section has just been read. 

Mr. BRYAN. I move to amend by striking out, in lines 9 and 
10, on page 2, the words “‘ thence along said Thirdstreet southerly 
to Virginia avenue southeast.” 

Mr. HAINES. How do you propose to fill the gap? 

Mr. BRYAN. I do not propose to fill the gap. 

Mr, HEARD. I desire to ask the gentleman from Nebraska 
what other street he would suggest as a substitute for Third 
street? The amendment, of course, would strike out the pro- 
vision of the bill giving authority to make the west side of this 
line. Iask if it is his design to offer a substitute for this portion 
of the bill, placing the line on some other street, or simply if it is 
his wish to destroy that feature of the bill? | 

Mr. BRYAN. . Chairman, I will explain to the satisfaction 
of the gentleman from Missouri the reasons I have for offering the 
amendment. : 

I am informed that the people who own property along Third 
street are not only not in favor of allowing the construction of 
this road in front of their property, but are aor bitterly opposed 
to it because of the injury that it would do to their property, and 
also that some of these persons whose names have been signed to 
the petition in favor of the line have given no authority whatever 
to anyone to sign their names. I do not care, therefore, to put 
anything in place of the provision [ strike out, because those who 
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are constructing the line, if this goes out,can tell on what other 
street it should be located. 

But the point I make is this, that the people who live on the 
street where it is proposed to allow this road to run certainly have 
some right to consideration in the matter, and that without their 
consent, or at least a majority of them, this street should not be 
taken. And I will state to the House that the reason I happen to 
know anything of this is because the gentleman with whom I room 
owns property on that street and called my attention to the fact 
that the majority of owners were opposed to the construction of 
the line there. 

This is a very narrowstreet. Perhaps the gentleman from Mis- 
souri can tell me the distance between the curbs. 

Mr. HEARD. Icannot; but I am informed that it is the usual 
width of streets in Washington. 

Mr. BRYAN. My impression is that it is 36 feet. 

Mr. VAN VOORHIS of New York. Can they go into the street 
anyway without the consent of the body of the owners of property? 

Mr.BRYAN. Now, my proposition is to strike out the author- 
ity given here for the construction of this line on Third street be- 
tween the points mentioned, and for the reasons stated, but also 
because of the fact that a street which is 36 feet wide between the 
curbs, if there be two railroad tracks allowed in the middle of it, 
will practically be destroyed in value, at least for residence pur- 
poses. 

A gentleman there took the trouble to make a memorandum 
based upon inquiries, and finds that the owners of 1,604 feet of 
property fronting on this street are opposed to the construction of 
the line there—— 

Mr. HEARD. Will the gentleman state on what part of the 
line they live? 

Mr. BRYAN. I think I have that statement here, too, and will 
give it presently. This gentleman also stated that there are but 
1,027 feet of property owned by persons who are in favor of the 
line; and I have here the letters or statements from two or three 
persons whose names appear on the petition who deny that they 
are in favor of it. Mrs. MaryS. Eckels says that she is the owner 
of No. 300 Third street, and that her name was affixed to the peti- 
tion against the cable road; that she is violently opposed to it, and 
gave no authority whatever to any person to sign her name toa 
petition favoring the road. 

Mr. PENCE. Are you sure her name appears on the petition? 

Mr. BRYAN. I have not compared it,-butI presume so from 
the statement. Here is another man who writes stating that the 
petition in favor of the said road was not signed by him and was 
not signed by his authority. Another, Mary A. Phelan, says her 
name was signed there improperly, and she is violently opposed 
to the proposition. 

Now, I do not know how the House may feel about this, but it 
seems to me that if you are going to put a street-car line over there, 
and against the protest of the people living on either side of it, 
and whose property is to be affected by it, that it ought not to be 
done, at least with as small a House as we have at the present 
time. 

Mr. HEARD. Mr. Chairman, all I can say in reply to the gen- 
tleman from Nebraska is that of course if he insists on this amend- 
ment, or any other of the same kind, he could probably block the 
proceedings here to-day. If it is the purpose to insist upon the 
amendment I shall feel obliged to let this matter go over. 

I want to say, however, in justification of the acts of the com- 
mittee, that it has been represented to us by the East Washington 
Association, the president, Mr. Tucker, Mr. Frizzell, and others, 
that the people of East Washington are almost a unit in favor of 
this road. They said that there were a few protestants on Third 
street, whose property lies between the roads running east and 
west, they being supplied with railway facilities by the Washing- 
ton and Georgetown, the Metropolitan, andthe Eckington, and ¥ 
haps some other roads, and that they are not in favor of this bill 
But the representations that come to us indicate that there is an 
overwhelming majority of the people there who are in favor of 
the road. That I believe to be a fact. 

Mr. BRYAN. Ihave no doubt that the people on the east side 
here, on the hill, desire somesuch street-car ty but the question is 
whether the people who do not live on the street should be allowed 
to secure the line tothe disadvantage of the people who dolive on 
the street. Isit not possible to find some place to cross where 
the streets are wide enough so that the value of the property 
will not be destroyed by the taking up of the streets? 

Mr. HEARD. If the question is addressed to me, I will say 
that I deny absolutely that it will destroy or, in my judgment, 
impair the value of the property. I have been on this committee 
for ten years and I have never yet known a street railway to be 
laid out on any street in the city where it was not contended b 
some of the parties that it would destroy their property, althoug 
the result has been generally, I believe, if not universally, to ad- 
vance the value of the property. 

But whether that be the case or not, there is nobody living on 
any street in a residence portion of the city who, however muck 











he may desire a street railway, would not prefer to have it on the 
next block instead of on his own; but the question is whether or 
not these people in East Washington, who have considered this 
matter and know the needs of that community, are not better 
qualified to decide the question of where it would be for the 
greatest public convenience and the least personal inconvenience 
to have the line located. I think they are better qualified even 
than the committee, or this House, and it is greatly on their rep- 
resentations that we base our action in recommending this bill. 

I do not know whether there are any other streets over there 
which are wider than this or not. That is about the average width 
inside the curb, because, as the gentleman probably knows, —_ 
ago the District government, in order to save the expense of keep- 
ing up wide streets, narrowed the streets by widening the side- 
walks, 4nd they have made the streets very much narrower be- 
tween the curbs than they originally were. But the application 
of that rule is universal, especially in that section. 

Mr. BRYAN. Ifthe street is not wide enough to allow two 
tracks without injury to the property, it is possible they might do 
as is done in some cases inthis city, go down on one street and go 
back on another. While it is true that a street-car track is an ad- 
vantage to a neighborhood, yet if the street is so narrow that prac- 
tically the entire street is taken up by the track, so that the people 
can not drive along the street without fear of running into a street 
car, there is no — but it does injure the value of the prop- 
erty. The gentleman has said that the peopie up in that end of 
thetown know best whether they wantthe track or not. They may 
be very anxious, living on other streets, to have the track put on 
this street. Youknowthe old saying that the best place for a boil 
is on somebody else. They may be willing to have the tracks laid 
on this street if they have no Leip mat there. 

Mr. HEARD. Iam satisfied that they would prefer of course 
to have the line run along their neighbors’ block instead of their 
own; but the East Washington Association, I believe, embraces 
a large proportion of the business men and most of the property 
owners over there, and they represent that this would give by all 
odds greater satisfaction than any other location. 

Mr. BRYAN. If these people live on some other street, un- 
doubtedly they think so. 

Mr. HEARD. I concede that it is very often a question of 
selfishness, to some extent. 

Mr. BRYAN. We ought to consider the wishes of the people 
on the street, whose property would be affected by this line. 

Mr. HEARD. If that was done absolutely in every case there 
never would be another street railroad, because there would al- 
ways be some objectors. 

Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. I wish to call the attention 
of the gentleman from Nebraska [Mr. Bryan] to the route pro- 

osed in the bill. The line extends from Florida avenue north to 

irginia avenue south, a distance of certainly a mile and a half. 

Mr. HEARD. About 2 miles. 

Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. Nearly 2 miles, and the gen- 
tleman has presented protests from only 1,600 feet of the ownership 
of that 2 miles. To my mind that seems to be conclusive that the 
protestants are not very numerous in comparison with the whole 
distance to be considered. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. The objection of one person 
ought not to stop this. 

Mr. BRYAN. Certainly not; but these people live on Third 
street, between Maryland avenue and Pennsylvania avenue. 

Mr. HEARD. Right between these other railroads, where they 
have got three railroads now. They have plenty of accommoda- 
tion and have no need for this new line. 

Mr. BRYAN. Does the gentleman from Missouri believe that 
this road ought to be = down on that particular street, to the in- 
pry of the property there, against the protests of the people who 

ive there? 

Mr. HEARD. I will say to the gentleman that we never could 
find a place to run the line that would satisfy everybody, but I do 
not know that in my whole lifetime I have known a bill to be pre- 
sented to this House where there was a distance of frontage of 
probably 20,000 feet with only 1,600 feet protesting, as is the fact 
in this case. As has been stated, the protestants live between the 
Pennsylvania avenue line (the Washington and Georgetown line) 
and the Eckington road. 

Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. And the Metropolitan. 

Mr. HEARD. Within a distance of a few squares, where they 
have three lines running near them. They have first-class accom- 
modations, and do not need this line, as the great body of the peo- 
ple over there do who have petitioned in favor of it. 

Now, as is found in the report, this road will reach eleven or 
twelve schools and a number of churches. I think there are about 
10,000 people interested in the schools alone that will be benefited 
by the establishment of the road, as there will be eleven or twelve 
schools reached by this line. It presents to the House strong 
claims for consideration on its merits as being a public benefit of 
decided character. 
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Mr. BRYAN. [hope the gentleman will not insist upon the 

matter being settled at this time. Let it come up upon the next 
District day. 


Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. There will be no more Dis- 
trict days. I would suggest to my friend that two weeks from 
now would bring us to the 27th, and that would only be four or 
five days before adjournment, when it will be utterly impossible 
to get another District day on account of the pressure of public 
business at that time. It strikes me that the gentleman ought 
not to do any more in the matter than I confess he has done very 
properly in making his protest. But in view of the lateness of 
the session and the importance of the measure we ought to take a 
vote upon it and let it go through. 

Mr. BRYAN. Ishall insist on a vote. [Cries of ‘“‘ Vote!”] 

The question was taken; and the Chairman announced that the 
noes seemed to have it. 

Mr. BRYAN. Division. 

The committee divided; and there were—ayes 15, noes 40. 

Mr. BRYAN. No quorum, Mr. Chairman. 

Mr. HEARD. I hope the gentleman will not insist on his point 
of order. 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman insist npon the point 
of no quorum? 

Mr. BRYAN. I think it had better go over for aday or two. 
I shall not object to gentlemen asking for unanimous consent for 
its consideration in two or three days from now. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. If it goes over to-day, it goes 
over for fourteen days. 

Mr. BRYAN. What was the vote? 

The CHAIRMAN. The ayes were 15; the noes 40. 

Mr. BRYAN. I withdraw the point of no quorum. I will call 
the matter to the attention of Senators if I find the majority of 
property owners are opposed to this line, as I am informed they 
are. 

Mr. HEPBURN. In line 20, page 2, I move to strike out the 
word ‘‘ horse,” and wherever else it occurs in the bill. 

The Clerk read the amendment,as follows: 

In line 20, page 2, strike out the word “horse.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Sec.6. That the said railway herein authorized to be built shall be com- 
pleted and in operation within three years from the passage of this act. and 


in default of such comfletion within the time in this section specified, all 
rights, franchises, and privileges granted by this act shall immediately de- 
rmine. 


Mr. BAKER of New HampS&hire. I move to insert, after the 
words ‘‘ shall be,” line 6, section 6, the words ‘‘ commenced within 
nine months and be;” and in the same line strike out the word 
‘* three” and insert ‘‘ two.” 

The Clerk read as follows: 

After the word “be,”’ in line 6, section 6, page 11, insert the following: 
**Commenced within nine months and be;” and in the same line strike out 
“three” and insert “two;” so as to read, ‘“‘shall be commenced within nine 
mouths and be completed and in operation within two years.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. I desire to offer the follow- 
ing as section 7, and then I will ask to have section 7 changed to 
section 8. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Sec. 7. That an additional one year is hereby given to the Eckington and 


Soldiers’ Home Railroad Company for the removal of the overhead trolley 
wires on New York avenue. 


Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. I just want to say that that 
road is putting down the underground electric system, and in- 
tends to put it on all its system, as Iam informed; but they can 
not in the time now allowed them put it down along New York 
avenue and its suburban portion, and they ask this extension in 
order to complete putting down the underground line, and then 
apply it to the whole system. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. I now ask that section 7 be 
changed to section 8. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Mr. Chairman, in order that the bill may 
conform to the amendments that have already been made, these 
words, in lines 24 and 25, page 2, should be stricken out, namely: 
‘*A stable or stables for horses and.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The CHAIRMAN. There is a committee amendment which 
has been reported in section 1. 

Mr. . What is that? 

The Clerk read as follows: 

After the word “ road,” in line 9, page 3, insert the following: 

“And shall enter into reciprocal transfer arrangements with all street rail 
roads with which its lines connect or intersect for one fare for each contin- 
uous ride, and on failure of any such roads to so agree said road may apply 
to the supreme court of the District of Columbia to enforce said agreement; 


and said court is hereby ted power and ee to compel such trans- 
fer arrangement and to determine the rights of the several parties as to d 
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vision of fare or any other controversy growing out of such reciprocal ar- 
rangement.”’ 


Mr. HEARD. That is the amendment to which I called the at- 
tention of the committee. It is an important one, and I hope it 
will be adopted. 

‘The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. HEARD. I move that the bill be laid aside with a favor- 
able recommendation. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. HEARD. I now move that the committee rise. 

‘The motion was agreed to. 

The committee accordingly rose; and the Speaker having resumed 
the chair, Mr. Swanson, Chairman of the Committee of the Whole, 
reported that the committee had had under consideration the bill 
H. R. 8057, and had directed him to report the same to the House 
with sundry amendments, and that as amended it do pass. 

Mr. HEARD. I move that the amendments be voted cn in 
gross. 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

On motion of Mr. HEARD, a motion to reconsider the vote by 
which the bill was passed was laid on the table. 

ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 

Mr. PEARSON, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, reported 
that they had examined and found truly enrolfed a bill and joint 
resolution of the following titles; when the Speaker signed the 
same: 

A bill (H. R. 7839) to bridge the Newark Bay; and 

Joint resolution (H. Res. 261) authorizing the Secretary of War 
to expend a portion of the appropriation made in the river and 
harbor act of 1894 for St. Joseph Harbor, in the State of Michigan, 
to complete the connection between St. Joseph Harbor and Benton 
Harbor, 

MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


A message from the Senate, by Mr. Piatt, one of its clerks, 
announced that the Senate had passed bills and joint resolutions 
of the following titles; in which the concurrence of the House was 
requested: 

A bill (8.2141) granting a pension to Joseph Porter: 

A bill (8. 2207) granting a pension to Robert Kiracofe; 

A bill (S. 1639) granting a pension to Nancy G. Allabach; 

A bill (8. 2589) granting a pension to Marian C. Gurney; 

_A bill (S. 2654) granting an increase of pension to James H. Os- 
good; 
“ ne (5.2671) granting an increase of pension to Florence W. 

USEITE; 

A bill (S. 2871) granting a pension to Samuel Goldwater: 

A bill (8.1238) granting a pension to Catherine Dillon; 

A bill (S. 2460) granting a pension to Catherine R. Jardine, 
widow of Brig. Gen. Edward Jardine; 

A bill (8. 2148) granting a pension to Elizabeth A. Granger; 

A bill (S, 2491) granting a pension to Mary A. Hall; 

A bill (S. 2696) granting a pension to William B. Matchett; 

A bill (8. 2663) to provide for the erection of a public building 
in the cities of Winston-Salem, N. C.; 

A bill (S. 2372) to authorize and direct the Secretary of War to 
place on file in the War Department the names of the officers and 
members of the Frontier Guards mustered into the volunteer 
military service of the United States on the 16th day of April, 
1861, and issue discharges to the same; and 

A bill (S. 1530) for the relief of James Grace. 

The message aiso announced that the Senate had passed without 
amendment bills of the following titles: 

A bill (H. R. 6868) for the relief of Catherine Ott, widow of 
Joseph Ott; 

A bill (H. R. 862) granting a pension to Pauline M. Pooler; 

A bill (H.R. 6974) to pension Mrs. Mary L. Clark; 

A bill (H.R. 7602) to pension Mary R. Williams; 

A bill (H. R. 2051) to grant a pension to Eunice Putman; 

A bill (H.R. 7359) to pension Samuel F. Tenant; 

A bill (H. R. 6076) to repeal the special act granting a pension 
to Louisa M. Sippell; 

A bill (H. R. 6181) to grant a pension to Sarah E. Roebuck; 

A bill (H. R. 6985) granting a pension to William Armstrong; 
we = (H. R. 6433) granting an increase of pension to Julia 

eeks; 

A bill (H. R. 5877) granting a pension to Richard R. Knight; 

A bill (A. R. 3988) granting a pension to Marilla Parsons, of 
Detroit, Mich. ; 

A bill (H. R. 5642) granting a pension to Elizabeth Brower, a 
hospital nurse during the war of rebellion; 

A bill (H.R. 8486) to relieve Abraham B. Prince; 

A bill (H.R. 155) to erect a public building at Pottsville, Pa.; 

A bill (H. R. 116) for the erection of a public building at Brook- 
line, Mass.; and 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


FEBRUARY 13, 


A bill (H. R. 7731) for the relief of certain Winnebago Indians 
in Minnesota. 

The message also announced that the Senate had passed with 
amendments bills of the following titles; in which the concur- 
rence of the House was requested: 

A bill (H. R. 4658) granting a pension to Hiram R. Rhea; and 

A bill (H. R. 5216) to amend the act entitled ‘‘An act to estab- 
lish circuit courts of appeals and to define and regulate in certain 
cases the jurisdiction of the courts of the United States, and for 
other purposes,” approved March 3, 1891. 

The message also announced that the Senate had agreed to the 
amendment of the House of Representatives to the concurrent 
resolution providing for the engrossing and enrolling of bills and 
joint resolutions during the last ten days of any Congress. 

The message also announced that the Senate had passed the fol- 
lowing resolution: 

Resolved, That the Secretary be directed to return to the House of Repre- 
sentatives, in compliance with its request, the bill (H.R. 5260) granting an 
increase of pension to Thomas Corigan. 

The message also announced that the Senate had agreed to the 
report of the committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of 
the two Houses on the amendment of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 
5740) incorporating the Society of American Florists. 

The message also announced that the Senate had insisted upon 
its amendments to the bill (H. R. 8234) ‘‘ making appropriations 
for the diplomatic and consular service for the fiscal year ending 
June 30, 1896,” disagreed to by the House of Representatives, an 
had agreed to the conference asked by the House on the dis- 
agreeing votes of the two Houses thereon, and had appointed Mr. 
BLACKBURN, Mr. Bricze, and Mr. HALe as the conferees on the 
part of the Senate. 


LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 


Mr. HARMER, by unanimous consent, obtained leave of ab- 
sence for five days, on account of illness of his son. 


WITHDRAWAL OF PAPERS. 


Mr. MAHON, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to with- 
draw from the files of the House the papers of Charles F. Gillies, 
major Twenty-first Pennsylvania Cavalry Volunteers, there being 
no adverse report by the Committee on Military Affairs. 

JURIES IN THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. 


Mr. HEARD. Mr. Speaker, [ask unanimous consent to take up 
a bill reported from the Judiciary Committee, but relating to the 
District of Columbia, a bill which the Judiciary Committee have 
requested us to try to secure the passage of to-day. It relates to 
juries in this District, and is regarded by the bar and by the courts 
as very important. 

The bill (H. R.8724) to provide for the striking of juries in the 
District of Columbia was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That any party toan action at law pending in the su- 
revere court of the District of Columbia may demand a strack Sore for the 
rial of an issue of fact therein by filing a precipe with the clerk of said court. 
Thereupon the said clerk shall take to his assistance the marshal of the said 
District, and the said clerk and said marshal shall select from persons who 
are qualified to serve as jurors in the said District the names of forty persons, 
im between the parties, who, from their intelligence and sound judg- 
ment, are believed to be well qualified to try the cause. The said clerk sha 
reserve a list of the eee so selected, and shall give four days’ notice to 
th parties or the attorneys of record of the time of striking the jury, and 
shall furnish to each person so notified at the same_time a true copy of such 
list. At the time designated in the said notice to the parties or their attor- 
neys as aforesaid the clerk shall attend at his office for the purpose of strik- 
ing the jury, when the party demanding the jury, or his agent or his attor- 
ney, strike off one name from the list, and the opposite ty, his 
—_ or attorney, another, and so on, alternately, until each shall have 
rack off twelve. If either party fail or refuse to attend or strike, the clerk 
shall strike for him. hen 24 names 1 have been stricken off, the 
clerk shall make a fair copy of the remaining 16 names, they to be the list of 
jurors struck for the t for the cause, and deliver a certified list of the 
to the , together with the venire facias commanding him to 
Ss named in the said list as jurors, and shall annex the 
names contained in said list to the said venire, and the said marshal 
thereupon summon the persons named as commanded in the said writ, and 
shall return the said list with the venire. Upon the trial of the cause the 
names of the jurors shall be called as they stand upon the panel, which order 
must be the same as that of the list at the time of striking the jury, and the 
first twelve of those who appear and are not challen for cause or set aside 
the court shall be the as and shall be sworn as such; but if the jury be 
from such 16 jurors, the mars , under the direction of 
the court, fill up the panel from the bystanders, or, on motion of either party, 
the court shall select the persons to fill the panel and issue a a venire 
returnable therefor forthwith. The party so calling for a special jury shall 
pay the expenses occasioned by the obtaining and trial of the cause by such 
special jury, and the same s not be allowed to him as part of the costs 
in the case unless the court shall immediately after the trial of the cause 
certify upon the record that the said cause was proper to be tried by a spe- 
cial jury. The court, in its discretion, may order the payment of costs of 
striking and summoning a special jury, or any part thereof, before the trial 
of the cause wherein such jury s summoned. 


— I yield to the gentleman from Virginia [Mr. 
IsE]. 
Mr. WISE. Mr. Speaker, this bill is reported by the Commit- 
tee on the Judiciary unanimously, and I do not think any ex- 
planation is necessary. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; and 
being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and 
passed, 





On motion of Mr. HEARD, a motion to reconsider the vote by 
which the bill was passed was laid on the table. 


JUSTICES OF THE PEACE IN THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. 


Mr. HEARD. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for the 
consideration of another measure reported by the Judiciary Com- 
mittee, a Senate bill to extend the jurisdiction of justices of the 
peace in the District, and to regulate proceedings before them. 

The bill (S. 655) was read, as follows: 


A bill (S. 655) to extend’ the jurisdiction of justices of the peace in the District 
of Columbia, and to regulate the proceedings before them. 


Be it enacted, etc., That justices of the peace of the District of Columbia 
shall have jurisdiction to hear, try, and determine all civil pleas and actions, 
including attachment and replevin, when the amount claimed to be due or 
the value of the property sought to be recovered shall not exceed $300, except 
in cases where the title to real estate is in issue, actions for malicious prose- 
cution, actions against justices of the peace or other officers for misconduct 
in office, and actions for slander, ver or written, and actions for damages 
for breaches of promise to marry. oa 

Sec. 2. That such jurisdiction shall be exclusive original jurisdiction where 
the amount claimed to be due or the value of the property sought to be re- 
covered shall not exceed $100, and original and concurrent with the supreme 
court of the District of Columbia where the amount claimed to be due or the 
value of the property sought to be recovered is more than $100, but does not 
exceed $300; and where the sum claimed exceeds $20 either party shall be en- 
titled to a trial by jury. ’ 

Sxc. 3. That no appeal shall be allowed from the judgment of a justice of 
the peace in any common-law action unless the matter in demand in such ac- 
tion or pleaded in set-off thereto shall exceed the sum of $5, nor unless the 
appellant, with sufficient surety, approved by the justice, enters into an un- 
dertaking to pay and satisfy whatever final judgment may be recovered in 
the appellate court, 

Sec. 4. That writs of attachment shall be issued by justices of the peace 
whenever the plaintiff, his agent, or attorney shall file with said justice of the 

ace, whether at the commencement or during the pendency of a suit, an affi- 

avit, supported by the testimony of one or more witnesses, showing the 
grounds upon which he bases his claim,and also setting forth that the plain- 
tiff has a just right to recoveragainst the defendant what he claims in his said 
affidavit, and also stating, either first, that the defendant is a nonresident of 
the District, or, second, that the defendant evades the service of ordinary proc- 
ess by concealing himself or by withdrawing from the District temporarily, 
or, third, that he has removed or is about to remove some of his property 
from the District so as to defeat just demands against him, and shall file his 
paper = Bred undertaking with sufficient surety, to be approved by said jus- 

ce of the peace, to make good all costs and es which the defendant may 
sustain by reason of the wrongful suing out of the attachment. . 

Sec. 5. at if the defendant, his agent, or attorney shall file an affidavit 
traversing the plaintiff's affidavit, the justice of the peace shall determine 
whether the facts set forth in the plaintiff's affidavit are true, and whether 
there was just ground for issui e writ of attachment, and if the facts do 
not sustain the affidavit the justice of the peace shall quash the writ of at- 
tachment or garnishment, and this issue may be tried by said justice of the 
peace summarily. 

Sec. 6. That the thing attached shall not be disc from the custody of 
the officer seizing it until the defendant shall deliver to the said justice of 
the peace, to be filed in the cause, his undertaking, with sufficient surety to 
satisfy and pay the final judgment against him: Provided, however, That the 
principal and surety on such undertaking shall not be liable in a greater sum 
than the value of the thing discharged from such attachment as aforesaid, 
and for costs and disbursements. 

Sec. 7. That if the defendant fail to execute such undertaking provided for 
in the last preceding section, and it shall appear from the testimony of dis- 
interested witnesses that any of the property is of a perishable nature, or if 
the parties to the cause file their consent in writing therefor, the justice may 
issue his order directing the officer having custody thereof to dispose of the 
same as upon execution, and the money realized therefrom shall be paid over 
to the justice and —_ as other money realized from the sale of the prop- 
erty attached is applied. 

Sec. 8. That in case the defendant be found liable to the plaintiff's claim, in 
whole or in part, the final judgment shall be that the plaintiff recover against 
the defendant and his sureties. 

Sec. 9. That publication may be substituted for personal service of process 
upon any defendant who can not be found in suits by attachment. 

Ssc. 10. That no order for the substitution of publication for personal sery- 
ice shall be made till a summons for the defendant shall have been issued and 
returned “not to be found.” 


. Sc. 11. That the order of publication shall be in the following or equivalent 
orm: 


IN JUSTICE’S COURT OF THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. 


Before ——-, esq., a justice of the peace. 

A B, plaintiff, vs. C D, defendant. No. —. 

A summons in due form having been issued out of this court to a lawful 
constable of this District for the said defendant, and the same having been 
by said constable returned “not to be found,” it is hereby ordered that said 
defendant cause his appearance to be entered herein on or before the first 
en ——-, 189 , otherwise the cause will be proceeded with as in case of de- 


ann 12. That the declaration in replevin shall be in the following or equiv- 
ent form: 

The petetie sues the defendant for (wrongfully taking and Gotsining) 
(unjustly detaining) his, said plaintiff's, and chattels, to wit: (describe 
them) of the value of dollars. And the plaintiff claims that the same 
be taken and delivered to him; or, if they are eloigned, that he may have 
judgment of their said value, and all mesne profits and damages, which he 
estimates at - dollars, besides costs. 

Seo. 13. That at the time of filing the declaration in replevin, the plaintiff, 
his agent, or attorney shall file an affidavit, sworn to before the said justice 
of the peace, stating: 

First. That according to affiant’s information and belief the plaintiff is en- 
titled to recover possession of chattels proposed to be replevied, being the 
same described in the declaration. 

Second. That the defendant has seized and detains, or detains, the same. 

Third. That said chattels were not subject to such seizure or detention, and 
were not taken upon any writ of replevin. 











aa. — on the es oon a? ances time — pte an pene 
, &pprov stice \ i 
the ju 7 oer justice o © peace, to abide by and perform 


the said justice's court in the premises. 
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Sc. 15. That if the officer’s return of the writ of replevin be that he has 
served the defendant with copies of t) ‘declaration, notice to plead, and sum- 


mons, but that he could not get possession of the goodsand chattels sued for, 
the —— may prosecute the action for the value of the same and damage 
for detention, or he may renew the writ in order to get possession of the 
goods and chattels themselves. 

Sec. 16. That if the officer's return be that he has taken possession of the 
goods and chattels sued for, but that the defendant is not to be found, the 
said justice of the peace may order that the defendant appear to the action 
by some fixed day, and of this order the justice of the peace shall cause notice 
to be given by publication in some newspaper of the District at least three 
times, the first of which shall be at least twenty days before the day fixed for 
the defendant's appearance. 

Sec. 17. That if the defendant fails to appear the court may proceed as in 
case of default after personal service. . 

Sec. 18. That if the defendant appear he may plead not guilty, in which 
case all special matters of defense may be given in evidence, or he may plead 


ecially. 

SEc. i. That whether defendant plead and the issue thereon joined is 
found against him, or his plea is held bad on demurrer, or he make default 
after personal service or after publication, the plaintiff's damages shall be 
ascertained on the trial, and the damages shall be the full value of the goods, 
if eloigned by the defendant, including in every case the loss sustained by the 
plaintiff by reason of the detention, and judgment shall pass for the plaintiff 


according Ti, 
Sec. 20. at if the issue be found for the defendant, or the plaintiff dis- 
ent shall be that the goods, if de- 


5 


miss or fail to prosecute his suit, the jud 
livered to the plaintiff, be returned to the defendant, with damages, 67, on 
failure, that the defendant recover against the plaintiff and his surety the 
damages by him sustained, to be assessed by the jury trying the issue, or by 
the justice trying the case without a jury, or, where the plaintiff dismisses 
or fails to prosecute his suit, by the justice. 

SEc. 21. t ifthe defendant has eloigned the things sued for the justice 
or the jury trying the case may assess such damages as may compe! the de- 
fendant to return the things. 

Sxc. 22. That the judgment in such cases shall be that the plaintiff recover 
against the defendant the value of the’goodsas found, to be discharged by the 
return of the things with damages for detention, which shall also be as- 
sessed by the justice or jury trying the case. 

Sec. 25. That when a property is taken on execution or attachment 
issued by a justice of the peace, and such property is claimed by a person 
other than a defendant therein, or is claimed by the defendant to be property 
exempt from execution, and such claimant shall give notice in writing to the 
constable of his claim tosuch property, or that it is exempt as aforesaid, the 
constable shall notify the plaintiff in such writ, or his agent or attorney, of 
such claim, and s also notify such plaintiff and the claimant before what 
justice and at what timeand place a trialof the right of property shall be had. 

Sec. 24. That the trial of the right of property im such cases shall be be- 
fore the justice of the se who issued such writ, unless removed by change 
of venue, as now provided by law; or, if he should be unable toattend to such 
trial, before some other justice of the peace in the said District. 

Sec. 2%. That the justice shall enter such cases on his docket, and the trial 
shall be had therein in the same manner as in other trials before justices of 
the peace; and a change of venue may be taken as in other cases. 

Sxzc. 26. That in case the property shall appear to belong to the claimant, 
or to be exempt from execution, judgment shall be entered against the plain- 
tiff in the execution or attachment for costs, and the property levied upon 
shall be released. If it shall appear that the property does not belong to the 


} claimant, or is not so exempt as aforesaid, judgment shall be entered against 


said claimant for costs, including such additional costs as shall bave been 
made , the delay in the execution of such writ. 

Sec. 27. That an appeal may be taken as in other cases, providing the same 
is prayed on the day of the entering of judgment, and the bond shall be 

iven within six days, Sunday exclusive, from the time of entering of the 
judgment. 

Sec. 28. That the judgment in such cases shall be a complete indemnity to 
the constable in proceeding to sell or return any such pri yperty; and in case 
of appeal the constable shall return such property unless the party claiming, 
or the defendant in the execution, or his agent, shall enter into an undertak- 
ing with sufficient security to be approved by the justice for the delivery of 
such property to the officer if the judgment of the court shall be against the 
party entering into such undertaking. 

Sec. 29. That the supreme court of the District is hereby authorized to 
make and establish such additional rules of practice and prescribe forms of 
process and proceedings rendered necessary by this act, and to alter and 
amend the same as it may from time to time deem advisable. 

Sec. 30. That all acts and parts of acts inconsistent with the provisions of 
this act are hereby repealed; but nothing herein shall be construed to take 
away and limit the jurisdiction conferred upon justices of the peace by chap 
om’ 19 ~ the Revised Statutes of the United States relating to the District of 

Solumbia. 


Mr. HEARD. Mr. Speaker, this bill has been unanimously re- 
ported by the Judiciary Committee of the House, and there has 
been no protest against it by anybody in the District as far as I 
have heard. 

The bill was ordered to a third reading; and it was accordingly 
read the third time, and passed. 

On motion of Mr. HEARD,a motion to reconsider the vote by 
which the bill was passed was laid on the table. 

The House then, on motion of Mr. HEARD (at 5 o’clock and 5 
minutes p. m.), adjourned until 11 o’clock a. m. Thursday. 





REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PRIVATE BILLS. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, private bills and resolutions were 
severally reported from committees, delivered to the Clerk, and 
referred to the Committee of the Whole House, as follows: 

By Mr. MAHON, from the Committee on War Claims: 

A bill (H. R. 2897) for the relief of the legal representatives ‘of 
Calvin B. Cunningham. (Report No. 1820.) 

A bill (H. R. 7967) for the relief of William P. Buckmaster. 
(Report No. 1821.) 

By Mr. HUTCHESON, from the Committee on Claims: A bill 
(S. 1881) for the relief of Edward H. Murrell. (Report No. 1822.) 

By Mr. CURTIS of New York, from the Committee on Military 





Affairs: A bill (H.R. 8391) for the relief of Michael Ryan. 
port No. 1823.) 

By Mr. TURNER of Virginia, from the Committee on Pensions: 

A bill (H. R. 7091) to pension Parmelia Glass, a daughter of a de- 
ceased Revolutionary veteran. (Report No. 1825.) 

A bill (H. R. 7090) to pension Sarah Wharton, a daughter of a 
deceased Revolutionary veteran. (Report No. 1826.) 

By Mr. MOSES, from the same committee: 

A bill (H. R. 8811) granting a pension to James Jones. 
No. 1827.) 

A bill (H. R. 82438) eons an increase of pension to James H. 
Jones,sr. (Report No. 1828.) 

A bill (H. R. 901) to pension William Russell for services in Or- 
egon Indian wars. (Report No. 1829.) 

By Mr. TAWNEY, from the same committee: A bill (H. R. 
5154) to pension John Morris. (Report No. 1830.) 

By Mr. STALLINGS, from the same committee: A bill (H.R. 
8782) granting a pension to Joseph S. Bunker. (Report No. 1831.) 

By Mr. BOWERS of California, from the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs: A bill (H.R.7352) to remove the charge of deser- 
tion from the military record of William J. Blain. (Report No. 
1832.) 


(Re- 


(Report 


——_ 


PUBLIC BILLS, MEMORIALS, AND RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 8 of Rule XXII, bills, resolutions, and memorials 
of the following titles were introduced, and severally referred as 
follows: 

By Mr. SIMPSON: A bill (H. R. 8864) to remove the bar of the 
statute of limitation and give the right of appeal in certain 
cases—to tne Committee on Labor. 

By Mr. HUDSON: A bill (H. R. 8865) requiring bridges across 
navigable rivers chartered by the Government to pay 3 per cent 
per annum of their gross earnings to the United States for the 
franchise—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. COCKRELL: A resolution calling upon the Secretary 
of the Interior to suspend action in the opening of lands in the 
territory situated in Greer County, Tex.—to the Committee on 
the Territories. 

By Mr. HARTMAN: A resolution calling upon the Secretary 
of the ae for certain information regarding the receipts of 
the Treasury Department in coin, provided for in section 3657 of 
the Revised Statutes—to tue Committee on Banking and Cur- 


rency. 

By Mr. McGANN: A resolution setting aside Wednesday, Feb- 
ruary 20, 1895, for the consideration of bills reported by the Com- 
mittee on Labor—to the Committee on Rules. 

By Mr. HUNTER: A resolution of the house of representatives 
of the State of Illinois, asking for the completion of the improve- 
ment of the harbor at Waukegan, 1il.—to the Committee on 
and Harbors. 

By Mr. HUDSON: A joint memorial of the State legislature of 
Kansas, asking Congress to make an appropriation for a scientific 
investigation of the feasibility of storing the waters of the Upper 
Missouri, Platte, and other rivers flowing from the Rocky Moun- 
tains for irrigation and other purposes—to the Committee on 
Irrigation of Arid Lands. 

Also, a joint memorial of the State legislature of Kansas, ask- 
ing Congress to submit to theseveral States a proposition to amend 
the Constitution of the United States so asto provide for the elec- 
tion of United States Senators by direct vote of the people—to 
the Committee on Election of President and Vice-President and 
Representatives in Congress. 


ivers 


PRIVATE BILLS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills of the following titles 
were presented and referred as follows: 

By Mr. DOCKERY: A bill (H.R. 8866) granting a pension to 
Thomas Brewer—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. LANE: A bill (H. R. 8867) granting an increase of pen- 
sion to Joseph L. Cannon—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

= Mr. McRAE: A bill (H. R. 8868) for the relief of the estate 
of Elias Wheat, deceased—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8869) for the relief of John McDermott—to 
the Committee on War C ; 

By Mr. O’NEILL of Missouri: A bill (H.R. 8870) to increase the 
pension of Nellie J. Meeker—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 


ons. 
Also, a bill oS. 8871) to remove the charge of desertion from 
ee record of nis Byrnes—to the Commi on Military Af- 
airs. 
By Mr. WILLIAMS of Illinois: A bill (H. R. 8872) for the re- 
lief of Stephen Williams—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 
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PETITIONS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, the following petitions and papers 
were laid on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows: 

Mr. ALEXANDER: Papers to accompany the claim of 
Flavell W. Foster, of New Hanover County, N C.—to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims. 

By Mr. BELTZHOOVER: Resolution of American agricul- 
tural college experimental stations in favor of Columbian dairy 
tests—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, resolution of citizens of York, Pa., against sectarian ap- 
propriations—to the Committe on Appropriations. 

Also, resolution of citizens of York, Pa., against granting the 
right of suffrage to aliens—to the Committee on the Fatelary 

By Mr. CRAIN: Petition of merchants and citizens of the Lower 
Rio Grande, against the adoption of the Cockrell resolution affect- 
ing the Zona Libre, Mexico—to the Committee on Ways and 

eans. 

By Mr. DOCKERY: Petition of W. N. McKinney and 32 other 
citizens of Clay County, Mo., praying for certain jurisdiction of 
courts hereafter established in Indian Territory—to the Commit- 
tee on the Territories. 

By Mr. DRAPER: Petition of citizens of Mountain Top, Pa., 
for the passage of House bill 8091—to the Committee on Inter- 
state and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, petition of citizens of Elmira, N. Y., for the passage of 
House bill 8091 to promote the safety of employees on railroads— 
to the Committee on Interstate and borelgn Commerce. 

Also, petition of citizens of Andrews, Ind., for the passage of 
House bill 8091—to the Committee on Interstate oad Foreign 
Commerce. 

By Mr. HARMER: Preamble and resolution adopted at a meet- 
ing of 277 citizens of Germantown, Philadelphia, Pa., in favor of 
maintaining civil and religious liberty by absolute separation of 
church and state, and in favor of an amendment to the Constitu- 
tion of the United States against the use of the property or credit 
of the United States, or any State, or any money raised by tax- 
ation, for maintaining any institution wholly orin part under sec- 
tarian or ecclesiastical control—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. HOPKINS of Pennsylvania: Petition of 130 citizens of 
Lycoming County, praying for the adoption of a constitutional 
amendment on the subject of religion—to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

By Mr. HUNTER: Resolutions of the Agricultural Society of 
Chicago, protesting against the manner of distribution of see 
to the Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. KIEFER: Resolutions of the Commercial Club of Still- 
water, Minn., for improvement of St. Croix Lake and River—to 
the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

rd Mr. McRAE: Petition of W. D. Eakin and 54 other citizens 
of Fulton, Ark., asking for protection against the caving of the 
Red River bank—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. NORTHWAY: Petition of President E. V. Zollars and 
10 others, of Hiram College, Hiram, Ohio, praying for the sup- 
pression of the Louisiana Lottery—to the Committee on Interstate 
and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. PAYNE: Petition for suppression of lottery companies, 
by citizens of Syracuse, N. Y.—to the Committee on Interstate 
and Foreign Commerce, 

By Mr. PEARSON: Resolution of Mingo Lodge, No. 22, Amal- 
gamated Association of Iron and Steel Workers, United States, 
protesting (1) against the issue of interest-bearing bonds; (2) ask- 
ing for legislation prohibiting their issue in time of peace; (3) for 
the free and unlimited coinage of silver at the ratio of 16 to 1; 
(4) for the issue of full legal-tender paper money in sufficient vol- 
ume to make the aggregate of circulation of gold, silver, and pa- 
per currency not to exceed $50 per capita, and for the abolition of 
national banks and the issue of money by the Government direct— 
to the Committee on Banking and Currency. 

By Mr. REILLY: Resolution of 71 citizens of a County, 
Pa., in favor of a constitutional amendment to be known as six- 
teenth amendment—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, resolution of 71 citizens of Schuylkill County, Pa., in favor 
of a constitutional amendment restricting the right of suffrage to 
citizens of the United States—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. SPRINGER: Circular letter of Henry H. Goodell, chair- 
man executive committee of the Association of American Agri- 
cultural College and Experiment Stations, in favor of the publica- 
tion of the records of the Columbian dairy tests—to the Committee 
on Agriculture. 

By Mr. WANGER: Preamble and resolutions of a meeting of 171 
citizens of Royersford, 62 of Doylestown, and 40 of Eden, Bucks 
County, Pa., for the submission of an amendment to the Constitu- 
tion prohibiting any establishment of religion, or sectarian appro- 
priations, etc.—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Aiso, preamble and resolutions of a meeting of 171 citizens of 
Royersford, 62 of Doylestown, and 40 of Eden, Bucks County, and 
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50 of Wyndmoor, Pa., for the submission of an amendment to the 
Constitution prohibiting any State from granting the franchise to 
any person not a citizen of the United States—to the Committee 
on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. WISE: Petition from citizens of Richmond, Va., rela- 
tive to granting the right of suffrage to persons not citizens of the 
United States—to the Committee on the Judiciary. _ 

Also, petition from citizens of Manchester, Va., relative to grant- 
ing the right of suffrage to persons not citizens of the United 
States—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. WHEELER of Alabama: Petition of Mary A. Aberna- 
thy, of Giles County, Tenn., praying that her claim be referred 
to the Court of Claims—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. WOOMER: Resolutions adopted_by a meeting of 140 
citizens of Lebanon and 75 of Harrisburg, Pa., against appropri- 
ating public money to aid sectarian institutions—to the Commit- 
tee on the Judiciary. 

Also, resolutions adopted at a meeting of 70 citizens of Steelton, 
Pa., against granting the right of suffrage to persons not citizens 
of the United States--to the Committee on the Judiciary. 





SENATE. 
THURSDAY, February 14, 1895. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. W. H. Mitsurn, D. D. 
The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved. 


CREDENTIALS, 


Mr. WALSH presented the credentials of Augustus O. Bacon, 
chosen by the legislature of the State of Georgia a Senator from 
that State for the term commencing March 4, 1895. 

The credentials were read, and ordered to be filed. 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. T. O. 
TowLEs, its Chief Clerk, announced that the House had agreed to 
the amendments of the Senate to the following bills: 

A bill (H. R. 4658) granting a pension to Hiram B. Rhea; and 

A bill (H. R.5216) to amend the act entitled ‘An act to establish 
circuit courts of appeals and to define and regulate in certain 
cases the jurisdiction of the courts of the United States, and for 
other purposes,” approved March 18, 1891. 

The message also announced that the House had passed the fol- 
lowing bill and joint resolution: 

A bill (S. 655) to extend the jurisdiction of justices of the peace 
in the District of Columbia, and to regulate the proceedings before 
them; and 

A joint resolution (S. R. 128) making an appropriation of $5,000 
for clearing the Potomac River of ice. 


ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


The message further announced that the Speaker of the House 
had signed the following enrolled bills and joint resolution; and 
they were thereupon signed by the Vice-President: 

A bill (S. 1667) to provide for coinage at the branch mint at 
Denver, Colo.; 

_ A bill (S. 2699) for the encouragement of education in the State 
of Mississippi; and 

A joint resolution (S. R. 113) instructing the Secretary of War 
to return to the State of Michigan the flags of certain regiments 
of Michigan Volunteer Infantry. 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS, 


The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a communica- 
tion from the Secretary of State, transmitting, in response to a 
resolution of the 12th instant calling for information as to what 
foreign nations, ifany, have adopted or refused to adopt the regu- 
lations for preventing collisions at sea, etc., certain correspondence 
relating to the subject; which,on the motion of Mr. VEstT, was, 
with the accompanying papers, referred to the Committee on Com- 
merce, and ordered to be printed. 

He also laid before the we acommunication from the Secre- 
tary of War, transmitting, in response to a resolution of the 8th 
instant calling for all reports as to surveys for improving Colum- 
bia River, Oregon and Washington, at Three Mile Rapids, and the 
construction and equipment of a boat railway from the foot of The 
Dalles Rapids to the a of Celilo Falls, etc., a letter from the 
Chief of Engineers, together with letters from Maj. James C. Post, 
Corps of Engineers, respecting the survey for locating the pro- 

osed boat railway; which, on the motion of Mr. MircHELL of 
nm, Was, with the accompanying papers, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 

He also laid before the Senate a communication from the Secre- 
tary of the Treasury, transmitting, in compliance with section 194 
of the Revised Statutes, a list embracing the names of the clerks 





and other persons employed in the several bureaus of that Depart- 
ment during the calendar year ended December 31, 1894. 

_Mr. COCKRELL. I see that the communication transmits 
simply a list of names contained in the roll of paper on the Sec- 
retary’s desk. I suggest that the letter of the Secretary of the 
Treasury be printed and that the roll of names be referred to the 
— on Printing to determine whether it shall be printed 
or not. 

‘ = VICE-PRESIDENT. Without objection it will be so or- 
ered, 


THE TREASURY RESERVE FUND. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a communica- 
tion from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting, in response 
to a resolution of the 31st ultimo eating for information as to 
what portion of the reserve (so called) of $100,000,000 in the Treas- 
ury on January 1, 1893, has been used for current expenditures, 
and how much of the fund realized from the recent sale of bonds 
has been so used, and the amount required to replace the money 
so used, etc.; statements of the assets of the Treasury on January 
i, 1893, in excess of the liabilities on account of gold certificates, 
a certificates, currency certificates, and Treasury notes of 

The Secretary proceeded to read the communication. 

Mr. GORMAN. I suggest that by unanimous consent the fur- 
ther reading of the communication be dispensed with, and that 
it be printed in the REcoRD and in document form as well. 

Mr. COCKRELL. And referred to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. GORMAN. And referred to the Committee on Finance. 

Let it be printed in document form, with a special order to have 
it printed and on the desks of Senators to-morrow morning. 

he VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the request of 
= a from Maryland? The Chair hears none, and it is so 
ordered. 


: o- communication from the Secretary of the Treasury is as 
ollows: 


TREASURY DEPARTMENT, OFFICE OF THE SECRETARY, 


Washington, D. C., February 13, 1895. 
To the President of the Senate: 


is I have the honor to acknowledge the receipt of the following Senate resolu- 
ion: 

“Resolved, That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and is hereby, directed 
to inform the Senate what portion of the reserve (so called) of $10,000,000 in 
the Treasury on January 1, 1893, has been used for current expenditures, and 
how much of the fund realized from the recent sales of bonds has been so 
used, and the amount required to replace the money so used. 

“* Resolved, That the Secretary of the Treasury is hereby directed to report 
to the Senate the actual available cash balances in the Treasury applicable 
to current expenditures of the Government on January 1, 1894, giving spe- 
cifically the amount, respectively, of gold coin and bullion, less ali outstand- 
ing gold certificates and standard silver dollars, less outstanding silver cer- 
tificates and current subsidiary silver coin, United States notes, less currenc 
certificates outstanding, and Treasury notes of July 14, 1890, and national 
bank notes less national-bank 5 per cent fund, and showing the aggregate of 
such available cash balances not including but stating the actual amount of 
the gold in the Treasury asthe reserve or redemption fund, and the actual 
amount of the national-bank-note redemption fund, and the outstanding 
checks and drafts; and also a like statement respecting all the foregoing 
items on the Ist day of July, 1893. 

“Second. The actual amount of revenue received from customs, internal 
revenue, and miscellaneous sources in separate items, and also the amounts 
received from the sale of United States bonds from the Ist day of January, 
1894, to the 3lst day of December, 1894, both days inclusive. 

“ Third. A statement showing in detail all payments from the Treasury on 
every account except the redemption of United States and Treasury notes 
from the Ist day of January, 1894, to the 3lst day of December, 1894, both days 
inclusive, and stating ogee g the amount paid during that time for in- 
terest on the public debt, and the amount of payments on account of the 
sinking fund, the amount of payments on account of pensions, rivers and 
harbors, and public buildings. 

“Fourth. A statement showing the balance of cash in the Treasury on the 
3ist day of December, 1894, available for the current expenses of the Govern- 
ment, but not including the gold-reserve fund, and a statement showing of 
what this balance consists—the amount in each class of notes and the amount 
in fractional coin. 

“Fifth. The actual amount of gold in the Treasury on the Ist day of July 
and January, 1894, applicable to the redemption fund, the amount of gold re- 
ceived from the sale of bonds or other obligations of the Government from 
the Ist day of January, 1894, to the 3ist day of December, 1894, both inclusive, the 
amount of Treasury notesand United States notes redeemed in gold between 
the same dates, and the actual balance of gold on thisaccount on the 3ist day 
of December, 1894, and also the amount of United States notes redeemed or 
Treasury notes by the payment of gold that have since been paid out of the 
Treas for current expenses, and the amount of said notes so redeemed 
now in the Treasury. 

“ Sixth. A detailed statement showing the amount of spenepricticns au- 
thorized by various acts of Congress, which, since the Ist day of July, 1893, 
have not been drawn from the Treasury. In other words, all the obligations 
of the Government incurred by such authorized expenditures up to and in- 
cluding the 3lst day of December, 1894, other than the amount due to the 
sinking fund. 

“Seventh. The amount due to the sinking fund on the 3lst day of Decem- 
ber, 1894.” 

In response to the resolution, I have the honor to state: 

1. 

That the assets of the Treasury on January 1, 1893, in excess of the liabili- 
ties on account of gold certificates, silver certificates, currency certificates, 
and Treasury notes of 1890, were as follows: 
eo emu ananees 


#100, 000, 000. 00 
ets ca a na telied aiewbade (deste seunssetorcers 


70, 313, 967. 46 


Re eater SR 170, 313, 967.48 
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The funds realized from sales of bonds during 1894 were: 


Gold and gald cortiBeates ..c.0ic~ scesvens oseepeccctibintineeageta $117,380, 282. 74 
Other moneys 312. 09 


Total : 
The amounts available, in excess of current receipts, were therefore: 


Gold reserve and gold proceeds of bonds $217, 380, 282. 74 
Other moneys 70, 314, 279. 55 


Total 287, 694, 562. 29 
_ The assets of the Treasury on January 31, 1895, in excess of gold certificates, 
silver certificates, currency certificates, and Treasury notes of 1890 were: 
Gold reserve S44, 705, 967. 27 
37, 986, 451. 77 
Total 182, 692, 419. 04 
Hence it appears that the original gold reserve, augmented by the gold 
roceeds of the sales of bonds, was diminished durin: e period of twent y 
ve months to the extent of $172,674,315.47, of which $105,002, 43.25 was directiy 
or indirectly devoted to current expenses, and $67,672,172.22, which had been 
converted into notes by the process of redemption, was stillon hand. It is 
proper to state in this connection that when United States notes or Treas- 
ury notes of 1890 are redeemed in gold they are received into and held as 
poe of the general cash assets in the Treasury, the same as any other mone 
longing to the Government, and under the acts of May 31, 1878, and July 14, 
1800, thev are paid out when necessary to defray the public expenses. en- 
ever it has been possible to do so, the redeemed notes have been used to pro- 
cure gold coin by exchange with banks and other financial institutions, and 
in this way a large amount of gold was restored to the gold reserve fund dur- 
the summer of 1893, and some since that time. 


Il. 


That the assets and liabilities of the Treasury in excess of certificates and 
Treasury notes outstanding were: 


ASSETS. 


July 1, 1893. January 1,1894. 


_ 


Silver dollars and buliion 
Fractional silver coin 

United States notes 

Treasury notes of 1890 
National-bank notes 

Minor coin and fractional currency 
Deposits in banks 

Bonds and interest paid 
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Bank-note 5 per cent fund 

Outstanding checks and drafts 
Disbursing officers’ balances 

Other deposit and redemption accounts 


Total agency account i 
Gold reserve 95, 485, 413. 59 
Net balance -....-- 26, 976, 876. 79 


Total liabilities 160, 450, 681. 89 





Internal revenue 
gudiciary om 
Diplomatic -_. 
Interior, civil 


(7) The condition of the sinking fund was as follows on the Ist day of Janu- 
ary, 18%: 
Balance July 1, 1894 $101, 782, 383. 35 
Appropriation fiscal year 1 48, 750, 000. 00 


Total available 
Expenditures six months ending December 31, 1894 


Balance unexpended January 1, 1895 


' ” J. G. CARLISLE, Secretary. 


PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS, 


Mr, SHERMAN presented a memorial of ar Lodge, No. 22, 
Amalgamated Association of Steel and Iron Workers, of Mingo 


FrBRuARY 14, 


(2) The receipts of the Government (exclusive: of postal) from January 1, 
1894, to December 51, 1894, were as follows: 


RGINIIIEL,. .. cinncs ettte a Metsm esnoatbiees sedan SAM ecedacnshniddincctneieteiiaibeideiss $131, 670, 769. 80 
Internal revenue 156, 010, 034. 89 
MIU. «os niin Rakin Adunipued deuthsnasehs déuebaeaids 17, 507, 123.08 
pepeaite for redemption of national-bank notes 19, 175, 051. 00 
Sale of $100, 000,000 5 per cent bonds 117,171, 795.71 
Total receipts 441, 534, 774. 43 


(3) The expenditures of the Government (exclusive of postal) from Janu- 
ary 1, 1894, to December 31, 1894, were as follows: 

Civil and miscellaneous, including $5,299,285.30 for public build- 

ings $101, 869, 341. 26 

42, 320, 215. 13 

81, 984, 374. 87 

9, 888, 135. 99 

SINT itis incastbicnaetand <thidhe sieabieriiamn dingnrnn aie tomimehinnsivir ee aulieiabidh 140, 164, 521.05 

Interest on the public debt 28, 874, 363. 44 

Redemption of national-bank notes 12, 575, 510. 25 

Sinking fund 88, 202.20 


Total expenditures 377, 764, 663. 69 


(4) The balance of cash in the Treasury on December 31, 1894, available for 

_ nee expenses of the Government, but not including the gold-reserve 
und: 

Silver dollars and bullion 
Fractional silver coin 14, 483, 636.17 
EN EEE LLG EE GE TR NI IO ST EE 858 34, 914, 157.53 
Treasury notes of 1890 28, 369, 950. 00 
National-bank notes 4, 759, 972.19 
Minor coin . 42 
Deposits in banks 
Bonds and interest paid 


106, 375, 740. 55 
(5) The actual amount of qu in the Treasury on the Ist day of July and 
January, 1894, applicable to the redemption fund was as follows: 


July 1 $64, 873, 024. 55 
January 1 80, 891, 600.13 
The amount of gold received from the sale of United States bonds from 
January 1, 1894, to mber 31, 1894, both inclusive, was $117,380,282.74. 
The amount of Treasury notes and United States notes redeemed in gold 
between the same dates was as follows: 


Treasur $17, 804, 045. 00 
United 123, 941, 059. 00 


141, 745, 104. 00 

The actual balance of gold on this account on the 3lst day of December, 1894, 
was $86,244,445.05. 

The amount of United States notes and Treasury notes in the Treasury 
January 1, 1894, exclusive of United States notes held for the redemption of 
currency certificates outstanding, was $6,289,086. Adding to this $141,745,104 
the amoant of such notes redeemed to December 31, 1894, as above stated, and 
$45,117,738, the amount of like redemptions during the following month, gives 
a total of $193,151,928 of such notes available during the whole period, exclusive 
of ordinary receipts. The amount of these notes remaining in the Treasury 
on Jan 81, 1895, the date of the resolution, was $85,627,989, showing that of 
the total of $186,862,842 redeemed in gold from January 1, 1894, there had been 
pas out the sum of $107,523,939, and there was remaining in the Treasury a 

lance of $79,338,908. Of the amount paid out $87,985,453 was for current ex- 
penoes, and $39,538,486 was in exchange for other kinds of money, including 


gold. 

(6) The following statement shows the unexpended balances of appropria- 
tions July 1, 1894; the ree for the fiscal year ending June 30, ; 
the total amount availa 
during the six months ending December 31, 1894, and the balance available 
for expenditure January 1, 1895: 


895, 
e forexpenditure July 1, 1804; the amount expended 


Expenditures 
Balances aver _— Total six months apeeneine. 
July 1, 1894. year 1895. available. er tee uary 1, 1895. 


& 


$49, 704, 437.70 | $19, 452,868.82 | $90, 251, 563. 88 
13, 222; 133.17 | “ 6,205,601.37 | — 7,016, 531.80 
4, 083, 924. 74 : 2.3 
6, 107, 245. 44 ! 2 
502. 83 
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“771, 616, 408. 18 
15,336,077.92 | 14.0477 


"186, 952, 480.10 | 255, 955, 089. 94 
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Junction, Ohio, remonstrating against the further issuance of 
United States bonds and praying for the free coinage of silver, 
the issuance of additional United States notes, and the abolish- 
ment of national banks; which was referred to the Committee on 
Finance. 

He also presented a petition of the Ohio Valley Trades and 
Labor Assembly, of Martins Ferry, Ohio, ae for the passage 
of the so-called Stone immigration bill provi oes the consular 
inspection of immigrants before embarkation; which was referred 
to the Committee on Immigration. 

He also presented petitions of sundry citizens of Miamisburg, 
of 50 citizens of Tallmadge, and of 78 citizens of Martins Ferry, 
in the State of Ohio, praying for the adoption of an amendment 








1895. 





to the Constitution of the United States prohibiting the appro- 
priation of moneys for sectarian purposes; which were referred 
to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

He also presented petitions of sundry citizens of Miamisburg, 
of 41 citizens of St. Clair, and of 50 citizens of Tallmage, all in the 
State of Ohio, praying for the adoption of an amendment to the 
Constitution of the United States providing that ‘‘no State shall 
grant the right of franchise to any person who is not a citizen of 
the United States;” which were referred to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. ; 

Mr. BUTLER presented a petition of Charleston Branch No. 
454, National Association of Letter Carriers, of Charleston, S.C., 
praying for the passage of Senate bill No. 2523, which guarantees 
to every letter carrier a hearing before dismissal; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

Mr. BLANCHARD presented a petition of the Medical Society 
of Shreveport, La., praying for the establishment of a depart- 
ment of public health; which was referred to the Committee on 
Epidemic Diseases. 

Mr. CULLOM presented a petition of the electrotypers’ union of 
Chicago, Ill., praying for the passage of House bill No. 5603, to 
ameliorate the condition of American seamen; which was ordered 
to lie on the table. 

He also presented a memorial of Pomona Grange, No. 33, of 
Peoria County, I., ens against the passage of the so- 
called Patterson railroad pooling bill; which was ordered to lie on 
the table. 

Mr. ALLEN presented a petition of 55 citizens of Coosa County, 
Ala., praying for u republican form of government in that State; 
which was referred to the Committee on Privileges and Elections. 

Mr. HOAR presented a petition of 197 citizens of Worcester, 
Mass., and a petition of 136 citizens of Haverhill, Mass., praying 
for the adoption of an amendment to the Constitution of the 
United States prohibiting the appropriation of money by Congress 
for sectarian purposes; which were referred to the Committee on 
the Judiciary. 

He also presented petitions of sundry bankers and brokers of 
Boston, Mass., praying for the enactment of legislation providing 
for the issuance of gold bonds for the completion of the syndicate 
contract; which were referred to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. COCKRELL presented a petition of Local Union, No. 486, 
United Mine Workers, of Elliott, Mo., praying for the passage of 
House bill No. 5603, to ameliorate the condition of American sea- 
men; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented a petition of 39 citizens of Condray, Mo., pray- 
ing for the adoption of an amendment to the Constitution of the 
United States providing that ‘‘no State shall nt the right of 
franchise to any person who is not a citizen of the United States;” 
which was referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. TELLER presented a memorial of sundry citizens of Over- 
ton, Colo., remonstrating against the issuance of bonds by the 
Government of the United States; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Finance. 

He also presented a petition of 90 citizens of Colorado Springs, 
Colo., praying for the adoption of an amendment to the Constitu- 
tion of the United States prohibiting the appropriation of moneys 
for sectarian purposes; which was refe to the Committee on 
the Judiciary. 

He also presented a petition of the People’s Party Club of Pueblo, 
Colo., praying for the enactment of legislation to define and limit 
the power and authority of the executive and judicial departments 
of the Government in suppressing insurrections; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

He also presented a petition of Typographical Union, No. 82, of 
Colorado Springs, Colo., praying for the passage of House bill No. 
5608, to ameliorate the condition of American seamen; which was 
ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. MURPHY presented a petition of sundry post-office em- 
ea of Jamestown, N. Y., praying for the passage of Senate 

ill No. 2523, relating to the removal of letter carriers; which was 
referred to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 


CRIMINAL TRIALS BY COURTS OF THE CHOCTAW NATION. 


Mr. PLATT. LIhold in my hand a petition which I think is of 
sufficient importance to entitle me to ask the attention of the 
Senate to itfora moment. The petition is short. I think the 
reading of it will perhaps obviate the necessity of any explanation 
of the circumstances on my part, and I will ask the indulgence 
of the Senate while I read the petition. It is from certain per- 
sons who are now on trial for murder in the Choctaw Nation. It 
is addressed to the Senate and House of Representatives, and is 
as follows: 

Your petitioners, the ed, citizens of the Choctaw Nation by blood, 


bat living under the American flag, respectfully represent that they are now 
on trial by the courtsof the Choctaw Nation by indictment on the false ames 


of murder: that such indictment is due to homicide wing out of a i 
cal feud; that eight of your petitioners have ainendiy boon: tried on Lorge 


this c 
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and convicted of murder, but are now standing a new trial because of the de- 
mand of the honorable the Secretary of the Interior; that on their former 
trial they were tried by an unconstitutional jury. They were not allowed to 
have any evidence whatever. They were even refused the right to address 
the jury in their own behalf. They practically were denied the right of ap- 
, and were informed by the judge on the bench in passing sentence of 
eath on them that they need expect no delay by appeal or otherwise, and 
they were sentenced to prompt execution; your petitioners further represent 
that one of their number upon such a tragic mock trial, to wit, Silan Lewis, 
was actually sentenced and shot, not in accordance with law, through the 
heart, but through the right side, and was then smothered to death by hold- 
ing the nostrils and forcibly pressing a handkerchie? over the mouth, causing 
a hideous and cruel death. 
Your petitioners are deeply apprehensive of similar treatment and they im- 
lore the Government of the United States that the constitutional right of a 


air trial shall be secured to them as provided by the Choctaw treaty, and 
that the right of appeal may be provided from a Choctaw court to the United 
States court where the judges are free from ignorance, prejudice, or malice. 

Your petitioners humbly pray this measure of justice at the hands of the 
great parent Government in the name of humanity and in the name of God. 


our very humble servants. 

Signed by several of the persons who are under indictment. 

Mr. President, I wish to say that I believe if all the facts relat- 
ing to that trial and the execution of that Indian were known 
they would shock the civilized world. I have here a little phote- 
graph [exhibiting] which was taken by an amateur photographer 
of the scene of the death of the Indian who was executed. It is 
claimed, and I believe truly, that one of the leading opponents of 
the political party to which the Indian sentenced to death belonged 
requested the privilege of shooting the Indian condemned, and 
that it was granted to him by the court. 

The Choctaw law provides that an Indian who is to be executed 
shall be shot through the heart. This shooting was done at short 
range. It is scarcely ible that there was any mistake as to the 
aim of the party who did the killing; but instead of shooting him 
through the heart he shot him through the right side, and when 
he fell upon the ground his feet were held and he was smothered to 
death in about twenty minutes by the holding of a handkerchief 
to his nose and mouth. Meanwhile the person who bad shot him, 
who was his enemy, was standing by complacently looking on the 
scene. It is the most horrible thing in my judgment that hasever 
occurred in the United States under forms of law. Iam happy to 
say that it did not occur under the forms of law of the United 
States Government, but of the Choctaw tribe, which calls itself a 
nation and insists that the United Statesshall recognize it as a na- 
tion. 

Mr. GRAY. May I ask the Senator from Connecticut what 
date is fixed for the executions which have been postponed? 

Mr. PLATT. Nine persons were tried for this offense and sen- 
tenced under the circumstances which I believe are truly set up in 
the petition. Upon arepresentation that they had had no fair trial, 
that they had not been allowed to be heard even in their own de- 
fense, the Secretary of the Interior, without much law I must 
confess, insisted that there should be a new trial, and I think 
went so far as to indicate that if it was neglected the troops of the 
United States would be used to prevent the execution. So, anew 
trial was granted by the court, and one person has already been 
tried the second time. That person was sentenced to death, and 
was executed, I think, four or five months ago. The Senator from 
Arkansas may know. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. It was some time during the fall; in 
October, I think. 

Mr. PLATT. He was executed some time during the fall. The 
other eight are still to be tried by the same court, and they ask 
that a law be passed by Congress which will allow them an appeal 
from that court to the United States court. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I should like to ask the Senator from Con- 
necticut a question. He says that the trial had not taken place 
under the ‘United States law. Certainly the United States law 
permits the existence on the soil of the country of these Indian 
courts which are engaging in these barbarous methods of conduct- 
ing what is called justice. 

r. HALE. I suppose that is by stipulation of treaty. 

Mr. PLATT. Itis. I can not go into that subject. That will 
come — discussion in the Senate in a few days. I trust that 
some will come before the Senate which will result in an ap- 

from these courts to the United States courts, notwithstand- 
ing any treaty which may be supposed to prevent it at the present 
time. 

Mr.GRAY. May I ask the Senator whether the President has 
any power of commutation or reprieve or interference under those 
treaties? 

Mr. PLATT. If we admit the contention of the Choctaw Na- 
tion and the other Five Civilized Tribes neither the Government 
of the United States nor the Executive has any power whatever 
except to guarantee that those governments shall exist. This is 
their contention. 

Mr. President, I ask that the petition be referred to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary, which has a bill now under consideration 
which I hope will result in providing for an appeal from those 
courts. 

Mr. TELLER. Mr. President, I wish to say one word about 
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this matter. The Secretary of the Interior intervened in this case 
very properly, asI think. I consulted him about the matter my- 
self and advised him to intervene and prevent the execution of 
this Indian and the others who were then threatened with execu- 
tion, on the ground that they had not had a fair trial. The trial 
had been an absolute farce, a disgrace even to the semicivilization 
of the Indian Territory, and a disgrace to the people of the United 
States that such a condition of affairs should exist within our bor- 
ders. But undoubtedly the Secretary of the Interior was power- 
less by law, if the treaties are to be respected and obeyed and ob- 
served, to interfere except in an advisory way. However, he did 
go so far, and properly, too, I think, as to say that no execution 
should take place under that judgment. Thereupon, as the Sena- 
tor from Connecticut states, there was a new trial, which undoubt- 
edly was not in better form or any better calculated to do justice 
between the parties than the other, and this Indian was again 
convicted. The Secretary of the Interior then felt that he had 
gone as far as he could go and that in that case he would have to 
allow the Indian law te take its course; and he did allowit. The 
fault is not the fault of the Secretary of the Interior. 

Mr. PLATT. Not at all. 

Mr. TELLER. No; nobody complains of the Secretary of the 
Interior. He did everything probably that he could do under the 
circumstances. He would have done more if authority had been 

iven him. He was alive to the situation and anxious to see that 
justice was done. The fault lies in our allowing those people, in 
defiance of the true principles of law, to conduct trials in the way 
they do. There is a controversy between two factions there. It is 
utterly impossible that one should have any justice in the courts 
controlled by the other. Everyone who is acquainted with the 
Indian character understands that the Indian is a savage creature 
by nature, and the slight civilization that he has taken on in the 
Indian Territory has not changed his natural condition and dispo- 
sition very much. 

I agree with the Senator from Connecticut that it has reached a 
point now where it is the duty of the United States to avoid a dis- 

aceful condition and to provide some method by which the In- 

ian courts shall either be wi out absolutely and jurisdiction 
taken from them or that there shall be some provision of law by 
which either the executive or the judicial branch of the Govern- 
ment shall have some review of those so-called courts, which are 
partial in the extreme and not calculated at any time to do justice 
to the Indian who is brought before them. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The petition will be referred to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES, 


Mr. PLATT, from the Committee on Indian Affairs, reported an 
amendment intended to be proposed to the sundry civil appropria- 
tion bill, and submitted a report thereon; which was referred, with 
the poctneney ae report, to the Committee on Appropriations. 

Mr. DAVIS, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to whom 
was referred the joint resolution Res. 199) relative to the medal 
of honor authorized by the acts of July 12, 1862, and March 3, 1863, 
reported it with an amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

r. BATE, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to whom 
was referred the bill Se edie amend the record of Simon 
Rice, of Company A, Sixth Ma: d Volunteers, reported it with- 
out amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the 
bill (S. 1293) to relieve Benjamin F. Church from the charge of 
desertion, submitted an adverse report thereon; which was agreed 
to, and the bill was postponed indefinitely. 

Mr. VEST, from the Committee on Commerce, to whom was re- 
ferred the bill (H. R. 8499) to authorize the construction of a 
bridge across the Missouri River in the county of Dakota, in the 
State of Nebraska, and in the city of Sioux City, in the county of 
Woodbury, in the State of Iowa, reported it without amendment. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the 
bill (S. 2564) to authorize the construction of a bridge across the 
Missouri River in the county of Dakota, in the State of Nebraska, 
and in the city of Sioux City, in the county of Woodbury, in the 
State of Iowa, reported adversely thereon, and the bill was post- 
poned indefinitely. 

He also, from the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, 
to whom was referred an amendment submitted y Mr. Linpsay 
on the 13th instant, intended to be proposed to the sundry civil 
appropriation bill, None favorably thereon, and moved that it 
be referred to the Committee on Appropriations and printed; 
which was agreed to. 

Mr. COKE, from the Committee on Commerce, to whom was 
referred the amendment submitted by himself yesterday, intended 
to be proposed to the sundry civil appropriation bill, reported it 
with an amendment and moved that it be referred to the Com- 
mittee on Eg and be printed; which was agreed to. 

Mr. COCKRELL, from the Joint Commission of Co to 
Inquire into the Status of Laws Organizing the Executive Depart- 
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ments, to whom the subject was referred, submitted a report ac- 
companied by a bill (8S. 2762) to repeal in part section 229 of the 
Revised Statutes of the United States, and for other purposes; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee 
on Military Affairs. 

Mr. PEFFER, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was 
referred the bill (8.2732) granting a pension to William Brown, 
meer it with an amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

fr. VILAS, from the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads, 
to whom was referred the bill (8.2503) for the relief of James 
are reported it without amendment, and submitted a report 
thereon. 

Mr. HANSBROUGH, from the Committee on Pensions, towhom 
was referred the bill (S. 2664) to increase the _—— of Mrs. Mary 
es reported it without amendment, and submitted a report 
thereon. 

Mr. PROCTOR, from the Committee on Agriculture and For- 
estry, to whom was referred an amendment submitted by Mr. 
ALLEN on the 8th ultimo intended to be de ge to the Agricul- 
tural appropriation bill, reported adversely thereon; and the 
amendment was postponed indefinitely. 

Mr. CAREY, from the Committee on Public Lands, to whom 
was referred an amendment submitted by himself on the 12th 
instant intended to be proposed to the sundry civil appropriation 
bill, reported favorably thereon, and moved that it be referred to 
the Committee on Appropriations, and printed; which was agreed 


to. 
Mr. PETTIGREW, from the Committee on Indian Affairs, re- 
sage an amendment intended to be proposed by him to the In- 
ian appropriation bill; which was referred to the Committee on 
Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 


VICTOR HUGO M’CORD. 


Mr. DAVIS, from the Committee on Foreign Relations, to whom 
the subject was referred, reported the following resolution, and 
submitted a report thereon: 

Be it resolved, That the President is hereby requested to continue the in- 
vestigation and efforts heretofore made by the United States in the matter 
of the claim of Victor Hugo MacCord, a citizen of the United States, against 
the Government of Peru, to the end that such an adjustment of said claim 
may be made as may be warranted by the facts in the case and by the law 
applicable thereto. 


ELECTION OF SENATORS BY THE PEOPLE. 


Mr. TURPIE. I ask unanimous consent to call up for consid- 
eration the joint resolution (H. Res. 20) proposing an amend- 
ment to the Constitution providing that Senators shall be elected 
by the ne of the several States. 

Mr.CALL. Iam compelled to object, and to call for the regu- 
lar order. I havea resolution of very great importance to my 
people which I desire to have considered this morning. 

e VICE-PRESIDENT. There is objection for the present, 
Bills and joint resolutions are next in order. 

Mr. PERKINS. I desire to introduce a bill. 

Mr.TURPIE. I move that the Senate proceed to’ the consid- 
eration of the joint resolution. 

Mr.BATE. Let us get through with the morning business. 

Mr.MANDERSON. Ihope the Senator from Indiana will with- 
hold his motion for the present. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair will state to the Senator 
from Indiana that his motion can not be entertained until after 
the routine morning business is closed. 


FORD’S THEATER DISASTER. 


Mr. MANDERSON. Mr. President, by the sundry civil ap- 
propriation act of last year there was appointed a special joint 
committee of the two Houses of Congress on the Ford’s Theater 
disaster. I am directed by that committee to report an amend- 
ment to the sundry civil appropriation bill providing for the 
payment of ‘$5,000 in each case to the heirs or legal representa- 
tives of all persons who were instantly killed or who evidently 
died as the result of injuries received at that time. 

I desire to say that all who have died as the result of their in- 
juries have their cases investigated and are included in this 
amendment, except the heirs of George Christopher Bollinger 
and Lydia P. Reynolds. 

The cases of those injured are being investigated by the joint 
committee, but it is very evident that nothing can be done in their 
cases until the next session of Congress. The inclination of the 
committee will be to continue its work during the vacation, and 
IT earnestly hope at the next session of Congress that the com- 
mittee, whatever members may compose it, will be able finally to 
close this matter. 

I make this statement because I know that many Senators have 
constituents who are interested in the matter, and we are all re- 
ceiving numerous letters and applications concerning it. I ho 
the Committee on Appropriations will be prompt to act favorably 
on this amendment, and at least pay those who have lost their sup- 
port by the death of their fathers or husbands, 














The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment will be referred to 
the Committee on Appropriations, in the absence of objection. 
PACIFIC COAST STATE CLAIMS. 
Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. I aminstructed by the Committee 
on Claims to report back favorably an amendment referred to 
that committee, with the recommendation that it be referred to 


the Committee on Appropriations. The amendment proposes to 
pay. the States of California, Oregon, and Nevada the amount of 
money so by those States in the ee of rebellion, as 
shown by the report of the Secretary of War, Executive Docu- 
ment No. 11, Fifty-first Congress, first session. 

I will state, in a word, that these claims have been very thor- 
oughly investigated by the Secretary of War, the investigation 
occupying some two years. A bill was introduced heretofore in 
the Senate and favorably reported from the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs on this subject and passed the Senate at the last Con- 

ess. Another bill on the subject has been favorably reported 
a the committee, and is now on the Calendar of the Senate. 

I ask that the amendment be referred to the Committee on Ap- 
propriations, without printing, as the bill is now under considera- 
tion, and I ee that committee will insert it in the sundry civil 
appropriation bill. 

he VICE-PRESIDENT. That reference will be made, in the 
absence of objection. 

Mr. STEWART. I think the amendment reported by the Sena- 
tor from Oregon had better be printed. We may want copies of it. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. Very well; I have no objection to 
the printing of the document. 

e VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment will be printed, and 
referred to the Committee on Appropriations. 
BILLS INTRODUCED. 

Mr. PERKINS introduced a bill (S. 2754) to provide for the pur- 
chase of a site and the erection of a public building thereon at 
Oakland, in the State of California; which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds. 

Mr. McMILLAN introduced a bill (S. 2755) to establish wind 
signal stations at South Manitou Island, Lake Michigan; which 
was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Com- 


merce. 

Mr. CAMERON introduced a bill (S. 2756) for the relief of Oliver 
M. Blair, administrator of Thomas P. Blair, deceased; which was 
read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. BURROWS introduced a bill (S. 2757) providing for an 
additional circuit judgein the sixth judicial circnit, and for other 

urposes; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Comnithes on the Judiciary. 

Mr. HOAR introduced a bill (S. 2758) granting a pension to 
William Bradshaw; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 2759) granting a pension to Ezra J. 
Riggs; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 2760) granting a pension to Joseph 
W. Clark; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Pensions, 

Mr. MANDERSON introduced a bill (S. 2761) for the recogni- 
tion of the military service of the officers and enlisted men of cer- 
tain Pennsylvania mili organizations; which was read twice 
by its title, andreferred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

AMENDMENTS TO APPROPRIATION BILLS. 

Mr. WOLCOTT submitted an amendment intended to be pro- 
posed by him to the sundry civil ee. bill; which was 
ordered to be printed, and, with the accompanying papers, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. DUBOIS submitted an amendment intended to be proposed 
by him to the sundry civil appropriation bill; which was referred 
to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. FRYE submitted an amendment intended to be proposed 
by him to the deficiency appropriation bill; which was ordered to 
be printed, and, with the accompanying papers, referred to the 
Committee on Foreign Relations. 

Mr. HILL submitted an amendment intended to be proposed by 
him to the sundry civil appropriation bill; which was referred to 
the Committee on Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 

MISSISSIPPI RIVER BRIDGE AT ST. LOUIS. 

On motion of Mr. VEST, it was 


Ordered, That House bill No. 5645 authorizing the construction of a bridge 
»ver the Mississippi River to the city of St. Louis, in the State of Missouri 
rom some suitable point between the north line of St. Clair County, Ill.,and 

the southwest line of said county, be recommitted to the Committee on Com- 


merce. 
REPORT ON DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA CORPORATIONS. 
Mr. GORMAN submitted the following resolution; which was 
considered by unanimous consent, and agreed to: 
Resolved, That there be printed for the use of the Senate document room 
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9 copies of Senate Report No. 1379, Fifty-second Congress, second session, 
being the report of the Select Committee on Incorporated Companies in the 
District of Columbia. 


TAXES UPON DISTILLED SPIRITS. 


Mr. LODGE. I offer a resolution which I send to the desk, and 
I ask for its present consideration. 

The resolution was read, as follows: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of the Treasury be instructed to inform the 
Senate what his present estimate is of the return from the internal-revenne 
taxes upon distilled spirits; and whether he has any reason to believe that 

ere will be any reduction in the revenue from this source owing to the 
closing of distilleries; and whether he has any information that would lead 
him to suppose that such closing of distilleries and consequent reduction of 
the revenue are likely to occur during the next calendar year. 

_The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the present con- 
sideration of the resolution? 

Mr. CALL. I make no objection, but I desire to give notice 
that if there is any debate on the resolution I shall insist on the 
regular order. 

e resolution was considered by unanimous consent, and 
to. 
PRESIDENTIAL APPROVALS. 


A message from the President of the United States, by Mr. O. L. 
PRUDEN, one of his secretaries, announced that the President had 
on the 12th instant approved and signed the act (S. 2352) grant- 
ing right of way to the Forest City and Sioux City Railroad Com- 
pany through the Sioux Indian Reservation. 

The message also announced that the President of the United 
States had on the 13th instant approved and signed the following 
acts: 

An act (S. 2165) to amend an act entitled ‘“‘An act to provide 
for the settlement of all outstanding claims against the District 
of Columbia, and conferring jurisdiction on the Court of Claims 
to hear the same, and for other purposes,” approved June 16, 1880; 

An act (5.1935) granting a pension to Elizabeth Ellery; 

An act (5.828) granting a pension to Julia E. Lock, formerly 
widow of the late Gen. Daniel McCook; and 

An act (S. 879) granting a pension to Josephine P. Kelton, widow 
of Brig. Gen. John C. Kelton, late Adjutant-General United States 
Army, deceased. 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. T. O. 
TOWLEs, its Chief Clerk, announced that the House had passed 
the bill (S. 1717) to authorize the appointment of women as public 
school trustees in the District of Columbia, with an amendment; 
in which it requested the concurrence of the Senate. 

The message also announced that the House had passed the fol- 
lowing bills; in which it requested the concurrence of the Senate: 

A bill (H. R. 4704) for the relief of Basil Moreland; 

A bill (H. R. 6816) to amend the charter of the District of Co- 
lumbia Suburban Railway Company; 

A bill (H. R. 8057) to incorporate the East Washington Belt 
Line Railway Company; 

A bill (H. R. 8260) to authorize the Commissioners of the Dis- 
trict of Columbia to have established a union street-car passenger 
station on B street north, between Sixth and Seventh streets; 

A bill (H. R. 8427) to amend the charter of the Eckington and 
Soldiers’ Home Railway Company; 

A bill (H. R. 8624) for the relie? of. James Linskey from the op- 
eration of the act restricting the ownership of real estate in the 
Territories and the District of Columbia to American citizens; 

A bill (H. R. 8696) to amend the act to incorporate the American 
University; 

A bill i. R. 8698) to authorize the Washington and Marlboro 
Electric Railway Company of Maryland to extehd its line of road 
into and within the District of Columbia; 

A bill (H. R. 8714) to incorporate the Capital Railway Company; 


and 
A bill (H. R. 8724) to provide for the striking of juries in the 
District of Columbia. 


REPORT ON HOMES OF WORKING PEOPLE, 


The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate the following 
message from the President of the United States; which was read, 
and, with the accompanying papers, referred to the Committee on 
Printing, and ordered to be printed: 


To the Senate and House of Representatives: 


I transmit herewith the eighth special report of the Commissioner of 
Labor, which relates to ‘“‘ The Housing of the Working People” in different 
countries. 

GROVER CLEVELAND. 

EXECUTIVE MANSION, February 1, 1895. 


HOUSE BILLS REFERRED. 


The bill (H. R. 4704) for the relief of Basil Moreland was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Claims. 
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The following bills were severally read twice by their titles, and 
referred to the Committee on the District of Columbia: 

A bill (H. R. 8057) to incorporate the East Washington Belt Line 
Railway Company; 

A bill (H. R. 8260) to authorize the Commissioners of the Dis- 
trict of Columbia to have established a union street-car passenger 
station on B street north, between Sixth and Seventh streets; 

A bill (H. > to amend the charter of the Eckington and 
Soldiers’ Home Railway Company; 

A bill (H.R. 8624) for the relief of James Linskey from the 
operation of the act restricting the ownership of real estate in the 

erritories and the District of Columbia to American citizens; 

A bill (H. R, 8696) to amend the act to incorporate the American 
University; 

A bill (H. R. 8698) to authorize the Washington and Marlboro 
Electric Railway Company of Maryland to extend its line of 
road into and within the District of Columbia; and 
' A bill (H. R. 8714) to incorporate the Capital Railway Company. 


LOUISIANA OR HONDURAS LOTTERY COMPANY. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. If there be no further concurrent or 
other resolutions the Chair lays before the Senate a resolution sub- 
mitted by the Senator from Florida [Mr. CALL}, coming over from 
&@ previous day, which will be read: 

he Secretary read the resolution submitted by Mr. CALL on 
the 98th instant, as follows: 


Resolved by the Senate, Thata special committee be, and is hereby, created, 
who shall be charged with the duty of inquiring and reporting to the Senate 
whether the Louisiana or Honduras Lottery Company has been established 
and is now operating in the United States and is engaged in business herein 
and in the use of the mails and of the interstate-commerce corporations or 
companies in violation of the laws of the United States. The committee shall 
also inquire whether the Louisiana or Honduras Company, its owners, man- 
agers, directors, or agents have entered into a combination with any person 
or person or corporations for the control of the elections of the members of 
Congress and whether it owns, either directly or indirectly, any interest in 
newspapers published in the United States and whether they, or any of them, 
have contributed money for the establishment of newspapers or for subsidiz- 
ing newspapers. 

e committee shall also inquire and + what sums of money, if any, 
have been expended by the Louisiana or Honduras Lottery Company to in- 
fiuence the legislation of are, or by any person or corporation in an 
way connected, combined with, or interested in such lottery company, an 
by ak persons such money was expended, and by what persons it was con. 
tributed. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 
resolution. 

Mr. CALL. 
after line 12. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The resolution will be modified as 
indicated by the Senator from Florida. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. Let us hear the proposed amendment, Mr. 
President. 

Mr. CHANDLER. lIask for the reading of the resolution as 
the Senator modifies it. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The resolution will be read as modi- 
fied. 

The Secretary read as follows: 


Resolved by the Senate, That aspecial committee be, and is pee created, 
who shall be charged with the duty of inquiring and re ng to the Senate 
whether the Louisiana or Honduras Lottery Company been established 
and is now operating in the United States and is engaged in business 
and in the use of the mails and of the interstate-commerce corporatiozis or 
companies in violation of the laws of the United States. The committee shall 
also uire whether the Louisiana or Honduras Company, its owners, man- 
anata, dmaainat, or agents have entered into a combination with any yrs 
or persons pr corporations for the control of the elections of the members of 
Congress. 


Mr. CALL. I ask leave to insert in the REcorD a letter from 
the pastor of the First ie pam ye Church in the District of 
Columbia, in behalf of himself and the clergy of the country in 
8 rt of this resolution. , 

“Phe VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection. The Chair hears 
none, and it will be so ordered. 

The letter referred to is as follows: 


95 I Street NORTHWEST, 
Washington, D. C., Febrwary 13, 1895. 
Honorep Sir: At a meeting of Ministers’ Association of 
this city, held Monday, February 11, I was directed as the secre to com- 
muniecate with you in to a matter of much im . e have 
learned of the effort which you have been ing for some time in the Sen- 
ate to have that body take some decisive action in regard to the Louisiana Lot- 
tery, now doing business at Tam Fila., and we desire to assure you, sir, of 
our fullest sympathy in this matter, and regret that the Senate has treated 
ur effort with such indifference. ’ It is our hope that you will persevere in 
matter until some action is taken by the Senate that will be in ac- 
cord with the needs of the case to thwart the a persons who are 
engaged in so open a defiance of the law against the lottery. 
© =. sir, = age Lord bless you in your effort. 
es u 
cbse ADOLOS ALLEN, 
Pastor First Presbyterian Church. 
{Attended by the President and Mrs. Cleveland. 
To Senator W. CALL. 


I move to amend the resolution by striking out all 
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Mr. BLACKBURN. Mr. President, it is so clearly proper that 
some reference should be made of this resolution and the proposed 
amendment, that I now move to refer the resolution submitted by 
the Senator from Florida as it is proposed to be amended to the 
Committee on Privileges and Elections. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on the motion of the 
Senator from Kentucky. 

Mr.CALL. I hope that motion will notprevail. It is evidently 
intended im the interest of the Honduras Lottery Company. 
[Laughter.] It is not intended, Mr. President, for the purpose 
of ascertaining anything in regard to the subject. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. If theSenator will allowme, I never heard 
of the Honduras Lottery Company and care as little about it as I 
do about the resolution. It is not bothering me half as much as 
the resolution is bothering the Senate and interfering with the 
public business. [Iam perfectly willing to change my motion, if 
it will please the Senator from Florida, and send the resolution to 
the Committee on Post-Offices or to the Committee on Revolution- 
ary Claims or to the Private Land Claims Committee, or to perdi- 
tion. [Laughter.] 

Mr. CALL. Mr. President—— 

Mr. CHANDLER. Will the Senator allow me a serious word? 

Mr. CALL. In one moment. 

The Senator from Kentucky, in all his action upon this subject, 
whether he intends it or not, has been promoting the interests of 
the lottery company and its operations in the United States. He 
may think, contrary to the opimion of the great mass of the reli- 
gious people, contrary to the opinion of all right-thinking people, 
that the operations of this great corporation are beneficial, and 
desire to encourage them, and all these motions for reference are 
to that end and for that purpose. 

Mr. CHANDLER. r. President, I wish to state to the Sena- 
tor from Kentucky that the Senator from Florida has so modified 
this resolution that I think there will be no objection to its pas- 
sage. I know the only object the Senator from Kentucky in 
making his motion was to remove the resolution from the way of 
the pending appropriation bill, which the Senator desires to have 
considered. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. That is all I want. 

‘ — CALL. There is no appropriation bill now before the 
enate. 

Mr. CHANDLER. If the Senate is ready, to vote upon the 
adoption of the resolution, I hope the Senator from Kentucky will 


give us an ey for that vote. 

Mr. GORMAN and others. Question! 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on the motion of the 
Senator from Kentucky to refer the pending resolution to the 
Committee on Privileges and Elections. 

Mr. CALL. On that I call for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered; and the Secretary proceeded 


to call the roll. 
Mr. COKE (when his name was called). Iam paired with the 
(when his name was called). I transfer my 


Senator from m [Mr. DonpPH}. 

Mr. McLAURI 
—— pair with the junior Senator from Rhode Island [Mr. 

xon]} to the junior Senator from South Carolina [Mr. Irpy] 
and vote ‘‘ yea.” 

The roll call was coneluded. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Wisconsin. Has the Senator from Wyo- 
ming = CaREY]} voted, Mr. President? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. He has not voted. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Wisconsin. I am paired with that Senator, 
and withhold my vote. 

Mr. PASCO. I am paired with the Senator from North Car- 
olina [Mr. PrircHarpD}. In his absence I withhold my vote. 

Mr. CAFFERY. I am paired with the Senator from Montana 
[Mr. PowrErR]} who is absent. Not knowing how he would vote if 
present, I withhold my vote. 

Mr. McPHERSON (after having voted in the affirmative). I 
am paired with the Senator from Delaware [Mr. Hieais] and 
therefore withdraw my vote. 

The result was announced—yeas 16, nays 35; as follows: 
YEAS—16. 

McLaurin, 
MeMillan, 


Manderson, 
Morgan, 


NAYS—3. 
Mantle, 


Mitel hell of Oreg. 
te . 
Morrill, 


seamen. 
ray, 
Jonesof Ark. 
Lindsay, 


Ransom, 
Vest, 


Wolcott. 


Pugh. 
Roach, 
Sherman, 
Smith, 
Srewars, 
Hoar, T 
Kyle, i Woburn. 
Proct 


Lodge, 


Cullom, 
Dubois. 


Geor. . 
iencbrowst, 
Hawley, 
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NOT VOTING—36. 
Hunton, 


Dixon, Power, 


Berry, Dolph, Irby, Pritchard, 
Brice, an Jones of Nev. ay. 
Butler, Gallinger, McPherson, Shoup, 
Caffery, Gibson, Mills, : Squire, 
Carey Gordon, Mitchell of Wis. Vilas, 
Coke, Hale, Murphy, Voorhees, 
Dani+l, Harris, Pasco, White, 
Davis, Higgins, Platt, Wilson. 


So the Senate refused to refer the resolution to the Committee 
on Privileges and Elections. 

Mr. FAULKNER. I move tostrike out all that part of the res- 
olution referring to elections for members of Congress. I do not 
see myself that the Senate has anything to do with that matter. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from West Virginia 
offers an amendment to the resolution which will be stated. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Let the resolution be first read as modified by 
the Senator from Florida, that we may understand it. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The resolution as modified by the 
Senator from Florida will be read. 

The Secretary read the resolution of Mr. CALL as modified. 

Mr. FAULKNER. Now, let my amendment be read. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment proposed by the 
Senator from West Virginia will be stated. . 

The SECRETARY. It is proposed to strike out of the resolution 
the following: 

The committee shall also inquire whether the Louisiana or Honduras Com- 
pany, its owners, managers, directors, or agents, have entered into a combi- 
nation with any person or persons or corporations for the control of the elec- 
tions of the members of Congress. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on the amendment 
proposed by the Senator from West Virginia. 

r. CALL. Mr. President, I hope the Senate will not agree to 

the amendment proposed by the Senator from West Virginia. I 
do not care to address the Senate at length — that subject, but 
itis manifest that the Senator from West Virginia had no real 
urpose in this amendment which is beneficial in the country. 
No one questions that if these great foreign corporations can ex- 
ercise influences here, not in Congress, but in the United States, 
affecting the election of members of Congress, it is within the 

rovince and the duty of every member of Congress to see that a 
Trevign corporation, composed of a few individuals, shall not here 
in our country by the use of money and corrupt means endeavor 
to corrupt the suffrage of the country. at a proposition is 
that for the Senator from West Virginia to make here in the 
presence of the fact that the whole moral and religious sentiment 
of this country has been directed against the powerful influences 
of this corporation in this particular direction. I hope that no 
consideration will be given to the amendment. 

Mr. MORGAN. Mr. President, the Senator from Florida, in 
that part of the resolution which is not included in the amend- 
ment offered by the Senator from West Virginia, will arrive at 
every practical result which it is ible for the Senate or for the 
House of Representatives to deal with in the way of legislation. 
If the Senator from Florida desires to put upon the country an 
investigation of political affairs, those that concern his election or 
the election of his colleague or the election of members of the 
House of Representatives, and to have committees sent out from 
this body to investigate into the political conditions of Florida, 
in my opinion he is violating the best interests of the people of 
the United States, and is popes for this body a jurisdiction 
which is denied, and which is denied upon high authority. If the 
Senator desires to bring that subject now before the Senate of the 
United States, and to have it investigated upon its merits and 
upon the constitutional foundation on which he seeks to rest it, I 
notify him that he will have a long time to work before he will 
get his resolution through this body. 

This Senate has something else to do besides inVolving itself in 
personal quarrels between politicians in Florida or anywhere else. 
Our time, so precious now to the welfare of this whole country, 
ought not to be absorbed by these a tee quarrels and difficul- 
ties which are necessarily involved in such inquiries as are now 
launched before the Senate. 

The Senator from Florida may think, Mr. President, that he 
will get some accessions of strength from politicians in this body 
by bringing in that feature of this resolution and by taking the 

vice of gentlemen who are continually assisting him in trying 
to get this country involved in political turmoil for the mere pur- 
pose of obstructing the welfare and real interest and business of 
a but he will find that heis mistaken. He can not accom- 
plish that result in this body at this time, because, if a filibuster 
— the general progress of business is to be inaugurated here, 

this Senate and the House of Representatives are to be clogged 
and fettered in this moment of great anxiety on the part of the 
people of the United States by bringing forward these personal 
wrangles and personal political quarrels, I notify Senators that 
they must take the responsibility and that they can not carry their 
measures into effect. 





Mr. CALL. Will the Senator allow me to interrupt him? 

Mr. MORGAN. Certainly. er 

Mr. CALL. I will consent to modify the resolution in the way 
suggested. 

Mr. MORGAN. Very good. Then I will vote for the resolu- 
tion. 

Mr. WOLCOTT. Let the resolution be read. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The resolution as modified will be 
read. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

Resolved by the Senate, That a special committee be, and is hereby, created, 
who shall be charged with the duty of inquiring and reporting to the Senate 
whether the Louisiana or Honduras Lottery Company has been established 
and is now operating in the United States and is engaged in business therein 
and in the use of the mails and of the interstate-commerce corporations or 
companies in violation of the laws of the United States. 


Mr. WOLCOTT. Mr. President, I heartily sympathize with 
the remarks which were made by the Senator from Alabama | Mr. 
MoreGan]. I did not suppose that this resolution was seriously 
considered by anybody, except for the purpose of obstructing pub- 
lic business, and I do not believe now, except by the Senator from 
Florida himself, that anybody seriously contemplates that this 
Congress shall engage in such an idle and useless and unconstitu- 
tional chase as this resolution, if adopted, would devolve upon us 
to engage in. 

Of what value would be the first of the resolution as the 
resolution has been emasculated? e have a law of the United 
States, which we passed three years ago, providing that it shall 
be a crime for any person to engage in the business of a lottery or 
for persons to buy tickets or for persons to sell tickets, and we 
went so far as to make it an indictable offense in the city of New 
Orleans for a person in the city of Washington to put a letter in 
the mails to purchase a lottery ticket which should be received and 
taken out of the mail in New Orleans. We punish the sender and 
receiver. Our Committee on Appropriations has reported biils ap- 
propriating money, and they have been passed, authorizing the 
Post-Office Department to punish just such crimes as we are now 
seeking to investigate. 

Gur laws are as rigid as laws can be. Congress through its 
Appropriations Committee has given the Department sufficient 
funds to wipe out the lottery business. It would be just as com- 
petent and just as wise, it seems to me, for Congress to appoint a 
special committee to determine whether or not stealing is still 
going on in violation of law, or for Congress to investigate whether 
or not the crime of arson is being committed in the Western States, 
or whether or not any other thing forbidden by law is being done. 

If somebody can show me what we are to gain by the passage of 
a resolution hke this, I shall be very glad to vote for it. I can not 
understand what the Senator from Florida can hope to gain by the 

of a resolution which shall appoint, at great expense to 
the people of this country—for this means the drawing out of the 
contingent fund of ten or fifteen thousand dollars to investigate—— 

Mr. ALDRICH. As I understand the resolution, no money can 
be expended under it. 

Mr. WOLCOTT. Oh, Mr. President, we all know that at the 
close of a session of a Congress a resolution is slid through, giv- 
ing every one of these committees the right to sit during the re- 
cess, and the first man who in his race can reach the Secretary 
of the Senate and file his lien on the contingent fund is the man 
whose committee does the business; and it is nothing but a strug- 
gle from the last hour of the session to see what committee can 
get public money to expend on these investigations, 90 per cent of 
which are useless, and 90 per cent of which are intended to be use- 
less. If Senators want to go West, it is to investigate Alaska or 
the Indians; if they want to take some other trip, it is to investi- 
gate some other matter. 

This resolution is to investigate whether or not the laws are be- 
ing disobeyed, when there are laws upon the statute book defining 
the penalty for the commission of the offense. 

If we are to gain anything by the investigation I stand ready to 
vote for it; but if it be merely that we are to put ourselves upon 
record against this resolution for fear that we may be charged 
with favoring lotteries—if there is some false sentimentality to be 
brought in to influence our votes, that is another thing. 

But, Mr. President, it is idle and it is wicked, if we are trying 
to save the public money, that we should embark on a wild-goose 
investigation, which is sup to be followed by an appropria- 
tion of several thousand dollars, to investigate by a solemn com- 
mittee of Senators that which the ordinary posial agents of the 
Department at $150 a month are better able and better compe- 
tent to investigate than any committee of this body. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 
resolution as modified. 

Mr. CALL. Mr. President, I desire to submit a few observa- 
tions on the resolution. The propositions of the Senator from 
Colorado [Mr. Wo cort] are evidently and entirely unreasonable. 
He maintains that because there is a law it does not need to be 
amended, and because there is a law that there is no necessity, 
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whatever may be the magnitude of the evil, and however existing 
law may fail to afford a remedy for additional legislation to sup- 
press it. These are the propositions which the Senator from Col- 
orado propounds to the Senate and the people. They have no 
foundation in reason. They do not relate to the subject. The 
proposition upon which the resolution is submitted is this: A 
great, powerful corporation took possession of one of the States 
of this Union. It extended its operations throughout the United 
States. It used the mail facilities. 

The Congress of the United States, in obedience to public senti- 
ment and in aid of the people of Louisiana, passed certain laws 
for the purpose of ay that evil. The evil still exists un- 
der another name and with a domicile in a foreign country. The 
Senator from Colorado knows that evil in its entire magnitude in 
the State of Louisiana has been reproduced elsewhere in the 
United States. Of what avail, then, with his intelligence that he 
should make a man of straw to knock down? The proposition on 
which this resolution rests is one that every intelligent man in the 
United States knows to be true, and these attempts to cover it 
with ridicule only reflect ridicule upon those who make them. 
The purpose of this opposition is to protect that great, powerful 
corporation in its influence upon the public policy and the laws 
of the United States, and there can be no other. 

Mr. President, I hope the Senate, in obedience to the public 
sentiment of all right-thinking people of every party, will. pass 
the resolution and let us ascertain what are the facts in regard to 
the matter. Let us ascertain whether this great, foreign corpora- 
tion, composed of a few citizens of the United States and of 
foreign countries, under the shelter of a foreign domicile is repro- 
ducing all the public evils which it created in the State of Lou- 
isiana, and if it is, whether we have or have not the power to 
suppress it by proper legislation. I ask for the adoption of the 
resolution. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. Mr. President—— 

Mr. TELLER. Let us have a vote on the resolution. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. Imove that the Senate now proceed to 
the consideration of the bill makin ee for the support 
of the postal service for the next year. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 
motion of the Senator from Kemtecksr, 

Mr. CALL, I rae that motion will not prevail. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. It is not debatable. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The motion is not debatable. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. I object to any debate. 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE, 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. T. O. 
TowLgs, its Chief Clerk, announced that the House had passed a 
bill (H. R. 4693) for the promotion of anatomical science, and to 
prevent the desecration of graves in the District of Columbia; in 
which it requested the concurrence of the Senate. 

The message also announced that the House had passed the bill 
(S. 444) making the surveyor of the District of Columbia a sala- 
ried officer, and to provide for more efficient service in the sur- 
veyor’s office, with amendments; in which it requested the con- 
currence of the Senate. 

ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


The message further announced that the Speaker of the House 
had signed the following enrolled bill and joint resolution; and 
they were thereupon signed by the Vice-President: 

A bill (H. oe to adopt special rules for the navigation of 
harbors, rivers, and inland waters of the United States, except 
the Great Lakes and their connecting and tributary waters as far 
east as Montreal, supplementary to the act of August 19, 1890, en- 
titled a act to adopt regulations for preventing collisions at 
sea;” an 

A joint resolution (H. Res.140) to confirm the enlargement of 
the Red Cliff Indian Reservation in the State of Wisconsin, made 
in 1863, and for the allotment of the same. 


HOUSE BILL REFERRED, 


The bill (H.R. 4693) for the promotion of anatomical science 
and to prevent the desecration of graves in the District of Co- 
lumbia was read twice by its title, and referred to the Commit- 
tee on the District of Columbia. 


POST-OFFICE APPROPRIATION BILL. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 
motion of the Senator from Kentucky [Mr. BLACKBURN] that the 
a —n to the consideration of the Post-Office appropria- 
tion bill. 

Mr. CALL and Mr. GEORGE called for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered; and the Secretary proceeded 
to call the roll. 

Mr. COKE (when his name was called). I am paired with the 
Senator from O mn [Mr. DoLPx]. 

Mr. McLAURIN (when his name was called). I transfer my 
pair with the junior Senator from Rhode Island [Mr. Drxon] to 


FEBRUARY 14, 


the junior Senator from South Carolina [Mr. IrBy], and vote 
** vea.” 

The roll call having been concluded, the result was announced— 
yeas 43, nays 14; as follows: 


YEAS—43. 
Aldrich, Faulkner, MeMillan, Platt, 
Allison, Gorman, McPherson, Proctor, 


Berry Gray, Manderson, Ransom, 
Blackburn, Hal Martin, . 
Camden, Mitchell of Oreg. Sherman, 
Cameron, $ Morgan, Smith, 
Carey, H Morrill, Vest, 
Chandler, Palmer, ilas, 
Pase Walsh, 


Cockrell, Lindsay, 0, 
Cullom, g Peffer, Wolcott. 


Ze, 
Davis, McLaurin, Perkins, 
NAYS—l4. 

Allen, Dubois, Kyle, Tz 
Bate, George, Mantle, Washburn. 
Blanchard, Hansbrough, Mitchell of Wis. 
Call, Hoar, Pritchard, 

NOT VOTING—3. 


Brice, Dolph, Jones of Nev. Squire, 
Burrows, at Mills, Stewart, 
Butler, Gallinger, Murphy, Teller, 
Caffery, Gibson, Pettigrew, Voorhees, 
Clark, Gordon, Power, White, 
Coke, Harris, Pugh, Wilson. 
Daniel, Hill, Quay, 

Dixon, Irby, Shoup, 


So the motion was agreed to; and the Senate, as in Committee 
of the Whole, resumed the consideration of the bill (H. R. 8272) 
making appropriations for the service of the Post-Office Depart- 
ment for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1896. 

Mr. VILAS. I wish to put the amendment which I caused to 
be read yesterday and intended to offer in proper shape fora vote. 
I therefore move it as a substitute for the amendment proposed. 
by the Senator from Kentucky [Mr. BLACKBURN] to the amend- 
ment of the committee. 

The VICE-PRESIDEN T. The Chair suggests to the Senator 
from Wisconsin that he withdrew yesterday the amendment he 
had proposed. 

Mr. VILAS. The amendment was read yesterday for the pur- 
pose of bringing the subject before the Senate, but it was not for- 
mally offered. I desire now formally to offer it as an amendment 
by way of asubstitute for the amendment proposed by the Senator 
from mong 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment proposed by the 
Senator from Wisconsin will be read. bis 

The SzcreTary. After the word ‘‘dollars,” in line 16, on page 
4, insert: 

And the Postmaster-General is hereby authorized and directed, instead of 
leasing from time to time as the conditions of the service will permit, to pro- 
cure by purchase the necessary post-office cars required by the service on 
any and all lines, and thereafter to cause the same to be provided with all 
needful supplies, to be kept in gone order and repair, and to be drawn and 
operated — any rail which shall, under his direction, be en, in mail 
tra’ rtation, and for such operation to pay the rate now provided by law for 
mail transportation by railroads; and every company, corporation, receiver. 
or other person qperediets any railroad which isa mail route of the United 
States shall transport such cars accordingly upon and in connection with all 
such of ,its regular trains as the Postmaster-General shall direct; and the 
Postmaster-General may, in his discretion, make purchase of such post-office 
cars directly from oe owner thereof without advertisement, or may con- 
tract for the construction of the same; and may also make contracts for the 
supply, cleaning, and repair of such cars with any company, corporation, or 
persons, or may make olber provision therefor; for which purpose he may 
use any part of the fore ing sum or such further sum as may be found nec- 
essary, not exceeding $500, . 

Mr. VILAS. Mr. President, I wish to adda little more to what 
I said yesterday in answer to the suggestion made by the Senator 
from Massachusetts [Mr. Hoar] as to whether any change pro- 
posed by the amendment I have offered would be likely to inter- 
rupt mail service. I wish to call the attention of the Senator from 
Massachusetts to a very interesting and I think avery able report 
made to the Senate of the United States by the Senator from Ore- 
gon [Mr. MircHe.1] in the year 1874. 2 

Mr. HOAR. If theSenator will excuse me, will he repeat what 


he said? 

Mr. VILAS. I was calling attention to the inquiry which the 
Senator from Massachusetts made yesterday as to the likelihood 
of an interruption of the mail service if a change were made of 
this kind. I desire to read a brief extract from a very interest- 
ingand as Ithink able report made by the Senator from reser: 
MITCHELL] on this general subject in the year 1874, and I call at- 
tention to the language used with respect to the power of Congress 
over these roads. Let me say that the report is Senate Report 
No. 478, Forty-third Congress, first session. 

Railroad companies thus formed and engaged in the general business of 
transportation are quasi-public corporations. There are reciprocal obliga- 
tions existing between them and the public and_ between them and the Gov- 
ernment. ey have rights the public and the Government are bound to re- 
spect, and the people and the Government have claims upon them which they 
7 ao at liberty to ignore without rendering themselves liable to be pro- 


against for a forfeiture of their chartered privileges. The Govern- 
ment can compel them to transport the public mails, and they may not refuse; 
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but in complying it is by virtue of an implied contract that such reasonable 
ust ae shall be paid for such services equaling in amount 
what is u paid to such companies for service of like nature by their 
best and most-favored customer. In this respect the Government and the pub- 
lic individually stand precisely upon the same footing— 
The word “‘ precisciy ’ is italicized in the report— 
and the railroad compunies are bound to accord to each the same privileges 
of transportation, both as to time and compensation, and are prohibited as a 
rule, under penalty of forfeiture of their chartered rights on judicial convic- 
tion, from according special privileges to either. The railroad companies, 
therefore, may not say to the Government, * We will not carry your mails.” 
They are at et however, to say, “* We will not transport such mails un- 
less we are paid at least a reasonable compensation for such services.” Upon 
the other hand, the Government may not eee say to the railroad com- 
anies, ‘‘ You must transport the public mails on such terms as to compensa- 
ion as we (the Government) may fix, although such compensation is not a 
reasonable one and not equal to that paid by the most-favored patrons to 
such companies for like service;” but it may, through its Congress, author- 
ize the Post-Office Department to demand of all such companies the trans- 
portation of its mails upon payment of what is a reasonable compensation, or 
of a sum equal to that paid by other parties for services of a like nature. 
The conclusion of the committee is stated in the following words: 


Without inquiring, therefore, at this point into the expedieycy of the ex- 
ercise of such a right, your committee are ciearly of the opinion that Con- 
gress ma Se right, in the exercise of its power, to establish post-offices and 

rT : 
Pvirst. To take absolutely, on paying just compensation therefor, without the 
consent either of the owner or of the State within which such road may be 
any railroad, its rolling stock and equipments, within the United States, for 
a pene use of the transportation over the same of the United States 
“Toned: Totake the temporary use of any such road and equipments on like 
terms for a like purpose. 

The particular manner in which this may rightfully be done depends, of 
course, on the forms that may be prescribed by Congress whereby the just 
SS to be paid may be judicially determined and its payment pro- 

I call attention to that for the purpose of showing that a com- 
mittee of this body, after careful examination, has established the 
conclusion of the right of Congress to order it. I shall only ob- 
serve further with reference to this point that the railroads of the 
United States have in notable instances received the favor, protec- 
tion, and assistance of the United States for the reason that they 
were mail carriers; but recently the greatest interruption of com- 
merce that has perhaps occurred on this continent in time of 

eace was practically a by the action of the Government 
Coneine its suits in the Federal courts to enforce the transporta- 
tion of the mails. Is it to be conceived that a railroad company 
which, as I pointed out in one instance yesterday, enjoys the 
transportation of the mails at a cost to the Government of $50,000 
per year for each car employed by the company—— 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. Will the Senator allow me to 
interrupt him? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. FavuLKNER in the chair). 
Does the Senator from Wisconsin yield to the Senator from 
Oregon? 

Mr. VILAS. Certainly; only I beg to say that yesterday my 
time was consumed all day by interruptions and I do not want to 
take much time oe oar 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. Does the Senator take into con- 
sideration the element of hauling cars? 

Mr. VILAS. These 50 cars are used for the greater part on one 
train. The greater share of the transportation is on the fast-mail 
train between New York and Chicago. I called attention yester- 
day to the fact that the compensation paid the New York Central 
road from New York to Chicago for the use of 50 cars exceeds 
$2,500,000 a year, a rate of over $50,000 per car. It is needless to 
say that there is no other car probably run on that road which earns 
any such sumof money. Much more could beadded, but I merely 
wished to call attention to this point with respect to the question 
of the Senator from Massachusetts. 

Now, I wish to say with regard to what the Senator from Iowa 
[Mr. ALLISON] called attention to yesterday, that he was entirely 
right when he wea forward the statute of 1873. As I ex- 
pressed some doubt about it at that time I wish to be particular to 
withdraw that suggestion and now state the fact as the Senator 
from Iowa has stated it. He is correct that the transportation of 
the mails by weight was for the first time fixed by the statute of 
1873. The fact which was upon my mind and which led me to 
doubt the correctness of that idea was that some of the railroad 
companies had refused to draw the oe cars at the rates of trans- 
portation which they were paid. But they were not then paid by 
weight. They had been ~_ under an arrangement of the Post- 
master-General, by which certain roads were entitled to $300 a 
mile and others to $200 a mile, and so on; and the inequality in 
pe pe to weight was so great that u 15 roads which received 
each of them $200 a mile per annum the range in weight was from 
867 pounds on the lowest to 19,138 pounds of daily service on the 
highest. Therefore, in 1873 that arrangement was made which 
the Senator from Iowa called attention to yesterday. 

I desire also to call the Senator's attention to the fact that that 
does —_ in reality alter the force of the Semel which I aoe 
poin out. It is proper to say that this special payment for 

: ce of the railroad 


postal cars is an injustice to the greater num 


carriers in the country. That is particularly insisted upon in 
what is known as the Elmer report, made to the Postmaster-Gen- 
eral in 1883, in which it is said shortly: 

There is no reason known why 15, 25, or 35 feet of interior car space used 
for mails and clerks should not be made the occasion of specific allowance if 
40, 50, and 60 foot cars, used in precisely the same manner, are so treated. 

In point of fact this was always regarded as a sort of rent for 
postal cars. It was a crude and a very unsatisfactory mode of 
compensating the railroads and it has always been so regarded. 
It produces the grossest inequalities, as I could readily point out 
by reference to the tables furnished by the Postmaster-General. 
I desire to occupy no further time this morning. 

Mr. PLATT. Before the Senator takes his seat, if I rightly 
heard him, his statement was that each car upon this special mail 
train between New York and Chicago was paid for by the Gov- 
ernment at the rate of $50,000 a year, or over that amount. Was 
that the Senator’s statement? 

Mr. VILAS. That statement perhaps the Senator did not catch 
exactly right, as he makes it. I will state it exactly as I under- 
stand the fact to be. On what is known as the route from New 
York to Chicago there are fifty postal cars employed. 

Mr. TELLER. On the New York Central road. 

Mr. VILAS. Yes; on the New York Central road from New 
York to Buffalo, and the Lake Shore and Michigan Southern from 
Buffalo to Chicago. Thereare fifty 60-foot cars employed, and the 
total compensation for the use of those cars and the weight com- 

ensation allowed that line exceeds $2,500,000. I gave the exact 

gures yesterday. 

Mr. PLATT. And that is about $50,000 a car per annum. 

Mr. VILAS. ee! over that amount. 

Mr. PLATT. And the Senator said that it would be admitted 
that no other car in the service of the company earned anything 
like that amount? 

Mr. VILAS. Ithink so. I do not know. 

Mr. PLATT. I was curious on that subject. Of course we 
have no data about it, but suppose a passenger car running on 
a rapid train from New York to Chicago—suppose that the fare 
is $20, and that 30 persons on an average goinacar. Of course 
this is not exact, but if that were so, and the car ran 365 days in 
the year, the car would earn $200,000—four times as much as the 
mail car earns. 

Mr. VILAS. I have no doubt if the Senator were to take a 
particular case of that kind and suppose that the use of a car was 
such it would give that result; but if he will take all the passen- 
ger cars on the road, as I have taken all the postal cars, and take 
the entire passenger earnings of those lines, I think he will find 
the average very much less. 

Mr. PLATT. The little hypothetical computation which I have 
made convinces me that upon the special passenger trains which 
are run from New York to Chicago the cars must earn more upon 
an average than the mail cars which are run at the same speed. 

Mr. TELLER. I should like to ask the Senator from Wiscon- 
sin a question before he quits the subject. The Senator thinks, 
I understand, that we are paying too much for the fast-mail serv- 
ice. What is the Senator’s suggestion? That we buy the cars? 

Mr. VILAS. That is the amendment which I have proposed. 

Mr. TELLER. Does the Senator think we could run them for 
less? Would not the railroad charge the Government such a rate 
that we would be paying practically the same amount? 

Mr. VILAS. My belief is that if the proper business princi- 
ples were applied to this subject from five to ten miilion dollars 
a year wo easily be saved on the present rate of compensation. 

r. TELLER. I will ask the Senator another question, then. 
He does not seem to have answered categorically the one I put. 

Mr. VILAS. I think I answered it directly. 

Mr. TELLER. I believe the whole appropriation is about 
$3,000,000 for the car service. 

Mr. VILAS. Oh, the car service. 
service. 

Mr. TELLER. Then I will speak of the entire service. 

Mr. VILAS. It is nearly $30,000,000. 

Mr. TELLER. I want to know if it is not a fact that under 
existing law the Postraaster-General can reduce these prices, if 
he sees fit, without any enactment by Congress? 

Mr. VILAS. Ido not know why I should go again over that 
subject, which was very much hammered yesterday. 

r. TELLER. I knowit was, but is not that the fact? Is it 
not the law that the Postmaster-General is not required to pay 
$50, but may pay $20 if he wants to; and does not this after all 
amount to a suggestion that the Postmaster-General is not able 
to cope with the railroad companies, and we ought to come in and 
cope with them? 

. VILAS. It may be there is a good deal in that. 

Mr. TELLER. It may be that is the fact. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Chair understand the 
Senator from Wisconsin to have yielded the floor? 

Mr. VILAS. I was simply going to say in response to the sug- 


I am speaking of the entire 





‘! ) i 
RIS GR ES 8 TB 


> 


: 
eH 
t 
8 
E 
i 


‘ _ 
Toon an hd cenit ieee ae ea 
F A, 


A ET ee Pte ee nea SER ee a eee atk 
LS YS, HOLLY PLD AE et | SY PUB STIRRED Bid AN ape ORI 2 Paid esih PRE es oso 2 an Rie a 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


gestion of the Senator from Colorado that this amendment in my 
opinion strikes exactly at the root of our difficulty. The Post- 
master-General without the aid of Congress can not reform the 

0stal service. Report after report has been made to Congress, and 
Ee fails to get it said. The Senator from Rhode Island foe 4 AL- 
DRICH | yesterday said (I thought rather unjustly in view of all that 
had passed) that not only was this question newly awakened, but 
that it was newly presented. It has been presented by Postmaster- 
General after Postmaster-General; it has been discussed here on 
this floor a number of times, and it results in nothing. 

Now, there is only one way to effect a good result for the bene- 
fit of the people, and that is that Congress shall lend some useful 
power to the Postmaster-General. When he reports year after 
year payments on this basis to the railroads and Congress appro- 
priates the money to continue it he is helpless. He can not cope 
with the whole railroad system alone without the help of Con- 

ess. 

Mr. TELLER. It seems to me, then, if we address ourselves to 
this subject we ought to fix the rates which are to be paid for the 
cars. If the Postmaster-General will make a statement to Con- 
gress that $50 is too much and that $40 is too much and that $20is 
about right we would be in a condition to act. But we are abso- 
lutely at sea, Mr. President. I do not want to give the railroad 
companies any morethan they deserve. I want them to have fair 
compensation for carrying the mail. Iam not one of those who 
believe that the United States is so poor that it should exact any 
service from any class of its citizens for nothing, I think the 
should have a fair Cy and that the work should be well 
done, because the people demand it. 

I understand it is now entirely within the province of the Post- 
master-General to say what the compensation shall be except that 
he can not go above certain figures that we have fixed as a maxi- 
mum. If the Postmaster-General says he can not handle these 
people and he has not the strength to control them, then he ought 
to say what he thinks we ought to do, and we might enact a law 
that would help him out. But it seems to me the a that 
the Government shall buy the cars and run them does not help 
any. If the railroads are so run now, when it comes to fixing the 
price that we shall pay them for their cars they will fix an ex- 
tortionate price in some way for the running of the cars. There 
is where the greatexpense comes in. We would save but little in 
my judgment by buying the cars. 

r. VILAS. Now, Mr. President—— 

Mr. TELLER. I will hear the Senator because he has had ex- 
perience in this line. Ido not pretend to know much about it. 

Mr. VILAS. Let me ask the Senator a question. Does he not 
think the United States ought to be able, with all the postal cars 
it has now in service, numbering 740, to get a wheelage rate of 
transportation for those cars approximately as favorable as the 
Big Four in Chicago can get for drawing their meat cars, or that 
Mr. Pullman can get for his Pullman cars? 

Mr. TELLER. Some of these cars are run on special trains. 

Mr. ALDRICH. All of them are run on passenger trains. 

Mr. TELLER. They are all run on passenger trains. They do 
not run them on freight trains. Of course I do not know any- 
thing about what the wheelage ought to be, but we have given the 
Postmaster-General power to fix that. Itis said that he has never 
done it properly. I do not know whether he has or not. I know 
one thing, that Congress is not in any position to know what we 
ought to do about this matter. We have no data from the Post- 
Office Department that tells us how much we ought to pay for 
wheelage or how much we ought to pay for the cars that we do 
notown. We have only astatement from the Postmaster-General 
that we are paying too much. 

Mr. VILAS. Let me suggest to the Senator from Colorado that 
all that is contemplated in the amendment which I have offered 
does not require a radical change throughout the service, but 
simply vests the Postmaster-General with the power to begin that 
change where he can safely do it, exercising the discretion with 
reference to it which is now vested in him by law as to compen- 
sation. 

Mr. TELLER. I can not myself conceive of any advantage in 
giving to the Postmaster-General any new authority on this sub- 
ject. If we Pe for the buying of the cars, we enter upon a 
system that I do not believe the Senate cares about entering upon, 
and I do not believe the people of the country care about entering 
upon it. That the United States shall be the owner of these cars, 
and consequently enter into the manufacture and repair of cars, 
is not according to my idea of what the Government ought to do 
in a matter of this kind. While I am exceedingly anxious that 
the railroad companies should not rob the Government of the 
United States, and while I am anxious to er the Postmaster- 
General all the power that he wants (and I think he has it now), 
I am not willing to say that we will enter upon the system sug- 
gested by the purchase of cars. 

I suppose the next movement in this direction will be that we 
can buy the railroads and run them a good deal cheaper and save 
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money in that way, all of which is contrary to my ideas of the 
purpose and object of government. Whatever may be the no- 
tions of the Senator from Wisconsin, I think he agrees with me 
on that point. He will hardly want to buy the railroads; and 
that will be the next step proposed by somebody who will want 
to economize. 

Mr. President, I do not think that any amendment which has 
been offered here affords the slightest show of relief. The whole 
thing must be left to the Postmaster-General. If the Postmaster- 
General has not the courage to take hold of this matter as it ought 
to be dealt with, if we are paying too much now, we will continue 
to pay toomuch. ido not know whether we are paying too much 
or not. Lam not competent to judge. The Senator from Wis- 
consin is perhaps more able to judge, because he has been at the 
head of one of the Departments, which has given him an oppor- 
tunity to study these questions; but I know the rest of us are not 
able to determine the question. 

Mr. VILAS. Let me make one observation in reference to the 
suggestion of the Senator from Colorado, that we must leave this 
matter to the Postmaster-General. I want him toreflect fora mo- 
ment on the fact that although the Postmaster-General is a con- 
tinuing officer he is a very shifting personality. The first annual 
report which I wrote was the seventh successive annual report that 
had been written by a different Postmaster-General. The Post- 
master-General is not long enough in the government of the Post- 
Office Department as a rule to acquire the controlling information 
concerning the service necessary to do these things. 

Mr. TELLER. The present Postmaster-General has been in 
office two years; and he has a fair prospect I imagine of staying 
two years longer. Then I am pretty confident that that will be 
the end of his administration. Up to that time at least he can 
battle with this subject. I have heard some rumors to the effect 
that he is going to resign, but I do not suppose there is any truth 
in that; at least I should hope not. I think his administration is 

uite as acceptable to the people as any other Department under 
the present Administration. I think we could leave it to him, es- 
pecially if we would indicate in some way that we wanted some 
reform, which we could doin amild way without interfering with 
him I think. Perhaps the discussion which has already taken 
lace would indicate to him that the feeling is that there ought to 
some reduction. 

Mr. VILAS. That remedy is the one proposed by the Senator 
from Kentucky. 

Mr. TELLER. That is a 10 per cent reduction? 

Mr. VILAS. Yes. 

Mr. TELLER. I do not know but that the reduction ought to 
be 30 per cent. I would not want to tie up his hands by saying 
that it should be 10, or 20, or 30 per cent. Iam inclined to think 
from what the Senator says that there ought to be some reform in 
this matter. I am quite willing myself to trust the present Post- 
master-General to make the reform, and if he does not do it, I think 
at the next session of Congress, when things will have somewhat 
changed, we ought to inquire, if he is not able to do it, what the 
opinion of the office is, and in some way we ought to find out just 
what we can fairly and honestly do, and not impair and interfere 
with the service, which we are all exceedingly anxious to do. 

Mr. PLATT. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Connecticut 
will please suspend. The hour of 2 0’clock having arrived, it is 
the duty of the Chair to lay before the Senate the unfinished busi- 
ness, the title of which will be stated. 

The SEcRETARY. A bill (H. R. 4609) to establish a uniform 
system of bankruptcy. 

Mr. BLACKBU N. I ask unanimous consent that, without 
prejudice, the unfinished business may be laid aside temporarily 
and that the Senate continue the consideration of the Post-Office 
—— bill. 

he PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there objection to the request 
of the Senator from Kentucky? The Chair hears none, and that 
order will be made. 

Mr. PLATT. Mr. President, Ihave occupied no time in this 
iong and interesting discussion, and I should not now if the effect 
of doing so would be to postpone the time of taking the vote, but 
as the time for taking the vote has been agreed upon, I simply 
desire to say a few words. 

I think this is a very improper method of legislation. The 
chairman of the Committee on Appropriations complained the 
other day that Congress ‘‘ dumped,” to use his word, all the legis- 
lation of the session onto the AppropriationsCommittee. Surely 
this is not a case where Congress hasdumpedanything onto the Ar- 
propriations Committee. The Appropriations Committee, on the 
other hand, brings forward here a matter of business which has not 
been before Congress at all, which has not been recommended in 
any report of any Postmaster-General since the Senator from Wis- 
consin [Mr. ViLas] was Postmaster-General, which has not been 
suggested by any committee of the Senate, which has nct been 
even suggested by any bill which has been presented to the Senate, 











and which has not been presented, I may say, to either branch of 
Congress by the Postmaster-General, or by a committee of either 
branch, or by a bill introduced upon this subject. 

This is evidently a matter which requires careful investigation, 
and the fact that it comes up now for discussion without previous 
agitation, without previous suggestion, without the opportunity for 
Senators to have in any way informed themselves with relation to 
its propriety, is to my mind one of the most suggestive instances 
against general legislation upon an appropriation bill. 2 

The fact that the proposed method of reform has been shifted 
three times since the matter first came before the Senate shows 
of itself that the Senate is not ready to act intelligently upon this 
subject. First, we had the recommendation of the Post-Office 
Committee that this sum of $3,205,000 should be placed in the 
hands of a single officer of the Government, to be expended 
at his discretion, without any limitation by Congress and with- 
out any consultation with the other  apey to the contract or to 
the business which is carried on. e objections to that were 
so manifest and that upon the face of it is such an improper 
suggestion in legislation that I understand it has been practi- 
cally abandoned, and for that the committee substitutes a sec- 
ond plan, asserting now, when the matter has not been before 
Congress heretofore, and when it has not been suggested in a re- 
port from any Postmaster-General since the Senator from Wis- 
consin was Postmaster-General, that the amount paid to the rail- 
road companies for the service is too much, the proposition comes 
to cut down the rate arbitrarily 10 per cent; and, third, the Sen- 
ator from Wisconsin, not being satisfied with that, proposes that 
the Government shall buy the postal cars and make some arrange- 
ment with the railroad companies for hauling the cars over their 
routes. Here are three different propositions. So the persons 
who insist that some reform is necessary have within three days 

roduced three different projects of reform. It is manifest that 
fogialation in this way may be unjust, may be improper, and that 
the Senate has no opportunity to properly consider the subject. 

There is not a Senator here who desires that the railroad com- 
panies shall be paid any more than is fair, but I think all Senators 
ought to desire that a contract which has been made with the rail- 
road companies, and which is to run two years from the present 
time in some instances, as suggested by the Senator from Virginia 
[ Mr. ee should not be altered without their being heard, 
without their having an opportunity forrepresentation before the 
committee, and without their having an oi, peer to be heard 
by the Postmaster-General as to whether the present compensa- 
tion is excessive. It simply shows that we must go arbitrarily in 
this matter if this legislation is to be put upon an appropriation 
bill. 

There is great force in what the Senator from Missouri, the 
chairman of the Committee on Appropriations [Mr. COCKRELL}, 
said, which is that there is a tendency here in Congress to put 

ractically the legislation of the session upon appropriation bills. 

tis a bad practice. We do not get well-considered legislation in 
that way. The practice is just as bad, however, when the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations themselves assume to legislate upon 
appropriation bills without such legislation having been pushed 
upon them by the Senate or by Senators. It is an evil and a 
vicious way of legislation, and that is the reason why the rule is 
made. It isin recognition of the fact that if we legislate upon 
appropriation bills beyond the proper scope of those bills we shall 
be likely to do injustice in the legislation. 

What would have been the proper method of reaching this mat- 
ter? There are two ways, one, to authorize the Postmaster-Gen- 
eral either by himself or by a commission appointed for his assist- 
ance to investigate this whole subject, and Earving investigated it 
to inform Congress whether the rates now paid for the transpor- 
tation of the mails are excessive or not, and whether any change 
in the method of transporting the mails would be more to the 
benefit of the Government and to the benefit of the service. The 
other way would have been to introduce a bill proposing some 
specific change in the matter of the transportation of the mails, 
have it referred to the Post-Office Committee, have it considered 
by that committee, call upon the Postmaster-General and call 
upon the other parties to the contract, the railroad companies, 
hear what both parties have to say, and then determine, first, 
whether any reduction can properly be made without injustice to 
the companies and to the benefit of the Government; or, second, 
whether any different method could be adopted with benefit to the 
Government and the service. 

Every Senator here will admit that that is the proper way to 
treat a question of this kind, and yet this proposed legislation is 
— now for the first time this session and for the first time in 

e past eight years upon this appropriation bill when nobody had 
any notice that the question was coming up,and a method pro- 
posed, which has been abandoned; another method proposed, which 
ought to be abandoned, and a third method —— which would 

cars and to assume 


commit the Government to the purchase o: 
the railroad business of the United States. 
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I object, therefore, to all of these amendments on the ground 
that we are not informed upon the subject and we can not be in- 
formed as to whether they are proper provisions to be inserted in 
our laws. 

I doubt very much whether there is great foree in the figures 
and statements which have been presented by the Senator from 
Wisconsin. Upon their face they seem plausible, but yet, when 
examined properly, I think there are other elements which enter 
into the situation which the Senator does not consider. I under- 
stand from him that a large portion of this proposed appropria- 
tion is spent for what are called fast special mail trains—trains 
made up entirely of postal cars, upon which are distributing of- 
fices and postal clerks, which cars are run between the two great 
cities of New York and Chicago. At any rate, with reference to 
these trains it is manifest that we can not apply any rule to them 
that could be properly applied to a meat car, which is transported 
upon a freight train, whether it be slow freight or fast freight. 
The service which more nearly resembles this service is the fastest 
passenger-train service. 

Mr. ALDRICH. If the Senator from Connecticut will permit 
me, I find in the report of the Postmaster-General submitting to 
Congress the report of a commission upon this subject a state- 
ment made by the president of the Illinois Central Railroad Com- 
pany as to the relative amounts received by that railroad company 
for mail service and express service, and I ask that the Secretary 
may read it, if it will not interfere with the Senator’s argument. 

Mr. PLATT. Not at all. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. 
Secretary will read as requested. 

The Secretary read as follows: 


I submit the allowance for postal cars is too low. The railroad company 
has to build these cars at great outlay, and provide them with the latest and 
most complete improvements, maintain and repair them, and keep them 
lighted and heated. I think the allowance for these cars should be increased 
25 per cent,and that both space and dead weight transported should be taken 
into account in arriving at the proper compensation. 

In this regard, I would draw your attention to what we receive for our ex- 
press business, that being the nearest analogous case. 

For the express company we transport one car between Chicago and Cairo 
on the night train, and half a car on the morning train. Forthis the express 
company guarantee us a minimum of $227.25 per day, and they pay us at 
regular rates for all they carry in excess of certain defined weights, and. as 
a matter of fact, we receive considerably more than the sum named by way 
of excess. .This guaranteed rate, however, produces to the company nearly 
$83,000 per annum. We transport one messenger in each car, and we have no 
trouble or responsibility of any kind whatever in the transaction of the 
business, or in receiving or delivering it. It is asimple matter of providing 
the car, ae it, and receiving the pay. 

For the postal department we transport between Chicago and Cairo two pos- 
tal cars each way daily, and also transport mail pouches on four other trainson 
por of the route between these two points. For this we receive from the 

rtment not quite $70,000 a year. eare put to more expense in lighting 
and heating cars, the cars send are far more costly both to build and main 
tain than the express cars, and we have to transport about four times as many 
persons in the transaction of the tal service as in that of the express serv- 
ice. Weare liable for penalties in case of nonarrival of mails on schedule 
time, and we have to be responsible for the delivery of mai!s to the po 
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If there be no objection, the 
The Chair hears none. 
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master, where the post-office is within 80 rods of the station. I think, there 
fore, that we doa a deal more work for the postal service than for the 
express service, and receive much less pay. 


Mr. PLATT. Mr. President, the report from which, at the sug 
gestion of the Senator from Rhode Island, an argument by one of 
the railroad companies has been read showing that the companies 
were not receiving enougi: for this service, was made to Congress 
in 1883. It was the report, if I am not mistaken, of a commission 
which was authorized by Congress to investigate this whole mat- 
ter, and then presented the result of their report to Congress, 
nearly twelve years ago. No action has been taken by Congress 
up to this time upon that report, and I do not think it has ever 
been thought of very much until it was brought out from a dusty 
pigeonhole in the discussion of this proposed amendment. 

If it had been true in 1883, that upon the report of that commis- 
sion it had a ee that the railroad companies were receiving 
far too much for this service, that the pay accorded to them by 
law and by the Postmaster-General was properly characterized by 
the words ‘‘robber rates,” it is very strange that nobody has sug- 
gested any reform in the matter from that day until this, except 
the Senator from Wisconsin when he was Postmaster-General. 
He was followed by another distinguished Postmaster-General, 
equally with him a reformer, and in the modern use of that word, 
I think claiming to be even a little better reformer than the Sena- 
tor from Wisconsin, but he made no suggestion on the subject. 

He was followed by a somewhat distinguished Republican Post- 
master-General, who certainly had conceived the modern idea of 
reform, who had an eager eye for all the abuses which he could 
find in the Post-Office Department, and who even went so far as 
to adjust the rates for telegraph service, if I recollect aright, at 1 
cent per word, under a discretion which was given him; and main- 
tained, so far as he could, the payment of only 1 cent per word for 
telegraph service furnished by the Western Union Telegraph Com- 
pany all through his administration. I am very much inclined to 
think that if that business Postmaster-General, Mr. Wanamaker, 
who was anxious to obtain a reputation for running the Post-Office 
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Department upon business principles, and who thought that 1 cent 
a word was enough for the telegraph service furnished to the De- 
partment, had discovered that there was any very serious abuse 
or very serious matter in the rates which were paid to the railroad 
companies for transportation of the mails in special post-office 
cars, he would have exercised his discretion and made lower rates. 

But that was in past administrations, Mr. President, and we 
have now a Postmaster-General who is, and justly, the pride of 
the Democratic party in this Administration, and I think, by com- 
parison, they have a right to be proud of the present Postmaster- 
General in comparison with the other Secretaries of the present 
Administration. I believe he is a very efficient, and, so far as it 
is possible for him to be, a nonpartisan officer, who is trying to 
conduct that Department in the best sible manner. e has 
been there two years. He had never discovered until requested 
to come before the Senate Committee on Appropriations that 
there was any too much money paid to the railroad companies for 
this service. 

He had a discretion to pay less, and I give that official the credit 
of having the courage, if he thought the rates were too high for 
this service, to reduce them. If Senators on the other side of this 
Chamber upon the Appropriations Committee and the Senator 
from Wisconsin have not sufficient confidence in the present Post- 
master-General to believe that he can do whatis just and righi as 
between the Government and the railroad companies, I have more 
confidence in him than they have. For two whole years he has 
been in charge of that Department, and if he hag read the reports 
of his predecessors, he must have read the report of the Senator 
from Wisconsin when Postmaster-General, and all these facts 
must be patent to him, yet he has each year recommended that the 
requisite amount should be appropriated under the law as it now 
exists. 

He called no attention to it in the two reports which he sent to 
Congress; he has not even stimulated any Senator or Representa- 
tive to introduce a bill on the subject, but he has been eee 
before the Appropriations Committee, and his opinion has 
asked by the subcommittee, and we only get his views as they are 
filtered through the statements which members of the committee 
make here upon the floor of the Senate, and indeed, I believe, one 
member of the subcommittee was not present when the Post- 
master-General was there. 

Mr. President, that is not the way to legislate. That is all I 
intended to say about this matter when I rose. I do not know 
that these rates are too high; I have no method of informing my- 
self on that subject. I do know that the people of this country 
want the best, the fastest, and the most accurate railroad mail 
service that it is possible to have furnished; I know that they do 
not stop to inquire about the expenses of the Post-Office Depart- 
ment with any niggardly thought in their minds, if only the mail 
is properly transmitted, req delivered, and the facilities are 
all that they ought to be. believe, on the contrary, that this is 
the one Department of the Government in which the ple are 
most anxious that there shouid be liberality shown in the matter 
of expenditures; and I believe it was a great convenience to the 
people when the special fast trains for the transportation of the 
mails were adopted and put in operation; and I do not believe that 
the people think there is any too much money spent in that service. 

One other thought suggested by the report which the Senator 
from Wisconsin read, the report of the year 1874, I believe, made 
by the Senator from Oregon [Mr. MrrcHELL]. I would subscribe 
to every word of that report in the extract which was read by the 
Senator from Wisconsin. I think the just relations of the Gov- 
ernment to the railroad companies in the matter of mail transpor- 
tation were most accurately and felicitously stated in that rt, 
but the conclusion which the Senator from Wisconsin draws from 
it seems to me not to be warranted bythe report. The eee pro- 
ceeds somewhat upon the principle that the Government has the 
right tc take private property for public use upon the payment of 
just compensation and upon the right of the Government to use 
the railroads as t routes; but all these amendments proceed 
upon the supposed right of the Government to confiscate private 
property. the Government takes private pro for public 
use it invariably prescribes the method of compensation and the 
method of arriving at the amount of compensation; but here is 
compensation to be arbitrarily fixed by the Government without 
a nae on the part of the persons to whom the compensation is 
to be paid. 

All these amendments are a direct departure from the princi- 
ples which are laid down by the report of the Senator from Ore- 

n. What would be thought of a bill which should be intro- 

uced here to procure the site for the erection of a building for 
the Supreme Court of the United States, fixing the place and the 
amount of money which the Government would pay for it, and 
authorizing the Government to take it at that price? Wouldsuch 
@ bill pass the Senate or pass Co: ? Ifit did, would it escape 
the vigilance of the Executive? at is just what these amend- 
ments propose to do. 
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Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. 
whatever. 

Mr. PLATT. Without any investigation whatever, with no 
method provided for ascertaining what just compensation shall be, 
with no opportunity for the party most interested to be heard in 
relation to it. As I said when I commenced, I regard this as a 
most improper and vicious method of legislation. 

Mr. CAREY. Mr. President, I am opposed to the amendment 
proposed by the committee for the reason that I believe it will 
seriously impair the efficiency of the mail service in the Western 
States and Territories. The maximum compensation is now fixed 
by law. It is not proposed, as I understand, to reduce the cost of 
carrying themails so far as it is based upon the weightof the mail. 

There have already been three very important reductions made 
since the passage of the law. First, a horizontal cut of 10 per 
cent; then a cut of 5 per cent; and then a cut of 20 per cent so 
far as the land-grant railroad companies are concerned. This 
bears very heavily upon nearly all of the railroad companies west 
of the city of Chicago. The roads which cross the State of Iowa 
are land-grant roads. Mostof the roads that run across the State 
of Nebraska and the State of Kansas are also land-grant roads. 
So the land-grant roads to-day are not receiving 75 per cent of 
this maximum compensation. The law to-day is as complete and 
full as it is possible to make a law with reference to this compen- 
sation. It is positive in that it says that not greater than a cer- 
tain compensation shall be allowed; and so far as the compensation 
is concerned as to postal cars the statute expressly provides that 
in case railroads fail to furnish those postal cars then they shall not 
be allowed the compensation which is specifically provided for. 

The amendment, as I now understand, offered by the Senator 
from Kentucky, which is to take the place of the committee 
amendment, proposes to reduce the compensation for the postal 
cars 10 per cent. After some little investigation concerning this 
matter and after vr ea ap conversations with persons in the West 
who are acquainted with the mail service there—and we have an 
excellent mail service—I am firmly convinced that a reduction of 
5 per cent will take away from us our fast-mail service. There 
are trains made up in the city of Chicago exclusively of mail cars. 
They do not carry passengers and are not pesintited: to carry pas- 
sengers. Those trains run across the State of Iowa, the State of 
Nebraska, the State of Wyoming, and as far west as Ogden, Utah, 
- a high rate of speed, most of the time at a rate of 60 miles per 

our. 

This fast mail, which runs on only one road across the State of 
Iowa and across the State of Nebraska, is obtained through the 
compensation at present allowed. lt is by diverting the conti- 
nental mails to one line of railroad that a compensation is made 
great enough to enable us to pay for this fast service. The fast 
service is a benefit to all of the Western States. The city of Den- 
ver, Colo., obtains a fast mail by trains leaving at a point known 
as the Julesburg Cut-off. The State of Oregon, the State of Wash- 
ington, the State of California, and the State of Idaho also re- 
ceive a certain benefit from the fast mail, as it greatly expedites 
the service in that part of the country. 

When I asked the Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. ViLAs] whether 
he knew that the railroad companies were receiving greater com- 
pensation for carrying the mails than o were entitled to, he 
made the reply that in some instances he believed they were, and 
in other instances he believed they were receiving too small com- 
pensation. If this peremptory cut is made in the law it will, of 
course, bring about a greater outrage so far as the companies are 
concerned who are not receiving a fixed compensation. DoImis- 
take the Senator from Wisconsin? 

Mr. VILAS. The Senator from Wyoming should realize that 
this perpen cut is not upon the compensation paid for weight, 
which is the great share, but only upon the allowance for postal 
cars. That is received by but a very few companies compara- 
tively; not so very few, but few companies comparatively, and 
affects only a portion of their pay. 

Mr. CAREY. I have already made that statement, that the 


And without any investigation 


cut, I understand, is to apply oniy to postal cars. But, as was 


shown I think conclusively by the tor from Iowa a ALLI- 
son], and the law itself is very plain upon that subject, the com- 
pensation so far as the weight of mails is concerned and the com- 
—— for postal cars are contained in one and the same act. 

y reading section 4003 of the Revised Statutes the Senator will 

find this provision: 

railroad com now furnishin, a -office 
ounas etnias such nn. f such company - Rigs Yo entitled Se 
crease of compensation under the provisions of the next section. 

Then it goes on to provide for additional pay being allowed for 
these cars at a rate not exceeding $25 per mile, and so on, different 
rates being fixed for different lengths of cars. It is therefore ab- 
solutely in the discretion of the Postmaster-General to-day. He 
may not allow any extra compensation for the cars. The Senator 
from Wisconsin, late Postmaster-General, when asked whether he 
exercised this discretion as Postmaster-General, replied directly 
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that he did in some cases. It appears that the law therefore is 
very clear and very full so far as this is concerned, and neither of 
the amendments will add anything whatever to the discretion and 
power of the Postmaster-General. 

We have the best postal service in the world. We have the 
cheapest service in the world. No man can look at these trains, 
made up exclusively of postal cars, which run across this conti- 
nent without being proud of the service. In the city in which I 
live we have at the breakfast table the Chicago papers printed the 
we morning.’ The mail service across this continent has 

n lessened in time between two and three days. This great 
and important service to the United States costs how much? Less 
than 11 cents, 10.17 cents a car per mile. I think it does not cost 
too much. After investigation Senators will find that the rail- 
road companies are not receiving from this service more than the 
actual cost of the transmission of the mails. It is a special serv- 
ice. The trains are run on time-tables which are made up by the 
Postmaster-General or in the Post-Office Department. They runon 
the fastest possible time, faster than it is considered safe to trans- 
port humanity. Senators ask, why do the railroads perform this 
service? Every railroad company is ambitious to carry the mails. 
The travel of the United States follows the fast mail. There is a 
belief among the people that the railroads which transport the 
mail are the best railroads in the United States. 

I hold in my hand the report of the Postmaster-General. It 
contains the report of the Assistant Postmaster-General and the 
report of the Superintendent of the Railway Mail Service of the 
United States. If any Senator can find one word in that volume 
which is not complimentary to this service as performed by the 
railroads of the country he can do something I have failed to do. 
I shall not take up the time of the Senate by reading from it, but 
I call the attention of the Senator from Wisconsin Mr. VILASs] to 
the report of Captain White, of the Railway Mail Service. He 
makes only one criticism concerning the postal cars and the man- 
ner in which the companies perform the service. He - they 
are conforming to the desires and the wishes of the Post-Office De- 
partment; they are building the cars in the best possible way to 
provide against accident, to make the service efficient, and to put 
the postal clerks in a position to do the greatest amount of work 
possible. He has but one criticism to make; he says he believes 
the cars should be vestibuled. That is the only criticism. 

Mr. President, the postal service which we have in these United 
States, which is so efficient, which is so creditable, has been built 
up after an experience of twenty-one years. If you reduce the 
cost of the mail service as now provided you take away from us 
our fast mails which we obtain to-day on the weight of the mails. 
Indeed, the Government only subsidizes one fast mail line in the 
entire United States, and that it is pro d to strtke out in the 

nding bill. I refer to the mail line that runs from Springfield, 
7 to New Orleans. I am opposed, unless it is actually neces- 
sary, to taking that service off. There are certain conditions in 
the South that do not exist elsewhere in this country, and if it is 
necessary to subsidize one line tothe Southern States I believe it 
is right that it should be subsidized, so that those States may have 
the benefit of an improved service. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. I call the attention of the Senator from 
Wyoming tothe fact that I donot understand, so far as the debate 
has developed anything, that it is the South which is asking a sub- 
sidy to any railroad. But I understood the junior Senator from 
Massachusetts [Mr. LODGE] to say that it was New England which 
is demanding it. 

Mr. CAREY. I merely referred to that matter incidentally. I 
was - aware of the fact the Senator from Kentucky has just 
stated. 

Mr. HOAR. Will the Senator from Kentucky repeat his state- 
ment as to my colleague? 

Mr. BLACKBURN. I said the junior Senator from Massachu- 
setts [Mr. LopGE] said in debate that the people of New England 
were anxious to hold this appropriation of $196,000 for special 
fast mail facilities. That was said in the debate day before yes- 
terday. 

Mr. HOAR. If the Senator from Wyoming will pardon me,I 
will state that my colleague is not in the Chamber, but I did not 
hear the particular sentence which the Senator from Kentucky 


quotes. 
Mr. BLACKBURN. Ispeak from the REcorD. 
Mr. HOAR. Idonot knowanything aboutthat. I think, how- 


ever, that the statement which I heard the Senator from Kentucky 
make, that my colleague said it was New England which is de- 
manding this service—— 

Mr. BLACKBURN. I did notmean to say he put it in the way 
of demanding the service. He said it was important to the peo- 
ple of New England, and he went on to argue against the recom- 
mendation of the committee to strike out the subsidy of $196,000. 

Mr. HOAR. That is quite another thing. It is important to 
the people of New England that they shall have a prosperous 


South and a prosperous West, where live people who are their 
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TI understand this serviceis 


countrymen and with whom they deal. 
essential to a business communication of which New England is 


at one end and a large and rapidly growing and pros 
of the South is at the other. Their interests are alike in the mat- 
ter. Ido not think my colleague said anything except that. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. He made an explanation of the interests 
of New England. 

Mr. CAREY. I stated that it had only been found necessary to 
subsidize one fast-mail line, one running from New Denard to 
the chief Southern cities. This, I understand, has been stricken 
out from the pending bill. so far as the committee could strike it 
out. The proposition of the Senator from Wisconsin is, so far as 
possible, to absorb these traveling post-offices and have the Gov- 
ernment purchase or build the cars and pay for running them on 
some other basis. The Senator from Wisconsin, I think, mis- 
understands the purpose for which compensation is paid so far 
as the postal cars are concerned. I have been told that very fre- 
quently not over 2,000 pounds of mail are carried in one of these 
cars;that the appliances are such, requiring an immense amount 
of room and space to handle the mail, that rarely indeed can there 
be placed in a car over four or five tons of mail matter. 

e know that an express car or an ordinary freight car is 
loaded down with from 10 to 20 tons of freight. There are cer- 
tain incidental things that are done by the railroad companies 
that are very expensive so far as these cars are concerned. As I 
said tee ay, on an examination of this question it will be 
found that if the Government paid a reasonable compensation for 
the fares of the postal clerks who travel in the cars it would 
nearly eat up the entire appropriation that is paid for all of this 
service. In addition to that, the railroad companies handle the 
mails between their stations and the various post-offices where 
the distance is not more than a quarter of a mile, which would 
undoubtedly cost the Government a very large portion of the ap- 
propriation of $2,000,000 that is made for this purpose. 

I do not believe the railroad companies should be paid any more 
for this service than is just and proper. I do not believe that they 
are being paid to-day any more than should be paid, considering 
the service that they give. I have perhaps as little reason to love 
railroad companies as any other member of this body; I am in no- 
wise connected with railroad companies; but I believe it is a bad 
time to crush railroad companies simply because they are railroad 
companies. It is doing an immense damage to the people of the 
United States. I do not believe that we should arbitrarily say 
that the companies shall accept a certain rate for carrying the 
mails. There is no constitutional provision that will force them 
to accept other than reasonable compensation. Unfortunately, in 
the West the railroads are very generally in the hands of re- 
ceivers. The stocks have become very much depreciated. In 
many instances the roads are entirely in default in the payment 
of interest on their bonds. There is not sufficient business and 
sufficient compensation for the great compariies to pay their fixed 
charges. I have a little clipping from a newspaper which is 
rather interesting at this time: ; 

In 1893, 74 companies, operating 29,000 miles of road and representing over 
SS of investment, went into bankruptcy. In 1894 the record shows 
yut 38 companies, 7,025 miles of road, and aggregate obligations of $395,000,000. 


rous portion 


r 


About one-quarter of the railroads in the 


E nited States, reckoning by mile- 
age, are now in the hands of receivers. 


And during the last nineteen years 
the work of clearing away wrecks has involved the sale under foreclosure of 
503 railroads, representing 62,926 miles of road and $3,528,125,000 of stocks and 
bonds. 

Mr. DAVIS. I should like to ask the Senator from Wyoming if 
he has any information as to how many postal cars are in the 
service of the United States? 

Mr. CAREY. About 700, I understood the Senator from Wis- 
consin to state. 

Mr.BLACKBURN. Thereare betweenseven and eight hundred 
all told, of which number, in round nuinbers, there are about 120 
or 130 that are always held in reserve to take the place of disabled 
cars, in the event of an accident or collision, or of cars that are 
being repaired. 

Mr. DAVIS. Will the Senator inform me what it costs to build 
one of those cars? 

Mr. BLACKBURN. The outside estimate as the cominittee 
was able to get it was $6,000. That is certainly above the average 
cost of construction. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. I should like to ask the Senator 
from Kentucky, in this connection, how many of those cars are 
run exclusively on mail trains, if the Senator knows. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. It would be impossible to answer, because 
from what is termed the reserve, which means about 120 or 130 
cars, they draw as occasion may require. Of course, at certain 
times they need those cars temporarily and they use them tem- 
porarily. It would be impossible for me to state how many are 
run exclusively in mail trains. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. I know that on a great number of 
the roads a number of mail trains are made up exclusively of mail 
cars. 
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Mr. BLACKBURN. No; there are very few. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. Trains that carry no passengers. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. There are very few of such trains. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. I feel quite sure—— 

Mr. BLACKBURN. There are some. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. Is the Senator from Wyoming 
able to state what proportion of mail cars are run exclusively on 
mail trains? 

Mr. CAREY. I am not able to state the number, but I pre- 
sume it is very small, because there are very few fast mail trains 
in the United States. As I said, they are made up by diverting 
the mails from parallel lines to one line, for the reason that the 
compensation to-day allowed will not pay for many fast mail lines. 
In other words, if to-day the Government should make the prop- 
osition on the present basis that two mail lines should run from 
the Pacific Coast to the East at the compensation now paid they 
could not run if the compensation was divided. It is only by 
throwing the bulk of the weight of mails on one line that we get 
our fast mail through the West. 

Mr. President, this matter has been very fully investigated. 
There was acommission appointed, at the head of which was First 
Assistant Postmaster-General Elmer. There is a very full report 
on the files of this body that can be examined. The commission 
do not anywhere make the proposition that the Government shall 
go into the business of building or buying its own cars and oper- 
ating them onthe railroads. So far as the fast mails are concerned, 
if the Government owns the cars why not own the engines? If it 
owns the engines, then it will have to hire the firemen and the 
engineers. The Government would take possession of the entire 
train except the engine and the men who manipulated the engine, 
if the provision of the Senator from Wisconsin should prevail. It 
would be adopting an entirely new system in this country so far 
as the transportation of the mails is concerned. Ido not believe 
any advantage would be derived from it. I donot believe the cost 
of transporting the mails would be cheapened one particle nor 
that as good service would be maintained as when the railroad 
companies are permitted to operate their own roads on the time- 
tables which are to-day furnished by the Post-Office Department. 

Mr. BLACKBURN (at 2 o’clock and 55 minutes p.m.). Under 
the order of the Senate entered on yesterday the vote on this 
amendment and amendments ee thereto is to be taken not 
later than 3 o’clock. If there be no other Senator who wishes to 
be heard, I will ask that the vote shall now be taken upon the 
first pending amendment. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The pending question is the point of 
order raised by-the Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. LopGE]} on 
the first amendment. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I suggest to the Senator from Kentucky that 
there are some Senators absent from the Chamber expecting to be 
here at 3 o’clock, and I think we had better wait until that time 
before the voting es 

Mr. BLACKBURN. Would it not be better to have the bells 
rung? 

Mr. CULLOM. Yes; let the bells be rung. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. Then, in order to meet the suggestion of 
the Senator from Rhode Island, I willask a call of the Senate, as 
there is evidently not a quorum in the Chamber. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Secretary will call the roll. 

The Secretary called the roll, and the following Senators an- 
swered to their names: 

Aldrich, Fanlkner, McLaurin, Pritchard, 
Allen, F McMillan, Proctor, 
Allison, McPherson, 

Bates, Manderson, 

Berry, Hale, Mantle, 

Blackburn, Hansbrough, Martin, 5 

Call, Harris, MitchellofOreg. Stewart, 
Camden, Hawley, Mitchell of Wis. Teller, 


Chandler, A Morsill, vest 
Clark, Hoar, Murphy, ilas, 
Cockrell, Hunton, Palmer, Washburn, 
Coke, Jones of Ark. Pasco, Wolcott. 
Cullom, Kyle, 
Davis, Lindsay, 
Dubois, Lodge, 
Mr. COKE. I wish to state that my colleague [Mr. MILLs] is 
absent on account of sickness. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. Sixty-one Senators have answered 
to their names. A re is present. 
Mr. BLACKBURN. The hour of 3 o’clock having arrived ——— 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The hour of 3 o'clock having ar- 
rived, the Chair submits to the Senate the question, Is the amend- 
ment of the committee in order? ; 
Mr. SHERMAN. [ask for the reading of the amendment. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment will be read. 
Mr. VILAS. Is not the question to be taken first on the amend- 
ment which I offered as a substitute? : 
Mr. CULLOM. Thereis a point of order raised on the com- 
mittee amendment. 
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Mr. HALE. There is a point of order raised on the amend- 
ment of the committee. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. A point of order has been raised on 
the amendment of the committee, and the point of order is sub- 
mitted to the Senate, under the rules. 

Mr. VILAS. The point of order was—— 

Mr. ALDRICH. Let the amendment be read. 

Mr. VILAS. Iwas going to observe that a point of order can 
not properly lie against my amendment because it has been re- 
ported by a committee. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. The point of order is against the 
amendment of the committee, which is in the bill. 

Mr. VILAS. My amendment is a substitute for the proposition 
of the committee. 

Mr. HALE. Letus have the amendment of the committee read, 
and then that question can be submitted. 

Mr. PALMER. May I inquire if the question is whether the 
amendment pro by the committee is in order? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. That is the question. 

Mr. PALMER. It is not upon the amendment proposed by the 
Senator from Wisconsin? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment proposed by the 
Senator from Wisconsin can be moved again as an independent 
proposition. The amendment of the committee will be stated. 

The Secretary. After the word “dollars” in line 16, page 4, 
the Committee on Appropriations report to insert: 

Said sum shall be expended under the direction and in the discretion of 
the Postmaster-General, and any provision of existing law in conflict here- 
with is hereby repealed: Provided, That no part of said sum shall beexpended 
for the purchase of postal cars or for special facilities on fast-mail trains. 

Mr. PASCO. Iunderstood that that amendment had been mod- 
ified by the Senator from Kentucky so as to avoid the repealing 
features of the amendment; and it strikes me that that is the 
amendment before the Senate, and not the one which has been 
read by the Penent. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair will state that an objec- 
tion to the modification was interposed by a Senator on the left of 
the Chair. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. I did not understand that any objection 
was interposed to the submission of the modified amendment. On 
the contrary, I think the senior Senator from Nebraska expressly 
disclaimed a — of objecting to it. 

Mr. MANDERSON. My proposition was that the amendment 
proposed by the Senator from Kentucky could not be entertained 
until the point of order against the committee’s amendment was 
disposed of; that the point of order must first be disposed of be- 
= the oe amendment could be offered by the Senator from 

<entucky. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. Thenletusunderstandeachother. There 
isno amendment pending before the Senate except the one printed 
in italics, submitted by the Committee on Appropriations. 

Mr. MANDERSON. That is the amendment against which the 
point of order was raised. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. And the question is whether the proposed 
amendment of the committee is in order, and the modification sub- 
mitted by me is not before the Senate. ; 

Mr. MANDERSON. Itis not. That will come in afterwards. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. Very well. 

Mr. PASCO. I wish to ask if the Senator from Kentucky has 
not the right under our rules to modify his amendment. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Not the committee amendment. 

Mr. LODGE. Not the committee amendment. 

Mr. HARRIS. He would have that right if it was in his own 
amendment. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. I understand any Senator has a right to 
modify his own amendment, but I do not understand that under 
the rules, even though a Senator, as in this case, is in charge of 
the bill, he has a right to modify a committee amendment. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. That is the decision of the Chair. 

Mr. HARRIS. I wish to ask the Senator from Kentucky if the 

roposed modification is made by direction of the committee or 
is it his own? 

Mr. BLACKBURN. It was made only by the advice of some 
—e of the committee with whom I had an opportunity to 
consult. 

Mr. HARRIS. But it was not the action of the committee? 

Mr. BLACKBURN. ‘No, it is my own. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Senators who are of the opinion that 
the amendment of the committee isin order willsay “‘aye.” [Put- 
ting the question. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. Let us have the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered, and the Secretary proceeded to 
call the roll. 

Mr. COKE (when his name was called). I am paired with the 
nent from Oregon [Mr. DoLreH]. If he were here I should 
vote ‘‘ yea.” 

Mr. oULLOM (when his name was called). I have a general 
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pair with the senior Senator from Delaware [Mr. Gray], but yes- 
terday he did not know that he would be absent from the Senate 
to-day and authorized me to vote without reference to the pair. 
I do not know how he would vote on this question; I vote ‘‘nay.” 

Mr. FAULKNER (when his name was called). I am pai 
with the Senator from Pennsylvania [Mr. CaMERON ]. I under- 
stand that if he were present he would vote “nay.” I should 
vote ‘‘ yea.” 

Mr. McLAURIN (when his name was called). I will transfer 
my pair with the junior Senator from Rhode Island [Mr. Drxon] to 
the junior Senator from South Carolina (Mr. Inpy] and vote 
‘*vea.” 

Mr. COKE (when Mr. Mitis’s name was called). My colleague 
[Mr. Mis] is absent, detained at home by sickness. 

Mr. McMILLAN (when Mr. Wo.cortt’s name was called). 
The junior Senator from Colorado [Mr. WoLcort] desired me to 
state that he was unexpectedly called out of the Chamber; and he 
is paired with the Senator from Ohio [Mr. Brice]. 

he roll call was concluded. 

Mr. MORGAN (after having voted in the affirmative). I with- 
draw my vote. I am paired with the Senator from Pennsylvania 
[Mr. a 

Mr. CAMDEN, Iam paired with the junior Senator from Iowa 
[Mr. WiLson]. 

Mr. BATE (after having voted in the affirmative). I find that 
I am paired with the Senator from Georgia [Mr. GorpDoN], who 
is absent from his seat, and I withdraw my vote. 

Mr. SQUIRE. I am paired with the Senator from Virginia 
ee DANIEL], but by an arrangement with his colleague [| Mr. 

LUNTON] my pair has been transferred to the Senator from Ne- 


vada [Mr. Jonges}]. Therefore, I am at liberty to vote. I vote 


oe nay. ” 

The result was announced—yeas 17, nays 39; as follows: 
, YEAS—1% 
Allen, Cockrell, Kyle, Vest, 
Berry, George, Lindsay, Vilas. 
Blackburn, Gorman, McLaurin, 
Blanchard, Harris, Roach, 
Call, Jones of Ark. Turpie, 

NAYS—39. 
Aldrich, Hansbrough, Mitchell of Wis, Proctor, 
Allison, Hawley, Morrill, Pugh, 
Carey, Higgins, Murphy, Ransom, 
Chandler, oar, Palmer, Sherman, 
Clark, Hunton, Pasco, Squire, 
Cullom, Lodge, Peffer, Stewart, 
Davis, McMillan, Perkins, Teller, 
Dubois, Manderson, Pettigrew, Walsh, 
Frye, Mantle, Platt, Washburn. 
Hale, Mitchell of Oreg. Pritchard, 
NOT VOTING—&L 

Bate, Daniel, Hill, Quay, 
Brice, Dixon, Irby, Shoup, 
Burrows, Dolph, Jones of Neve Smith, 
Butler, Faulkner, McPherson, Voorhees, 
Caffery, Gallinger, Martin, White, 
Camden, Gibson, Mills, Wilson, 
Cameron, Gordon, Morgan, Wolcott. 
Coke, Gray, Power, 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senate decides that the amend- 
ment of the committee is not in order. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. 1 ask whether the amendment that I sub- 
mitted day before yesterday, and which was to be considered as 
pending, is not now before the Senate as the first amendment to 
be acted upon? 

Mr. MANDERSON. It can be offered. 

Mr. ALDRICH. It can be offered. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. 
asked that it might be considered as pending as a substitute for 
the committee’s amendment, and there was no objection made. 

Mr. HALE. I take it the Senator now under the agreement can 
offer it. It can not be debated. He can offer it and it can be 
voted upon at once, or any Senator can move to lay it on the table, 
and of course a point of order can be raised upon it. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. I will submit it as an amendment right 
now. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment will be stated. 

The Secretary. After the word ‘‘ dollars,” in line 16, page 4, 
insert: 

Said sum shall be expended under the direction and in the discretion of 
the Postaansterthenastl: Provided, That a reduction of not less than 10 per 


cent shall be made upon present rates of compensation: And prowded also 
That no part of the said sum shall be expended for the purchase of postal 


Cars. 
Mr. VILAS. Now I will offer the amendment I proposed as a 
substitute for the amendment of the Senator from Kentucky. 


Mr. HALE. Let it be read. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Thesubstitute offered by the Senator 
from Wisconsin will be read. 

The Secretary. Insert after the word “ dollars,” in line 16, 
page 4: 
And the Postmaster-General is hereby authorized and directed, instead of 


I offered it day before yesterday, and | 





leasing from time to time as the conditions of the service will permit, to pro- 
cure by purchase the necessary post-office cars required by the service on 
any and all lines, and thereafter to cause the same to be provided.with ail 
needful supplies, to be kept in good order and repair, and to be drawn and 
operated upon any railroad which shall, under his direction, be engaged in 
mail transportation, and for such operation to pay the rates now provided 
by law for mail transportation by railroads; and every company, corpora- 
tion, receiver, or other ees operating any railroad which is a mail route 
of the United States shall transport such cars accordingly upon and in con- 
nection with all such of its regular trains as the Postmaster-General shall 
direct; and the Postmaster-General may, in his discretion, make purchase 
of such post-office cars directly from any owner thereof without advertise- 
ment, or may contract for the construction of the same; and may also make 
contracts for the supply, cleaning, and repair of sach cars with any com- 
pany, corporation, or persons, or ma e other provision therefor; for 
which purpose he may use any part of the foregoing sum or such further 
sum as may be found necessary, not exceeding $500,000. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment of the Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. Vruas} to the 
amendment of the Senator from Kentucky [Mr. BLACKBURN]. 

Mr. HALE. I move to lay the amendment to the amendment 
on the table, and on that I call for the yeas and nays. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on the motion of the 
Senator from Maine to lay the proposed substitute on the table. 

Mr. HOAR. And the whole amendment. 

Mr. ALDRICH. The amendment and the substitute. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. Under the rule, the laying of an amend- 
ment in the nature of a substitute upon the table does not affect 
the amendment. 

Mr. HALE. I move to lay the substitute on the table. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair was submitting that ques- 
tion to the Senate. Is the demand for the yeas and nays sec- 
onded? 

The yeas and nays were ordered; and the Secretary proceeded 
to call the roll. 

Mr. COKE (when his name was called). 
Senator from Oregon el DoLpPH}. 

Mr. McLAURIN. I transfer for the day my general pair with 
the Senator from Rhode Island [Mr. Drxon] to the Senator from 
South Carolina [Mr. Irpy] and vote “nay.” 

Mr. MORG (when his name was called), 
the Senator from Pennsylvania [Mr. Quay]. 

The roll call was concluded. 

Mr. McMILLAN. I again announce the pair of the Senator 
— _o [Mr. WoLcotT] with the Senator from Ohio [Mr. 

RICE]. 

Mr. BURROWS. I am paired with the junior Senator from 
Maryland [Mr. Gipson], but I am advised that, if present, he 
would vote in the affirmative and I therefore vote ‘“‘ yea.” 

Mr. CHANDLER. My colleague [Mr. GALLINGER] is absent 
from the Senate, sick. He is paired with the junior Senator from 
Tae oad MiLLs], who is also absent, sick. 

Mr. BATE (after having voted in the affirmative). I am paired 
with the Senator from Georgia [Mr.Gorpon], and as I under- 
stand on this vote, if present, he would vote the same way I do, I 
will let my vote stand. 

Mr.PERKINS. I desire to state that my colleague [Mr. 
WHITE] is unavoidably absent temporarily from the Senate. He 
is paired with the senior Senator from Idaho [Mr. SHovur}. 

Mr.HUNTON,. Iannounce to the Senate that my colleague 
[Mr. DANIEL] is absent and has a general pair with the Senator 
from Washington [Mr.SqutrE]. If my colleague were here he 
would vote ‘‘ yea” upon this question. The Senator from Wash- 
ington under the circumstances is at liberty to vote, as he agrees 
with my colleague on this question. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. I desire tostate that my colleague 

Mr. DoLpu], if here, would vote “ yea” upon the proposition. He 
is detained from the Senate. 

The result was announced—yeas 51, nays 10; as follows: 


I am paired with the 


I am paired with 


YEAS—5l. 
Aldrich, Davis, McMillan, Pritchard, 
Allen, Dubois, McPherson, Proctor, 
Allison, Faulkner, Manderson, Pugh, 
Bate, Frye, Mantle, Ransom, 
Berry, Gorman, Mitchell of Oreg. Roach. 
Blackburn, Hale, Morrill, Sherman, 
Burrows, Hansbrough, Murphy, Squire, 
Camden, Hawley, Palmer, Stewart, 
Cameron, Higgins, Pasco, Teller, 
Carey, Hoar, Peffer, Turpie, 
Chandler, Hunton, Perkins, Walsh, 
Clark, Kyle, Pettigrew, Washburn. 
Cullom, Lodge, Platt, 

NAYS—10. 
Call, Harris, McLaurin, Vilas. 
Cockrell, Jones of Ark. Mitchell of Wis. 
George, Lindsay, Test, 

NOT VOTING—26. 
Blanchard, Dolph, Jonés of Nev. Smith, 
Brice, Gallinger, Martin, Voorhees, 
Butler, Gibson, Mills, White, 
Caffery, Gordon, Morgan, Wilson, 
Coke, Gray, Power, Wolcott 
iel, Hill, Quay, 

Dixon, Irby, Shoup, 


So the amendment to the amendment was laid on the table. 
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The VICE-PRESIDENT. Thequestion recurs upon the amend- 
ment proposed by the Senator from Kentucky [Mr. BLACKBURN]. 

Mr. LODGE. I move to lay that amendment on the table. 

Mr. HARRIS. Let the amendment be read. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Massachusetts 
swans ee lay the amendment on the table. The amendment will 

» read. 

The Secretary. After the word “ dollars” in line 16, on page 
4, it is proposed to insert: 

Said sum shall be expended under the direction and in the discretion of the 
Postmaster-General: Provided, That a reduction of not less than 10 per cent 
shall be made upon the present rates of compensation: And provi also, 
That no part of said sum shall be expended for the purchase of postal cars. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on the motion of the 
Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. LopGE] to lay the amendment 
on the table. ° 

Mr. ALDRICH. I ask for the yeas and nays on the motion. 

The yeas and nays were ordered; and the Secretary proceeded 
to call the roll. 

_ Mr. BATE (when his name was called). Iam paired with the 
ee from Georgia [Mr. GorpoNn] and therefore withhold my 
vote. . 

Mr, COKE (when his name was called). 
Senator from Oregon [Mr. DoLPr#]. 

Mr. MORGAN (when his name was called). 
the Senator from Pennsylvania [Mr. Quay. ] 

Mr. SQUIRE (when his name was called). I, make the an- 
nouncement once for all for the day, so that there may be no mis- 
understanding, that I am paired with the Senator from Virginia 
[Mr. DanieL]. His colleague [Mr. HunToN], however, assures 
me that the Senator from Virginia, whois absent, if present would 
vote ‘‘ yea.” I therefore vote “‘ yea.” 

The roll call was concluded. 

Mr. CAMDEN. I am paired with the junior Senator from Iowa 
[Mr. WiILson]. 

Mr. BURROWS. Iam paired with the junior Senator from 
Maryland [Mr. Gipson], but I am advised that he would vote the 
same way that I shall on this question, and I vote ‘‘ yea.” 

The result was announced—yeas 42, nays 19; as follows: 

YEAS—42. 


Mantle, 

Mitchell of Oreg. 
Mitchell of Wis. 
Morrill, 
Murphy, 

Peffer, 

Perkins, 
Pettigrew, 


tt 
Pritchard, 
Proctor, 


I am paired with the 


I am paired with 


Aldrich, Hale, 
Allison, Hansbrough, 
Burrows, awley, 
Higgins, 
Hill, 
Hoar, 
Hunton, 


Lodge, 
McMillan, 
McPherson, 
Manderson, 


Washburn, 
Wolcott. 


NAYS—19. 
Kyle, 
Lindsay, 
McLaurin, 
Palmer, 
Jones of Ark. Pasco, 
NOT VOTING—26. 
Daniel, Irby, 
Dixon, Jones of Nev. 
Dolph, Martin, 
Gallinger, 
Gi 


Tu tn 
ie, 

Vest, 

Vilas. 


chomp. 
Smith, 
Voorhees, 
Mills, White, 
Wilson. 


Caffery, 
Camden, Power, 
Coke, Quay, 


So the amendment was laid on the table. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Secretary will proceed with the 
reading of the bill. : 

The Secretary resumed the reading of the bill. The next amend- 
ment of the Committee on Appropriations was, on page 4, after 
line 24, to strike out: 

For necessary and special facilities on trunk lines from Springfield, Mass., 
by way of New York and Washington, to Atlanta and New Orleans, $196,614.22: 
Provided, That no part of the oa ropriation made by this peregreph shall be 


expended unless the P nmeral shall deem such expenditure neces- 
sary in order to promote the interest of the postal service. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. Without objection, the amendment 
will be regarded as to. 
Mr. RANSOM. r. President, I do not agree to that amend- 


ment. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. If there be no objection, the Chair stated, 
the amendment would be regarded as to. 

Mr. HUNTON. We do notagree tothatamendment. I donot 
care to debate it, but I desire that the amendment of the commit- 
tee which is under consideration shall be defeated. That amend- 
ment is to strike out the following words: 


For necessary and special facilities on trunk lines from Springfield, m 
by way of Now’ York ond Washington, to Atlanta and New Orleans, $196,614.22: 
Provided, That no part of the appropriation made by this paragraph be 
expended unless the Postmaster-Genera! shall deem such expenditure neces- 
sary in order to promote the interest of the postal service. 


So the amendment of the committee now before the Senate is to 
strike out that portion of the bill as it came from the House of 


Morgan, 


Mass 
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Representatives which I have read to the Senate. For one I am 
opposed to striking out that part of the bill as it came from the 
other House, and desire to have it remain as that House passed it. 
It gives $196,614.22 for special and necessary facilities on trunk 
lines from Springfield, Mass., by way of New York and Washing- 
ton, to Atlanta and New Orleans. 

Mr. President, this appropriation has been in every appropria- 
tion bill for the last fifteen years, I am informed by the Senator 
from North Carolina [Mr. RANsom], and it has been regularly ex- 
pended by the Postmaster-General for the purpose of increasing 
the postal facilities from eee Mass., to New Orleans. 
Every appropriation act which contained this item also contained 
the words to which I now call the attention of Senators: 

Provided, That no part of the appropriation made by this paragraph shall 
be expended unless the Postmaster-General shall deem such expenditure 
necessary in order to promcte the interest of the postal service. 

So that if this bill stands as it came from the House of Repre- 
sentatives it leaves the matter entirely discretionary with the 
Postmaster-General whether he will spend the $196,614.22, or any 

art of it, in promoting postal facilities between these points. 

hat discretion has been left with the Postmaster-General ever 
since the appropriation was made fifteen years ago, and the Post- 
master-General in every instance has in the exercise of that dis- 
cretion spent the $196,614.22 in increasing the mail facilities 
between these points. All the Postmasters-General for the last 
fifteen years having in their discretion spent this money, itis fair 
to argue that in their opinion it has been deemed necessary to 
spend annually $196,614.22 in order to increase the mail facilities 
between these points. 

Mr. President, this isanimportant matter.. This mail goes from 
one end of the country to the other, and facilitates the delivery of 
the mail all along its route. 

That is not ali, sir. When this fast mail reaches the city of 
Richmond, for instance, all points radiating from that city are 
served with the mail much sooner than they otherwise would be. 
Therefore, I hope the amendment of the committee striking out 
this appropriation will not prevail. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment reported by the committee. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. Mr. President—— 

Mr. LODGE. I was going to ask for the yeas and nays upon 
the amendment. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. Mr. President, I shall try not to exceed 
the limit under the agreement of five minutes to each Senator. I 
only want to say that there is but one railroad company in this 
country that is to-day getting any subsidy for special fast mail 
facilities, and that is the one from Springfield, Mass., through 
New York and Washington, to Atlanta and New Orleans. That 
company is getting $196,614.22 every year. That appropriation 
has never been recommended by the Post-Office Department. For 
two years in the report of the Postmaster-General the request was 
made of Congress to abolish it upon the ground that it was a posi- 
tive detriment instead of a benefit to the service. 

Now, I only want to call the attention of the Senate to the fact 
that we have pending before the Committee on Appropriations 
applications from other railroad companies insisting that they, 
too, shall be subsidized if this one is to be. For instance, here is 
what is known as the Seaboard Air Line. It is a parallel line to 
the one that is now receiving this subsidy of $196,614.22. There 
is a difference of less than sixty minutes—about fifty-eight min- 
utes—in the schedule time of these two roads between New York 
City and Atlanta, Ga., the one getting in round numbers $200,000 
a year as a subsidy from the Government, and the other getting 
nothing. 

Mr. BUTLER. The Atlantic Coast Line gets nothing. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. The Atlantic Coast Line gets nothing; the 
Seaboard Air Line gets nothing, and this company gets this $196,- 
614.22. 

Mr. GEORGE. In other words, we are paying nearly $200,000 
for saving fifty-eight minutes in time. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. Yes; we are paying $200,000 in round 
numbers, or, vo be exact, $196,614.22 for a difference of fifty-eight 
minutes in the schedule between the subsidized and the unsubsi- 
dized parallel line from New York to Atlanta. 

But that is not all that I desire to call to the attention of the 
Senate. Here is Cincinnati, with an amendment offered by the 
senior Senator from Ohio [Mr. SHERMAN], asking for $100,000 for 
special mail facilities on trains going out of that city, if this pro- 
vision is to stay in the bill. Here is the Seacoast Air Line asking 
for $196,000 if its competitor parallel line is to have $196,000. Here 
is the city of Louisville asking for $150,000 in order that she may 
have these special mail facilities eee by sabsidy over the 
a at ee the Louisville and Nashville and the Queen 
an ent. 

Mr. President, it must be admitted that each and every one of 
these railroad companies has as much right to this subsidy as the 
one that is getting it. I have no concern about it. The votes re- 
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cently taken in this Chamber have sufficed to convince me that it | from here to New Orleans goes right through the bosom of the South- 
isa very difficult thing, if not an impossible thing, to beat these | ern States—right through the center of Virginia, right through 


railroad companies on anything they want. w thi 
we can do it here, but I do insist upon one thing, and that is fair- 
ness. Either strike out the subsidy to this line or else put in 


I do not know that | the center of North Carolina, a hundred and odd miles through 


South Carolina, right through the heart of Georgia, right through 
Alabama, through Mississippi, and down to New Orleans? Where, 


$760,000 a year in the nature of subsidies to these other lines, whose | let me ask, could a road be constructed which would confer more 


amendments are pending here, and whose rights and equity are | benefit u 


equally as good as those of the company now receiving the subsidy. 
Mr. HILL. Will the Senator allow me a moment? 
Mi. BLACKBURN. Certainly. 
Mr. HILL. 


Is the provision for the existing fast-mail line tral portion o 


from Springfield, Mass., to Atlanta, Ga., found only in appropri- 


ation bills? 

Mr. BLACKBURN. In the Post-Office appropriation acts only; 
and it never has been asked tor by the Postmaster-General, but 
he twice has officially reported against it, with the request that it 
should be abolished, because it was a detriment instead of a ben- 
efit to the service. : 

Mr. FRYE. Will the Senator allow me to ask him a question? 

Mr. BLACKBURN. With pleasure. é 

Mr. FRYE. Is this railroad line connected in any way with 
the steamer lines that run to Cuba and so on? ; 

Mr. BLACKBURN. I do not understand that it isin anywise 
whatever. The line to which the Senator refers is the Atlantic 
Coast Line, and the subsidy was taken away two years ago from 
that line and given to this line. This used to be called the Rich- 
mond and Danville system, but they change their name every few 
days when they get a new receiver, and I believe it is now called 
the Southern Line. 

Mr. BUTLER. The Southern Railway Company. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. The Southern mew Company. 

Mr. BATE. They still hold on to the subsidy. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. Yes; and they fight for its retention now 
to the exclusion of all the other railroad lines in this country. 

Mr. RANSOM. Mr. President, the Senator from Kentucky 
makes a speech upon this matter which, taken by itself, might 
make some impression upon the Senate. A stranger hearing him 
would suppose that the Post-Office Department for now going on 
sixteen years had disapproved of this expenditure of money. 

The law under which this provision has been made invariably 
left the expenditure of the money to the discretion of the Post- 
master-General if necessary for the proper and advantageous car- 
rying of the mails, and every Postmaster-General of the United 
States for the last sixteen years has substantially and in effect a 
proved of this appropriation, because each of them has invariably 
made the expenditure. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. Could the Senator be interrupted for a 
moment to ask a question only? 

Mr. RANSOM. With great pleasure. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. Iwouldask the Senator whether any Post- 
master-General has ever estimated for this service or ever asked 
Congress to appropriate for it, and whether in two instances in 
his official report the Postmaster-General has not asked Congress 
to abolish it? 

Mr. RANSOM. 
than words.” 
masters-General; I have not looked at the estimates; but I see 
that every year the Postmasters-General have expended the 
money, while the act declares explicitly that it is in their discre- 
tion to expend it, if necessary for the pas and advantageous 
carrying of the mail. Now, you see what becomes of the Sena- 
tor’s argument upon that branch of the case. 

In the next place, a man would be almost affected to tears to 
hear my friend froma Kentucky talk about these railroad lines. 
He meant the Seaboard Air Line, sir, but he has mixed, if I may 
say so, the names of ‘these different railroad companies, and he has 


It is an old saying, that ‘‘ actions speak plainer 


confounded the Atlantic Coast Line and the Seaboard Air Line | 


with each other. If the Senator from Kentucky will inform him- 
self, as he almost always does, accurately upon these questions, 
he will see that this appropriation does not exclude the Seaboard 
Air Line. This provision declares that that line shall be from 
Springfield via New York and Washington to Atlanta and New 
Orleans, while the Senator from Kentucky declared—and he was 
assisted by my friend from South Carolina |Mr, BuTLER]—that 
the Seaboard Air Line runs from here to Atlanta, and that there 
is only fifty-eight minutes’ difference between them. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. Between New York and Atlanta. 

Mr. RANSOM. Between Washington and Atlanta—lI will cor- 
rect the Senator again—that line going from here to Atlanta; and 
it is in the discretion of the Postmaster-General to say whether 
one line or both linesor neither line shallhave the money. Where 
is the hardship in that? Where is the hardship, sir, when for 
fourteen years the Atlantic Coast Line—and I wish to say here 
that it is one of the best lines in the United States—from here to 
Tampa enjoyed the appropriation for this fast-mail facility, and 
for the last year it has been given to the Southern Line? Does 
not my friend from Kentucky see that the Southern Railway Line 


I have not looked through the reports of the Post- ! 








n the Southern people by a fast-mail service? 

Mr. BUTLER. I suggest to the Senator from North Carolina 
that I think it would be fair for him to state that the Seaboard 
Air Line also penetrates the central portion of his State, the cen- 
my State, and the central portion of Georgia to 
Atlanta. 

Mr. RANSOM. Certainly it does. ’ 

Mr. BUTLER. So, if that is to be the rule, it wo 1d seem to 
me—— 

Mr. RANSOM. I shall make no argument against the Seaboard 
Air Line. I have no purpose to do so. It goes almost by my 
door, and I travel on it from here to my home. it does good, but 
let the Postmaster-General decide which line shall have the ap- 
propriation, or whether both lines shall have it. 

I am not going tomake an argument here as to what fifty-eight 
minutes or an hour between here and Atlanta means in business, 
but I will make this argument, if I can have the attention of the 
Senate fora few moments. This fast mail line has in the last fif- 
teen years done incalculable good to the people of the Southern 
States. It has given life, it has given impulse, it has given facility 
to business, the extent of which I can not begin to estimate. I 
have witnessed it myse!f; Ihaveseen it. Here isa line going right 
down through the country to New Orleans, its branches radiat- 
ing off to the mountains on one side and the seaboard on the 
other. There itis, sir. The simple question is, shall this facility 
be kept up for the people of the South or shall it be stopped—shall 
it be ended? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT rapped with his gavel. 

Mr. RANSOM. I know my time is up, and I shall not say 
another word. 

Mr. LODGE. Mr. President, the argument of the Senator from 
Kentucky in favor of striking out of the bill the provision for this 
fast-mail service consists of one single point, that the appropria- 
tion is now given to one railroad line and that all the other rail- 
road lines will come in and ask for a similar subsidy. There is 
not one syllable in the bill in regard to a railroad line. It simply 
provides that there shall be a fast mail-service between certain 
specified points, and it is open to the Postmaster-General to give 
the subsidy to the railroad which can give the best service. There 
is nothing in the provision giving the money to any particular 
road—not a word. 

I did not know until I heard the matter debated in the Senate 
what railroads had the contract. I only knew that the fast-mail 
service was of great benefit to the merchants and business men of 
New England. It is proposed to abolish this fast mail service be- 
tween given points because one railroad happens to have the con- 
tract. I think that is pretty hard on the large business communi- 
ties which benefit from the fast-mail service. We wish to keep 
the fast service, and I do not care a straw what railroad gets it so 
long as we get the fast mail. 

Mr. RANSOM. That is right. 

Mr. LODGE. Itcanbe given by the Postmaster-General to the 
railroad that will furnish the best service at the lowest cost. 
Why, because it has been given to one line of railroad, which 
must run over the tracks of a great many companies, it should be 
necessary to abolish the whole service, I can not see. I hope that, 
in the interest.of all the States through which the fast mail passes 
and all the great business which is aided by it, the amendment 
may not prevail. 

Mr. BATE. Mr. President, I understand that in the very con- 
tract which is made for the carrying of these mails it is provided 
that the railroads are to transport the mail with the greatest fa- 
cility, with the greatest convenience, and to have the postal cars 
along for the purpose of facilitating the mails. 

I understand there are other roads which make almost the same 
time from point to point as the one which receives this subsidy, 
and I can not see the justice of giving to one particular road an 


| advantage of $200,000 simply that we may have the mail a few 


minutes earlier. I am againstit on principle, as I am opposed to 
bounties. This is a subsidy, and I am against subsidies. We 
have numerous railroads in this country which ought to compete 
with each other, and the advantage should be given to the road 
which makes the quickest time without the Government stepping 
in and showing to one a partiality and saying we will give you 
$200,000 more or less for a rapid rate of delivery of the mail. 
Fifty-eight minutes, I understand, is the difference in time from 
here to Atlanta, running through North Carolina. You can see 
that, of course, from the sentiments uttered by the Senator from 
North Carolina [Mr. Ransom]. It goes right through the heart 
of North Carolina. Each one of these roads 

Mr. RANSOM. If my friend will allow me, I know from what 
he says that the road does not go through Tennessee. 
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Mr. BATE. It does not, and I voted, as the Senator will find 
by the RecorD, against the Louisville and Nashville, which runs 
through my town, being subsidized. I voted against it on prin- 
ciple. I do not care whether the road goes through Tennessee or 
Kentucky or North Carolina or where it runs. I believe it is 
wrong; it is wrong in principle. I do not favor the principle of 
bounties; I do not favor subsidies. Thisis nothing but a subsidy, 
and I oppose it upon principle. If Congress is to enter upon this 
policy, let us do justice and give these other roads which are com- 
petitors a fair chance and a reasonable proportion of the subsidy. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I desire to offer an amendment. The pend- 
ing proposition, I understand, is to strike out the clause for a 
special mail service found on pages 4and 5. I wish to move an 
amendment to come in after line 7 on page 5. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. Iask the Senator from Ohio whether he 
would not prefer to withhold the amendment until action shall 
have been taken upon the committee amendment? 

Mr. SHERMAN. I will state the reason why I think I ought 
not to do that. In the first place, this is an exceptional service 
which has been continued for a number of years. I have voted 
for it simply upon the statement of Senators representing the 
various States that this is an important aid to their postal facilities. 

Now, I have the same urgent demand from the people whom I 
represent, from Cincinnati and Cleveland and other points, and 
also from Chicago and Kentucky, for a similar service. Itis said 
that a fast-mail service from Cincinnati and Louisville, going 
through Nashville, Chattanooga, and other places, to New Or- 
leans, would be of infinite service to the business interests of that 
part of the country, and is just as necessary in every r t as is 
the mail service provided for in the bill. I am not willing any 
longer to vote for the large expenditure for ial mail facilities 
along the Atiantic Coast unless the same facilities, the same aid, 
and the same assistance are rendered to a section of the country 
me yas important in every respect as that along the Atlantic 

ast, 

Mr. CULLOM. Will the Senator from Ohio allow me to inquire 
whether he does not think it is better to strike out the provision 
for necessary and ial facilities on this particular line or lines 
from Springfield, Mass., to New Orleans rather than to enter upon 
a general effort to secure similar facilities on a half dozen other 
lines and retain the clause which the committee recommended 
shall be stricken out? Had we not better get rid of the whole 
business? 

Mr. SHERMAN. I donot wish to get ridof the whole business 
of increasing our mail facilities. 

Mr. CULLOM. Not at ail. I refer to these special facilities 


merely. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I shall vote to strike out this clause unless 
some provision is made for a section of the country that is just as 
important as the Atlantic Coast. Ohio, Kentncky, Indiana, [li- 
nois, and all that part of the country, andthence to New Orleans, 
is now becoming more populous than the whole Atlantic Slope 
south of New York. Therefore the same facilities ought to be ex- 
tended which are extended to the Atlantic seaboard. 

Mr.CULLOM. I agree with the Senator from Ohio that if this 
provision is to be kept in the bill there are other lines that have 
just as much right to be established as this one has to be main- 
tained. But it seems to me that in these hard times, when the 
mail facilities are so thoroughly conducted, with uent trains 
at great speed, it is better to strike out this clause rather than to 
enter upon a general effort to secure the establishment of a half 
dozen other lines, because that is what it will come to, and pay 
additional sums of money for their maintenance. My own opinion 
is that we ought not to adopt the provision in the bill, that we 
ought to get rid of it, because the evidence is that a line right by 
the side of the one which receives this appropriation makes the 
same time, within fifty or sixty minutes, between Springfield, 
Mass., and the terminus of the line. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I am perfectly willing to take the advice of 
the Senator in charge of the bill. If he thinks on the whole that 
we had better postpone the consideration of the amendment I wish 
to offer Iam serge willing to do it, and take a vote upon this 
proposition. But certainly if this clause is retained the others 
ought to come in. : 

Mr. CULLOM. I agree with that. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I do not see any reason why it should not. 
I do not want to interfere with any fast-mail service. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. With the permission of the Senator from 
Ohio, I suggest that the Senate vote upon the amendment sub- 
mitted by the committee, which is to strike out the appropriation 
of $196,000. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I do not want to strike that out. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. Then the Senator had best offer his 
amendment now. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Thatis what I think. : 

Mr. BLACKBURN. Because I wish to vote to e out the 
clause which proposes to appropriate $196,000. But if that is re 
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tained I shall insist with the Senator from Ohio that these other 
amendments ought to be admitted, too. It must be remembered 
that the purpose for which fifteen years ago this fund was put 
into the Post-Office appropriation act has ceased to exist. When 
the Piant Line was completed this fund was appropriated for the 
express purpose of pena fast-mail facilities from New York 
down the Atlantic Coast to Tampa, and there connecting with a 
line of fast steamers between Tampa and Havana. Now, that 
has all disappeared. That connection has been abandoned. The 
Atlantic Coast Line, which for thirteen years had the subsidy, has 
not had it for two years past. That was the only purpose for 
which the fund was ever given. It was to facilitate the rapid 
transit of mails from Tampa, Fla., to Havana, the Atlantic Coast 
Line connecting with a fast steamship line plying between those 
two ports. That has been abandoned, there is no longer any con- 
nection, and the Atlantic Coast Line for two years past has not had 
thisfund. Butwhatwas knownasthe Richmondand Danvillesys- 
tem, now known as the Southern Railway, which has no earthly 
connection with any foreign steamship line, which never carries 
a letter that goes beyond the limits of our own land, has the sub- 
sidy now. There is no argument to support it to-day. The only 
argument that ever did support it was the Tampa-Havana fast- 
mail steamship line, and that has ceased to exist. 

Mr. CULLOM. Mr. Wanamaker and other Postmasters-Gen- 
eral tried to get rid of it. 

Mr. BLA! URN. No Postmaster-General has ever recom- 
mended it at any time. Twice in his official report he has asked 
for its abolition. The only argument here used for it and the 
only purpose for which it was ever given ceased to exist two years 
ago. Istand with the Senator from Ohio and the Senator from 
Illinois. I say that if the subsidy is to be retained for this one 
line then it ought to be given to the other lines on even terms 
that are here with amendments pending asking forit. I notify 
the Senate now that if it does that it will have to appropriate, in 
round numbers, about three-quarters of a million of money in 
subsidies every year to these different railroad lines. 

Mr. 8 . The total amount provided for by the amend- 
ment that I sent up is $150,000. The amount appropriated by this 
nome is $196,000. I do not see where the Senator gets his 
Mr.CULLOM. There are other hnes. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. I think it is about three-quarters of a mil- 
lion. The Senator from Ohio has an amendment pending here 
himself asking for $150,000. Then the Seacoast Air Line has an 
amendment pending here asking for one hundred and ninety-six 
thousand six hundred and twenty-odd dollars, exactly the amount 
given to the line provided for in the bill. Then in addition to that 
the city of Louisville comes with an amendment here upon my 
desk in which it asks for $150,000. In addition to that the Sena- 
tor from Illinois has served notice on the committee that if any 
subsidy for special mail facilities is retained in the bill he has an 
amendment to offer on behalf of the city of Chicago. So the Sen- 
ator can not get the figures below $750,000 a year asked for in the 
way of subsidies under this head. 

r. SHERMAN. The amendment I offer includes all. I¢ in- 
cludes Louisville and Cincinnati, and it also affects Chicago in the 
same way, becanse—— 

Mr. BLACKBURN. It does not, if the Senator will permit me. 

Mr. CULLOM. How does it affect Chicago? 

Mr. BLACKBURN. It does not include the Seacoast Air Line, 
which is asking for $196,000 here. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Here is the case: If the Senate refuses to 
grant this service to the Western States or the Middle States, I 
may say, I should feel entirely justified in voting against retain- 
ing the provision in the bill; but suppose we adopt it. I am in- 
clined to vote for it because I am in favor of the best possible 
mail facilities for every part of the country. I do not like to act 
in the way of voting against this proposition because the Senate 
chooses to vote against my proposition. That is not the ground 
upon which I stand; but it seems to me that these propositions 
ought to together and that we might take the vote without 
further debate. The whole subject is — 

So far as the particular amendment I submit is concerned, it 
has been demanded by the State of Ohio, the city of Cincinnati 
ey for along time. Now it is grouped with the Louis- 
ville connection and the connection to New Orleans, and all the 
States of Tennessee, Kentucky, Alabama, Mississippi, and Louisi- 
ana are interested in this proposition. They are modest about it. 
Although it embraces so many States and — have so large a 
population they ask for only $150,000, which is less than the 
amount that has granted for years on other routes. It 
would cover an immense extent, = = say the whole eastern 
Mississippi Valley, including the Ohio Valley. I think we should 

ut on all these amendments. Suppose they do amount to 
pene Lg them on and let them go into conference and then 
make a distribution. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator's time has expired, 
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Mr. CULLOM. I have looked over the amendment of the Sen- 
ator from Ohio, and I am not able to see that Chicago is included 


im it. 

Mr.SHERMAN. Chicago is not stated, nor is Cleveland stated; 
but the mail facilities now from Cleveland, Toledo, and Chicago 
to the Ohio River are excellent. They can not be much better. 
The facilities now from Chicago to Louisville are as good as they 
can be. They do not want anything more within those States. 
It is the connection with the South where the difficulty lies and 
where the delay is: The people of Cincinnati are seeking to have 
only a freer connection with the South. . 

Mr. HARRIS. Will the Senator from Ohio allow me to ask him 
if his proposed amendment is simply to secure expedition, to expe- 
dite the mails? 

Mr. SHERMAN. It is partly to expedite, and it is to increase 
the facilities. I should like to have the amendment read. It has 
been read already. 

Mr. HARRIS. I do not care to have it read at this moment. 
Can the Senator inform me about how much expedition would be 


secured by this appropriation? 
Mr. SHERMAN. could not, because I have not gone intothe 
tails 


details. 

Mr. HARRIS. Can the Senator from Kentucky inform me as 
to how much the mail is expedited from Springfield, Mass. , to New 
Orleans, via New York, Washington, and Atlanta, by this appro- 
priation of $196,000? 

Mr. BLACKBURN. Ican not give the exact schedules of the 
parallel lines, but I feel absolutely warranted in saying that it is 
not expedited at all. 


Mr. RANSOM. I will tell the Senator from Tennessee if he will | 


rmit me. 

Mr. HARRIS. I want information upon that point, because I 
think it material. We are paying for expedition and I want to 
know how much e3 ition we get for our money. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. You are not page. 

Mr. RANSOM. I will tell the Senator. e New York papers, 
the Northern mails, the Washington mails are carried to all the 
country South one day earlier than they would be but for this fast- 
mail service. 

Mr. HARRIS. Does the Senator undertake to say that the mails 
are expedited twenty-four hours by reason of this appropriation? 

Mr. RANSOM. I do not say twenty-four hours. 

Mr. HARRIS. That is one day, I understand. 

Mr. RANSOM. Pardonme. Imean tosay, andI say distinctly, 
that owing tothe time saved by these fast mails, all the mail from 
the North and from Washington City reach the South one day 
earlier than they would get there but for this service. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. I do not understand the Senator from Ten- 
nessee to be asking about all the fast trains, but the one provided 
for in the bill as it came from the other House. 

Mr. HARRIS. Well—— 

Mr. RANSOM. Now, I want to tell the Senator from Tennes- 
see what has been the effect of the fast mail, if my friend will 
allow me. I can speak of it with some knowledge, for I had some- 
thing to do with its first establishment here. Since it was estab- 
lished we have been receiving mails from New York one day in 
advance of their receipt before. We could not get the New York 
papers, say, at Weldon, N.C., before this system was adopted until 
the day after they were published. Now we get them there the 
saine day. Now we get them on the South Carolina line the same 
day. Now we get them at Atlanta the next morning. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. Does the Senator from North 
Carolina mean to say that by reason of this subsidy to this par- 
ticular line the time has been diminished on the parallel lines? 

Mr. RANSOM. I did not make that statement; but I intend to 
speak of that further on. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. That is about the way of it, is it 
not? 

Mr. RANSOM. That is the case, because they must all do 
their very best to keep up with this line; otherwise the other lines 
would be completely thrown out, 

Mr. HARRIS. Does the Senator from North Carolina mean to 
say that when we have purchased expedition at the price of $196,- 
000 upon a single line we get the same amount of expedition upon 
all the other lines to which we pay nothing? 

Mr. RANSOM. I mean to say exactly this: That from here 
down to South Carolina there are three Hnes, not quite parallel, 
as my friend from Kentucky said, but nearly parallel; and the 
two lines that do not receive this mail facility, as it is called, are 
obliged to try and keep up with the other line. All three lines 
put an additional train on their roads every day; the two lines try 
to keep up with the third. Otherwise there would be a fast line 
which would get all the travel. Every man acquainted with rail- 
road business knows that to be the ease. 

Mr. HARRIS. I wish to ask the Senator one additional ques- 
tion. If by subsidizing this single line we have secured the same 
amount of expedition upon all competing lines, how can he recon- 
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cile it to the most common principle of equity and justice to waste 
$196,000 upon one line cal exclude the other companies that are 
performing similar service? 

Mr. RANSOM. I will answer the Senator from Tennessee that 
but for that line being able to carry the mails so quickly they 
would all lose one day. 

Mr. HARRIS. ThenI propose tothe Senator from North Caro- 
lina that we divide the $196,000 between the lines. 

Mr. RANSOM. I havenothingtodowiththat. Ihave nothing 
to do with any division here. 

Mr. WOLCOTT. As I understand the situation, if you take off 
$196,000 from one line the other two lines would slow up, and it 
is in order to keep them all three going that you have to give 
$196,000 to one of the lines. If I may be permitted I should like 
to introduce an amendment appropriating $150,000 for a fast mail 
from Chicago to Denver. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair will state to the Senator 
from Colorado that an additional amendment is not in order at 
this time. The Chair will recognize the Senator later for that pur- 


pose. 

Mr. RANSOM. Let me suggest whether it is not the proper 
course to take the vote first upon the amendment of the commit- 
tee, because unless that amendment is defeated there is no ground 
a any of the propositions for increased mail facilities; it will all 

one. 

r. SHERMAN. I am afraid that the gentlemen who have se- 
cured these facilities for mail service are playing the same game 
that was described by my honorable friend from Tennessee; that 
is, they want a big subsidy for themselves and they think that will 
answer for all the Western country. 

Mr. RANSOM. May I say to my friend from Ohio we can not 
do that unless the majority of the Senate approves it? 

Mr. SHERMAN. I think on the whole it would be befter for 
the Senator from North Carolina to join me in making a reason- 
able appropriation for fast mail service in the Mississippi Val- 
aren en Lat least will vote for his proposition, as I havedone 
in . 

Mr. RANSOM. Mr. President, I can not make any bargains 
here. I certainly can not make any bargains here before the 
whole world upon this matter. The Senator from Ohio, the Sen- 
ator from Tennessee, the Senator from South Carolina, and the 
Senator from Kentucky can engage im a division of what may be 
called spoils, but I must not be a party to it. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. I understand the Senator from North 
Carolina objects to doing it here publicly. Probably he had 
better retire to the cloakroom. [Laughter. ] 

Mr. RANSOM. Oh, no, Mr. President, that—— 

Mr. BLACKBURN. I simply want to say if a vote is to be 
taken upon other amendments looking to the introduction of ad- 
ditional subsidies I shall vote to put every one of them in, and 
then I shall do my utmost to put every one of them ont, including 
the one that is already in the bill. 

Mr.RANSOM. The Senator from Kentucky is mistaken about 
that, Mr. President. He will never vote to put the amendment 
out in the world if it is once put on the bill. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. The record will show in a few minutes. 

Mr. BUTLER. I have favored an appropriation for fast mails 
to my part of the country almost ever since I have been in the 
Senate. I think, as has been suggested by other Senators, it has 
resulted in great good in respect to facilitating the mails. I do 
not know how true itis, but I understand that one line, which is 
known as the Southern Railway Company, now running from 
Washington viaCharlottesville, Lynchburg, Danville, Greensboro, 
Charlotte, and to Atlanta, has been getting the appropriation of 
$196,000. Within thelast two years another route from Washing- 
ton to Atlanta has been put in operation, to wit, the Seaboard Air 
Line, which runs from here via Fredericksburg, Richmond, Wel- 
don, Raleigh, through Chester, in my State, Athens, Ga., to At- 
lanta, and is in one sense a parallel line with the Southern Railway. 
Tam decidedly im favor of these lines being aided, so as to get the 
very best mail facilities, but I do think in common fairness that 
the appropriation ought to be divided certainly between two of 
the lines, the Southern Railway and the Seaboard Air Line. 

Mr. CHANDLER. May I ask the Senator whether there is any 
objection on the face of the House proposition to having the Post- 
master-General make that division, if he sees fit to do it? 

Mr. BUTLER. Perhaps that would be the best course. But I 
give notice that I shall offer this amendment if the committee 
amendment is not sustained: 

And provided further, That should the Postmaster-General expend the ap 

ropriation he shall divide the same equally between the Souther ils 
mpany, the Seaboard Air Line, and the Atlantic Coast Line companies. 

That would seem to me to be fair. If the Postmaster-General 
would do that, and possibly he mighi, I should not have the slight- 
est objection to it. But this iscertainly giving one line an advan- 
tage overthe other. I am informed by the managers of the Sea- 
board Air Line that if they had this amount they could make up 
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the fifty-eight minutes which they are behind now, as compared 
with the Southern Railway, from this pointtoAtlanta. They are 
fifty-eight minutes, I think, later than the Southern Railway. 
Therefore I give notice that at the proper time, if the pending 
amendment of the committee should not prevail, I shall offer that 
amendment, 

Mr. CULLOM. I simply desire to repeat what I have already 
said, that I am opposed to the paragraph which is proposed to be 
stricken out of the bill by the Senate committee; but I want to say 
in addition that if itis the sense of the Senate that it shall remain 
in, I shall offer an amendment proposing special facilities for a 
line from Chicago, via St. Louis, to New Orleans, and also from 
Chicago to Kansas City. I shall offer those amendments at the 
proper time. : 

r. CHANDLER. I certainly hope that no division among 
Southern Senators in reference to the application of this money 
when Southern lines are reached will prevent the adoption by the 
Senate of the House provision for a fast-mail service from Spring- 
field, Mass., to New Orleans. 'Thatline is undoubtedly something 
of a benefit to New England. It is a much greater benefit to the 
South. It is one of the greatest benefits that have been conferred 
upon the South by recent legislation. 

The advantage of this fast-mail line the Senator from North 
Carolina ss ANSOM] has well described. Now, we want it con- 
tinued. It should be continued as a national enterprise, and it 
should be continued for reasons which do not apply to a line from 
Cincinnati or Chicago. If the House provision is retained in the 
bill and the Senator from Illinois and the Senator from Ohio choose 
to offer other amendments we will deal with them upon their 
merits when they are offered; but I do appeal to Senators not to 
vote down this line for a special reason which does not exist in 
the case of the line from Chicago or Cincinnati, and that is that 
this fast-mail line carries the foreign mail. It puts the South in 
direct and speedy communication with the great transatlantic 
steamers. 

The Senator from Kentucky has spoken of the Plant Line from 
Tampa to Cuba. It may have been one of the objects in the orig- 
inal establishment of this line that those mails should be carried 
and that by means of the Plant Line of steamers Havana should 
be brought into y communication with Europe, but that was 
only an incidental result. 

r. BLACKBURN. Iwill say to the Senator from New Hamp- 
shire that that was the ground upon which this appropriation was 
first made, fifteen years ago. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Does the Senator say it was the only 

round? 

a. BLACKBURN. No; I say it was the principal ground. 

Mr. RANSOM. Will the Senator from New Hampshire allow 
me? 

Mr. CHANDLER. If it does not come out of my time. 

Mr. RANSOM. Certainly not. By the Plant Line of communi- 
cation the mails get sooner to Tampa than by any other route. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I will say to the Senator from Kentucky, 
if he will do me the honor to listen to me, that it was undoubtedly 
one object of this line to we the mails that came upon 
the ocean steamers from the Continent of Europe from Tampa to 
Cuba. That was undoubtedly one of the objects of the line. The 
main purpose of it was, in my belief, not only to carry the domes- 
tic mail from Boston and New York City throughout the South, 
but it was also to give rapid communication with Europe to the 
business men of the South; and I say that the special advan- 
tage of this line alone ought to result in its continuance. If it is 
necessary to have a fast mail from Chicago let us vote the money 
for it. Lf it is necessary to have a fast mail from Cincinnati let 
us have that. If it is an tification to the liberal-minded and 
generous Senator from orado ae WoLcotTtT] to have a fast 
mail from Chicago to the Golden City let us have that. But, Mr. 
President, do not let us take away from the South, which is a 
enough and suffering enough, anyway, although the daylight is 
beginning to shine in there industrially and politically—do not let 
us take away from the poor South the little advan which this 

eedy communication with New York and New England and 

urope gives to her. 

Mr. PERKINS. I should like to ask the Senator from Ken- 
tucky if the two other railroads that parallel the subsidized line 
have made an ee for a subsidy. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. They have. e Seaboard Air Line also 
is here with an amendment asking for the same amount, dollar for 
dollar and cent for cent, that is now being paid to the Southern 
Railway Company. 

Mr. RANSOM. That is true. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. Yes, sir. 

Mr. PERKINS. A year since, when this measure was under 
discussion, I voted for this appropriation. Ihave been inclined to 
so vote upon the amendment now before us. But after listening 
to the argument of my friend from North Carolina there et 
does not seem to be any necessity for this appropriation of $196, 
as an extrasubsidy, for, by his own admission, competition, rivalry 
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(and that is the only thing that tells the story), has given the people 
increased mail service without paying an additional subsidy there- 
for. From whatI know of transportation companies they usually 
do not run at a loss. The inference therefore is that they either 
have been pooling issues and dividing the money among the three 
companies or they have been operating their railroads at a profit. 

I want to vote for this appropriation if I can do so consistently, 
if the requirements of the Southern States demand it; but there 
certainly has not yet been presented*to us any substantial reason 
why we should voteforit. Already they have every mail facility. 
It is rivalry, the competition between the railroad companies, that 

ives them that mail service, and, in the language of the Senator 

om New ree takes the mail from across the Atlantic or 
from Springfield and carries it to their homes in North Carolina, 
or South Carolina, or Georgia. I think that our friends in Colo- 
orado and Illinois and all the West need a subsidy much more than 
this railroal does, because the far West is not settled up by towns 
every two or three or five miles, as is the case in our sister States 
of the South. I want to vote for this appropriation; but I do not 
see how I can consistently do so, based upon the argument of my 
friend the Senator from North Carolina, its warmest advocate. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on the amendment 
proposed by the Senator from Ohio [Mr. SHERMAN] to the amend- 
ment of the committee. 

Mr. SHERMAN. On that I call for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. CULLOM. I should be glad to have the question stated, 
so that the Senate may know exactly what it is voting upon. 

Mr. RANSOM. Can I have the attention of the Senator from 
Ohio for one second? He has offered his amendment to the com- 
mittee amendment which proposes to strike out the whole of the 
appropriation for fast-mail facilities, 

ir. SHERMAN. [have the right always to add to a proposi- 
tion before the question is taken on striking it out. 

Mr. RANSOM. But the amendment of the committee strikes 
out the whole paragraph. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. The amendment to the amendment is to 
perfect the text. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I have a right to move to amend the amend- 
ment of the committee. 

Mr. HARRIS. It is perfecting the text. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment to the amendment 
will be stated. 

The Secretary. Add after line 7, page 5: 

And for necessary and special facilities on trunk lines from Louisville, 
Covington, and Newport, Ky., and Cincinnati, Ohio, to Chattanooga, Tenn., 
for Atlanta, Ga., Knoxville, een. Birmingham, Ala., Meridian, Miss., New 
Orleans, La., and Texas points, $150,000. Provided, however, That no part of 
the appropriation made by this paragraph shall be expended unless the Post- 
master-General shall deem such expenditure necessary in order to promote 
the interests of the postal service. 

Mr. HARRIS. I wish to ask the Senator from Ohio why he 
does not include Nashville after Louisville, that being the most 
direct route to New Orleans. 

me SHERMAN. I have no objection to inserting ‘‘ Nash- 
ville,” 

Mr. HARRIS. I ask that ‘‘ Nashville” be inserted. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment will be modified, 
without objection. The question is on agreeing to the amend- 
ment as modified proposed to the amendment of the committee. 
The Secretary wiil call the roll. 

The Secretary proceeded to call the roll. 

Mr. COKE (when his name was called). I am paired with the 
Senator from Oregon (Mr. DoLpPH]. I should vote “nay” if he 
were here. 

Mr. CULLOM (when his name was called). Iam paired with 
the senior Senator from Delaware [Mr. Gray]. 

Mr. SQUIRE (when his name was called). I have « general 

ir with the senior Senator from Virginia [Mr. DANIEL]. I there- 

ore withhold my vote. 

Mr. WHITE (when his name was called). I am paired with 
the Senator from Idaho [Mr. Shoup]. Were he present I should 
vote ‘* nay.” 

The roll call was concluded. 

Mr. BATE. Iam paired with the Senator from Georgia [Mr. 


_Gorpon]. If he were present I should vote ‘‘ nay.” 


Mr. BURROWS. I am paired with the junior Senator from 
Maryland [Mr. Grsson]. 

Mr. WHITE. Iam informed that if the Senator from Idaho 
[ Mr. Ts with whom I am paired were present he would vote 
are’? I therefore desire to have my vote recorded in the nega- 

ve. 


The result was announced—yeas 22, nays 33; as follows: 
YEAS—2. 
Hansbrough, Lindsay, Proctor, 
Harris, Pugh, 


Mc Sherman, 
Hill Manderson, Wolcott. 


Hoar, tle, 
Jones of Ark. Perkins, 








CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 








NAYS—3. ‘ 

Allen, Frye, Palmer, Teller, 
Bate, George, Pasco, Turpie, 
Berry, Hawley, Peffer, Vest, 
Cail, Hunton, Platt, Vilas, 
Camden, Kyle, Pritchard, Walsh, 
Carey, McLaurin, Ransom, Washburn. 
Cockrell, McPherson, Roach, 
Davis, Mitchell of Oreg. Smith, 
Faulkner, Mitchell of Wis. Stewart, 

NOT VOTING—2. 
Allison, Daniel, Hale, Pettigrew, 
Blanchard, Dixon, Irby, Power, 
Brice, Dolph, Jones of Ney. Quay, 
Burrows, Gallinger, Martin, Shoup, 
Caffery, Gibson, Mills, Squire, 
Clark, Gordon, Morgan, Voorhees, 
Coke, Gorman, Morrill, White, 
Cullom, Gray, Murphy, Wilson. 


So the amendment to the amendment was rejected. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question recurs on the amend- 
ment of the committee. 

Mr. RANSOM. I call for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered; and the Secretary proceeded to 
call the roll. 

Mr. BATE (when his name was called). Iam paired with the 
Senator from Georgia [Mr. GorpDoN] and therefore withhold my 
vote. If he were here he would vote ‘‘ nay,” and I should vote 


** yea.” 

Mr. COKE (when his name was called). I am paired with the 
Senator from Oregon [Mr. DoLPxH]}. 

Mr. CULLOM (when his name was called). Iam paired with 
the Senator from Delaware [Mr. Gray]. If he were present, I 
should vote ‘‘ yea.” 

Mr. WHITE (when his name was called). I am paired with 
the Senator from Idaho pe. SHOUP]. 

The roll call was concluded. 

Mr. HUNTON. Idesire to state thatif my colleague [Mr. Dan- 
IEL] were here, he would vote ‘‘ nay,” and I release the Senator 
from Washington [Mr. SqutrE] from his pair with my colleague, 
so that he may vote. I believe they both think alike on this 
matter. 

Mr. SQUIRE. Under the statement of the Senator from Vir- 

inia [Mr. HunToN] that his colleague (Mr. DANIEL], with whom 

am paired, if present, would vote ‘‘nay,” Iam enabled to vote, and 
I vote ‘‘nay.” 

Mr. BLACKBURN. I wish to inquire, does the Senator from 
Virginia say that his colleague, if present, would vote ‘‘ nay ” on 
this amendment? 

Mr. HUNTON. Istate a emphatically my opinion that my 
colleague would vote ‘‘nay” if he were here, because when we had 
this fight at the last session of Congress, he and I worked together 
upon a similar amendment, and voted together. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. I do not question the Senator’s right to 
speak for his absent colleague, but if he were here and voted 
‘*nay,” it would be the first time that he ever voted for a subsidy 
in this body. 

Mr. HUNTON and Mr. RANSOM. This is no subsidy. 

Mr. HARRIS (after having voted in the affirmative). Is the 
Senator from Vermont [Mr. MorrIL1] recorded as voting? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Vermont is not 
recorded. 

Mr. HARRIS. I am paired with that Senator, but I will trans- 
fer that pair to the Senator from Indiana [Mr. VooRHEEs] and 
let my vote stand. 

The result was announced—yeas 27, nays 33; as follows: 


YEAS—27. 
Allen, Cockrell, Lindsay, Smith, 
Berry, Davis, McLaurin, Teller, 
Blackburn, George, Peffer, Turpie, 
utler, Harris, Perkins, Vest, 

; Hawley. —— Vilas, 
Camden, Jones of Ark. Roach, Wolcott. 
Cameron, Kyle, Sherman, 

NAYS—33. 
Aldrich, Higgins, Mitchell of Oreg. Pugh, 
Blanchard, Hill, Mitchell of Wis. Ransom, 
ry, Hoar, Morgan, Squire, 
Chandler, Hunton, Murphy, Stewart, 
Dubois, eee Palmer, Walsh, 
Faulkner, Me n, Pasco, Washburn. 
e, McPherson, Platt, 
ie, Manderson, Pritchard, 
Hansbrough, Mantle, Proctor, 
NOT VOTING—27. 
Allison, Culiom, Gorman, Power, 
Bate, Daniel, Gray, Quay, 
Brice, Dixon, Irby, a 
Burrows, Dolph, Jones of Nev. Voorhees, 
Caffery, Gallinger, i White, 
Clark, Gibson, Mills, Wilson. 
Coke, Gordon, Morrill, 


So the amendment was rejected. 
Mr. BUTLER. In line 2, on 5, after the words ‘‘ New Or- 
leans,” I move to strike out “‘ $196,614.22 ” and insert ‘‘ $393,228.44,” 


and in that connection I desire to have read a letter which I shall 
send to the desk. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair will state to the Senator 
from South Carolina that his amendment will be in order when 
the bill is reported tothe Senate. The bill is still in Committee 
of the Whole, the words proposed to be stricken out by the com- 
mittee having been retained. 

Mr. BUTLER. Havel not the right now to move toamend the 
text of the bill? The amendment of the committee is not agreed 
to; so the text of the bill remains as it was. 

Mr.CHANDLER. Theunanimous-consent agreement was that 
all the committee amendments should be considered first, as the 
Senator will remember. 

Mr. BUTLER. The Senator from Kentucky did not object to it. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I ask if the understanding was not that all 
the committee amendments should be first considered? 

Mr. BLACKBURN. Yes; that was the order of the Senate. 

Mr. BUTLER. Then, Mr. President, I shall not offer the 


| amendment now. 


Mr. BLACKBURN. But I will say to the Senator from New 
Hampshire that that point was not raised when the Senator from 
Ohio [Mr. SHERMAN] offered an amendment to this amendment, 
and that is what I understand the Senator from South Carolina is 
now seeking to do. 

Mr. C DLER. My point is that the committee amendment 
having been voted down there, is no other amendment before the 
Senate, and no other amendment is in order until the committee 
amendments to the entire bill are disposed of. 

Mr. BUTLER. I have just stated that I shall not offer the 
amendment now. 

eS ee Te The reading of the bill will be re- 
sumed. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of 
the Committee on Appropriations was, on page 5, after line 22, to 
strike out: 
aust of agents and assistants to distribute stamps, and expenses of agency, 


Mr. Patt and Mr. Vinas addressed the Chair. 

Mr. PLATT. Did the Senator rise to make an inquiry about 
this item? 

Mr. VILAS. Irose to make a statement about ‘t and to op- 
pose the adoption of the amendment. 

Mr. PLA That was my purpose, and I will yield to the Sen- 
ator from Wisconsin. 

Mr. VILAS. I shall be very brief. I have submitted to the 
Committee on Appropriations since this amendment was proposed 
by the committee a considerable number of documents and papers 
on the subject, which I think have already influenced their judg- 
ment in regard to the desirability of making this amendment. 

In point of fact, I may say briefly, the Postmaster-General is of 
the opinion that this postage-stamp agency ought not to be dis- 
continued; that it is of substantially the same service to the Gov- 
ernment in the correction and examination of the manufacture of 
the stamps that it hitherto has been; that the saving which could 
be made would necessarily be very little indeed; and [ hope that 
the committee, as represented by the distinguished Senator from 
Kentucky, will themselves yield to the representations in that 
interest, and allow the language to stand as it is in the bill. 

I want to add also that everything else has gone the same way, 
and it would be wrong to attempt to prosecute this small saving 
at the risk of injury. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. Ido not know but what there is a great 
deal of force in the concluding suggestion of the Senator from 
Wisconsin. It has been very clearly demonstrated that the Com- 
mittee on ee can not beat the railroad companies of 
the country, but I thought probably they might be able to con- 
quer a little agg, phe agency, which consists of one chief 
and seven clerks. I confess that I was rather inclined to press 
the fighting on this line in order to demonstrate the ability of the 
Committee on Appropriations to beat somebody. [Laughter. } 

So far as this item is concerned,it involves an expensiture of 
only $12,060. As long as the postage stamps of the Government 
were made by contract by the American Bank Note Company, in 
New York and in Hartford, Conn.,and as long as it was the case 
that those stamps were made by private parties in different cities 
of the Union it was absolutely necessary to have this postage- 
stamp 7 and they were the custodians of the stamps when 
made. ow, for the first time, the postage stamps are being made 
here in the Bureau of Engraving and Printing, and the commit- 
tee was of the opinion that the necessity no longer existed for the 
maintenance of the tage-stamp agency. 


I agree that the Senator from Wisconsin has stated the case 
fairly, that since this bill was reported to the Senate recommend- 
ing the striking out of the provision for this agency the com- 
mittee have agreed that in the legislative, executive, and judicial 
appropriation bill they would incorporate a provision giving the 
Third Assistant Postmaster-General six clerks to do this work in 
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his office, instead of eight who now constitute this subbureanu. 
Since that was done and this bill has been reported the Postmaster- 
General has written me a lengthy letter, in which he insists that it 
would be safer to let this matter go over until next year, in order 
that we may have time, which he says we have not as yet, to 
determine whether it is best to abolish this agency here in this 
city or not. 

Mr. CULLOM. I hope we shall. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. I have no feeling about the matter in any 
way. 

Mr. CULLOM. Let it go. 

Mr. DUBOIS. Mr. President, I think the Senator from Ken- 
tucky, who has charge of this bill, underestimates the ability of 
of the Appropriations Committee. The trouble is that the Appro- 
priations Committee have too much todo. They can not attend to 
all of this business properly, as has been demonstrated by their 
failure to carry the onan reported by them to the pending 
appropriation bill. It seems to me that if the appropriation bills 
were scattered among the various committees of the Senate hav- 
ing charge of the special subjects to which they relate, and each 
of those committees should take charge of the proper appropria- 
tion bill, they would be reported to the Senate in such shape that 
they could be readily passed. 

We all have the greatest confidence in the ability of the ee 
riations Committee, but not in their ability to carry through the 
senate whatever they oe think proper to propose. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on the amendment 

reported by the committee. 

The amendment was rejected. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The reading of the bill will proceed. 

The Secretary resumed and conciuded the reading of the bill. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I desire to renew in substance, though not 
in form, the amendment I offered awhile ago, and I hope the 
Senate will allow it the advantage at least of a conference upon it. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment proposed by the 
Senator from Ohio will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. Itis proposed to insert, after lime 7, on page 5, 
the following: 
oft essere sede tite nt tees free Chan 
mingham, Ala., Me: . Miss., New Orleans, La., and Texas points, $150,000: 
Provided, however, That no part of the appropriation made by this paragraph 
shall be expended unless the Postmaster-General shall deem such expendi- 
ture necessary in order to promote the interests of the postal service. 

Mr. GORMAN. Mr. President, I am compelled to make the 
— of order on the amendment that it has not been estimated 

or and that it is new legislation. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I donot know on what rule the Senator re- 
lies. I should liketo have the rule read. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The rule referred to by the Senator 
from Maryland will be read. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

Ruiz XVI. 
AMENDMENTS TO APPROPRIATION BILLS. 

1. All genet spereunietion bills shall be referred to the Committee on A: 
proesies ons, except making appropriations for rivers and harbors, whic 
shell be referred to the Committee on Commerce; and no amendments shall be 
received toany general appropriation bill, the effect of which will be toincrease 
an appropriation already contained in the bill, or to add a new item of appro- 
eee, eres it be made to out eee some existing law, or 

aty stipulation, or act, or resolution pre sly passed by the Senate during 


ou 
that session; or unless the same be moved by direction of a standing or select 
committee of the come proposed in pursuance of an estimate of the 


ad of scme one of the Departments. 


Mr. SHERMAN. I ask the Senator from Kentucky whether 
there has been any estimate from the Post-Office Department in 
regard to this amendment? 

r. BLACKBURN. No, sir; there never has been by any Post- 
master-General. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Nor for the amendment which has been 
adopted? 

Mr. BLACKBURN. Never. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Then I must say that the point of order is 
well taken, and that it ought to have been taken with the same 
force on the amendment the Senate has adopted. 

Mr. BATE. Lrise toa ———- oer 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator will please state his 
a det 1 prem pve ine 

2. . ; ‘ @ parliam: inquiry. 
As I understand, this amendment, offered again by the Senator 
from Ohio {Mr. SHERMAN], was not estimated for, and was never 
before the Appropriation ittee. It has, as an amendment, 
been voted down on an yea-and-nay vote in the Committee of the 
Whole, and is now, when n presented as an amendment, set 
aside on a point of order. inquiry is, does not the fact of it 
having been voted on im the Gemaiabes of the Whole give it such 
status as will entitle it, when in the Senate, to such recognition 
as would override any of order objecting to its considera- 
tion and entitle it to a vote when offered it gets in the Senate? 
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In other words, Mr. President, does not the fact of its having 
been voted upon in the Committee of the Whole give such juris- 
diction as can not be ousted by a point of order? 

Mr. HARRIS. I suggest to my colleague that the amendment 
of the committee was to strike out a provision which appeared in 
the bill as it came from the House of Representatives. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair sustains the point of order 
made by the Senator from Maryland [Mr. Gorman}. 

Mr. BATE. I understand that, but it seems to me the point is 
very clear. Lonly ask if the position of the amendment is changed. 
at all. The very amendment presented by the Senator from Ohio 
has been recognized by the Senate as in Committee of the Whole 
and voted upon. Now, having been recognized as in Committeeof 
the Whole has he not a right to present it again in the Senate? 

Mr. BUTLER. Is the bill in the Senate? 

Mr. HARRIS. It is not. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair will answer the inquiry of 
the Senator from Tennessee. The Senator from Maryland made 
a point of order against the amendment, and the point of order is 
sustained by the Chair. 

Mr. BUTLER. The Senator from Tennessee [Mr. BaTE] stated, 
as I understood him, that the bill is now in the Senate. I do not 
so understand. 
wis VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill is still in Committee of the 

ole. 

Mr. BATE. What I wish to know is, what rights the amend- 
ment offered by the Senator from Ohio will have when the bill is 
reported to the Senate. 

he VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair can not decide that ques- 
tion in advance, the bill not yet having been reported to the Sen- 
ate. 

Mr. VILAS. I desire to offer an amendment, which I send to 
the desk, and I aska vote uponit. I shall take no time im the dis- 
cussion of it except simply to say that the amendment proposes to 
incorporate in the bill the same classification of the railway 
clerks which has already been passed Rog Senate in a bill for 
that purpose at this session, I believe. e bill was reported by 
the Senator from Michigan = McMILLAN]. This amendment 
was then submitted independently as an amendment to the pend- 
ing appropriation bill, ae favorably by the Committee on 
Post-Offices and Post-Roads, and submitted to the Committee on 
Appropriations. I understand the Committee on Appropriations 
were advised that if this classification were carried into full effect 
it would considerably increase the expenditure for railway postal 
clerks, and for that reason they did not incorporate it with the 
bill, notwithstanding the Senate had passed the bill providing for 
the classification. 

Mr. President, the amendment will not increase the appropria- 
tion for railway postal clerks if a by the Senate, as in Corm- 
mittee of the Whole, at this point. It simply will provide for this 
classification, leaving it to the Postmaster-General, so that he will 
be obliged to retain the expenditure for this branch of the service 
within the limits of the appropriation; but it will provide a just 
and useful arrangement of the clerks of that character in the Rail- 
way Mail Service. 

I wish to add, what I think every Senator here will reeognize at 
once without amplification, that there is no harder worked, more 
faithful, or more deserving class of men in any branch of the pub- 
lic service whatever, unless possibly in the Life-Saving Service, 
than the railway al clerks of the United States. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. I raise the point of order against the 
amendment submitted by the Senator from Wisconsin. 

Mr. VILAS. May I be permitted to say, in reference to the 
point of order, that I believe it has always been ruled that when 
the Senate has converted a bill into an act, so far as this branch of 
the Legislature is concerned, it is then a law within the meaning 
of the rule, and it is not new legislation to put that upon an ap- 
propriation bill after it has been reported by a committee. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Before discussing the point of order on the 
amendment I think it would be well for the Senate to know what 
the amendment is. It has not been read from the desk. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment will be read. 

Mr. VILAS. I think it has been read. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Not to-day. 

The SmcreTary. After lime 24, on page 4, insert: 

That persons in the Railway Mail Service known as railway postal clerks 
shall, on and after the passage of this act, be divided into seven c , whose 
salaries shall not exceed the following rates per annum: First class, not ex- 
ceeding $800; second class, not exceeding $1,000; third class, not exceeding 
$1,200; fourth class, not exceeding $1,300; fifth class, not exceeding $1,500; 
sixth class, not exceeding $1,600; seventh class, not exceeding $1,800: Provided, 
That the Postmaster-General, in fixing the salaries of elerks in the different 
classes, may fix the salaries of clerks of the same class according te the 
amount of work done, the number of hours on duty, and the hip ve geome | 
incurred by each, but shall not in any case allow a higher salary to any 
7 — than the maximum fixed by this act for the class to which such 
c K 

That qui reiivtag postal clerks of class 7 as shall be detailed as chief clerks 

visions lerks 


and such ¢ of class 6 as may be detailed chief clerks of two 
shall, while traveling on the business of the Department, be 
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id from the appropriation for the transportation of mails on railroads 
actual and necessary expenses, but not exceeding $3 per diem. ‘ 
That all laws and parts of laws in conflict with the provisions of this act 
be, and the same are hereby, repealed. 

Mr. HOAR. Will theChair be kind enough to state what is the 
point of order? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The point of order was made by the 
Senator from Kentucky [Mr. BLackBURN]. Will the Senator 
state his point of order distinctly? 

Mr. BLACKBURN. The point of order is that the amendment 
involves an increase of appropriation which has not been estimated 
for by any Department or recommended by any committee, stand- 
ing or select. It is clearly a change of law, and is amenable to 
Rule XVI. 

Mr. HOAR. Does the Senator from Kentucky make the point 
that it is general legislation? 

Mr. BLACKBURN. If I am to believe that the Senate has de- 
termined that question properly in the last four days I certainly 
do. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I should like to ask the Senator from Wis- 
consin [Mr. ViLas} whether the amendment as he offers it carries 





an appropriation? a 
Mr. VILAS. None whatever, and no increase of appropriation 
is asked. 


Mr. HOAR. - The Senator from Wisconsin claims that the 
amendment is made in order because it is to earry out an act or 
resolution previously passed by the Senate. But that provision 
applies only to the objection that an amendment increases an ap- 
propriation or adds a new item. It does not apply to the case of 
general legislation. The provision about general legislation was 

at into the Senate rule for the express purpose of preventing one 
Cianed of Congress from exercising a coercion upon the other by 
making new legislation a condition of the appropriations to carry 
on the Government. So the answer of the Senator from Wiscon- 
sin is not a good one to that objection. 

It seems to me that an amendment which carries no appropria- 
tion, but which requires the force of a certain class in the Post- 
Office Department to be divided into seven distinct classes, and 
which provides that all existing laws inconsistent with that ar- 
rangement shall be repealed, is general legislation, if anything be 

neral legislation, without the slightest regard to the matters 
that have been decided by the Senate at this session. 

I understand the general difference between general legislation 
and special legislation to be this, that general legislation is legis- 
lation for the benefit of the whole people and applicable to the 
whole public. Special legislation is legislation fer some private 
interest, as for the payment of aclaim. The creation of a new 
department of the Government, a secretary of commerce, the 
creation of postal clerks for the-Railway Mail Service, is just as 
much for the general public interest as any legislation we have, 
and as is the establishment of a new court or the making of new 
laws governing the transactions of men with each other. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. Would it interrupt the Senator from 
Massachusetts if I were to ask him a question which I think is in 
point? My idea, from what has occurred in the last few days, is 
that that is general legislation which a majority of the Senate do 
not want put into a bill, and nothing is general legislation which 
a majority do want. AsI understand the definition of the Sen- 
ator from Massachusetts, he says that is general legislation which 
is to redound to or result in the benefit or advantage of the whole 


ople. 
pepe HOAR. Yes. 


Mr. BLACKBURN. Ishould like to ask the Senator, in the 
light of the record made a few days ago, whether the Hawaiian 
eable appropriation was not general legislation, because it was 
said that it was to result in benefit to the whole people. If not, 
who were the special individuals favored by that appropriation? 

Mr. HOAR. That is a question upon the discussion of which 
Iam not going to enter. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. The Senator from Massachusetts voted 
that that was not general legislation. I have become tangled on 
the question of special and general legislation. 

Mr. HOAR. _I desire to say that that is an appropriation for a 
public work. It stands ona broadand distinct principle, just asan 
appropriation to take out a rock in Boston Harbor or to clear out 

e Ohio River on the borders of Kentucky never has been treated 
as general legislation. The mere fact that the cable is an instru- 
ment of commerce for the benefit of the whole public does not 
make it general legislation. Let me illustrate my idea in answer 
to the Senator from Kentucky: An act to create a new depart- 
ment of Government or preseribing its duties would be general 
legislation, but an act to build a new post-office would not be. It 
is an instrument of the postal service just as the Hawaiian cable is 
an instrument of commerce and just as a harbor or river is an in- 
— or pathway of commerce out of which we clear obstruc- 


I wish to express my dissent from what was said by the Senator 
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from Kentucky [Mr. BLACKBURN] just now, and what was said 
by my honorable friend from Nebraska [Mr. MANDERSON] the 
other day. I do not apply this observation to either of those gen- 
tlemen at all, but it has become the fashion to suppose that if 
there can be two motives upon which a public man or a public 
body acts, the bad motive is always the one to be imputed to him 
or it. I have been in the Senate and the House of Representatives 
for more than a quarter of a century, and it is very rare indeed, 
in my opinion, that the rulings of either House on these questions 
of order, although they are always assailed by the losing party with 
this precise suggestion, have been wrong as a matter of principle. 
They have stood on solid ground, and the ruling of this body the 
other day stands on solid ground to be defended anywhere. The 
rulings are not to be explained simply by the desire of individual 
Senators one way or the other. 

Mr. MANDERSON. I desire to suggest to the Senator from 
Massachusetts, supplemental to his very concise and truthful state- 
ment, that while there might be reflection upon the Senate for 
violating any great principle of parliamentary law for the purpose 
of accomplishing a result, this body, which makes its own rules 
by a majority vote, should at any time feel that to accomplish a 
good result it is right to abrogate a rule by a vote of the majority. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. The question has been asked of the Sen- 
ator from Wisconsin as to whether the amendment increases any 
item of appropriation. He answered and said no appropriation is 
asked for by the amendment. That is true; but the amendment 
which the Senator from Wisconsin has submitted, and against 
which I have raised the point of order, is the same amendment 
that is alluded to in the letter fromthe Postmaster-General which 
I hold in my hands, in which the amendment, as the Senator from 
Wisconsin will bear me out, is spoken of as the amendment in- 
tended "to be proposed by the Senator from Michigan [Mr. Mc- 
MiLAN}. Under date of February 4 the Postmaster-General, on 
official paper, with its official heading, writes a letter addressed 
to me as chairman of the subcommittee on the Post-Office appro- 
priation bill. He says: 

I beg to acknowledge the receipt of your favor of the 3th ultimo re- 
questing me— 

The Postmaster-General— 


to examine the inclesed amendment intended to be proposed to the bill by 
Mr. Mc N and inform the committee the additional cost should same be 
agreed to, and if the full number of the highest grades therein are filled. 


Also out of what fund clerks, ete., granted fifteen days’ leave of absence 


under the act of October 1, 1890, are paid. 

Those are the questions I submitted tothe Postmaster-General, 
as to what additional cost the adoption of this now pending 
amendment would entail upon the Department. He answers: 

Replying, I would state that the additional cost of clerk hire under the cir- 
cumstances mentioned in the first paregraph of your communication would 
be $1,069,400 per annum. 

That is the small sum carried by the pending amendment, which 
we are told asks for no appropriation. 

In answer to the last paragraph I beg to state that clerks in the Railway 
Mail Service are not granted annual leaves of absence with pay. 

I do not wish to discuss the amendment after the point of order 
shall have been ruled upon. If the amendment is not excluded I 
simply want th’; letter to be considered and the fact that the 
proposition entails an increase of $1,069,400 a year. 

Mr. VILAS. Let me call the attention of the Senator from 
Kentucky to the fact that the estimate which is given by the Post- 
master-General is based upon the form of the interrogatory which 
the distinguished Senator from Kentucky put to him, and that 
was: 

If the full number of the highest grades therein are filled. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. Yes,sir. Does not the Senator so intend? 

Mr. VILAS. I think this in respect to that question: If this 
classification shall be authorized the Postmaster-General may 
make those discriminations in the pay of the postal clerks now in 
the service which a just recognition of the superior merit of some 
and of the lesser value of others would require, and that they could 
all be kept and no increase of the appropriation be made above 
what has been made in the bill; and [ do not ask it. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The rule will be read as to the point 
of order. 

The Secretary read the third clause of Rule XVI, as follows: 

No amendment which proposes general legislation shall be received to any 
eae appropriation bill; nor shallany amendment not germane or relevant 

o the subject-matter contained in the bill be received. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Under the rule just read the Chair is 
compelled to sustain the point of order. 

Mr. DAVIS. I offer an amendment. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment proposed by the 
Senator from Minnesota will be stated. 

The Secretary. After the word ‘“ Postmaster-General,” in 


line 24, page 4, insert the following proviso: 
Provided, That all clerks hereafter appointed to the Railway Mail Serviee 


some pt 


and to perform duty in railway post-offices shall reside at yint on the 
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route to which they are assigned; but railway mail clerks heretofore ap- 
pesos and now performing such duty shall not be required to change their 
residence. 

Mr. DAVIS. I desire to say a word in explanation of the 
amendment. Up to a comparatively recent date all clerks in the 
Railway Mail Service might or might not reside upon the line of 
railway on which they were employed. They could reside off it. 

Recently the Post-Office Department has made an order requir- 
ing all clerks to reside upon the line of their employment, not for 
operation in the future, fut operative upon clerks who have been 
in the employ of the service for many years. 

The situation was this: Many clerks who reside off the line of 
their employment had purchased theirhomes. Some of them held 
homes for which they were in debt and were working to get out, 
and the recent order of the De ent requires those men to 
change their residence to another line of road or go out of the em- 
ployment. 

There have been brought to my attention several cases where 
the operation of this rule as to those who have been employed will 
work distress. There is one case where a railway-mail employee 
has an invalid wife here in Washington, living with her parents, 
as their straitened circumstances require. Her husband does not 
work on any line of road which runs through Washington, but 
on one sufficiently near here to enable him to come to the city on 
off days. In Winona, Minn., there is an old citizen who has been 
in the employ of the Railway Mail Service for fifteen years, and 
who has his home in that city. He is employed on a road in Min- 
nesota which does not run through the city of Winona. He is re- 
quired to change his place of residence or go out of the service 
after many years of faithful service therein. 

The amendment provides that as to all clerks hereafter employed 
the ruling of the Department shall be operative, but that the old 
clerks, employed under different circumstances, who were allowed 
to reside on lines upon which they were not employed, shall have 
the liberty to reside there as heretofore. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. I have to raise the point of order against 
the amendment. 

Mr. DAVIS. I regret that very much. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Will the Senator from Kentucky allow me 
to say a word before he makes the point of order? 

Mr. BLACKBURN. I have a seven-page typewritten letter 
from the Postmaster-General patees against the amendment. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I should like to say to the Senate, with the 
permission of the Senator from Kentucky, that although I know 
it requires unanimous consent to adopt the amendment I hope it 
will be adopted. My attention has been called, equally with the 
Senator from Minnesota, to several cases of hardship which will 
result from the enforcement of an iron rule by the Postmaster- 
General that all railway mail clerks shall reside on the line of road 
on which they are employed. 

Moreover—and here is a point whichI do not think has been suf- 
ficiently considered—when the Department requires a clerk to leave 
his home and go and reside in a particular place and make a new 
home at that point, there arises a moral obligation certainly to 
keep that clerk in the employment of the service. It localizes him, 
and it involves a promise to retain him so long as he is fit to do the 
work. Itseems to me the rule — to be corrected as proposed 
by the amendment of the Senator from Minnesota [Mr. Davis]. 

Mr. HOAR. Lappeal to the honorable Senator from Kentucky— 
I page with his view in general—to let the Senate con- 
sider the question and at least let it go into conference. 

I wish then to call the attention of the Senate to a case I know 
personally. I know a wounded soldier who has been a clerk in 
the Railway Mail Service for a great many years. He is one of 
the best clerks in the service in our part of the country. He has 
been kept in office under all Administrations, and I have no doubt 
he will Z kept in office under all Administrations as long as his 
usefulness lasts. He is a man whom the Senator from Kentucky, 
Tam sure, would respect and make a friend of if he knew him. 
This gentleman nearly twenty years ago—I am not sure whether 
it was before or after his appointment to the Railway Mail Serv- 
ice, but it was a great while ago—bought a house, where he and 
his wife live, in a town a few miles out of Boston. 

There is a railway connection between that town and Boston, so 
that he can get into Boston Monday morning, or whatever time 
he begins his work, as early as any merchant gets to his 
countingroom. He can get in always to start with his mail train. 
He spends three weeks on the railway mail train and the fourth 
week at this town, where he has his little home. The Department 
will never lose an hour by the clerk living at this town. 

Now, he has to sell out his home in these times, ‘he has to move 
away from the town where his wife was born and where they have 
all their relations, acquaintances, and friendships—relations pecu- 
liarly valuable to that family because the head of the family is 
away from home three weeks out of four—in order to comply with 
the order of the Postmaster-General. It seems to me i fair 
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that the Senate shall have an opportunity to deal with the ques- 
tion and deal with it now, and let that man save his homestead. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. I accede to the request of the Senator 
from Massachusetts, and withdraw the point of order. But be- 
fore a vote is taken it is but fair for me to let the Senate know 
what has been officially communicated to me. 

Mr. HOAR. That is right. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. Ihave in my hand a lengthy letter from 
the Postmaster-General, under date of the 4th of February. Itis 
a lengthy letter, and I will merely call attention to its salient 
points. The order was issued on the 2d day of June, 1894, known 
as General Order 378, requiring all postal clerks to live along the 
line of their duty. : 

Set forth at length in the communication is the necessity for that 
order; that where an accident occurred or a train broke down it 
was utterly impossible, unless the clerk lived along the route on 
which the service was to be rendered, to send out an extra train 
with a corps of skilled men. The result was that this extra duty 
fell upon comparatively very few of the postal clerks, and could 
not be distributed among those who lived off the line, for the De- 
prrtment had not time to get the clerks there to take service with 
the extra train. 

On the 2d day of June, 1894, when General Order 378 was issued, 
there were 6,298 clerks employed in the Railway Mail Service. 
The Postmaster-General tells me that— 

At that time it was ascertained that about 5,000 of these were living upon 
the lines to which assigned, and of this number it was known that 3,400 Rad 
entered the service after it was placed in the classified service, and under the 
agreement, that if appointed, they would reside upon the line to which as- 
signed; the remaining number, estimated at 1,294, were residing remote from 
the lines upon which they were performing service. 

As less than 500 clerks are now living away from the lines to which they are 
assigned, it will be seen that 794 have changed their residence in accordance 
with the order since June 2, 1894, and the Department is informed that nearly 
all of these 500 have made or are — arrangements to move on or before 
May 1, 1895, the limit of the time given for that purpose in the order named. 

Since the order was issued— 

The Postmaster-General goes on to say— 


Ihave had occasion to review it several times, to consider and reconsider 
such reasons as have been presented in favor of its revocation or modifica- 
tion, as well as such as impelled me to direct that the order be issued; but in 
doing this I have become rary impressed with the belief that the order 
mentioned is in the interest of good service and.necessary to insure, so far 
as may lie in the power of the Department, the regular and uninterrupted 
transmission of the mails, without which the Department can not be re- 
garded as performing its full duties or the people be relieved from those se- 
rious embarrassments and losses, financial and otherwise, which result from 
failures to receive mails when due, and I therefore respectfully state that, 
in my opinion, the amendment proposed should not become a law. 

The Postmaster-General goes on, and the letter concludes as 
follows: 

Moreover, the adoption of this amendment for the benefit of 500 clerks or 
less, who have as yet failed to comply with the order, would work out great 
an to the 794 clerks who have made greater or jess sacrifice to comply 
with it. 

I therefore respectfully yet earnestly recommend that the amendment be 
not adopted. 


Very respectfully, 
. W. S. BISSELL, Postmaster-General. 


I am perfectly willing to withdraw the point of order and let 
the Senate pass upon the amendment submitted by the Senator 
from Minnesota [Mr. Davis]. 

Mr. DAVIS. It is evident from the letter of the Postmaster- 
General that this order was very coercive in its character and had 
the result, which was inevitable, that many men, at great incon- 
venience to themselves, with the alternative before them of either 
complying with it or pea the Government service, have been 
compelled to change their place of residence. But there still re- 
main 500 men, it is said, who have not complied with it, and pre- 
sumably a great portion of them belong to the class of persons of 
whom examples were given in the cases stated by the Senator 
from Massachusetts [Mr. Hoar] and by myself—men who are ut- 
terly unable to change their places of residence because of the 
situation of their homesteads and their business relations in the 
localities where they live. The other system worked well enough 
for many years. I believe the predecessors of the present Post- 
master-General had this policy under repeated consideration and 
rejected it. 

ow, what does living along the line of railroad on which the 
clerk is employed mean? Take a post-office run of 150 miles, and 
it is — much the same thing, in a country thickly intersected 
with railroads, if the post-office clerk does not live at one of the 
terminals of the road, whether he lives at some intermediate place 
or at some other place 20 miles off on another line of road, which 
is frequently the case. There can be no possible objection to the 
application of this order to appointments as they may hereafter 
arise, but it is most cruel to apply it to a class of men who for 
many years have lived in places more or less distant from the line 
of road on which they work, but still not too distant for faithful 
and efficient service, who have incurred obligations, who have 
established homesteads, and perhaps are in debt for them, with 
every inducement to remain where they are. 
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Mr. CULLOM. I desire to read the order so that the Senate 
may know exactly what itis. It is as follows: 


(General Order No. 378.] 


Post-OFFICE DEPARTMENT, 
OFFICE OF GENERAL SUPERINTENDENT, 
RAILWAY MAIL SERVICE, 
Washington, D. C., June 2, 1894. 


Ordered: That all clerks in the Railway Mail Service performing duty in 
railway post-offices take up their residence at some point on the route to 
— wa 79 assigned, satisfactory to their division superintendent, on or 

ore \ . : 

Those who can do so, without considerable pecuniary loss, or sacrifice of 
home property, will be expected to comply with this order at once; the 
others at the earliest moment ible; none later than the date named. 

By order of the Postmaster-General. 

JAMES E. WHITE, 


General Superintendent. 


Before I sit down I desire to say that I have in my possession a 
number of communications from persons who have been in the 
service a good many years, and who have by the hardest and 
closest saving sec little homes at different places in the region 
they have been traveling as railway mail clerks. These letters 
protest most earnestly that they ought not to be required to 
abandon their homes either by sale or rent or otherwise in order 
to ve | with this order. I have here also a communication 
which I think was handed to me by a member of the other House, 
which sets forth somewhat the reasons why this order should not 
stand and in favor of the little amendment proposed by the Sena- 
tor from Minnesota. I ask that it may be put in the RECORD so 
that it may be seen. 


Looking at the amendment to the Post-Office appropriation bill proposed 
by Senator DAvis from a railroad postal clerk’s standpoint, there are many 
reasons why it should be adopted. 

All clerks who have entered the service since the civil-service law was ap- 

lied to the Railway Mail Service when sworn in d to move on to the 
fine to which they were appointed, and if the Department had enforced their 
agreement the old men would not have been disturbed. Nearly all of the 
men appointed under the civil-service law are young and unmarried, while 
a large majority of the old men have by care and “e living bought or 
are paying for homes. Many of them have grown old in the service, and 
their savings are invested in a comfortable home, which because of the exist- 
ing hard times would have to be sacrificed in order to comply with this De- 
partment order. ; 

Second. The new men agreed to move on to their lines before entering the 
service; the old men did not, and asa t majority of the clerks did live 
either at or near their terminal or on their own lines before this order was 
issued, and many have complied with the order by moving within the ~ 
eight months, there only remains about_500 of the old men who would be 
benefited by the proposed amendment, but in nearly every instance these 
men would be obl to a great extent to sacrifice the savings of a lifetime, 
while because of the very few (500) the Department will not benefited by 
enforcing the order. i 

Third. ny of these men live in suburbs of the large cities, and are much 
more available for emergency service than if they lived ‘‘ on the line of their 
route,” from 50 to 200 miles from the terminal. 

Cases can be cited where clerks can go to and return to their homes on the 
same train carrying the car in which they work, but use their residence 
is beyond the terminal point of duty they will be forced to make a change. 

Some clerks who are assigned to branch lines and live off the main line of 
the railway system, or vice versa, where the trains are always run to make 
connection, are now as available for emer, mcy duty as those living along 
their line, but must move in accordance with this order, | 

A chief clerk having charge of about 100 men says in his district he never 
had a run go by default or with a man short because part of his men lived off 
the lines to which they were assigned. j 

These old clerks accepted their positions with the understanding that they 
need not soenee their residence. 

Largely to the efforts of these same men, who have given years of the best 
of their lives to acquire a high degree of efficiency, we are indebted for the 
splendid postal service of the present time. 


Mr. PLATT. Mr. President, I want to say only a word. It 
seems to me this is a good order for the service for the reason I 
shall state. A person who is appointed on a railway route has 
always to live on that route so long as he remains in the service. 
He changes his home when he is promoted. A person may be ap- 
pointed on a very insignificant route and develop there the highest 
capacity, so that it will be for the interest of the service to trans- 
fer him to a better and more important route, and it can not be 
done except by compelling him to change his residence. 

Mr. HOAR. I should like to say a a few words. I know 
the Senate is desirous of disposing of this question. The Post- 
master-General has this whole matter in his power to a reasonable 
extent, even if we adopt the amendment. any postal clerk does 
not do his duty, or lives where he can not be reached for an 
emergency, that will be good ground for removing him. Nobody 
would question that. But this goes further and says that he must 
live on the route. Let me put to the Senate a practical case. 

Here is a man who is on a post-route leading out of Cincinnati, 
going South through the State of Kentucky. He lives over the 
river in Covington, which I suppose is half an hour’s ride by ferry, 
perhaps twenty minutes. That is not on the route unless it goes 
through Covington. It is twenty minutes off the route, but he is 
not off the route in any practical sense of that term. Now, there 
is a man who belongs to a Kentucky family. Hehas voted there. 
He loves the State. All his associations and all the associations 
of his wife and childrenarethere. I thinkif I werea Kentuckian 
I should value heing a Kentuckian more than I should any office, 





large or small, in the gift of the people. I know I value being a 

husetts man more than I should value any office, large or 
small; and 1 suppose every other member of this body has the 
same feeling about his own State. 

Now, is it reasonable to come down on that man when he has 
been in the Government service twenty years and can not get new 
employment in these times, when he is an admirable officer, kept 
in through all changes of Administration, and apply to him tbis 
iron rule: ‘Give up your home; give up your State; take your 
wife and children from the place and the neighborhood they love, 
and go off?” I say there is not an officer in the public service for 
whom I have a higher respect than I have for the Postmaster- 
General. There has not been an officer in the public service under 
any Administration who deserves higher respect than he. But he 
has made, or whatever subordinate he is standing by has made, a 
mistake in the framing of this rule, and it is a rule operating as a 
gross injustice to a deserving class of American citizens. Let us 
repeal it; and still, whenever there is a single officer in the public 
service so situated that he can not do his duty and be on hand for 
an emergency, the Postmaster-General can deal with that indi- 
vidual case. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on the amendment 
a os by the Senator from Minnesota. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I suggest an amendment on page 5, at the top 
of the page, the first line, which I think the committee will agree 
- It is to strike out the word “Springfield” and insert ‘‘ Bos- 

on.” 

Mr. BLACKBURN. That ought to be done as long as it stays 
asitisnow. Thereis but one line leaving Springfield. My in- 
formation is that there will be five from Boston. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment of the Senator from Rhode Island [Mr. ALDRICH]. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. I offer an amendment which I 
send to the desk. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment will be stated. 

The SEcRETARY. After line 24, page 2, insert the following 
proviso: 

Provided, That hereafter no letter carrier, post-office clerk, or railway pos- 
tal clerk shall be removed or requested to resign (except when arrested for 
a crime, when suspension or removal may take place at once in the discretion 
of the Postmaster-General) until after written charges shall have been pre- 
ferred against him and after the charges shall have been examined into by the 
Post-Office Department, upon such reasonable notice to the person charged, 
and in such manner of examination as the regulations of the Post-Oftice De- 
partment may prescribe; but letter carriers, post-office clerks, or railway 


postal clerks may be suspended by the Postmaster-General pending the ex- 
amination herein provided for. 


Mr. BLACKBURN. I make the point of order against the 
amendment, Mr. President, that it is new legislation, not recom- 
mended by any committee, and I understand it was rejected by 
the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

oe MITCHELL of Oregon. The Senator puts it a little too 
strong. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. Then I will state that I am informed the 
committee declined to recommend it. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. The amendment was not reported 
by the Post-Office Committee, nor was it rejected. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. It is new legislation. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. No action was taken by the com- 
mittee. I admit that the point of order is well taken, but I was 
in hopes that the Senator in charge of the bill would not make the 
point and permit a vote to be taken on it. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. It seems to me the civil service has been 
spread broad enough by proclamation, and I do not want to legis- 
late it any broader. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ments were concurred in. 

Mr. BUTLER. Now,I move my amendment to come in at the 
Ss age 5, in line 3. 

e VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. In lines 2 and 3 on page 5 strike out the 
words ‘‘one hundred and ninety-six thousand six hundred and 
fourteen dollars and twenty-two cents ” and insert in lieu thereof 
“*three hundred and ninety-three thousand two hundred and 
twenty-eight dollars and forty-four cents.” 

Mr. BUTLER. In connection with the amendment I ask that 
the letter of the general manager of the Seaboard Air Line be 
read, which is short, and which I send to the desk. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Secretary will read as indicated. 

The Secretary read as follows: 


SEABOARD AIR LINE RAILWAY COMPANY, 
OFFICE GENERAL MANAGER, 
Atlanta, Ga., January 25, 1895. 


DEAR Srr: If Lam correctly informed, a bill again appropriating a large 
mail subsidy to the Southern Railway has passed the House and is now in the 
hands of your committee. 

It is aot my purpose to say or do anything that is inimical to the interests 


of the Southern Railway. but, as their competitor in business, affording equal 
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advantages, to ask that the Government act impartially in this matter, and 
extend to the Seaboard Air Line such aid as it extends to its competitor, in 
order that ws may afford like facilities and service to the territory contigu- 
ous to our line. 

I trust that your committee will appreciate the injustice that will be done 
us should we not participate in such aid as the Government may extend to 
—r companies in our territory. 


ours, truly, 
JNO. H. WINDER, General Manager. 


Hon. J.C. 8. BLACKBURN, 
Chairman Subcommittee (Post-Office Appropriation Bill). 


Mr. BUTLER. The effect of the amendment simply is to double 
the appropriation, so that the Seaboard Air Line, running, as the 
the general manager says, parallel with the Southern Railway, 
shall get the benefit of a similar amount. 

Mr. GORMAN. Iam compelled to raise the point of order on 
the amendment that it increases the appropriation and that it is 
not estimated for. 

Mr. BUTLER. Before the Chair decides the question of order 
I desire simply to saya word. I think the amendment is perhaps 
subject to a point of order, but if it is the whole provision of the 
bill is subject toa point of order. It has been stated over and 
over again by the Senator from Kentucky that there has been no 
estimate for it and no recommendation by any head of a Depart- 
ment or any committee of this body. 

zo VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair sustains the point of 
order. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. In lines 2, 3, and 4, on page 5, I move to 
strike out, after the words ‘‘ New Orleans,” downto and including 
the word ‘cents,” in line 4; that is, I move to strike out 
** $196,614.22,” the amount appropriated for special fast mail fa- 
cilities, and to insert im lieu thereof ‘‘ $176,952.80,” which is a 
reduction of exactly 10 per cent upon the existing rates that are 
being paid. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question ison agreeing to the 
amendment of the Senator from Kentucky. 

Mr. MANDERSON. I demand the yeas and nays upon the 
amendment. 

Mr. BUTLER. There is not a quorum present. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. Yes, there is a quorum. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Nebraska in- 
sist on the demand? 

Mr. MANDERSON. Ido. I think thisis a matter that prac- 
tically was disposed of by a vote in Committee of the Whole in 
another form, and there should certainly be a pretty full attend- 
ance of the Senate when it is voted on. I suggest that there is no 
quorum in the Senate at present. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Secretary will call the roll, the 
question being raised that there is not a quorum present. 

The Secretary called the roll, and the following Senators an- 
swered to their names: 

Aldrich, Dubois, Lodge, 

Allen, Faulkner, McLaurin, 
Berry, George, Manderson, 
Biackburn, Gorman, - Mantle, 

Butler, Hansbrough, Martin, 
Camden, Harris, Mitchell of Oreg. 
Carey, Hawley, Mitchell of Wis. 
Chandler, Hill, Murphy, 
Clark, Hoar, Pasco, 

Cockrell, Hunton Peffer, 

Coke, Jones of Ark. Perkins, 
Culiom, Kyle, Pettigrew, 
Davis, Lindsay, Platt, 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Fifty-two Senators have answered 
to their names. A quorum is present. 

Mr.RANSOM. I suggest to the Senator from Kentucky that 
we take a division upon the amendment and not have a call of the 
yeas and nays. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. Iam perfectly willing. 

Mr. GORMAN. I wish to suggest again to the Senate that we 
have an agreement to take up the unobjected bills on the Calendar 
to-morrow at 1 o’clock and continue until 2 o'clock, and that on 
Saturday from 1 o’clock until 2 o’clock the unobjected bills on the 
Calendar may be considered. 

ae ae Each Senator having a right to call up 
one bill. 

Mr. GORMAN. Each Senator having a right under therule to 
call up at least one bill, 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the request of 
the Senator from Maryland? 

Mr. MANDERSON. I certainly will not object to the request, 
but it will be necessary that I shall be absent from the Senate to- 
morrow on a very important matter—a very unusual thing, as my 
colleagues will agree. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. The Senator from Nebraska will have Sat- 


urday. 
Mr MANDERSON. Iask the unanimous consent of the Sen- 
ate that it may now consider a House bill, a public-building bill. 
Mr. BLACKBURN. I can not yield for that purpose, for I have 
two public-building bills on my hands. 
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Mr. MANDERSON. But the Senator from Kentucky will be 
here to-morrow. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. The Senator from Nebraska will be here, 
I trust, day after to-morrow. 

Mr. WHITE. Had we not better wait until the pending bill is 
disposed of? 

Mr. FAULKNER. The Senator had better wait. 

Mr. MANDERSON. Iappeal to the Senate becauseI have to 
be absent. 

Mr. STEWART. Let us first secure an understanding about 
the consideration of unobjected bills. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the request of 
the Senator from Maryland? 

Mr. MANDERSON. I ask the Senate to take up House bill 
109. It will take but a moment. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. Let us first get consent to the proposition 
of the Senator from Maryland. 

Mr. BUTLER. Iam very sorry that I shall not be able to con- 
sent to the request of the Senator from Maryland. I gave notice 
some days ago that I would call up the resolution I offered last 
week with a view of submitting some remarks on what is known 
as the ling bill. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. This agreement is to apply only from 1 
until 2 o’cloek. 

Mr. BUTLER. Ishall ask that permission of the Senate to- 
morrow. It was my purpose to take the floor this afternoon that 
I might proceed to-morrow. 

Mr. GORMAN. Then I will change my request and ask for 
one hour after the Senator from South Carolina has concluded. 

Several SENATORS. Oh, no. 

Mr. GORMAN. Then I will ask that the agreement be made 
for Saturday from 1 until 2 o'clock. 

Mr. HUNTON. And Monday. 

Mr. ALLEN. I hope the bill that my colleague desires to have 
considered will be allowed to be taken up. 

Mr. STEWART. I suggest that Saturday from 1 to 3, two 
hours, be devoted to the consideration of unobjected bills on the 
Calendar. 

Mr. HOAR. Make it two hours on Saturday. 

Mr. ALLEN. I ask the Senator to withhold his request 

Mr..GORMAN. It will not interfere in the slightest degree 
with the bill the Senator’s colleague desires to have considered if 
Ican get an agreement that on Saturday from 1 until 3 o’clock 
unobjected bills on the Calendar may be considered. 

Mr. PLATT. That is right. 

Mr. GORMAN. I ask that the Senate will agree to consider 
unobjected bills on the Calendar from 1 to 3 o’clock on Saturday, 
so eae each Senator will have an opportunity to call up at least 
one bill. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. Then do not limit it to one hour. 

a oaerne . No; two hours on Saturday, beginning at 1 
o'clock. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. FAvLKNER in the chair). 
The request of the Senator from Maryland is that the Senate will 
agree to consider unobjected bills upon the Calendar on Saturday 
from 1 to 3 o’clock. Is there objection? 

Mr. TURPIE. I object. 

_ The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Indiana ob- 
jects. 
PUBLIC BUILDING AT SOUTH OMAHA, NEBR. 


Mr. MANDERSON. Iask unanimous consent, as I must neces- 
sarily be absent to-morrow, to call up the bill (H. R.109) to pro- 
vide for the purchase of a site and the erection of a public build- 
ing thereon at South Omaha, in the State of Nebraska. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. I shall then have to ask unanimous con- 
sent for the consideration of a similar bill. 

Mr. MANDERSON. Ihave no objection to that, end I do not 
think anyone will object. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. I will not object to anythiig the Senator 
from Nebraska desires. 

Mr. MANDERSON. I knew the Senator would not, in the 
kindness of his heart. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there objection to the request 
of the Senator from Nebraska for the consideration of the bill in- 
dicated by him? 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded consider the bill. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


PUBLIC BUILDING AT NEWPORT, KY. 


Mr. LINDSAY. I ask unanimous consent to call up the bill 
(H. R. 2337) for the erection of a public building at Newport, Ky. 

There being no objection, the Sepate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
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PUBLIC BUILDING AT CUMBERLAND, MD. 


Mr. GORMAN. Iask unanimous consent that the Senate pro- 
ceed to the consideration of the bill (H.R.4283) to provide for 
the purchase of a site and the erection of a public building thereon 
in the city of Cumberland, Md. 

There being no objection, the Senate,as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

PUBLIC BUILDING AT PARIS, KY. 


Mr. BLACKBURN. Iask unanimous consent for the present 
consideration of Senate bill 2576, providin ,000 for the erection 
of a public building in the city of Paris, Ky., reported favorably 
by the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 

roceeded to consider the bill (S. 2576) for the erection of a public 
building at Paris, Ky. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


SALE OF PUBLIC LANDS. 


Mr. BERRY. I ask unanimous consent that the Senate pro- 
ceed to the consideration of the bill (H. R. 4952) toe amend section 
2455 of the Revised Statutes of the United States. 

By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, resumed the consideration of the bill. 

Mr. BERRY. The bill was read yesterday evening, and I 
moved an amendment to strike out *‘ two dollars and fifty cents ” 
and insert ‘‘ one dollar and twenty-five cents.” 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment proposed by the 
Senator from Arkansas will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. In line 8, after the words ‘‘less than,” it is 

roposed to strike out ‘“‘two dollars and fifty” and insert ‘‘ one 
volar and twenty-five;” so as to read: 

It shall be lawful for the Commissioner of the General Land Office to order 
into market and sell for not less than $1.25 per acre any isolated or discon- 
nected tract or parcel of the ony domain less than one quarter section 
which in his judgment it would be proper to expose to sale after at least 
thirty days’ notice by the land officers of the district in which such lands may 
be situated, etc. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I should like to ask the Senator why this 
land will not produce the maximum sum, $2.50 an acre? Why is 
it necessary to reduce it to $1.25 an acre? 

Mr. BERRY. I will state that the bill provides for a public of- 
feriny of the land in the first place to the highest bidder. It then 
provides that the Secretary of the Interior may order to be sold at 
$1.25 an acre such land as hasnot been purchased at the first sale. 
It only covers such isolated tracts as have been ordered to be sold. 
In some States of the Union public land will bring more than 
$2.50 an acre, but there are lands which will not bring more than 
$1.25. They are isolated tracts which are doing the Government 
no good, and they can not be sold until after they have been first 
offered at public sale. The matter is still left in the discretion of 
the Department. The bill provides that no individual shall buy 
more than 160 acres, and it only applies to tracts which have been 
subject to homestead entry for three years and have not been 
taken. 

The bill was passed unanimously by the House of Representa- 
tives and reported unanimously by the Committee on Public 
Lands of this body, with authority to me to move to strike out 
‘* $2.50 an acre ” and insert ‘‘ $1.25 an acre.” 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question ison agreeing tuo 
the amendment proposed by the Senator from Arkansas. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the 
amendment was concurred in. 

The amendment was erdered to be engrossed, and the bill to be 
read a third time. 

The bill was read the third time, and passed. 


FORT M’KINNEY MILITARY RESERVATION. 


Mr. CAREY. Iask unanimous consent for the present consid- 
eration of the bill (S. 2409) granting certain lands in the aban- 
doned military reservation at Fort McKinney, Johnson County, 
Wyo., to the State of Wyoming for public purposes. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there dean to the present 
consideration of the bill? 

Mr. HARRIS. I shall not object to this bill, but thin as the 
Senate is, I shall object to the next request of this character. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill, which had been reported by 
the Committee on Public Lands with an amendment, in line 13, 
afte the word “ purposes,” to insert: 

Provided, That the entry and selection of lands under the provisions of this 
act shall be construed as being in part satisfaction of the grant of lands to 
the State of Wyoming for charitable, educatio penal, and reformatory 
Sw under the provisions of section 11 of the act of Congress of July 
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Mr. COCKRELL. Why should not this be received in full sat- 
isfaction? Is there a greater amount due to the State than these 
1,280 acres? 

Mr. CAREY. There were 500,000 acres donated to the State of 
Wyoming when it was admitted into the Union. I will simply 
state that this military post, which has been abandoned, is 49 nules 
from a railroad. The buildings would be valuable if there was 
anybody there to purchase them, but the experience of the State 
has been that the Government has not received $1,000 over an¢ 
above expenses where it has sold buildings at a military post. 

The Secretary of the Interior recommends the passage of tha 
bill, and it has been unanimously reported by the Committee on 
Public Lands. 

Mr. BATE. From what committee does the Senator say the 
bill comes? 

Mr. BERRY. It comes from the Committee on Public Lands. 

Mr. BATE. Has the bill been reported favorably? 

Mr. BERRY. Yes, sir; unanimously. 

Mr. BATE. Has the bill been before the Committee on Military 
Affairs? 

Mr. COCKRELL. This is an abandoned military reservation 
which has been turned over to the Interior Department. 

Mr. BATE. Very well. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amend- 
ment reported by the committee. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 


EXECUTIVE SESSION. 

Mr. HARRIS. I move that the Senate proceed to the consider- 
ation of executive business. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate proceeded to the con 
sideration of executive business. After five minutes spent in exec- 
utive session the doors were reopened, and (at 6 o’clock and 18 
minutes p. m.) the Senate adjourned until to-morrow, Friday, 
February 15, 1895, at 12 o’clock m. 





NOMINATIONS. 
Executive nominations received by the Senate February 14, 1895. 
POSTMASTERS. 

Christine Carroll, to be postmaster at Stillwater, in the county 
of Washington and State of Minnesota, in the place of John Booren, 
removed. 

Solomon F. Henniger, to be postmaster at Shelton, in the 
county of Buffalo and State of Nebraska, in the place of Jacob M. 
Harman, removed. 

John Galligan, to be postmaster at Orange Valley, in the county 
of Essex and State of New Jersey, in the place of William Cum- 
berbeach, whose commission expired January 27, 1895. 

Thomas P. McAndrews, to be postmaster at White Haven, in 
the county of Luzerne and State of Pennsylvania, in the place of 
George Sackett, removed. 

PROMOTIONS IN THE ARMY. 
Artillery arm. 

Lieut. Col. Edmund Cooper Bainbridge, Third Artillery, to be 
colonel, February 12, 1895, vice Livingston, Third Artillery, re- 
tired from active service. j 

Maj. Edward Bancroft Williston, Third Artillery, to be lieuten- 
ant-colonel, February 12, 1895, vice Bainbridge, Third Artillery, 
promoted. 

Capt. John Reucklin Myrick, Third Artillery, to be major, 
February 12, 1895, vice Williston, Third Artillery, promoted. 

First Lieut. William Everett, Fourth Artillery, to be captain, 
February 12, 1895, vice Cushing, Fourth Artillery, retired from 
active service. 

First Lieut. Henry Clay Danes, Third Artillery, to be captain, 
February 12, 1895, vice Myrick, Third Artillery, promoted. 

Second Lieut. Eugene Trimble Wilson, First Artillery, to be 
first lieutenant, February 12, 1895, vice Danes, Third Artillery, 
promoted. 

Second Lieut. Moses Gray Zalinski, Second Artillery, to be first 
lieutenant, February 12, 1895, vice Everett, Fourth Artillery, pro- 
moted. 

ASSISTANT NAVAL CONSTRUCTORS. 

Washington L. Capps, a citizen of Virginia, to be an assistant 
naval constructor in a Navy from the 6th of June, 1888. 

Lioyd Bankson, a citizen of Pennsylvania, and John G. Taw- 
resey, a citizen of Delaware, to be assistant naval constructors in 
the Navy from the ist of July, 1889. 

Robert Stocker, a citizen of Minnesota; Frank W. Hibbs, a citi- 
zen of Minnesota; Elliott Snow, a citizen of Utah; Richmond P. 
Hobson, a citizen of Alabama, and George H. Rock, a citizen of 
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Michigan, to be assistant naval constructors in the Navy from the 
ist of July, 1891. 

Thomas F. Ruhm, a citizen of Tennessee, and Lawrence Spear, 
a citizen of Ohio, to be ‘assistant naval constructors in the Navy 
from the ist of July, 1892. 

Frank B. Zahm, a citizen of Pennsylvania; Horatio G. Gillmor, 
a citizen of Wisconsin; Henry G. Smith, a citizen of Ohio, and 
Richard M. Watt, a citizen of Pennsylvania, to be assistant naval 
constructors in the Navy from the ist of July, 1893. 

John B. Bueret, a citizen of Michigan; Joseph E. McDonald, a 
citizen of Illinois, and Homer L. Ferguson, a citizen of North 
Carolina, to be assistant naval constructors in the Navy from the 
ist of July, 1894. 


CONFIRMATIONS. 
Executive nominations confirmed by the Senaie February 14, 1895. 
PROMOTION IN THE ARMY. 


General officer. 
Brig. Gen. Thomas Howard Ruger, to be major-general. 
POSTMASTERS. 

George W. Harmon, to be postmaster at Auburn, in the county 
of Nemaha and State of Nebraska. 

August Kleine, to be postmaster at West Point, in the county of 
Cuming and State of Nebraska. 

Asa F’. Hollebaugh, to be tmaster at Falls City, in the county 
of Richardson and State of Nebraska. 

Daniel E. Kean, to be postmaster at Cumberland, in the county 
of Allegany and State of Maryland. 

Thomas Regan, to be postmaster at Crawford, in the county of 
Dawes and State of Nebraska. 

James D. Leming, to be postmaster at Broken Bow, in the 
county of Custer and State of Nebraska. 

John B. Sweeney, to be postmaster at Hagerstown, in the county 
of Washington and State of Maryland. 

J. Miller Bloom, to be postmaster at Clearfield, in the county of 
Clearfield and State of Pennsylvania. 

Abram Claude, to be postmaster at Annapolis, in the county of 
Anne Arundel and State of Maryland. 

John W. Cox, to be postmaster at Ellis, in the county of Ellis 
and State of Kansas. 

L. A. Saunders, to be postmaster at Mankato, in the county of 
Jewell and State of Kansas. 

Harry Schiffer, to be postmaster at Durango, in the county of 
La Plata and State of Colorado. F 

James A. Jackson, to be postmaster at Howard, in the county 
of Elk and State of Kansas. 

Jefferson D. Adams, to be postmaster at Rico, in the county of 
Dolores and State of Colorado. 

John Schlyer, to be postmaster at Hays, in the county of Ellis 
and State of Kansas. 

Frank D. Jewell, to be postmaster at Cattaraugus, in the county 
of Cattarau and State of New York. 

Lemuel Mathewson, to be postmaster at Avoca, in the county 
of Steuben and State of New York. 

Henry M. Fitzgerald, to be postmaster at Greenwich, in the 
county of Fairfield and State of Connecticut. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
THuRSDAY, February 14, 1895. 


The House met at 11 o’clock a. m., and was called to order by the 
Speaker. Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. E. B. Baasy. 
The Journal of yesterday's proceedings was read and approved. 


MAIL-CARRYING CONTRACTS, 


The SPEAKER laid before the House a letter from the Post- 
master-General, transmitting, pursuant to section 413 of the Re- 
vised Statutes, a statement of all contracts for carrying the mails, 
etc., made during the fiscal year ended June 30, 1894; which was 
referred to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads, and 
ordered to be printed. 

EASTERN BAND OF CHEROKEE INDIANS. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the Act 
ing Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting an estimate of appro- 
priation submitted by the Secretary of the Interior for incorpora- 
tion in the general deficiency bill for the removal of the members 
of the Eastern Cherokee band who have removed to the Cherokee 
Nation, Indian Territory; which was referred to the Committee 
on Appropriations and ordered to be printed. 

HIRAM R. RHEA. 

The SPEAKER laid before the House the bill (H. R. 4658) grant- 

ing a pension to Hiram R. Rhea. 
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The SPEAKER. This bill has been returned from the Senate 
with an amendment to its title. 

Mr. MOSES. Iask that the amendment of the Senate be con- 
curred in, 

The amendment was read, as follows: 

Add to the title the words “and repealing the act of March 3, 1871.’* 

The amendment was concurred in. 


CIRCUIT COURTS OF APPEALS. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House the bill (H. R. 5216) 
to amend the act entitled ‘‘An act to establish circuit courts of 
appeals and to define and regulate in certain cases the jurisdic- 
tion of the courts of the United States, and for other purposes,” 
ae iy March 3, 1891. 

he SPEAKER. This bill has been returned from the Senate 
with an amendment. 

Mr. DRAPER. I ask that the amendment of the Senate be con- 
curred in. 

The amendment was read, as follows: 


After the word “‘ appeal ” in line 23, page 2, insert the following: ‘‘ And pro- 
vided further, That the court of appeals may, in its discretion, require, as a 
condition of the appeal, an additional injunction bond.” 


The amendment was concurred in. . 
On motion of Mr. DRAPER, a motion to reconsider the vote by 
which the amendment was concurred in was laid on the table. 


SAMUEL GOLDWATER, 


The SPEAKER alsolaid beforethe House the bill (S. 2371) grant- 
ing a pension to Samuel Goldwater. 

Mr. DE ARMOND. [ask unanimous consent for the present 
consideration of this bill. 

The bill was read. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. Hasthis bill been before the Invalid Pen- 
sions Committee of the House? 

Mr. DE ARMOND. Ithas not. I askthat the Senate report be 
read. It is very short, 

The report was read. 

Mr. DE ARMOND. I wish to say that I saw this man last fall. 
Heis a poorold man and is almost, if notentirely, blind. The pen- 
sion proposed is $15 per month. I hope there will be no objection 
to the present consideration of the bin. 

Mr. MOSES. I think the bill ought to go to a committee. I 
object to its present consideration. 

The bill was referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

MARIAN C, GURNEY. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House the bill (S. 2539) 
granting a pension to Marian C, Gurney. 

Mr. HAINER of Nebraska. I ask unanimousconsent that this 
bill lie temporarily on the Speaker’s table. 

There was no objection. 


NANCY G, ALLABACH. 


TheSPEAKER also laid before the House the bill (S. 1639) grant- 
ing a pension to Nancy G. Allabach. 

Mr. HAYES. I ask that this bill lie on the Spedker’s table for 
the present. 

There was no objection. 


SENATE BILLS REFERRED. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House Senate bills of the fol- 
lowing titles; which were respectively read twice, and referred to 
the Committe on Invalid Pensions: 

A bill (S. 2141) granting a pension to Joseph Porter; 

A bill (S. 2207) granting a pension to Robert Kiracofe; 

A bill (S. 2654) granting an increase of pension to James H. Os- 


good; 
A bill (S. 2671) granting an increase of pension to Florence W. 
Buskirk; 

A bill (8.1238) granting a pension to Catherine Dillon; 

A bill (8.2460) granting a pension to Catherine R. Jardine, 
widow of Brig. Gen. Edward Jardine; 

A bill (S. 2148) granting a pension to Elizabeth A. Granger; 

A bill (S. 2491) granting a pension to Mary A. Hall; 

A bill (S. 2696) granting a pension to William B. Matchett; and 

A bill (S. 1539) granting a pension to Josephine Foote Feirfax. 

The SPEAKER also laid before the Housé Senate bills of the 
following titles; which were respectively read twice, and referred 
as stated: 

A biil (8. 1530) for the relief of James Grace—to the Committee 
on Claims. 

A bill (S. 2372) to authorize and direct the Secretary of War to 
place on file in the War Department the names of the officers and 
members of the Frontier Guards mustered into the volunteer 
military service of the United States on the 18th day of April, 
1861, and issue discharges to the same—to the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs. 

A bill (S. 2663) to provide for the erection of a public building 
in the cities of Winston-Salem, N.C.—to the Committee on Pub- 
lic Buildings and Grounds. 
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LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 


Mr. OUTHWAITE, by unanimous consent, obtained indefinite 
leave of absence on account of sickness. 


ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


Mr. PEARSON, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, reported 
that they had examined and found truly enrolled joint resolutions 
and bills of the following titles; when the Speaker signed the 
same: 

Joint resolution (8. R.113) instructing the Secretary of War to 
return to the State of Michigan the flags of certain regiments of 
Michigan Volunteer Infantry; 

A bill (8.1667) to provide for coinage at the branch mint at 
Denver, Colo.; 

A bill (S. 2699) for the encouragement of education in the State 
of Mississippi; 

Joint resolution (8. R.128) making an appropriation of $5,000 
for clearing the Potomac River of ice; 

A bill (H. R. 6076) to repeal the special act granting a pension 
to Louisa M. Sippell; 

A bill (H. R. 6974) to pension Mrs. Mary L. Clark; 

A bill (H. R. 862) granting a pension to Pauline M. Pooler: 

A bill (H.R. 6433) granting an increase of pension to Julia 
Weeks; 

A bill (H.R. 6985) granting a pension to William Armstrong; 

A bill (H.R. 7602) to pension Mary R. Williams; 

A bill (H. R. 6131) to grant a pension to Sarah E. Roebuck; 

A bill (H. R.5377) granting a pension to Richard R. Knight; 

A bill (H. R. 7359) to pension Samuel F. Tenant; 

A bill (H. R. 3988) granting a pension to Marilla Parsons, of De- 
troit, Mich.; 

A bill (H.R. 5642) granting a pension to Elizabeth Brower, a 
hospital nurse during the war of the rebellion; 

A bill (H.R. 116) for the erection of a public building at Brock- 
ton, Mass. ; ; 

A bill (H. R. 6868) for the relief of Catharine Ott, widow of Jo- 
seph Ott; 

A bill (H. R. 2051) to grant a pension to Eunice Putman; 

Joint resolution (H. Res. 140) to confirm the enlargement of the 
Red Cliff Indian Reservation in the State of Wisconsin, made in 
1863, and for the allotment of same; and 

A bill (H. R. 8563) to adopt special rules for the navigation of 
harbors, rivers, and inland waters of the United States, except the 
Great Lakes and their connecting and tributary waters as far east 
as Montreal, supplementary to the act of August 19, 1890, entitled 
‘‘An act to adopt regulations for preventing collisions at sea.” 


MESSAGE FROM THE PRESIDENT. 


A message in writing from the President of the United States 
was communicated to the House of Representatives by Mr. O. L. 
PrRuDEN, one of his secretaries, who also announced that the 
President had approved and signed bills and a joint resolution of 
the following titles: 

On February 12, 1895: * 

An act (H.R.8226) making appropriations for the support of 
the Army for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1896, and for other 
purposes; 

An act (H. R. 6186) to pension Maria Davis; 


An act (H.R. 7334) to sell certain lands in Montgomery County, 


Ark., to the Methodist Episcopal Church South; and 

An act (H.R. 8552) to authorize the appointment of cadets to 
the Naval Academy. 

On February 13, 1895: 

An act (H.R.397) to provide for the erection of a Government 
building at Chicago, Ill.; and 

Joint resolution (H. Res. 269) authorizing the Secretary of War 
to make asurvey of Kalamazoo River from Lake Michigan to 
Saugatuck. 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE, 


A message from the Senate, by Mr. PLatt, one of its clerks, 
announced that the Senate had passed with amendments joint 
resolution (H. Res. 273) extending from March 1, 1895, to the 
15th day of April, 1895, the time for making returns of income for 
the year 1894, asked a conference with the House on the bill and 
amendments, and had appointed Mr. Vest, Mr. WHITE, and Mr. 
ALLISON as the conferees on the part of the Senate. 

The message also announced that the Senate had passed with 
amendments joint resolution (H. Res. 252) relative to the British 
Venezuela-Guiana boundary dispute; in which the concurrence 
of the House was requested. 

The message also announced that the Senate had passed with- 
out amendment the bill (H. R. 27) to increase the limit of cost for 
the erection of a public building at Paterson, N. J. 

The message also announced that under the concurrent resolu- 
tion providing for the appointment of a committee on the part of 
the Senate to prepare and report a plan for the participation of 
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Congress in the dedication of the Chickamauga and Chattanooga 
National Park, the Chair had appointed Senators PALMER, Pasco, 
MILLs, Proctor, SQUIRE, and PEFFER. 


THREE PER CENT GOLD BONDS. 


Mr.CATCHINGS. Ipresent a report from the Committee on 
Rules. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, That immediately upon the adoption of this resolution the House 
shall proceed as in Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union to the 
consideration of House resolution No. 275. Thatat the hour of 5 o'clock p.m. 
this day the previous question shall be considered as ordered on _ said resolu- 
tion, and then without intervening motion votes shall be taken thereon until 
the same shall have been fully disposed of. 


Mr.CATCHINGS. On this resolution I demand the previous 
question. 

The question was taken; and on a division (demanded by Mr. 
BRYAN) there were—ayes 56, noes 11. 

So the previous question was ordered. 

The question being taken on the adoption of the resolution, there 
were on a division (demanded by Mr. SisLEyY)—ayes 58, noes 17. 

Mr. SIMPSON. No quorum. 

Mr. BRYAN. Mr. Speaker, I rise to a parliamentary inquiry. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. BRYAN. Was the time for debate, fifteen minutes on a 
side, waived in any way? 

The SPEAKER. The vote is being taken on the adoption of 
the resolution. 

Mr. BRYAN. Does not the rule require debate? 

The SPEAKER. Not unless the demand is made for it. 

The gentleman from Kansas makes the point that no quorum 
has voted, and the Chair will order tellers. 

Mr. Stmpson and Mr. CaTCHINGs were appointed tellers. 

The House again divided; and the tellers reported—ayes 152, 
noes 28. 

So the resolution was adopted. 

LEAVE TO PRINT. 

Mr. BRYAN. Mr. Speaker, before proceeding with the special 
order for to-day I ask unanimous consent that all gentlemen desir- 
ing to do so may be permitted to print remarks in the REcorp 
upon the pending resolution. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request of the gen- 
tleman from Nebraska? 

There was no objection. 

HOUR OF MEETING TO-MORROW, 


Mr. TALBOTT of Maryland. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous 
consent before proceeding that when the House adjourns to-day 
it be to meet at 11 o’clock to-morrow, the purpose being to take 
up the naval appropriation bill. : 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request of the gen- 
tleman from Maryland? 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 

By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted to Mr. 

RAYNER indefinitely, on account of sickness. 
REPRINT OF A BILL. 


Mr. McRAE. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that the 
bill (H. R. 3476) to provide for the examination and classification 
of certain mineral lands in the States of Montana and Idaho, with 
reference to which an order was made on yesterday to nonconcur 
in the Senate amendments and agree to the conference asked by 
the Senate, be printed with the Senate amendments. 

The SPEAKER. In the absence of objection that order will be 
made. 

There was no objection. 

CONTESTED-ELECTION CASE—WILLIAMS VS. SETTLE. 

Mr. BROWN. Mr. Speaker, at the request of Mr. Wooparp, 
who is necessarily absent from the House, I desire to give notice 
that the contested-election case of Williams vs. Settle will be 
called on the 19th instant. 

PROPOSED BOND ISSUE. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the special order of 

business for to-day. 


. The special order was again read. 
_The SPEAKER. The Clerk will now report the joint resolu- 
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ion. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


A joint resolution (H. Res. 275) authorizing the issue of $65,116,275 of gold 3 per 
cent bonds. 

Resolved, etc., That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is hereby, au- 

thorized to issue and dispose of at not less than in gold coin, bonds of the 

United States, with the qualities, privileges, and exemptions of bonds issued 





under the act approved July 14, 1870, entitled “An act authorizing the re- 
funding of the national debt,” to an amount not exceeding $65,116,275, bearing 
interest at a rate not exceeding 3 per cent per annum, principal and interest 
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yable in gold coin of the present standard of weight and fineness, said 
a to be made payable not raore than thirty years after date: Provided, 
however, 'That no part of the proceeds of the sale of such bonds nor of the 
notes redeemed with such proceeds shall be available for the payment of the 
current expenses of the Government. 

The SPEAKER, The Chair will announce to the House in ref- 
erence to the pending measure that recognitions for the time 
allowed for debate will be divided as follows: The Chair will rec- 
ognize two members of the House on the Committee on Ways and 
Means, the gentleman from West Virginia [Mr. Wiison}, the 
gentleman from Maine {Mr. REEp], in the affirmative of the prop- 
osition; and two members of the committee, the gentleman from 
Nebraska [Mr. Bryan] and the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Hop- 
KINS], in the negative, which will consume four hours of the time, 
and the other hour will be divided among gentlemen not on the 
Committee on Ways and Means. 

Mr. WILSON of West Virginia. Mr. Speaker, it is important 
that in the beginning of this discussion the House should clearly 
understand the single issue presented in the resolution reported 
from the Committce on Ways and Means. Unless the debate can 
be held strictly to that issue and kept free from the larger and 
perplexing questions that naturally Genet every financial discus- 
sion in this House, it may be impossible for the members to vote 
intelligently on the issue presented. 

The question is simply this: An emergency has arisen which, in 
the opinion of the Secretary of the Treasury, has made it incum- 
bent on him to exercise the authority conferred upon him by law 
to purchase gold in order to reenforce and maintain the tradi- 
tional and legal gold reserve in the Treasury. He has exercised 
that authority through a contract made with certain responsible 

arties, under which he has purchased from them three and one- 
1alf million ounces of gold of standard United States coin, for 
which he is to issue to them 4 per cent thirty-year coin bonds of 
the United States at such rate as to make the premium upon the 
bonds about 44 per cent, and the right is reserved in the contract 
that should Congress authorize him to do so he may substitute 
for the bonds of the contract 3 per cent bonds at par specifically 
pose, principal and interest, in gold. The question is will the 

ouse give him the authority to substitute such bonds for those 
he may issue under existing law. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, it is important, perhaps, that in laying the 
foundation for this discussion I should call the attention of the 
House to the emergency in the Treasury which has compelled the 
Secretary to make this contract. 

Anyone who examines the Treasury statement this morning 
will find that so far as paying public expenditures is concerned 
the Treasury is in a very easy condition. There is an available 
cash balance cf over $141,000,000, and there is in the hands of the 
disbursing officers, which is really in the hands of the Treasury— 
for the money in the hands of the disbursing officers is but the 
till money of the Treasury—there is in the hands of disbursing 
officers $24,000,000 available for current fae treme So that this 
morning’s report shows an available cash balance of over $165,- 
000,000. Compare that condition with the condition of the Treas- 
ury time andagain in recent years, when there was no excitement 
or apprehension in the public mind, and it will be found that so 
far as its assets are concerned it is in a very easy condition. 

I have here a statement of the condition of the Treasury on the 
3ist day of May, 1892. I find on that day an available cash bal- 
ance, including the gold reserve, of only $126,000,000, whereas we 
have to-day $141,428,000. There was then in the hands of disburs- 
ing officers only $3,739,000, whereas we have to-day in théir hands 
$24,094,000, ing an available eash balance in the Treasury to 
oA of $165,000,000 as against $129,000,000 on the 3ist day of May, 
1892. 

I might refer to other dates in the past few years when the 
Treasury was in much greater stress. is is, however, sufficient 
to satisfy the House, and ought to be sufficient tosatisfy any man 
in the country, that there is no emergency, so far as the Treasury 
itself is concerned. But when I come to examine this morning's 
statement of what is called the om reserve in the Treasury, I find 
it to be only $42,217,000. The asury as a bank of issue is in 
distress: the Treasury as a bank of issue has been for a year or 
more in distress, and because of its distress as a bank of issue it 
has been compelled to do that which any other safe and sound 
bank would do under like circumstances—that is, go out into the 
market to replenish the reserve which it keeps for the purpose of 
redeeming its current notes. 

Let me explain for a moment the history and origin of this gold 
reserve in the Treasury. In the law of 1875, which provided for 
the resumption of specie payments, the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury was directed, hy the saleof bonds and by the use of the surplus 
revenze, to accumulate a sufficient coin reserve in the Treasury to 

the ——— legal-tender notes of the Government on 
and after the ist da January, 1879, and it was expressly under- 
stood at the time, both by the language of the law and by the 
interpretation given to it by Mr. Sherman in his reports, that this 
power to issue bonds or to use the surplus revenue to maintain 
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an adequate coin reserve was a continuing power, to be exercised 
whenever the reserve required its exercise on the part of the 
Treasury. 

Secretary Sherman, from the sale of bonds, chiefly in London, 
and through the setting apart, from time to time, of such portions 
of the customs revenues, then by law payable in gold, as he could 
spare, accumulated what he declared to be a safe coin reserve to 
maintain the resumption of specie payment of the notes of the 
Government. 

Mr. BLAND. Ishould like to ask the gentleman by what au- 
thority in 1879 customs dues were payable in gold? 

Mr. WILSON of West Virginia. Customs dues were payable in 
coin, I should have said, and gold was about the only coin in the 
country. 

Mr. BLAND. Not in 1879? 

Mr. WILSON of West Virginia. By the ist of January, 1879, 
there were how many thousand Bland dollars in the country? 
About $20,000,000, or something like that amount. 

Mr. BLAND. That was enough to pay a good many customs 
dues, and also bonds, when the bonds were sold by Mr. Sherman. 

Mr. WILSON of West. Virginia. The gentleman is correct in 
saying that customs dues were payable in coin, but gold being 
substantially the only coin in the country—for, on the ist of Janu- 
ary, 1879, the Bland Act had been in operation but a few months— 
customs duties were virtually payable in gold; and it was out of 
this surplus gold, together with the sale of $90,000,000 of bonds and 
the Alabama award, that we accumulated the amount of gold 
which the Secretary thought a proper and safe reserve for the re- 
sumption of specie payments. 

In successive reports he gaveit as his opinion that the Treasury 
should always maintain at least 40 per cent in coin of its note cir- 
culation; and when the resumption of specie payment began, on 
the ist day of January, 1879, there was something over $133,000,000 
of gold in the Treasury for the redemption of the $346,000,000 
greenback notes then in circulation. That was the beginning of 
the gold reserve. In 1882 Congress, in the national banking act, 
seemed to give instructions that $100,000,000 was the proper gold 
reserve to be kept in the Treasury by providing that whenever the 
gold in the Treasury fell below $100,000,000 the issufe of gold cer- 
tificates should cease. 

In 1885 the Secretary of the Treasury, Mr. Manning, acting on 
what seemed thus to be the opinion of Congress, specifically set 
aside $100,000,000 of gold as the special Treasury reserve for the 
redemption of the legal-tender notes of the United States. And 
if I mistake not the majority of the Judiciary Committee of this 
House in a report made during the Fifty-second Congress held 
that such action was obligatory. 

Now, the condition of the gold reserve or the amount of that 
gold reserve has from time to time varied in the history of our 
fiscal and banking operations. 

So perfect was the confidence of the country when the Treasury 
resumed specie payments in 1879 that between the Ist day of 
January, 1879, and the ist day of November, there were presented 
for redemption less than $12,000,000 of the notes of the Govern- 
ment; all during the entire twelve months that followed, from 
the ist of November, 1879, to the ist of November, 1880, there 
were presented for redemption under the resumption law but a 
little over $700,000 of the notes of the United States; and dur- 
ing all that time, instead of gold being drawn outof the Treas- 
ury, there was a steady flow of gold into the Treasury under the 
inevitable operation of that law of trade that where paper is known 
to be as good as gold business men always insist on having the 
paper instead of the gold. 

here have been times, as I have said, when this gold reserve 
ran down. A very critical time came in the panic of 1890, when 
according to Secretary Windom, in the speech which he made in 
the city of New York the night he died, there was during the pre- 
vious November (November, 1890) a run on the gold reserve to 
the amount of $24,000,000. I may state also that he called atten- 
tion in his annual report of 1890 to the fact that during the crisis 
of the panic of 1890 the Treasury was virtually reduced, so far as 
available cash assets for the paymeut of its debts were concerned, 
to the $54,000,000 of the banking trust fund, which, under the 
operation of the Sherman law of the previous July, had been 
passed to the cash of the Treasury. 

It thus being by law, Mr. Speaker, and by the policy of the 
Treasury Department ever since the resumption of specie pay- 
ments began, the recognized safe and sound practice to maintain 
in the Treasury of the United States at least $100,000,000 of gold, 
or a sufficient amount of gold to maintain the redemption of the 
obligations of the Government that are redeemable in gold, it has 
three times within the last thirteen months become necessary for 
the Treasury of the United States to go into the market and pur- 
chase gold, as any other banker would have to do, to maintain its 
reserve. Twice in twelve months it has issued and sold in this 
country $50,000,000 of 5 cent coin obligations of the Govern- 
ment, getting into the asury for them something over $117,- 
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000,000. But that experiment, as everyone can now see, was only 
a makeshift, and a very brief and futile makeshift in itself. 

The gold acquired last January was taken out of the Treasury be- 
fore November. Thegold bought last November has been taken out 
of the Treasury in two months, so that anyone can see that these 

revious bond issues have simply resulted in exchanging our gold 
[ our own bonds. Under these circumstances it became neces- 
sary for the Secretary of the Treasury, in order to maintain the 
gold reserve at the sum required by law, in order to maintain a 
ready and instantaneous redemption of the legal-tender note obliga- 
tions of the Government, in order to c out the pledge con- 
tained in the Sherman law and in the law that repealed the Sher- 
man law, to maintain at a parity all the coin circulation of this 
country, I say it became necessary for the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury to seek some other supply of gold than that he could obtain in 
this country. Under these circumstances Secretary Carlisle has 
done just what Secretary Sherman did, time and again, when he 
was refunding the public debt; — what he did when he was 

athering the gold to make up this reserve in the Treasury; he 

as sought to purchase gold from other markets than our own. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, there is one point, perhaps, which I can 
state appropriately here, though not directly in the line of my re- 
marks. I have said that Secretary Sherman kept a gold reserve of 
40 per cent, and declared in successive reports that he believed 40 
per cent was the necessary and safe reserve. When that $109,- 
000,000 was set apart; when the $100,000,000, by what seemed to be 
the instruction of Congress in 1882 was set apart, it was a gold 
reserve fund for the redemption of the greenbacks outstanding, 
$346,000,000, and for the support of $200,000,000 or more of stand- 
ard silver dollars then in circulation. 

But to-day $100,000,000 gold in the Treasury would be a re- 
serve fund, first, for the redemption of $500,000,000 of outstand- 
ing legal-tender notes of the Government; then, of $500,000,000 
outstanding overvalued silver coins, and in addition to that, 
under the operation of the present national banking law, of all 
the notes of all the national banks of the country. If 40 per 
cent was a proper and sufficient banking reserve in 1879 and 1880, 
no man can complain that, with these added charges and these ad- 
ditions to the redeemable notes of the Government, $100,000,000 
is now more than a very modest reserve. 

Mr. DINGLEY. If the a will pardon an inquiry, he 
has spoken of the Treasury having purchased during the past year 
by the issue of bonds $117,000,000 of gold to maintain the redemp- 
tion fund. I would ask him how the Treasury has obtained the 
money to meet the deficiency of nearly $109,000,000 in the revenues 
in the last nineteen months? 

Mr. WILSON of West Virginia. Still harping on my daughter! 
Laughter.| Mr. Speaker, I have explained all that several 
imes already. I have explained that under this endless-chain 

system—— 

Mr. DINGLEY. Ifthe gentleman will pardon the interruption, 
it seems to me that this is an exceedingly important point in this 
discussion, because it is true that the Secretary of the Treasury 
has obtained $117,000,000 of gold, ostensibly for the maintenance 
of the gold redemption fund, and yet during that same time there 
has been a deficiency in the revenues, up to last night, of almost 
$109,000,000. Now, I ask the gentleman if the $117,000,000 of gold, 
eager te ostensibly for the maintenance of the redemption fund, 

as not been used to the extent of nearly $109,000,000 to meet the 
deficiency in the revenue? 

Mr. WILSON of West Virginia. Well, Mr. Speaker, I an- 
swered that question, as I thought, in the debate on the sugar dif- 
ferential bill. Of course the gentleman is partly correct. The 
‘$117,000,000 of gold bought for the purpose of maintaining the 
gold reserve was, under the operation of the “‘ endless-chain sys- 
tem,” turned into other forms of money, which immediately 
swelled the cash in the Treasury and, were available to pay the 
expenses of the Government. 

tr. DINGLEY. But how could there have been an endless 
chain if the greenbacks that were redeemed had been held in the 
See instead of being immediately paid ont for current ex- 
penses 

Mr. WILSON of West Virginia. Does not the gentleman know 
that under the law of 1874 the national-bank notes can be used to 
drain the Treasury as effectively as greenbacks? 

Mr. DINGLEY. By no means, to any such degree. 

Mr. WILSON of West Virginia. Under the law of 1874 the 
Government has become the redeemer of the national-bank notes. 
The banks themselves need not redeem them, in the first place. 
Any man in the city of New York can go to the bank of my 
friend who sits before me [Mr. HenpRIx] and get a million dol- 
lars of his bank notes, take them to the Treasury, have them 
changed into greenbacks at one counter, and at another counter 
demand gold for the greenbacks. 

Mr. DINGLEY. But my friend has not answered the practical 
ar which I asked him with reference to the disposition of 

$117,000,000 of gold bought to maintain the redemption fund. 
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Task him again—because it is an important matter—if it is not 
true that $109,000,000 of the $117,000,000 purchased by the sale of 
bonds has been used to meet the deficiency of revenue rather than 
to maintain the gold redemption fund in the Treasury? 

Mr. WILSON of West Virginia. Undoubtedly a large part of 
it, or a sufficient part of it, has been used to meet the deficiency 
in the revenue. I have stated that in previous speeches. It has 
been so used, and therefore there is no call for any more money 
now to meet the revenue deficiency, because we have $65,000,000 
in the Treasury over and above the $100,000,000 reserve. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Has not that surplus, so called, in the Treas- 
ury been put there by the sale of bonds? If the bonds had not 
been sold would there have been any surplus in the Treasury? 
On the contrary, would there not have been a deficiercy of $61,- 
000,000? 

Mr. WILSON of West Virginia. If you are going to give this 
a political turn, the difference between your Treasury manage- 
ment and ours is that when we wanted money we went ont into 
the market and borrowed it, and when you wanted it you appro- 
priated a trust fund of $54,000,000 in the Treasury. [Applause on 
the Democratic side. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Idonot desire to bringin partisan considerations 
at all, but, as a matter of fact, not a dollar of the bank redemption 
fund wa3 used by any Republican Administration for the current 
expenses of the Government; and when you speak of a Treasury 

ance of $41,000,000, $30,000,000 of that is the bank redemption 
fund, leaving only $11,000,000 belonging to the Government out- 
side of that. 

Mr. WILSON of West Virginia. If the gentleman from Maine 
will only read the report of Secretary Windom for December, 1890, 
he will find the fact stated, as I have already stated it, that on the 
10th day of September of that year—I read the Secretary’s words— 

The amount of the bank redemption fund then in the Treasury which had 
been transferred to the available fund by the act of July 4, 1890, was $54,000,000, 
being substantially the amount of the available surplus on September 10, 180). 

Mr. DINGLEY. Is it not true that not one dollar of the bank 
redemption fund was used prior to March 1, 1893, for the current 
expenses of the Government, but was used for the purpose of re- 
ducing the interest-bearing debt? 

Mr. WILSON of West Virginia. Why, it was passed to the 
available cash of the Government. Here is your own Secretary 
of the Treasury stating that on the 10th of September the bank 
redemption fund was about the only available cash in the Treas- 


ury. ~ 

Mr. DINGLEY. That may be; and yet to-day $30,000,000 of 
the $41,000,000 is simply the bank redemption fund; and there are 
only eleven millions of free money in the Treasury to-day outside 
of the one-hundred-million-dollar redemption fund and bank re- 
demption fund. 

Mr. WILSON of West Virginia. Mr. Speaker, I have already 
admitted that the flush condition of the Treasury is partly the 
result of the issue of bonds, that the bonds which were issued for 
one purpose have by operation of law become available for an- 
other. And no doubt a large part of that surplus is the result of 
the sale of the bonds. But my argument is that the sale of those 
bonds having added far more than is needed for the comfortable 
running of the Government, the present sale is for an entirely dif- 
ferent purpose. The present sale is for replenishing the reserve 
of the Treasury as a banker, not for adding to the assets of the 
Treasury for meeting running expenses. 

Now, I believe I was saying when interrupted that Secretary 
Carlisle has done under these circumstances just what other Sec- 
retaries of the Treasnry have been obliged to do—what Mr. SHEr-. 
MAN, particularly, was obliged to do in 1878—in order to build up 
a gold reserve in the Treasury. He has made a contract for the 
sale of enough 4 per cent thirty-year coin bonds of the Govern- 
ment to bring into the Treasury 3,500,000 ounces of gold of the 
standard weight and fineness of the United States coin of to-day. 
He has sold those bonds at 4} per cent premium with the right to 
substitute for them at par 3 per cent bonds, provided they are 
specifically made payable in gold as to principal and interest. 

If the Government maintains its traditional policy, if the Gov- 
ernment fulfills the pledges of the Sherman Act and of the act re- 
pealing the Sherman Act, every bond that it issues to-day payable 
by its terms in coin is payable in gold, because the Government 
has pledged itself to keep all its coin on a parity with gold. It be- 
ing certain, then, that unless a radical change is made in the policy 
of the Government—unless. there is a repeal of existing laws, these 
4 per cent bonds will be paid in gold when they fall due—it seemed 
to the Committee on Ways and Means that there ought to be no 
hesitation in accepting the option of specifically naming gold in 
the bonds, and thus securing the better rate, which will amount to 
a saving of over half a million dollars in interest a year. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE. The gentleman seems to intimate that 
Congress has the right to accept an alternate proposition. Is if 
not true that if Congress does not act, the bonds are sold at the 
rate of interest named in the contract; and if Congress does act, 
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the only effect is to make the bonds specifically payable in gold 
and to save $16,000,000 in interest? 

Mr. WILSON of West Virginia. That is it. 

Mr. VAN VOORHIS of New York. Now, will the gentleman 
yield to me for a moment? 

Mr. WILSON of West Virginia. I will if the gentleman will 
make his question short. I have but an hour, and I must save 
a i of my time for closing the debate. 

r. V VOORGHIS of New York. I will make the question 
very short. I understand the gentleman to say the Secretary of 
the Treasury has sold a certain amount of bonds and bought a 
certain amount of gold. Is there any contract on that subject ex- 
cept that which has been presented in the report of the committee? 

ir. WILSON of West Virginia. Of course not. 

Mr. VAN VOORHIS of New York. Now, in what part of that 
contract does the gentleman find any covenant or agreement on 
the part of the Government to take one dollar of gold? Is the con- 
tract anything more than a simple option—an agreement on the 
part of the Rothschilds to furnish the gold, but no agreement on 
the part of this Government to take it? And is that a contract 
which is binding as a covenant upon the United States to buy 
these $65,000,000 of gold at the rate named? 

Mr. WILSON of West Virginia. Mr. Speaker, it does not seem 
to me that that is a question which I need delay the House upon. 

The gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. BRECKINRIDGE] is right in 
his suggestion. There is a contract made under which gold to- 
day is being put into the subtreasuries, a contract under which 
gold is to-day being loaded on shipboard to come ‘to thiscountry, a 
contract which is complete in itself and can not be set aside, be- 
cause made under ample authority of existing law. The only 
question is whether we shall exercise our option to substitute for 
a thirty-year 4 per cent coin bond a thirty-year, or less, 3 per cent 
gold bond. And the effect of that is — this: That as every 
coin contract, made in this country since the resumption _o- 
Sa, is in truth a gold contract, we are saving half a ion 

ollars a year without any additional burden or liability on the 
Government. 

Mr. Speaker, I repeat that this is simply a question of saving a 
half million of dollars a year in interest to the people of the United 
States. The gold dollar has been the standard of payment in this 
country by operation of law for twenty-five years. There is nota 
contract made by a member of Congress for the payment of 
money, there is not a contract in this country to-day, where the 
money is not actually specified, that is not a gold contract. Gold 
is the standard—the legal standard—by which all contracts are 
paid in this country, whether the payment be in gold or not, and 
gentiemen constantly confuse in their discussions on this floor a 
very important distinction between the standard of payment and 
the currency of payment. 

' Mr. HOPKINS of Illinois. Just there will the gentleman al- 
ow me? 

Mr. WILSON of West Virginia. I = the gentleman will not 
insist upon an interruption now. He have his own time. 

Now, there is another reason why it seems to me that there 
ought to be no objection to the issue of a bond by the Govern- 
ment of the United States to be paid in gold at its maturity. We 
receive gold from the purchaser of these bonds. We stipulate 
that we shall receive from them 3,500,000 ounces of gold in ex- 
change for the bonds, and what objection is there in law or in 
equity to our agreeing to return to them 3,500,000 ounces in gold? 

t is the contract. 

A word now as to what will doubtless be a matter of great dis- 
cussion in the House. Why were the bonds soldat what seems to 
be a lower rate than the market rate in this country? Simply be- 
cause two futile attempts had shown the Secretary that to market 
the bonds here would give no permanent help to the gold reserve 
in the Treasury, and consequently the Secretary has had to do 
whai Secretary Sherman had to do; that is, he has had to look out 
for means of turning the tide of gold imports toward this coun- 
try, and has had to take the rates at which the bonds could be 
sold, and the only rates at which they could be sold, for the pur- 
pose of turning the tide of d imports toward this country. 

Mr. McMILLIN. If it will not interrupt the gentleman from 
West Virginia, I would like to ask him a question. 

Mr. W N of West Virginia. Certainly. 

Mr. McMILLIN. I wish to ask whether the gentleman thinks 
it will not be possible, even after this act, if it should pass, to raid 
the goid reserve in the Treasury as originally, the only difference 
being that it would simply take a little more time, but puts no 
permanent stop to it? 

Mr. WILSON of West Virginia. I will say in response to the 
gentleman from Tennessee, it was ible from the first day that 
specie payments were resumed to raid the gold reserve in the - 
ury and take it all out in a week. But if we can restore confi- 
dence in this country we will put the in such credit that 
it will be able to exc its notes for gold and keep up the gold 
reserve without trouble. 
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I had intended to speak on other points in connection with the 
matter, but am = to reserve the remainder of my time to 
close the debate. [ 2 

The SPEAKER. e gentleman has eighteen minutes of his 
time remaining. 

Mr. HOPKINS of Illinois. Mr. Speaker, the gentleman from 
West Virginia who has just addressed the House in favor of this 
proposition that is oe under the special rule adopted to-day 
devoted considerable time in justification of the Administration 
in issuing bonds and replenishing the Treasury thereby. I shall 
take no time in attempting to answer him on that proposition. 
That, as I understand it, is not the question presented to the House 
to pass upon. 

e have been informed by the President of the United States, 
in a special message to Congress which was read here a few days 
ago, that a contract has been already made for the issuance of 
bonds; and the question submitted to us is not whether a new 
loan shall be negotiated and new bonds issued, but whether this 
Congress will authorize the President to change the policy of the 
Government, and issue a gold bond. 

I am opposed to this resolution because I am opposed to this 
Government at this late day in our financial tranactions changin 
its policy with reference to the issuance of bonds; and in view o: 
my opposition I desire the attention of the House for a brief pe- 
riod only to give some of the reasons that impel me to hold that 
position. 

During the long period the Republican party controlled this 
country, commencing, as it did, in the early days of secession, dur- 
ing all the dark and. stormy period of war and up to a few years 
ago, it was enabled to enact laws and adopt measures to replenish 
the Treasury and furnish the necessary means to pay the expenses 
of the Government without a resort to the extraordinary methods 
that have been adopted by President Cleveland and his Secretary 
of the Treasury in the contract that is before us to-day. 

For more than thirty-five years the settled policy of this Govern- 
ment has. been to issue our Government bonds payable in coin. 
The bonds that have been heretofore issued are not payable in 
gold, or silver, or greenbacks, but are payable in coin. Now, the 
gentleman who has just addressed the House [Mr. Witson of 
West Virginia] says that the established construction of those 
bonds is that ‘‘ coin” means ‘‘ gold,” and that it is just as well to 
put the word ‘“‘ gold” in there as it is to put in the word “ coin.” 
If that be true, and President Cleveland and his Secretary of the 
Treasury understood that when they were negotiating this loan 
of $65,000,000 with this syndicate, why did they not call the atten- 
tion of the syndicate to this fact and let them understand that the 
Government would not deviate from its settled policy, but that 
the bonds weuld be paid in gold, as the gentleman from West 
Virginia [Mr. WILSON] says. 

It seems to me that the time to urge this argument is not here 
upon the members of the House and Senate and the country, but 
was with these foreign capitalists when the negotiation for the 
bonds was pending. They should have been informed that the 
Government of the United States has a settled policy on this bond 
question, and that the people of this country have never repudi- 
ated their obligations. [Applause on the Republican side. ] 

I desire, Mr. Speaker, to call the attention of members of this 
House to the fact that the Republican party in es loans 
reduced rates of interest year after year during the whole history 
of bond issues. When Judge Folger, of New York, was the Secre- 
tary of the Treasury in 1882 he extended $300,000,000 of our obli- 
gations for 3 per cent on a coin bond at a time when the condition 
of our country was not as good as it is to-day, at a time when we 
did not have as vast industries, as great wealth as we have stored 
away in the vaults of private individuals and corporations and in 
the great banks of the country. That vast sum of $300,000,000 
was negotiated, not with a foreign syndicate, not by a private 
contract with the law partner of the President as legal adviser of 
the syndicate making the loan, but it was negotiated in the open 
sunlight, and with the American people, at a rate of only 3 per 
cent interest. [Applause on the Republican side. ] 

Mr. Speaker, I am opposed to this change in the condition of the 
bond because in my judgmentit will destroy the credit of the United 
States. The President, in his message to Congress, has said that 
by adopting this resolution and roe of this gold contract 
more than $16,000,000 will be saved to the Government in thirty 
years that the bonds are stipulated torun. I say, Mr. Speaker, in 
my humble judgment, instead of being a saving to the Govern- 
ment of the United States, that in the years to come it would cost 
more than $100,000,000 to change the character of our Govern- 
ment obligations. 

This country is in many respects like an individual engaged in 
business, young, energetic, and aggressive. Such a business man 
must be a debtor, and must have any number of creditors. If 
he is a — business man he issues the same kind of an obligation 
to all cf his creditors, and simply issues an evidence of indebted- 
ness to all the people from whom he borrows money or with whom 
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he deals or enters into obligations. But, sir, if this business man 
should happen on a fatal day to walk into a broker’s shop and ask 
for a loan and should agree to give a mo upon his oe 
as security, that moment his credit would be destroyed. o other 
creditor would allow him money or credit without his giving as 

security as the broker exacted, and the creditors that al- 
ready existed, instead of extending their obligations and giving 
him time, would insist upon the payment of their money, and the 
result would be that by the change of his policy the prosperous 
business man would be made a bankrupt. 

Now, the same thing would occur to the Government of the 
United States. No new loan could be made in other than gold 
bonds, while the holders of the coin bonds now out would insist 
that their bonds must be changed to gold ones. Under the policy 
that we have adopted the holders of these coin bonds are directly 
interested in maintaining the integrity of our financial system. 
They know that while the coin bonds have always been paid in 
gold under Republican Administrations and under the present 
Administration, yet that there is still a strong perky in this coun- 
try which believes that those obligations could be paid in silver 
and the letter of the bonds be kept. Hence,the holders of the 
Government coin bonds are interested in maintaining the parity 
of the two metals. They are interested in seeing that the money 
of a Government—greenbacks, silver, and gold—shall be of like 
value. 

But, sir, if you should adopt the recommendations of the Presi- 
dent in this message, and give him the power of issuing a gold 
bond, you would destroy this principle that operates to control 
the bondholder to-day and you would make him a bear upon the 
market. The bondholder whose bond reads ‘‘ payable in gold” 
_ directly interested in driving this Government upon a silver 

Sis. 

Why dol say that? Because if he can drive gold to a premium 
and drive this Government upon a silver basis he enhances the 
value of the bond that is payable in gold. The moment that this 
$62,000,000 mentioned in the President’s message were issued in 
gold bonds you would have August Belmont & Co. and J. S. Mor- 
= & Co. and the Rothschilds and their financial agents in 

ondon directly interested in looting the Treasury of the United 
States of its gold, in destroying the financial stability of our Gov- 
ernment, and in driving us upon a silver basis, because they 
thereby could double the value of their bonds. [Applause on the 
Republican — 

hat a remarkable attitude the President and his Secretary of 
the Treasury are in! They are stating to the public that this loan 
is to replenish the Treasury so as to maintain the parity of the 
metals, gold and silver, and to do this are trying to induce Con- 
gress to authorize them to issue a gold bond. 

It seems to me, Mr. Speaker, that these considerations are suffi- 
cient to show that the paltry sum of $16,000,000 that has been 
suggested in the President’s message ought not to have any weight 
with the members of this House in determining their vote uvon 
this question. Certainly it ought not to have any weight with 
the Republican members of this House, when they know from the 
earliest history of the Republican party we have had but one 
policy upon this question, and that policy has carried this country 
on in a course of prosperity and financial and industrial success 
that has been the marvel of the world. [Applause on the Repub- 
lican side. | 

Now, Mr. Speaker, I have suggested these few considerations 
in a general way for the reason of my opposition to this measure. 
When we come to consider the character of the contract that has 
been entered into by the Secretary of the Treasury, we find rea- 
sons that are too numerous to mention why we should not give it 
our sanction by an affirmative vote in this House. Why, Mr. 
Speaker, it is one of the most remarkable contracts that was ever 
entered into by this Government with any private corporation, 
either foreign or domestic. What isit? It is a contract, in the 
first place, that has been made in private. Heretofore the obliga- 
tions of the Government had been entered into in the open market, 
with the entire American public taken into the confidence of the 
Administration. Even the loansthat have been previously made 
by this Administration have been of that character. 

The gentleman from West Virginia [Mr. Wiison] has stated 
that $117,000,000 has been placed in the Treasury of the United 
States by the two loans that have been made within less than a 
year by this Administration. Those loans were not made in se- 
cret with a foreign syndicate. They were made with the Ameri- 
can people in the light of day, with every American citizen havin 
the privilege of sending his bid to the Treasury of the Uni 
States and adding his sum of money to replenish the Treasury of 
the United States. Mr. Speaker, what has been the result of this 
policy? The result is that loans have been made for less than 3 
per cent on ten-year bonds. 

A MEMBER. Coin bonds. 

Mr. HOPKINS of Illinois. For less than 3 per cent on coin ten- 
year bonds; and here we have a contract entered into secretly be- 





tween a banking concern in New York and one in London, not 
for a ten-year bond, not for a fifteen-year bond, but for a thirty- 
year bond, and one that may, under its terms, run for a hundred 
years; a bond, Mr. Speaker, that requires the Government of the 
United States to pay 3% per cent interest, and that interest is to be 
paid quarterly. 

On the very day that this contract was signed, on the very day 
that the President of the United States sent his message to Congress, 
holding up this bribe of $16,000,000 to the House and the Senate 
for their approval, like bonds were selling in the open market, with 
only twelve years to run, at 110}. This syndicate bought them 
at 1044, payable thirty years after their date. 

Mr. Carlisle admitted, when he was before the Committee on 
Ways and Means, that on the same basis, with thirty years to 
run, the market value of these bonds at the time when he made 
this contract with this foreign syndicate was 119%. In other 
words, the President and his Secretary sold these bonds for 89,500,- 
000, in round numbers, less than they were selling for in the open 
market. Then he gave a rate of interest on the bonds higher 
than any civilized country in the world is paying to-day for its 
new obligations. Even bankrupt Egypt has negotiated her loans 
for less than the figures that the President and his Secretary have 
given to this syndicate of brokers. The richest, the grandest, and 
the proudest country in the world, under the rule of Democracy, 
has been reduced to this low estate. 

They have given a higher rate of interest than little Norway, 
Belgium, France, or England pay on their obligations. They have 
given a higher rate of interest than the British provinces are com- 
pelled to pay; and yet they come in here, after having negotiated 
this secret loan, and ask the American Congress to confirm them 
in this contract with these concessions to Belmont & Co., of New 
York, and Rothschild & Co., of London. When President Cleve- 
land penned that message and sent it to Congress it was not for 
patriotic, but political purposes. 

He wanted to throw the responsibility upon Congress of approv- 
ing an indefensible contract with this syndicate that was repre- 
sented in the negotiations by his former law partner. [Applause.] 

Mr. SIMPSON. That is business, not politics. [Laughter.]} 

Mr. HOPKINS of Illinois. Now, let us see what this syndi- 
cate will make by this contract, negotiated in the manner I have 
indicated. They make $9,500,000, in round numbers, when the 
contract is signed. The President says they will make over 
$16,000,000 at the expiration of the period the bonds run. 

The gentleman from West Virginia, when he was addressing 
the House, undertook to excuse the hard terms of this contract 
for the Government by claiming that it was difficult to negotiate 
thisloan. I hold, Mr. Speaker, and I believe that the majority of 
the American people are with me, that had the President and his 
Secretary of the Treasury advertised this loan, as has been done on 
all previous occasions, the people would have responded at once, 
and I have evidence here which confirms me in my view and tends 
to show the enormous profits that will be made by this syndicate 
of foreign capitalists. I find, in a financial article published in 
the Washington Post to-day, that Messrs. Alexander Brown & 
Sons, bankers of Baltimore, had agreed with Messrs. August Bel- 
mont & Co. to become members of this syndicate and to take $1,- 
125,000 of the bonds, but before these negotiations are fully con- 
cluded with the United States the demand in our own country for 
this loan is so great that Belmont & Co. have informed Alexander 
Brown & Sons that instead of $1.125,000 they can have only $100,- 
000 of the bonds. 

Mr. BOWERS of California. 
country? 

Mr. HOPKINS of Illinois. Yes, Mr. Speaker, as the gentleman 
from California suggests, that demand came from our own people. 

Mr. TRACEY. Where would it have been if gold had gone to 
a premium? 

r. HOPKINS of Illinois. Gold would not have gone to a 
remium. Thatis impossible. That is one of the pretenses put 
orward by the President to coerce the members of this House and 

of the Senate of the United States into the adoption of this con- 
tract, which will receive the condemnation of all honest citizens in 


And that demand was in our own 


every section of our country. [Applause. | 
When the President sent that message to this House and under- 
took to load this contract upon Congress he knew that a majority 


of the Senate of the United States favored free and unlimited 
coinage of silver. He knew that never could a gold bond bill go 
through that body, to say nothing of the sentiment in this House. 
Then why did he send that message here? He sent it for the pur- 
pose of misleading the people of this country. [Applause. | 

He had made a contract, Mr. Speaker, that he knew the Amer- 
ican public would not approve of. He had made a contract with 
his financial friends, giving them the enormous profits that I have 
indicated here, and he desired by that message to mislead the public 
and get the approval of Congress on the idea that $16,000,000 of 
interest would be saved by giving such approval. Nov, sir, I 
say for one—and I hope I speak for the entire Republican party 
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and the great mass of the Democrats, too—I say that I am not 
willing to become particeps criminis in any such transaction. 
[Applause. ] 

I am not willing to say by vote or voice that the President of the 
United States can prostitute the interests of our Government, de- 
range our financial system, and bring disgrace upon the American 
nation in the interest of either these bankers in New York or the 
f con ro represented by Rothschild and company. [Ap- 

ause. 

. It is time for us, Mr. Speaker, to indicate to this Administration 
that we can be patriotic without adopting all of the financial her- 
esies and vagaries that the President and his Secretary of the 
Treasury have indulged in in this contract and in other transac- 
tions. [Applause.] I have grown tired of the statement that is 
made here: ‘‘If you do not support this Administration you are 
not patriotic.” 

I believe that, as a Representative of the people from the great 
State of Illinois, I have the same right to an independent opinion 
upon these questions as the President or his Secretary of the 
Treasury [applause], and I believe that the members of this 
House and of the Senate are as patriotic as he, and by not adopt- 
ing his policy we are not striking a blow at this Government, 
either in its financial or industrial policy. 

If President Cleveland and his political associates had followed 
the grand and patriotic course that was always pursued by the 
Republican party we never should have experienced any of the 
troubles that have beset this nation since the 4th of March, 1893. 
[Applause on the Republican side.] If, in the reorganization of 
our legislation and the substitution of new tariff laws for those 
that were on the statute book when the Republican party went 
out of power, this Administration had enabled the Government 
tu raise its revenues to an amount equal to or exceeding its ex- 
penditures, we should never have had occasion to negotiate a loan 
of this character, or a loan of the character of either of those 
that have been negotiated by President Cleveland. 

I trust the Republican members at least of this House will re- 
member their party history, will remember its grand record on all 
financial matters, and will stand by that on the vote that will be 
takea on the pending measure. [Loud applause. | 

Mr. PENCE. Before the gentleman closes I would like to ask 
him a question for the information of the House. In the contract 
as printed in the report between Mr. Carlisle on the one side and 
the London bankers on the other one of the witnesses is Francis 
L. Stetson, who, we understand, is a former partner of President 
Cleveland. Now, I understand the gentleman’s statement ajwhile 
ago to be that these bankers were represented by Mr. Stetson. If 
in the investigations before the gentleman’s committee there was 
anything throwing light upon that point, and if the gentleman 
will be good enough to inform the House cf it, I know we should 
like to hear it. 

Mr. HOPKINS of Illinois. My understanding is he represented 
the syndicate and attested the contract as such representative. 

Mr. COX. I should like to call the attention of the gentleman 
from Illinois to one point as he isa member of the committee 
reporting this joint resolution. Why was the provision inserted 
in this contract that on any bonds which may be issued between 
now and the ist of October next this syndicate shall have the 


option? 

Mr. HOPKINS of Illinois. That is another part of the con- 
tract; and that is one of the reasons why I condemn it. 

Mr. COX. Iagree with the gentleman precisely. How does it 
happen that the United States Government gives an option upon 
its credit from now until October 1? 

Mr. HOPKINS of Illinois. Nobody but this syndicate and the 
Secretary of the Treas and the President can answer that ques- 
tion. [Applause on the Republicna side. ] 

Mr. BOWERS of California. Let them answer. 

Mr. HOPKINS of Illinois. Mr. Speaker, how much time have 
I remaining? 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman has used thirty minutes. 

Mr. HOPKINS of Mlinois. I desire to yield ten minutes to my 
colleague from Illinois [Mr. CaNNoN]; but before ae, so I will 
yield one minute to the gentleman from Vermont [Mr. Powers], 
who desires to offer an amendment. 

Mr. POWERS. I wish to offer an amendment to the pending 
resolution. 

The SPEAKER. General debate is proceeding. An amend- 
ment is not in order. 

Mr. POWERS. Then I ask to have this proposition read at the 
Clerk’s desk for information. 

The SPEAKER. It can be read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


At the end of the vign.<m pogo Sad: 

“And provided fu , That nothing herein contained shall be held or con- 
strued as changing the avowed policy of the Government to pay all its out- 
étanding bonds in goid.” 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. Mr. Speaker, in the little time 
allowed me I had, perhaps, best utilize a moment at the commence- 
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ment by stating that I believe in preserving the national faith. I 
believe that every obligation of this Government, under well-set- 
tled law as construed for almost two decades by all Administra- 
tions, and as it is to be enforced by virtue of an honest sentiment 
of an honest people, is payable, at the option of the holder, in gold 
or its equivalent. Coin means gold in the Government obliga- 
tions, at the holder’s option. The country has so understood it; 
and the world so understands it to-day. The country under- 
stood it when the bonds were negotiated last year on the basis of 
2.9 per cent interest, these bonds to mature in a short period. 
The very men who made the contract with the Secretary of the 
Treasury on the 8th day of this month understand it; because, 
while they get a profit of $10,000,000 above the market, if they 
had believed that these bonds were payable in silver at the ratio 
of 16 to 1, you could not have persuaded them to purchase. [Ap- 
plause. | 

Bear with me a minute while I state briefly my reasons for 
voting against this bill. I am not going into ancient history; let 
us go into modern history—last month and this month. On the 
28th day of January the President sent his message to Congress 
that begot the so-called second Springer birth. [Laughter.] 
These births come pretty frequently. In that message for the 
first time came a suggestion—and it came from the Chief Execu- 
tive—that there was doubt as to whether coin in a Government 
obligation meant gold. There was no doubt in New York, there 
was no doubt in London, there was no doubt in Paris, because at 
those three points the bonds of the United States maturing in 
1907 were valued on the basis of 3 per cent interest and less. 

The Springer bill came before the House and was voted down 
by a large majority. I undertake to say in the light of the sur- 
roundings that all the House knew that the President of the United 
States knew when he sent that message to Congress that there 
could be no legislation along that line. The country must under- 
stand that well. The President knew that a free coinage 16 to 1 
Senate of the United States would not pass that bill or anything 
akin to it. 

Why did he send this message casting this doubt? Proof that 
he knew it! Yes. The Springer bill went down on the 7th day of 
February. On the 8th comes this contract. The President was 
swift in his negotiations. He was ready to negotiate. He went 
right on as a practical man, knowing that there would be no leg- 
islation. Still doubt in his mind? Still doubt in anybody’s mind 
as to whether coin meant gold in the Government obligations? 
The gentleman from Nebraska [Mr. Bryan] offered his amend- 
ment to the Reed substitute, reciting the fact that the bonds would 
be payable in silver at the option of the Government. It went to 
the wall by 42 majority in a vote of about 300. Still the Presi- 
dent seemed to be doubtful; still the syndicate seemed to be doubt- 
ful, and the contract materialized inside of twelve hours after the 
time the Springer bill was defeated! And all know—it is an open 
secret here—that the Reed substitute, the only one which had the 
remotest chance to pass Congress, and which would have wrought 
the necessary cure to the Treasury, went to its death at the com- 
mand of the Secretary of the Treasury and the President, as evi- 
denced by the vote of the *‘cuckoos.” [Applause on the Repub- 
lican side. ] 

Mr. Speaker, the country will understand this. What next 
happened? The contract materialized on the 8th day of February. 
That same day comes this message from the President of the 
United States informing us that he had placed the bonds at ten 
millions below the rate of the market; ten millions below the 
market rate in New York, Paris, and London and in all the civi- 
lized world. Why did he send the message? Did he expect to 
secure this legislation? Oh, no; he knew it could not pass. He 
knew a free-coinage Senate would not pass it, whatever the House 
we see proper to do. 

r. STRAUS. May I ask the gentleman a question? 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. Yes. 

Mr. STRAUS. Is it not because we have a free-coinage Senate 
that we are obliged to sell bonds at this rate? [Cries of ‘‘ No!” 
**No!” on the Republican side. | 

Mr. WALKER. No. We have hada free-coinage Senate for 
five years. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. Now, then, Mr. Speaker, if the Presi- 
dent in good faith put in this reserve, if in ten days gold bonds 
were authorized specifically by Congress—if it was done—it made 
them no better. Did he doitin good faith? No. Why, then, was 
it put in? To muddy the waters and to deceive the country, 
while the favored syndicate go away with the $10,000,000 of dis- 
honorable profit. [Applause on the Republican side. } 

A Memper. The act of a cuttlefish. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. The act of the cuttlefish, as the gen- 
tleman suggests, that was to hide the transaction as much as pos- 
sible. And the legislation is not to be enacted. 

But who gets the profits? Why, this band of favored con- 
tractors, this syndicate. Now, why? I will say to you, measuring 
my wo 











1895. 


The SPEAKER. The time yielded to the gentleman has ex- 
fired. 

* Mr. HOPKINS of Illinois. 

league. / 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. Well, that is a very short time, but 
I do not think my colleague can spare more than that. 

Now, with all of these facts standing around, I say it in sorrow 
that I can not look with pride on the performance of the Execu- 
tive of the nation. I say further that if it was a Republican 
Secretary of the Treasury that had made this contract, that this 
Democratic House, in my judgment, would have impeached him, 
[Prolonged applause on the Republican side. ] 

Mr. SNO RASS. And ought to. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. Yet these gentlemen say our credit 
is gone. Why, right here I have a telegram received this morn- 
ing that the 4 per cents, due in 1907, payable in coin, command in 
the markets of the world a premium of 10% to-day—now—at this 
moment. [Applause on the Republican —t - 

Another reason why I am opposed to this bill, outside of this 
question of saving: Congress has its function; the executive has 
its function, which is to execute the law, not to maxe extortion- 
ate contracts—ten millions of a loss to the Treasury—and say to the 
people of this Cyr shall lose this money unless you allow 
yourself to be bulldozed by the Executive! I will not submit to 
the purchase of legislation at such a price, at such dictation un- 
lawfully attempted by the President. [Prolonged applause on 
the Republican side. 

The SPEAKER. 
expired. 

r. HOPKINS of Dlinois. I yield fifteen minutes to my col- 
league on the committee, General GROSVENOR. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Mr. Speaker, it has gone out to the people 
of this country that we who oppose the passage of this joint reso- 
tution are doing something or failing to do something in which 
and by which the honor and credit and integrity of the United 
States of America are involved. 

In the few minutes which have been allotted to me I propose to 
address myself tothat question. What is involved in the adoption 
or nonadoption of the resolution under consideration? What is 
imperiled here in this country? Apparently, judging from the 
commotion which exists in the East and in some portions of the 
West, and the suggestions which we hear coming from the East, 
and the occasional misdirected mutterings from the West, it seems 
to have been assumed that there is here in the air an unexecuted 
contract of the Government, and that our action here to-day will 
operate by either as a confirmation of that contract or a repudia- 
tion of that contract; and that the latter course will be an act of 
bad faith on the part of the Government. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, there never was a greater fallacy than this. 
Let us see what is the status of this affair at this particular time. 
What is the condition independent of this outcry? What are the 
facts independent of the lack of knowledge so prevalent every- 
where? The Government of the United States, through its Sec- 
retary of the Treasury, has made a contract with certam foreign 
capitalists, to wit, Rothschild & Sons and J. S. Morgan & Co., of 
the city of London. It is an executed contract. That is to say, 
there is nothing left undone in the matter of the contract. It is 
completed in every respect, so far as to make it a binding con- 
tract upon the parties thereto—binding upon the Rothschilds, 
binding upon J. 8. Morgan & Co., and binding upon the Govern- 
ment of the United States of America, because it was made by its 
Secretary of the Treasury under ample power conferred by law. 

The contract is in the words and figures following: 

CONTRACT. 


. . This agreement entered into this 8th day of February, 1995, between the 
Secreta of the Treasury of the United States, of the first part, and Messrs. 
A Imont & Co., of New York, on behalf of Messrs. N. M. Rothschild 
& Sons, of London, England, and themselves, and Messrs. J. P. Morgan & 
Co., of New York, on behalf of Messrs. J. S. Morgan & Co., of London, and 
themselves, a of the ascend mee 
Witnesseth: Whereas it is provided by the Revised Statutesof the United 
States (section 3700) that the Secretary of the Treasury may purchase coin 
with any of the bonds or notes of the United States authorized by law, at 
“ such rates and upon such terms as he may deem most advantageous to the 
public interests; and the Secretary of the Treasury now deems that an 
conergency exists in which the public interests require that, as hereinafter 
rovided, coin shall be purchased with the bonds of the United States, of 
he dese on hereinafter mentioned, authorized to be issued under the act 
entitled “An act Spas for the resumption of specie payments,” ap- 
proved January l4, 1875, being bonds of the United States described in an act 
of Co: approved July 14, 1870, entitled ‘“‘ An act to authorize the refund- 
of the national debt.” 

(ow, therefore. the said parties of the second part hereby agree to sell and 
deliver to the United States 3,500,000 ouncesof standard gold coin of the United 
States, at the rate of $17.80441 per ounce, payable in United States 4 per cent 
thirty-year coupon or registered bonds, said bonds to be dated February 1, 
1895, and payable at the pleasure of the United States after thirty years from 
date, issued under the acts of Congress of July 14, 1870, January 20, 1871, and 
January 14, 1875, bearing interest at the rate of 4 per cent per annum, payable 


quarterly. 
Such purchase and sale of gold coin being made on the following con- 


First. 
ions: 

1. At least one-half of all coir deliverable hereinunder shall be obtained in 

and shipped from Europe, but the shipments shall not be required to exceed 


I yield two minutes more to my col- 
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300,000 ounces per month, unless the parties of the second part shall consent 
thereto. 


2. All deliveries shall be made at any of the subtreasuries or at any other 
legal depository of the United States. 

. All pw coins delivered shall be received on the basis of 25,4, grains of 
standard gold per dollar, if within limit of tolerance. 

_ 4 Bonds delivered under this contract are to be delivered free of accrued 
interest, which is to be assumed and paid by the parties of the second part at 
the time of their delivery to them. 

Second. Should the Secretary of the Treasury desire to offer or sell any 
bonds of the United States on or before the Ist day of October, 1995, he shall 
first offer the same to the parties of the second part: but thereafter he chall 

free from every such obligation to the parties of the second part 

Third. The Secretary of the Treasury hereby reserves the right, within 
ten days from the date hereof, in case he shall receive authority from Con 
gress therefor, to substitute any bonds of the United States, bearing 3 per 
cent interest, of which the principal and interest shall be specifically payable 
in United States gold coin of the present weight and fineness for the bonds 
herein alluded to; such 3 per cent bonds to be accepted by the parties of the 
oo at par, i. e., at $18.60465 per ounce of standard gold. 

Fourth. No bonds shall be delivered to the parties of the second part, or 
either of them, except in payment for coin from time to time received here- 
under; whereupon the Secretary of the Treasury of the United States shall 
and will deliver the bonds as herein provided, at such placesas shall be desig- 
nated by the parties of the second part. Any expense of delivery out of the 
United States shall be assumed and paid by the parties of the second part. 

Fifth. In consideration of the purchase of such coin, the parties of the 
second part, and their associates hereunder, assume and will bear ali the ex- 

nse and inevitable loss of bringing = from Europe hereunder; and, as 
far as lies in their power, will exert all financial influence and will make all 
legitimate efforts to protect the Treasury of the United States against the 
withdrawals of gold pending the complete performance of this contract. 

In witness whereof the parties hereto have hereunto set their hands in five 
parts this 8th day of February, 1595. y 

J.G. CARLISLE, 


Secretary of the Treasury. 
AUGUST BELMONT & CO., 
On behalf of Messrs. N. M. Rothschild & Sons, London, and themselves. 


. J.P. MORGAN & CO., 
On behalf of Messrs. J. S. Morgan & Co., London, and themsetves. 
Attest: 
W. E. Curtis. 
FRANCIS LYNDE STETSON, 

Here is the contract, complete, symmetrical, and not very hard 
to understand. The President comes to Congress with his mes- 
sage, and presents now, somewhat reluctantly, it appears, this 
written contract; and it will be seen that by that contract it is 
stipulated that we need not carry out the terms of that contract 
if we see fit to make another and different contract. A vote in 
the negative leaves the written contract in full force and effect. 
The Treasury of the United States, therefore, will be guarded and 
protected with the same amount of gold coin in the one case as in 
the other. If we decide by our vote to-day to change the terms 
of that contract and make another contract by which we deliver 
gold bonds at 3 per cent interest we get no more gold, the Treas- 
ury is no stronger, and the faith of the Government is not, there- 
fore, affected in the smallest degree; and he who stands here cry- 
ing out to-day that it is a question of upholding the honor of the 
Government on the one hand and a question of dishonor on the 
other hand is a demagogue, pure and simple, whether he knows 
it or not. 

If = vote in the negative here to-day, and the majority is 
found that way, no obligation of the Government will be forfeited, 
and the only difference will be that in the one case He bonds of 
the Government under this new preposition will be put at a lower 
rate of interest, in consideration of which we stipulate to pay in 
gold coin. That is all there is of it; and there is no question of 
honor, there is no question of integrity, there is no question of 
faith involved, It is a simple question of what we prefer to do. 
Shall we stand by the long-established precedents of this Govern- 
ment, now grown hoary and time honored with age, or shall we, 
for a reason that does not amount to sufficient justification, change 
the entire policy of the Government, and in doing so reach one or 
two results which I shall try to point out? 

No man on this floor will go farther to uphold the honor and 
integrity and good faith of this Government than I will. No 
partisan considerations shall ever induce me to vote here for party 
gain in that way which will result in national injury. But it is 
said that the credit of the Government is broken down; that we 
are not able to borrow money at the same price that we did re- 
cently; and it is a pertinent question to-day, who broke down our 
credit? How happened it and who discovered it? Who first gave 
notice to the people of this country that the credit of this Govern- 
ment was depreciated? 

The last loan of a Republican Administration was made at 24 
per cent upon a ‘‘coin” bond. We never issued any other than a 
‘*coin” bond, with any considerabletime torun. We did during 
the war issue demand notes, perhaps, payable in “‘gold.” Ido 
not stop to discuss the various forms of our obligations; and even 
this Democratic Administration only a few months ago borrowed 
money at 2j per cent interest, the bonds payable in ‘‘coin.” But 
we borrowed money under a Republican Administration at 2} per 
cent interest. It may be said that that was in those halcyon days 
of national p rity incident to Republican Administration; 
but if that be so, it is to the honor and credit of this nation that 
until recently it was even able to carry a Democratic Adminis- 
tration and float a 27 bond at the same time. 
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We borrowed that money upon a time-honored bond—the bond 
that had had the sanction of every Secretary of the Treasury from 
the days of Lincoln down tothis day. Weborrowed that money at 
2% per cent interest. What has happened between that time and 
this that has forced the interest demand against this Government 
up to almost 1 per cent increase in rate? 

Ask the honorable Secretary of the Treasury how he found out 
that the credit of this Government had gone down. Ask him how 
he found out that he could not borrow as much money as he wanted 
at the same old 2% per cent interest, and he will be compelled to 
tell you that he did not find out that fact at all. .He never made 
an inquiry that was a legitimate one. Is itpossible that the bank- 
ers of New York, interested in a foreign loan, sharers in the 
enormous profits thereof, came quietly and secretly to the Admin- 
istration and said, ‘‘ Your credit has gone down,” and that the Ad- 
ministration accepted that statement? Can that be true? And 
the Administration responds to the Rothschilds and J. S. Morgan 
& Co. and says, ‘‘Are you sure our credit has gone down? Are we 
broken up, and are we a disgraced country?” And the bankers 
answer, ‘‘ Yes, youare.” And thereupon says the Secretary of the 
Treasury, ‘‘ What will you do to help us out?” 

Then comes the startling proposition involved in this contract. 
‘*We will do one of two things; we will lend you money at 3} per 
cent interest—a startling and disgraceful proposition—or if you 
will enter into a contract with us to sell us all the bonds that you 
are going to negotiate until next October we will promise that we 
will quit using our influence to force the exportation of gold out 
of this country, and we will use our ‘ financial influence’ to keep 
it in this country; and we will lend you money at 3 per cent upon 
‘ gold’ bonds, principal and interest payable in ‘gold;’ and we 
bankers of Lombard street demand that the whole policy of this Gov- 
ernment shall be revolutionized. You shall change your policy. 
Your policy is not right. The policy upon which this Government 
has run its enormous expenditures during the last thirty years is 
all wrong. We tell you that the interest of our money-making 
schemes upon the other side of the water is involved in the change of 
your policy, and you must changeit now. Makea ‘gold’ bond, and 
we will give you the difference between 3 bo) cent interest and 3% 
per cent interest, but we want all the bonds that you are going to 
sell between this and the ist of next October.” [Laughter and 
applause.] ‘In consideration of all this we will cease depleting 
the Treasury. We will use our ‘financial influence’ that the Ick- 
elheimers and Lazard Fréres, et id omne, and all those other fel- 
lows shall cease getting the gold out of the Treasury, and we will 
use our ‘ financial influence,’ whatever that may be, to stop the 
exportation of gold. And now,” say these gentlemen, ‘‘in con- 
pte that you will repudiate = past career, that you will 
go back upon your entire financial record, we make you a propo- 
sition in the nature of a bonus of $16,500,000 of difference in the 
rate of interest upon this issue of bonds, provided they run for the 
whole thirty years. That is to say, assuming that ‘coin’ in one 
instance means ‘gold,’ and that ‘gold’ in the other instance 
means ‘gold,’ the difference between these two propositions of- 
fered will be $16,500,000 in favor of the Government in reduction 
of the rate of interest.” 

And now, says the Administration to us, ‘‘We have made an 
improvident contract; we have made a contract without waiting 
to ascertain whether we could make a better contract somewhere 
else. We did not ask the people of the United States to take this 
loan; never gave them an opportunity. We never appealed to 
the people of the United States as the Government of France ap- 

ed to its people in its extremity—never appealed to the patriot- 
sm of the people of this country, which had never failed us 
hitherto, to see whether we had it in our power to raise this money 
from the people—whether the people of the United States had as 
much patriotism as had the people of France; and therefore we 
come now and say to you that you can save $16,500,000 by giving 
this contract to a foreign syndicate, on the terms and conditions 
which that syndicate demands of us.” 

And now it is said that here is a ‘‘saving” to the Government 
of sixteen and a half millions of dollars. The President comes 
and asks us to save him and to save the Treasury from the dis- 
grace incident to the enormous price he has paid for money. 

The patriotism, the disinterested patriotism of these bankers is 
well stated in an editorial artice which I hold in my hand, pub- 
lished in this day’s issue of the Senet Press. It shows the 
character of this contract. It shows to the people of the United 
States how their interests are being protected by this Adminis- 
tration: 


SECRETARY CARLISLE’S CONTRACT. 


A single day’s criticism has forced Secretary Carlisle to abandon his absurd 
and indefensible poticy of keeping secret the financial transactions of the Gov- 
ernment. He has pu the contract he made without competition or 
consultation with the banking firms to whom he has given a lucrative monop- 
oly in handling the increase of the Government debt for which the Demo- 
cratic Administration is responsible. 

The terms and particulars of this contract prove to be worse for the Gov- 
ernment than was known or expected. Secretary Carlisle has capped his 
surrender of the credit of the Government by the surrender of all the lesser 
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profits of the transaction: It was known that Secretary Carlisle had sold 
thirty-vear 4 per cent bonds at 104} when ten-year bonds of the same rate of 
interest are selling at 110}. By parity of value thirty-year bonds should sell 
at 119}. Here isa profit in the sure appreciation of these bonds of at least 
$9.200,000. The same bond, letter for letter, security for security, obligation 
for caneetie, has been sold by a Republican Administration at 2} per 
cent. By comparison with outstanding 4 per cents under the present 
eredit of the Government, the syndicate is booked to make in marketing this 
issue $9,200,000. In the increased rate of interest the Government loses in 
yearly interest taken directly $18,600,000; and if the space over which the loan 
runs be considered, the loss is nearer $25,000,000. 

This vast profit and these enormous losses are not all. The gold is to be 
delivered over the next six months, not over 300,000 ounces, about $5,000,000, 
to be called in any one month. This extends the transaction over the next 
six months. The last $10,000,000 can, therefore, be imported in July and Au- 
gust, when the current of gold sets in this direction. In other words, in the 
face of imminent and pressing necessities, so serious that Secretary Carlisle 
pays disgracefully exorbitant terms to meet them, about. $32,500, in gold 
is bought in Europe and one-third of this gold is left to be brought over at 
the convenience of the bankers, who handle the loan in months when there 
is in most years a profit in importing gold. In other words, instead of get- 
ting gold on the nail by the present issue of bonds, as the Treasury has for 
past issues, the bankers lucky enough to secure this golden contract are given 
a call on the bonds and six months in which to deliver the gold at pleasure. 
Practically they are given the credit of the United at 4per cent to the amount 
of $65,000,000 for six months to come with which to ae the gold mar- 
ket of the world and secure for themselves all the profits of their manipula- 
tion, as the United States agrees in advance as to the price at which it will 
take the gold. 

It has been for years notorious that one advantage in- gold exports from 
over gold imports to this country lay in the fact that while the Federal 
Treasury gold consists of newly-minted eagles, little of which has been in 
circulation and which is above the mint “tolerance,” or allowance or wear, 
the coin to be had abroad is older, more worn, and therefore intrinsically less 
valuable. ‘ Dollars" means new coin here. “ Dollars” stands for old coin 
abroad. Bya clause in this secret contract this profit is transferred to the 
bankers, and the United States, instead of insisting on coin of the standard 
it has been paying out for export, agrees to take in this import of coin gold 
worn to the limit of tolerance. 

Not satisfied with these successive profits, first in premium, next in inter- 
est, next in gold shipments in import months, next in the easy acceptance of 
“tolerance,” the syndicate receives a monopoly of all issues for seven months 
tocome. Having absorbed ina year nearly $100,000,000 of — and with every 
probability that the proceeds of the present issue will be gone long before 
exchange in July and August gives the syndicate its profit on_its last ship- 
ments, Secretary Carlisle binds the Government to offer its bonds to no other 
customers before giving the syndicate an opportunity to take them. What- 
ever improvement there may be in Government credit due to the exist- 
ence, whether in session or not, of a Republican Congress is skillfully se- 
cured to these foreign bankers, who step between the United States and its 
own bankers and investors. 

When Secretary Carlisle wanted to keep his contract secret everyone knew 
that it must be a poo. one; but no one imagined it was as as the truth. 
A rate 50 per cent higher than when Government credit was guarded by Re- 
publican policy and administration. A “call” over seven months for any 

rt of $65,000,000 of bonds. A “ put” limited to 300,000 ounces a month in re- 

urn for the bonds asked for. All the advantage of “ tolerance " secured to 
bos? syndicate. An option on all Government issues for seven months and a 
a 


And this bargain is negotiated by the financial officer of the richest country 
in the world, which has within a short time borrowed cheaper than Great 
Britain itself! 

Our answer, Mr. Speaker, to all this ought to be that we will 
not doit. For the first time in the history of this country we are 
to put the word ‘‘ gold” into our long-time bonds, and we do it 
for the purpose, with the stipulation, that there is a difference of 
three-fourths of 1 per cent between “gold” and ‘“‘coin.” That 
means something. This syndicate does not offer $16,500,000 for 
nothing. This syndicate does not understand that one bond is as 

ood as another. It means more than that they will make a dif- 

ference of sixteen and a half millions of dollars in the cost to the 
Government of these two loans. 

The Rothschilds, who have held empires and kingdoms and re- 
publics of the Old World by the throat, come here and say to you, 
** Your system is obnoxious to us, and we want a different system. 
We are taking great interest in you these days, you Republic of 
America, something rather unusual for as, but we have concluded 
to do it, and we want you to change your system to conform to our 
notions. Tear up this old pod-auger, effete way you have of doing 
business. Get rid of this popular idea that a nation can be runon - 
the patriotism and integrity of its people. Abolish this whole no- 
tion of yours that bimetallism can ultimately be upheld in this 
country. Strike it all out; and if you will, so deeply interested are 
we in your future happiness and your future prosperity that we 
will actually give you sixteen and a half miilions of dollars in pay- 
ments of a little over $500,000 a year. We will put you on our 
pension roll; we will pension you for thirty years at $500,000 a 
year, if you will just fix the terms of your financial system to suit 
us. It is disinterestedness on our part, of course, and everybody 
understands that. We want to put down these terrible Ickelheim- 
ers. We want to get rid of the [ckelheimer business; and we will 
give you sixteen and a half millions of dollars to get into a posi- 
tion where we can use our influence to crush the Ickelheimers.” 

What a fraud! Whatascheme! Whata bait! What an out- 
rage! Go ask the Secretary of the Treasury if, in his judgment, 
in the event that we ratify and confirm this gold bond transaction, 
there will ever be any ‘‘coin” loans by this Government in the 
future. [Applause and cries of ‘‘No!”] And he will tell you 
frankly “No.” He will admit, as every man of common sense 
understands, it is a complete revolution, organic and complete— 
a complete change of our economic system. It is not worth while 
for any gentleman to attempt to uphold his attitude here by talk- 
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ing about a ‘‘ single transaction.” Lombard street does not pay 
sixteen and a half millions of dollars to boot between a transaction 
like this for the mere question of the money involved in the single 
transaction. It isa blow at our whole system. It reflects back- 
ward, and it projects forward. Do this, and tell me what is to 
become of the hundreds of millions of dollars of our securities now 
in the hands of our people, negotiated, many of them, by our Sec- 
retaries of the Treasury upon the faith of that great history of 
this nation that it has always paid its obligations in gold. 

One of the main stipulations is that it is to be paid in “‘ gold,” 
because it is better than ‘‘coin.” Why better than “ coin?” Wh 
is this loan in this form worth sixteen and a half millions of dol- 
lars more than in the ordinary form? What is the alternative to 
the “‘ coin” security? A future loan of any kind must be made 
with reference to our financial history, and at once there will be 
a marked depreciation between the one and the other. Carry this 
scheme into execution, bow to these. people, and give them this 
bond, and to-morrow I venture to say, Mr. Speaker, that the 
bonds now outstanding, behind which the highest faith of this 
Government is pledged, will be depreciated in the market in one 
day more than $16,500,000. [Applause.] I venture to say that 
whereas on the one hand it is held out to us as a bribe to pay for 
our dishonorable action [loud applause] if we shall ratify this gold 
contract we will not have to wait for thirty years to run to make 
the difference of sixteen and a half millions of dollars in the value 
of our securities. [Loud applause.} To-morrow when Wall 
street opens discount would strike every obligation of the Govern- 
ment; and it ought to. Nomancan borrow money and maintain 
his credit giving two kinds of obligations. [Renewed es 
No man can give security for a loan of one nature and borrow 
money thereon and then borrow upon a different security another 
sum. —— wet gover And when you have steered away from 
the landmarks of the Republican party, and the Democratic party, 
too, since the war, _ have started in to begin the destruction of 
bimetallism as perfectly as if every silver dollar upon the earth 
were destroyed. [Loud applause. ] 

We stand here as Republicans, pledged in our national resolu- 
tions to maintain the parity between these two metals. eee 
We come here and are asked by a bribe of sixteen and a half mil- 
lion dollars, payable in thirty years, to make a discrimination be- 
tween the ‘‘ gold” bondand the “coin” bond. Fellow-Republicans, 
let me read to you our platforms, the declarations of our princi- 
ples, upon which we have marched both to victory and defeat. In 
1888 we said: 

The Republican party is in favor of the use of both gold and silver as money, 
and condemns the policy of the Democratic Administration in its efforts 
demonetize silver. 

In 1892 we said: 

The American people, from tradition and interest, favor bimetallism, and 
the Republican party demands the use of both gold and silver as standard 
money, with such restrictions and under such provisions, to be determined 
by legislation, as will secure the maintenance of the parity of values of the 
two metals, so that the purchasing and ory ae power of the dollar, 
whether of silver, gold, or paper, shall be at all times equal. * * * 

Those are the declarations of our party, and those are the prin- 
ciples of the Republicans of the United States. And, Mr. Speaker, 
for one, faithful to these platform declarations, I will not vote for 
this measure. [Loud 2 I believe thatitis fraught with 
dishonor and not with honor. I believe that the people of the 
United States, when they look beyond the mere temporary expres- 
sions of this Presidential message, will stand by the men who in 
this storm have stood by the people and against this combina- 
tion of European financiers. They will stand by the men who 
have stood faithful to the principles and the landmarks of their 
pee: [Renewed applause. ] o man will stand longer or fight 

arder for the honor of the Government than I will; but I will not 

rmit the prostitution of the powers of this Government to the 

uilding up of one interest in this country or in any other country 

to the destruction and overthrow of all the interests of the people 
of this country. [Loud applause on the Republican side. ] 

I criticise this contract in its details. What right has the Sec- 
retary of the Treasury to bind this Government to give to the 
moneyed men of Europe the first lien, the first option, upon all 
our money transactions for almost a year? Itisathing utterly 
unheard of—a thing unknown in our history; andI make this 
proposition, Mr. Speaker: If we vote down this resolution, if we 
refuse to permit this Government to be thus ruined, as it were, 
by this systematic manipulation, the holders of these bonds now 
issued under this contract will be put in a position unenviable in 
the extreme. Suppose one of these gentlemen, at the recurring 
of the first quarterly payment of interest, comes to the American 
people with a coupon and demands gold. What would be an un- 
answerable answer? It would be this: You presented an alterna- 
tive proposition to the people of the United States. You said, 
**Give us a ‘coin’ bond and we will let you have the money at 3% 
per cent. Give us a‘gold’ bond and we will charge you only 3 
ee cent. We make a difference of sixteen and a half million 

ollars in a period of thirty years.” Why did you doit? We say 
you did it because in the one case your bond would be payable in 





silver, and in the other case your bond would be payable in gold, 
and a got sixteen and a half millions of dollars of our money 
for the —— of compensating you for the difference between 
gold and silver. Take your silver; it is your own construction 
of your own contract. And for the first time, Mr. Speaker, the 
Government of the United States would be placed in the awkward 
position of paying more and higher by sixteen and a half million 
dollars than the construction put upon their own contract by the 
parties thereto. 

Mr. Speaker, it was not the Republican party that proclaimed 
to the world the depreciation of American credit. It was the 
proclamation of a Democratic Administration. The credit of the 
Government when it was turned over to the Démocrats by Mr. 
Harrison was higher than it had ever been before; and, Mr. 
Speaker, in my judgment,even with a Democratic Administra- 
tion, there was no need that the credit of the Gavernment should 
ever have been thus destroyed. When the election of 1894 pro- 
claimed to the Democratic party, proclaimed to the world, pro- 
claimed to all mankind that the sober second thought of the peo- 
ple of the United States had reestablished the principle in the 
public heart of a age sae na system, as against free-trade 
and revenue-tariff efforts, the Democratic Administration found it- 
self driven to offer some apology or explanation to the people of the 
country, and in an evil hour the Administration assailed the pub- 
lic credit. It was Grover Cleveland who assailed the public credit 
by his messages. We were going along as well as could be ex- 
pected with a Democratic Administration. We could borrow 
money at 2} per cent. It was a wonderful, it was a glorious situ- 
ation for the Democratic party to be in. Unexpectedly strong 
were they, so far as my judgment was concerned, when they weré 
able to borrow money at that price, and I for one was extremely 
delighted. But when the Administration cried out against its 
own credit and proclaimed to the world that American credit was 
gone,and began to tinker and tamper with the finances of the 
country, our credit began to go down. . 

This Administration has done more to depreciate our credit at 
home and humiliate us abroad than all the other Administrations 
this country ever saw; and it appears to thinking and intelligent 
men as though it were done to create a new issue in American 

olitics, to supplement the fatal issue that the Democratic party 
as hitherto made upon the subject of the tariff. 

Local considerations may influence a few votes in favor of this 
monstrous proposition; but the great mass of the Republican party 
in this House and everywhere else will go steadily forward along 
the lines and beneath the banner which has shed luster upon that 
great party organization and prosperity to the people of this great 
country. It will stand by the pledged faith of this nation, no 
matter to whom pledged nor by whom pledged. It will redeem 
the pledges of a Republican Administration no quicker nor with 
any greater integrity than it will redeem the pledges of a Demo- 
cratic Administration. It will protect the obligations of the Goy- 
ernment to the soldier and to the bondholder, to the laborer and 
to the manufacturer. It will stand by all andsingularalike. But 
it will not create in this country two forms of obligation and 
thereby create two forms of money. It will not permit that in 
this country the bondholder shall receive one form of money and 
the laborer in the coal mine, the pensioner at the counter, shall 
receive another form of money. This is the first overt attempt. 
It will be defeated. ‘‘And whoso faileth upon this rock shall be 
broken; but he upon whom this rock shall fall it will grind to 
powder.” 

There is a spirit of Americanism abroad in this country that 
will denounce this scheme. There is a spirit of pride in the in- 
stitutions of this country that will resent this attempt upon the 
integrity and the credit of this Government. There is a spirit in 
this country of ee of the great history of the Republican 
party that will call it back to power; and when it comes back it 
will come back not with any new ideas, not with any disposition 
to tinker and tamper with the finances, but it will come back full- 

noplied with the high spirit of Republican integrity, Repub- 

ican honor, Republican intelligence, Republican patriotism, and 
recommissioned by the people of this country, it will disregard 
the futile efforts to disgrace its record and go forward to renewed 
triumphs. pl —! 

Mr. HOPKINS of Illinois. I reserve the balance of my time. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman has two minutes remaining. 

Mr. HOPKINS of Illinois. I reserve the balance of my time. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will recognize the gentleman from 
Maine. 

Mr. REED. I will occupy my time later, Mr. Speaker. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will recognize the gentleman from 
New York [Mr. DantrzEzsj for five minutes, if he is ready to pro- 


ceed. 

Mr. DANIELS. Mr. Speaker, in the very limited time that is 
at my command, I shall approach the consideration of the subject 
that is now before the House immediately, without devoting an 
attention to what hastranspired in the past or to the causes whic 
have brought these difficulties upon us. They have been so graph- 
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ically described by the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Hopxins], | account the fact that the conditions surrounding this question in 


in whose remarks as to the misconduct and the deplorable effects 
of the course of this Administration I fully concur, that nothing 
further is required upon that subject from me. 

But we are now involved in a position where we are substan- 
tially deprived of our free agency. Itis simply a question of gain 
or loss to the country that we are now requi to vote upon and 
to settle in the disposition which we shall make of the resolution 
that is pending before the House. A contract has been entered 
into by the Treasury. Department of the United States, under the 
authority of the President, for a loan of this money from the per- 
sons who have signed this agreement, or their representatives, and 
it is now simply ‘a question as to whether we shall charge the peo- 
ple with, or make them subject to, the loss of three-fourths of 1 
per cent upon this loan or shall adopt the pending resolution. 

We have no other alternative. e contract has been signed 
and it has been made under the authority of the law of 1876, by 
which the reserve in gold is to be maintained to the extent of 
$100,000,000 for the pretection and redemption of the greenback 
currency of the United States. The contract, therefore, has been 
made under the authority of law, and however we may condemn 
it—and I join with members of this House in condemnation of the 
terms embodied in this contract—we have no power at the present 
time to change it or to rectify it in any respect whatever. It is 
therefore, I repeat, simpiy a question with us whether we shall 
subject the people of the United States for a period of thirty 
years to the payment of three-fourths of 1 per eent, amounting 
to nearly half a million a year, upon this loan more than they 
should pay, or whether we shall adopt the resolution which is 
now before the House. 

It has been the practice of the Government of the United States 
at all times to borrow money payable in gold, and inasmuch as 
gold is to be received upon this loan the obligation of the Gov- 
ernment would without being expressed be acknowledged and 
carried out to respond to the obligation to pay itim gold. It was 
therefore entirely ee for the Administration to stipulate 
for the contingent additio sum of three-fourths of 1 per cent 
interest wpon these bonds. The money could have been obtained 
without the addition of that burden. But that has been done, 
the terms have been arranged, the obligation has been assumed to 
take this money from the persons who have agreed to supply it to 
the Treasury Department for the purpose of restoring the redemp- 
tion fund to maintain the gold reserve. The Administration has 
blundered in the exercise of its powers under the law of 1876. 
But we must now support this resolution or subject the people to 
the payment of nearly fifteen millions of additional interest in case 
it is defeated. It is now a choice of alternatives. We must sup- 
port the resolution or impose this loss of fifteen millions of im- 
proper interest on the country. And in this dilemma, while I un- 
qualifiedly condemn the conduct of this Administration which has 
brought so many disasters on the country, I find myself obliged 
to vote for the resolution and protect the country from this inex- 
cusable loss. 

{Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. SICKLES. Mr. Speaker, I trust that my colleague will be 

iven some additional time. 

Mr. HOOKER of Mississippi. Mr. Speaker, I move that the 
time of the gentleman from New York [Mr. DANIELS] be extended 
for five minutes. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair has promised all of the time to 
other gentlemen. 

Mr. DANIELS. I desire only two minutes more, although, 
under the circumstances, I do not feel that; I should ask for any 
extension of time. 

Mr. SICKLES. I ask unanimous consent that the time of my 
colleague be extended for five minutes. 

The SPEAKER. Of course the House can change its order. 
Unanimous consent is asked that the gentleman from New York 
(Mr. DaNntELs] be allowed to continue for five minutes longer. 

Mr. BOWERS of California. I shall object unless it is under- 
stood that the extension is to be taken out of the time on that side. 

The SPEAKER. Objection is made, and the gentleman from 
New York [Mr. Coomps} is recognized. 

Mr. COOMBS. Mr. Speaker, two days ago I had an opportu- 
nity to express my views in relation to the financial conditions 
that confront us. It will be my effort to-day to avoid going over 
any of the ground that I then covered, as the few moments at my 
disposa! will not permit it. The plain proposition before the 
House is that the new issue of bonds, amounting to a sum slightly 
in excess of $65,000,000, shall plainly express upon their face the 
fact that we will pay them in gold and in that way save three- 
fourths of 1 per cent per annum in interest. 

The gentleman from Dlinois [Mr. Horxtys], who opposes the 
bill, lays great stress upon the fact that in years past Republican 
Administrations had not been forced to make any declaration of 
their intention to pay our bonds in gold. He fails to take into 


those times were very different from those of the present day. 

During the intervening years the contest between the two metals 
has been growing in intensity. It is true that on account of the 
compromise effected by the Sherman silver-purchasing act it was 
stayed for a while, but it has come upon us again with a greater 
intensity than before. The people at home and the nations abroad 
are watching the battle. They have come to believe that the re- 
sult is doubtful. That belief has been strengthened by the de- 
creasing gold reserve. 

They begin to doubt the ability of the Executive, with the power 
now chised in his hands, to perform the task intrusted to him to 
maintain the parity of the two metals. 

They have witnessed the repeated rebuffs that he has experi- 
enced at the hands of Congress. They have found this body time 
and again turning a cold shoulder to his pleadings for legislative 
assistance. Can you wonder that under the circumstances capi- 
tal has become timid and requires new guaranties or an aug- 
mented profit? 

By your action you have driven the Administration from its 
legitimate source of help into the hands of the capitalists and 
forced it to accept from them such terms as he could secure, This 
is a humiliating position for a great nation to occupy, but you 
and you only are to blame for it. The President has repeatedly 
warned you, but you have not taken heed. He has told you that 
if you would authorize the sale of bonds payable in gold, and so 
expressed upon their face, that he could go into the markets of 
the world and with them secure the gold to replenish our reserve. 
He told you, what you already should have known from your own 
observation, that the two experiments made in selling bonds at 
home afforded no permanent relief. 

I will now turn to the question of the emergency that con- 
fronted the Treasury, and in treating this point I find some as- 
sistance from my experience as a merchant. The foreign credit- 
ors of our importing merchants, not caring to take the risk of this 
country going toa silver basis, have been for months marking 
their invoices ‘‘ payable in gold.” My house has always pursued 
that course in doing business with silver countries. The i rt- 
ers, as the time for payment approached, fearing that gold would 
go to a premium, began to hoard it. This is shown by the fact 
that the exports of it are far short of the withdrawals from the 
subtreasury. The withdrawals of gold from the Treasury, as 
published in the daily statements issued by the Treasury Depart- 
ment under the head of ‘‘ Redemption of notes,” gives us the fol- 
lowing startling figures: 
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Iam informed that upon this last date it was ascertained that 
the amount of coined gold (free) available in the subtreasurv at 
New York was only $8,700,334, and that all that could be spared 
from all other sources would not increase that amount to more 
than $20,000,000. 

If the drain had been continued at the same rate Saturday en- 
suing would have found the Government with no gold in store to 
meet the demands upon it. 

On that day it was announced that arrangements had been made 
for securing gold from abroad through the mediation of a foreign 
syndicate in case of failure of action by Congress, and the effect 
immediately showed itself in decreased withdrawals, as follows: 
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On this day the messa 
letion of the arrangements for the loan. 
wals have been as follows: 
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You can not fail to notice the quieting effect of the assurance 
given to the people by the completion of the contract. It re- 
sponded as readily as the mercury in the thermometer to the vari- 
ations of the temperature. 

The sudden decline in the price of exchange which helped won- 
derfully was doubtless due to the action of the syndicate, and had 
an immediate effect. 

The figures that I have given you are correct and can easily be 
verified by any of you. ill you not candidly admit that the 
emergency was a startling one, and that there was no opportunity 
for delay? That it was necessary forsome one to take the responsi- 
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bility of prompt action? Will you not try for a moment to dis- 
miss partisanship and do credit to the men who saved us from the 
effect of the blunders of Congress? Or do you prefer to continue 
to indulge in cheap criticism and attempts to blacken the charac- 
ters of men whohave saved us from financial disgrace? Any criti- 
cism that you may make will come with bad grace from you who 
did not heed the timely warnings that were given you. Any bar- 
gain that saved our credit was a good bargain. 


I do not know the particulars of the negotiation of the loan and j 


can not tell whether other ways out of the difficulty could have 
been found, but have no doubt that the Secretary secured the very 
best possible terms, cramped as he was into so short a time in 
which to secure relief. He left a way open to save a very large 
portion of the sum that he was obliged to sacrifice and has placed 
upon you the responsibility of deciding whether it shall be saved 
or not. If you refuse to pass this resolution and save the $16,- 
000,000 you will take the responsibility for that sacrifice upon your- 
selves and clear his skirts of it. If the emergency made it neces- 
sary for him to disregard your prejudices I am glad that he had 
the nerve to doit. At all events he has given the country an ob- 
ject lesson that it will not be slow to comprehend. The people 
will be able to estimate to some extent how expensive it is to 
send to the National Legislature theorists instead of men of good 
business judgment. 

You say that it entails a sacrifice of rates not pleasant to con- 
template. That is doubtless the case, but the loss is nothing when 
compared with the enormous depreciation of values that would 
have resulted from the failure of the Treasury to meet its obliga- 
tions, or with the expense that would have been brought upon the 
nation in efforts to creep up again from a silver to a gold basis. 

Those of us who are engaged in large mercantile operations often 
find it necessary in cases of emergency to act promptly and make 
large sacrifices in order to maintain credit or avoid larger losses. 
We measure one another’s qualities as merchants by our ability 
to do these things. I want you to understand that the action of 
the members of this Administration in this business emergency 
will not only secure our confidence, but excites our admiration. 
We begin to feel that if it became necessary, with such men at 
the head of affairs we could very well get along without Congress. 

The public credit will, therefore, not suffer on account of this 
emergency operation. 

I notice that while the letter of the contract simply calls for the 
withdrawal of half of the amount of the gold from abroad, the 
other provisions make it necessary for the syndicate to really pro- 
tect the gold reserve from sudden drafts. 

The ‘‘ option” that has been so violently attacked simply pro- 
vides that the buyers shall have the first opportunity to take 
future offerings of bonds at the price at which the Government 
proposes to sell them before they are offered to others. This 
should not be complained of, as it is a measure of business pre- 
caution and does not bind the Government injuriously. 

Gentlemen have made much of the fact that since this bargain 
was made our bonds have been sold in England at 114. They 
fail to see any connection between this rise and the arrangements 
at home to sustain our credit. In the same breath they claim 
that this action of the Administration has lowered the value of 
our bonds. I shall not attempt to reply to such contradictory 
statements. 

Very extravagant estimates have been made of the amount of 
profit that will be realized by the purchasers. I have no doubt 
that as shrewd business men they have provided for a good mar- 
gin of profit, but I also know that before the bonds are finally sold 
that profit will not be realized, and that in the meantime there are 
innumerable drawbacks in the way of manipulation cf exchange 
and operations to sustain the prices of the bonds. They have to 
a certain extent become guarantors of the price of our bonds. 

Now, while { am reconciled to all this, I must frankly say that 
I do not enjoy it. 

I would rather that our Government, which is so rich and pow- 
erful, and which has within thirty years paid six billions of its 
war debt at the same time that it has paid another six billions for 
its running expenses, improvement of rivers and harbors, and de- 
fenses, should now, with a comparatively small indebtedness, not 
be put to the mortification of calling upon any individuals or as- 
—" of capitalists to sustain it or even remotely to guaran- 

a it. 

As a citizen of this proud Republic I protest against the unnec- 
ersary humiliation. 

Some one is to blame and we do not have to go far to find the 
culprit. It is not the Executive of the nation; the people will 

ive him the credit of having done his whole duty. It is not the 

tary of the Treasury acting under his inspiration. The 
fingers of the nation point to the culprit, the legislative branch of 
the Government, and they hold it responsible. This branch of 
Con- 
, Stumbled, and fallen 


Government has virtually, for the time being, broken down. 
fused in a maze of theories, it has gro 
helpless. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


2187 


The executive, however, has proved itself equal to the emer- 
gency, and will, with such powers as were given it in other times, 
sustain the Government, whatever cost may be involved, and the 
om om regardless of party, will stand back of him and hold up 
his hands. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman’s time has expired. 

Mr. BRYAN. I yield fifteen minutes to my colleague on the 
committee, the gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. McMILLuy}j. 


[Mr. McMILLIN withholds his remarks for revision. 
pendix. | 


Mr. BRYAN. I yield two minutes to the gentleman from 
Georgia [Mr. LivinGsTon]. 

The SPEAKER. One moment. The Chair has promised to 
recognize the gentleman from New York {|Mr. Henprrx] for five 
minutes. 

Mr. HENDRIX. Mr. Speaker, if there is anything bad about 
the contract which the Secretary of the Treasury has made with 
the New York and foreign bankers, the gentlemen who oppose 
this bill will become responsible for it. [Derisive laughter.} If 
it goes into effect on the alternate proposition that the Govern- 
ment of the United States can get its gold at 3 per cent for thirty 
years, there is not a man on this floor. or anywhere in the mar- 
kets of the world, who will not see that the contract is a good one. 

It is necessary for you to go into the markets of the world, not 
to get your currency, not to get your own obligations, not to get 
silver; but it is necessary to go into the markets to get so many 
ounces of pure gold, and you must go there with an obligation 
which will get what you want, and not something which you do 
not want. You have in the Treasury plenty of your promises 
which you do not want and which you can not use. What you 
are after is simply the yellow metal itself. Now you have an op- 
portunity of getting it on a3 per cent basis. The world is not 
ready to deliver it to you upon any better basis than 3} per cent 
at this time, unless you will promise to deliver it back payable 
specifically in the kind of metal that you get. The increased rate 
is the estimate of the risk which your creditors feel that they take. 

Now, if this is a contract that is bad, you gentlemen who reject 
it make it bad for the Government. ass this resolution, and 
you changeit. You make a good contract out of it. You can 
not quarrel with a 3 per cent rate for gold. It is a low rate. 
Now it is open to you to make this as good a contract as any 
Government on the face of the earth can make. A contract such 
as you have it in your power now to sign, seal, and deliver, made 
in a country so remote from the great deposits of gold as this 
country is, where the coupons on the bonds are made payable a 
our own Treasury, where foreign holders of those bonds have t: 
pay a commission for the collection of those coupons, is not a ba 
contract, and no business man can condemn it as a bad contract. 
Now it is with you to improve the bargain. Will you do it? 

Now, you stick at the word “‘ gold.” Yet you say you expect to 
pay your obligations in gold. Then write it in the bond. The 
gentleman from Tennessee says he is going to take care of the 
credit of the country and will see that every obligation is paid in 
gold. How? Tellus how. You can not pay your obligations in 
gold until you have got the gold, and it is simply because you have 
not got the gold that you have got to go into the markets and get 
the gold. It is a question of dressing your goods for the market 
to which you expect to take them. Can you ask for gold and re- 
serve the right to choose another metal for repayment? 

The opportunity to stop all this business has been given to this 
House time and time again. So long as you maintain your de- 
mand obligations in the currency you must keep a reserve to re- 
deem them or fail to keep faith. ' 

Mr. McMILLIN. Will my friend permit me right there—— 

Mr. HENDRIX. I have only five minutes. 

Mr. McMILLIN. I beg the gentleman's pardon. : 

Mr. HENDRIX. The opportunity was given in the Springer 
bill. You have got either to put the Government further into the 
banking business or you have got to take it out, as every other 
civilized Government on the face of the earth has been taken out, 
in every particular. You must make of your Treasury a full- 
fledged bank or shelter it behind a big bank, as the Government 
of Germany, the Government of Austria-Hungary, the Govern- 
ment of Belgium, the Government of Bulgaria, the Government 
of Denmark, the Government of Spain, the Government of Fin- 
land, the Government of France, the Government of Greece, the 
Government of Italy, of Naples, of Sicily, of Norway, of Turkey, 
of the Netherlands, of Roumania, of England, of Russia, of Ser- 
via, and even Sweden and the Swiss Government are sheltered to- 


pee Ap- 


ct 


-~ 


day. 
‘Mr. COX. Let me say to the gentleman—— 
Mr. HENDRIX. I have only got five minutes and must decline 
to beinterrupted. You have got to get behind some great bank. 
Mr. COX. Let mesay that the Government is bigger than any 


bank. 
Mr. HENDRIX. If the Government is going to be a banker, let 
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it be a fully equipped bank. If you are going to have the Secre- 
tary of the Treasury run a bank, give him the power to run a bank 
as he ought to do. If you are going to make him a one-legged 
banker, how do you expect him to do any better than he is doing? 
You men of the South here, why do not you come to the relief of 
the Secretary, from your own section of the country? Why do 
not you give him the power it is necessary for him to have? He 
stands upon the parapet trying to defend the credit of the country. 
He has been using the best weapons he can. He asks now fora 
Gatling gun, and you want to hand him a toy pistol. [Applause.] 

Mr. COX. No; I would hand him a Gatling gun. 

Mr. HENDRIX. If you mean that the Government is to pay 
these bonds in gold, why not say so? 

Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. BRYAN. I yield two minutes to the gentleman from 
Georgia {Mr. LIviInGsTon]. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. r. Speaker, I send to the Clerk’s desk 
certain extracts from the poems of Thomas Hood. I ask that 
they be read in my time. I only have two minutes of time granted 
me, and perhaps these extracts will better illustrate the situation 
than anything I might say in so short a time. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

That the Golden Ass, or Golden Bull, 

Was English John, with his pockets full, 
Then at war by land and water: 

While beef, and mutton, and other meat, 

Were almost as dear as money to eat, 


And Farmers reaped Golden Harvests of Wheat 
At the Lord knows what per quarter. 

% Ba s * * 
*Twas the Golden Leg! “‘she knew its gleam!” 
And up she started and tried to scream,— 

But ev’n in the moment she started— 
Down came the limb with a frightful smash, 
And, lost in the universal flash 
That her eyeballs made at so mortal a crash, 

The Spark, call’d Vital, departed! 

% x & x * 
Gold, still gold! hard, yellow, and cold, 

For gold she had lived, and she died for gold— 
ay a golden weapon—not oaken; 

In the morning they found her all alone— 

Stiff, and bloody, and cold as stone— 

But her Leg, the Golden Leg, was gone, 

And the “ Golden Bowl was broken!” 

x x x * e 


HER MORAL. 


Gold! Gold! Gold! Gold! 
Bright and yellow, hard and cold, 
Molten, graven, hammer’'d and roll'd; 
Heavy to get, and light to hold; 
Hoarded ter'd, bought and sold, 
Stolen, borrowed, squander’d, doled! 
Spurn'd by the young, but huge’d by the old 
To the very verge of the churchyard mould; 
Price of many a crime untold; 
Gold! Gold!” Gold! Gold! 
Good or bad a thousand fold! 

Great laughter and applause. } 

he SPEAKER. The Chair will now recognize the gentleman 
from Kansas for five minutes. 

Mr.SIMPSON. Mr. Speaker, I want to view this measure from 
the standpoint of a Populist for five minutes. [Langhter,) I 
have listened very patiently to gentlemen on both sides of this 
House uponthismeasure. I listened a few days ago to my Repub- 
lican friend from Pennsylvania ‘pon Brostus], and he said that 
he thought that Congress ought to act the part of the ‘‘ Good 
Samaritan” toward the people. I have been looking that matter 
up, and I find that a certain gentleman in his journey from Jeri- 
cho to Jerusalem fell among thieves; and so, I think, this na- 
tion, in its journey from Lincoln to Cleveland, has also fallen 
among thieves. I listened to the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. 
Hopkins] to-day in his eloquent address upon this measure, and 
one wouid think that they were the friends of silver coinage in 
this country. 

But, Mr. Speaker, we are to-day but reaping the harvest sown 
by our Republican friends. Many of them to-day admit that we 
are ona gold basis. The en from Maine {Mr. REEp] him- 
self says that is the settl licy of the country. The gentleman 
from Illinois [Mr. Caxxox} says that all our outstanding obliga- 
tions are redeemable in gold. Then, if they are, why not accept 
the situation, and make them all payable in gold by adopting this 
resolution? One of the greatest evils that ever has come to this 
country, I think, is that which makes it possible for the Repub- 
licans to stand here to-day masque as the friends of the free 
coinage of silver, pretending that they want these obligations pay- 
able in coin, so that you can avail yourselves of silver. 

They do not meanit. They do not wish that these obligations 
shall be redeemable in anything but gold; and one of the greatest 
calamities that is upon us is that it gives the Republican ae a 
chance to return to power and continue the same policy that has 
brought us to the present evil. It was by the law of 1873, when 


you substituted a gold dollar for a silver dollar, that brought us 
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to this pass we are in to-day—a gold basis; and the Republicans 
are entirely responsible for that legislation. We are to-day, as I 
said before, reaping the harvest that has been sown by the Repub- 
lican party. Grover Cleveland comes out for the same policy with 
a little more straightforwardness. He comes up with a proposi- 
tion to name in the bonds that they shall be paid in gold, when 
the Republican party said that by interpretation they shall be 
paid in gold. I want both sides to be put on record as to how 
they stand. 

Now, the Populists believe that they are redeemable in coin, and 
that coin means gold and silver, and that we should avail our- 
selves of silver to pay these obligations. How are we ever going 
to satisfy the insatiable maw of thisclamor for gold? Step by step, 
by legislation, for thirty years, you have led up to the present con- 
ditions, and you find yourselves with these gold bond speculators 
with their hands on the throat of the people. 

How are you going to remedy the evil? You are never going 
to remedy it until you restore silver to its proper place in the cur- 
rency of thecountry. You arenever going torestoreit until your 
Secretary of the Treasury obeys the law and redeems the outstand- 
ing obligations in silver as well asin gold. By doing so you will 
establish a parity between the two metals and relieve yourself 
from the grasp of these shylocks that have now got the country 
by the throat. Will you doit? We have no hope that you will 
do it. Both sides are playing for position—both the Republicans 
and Democrats are now playing for position, each one trying to 

ut the other in the hole, and between you you have succeeded 
in putting the country in the hole; and there is no hope of it ever 
getting out of the hole until ali decent, patriotic men in this coun- 
try unite themselves with a party that will stand by the people. 

Disguise it however you may, the contest is between the man 
and the dollar, and you must range yourselves on one side or the 
other. Why, our forefathers marched through the snow and 
camped on the bloody fields of battle in this country defending us 
against taxes imposed by Great Britain; yet under this process of 
legislation, for the past thirty years, you are subjecting the coun- 
try to a greater taxation to Great Britain and more effectual than 
though our forefathers had failed in their struggle for liberty. 

And may God grant us a good Samaritan in 1896 to rescue us 
from the hands of the thieves. 

Mr. HULICK. Mr. Speaker, I shall vote against this resolution. 
In the short time allotted to me I will call the attention of the 
House to some of the reasons expressed in the message of the 
President of the United States why he entered into the contract 
with the Rothschilds and Morgans, of London, for the sale of our 
bonds. And the very reasons he assigns for the transaction, in 
my humble judgment, are abundantly sufficient why such a con- 
tract ought not to have been made. 

The arguments of gentlemen who have preceded me in this dis- 
cussion, who favor the adoption of this resolution and thereby de- 
clare in favor of indorsing the action of the President and his Sec- 
retary of the Treasury, have emphasized but one argument in its 
favor, and that is that in issuing gold bonds the Government will 
save three-quarters of 1 per cent annual interest, which for thirty 
years will amount to over $16,000,000. 

In his message, which bears even date with the contract, the 
President says: 

The privilege is especially reserved to the Government to substitute at par, 
within ten days from this date, in lieu of the 4 per cent coin bonds, other 
bonds in terms yoyetis in gold and bearing only 3 per cent interest, if the 
issue of the same should in the meantime be authorized by the Congress. 

This is the only privilege claimed for the Government under 
this contract. The gentleman from West Virginia [Mr. WiLson], 
the honored chairman of the committee, says it is only a question 
of gain or loss to the Government, a business question simply. 
deny the proposition. It is doubtless true that the Government 
will be compelled to pay a half million dollars a year for thirty 

ears by the terms of this unwise, unholy contract, which has 
ms secured by foreign capitalists. Yet we must remember 
that the holders of other Government securities have vested rights 
that must be respected by our Government, 

The last one hundred million of bonds issued by Mr. Carlisle 
sehr for the payment of principal and interest incoin. These 

nds were put upon the markets of the world openly, not se- 
cretly, as in this case,and are held by American capitalists, who 
have faith in the honesty and integrity of our Government and 
its ability to pay its ‘‘coin” bondsin gold. And yet here isacon- 
tract entered into with European capitalists on the 8th day of Feb- 
ruary last, in secret, known only to the President, his Secretary, 
the President’s former law pee and August Belmont & Co., 
who represent the Rothschilds and Morgans, of Europe, foreign 
capitalists, who will not trust our Government on a coin bond, 
unless they are paid three-fourths of 1 per cent premium as inter- 
est. 

Our own American holders of coin bonds must be protected. 
Because the moment our Government issues gold bonds to forei 
capitalists, that moment those bonds go up to a premium or the 
coin bonds go down with a discount. The premium of the gold 
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bonds would far exceed the three-fourths of 1 


r cent and thereby 
insure to the foreign bondholders interest far in excess of the 
amount the Government will have to pay on the coin bond, while 


the holders of coin bonds will be injurously affected many, many 
times more than the Government will have to lose by reason of a 
higher rate of interest on the coin bond. 

Another reason the President assigns in favor of his contract: 

At least one-half of the gold to be obtained—- 

He says— 


will be supplied from abroad, which is a very important and favorable fea- 
ture of this transaction. 


Has it come to this, Mr. Speaker and gine of the House, 
that it is a favorable consideration that the gold will be supplied 
from abroad to fill our depleted Treasury; that we have to bor- 
row from foreign capitalists and A may a higher rate of inter- 
est than we pay our own people? y does he say this? Is it 
true that we have no gold in this country to supply our Treas- 
ury? Why, Mr. Speaker, we have plenty of idle capital to-day in 
every city of our land only waiting investments like this. Our 
factories closed, industries yzed, every business enterprise 
stagnant, anxiety and apprehension existing everywhere, confi- 
dence in the p in power e, our gold lying in the vaults 
idle, and yet the President tells us that the ‘‘ gold to be supplied 
from abroad is one of the favorable and important features of 
this transaction.” May the good Lord ever deliver us from such 
favors. [Applause.] 

The gentleman from West Virginia [Mr. WILson] asks the ques- 
tion and says, ‘‘ What difference will it make if we insert in these 
bonds the word ‘ gold,’ principal and interest payable in gold, 
when our coin bonds are all paid in gold?” 

Why, my dear sir, the President in his message answered your 
question before you asked it. Let me read what he says: 

The arrangement thus completed * * * develops such a difference in 
the estimation of investors between bonds made payable in coin and those 


specifically made payable in gold in favor of the latter as is represented by 
three-fourths of a cent in annual interest. 


In this transaction the mere inserting the word “‘ gold” in the 
bond, Mr. Speaker, makes a difference in favor of the foreign bond- 
holder of $539,159 of annual interest, amounting in thirty years, 
or at the maturity of the coin bonds, to $16,174,170. In other words, 
in order to borrow gold of European capitalists,who will not trust 
us when we say we will pay our coin bonds in gold, we must 
either expressly promise to pay in gold or pay them over a half mil- 
lion dollars in annual interest to accept a ‘‘coin bond.” In this 
case we, for their want of faith in our coin bonds, pay them a bonus 
of over $16,000,000. And now, Mr. S er, comes the most hu- 
mniliating acknowledgment made by the President in this remark- 
able message. He says: 


It is hardly necessary to suggest that, whatever may be our views on the 
subject, the sentiments or preferences of those with whom we must nego- 
tiate in disposing of our bonds in gold are not subject to our dictation. 


Has it come to this, Mr. Speaker, that to pay the running ex- 
penses of our Government, to replenish the gold reserve, and to 
maintain the credit of our nation that we can not borrow money 
at home in an open market, but are compelled to negotiate our 
bonds in secret with foreign capitalists, who alone dictate the 
terms? What humiliation! What will the nations of the world 
think of us? Aye, what will our own people think of ourselves? 

But I must hasten. Let me call the attention of the House and 
the country to some things quite as humiliating contained in the 
contract itself. 

After specifying the amount of gold to be delivered to the United 
States Government, the time, place, and other matters p-rtain- 
ing thereto, it is stipulated that— 


Should the Secretary of the desire to offer or sell any bonds of 
the United States on or before the Ist day of October, 1895, he first offer 
the same to the parties of the second part; but thereafter he shall be free 
from every such obligation to the parties of the second part. 


Not content, Mr. Speaker, to secure the valuable benefits this 
transaction gives them, they bind the Secretary of the Treasury 
so that he can not even offer, much less sell any bonds of the 
United States Government, until after the 1st day of October next, 
nine months from the date of the contract, unless he shall “first 
offer the same to the parties of the second part.” Look at this 
cle! Already the contractis signed, sealed, and delivered— 
signed by J. G. Carlisle, Secretary of the Treasury (on behalf of 
the United States); by August Belmont & Co., for N. M. Roths- 
child & Sons, London; by J. P. Morgan & Co., for J. 8. Morgan 
& Co., of London; witnessed by Francis Lynde Stetson, a former 
law partner of President Cleveland, and no doubt written by him 
Look at it! Our Government “ bound hand and foot,” and for 
nine months can not offer or sell a bond without first consulting 
with these foreign capitalists. What think you, capitalists of 
this country? hat think you, Representatives of a country we 
are . to boast of as the best the sun shineson to-day? Are you 
willing by your vote to-day on this resolution directly or indi- 
rectly to approve of such an unjust, unwise, unbusinesslike, un- 
patriotic proposition? No; never, never! {Loud applause. } 


But this is not all. While the distinguished gentleman from 
dressing the House a few 


West Virginia [Mr. Witson] was ad 
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moments since on this resolution, the gentleman from Tennessee 
[Mr. eee asked him a very pertinent question. ‘‘ What 
assurance,” said he, ‘‘have we that withdrawals cf gold will 
not continue in the future as in the past?” The gentleman 
from West Virginia did not answer the question. I wish he had. 
This House and the country would like to have heardit. Letme 
read the very last clause of the contract, which shows that the 
Secretary of the Treasury, the President, and his law partner 
were not entirely neglectful of the interests of our country, for 
they provided against this very contingency (?) in the contract. 
Here it is: 

Fifth. In consideration of the purchase of such coin, the parties of the sec- 
ond part,and their associates hereunder, assume and will bear all the ex- 
—— and inevitable loss of bringing fold from Europe hereunder; and, as 

ar as lies in their power, will exert all financial inflyence and will make all 
legitimate efforts to protect the Treasury of the United States against the 
withdrawals of gold pending the complete performance of this contract. 

If the chairman of the Committee on Ways and Means had read 
this he would have answered'the question of the gentleman from 
Tennessee without hesitation. 

I am reminded of an old lady in my district whose husband died 
very suddenly. Her neighbors and friends gathered in to sympa- 
thize and weep with her in her great bereavement and to praise 
the many virtues of her husband. In the very midst of her sobs 
and tears she exclaimed, ‘‘ Well, I have one consolation in the 
death of the old man—the loss is fully covered by insurance.” 
[Laughter and applause. | 

In this great financial embarrassment, in consideration of get- 
ting foreign gold to supply the Treasury, in consideration of giv- 
ing them the option on all bonds to be issued by our Government 
for the next eight months, in consideration of the great loss sus- 
tained by our own American capitalists who are holding the 
“coin” bonds of the Government, in consideration of giving these 
parties bonds that were worth at the very moment they were deliv- 
ered at least 112 and before thirty days doubtless will be worth 120 
premium in the markets of the world, realizing a net profit to their 
purchasers of at least $10,000,000, the people of the United States 
are assured that our Treasury will be protected against any fur- 
ther withdrawals of gold by these foreign guardians. [Applause.] 

Mr. Speaker, just think of it fora moment. If the other terms 
of the contract to which I have called the attention of the House 
were humiliating, this is degrading to our people. The Govern- 
ment of the United States, this great nation of ours, entering 
into a written contract with the Rothschilds of Europe, ‘‘ party 
of the second part, to protect the Treasury of the United States 
against the withdrawals of gold from our Treasury,” is enough to 
bring the blush to the cheek of every patriotic citizen of our 
country, and cause him to bow his head in sorrow for the disgrace 
that is brought upon our nation. [Applause.] 

The tariff legislation of this Congress has brought our country 
to this deplorable condition. In consequence of the insufficiency 
of the revenues to meet the expenditures, the Treasury has been 
drained of its available resources, and that, combined with with- 
drawals of gold for export, has required the Government within 
the last year to borrow and issue bonds to the amount of over 
$165,000,000, realizing thereon, including premiums, the vast sum 
of $182,496,557.74. 

The Secretary of the Treasury, in answer to a resolution of the 
Senate on yesterday, says that “the original gold reserve, aug- 
mented by the gold proceeds of the sale of bonds, was diminished 
during the period of the last twenty-five months to the extent of 
$172,674,315.47, of which $105,002,143.25 was directly or indirectly 
devoted to current expenses of the Government.” This is one of 
the blessings that resulted from placing the Democratic party in 
power (?). Thisis tariff reform, a step toward free trade, reducing 
the on wool and other imports and borrowing money of for- 
om to pay the running expenses of the Government. [Ap- 





use. 

But, say the advocates of this measure, ‘‘We are into it, the 
contract is made, and unless we authorize the issue of gold bonds 
we will have to pay a higher rate of interest.” That may be true, 
but the Congress is not “a for this. Let the responsibil- 
ity rest where it belongs. ne President made this contract with- 
out consulting Congress or anybody else; now let him enjoy the 
glory or bear the ignominy that may attach to this transaction. 

will not share either with him. [Applause. ] 

Vote for this resolution? Never, never, never! 

Here the hammer — 

t. WHEELER of Alabama. Mr. Speaker, after careful in- 
= and investigation I have been unable to learn that either 
ngland, Germany, Austria, France, Russia, or any other coun- 
try has ever issued a bond stating upon its face that the interest 
and principal would be paid in gold coin. If this information is 
correct, I desire to ask if such action on the part of the greatest 

silver-producing country on the earth is advisable. 

In the calendar year 1892 we produced 42 per cent of the silver 
of the world, and in 1893, notwithstanding our adverse legislation 
on the subject, we produced 37 per cent of the silver of the world; 
and the production of silver in the United States, as compared 
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with the gold-standard countries, shows that during the last three 

years our silver production has been more than double the com- 
ined production of all the gold-standard countries of the earth. 
To substantiate this statement I have prepared the following 

table: 

Table showing a comparison of the amount of silver produced in the United 
States, with the amount uced by the gold-standard countries of the world 
in 1891, 1892, and 1393. 

' Production of | Production of | Production of 

Country: silver in 1891. | silver in 1892. | silver in 1893. 


United States (bimetallic) 
Australasia (gold standard) ---.. 12, 929, 300 
Germany (gold standard) --.... 7, 756, 600 
Austria-Hungary (gold stand- 

ard) 2,161,900 
Sweden (gold standard) 
Norway (gold standard) 235, 400 186, 800 
Great Britain (go'd standard) ..- 255, 600 219,000 | 
Canada (gold stendard) 406, 200 446, 700 


$75, 416, 500 $82, 101, 000 | 
17, 375, 700 
8, 815, 600 


2, 289, 200 
142, 000 2, 200 


$77,575, 700 
26, BOT, 000 
8,240, 100 


2, 289, 200 
185, 800 
186, 800 
327, 700 
821, 400 


This table shows very forcibly that the gold-standard countries 
of the world have very little interest in silver, and it is plainly to 
be seen that to demonetize silver would be of very little injury to 
them while it would be of very great injury to the United States. 

I regret exceedingly that some gentlemen in discussing this 
measure have been so unjust as toimpugn the judgment and even 
the motives of the President and the Secretary of the Treasury. 
No one who knows these two very eminent men can for a moment 
question their absolute integrity upon everything that pertains to 
public affairs. Because a man differs from me in a matter of 
judgment, it does not lessen the esteem and regard which I enter- 
tain for him. In amatterso important as the one now before us I 
think all will agree that we should all use our best endeavors to 
advocate that legislation which will most redound to the pros- 
perity and happiness of the people and the glory of our country, 
each Representative keeping in view the interests of the section 
which he is here to represent. 

I do not doubt but that the legislation proposed will be of bene- 
fit to the moneyed and creditor class of pa. nearly all of whom 
reside in New England and the Northeast; but justin the measure 
that it benefits them, I fear it will become detrimental to the great 
producing class of people in the South, Southwest, and West. 

A BLOW AT INTERNATIONAL BIMETALLISM. 

I ask the House tc carefully consider the impression this legis- 
lation will make upon the civilized world. For thirty years we 
have been exercising all the influence of this great Government 
in favor of international bimetallism; we have solicited monetary 
conferences with the principal nations of the earth; we have sent 
delegates to those conferences, every one of whom has declared 
that the United States is enthusiastic for and unalterably in favor 
of such an international agreement. 

If we enact this resolution into law, will it not throw a serious 
obstacle in the way of accomplishing such a purpose? It seems 
to me that this legislation is contrary to the ple , traditions, 
and declarations of our country for a third of a century. It 
seems to me its effect will be either to discredit o~d depreciate all 
obligations which are not payable in gold, or result in exactions 
from creditors that ail renewals of mortgages and leans shall state 
upon their face that they are payable in gold. 


OUR STOCK OF GOLD INCREASED WHEN SILVER WAS COINED. 

The report of the Secretary of the Treasury dated December 2, 
1878, tells us that at the close of the 1877 the coin reserve in 
the Treasury in excess of coin liabilities amounted to $63,016,050; 
and he also informs us that this was increased by the sale of bonds, 
ete., so that on the 23d of November, 1878, the amount of coin 
held by the Treasury in excess of coin held to pay all accrued lia- 
bilities was $141,888,100. On February 28, 1878, Congress enacted 
the Bland-Allison Act, requiring the purchase of silver by the Goy- 
ernment and its coinage to an amount of not less than 2,000,000 
ounces a month into standard silver dollars. At the end of the 
fiscal year, June 30, 1878, the Secretary of the Treasury reported 
$128 ,460,203 as.the total gold in the Treasury, the net ‘gold being 
$103,562,523. 

Under the operation of the Bland-Allison Act the gold in the 
Treasury had so increased that in March, 1889, when Mr. Cleve- 
land surrendered the Government to President Harrison, the total 
gold in the Treasury was $326,700,939, and the net gold was $197,- 
874,422, an increase of total ae in the of $198,240,736, 
and an increase of the net gold in the Treasury of $94,311,899. 

STOCK OF GOLD DECREASED UNDER THE SHERMAN LAW. 
Soon after Mr. Harrison was inaugurated the gold in the Treas- 
“ commenced to fall off, and at the end of June, 1890, the total 
d amounted to $321,612,424, and the net gold to $190,232,405. 
e Sherman law was then enacted and continued in force until 
November 1,1898. At that date the total gold in the Treasury 
had fallen to $163,274,171 and the net gold fallen to $84,384,862. 

These facts show that from July 1, 1878, to July 14, 1890, the 

Bland-Allison silver-coinage act being in force during that time, 
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we gained a total of gold in the Treasury of $193,152,221, and an 
increase in the net gold of $86,669,872; and wesee that during the 
operation of the Sherman law the total loss of gold in the Treas- 
ury was $158,338,253, and the net loss during the operation of the 
Sherman Act was $105,847,5438. 

GOLD EXPORT ACCELERATED AFTER REPEAL BILL OF NOVEMBER 1, 1893, 


We are told that the repeal of the purchasing 
clause of the Sherman Act would stop the flow of 
gold from the Treasury. We have seen that on 
November 1, 1893, when that law was enacted, the 
net gold in the Treasury was 
Gold received by the sale of $100,000,000 bonds 

about 
Shipment of gold from banks 


$84, 384, 862. 26 


117, 380, 288, 74 
5, 829, 228. 04 


207, 594, 374. 04 
41,340, 181. 00 


166, 254, 193. 04 
These facts show that the repeal of the Sherman Act has not 
stopped the flow of gold from this country to Europe, but we see 
that since that period we have lost $166,254,193.04; and if we ex- 
amine the following table we shall find thata few banks in Europe 
mi since November, 1893, gained $214,954,651 in deposits of 
gold. 
Table showing amount of gold in eight principal banks of Europe at the date 
of the repeal of the Sherman Act and the date of latest reports. 


Tove. January, 1895. 


Amount of net gold in Treasury to-day 


26. 416, 000 
330, 620, 200 
51, 954, 400 
189, 238, 700 
19, 918, 500 
13, 923, 000 
38, 536, 900 
43, 222, 000 


| 18,880, 700 


Bank of England 

Bank of France 
Austro-Hungarian Bank 
Imperial German Bank 
National Bank of Belgium 
Netherlands Bank 

Bank of a 

National Bank of Italy 


$161, 087, 736 
402) 795, 335 
74, 228, 725 
249, 369, 193 
26, 074, 707 
19, 908, 985 
88, 951, 466 

* 56, 433,200 


1, 028, 794, 351 


* December, 1894. 
GOLD LIABILITIES OF THE TREASURY. 


The liabilities of the Treasury Department on February 1, 1895, 
payable in coin, were: 
Treasury notes, act July 14, 1890 $117, 180, 225 


rE acti inaeniiecesc panes mnaneinahepnnintenbinden satin 256, 999, 343 
National-bank notes 198, 964, 396 


575, 143, 964 

I have included the national-bank currency in the above because 
this currency can be presented at the counters of the national 
banks for redemption, or it can be presented in the reserve city, 
where the banks located out of cities keep their accounts. 

These reserve banks would of necessity redeem the national- 
bank currency in either greenbacks or gold or standard silver dol- 
lars, but practically they would redeem them in either green- 
backs or gold, becanse there are only $55,873,630 standard silver 
dollars in circulation, and nearly all of these are in the hands of 
the people and not in possession of the banks. 


THE THREE SHOCKS TO OUR FINANCIAL SYSTEM. 


The first shock to our financial system was the surreptitions de- 
monetization of silver in 1873. This obnoxious law was in part 
repealed by the silver-coinage act of February 28,1878, and while 
that law remained upon the statute books gold flowed into the 

and our country was blessed with prosperity. This con- 
tinued until July 14, 1890, when the Sherman law was enacted, 
which stopped all coinage after July 1, 1891. This caused the 
piling up in the Treasury of 160,000,000 ounces of unused silver, 
which has done more than all else combined to depreciate its value. 
The next blow was the act of November 1, 1893, which wiped from 
the statute books every line and word which provided for an in- 
crease in the money of the United States. The effect of theselaws 
upon the gold in our country and the Treasury is shown in tho 
brief table which I will read: 


Table showing the gain of gold to the Treasury during the silver coinage peri 
and the loss of gold since the enactment of the law of July 14, 1890, ree 
the silver-coinage law. 


Total gold. | Net gold. 


Gain of gold to the Treasury from June 30, 1878, to 
date of coinage re . July 14, 1890 

Loss of gold to the ry during operation of 
ne law, from July 14, 1890, to November 1, 


d to Treasury from November 1, 1893, 

eres ee ee 

Loss of gold to Treasury since the act of July 14, 
1890, w repealed the silver-coinage law 


$86, 669, 872 


105, 847, 543 
166, 254, 195 
272, 101, 736 


192, 410, 891 
850, 748, 144 
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Should this not admonish us that some new 
given at least fair consideration? 
made a clear gain of $86,669 87 
that we coin 
and we also see that we have lost $272,101,736 net gold during the 


jlicy should be 
We see here that the Treasury 
2 net gold during the twelve years 
some 3,000,000 standard silver dollars every month; 
four years and a half which have elapsed since we repealed the 
coinage laws. 

A FAIR REMEDY. 


It seems to me that after we have replenished the gold in the 
Treasury, as has been done by the contract of February 8, it would 
be no injustice to anyene to provide that from that time the re- 
demption of greenbacks and Treasury notes shall be in proportion 
to the gold and silver in the Treasury on the day such greenbacks 
and Treasury notes are presented for redemption. If we do not 
do this it is clear beyond question that the endless chain will con- 
tinue to run and continue to drain our gold inthe Treasury. That 
some such remedy as this is absolutely essential I believe no one 
will deny. I have therefore prepared an amendment which, it 
seems to me, ought to meet the approval of the conservative mem- 
bers of Congress. It is as follows: 


Amendment of Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. 


That after the $65,000,000 in gold secured by this contract has been received 
by the Treasury the payment of all obligations which are payable in gold or 
silver at the discretion of the Secretary of the Treasury shall be paid partly 
in gold and partly in silver, in the proportion in which the two metals are held 
by the Treasury on the day the payments are made. 

This is substantially what is done by the Bank of France and 
other European banks, and it has never disturbed the parity be- 
tween the two metais. 


SECRETARY CARLISLE’S OPINION. 


On the 2ist of January, 1895, Secretary Carlisle stated in a 
printed report that— 


If the policy of ae to the Government, at the beginning of the re- 
sumption, the option of seeming in gold or silver all its paper presented, I 
believe it would have worked beneficially and there would have been no 
trouble growing out of it. 

If it was right to do it then it is right te do it now, and a great 
Government like this ought to do what is right to all the people, 
whether they belong to the industrial debtor class or to the privi- 
leged creditor class. I believe that Mr. Carlisle might have added 
that no serious trouble could arise from such action now, and if 
it were done I am convinced that no trouble could come from it 
to be compared with the serious trouble and distress which is in- 
evitable if the present system is continued. At least we might 
try an experiment. The legislation of the last thirty years has 
been too largely in the interest of the creditor class, Let us make 
at least one effort in behalf of the people. 

In a speech which I had the honor to make on this floor on 
August 25, 1893, I read a table showing the amount of indebted- 
ness of the people and corporations in the United States our census 
year, 1890. It is as follows: 

Table showing some of the debts of people and corporations in the United States 
during the year 1890. 


Railway debts of 163,420 miles of railroad as stated in Poor's Manual for 
1891, Introduction, page 1: 
MINN, iiss tn cihabodabiens jbenmidcdtinth aeacsaplbsep seues~ $5, 105, 902, 025 
ead cent eenttiitintidnsatabidnetionnds dibanwedeeten 376, 494, 207 
I a la tt a damimmons 271, 145, 250 


Loans from 3,540 national banks, as shown by Statistical Ab- 
stract of the United States for 1891, e 31 Pilih dain 
Loans from 5,579 State, sa , stock, and private banks and 
me em companies, as shown by United Sta Statistical Ab- 
ee ie itrcirsinls = anita Gilalepeeeiies » « 

State, county, municipal, and pal district debts as stated by 
Statistical Abstract of the United States for 1991, page 9... 
we yes _ farms and homes, not including those occupied 
SN IIINIINS cerahischins niki did MR ARIE a hs odie eamotie Sanit étebnee os 
Mortgage indebtedness on real estate used in business and all 
other realty, not including the farm and home mortgages as 
i SO i Se ae ae ee 
Indebtedness of street railwa’ manufacturers, business en- 
terprises, etc., as shown by the census of 1890 


1, 986, 100, 000 
2,201, 764, 202 

801, 960, 104 
1, 135, 361, 781 
2, 500, 000, 000 


ract 
National debt tS eaeeene 


3, 500, 000, 000 
1, 500, 000, 000 
Total indebtedness --.................4 da vic eminnon 19, 468, 616, 709 
This does not include all the debts, but only such as I was en- 
abled to ascertain from the Census reports and other documents 


issued by the Government. It is estimated that these debts have 
now increased to at least $25,000,000,000. 


LEGISLATION AGAINST THE DEBTOR CLASS ALWAYS BRINGS DISASTER. 


While I think legislation should be fair to all people, yet no 
nation ever was prosperous and happy which enacted legislation 
adverse to the interests of the debtor classes. 

Mr. Speaker, who are the debtor classes of the people of the 
United States? They are the people to whom weowe all our pros- 
perity, all our progress, all our development, all of our growth, and 
everything which has made this great and glorious country the 





pride and admiration of the whole world. It is the debtor class 
who make the homes in the virgin forests, in the vast prairies 
and plains of the gigantic West, and with their labor plant the 
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seeds of civilization, and almost like magic create new and pros- 
perous States. 

It is the debtor class that organize together, build railroads, 
erect factories, inaugurate enterprises, and maintain schools and 
churches, and spread the great cause of religion and Christianity. 
Enact laws adverse to the debtor class and we strike a blow at 
progress, civilization, and Christianity. 

Mr. Speaker, I insist that anything that makes it more difficult 
to pay the $25,000,000,000 owed by the American people, just in 
in that measure throws obstacles in the way of material advance- 
ment. 

In considering the proposed legislation we must always keep in 
mind that the United States is the debtor nation of the earth, and 
that our debts are largely owed to people of the nations who make 
this gold proposition to the Secretary of the Treasury. The propo 
sitions come directly from the great Rothschilds, bankers, who 
would be more benefited than any other people on earth by having 
the gold standard fastened upon the United States; and just in 
the measure that it would be a benefit to them it would be a 
hardship and burden to their debtors of this country. 

One reason why the Treasury has lost gold since we have 
stopped coining silver, may be that the piling up of unused silver 
in the Treasury, together with other legislation adverse to that 
metal, has widened the margin of values between gold and silver. 
This has caused a scramble for gold, and it seems that we have 
been worsted in this contest. 


DEMONETIZATION OF SILVER DESTROYS VALUES. 


In the speech to which I have referred I read the following table, 
which utterly refutes the assertion that silver fell in value from 
1873 to 1892, as compared to the staple productsof the world. On 
the contrary, it shows that in 1892 slioae was 67 per cent of its 
value in 1873, while the average value of the staple productions 
was only about 44 per cent of their value in 1873. The table also 
shows that the increase in the production of silver from 1873 to 
1892 was less than the increase of production of the great staples 
produced by the American people. This shows that gold has in- 
creased in value and that silver has not fallen in value. The ta- 
ble is as follows: 

Table showing increase in production of silver and various other etaple Ameri 


can products from 1873 to 1892, their value in 1873 and 1892, also their value in 
1892 compared with that of 1873. 

















In | y 
crease Value 
: Production} Production |°!,P¥o-|Value| Valne| o = 
Aatinien, in 1878. in 1902, | GUC | 3D | in 1992.) pared 
tion, 1873. i it? 
1873 to | — 
rns | | sea 
Seattle chet Ridalininiga 
| 
| Times | Per ct 
Silver. ....ounces..| 27,650,000 58, 000, 000 | 2yr | $1. 29890. 87-74 67 
Ootton ...... bales._ 2,974,351 9,085, 379 | 3 100.70 35.8 | 5 3) 
Pig iron...... tons..| 2,560,963 9,157, 000 33 42.75 (15.75 3 
Steelrails-.._.do-_-.- 115, 192 1,551,844) 13g [120.50 (30.00 2B 
Ss ak, a0 aneied do....| 50,512,000 150, 505, 745 3 | 4.84 | 2.40 i 
Wheat -_..bushels_.| 281, 254, 700 * 611, 780,000 2k | 1.12 42 5D 
SD sainsenieniindal do._...| 982,274,000 | * 2,112, 892, 000 2 59 | 39 6 
rook ..... pounds ..| 154,000, 000 296, 000, 000 2 4 30 43 
* 1891. 


In order to refute the statement that the fall in values has been 
caused by excess in production, I have prepared another table 
showing the production of these articles in the United States, so 
far as 1 could get the data, for the years 1892, 1893, and 1894. The 
table also shows the value in 1892 and the value in 1894;. also, the 
percentage of value in 1894 to what it was in 1892. 

Table showing production of silver and various other staple American products 

in 1892, 1893, and 189 and their valuesin 1892 and 1894; also their value in 1894 
az compared with that of 1892. 








Valne 

| in 1894 

Production | Production, Production) Value | Value; com- 

in 1892. in 1593. in 1804. in 1882. 1804.) pared 

} with 

| | | ise 

) 0m 
Silver ._..- oz.. 68, 000, ono 60,000,000} 45, 608, 661) $0.87ys,| $0.60 6s 
Cotton _ bales... 9, 035, 379) 6, 717, 142) 7,527,211) 35.85 ¥). 00 &3 
Pig iron.tons.- 9,157,000) . 7,124,502) 6, 657,388) 15. 75 11.50 73 
Steel rails.do-- 1,551,844 1,136,458; 1,014,034 30.00 2.00 | B 
Coal... .._- do..| 150,505,745) 162,770,102) 148,000,000, 2.50 | 2.20) #1 
Wheat .bush.. *611, 780, 000| 905,131,725, 460,267,416, .@ 53 | 85 
Corn ......do_./"2, 112, 892, 0001, 619, 496, 131'1, 212,770,052). 30 41 | 1065 
Wool... Ibs. 206,00, 0 303, 000,000) "298,057,334 [30 M4 46 

I 


* 1891. 

Onereason why money has been hoarded and prices have declined 
since the repeal of the purchasing clause of the Sherman Act, may 
be that every step taken by this Goverment, which helps to fasten 
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upon this country the gold standard, has a tendency to reduce 
the amount of money of ultimate redemption, which must lower 
prices; and when this tendency exists, all those who have money 
see that its purchasing power will increase, and therefore their 
interest is best served by holding and hoarding, instead of in- 
vesting. 

There is another element in this great question which should be 
considered. During the last forty-five years the production of 
gold in the United States has very materially decreased, while 
the property of the United States has increased fully tenfold. 
fret : lustrate this great disparity I have prepared the following 

able. 


Table showing gold and silver production in the United States from 1850 to 189/, 
and the ratio of = os to the property of the United States, and also 
the ratio of combined gold and silver production to property. 


i . Ratio of 


combined 

= c- | gold and 
Pron ty | Silver pro- 
roperty, | duction to 
pooper. | property. 


Gold pro- |Silverpro-| Property in 
duction. duction. |United States. 


, 000 
000 

150, 000 
16, 000, 000 


s 
5 


B 
Bese 


SSEssegsy 


& 


SHESRSE 


LS eae eS 


77,576, 000 
58, 792, 417 


huseeseat 


BaSeeeSe2 
RESESse2 
PRRRESE AR 
SESSEEEE 
SE5S5 
SSSEsssEs 


~ 
or 
= 


We see by this table that since 1850 the property of the United 
States has increased more than five times as fast as gold and silver 
combined, and we see that property has increased fifteen times as 
fast as the production of gold. As all admit that money should 
bear a proper relation to the property of a country we are doubly 
admonished against upholding legislation which will confine the 
money of our country to one metal. 

With all these facts before me I feel that it is my duty to the 
people I represent to op the resolution. I believe, Mr. Speaker, 
that the passage of this resolution would forever close the door 
to international bimetallism. I believe it would place us irre- 
trievably upon the gold standard. I believe that from the moment 
this resolution becomes a law all obligations will be discredited 
unless they bear upon the face the stipulation that they are pay- 
able in gold coin. 

I believe that many of the mortgages which now exist can not 
be paid when they fall due. I believe that when mortgages are 
renewed creditors will exact a stipulation that the principal and 
interest shall be paid in gold. 

I believe that every debt now owing by the industrious people 
of our country will become almost twice as difficult to pay. I be- 
lieve that mortgages upon farm homes will be foreclosed. And 
I believe that a most disastrous blow will be struck at the indus- 
trial people of our land. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, I ask, has a single one of the 12,000,000 farm- 
ers of our country petitioned this body for this legislation? Has 
a petition come from any organization, except from banks and 
from chambers of commerce and boards of trade, composed al- 
most entirely of moneyed men or people who are interested in banks 
or other moneyed institutions? 

Somes the hammer fell. ] 

e SPEAKER. The gentleman from Ohio [Mr. NorTHWAy] 
is recognized for five minutes. 

Mr. NORTHWAY. Mr. Speaker, I can not, of course, within 
the space of time allotted to me, discuss all the questions involved 
here; and I rise only for the purpose of giving one or two reasons 
for my opposition to this resolution. I have not taken the time 
of this House in discussing financial matters at all, and I shall 
desire no more than a short time in order to give the reasons ae 
I shall vote against this proposition. In giving such reasons 
wish it distinctly sindereteedl tet I do not oppose the passage of 
the resolution because I favor the freé coinage of silver, or because 
I desire that any obligation of this Government shall not be paid 
in the best money that the Government can command, but 
pose it because inmy humble opinion it is a distinction against all 
past action of this Government on subjects of this kind. : 

And in order to show the full force of my argument it will be 
necessary to devote a little time to the past history both of legis- 
lation and the construction placed upon that legislation by the 
various Administrations during the last thirty years. Prior to 1869 
we had contracted an indebtedness reaching into the billions. 
We had borrowed vast sums of money upon sale of our bonds, 
the purchasers trusting to the credit of our Government for their 
redemption. When those bonds could be redeemed we little knew. 
Yet the people of our country, as well as of other countries, felt 
that the faith of our Government was pledged for their oe 4 
tion in the best money which we could command. Prior tol 
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a violent discussion had arisen in our midst relative to the re- 
demption of those bonds and our other obligations. On the one 
hand it was contended that the Government had the right to re- 
deem all such bonds in other paper promises, called money, and 
that it was the duty of the Government to so redeem them, while 
on the other hand it was contended that the Government had no 
right to redeem one promise-by substituting for it another. 

General Grant was elected President in November, 1868, and 
was inaugurated on the 4th of March, 1869, and one of the first 
acts passed by Congress and approved by the President was what 
was known as “the public-credit act,” which in no unequivocal 
manner declared that good faith on the part of the Government 
demanded that all Government indebtedness, unless otherwise 
expressly provided for, should be redeemed in coin. There was 
no expression given as to what that coin should be, but thereafter 
all Administrations down to the present one and including the 
present one have interpreted said act to mean the best money that 
we could command, which has been found to be gold. 

Since then all of our obligations have been made payable in 
coin. We haverefunded such of our indebtedness as we could 
not pay, on long time and at greatly reduced rates of interest, 
but we have never in any of those obligations named the coin in 
which they would be redeemed. No person or class of persons 
since then until the present time ever questioned the good faith 
of the Government, or its intention or ability, to redeem ali such 
promises in the best money of the world. No one before this 
time has ever asked that the word ‘ gold” should be inserted in 
any bond. There are many hundred millions of such bonds now 
outstanding, providing by their very terms that they shall be 
redeemed in coin. 

Congress has never, by act or resolution, named the kind of 
coin in which they should be redeemed, nor has it ever before the 
present time been asked to do so. Congress has ever sought to 
maintain, so far as it could, on an absolute equality, both in their 
purchasing and debt-paying power, the gold and silver coins of 
our country. At the extra session of Congress in 1893, when we 
repealed the silver-purchase clause, we enacted as a part of 
such repeal that the Government, by all of its power, would, so 
far as it was possible to do so, maintain at a parity the gold and 
silver in our Treasury. So two things are perfectly apparent. 
One is that Congress has never named any one of the various kinds 
of our money as being the money of ultimate redemption for our 
paper promises, and the other is that the various Administrations, 
while possessing the power to pay all such obligations in coin, have 
always construed that power to mean gold, because it was recog- 
niaed among all civilized nations as being preferred because of its 
general use, 

In later years in making our loans or refunding them no ques- 
tion has been raised by any person as to the terms of the bond. 
No one has ever suggested that there was the least danger in the 
world that such bonds would be paid in inferior money. Presi- 
dent Cleveland has made two loans of $50,000,000 each by dispos- 
ing of bonds payable in coin, and no one has questioned what 
such bonds meant. His last loan, made in January past, payable 
in coin, was negotiated at such rates as to make the interest about 
2i per cent per annum. No one up to that time had suggested 
the least doubt as to how such bonds would be redeemed. 

Now comes the most disgraceful episode in the financial history 
of our country. Ata time when our a ng had aright to expect 
that our Administration would stand like a wall of adamant in 
defense of the nation’s credit, and especially of that part which 
had already been refunded, President Cleveland sends his special 
message to Congress casting a doubt upon his ability to negotiate 
any further loans payable in coin and asks Con to authorize 
him to negotiate a fifty-year loan for $500,000,000, payable in gold. 
At this time of poten business depression, when labor was un- 
employed, and when the millions of agriculturists of our country 
felt that bankruptcy was staring them in the face, comes the sug- 
gestion of the President that we must pass at once to a gold basis, 
and so discredit to some extent at least the money used in*busi- 
ness, to pay labor, and to measure the price of farm products. 

No wonder Congress took alarm and refused to confer upon him 
such power. Immediately succeeding that comes the astounding 
intelligence that the Administration, through a former law partner 
of President Cleveland, has entered into a contract with a syndi- 
cate of foreign bankers to borrow sixty-two and a half millions of 
money upon conditions which clearly recognize that gold is the onl 
money which can be used in the ent of our debts, and whic 
as clearly recognizes the fact that all other kinds of money are in- 
ferior in debt-paying power, and which also recognizes a higher 
rate of interest than was necessary to pay in either of our prior 
loans. 

Look at the contract. On a long-time thirty-year bond such 
terms of sale are provided for as that interest is to be paid at 3 
per cent if the bond and interest are — in gold, and 33 per 
cent if they are payable in coin. Such a bond is to bring $1.04 
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only. Remember, this contract is made and signed, sealed and 
delivered before Congress is notified of it, and we have no power 


to undo it or repudiate it. Think of an Administration, for the 
first time in the history of our country, contracting with refer- 
ence to the difference in the value of our various kinds of money, 
and providing, by contract, that one kind is much more valuable 
than any other kind. 

Think of the stupendous blunder of negotiating such a bond at 
$1.04, when an examination of the report of the sale of stocks and 
bonds in any of our markets would reveal the fact that Govern- 
ment bonds, with no more than twelve years to run and —— 
in coin, were selling at such a rate that if such rate should be ap- 
plied to these new gold-bearing bonds they should net the Gov- 
ernment $1.19}. Then, with no power on the part of Congress to 
affect such contract in the least except to authorize the sale of a 
gold-bearing bond which would make the interest at 3 per cent, 
the President calls upon us to authorize him, in order to save a 
little interest, to change the whole policy of our country for the 
last thirty-three years, under which policy our credit has grown 
so strong as to place us among the first nations of the globe. _ 

But thisisnotall. By the contract which has been entered into 
this syndicate of foreign bankers has a mortgage upon the future 
loans of our country up to the ist day of October, 1895, and no 
loan can be negotiated by our Government during that time with- 
out offering it first to these foreign bankers. Was ever degreda- 
tion more complete? Shall. we supinely vote that our credit is 
now at a discount? How did the President know that a loan 
could not be negotiated payable in coin? How did he ascertain 
such a fact? Has he ever attempted to negotiate a loan with our 
own people at any rate of interest and been refused? Has he ever 
attempted to negotiate such a loan to be paid in coin among for- 
eign bankers and been refused? Has he ever attempted to ask 
the patriotic American people to subscribe to a popular coin loan 
at 3 per cent interest and been refused? 

How can he answer any of these questions in the affirmative? 
If he can not so answer them, what right has he to assume that 
he can negotiate no loan except one payable in gold at 3 per cent 
interest, or in coin at 3% per cent? But the supporters of the Ad- 
ministration claim that di has arisen in money circles fear- 
ing that a coin bond may be paid by the Treasury in silver, and 
that silver is now a depreciated money. But look at the contract 
that has been entered into. A difference of only three-fourths of 
1 per cent interest is supposed to be the entire measure of this 
doubt. Does anybody suppose the Rothschilds will buy a bond 
about which there is no doubt and charge 3 per cent interest, or if 
our Government prefers, take a bond about which there is a doubt 
and charge only 3} per cent interest? 

Who does not see these great moneyed men are simply forcing a 
weak and vacillating Administration to pay them a bonus of three- 
fourths of 1 per cent interest for just such a bond as for thirty 
years has been sought after by just such millionaires as among 
the safest and most stable investments of the world. And the 
Administration, yielding to their blandishments and wickedness, 
involves the American people in the contract which has just been 
made, and then fearing the deep damnation of that people when 
they learn of its weakness and perfidy, seeks to throw upon Con- 
gress, as servants of that people, the burden of ratifying its wrong 
and weakness. And the argument to a this monstrous claim 
is found alone in the fact that without the advice or knowledge of 
Congress a conditional contract has been entered into which, if 
Congress confers upon the Administration such power, will save 
to the people three-fourths of 1 per cent interest on the loan. 

To save a little money which the Administration has wickedly 
filched from the people, we are called upon to condone and ratify 
a giant wrong. It is supposed that the people are such idiots as 
that to save the bp pve of a little money in the form of interest 
they will demand of Congress that it shall go back upon the history, 
laws, and traditions of our country for thirty-three years past, and 
do that which for all time to come will bind us in the grasp of those 
who own and hoardthegold of the world. Butitissaid by the sup- 
porters of the Administration that this contemplated loan, and 
the action of Congress in ratifying it, will not be regarded asa 
precedent to affect any future loans or the business interests of 
our country. 

Can they be sincere in such a claim? Does anyone believe that 
if this loan and contract are ratified by Congress any future loan 
can ever be made os its terms it is made payable in gold? 
Secretary Carlisle, in his hearing before the Ways and Means 
Committee, frankly admitted that this loan meant a change to 
the gold basis, and that all future loans must, by their express 
terms, be made payable in gold. Does this House contemplate 
the stupendous nature of this change? What the Government 
must do individuals, municipalities, counties, and States must 
also do, and all loans must hereafter be made or old ones refunded 
into gold-paying obligations. Are we ready for such a change? 
How can we excuse ourselves to our constituents for weakly sur- 
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rendering to the dictates of foreign bankers, that they may grow 
rich on the hard-gotten gains of a hard-working and patriotic 
people? For one, twill not surrender. The friends of the Ad- 
ministration threaten with retirement to private life all those 
who refuse to support the Administration. Such retirement. has 
no terrors for me, for I infinitely prefer it to a craven submission 
to foreigners who would dictate our financial policy to the rvin 
of our people. 

But we are told that it is our duty to put aside all political dif- 
ferences and to support the recommendation of the President 
because there is a Eeiaclat exigency which demands immediate 
action and instant relief, and I am frank to admit that this is the 
only argument which has the least weight with me bearing upon 
this important question. But it must be remembered that it will 
handy be expected of an individual every time some financial 
strait arises in the history of the country that that individual 
shall lay aside all political preferences and well-established con- 
victions of law to meet that exigency simply because it may be 
said that the times and occasion demand it. 

Such an argument would wipe out all party lines and party 
principles every time the party in power shall see fit, rightfully or 
wrongfully, as it chooses, to force such a condition of affairs as de- 
mands immediate relief. It would hardly be expected of the Re- 

ublican members of this House to vote in favor of any system 

or raising revenues which may be suggested by the President on 
the ground that we are sorely in need of revenue, for that would 
be to enable the Administration to force the opposite party to fa- 
vor by legislative enactment any scheme which such Administra- 
tion might see fit to advocate. 

If a member of Congress has well-settled convictions of how an 
exigency has been forced upon the country, and what will relieve 
against that exigency,such member can hardly be consistently 
asked to forego his firm convictions simply because there is an 
exigency. In order to determine our duties at this time, we, as 
Republicans, must take into consideration all surrounding circum- 
stances bearing upon the question. Two years ago this coming 
4th of March a Republican Administration was superseded by the 
present Democratic Administration. During that Republican Ad- 
ministration our revenues were ample to meet all requirements 
made upon the Treasury. 

In addition to meeting alllegitimate demands made upon that 
Treasury, we had revenues sufiicient to enable us to go into the 
market and buy our indebtedness not yet due, and to cancel the 
same to the extent of near $300,000,000. When that Republican 
Administration surrendered its power, all of the laws under which 
that ample revenue had been provided were in full force, and 
were powerful enough, if left intact or not threatened by repeal, 
to continue to fill our Treasury with money sufficient to meet all 
demands upon the Government. 

The Democratic Administration succeeds to power, controlling 
not alone the executive but aiso the legislative department of our 
Government. It assumed power accompanied by athreat, which 
it was fully able to execute, that it would change, modify, or re- 
peal all of those revenue-producing laws. It entered upon its 
work of destruction. It modified our revenue laws to such an 
extent that the legitimate expenditures are daily on an average of 
many hundreds of thousands of dollars in excess of receipts. 
Through its weakness and vacillation it has now aroused the finan- 
cial world as to the stability of our credit. 

Our Treasury, running behind all of the time, is now open to 
attack on the part of those who hold Government obligations pay- 


able in coin. They present those obligations, have them redeemed 
in gold, the Government then treats that obligation so redeemed 


as being currency in the Treasury to be paid out to meet the or- 
dinary expenditures of the Government, only to have that same 
obligation returned in a few days for redemption over again. The 
Republican party is not responsible in the least for this condition 
of affairs. It believes that if the Treasury was supplied with am- 
ple revenue to more than meet all demands upon that Treasury 
the drainage of gold would soon cease, for the world would see 
that we are able to pay our debts as fast as they fall due. 

In view of all of these circumstances is it right to expect of us 
that we will now vote to reverse the traditions and history of the 
past third of a century, which tradition and history we were re- 
sponsible for, and vote at the dictation of the despoiler of our rev- 
enues, and by so doing establish a precedent which, if adhered to, 
will destroy the very foundations of our party? For one, I am 
not so ready to vote. I stand here and affirm my willingness to 
aid by my vote and influence, whatever that may be, the passage 
of all such measeres which, being consistent with our past tradi- 
tion, history, and interpretation, will help to maintain the credit 
of our Government to stand in the very forefront of all nations’ 
credits, so that our obligations can be redeemed in that kind of 
money which will most surely maintain the highest credit which 
it is possible for us to reach. I will go thus far, but I will not ac- 
cede to the demands of the present Administration and vote for 
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this resolution now under consideration. I have no further criti- 
cisms to pass upon those who vote for it. 

I accord to them that which I demand, the right to vote accord- 
ing to the highest convictions of duty, and should the House this 
day adopt this resolution, its action shall be beyond my criticism, 
but shall be left to be criticised as they see fit, in such response as 
they may hereafter make, by the nameless, patient, and patriotic 
millions of our countrymen. 

ge: the hammer fell. } 

Mr. BLAND. Mr. Speaker, one of the most important points 
connected with this matter has not been touched upon during the 
discussion up tothis time. Weare called upon as one of the great 
nations of the world to degrade ourselves, to humiliate our people, 
and yield one of the rights which we claim under our Constitu- 
tion by ignoring, in the Constitution of the country, the sovereign 
power given under ‘it to coin money. If all of the contracts of 
the Government are to be made payable in gold, and not in coin 
as heretofore, and that step be taken not at the pleasure of our 
own people, but by the coercion of foreign powers, it means that 
a sovereign people are to surrender their rights upon a question 
embodied in their Constitution to coin money and to regulate the 
value thereof. 

We have always as a people reserved the right to pay any and 
all of our obligations in coin; and why? Because under the Con- 
stitution we have the sovereign right to coin money and regulate 
the value, whether it be gold or silver. Now, we are asked to 
abandon that right to coin one of the moneys of the Constitution 
in the interest of shylocks from foreign countries hnd to surren- 
der a great constitutional principle, namely, the right to coin both 
metals if we see proper, because we are told that otherwise the 
bonds can not be negotiated. 

If we are to surrender to the demands of this resolution which 
comes to us under the dictates of foreign bankers, it means, as a 
matter of course, hereafter, in harmony with the resolution of- 
fered a moment ago by the gentleman from Vermont [Mr. Pow- 
ERS} as an amendment to it, that all bonds issued prior to the 
proposed issue of bonds covered by this resolution s be payable 
in gold, and therefore all of the obligations — not coin but 
gold obligations, we signify our abandonment of the right of the 
people to coin either money, gold or silver; and I repeat, we do it 
at the demand of foreign people who will not furnish gold, they 
say. on any other condition. 

Mr. Speaker, the Democratic party in a history of rule in this 
country of eighty years never was so cowardly as to submit the 
American people to the indignity of being compelled to enact 
legislation at the dictates of Great Britain or any other nation 
with reference to money matters or any other great question of 
government. 

It is an indignity, it is an insult to our people, it is un-American, 
and no man who votes for it can justify the vote. He must ad- 
mit that he has humiliated himself not only in the eyes of his 
people, but in the eyes of the world by absolutely abandoning at 
the behest of foreigners the sovereign right this country enjoys 
of coining money and regulating its value. 

There never was such a proceeding in the past history of our 
country as is sought to be enacted here to-day. Never has there 
been an obligation of the Government issued at any time that 
was not made payable in coin, and this is the first that ever was 
issued, if Congress is so humiliated and so contemptibly cowardly 
as to pass into law this resolution—this is the first that ever was 
issuec ogee was specifically declared to be payable in gold. [Ap- 

use, 
Pvt the day that resemption of specie payments began we 
started on a bimetallic standard to a certain extent. It is true 
that silver was dropped from the coinage in 1873. But before the 
day of resumption we had coined some twenty-eight million 
silver dollars, which were equal to gold in-value in the pa ent of 
all obligations; and Mr. SHERMAN fimself , Secretary of the Treas- 
ury at the time of the resumption of ie payments, said that 
the coinage of silver made the resumption easier, as it gave him 
the right to redeem the legal-tender notes in gold or silver coin. 
If he had carried out this policy we would not now be in trouble. 
If it had been put in force and maintained no bond would be 
called for now and no new issue demanded. [Applause.] ’ 
Here the hammer fell. ]} 
r. SPRINGER. Mr. Speaker, the gentleman from Missouri 
Ewa BLAND] hes stated that if this bill passes the Government of 

e United States abandons the right to coin silver under the 
Constitution of the United States. How he can say that that 
issne is involved in the or the defeat of this bill is a 
mystery to me. Silver been demonetized for more than 
twenty years, :nd the question of its remonetization is not in- 
volved at this time in any way, nor can it be affected one way or 
the other by the or the failure to pass this bill. 

The Government of the United States has declared in several 
enactments that it will maintain the parity of all coins of the 
United States. 
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Mr. BLAND. Then, why do you want to isuue gold bonds? 
Let it alone and under free coinage you will have the parity of 
the metals. 

Mr. SPRINGER. If it maintains the parity, as the Govern- 
ment has pledged itself to do, then practically there is no differ- 
ence in value between silver and gold, and there is no pecuniary 
difference to the Government in paying either metal in its trans- 
actions. If one is as good as the other, and the Government will 
make them so, way does the gentleman say this bill will depre- 
ciate the one metal or deprive the Government of a right to coin 
silver, which is inherent in the Constitution? It is simply begging 
the question altogether. The Government of the United States 
will never pay in depreciated coin or depreciated paper any of the 
obligations of the Government. 

It has declared that it will maintain the parity of all these obli- 
eames, and if it means to keep that promise here is a good place 

or the Government to declare that fact to the world, so that there 
=" no donbt hereafter upon the subject. 

e gentleman from Illinois, my colleague [Mr. Hopxmrys], said 
that if we promised to pay these $62,000,000 in gold it involved an 
obligation to pay $100,000,000 in os at some othertime. Idonot 
see that that question is involved here. I do not see how we can 
increase our obligations an iota by the passage of this bill, either 
as to —_ bonded debt or as to the individual indebtedness in this 
country. 

If the Government of the United States intends to maintain 
faith with its creditors, and to pay them in coin which is equiva- 
lent to gold, worth as much as gold in the markets and in the pay- 
ment of debts, as the Democratic pay has pledged that it aed 
do and as the Government has dec , there can be no pecuniary 
loss whatever to the Government in promising to pay these obli- 
gations in gold. The only question presented here, Mr. Speaker, 
is whether, upon an existing contract made in pursuance of law, 
and which we wil! carry out to the letter, we can reduce that ob- 
ligation over $500,000 a year, and in the thirty years during which 
these bonds run save to the Treasury of the United States over 
$16,000,000; whether we shall give the Rothschilds $16,000,000 
as a bonus, or whether we should save this amount to the people 
of the United States. 

That is the only issue involved here, and that issue must not be 
distorted or evaded by calling it a question of free coinage, or of 
the demonetization of silver, or the abandonment of the right of 
the Government to coin silver. That is not in issue, and it can 
not be pleaded here to prevent the Government from saving what 
it can save by changing this contract, by passing this law within 
the time specified in this contract. Therefore I hope this side of 
the House, which believes in economy in public expenditures, will 
pass this bill and show to our constituents and this country that 
we mean to save this amount of money in this transaction, and 
that we mean, in addition to that, that our bonds are payable in 
gold or in its Page oe 

That is all t is involved, and no other issues ought to be 
raised by the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. BLAND] or anyone 
else. He believes in free coinage, because he claims it will raise 
the value of the silver dollar to the value of the gold dollar, com- 
mercially as well as in law, and if he intends to do that, who is 
injured by promising to pay in gold, if the gold dollar is no better 
than the silver dollar in the markets and in the payment of debts? 
I hope gentlemen will not allow their minds to be diverted from the 
true inwardness of this question. 

The SPEAKER. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. BLAND. How are you going to bring silver to par if you 
are going to make everything payable in gold, and nothing pay- 
able in silver? 

Mr. SPRINGER. My time has expired, and I have no time, 
therefore, to answer that. But the way to maintain the parity of 
the coins is to give our creditors the option as to which he will re- 
ceive. 

Mr. KEM. Isend tothe Clerk’s desk and ask to have reada 
communication relating to this subject. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

To the members of the People’s Party, greeting: 


As early as 1865-86 a conspiracy was entered into between the gold gam- 
blers of Europe and America to accomplish the following purposes: To fasten 
wu the people of the United States the burdens of perpetual debt; to de- 
seoy the backs which had brought us safely through the > of war; 
to strike down silver as a money metal; to deny to the people the use of Fed- 
eral paper and silver—the two independent sources of money su: ply guaran- 
teed by the Constitution; to fasten upon the country the single gold standard 
of Britain; and to delegate to thousands of banking corporations, organized 
for private , the sovereign control, for all time, over the issue and volume 
of supplemental paper currency. Thus they doubled the demands for 
gold; forced upon the country an appreciating money standard, entailing 
an indefinite of falling recess robbed enterprise of its just profits, 
condemned la to idleness, and confiscated the rty of debtors. 

For nearly thirty years these Set have ~ the people quarreli: 
over less important matters, while they have pursued with unrelenting 
their one central purpose. At the present moment every device of treach- 
ery, every resource of statecraft, and every artifice known to the secret 
ca the international gold ring are being made use of to deal a final 
death blow to the prosperity of the people and the financial and commercial 











independence of this country. They seek to accomplish their fell purposes 


before the blow can be averted by an awakened public through the ballot. 


Their plans have been long matured and their line of action is fully chosen. 
They address themselves to the one subject—the money question—in all of 
its breadth and magnitude. This bri the counry face to face with a peril- 
ous issue which calls for immediate and united action onthe part of the peo- 
ple. Every behest of patriotism requires that we shall at once meet the issue 
and accept the challenge so defiantly offered. ae 

We must meet the issue as it is presented to-day. Tofalter nowis to invite 
disastrous failure. We earnestly urge the Populixts throughout the country 
to concentrate their entire force and energy upon the tremendous contention 
re and thus meet the enemy upon his chosen line of battle. Invite 
the aid and cooperation of all persons who favor the immediate free coinage 
of silver at the ratio of 16 to 1, the issue of all paper money by the General 
Government without the intervention of banks of issue, and whoare opp: 
to the issue of interest-bearing Government bonds in time of peace. Ina 
word, to extend the hand of fellowship to all who with you upon the 
money question, which is certainly the mightiest and most fundamental con- 
troversy evolved during the present century. 

H. E. TAUBENECK, 


Chairman National Association. 
J. H. TURNER, Secretary. 
J.B. WEAVER. 

LAFE PENCE. 

O. M. KEM. 

T. J. HUDSON. 
WM. BAKER. 

W. A. McKEIGHAN. 
WM. V. ALLEN. 
JOHN DAVIS. 

W. A. HARRIS. 
JERRY SIMPSON. 
JNO. C, BELL. 
JAMES H. KYLE. 
HALDOR E. BOEN. 

Mr. KEM. Mr. Speaker, for thirty years both political parties 
of this country—when I say political — I mean the dominant 
parties—have been masquerading with the financial question and 
deceiving the masses as to their real p . The few people 
who have been opposed to the legislation that is now proposed, 
and to all legislation kindred to that, have had to fight a concealed 
enemy all these years. But Iam thankful for one thing, and that 
is that at last the enemy is uncovered, that the mask is thrown 
aside, and we areconfronted with the plain proposition from the 
executive department of this Government of bonds payable in 
gold. I am heartily glad of this, for it is much easier to fight an 
open enemy than one in ambush, and I take it, Mr. Speaker, thit 
from this on the fight along these lines will be easier than it has 
been in times past. 

I heartily coincide with the severe arraingnment of the Execu- 
tive made by my friend from Illinois [Mr. Hopkins], and I say 
that in my opinion the English e is not adequate to ex- 

oress the severity with which he ought to be arraigned for this 

md transaction as presented to this body for ratification. 

But I want to say in that connection, Mr. Speaker—and I have 
endeavored at all times to hold these facts before the people—that 
the President is not wholly and only responsible for this state of 
affairs, but it is because of past Republican legislation that this 
thing was made possible. 

Here the hammer feil. } 

he SPEAKER. The Chair will ask the affirmative of the 
proposition to use a portion of their time. The negatives have 
used two hours and five minutes and the affirmatives have used 
one hour and seven minutes. 

Mr. REED. Has the gentleman from Georgia [Mr. TURNER] 

ken? 

The SPEAKER. He has not. 

Mr. REED. I yield fifteen minutes to the gentleman from 
Georgia [Mr. TURNER]. 

Mr. TURNER of Georgia. Mr. Speaker, I defer very much to 
the better judgment of my associates on this floor on all ques- 
tions, and especially those involving our financial system. I 
have no great pride of opinion on those subjects. I do not wish 
to speak to-day in any oracular way, nor do I hope, sir, in the 
brief time allotted to me to successfully contend against the preju- 
dices engendered by the tendencies of recent politics. I shall en- 
deavor to-day to maintain that view to which I think all political 
parties will assent, and that is that the burden is on this Govern- 
ment to maintain the equality of all its currencies. 

Such has been the traditional policy of the American people from 
the foundation of our institutions; and since the resumption act 
passed we have had to maintain a gold reserve for the redemption 
of our Treasury notes. No one who resists this measure has said 
one word against the policy of that system. It is obvious to all 
that we havea paper currency issued by the Government amounting 
in round numbers to $500,000,000; we have as much more of silver 
money, in round numbers, the parity of which with gold, under 
existing law, is also to be maintained; and to keep this vast sum 
of a thousand millions on an equality with gold we have in the 
Treasury $40,000,000 of gold. o candid man can dispute the 
necessity of increasing this gold reserve. 

Our revenues are now all paid in silver and silver certificates. 
It follows as an inevitable conclusion that in order to reenforce 
the redemption fund under the law it is necessary to resort to 
loans, and also to stipulate that the money it receives in exchange 
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Nobody has dared tosuggest that the 
Treasury should go into the market and sell its bonds for silver. 


for its bonds shall be gold. 


My friend from Dlinois [Mr. Cannon] affirmed in the outset of 
his remarks that the word ‘‘coin” in our obligations and in our 
fiscal statutes means “ gold.” 

It may be fairly assumed that it is the law and also the concur- 
rent opinion of all parties that it is the duty of this Government 
to provide gold in order to redeem its notes and to maintain the 
parity of all its currencies. 

Now, in all fairness, when our Government, in order to sustain 
the tottering fabric of our credit, goes into the market to procure 
the most precious of the metals, should it reserve the right to pay 
for it in any cther? 

If we have to borrow gold, why should we not be willing to pay 
gold? And asa matter of fact, when we give ‘“‘coin” bonds for 
gold everybody knows that our creditor hasa right to expect gold 
in return. Why, then, should we stickle for a reservation which 
it would disgrace us to enforce? 

Those gentlemen whoobject to the use of the word “ gold” know 
that the bonds which have been issued within the last few 
months—— 

Mr. TERRY. Will the gentleman permit a question just there? 

Mr. TURNER of Georgia. I have but a few minutes. 

Mr. TERRY. If coin means gold, why did the syndicate charge 
es . jhigher rate of interest upon acoin bond than upon a gold 

nd? 

Mr. TURNER of Georgia. My friend, if he will reflect but a 
moment, will understand the nature of the storm under which the 
ree of the United States has been struggling. He can not 
be indifferent to the events of the day. There has existed in this 
country for many months past a feeling of distrust, a want of 
confidence, which has paralyzed all our tusiness and almost sus- 
pended our fiscal operations. This distrust relates to the question 
of the ability of the Government to maintain its plighted faith. It 
is not so much a fear as to what our obligations may be held to 
mean, but it is an apprehension as to whether we can maintain 
our top-heavy system. 

My friend from Illinois [Mr. Cannon] said the other day that 
they knew in New York and that they knew in London that this 
Government would pay all its cbligations in goid. When the 
President of the United States in his message to this body said 
that some doubt or suspicion had been cast on the ability of the 
Government to redeem its obligations in gold, he knew that within 
the past few months two or three hundred millions of our paper 
money had been presented at the Treasury and redeemed because 
our own people, as well as those abroad, had begun to fear that 
we would not be able to redeem this currency. In case acollapse 
should come a bond payable specifically in gold might be more 
marketable. 

But, sir, it makes no difference what may be our fiscal policy 
on this subject; it makes no difference about the requirements of 
the ae act; it makes no difference how we regard the 
contract the Secretary of the Treasury has made. These are 
things that are settled and fixed. Nobody proposes to invalidate 
the contract which the Secretary of the Treasury has made with 
the gentlemen who have purchased our bonds. 

The question now is whether we will stand by and see that con- 
tract go into effect, under which the Treasury will receive sixty- 
five millions of gold coin and pay as interest on it 3% per cent per 
annum, or whether we will avail ourself of the option offered to 
nominate ‘‘gold” in the bond and pay a rate of interest less by 
three-quarters of 1 per cent. By this business view of it, as to the 
particular transaction reported to Congress by the President, we 
can save to the people of these overtaxed States half a million dol- 
lars a year, about $16,000,000 in all, if these bonds should run for 
the period of thirty years. [Applause.] 

{Here the hammer fell]. 

Mr. HatcH was recognized for five minutes. 

Mr. HATCH. Mr.Speaker, in that brief time I can hardly state 
any thing like my full reasons for appearing as a pallbearer at chis 
financial funeral Panghter], but I want to state very briefly why 
I am so unalterably opposed to the passage of this resolution. If 
the distinguished gentleman from Georgia who has just taken his 
seat [Mr. TuRNER] would reflect for a moment and appreciate 
that the resolution he is voting for to-day and supporting on this 
floor by his logical reasoning, from his standpoint, and his elo- 
quent voice was setting an example and prescribing the kind of 
money in which every debtor in the United States—State, munic- 
ipal, and personal—must pay his collective or individual bond, 
he would understand something of the interest the people take in 
this question aside from the bankers, the money lenders, and the 
money shavers of the United States. 

This House has been flooded with petitions from national banks 
and boards of trade asking members to vote for this bill. Asan 
answer to this money demand I have had placed in my hands 
within the last thirty minutes a personal letter written by one of 
the most distinguished citizens of Kentucky, an ex-governor of 
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that State, for years an honored member of this House, and a sound 
political philosopher, who is now professor of political economy in 
the college in which you [Mr. BRECKINRIDGE] graduated; an ex- 
governor of your State and to-day one of the most influential and 
honored citizens of ee ena 

Mr. ELLIS of Kentucky. Yourefer tomy friend Proctor Knott? 
[ Applause. 

Mr. HATCH. Yes; Hon. J. Proctor Knott, of Kentucky. Itis 
as follows: 


Ido not know when my Democracy has been more completely outraged 
than by the last insolent demand of the goldites that the Government shall 
issxs $500,000,000 in gold bonds and retire the Treasury-note circulation with 
the proceeds. They do not seem to want to leave us even a hereafter. 


[ Laughter. } 


You know, as everybody else must who has half as much sense as asucking 
guinea pig, that whenever this Government agrees to pay that amouht or a 
tithe of it in gold, silver is doomed, so far as we are concerned, to all eternity. 
As old Judge Forbish said to Johnny Moore, it had “jest as well say good- 
bye, world, and how d’ye, hell.” 


[Laughter. ] 


Great God! how rapidly this long-suffering people are being driven to the 
dreadful alternative of slavery or internecine strife, to determine whether 
they will tamely hold out their hands and have the shackles of a remorseless 
plutocracy rive upon their wrists or a. 

Now mark what I say, if the inexorable law of cause and effect has not been 
expunged from the statute book of the Almighty, unless a halt is called p. d. q. 
you may expect to see the horrors of the French Revolution put on the 
a stage with all the modern improvements, and that within the next 

ecade. 

Iremember I was suspected by some of my friends of political lunacy in 1860 
because I predicted that in the event of Mr. Lincoln’s election there would 
be a war tween the States. They could not see why it ought to be so. 
Neither could I, but I knew the causes which were at work, and which would 
in the long run produce that result, and I regarded his election simply as the 
spark which would explode the mine. So, when the fiery cloud appeared in 
less than one short year which deluged the country in blood for nearly a 
lustrum some of those who had thought me a croaker, a mere dyspeptic pes- 
simist, began to regard me as Byron did Jeffreys—as “a — discerning 
fellow.” 1 tell you, Senator, in all seriousness, I see far more reason aes 
hend the speedy approach of a terrible revolution in this country than Lord 
Chesterfield saw in France when he wrote his historic prediction from Paris. 
Noram I alone. That gentleman, Astor, who went to England some time 
ago, bought him a place on the island, and became a British subject, saw what 
is coming as plainly as [ do, so he took time by the forelock and skipped out 
when there was not such a rush for staterooms as there will be after a while. 
He knew very well that if things should keep on as you and I have seen them 
for some years past, the time was not far off when there would be such a 
crowd of his class of people hurrying aboard every outgoing steamer he might 
be shoved off the stage plank. 


[Laughter. } 


Our good friend, Mr. SrBLEY, sent me a copy of his magnificent speech 
anent the Carlisle abortion the other day. I was sick in when it came, 
lonesome and low-spirited, my wife in Louisville under treatment for her 
throat trouble, and not a God-blessed friend near me to cheer me ve, I read 
it over, in some places two or three times, and it stirred my old blood like 
the call of the trumpet stirs that of the war horse, or perhaps you will un- 
derstand me better when I say it acted on me like good wine—King Solomon's 
favorite prescription to “those that be of heavy hearts.” (As the average 
United States Senator is not presumed to be familiar with the writings of 
that eminent author, see Proverbs xxxi,6,7.) SrpLeyand free silver forever. 


ae 
will not ask to detain the House, Mr. Speaker, but will avail 
myself of the privilege under the rule to say a few words more in 
regard to the pending measure under tha general leave to print. 

e strongest point made in the statement of tlhe gentleman 
from West Virginia [Mr. WiILson], who has presented this ques- 


tion to the House with his personal indorsement and oe is 
embodied in the proposition that the $500,000,000 of currency 
known as greenbacks, legal tenders, and Sherman notes are not 
only redeemable, under the interpretation of the law and the dis- 
cretion of the Secretary of the Treasury, in gold, but that, under 
the terms of the law, when ‘redeemed they can not be retired, but 
must be reissued. That is mandatory. 

This provision of the law has been denominated on the floor a 
‘‘revolying wheel” or an “‘ endless chain,” and these $500,000,000 
become multiplied as often as the avarice and the interest of the 

old shavers and gold exporters of the country demand their re- 
emption by the Secretary of the Treasury. It is the settled policy 
of this Administration, inherited from a Republican Administra- 
tion and the action of a Republican Secretary of the Treasury, 
that these notes, one and all, must be redeemed in gold to pre- 
serve the credit of the Government and the parity of the metals. 

Let me s t to the Secre of the Treasury how this ‘‘ re- 
saroes wheel” may be destroyed and this “ endless chain” may 
be broken in the interest of the people. Every one of these notes 
bears upon its face a statement of the act under which it was 
issued, and the notes are all lettered and numbered. Let the Sec- 
retary of the Treasury, under his interpretation of the law, re- 
deem them in good faith, according to his discretion, in gold, but 
when so redeemed, and before they are reissued, iet him ean 
exact identification by letter and number of each note so redeemed, 
and notify the shylocks and exporters of gold, who, under the 
present system, present these notes = and again in order to 
make a profit out of the e tion of the gold, that when these 
= are presented a second time they will be redeemed in silver 

ollars. 
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This the Secre has a right to do under the law. He can do 
it and preserve the integrity of the position he now occupies, and 
not one man out of a million in the United States or the world 
who believes in fair play will ever question his right or criticise 
his discretion in thus stopping this dishonest drain upon the Treas- 
ury which exists because of an imperfection in the law. Let him 
do this, and the “‘ endless chain ” will become a myth and the “ re- 
volving wheel” will be broken in the interest of honest govern- 
ment and of all the people of the United States. If the Secretary 
will do this the financial cloud now hovering over us will be dis- 
pelled, the prices of farm products will advance, prosperity will 
again bless the land, and a Democratic Administration will be re- 
stored to the confidence and love of a majority of the people of 
the United States. Amen! [Applause.] 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Horxins} 
has two minutes of his time remaining. [A pause.] Five min- 
utes of the hour which the Chair has been disposing of remain for 
the affirmative. The Chair will recognize some gentleman who 
desires to speak on that side. 

Mr. Cooper of Florida rose. 

TheSPEAKER. Does the gentleman desire to speak on the af- 
firmative side? 

Mr. COOPER of Florida. Yes, sir. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will proceed. 

Mr. COOPER of Florida. Mr. Speaker, I have sat here to-day 
and listened to some remarkable contributions to a discussion 
supposed to involve business matters and practical government. 
Thecontribution which the gentleman from Missouri [ Mr. Hatcu 
has just inserted in the REcoRD, coming from a distinguish 
gentleman from Kentucky and written to a Senator from that 
State, isone which I think the gentleman from Missouri, when he 
reads it in cold print, will wish for his own sake and for the sake 
of the man who wrote it, and for the sake of the State of Ken- 
tucky, had been kept a private document. [Applause. ]} 

Now, what is the proposition before us to-day? It is a business 
proposition. Weare not asked to discuss a loan; we are not asked 
to discuss the sale of bonds; we are asked simply to discuss and 
vote upon a proposition that, a loan having been already made 
which every one of us here knows is to be paid in gold, whether we 
shall simply say that we will do what we are going to do anyhow, 
and thereby save the American people $16,000,000, or whether we 
are going to throw this money into the coffers of those who fur- 
nish this loan, or wherever else you please, for the sake of indulg- 
ing our personal prejudices or pride of opinion. 

ir, I speak to the Democrats here. The most discouraging 
thing on this side of the House is the fact that so many men who 
are Democrats, and supposed to be a part of a dominant party 
conducting the Government, seem to have no sense or apprehen- 
sion of the responsibilities and duties belonging to the conduct of 
responsible government. We are in charge of a great govern- 
mental machine, and our first duty is torunit. It seems to me 
that a great many men on this side of the House do not realize 
that that is any part of what they are here for. They seem to 
enjoy the pastime of helping to scuttle the ship that they are em- 
barked on. I for one propose to vote in this matter just as I 
would in private business. The town in which I live voted a few 
months ago a million dollars of bonds for municipal improve- 
ments. When they went out to negotiate them ~~ found that 
they could make far better terms if they stipulated payment in 
old; so they redrafted their ordinance and made the bonds paya- 
ble in that way. That is a precise illustration of what the Gov- 
ernment is asked to do to-day. 

I believe there is a great future for the Democratic party. Gen- 
tlemen who think this party is dead forget the past. They for- 
get all that we have survived and overcome. I say to you that 
the party of Thomas Jefferson, of Andrew Jackson, of Samuel J. 
Tilden, and of Grover Cleveland [applause] will never die, For 
days gentlemen here have carped at and criticized the President. 
Whether he has made the best bargain or not in this matter, I do 
not know; but it does not lie in our mouths to utter those criti- 
cisms. We have left him to struggle with a desperate situation 
as best he could. We have left him to negotiate a bargain with 
money lenders, with inadequate means and inadequate laws. He 
has done the best he could. 

Further than that, he stands to-day higher in the confidence and 
affections of the American people, and he has more following to- 
day in the United States than either the Democratic or the Re- 
publican party. [Applause.] The people of this country, its busi- 
ness men, a great majority of its population, are sustaining the 
President. ek 

i the er fell.] 

e SPEAKER. The gentleman from New York [Mr. Van 
Vooruis] has informed the Chair that the gentleman from Illinois 
[Mr. Hopkins] has yielded him the two minutes of his time re- 


m , 
Mr. VAN VOORHIS of New York. Mr. Chairman, the pend- 
ing resolution changes the character of United States bonds. 
















Heretofore those bonds have been payable in coin. This resolu- 
tion requires these bonds to be payable in gold. It is a move in 
the direction of sending gold toa premium. The plain inference 
is that gold is better than coin. And yet the chairman of the 
Committee on Ways and Means informs us that coin means gold. 
If it does, why not say coin, and have all our bonds uniform? 

The effect of this proviso is to take this class of money out of 
circulation and put nothing in its place. If money is what the 
Administration wants, it can get a thousand million dollars of 
our own people on asimple 8 per cent bond, as proposed the other 
day by the gentleman from Maine. Such bonds could be sold to the 
But the banks areopposedtothat. The people would take 
their money from the banks and lend it tothe Government. Then, 
again, no lawyers or middlemen could get rich out of this loan. 

The resolution discriminates against existing bonds. Ifit passes 
one of two things must happen, existing bonds must be paid in 
gold or they will be depreciated—they will without doubt be de- 
preciated, because coin does not a mean gold. It may 
mean silver, for coin includes both. The li 
Government bonds now outstanding is a good reason why this reso- 
lution ought not to pass. 

This rcsolution has the effect to retire sixty-five millions of Treas- 
ury notes and greenbacks and thus contract the currency to that 


Provided, however, That no part of the proceeds of the sale of such bonds 
nor of the notes redeemed with such — shall be available for the pay- 
ment of the current expenses of the 


This is the language of the resolution. 
The reason given for the ee of this resolution is that we 
have made a bad bargain, t 
made a contract which binds us to pay $16,000,000 ‘‘ shave” to some- 
body in order to borrow $62,000,000. Thatin order to get rid of that 
contract we must pass this resolution. Now, my proposition is that 
he has made nosuch contract. Hehasno power to make a contract 
' and bind the Government with covenants. He has power only to 
sell bonds orto buy gold. He has no power to make an executo: 
This contract is entirely executory, and therefore void. 
He has not in this contract even agreed to buy gold; he has not 


agreed to sell bonds. selected, thank God! without any help from me [laughter] and 
We are not compelled to pass this resolution by the stress of a | against my best endeavors to defeat, and yet the constituted an- 
bad contract. thorities of the people, having the legal right to make this con- 


The great argument is that we can save a sixteen million shave 
which we are compelled to pay under that contract by passing 
this resolution. A careful examination of the contract shows 
that the Government has made no covenant whatever. It has 
neither agreed to sell a bond nor to take an ounce of gold. The 
contract itself is wholly executory. Itis to be performed in the 
The Government assumes no obligation. If it 
old it is at a certain price—but it need not take any— 
The Secretary of the Treasury can not bind the Gov- 
ernment by an executory contract. He may sell bonds and he 
may buy gold; that is all the authority the law gives him. 

By this contract the Government does not bind itself to sell bonds 
or buy gold. Thea 
out doubt was inten 
in such a contract. 

No court would imply a promise on the part of the Government 
to sell sixty-five millions of bonds where no promise is expressed. 
No court would imply a promise on the part of the Government 
to take sixty-five 
to take that amount or any other. 

Beforeit can be said that this is a contract which binds the Gov- 
ernment to sell this large amount of bonds and take this large 
amount of gold there must be interpolated into the contract terms 
which are not oo, 
ilds syndicate can only ask for a legal construction 
of the contract as written. If such a construction is given the 
Secretary of the Treasury can refuse to pay a shave of the $16,000,- 
000 on a loan of $62,000,000. He can avert the great scandal by 
giving a legal interpretation of this contract. 

The argument, therefore, based on the stress of the contract, 
falls to the ground. 
itely as I could, the chairman of the Committee 


indefinite future. 


on Ways and 
Government had made to either buy these millions of gold or sell 
these millions of bonds. He intimated in a lordly way that it is 
a matter not worth considering. It was the reply of a man who 
could not successfull 
Mr. REED. I yi 
Mr. PAYNE. Mr, Speaker, lang adequate 
: b 5 er, language is in uate to express 
my condemnation of the folly of this contract which has been en- 
tered into on the 


domestic and foreign syndicates. I believe that t 
cuse for sacrificing our bonds at the rate pro in that contract. 


On the day it was done bonds of the Uni 
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years to run, at the same rate of interest, were selling on the market 
at 110}. Hereare bonds, having thirty years to run, sold at 104} to 
this syndicate! According to the figures of our experts, the value 
of the bonds and the added value arising from the length of time 
in which the bonds are to run, these bonds were worth that day 
in the open market of this country 119%. Here was a direct sac- 
rifice of $9,200,000 to these bankers who had their hands on the 
throat of the Treasury and were squeezing out the last cent from 
that institution and the last drop of blood from the taxpayers of 
this country. [Applause.] 

But, Mr. Speaker, that is not all of the contract. It goes further 
than that. The Treasury is tied up absolutely until the ist day 
of October next in any issue of bonds it may desire to make or find 
necessary to make in that time. It seems as though there was not 
anything that could be suggested to make the contract any worse 
for the country and for the taxpayers that was not suggested and 
written into the contract. 

Here, then, is a body of men getting away with $9,200,000 of the 
ge ah of the taxpayers of the United States, money that must 

earned by the common people of the country in the sweat of 
their brow and the toil of their hands; these men are getting away 
with it, and my friend from Illinois [Mr. Hopxtns} asks, Do you 
propose to make yourselves particeps criminis? 

I answer no, Mr. Speaker, not if [ understand myself I do not. 
a) I wash my hands of the entire transaction; and yet 

see this condition existing: I see these men getting away with 
the hard-earned money of the people and making out of our tax- 
payers this $9,200,000. If Iransom my goods in the hands of a 
thief, do I become particeps criminis? Do I consent toa contract 
by simply saving what I can from the avails of it, after my agent 
has made it doubly binding, acting within the limits of his au- 
thority? 

What is the alternative? The Government has an option. It 
has an option by nominating in the bond the word “ gold,” that 
by that means we may save this $9,200,000 to the common people 
of the country. What, then, under the circumstances, is my duty 
as a representative of the people? 

The agents of the people, selected by the majority of the people, 









































































ability to depreciate 


vernment. 


at the Secretary of the Treasury has 


tract, have entered into it with foreign as well as domestic bank- 
ers composing the syndicate. We tind this syndicate getting away 
with the money to the extent that I have stated. Their hand is 
already in the Treasury. This $9,200,000 is in their clutches, so to 
speak. Now, do I sacrifice anything as a representative of the 
people by aiding, as far as I can, in rescuing that vast sum of 
money for the good of the taxpayers of the country? 

Mr. Speaker, our bonds are already payable in gold. It has 
been the settled policy of this country for more than thirty years 
to redeem every bonded obligation, where the word ‘‘coin” is 
mentioned, in the best metai that any bond or the obligation of 
any country on the face of God’s earth is redeemable in. 

Mr.COOMBS. Then why not say so? 

Mr. PAYNE. We simply have to put it inthe bonds. ‘“‘ Why 
not say so?” my friend asks. [I only say so because I want to ran- 
som this money that these men are getting away with. It was not 
necessary to say it on the 28th of January, until that unfortunate 
message of the President came here demandinga gold bond. We 
had been getting money at 2} per cent only in the markets of the 
world. Our credit was not injured. Our credit was good, and 
we could borrow all we needed on a coin bond and on the faith of 
the people in all parts of the world in the honesty, fair dealing, 
and good faith of the people of the United States. But that very 
message discredited our bonds here, and discredited them abroad; 
and yet, notwithstanding this fact, our bonds were selling in the 
market on the 8th day of February at a rate of interest less than 
3 percent. Then thisinfamous contract was made, and still they 
can not wreck the credit of the country, because this day in the 
markets of the world our bonds, with twelve years to run, are sell- 
ing at a rate of 110%. 

we come back to the only question, the vital question here, 
shall we save this $9,200,000 to the Treasury of the country and 
to the ple of the country and to the taxpayers? 

Mr. Speaker, for myself—others can do as their duty seems to 
lead them—but as for myself I can see no other way than to ran- 
som this money from the men who are getting away with it. 


eee 
. . Lyield five minutes to the gentleman from Penn- 
sylvania a WIiuiaM A. STONE}. 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. tr. Speaker, from a Republican 
standpoint I can see no reason why we, <s Republicans, should 
not support this resolution. We are in an unfortunate predica- 
ment, ught about by bad management on the part of this Dem- 
ocratic Administration. We are in a condition where, like a per- 
son who pawns our clothes or our property, by failing to redeem 
the pawn, we may lose by it. We shall do nothing but spite 


— is practically unilateral, and with- 
ed to beso. Covenants can not be implied 
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ons of gold where no promise is expressed 


to point out in this contract any promise the 


answer the question. 
d to the gentleman from New York [Mr. 


of the ident of the United States and the 
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ourselves by the failure. This proposition will enable the Gov- 
ernment to save at least half a million dollars a year. The Presi- 
dent of the United States has appealed to us as Republicans, in the 
name of patriotism, and no one ever made that appeal to the Re- 
publican party in vain. We have stood by him on two different 
occasions, and in my judgment we should stand by him now, for 
in so doing we stand by the country. 

Mr. HARTMAN. id he make that contract in the name of 
patriotism? 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. I condemn that contract as se- 
verely as you do, but we can only undo that contract by passing 
this resolution, and it is because I am opposed to that contract 
that I shall vote for this resolution, and reby obtain a better 
contract. 

An issue is raised here as to whether these bonds shall be paid 
in gold or in coin. By refusing to pay them in gold we practi- 
cally say that we did not intend to pay in gold the ones we have 
already issued; and I say, Mr. Speaker, that good faith toward the 
bonds we have already issued calls upon us to stand here and not 
quibble upon this issue. Let us pass this resolution, whether it 
becomes a law or not. Let us do our duty tothe country regard- 
less of the question from which side of the House this resolution 
emanates. 

os the hammer fell. 

r. REED. How much time have I remaining? 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman has thirty-two minutes. 

Mr. REED. I yield ten minutes to the gentleman from Iowa 
(Mr. ee). . 

Mr. HEPBURN. Mr. Speaker, the gentleman from New York 
{Mr. Payne}, after graphically describing the situation to be that 
of a thief bearing away more tha $9.000,000 of the people’s money, 
asks the question, Do we sacvitice anything in trying to rescue this 
ill-gotten gain? I answer him that wemay; and I want tocali his 
attention to the fact that he proposes in his rescue, or attempt at 
rescue, to change the whole policy of his party, to go back upon 
all of the declarations of his party, and to imstitutea new method, 
a new policy, and call for new following. 

There has never been a day since this of his has been in 
existence that it has not contended for equal status of gold 
and silver in the United States. BO pa mage wg If there is one 

»yposition more certainly impressed upon the minds of Repub- 

icans than another, it is that we will as a party, by all means 

within our power, see to it that these two metals have equal 
potency in this land. 

Here is a new departure. I am told that the Secretary of the 
Treasury yesterday,in his interview with a committee of this 
House, admitted that if this bond was issued, if this country now 
started out upon the policy of gold bonds, no other kind of bonds 
would probably ever be known in its entire history. Are we 
readyfor that? [Cries of “No!” “No!”] 

I call attention not only to what the Republican have said, 
but also to the declarations made by the party of the Speaker. 
We have been accustomed to fiery rhetoric in the platforms of that 

yvarty. I can recall an instance where I heard the gentleman from 
linois | Mr. SprRiInGcER], who a few moments ago spoke in fevor 
of this bill, quote from this platform. Ah, how resonantly the 
sentences rolled from his tongue. Let me call his attention to the 
platform that he then quoted from. I read from a Democratic 
platform: : 

One currency for the Government and the people, the laborer and the office- 
holder, the pensioner and the soldier, the producer and the bondhoilder. 

(pplanse. | 

, Mr. Speaker, I can imagine that your own heart has been 
warmed many times by that ringing sentence. [Laughter.] 

But again, in a later day, these same gentlemen said in their 
national platform: 

We hold to the use of both gold and silver as the standard money of the 
country, and to the coinage of both gold and silver without discrimimating 
against either metal or charge for mintage; but the dollar unit of coinage of 
both metals must be equal m intrinsic and exchangeable value, to be ad- 
justed through international agreement, or by such safeguards of iegis!ation 
as shall insure the maintenance of the parity of the two metals and the equal 
power of the dollar at all times in the markets and in the payment of debts. 

Now you gentlemen propose to say in this authoritative way, 
with the authority of a statute, that the silver to which you are 
pledged, the silver that you are bound as honest men to maintain, 
to maintain the debt-paying power of—you now say that in the 
nmarkets it is not te have the same debt-paying power as your gold. 

But the Republican party has been equally explicit in its utter- 
ances. It says: 

The American —_, from tradition and interest, favor bimetallism; and 
the Republican party demand the use of both gold and silver as standard 
money, with such yeunictionsand under such provisions, to be determined by 
legislation, as will secure the maintenance of the parity of the two metals, 
and the pu and debt-paying power of the dollar, whether silver, gold, 
or paper, shall at all times be equal. 

Equal! And here we are called upon now to declare that this 
dollar of ours, this silver dolar of ours, has not the same debi- 
paying power that a gold dollar has. I affirm, notwithstanding 
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the language of the gentleman who stood a few moments ago 
where I stand now and said that our indebtedness was payable in 
gold alone—I say, not so. [Loud applause.] There is not an ob- 
ligation of the United States save the gold certificate that ma 
not honestly be padd in silver dollars [applause], and every cred- 
itor of the United States knew that fact when he permitted him- 
self to become a creditor of the Government. 

Gentlemen draw distinctions between moral and legal obliga- 
tions. I say there are no such distinctions in governments—that 
there is no moral obligation that rests upon the Government ont- 
side the limitations of law; and he who will stop to think will 
agree with me. When youconsider that we have human agencies 
in the administration of governmental affairs—the officer—who 
dares not go beyond the plain written authority of the law, what 
right has the gentleman to talk about moral obligations? A gen- 
tleman illustrated the same thought here the other day when we 
were discussing the moral obligations that might be involved in 
pleading the statute of limitations. He said, ‘‘ What attorney of a 
corporation would refuse to plead the statute where he had the 
opportunity and duty called?” 

All agreed with him; and we can quite well see that a failure to 
perform a duty of that kind would result, or might result, in his 
disbarment. e was bound to plead the statute; he was bound to 
insist upon the legal obligation. Why? Because he acts in a fidu- 
ciary relation. And so it is with an officer of the Government; 
and I insist that when action is thus dependent and when action 
is thus limited by law it is unnecessary to talk about moral obli- 
gation, even if such existed in the case, where the alternative is at 
all times preserved on the part of the Government to pay in coin— 
gold or silver. [Loud applause on the Republican side.] 

Mr. REED. I reserve the remainder of my time. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman has twenty-two minutes re- 
maining. The gentleman from Nebraska is recognized. 


{Mr. BRYAN addressed the House. See Appendix,] 


Mr. REED. Mr. Speaker, that doctrine of the union of the 
South and West has been preached before, and by prophets whose 
inspiration lasted longer than that of the gentleman from Ne- 
braska [Mr. Bryan]. [Laughter.] But it has beenafailure. It 
always will be a failure. We of the East not only send our prop- 
erty West, but we send our children there. and no man who crosses 
from East to West can fail to be struck by the fact that there is 
after all a unity of sentiment between the two sections of the 
country that no language willever blot out or destroy. [Applause 
on the Republican side. | 

The Southern and Northern Democrats may not be able to live 
together. Iam glad they are not able to live together. [Laugh- 
ter.] But I say to you that the Republicans of the East and of 
the West, of the North and of the South, have thus far found 
some method of living together and they will in the future. [Ap- 
plause on the Republican side. | 

Now let me address myself to the comparatively small matter 
at hand. {Laughter.] 

It very often happens in the history of this House—for I have 
been here a long period of time and I have seen the rise and fall 
of many patriots [langhter]—I have witnessed periods of great 
emotion and I have noticed that it very often happens in the 
history of this House and of this country that events often have 
some phases which seem to be very stirring and striking and to 

nd a tremendous future, but which are not thought of much 
a fortnight after the occurrence. 

I admit, however, the importance in many ways of the resolu- 
tion before us, but not of the proceedings of this House at this time. 
I wish the result were nota foregone conclusion. I wish that there 
were something more than language left to us to-day. But that 
being all that there really is in doubt as the matter will turn out, 
as gentlemen who hear me well know, it seems to me very impor- 
tant that whatever we say here will havea tendency to strengthen 
the credit of the Government. 

We are not through with our difficulty. We have long months 
in front of us before the period of recuperation sets in. e ought 
not to say anything or do anything which will make that period 
of revival longer in coming than it ought to be. I therefore feel 
called upon, for my part, to reenforce the remarks so ably made 
by my friend, the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. CaNNoN], as to 
what the Government has done in the past with its bonds. Its 
bonds to-day ought to stand in the front rank of national bonds, 
if honesty of effort in payment of the same could count for any- 
thing in the history of this world. 

Gentlemen say that we are at liberty to pay these bonds in some- 
~ besides the equivalent of gold. ether we are or not, 
the remains that, urged on by an inexorable law, we have 
thus far paid in gold or its equivalent, and every man in this 
House believes that we shall do so in the future. Apne. 

This does not in any way militate against anybody’s belief as to 
bimetallism, whether international or national. For men who are 
in favor of the free coinage of silver are so because they believe 
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that free coinage of silver would bring silver to a parity with 
gold. Therefore all sides of this House, in parties which are 
recognized in the government of the country [laughter], are 
as to the result. And it isa great pity that we should be 
in a condition so that anybody could make any other charge. But 
diseases lurk, ready to attack a system which has been weakened 
by other disease, or by cold or exposure. Aman may have in his 
body the germs of consumption, and it may never strike him, be- 
cause his system may never be reduced to the point where it is 
possible that such a thing should happen. = 

Now, the trouble of our situation is that our body politic, our 
Government, has been so reduced by two years of party rule of 
such a character that our expenses are not paid by our income, 
and that the Government of the United States is for the time be- 
ing running behind. 

tever severity of criticism is bestowed upon the present 
situation, a greater severity of criticism is to be bestowed upon the 
t, and this agreement presented here for the inspection of the 
eane is of a piece, it seems to me, with the Government of this 
country for the last two years. 

It may be that I judge harshly. It may be that this agreement 
is the result of the unfortunate condition in which the Govern- 
ment was found. It may be that no guilt attaches to this, except 
so far as it is the result of causes which never ought to have been 
set in motion. However that may be, that contract is not pre- 
sented to us for approval or con that is a responsibility 
the Administration must bear. It can not thrust it on Congress. 
It is a contract made by the legitimate agent of the Government, 
as my friend from New York says. I repeat that the agent—— 

Mr. MEREDITH. What is the authority of this legitimate 

ent? 
= REED. That agent of the Government—— 

Mr. MEREDITH. What is his authority? 

Mr. REED. That agent of the Government, as I was about to 
say when I was interrupted [laughter], has made a contract. Gen- 
tlemen who are opposed to this proposition now before the House 
say that he had a right to make it. I presume, therefore, that he 
had. He has made it, and it is not submitted to this House; but 
there is a proposition submitted to this House, which is that that 
money will be furnished to us for the lower rate of interest pro- 
vided that we put the word ‘‘gold” in our bonds. Now, that 
word is there now by everybody’s understanding on both sides of 
this House; and the question is, what shall we do about it? If it 
were the establishment of a policy, then it might be discussed 
from some other of the standpoints that are presented to-day. 
But it is not the establishment of a policy. It is the action of the 
House of Representatives upon a single transaction. 

Gentlemen say that the result would be that the Secretary of 
the Treasury will try other transactions of this kind upon the 
House and Senate in the future. I donot believe, after the ex- 
pression of the American people upon that subject, that he will doit 
again. Ladmit that itis an unpleasant argument; but I deny that 
it is the establishment of any principle whatever. I should say 
that the gentlemen who are in favor of silver or of greenbacks or 
of any other form of our currency would make a sounder and 
wiser objection if they objected to -_ of these bonds being sold 
for gold when silver was presented. But this is a peculiar kind 
of transaction. 

In a Democratic Administration, following what has been the 
custom of the country for many a ever since the resumption 
of specie payment, we have provided that we will furnish gold for 
greenbacks; and therefore we issue bonds to obtain gold. Does 
any man believe—is there any member of this House who would 
insist—that the money which was specifically demanded in gold 
should be refused a gold payment when the time came? Mr. Sec- 
retary Sherman announced, on such a question being raised, that 
these bonds, being issued for gold, for the express purpose of ob- 
taining gold to carry out the operations of the Government, 
would necessarily be redeemable in gold. 

Now, that is the situation. Where the blame ought to be 
thrown is here—that this Administration has not made the people 
understand from the beginning that these bonds are just what 
they are, just what the custom of payment on the part of the Gov- 
ernment has made them to be. It establishes no new policy, even 
if these bonds were made specifically payable in gold, all of them. 
And I say to men who are on the other side of the question that 
they are not treating this matter fairly when they se of it as 
determining the policy of monometallism or bimetallism. Gen- 
tlemen who are interested in national bimetallism, if their views 
are correct, will find that at the proper time the consensus of 
opinion of the world will sweep us by any little affair like this 
without its counting for an instant, and if they are international 
bimetallists everybody in the world will hold it as a triumph to 
secure both metals on equal terms, and then it will be of no ac- 
count how bonds read. — 

Let me give you one example, and I trust the House may not 
misunderstand my motives. t me give you just one example of 


the way in which men get to be willing to pay Government 
bonds in the best money. You see the Government can not be 
sued. It can not be brought under the hands of the sheriff. A 
nation stands by itself and upon its honor, and it acts just asa 
gentleman does who stands upon his honor. He fulfills the obli- 
gation as the other man understood it, if it is a straightforward 
and honorable understanding; and such is the effect of being in 
power, that the most radical opponents of the policy of paying 
the best come at once to the front as the defenders of it. 

Now, let me illustrate this. I can remember that the gentleman 
from Illinois [Mr. SPRINGER] not long ago stood up in his place 
and with considerable rapidity of language declared that we must 
have the free coinage of silver. Nothing less would do him. 
Perhaps it would not be improper for me to name some others; 
but I will just read one or two names, whose votes will be found 
recorded in the year 1890, on the 25th day of June, as in fayor of 
the free coinage of silver. 

Mr. WILSON, a member from West Virginia [laughter]; Mr. 
SPRINGER, a member from Illinois: Mr. Bynum, a member from 
Indiana [laughter]; Mr. TuRNER, a member from Georgia. 
[Laughter. } 

I beg to say that = am not presenting this with any idea or de- 
sire of raising a laugh, because all of us here can be laughed at 
for having changed our minds. [Renewed laughter.] I am not 


‘presenting these names with any such purpose, nor for the pur- 


pose of reproaching any of these gentlemen. And the list in- 
cludes Mr. Montgomery of Kentucky and Mr. Tarsnuy of Mis- 
souri. 

I ae I am not using these names for any purpose of re- 
proach. Iam simply using them to show the constraining influ- 
ence of being in power. [Applause.] 

And, Mr. Speaker, I have no doubt that certain gentlemen who 
are about to retire from this House without having belonged to 
either party except occasionally to the Democratic party |laugh- 
ter], if they should be put in power—and it is a great gratification 
to me to know that I can never prove what.I now say [laugh- 
ter]—I have no doubt that if those gentlemen should be put in 
power the like circumstances would constrain them in the same 
way. A nation’s credit is its great stronghold. Disasters may 
happen to a nation. Democratic Administrations may occur to 
it. [Laughter.] Everything is possible within the range of hu- 
man affairs. nder such circumstances the most precious thing 
in this world is a nation’s credit, and it ought always to preserve 
it if it can. 

Now, do not let our indignation about a contract which we can 
not interfere with, and which, perhaps, deserves all the reproba- 
tion it has received—do not let that prevent us from taking a 
business-like view of the present situation. Do not let us involve 
ourselves in ‘‘ policies’’ and things of that sort, but let us face 
the situation as it stands. [Applause. ] 

Mr. Speaker, I yield the remainder of my time to the gentleman 
from West Virginia, Mr. WiLson. 

Mr. WILSON of West Virginia. I yield eight minutes to the 
gentleman from Indiana [Mr. Bynum}. 

Mr. BYNUM. Mr. Speaker, I do not know that anything I can 
say will throw further light on this question or give any additional 
information to the members of the House. To my mind this con- 
tract is a very simple one, and although it has been severely 
criticised by some gentlemen on both sides of the Chamber, for 
my own part I see nothing wrong in any of its provisions. The 
objection raised by the gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. Mc- 
MILLIN] and the gentleman from Nebraska [Mr. Bryan] that it 
wiil retire $65,000,000 of greenbacks is withoutfoundation. Under 
its operation not a single dollar of the greenback currency will 
be retired. It simply prevents the Secretary of the Treasury 
from paying out, upon the current expenses of the Government, 
the coin that may be obtained by the sale of bonds or the currency 
that may be redeemed with such proceeds. It does not modify 
or repeal the law which requires the Secretary of the Treasury 
to reissue the greenback currency. 

That currency must still be used for the redemption of the 
national-bank notes, and may under certain circumstances be ex- 
changed for gold coin, and in this manner would still be kept in 
circulation. There is not the least excuse for the assertion that 
the enactment of this resolution will result in the contraction of 
the currency. 

Again, Mr. Speaker, the President and the Secretary have been 
criticised, whether from sincere motives or not I do not pretend 
to say, because it is alleged that the purchasers have been given 
an option on any future issues that may be made. The clause 
criticised is not an option, it is simply a requirement that if addi- 
tional bonds are issued before the ist day of October that these 
parties shall be given the first offer; and, in my judgment, this 
provision is as much a protection to the Government as to these 
individuals. The only reason I apprehend why the purchasers of 
these bonds insisted upon, or at least desired, the insertion of such 
aright was that they might have an opportunity to prevent the 
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sale of a future issue at a price lower than they had paid, thereby 
depreciating the value of the securities held by them. 

The Government is not required to accept from these parties 
any offer they may make, but they are simply accorded the first 
right of making a bid. 

It is said that the Secretary committed an error in negotiating a 
sale without first advertising for bids, asif it was an easy matter to 
secure $65,000,000 of gold by going into the open markets. The 
critical condition of the Treasury was such that, in my judgment, 
no other course was open. To hawk about financial centers and 
advertise in the columns of the press the dire necessities of the 
Government and the intentions and plans of the Administration 
for restoring the revenue and maintaining the public credit would 
have proven disastrous and a, have defeated all negotia- 
tions. This was not a sale of bonds; it was a purchase of gold, 
and there was nothing left for the Secretary to do but contract 
with the parties able to furnish the required amount upon the 
best terms he could secure. 

Gentlemen well know that the last issue of bonds put upon the 
market was almost wholly paid for with gold drawn out of the 
Treasury by those who desired to secure them. Had the Secre- 
tary advertised openly for bids and accepted an offer without any 
guaranty that the Treasury gold should not be raided, the $41,- 
000,900 now there would have been drawn out before the contract 
had been concluded. The stipulations which he secured for the 
defense of the Treasury are wise and wholesome. Half of the gold 
is to come from abroad, and the part furnished at home is to be se- 
cured without drafts upon the amount held in Treasury, and, in 
addition, the purchasers agree to use their influence and efforts in 
protecting the Treasury from future drains and the country from 
exportations. How they may do this is not a matter of detail or 
investigation, but certainly no one will gainsay that they can in 
times of stress rendér valuable aid. 

Mr. Speaker, I am not surprised—I say it frankly—that Gov- 
ernment bonds can not be sold at the price they brought a few 
months ago. If the present banking system of the Treasury be 
not reformed and the gold reserve continues to be raided in the 
future as it has been in the recent past, it will be difficult to 
negotiate future sales upon as favorable terms as have been secured 
in this last agreement. 

Gentlemen say that the passage of this resolution authorizing 
the Secretary of the Treasury to sell a bond payable in gold coin 
will require every private contract thereafter made to be paid in 
the same medium. Mr. Speaker, it is for the purpose of protect- 
ing the credit of the Government, the credit of our States, the 
credit of our municipalities, and of individuals that I desire to 
see this stipulation inserted in our bonds. It is because of the 
fear that this Government is not going to adhere to the policy of 
making its payments in the best money that these stipulations are 
being required from domestic borrowers. 


If it goes out to-morrow morning that the House of Represent- | 


atives of the United States, the Representatives of the people, 
have declared their intention and purpose to adhere at all hazards 
to the policy which we have maintained ever since the close of the 
war tere will be no desire on the part of anyone to require that 
all obligations shall stipulate for ae in gold coin. Cred- 
itors will say, “‘ The policy of the Government of the United 
States is unalterable; and so long as the Government maintains 
that policy every dollar of — and every dollar of silver will be 
worth as much as a gold dollar, and payments in either will be 
the equivalent of the other.” This is why I believe this measure 
to be for the benefit of the people; this is why I believe it to be 
for the benefit of every borrower in the markets of this or foreign 
sountries. 

Mr. Speaker, if there has been any one principle cardinal with 
the Democratic party, it has been the maintenance of the credit 
of the Government and the eee of its obligations in the best 
sharacter of money on the face of the earth. Why, sir, the 
tharges, the insinuations, the denunciations that are now hurled 
it the President have been hurled at former Democratic Adminis- 
rations for maintaining Democratic principles in the midst of 
adversity. 

When Jackson issued the specie circular, and when his successor, 
Mr. Van Buren, adhered to it in spite of the numerous assaults that 
were made upon him by the representatives of the banks and the 
politicians, he stood as firm as the rock-bound coast against which 
the waves may dash but rebound to be broken asunder upon the 
ocean’s bosom, and reestablished the finances of the Government 
upon a sound basis, and restored confidence among the people. 
In my judgment the present Administration will not be deterred 
by the brutal assaults that have been made upon its policy from 

hering to this cardinal principle of the Democratic faith and 
preserving the credit of the nation free from suspicion. For this 
patriotic effort it will receive the commendation of all patriotic 
citizens and the support of the great neat the American people. 

The SPEAKER. Thegentleman from West Virginia [Mr. WIL- 
8ON] now has ten minutes remaining. 


RECORD—HOUSE. 


Mr. WILSON of West Virginia. I am glad, Mr. Speaker, that 
the later discussion of this resolution has cleared the atmosphere 
of a great deal of fog which was thrown around it earlier in the 

| debate, and has presented to the House the single issue which I 

| tried to present when I opened this discussion. That issue is 
simply this: A contract has been made which, in the judgment of 

the Secretary of the Treasury, had to be made; it has been made 
on terms which he, on whom rested the responsibility, declares to 
have been the very best terms possible to secure under existing 

| conditions. The terms are undoubtedly hard terms, but we can 
not dictate them. 

It is within the knowledge, certainly, of every member of the 
| Committee on Ways and Means that the Secretary of the Treasury 
| mace efforts in many directions to secure better terms before en- 

tering into the agreement. But conceding, as we all must, that a 
new loan in this country for the purpose of getting gold would 
have been futile, would have been taken up with our own gold, 
| the only way to prevent such a thing and to keep gold in the 
Treasury—to prevent the continuance of the drain of gold from 
| 
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the Treasury and the export of gold from the country—was the 
step which has been taken by the Secretary, a step which he was 
obliged to take, just as Mr. SHERMAN, was obliged to do in prepar- 
ing for the resumption of specie payments prior to 1879; that is to 
say, he had to negotiate for gold in the countries which are now 
drawing gold from us by exportation. 

The proposition before the House is, as the gentleman from 
Maine [Mr. REED] says, exactly what Secretary Sherman had 

| confronting him. If I had time I could read the language of Sec- 
retary Sherman’s report, in which he says, pending the subscrip- 

| tions for the bonds, that he had officially addressed a letter to the 
contracting parties in which he said that as the Government ex- 

| acted gold from them it was not probable that the Government, 
either by legislation or by administration, would everattemptto pay 
them in anything else than what it got; and he said, and truly, 
that such an agreement was the only one consistent with the honor 
and integrity of the Government. 

Now, we have already purchased, under a contract which is 
perhaps a hard contract, but the very best that could be made, 
in the markets where we were obliged to make it, three and one- 
half million ounces of gold. The contract has been signed by the 
Secretary. The question, then, for the House to determine is, will 
you give authority to the Secretary of the Treasury to exercise the 
option which the contract allows and bring that down to a con- 
tract which will save the taxpayers a half million of dollars a year? 

How may this be done? Simply by writing into that obligation 
that we are going to do just what has always been done and what 
every man here knows we will do, and that is, pay in gold. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, it is objected bysome gentlemen that the pro- 
viso to the joint resolution is going to contract the currency; and 
members have come to me on the floor of the House and stated 
that they were unable to vote for the resolution because of the 
proviso. But what is it? Simply this, that no part of the pro- 
ceeds of the sale of such bonds nor of the notes redeemed with 
such proceeds shall be available for the payment of the current 
expenses of the Government. 

hat is to say, that no part of the notes that are redeemed by 
the proceeds of these bonds shall be againused. For what? Why, 
for the current expenses of the Government. Wewant it to be dis- 
tinctly understood that we are not borrowing money torun the 
Government; we have abundant money to run the Government, 
Does anybody want the gold to be taken from the Treasury for this 
purpose when we get it? And as the greenback goes in and takes 
out gold is there any contraction of the currency? Every dollar 
of greenbacks that goes into the Treasury takes a dollar of gold 


out. 

Mr. BLAND. But is not the gold already out? 

Mr. WILSON of West Virginia. We want to get the gold in 
so that it will not go out. But suppose the greenback takes the 
place of the gold. The only difference will be that the gold is cir- 
culating in the country, and there is not the contraction of a dol- 
lar, because, I repeat, for every dollar that goes in a dollar goes 
out. 

But there are other purposes than running the Government for 
which the greenbacks could be used if exchanged for gold. They 
can be exchanged under the existing law for national-bank notes, 
and gotten into channels of circulation in that way. But if the 
credit of the Government is restored, as we hope it will be re- 
stored, then there is no danger of the greenbacks going into the 
Treasury for gold. Gold is money to be hoarded; the greenback 
is money to be used; and if there is a demand for currency in the 
country, people will take gold to the Treasury and get the work- 
able money out with it. 

Mr. BLAND. But if you redeem the national-bank notes with 
the greenbacks do not youretire the national-bank notes and to that 
— retire from circulation or contract the circulation just that 
much? 


Mr. WILSON of West Virginia. Not at all; because for every 
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dollar of national-bank notes that is redeemed or retired another 
dollar takes its place. 

Mr. BLAND. Then you are not expanding the currency? 

Mr. WILSON of West Virginia. e national-bank notes can 
be used for any purposes the Government chooses to use them for. 

Mr. Speaker, this is a point I want to impress on members of 
this House, that for the greenbacks in the Treasury there will 
always be a demand whenever more money is needed in the coun- 
try. That was the experience under the resumption law. Men 
brought gold to the Treasury and exchanged it for greenbacks. 
Men brought gold to the Treasury and exchanged it for silver 
certificates. hy? Because in the form of paper currency it 
was the more convenient circulating medium; and nobody wants 
much ee for circulating medium. 

Establish the fact, as we hope it will be established, that the 
Treasury is going to be as solvent for purposes of redemption as 
it ever was and you will find men bringing one voluntarily to 
get the better business currency in the place of it, and the green- 
backs in the Treasury, if they get there, can be used for the pur- 
chase of gold. 

Mr. HARRISON. Asa matter of fact, will not the currency be 
increased to the extent of the gold brought from abroad? 

Mr. WILSON of West Virginia. Certainly; and as a matter of 
fact, as my friend says, for every dollar of gold brought from 
abroad there will be an increase in the currency of the country. 

Lye yon of Kentucky. Will thegentleman explain how that 
wi ? 

Mr. WILSON of West Virginia. 
from outside the country. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, I wish to say, in conclusion, the Secretary of 
the Treasury needs no defense as to his integrity from any man 
who ever served in this House with him. However men may dif- 
fer with Mr. Carlisle as a financier—and I believe he has con- 
fronted the most difficult conditions that any financier ever had to 
confront in his Department—no man will so degrade himself as to 
intimate anything derogatory to the integrity of John G. Carlisle. 
eed 

e SPEAKER. The time ofthe gentleman has expired. Un- 
der the order adopted by the House, the previous question is now 
ordered upon the resolution to its final passage, and the question 
oie is upon the engrossment and third reading of the joint reso- 

ution. 

Mr. BLAND. Upon that I demand the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The SPEAKER appointed as tellers Mr. TRAcEy and Mr. Hart- 
MAN. 

The SPEAKER. As many as favor the engrossment and third 
reading of the joint resolution will, when their names are called, 
say ‘‘ aye,” those opposed ‘‘ no;” and the Clerk will call the roll. 

The question was taken; and there were—yeas 120, nays 167, 
answered ‘‘ present” 2, not voting 60; as follows: 


Because it will bring gold 


YEAS—120. 
Adams, Pa. Curtis, N.Y. Kribbs, Richards, 
Aldrich, Daniels, a, Robinson, Pa. 
Apsley. Davey, Lefever, Russell, Conn. 
Babcock, De Forest, Lockwood, Ryan, 
Baldwin, Dingley, Lynch, Schermerhorn, 
Barnes, Draper, in, Ind. Sickles, 
Bartholdt, Dunn, Marvin, N. Y. Sorg, 
Barwig, Durborow, McCreary, Ky. Sperry, 
Beckner, English, Cal. McGann, Springer, 
Beltzhoover, an, McKaig, Stevens, 
Berry, - Everett, Meyer, Stone, C. W. 
Breckinridge, Fielder, Montgomery, Stone, W. A. 
Brickner, Forman, Morse, Stone, Ky. 
Brosius, Geary, Mutchler, Storer, 
Bynum, Geissenhainer, O’ Neil, Mass. Straus, 
Cadmus Gillet, N.Y. O'Neill, Mo. Tarsney, 
Campbell, Gillett, Mass. Page, Tracey, 
Caruth, Goldzier, Paschal, Turner, Ga. 
Catchings, Gorman, Patterson, 7 
Causey, Graham, Payne, Updegraff, 
Chickering, . Pearson, adsworth, 
Clancy, Griftin, Mich. Pendleton, W. Va. Wanger, 
Clarke, Ala. Grout, Pigott, Warner, 
Cobb, Mo. nes, Powers, Washington, 
Coombs, Hall, Minn. Price, Wells, 
Cooper, Fla. Hammond, uigg, Wilson, W. Va. 
Cooper, Ind. Harrison, ; y Wise, 
Cornish, Hayes, \ Wolverton, 
Covert, Hendrix, Reilly, Woomer, 
Crain, Henry, Reyburn, Wright. 
NAYS—167. 
Adams, Ky. Blair Cannon, Cal. Denson, 
Aitken, Bland, Cannon, Il. Dinsmore, 
Alderson, Boatner, Capehart, Dockery, 
Alexander, Boen, Clark, Mo. Dolliver, 
en, Bowers, Cal. Cobb, Ala. Donovan, 
Arnold, Bretz, Cockrell, Doolittle, 
Avery, Broderick, Coffeen, Wyo. Edmunds, 
ey, Bromwell, Coffin, Md. Ellis, Ky. 
Baker, Kans. Brookshire, Cooper, Wis. Ellis, Oreg. 
Baker, N.H Brown, Cox, Enloe, 
Bankhead, Bryan, Crawford, 
Bell, Colo Bundy, Curtis, Kans. etcher, 
Bell, Tex Bunn, Davis, Funk, 
ack, Caminetti, De Armond, Fyan, 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 





2201 


Goodnight, Izlar, McNagny, Smith, 
Grady, Johnson, N.Dak. McRae, Snodgrass, 
Griffin, Wis. Kem, Meiklejohn, Stallings, 
Grosvenor, Kiefer, Mercer, Stephenson, 
Grow, Kyle, Meredith, Stockdale, 
Hager, Lacey, Money, Strait, 
Hainer, Lane, Moore, Strong, 
Hall, Mo. Latimer, Morgan, Swanson, 
Hare, Lawson, Moses, Talbert, S. C. 
Harris, Layton, Neill, Tate, 
Hartman, Lester, Northway, Tawney, 
Hatch, Linton, Ogden, Taylor, Ind. 
Haugen, Little, Pence, Terry, 
Heard, Livingston, Pendleton, Tex. Thomas, 
Henderson, Ill. Loud, Perkins, Tyler, 
Henderson,lowa Loudenslager, Pickler, Van Voorhis, N. Y. 
Hepburn, Lucas, Randall, Van Voorhis, Ohio 
Hermann, Maddox, Richardson, Mich. Walker, 
Hitt, Tague, Richardson, Tenn. Waugh, 
Hooker, Miss Mahon, Ritchie, Weadock, 
Hopkins, Il Mallory, Robbins, Wheeler, Ala. 
Hop! b Marsh, Robertson, La. Wheeler, iil. 
Hudson, McCleary,Minn. Russell, Ga. Whiting, 
Hulick, McCulloch, Sayers, Williams, Tl. 
Hull, McDearmon, Settle, Williams, Miss. 
Hunter, McKeighan, Shell, Wilson, Ohio 
Hutcheson, McLaurin, Sibley, Wilson, Wash. 
Ikirt, McMillin, Simpson, 
ANSWERED “PRESENT "—2. 
Henderson,N.C. Kilgore. 
NOT VOTING—60. 
Abbott, Culberson, Johnson, Ind. Phillips, 
Bartlett, Dalzell, Johnson, Ohio Rayner, 
Belden, Dunphy, Jones, Rusk, 
Bingham, English, N. J. Magner, Scranton, 
Boutelle Fithian, Marshall, Sherman, 
Bowers, N Cc. Gardner, McAleer, Sipe, 
Branch, Gear, McCall, Somers, 
Burnes, Harmer, McDannold, Sweet, 
Cabaniss, Harter, McDowell, Talbott, Md. 
Childs, Heiner, McEttrick, Taylor, Tenn. 
Cockran, _ Hicks, Milliken, Tucker, 
Cogswell, Hines, Moon, Turner, Va. 
Conn, Holman, Murray, Wever, 
Cooper, Tex. Hooker, N. Y. Newlands, White 
Cousins, Houk, Outhwaite, Woodard. 


Mr. TAYLOR of Indiana. Mr. Speaker, Iask to have my col- 
league, Mr. HOLMAN, excused on account of the severe illness of 
a member of his family. If present he would vote “nay.” 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

Mr. TALBOTT of Maryland. Mr. Speaker, I am paired with 
the gentleman from North Carolina, Mr. Brancu. If he were 
present he would vote ‘‘nay;” I would vote ‘“‘ yea.” 

Mr. JONES. Mr. Speaker, I desire to state that I am paired 
with the gentleman from Massachusetts, Mr. McCauu. If he 
were present I would vote ‘‘ nay.” 

Mr. PENCE. Iask that the gentleman from Nevada [Mr. New- 
LANDS] be excused on account of sickness. If present he would 
vote ‘‘ nay.” 

Mr. MILLIKEN. Mr.S 
Mr. BoureELLE, is detained at home by sickness. 

Mr. COOPER of Indiana. Mr. Speaker, Iask that my colleague, 
Mr. HoLMAN, be excused on account of sickness of a member of 
his family. If present he would vote “nay.” 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman has already been excused. 

Mr. BAILEY. Mr. Speaker, the gentleman from New York, 
Mr. CocKRAN, is detained from the House by the illness of his 
wife, and I am paired with him. I therefore desire to withdraw 
my vote. I also desire to ask that my colleague, Mr. CULBERSON, 
be excused from attendance on the House on account of sickness 
of his wife. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

Mr. KILGORE. Mr. Speaker, I would like to know whether 


aker, I desire to say that my colleague, 


the gentleman from Ohio, Mr. HARTER, has answered to his 
name? 

The SPEAKER. He has not. 

Mr. KILGORE. Iam paired with him. 


Several MEMBERS. How would you vote? 

Mr. KILGORE. I never hide my light under a blue button. 
[Laughter. | 

Mr. STORER. Mr. Speaker, I ask that my colleague, Mr. 
OUTHWAITE, be excused on account of sickness. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

Mr. NORTHWAY. Mr. Speaker, I desire to ask that my col- 
league, Mr. WHITE, be excused on account of sickness. If he 
were present he would vote against the bill. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

Mr. TURNER of Georgia. Mr. Speaker, my colleague, Mr. 
CABANISS, is necessarily absent. He is paired with the gentieman 
from Michigan, Mr. Moon. He desired me to say that if he were 
present he would vote for this resolution; Mr. Moon would vote 
against it. 

Mr. CRAWFORD. Mr. Speaker, I desire to state that my col- 
league, Mr. Bower, is necessarily absent. If present he would 
vote ‘‘ nay.” 
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The following pairs were announced: 

Until further notice: 

Mr. Ansotr with Mr. WEVER. 

Mr. CaBANISS with Mr. Moon, 

Mr. Wooparp with Mr. Tay.Lor of Tennessee. 

Mr. CocKRAN with Mr. Barry, on financial matters. 

For this day: 

Mr. Bower of North Carolina with Mr. WHITE. 

Mr. Sree with Mr. SHERMAN. 

Mr. MAGNER with Mr. Hicks. 

Mr. McDANNOLD with Mr. BouTELLE. 

Mr. McALEER with Mr. Grar. 

Mr. Somers with Mr. Hovx. 

Mr. Jones with Mr. McCaLu. 

Mr. EnGuisu of New Jersey with Mr. SCRANTON, 

Mr. CULBERSON with Mr. HARMER. 

Mr. Rusk with Mr. Cousins. 

Mr. RAYNER with Mr. SWEET. 

Mr. Cooper of Texas with Mr. DALZELL. 

Mr. McErrrick with Mr. Jonnson of Indiana. 

Mr. MarsHaLi with Mr. CoG@swELL. 

Mr. Burns with Mr. BELDEN. 

On this question: 

Mr. DunpHY with Mr. HENDERSON of North Carolina. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE with Mr. NEWLANDS. 

Mr. KILGore with Mr. Harter. 

Mr. Ta.sort of Maryland with Mr. BRANCH. 

Mr. TucKER with Mr. MILLIKEN. f 

Mr. SIMPSON. Iask for a recapitulation of the vote. 

Mr. BARTLETT. Mr. Speaker, I desire to state that my train 
was late. If present I should have voted ‘‘ yea.” 

The vote was recapitulated. 

Mr. CRAWFORD. Mr. Speaker, I understood that my col- 
league, Mr. WOODARD, was recorded as voting in the affirmative. 
He is absent and paired against the measure, as I understand. 

The SPEAKER. He is recorded in the affirmative. 

Mr. CRAWFORD. He is away and paired against the resolu- 
tion, as I understand. 

The SPEAKER. His name will be stricken off the list of those 
voting. On this question the yeas are 120, the nays 167, present 
and not voting 2. [Loud applause.] The nays have it, and the 
House refuses to order the joint resolution to a third reading. 
The joint resolution is lost. 

_ Mr. WILSON of West Virginia. I move that the House ad- 
journ. 

Mr. BLAND. I move to reconsider the vote by which the 
House refused to order the joint resolution to a third reading; and 
also move that the motion to reconsider be laid on the table. 

The SPEAKER. Without objection, the latter motion will be 
agreed to, 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 


LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 


By unanimous consent, Mr. McLaurin obtained leave of ab- 
gence, on account of sickness in his family. 


CHANGE OF CONFEREE, 


Mr. LOUDENSLAGER was excused from further service on the 
conference on the bill (H. R. 6885), and Mr. TAWNEY was ap- 
pointed in his stead. 

The motion to adjourn was then agreed to; and accordingly (at 
5 o'clock and 31 minutes p.m.) the House adjourned until to- 
morrow at 11 o’clock a. m, 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PRIVATE BILLS. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, private bilis and resolutions were 
severally reported from committees, delivered to the Clerk, and 
referred to the Committee of the Whole House, as follows: 

By Mr. RYAN, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions: A 
bill (S.2511) with amendments granting an increase of pension 
to Engenia R. Sweeny. (Report No. 1833.) 

By Mr. MARTIN of Indiana, from the same committee: 

A bill (H. R. 7264) granting a pension to Michael Costello. (Re- 
port No. 1834.) 

A bill (8. 2275) —- pension to Elizabeth New, widow of 
Jethrow New. (Report No. 1835.) 

By Mr. LACEY, from the same committee: A bill (H.R. 7430) 
ar an increase of pension to Gilman Williams. (Report 

Yo. 1887.) 

By Mr. WARNER, from the Committee on Claims: A bill (H. 
R. 4339) for the relief of Emile W. Blum, late commissioner to the 
Barcelona Exposition. (Report No. 1838.) 


ADVERSE REPORTS. 

Under clause 2 of Rule XITI, Mr. LACEY, from the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions, reported adversely the bill (S. 2591) to pen- 
sion Martha Allen; which, with the accompanying report (No. 
1836), was ordered to be printed, and indefinitely postponed. 
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CHANGE OF REFERENCE. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXII, the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions was discharged from the consideration of the bill (H. R. 8861) 
for the relief of Dobson Johnson, of Dekalb County, Tenn., and 
the same was referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 


PUBLIC BILLS. 


Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, bills of the following titles were 
introduced and severally referred as follows: 

By Mr. McDEARMON: A bill (H. R. 8873) authorizing the 
Dyersburg and Mississippi River Railway and Improvement Com- 
pany to bridge the Obion River in the State of Tennessee—to the 
Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. DUNPHY: A bill (H.R. 8874) to provide free alcohol 
- use in arts and manufactures—to the Committee on Ways and 

eans. 

By Mr. SICKLES: A bill (H. R. 8878) for the recognition of the 
military service of the officers and enlisted men of certain Penn- 
sylvania military organizations—to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 


PRIVATE BILLS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills of the following titles 
were presented and referred as follows: 

By Mr. REILLY: A bill (H. R. 8875) to place the name of Mary 
V. Hennessy, widow of Col. John A. Hennessy, Fifty-second Penn- 
sylvania Volunteers, on the pension roll—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. THOMAS: A bill (H. R. 8876) correcting the military 
record of Daniel Leclear—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8877) granting a pension to Martin V. Shears— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


PETITIONS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, the following petitions and papers 
were laid on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows: 

By Mr. ALDRICH: Petition of Keen & De Long and 15 other 
printing houses of Chicago, against the printing of any except 
postage-stamped envelopes by the Government—to the Committee 
on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

Also, resolutions of the Shipmasters’ Association of the Great 
Lakes, asking for the establishment of hydrographic offices at the 
principal lake ports—to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

Also, resolutions of the Shipmasters’ Association of the Great 
Lakes, calling for certain legislation affecting masters of sailing 
— steam vessels upon the lakes—to the Committee on Naval 

airs. 

By Mr. BELL of Colorado: Petition of citizens of Spencer, Gun- 
nison County, Colo., protesting against any further suspension of 
assessment work on mining claims—to the Committee on Mines 
and Mining. 

Also, petition signed by 50 inmates of Soldiers’ Home at Monte 
Vista, Colo., protesting against removal of Home to St. Lyon, 
Colo.—to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

Also, petition of 90 citizens of Colorado Springs, relative to right 
of franchise for aliens—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, petition of citizens of Red Cliff, Eagle County, Colo., pro- 
testing against any further suspension of mining: assessment 
work—to the Committee on Mines and Mining. 

By Mr. BELTZHOOVER: Resolutions of citizens of Walnut 
Bottom and New Cumberland, Pa., against sectarian appropria- 
tions—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, resolution of citizens of Walnut Bottom, Pa., against the 
granting of the right of suffrage to aliens—to the Committee on 
the Judiciary. 

By Mr. BLAIR: Petition of Samuel W. Roberts and others, 
praying for legislation against the Louisiana lotteries—to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. DE FOREST (by request): Petition for legislation to 
compensate sugar producers for loss of bounty—to the Committee 
on Appropriations. 

By Mr. DURBOROW: Resolutions of the Chamber of Com- 
merce of the State of New York,in favor of the bills introduced 
by Senators MorGAN and LopGE, now pending in the Senate—to 
the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

Also, circular letter of Henry H. Goodell, chairman executive 
comiittee of the Association of American Agricultural College 
and Experiment Stations, in favor of the publication of the rec- 
ords of the Columbian dairy tests—to the Committee on Agricul- 


ture. 

By Mr. GROUT: Petition of the Merchants’ National Bank, J. 
H. Baxter, president, of Rutland, Vt., in behalf of Louisiana su- 
gar planters—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 


By Mr. IKIRT: Resolution of 41 residents of St. Clair, Ohio, 
against giving the right of franchise to aliens—to the Committee 
on the Judiciary. 
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of the bill, how does the Senator expect that he can get favorable 
action upon it? 6 

Mr. HILL. I wili come to that in a moment. 

Mr. HALE. He is seeking to down the committee. 

Mr. HILL. Iam not; but this bill must be treated the same as 
other bills. 

Mr. HALE. That is what I want to have done. 

Mr. HILL. Therefore, I simply suggested that I had repeatedly 
urged the committee to report the bill in some way or other that 
it might have the consideration it deserved in the Senate, and if 
the Senate does not see fit to pass the bill that ends it. But I did 
object, and I do object now, to doing by indirection what can not 
be done omy and I submit that fair treatment requires that 
the bill should be reported in some form to the Senate. 

Now, Mr. President, a bill—— 

Mr. HALE. The motion is not debatable. 

Mr. HILL. The motion is debatable. 

Mr. HALE. Only in a very narrow line. 

Mr. FAULKNER. If the Senator from Maine and the Senator 
from New York will permit me, I think that perhaps I can make 
a suggestion which will avoid all further discussion in regard to 
the matter at the present cime. There is to bea meeting of the 
Committee on the District of Columbia at 2 o’clock on Monday. 
I would suggest, if there be no objection to the course proposed 
by the Senator from New York at this time, that the bill lie on 
the table, with the understanding that no further action be taken 
until after the next meeting of the committee. 

Mr. HALE. I do not object to that course, provided it is un- 
derstood that the bill shall not be called up until after the com- 
mittee has had its meeting. I can not be here at all times, be- 
cause I am engaged on other committees. 

Mr. WOLCOTT. Will the Senator from Maine permit an in- 
terruption? 

Mr. HALE. Certainly. 

Mr. WOLCOTT. I think there should be a word said further 
than that which was said by the Senator from West Virginia. 
There has been not a reflection but a direct statement by the Sen- 
ator from New York that the Committee on the District of Colum- 
bia has been derelict in its duty, and for eight months had custody 
of a bill and failed to act upon it. There is in the Senate, so far 
as I know, no such hard-worked, patient, and conscientious com- 
mittee as the Committee on the District of Columbia. There isin 
connection with that committee a subcommittee of three having 
direct charge of the chartering and extensions of charters of Dis- 
trict street-railway lines. That subcommittee brings to its work 
consideration and industry and care ter than that which most 
men exercise over their own affairs. Ispeak with greater freedom 
of it because I am not a member of the subcommitttee, and in the 
District of Columbia Committee I am aterm the least indus- 
trious of any member. I know that that committee has painstak- 
ingly and carefully ard conscientiously considered every bill that 
came before it. 

Some eight months ago or so it is true the bill to which the Senator 
from New York refers was sent to the committee. At that time 
the tariff measures were under discussion, and I am told the mem- 
bers of no committee could be got together to consider bills. 
There were 28 bills relating to street railroads pending before that 
subcommittee. In December, after Congress met, some members 
of the committee felt it desirable to go back to their own States in 
matters pertaining to the election of Senators. Since their return 
this particular bill has been taken up and considered with the ut- 
most care. The merits of the bill, in the opinion of many peo le, 
are of but the slightest character. The reason why the bill has 
not been reported long ago has been largely a disinclination to 
offend the Senator from New York and others, because I under- 
stand the Senator from New York has had a ey noe but 
an unusual interest in the consideration of the bill, and he ad- 
dressed the committee, I think, in writing on the subject. 

The committee has given the bill all — consideration. 
There has been a desire to deal with it with the utmost liberality 
of purpose. It has been considered most carefully and most in- 
telligently. The Senator from New York will be gratified with a 
report upon the bill sooner or later. He says himself that a bill 
exactly similar is now before the Senate Committee on the Dis- 
trict of Columbia for consideration, and he asks that a bill which 
has passed the other House, exactly like the one which the Dis- 
trict Committee is now considering, shall be left upon the table to 
be considered by the Senate’without first going to the District 
Committee. I can imagine no greater or more unwarranted re- 
buke to the Committee on the District of Columbia than would be 
exercised by such a vote if carried. h 

Mr.HALE. A great many matters are pressing in the morning 
and I do not wish to occupy any more time. The suggestion of the 
Senator from West Virginia and in addition the very pertinent re- 
marks made by the Senator from Colorado show the situation. I 
am willing to consent that the bill for the present shall lie upon 
the table, with the understanding that it shall not be called up or 
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attempted to be called - until after the Committee on the Dis- 
trict of Columbia has had the get of a meeting for a re- 
port upon the bill before it. I will reserve the right, if I think it 
is the proper thing, to move then to refer it, but for the present I 
will not insist upon my motion. 

Mr. WOLCOTT. I object to the request made by the Senator 
from West Virginia. I have no idea in the world that on Monday 
next the measure will be specially taken up by the committee. 
The time of the committee is to be devoted to another matter. I 
think it perfectly fair and open to say that I do not think the sit- 
uation of the Senator from New York will be bettered or changed 
or altered in the slightest degree by the meeting of the committee 
which is to be held on Monday, and I shall object to any unani- 
mous agreement which would necessarily bind the committee to 
some specific action on Monday next. 

Mr. HILL. Mr. President—— 

Mr. FAULKNER. If the Senator from New York will permit 
me, I was perfectly justified in making the statement I did on the 
remark of the Senator from Vermont [Mr. Proctor] in the com- 
mittee in reference to action next Monday and the instructions to 
the subcommittee under a resolution adopted by the committee 
this morning. It will be perfectly within the jurisdiction of the 
committee to consider at its meeting next Monday that or any of 
the bills that came over from the House. 

Mr. WOLCOTT. I hope the Senator from West Virginia will 
understand that I did not mean it was not within the jurisdiction 
of the committee. I meant that as a matter of fact the bill will 
not be considered at that time. 

Mr. FAULKNER. lIask that the request of the Senator from 
New York be complied with, and that the bill lie on the table 
until next Monday. After the next meeting the Senator from 
Maine can move to refer. That will allow one more meeting of 
the committee to act upon the measure. 

Mr. HALE. Then let the bill go to the table with my motion 
to vm Ha em with the understanding that nothing will be 
attempted about it until after Monday. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection? The Chair hears 
none, and it is so ordered. 

STRIKING OF JURIES IN THE DISTRICT. 

The bill (H. R. 8724) to provide for the striking of juries in the 
District of Columbia was read twice by its title. 

Mr. HUNTON. I beg to say that thére is a Senate bill on the 
Calendar, No. 952 in the Order of Business, in the exact words of 
the bill passed by the House of Representatives, and that that bill 
has been unanimously wegentes by the Judiciary Committee, 
through the Senator from New York [Mr. Hii}. I ask, instead 
of the House bill being referred to the Committee on the Judi- 
ciary, that itmay be now considered, and - upon its passage. 

Mr. PLATT. I think that bill ought to be passed. It is a bill 
which has come from the House of Representatives, and a similar 
bill has been very carefully considered by the Judiciary Commit- 
tee of the Senate and unanimously reported. There is reason for 
speedy action = it. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the present con- 
sideration of the bill? 

Mr. GORMAN. What is the bill? 

Mr. PLATT. I will state to the Senator that the bill provides 
for struck juries in the District of Columbia under certain cir- 
cumstances. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill will be read for informa- 
tion, subject to objection. 

The Secretary read the bill. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection tothe present con- 
sideration of the bill? 

Mr. ALLEN. I object to its present consideration. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. There is objection, and the bill will 
be placed on the Calendar. 


SURVEYOR OF DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate the amendments 
of the House of Representatives to the bill Bye 444) making the 
surveyor of the District of Columbia a salaried officer, and topro- 
vide for more efficient service in the surveyor’s office. 

Mr. PROCTOR. I move that the Senate nonconcur in the 
amendments of the House of Representatives, and request a con- 
ference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses. 

The motion was agreed to. 

By unanimous consent, the Vice-President was authorized to 
appoint the conferees on the part of the Senate, and Mr. Proc- 
TOR, Mr. FAULKNER, and Mr. HANSBROUGH were appointed. 


WOMEN TRUSTEES IN DISTRICT PUBLIC SCHOOLS. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate the amendment 
of the House of Representatives to the bill (S. 1717) to authorize 
the es of women as public-school trustees in the Dis- 
trict of Columbia. 

Mr. MARTIN. I movethat the Senate nonconcur in the amend- 
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ment of the House of Representatives, and ask for a conference 
on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses. 

The motion was agreed to. 

By unanimous consent, the Vice-President was authorized to 
Lape the conferees on the part of the Senate, and Mr. MARTIN, 

r. Harris, and Mr. Hoar were appointed. 


MRS. EVALYN N. VAN VLIET. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate the amendment 
of the House of Representatives to the bill (S. 684) for the relief 
of Mrs. Evalyn N. Van Vliet; which was referred to the Commuit- 
tee on Pensions. 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. T. O. 
Tow Les, its Chief Clerk, announced that the House had passed 
the bill (S. 2521) to amend the charter of the Metropolitan Railroad 
Company of the District of Columbia with an a 1endment; in 
which it requested the concurrence of the Senate. 

The message also announced that the House had passed the fol- 
lowing bills: 

A bill (S. 1818) providing an additional circuit judge in the 
ninth judicial circuit; and % 

A bill (S. 2595) to establish a life-saving station at or near City 
Point, Boston Harbor, Massachusetts. 

ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


The message further announced that the Speaker of the House 
had signed the following enrolled bills; and they were thereupon 
signed by the Vice-President: 

A bill (H. R. 116) for the erection of a public building at Brock- 
ton, Mass.; 

A bill (H. R. 862) granting a pension to Pauline M. Pooler; 

A bill (H. R. 2051) to grant a pension to Eunice Putman; 

A bill (H. R. 3988) granting a pension to Marrilla Parsons, of De- 
troit, Mich.; 

A bill (H. R.5377) granting a pension to Richard R. Knight; 

A bill (H. R. 5642) granting a pension to Elizabeth Brower, a hos- 
pital nurse during the war of the rebellion; 

A bill (a . R. 6076) to repeal the special act granting a pension to 
Louisa M. Sippell; 

A bill (H. R. 6131) granting a pension to Sarah E. Roebuck; 

A bill (H.R. 6483) granting an increase of pension to Julia 


Weeks; 
A bill (H. R. 6868) for the relief of Catherine Ott, widow of Jo- 
seph Ott; 
A bill (H. R. 6974) to pension Mrs. Mary L. Clark; 
A bill (H. R. 6985) granting a pension to William Armstrong; 
A bill (H. R. 7359) to pension Samuel F. Tenant; and 
A bill (H. R. 7602) to pension Mary R. Williams. 


PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 


Mr. SHERMAN presented a petition of 8S. G. Martin Lodge, 
No. 169, Brotherhood of Railroad Trainmen, of Newark, Ohio, 
praying for the passage of House bill No. 5603, to ameliorate the 
— of American seamen; which was ordered to lie on the 
table. 

He also presented a petition of 45 citizens of Fremont, Ohio, and 
a ss of 60 citizens of Melmore, Ohio, praying for the adoption 
of an amendment to the Constitution of the United States provid- 
ing that ‘‘no State shall grant the right of franchise to any per- 
son whois not acitizen of the United States;” which were referred 
to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

He also presented a petition of 45 citizens of Fremont, Ohio, pray- 
ing for the adoption of an amendment to the Constitution of the 


United States prohibiting the appropriation of moneys for sec- | 


tarian institutions; which was referred to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

Mr. LODGE presented a petition of Charleston Branch, No. 454, 
National Association of Letter Carriers of Charleston, S. C., pray- 


ing for the passage of Senate bill No. 2523, guaranteeing to every | 
letter carrier a hearing before dismissal; which was referred to | 
| siastical control.” 


the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

He also presented a petition of 197 citizens of Worcester, Mass., 
and a petition of 136 citizens of Haverhill, Mass., praying for the 
adoption of an amendment to the Constitution of the United States 
providing that ‘‘ no State shall grant the right of franchise to any 
rson who is not a citizen of the United States; ” which were re- 
rred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. PRITCHARD presented petitions of John R. Phillips and 
70 other citizens, of W. L. Gough and 88 other citizens, of W. R. 


e 


Woolf and 70 other citizens, and of J. P. Phillips and 52 other 

citizens, all in the State of Alabama, representing that the State 

of Alabama has not a republican form of government, and pray- 

ing that action may be taken by Congress that will afford the cit- 

izens of that State the rights guaranteed to them by the Constitu- 

i which were referred to the Committee on 
ections. 


ivileges and 











Mr. CAMERON presented petitions of sundry citizens of Palo 
Alto, of 300 citizens of the Falls of Schuylkill, of 140 citizens of 
Philadelphia, of 155 citizens of Pittsburg, of 185 citizens of Wilkes- 
barre, of 105 citizens of Johnsonburg, of 83 citizens of Pitcairn, 
of 45 citizens of Port Kennedy, of 79 citizens of Cowansburg, of 
sundry citizens of Adamsburg, of 80 citizens of Lebanon, of 75 
citizens of Clarendon, of 85 citizens of Freeport, of sundry citi- 
zens of Windham, of 141 citizens of Danielsville, of 108 citizens of 
Manorville, of 75 citizens of Ursina, of 150 citizens of Tyrone, of 
300 citizens of Coatesville, and of 173 citizens of Philadelphia, all 
in the State of Pennsylvania, praying for the adoption of an 
amendment to the Constitution of the United States prohibiting 
the appropriationof moneys for sectarianinstitutions; which were 
referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Healso presented petitions of 130 citizens of Erie, of 398 citizens 
of Bridesburg, sf 130 citizens of Mantoursville, of 150 citizens of 
South Fork, of 140 citizens of Philadelphia, of 55 citizens of Pitts- 
burg, of 185 citizens of Wilkesbarre, of 105 citizens of Johnson- 
burg, of 80 citizens of Pitcairn, of 45 citizens of Port Kennedy, 
of 70 citizens of Steelton, of 146 citizens of Pittsburg, of 40 citizens 
of Creekside, of 300 citizens of Irwin, of 145 citizens of Pennsyl- 
vania, of 350 citizens of Pittsburg, of 86 citizens of Shanksville, 
of 140 citizens of Lebanon, of 85 citizens of Freeport, of 75 citi- 
zens of Harrisburg, of 63 citizens of Mount Joy, of 75 citizens of 
Ursina, of 150 citizens of Tyrone, of 170 citizens of East Prospect, 
of 40 citizens of Kingwood, of 300 citizens of Coatesville, of 164 
citizens of Lancaster, of sundry citizens of Altoona, and of 224 
citizens of Middletown, all in the State of Pennsylvania, praying 
for the adoption of an amendment to the Constitution of the 
United States providing that ‘‘no State shall grant the right of 
franchise to any person who is not acitizen of the United States;” 


| which were referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 


Mr. GALLINGER presented a petition of Tebanto Division, No, 

335, Brotherhood of Taecenotive Engineers, of Concord, N. H., 

praying for the passage of House bill No. 5603 to ameliorate the 

— of American seamen; which was ordered to lie on the 
e. 

Mr. PERKINS presented a memorial of the Builders’ Exchange 
of Oakland, Cal., remonstrating against the passage of the rail- 
road pooling bill; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented a petition of the board of supervisors of So- 
noma County, Cal., praying for the passage of the Nicaragua 
Canal bill; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. McMILLAN presented resolutions adopted by Charleston 
Branch, No. 454, National Association of Letter Carriers, of 
Charleston, 8. C., favoring the passage of Senate bill No. 2523 
guaranteeing to every letter carrier a hearing before dismissal; 
Lise were referred to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post- 
Roads. 


He also presented a petition of the Central Labor Union of 


| Grand Rapids, Mich., praying for the passage of House bill No. 


5603, to ameliorate the condition of American seamen; which was 
ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. COCKRELL presented a petition of the St. Louis Typo- 
graphical Union, No. 8, of St. Louis, Mo., praying for the passage 
of the bill introduced by Senator KYLE for the benefit of the 
printers and binders at the Government Printing Office; which 
was referred to the Committee on Printing. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I present resolutiens adopted at a mass 
meeting of citizens of Cornelia, Mo., remonstrating against the 
appropriation of moneys for sectarian institutions and proposing 
an amendment to the Constitution of the United States, to be 
known as the sixteenth amendment, providing that ‘‘ neither Con- 
gress nor any State shall pass any law respecting an establishment 
of religion or prohibiting the free exercise thereof, or use the 
property or credit of the United States, or of any State, or any 
money raised by taxation, or authorize either to be used, for the 
purpose of founding, maintaining, or aiding, by appropriation, 
payment for services, expenses, or otherwise, any church, religious 
denomination, or religious society, or any institution, society, or 
undertaking which is wholly or in part under sectarian or eccle- 
I move that the resolutions be referred to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. CULLOM presented a memorial of the Winnebago County 
Farmers’ Institute, of Rockford, [l., remonstrating against the 
passage of the railroad pooling bill now pending before the Sen- 
ate; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. BRICE presented sundry petitions of business firms 
Cincinnati, Cleveland, Columbus, Springfield, Hamilton, Chilli- 
cothe, Youngstown, Greenfield, and West Carrollton, all in the 


or 


State of Ohio, praying for the enactment of legislation granting a 
compensating bounty to the sugar producers of the country on 
the crops for the year 1894; which were referred to the Commit- 
tee on Appropriations. 


He also presented a petition of the St. Clair Grain and Milling 
Company, of Toledo, Ohio, praying for the enactment of legisla- 
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tion regulating the removal of letter carriers, postal clerks, etc.; 
which was referred to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post- 
Roads. 

He also presented a petition of the Medical Society of Allen 
County, Ohio, praying for the establishment of a department and 
secretary of public health; which was referred to the Committee 
on Epidemic Diseases. 

He also presented petitions of Local Assembly No. 609, Knights 
of Labor, of Coshocton; of Iron Molders’ Union No. 94, of Piqua; 
of Tuscarawas Division, No. 255, Brotherhood of Locomotive En- 
gineers. of Dennison, and of Iron Molders’ Union No. 183, of Day- 
ton, all in the State of Ohio, praying for the passage of House bill 
No. 5603, to ameliorate the condition of American seamen; which 
were ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented petitions of 41 citizens of St. Clair, of 60 citi- 
zens of Fitchville, of 75 citizens of Agosta, of 105 citizens of Wells- 
ville, of 103 citizens of Coshocton, and of 350 citize.- of Canton, 
all in the State of Ohio, praying for the adoption: an amend- 
ment to the Constitution of the United States prohib'ting the ap- 
propriation of moneys for sectarian institutions; which were re- 
ferred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

He also presented a petition of 14 members of the bar of the 
northern district of Ohio, praying for the appointment of an ad- 
ditional circuit judge for the ixth judicial circuit; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

He also presented a petition of the Excelsior Marine Benevolent 
Society,of Cleveland, Ohio, praying for theestablishmentof branch 
hydrographic offices at each of the principal lake pofts; which was 
referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

He also presented petitions of 105 citizens of Wellsville, of sun- 
dry citizens of Tuppers Plains, of 60 citizens of Syracuse, of 350 
citizens of Canton, of 43 citizens of Lowellsville, and of 40 citi- 
zens of Minerya, all in the State of Ohio, praying for the adoption 
of an amendment to the Constitution of the United States provid- 
ing that “no State shall grant the right of franchise to any per- 
son who is not a citizen of the United States;” which were re- 
ferred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. PEFFER. Ipresent three petitions, which are on the blanks 
sent out by the Dry Goods Economist, of New York City. The 
petitions contain the following passage: 

Recent developments have strongly impressed u us the necessity of a 
national bankruptcy system which shall insure a fair division of the assets of 
e ws pene is creditors and a discharge from further liabilities of all 

onest debtors. 

There is another paragraph of a somewhat similar character. 
Then the petitions pray for Congressional legislation by way of 
the passage of the bankruptcy bill which is now pending before 
the Senate. 

The first petition is signed by Maxwell & McClure, wholesale 
notion dealers of Wichita, in the State of Kansas; the second is 
signed by the Harris-Emery Company, of Des Moines, Iowa, and 
the third by Steele & Co., of Keokuk, Iowa. These are respon- 
sible firms who do a large business in the localities indicated. 

I move that the petitions lie on the table, as the bill to which 
they refer is now pending before the Senate. 

The motion was agreed to. 


SALE OF MILX IN THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. 


Mr. FAULKNER. I move that the memorial from the Medical 
Society of the District of Columbia, with reference to the bill (H. 
R. 8231) to regulate the sale of milk in the District of Columbia, 
now on the Calendar be reprinted with the additions. 

The motion was agreed to. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 


Mr. CAREY, from the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds, to whom was referred the bill (8.2754) to provide for 
the purchase of a site and the erection of a public building 
thereon at Oakland, in the State of California, reported it without 
amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. PERKINS, from the Committee on Education and Labor, 
to whom was referred the bill (5.2750) authorizing the appoint- 
ment of a nonpartisan commission to collate information and to 
consider and recommend legislation to meet the problems pre- 
sented by labor, agriculture, and capital, reported it without 
amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. FAULKNER, from the C ittee on the District of Co- 
lumbia, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 5711) to authorize 
the adoption of children in the District of Columbia, reported it 
without amendment. 

Mr. BERRY, from the Committee on Public Lands, to whom 
was oa -_% ee a by Mr. are on the : 1th 
instant, inten to be proposed to the sundry civil appropriation 
bill, reported favorably thereon, and norar tine it be referred to 
the Committee on Appropriations and printed; which was agreed 


to. 

Mr. MANDERSON. Iam directed by the Committee on Indian 
Affairs to report with amendments an amendment intended to be 
proposed by the Senator, from Indiana [Mr. TURPIE] to the Indian 
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peeenies bill, which I ask may be printed and referred to the 
ommittee on Appropriations. I call the attention of the Sena- 
tor from Indiana particularly to it, as his amendment is materi- 
ally amended by the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment will be referred to 
the Committee on Appropriations and be printed. 

Mr. ROACH, from the Committee on Indian Affairs, to whom 
was referred the bill (8. 1251) to accept, ratify, and confirm cer- 
tain agreements heretofore concluded with certain Indians, re- 
ported it without amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. PASCO, from the Committee on Claims, to whom was re- 
ferred the bill (S. 909) for the relief of Thomas Antisell, reported 
it with amendments, and submitted a report thereon. 

He also, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to whom was 
referred the bill (H. R. 8122) to further amend section 9 of the act 
for the relief of certain volunteer and regular soldiers of the late 
war and the war with Mexico, passed March 2, 1889, reported it 
without amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. PALMER, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was 
referred the bill (H. R. 6430) granting increase of pension to Jesse 
C. Pinney, reported it without amendment, and submitted a report 
thereon. . 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the 
bill (H. R. 1581) granting a pension to French W, Thornhill, re- 
ported it with an amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. PEFFER, from the Committee on Agriculture and For- + 
estry, to whom was referred the bill (S. 2541) to provide for the 
sinking of artesian wells in the arid districts of South Dakota, 
Nebraska, and Kansas, reported it with an amendment, and sub- 
mitted a report thereon. 

Mr. VEST, from the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds, reported an amendment intended to be proposed by him 
to the sundry civil appropriation bill; which was referred to the 
Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. RANSOM, from the Committee on Commerce, to whom 
was referred the amendment submitted by Mr. Pasco on the 12th 
instant, intended to be proposed to the sundry civil appropriation 
bill, reported favorably thereon, and moved that it be referred to 
the C#amittee on Appropriations and printed; which was agreed 
to. 

AMENDMENT OF THE REVENUE LAW. 


Mr. HARRIS. I am directed by the Committee on Finance, to 
whom was referred the bill (H. R. 8310) to amend an act entitled 
*‘An act to reduce taxation. to provide revenue for the Govern- 
ment, and for other purposes,” which took effect the 28th day of 
August, 1894, to report it without amendment. ; 

Mr. ALDRICH, I desire to enter a motion to recommit with 
instructions the bill just reported from the Committee on Finance. 
1 ask that the motion to recommit may go upon the Calendar with 
the bill, and that the motion to recommit with instructions may 
be read. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Secretary will read as requested. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

Resolved, That the bill H. R. 8310, together with the bill H. R.7971, now on 
the Senate Calendar, be recommitted to the Committee on Finance, with in- 
structions to report back said bill H. R. 7971, being a bill “to exempt from 
uty sugars, molasses, etc.,"’ to the Senate favorably with amendments, as 

ollows: 

First. To reenact the reciprocity provisions contained in the third section 
of the tariff act of October 6, 1890. 

Second. To provide for the payment of a bounty to the domestic producers 
of sugar in accordance with the terms of said tariff act of October 6, 1890. 

Third. To provide for any deficiencies in the revenue that may arise from 
the removal of all duties upon sugar or from any other cause by the imposi- 
tion of a customs duty upon wool and by increasing the customs duties or the 
internal-revenue taxes upon articles of luxury. 


Mr. MANDERSON. I should like to know whether the bill as 
reported by the Senator from Tennessee on behalf of the committee 
is reported with an amendment? 

Mr. HARRIS. Itisnotamended. Itis reported without amend- 
ment. 

Mr. MANDERSON. I think the motion and instructions sub- 
mitted by the Senator from Rhode Island should be printed in 
connection with the bill. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The motion will be entered, and will 
be placed on the Calendar with the bill. 

r. HARRIS. I ask that the instructions offered by the Sena- 
tor from Rhode Island be printed in the ordinary way. 

The VICE-PRESID It will be so ordered, in the absence 
of objection. 


COAST FISHERIES OF FLORIDA. w 


Mr. COKE, from the Committee on Fisheries, to whom was re- 
ferred the resolution submitted by Mr. Pasco on the 13th instant, 
reported it witheut amendment; and the resolution was considered 
by unanimous consent, and agreed to, as follows: 

Resolved, That the Commissioner of Fisheries is hereby directed to make 
inquiry in : to the extent, methods, and ee ee of the 


Florida, more pay the sponge and oyster 
and to report as to tne desirabuity of establishing a station for investigation, 
experiment, and fish culture at some suitable point on the coast. 





> 





1895. 





BILLS INTRODUCED. 


Mr. GALLINGER introduced a bill © 2763) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Caroline B. Bradford; which was read twice 
by its title, and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. FAULKNER introduced a bill (S. 2764) to amend the charter 
of the Mutual Fire Insurance Company of the District of Colum- 
bia; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Commit- 
tee on the District of Columbia. 

AMENDMENTS TO APPROPRIATION BILLS. 


Mr. PETTIGREW submitted an amendment intended to be pro- 
posed by him to the Indian appropriation bill; which was referred 
to the Committee on Indian Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. POWER submitted an amendment intended te be proposed 
by him to the sundry civil appropriation bill; which was referred 
to the Committee on. Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. HOAR submitted an amendment intended to be proposed by 
him to the sundry civil appropriation bill; which was referred to 
the Committee on Printing, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. FRYE submitted an amendment intended to be proposed 
by him to the legislative, executive, and judicial appropriation 
bill; which was referred to the Committee on Appropriations, and 
ordered to be printed. 

WITHDRAWAL OF PAPERS. 


On motion of Mr. PALMER, it was 


Ordered, That petition introduced in the first session Fiftieth Congress to 
indemnify John George Ryan be withdrawn from the files of the Senate, no 
adverse report having been made thereon. ” : s 

Ordered, That the petition introduced in the third session Fifty-third Con- 

ess to increase the salary of the fire department of the city of Washington 

» withdrawn from the Committee on Appropriations, noadverse report hav- 
ing been made thereon. 


Mr. BUTLER. The Senator from Kentucky [Mr. BLackBURN] 
very kindly consents that I shall proceed with my remarks now 
before the disposition of the Post-Office appropriation bill, and, 
if agreeable to the Senate, I shall be very glad to do so. I there- 
fore call up the resolution which I offered the other day in regard 
to the consideration of what is known as the pooling bill. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair will state to the Senator 
from South Carolina that the morning business has not yet been 
concluded. 

Mr. BUTLER. Iam trying to get the resolution up, Mr. Presi- 
dent, and then, if amy Senator desires to present morning business, 
I shall be very glad to yield to him for that purpose. However, 
I shall accommodate myself to the wishes of the Senate in that 


respect. 
INDIAN DEPREDATION CLAIMS. 


Mr. DUBOIS. I offer a resolution, which I send to the desk. 
I ask for its immediate consideration. 

The resolution was read, as follows: 

Resolved, That the Attorney-General of the United States be requested to 
transmit to the Senate of the United States a list of all judgments which 
have been rendered by the Court of Claims in Indian depredation eases since 
the adjournment of the first session of the present Coagress against which 
no motions for new trial have been filed or appeal taken and which have not 
been appropriated for. 


Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. I inquire of the Senator from 
Idaho whether the cases decided prior to the time fixed in this 
resolution have been sent in? 

Mr. DUBOIS. They have been sent in. 
that. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. Very well. 

The resolution was considered by unanimous consent, and 
agreed to. 


I have inquired as to 


RAILROAD LAND GRANTS. 


Mr. PETTIGREW submitted the following resolution; which 
was considered by unanimous consent, and agreed to: 

Resolved, That the Seeretary of the Interior is requested to furnish the 
Senate with a statement of the number of acres of land now owned by the 
Union and Central Pacific railroads which are a part of the lands granted to 
said railroads by the United States. 

Also, the number of acres of said grant not patented to said railroad com- 

nies; also, any information he may have im relation to the sale of any of 

he granted lands before they were patented to said companies, the date of 
such sale, the number of acres. 

Also, the number of acres 
also the number of acres em 
for which patents are asked. 


CONDEMNED CANNON TO GRAND ARMY POSTS. 


Mr. MITCHELL of Wisconsin. i am directed by the Commit- 
tee on Military Affairs, to whom was referred the joint resolution 
H. Res. 209) authorizing the Secretary of War to deliver con- 
ned cannon to Asher Gaylord Post, Grand Army of the Re- 
public, of Plymouth, Pa., and to Eckley B. Coxe Post, Grand 
Army of the Republic, of Freeland, Pa., to report it with amend- 
ments. I ask unanimous consent for its present consideration. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection? 
7 tr cane I shall be compelled to object to that, Mr. 


tented to said companies during the year 1804; 
in any list now on file by said companies 


Mr. MITCHELL of Wisconsin. I will state to the Senator from 
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South Carolina that the consideration of the joint resolution will 
only take a moment. 

Mr. BUTLER. On that statement I withdraw my objection. 

By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the joint resolution. 

The first amendment reported from the Committee on Military 
Affairs was,in line 7, after the words ‘‘cannon balls,” to insert 
“to the William H. Tarbee Post, Grand Army of the Republic, 
of McGrawville, N. Y., four light pieces of condemned cast-iron 
cannon and twenty balls.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in line 9, after the words “cannon 
balls,” to insert, “‘also to the R. Carpenter Post, Grand Anny of 
the Republic, Chelsea, Mich., two condemned cast-iron cannon 
and twenty cannon balls.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The joint resolution was reported to the Senate as amended, 
and the amendments were concurred in. 

The amendments were ordered to be engrossed, and the joint 
resolution to be read a third time. 

The joint resolution was read the third time, and passed. 


PRESIDENTIAL APPROVAL. 


A message from the President of the United States, by Mr. O. L. 
PRUDEN, one of his secretaries, announced that the President had 
on this day approved and signed the joint resolution (S. R. 128) 
making an appropriation of $5,000 for clearing the Potomac River 
of ice. 

ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 

A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. T. 
O. TOwLgEs, its Chief Clerk, announced that the Speaker of the 
House had signed the following enrolled bills; and they were 
thereupon signed by the Vice-President: 

A bill (8. 655) to extend the jurisdiction of justices of the peace 
in the District of Columbia and to regulate the proceedings be- 
fore them; 

A biil (H. R. 27) to increase the limit of cost for the erection of 
a public building at Paterson, N. J.; 

A bill (H.R. 155) to erect a public building at Pottsville, Pa.; 

A bill (H.R. 4658) granting a pension to Hiram R. Rhea and 
repealing an act approved March 3, 1871; 

A bill (H. R.5216) to amend the act entitled ‘‘An act to estab- 
lish circuit courts of appeal and to define and regulate in certain 
cases the jurisdiction of the courts of the United States, and for 
other purposes,” approved March 3, 1891; 

A bill (H. R. 5740) incorporating the Society of American Flor- 
ists; 

A bill (H. R. 7731) for the relief of certain Winnebago Indians 
in Minnesota; and 

A bill (H.R. 8486) to relieve Abraham D. Prince. 

DEATH OF REPRESENTATIVE M. C. LISLE, 

The message also communicated to the Senate the resolutions of 
the House on the death of Hon. Marcus C. Lisle, late a Representa- 
tive from the State of Kentucky. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. Mr. President, I ask that the resolutions 
just received from the House of Representatives may lie on the 
table. I give notice that at an early day I shall call up the resolu 
tions and ask their consideration by the Senate, that proper tribute 
of respect may be paid to the memory of my deceased colleague 
in the other House from the State of Kentucky. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Without objection, it will be so or- 
dered. 

OFFICERS ON RECEIVING AND TRAINING SHIPS. 

Mr. CHANDLER, [offer a resolution for immediate considera- 
tion. 

Mr. BUTLER. I shall have to object to it. I have yiclded 
now 2 half dozen times. The Senator can offer the resolution 
after I have concluded my remarks. I am sorry, but I must 
object. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Mr. President, has morning business been 
declared closed? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. It has not been declared closed. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Then I ask to have the resolution received. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The resolution will be read. 

The resolution was read, as follows: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of the Navy be directed to inform the Senate 
whether or not during the last four years officers of the Navy attached to the 
ships Richmond and Constellation. stationed at Newport, R. L., and drawir 
sea pay and commutation for rations at sea, have been furnished and assi; 
and have occupied quarters for themselves or their families, or for | 
shore in public buildings or elsewhere, at the expense of the Government, 
and if so, to state the nature and extent to which this practice has prevailed, 
and whether or not it isin accordance with any authority of law. 


Mr. CHANDLER. I ask for the present consideration of the 
resolution. 

Mr. BUTLER. Let the resolution go over. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Objection being interposed, the reso- 
lution goes over under the rule. 
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AMENDMENT OF INTERSTATE-COMMERCE ACT, 


Mr. BUTLER. I now call up the resolution heretofore sub- 
mitted by me, and upon which I desire to address the Senate. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair lays the resolution before 
the Senate, and it will be read. 

The Secretary read the resolution submitted by Mr. BUTLER on 
the 6th instant, as follows: 

Resolved, That when the two pending appropriation bills, the diplomatic and 
consular and Post-Office bills, have been Risposed of, the Senate will take up 
House bill 7273, being an act toamend an act entitled ‘‘An act to regulate com- 
merce,” approved February 4, 1887, and consider the same until Woceed of. 

Mr. BUTLER. Mr. President, before proceeding to explain in 
detail the provisions of House bill 7273 I desire to correct, if I 
can—— 

Mr. WHITE. [I rise to a parliamentary inquiry. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from California will 
state his parliamentary inquiry. 

Mr. WHITE. Is the Senator from South Carolina in order in 
discussing a resolution which he has introduced and which has 
not yet come before the Senate? It is now 1 o’clock, and my im- 
pression is it is not in order, but that the appropriation bill which 
it has been announced will be considered is in order. 

Mr. BUTLER. The Senator from California is laboring under 
amisapprehension, I have simply offered a resolution, and I now 
propose to speak toit. Ithink1 am entirely in order. If Iam 
not—— 

Mr. ALLEN. Will the Senator from South Garolina allow me 
to make an inquiry before he — There wil! be no attempt 
to obtain a vote upon the resolution to-day. 

Mr. BUTLER. Iam not prepared to say when the Senate will 
vote upon it. 

Mr. ALLEN. There will be no effort on the part of the Sena- 
tor to bring it before the Senate for a vote? 

Mr. BUTLER. I do not know that I shall have an opportunity 
to ask for a vate to-day. 

Mr. PLATT. The resolution offered by the Senator from South 
Carolina some days ago is now before the Senate. 

Mr.CULLOM, It been called up. 

Mr. PLATT. It has been called up, and is now before the 
Senate. ? 

Mr. BLACKBURN. I submit that the resolution offered by 
the Senator from South Carolina is before the Senate only by 
unanimous consent for the purpose of enabling the Senator from 
South Carolina to submit some remarks which he wants to make. 
That was the request made by the Senator from South Carolina. 

Mr.BUTLER. That is the exact status. 

Mr.PLATT. It is now before the Senate. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. For that ype only. ; 

Mr. BUTLER. For the purpose of enabling me to address the 


Senate. 

Mr. PLATT. That is in accordance with the custom of the 
Senate. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. Certainly. 

Mr. HARRIS. Ihave never known an instance where such a 

uest was refused. 

r. WOLCOTT. Do I understand that in addition the Sena- 
tor from South Carolina, after the conclusion of his remarks, is 
to follow with a request for a vote upon the resolution? 

Mr. BLACKBURN. On the contrary, as soon as the Senator 
from South Carolina shall have finished his remarks it is my pur- 
— to move that the Senate proceed to the consideration of the 

ost-Office appropriation bill. 

Mr. WOL ‘OT . Isit the intention of the Senator from South 
Carolina that we shall proceed to consider the resolution after he 
is through? 

Mr. BUTLER. Let me state to the Senator from Colorado the 
agreement which the Senator from Kentucky and I had. I re- 

uested. him to allow the appropriation bill to be laid aside in- 

ormally in order that I might call up the resolution for the 
urpose of submitting some remarks on the subject. That I be- 
eve has been done—— 

Mr. PLATT. Always. 

Mr. BUTLER. From time immemorial in this body. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. I have never known it to be refused. 

Mr. BUTLER. Of course when I shall have concluded my re- 
marks the Senator from Kentucky will call up the appropriation 
bill; and I presume the Senate will consider that bill until it is 
disposed of to the exclusion of all other business. 

r. BLACKBURN. That isit. 

Mr. BUTLER. Then what action the Senate may take in re- 
gard to the resolution-— 

Mr. CHANDLER. I desire to say that tie Senator from South 
Carolina — to proceed strictly in accordance with the cus- 
toms of the Senate. Iwill also state that if there is an attempt to 

the resolution there will be further debate upon it, so that 
re is no danger that the resolution will be adopted to-day. 


. 
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Mr. BLACKBURN. There will be no further debate on the 

subject to-day. 
r. BATE. Furthermore, I understand the bankruptcy bill is 
the unfinished business at 2 o’clock. 
‘ The VICE-PRESIDENT. The bankruptcy bill is the unfinished 
usiness. 

Mr. BATE. The Senator from Mississippi [Mr. GzorGE], who 
has it in charge, is not now present. 

Mr. BUTLER. The Senator from Mississippi and I had an un- 
derstanding. I have not the slightest intention to displace the 
bankruptcy bill. 

Mr. BATE. All right. 

Mr. BUTLER. Mr. President, before proceeding to explain in 
detail the provisions of House bill 7272 I desire to correct, if I 
can, some misapprehensions which appear to exist as to its effect 
on what is known as the antipooling section of the act of 1887 (sec- 
tion 5). It is assumed in some quarters that the bill proposes to 
repeal that section, whereas it reenacts it in terms, although in 
a modified form, as I will show when I come to consider the bill 
by sections. I think there is also misconception of what pooling 
is. An impression prevails that when two or more railroad com- 
panies agree to pool, they embrace within the terms of that agree- 
ment the rates of freight and passenger traffic that each shall 
charge under the pooling contract. 

A pooling contract has no reference to rates. Itis simply an 
agreement to apportion to each party to the contract a certain 
percentage of tonnage, or the earnings therefrom, transported 
over the respective lines between given points, and in case one line 
exceeds its percentage, it must account in gross or net earnings, 
as may be agreed upon, to the other parties tothe agreement. 

Rates are made entirely independent of the pooling contract, 
and it is the duty of the Interstate Commerce Commission to see 
to it that they are just and reasonable. In fact, the law of the 
land requires that they shall be reasonable, and this was the law 
before the Commission came into existence. 

Another very grave misconception prevails as to the effect of 
the bill on the transportation lines of this country that I would 
like to correct. This misconception finds expression in the amend- 
ment proposed by the Senator from New Hampshire [Mr. CHAanp- 
LER] and the remarks he made in support of it, and I now beg 
leave to call attention to that amendment. It is as follows: 

Preliminary to the filing of any such contracts the parties thereto shall 


present to the Commission schedules of their = rates of fares and 
o 


reights upon the classes of passengers and merchandise to which the contract 
is ee and if an order of disapproval shall not be made, the Commission 
shall certify in writing upon the contract that the existing rates of fares and 
freights are, upon the facts then appearing, just and reasonable. Every such 
contract shall made for a fixed period of time, not exceeding four years, 
and shall become void at the expiration thereof, and the rates of fares and 
treights ees the time of making such contract shall not in any case be 

ad during its existence without the prior approval of the Commission, 
certified in writing and filed with the contract. 


In his speech on his amendment the Senator says: 


The authority given by the Srepune paragraph is stupendous. 
such authority all the railroads of t 
earnings from all sources. 


Referring to the modification proposed in the pending bill to 
section 5 of the act of 1887: 


They meee, vueny unite or form one company or partnership with a capi- 
talization, ual to that existing June 30, 1893, of $10,506,235,410; the gross 
earnings of which were for the year then ending $1,220,751,874, and the net in- 
come, after paying fixed charges, was $111,058.034. They may agree to com- 
mit the management and disposition of this gross or net income to a manag- 
ing beard of ten, or seven, or three officers of the various roads. This board 
ean be given authority and discretion to pay out for the purpose of control- 
ling legislatures, State or national, or other public officials, or for any other 
perpen, such portions as they may see fit to use of the gross or net earnin: 
of this gigantic partnership, and afterwards to divide the remainder of the 
net earnings among the various companies according to arbitrary fixed por- 
tions of 100 per cent of the whole. ; 

After the partnership is formed the companies composing it may raise rates 
of fares and freights to any height they please, uncontrolled by national law. 
one may pr to collect those rates from passengers and from shippers of 

re \ 


Surely, the Senator has a very poor opinion of ‘‘ the legislatures, 
National or State, or public officials,” when he imputes to them 
such corrupt characters. How can the companies ‘raise the rates 
of fares and freight to any height they please” when the Commis- 
sion under existing law can put its restraining hand upon them? 

Again the Senator says: 


Although the contract isto go into operation “and to become lawful and 
enforceable between the parties thereto ’’ unless the Commission shall make 
an order of disapproval within twenty days from the filing of the contract 
in their office, yet here is plainly given to the country the promise that the 
Commission shall arenes te the existing rates of faresand freights and shall 
find them to be reasonable. If it is not intended that the Commission sball 
make such investigation, then the promise is a fraud and a deception upon 
the people. But the Commission can not find the rates to be not unreason- 
able without affirmatively finding them to be reasonable. What objection, 
then, can there be to allow: the Commission to certify upon the contract 
that they are = ~ —-_ t the rates are reasonable? No tenable objec- 


tion can possib! ty 

Moreover, if the finding of the Commission is that existing rates are not in 
fact unreasonable, but are indeed reasonable, why should not the public, 
of rates, after the pooling contracts are made, be 


against a general raisin 
guarded by a provision of law that there shall be no raising of rates until the 


Under 
e country may pool all their gross or net 
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rate sheets making such increases of rates shall be submitted to the Commis- 
sion, approved 7 Commission, and filed with thecontract? If the public 
are to be protected in the first instance — unreasonable rates under the 
pooling contracts by the finding of the Commission before the contract 
into effect that the rates are not unreasonable, but are in fact reasonable, 
why then should not the public also be afterwards further protected by re- 
quiring that any raising of rates before it goes into.effect shall be approved 
by the Commission, certifying that the increased rates are not unreasonable, 
but are in fact reasonable? I believe that no negative answer can be found 
to this question consistent with the proper protection of the just rights of 
the = of the United States who use the 176,461 miles of railroad in the 
country. 

It is that the bill under consideration provides that after the peeing 
contracts have gone into effect the Interstate Commerce Commission sh 
observe the working, operation, and effect of such contracts, and may make 
orders terminating such contracts; but any such order is subject to review 
in the courts, and the private suiveer or individual traveler upon the railroad 
must prosecute an investigation before the Commission and a law suit in the 
courts in order to secure redress for a grievance which he has alread 
fered. One individual must fight $11,000,000,000 of consolidated capital. To 
= mockery of control I do not believe the public should be forced to sub- 
mit. 


I make these full extracts from the Senator’s remarks because they 
embrace about all that has been or can be said in opposition to the 
bill, and that I may expose the fallacies of his argument, and point 
out how extravagant they are and how little they comport with 
well-established and admitted facts. And first as to the necessity 
of requiring the Interstate Commerce Commission to pass upon 
and approve affirmatively the rates of fare and freight before sanc- 
tion is given to proposed cooperative or ling contracts. I as- 
sert with absolute confidence that it would be utterly impossible 
for the Commission to execute such a provision of law. But be- 
fore discussing that branch of the subject let me show that the 
requirement is wholly unnecessary. 

The Commission has the rates and fares now on file under the 
present law. There is no present public contention that they are 
unreasonable except in perhaps two or three instances now pend- 
2 the Interstate Commission. 

he amendment requires the Commission to judge of led 
rates before they are complained of by the shippers. It only per- 
mits them to consider the reasonableness of nonpooled rates after 
they have been complained of. The larger part of the business of 
the country will be local and not pooled. 

There will therefore be two procedures under the same law and 
the result will be discriminating legislation. 

So much to show that the requirement is unnecessary. The 
Commission has under existing law ample power over the matter 
of rates. Butadmit for the sake of ar ent it has not, the ques- 
tion of the reasonableness or unreasonableness of rates is a question 
of fact to be determined by the courts outside of and independent 
of any power Congress may confer upon the Commission. This 
proposition is too well established to require further remark. 

ow, a word to show how impossible it would be for the Com- 
mission to execute the law if the amendment should be adopted; 
<ad in passing let me remark, the Commission itself, as I am in- 
formed, does not desire to be clothed with such power, for the 
very obvious reason it prefers to be left free to terminate the con- 
tracts if after observing their operation they should be found 
prejudicial to the public interests. 

In this connection I feel at liberty to read a dispatch which I 
received from one of the Commissioners while this matter was 
under consideration by the Committee on Interstate Commerce, 
he happening at that time to be at Milwaukee, Wis. 


MILWAUKEE, WIS., January 22, 1895. 
To Senate Committee Interstate Commerce: 


Am strongl —eeue to changes in bill amending act to regulate commerce; 
capeplally Otdest amendments which would make Commission a party to 
pooling contracts by peuetties them to make conditions relating to rates 
and requiring them formally approve such contracts before they take 
effect. Sincerely trust that this important and needful measure may not be 
imperiled by amendment which I deem unwise and undesirable. 


MARTIN A. KNAPP. 

The examination of freight rates and passenger fares to deter- 
mine reasonableness is impracticable by reason of the number of 
such rates, and will be unintelligent and inconclusive because of 
lack of railway experience in the Commission. It will be impos- 
sible to determine within twenty days, considering the extent of 
the coun It will be impossible to determine them justly with- 
out consulting expert testimony, as would a court, and under- 
standing the circumstances and conditions which decided them. 
{t is impracticable because of their number. Let me reinforce 
this statement by a few practical illustrations which may be re- 
lied on for accuracy: 

Assuming that only Chicago, Detroit, Cleveland, Toledo, Peoria, 
Louisville, Indianapolis, Cincinnati, Columbus, and St. Louis 
were pooled eastward (10 points in all), and that freight rates 
were given from Chicago to but 3,000 points (the actual number 
being greater), there would be 30,000. Assuming six classes in 
each tariff, 180,000 rates would be involved. ns that the 
freights passing through Chicago and each of the other points 
came from 2, laces beyond them to the Pacific Coast (the 
— is renter}, there would be 120,000 more rates, or 300,000 


suf- 
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It will be noticed from the foregoing that, taking 10 pooling 
points, by way of example, the Commission would have to pass 
upon 300,000 rates relating to only 10 points before it ee de- 
termine whether they were reasonable or unreasonable. I say, 
therefore, it would be an utter impossibility for the Commission 
to comply with the requirement of the amendment. Certainly 
they could not n twenty days. 

I am told that the railroads have sought to adjust rates between 
opposing points—say Toledo to Chicago—as compared with Cin- 
cinnati to St. Louis. In such adjustments the amendment may 
require whole argument made before the Commission. Fifty 
committees of the Central Traffic Association have worked on this 
subject for twenty months. The amendment proposes that five 
shall determine this subject and all others like it all over the 
United States in twenty days. 

I might multiply examples like these to sustain my contention; 
but what I have said will, I am sure, satisfy the minds of Senators 
that I am not mistaken. 

Coming to another phase of the argument of the Senator from 
New Hampshire, I find his speech blazoned with these remarkable 
headlines: 

RAILROAD POOLING. 


AN $11,000,000,000 RAILROAD PARTNERSHIP—ALL RAILWAY COMPETITION ABOI- 
ISHED BY ACT OF CONGRESS—RATES OF FARES AND FREIGHTS ON 
176,461 MILES OF ROAD AND THE WAGES OF 873,002 WORK- 

MEN TO BE FIXED BY THE PARTNERSHIP. 

And then at the bottom of the same (front) page will be found 
the following: 

These eight great railroads have decided that the bill shall pass the Senate 
exactly as it came from the House. 

Now, sir, if I had found these startling announcements at the 
head of an article in some daily newspaper of the sensational order 
[I should not have been surprised, but that they appear on the 
frontispiece of a carefully prepared speech of a Senator of the 
United States, and published presumably by his authority, is a 
little short of amazing, and reach very near to the domain of Mun- 
chausenism. Let us contrast these lurid headlines with a few 
simple facts. 

According to Poor’s Manual for 1894 there are 1,946 railway cor- 
porations in the United States. 

The largest number of railway companies which pooled prior to 
= act of February, 1887, when they were free to do so, was as fol- 

ows: 


a. East of the Mississippi and south of tie Ohio River -..................... 23 


This has been reduced by consolidations to -_--.- 
(Six Atlantic coastwise steamship lines formerly pooled and are now 
free to do so.) 

b. West of the Mississippi River and south of a line from Kansas City to 
Denver there were no former pools of any moment. All lines of that 
territory which would now pool would be not more than......-....... 15 

c. West of Chicago and St. Louis and north of a line St. Louis to Denver.. 16 

d. In the territory east of Chicago and St. Louis, and north of the Ohio and 
Potomac rivers to the seaboard: 

East of Buffalo and Pittsburgin that area .......................-......-.- 13 
West of Buffaloand Pittsburg in that area._.............................. 26 


Total number which would probably pool-...-......... udpniecden OO 


Or 4} per cent of the whole number. Twenty of these 89 com- 
panies have not heretofore pooled. In other words, out of 1,946 
railroad corporations, but 4} per cent of the whole number would 
pool, or did pool. 

Mr. CHANDLER. 
to be interrupted? 

Mr. BUTLER. Yes, sir; I have not the slightest objection. 

Mr. CHANDLER. The Senator says these are all the railroads 
which will 1. The point I made in the speech which he has 
pleased to elaskciantes as teeming with Munchausenism is simply 
that authority to pool was given to all the railroads in the coun- 
try. The Senator from South Carolina answers my statement by 
saying it has been estimated that only so many railroads will pool. 

ill the Senator from South Carolina tell us what reason he has 
for supposing that all the roads will not pool exactly as they are 
authorized to do by the language of the proposed act? 

Mr. BUTLER. [f the Senator from New Hampshire will be 
patient I think I shall convince him that all the railroads can not 
pool, and, of course, the statement I make is based upon the ex- 
perience when, prior to 1887, pooling was not illegal. That is the 
guide by which I am governed in making this statement. 

Mr. CHANDLER. The headlines to which the Senator has 
been pleased to allude, and which I am glad he has incorporated 
in his s because they will get a much wider circulation than 
they otherwise would have reached, were merely a statement of 
the authority given by the bill to $11,000,000,000 of capital to 
consolidate in pooling contracts, if it chooses to do so. Now, the 
Senator says it will not doit. I want to know how he knows it 
will not. 

Mr. BUTLER. The Senator from New Hampshire anticipates 


Is the Senator from South Carolina willing 
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me. If the Senator can stand the circulation of those startling— 
as I call them lurid—headlines I certainly can. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Through the medium of the Senator’s speech 
is the only way I can get them into South Carolina. 

Mr. BUTLER. Ido not think they will be very creditable to 
the Senator even down there, if he will pardon me for saying so. 

Assume that all the 1,946 companies would pool. Each must 
receive a percentage which would average about one-half of 1 per 
cent toeach company. How are the New York Central and the 
Carbon Creek Railroad of Wyoming to determine their relative 
shares, and is ling between them even a remote possibility? 
The bare mention of it makes the proposal preposterous—a rail- 
road in New York pooling with a railroad in Wyoming, or a rail- 
road in Maine pooling with a railroadin Texas. It would seem to 
me, as I said, to be little less than Munchausenism. Certainly it 
would be preposterous to assume any such absurdity. 


These facts—not fancies—ought to dispose of that ‘‘eleven-billion- 
dollar-pool”” bugaboo which the Senator disports so confidently in 
flaming headlines to his-speech. And also of his less conspicuous 
but equally extravagant assertion ‘‘that these eight great rail- 
roads have decided that the bill shall pass the Senate exactly as 
it came from the House,” meaning, I presume, the roads running 
to and from the city of New York. 


I want to insert here, without reading in full, a statement fur- 
nished by Mr. George R. Blanchard, chairman of the Central 
Traffic Association and vice-chairman of the Trunk Line Associ- 
ation, which two cover 67 per cent of the tonnage of this country, 
who, I believe, is conceded to be one of the ablest, if not the ablest, 
expert on such questions in this country or Europe, every word 
of which he is prepared to verify from the records if called upon. 
To my mind the facts herein stated prove beyond dispute that the 
statements of the Senator from New Hampshire are very wide of 
the mark and entitled to no credit whatever. 

Mr. Blanchard, in response to an inquiry from me, gave ex- 
amples showing that out of over 700,000,000 tons of freight moved 
in 1893 but 40,000,000 would be pooled, and I take it for granted 
he knows better what he is talking about than either the Senator 
from New Hampshire or myself. 

Mr. GEORGE. Will the Senator from South Carolina allow 
me to ask a question? 

Mr. BUTLER. Certainly. 

Mr. GEORGE. It is not fair to presume that wherever there 
are t-vo lines between which there is competition they will pool. 

Mr. BUTLER. I will come to that questionaftera while. The 
Senator is anticipating me somewhat. I think I can convince the 
Senator that the competition of which he speaks will be promoted 
instead of injuriously interfered with. Mr. Blanchard says: 


Poor’s Manual for 1894 states the total tons of freight moved in 1893 on 
American lines was 757,464,480 tons. 

Not over forty millions of this quantity would probably Lad pm y For 
example, all the through freight of the Pennsylvania Rail both ways 
does not average more than about 13 per cent of its total tonnage. This 
smal! proportion of the total which would be pooled is because although all 
lines from Chicago eastwardly may pool their freights from and through 
Chicago, they do not pool from their thousands of local stations east of 
Chicago which furnish by far the ter volumes of their tonnages. 

It should also be borne in mind that even the largest companies =r pool 
their traffic from the largest competing points where the great number of 
routes preventssuch harmonious arrangements as can be secured from points 
at which there are only two or three competing lines. 

It is the veriest ae to say that a short local line in Maine will pool 
with one in California, that a line in Oregon will pool with a fruit carrier in 
Florida, or that a lumber route in Michigan will 1 with a live stock line in 
Texas. There is not only no community of interests but geographical an- 

onisms, and they could not be induced to pool together. 

tisan equal absurdity to assume that competing cities will pool: that is, 
that lines from Boston will pool with those from New York, that Philadel- 
phia will pool with Norfolk, or Albany with Baltimore. 

The lines from each important point may 1, but rival points having rival 
industries and geographical antagonisms will not pool. 

Nor would the railroads from icago or other pooled point ever assume 
under any contingency to declare how much of their total pooled business 
should go to Baltimore as compared with New York, or Pittsburg as com- 
pared with Buffalo, or New Haven versus Providence. 

This illustration might be multiplied throughout 3,000 eastern destinations. 

If a pool is made from Chicago eastwardly, it will extend only to Buffalo, 
Toronto, Pittsburg, Wheeling, ete. 

The reason for this is that certain companies west of those points have no 
common ownerships or interests east thereof, and vice versa. 

The Lackawanna and Lehigh railway companies, for example, do not ex- 
tend west of Buffalo. 

The Chicago — will nevertheless include all freights not enly from Chi- 
cago City but from all ts west thereof which pass through it, and also 
all such trafiics which stop at Buffalo, etc., and that which passes through 
Buffalo, Pittsburg, ete. 

If, therefore, a through rate is made on cotton from Dallas, Tex., to Lowell, 
Mass., or from Meridian, Miss., to Fall River, such tonnage would go into the 
pool eastwardly from Chicago. 

What rate on such business shall the makers of the Chicago 1 contract 
attach to such contract under the Chandler amendment? ill it be the 
through rates which they did not make or publish, or only the proportions of 
through rates which accrue between Chicago and Buffalo, etc. 

Whose duty will it therefore be to report such through rates? 

aoe mary which shares such through rates report its part thereof 
whic may poo 

Suppose that the initial line which makes the rate is not in a — because 
oe — starts from its local stations. In such event who is to report 

e rates 

Some of the same freights may also go via routes which do not pool on any 
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pre of such routes. May such lines not charge higher rates,or at least be 
reed from the — judgment upon the reasonableness of their rates? 

Apply these illustrations also to snger tariffs. 

ne mover of the amendments should show how the fare for a ticket, for 
example, sold from San Francisco to New Haven is to be adjudged just and 
reasonable. 

- = pool, or how many pools, would such fare or parts of fare be re- 
porte: 

Would each pool report only its part of the through fare, or would each 
company in a pool report the full fare? 

If a proportion, the different commen charge different proportions, vary- 
ing with length of route, etc., would they all be reasonable? 

If the originating line at San Francisco which published the through fare 
was not in a pool nor the terminating line at New Haven, would only the in- 
termediate lines be required to report, and how could they be held for the 
reasonableness of the through rate, especially when the author of such rate 
was exempt? 

All these queries apply not only to the rates and faresas fixed and submitted 
with the contracts, but mere forcibly to any possible and subsequent increase 
thereof when they must be argued before the Commission. 


That is a very intelligent criticism of the provisions of the bill, 
which any Senator can inform himself about if he chooses to take 
the time to do so. 

It seems to me, Mr. President, I have disposed of the amend- 
ment of the Senator from New Hampshire, and shown how im- 
practicable it is, how inapplicable to the present bill, and how 
impossible of execution by the Commission, and shall now address 
myself to the provisions of the bill as it stands. I will remark in 
passing that this bill and the subjects relating to it have been 
under consideration for two years by the committee of the House. 
It had careful consideration and full debate in the House, and 
passed that body by a strong majority. 

The committee of this body have given it most careful consid- 
eration, after long and patient hearings, and it came from your 
committee in its present form as the sense of a majority of that 
committee. 

I may say, furthermore, it has the indorsement of a majority of 
the Interstate Commerce Commission, some of these gentlemen 
thinking, perhaps, it is not all that is to be desired, but all con- 
curring in the opinion it is an improvement on the present law. I 
shall adopt the analysis of the bill made in the report of the 
House committee, as it is full and exhaustive and more satisfac- 
tory than any cursory explanation of mine. 


The first section of the bill amends the fifth section of the act by reenacting 
the section substantially as it isin the act, and then providing that the in- 
hibited contract may be made under the restrictions and limitations set out 
in the section. The contract must be in writing and filed with the Interstate 
Commerce Commission for twenty days before it can go into effect. If itis not 
disapproved by the Commission it goes into effect twenty days after it is filed, 
but it is made the duty of the Commission to disapprove it, if it shall appear, 
on inspection, that it will result in unreasonable rates, unjust discrimina- 
pss ——— service to the public, or otherwise contravene the provisions of 
the act. 

Should it go intoeffect, then the Commission, which is clothed with plenary 
power to examine and to investigate the operations under the contract, may, 
at any time, if it should appear to result in unjust discrimination, umreason- 
able rates, uate service to the public, or otherwise contravene the act, 
make an order disapproving the contract, and in that event the same shall 
terminate at the date named in the order, not less than thirty days from its 
entry. Should thecontract be disapproved in the first instance within twenty 
days, it can never go into effect, unless the circuit court, on review, shall so 
decide, and not then until the Supreme Court of the United States shall so 
decide, should an appeal, as provided, be taken by any of the parties to the 
court of last resort. 

From an order ers the contract, made after it goes into effect, the 
parties thereto may file a petition in the circuit court for an order or decres 
re ,jowing the same, and from the decision of the circuit court an appeal lies 
in favor of any of the parties to the Supreme Court of the United Siates. 

In the meantime, the contract is illegal and unenforceable until t he court 
of last resort, in reviewing the decree of the circuit court and the order of 
the Commission, shall approve the same. The practical effect is to place the 
contract under the exclusive control of the Commission, subject to final re- 
view by the Supreme Court of the United States; and, unless that court should 
reverse the action of the Commission, and approve the contract, it can not 
exist a day longer than the Commission determines; and, while proceedings 
are pending in the courts, the action of the Commission has the effect to ren- 
der the contract illegal and unenforceable, and the parties to itare relegated 
to section 5 of the act and must observe ié. 3 

The power thus conferred on the Commission is great, and can be wielded 
summarily in the interest of the public. The Commission has nothing to do 
with the contract as between the parties to it, and has no power to impair its 
obligation or efficiency. It can only act on behalf of the public and in “— 
where it appears that the contract is detrimental to the publicinterest, The 
Commission is authorized to act on its own motion and of its owa volition, 
and on evidence elicited in any manner it sees proper. In view of this ex- 
traordinary power, it was deemed proper to give the parties to the contract 
the right to apply to the circuit court to review its action, subject to an 
ap to the Supreme Court of the United States, the contract to remain, 
in the meantime, illegal and unenforceable. Should the parties to the 
contract apply to the circuit court to review the action of the Commis- 
sion it mus made a party defendant, and the court must speedily deter- 
mine the matter as a court of equity. Either party may appeal to the Su- 
preme Court, and that court is required to advance the cause as in cases of 
—= where the United States is a party. 

hould the Commission choose not to disapprove the contract, it is clothed 
with power to issue an order requiring the parties thereto to change, modify, 
or correct such rates, charges, or practices as are deomed hurtful to the pu 
lic; and if the parties to the contract refuse compliance, then the Commission 
may apply to any circuit court, within the jurisdiction of which any of the 
rties its p ipal office, to enforc>its order. The papers, exhibits, and 
timony on which Commission acted must be filed with the petition; and 
should the court, on the record thus presented, be of the opinion that the 
order of the Commission is lawful and proper, then it is authorized to issue a 
peers injunction ling obedience to the order of the Commission 
remain in force until the decision of the court wpon the hearing. 

In all other respects the litigation is to be conducted as prescribed in sec- 

tion 16 of the act to regulate commerce. 
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The second section of the bill amends the sixth section of the act by add- 
ing thereto four clauses, whereby copies of all schedules and tariffs of rates, 
fares, and charges filed with the Commission as required by law, all contracts, 
agreements, or arrangements between common carriers, filed with the Com- 
mission as provided in the first section of the bill, and all statistics, tables, 
and figures contained in the annual reports of carriers made to the Commis- 
sion as required by the provisions of the act shall be preserved as public rec- 
ords in the custody of the Commission, shall be receivable in evidence as 
prima facie correct for the purpose of all investigations made by the Com- 
mission, and in all judicial proceedings. , 

It is then roraes that certified copies, under the seal of the Commission, 
of such public records, or certified copies of extracts therefrom, shall also be 
receivable in evidence in like manner as the originals. The importance of 
the addition to the act df these clauses will be apparent when it is stated that 
heretofore all these records were not public and not receivable in evidence in 
any judicial proceeding. They were merely information for the Commis- 
sion, and when any matter of dispute arose between the Commission and the 
railroads it had to be determined on evidence taken after judicial proceed- 
ings were instituted. : 

he third section of the bill amends the tenth section so as to read as it is 
set out in the bill. It is a recast of the tenth section. The penal features of 
the act as it now stands are exceedingly imperfect, and are practically nuga- 
tory. The corporation which is ee to the provisions of the act is not 
punishable, but its officers and agents are liable to indictment, and if found 
guilty, to severe pevalties in the way of fine and imprisonment. Shippers 
guilty of a violatior of the law are placed in the same category with the offi- 
cers and agents of the corporation. To illustrate, if an officer or agent of the 
corporation should allow a shipper a rebate or drawback each would be 
ually guilty under the law. e result is that neither can be made to tes- 
tity because he might give criminating evidence. Under the latest decisions 
of the Federal courts either could claim exemption from testifying, even 
though promised immunity from punishment by the Government. ‘The re- 
sult is that prosecutions have signally failed for the want of evidence. Sec- 
tion 10, as redrafted in section 3 of the bill, is intended to obviate this fatal 
defect in the law. ; 

There are two separate and distinct offenses which the bill attempts to 
reach, one committed by the consignor or consignee and the other by the cor- 

oration through its officers or agents. Wherever a shipper, by means of 

alse billing, false classification, false weighing, false report of weight, false 
representation of the contents of a package. or by any other misrepresenta- 
tion, deceit, or device, obtains transportation at less t regular rates, he is 
guilty of a fraud and liable to a fine for each offense not apceaeeg | 5,000. It 
will be observed that such a fraud, while resulting in injury to the general 
public, is distinctively a fraud on the railroad company. The shipper is, 
therefore, alone made amenable, and no offense is attributed to the corpora- 
tion, its officers or agents. The resultis that its officers and agents are com- 
petent witnesses, and can be made to testify against the shipper. Aside from 
this, when competing carriers are permitted to enter into contracts for the 
division of their net or gross earnings, all motive to shield false shippers is 
removed, and the carriers will be prompted by the highest considerations of 
self-interest to ferret out and bring to justice such offending shippers. 

The other offense consists in any device, by whatever name called, whereby 
a corporation subject to the provisions of the act through its officers or agents 
makes any unjust discrimination or otherwise in any way violates the inter- 
state commerce law. The corporationis made liable criminally for any such 
acts of its officers or agents, whether authorized or not, and for each offense 
is subject to a fine not exceeding $5,000. Neither the shipper nor the officers 
or agents of the corporation are amenable to the law for this offense. It is 
distinctly the offense of the corporation, and the shipper, as well as its offi- 
cers and agents, will be compelled to testify against it in the courts. 

As the corporation can not be reached by corporal punishment, and the ne- 
cessities of the case requ re the exemption from punishment of its officers 
and agents, punishment by imprisonment has been altogether abolished. 
The corporation may be indicted in the judicial district in which the offense 
‘was committed, and service may be had by delivering a copy of the indict- 
ment or information to any officer or agent resident in the judicial district 
wherein the proceedings may be instituted or wherein such corporation has 
its principal office. 

In addition to this, any party injured by such discrimination is secured a 
right of action on the case against the offending corporation. 

It is confidently believed that the amendment of the tenth section of the 
act, as proposed im the third section of the bill, will largely contribute to the 
efficient administration of the law. When the grand juries can indict for 
each separate offense, it is evident that through their inquisitorial powers 
they will be enabled to protect the publicina large measure, if not altogether, 
from the evils of unjust discrimination and the railroads from the depreda- 
tions of false and dishonest ace 

The fourth section. of the bill simply provides that oral testimony taken 
before the Commission, or any one or more of its members, shall be taken 
down by stenography or otherwise as it is given, and before the decision is 
rendered shall be written out and filed with the papers relating to the in- 
vestigation. 

The fifth section of the bill amends the sixteenth section of the act so as to 
read as therein set out. The sixteenth section, known as the “ procedure” 
section, has proven defective, because proceedings in the courts to compel 
compliance with the orders of the Commission have been accompanied with 
80 much delay, incident to the retaking of all evidence on which the parties 
relied, as well as delay in reaching the case in its regular order on the docket. 

The Commission often proceeds with its investigations and makes an order 
on a railroad company with which it refuses to comply. Then the Commis- 
sion is required to make its application to the courts tocompel obedience. The 
cause stands on the docket as other causes until it is reached in its turn, and 
then all the evidence is taken de novo. The result is that the court passes 
~ ne goes on a case materially different from the one on which the Commis- 
sion acted, the railroad company frequently ignoring the Commission and 
offering no evidence until it sperere in court, and the issue is there made up. 

‘To obviate these defects which have resulted in interminable delay and vex- 
ation, section 16 is so amended by the bill as to give cases brought into court 
by the Commission priority over the other business of thecourt. Thenall the 

eadings, papers, exhibits, and testimony, or copies thereof, certified by the 
secretary of the Commission and adduced before the Commission in the course 
of its investigation, resulting in the order which it seeks to enforce, are to be 
filed with the court and received in evidence. The court is to hear the case 
on the record so made up unless it shall consider it necessary to take ad- 
ditional evidence. In that event the additional evidence is to be taken under 
the direction ot the court by the Commission. and on taking such additional 
evidence the Commission may reconsider and modify its order. 

In such case it will, when it certifies the additional evidence required by 
the court, also certify its aes ental order, showing wherein its order in 
the first instance was modi . The court is then to hear the case on the 
record, the additional evidence, and the supplemental order of the Commis- 
sion. In this way all the labor of the Commission in the way of making in- 
vestigations and taking evidence is utilized before the courts, and in every 


instance —— passes on the exact case which has been considered by the 


Section 16 is further amended so as to limit the court in its decision to ma- 
terial errors prejudicial to the carrier or plainly affecting the recommenda- 
tions, decision, order, or proceedings of the Commission; and, in case of an 
appeal to the Supreme Court of the United States by any of the parties, the 
case is to be advanced as other cases in which the Government is a party. 

It is further provided that the Commission may, with the advice and con- 

sent of the Attorney-General, employ other counsel than the district attor- 
ney in proceedings to enforce its orders. 
_ Section 6 of the bill adds a new section, to be known as section l6a, to the 
interstate-commerce law. This section is intended to supply another defect. 
It is apparent that the Commission should not be forever precluded by any 
order made by it or by any court. It is constantly dealing with problems 
which change and shift with the exigencies of commerce. A rate reasonable 
under certain conditions might be unreasonable under others. This 
is intended to give the Commission power to grant rehearings and make such 
modifications and changes of existing orders as 7 seem equitable and just. 
And after it has gone into court, and applied for anc obtained a decree enfore- 
ing its order, this section provides that the Commission is not precluded by 
such decree, but it may on a subsequent rehearing modify and change the 
same to meet the equities of the case. 

Section 7 of the bill amends section 20 of the act so as to authorize the Com- 
mission to require all common carriers participating in interstate commerce, 
and all companies owning railroads over which interstate commerce is con- 
ducted, to make annual reports, to prescribe the manner in which such re- 
ports shall be made, and give specific answers to all questions on any subject 
on which the Commission may need information. 

Such reports are to contain all the required statistics for the period of 
twelve months, ending on the 30th day of June in each year, and shall be made 
out and filed with the Commission at its office in Washington on or before the 
15th day of September following. Should defauit be made in filing such re- 

rts in the required time, then the company shall forfeit $25 for each day 
in which it is in default, and each day it shall continue in default shall be 
deemed a separate offense. The district attorney of the judicia) district in 
which such company has its principal office may on information recover in 
the district court of such district the penalty imposed. 

The —- section provides that all cases now pending in the courts shali 
be heard and determined as now provided by law. 


A question has been raised as to the constitutional power of 
Congress to pass this bill, because the Interstate Commerce Com- 
mission is an administrative or ministerial body, and that therefore 
Congress can not give jurisdiction to the courts on an appeal from 
a commission which has no judicial functions. The provisions of 
the bill to which criticism or objection applies are as follows: 

Orders and findings of the Commission disapproving any such contract, 
whether made upon ins tion thereof as aforesaid or in any subsequent pro- 
ceeding after the same has gone into effect, shall be subject to review by any 
circuit court of the United States sitting in equity in a judicial district in 
which any y to the contract has we office, wpon — ioa filed by 
any party to such contract stating the facts and making the Interstate Com- 
merce Commission, under that name,a party defendant; said court shai! pro- 
ceed to hear and determine the matter speedily as a court of equity in the 
manner pro- vided by section 16 of this act as nearly as may be, and shall 
make such decree or order as may be just and equitable, determining whether 
the contract in question shall be lawful and enforceable notwithstanding the 
disapproval thereof by the Commission. 

The principles involved in these provisions have been passed 
upon and sustained by the Supreme Court of the United States. 

In the case of The Interstate Commerce Commission vs. Brim- 
son, 154 U. S., 447, 465-9, the Supreme Court, speaking through 
Mr. Justice Harlan, said: 

As the Constitution extends the judicial power of the United States to all 
cases in law and equity arising under that instrument or under the laws of 
the United States, as well as to all controversies to which the United States 
shall be a party (art. 3, sec. —) andas the circuit courts of the United States 
are capable, under the statutes defining and regulating their jurisdiction, of 
exerting such power in cases or controversies of that character, within the 
limits prescribed by Congress (25 Stat., 434, c. 866), the fundamental inquiry 
on thisappeal is whether the present proceeding is a “‘case"’ or“ controversy” 
within the meaning of the Constitution. 

The case of Brimson arose on a petition filed by the Interstate 
Commerce Commission in the circuit court, under the twelfth sec- 
tion of the act to regulate commerce, to obtain an order from the 
court to compel the attendance and testimony of Brimson, and the 
production of documents, books, and papers in an inquiry before 
the Commission. The Supreme Court held that the proceeding 
under the twelfth section did constitute a case or controversy 
within the judicial power of the United States. 

The further point is made that because the Commission’s power 
to disapprove is discretionary, therefore the provisions in question 
seek to authorize the review by a court of the exercise by an ad- 
ministrative, nonjudicial body of a discretionary power, which 
Congress can not constitutionally do. 

Of course the power lodged in the Commission is an administra- 
tive power in the sense that it is not a judicial power. The ju- 
dicial power of the United States is lodged, by the Constitution, 
in the Supreme Court of the United States and in such inferior 
courts as Congress may establish. The Commission is not a court; 
no commission established by Congress is a court; but the fact 
that the Comraission is not a court and therefore does not exercise 
judicial power has no bearing whatever on the question whether 
the proceeding in court under discussion constitutes a case or 
controversy within the meaning of the Constitution. 

The act of Congress of March 3, 1851 (9 Statutes at Large, 631), 
established a board of commissioners to settle private land claims 
in California. The act of Congress of August 31, 1852, provides 
for an appeal from this board of commissioners to the district 
court of the United States. The proceeding provided by the stat- 
utes came before the Supreme Court of the United States m the 
case of The United States vs. Ritchie (17 Howard, 525), and 
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again in the case of Grisar vs. McDowell (6 Wall., 368). 
objection suggested here was urged in those cases. 

In the Ritchie case the Supreme Court said: 

It is also objected that the law prescribing an appeal to the district court 
from the decision of the d of commissioners is unconstitutional, and this 
board, as organized, is not a court under a constitution and can not, there- 
fore, be invested with any of the judicial powers conferred upon the General 
Government. * * * 

But the answer to the objection is that the suit in the district court is to 
be regarded as an original proceeding, the removal of the transcript, papers, 
and evidence into it from the board of commissioners being but a mode of 

»sroviding for the institution of the suitin that court. e transfer, it is 
rae. is called an appeal; we must not, however, be misled by a name, but 
look to the substance and intent of the pr ing. The district court is not 
confined to a mere reexamination of the case as heard and decided by the 
board of commissioners, but hears the case de novo poe the papers and tes- 
timony which had been used before the board, the ing made evidence in 
the district court; and also upon such further evidence as either party may 
see fit to produce. 

The suggestion that the power of the Commission is discretion- 
ary is answered by the proposed act itself. The very fact that the 
decision of the Commission is not final, but the final decision is 
given to the circuit court, or the Supreme Court on appeal from 
the circuit court, shows that the power is not discretionary in any 
sense. The question which is left for the decision of the Commis- 
sion in the first place, and in the second place to the decision of 
the courts, is whether the contract for the division of traffic or 
earnings, either on its face or by its operation, contravenes any of 
the provisions of the other sections of the act to regulate com- 
merce, either in the matter specified or otherwise. 

The decision of this question involves the application of the 
laws of the United States regulating interstate commerce to the 
facts of the particular case, ae as do all other decisions of 
the Commission in the discharge of their duties under the act. 
The questions involved are essentially judicial in their character, 
and the fact that they are left in the first place to the decision of 
the Commission does not destroy their judicial character any more 
than the leaving of the private land claim in California to the de- 
cision of the board of commissioners under the act of 1851 de- 
stroyed the judicial character of the questions involved in the 


decision of those claims. 
I need not enlarge further on this point, Mr. President. The 


uestions have been judicially determined by the courts and may 
therefore be treated as settled law, and that both in form and sub- 
stance the proceedings authorized under this bill are constitu- 
tional and proper. I will take leave, however, to introduce one 
more citation from the case of The Interstate Commerce Commis- 
sioners vs. Brimson (154 U.S., 475) above referred to. The court 
said: 

What is a case or controversy to which, under the Constitution, the judi- 
cial power of the United States extends? Referr to the clause of that in- 
strument which extends the judicial power of the United States to all cases 
in law and equity arising under the Constitution, the laws of the United 
States, and treaties e or that shall be made under their authority, this 
court, speaking through Chief Justice Marshall, has said: *‘ This clause en- 
ables the judicial department to receive jurisdiction to the full extent of the 
Constitution, laws, and treaties of the United States when any question re- 
specting them shall assume such a form that the judicial power is capable of 
acting on it. That power is capable of acting only when the subject is sub- 
mitted to it by a party who asserts his rights in the form prescri by law. 
It then became & case, and the Constitution declares that the judicial power 
shall extend to all cases arising under the Constitution, laws, and treaties of 
the United States.”’ Osborn vs. Bank of the United States, 9 Wheat., 728, 819. 
And in Murray vs. Hoboken Co., 18 How., 272,284, Mr. Justice Curtis, after ob- 
serving that Congress can not withdraw from judicial cognizance any mat- 
ter which from its nature isthe subject of a suit at the common law, or in 
equity, or admiralty, nor, on the other d, bring under judicial power a 
matter which from its nature is not a subject for judicial determination, 
said: ‘‘ At the same time there are matters involving public rights which ma: 
be presented in such form that the judicial power is capable of acting on 
them, and which are susceptible of judicial determination, but which Con- 
c— may or may not bring within the ce of the courts of the United 

tates, as it may oe ee r.” So,in Smith vs. Adams, 130U. 8.. 173, Mr. 
Justice Field, ing for the court, said that the term “cases” and ‘' con- 
troversies " in the Constitution embraced ‘the claim or contentions of liti- 
oe brought before the courts for adjudication as, regular proceedings es- 

blished for the protection or enforcement of rights, or the prevention, re- 
dress, or punishment of wrongs.” 


As has already been shown, the peocenies here is one provided 
to enable a party to a contract to obtain a decision of the question 
whether that contract is prohibited by the act of Congress—a 
question of mixed law and fact, but involving the interpretation 
and application of the laws of the United States. The proceeding 
arises under the laws of the United States, and is brought before 
the court by a litigant in the ordinary form of p ng estab- 
lished for the protection and enforcement of rights. It is there- 
fore a case arising under the laws of the United States within the 
meaning of the Constitution. 

It may not be out of place to introduce here the provisions of 
the act of August 31, 1852, under which the cases of the United 
States vs. Ritchie (17 How., 525) and Crisar vs. McDowell (6 Wall., 
363) above cited were brought before the courts. 

The provision of that act was as follows: 


In every case in which the Board of Commissioners shall render a final deci- 
sion it shall be their duty to have two certified transcripts of their proceedi 
and decision and of the papers and evidence on which the same are founded, 
made out, one of which sanaceiese shall be filed with the clerk of the district 
court and the other transmitted to the Attorney-General of the United States; 
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and the filing of such transcript with the clerk shall i 


facto operate as an 
appeal for the party against whom the decision sh 


1 be rendered; and if 
such decision shall be against the private claimant it shall be his duty to file 
a notice with the clerk of the court within six months thereafter of his inten- 
tion to prosecute the appeal, and if the decision shall be against the United 
States it shall be the duty of the Attorney-General within six months after 
receiving the said transcript to cause notice to be filed with the clerk afore- 
said that the appeal will be prosecuted by the United States, and on the fail- 
ure of either party to file such notice with the clerk the appeal shall be re- 
garded as dismissed. 

It was with reference to this proceeding that the Supreme Court 
said, in the Ritchie case, that ‘‘the suit in the district court is to 
be regarded as an original proceeding, the removal of the tran- 
— papers, and evidence into it from the Board of Commission- 
ers being but a mode of providing for the institution of a suit in 
that court. The transfer, itis true, is called an appeal; we must 
not, however, be misled by the name, but look to the substance 
and intent of the proceeding.” 

In many, if not all the States, the legislative branch of the gov- 
ernment has provided by law for commissions or boards, which if 
not strictly on all fours with the Interstate Commerce Commission 
are certainly similar in character and object, whose powers are 
merely administrative or ministerial, and whose acts and orders 
and transactions are reviewable bythe courts on appeal or trans- 
fer of their proceedings or by whatever name you may callit. I 
may mention among others boards or commissions to condemn 
private property for public use under the power of eminent do- 
main in the State, commissions to open public highways and assess 
damages, boards of State canvassers, commissions to partition the 
land of an intestate estate, and others of like character. 

These various bodies have no judicial functions, or many of 
them have not, and yet their findings and orders are appealed from 
to the courts under proceedings provided by law, and I do not re- 
member a case where the power of the legislature to confer juris- 
diction on the courts for such appeals has been questioned. 

Having disposed of that branch of the subject, as I ae satis- 
factorily and conclusively, I beg now to address myself to the 
policy of this proposed legislation. : 

The bill is indorsed by the popular branch of Congress, by a 
majority of the Interstate Commerce Commission—very emphatic- 
ally by some of them—by every State railroad commission with 

rhaps one exception, by every commercial body in the United 

tates except a very few, and by a number of shippers and busi- 
nessmen. It is not indorsed by all the railroad companies as is 
erroneously supposed, but is indorsed or approved by a majority 
of them. The opposition to the bill comes mainly from persons 
and localities who have been the beneficiaries of secret arrange- 
ments and discriminations which they have enjoyed to the detri- 
ment of the general public. Outside of these, I know of no oppo- 
sition to the passage of the bill. 

It has been assumed by some,I must think without investiga- 
tion or reflection, that the legalizing of pooling or cooperative 
contracts between certain railroads will result in the destruction 
of competition, raising of rates, etc. Just the opposite is the 
truth. As I have attempted to show in the early part of my re- 
marks, pooling and rate making have nothing whatever to do with 
each other. The rate-making power is now under the absolute 
control of the Commission and the law, certainly tothe extent of 
saying rates shall not be unreasonable but must be reasonable. 
So there is literally no ground for apprehension on that score. 

Then the only question, as it occurs to me, is, Will the legaliz- 
ing of pooling contracts and making them enforceable and bind- 
ing between the parties and the public under the direction and 
supervision of the Interstate Commerce Commission, as is pro- 
posed in this bill, be contrary to public policy and prejudicial to 
the publicinterests? After giving to the subject the most careful 
thought and investigation of which I am capable—of course I 
- only for myself—I answer without the least hesitation it 
will not. 

Pooling contracts under this bill will, in my judgment, accom- 
plish the following very beneficial and desirable results: 

First, they will prevent unjust discriminations by the railroads 
in favor of large monopolistic shippers and against the small 
shippers. 

Second, they will protect the weaker railroads and avoid the ne- 
fr of consolidation between railroads or prevent such consol- 
idation. 

Third, they will prevent discriminations against one locality 
in favor of another and against one person in favor of another. 

Fourth. They will make competition fair and stable and just 
as against cut-throat preferences and discriminations in freight 
and passenger traffic, which destroy competition and unsettle 
business calculations, precipitate bankruptcy where it is not de- 
served, and offer a premium to dishonesty and unfair dealing. 

Fifth. The only relation that I understand pooling contracts 
can have to rates is that they will make rates uniform, stable, and 
reasonable. Uniform and stable because the incentive to cut 
rates in favor of a few below the point where they will earn s 
fair remuneration on the capital invested will be removed, and 
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because all — to the contract will participate in a divi- 
sion of the traffic transported by the pooled lines at a percentage 
stipulated in the contract. It is not pretended that the provisions 
of this bill will change the relations of the Interstate Commerce 
Commission to the nonpooled lines, or to those operated entirely 
within the limits of a State, from those obtaining under existin, 
law. According to the best information I can get 90 per cent o 
the rail companies of the country will belong to the nonpooling 
class. 

It has been found in England and on the Continent of Europe, 
in fact wherever railroads are employed, that pooling is the best 
and only method for preventing unjust discriminations and the 
destruction of fair and honest competition. In those countries 
where some of the railway lines are owned by the Government 
and some by private individuals, the Government lines pool with 
private lines and thus protect the public against ruinous discrim- 
inations and unfair competition. 

Such catch phrases as ‘‘ com 
no place in the consideration of transportation questions. There 
is no element of trade or speculation in transportation and none 
can enter it. The Interstate Commerce Commission has said in 
its first report ‘‘ excessive and unreasonable competition is a pub- 
lic injury.” This is nothing more than a statement of what is 
universally and everywhere known to be true. 

With these general propositions, which I announce with great 
confidence in their soundness and verity, I shall leave for future 
discussion, if they should be controverted, the evidence and au- 
thority upon which they are formed, and direct my attention to 
one other suggestion touching the duration of these contracts. 
It has been intimated that some limitation of time ought to be put 
upon them in this bill. That matter was discussed in committee 
and there decided by a majority vote that such a provision was 
inexpedient and unnecessary. 

These contracts are entered into by railroads in relation to the 
business between competitive points, and only in such cases. Eac 
party to the contract is credited with a certain percentage of the 
traffic and earnings, and these percentages are determined by tak- 
ing the average amount of trafficdone by the respective lines for a 
given period in the past. The conditions of transportation and 
traffic are subject to constant changes which necessitates a read- 
justment of the percentages at comparatively short intervals. 
With these readjustments I can not see the public has any pecul- 
iar interest. And, therefore, the duration of contracts is nota 
matter of much moment. 

In this connection it must, not be forgotten that the Commission 
is charged with the duty of observing the operation of these con- 
tracts, and if it should appear they ‘‘ would result in unreasonable 
rates, unjust discriminations, inferior service to the public, or 
otherwise contravene any of the provisions of the act,” it is the 
business of the Commission to institute measures to terminate the 
contracts, or any of them. Sothat the time when the contracts 
rah ag is under the control of the Commission by the terms of 
this bill. 

I will not detain the Senate longer, Mr. President, in the dis- 
cussion of this bill. I may say in closing, that after most careful, 
painstaking, patient, and thorough investigation, exhaustive dis- 
cussion, and candid consultations, this bill is a compromise of 
conflicting opinions, as all wise measures of legislation are. It 
represents, not fully, perhaps, but approximately, the views of the 
Interstate Commerce Commission, composed as it is of gentlemen 
of high character, ability, and intelligence, who may be said to 
represent the Government and through the Government the public. 
It represents the expressed wisdom of the popular branch of Con- 
gress, who represent directly the people at large, and it rep- 
resents the views of the railroads, through their officials, speak- 
ing for the vast, complicated, and valuable interests embraced in 
railway transportation. 

I wish to say in this connection that I have never permitted my- 
self to indulge in a wholesale ‘denunciation of railroad corpora- 
tions simply because they are rich and powerful. I do not think 
it is fair in dealing with railroad corporations that we should con- 
sider them as public enemies; and that is about the attitude in 
which they are placed by many people. Railroads, like other 
corporations and other persons, ought to be subjected to obedi- 
ence tolaw. They have no special immunities or privileges in 
the eye of the law which individuals have not. 

I venture the assertion, sir, that there is not a Senator on this 
floor who has not, at some time in his life, encouraged the crea- 
tion and organization of these corporations to facilitate the devel- 
opment of the community in which he lives. If they are evils 
they are necessary evils. I would deal with them as I would deal 
with any other class of people in the country. Personally, I 
doubt if there is a man upon this floor who is under less obliga- 
tions to them than I am, because it has so happened in my pro- 
fessional career that I was usually on the other side; but, sir, in 
dealing with a great public question like this I shall bring to bear 
upon it the best judgment that I can command, without regard 
to any popular.clamor which may prevail for or against it. 


tition is the life of trade” have 





The bill, Mr. President, now only awaits the action of the Sen- 
ate, the representative of the States, and of the Chief Executive, 
who represents all interests. I trust it may receive the approval 
of both and become a law. 

_Lhave not gone as largely into the details as perhaps the occa- 
sion would justify, but in the course of the debate, if one should 
arise on this bill, I would be very happy to give any information 
that I may possess or answer any questions which Senators may 
choose to propound to me. 

POST-OFFICE APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. BLACKBURN. I move that the Senate proceed to the 
consideration of the bill (H.R.8272) making appropriations for 
the service of the Post-Office Department for the fiscal year end- 
ing June 30, 1896. 

e motion was agreed to; and the Senate resumed the consid- 
eration of the bill. 

Mr. CHANDLER. What has become of the resolution of the 
Senator from South Carolina? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. LopGe in the chair). The 
Senator from South Carolina completed his remarks, and the Sen- 
ate voted to proceed to the consideration of the bill making ap- 
propriation for the postal service for the ensuing fiscal year, on 
— the Senator from Kentucky [Mr. BLACKBURN] has the 

oor. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I desire, with the permission of the Senator 
from Kentucky, to state that I shall ask to have the resolution 
taken up at some future day with a view of submitting some 
remarks thereon. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The pending question is on the 
amendment of the Senator from Kentucky {[Mr. BLacksBuRN], 
which will be read, 

The SECRETARY. Strike out,in line 2, page 5, ‘‘$196,614.22’ 
and insert ‘‘$176,952.80;” so as to read: 

For poceeneey and special facilities on trunk lines from Boston, Mass., b 
way of New York and Washington, to Atlanta and New Orleans, $176,952.80. 

Mr. ALDRICH. There should be a full attendance of the Sen- 
ate when the amendment is voted on. I suggest the absence of a - 
quorum. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Rhode Island 
a the absence of a quorum. The Secretary will call the 
roll. 

The Secretary called the roll; and the following Senators an- 
swered to their names: 


Aldrich, Coke, Hunton, Perkins, 
Allen, Cullom, Kyle, Pritchard, 
Allison, Davis, Lindsay, Pugh, 
Bate, Dixon, Lodge, Ransom, 
Berry, Dubois McLaurin, Roach, 
Blackburn, Faulkner, Mc Millan, Sherman, 
Blanchard, Frye, McPherson, Stewart, 
Brice, George, Martin, Turpi 
Butler, Gibson, Mills, Walsh 
Call, Gorman, Mitchell of Oreg. Whit« 
Camden, Hansbrough, Mitchell of Wis. Wolcott. 
Carey, Hawley Morgan, 

Chandler, ill, Pasco, 

Cockrell, Hoar, Peffer, 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. Fifty-three Senators have an- 
swered to their names. A quorum of the Senate is present. The 
question recurs on agreeing to the amendment offered by the Sen- 
ator from Kentucky. The Secretary informs the Chair that the 
yeas and nays have been ordered on the amendment. 

Mr. RANSOM. No; the yeas and nays were not ordered. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. Iam speaking from memory, but my rec- 
ollection is that the yeas and nays were asked by the Senator from 
a eee MANDERSON], but were not ordered. 

Mr. RANSOM. They were not ordered. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I suggest that the vote be taken by a division. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. Iam content. 

The question being put, there were on a division—ayes 18, noes 
16; no quorum voting. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Icall for the yeas and nays on the amend- 
ment. There is a quorum here. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. Let the roll be called. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Nothing is in order but a call of the roll to 
ascertain the presence of a quorum. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Secretary will call the roll. 

The Secretary called the roll, and the following Senators answered 
to their names: 


Aldrich, Coke, Hoar, Platt, 
en, Cullom, Hunton, Pritchard, 
te, Davis, yle, Pugh, 

- Dixon, Lindsay, Ransom, 
Blanchard, Dubois, Lodge, Roach, 
Brice, Faulkner, McLaurin, Sherman, 
Burrows, rye, McMillan, Smith, 
Butler, Gallinger, Martin, Stewart, 
Caffery, Gibson, Mitchell of Oreg. Teller, 
Call, Hansbrough, Mitchell of Wis. Vest, 
Camden, Harris, Morrill, Vilas, 
Cameron, Hawley, Pasco, Walsh, 
Chandler, Bigeins, Peffer, White, 
Cockrell, Hill, Perkins, Wolcott. 
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The PRESIDING OFFICER. Fifty-six Senators have an- 
swered totheir names. A quorum is present. The question recurs 
on the amendment proposed by the Senator from Kentucky [Mr. 
BLACKBURN], on which a division has been demanded. 

Mr. SHERMAN. We may as well have the yeas and nays, Mr. 
President. There will be no quorum otherwise. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. TELLER. I should like to have the question stated. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Secretary will again state 
the amendment. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. 
$196,614.22. 

The SecoxeTary. In line 2, page 5, after the name ‘‘ New Or- 
leans,” it is proposed to strike out ‘‘$196,614.22” and insert 
** $176,952.80.” 

The Secretary proceeded to call the roll. 

Mr. BLACKBURN (when his name was called). I am paired 
with the Senator from Nebraska [Mr. ad , who is neces- 
sarily temporarily absent, and therefore I withhold my vote. If 
he were present I should vote “ yea.” 

Mr. COKE (when his name was called). 
Senator from Oregon {[Mr. DoLPH]). 

Mr. DAVIS (when his name was called). 
the Senator from Indiana (Mr. Turi). : 

Mr. HAWLEY (when his name was called). On this question 
I am paired with the Senator from Virginia [Mr. DANIEL]. If he 
were present, he would vote “‘ nay” and I should vote ‘‘yea.” 

Mr. HUNTON (when his name wascalled). Mycolleague [Mr. 
es is paired with the Senator from Connecticut [Mr. Haw- 
LEYj. I vote “nay.” 

Mr. BERRY (when the name of Mr. Jones of Arkansas was 
called). My colleague [Mr. Jones of Arkansas] is at home sick. 
He is paired with the Senator from Georgia [Mr. Gorpon]. If 
my colleague were present he would vote ‘‘ yea.” ; 

Mr. McPHERSON (when his name was called). I am paired 
with the Senafor from Delaware [Mr. Hieains]. If he were pres- 
ent I should vote ‘‘ nay.” 

Mr. MITCHELL of Wisconsin (when his name was called). I 
am paired with the Senator from beeen. | [Mr. Carey]. ‘ 

Mr. WHITE (when his name was called). I am paired with 
the Senator from Idaho {[Mr. SHovup}. 

The roll call was concluded. 

Mr. CULLOM. Ihave a general pair with the Senator from 
Delaware |[Mr. Gray]. Not being advised how he would vote on 
this question, I withhold my vote. 

Mr. McPHERSON. I am informed that an arrangement has 
been made to pair the Senatcr from Delaware [Mr. HiaGins] with 


It is a reduction of 10 per cent upon the 


Iam paired with the 


I am paired with 


the Senator from Kentucky [Mr. Linpsay], and therefore I vote. 
I vote “ nay.” 
Mr. LINDSAY (after having voted in the affirmative). Under 


that arrangement, being paired with the Senator from Delaware 
[Mr. Hreains], I withdraw my vote. 
The result was announced—yeas 18, nays 31; as follows: 


YEAS—18, 
Allen, George, Mills, Teller, 
Bate, Harris, Peffer, Vest, 
Berry, Kyle, Roach, Wolcott. 
Cail, McLaurin, Sherman, 
Cameron, Smith, 

NAYS8—31. 
piérich, Peake, aan. Pritchard, 

ne rye, erson, ‘tor, 
Burrows, Gallinger, Mitchell of Oreg. Pugh, 
Butler, Gibson, orrill, Ransom, 
Camden, Hill, Murphy, Stewart, 
Chandler, Hoar, \ Walsh, 
Dixon, Hunton, Perkins, Washburn. 
Dubois, Lodge, Platt, 
NOT VOTING—38. 

Allison, vis, Jones of Ark. y; 
Blackburn, Dolph, Jones of Ney. oup, 
Brice, Gordon, Lindsay, Squire, 
Caffery, Manderson, Turpie, 
Carey, Gray, Mantle Vv 
Clark, e, Mitchell of Wis. Voorhees, 
Coc 1, Hans Morgan, White, 
Coke, Hawley, Palmer, Wilson. 
Cullom, Pe , 
Dani Irby, Power, 


So the amendment was rejected. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. I whether the Chair has laid before 
the Senate the unfinished business orgs | over from yesterday? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The hour of 2 o’clock having ar- 
rived, the Chair lays before the Senate the unfinished business, 
the title of which will be stated. : 

The Secretary. A bill (H. R. 4609) to establish a uniform 
system of bankru $4 “ee 

Mr. BLACKBUR . I ask that without prejudice the unfin- 
ished business may be temporarily laid aside, and that the Senate 
poe with the consideration of the Post-Office appropriation 
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The VICE-PRESIDENT. Without objection, it isso ordered. 
Mr. BLACKBURN. In line 15, on page 4, I move to strike out 
the words ‘‘three million two hundred and five thousand dol- 
lars” and insert in lieu thereof ‘‘two million eight hundred and 
eighty-four thousand five hundred dollars,” which is a reduction 
of 10 per cent upon the existing rates paid for the rental of postal 


cars. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. Will the Senator allow me to in- 
quire if that is the estimate of the Department? 

Mr. BLACKBURN. Exactly the amount the bill now carries 
is the estimate of the Department, which is $3,205,000. As the 
bill came to the Senate from the House it was $3,105,000. The 
Committee on nee »riations reported to amend by adding $100,000 
to this item in the biil as it came from the House, which brought 
the amount up to exactly the estimates of the Department. The 
amendment I submit is a reduction of 10 per cent. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. On the estimates? 

Mr. BLACKBURN. Not on the House bill, but on the esti- 
mates of the Department. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. If the amendment of the Senator 
prevails, there will be a reduction of 10 per cent from the amount 
estimated by the Department. . 

Mr. BLACKBURN. There will be a reduction in the rates of 
10 per cent upon the estimates of the Department. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. A reduction of the total amount 
appropriated? 

r. BLACKBURN. Precisely. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment proposed by the 
Senator from Kentucky will be stated. 

The Secretary. On page 4, line 15, after the word ‘‘ service,” 
it 2 eronoe to strike out ‘‘ $3,205,000 ” and insert $2,884,500;” so 
as to read: 


For railway post-office car service, $2,884,500. 


Mr. ALDRICH. Mr. President, in the course of the discussion 
upon the amendment submitted by the Senator from Kentucky a 
day or two ago, I asked that Senator, he being in charge of the 
bill, why the Committee on Appropriations had recommended an 
increase over the amount appropriated by the House of Repre- 
sentatives, and he then said it was necessary in order to extend 
the postal-car service. I have no doubt that the statement he 
then made was the correct one, and I am surprised that the Sen- 
ator having the bill in charge, the Senate having voted down by 
a vote which I might say was almost an overwhelming one a 
similar amendment in Committee of the Whole, should come here 
now and ask to have this appropriation cut down. 

Mr.BLACKBURN. The Senator from Rhode Island, as usual, 
Mr. President, is technically correct. I did not say that this in- 
crease was necessary. I said that the Postmaster-General said to 
the subcommittee that, if the existing rates were to be maintained, 
the service being a constantly expanding service, it would be crip- 
pled to that extent by the reduction of $100,000 which the House 
of Representatives had made below the estimates. 

The Senate now having refused by a rejection of the committee 
amendment yesterday to peremptorily order a reduction of 10 per 
cent, the amendment which I now submit simply proposes to 
make a reduction of 10 per cent on this $3,205,000 appropriation. 
There is nothing involved in the pending amendment except the 
naked question as to whether there shall be made in the discretion 
of the Postmaster-General a reduction of 10 per cent upon the pay- 
ments he is now making to the railroad companies. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. I should like to inquire of the 
Senator in charge of the bill what he had before him or what the 
committee which he represents had before it, which would seem to 
justify the reduction in the interest of the public service or the in- 
terest of economy? 

Mr. BLACKBURN. If necessary I will go back over the de- 
bate which has been indulged in by various Senators for the last 
four days. The Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. VILAs] submitted 
a tabulated statement as to the present cost, showing that in less 
than every sixteen months the Government is paying for this 

-car service a rental per annum equal to the cost of the 
construction, maintenance, repair, and operation of these postal 
cars. That mesa Rare em and ae I thought it was 
fair to assume that no injustice would be done to the railroad 
companies if a reduction of 10 percent bemade. For that reason 
I ares submitted this amendment; and that is the only question in- 
volved. 

Mr. HUNTON. I desire to ask the Senator from Kentucky a 
question. I understood him to say while on the floor a moment 
ago that this reduction was in the discretion of the Postmaster- 
General. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. I did not. 
in his discretion. 

Mr. HUNTON. But the rates of pay can not be in the discre- 
tion of the Postmaster-General if he has not the money to pay 
them. As I understand, if this amendment prevails, it will be an 


I said the rates of pay were 
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absolute reduction below the estimate of the Postmaster-General 
as to the amount necessary to run the postal cars. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. Below the estimate of the Postmaster- 
General, predicated upon the idea that the present existing rates 
were to be continued. 

Mr. HUNTON. No, sir; it was predicated upon the idea that 
the Postmaster-General still had to run the postal-ear service on 
the old plan. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. I knowthe word of the Senator from Vir- 
ginia is good, provided it is given upon any proposition that is 
within the realm of his personal information; but I should like him 
to furnish anything in the shape of substantial evidence in support 
of the statement he has just made. 

Mr. HUNTON. I said upon the estimate of the Postmaster- 
General. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. The Postmaster-General makes an esti- 
mate, which the House of Representatives lacks $100,000 of giving 
him, predicated upon the continuance of existing rates. This 
amendment is soodlantin’ upon the idea of a reduction of existing 


rates. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. I should like to ask the Senator 
one other question, if it does not disturb him. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. Not at all. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. Is the Senate to understand that 
this proposition is the proposition of the committee or of the 
Senator himself? 

Mr. BLACKBURN. It is my own proposition. The commit- 
tee has not authorized it, and the amendment is offered upon my 


own responsibility. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. Then the situation is just this: 
A bill comes from the other House appropriating a certain amount 
of money for a certain public service; the Committee on Appro- 
priations, of which the distinguished Senator from Kentucky is 
the able organ, propose to increase the amount $100,000 for rea- 
sons which, it must be assumed, were entirely satisfactory to the 
committee. The bill comes before the Senate, and now the mem- 
ber of the committee in charge of the bill, without authority from 
the committee, proposes a reduction of 10 cent on the estimate 
of the Department. I confess I get muddled over two contradict- 
— of that kind, and scarcely know what I ought 
to do, 

Mr. BLACKBURN. I am very much obliged to the Senator 
for having furnished me the opportunity of showing how unfair 
his statement is. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. I do not want to be unfair. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. I know the Senator does not, and that is 
the reason Iam glad to correct him. The Hotise of Representa- 
tives sent this bill here for the support of the postal service for 
the coming fiscal year with a reduction in this item of $100,000 
below the estimates of the Department. The Committee on Ap- 
propriations of the Senate, as stated by the Senator from Oregon, 
increased that amount by $100,000 of shortage and went to the es- 
timate of the Department. Sofar theSenator from Oregon is cor- 
rect. Now he says that, the committee having done that, I, as the 
emo on this bill of that committee, propose to reduce the 
whole amount by 10 percent. Thatis not fair. The Senator has 
told part of the truth, but he did not take the oath usually admin- 
istered in courts of justice, of which he is such an ornament pro- 
fessionally, and he did not tell all the truth. 

The Committee on Appropriations did add $100,000, but with it 
coupled an amendment, which is printed and before the Senator's 
eyes in italics, which was yesterday stricken out by the Senate; so 
that I am not running counter to theaction of my committee, but, 
on the contrary, the committee did not report an addition of 
$100,000 and stop there, but it reported an addition of $100,000.and 
coupled with it a condition printed here in the bill initalics, which 
did at least as much as this in the direction of reduction, but that 
proposed amendment of the committee was yesterday beaten by a 
vote of the Senate. So the committee does not stand before the 
Senate now recommending the $100,000 increase over the bill as it 
came from the House. It only recommended that increase, pro- 
vided the Senate agreed to that italicized amendment which the 
Senate has rejected, and consequently the Committee on Appro- 
priations is not committed to the increase of $100,000. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. How does the Senator claim that 
thatitalicized amendment isareduction? It may or it may not be. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. No, sir. It says: 

Said sum shall be expended under the direction and in the discretion of the 


Seen and any provision of existing law in conflict herewith 


And every Senator who that committee amendment 


took the ground that it was a repeal of the sliding schedule in the 
act of March 3, 1873, which would result in a reduction of com- 
pensation. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. But the Senator himself admits 
that that sliding schedule, of which he speaks, is the old act of 
1873, I believe? 

Mr. BLACKBURN. Yes. 





Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. That act was subsequently 
amended. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. It never has been amended. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. It simply fixes the maximum rate 
beyond which the Postmaster-General can not go under the law 
as it stood then, as it stands now, and as it will forever stand un- 
til it is amended by this or by some other proposition. There was 
no fixing of rates by that except to fix the maximum. The Post- 
master-General had the discretion and has the discretion now un- 
der the law to reduce the amount to whatever he thinks is a proper 
figure in order to do. justice by the public service and at the same 
time exercise a proper economy on the subject. 

So I do not understand, Mr. President, so far as Iam concerned 
as a member of the Senate, that the proposed amendment of the 
committee in italics, of which the Senator speaks, is a reduction 
at all. It does not have that effect. Consequently, it at least 
seems to me, withall due deference to the Senator in charge of the 
bill, that the proposition he now submits on his own motion is in 
direct srevtentiadiate, as I understand it, to the proposition of the 
committee. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. None so blind, Mr. President, as those 
= will not see. I submit this amendment on my own respon- 
sibility. 

Mr.PLATT. Mr. President, there does not seem to be any ne- 
cessity for confusion with regard to this matter. The Senate yes- 
terday, asin Committee of the Whole, voted down two propositions 
by decided majorities, one a proposition to put the whole matter 
of the expenditure of this $3,205,000 in the hands of the Postmas- 
ter-General. That was voted down. The second proposition to 
reduce the present rates 10 per cent was also voted down. Now 
the Senator from Kentucky seeks to reach the same end proposed 
by his former amendment by cutting down the rates by this amend- 
ment. That is all there is about it. 

Mr. FAULKNER. I should like to ask the Senator from Ken- 
tucky one question before I vote on this motion, and that is, 
whether the Postmaster-General to-day under the law has not the 
authority to reduce the cost of this transportation if in his judg- 
= he deems it wise and in the interest of the public service so 
to do? 

Mr. BLACKBURN. Oh, yes; and he has had thut same discre- 
tionary power for twenty-two years; but no Postmaster-General 
has ever yet exercised it or reduced the compensation below the 
maximum rates allowed by law. 

Mr. FAULKNER. Is it not to be assumed that the Postmaster- 
General, knowimg better than we do about this, thinks it is not in 
the — of the public service that the reduction should be 
made? 

Mr. BLACKBURN. That is a violent assumption, and, in my 
judgment, an unwarranted conclusion, when the present Post- 
master-General comes before the subcommittee and says the rates 
are too high, and my honorable friend from Wisconsin { Mr. Vu.as}, 
who was Postmaster-General for nearly four years, stood here in 
a very full discussion of this amendment yesterday and concurred 
in the opinion of the present head of that Department that the 
rates are too high. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. I may be mistaken, but I under- 
stood the Senator from Wisconsin yesterday to say that when he 
was Postmaster-General he did on more than one occassion reduce 
the amount below the maximum. 

Mr. VILAS. That was as to the weight pay, not as to this com- 
pensation. 

Mt. BLACKBURN. That was only as to the mail compensa- 
tion by the hundredweight. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I desire to read from the Record a statement 
made by the Senator from Kentucky [Mr. BLacksurN} in debate 
on February 13. In answer to a question asked by me as to why 
the Committee on Appropriations saw fit to increase this appro- 
priation the Senator from Kentucky said: 


Because that service is extending every day and more money will be needed 
every year,even though you reduce the rates. 


Mr. BLACKBURN. I say so now. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on the amendment 
proposed by the Senator from Kentucky [Mr. BLacksury}. 

Mr. BRICE. Mr. President, I donot understand that this is an 
amendment offered by the Committee on Appropriations. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. No, sir. 

Mr. BRICE. But by an individual member of the Committee 
on Appropriations. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. That is correct. 

Mr. BRICE. Mr. President, as a member of that committee I 
ae the amendment for the reason given in the extract read by 
the Senator from Rhode Island [Mr. agg , Which appears in 
the Record of the 13th instant, and for the further reason that 
after this amendment shall be disposed of I purpose offering an 
amendment to another portion of the bill dividing the appropria- 
tion made for the fast-mail service between the railroad lines 
running from the Northeastern portion of the conntry to the 
Southern States, and a similar line extending from the North- 
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western portion of the country to the Southern States. I desire 
the appropriation to be increased for the fast-mail service rather 
than diminished. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment proposed by the Senator from Kentucky [Mr. BLack- 
BURN]. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. On that I ask for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered; and the Secretary proceeded to 
call the roll. 

Mr. BLACKBURN (when his name was called). I should vote 
‘‘vea,” but I am paired with the senior Senator from Nebraska 
[Mr. MANDERSON], who is necessarily absent par 

Mr. CULLOM (when his name was called). I have a general 

air with the senior Senator from Delaware [Mr. Gray]. Not 
owing how he would vote,I withhold my vote. If I were at 
liberty to vote I should vote ‘‘ nay.” 

Mr. GIBSON (when his name was called). I am paired with 
the junior Senator from Michigan [Mr. Burrows], and withhold 
my vote. 

The roll call was concluded. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. I transfer my pair with the senior Sena- 
tor from Nebraska [Mr. MANDERSON | to the Senator from South 
Carolina [{Mr. cov and vote ‘‘ yea.” 


Mr. BATE. Iam paired with the Senator from Georgia [Mr. 
Gorpon]. I transfer my pair to the Senator from Arkansas 
[Mr. JonEs} and vote “ yea.” 

Mr. BURROWS. I am paired with the junior Senator from 
Maryland { Mr. Gipson}. . 


t was announced—yeas 19, nays 36; as follows: 
YEAS—19, 


Allen, Cameron, McLaurin, Teller, 
Bate, George, Martin, ar 
Berry, Harris, Mills, Vest, 
Blackburn, Kyle, Pasco, 
Call, - Lindsay, Roach, 

NAYS—36. 


Aldrich, Dubois, McMillan, Platt, 
Blanchard, McPherson, Power, 
= Mee otoree. Bree” 
Camden, inge itchell o' 3 octor, 
Carey, ° Mitchell of Wis. Pugh, 
Chandler, iggins, Morrill, Ransom, 
Clark, Smith, 
Davis, ff Stewart, 
Dixon, Lod i Washburn. 
NOT VOTING—2&. 


Allison, Dolph, Irby, Sherman, 
Burrows, Gibson, Jones of Ark. Shoup, 
Gordon, Jones of Ney. Squire, 
Gorman, Manderson, Voorhees, 
Gray, Walsh, 
Hale, White, 
Hansbrough, Pettigrew, Wilson 
‘ Hill, Quay, Wolcott. 
So the amendment was rejected. ; 
Mr..BRICE. I move to insert on page 5, line 2, after the words 
‘* New Orleans:” 


And for necessary and special facilities on trunk lines from Louisville, 
Covington, and Newport, Ky., and Cincinnati, Ohio, to Chattanooga and Nash- 
ville, Tenn., for Atlanta, Ga., Knoxville, Tenn., Birmingham, Ala., Meridian, 
Miss., New Orleans, La., and Texas points. 

Mr. HUNTON. I raise the point of order on the amendment. 

Mr. BRICE. The effect of the amendment is not to increase the 
appropriation, but to divide the special appropriation which has 
heretofore, by the previous wording of the act, been taken away 
from the supervision of the Postmaster-General and expended en- 
tirely east of the Blue Ridge. It is to divide that sum between 
the line extending from the Northeastern States to the South- 
western States and another line extending from Chicago, Cleve- 
land, Cincinnati, Louisville, and that region to the same destina- 
tion. 

Mr. LODGE. It is true the amendment does not raise or lower 
an appropriation, but it does alter existing law by dividing an ex- 
isting fund and changing the law in regard toit. That fund is 
now by law used for the fast carriage of mails between certain 
points. It is now proposed to compel a division of an already ex- 
isting fund by a fast-mail route to other points. The amendment 
also diverts a portion of the 4 abet to a purpose for which 
no estimate has been submitted. 

Mr.RANSOM. Nota bit. 

Mr. LODGE. And it has not been considered, so far as I know, 
by any committee of the Senate. I think the point of order is 
well taken. 

Mr, CALL. I have an amendment tv that of the Senator from 
Ohio [Mr. Brice], if he will accept it, oe for special facili- 
ties to Havana, Cuba, via Key West, Fla. 

Mr. BRICE. I accept the amendment. 

Mr, CALL. I will state to the Senate that this appropriation 
for many years was confined to the fast-mail service from Spring- 
field, Mass., over the Coast Line, via Jacksonville, Tampa, Key 
West, to Havana, Cuba. It was justified by the fact that it was 
no expense to the Government, as the returns from the foreign 
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mails contributed, if not entirely, very largely tothat fund. Last 
year the appropriation was taken away from that line and given 
to aroute via New Orleans. I make no objection to that, although 
we opposed it at the time. But I ask that it shall now embrace a 
line through Florida. : 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Florida pro- 
pose an amendment? 

Mr. CALL. The Senator from Ohio [Mr. Brick] has accepted 
the amendment which I propose to his amendment. 

ae ALDRICH. Let the amendment to. the amendment be 
stated. 

The SECRETARY. Add to the amendment the words: 

For necessary and special facilities on trunk lines via Jacksonville, Tampa, 
and Key West, Fla., to Havana, Cuba. 

Mr. BRICE. If the Senator from Florida will strike out the 
last three words, ‘‘to Havana, Cuba,” I will accept the amendment. 

Mr. CALL. I strike out those words. 

Mr. LODGE. Ido not think the modification offered by the 
Senator from Florida makes the amendment any less cbnoxious to 
the point of order. It seems to me it rather increases it. It 
would bring in still further legislation that has not been passed 
upon by any committee or estimated for by any Department, and 
introduces still more general legislation. I think the point of 
order lies against it the same as before. 

Mr. CALL. [submit to the Senator from Massachusetts that 
a similar provision was in the law last year for fast-mail facilities 
from Springfield, Mass., via New York, Washington, Richmond, 
Charleston, Savannah to Jacksonville, Tampa, and so on. 

It was altered in an appropriation act just as this is proposed. 
For many years it was the existing law, and then it was altered 
by a change in the appropriation contained in the last appropria- 
tion act. So there is no foundation in the precedents of the Senate 
for the proposition of the Senator from Massachusetts. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair overrules the point of or- 
der. The question is on agreeing to the amendment as modified. 

Mr. GEORGE. I should like to have the whole amendment 
read, so that we will know how it stands. 

ma VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment as modified will be 
read, 

The SECRETARY. On page 5, line 2, after the words ‘‘ New Or- 
leans,” insert: 

And for necessary and special facilities on trunk lines from Louisville, Cov- 
ington sae Ne rt, Ky., and Cincinnati, Ohio, to Chattanooga and Nash- 
ville, Tenn,, for Atlanta, Ga., Knoxville, Tenn., Birmingham, Ala., Meridian 


Miss., New Orleans, La., and Texas points, and for necessary and special 
facilities on trunk lines via Jacksonville to Tampa and Key West, Fla. 


Mr. LODGE. I move to lay the amendment on the table. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on the motion of the 
Senator from Massachusetts to lay the amendment on the table. 

- Mr. MARTIN. On that I ask for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered; and the Secretary proceeded to 
cal! the roll. 

Mr. BLACKBURN (when his name was called). I transfer 
my general pair with the Senator from Nebraska [Mr. MANDER- 
son| to the Senator from South Carolina [Mr. Irpy], and vote 
“nay.” 

Mr. BATE (when his name was called). I am paired with the 
Senator from Georgia [Mr. Gorpon]. I transfer that pair to the 
Senator from Arkansas [Mr. Jones], and vote ‘‘ nay.” 

Mr. SQUIRE (when his name was called). I have a general 
pair with the Senator from Virginia [Mr. DANIEL]. On the assur- 
ance of his colleague [Mr. Hunton] that it would be proper for 
me to vote on this question, I vote ‘‘ nay.” 

The roll call was concluded. 

Mr. WHITE. Iam paired with the Senator from Idaho [Mr. 
SHOUP]. 

Mr» TURPIE, LTinquire whether the Senator from Minnesota 
[Mr, Davis] has voted? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. He has not voted. 

Mr. TURPIE. I withhold my vote, being paired with that Sen- 
ator. 

Mr. COKE. I am paired with the Senator from Oregon [Mr, 
Do.p#}. 

The result was announced—yeas 33, nays 23; as follows: 


YEAS—33. 
Aldrich, Gray, Mitchell of Oreg. Ransom, 
Blanchard, Hansbrough, Morrill, Squire, 
Camden, Hawley, Murphy, Stewart, 


Carey, Higgins, Palmer, ilas, 
Chandler, Hill Walsh, 
Cullom, Hoar Washburn. 


— Hunton, 
e, Lod 
Gallinger. MeMillan, 
NAYS—23. 


Allen, Cameron, McLaurin, Perkins, 
Bate, Faulkner, McPherson, Roach, 
eae George, Martin, Teller, 
Blackburn, Harris, Mills, : Vest, 
Brice, Bye. Mitchell of Wis. Wolcott. 
all, dsay, Peffer, 
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NOT VOTING—48L. 


Allison, Davis, Jones of Ark. Sherman, 
Burrows, Dolph, Jones of Nev. Seok 
Butler, Dubois, Manderson, Smit! 
Caffery, Gibson, Mantle, Turpie, 
Clark, Gordon, ——. Voorhees, 
Cockrell, Gorman, Pettigrew, White, 
Coke, Hale, Power, Wilson. 
Daniel, Irby, Quay, 


So the amendment was laid on the table. ! 

Mr. BLACKBURN. I ask permission to have the totals cor- 
rected so as to make them conform to the action of the Senate in 
amending the bill. _ : 

‘ she VICE-PRESIDENT. Without objection it will be so or- 
ered. 

The amendments were ordered to be engrossed and the bill to 
be read a third time. 

The bill was read the third time, and passed. 

AGRICULTURAL APPROPRIATION BILL. of 


Mr. CALL. Iask unanimous consent to call up the agricultural 

aig ore bill, without displacing the unfinished business. 

ere being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill (H. R. 8727) making appro- 
priations for the Department of Agriculture for the fiscal year end- 
ing June 30, 1896, which had been reported from the Committee 
on Appropriations with amendments. 

Mr. CALL. The Senator from Mississippi [Mr. GroraE] de- 
sires to have it distinctly stated that the agricultural appropria- 
tion bill has been taken up temporarily, without displacing the 
regular order, which is the bankruptcy bill. 

‘he VICE-PRESIDENT. It isso understood. The reading of 
the bill will proceed. 

The Secretary proceeded to read the bill. The first amendment 
of the Committee on Appropriations was, on page 3, line 23, before 
the word ‘‘hundred,” to strike out ‘‘ eight” and insert ‘‘six;” and 
on page 4, line 2, before the word ‘‘ hun ,” to strike out ‘‘ eight” 
ak insert ‘‘six;” so as to make the clause read: 

Division of botany: One botanist and curator of the herbarium, $2,500; one 
assistant botanist, $1,600; one assistant botanist, $1,400; one assistant curator, 
$1,200; one botanical clerk, $1,000; one botanical cierk, $900; in all, $8,600. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 4, line 14, before the word 
‘*hundred,” to strike out ‘“‘eight” and insert ‘‘six;” and in line 19, 
before the word ‘‘and,” to strike out ‘‘ten thousand” and insert 
‘‘nine thousand eight hundred;” so as to make the clause read: 

Division of economic ornithology and mammal : One ornithologist who 
shall be chief of division, $2,500; one assistant ornitho it, $1,600; one assistant 
ornithologist, $1,500; one assistant ornithologist, $1,400; one clerk of class 1, 
$1,200; one clerk, at $1,000; one clerk, at $660; in all, $9,860. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 4, line 22, before the word 
‘‘ hundred,” to strike out “ eight” and insert ‘‘ six;” and in line 24, 
before the word ‘“‘ hundred,” to strike out ‘“‘five” and insert 
‘*three;” so as to make the clause read: 

ion of pomol : One pomol 500; one assistant pomologist, 
gor one clerk of class i, $1,200; one aun creo: in all, $6,300. ———- 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 5, line 8, before the word 
‘*hundred,” to strike out ‘“‘eight” and insert ‘‘ six,” and in line 11, 
before the word ‘‘hundred,” to strike out ‘‘five” and insert 
**three;” so.as to make the clause read: 

Division of vegetable physiology and pathology: One pathologist, $2,500; one 


assistant pathologist, $1,600; one assistant patho: i ; one clerk, at $1,000; 
— at pe . pathologist, $1,200 $1 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 5, line 21, before the word 
‘* hundred,” to strike out ‘‘eight” and insert ‘‘ six,” and in line 
25, before the word ‘‘hundred,” to strike out ‘‘ five” and insert 
‘*three;” so as to make the clause read: 

Division of forestry: Chief of division, $2,500; one assistant chief of divi- 
sion, $1,600; one clerk, class ere one clerk, class 1, $1,200; one clerk, at 
$900; one clerk, at $720; in all, $8,820. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 6, line 14, to increase the to- 
tal appropriation for the division of seeds from $12,120 to $13,720; 
so as to make the clause read: 

Division of seeds: One chief of division, $2,000; one expert, $1,600; two clerks 
of class 1, $2,400; one skilled laborer, $1,000; eight employees, at $840 each, who 
shall in addition to other duties execute the requests of Senators, Represent- 


atives, and Delegates in Congress for the distribution of seeds among their 
constituents; in all, $13,720. 2 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 6, line 17, before the word 
**hundred,” to strike out “eight” and insert “six,” and in line 20, 
before the word “and,” to strike out ‘seven thousand” and insert 
*‘six thousand eight hundred;” so as to make the clause read: 

Document and folding room: One superintendent, $1,600; two chief folders, 
at $1,000 each; one folder, at $840; four folders, at each; in all, $6,840. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on 
appropriation for salaries from 


7, line 2, to increase the total 
51,240 to $251,640. 
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The amendment was agreed to. 

The reading of the bill was continued to line 22 on page 14. 

Mr. PLATT. I wish we might have some explanation of the 
amendment which is now reached. There is no objection to read- 
ing it. It has to be read, but I hope when it is read the Senator 
in charge of the bill will explain to the Senate what it means. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I shall desire to ask the Senator having 
charge of the bill one or two questions in relation to those pro- 
visions. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. On page 14, after line 22, insert: 

Provided, That section 2 of the act entitled “An act to provide for the in- 
spection of live cattle, hogs, and the carcasses and products thereof which 
are the subjects of interstate commerce, and for other purposes,’ approved 
March 3, 1891, be amended to read as follows: 

“Sec. 2. That the Secretary of Agriculture shall also cause to be made a 
careful inspection of all live cattle, the meat of which, fresh, salted, canned, 
corned, or packed, is intended for exportation to any foreign country, at such 
times and places and in such manner as he may think proper, with a view to 
ascertain whether said cattle are free from disease and their meat sound and 
wholesome, and may ae a who shall be authorized to give an 
official certificate clearly stating the condition in which such cattle and meat 
are found, and no clearance shall be given to any vessel having on board any 

1, salted, canned, corned, or packed beef for exportation to and sale in a 
foreign country from any port in the United States until the owner or ship- 
per shall obtain from an inspector appointed under the provisions of this act 
such certificate.” 

Also, that section 4 of said act be so amended as to read as follows: 


“Seo. 4. That said examination shall be made in the manner provided by 


rules and regulations to be prescribed by the Secretary of Agriculture, and 
after said examination the carcasses and products of all cattle, sheep, and 
swine found to be free of disease and wholesome, sound, and fit for haman 
food shall be marked, stamped, or labeled for identification as may be pro- 
vided by said rules and regulations of the Secretary of Agriculture. Any 
person who shall forge, counterfeit, simulate, imitate, falsely represent, or 
use without authority, or know, gly and rT alter, deface, or destroy 
any of the marks, stamps, or other devices provided for in the regulations of 
the Secretary of Agriculture, of any such carcasses or their products, or who 
shall forge, counterfeit, simulate, imitate, falsely represent, or use without 
authority, or knowingly and wrongfully alter, deface, or destroy any certifi- 
cate or stamp provided in said regulations, shall be deemed guilty of a mis- 
demeanor, and on conviction thereof shall be punished by a fine not exceeding 
$1,000, or imprisonment not exceeding one year, or by both said punishments, 
in the discretion of the court.” 


Mr.CHANDLER. As I read the new section 2,a substitute 
for the former act, it provides for an inspection of all live cattle, 
the meat of which is to be exported in any form; and it provides 
that no vessel shall have a clearance having on board any meat in 
any form without a certificate that the cattle have been examined. 
As I read the section there can be no export of any canned meats 
whatever unless a certificate is furnished that the live cattle from 
which the canned meats were put up were inspected before they 
were slaughtered. 

I should like to ask whether it is the intention of the amend- 
ment not merely that live cattle shall be inspected before they are 
slaughtered, but that an ironruleis to be laid down by this statute 
so that all canned meats in the United States are to be withheld 
from exportation unless the owners of the canned meats are able 
to furnish a certificate that the live cattle from which the meats 
were made were inspected before they were killed. If that is the 
Ss of the amendment, it seems to me that it goes too far. 

The Senate is laboring under the disadvantage that the commit- 
tee propose upon an appropriation bill to reenact a section of a 
statute, which statute, of course, is not before the Senate. We 
may send for it, we may examine it, but we may not be able upon 
acursory examination to determine what is the difference between 
the existing law and the law as it is proposed to be enacted by the 
committee. Therefore, we arein the dark upon this subject. We 
are asked upon an appropriation bill to go it blind upon the au- 
thority of the Committee on a, and toreenact avery 
important statute, a statute of great moment and possibly of 
great usefulness, when necessarily we are without information as 
to the changes which are proposed to be made in the existing law. 

The Senator from Florida doubtless understands these provi- 
sions, and I trust he will, in the lucid manner which always char- 
acterizes his statements, kindly tell us what the changes between 
the existing law and the proposed laware. Then we may be able 
to satisfy our consciences and vote, without carefully studying 
the old law and the proposed new law. 

Mr. CALL. Mr. President—— 

Mr. PLATT. Mr. President, before the Senator from Florida 
makes his explanation I desire to say that the law which it is pro- 
— to amend is not indexed in any of our statutes; it can not 

found by examining the index; but it is on pages 1089 and 1090 
of volume 26 of the Statutes at Large. If Senators desire to ex- 
amine it they can find it at the pages I have named. 

Mr. CALL. Mr. President, theamendment is recommended by 
two committees of the Senate, the Committee on Agriculture and 
Forestry and the Committee on the Inspection of Meat Products. 
The original act to which this is an amendment, recommended by 
the Secretary of Agriculture and by two committees of the Sen- 
ate, is to be found on page 1090 of the Statutes at Large, volume 
26, and is as follows: 


Sxc. 2. That the Secretary of Agriculture shall also cause to be made a care- 
ful ion of all live cattle the meat of which is intended for exportation 
to any foreign country. 
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The only difference is that by the amendment the meat of all 
animals intended for export to other countries is required to be in- 
spected and is in detail mentioned, as canned and other meats. 
That is because of the correspondence which I shall send to the 
Secretary’s desk to have read. 

The amendment was introduced by the Senator from Missouri 
[Mr. Vest], then the chairman of the Committee on Meat Prod- 
ucts, was submitted to the Secretary of Agriculture, and by him 
recommended. I shall send to the desk to be read a letter of the 
Attorney-General, which was brought out by the fact that it was 
reported to the Department of Agriculture that quite an extensive 
business was being carried on in the exportation of canned meats, 
which were labeled as having passed inspection, but which had 
never been submitted to inspection; and there was no penalty pro- 
vided in the original law by which this fraud upon the revenue 
laws and the inspection laws could be punished. So the Secretary 
of Agriculture submitted the question of an amendment to this 
law, in order that an inspection might be made, so that all ex- 
porters of the products of cattle, as specified in the original act, 
might be punished provided there was not a compliance with the 
act. It was understood that our relations with foreign countries 
had been complicated and great injury had occurred to the large 
interests which were dependent upon our exportation to foreign 
markets, and that this evasion of the law by sending products of 
diseased cattle abroad in cans was inflicting a serious damage upon 
the exporting business of the country. 

Mr. ALLEN. Ishould like to ask the Senator if these canned 
goods are sent abroad labeled as having been inspegted by the au- 
thorities of the United States. 

ae CALL. It has been so reported, by the Secretary of Agri- 
culture, 

Mr. ALLEN. Has that meat been imposed upon the purchasers 
of foreign countries to any extent? 

Mr, CALL. It has been so reported. It was the belief of the 
Secretary of Agriculture, from the information obtained by him, 
that there was danger of serious injury to the exportation of meat 
products because of this evasion of the law. 

Mr. ALLEN. To what extent has this evasion been carried? 

Mr. CALL. Ican not inform the Senator; but to a very con- 
siderable extent. There was one firm which was regularly en- 
gaged in the business of exporting meats in cans which were 
stamped as having been inspected which had never been sub- 
jected to inspection. 

Mr. ALLEN. Does the Senator from Florida say there is no 
statute to prevent a fraud of that kind? 

Mr. CALL. The Attorney-General of the United States has re- 
plied to the Secretary of Agriculture that there is no penalty pro- 
vided in the law sufficient to prevent this fraud. I will send to 
the desk the letter of the Attorney-General. 

Mr. PLATT. What is it that the Senator asks to have read? 

Mr. CALL. A letter of the Attorney-General in reply to one 
from the Secretary of Agriculture in reference to this subject. 

Mr. PLATT. Let it be read. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The letter will be read. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE, 
Washington, D. C., February 4, 1895. 

Srr: I am in receipt of your favor of the 3lst ultimo, calling attention to a 
label for canned corned beef used by Mr. Willam Manning Hardy, of Victor, 
Cal., which label contains the statement that the meat contained in the can 
has been inspected according to law enacted by C March 3, 1891, regu- 
lating inspection of meats. I unde you bo say that this statement is an 
entire misrepresentation and to inquire whether or not it can be made the 
subject of a criminal prosecution. 

I regret that a careful examination of the statutes of the United States fails 


to show that Congress has provided for the punishment of such a fraud as that 
committed by the false statement contained in the label above referred to. 


Respectfully, yours, 
RICHARD OLNEY, Attorney-General. 

The honorable SECRETARY OF AGRICULTURE. 

Mr. PLATT. Mr. President, this whole subject of the inspec- 
tion of meats and of cattle the meat of which is intended for ex- 
portation, has been a matter which has received the most careful 
attention of the Senate and the committees having the subject in 
charge. Two or three bills have been hastil ed heretofore, 
and soon after their passage it was found that t were likely to 
work great injustice, bortidhie. and trouble, and they were re- 
called, recommitted, and amended. I of this for the pur- 

of showing how vicious and how utterly indefensible is this 

ind of legislation on appropriation bills, and I shall make the 

int of order when I have concluded that this whole legislation 

is out of order. That we should be called upon in a matter of this 

ee and importance, without ever having known that any such 

egislation was to be proposed, without ever havi — the amend- 

ithout ever having 

been advised that any change was to be in our laws ee 
to the inspection of our cattle or meafi for foreign export, I thi 

is utterly indefensible. 

We do not many of us understand the business. I venture to 

say that there are not three Senators in this Chamber who have 


any practical knowledge of this business. I venture to say that 
the Senator from Florida, who is in charge of the bill, has no 
practical knowledge of this business of the exportation of meat. 
Ido not know how many members of the Appropriations Com- 
mittee have any practical knowledge of that subject. I venture 
to say that they have not heard from the people who are engaged 
in the business of exporting. I know that whenever we have at- 
tempted to pass bills upon this subject in haste and without much 
cons..¢ration we have heard very quickly from the persons who 
are engaged in the business of meat exportation. 

I fear very much, Mr. President, that there is trouble in this 
amendment. Ido not know that I understand it, but I find that 
the old statute provided that when cattle were intended for export 
they should be inspected. That was by section 1. When the 
meat of cattle was intended for exportation the cattle should be 
inspected, and a certificate given, ‘* stating the condition in which 
such cattle and meat are found.” 

This is in the old statute: 

And no clearance shall be given to any vessel having on board any fresh 
beef for exportation to and sale in a foreign country from any port of the 


United States until the owner or shipper shall obtain from an inspector ap- 
pointed under the provisions of this act such certificate. 


That is all the statute we have on the subject now, that cattle 
which are to be exported shall be inspected before exportation, 
and cattle which are to be slaughtered for the export of their 
meat in afresh condition shall also be inspected before slaughtered, 
and a certificate given to the vessel which takes the quarters of beef 
or the carcasses of mutton, the fresh meat, abroad that the cattle 
were free from disease when killed. Now, what does this bill 
propose? It proposes: 

Sec. 2. That the Secretary of Agriculture shall also cause to be made a 
careful inspection of all live cattle— 

Whether it applies to pork or not, I do not know— 
the meat of which, fresh, salted, canned, corned, or packed, is intended for 
exportation to any foreign country, * * * and noclearance shall be given 
toany vessel having on board any fresh, salted, canned, corned, or packed beef 
for exportation to and sale in a foreign country from any port in the United 
States until the owner or shipper shall obtain from an inspector appointed 
under the provisions of this act such certificate. 

In other words, the present law being that the meat of cattle 
which have been slaughtered to be exported shall be inspected, it 
is now proposed to provide that no corned beef, no canned beef, 
no packed beef shall be exported unless the eg exporting the 
same proves that the cattle which produced that meat were in- 
spected when alive. It may be all very well for the great beef 

ackers who live out in Chicago to give them the entire export 

usiness in beef, but it is not so well for the rest of the country. 
There are a good many people in the country who would desire to 
engage in the exportation of canned meats and salted meats and 
packed beef, but they would be cut off from it entirely. No one 
will be able to export, if this provision should be enacted into law, 
except the man who slaughters the cattle. There is no provision 
here by which the packages can be so marked and identified that 
they can be exported by anyone else. Ido not know but that this 
is all right, but I do not like to pass a law in this way. 

The astonishing thing about it is that, so far as I know, there 
has been no suggestion of a repeal or of an amendment of the 
existing law at the present session of Congress. I do not know 
what the Seerctary of Agriculture may have thought about it, 
but certainly the attention of no committee has been called to it. 
I have the honor, Mr. President—and I think Iam properly grate- 
ful to the Senate for the honor conferred upon me—of being chair- 
man of the Committee on Transportation of Meat Products, and 
I should have supposed possibly, if anything of this kind was in- 
tended, that such a bill might have come to my committee or have 

one to the Committee on Agriculture and Forestry, or to the 
mmittee on the Judiciary, which had charge of the bill which 
was originally passed and became a law. 

Mr. CULLOM. Will the Senator allow me to interrupt him? 

Mr. PLATT. Certainly. 

Mr. CULLOM. A bill, 1 think exactly in the terms of the 
amendment proposed by the Committee on Appropriations, came 
from the Committee on Agriculture and Forestry, was reported, I 
believe, to the Senate, and referred to the Committee on Appro- 
priations by the distinguished Senator from Kansas. 

Mr. PLATT. I was not aware of the fact that it had been be- 
fore any committee. Certainly it has not heretofore been brought 
to the attention of the Senate. 

Mr. CALL. If the Senator will allow me to interrupt him, I 
will state that it has been before two standing committees of the 
Senate, and been reported by them. 

Mr. PLATT. If it had been called up for action I venture to 
say that it would not have been supposed that it could pass the 
Senate in the course of ten or fifteen minutes, as it is expected to 
pass upon an appropriation bill. 

There is only one other thing which I desire to say, and that is 
that in the last year or two a foreign nation has undertaken to re- 
taliate upon the United States for some action of this Congress by 








barring out our meats. For one, I do not propose to engage in the 
repeal of any legislation which we have heretofore passed, or in 
the amendment of any act now existing, at the dictation of a for- 
eign government. If Germany wants to retaliate, it is a game at 
which two can play, and the best return for that proposed retalia- 
tion, as is thoroughly understood in this country, is to make use 
of the powers which we now have for retaliating upon Germany. 
T have very little respect for legislation which attempts to con- 
ciliate Germany in her treatment of our meats by making the 
laws of the United States satisfy Germany. 

I make the point of order on the amendment, Mr. President. 

Mr. CHANDLER. [hope theSenator will withdraw the point of 
order for two reasons. In the first place, he can renew it after 
the discussion is over—— 

Mr. PLATT. I waive the point of order for the present, and 
reserve the right to make it later. 

Mr. CHANDLER. And again, if here is a wise and important 
object to be accomplished it would be well enough unanimously 
to accomplish that object by an amendment to this bill. 

Mr. CALL. If the Senator will allow me, the understanding 
that we had was that, in the consideration of the pending appro- 
priation bill, the bill should be read through and the committee 
amendments first acted upon. Then, after the bill had been read 
through, individual amendments might be offered and discussed. 
I have no objection to amendments being discussed, but I hope no 
points of order will be made on them for the present. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I should like to make some suggestions 
about this section now. 

Mr. CALL. I was speaking of the point of order. 

Mr. CHANDLER. e Senator from Connecticut has with- 
drawn the point of order for the present. 

Mr. CALL. So far as discussing the amendment is concerned, 
IT have no objection. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Mr. President, the original law, as the Sen- 
ator from Connecticut has shown, was perfectly clear and distinct. 
It was that no fresh meat should be exported unless the live ani- 
mals had been inspected and a certificate given. Now, the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations propose to reenact that provision and 
to insert the words ‘fresh, salted, canned, corned, or packed,” 
and to require the inspection of the live cattle from which that 
meat is salted, canned, corned, or packed to be exported, or other- 
wise no ship which has any meat so put up can get a clearance for 
a foreign port. 

Mr. CALL. I wish to call the Senator's attention to the fact 
that he has not, I think, considered carefully the language of the 
original act. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I have given such study to it that I know 
exactly what the effect of it will be. The effect of it will be sim- 
ply that no single pound or barrel of fresh meat. salted meat, 
canned meat, corned meat, or packed meat which is in this coun- 
try on the day when this act takes effect can be exported to a foreign 
country. I call the attention of the Senator from [linois [Mr. 
CULLOM] to the fact that here is a proposed law which puts an ab- 
solute embargo against the »xportation of a single pound or a single 
barrel of the whole quantity of salted meat, canned meat, corned 
meat, and packed meat now in existence within the limits of the 
United States. I do not believe that that was the intention of the 
committee; but that is the plain meaning of this proposed statute. 
The law was consistent as it stood, because it was easy for any 
pam intending to export fresh meats to have the cattle inspected; 

ut take all the present owners of all the salted meat in this coun- 
try, if they want to export it, they can not export it unless they 
can furnish to the collector of customs a certificate that the cattle 
from which that meat was put up were inspected by a Govern- 
ment inspector under the act of 1891. 

Mr. President, there is not any such salted meat in the country, 
there is not any such canned or corned or packed meatin the 
country. It has all been put up with due precautions taken by 
the persons who have put it wp, but in no case with an inspection 
of the live animal from which the meat came. I suppose the 
Senator from Illinois is a better judge than I am on that subject; 
but I suppose there are to-day millions of dollars’ worth of canned, 
salted, corned, or ked meats in this country. The Senator 
from Connecticut [Mr. PLATT] says, ‘ Undoubtedly.” 

Now,I call his attention to the fact that not one pound or one 
cask or one barrel of that meat can be exported unless the owners 
of it can hunt up the live cattle from which it was taken, get 
those live cattle inspected by the inspectors, and take that certifi- 
cate to the collector of customs when the meat is to be exported. 
fask the Senator from Florida how, in Heaven's’ name, you are 
going to find the live cattle from which these millions of dollars’ 
worth of meat have been gt year and get the certificate required 
by this proposed law, that the cattle were inspected before they 


were killed? This, it seems to me, is a patent absurdity. 

Mr. VEST. If the Senator will permit me, that is the most 
extraordinary position I have ever heard in regard to the opera- 
tion of a statute. 
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Mr. CHANDLER. The Senator has not read the extraordinary 
statute we are considering. 

Mr. VEST. Mr. President, I drewit. [Laughter.] The idea 
that this statute is to exclude from exportation canned, salted, 
and packed meats which are now in existence is the most extraor- 
dinary legal proposition I have ever heard. 

Mr. CHANDLER. There is not any doubt about it, I will say, 
with all respect to the Senator. 

Mr. VEST. This proposed law will apply, of course, from the 
time it takes effect to all meat and cattle intended for exporta- 
tion. 

Mr. CHANDLER. It does not say so. 

Mr. VEST. It says this—and no aii it seems to me, would 
put any other construction upon it— 

That the Secretary of Agriculture shal! also cause to be made a careful in- 
spection of all live cattle the meat of which, fresh, salted, canned, corned, or 
packed, is intended for exportation to any foreign country— 

As a matter of course, in the future. It is impossible that any 
man could come now and say that he had put up canned meat not 
intended for exportation, but had changed his mind and con- 
cluded to export it, and then that this statute applied toit. It 
can only have operation in futuro and not an ex post facto opera- 
tion. That is so clear that I hardly think it is necessary to make 
any argument about it. 

r. CHANDLER. Of course the Senator from Missouri is at 
liberty to say that no lawyer ought to differ with him on a ques- 
tion of this kind, or that a person who differs with him is no 
ener but I call the attention of the Senator to the last clause 

ere: 

And no clearance shall be given toany vessel having on board any fresh, 
salted, canned, corned. or packed beef for exportation to and sale in a foreign 
country from any port in the United States until the owner or shipper shall 
ee an inspector appointed under the provisions of this act such cer- 

What kind of a certificate? A certificate that there has been 
made a careful inspection of the live cattle; and if there can be 
any doubt about it I wish the Senator would expound still more. 
We willsay that in the city of New York there is » million dollars’ 
worth of salt meat. It is taken from the warehouse containing it 
to the dock and put on board a ship going abroad. The ship is 
about to sail. A Government inspector comes to the ship and 
says, ‘‘ Here, you have on board salt meat for exportation to and 
sale in a foreign country from the port of New York. Where is 
your certificate that the live cattle from which the meat came 
were inspected before the cattle were killed?” I say as a lawyer 
that if that certificate can not be produced the vessel can not get 
its clearance, and the meat must be taken off theship. There can 
not be any doubt about it. 

The Senator from Missouri, I think, was not so good a lawyer 
— he drew this provision as he was when he made the tariff 

ill. 

If the Senator from Florida [Mr. Cau] will frankly say that 
there is a mistake here in the provision and that it ought to be 
withdrawn for repairs, that course will be entirely satisfactory. 
I think the committee ought to do that. I have no idea the Sen- 
ator from Missouri will admit that he is mistaken about it, and 
yet there is the express provision of the statute that no ship hav- 
ing any salted, canned, corned, or packed meat on board shall get 
a clearance unless a certificate can be produced that the live cattle 
were inspected before they were slaughtered. 

Mr. HARRIS. Will the Senator from New Hampshire allow 
me to make a suggestion? The bill is now on its first formal read- 
ing. We have reached about midway through the bill. Noamend- 
ment has been acted upon as yet, and the reading of the bill has 
not been concluded. e amendment now under debate is not be- 
fore the Senate for action at present. 

Mr. CHANDLER. The Senator from Tennessee is mistaken 
about that. 

Mr. PLATT. Oh, yes. 

Mr. CULLOM. The bill is being read the first time, and the 
amendments of the committee are being acted upon. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Theamendments of the committee are now 
being acted upon. 

Mr. HARRIS. On the contrary, I understand no amendment 
has been acted upon. 

Mr. CHANDLER. For once in his life the Senator from Ten- 
nessee is wrong—only once. 

Mr. HARRIS. If the Senator from New Hampshire is right, I 
grant Iam wrong; but that may generally be said as to ditferences 
between the Senator from New Hampshire and myself. 

Mr. CHANDLER. For once the Senator from Tennessee is 
wrong about the parliamentary situation of a bill. 

Mr. HARRIS. Mr. President, I ask for information, for I was 
informed that we had not acted upon any amendments. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The committee amendments have 
been acted upon as they were reached. 

Mr. HARRIS. Then I was misinformed as tothe matter. The 
Senator from New Hampshire is rarely, but now strictly, in order. 
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Mr. CHANDLER. I accept the Senator’s gracious apology in 
the same spirit in which it was tendered. 

I had hoped the Senator from Tennessee rose to tell us how the 
owners of the present stock of salted, canned, corned, and packed 
meat in this country who want to export their property can get it 
exported. I know of no way. Ican not see any escape from the 
result, under the pro law, that they must produce a certifi- 
cate that the live cattle were inspected from which the meat came. 
If [am right about it, then ali the owners of the present packed 
meats of this country are wholly cut off from their foreign market. 
Not a barrel, not a thousand barrels, not a can, not a hundred 
thousand cans of the existing stock can get to a foreign market, 
and the whole market for the next year or two years, while the 
existing stock is being consumed at home, is to be given to these 
great packers of meat who will have the cattle examined before 
they are killed, have the meat packed, and send it abroad. 

I do not think the committee intended anything of the kind, 
but that is exactly what the committee have done. They have 
legislated a reduction in the values of all the existing stock of 
meat [npn 0 of from 10 to 15 per cent; and the profits to be 
made M exporting meats for the next two years will be put into 
the pockets of the great slaughterers of meat in the cities of Chi- 
cago, St. Louis, and Kansas City, I will say to the Senator from 
Missouri. I do not say that when the Senator drew the provision 
he had any purpose of that sort. I have no idea that he did. I 
should not think of attributing that motive to the Senator, be- 
cause I know he is unselfish, patriotic, and liberal in all his legis- 
lative acts. But here is the fact, and it shows this* condition of 
things. 

Iam merely reiterating the point made so well by the Senator 
from Connecticut [Mr. Piatt], the point which we have had 
occasion to make in discussing the recent Post-Office appropriation 
bill, that there is the utmost danger 1m legislating upon appro- 

riation bills. It is not good business and it is not good politics. 

he present Congress certainly ought to be allowed to expire with- 
out the passage of any important bills except the appropriation 
bills and such financial legislation as the able and learned and 
harmonious Committee on Finance may submit for the considera- 
tion of the Senate. 

Mr. CULLOM. Mr. President, I do not care to take up the 
time of the Senate in discussing this matter at length, but the fact 
is that the amendment which the ee Committee finally 
incorporated in the bill came from the Committee on Agriculture, 
composed of able lawyers as well as able iculturists. As has 
been stated by the honorable Senator from Missouri [Mr. Vest], 
it was drawn by him, and I think in addition it was submitted to 
the Secretary of Agriculture. 

Generally, I am not much in favor of enacting general legisla- 
tion on appropriation bills. I have thought all the time that we 
undertake to do toomuch of that, and I think perhaps I expressed 
myself in that manner when this measure was under considera- 
tion in the committee. But, in the estimation of both Houses of 
Congress, it seems to have become to an extent a necessity in 
order te legislate in the interest of the peo le. 

So far as concerns the point made by the Senator from New 
New Hampshire [Mr. CHANDLER] that all the canned meats now 
on hand will be subject to the law, I think the Senator from Mis- 
souri [Mr. Vest] answered it fully and completely. The proposed 
law does not apply to the stock now on hand, but mes opera- 
tive as to the products canned or packed after the bill shall have 
pecome a law. Let us see what the exact situation is, so far as I 
can discover. The bill provides— 

That the Secretary of Agriculture shall also cause to be made a careful in- 
spection of all live cattle, the meat of which, fresh, salted, canned, corned, or 
packed, is intended for exportation to any foreign country. 

The phraseology, ‘‘ fresh, salted, canned, corned, or ked,” 
which is inse , 1 understand,is newlegislation. The law as it 
stands upon the statute books provides for the inspection of live 
cattle, the meat of which is intended for exportation. I sup 
the meat of the cattle cah be fresh or salted, canned, corned, o 
packed, whichever condition it may be the desire of the men en- 
gaged in the business to convert the meat into. So the law as it 
stands now really seems to cover the same ground, so far as that 
matter is concerned, as the statute which we are attempting to 


enact. 

But let us goa little further. The Senator from New Hamp- 
shire makes a good deal of opposition to the proposed statute be- 
cause he says we can not find the cattle. course we can not 
find them after they have been slaughtered and the meat has been 
canned. But what does the present law provide with reference 
to canning? 

The Secreta: f ultu hall cause to be ted prior to their 
slaughter, "all oan sen oon | hogs which are caliente or interstate com- 
merce and which are about to be aera at Cee bores. canning, 
salting, packing, or rende establishments in any State or Territory the 
carcasses or products of which are to be and sold for human con- 
sumption in any other State or Territory— 

Under such regulations as the Secretary of Agriculture sees 
proper to prescribe. The present law provides for the inspection 
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of cattle, sheep, and hogs which are to be canned for the purpose 
of being shipped from one State to another or one portion of the 
country to another. So the only difference I see between the 
present statute in that in that regard is that the second section 
of the act does not contain the words ‘fresh, salted, canned, 
corned, or packed.” 

It seems to me that Senators are a little hypercritical in trying 
to find fault with the provision of the proposed statute. I under- 
stand the real purpose of the enactment of the law with these 


amendments is to provide a penalty for the violation of any pro- 


vision of the statute as it stands upon the statute book to-day. 
As has been intimated by the Attorney-General, it has been found 
that no punishment can be inflicted for the violation of certain 
provisions of the statute, and the main purpose of the enactment 
of these provisions is to make them broad enough so that the vio- 
lator of any provision of the present law shall be subject to penalty. 

I do not care to take up the time of the Senate in discussing the 
amendment. If there is any little thing in it which ought to be 
stricken out, let us amend it. But certainly the interest of the 
agricultural people of this country demands that we shall put our 
laws in such shape as to secure an efficient inspection of our meats, 
so that we can get into the markets of the world with them, as well 
as transport them from one State to another in our own country. 
That is what we are trying to do, and I think the amendment 
fairly accomplishes that purpose. 

Mr. PLATT. I wish to ask the Senator from Illinois a ques- 
tion. Does he understand that if we adopt the amendment there 
will be any provision in the law as it stands for stamping canned 
meats which are to be exported. I assure him that there will 
then be no provision in the law for the stamping of canned beef 
which is to be exported. That provision is only found in section 
3 of the law asit now stands, which relates simply to the slaughter 
of cattle, sheep,and hogs which are to be the subjects of inter- 
state commerce, transported from one state to another. There is 
not in the law now anything that provides for the stamping in 
any way of canned beef or corned beef, and there will not be 
after the amendment which has been proposed shall have been 
adopted. If that is the object which the Senator is trying to 
reach I assure him that the legislation proposed is inadequate for 
that purpose. 

Mr. VEST. What does the Senator do with section 4, which 
provides that this meat shall be stamped? 

Mr. PLATT. In the first place, there is nothing at present in 
section 1 orin section 2 which applies to anything except fresh meat. 

Mr. VEST. But in section 4. 

Mr. PLATT. Section 3 then comes in, and applies to cattle, 
sheep, and hogs which are to be slaughtered nd their products 
transported from one State or Territory to anothor. Section 4 
provides that the examination of cattle, sheep, and hogs, refer- 
ring evidently to section 3, shall be made in the manner pre- 
scribed by the Secretary of Agriculture, and the carcasses found 
to be free of disease, etc., ‘‘shall be marked, stamped, or labeled 
for identification, as may be provided by said es and regula- 
tions of the Secretary of Agriculture.” 

Mr. VEST. The Senator does not read it as it stands. It says 
‘*the carcasses and products of all cattle, sheep, and swine.” 

Mr. PLATT. But itis the cattle referred to in section 3 which 
are to be sent from one State or Territory to another and not to a 
foreign country. 

Mr. VEST. That is the statute referred to in section 2. You 
must take the whole act together and the amendments together. 
But if there is any doubt about that, just put in the words ‘‘ as 
herein provided for in section 2.” 

Mr. PLATT. It still remains true that sections 1 and 2 of the 
act as it now stands were not intended to apply to canned goods 
or any other products of live cattle except fresh meats. 

Mr. VEST. That is just where we are amending the act. 

Mr. PLATT. And the amendment to it will not give a different 
construction to section 4 from what it had when the original law 
was in existence. 

Mr. VEST. I hardly think that if Senators fully understood 
the object of this proposed legislation they would indulge in any 
hypercriticism in regard toit. This is an amendment in the in- 
terest of human health and life, and it is not intended to put 
money into anybody’s pocket. 

Mr. CULLOM. And it is in the interest of trade. 

Mr. VEST. Isuppose Senators here know that if I were per- 
mitted to say_anything personal to myself I would be acquitted of 
having any complicity with the sacking houses in this country, 
and I could claim that merit, if it is a merit. I was chairman of 
the Select Committee on the Transportationand Sale of Meat Prod- 
ucts, of which the Senator from Connecticut is now chairman, 
and I was the author of the inspection law of 1890, and partially 
of that of 1891. Those laws have done as much or more for the 
cattle interests of this country and for the exportation of swine 
and sheep products than any other legislation which has been en- 
acted by the American Congress in that regard. 

I wish to inform the Senator from Connecticut that a singular 
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thing happened in regard to these amendments. He alluded to 
the fact that the amendments ought to have gone to the commit- 
tee of which he is chairman and of which I was formerly chair- 
man. When I introduced these amendments I asked that they be 
referred to the Select Committee on Meat Products, of which the 
Senator is chairman, and that was the order of the Senate; but 
by mistake the clerks of the Senate sent the amendments to the 
Comamittes on Agriculture and Forestry and they were reported 
from the Committee on Agriculture and Forestry. I wee 
until I found that the Committee on Agriculture and ee 
had possession of the amendments, that the committee of whic 
the Senator is chairman would consider and report upon them. 
So much for that, if Senatorial courtesy is involved, asit generally 
seems to be. 

Mr.PLATT. Oh, I had no feeling on that subject. I was speak- 
ing rather playfully so far as the fact that the amendments were 
not refe to my committee is concerned. 

Mr. VEST. Not only that; but I go further, and say that I 
looked for the Senator, from Connecticut, who happened to be out 
of the Chamber on public business, in order to confer with him 
and to explain to him the necessity for this amendment to the in- 
spection fae. I was surprised when I learned from the Senator 
from Mississippi [Mr. GEORGE] that the amendments had gone 
before hiscommittee. Asa matter of coursethe point of order could 
not be raised upon the amendments whether they come from one 
eommittee or another. 

Now, in regard to the criticism of the Senator from New Ham 
shire [Mr. CHANDLER], I do not think as a lawyer (and I am will- 
ing to submit it to any lawyer here) that that criticism is a just 
one, because this law would apply to cattle slaughtered after the 
act takes effect. But in order to remove any difficulty in regard 
to that, I propose, in line 14, between the words ‘‘ beef” and ‘‘ for 
exportation,” to insert the words ‘‘ being the meat of cattle killed 
after the passage of this act.” That,as a matter of course, would 
relieve the act from any criticism in regard to the stock on hand; 
but as a matter of fact (and I have given some attention to this 
subject), that criticism amounts to nothing, because the canned 
goods that are intended for export are not, on account of their 
nature, kept in large bulk on hand. They are shipped almost as 
soon as they are prepared when they go to a foreign market. 

This amendment was called for by the Secretary of Agriculture. 
Any Senator who has paid any attention to the matter will see 
in the newspapers from day to day where people have died from 
eating poisoned canned goods. e gases that accumulate from 
poisoned or spoiled meat are deadly to human life. 

Mr.ALLEN. I should iike to ask the Senator from Missouri 
why the law has not been amended so as to make it broad enough to 
cover all meats, whether exported or whether consumed at home, 

Mr. VEST. That was intended to be the law at first, but like 
all new statutes its operation developed the necessity for serious 
amendment. 

Mr. ALLEN. I should like to call the Senator’s attention to the 
language of the amendment in section 2, line 6, on page 15, where 
the words ‘‘fresh, salted, canned, corned, or packed” have been 
inserted. I ask him if he expects that to be an enlargement of the 
statute as it now stands? 

Mr. VEST. Ido. 

Mr. ALLEN. Does the Senator understand that the enumera- 
tion of these specific kinds of meat is a limitation rather than an 
enlargement? 

Mr. VEST. Not at all. Ido not think it limits it, because it 
makes the definition more extensive than it was in the original act. 

Mr. ALLEN. For instance, the amendment as it now stands 
would not cover smoked meats or meat that is cured in any other 
form than salted, canned, corned, or packed, according to the 
common understanding of those terms. So the words are words 
of limitation. 

Mr. VEST. If the Senator from Nebraska will turn to the 
original act of which this is amendatory he will see that it does 
enlarge the meaning of it. 

Mr. ALLEN. But what I call the Senator’s attention to is that 
these are words of limitation rather than of enlargement of the 
former statute. 

Mr. VEST. If the Senator will turn to the original statute he 
will see that it is not narrowing the meaning of the act, but it is 
an re of it. 

Mr. ALLEN. The original statute in section 2 provides— 

That the Secretary of culture shall also cause to be made a careful in- 
spection of all live cattle the meat of which isintended for exportation toany 
foreign country at such times, etc. 

The amendment pro is to insert the words, “‘ fresh, salted, 
canned, corned, or packed.” Those are words of limitation, not 
words of enlargement. Meat covers the entire question; it is the 

eric word, and “‘ salted, canned, corned, or packed” are words of 
limitation; and if meat can be said toexist in any other form except 
in these enumerated forms, then that meat is not covered by the 
pro amendment. 
. VEST. In the original act the words used are “‘all live 





cattle the meat of which,” and that is construed by exporters and 
by the Department of Agriculture to be the fresh meats, the trade 
classification being salted meats, and of course the canned goods 
are composed of meat. But there is a specific meaning of the 
words “‘canned goods.” Itis the meat put up in cans and prepared 
for exportation. ‘ 

Mr. ALLEN. If the Senator please, if the word ‘“‘ cured "—— 

Mr. VEST. There is no objection to putting that word in if the 
Senator thinks it necessary. 

Mr. ALLEN. It seems to me that would probably reach the 
entire question. 

a ULLOM. There is no objection to the insertion of that 
word. 

Mr. VEST. There is no objection toit. Let it read ‘‘ cured, 
smoked, or otherwise prepared.” Ihave not theslightest objection. 

Mr. ro . Letit read “fresh, salted, canned, corned, cured, 
or ng 

. VEST. Ihave no objection to putting that in. Anyone 
who has paid any attention to this matter will see in the public 
press from week to week, if not from day to day, statements that 

rsons have been poisoned by these canned goods. Whole fam- 
ilies have been destroyed by using these canned goods which have 
not been eho i 

Mr. CULLOM. In this country, too. 

Mr. VEST. In the United States. 

Now, I was astonished to hear the chairman of the Committee 
on Meat Products talk about private citizens preparing these meats 
for export. There are no goods put up for export in this country 
by individuals who have no packing houses. They all come from 
the packing houses. If Senators will take the trouble to look at; 
the testimony that was taken by the Committee on Meat Products 
at the time when I was chairman of it there will be found some 
disgusting evidence in regard to the quality of the meat which 
was put up in cans prior to the passage of the inspection act at 
the great packing houses in Chicago, some of it being so rotten 
that the gas caused the top of the cans to be blownoff. Yet those 
canned meats were sent through the country and used in families 
and at hotels and boarding houses. 

This amendment is intended to make more stringent the pro- 
visions which require that all meats canned or otherwise salted 
or packed shall come originally from sound meat and from ani- 
mals that are not afflicted with any of the disorders and diseases 
that contaminate and poison their flesh. Is it possible that any 
Senator here upon any technicality should resist legislation like 
that? Is it possible that we are to be told that in order to protect 
a small quantity of canned goods now on hand (if that could be a 
legitimate construction of the law) this amendment should be de- 
feated? The amendment was passed upon by the Secretary ef Ag- 
riculture. If it can be made more stringent I hope it will be done, 
because the sole object is to prevent fraud and prevent the pre- 
paring either for this market or the market abroad of canned 
goods which are deleterious to human health and life. 

Mr. ALLEN. I desire to suggest to the Senator from Missouri 
that so far as I am concerned I am heartily in favor of this amend- 
ment and the — of the amendment, but I want the language 
sufficiently comprehensive to cover every form. 

Mr. VEST. have not the slightest objection. I thought it 
did cover it when it specifies fresh meats, and then ‘salted, 
canned, corned, or packed.” 

Mr. GEORGE. * Cured.” 

Mr. VEST. ‘Cured, smoked, or prepared in any other way.” 

Mr. ALLEN. Putin the word “ cured.” 

Mr. VEST. “Cured” as a matter of course; I am entirely 


willing. 

Mr. CULLOM. That was put in by consent a while ago. 

Mr. VEST. Now, I wish to call attention to section 4, where 
there is an important amendment. The Secretary of Agriculture 
called our attention to ‘e fact that there were persons in the 
country who where simulatirg if not counterfeiting the labels 
prepared by the meat division or bureau of the Agricultural De- 
partment. They never had their canned goodsinspected, and yet 
they had these labeis prepared by themselves certifying that the 
goods had been inspected. These simulated goods, as I may term 
them, were sold in this country and sent abroad. The Attorney- 
General states that there was no law to punish this practice, and 
section 4 is intended to meet that case. 

Does anybody object to that? Is it possible that a man shall be 
protected in putting a lie upon his goods and saying that they are 
pure and have been in ted by the United States when they have 
not been? Is it possible that any man wants to be accessory to 
putting into the stomachs of the people of this country a fraud, 
a lie of that sort? 

Mr. CULLOM. And poison. 

Mr. VEST. Mr. President, I can not see any objection to these 
amendments, only they are toonarrow. If Senators will, in the 
spirit in which they are drawn, assist us to make them more 
stringent and more potent they will be entitled to the gratitude of 
every consumer in the United States. 
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Mr. CULLOM. If the Senator from Missouri will allow me, I 
will state that the clerks have called my attention to the amend- 
ment proposed by the Senator from Nebraska [Mr. ALLEN]. 
They do not know where it should come in. I propose to strike 
out the word ‘‘or,” in line 6, before ‘‘ packed,” and insert after 
the word ‘‘ packed ” the words ‘‘ cured or otherwise prepared.” 

Mr. VEST. Thatisright. There is no objection to that. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. BuTuer). [If there be no 
objection that amendment to the amendment will be agreed to. 
It is agreed to. 

Mr. CALL. 
comunittee. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment to the amend- 
ment has been adopted. The Senator from Missouri suggests 
another amendment, the Chair understands. 

Mr. VEST. I suggest an amendment to meet the criticism of 
the Senator from New Hampshire. In line 14, after the word 
‘** beef,” at the end of that line, I move to insert the words ‘‘ being 
the meat of cattle killed after the passage of this act.” Then fol- 
low the words ‘‘ for exportation.” 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment to the amend- 
ment will be stated. 

The Secretary. After the word “ beef,” in line 14, page 15, 
en the words ‘‘ being the meat of cattle killed after the passage 
of this act.” 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amend- 
ment of the Senator from Missouri to the amendment of the com- 
mittee. : 

Mr. CALL. 
committee. 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair suggests to the Sen- 
ator from Missouri that the modification made in line 6 ought to be 
made in line 14, so as to make the section consistent. 

Mr. CHANDLER. That is not necessary, because it says, in 
line 7, ‘‘ intended for exportation.” I think the amendment of the 
Senator from Missouri completely covers the specific objection 
which I made. Iam very much obliged to the Senator for con- 
senting to modify the proposition. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment to the amend- 
ment has been agreed to. 

Mr. CALL. Mr. President, I do not 
matter at length, but I wish to say in beha 


I will accept that amendment on behalf of the 


I accept that amendment, so far as I can, for the 


ropose to discuss this 
of the committee that 
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' the committee thought and I think it perfectly plain that the meat | 
of cattle intended for exportation is still within the meaning of the | 


act the meat of cattle even if it is put in cans or salted or 
packed, and therefore the amendment does not make any material 
change in that respect. 

Mr. PLATT. I desire to ask the Senator from Florida whether 
the Secretary of Agriculture now under the law as it stands re- 
quires canned meats to have a stamp upon them showing that the 
cattle from which the meat came were inspected before being 
slaughtered? Ido not think there is anything in the law that re- 
quires it. He may do it possibly outside of the law. 

Mr. VEST. That is done. 

Mr. CALL. I understand that the instruction from the Secre- 
tary of Agriculture is that that shall be done, and that the can- 
ners follow that instruction, but in some cases, as reported here, 
evading it; and for that reason this amendment was asked, that 
there might be a law made plain and definite and that they might 
be brought within the penalty of the law. 

Mr. PEFFER. Mr. President, Iam a member of the Commit- 
tee on Agriculture and Forestry, to whom this bill was referred for 
consideration, and had tho honor of reporting to the Senate these 
amendments. The object of the amendments has been a subject 
of a great dealof discussion. Itcame about originally in this way: 
We discovered within the last year that there has been a good 
deal of difficulty experienced by our packers and the exporters of 
canned meats and cured meats with the laws of foreign countries. 
Whether the changes or the threatened changes in laws there are 
retaliatory in their character or what they mean we need not now 
discuss; but the truth is that our export trade in fresh meats and 
canned meats as well is somewhat jeoparded by reason of the 
changes in legislation or the threats of such changes ab " 

The head of the Agricultural Department, representing the agri- 
cultural interests of the country, very properly suggested such 
changes in the law as in his judgment would remedy this defect, 
so that there would be no further excuse upon the part of foreign 
legislators to assert that our meats were dis , or that they 
were tainted in any way, or that the animals from which our 
meats were procured were diseased. With a view of avoiding 
that difficulty, and so as to make it meme | clear, officially clear, 
and to have this clearness properly certified, the Secretary of Ag- 
riculture called the attention of the committee to which 
to the matter and suggested these changes. 

There were a number of different amendments offered to the 
committee. I have one now in my possession that was presented 
by Hon. Mr. Harner, a distinguished member of the House of 
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Representatives from the State of Nebraska. Whether he is per- 
sonally interested in the packing business I can not say, but he 
has a large constituency interested in the cattle trade. There is 
a very large packing industry collected about the town of South 
Omaha, in Nebraska, and Mr. HAINER understands the situation 
there very well. In view of the facts which I have been giving 
to the Senate he suggested an amendment providing for the in- 
spection of animals whose meat is intended to be used among our 
own people here in the way of interstate commerce, and it was 
intended by his amendment to supplement the ideas of the Secre- 
tary of Agriculture. With that end in view I have here an amend- 
ment which substantially incorporates the views of Mr. HaInEr, 
and I expect to propose it, tocome in at the end of line 15, on page 
16, when the proper time comes. 

The matter is very important, Mr. President and Senators, to 
the people in that part of the country which I have the honor in 
part to represent. The Senator from Illinois [Mr. CuLLoM] who 
sits before me, and his venerable colleague [Mr. PALMER], whom 
I do not now see in the Chamber, are perhaps more interested in 
this great question as representative men than any other two Sena- 
torsupon the floor. Our object is to secure two things: First, to 
provide such precautions against the slaughter of diseased ani- 
mals as will make it perfectly clear that none but healthy animals 
have been slaughtered for meat; and in two directions, one, for 
exportation to foreign countries, and the other for exportation 
from one State to another to be used at home. 

The whole field ought to be covered, and in case these amend- 
ments are not broad enough to cover the whole ground, then let 
us take plenty of time, and after discussion provide the necessary 
amendments, so that there shall be no doubt left. Wedo not want 
to give any excuse for our neighbors on the other side of the At- 
lantic, nor for our neighbors in other States of the Union, to sus- 
pect, even, that there is anything tainted or diseased in the meat 
that comes to them from the great packing establishments. 

Perhaps many Senators here are not familiar with the workings 
of those great packing establishments. The Armour establish- 
ment in Chicago alone occupies some 45 acres of ground. They 
employ over 11,000 people. They bave 4,000 cars in their employ- 
ment. They slaughter in the neighborhood of a million head of 
fat cattle every year, two-thirds of a million of sheep, and nearly 
a million and a quarter of hogs. Allof this meat, with the excep- 
tion of that which i3 consumed in thé city of Chicago, is dis- 
tributed through the different parts of the United States and 
shipped to foreign countries. The foreign trade alone of tho 
Armours, of Swift, and of Morris, of Chicago, amounts to a good 
deal over $15,000,000. The distributive sales of the Armour estab- 
lishment alone amount to over $75,000,000 a year. It is a wonder- 
ful business. 

Mr. President, you may go to Texas, you may go to California, 
or to almost any portion of the country and you will see the cars 
of Armour or of Swift or of Nelson Morris carrying fresh meat to 
different parts of the country. Go down here to the depot in the 
city of Washington almost any day and you will see upon the 
tracks a number of cars, whole trains of cars, with this fresh meat. 
If we had such a snowstorm here as we had a week or ten days ago 
continuing for two weeks, we should have a meat famine in the 
city of Washington. It is soin the city of New York, and in all 
the great cities of the country, except_in those cities where the 
packing establishments are situated. Because of the great neces- 
sity constantly existing for the dissemination of this meat and the 
changed conditions these things are not only proper, but appar- 
ently necessary. 

What we want by these amendments is to provide all the safe- 
guards that we can throw around our cattle that are to be 
slaughtered for meat used among ourselves or for exportation. 
That is all. 

I suggest, if the ready and versatile Senator from New Hamp- 
shire has not already been satisfied with the amendment proposed 
by the Senator from Missouri, that he himself, always ready, 
always willing, who always has his wits about him, in an instant 
of time could draft an amendment which would cover the whole 
difficulty in this matter. 

Mr. CHANDLER. [I desire to state to the Senator that that 
amendment is perfectly satisfactory on that point. The difficulty 
that I labor under is that within a fortnight from the close of the 
session Senators who have not the enlightenment nor the oppor- 
tunities for enlightenment which the members of the Appropri- 
ations Committee have are to be called upon to ascertain the 
merits of general legislation of the most important character. I 
for one protest against it. I think it is wholly and utterly 
vicious upon an appropriation bill to ask Senators who desire to 
vote with some degree of intelligence and conscientiously upon 
legislation to consider amendments of this character. 

Mr. PEFFER. I had supposed, Mr. President, that the only 
trouble in the mind of the Senator from New Hampshire was lest 
some exporters should get into difficulty because they were un- 
dertaking to export meat from animals that had been slaughtered 
before the passage of this bill, 
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Mr. CHANDLER. I will say to the Senator that I discovered, 
or thought I discovered, that this bill reduces the value of all ex- 
isting prepared meats in this country. I disclaim the idea that 
that was intended. ‘That trouble has been obviated, but I do not 
know how many more unwise things there may be in this bill. 

Mr. PEFFER. If the Senator will remain with us a short time, 
here is the Senator from Missouri [Mr. Vest], who is an expert 
on this matter, the Senator from Illinois [Mr. CuLLOM], and sev- 
eral other members of the Senate who are now present, and we 
will enlighten the Senator from New Hampshire. 

Mr. CHANDLER. One represents Kansas City, Mo., and the 
other represents Chicago, [l., and those cities are interested in 
this immense business of the slaughtering of cattle and the pack- 
ing of meat, but I do not know that the farmers of Kansas and 
the farmers of the country generally, the small producers of pre- 
pared meats, want this legislation. How am I going to know 
when I am considering the propriety of furnishing the ordinary 
regular appropriations for the Department of Agriculture, whether 
they do or not? 

Mr. PEFFER. Let me explain to the Senator why we want 
this provision in the bill. 

The farmers of Kansas and the Northwest are fearful—and they 
have a good reason to be fearful—that the quantity of exporta- 
tions of fresh meats and of cured meats from animals grown upon 
our prairies will be so greatly curtailed as to very seriously impair 
our profits. Now, we want to add what is necessary to be added 
to the existing statute, every precaution that will satisfy our cus- 
tomers abroad or at home that we have gone to the limit of our 
capacity in clearing out disease and clearing out anything that 
might possibly produce disease among our consumers, to give 
them clean fresh meat, clean salted meat, clean smoked meat, and 
sound meat. That is what we want to do. We simply want to 
improve the existing statute in order to effect that wise purpose. 

1 think the Senator from New Hampshire will agree with me 
that when we find an existing statute insufficient for carrying out 
any proper or necessary and wige purpose we may safely add to 
it from time to time, and we ought to add to it from time to time, 
and this is intended to amend the existing law. The Senator is 
lawyer enough, even if not a completed lawyer, to understand 
that those provisions of the law which are noi in conflict with the 
law to be enacted will still remain. 

Mr. CHANDLER. As an uncompleted lawyer, I suggest to the 
Senator from Kansas that he has spoken of smoked meat. There 
is no provision here for smoked meat. 

Mr. CULLOM. Cured meat. 

Mr. PEFFER. The Senator from Nebraska suggested an 
amendment, which was accepted, to cover that. 

Mr, CHANDLER. Exactly. That illustrates what we have to 
do here. We have to trust to luck that, with a dozen Senators on 
the other side of the Chamber and a dozen Senators upon this side 
of the Chamber, we shall at last get all kinds of prepared meats 
covered by this bill. I think this is vicious legislation. 

Mr. CULLOM. Does the Senator expect that amy committee 
will be able to report a bill that every one will agree to on the 
first reading? 

Mr. CHANDLER. The Appropriations Committee generally 
consider everything perfect which comes from them. 

Mr. CALL. If the Senator from Kansas will allow me—I do 
not wish to interfere with the Senator—I should be very glad to 
be allowed to have a vote on the amendment to-night, at least, if 
there be no objection. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I do not think the Senator had better ask for 
any agreement in regard to this bill at present. 

Mr. CALL. Ido not ask for any agreement. I ask for a vote. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I do not know what shape this amendment 
may finally take, but I-was about to suggest some of the defects 
of this legislation, as I view it, which I think, as long as the Sen- 
ator has it in hand and has the assistance of the Senator from New 
Hampshire and other Senators, attention should be called. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Does the Senator from Kansas expect this 
amendment to be adopted to-night? 

Mr. PEFFER. Ido. Iam endeavoring toenlighten the Sena- 
tor from New Hampshire, and I hope I shall succeed in doing that 
to his satisfaction. Of course I will suspend my remarks if a 
vote can be had. 

Mr. ALDRICH. ‘Will the Senator from Kansas allow me to 
make a suggestion? 

Mr. PEFFER. Yes. 

Mr. ALDRICH. The certificate here provided for is not con- 
nected in any way with the condition of the cattle from which the 
canned meat is produced. The man who ships canned beef is 
obliged to produce a certificate which shall state the condition in 
which the cattle are found, not that they are healthy and sound 
and fit to eat, but the condition in which the inspector finds them. 
There is nothing which connects that certificate with the canned 
meat which it is proposed to rt. A man who is exporting 
canned beef must produce a certificate that certain cattle were 
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healthy, but neither the officers of the ship nor anybody else can 
know whether the meat or cattle referred to in that particolar 
certificate were used in the packing of these goods for exportation. 
The certificate, to be of any value at all, ought to be connected 
with the article which it is proposed to export. 

Mr. PEFFER. The Senator doubtless has read section 2 of the 
amendment, which provides— 

That the Secretary of iculture shall also cause to be made a careful in- 
spection of all live cattle the meat of which, fresh, salted, canned, coraed, or 
packed, is intended for exportation toany foreign country, at such times and 
places, and in such manner as he may think preper, with a view to ascertain 
whether said cattle are free from disease. 


Mr. ALDRICH. Certainly. 

Mr. PEFFER. The object of the inspection is to see that the 
meat is sound and wholesome, and inspectors are to be appointed 
** who shall be authorized to give an official certificate clearly stat- 
ing the condition in which such cattle and meat are found.” 

Mr. ALDRICH. What is that certificate? Not that the cattle 
are healthy, but in what condition they are found. 

Mr. PEFFER. Then, the section proceeds— 

And no clearance shall be given to any vessel having on board any fresh, 
salted, canned, corned, or packed beef for exportation to and sale in a foreign 
country from any port in the United States until the owner or shipper shall 
obtain from an inspector appointed under the provisions of this act such cer- 
tificate. 

I see the point the Senator from Rhode Island makes, and I 
think it is a good one, upon my attention being called to it. I 
supposed that the matter had been remedied. We now see the 
benefit of discussion, Mr. President. [Laughter.] Byavery slight 
amendment which can be made in line 12, which I shall suggest 
at the proper time if some other Senator does not do it, the diffi- 
culty which is in the Senator's mind will be obviated at once. 

Mr. VEST. Do not lines 9 and 10 of section 2 show definitely 
what is the meaning of that? They read: ; 

With a view to ascertain whether said cattle are free from disease and their 
meat sound and wholesome. 

That is the object of the examination, as a matter of course, 
and that is the certificate. 

Mr. PEFFER. That doubtlessis true. I think there is a good 
deal of force in the suggestion the Senator from Rhode Island 
[Mr. ALDRICH] makes. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Lines 11 and 12 say that the inspectors— 
shall be authorized to give an official certificate clearly stating the condi- 
tion in which such cattle and meat are found. 

Not that they are healthy or sound. 

Mr. PEFFER. I think it would be better that the certificate 
should show that the cattle and the meat were sound, and not 
diseased. 

Mr. ALDRICH. But what possible connection is there between 
the certificate and the canned beef, or whatever it may be, which 


is proposed to be exported? 


Mr. PEFFER. We shall not get through with that amendment 
to-night, and that difficulty can be easily arranged. 

Mr. President, the next section provides punishments for viola- 
tions of the law. I wish to give notice to Senators that after sec- 
tion 2 is disposed of and the proposed amendments are adopted I 
shall propose the following, to come in at the end of line 15, on 
page 16: 

The Secretary is hereby authorized to make such rules and reguiations as 
he may decide to be necessary to prevent the transportation from one State 
er Territory or the District of Columbia into any other State or Territory or 
the District of Columbia, or to any foreign country, of the condemned car- 
casses or parts of carcasses of cattle. sheep, and swine, or the edible producis 
of the same, which have been inspected in accordance with the provisions of 
the act. Any person, company, or corporation owning or operating any such 
slaughterhouse, abattoir, or meat curing, packing, or canning establishment, 
or any employee of the same that shall willfully violate any rule, or regula- 
tion, made pursuant to this section shall be deemed guilty of a misdemeanor, 
and, on conviction thereof, shall be punished for each offense by a fine not 
exceeding $1,000 or imprisonment not exceeding one year, or by both said 
punishments, in the discretion of the court. 

At the proper time I shall suggest that as an amendment. 

I hope now that Senators will let the committee amendments, 
when they are properly modified, go through. 

Mr. CALL. I hope we may have a vote on the amendment. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I suggest, in view of the admitted defects in 
the two sections proposed by the committee, that they be sent back 
either to the Committee on Appropriations or to the Committee on 

iculture for amendment, and that we take a vote on those 
amendments at some time to-morrow morning. 

Mr. CALL. I hope the Senate will not do that. 

Mr. PEFFER. We can easily arrange all these little difficul- 
ties to-morrow morning. 

Mr.CALL. I hope the Senator will not ask that. This amend- 
ment has been fully discussed, and there is nearly half of the bil 
to be gone through with yet. , 

Mr. ALDRICH. The amendment has been fully discussed, but 
no two Senators who have advocated it have agreed as to what it 
is, and they have all agreed that it requires further amendment. 
I hope the Senator from Florida does not expect us to vote on leg- 
islation of this kind, admittedly imperfect. 
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Mr. CALL. I trust the vote will be taken on the amendment. 

Mr. BUTLER. MayI inquire of the Senator from Rhode Island 
whether he proposes to move to recommit the bill to the commit- 
teg or not? 

Mr. ALDRICH. The suggestion I made was that the two sec- 
tions here be sent to the Committee on Agriculture, if that is the 
proper committee. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Bate in the chair). The 
Chair understands that to be a suggestion, and not a motion. 

Mr. ALDRICH. A suggestion; not a motion. 

Mr. BUTLER. If the Senator is serious about it—which I very 
much doubt—I shall ask for a vote on it, and call for the yeas and 


nays. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair is of the opinion that 
it is not in order to recommit an amendment without at the same 
time recommitting the bili. 

Mr.CULLOM. A pons of order is pending, and I suggest—— 

Mr. ALDRICH. Ihave not made any motion. I have simply 
made a suggestion in the interest of having the amendment prop- 
oy onset, 

¢ PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amend- 
ment of the committee. 

Mr. CULLOM. 1 will suggest to the Senator from Florida, in 
charge of the bill, that if there is anyserious purpose on the part 
of the Senators to contest the question further, to give them an 
> rayne wid to determine whether itis exactly right or not, instead 
of its being referred to a committee, we had better go on with 
the remainder of the bill, and let these amendments be voted on 
to-morrow morning. 

Mr. VEST. If the Senator will permit me, as I stated before, 
the only object of this legislation is to make the law as full and 
complete as possible. In order to meet the additional criticism of 
the Senator from Rhode Island, I move, at the end of line 18, on 
page 15, of the committee’s amendment, after the word “ certifi- 
cate,” that these words be inserted: 

That said cattle are healthy and their meat sound and wholesome. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I am not disposed to stand in the way of 
these amendments, but I suggest that their final disposition go 
over until to-morrow, and that in the mean time we proceed with 
the rest of the bill. 

Mr. CALL. Very well, Mr. President, we will proceed with the 
bill. 
Mr. VEST. Is there any objection to my amendment to the 
amendment of the committee? 

Mr. CALL. I acceptthat amendment for the committee. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Let the amendment to the amendment be 
stated more clearly. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment to the amend- 
ment will be «tated. 

The SECRETARY. In secticn 2,on page 15, after the word ‘‘cer- 
tificate,” at the end of line 18, it is proposed to insert: 

That said cattle are healthy and their meat sound and wholesome. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment to the amend- 
ment is accepted by the Senator in charge of the bill. The read- 
ing will proceed. 

r. CHANDLER. I think the Senator should use the words 
which are used in the bill, so as to read, ‘‘ free from disease, and 
their meat sound and wholesome.” 

Mr. VEST. Certainly. That is the object of it. 

Mr. CHANDLER. The Senator will excuse me for having a 
disposition to be accurate in the framing of an important bill of 
this kind. [Laughter.] 

Mr. VEST. Iam not standing on words. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Let that amendment be ed over. 

The gape OFFICER. The reading of the bill will be 
resumed. 

The Secre resumed and continued the reading of the bill to 
the end of the following clause, beginning in line 20, on page 16, 
and extending to the end of line 11 on page 17: 

That whenever the Secretary of Agriculture shall certify to the Secretary 
of the Treasury what countries or parts of countries are free from contagious 
or infectious dleenees of domestic animals, and that neat cattle and hides can 
be imported from such countries without danger to the domestic animals of 
the United States, the Secretary of the Treasury shall suspend the prohibi- 
tion of the importation of neat cattle and hides in the manner provided by 
law. That the President of the United States be, and he is hereby, author- 
ized to cause ey ee ag and negotiation to be had, through the De - 
ment of State or otherwise, with the authorities of the om of Great 
Britain, for the purpose of securing the ab: cation of the 

lations now enforced by said authorities which require cattle imported 
fnto Great Britain from the United States of America to be slaughtered at 
the port of entry, and prohibiting the same from being carried alive to other 
places in said Kingdom. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Mr. President, in the course of the tariff dis- 
cussion three years ago Senators upon the other side of the Cham- 
ber, when the reciprocity provisions were under consideration, 
found great fault with us for meee that the President of the 
United States should have a right by proclamation and upon as- 
certained facts to prevent the importation of certain merchandise. 
Here is a power proposed to be given to the Secretary of the Treas- 
“ry, a subordinate of the President of the United States, upon the 


certificate of the Secretary of Agriculture, another subordinate 
of the President of the United States, to suspend the operations 
Vo laws of the United States in regard to the importation of 
cattle. 

Now I should be glad to hear the Senator from Florida, who, if 
I mistake not, was one of the Senators who discoursed in the most 
luminous way about the limitations put upon the Executive au- 
thority in regard to importations, point out to us what part of the 
Constitution it is which allows Congress to delegate to the Sec- 
retary of the Treasury a right to suspend laws of the United 
States in regard to the importation of cattle or anything else. I 
should like also to have him state, if he can, how this changes ex- 
isting law and what the object of the provision is, 

Mr. CALL. Mr. President, the object of the provision is per- 
fectly plain and does not require any explanation. It is well known 
that there exists great danger of contamination of the cattle of 
the country in the importation of disease and the exportation of 
disease. 

As to the question of the delegation of power, we have given it 
in every form to the President of the United States, and why not 
to one of his Cabinet officers? There is no provision in the Con- 
stitution which says that any power shall be delegated to the 
President of the United States, but we authorize the President by 
proclamation to arrange our treaty regulations with other coun- 
tries in pursuance of treaties passed by the Senate and provide 
the time when certain things shall be done. We delegate the 
power of Congress in various ways. We delegate it to the Inter- 
state Commerce Commission. 

The question which the Senator from Rhode Island propounds, 
while it might have some logical and technical foundation, has 
been so often settled in the history of this Government by giving 
to the executive department, under the direction of Congress, the 
power to do acts within the scope of legislative power, that it can 
not now be raised. How would you have it done? Here is a 
danger in the recess of Congress of the importation of disease 
which may destroy the great cattle interests. The subject has 
been discussed, as the Senator from Rhode Island knows, for years 
and years, and the great cattle interests of the United States have 
pressed for severe and rigid laws, so that when disease was dis- 
covered there should be a quarantine to prevent the importation 
of diseased animals. 

How is it in regard to human life as to the importation of dis- 
ease? We recognize that in all the laws upon the subject which 
have been passed. We authorize quarantine to be imposed, ex- 
clusion of immigration, exclusion of communication; and it is 
done upon the proclamation of the President of the United States. 
This is nomore than that. If such action can be taken with re- 
gard to human life, certainly it can be taken with regard to ani- 
mals. That is all there is in it, and I do not think there is any 
force in the criticism of the Senator from Rhode Island. 

Mr. ALDRICH. The trouble with this provision, and the only 
criticism I see fit to make of it, after the statement made by the Sen- 
ator from Florida, who in his argument has stated the exact posi- 
tion taken on this side of the Chamber in regard to the reciprocity 
provisions in the tariff bill of 1890, is that it gives to subordinate 
officers of the President the right to suspend or put into operation 
laws in regard to the importation of merchandise into the United 
States. I agree fully that this power must be lodged somewhere. 
I should like to have the Senator state just how this provision 
changes the present law upon that subject. 

Mr. CALL. Changes in what respect? 

Mr. ALDRICH. hat is the law at present governing the im- 
portation of meat, cattle, and hides in this respect? 

Mr. CALL. Ithinkthis provision is exactly a copy of the former 
appropriation act. I am not positive, but I think this act follows 
the language of the former act. 

Mr. ALDRICH. There would certainly be no necessity for reen- 
acting it if it followed the language of a former act. There must 
be some change in existing law provided for in this amendment. 

Mr. CALL. It is a change in segura to existing law, because it 
authorizes the suspension by the President or the Secretary of 
Agriculture in the cases mentioned. That, 1 think, is not in the 
existing law. I will send for and procure a copy of the law, 
which is in the committee room. 

I presume if the Senator from Rhode Island makes a particular 
point on it there will be no difficulty in sooeaat a suggestion to 
give this discretion to the President of the United States. 

Mr. ALDRICH. It would be better to give it to the President, 
it seems to me, than to give it to a subordinate officer. 

Mr. CALL. If the Senator from Rhode Island will move an 
amendment to that effect I will accept it. 

Mr. ALDRICH. In line 21, on page 16, I will move to strike 
out the words “Secretary of the ” and insert ‘‘ President 
of the United States,” and in line 25 to strike out ‘‘Secretary of 
the Treasury” and insert ‘‘ President of the United States.” 

Mr.CALL. Iwill accept the amendment. I understand it sim- 
ply transfers tothe President the power of suspending the importa- 
tion. 








1895. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair understood that the 
agreement was that the committee amendments should be first 
acted wt 

Mr. CALL. I will accept the amendment of the Senator from 
Rhode Island. He does not propose to amend an amendment of 
the committee, but to amend the text of the bill as it came from 
the House of Representatives. ‘ 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. On page 16, line 21, after the words ‘‘certi- 
fied to,” it is proposed to strike out “Secretary of the Treasury” 
and insert ‘‘ President of the United States;” and in line 25, before 
the words “shall suspend,” to strike out ‘‘Secretary of the Treas- 
ury” and insert “President of the United States;” so as to read: 

That whenever the Secretary of Agriculture shall certify to the President 
of the United States what countries or of countries are free from con- 
ous or infectious diseases of dom , and that neat cattle and 
hides can be imported from such countries without danger to the domestic 
animals of the United States, the President of the United States shall sus- 
pend the prohibition of the importation of neat cattle and hides in the man- 
ner provided by law. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I think the word “shall,” in line 25, before 
the word ‘‘suspend,” should be changed to ‘‘ may,” so as to leave 
that discretion in the hands of the President. 

Mr. CALL. I accept that amendment also. 

I will state that I have the original act before me now. The 
Secretary of Agriculture is mentioned in it, and this bill follows 
that act. The Secretary of Agriculture is the one to whom the 
authority is given. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amend- 
ment of the Senator from Rhode Island. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of 
the Committee on Appropriations was, on page 19, line 14, before 
the word ‘‘ thousand,” to strike out “fifty” and insert ‘‘ forty;” so 
as to read: 

And the Secretary of A 
amount herein appropria 
farmers’ bulletins, etc. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The Secretary continued the reading of the bill to the end of the 
proviso, beginning on page 20, line 18, authorizing the Secretary 
of Agriculture to conduct experiments in sugar cane and rice pro- 
duction on reclaimed a in some suitable place in the 
San Joaquin or Sacramento Valley, California. 

Mr. DRICH. I should like to call the attention of the Sen- 
ator from Delaware to the particular provision of the proposed 
act which is now under consideration to show to what extent this 
is becoming a paternal Government. We have been experiment- 
ing with sugar for some time. This proviso enlarges the experi- 
ment and takes in rice. We are to experiment upon the produc- 
tion of rice in various parts of the country at the public expense. 

Mr. PLATT. And sugar cane. 

Mr. ALDRICH. As well as su cane. I do not know but 
that it is the Senator’s idea that it is the province of the National 
Government to go into all these matters. 

Mr. GRAY. hom is the Senator from Rhode Island address- 


ing? 
iM. ALDRICH. The Senator from Delaware, who sits in front 
of me. 

Mr. GRAY. Ihave not opened my mouth; I have not said a 
word about the bill. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I called the Senator’s attention to this pro- 
vision which seems rather extraordinary; and I did not know but 
that the Senator might open his mouth and say whether he thought 
it ought to be put in a bill of this kind. 

Mr. GRAY. We will first hear the Senator from Rhode Island 

on that — 
_ Mr. ALDRICH. I suggest it is going a long way toward mak- 
ing this a paternal Government when we expend public money in 
making experiments in the production of rice and sugar cane in 
various parts of the country. That has not been done as to other 
agricultural Poe wheat and corn, or in regard to industrial 
enterprises of various kinds. Why should not the Government 
experiment as to the cheapest way of producing cotton cloth or 
woolen cloth, if we are going into this matter. 

Mr.GRAY. If the Senator from Rhode Island will move to 
strike out the ne I will discuss the matter. 

Mr. ALDRICH. No; I do not propose any amendment. 

Mr.CALL, I hope the Senator from Rhode Island will allow 
the bill to be proceeded with. This is an old provision. It has 
been voted for by Democrats and Republicans heretofore. There 
is nothing new in it, and Senators belonging to both parties have 
voted for it on previous occasions. 

Mr.CHANDLER. Rice never was inserted before. 

Mr.CALL. I think it was. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I do not think so. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Here, by the introduction of one word, 
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iculture may,use not to exceed $40,000 of the 
for the preparation, printing, and publishing of 
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‘“‘rice,” authority is given to divide the appropriation for experi- 
ments in sugar production and to set the Secretary of Agriculture 
to ve the whole question of rice culture. If that be so, 





and I think this is a paternal Government to the extent that it 
may well make these experiments, should not the appropriation 
be increased? It seems to me it should be. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of 
the Committee on Appropriations was, on page 22, after line 18, to 
strike out: 

Irrigation investigations: To enable the Secretary of Agriculture to con- 
jeope the collection of information as to the best modes of agriculture by irri- 
gation, 5 

Mr. PEFFER. Mr. President—— 

Mr. CALL. Will the Senator from Kansas allow me? 
pose to pass over this amendment for the present. 

Mr. CULLOM. Let us settle it right now. __ 

Mr. PEFFER. I wish to give notice that I intend to ask the 
Senate to disagree to the amendment, and before coming to a vote 
upon the question I desire briefly to give my reasons for it. I am 
mene to the amendment of the committee. 

r. CALL, I ask the Senator from Kansas to allow us to read 
the bill through, and then he can make his remarks. Let us pro- 
ceed with the bill and get through with the reading. 

Mr. PLATT. The Senator from Florida, I understand, pro- 
poses to pass over the amendment until the reading of the bill is 
concluded? : 

Mr. CALL. Yes, sir. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without objection the amend- 
ment will be passed over. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of 
the Committee on Appropriations was, on pagé 22, line 17, before 
the word ‘‘ thousand,” to strike out ‘ fifteen” and insert ‘‘ ten;” 
so as to make the clause read: 

Nutrition: To enable the Secretary of Agriculture to investigate and re- 
yore upon the nutritive value of the various articles and commodities used 

or human food, with special suggestion of full, wholesome, and edible rations 
less wasteful and more economical than those in common use, $10,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 23, after line 2, to strike out: 

Investigation and experiments with grasses and forage plants, division of 
agrostology: Field and laboratory investigations relating to the natural his- 
tory, geographical distribution, and uses of the various grasses and forage 
plants, and their adaptability to special soils and climates; establishment and 
maintenance of experimental stations; employment of local and special 
agents and assistants; collection of seeds, roots, and specimens for experi- 
mental cultivation and distribution; materials, tools, apparatus, supplies, and 
labor required in conducting experiments; freight and express charges and 
traveling expenses; the preparation of drawings and illustrations for special 
a the of ree gn ay of peeunation, vulle- 

, and monographic works on the forage plants and grasses of North 
America, $15,000. 

Mr. CALL. Let the next amendment be stated. 
make a suggestion as to both amendments. 

The SECRETARY. On page 23, after line 17, it is proposed to 
strike out: 

Investigations in relation to agricultural soils, division of agricultural 
soils: Investigation of the relation of soils to climate and organic life; for the 
investigation of the texture and composition of soils. in the field and labora 
tory; the location of stations and the rent of a building, not to exceed $1,600 
per annum, for office and laboratory purposes; the employment of local and 
special agents and other labor required in conducting experiments; the prep- 
aration of drawings and illustrations; for materials, tools, instruments, ap- 
Pinu. and supplies, and for traveling expenses, freight and express charges. 

,000. 


I pro- 


I wish to 


Mr. CALL. Iask the Senate to pass over these two amend- 
ments until the reading of the bill is concluded. 

Mr. CULLOM. Why does the Senator from Florida desire to 
have all the amendments passed over? 

Mr. PLATT. The Senator from Florida wishes to get through 
with the reading of the bill to-night. 

Mr. CALL. It is now 5 o'clock, and if we proceed to debate 
these contested amendments we shall be delayed beyond the usual 
hour of adjournment. 

Mr. WHITE. I desire to inquire of the Senator from Florida 
whether it is the intention to have a vote upon any part of the 
bill to-night? 

Mr. CALL. Itis not. It can not be done. 

Mr. PLATT. Ihave no objection to these amendments being 
= over to be considered after the reading of the bill is fin- 
ished. 

Mr. CALL. If there were no objection to the amendments I 
should not desire that they be passed ever; but as there is objec- 
tion, and as there is going to be discussion upon them, I think we 
had better finish the reading of the bill first. 


Mr. PLATT. I propose to resist as vigorously as I can the 
amendment on page 23, contained between lines 3 and 17. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Florida asks 
that the amendment be passed over. If there be no objection it 
is so ordered. The reading of the bill will be proceeded with. 


The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of 
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the Committee on Appropriations was, on page 25, line 22, after 
the word ‘‘ Provided,” to strike out: 


That part of section 2 of an act approved March 3, 1885, entitled “An act 
making an appropriation for the Agricultural Department for the fiscal year 
ending June 30, 1886, and for other purposes,"’ which recites “ That no part 
of the money herein or hereafter appropriated for the Department of Agri- 
culture shall be paid to any person, as additional salary or compensation, re- 
ceiving at the same time other compensation as an officer or employee of the 
Government,” be, and the same is hereby, repealed. 

And insert: 

That the Secretary of Agriculture is hereby authorized to pay out of this 
appropriation toa dispatch agent of the Department of Agriculture in the 
city of New York not to exceed $400 for the fiscal year 1896, notwithstanding 
section 2 of an act approved March 3, 1885, entitled ‘‘An act making an appro- 

riation for the Agricultural Department for the fiscal year ending June 30, 
886, and for other purposes.” 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 30, line 21, in the clause mak- 
ing appropriations for miscellaneous items for the Weather Bureau, 
before the word ‘‘ thousand,” tostrike out ‘‘ thirty-one ” and insert 
** fifty-six;” so as to read, ** three hundred and fifty-six thousand 
one hundred and twenty-five dollars.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 31, line 14, to increase the to- 
tal appropriation for the Weather Bureau from $860,610 to $885,610. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The reading of the bill was concluded. 

Mr. GEORGE. Ihave conversed with a good many Senators 
here about the amendmentson page 23. Everybodyseems to think 
they ought to be disagreed to, and I shall be very glad to have 
those amendments disposed of now. 

Mr. CALL. Iask the Senator from Mississippi to allow me to 
offer some amendments on the part of the committee. 

Mr. PLATT. Let me say to the Senator from Mississippi that 
I do not desire to take up much time, but either my colleague orI 
would like to occupy a few minutes in showing the importance of 
the grass investigation. 

Mr. GEORGE. I think everybody agrees with me about that. 

Mr. PLATT. Nevertheless we should like to make some re- 
marks on the subject. 

Mr. CALL. There are other committee amendments to be 
offered. 

Mr.CULLOM. Doesthe Senator from Mississippi [Mr. GrorGE] 
know which side the Senator from Connecticut [ Mr. PLATT] is on? 

Mr. PLATT. He does. 

Mr. CALL. I desire to offer other committee amendments. On 
page 8, line 11, after the word “ statistician,” I move to insert ‘‘ who 
shall be chief of division;” so as to read: 

Division of statistics: One statistician, who shall be chief of division, $3,000. 

The amendment is asked for by the Department, and the com- 
mittee agreed to it. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing to 
the amendment proposed by the Senator from Florida. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. CALL. On page 3, line 22, after the word ‘‘ herbarium,” I 
move to insert ‘*‘ who shall be chief of division;” so as to read: 

Division of botany: One botanist and curator of the herbarium, who shall 
be chief of division, $2,500. 

That change is asked for by the Department and was agreed to 
by the committee. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. CALL. On page 4, line 3, after the word ‘‘ entomologist,” 
Imove to insert ‘‘ who shall be chief of division;” so as to read: 
oo of entomology: One entomologist, who shall be chicf of division, 

500. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. CALL. On page 4, line 20, after the word “‘ pomologist,” 
I move to insert ‘‘ who shall be chief of division;” so as to read: 

Division of pomology: One pomologist, who shall be chief of division, $2,500. 

The amendment was agreed to. 
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Mr. CALL. On page 4, line 25, after the word “‘ microscopist,” 
I move to insert ‘‘ who shall be chief of division;” so as to read: 
gan of microscopy: One microscopist, who shall be chief of division, 

The amendment was agreed to, 

Mr. CALL. On page 5, line 7, after the word “pathologist,” I 
move to insert “who shall be chief of division;” so as to read: 

Division of ve ble physiolo ‘ rT: ‘ is 
shall be chief of ivinion, $500. ee re rae ee 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. CALL. On page 5, line 12, after the word “‘ chemist,” I 
move to insert ‘‘ who shall be chief of division;” so as to read: 

Division of chemistry: One chemist, who shall be chief of division, $2,500. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. CALL. On page 17, line 15, after the word ‘‘ paragraph,” 
I move to strike out “ 482 of the act of Congress approved October 
1, 1890,” and insert ‘‘373 of the tariff act of 1894;” so as to make 
the clause read: 

That the Secretary of Agriculture shall determine and certify to the Sec- 


retary of the Treasury what are recognized breeds and pure-bred animals 
under the provisions of paragraph 373 of the tarift act of 1594. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. CALL. That e:ds the committee amendments. 

Mr. CULLOM. I desire toinquire of the Senator from Florida 
in charge of the bill whether all of the amendments made by the 
committee have been disposed of except the amendment in rela- 
tion to meats, the amendment as to irrigation, and the two amend- 
ments following with reference to experiments with grasses and 
agricultural soil ? 

Mr. CALL. Thatis the condition of the bill. 

Mr. VEST. I ask the Senate to consider a short bridge bill. 

Mr. PLATT. Will the Senator from Missouri allow me tomake 
one further inquiry about the pending bill? I did not hear the 
Senator, when the bill was reported or when it was taken up, 
make any comparative statement as to the amount appropriated 
by the pending bill and that carried by the last appropriation act. 

Mr. CALL. I have a statement of it in my hand. 

Mr. PLATT. I hope the Senator will give us that information. 

Mr. CALL. The report of the committee sets forth the infor- 
mation asked for by the Senator from Connecticut, and I submit 
it to be printed in the Recorp. 

The report submitted by Mr. CALL from the Committee on Ap- 
propriations on the 12th instant is as follows: 


The Committee on Appropriations, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 
8727) making appropriations for the Department of Agriculture for the fiscal 
year ending June 3), 1896, report the same to the Senate with various amend- 
ments and a statement showing the estimates submitted by the Department 
of Agriculture for 1896, the amount of House bill, the amount of the bill as re- 
ported to the Senate, and the amount of the appropriations for 1895. 

AGRICULTURAL DEPARTMENT, 1896. 


Amicon’ GR GUtIRSOR BOR MOG nanos oe oc eee seen keep ceccse * $2, 400, 330. 00 
Assent 66 Motes WE sas Sovseesis ni. .2- 4 5---  ccébaescecc licen Sete Teed 
Reduction recommended by Senate committee (met) ............ 26, 200. 00 

Amount as reported to Senate-_............-..--.......---. 3, O52, 550. 00 
Amount of act for 1895 _..... 5 ils ws ee elslid dein Aims sal i ts Rhabeh x actediasipnetalaneio 8, 223,623 06 


The changes in amounts of House bill recommended by the committee are 
as follows: INCREASE 


For general expenses of the Weather Bureau..................... $25, 000. 00 
; i REDUCTION. = = 

For salaries of various officials. ..... - --... .-....----0 -----0-- seers e--eee $1, 200 
WGN SEM GAONE BE VONEEIIIONIN So 50 os cee cc cinn ce cnec cc cncu ndccdeneos nacecncs 15, 000 
For nutrition investigations ............--...----.-. --.--+--+--+------.--- 5,000 
For investigations and experiments with grasses and forage plants.... 15,000 
For investigations of agricultural soils ..................---.--..-...-..- 15, 000 
SE SUI, <: eachilies a tectniotp ative dapnnmnin~ aie ges tel Ririidc oes emai asthe we 51, 200 

ne TU sii ails ih ia dk tes bic ni wing: ein cides oes ae FC 


*No amount was estimated for 1896 for purchase and distribution of seeds 
or for agricultural experiment stations in the several States and Territories. 
The amounts appropriated for 1895 for these purposes and included in pend- 
ing bill are $850,000. 








Comparative statement showing the appropriations for 1895, the estimates for 1896, the amounts provided by the House bill, and the amounts recommended by 


Object. 


SALARIES. 


an 08 Ge BE ocr csick nwnentig gitnge edn viedcmcaen ates S600bg babtse cocdcs cad 
Division of Accounts and Disbursements....................--.--.........----..- 
RD Sa DOO i. cid ddDUs Webcne USEC ind nbWbSONbbS te bwebed db keds oc ences uuet 
URI GE TOON es cn cigal ccs So sicks cdd de secewssauh Seek peben cweuen dutece deesees wi 
EC OE ODOT i ccna ence maim ncndecns cus neds hdd cunesiwngucwcee cies cae 
en i ee tn I nn, 8 wicinenh dnceag hoon neees cbande ndtingsondumisiabe~wesees 
Division of pomology . -......-.- Pp i adck< cakeey pbwckh- caukiwh bight bees kick ducted cocien} 
pe eeen Gr GT i. laces ok dso Adee ddawbs SESE wen sececnadenescecas 


Division of vegetable pathology 
Division of chemistry -.......... 
Division of forestry -........----- 
Division of records and editing..... 


Division of seeds. .... ....----~- ----2-- 2-200 oeeee one een enn enn ns eee e ene nn nee 
PIOCRRROOE CIE TOMES TOO a 6 io «piven wangen nieve eusnecensns peence coencncgeqseceree 


Experimental garden and grounds 


SUNIL, Ss ccnecs Gicdn cccmaGtakdtese ecco baicssa pede bhi acon enbuntthisisies 


Total anlartes « .......nccccocciicnccccccse cvceen ccccceccecnses scccen concecesecens 





the Senate Committee on Appropriations for 1896. 


Appropria- | Estimates, House bill, | Senate com- 
tions, 1895. 896 


1896. 1896. mittee, 1896. 





$94, 140. 00 $94, 140.00 $94, 140.00 

PRE NG a 17, 500. 00 17,300.00 17,300.00 
SO salah can 35, 160.00 35, 160. 00 35, 160.00 
Keebeinn oobaheke 8, 800. 00 8, 800. 00 8, 600. 00 
cies alltime ict tgidiaaiirals 9, 500.00 9, 500. 00 9,500.00 
10,060.00 10, 060, 00 9. 800.00 

Seiad nas 6k 6, 500.00 6, 500. 00 6,300. 00 
(iiss tien onillnd se 5, 300, 00 5, 300. 00 5, 300.00 
6, 500.00 6, 500.00 6, 300. 00 

17, 100. 00 17, 100. 00 17, 100. 00 

8, 520.00 8. 520. 00 8, 320. 00 

8, 300.00 8, 300, 00 8. 900. 00 

snddbiaiibtodienosceaii one egg a 13, 720.00 13, 720.00 





pidreabiiaetecodaeaeme 7,040.00 7, 040.00 6,800. 00 

2,500. 00 2; 500. 00 2,500. 00 
sc eiekadenaictean 2, 400. 00 2, 400. 60 2; 400.00 
ia al eaerial 239, 320. 00 251, 640. 00 
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Comparative statement showing the appropriations for 1895, the estimates for 1896, the amounts provided by the House bill, and the amounts recommended by 
the Senate Committee on Appropriations for 1896.—Continued. 




























































Object Appropria- Estimates, Mow se bill, i ‘Senate com- 
JECT. tions, 1895. 1896. | mittee, 1896. 
: ; MISCELLANEOUS. | us cone 
Collecting agricultural statistics ..............-..-.-.--..-----+--- 2--+++ --+-0+-2-- 2-2 entre neneee ote ( | ; 
Inv cstigaliaee as to extending foreign markets for agricultural products of the United States_.| 10,000. 006 110, 000. 00 110, 000. 60 110, 000. 00 
Inquiries relating to public roads -...... ...--.----------<----2-- 2 22-- -nn nnn nn nee ttn ttre tte noes seers 10, 000. 00 10, 000.00 10, 000. 00 10, 000, 68 
Botanical investigations and experiments -..-.....-.-.-----------------++ +--+ -0ee-e--- enna n nnn anne 30, 000. 00 25, 000. 00 25, 000. 00 25, 000. 60 
Investigating history and habits of insects... ............----- ---2---- +--+ seeewe ne eees +--+ +++ - 22 +++ - 2 2), 300. 00 20, 000.00 20, 000. 00 20, 000. 00 
Investigations in ornithology and mammalogy 17, 500. 00 17, 500. 00 17. 500. 00 17,500.00 
Pomological information. ..........-------+------------ +--+ - 2+ --2n ene ene n en nenr te cnet rns seer ee eees 5, 000. 00 6, 000.00 6, 000. 00 6, 000. 00 
Pee opical investigations--..-.-.-..-- 2,000. 00 2, 006. 00 : 2. 000.00 2. 000.00 
etable pathological investigations 20, 000. 00 20, 000. 00 20; 000. 00 20, 000. 00 
Labeters, viz: 
Chemical apparatus, rent, ete -..-...- .... ~~. 22+ nnn ee en nnn none cee eens conn eens enn ee =e e-- 6, 900. 00 4, 900. 00 4,900. 00 4.900. 00 
Investigation of food adulterations, etc...........-.-.-------------------++-2 e- eee 2 +--+ -- +--+ 2 eee 5, 000.00 5, 000. 00 5, 000. 00 5. 000. 00 
Special investigations Of soil ...... 2... 22. - 22-222 oon nee on nee - - een n ene nn en cone ee eee eee ee 3, 000.00 5, 000. 00 5, 000.00 5, 000. 00 
Forestry investigations. ....... 22.2... 2... 2.00 - cane co ecw een ee none none eee e = ++ nen ee se ene e neces eeeee 20, 000.00 25, 000. 00 25, 000. 00 25, 000.00 
Fiber investigations -~..... .. 2122... 00.- e200 oon - ne eon oe n= 2 oo en en nnn 3 $n oo ree een ween nen eeee 5, 000.00 |...... 5, 000. 60 5, 000. 00 
TRE SEEN YE leg hdd an chose ndubnedctene cccscencce cdassece css coneconsescoqnmmgmampnisa 15, 000. 00 15, 000. 00° 15, 000. 00 15, 000. 00 
Discmme;ntd ated Talding TOGM, WMMPATIAIG. «.6..o own ono - 2200 c0o- Koen ce ccccnccecwcewecoe gence coescnceane= 2,000.00 2, 000. 00 2,000. 00 2, 009.00 
Experimental garden and grounds, expenses..........-.... 29, 500.00 26. 000. 00 29, 500. 00 29, 50.00 
Bureau of Animal Industry, salaries and expenses. 800, 000. 00 800, 000. 00 800, 000. 00 8u0, 0008. 00 
MRT GANS SEMGTONS TON TIGRE GREEIO, 2 5. 0n- onnn - cence coon ce cece cence coe cancwnntebecserceseéeuves 12, 000. 00 12, 000. 00 12, 000. 60 12, 060. 00 
eechare I I or UN GAs ok ic aednin ate bucoweneese eseksaatingpaed Qcanuneccooustve 130, 000.00 |... 130, 000. 00 140, 000. 00 
See TOI  TRNPORAINIEY TT. saenpebiinabinadegines cube onaubeneoapaqgeaage 30, 000, 00 "50, 000. 00° 50, 000. 00 40, 000. 00 
Printing labels, etc., and for printing presses and repairs--.........------------------------------+- 5, 400. 00 6, 000. 00 5, 400. 00 5, 400. 00 
Experiments in the manufacture of sugar. .-.......---.-..--- ------ ------ - ----- + -- +++ --+-+ + 20002 -+---- 10, 000. 00 10, 000. 00 10, 000. 00 10, 000. 60 
Office cf agricultural experiment stations --...--. ins ocean nlintiscapiainine sesinatities emmtnie 25,000. 00 30, 000. 00 30, 000. 00 30, 000. 00 
Agricultural experiment stations in the several States and Territories_...-.....-.-2-...2--.222..- 720,000.00 |... 720, 000. 00 720, 000. 00 
EPria SOR TORII ac witikdntn cnn a cnkakbadhivntnwe ctne vetesncnecestdcondiiine odieswetsndee ceebucio 6, 000. 00 “8, 000. 00 ie. . dasniedaesee 
Nutrition investigations -...-.........- masteniedine 10, 600. 00 15, 000. 00 15, 000. 00 10, 000. 00 
Investigations and experiments with grasses ‘and ‘forage plants wialgnin alate a shinon enn tiatendnetnliniternndemauliins inte 15, 000, 00 15, 000.00 {......---. 7 
DR VORRIRAEE OE GEER Gia. dict Sadik enns phd noe saeindétbw eddies ancosdunucpeandbtaloeteoesucegecrns 15, 000. 00 15, 900. 00 a a 
CRT: CHING, GHEE RUIN ccisie kien esctcn ccovniieede<o<uteunienentan cules nipessnshenceatinapen 10, 000. 00 10, 000. 00 10, 000. 00 19, 000. 00 
NEG. 5.0 cauditmihnieindhbe cteeth candida vuinentpinhthnas = éanéhdte cantus pyctne »averhcenuepirernede’ 5, 000. 00 2, 000. 00 | 2, 000. 00 2, 000.00 
i 5 ee ee inna ehdunsdncunipiisnn Hoesen Ubeies ubade<cormnanpeiibtiivesell 3,000.00 3) 000. 00 3.000. 00 3, 000. 00 
Es cektadiniile cad Elin cidha cedindtlantls din'tius cicilthnenntdinsbeinnaeins otwmuntiuiialinnageinas 6, 000. 00 oe 000. 00 6, 000. 00 6, 000.00 
CORE SION oie ance i occ ca nidaw ad ageiies > <c0s4 wnsmusccmpinnttbeeetoemmnemeciinn aul 25, 000. 00 | 25, 000. 00 =| 25, 000. 00 25, 000. 00 
ail or 
Se, HINGED, .oche ociceatiiewed tidesatmbtne + opagdotesus cacceviaas gaubbonmaetio eahuttnpeeeia 2 098, 600.00 1, 300, 400. C | 2,165, 300. 00 2,115, 200. 00 
WEATHER BUREAU. ee —_— 5% ° 
Rs cack nts nde Dae e hee Gn ghat abd awastol cowse cowtkesncsch ondceuponusane seabenibaee 164, 290. 00 164, 296. 00 164, 290. 00 164, 290. 00 
ee HE ID Sil dh tiaetaieycateseedt edie Mie dies ign cen deine ewnen snes eines cohen scntinabemubdeaantied 8, 000. 00 8, 000.00 8, 000. 00 8, 000. 00 
Contingent OE POTIOG 4 - «65a no once henner nnn = 3 oe cee s enn ne nee swan nnn cow en cece ween nes sane canes 10, 000. Ov 10, 600. 00 10,000.00 10, 000. 90 
Salaries of inspectors, local forecast officials, observers, operators, etc., and other necessary 
employees outside of the city of Washington. ..... .-.. ..-- ---- 22 2 cee cone ene ens one ences 347, 195. 00 347, 195. 00 347, 195. 00 347, 195.00 
All other expenses of the Weather Bureau .-.-.....-...--.--.-....-...--.... nas a alan aia 347, 338. 06 331, 125.00 331, 125. 00 356, 125.00 
a nd com enccee cvunan coum auedéasbuabactan 876, 823. 06 860, 610.00 | 860, 610.00 885, 610. 60 
aah ir re Ts a a ee in de Shine in i ccccewin nnn ctdncen ease ccenenes 3, 233, 623. 06 #2, 400, 330.00 | 3,278, 750.00 2, 252, 550. 00 





*No amount was estimated for 1896 for purchase and distribution of seeds for agricultural experiment stations im the several States and Territories 
amounting in all, for 1895, to $850,000. 


Mr. CALL. I understand that several Senators desire to call The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
up local bills, and I am willing that the appropriation bill shall go | to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
over until to-morrow morning. NORTHRUP & CHICK. 

Mr. GEORGE. There seems to be no objection to disagreein » pe ole 

c ; 6 J ™ S Mr. BLANCHARD. Iask the unanimous consent of the Sen- 


to the committee amendments on page 23. Ta ae eee ae 
Mr. PLATT. I wish to make some remarks on that subject | oo passage of the bill (S. 2365) for the relief of Northrup 





either now or in the morning. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Pasco in the chair). The 
Senator from Connecticut wishes to be heard on that amend- 
ment. 

Mr. GEORGE. Very well. 

Mr. VEST. Ishould like to make a suggestion. Possibly it is 
a little selfish, but I am very anxious to call up a short bridge bill 
and have it passed. Will the Senator from Florida allow the ap- 
propriation bill to lie over until to-morrow morning? 

Mr. CALL. I am willing todoso. There is no possibility of 
obtaining a vote on any contested proposition this evening. 

Mr. VEST. I ask the Senate to consider a bill which is very 
short and which, unless passed now, will amount to nothing in the 
way of legislation. It is the bill (S. 2726) to amend an act en- 
titled ‘An act to authorize the construction of a bridge over the 
Missouri River at or near the city of Lexington, Mo.,” approved 
July 26, 1894. 


| the amount thereof justly due to said Northrup & Cl 


Mr. PLATT. Let the bill be read for information. 

The Secretary read the bill, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and hereby is, an- 
thorized and directed to examine and adjudicate the claim of Northrup & 
Chick, late licensed Indian traders wit th the Pottaw 1tomie ans it ; 
for supplies furnished said Indians for their sul n 










is any fund belonging to said Indians which can be a 
such claim, and, if so determined, then to report 


“t 
if 


| found due to said Northrup & Chick, to be paid fr: m the tendse of said Indian 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair understands that the | 


Senator from Florida having the appropriation bill in charge 
consents that it shall be temporarily laid aside without prejudice. 

Mr. CALL. Lhave no objection to that course. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The request of the Senator from 
Missouri will be submitted to the Senate. 

Mr. CHANDLER. It is understood that nothing further is to 
be done with the appropriation bill to-night. 

Mr. CALL. The bill will lie over until to-morrow morning. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. So the Chair understands. 

MISSOURI RIVER BRIDGE AT LEXINGTON, MO. 

“Mr. VEST. lask the Senate to proceed to the consideration of 
the bill (S. 2726) to amend an act entitled ‘‘An act to authorize 
the construction of a bridge over the Missouri River at or near 
the city of Lexington, Mo.,” approved July 26, 1894. 

By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. 


to the Secretary of the Treasury, to be so paid by him. 

Mr. PLATT. The bill has been reported from some committee? 

Mr. BLANCHARD. Yes, sir. 

Mr. PLATT. From the Committee on Indian Affairs? 

Mr. BLANCHARD. It was reported from the Indian Affairs 
Committee after having been first submitted to the Secretary of 
the Interior and the Commissioner of Indian Affairs. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair understands that 
there is an amendment of the committee which perhaps had bet- 
ter be stated. 

The SECRETARY. In line 12, after the word ‘‘Chick,” insert 
‘without interest; ” so as to read: 

To report and certify the amount found due to said Northrup & Chick, 


without interest, to be paid from the funds of said Indians, to th » Secreta y 
of the Treasury, to be so paid by him. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is thereobjection to the present 
consideration of the bill? 

By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill has beenread at length, 
and the question is on agreeing to the amendmentof the committee 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 
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OKLAHOMA CENTRAL RAILROAD, 


Mr. PETTIGREW. I ask unanimous consent for the immedi- 
ate consideration of the bill (H.R.5624) to authorize the Okla- 
homa Central Railroad to construct and operatea railway through 
the Indian and Okiahoma Territories, ani for other purposes. 

Mr. VEST. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Missouri 
wish to speak to this matter? 

_Mr. VEST. Iwas about to make a motion for an executive ses- 
sion. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. Let us dispose of this bill first. 

Mr. VEST. Very well. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. It is a House bill. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill will be read for infor- 
mation by title. 

The Secretary. A bill (H. R. 5624) to authorize the Okla- 
homa Central Railroad to construct and operate a railway through 
the Indian and Oklahoma Territories, and for other purposes. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there objection to the present 
consideration of the bill? 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Indian Affairs 
with amendments, in section 1, line 8, after the word ‘‘ Territory,” 
to strike out ‘‘ and through the Territory of Oklahoma;” in line 
10, after the word ‘‘company,” to strike out ‘‘on the east line of 
the Cherokee Nation” and to insert ‘‘at or near Sapylpa;” and in 
line 14, page 2, strike out the words “‘ within the limit” and insert 
‘‘at or near the west line;” so as to make the section read: 

That the Oklahoma Central Railroad, a corporation created under and b 
virtue of the laws of Oklahoma Territory, be, and the same is hereby, inves 
and empowered with the right of locating, constructing, owning uipping, 
oparese, using, and maintaining a railway and telegraph and telephone line 
through the Indian Territory, beginning at a point to be selected by sai 
zallway company at or near ulpa, in the Indian Territory, and running 
through the said Territory and the Territory of Oklahoma by way of Chandler 
and Oklahoma City toa point on Red River at or near the west line of the 
Kiowa and Comanche Reservation, with the right to construct, use, and main- 
tain such tracks, turn-outs, branches, si 
may deem it to their interest to construct. 

The amendments were to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ments were concurred in. : 

The amendments were ordered to be engrossed and the bill to 
be read a third time. 

The bill was read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. PLATT. I am not quite sure but that there ought to be 
another amendment made to the bill which was just passed. I 
move that the Senate ask for'a conference with the House of Repre- 
sentatives on the bill and amendments, and it can be looked into 
in conference. 

The motion was agreed to. 

By unanimous consent, the Vice-President was authorized to 
appoint the conferees on the part of the Senate. 


H. F, MENOUGH. 


, and extensions as said company 


Mr. CAREY. Iask unanimous consent for the present con- 
sideration of the bill (8.2377) for the relief of H. F. Menough, 


—_ postmaster at Rock Springs, Wyo. It is a bill of only seven 
ines. 
Mr. VEST. I desire anexecutivesession. What is the bill the 
Senator from Wyoming desires to have considered? 
Mr.CAREY. It isa bill yg | to allow credit to a postmaster 
for a registered package lost. It is recommended by the Post- 
master-General, and it involves only $170. There are only seven 
lines of the bill, and it will take but two minutes to pass it. 
Mr. HILL. From what committee does the bill come? 
Mr.CAREY. It is reported from the Committee on Post-Offices 
and Post-Roads. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill will be read by title. 
TheSecretTary. A bill (8. wre the relief of H. F. Menough, 
late postmaster at Rock Springs, yo. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there objection to the present 
consideration of the bill? . 
By unanimousconsent, the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 
proceeded to consider the bill. 
The bill was reported from the Committee on Post-Offices and 
Post Roads with an amendment, in line 9, before the word “ trans- 
mission,” to strike out ‘‘after” and to insert ‘‘during;” so as to 
make the bill read: 
Be it enacted, etc., That the Postmaster-General is hereby authorized to 
credit H. F. Menough, late postmaster at Rock Springs, Wyo., with $171, the 
amount contained in a registered package Pee in the for transmission 
to the Post-Office Department by the said H. F. Menough while postmaster 
as aforesaid, and which was lost during transmission. 
The amendment was to. 
The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. é 
The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. VEST. I move that the Senate proceed to the consideration 
of executive business. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I ask the Senator to yield to me for a moment 
that I may make a parliamentary inquiry in regard to the order 
of business. I am not sure whether the order requested by the 
Senator from Maryland [Mr. GorMAN] in regard to business to- 
morrow from 1 to 3 was adopted or not. I should like to ask for 
information. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The information of the Chair is 
that it was not agreed to. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Then I ask unanimous consent that the time 
between 1 and 8 o’clock to-morrow be set apart for the considera- 
tion of unobjected cases upon the Calendar under Rule VIII. 

Mr. HIGGINS. What time is proposed? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. From 1 until 3 o’clock. 

Mr. CALL. The agricultural appropriation bill comes up to- 
morrow. 

Mr. GEORGE. What is the request? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. That from 1 to 3 o’clock the Sen- 
ate shall take up unobjected cases on the Calendar. 

Mr. HARRIS. Under Rule VIII. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Under Rule VIII. 

Mr. HARRIS. Under the five-minute rule. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Under the five-minute rule. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there objection? 

Mr. CALL. I must insist on proceeding with the agricultural 
appropriation bill to-morrow. 

Mr. TURPIE. I object. 

Mr. GEORGE. The Senator from Indiana objects. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Objection is made. 

Mr. VEST. I renew my motion. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Before submitting the motion 
of the Senator from Missouri, the Chair will lay before the Sen- 
ate the unfinished business, which will be stated. 

The SecrETARY. A bill (H. R. 4609) to establish a uniform 
system of bankruptcy. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Missouri [Mr. 
VEsT] moves that the Senate proceed to the consideration of exec- 
utive business. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate proceeded to the con- 
sideration of executive business. After three minutes spent in 
executive session the doors were reopened, and (at 5 o’clock and 55 
minutes p. m.) the Senate adjourned until to-morrow, Saturday, 
February 16, 1895, at 12 o’clock m. 


NOMINATIONS. 
Executive nominations received by the Senate February 15, 1895. 
UNITED STATES ATTORNEY. 


Henry 8. Foote, of California, to be attorney of the United 
States for the northern district of California, vice Charles A. 
Garter, whose term expired December 11, 1894. 


UNITED STATES MARSHAL. 


Richard T. O’Connor, of Minnesota, to be marshal of the United 
States for the district of Minnesota, vice J. Adam Bede, resigned; 
the nomination of William C. Campbell having been rejected. 


POSTMASTERS, 


tmaster at Keosauqua, in the count; 
Iowa, in the place of Washington E. 


James M. Elerick, to be 
of Van Buren and State o 
Davis, removed. 

Charles H. Gove, to be postmaster at Garner, in the county of 
mene and State of Iowa, in the place of Samuel Sturgeon, re- 
moved. 

Robert Kennedy, to be postmaster at Pleasanton, in the county 
of Linn and State of Kansas, in the place of Louisa Holmes, re- 
moved. 





CONFIRMATIONS. 
Executive nominations confirmed by the Senate February 15, 1895. 


COLLECTOR OF CUSTOMS, 


Henry H. Babcock, of Connecticut, to be collector of customs 
for the district of New Haven in the State of Connecticut. 


POSTMASTERS. 


John J. Thornton, to be master at Saint James, in the county 
of Watonwan and State of Minnesota. 

Christine Carroll, to be postmaster at Stillwater, in the county 
of Washington and State of Minnesota. 

John R, Stannard, to be postmaster at Boonville, in the connty 
of Oneida and State of New York. 
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HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 


FRIDAY, February 15, 1895. 


The House met at 11 o’clock a.m. Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. 
E. B. Baasy. 
ee ournal of the proceedings of yesterday was read and ap- 
proved. 
HOUSING OF WORKING PEOPLE. 


The SPEAKER laid before the House the following message 
from the President of the United States; which was read, referred 
to the Committee on Labor, and ordered to be printed: 

To the Senate and House of Representatives: 


I transmit herewith the eighth special report of the Commissioner of 
Labor, which relates to “The housing of the working people in different 


countries.” 
GROVER CLEVELAND. 
EXECUTIVE MANSION, February 14, 1895. 


PORT ORFORD, OREG. 


The SPEAKER laid before the House a letter from the Secre- 
tary of War, transmitting, with letter of the Chief of Engineers, 
report of a prelimi examination of Port Orford, Oreg.; which 
was referred to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors, and or- 
dered to be printed. 

LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 

Mr. HuTcHESON, by unanimous consent, obtained indefinite 

leave of absence, on account of sickness in his family. 


ADDITIONAL CIRCUIT JUDGE, NINTH CIRCUIT. 


Mr. CULBERSON. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for 
the present consideration of Senate bill 1813, providing an addi- 
tional circuit judge in the ninth judicial circuit. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That there shall be in the ninth judicial circuit an addi- 
tional circuit judge, who shall be appointed by the President, by and with 
the advice and consent of the Senate, and shall possess the same qualifications 
and have the eet and jurisdiction now prescribed by law in respect 
to the present circuit judges therein. 


The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present considera- 
tion of this bill? . 

There was no objection. : ; 

The bill was ordered to a third reading; and it was accordingly 
read the third time, and , 

On motion of Mr. CUL-BERSON, a motion to reconsider the vote 
by which the bill was passed was laid on the table. 


GILMAN L. JOHNSON. 


Mr. CURTIS of New York. Mr. § er, I ask unanimous 
consent for the present consideration of the bill (H. R. 840) to cor- 
rect the muster of Lieut. Gilman L. Johnson. This is the bill the 
consideration of which was objected to the other day by the gen- 
tleman from Indiana [Mr. Bynum], who has since withdrawn his 
objection. 

e bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of War be, and is hereby, authorized 
and directed to correct_the record of ond Lieut. Gilman L. Suieon. late 
of the One hundred and forty-second ent of New. York Infantry, so as 
to make his muster as said lieutenant date from the date of his enlistment in 
said regiment, and that he have ail rights and emoluments due him thereby 
or by reason thereof. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present considera- 
tion of this bill? 

a, JONES. Mr. Speaker, I would like to hear the report in 
that case. 

Mr. CURTIS of New York. Mr. S er, Ican state the sub- 
stance of the report (which was made by the gentleman from Iowa 
Mr. HULL) in a shorter time than it will take to readit. AsI 
stated on last Friday when consent was asked for the considera- 
tion of this bill, the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. Bynum] inter- 
posed an objection. Mr. Johnson went into the Army in my com- 
pany in April, 1861, served two years, the entire term of his 
enlistment. When he was mustered out of the Sixteenth New 
York Volunteers he was commissioned a second lieutenant in the 
One hundred and forty-second New York Volunteers, which I then 
commanded. There werenot, when he reported in August, enough 
men for him to be mustered, and at my suggestion he enlisted in that 
regiment as & private, was later promo to be sergeant and ser- 
geant-major, and ormed the duties of a commissioned officer at 
various times. He was in command of troops on Johns Island, 
South Carolina, in January, 1864, and lost his right arm in an en- 
gagementthere. His whole conduct and services while in the Army 
were of a most creditablecharacter. As no opportunity was likely 
to occur for his muster under the eral orders then governing 
musters, he was nominated for a lieutenancy and was so 
commissioned, but the Couniatnalats was lost for a long time in a 
vessel which was sunk in Hampton Roads. Later he was mus- 
tered as a first lieutenant and performed duty until the close of the 
war. This bill corrects the record by giving him the muster which 
ore to have had at the time he joined the regiment off Charles- 
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Mr. JONES. As I understand it, the effect of this bill is to fix 
his rank? 

Mr. CURTIS of New York. Yes, sir. 

Mr. JONES. What change does it make? 

Mr. CURTIS of New York. It makes the difference between 
the pay of a private or sergeant and a second lieutenant for the 
time he was borne on the company or noncommissioned-staff rolls. 

Mr. JONES. What period will it cover? 

Mr. CURTIS of New York. It will cover perhaps six or eight 
months. 

_The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present considera- 
tion of this bill? 

There was no objection. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; and 
being engrossed, it wasaccordingly read the third time, and passed. 

On motion of Mr. CURTIS of New York, a motion to recon- 
sider the vote by which the bill was passed was laid on the table. 


LIFE-SAVING STATION, CITY POINT, MASSACHUSETTS. 


Mr. McETTRICK. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for 
the consideration of Senate bill 2595 to establish a life-saving 
station at or near City Point, Boston Harbor, Massachusetts. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is hereby, 
authcrized to esta alife-saving station at or near City Point, Boston Har- 
bor, Massachusetts, in such locality as the General Superintendent of the 
Life-Sa Service may recommend. 

SEc. 2. t the character of the equipments and appliances of the station, 
the number of men omens crew, and the portion of the year during 
which it shall be manned shall be determined by the General Superintendent 
of the Life-Saving Service. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection tothe present consideration 
of this bill? 

ene A. STONE. I would like to hear some explana- 
tion of it. : 

Mr. McETTRICK. I can explain it in a word. 

The SPEAKER. Without objection, thereport can be read; or 
if the gentleman prefers, he can make a brief explanation. 

Mr. McETTRICK. Mr. Speaker, I wish to say, in shorthand, 
that this is a bill which proposes to establish a life-saving station 
at or near City Point,in Boston Harbor. All that is necessary is 
to authorize the Superintendent of the Life-Saving Service to es- 
tablish a station at or near this point in the most available spot for 
this purpose, with the necessary equipments and appliances, includ- 
ing a boat’s crew there, for such months in the year as he may deem 
advisable. The bill has been recommended by the Superintendent 
of the Life-Saving Service. It has passed the other branch of 
Congress unanimously. It isrecommended by the Committee on 
Interstate and Foreign Commerce of this House. It hasalso been 
submitted to the chairman of the Committee on Appropriations 
for inspection. It involves the question of saving human life. 
There have been some forty lives lost at or near this point within 
the last five years. It was at this point, or near it, that five Har- 
vard students were drowned last year. Not far from there a 
boat’s crew containing eight boys in charge of their master met 
with a fatal accident. The boat was overturned, and after cling- 
= it for almost an hour one by one the little fellows were com- 
pelled to relinquish their hold until finally all, including the mas- 
ter in charge, were swallowed up bythe waves. The expenditure 
required will not be — and I trust there will be no objection to 
the passage of the bill. 

Mr. MALLORY. Does this bill provide that the Superintendent 
of the Life-Saving Service shall fix the time of the men employed? 

Mr. McETTRICK. Yes, sir. 

Mr. MALLORY. That is contrary to the present law, is it not? 

Mr. McETTRICK. Ithink not. The bill has been submitted 
to the Superintendent of the Life-Saving Service and 1s recom- 
mended by him. The bill, I repeat, provides ‘‘that the character 
of the equipments and appliances of the station, the number of 
men constituting its crew, and the portion of the year during 
which it shall be manned shall be determined by the General 
Superintendent of the Life-Saving Service.” 

Mr. MALLORY. The general law now fixes the portior.of the 
year during which the men shall serve, I believe. 

Mr. McETTRICK. Well, this is a special case. The accidents 
occurring at this point are usually to yachts and small boats. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Does the bill simply authorize, or does it di- 
rect, the establishment of the station? 

Mr. McETTRICK. It authorizes its establishment. 

Mr. DINGLEY. That, I believe, is the usual form. 

Mr. McETTRICK. So I understand. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present considera- 
tion of this bill? 

There was no objection. 

The bill was ordered to a third reading; and it was accordingly 
read the third time, and 1. 

On motion of Mr. McETTRICK, a motion to reconsider the vote 
by which the bill was passed was laid on the table. 
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MARTIN MULLINS. 


Mr. DAVIS. I ask unanimous consent for the present consid- 
eration of the bill (H. R. 6071) for the relief of Martin Mullins. 

The bill was read. 

Mr. SAYERS. About what period of time does this bill cover? 

Mr. DAVIS. This officer was in the service about ten years. 
The matter occurred before the late war. The object of the bill 
is to remove the bar of outlawry from this claim and refer it to 
the Court of Claims. 

Mr. SAYERS. I must object. 

EDWARD H. MURRELL. 

Mr. SWANSON. Iask unanimous consent for the considera- 
tion of the bill (S. 1881) for the relief of Edward H. Murrell. 

The bill was read. 

The SPEAKER. 
tion of this bill? 

Mr. DINGLEY. I should like to hear some explanation. 

Mr. SWANSON. The bill proposes to pay Edward H. Mur- 
rell, of Lynchburg, $1,409.34. The Committee on Claims of the 
Senate, as well as the corresponding committee of this House, 
have unanimously recommended the passage of the bill. It is for 
the rent of three houses in the city of New Orleans, the rent for 
which was collected by the Treasury agents of the United States 
and turned over to the Treasury. 

Mr. DINGLEY. This was during the military occupation of 
the city? 

Mr. SWANSON. Yes; during the occupation of New Orleans 
in the years 1863 and 1864, 

Mr. DINGLEY. Was this abandoned property? 

Mr. SWANSON. Abandoned property. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Why was not the claim presented to the 
Court of Claims within the two years allowed by law? 

Mr. SWANSON. Before this claim was presented the limita- 
tion allowed by law had expired; and consequently the only way 
now to obtain relief is by special act. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Are there not a great many cases of this class? 
And if action for relief is to be taken ought there not to be some 

eneral legislation? It appears that this is an isolated case se- 
ected out of thousands. 

Mr. SWANSON. This is the case of an old man about seventy 
who was once aman of wealth. If action is to be delayed until 
general legislation can be had he will doubtless die before getting 
the money to which he is entitled and which is now in the Treas- 
ury. 

Mr. DINGLEY. There are thousands of other claims of this 
class—cotton claims and others. 

Mr. SWANSON. I do not undertake to say what objection 
might arise in other cases which the gentleman has in his mind. 
I simply want to say that this is the case of an old man, once 
wealthy. but now penniless; and this ~aoggy’ | belonging to him is 
now in the Treasury of the United States. If he must wait until 
general legislation for the relief of all persons of this class can be 
adopted he will probably die without getting a cent, and his grand- 
children or other heirs may get some benefit from legislation such 
as the gentleman suggests. I hope the gentleman will not object. 

Mr. DINGLEY. [f this werea simple matter of sympathy, and 
we could in giving this amount of money confine our action to 
this single proposition, the case might be different. But this is 
one of thousands of cases standing on the same footing, cotton 
cases, etc., cases of abandoned property in various cities occupied 
by the Federal troops; but payment in this case might set the 
precedent for payment in all those other cases. 

Mr. SWANSON. Such other cases as the gentleman has re- 
ferred to might involve the consideration of elaborate evidence. 
No such question can arise here. This specific money, the prop- 
erty of this man, was paid into the Treasury, being the proc 
of rent of property which he owned. 

Mr. DING E If this claimant had been a loyal man he 
could have presented his case to the Court of Claims within two 
oe after the close of the war and obtained his money. What 

as been the difficulty in this particular case? 

Mr. SWANSON. The re states the matter o_: This 
man was pardoned; I do not know what icular difficulty arose 
in connection with the presentation of his claim. Affairs were 
very much unsettled during those two years, 

Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Speaker, I think the Treasury will not stand 
any further drain this morning. I object to this bill. 


OLIVIA AND IDA WALTER. 


Mr. REYBURN. Iask unanimous consent for the present con- 
sideration of the bill (S. 409) for the relief of Olivia and Ida Wal- 
ter, heirs and children of Thomas U. Walter, deceased. 

The bill was read. 

The SPEAKER. Has this bill been reported from the House 
committee? 

Mr. REYBURN. It has been reported from the House com- 
mittee and printed. 


Is there objection to the present considera- 
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The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Strike out “twenty-five” and insert “fourteen;” so as to read: “ $14,000." 

Mr. SAYERS. This bill carries a pretty large sum of money. 
I should like to hear some explanation of it. 

Mr. REYBURN. The report of the House committee is short 
and will explain the merits of the bill better than Icando. I ask 
that the Clerk read the report. 

The report (by Mr. RicHARDS) was read, as follows: 


Your committee, to whom was referred House bill 1326, beg leave to report: 
This claim has heretofore received the favorable consideration of the com- 
In the last 
The committee of the House acted 





mittee of the Senate and passed the Senate for the sum of $25,000. 
Congress it passed the Senate for $14,000. 
favorably on_both bills of the Senate, but they were never reached on the 
Calendar. The facts in brief are as follows: 

In the year 1850 the Government determined to build the new wings of the 
Capitol. At that time there was no such office as Government architect, and 
the Government advertised for plans and specifications for the extensions, 
just as an individual would. Varions plans were submitted, but that of 
Charles U. Walter, who had spent most of his life in Europe studying his pro- 
fession, was accepted. The contract as architect was awarded Mr. Walter, 
and he accepted, and his pay for that special work was fixed at $4,500 per an- 
ee shown by the following letter of Mr. Stuart, then Secretary of the 

nterior: 


‘* DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR, October 9, 1851. 


““Sirr: I have to inform you that your salary as architect of the extension 
of the Capitol has been fixed by the President of the United States at $4,500 
per annum, to commence with the date of your appointment. 

‘Tam, very dear sir, very respectfully, your obedient servant, 
“ ALEX. H. H. STUART, Secretary.” 


Subsequently, the Hon. Mr. Stuart says: 

“This I feel very sure was asingle and separate contract relating exclu- 
sively to the two wings of the Capitol and the corridors connecting them 
with the old building.” 

Thus it will be seen that Mr. Walter was not a Government officer, but he 
was omeen and paid for the specific work above referred to. 

Mr. Walter displayed such taste, capacity, and energy in the execution of 
his work, the Government assigned him to perform the following duties: To 
add —— to the Patent Office, which, when completed, became the great 
Interior Department building; the extension of the Treasury building: ex- 
tension of the Post-Office building; to make the fireproof Congressional Li- 
brary; to plan and personally supervise the erection of the immense Dome of 
the Capitol, which required his hourly presence; marine barracks in Pensa- 
cola; marine barracks at Brooklyn, N. Y.,and other valuable public services. 

These services ran through the period of fourteen years, from 1851 to 1865, 
and by the estimate of architects would amount to over $100,000. They em- 
braced nearly the whole of Mr. Walter's professional life, for so arduous were 
his services and the strain on his mind that he was subsequently incapaci- 
tated for any important work. 

It appears that Mr. Walter's desire was to live on the sum paid him for the 
extension of the Capitol and to reserve the amount for these important extra 
services as his compensation and as furnishing the means to support himself 
and family. After he had completed ali these extra works he was informed 
by the Treasury Department that there was no appropriation for that pur- 

»08se and he must rely on Congress. Then he filed his memorial. Since then 

e died, leaving his will giving to his wife and daughters his interest; since, 
his wife has died, leaving the two daughters, who are single and withoutany 
means of support. 

Your committee thinks it the merest act of justice to allow the sum of 
$14,000, the sum fixed by the Senate, as it seems, at $1,000a year for fourteen 

ears, for Mr. Walter's labor in all these matters. Your committee feel it 

ue to his memory to state that no work was ever more superbly done and 
that his work reflects credit on this Government, for which he comparativel 
gave his life. Therefore, your committee report back the bill with the amend- 
ment to strike out “twenty-five” and insert “fourteen,’’ so that it will read, 
“$14,000,” with a recommendation that it do pass. 


The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request of the gen- 
tleman from Pennsylvania to consider this bill? 
Mr. SAYERS. I object. 


MOUNT VERNON MILITARY BARRACKS, ALA, 


Mr. CLARKE of Alabama. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous 
consent for the present consideration of the bill (H. R. 8680) 
granting the Mount Vernon Barracks Military Reservation to the 
State of Alabama for oe uses. 

The SPEAKER. e bill will be read subject to objection. 

The bill was read at length. 

The SPEAKER, Is there objection to the present considera- 
tion of the bill? 

Mr. PAYNE. Let us have some explanation of this bil!. 

Mr. CLARKE of Alabama. I ask for the reading of the veport, 
which is quite brief and explains fully the nature of the bill. 

The report (by Mr. GORMAN) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Military Affairs, to whom was referred the bill (H.R. 
8680) entitled “A bill ting the Mount Vernon Barracks Military Reserva- 
tion to the State of Alabama for public uses,” have had the same under con- 
sideration and submit the following report: 

military reservation is situated in the State of Alaba: near the Mo- 

bile River, about 28 miles northeast of the city of Mobile, and not near any 

village or town, so that its location is isolated. It was set apart in 1830 from 

the public lands for military purposes, and was immediately occupied as a 

United States arsenal. In 18/3 it was transferred to the Quartermaster’s De- 

pateet for use as barracks for troops, and was so occupied up to Novem- 
rr, . 

For several years the Apache Indian prisoners of war were confined there, 
but they were removed in the fall of 1894, and in November of that year the 
garrison was withdrawn and the post permanently abandoned. 

It embraces about 1,600 acres of sterile land, which supports a sparse growth 
of timber, and is of very little value. 

The aero upon it aresuitable for battalion barracks, and are very 

od of their kind, but unfit for any other than some public use, so that the 
and can not very well revert to the public domain for ordinary entry, nor 
can 1t be sold at more than a nominal price. 

While the Government has not and probably will not have any possible use 
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for the property, it must if it retains it maintain a guard there and incur very 
considerable expense in keeping the buildings and other improvements in re- 
pair, or else they will rapidly go to decay and ruin. oe 

The legislature of Alabama, on the 8th of December, 1894, adopted a joint 
resolution asking the cession of this property to the State for public uses, 
The bill has been submitted by the committee to the War Department, and 
the Secretary of War, in a written communication to the committee, states 
that the property is of no use to the Government and recommends the pas- 
sage of the bill. Se qe 

There are many precedents for sucha disposition of an abandoned military 
reservation. Among others within late years are the grant of a part of the 
abandoned military reservation at Fort Smith, Ark., to the city of Fort Smith, 
by act of May 13, 1884; of the Baton Rouge Reservation to a religious denom- 
ination, by act of September 30, 1890; of a part of the Fort Sisseton Reserva- 
tion to the State of South Dakota, by act of October 1, 1890; of a part of the 
Fort Randall Reservation to the State of Nebraska, by act of March 3, 1893, 
and of a part of the Fort Randall Reservation to the State of South Dakota, 
by act of March 3, 1893. : 2 

The only condition that Congress has imposed in such cases is that the 
State or municipality to which the donation is made shall use the same for 
public purposes. . 

The grant has been sought by the State on that express condition, and the 
bill so provides and guards the cession. The committee unanimously recom- 
mend the passage of the bill. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present considera- 
tion of the bill? : : 

Mr. PAYNE. I think, if the land is of so little value, it ought to 
be put up at auction, and it will not be a great burden to the State 
of Alabama to buy it in if it wantsit. I object. 

BRIDGE ACROSS THE YELLOWSTONE. 


Mr. HARTMAN. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for 
the present consideration of the bill (H.R. 6750) to authorize the 
construction of a bridge acrosss the Yellowstone River, in the 
county of Dawson, State of Montana. 

The bill was read at length, and also the amendments recom- 
mended by the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present consideration 
of the bill? 

Mr. STALLINGS. I demand the regular order. 

Subsequently, Vir. HARTMAN having stated that the objection 
of Mr. STALLINGS had been withdrawn, and there being no further 
objection, the bill was taken up, the amendments agreed to, and 
the bill as amended engrossed and read the third time, and passed. 

On motion of Mr. HARTMAN, a motion to reconsider the vote 
by which the bill was passed was laid on the table. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

The SPEAKER. The regular order is the call of committees 
for reports. 

WATERWAY BETWEEN THE OCEAN AND LAKES. 


Mr. WISE, from the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Com- 
merce, reported back the Senate joint resolution (5S. R.130) au- 
thorizing a preliminary inquiry concerning deep waterways be- 
tween the ocean and the Great Lakes, and providing commissioners 
therefor; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union, and, with the accompanying re- 
port, ordered to be printed. 


REBUILDING TERRITORIAL CAPITAL, NEW MEXICO, 


Mr. JOSEPH, from the Committee on the Territories, reported 
back the bill (H.R.8839) to approve an act entitled ‘“‘An act 
authorizing the rebuilding of the Territorial capital at Santa Fe, 
N. Mex., which was destroyed by fire May 12, 1892;” which was 
referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the 
Union, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

SECTION 229, REVISED STATUTES. 


Mr. DINGLEY. Mr. Speaker, I desire to submit a privileged 
report from the Joint Commission to Inquire into the Laws Re- 
specting the Executive Departments, etc., for the purpose of hay- 
ing it printed. The bill has already been inserted in the legisla- 
tive appropriation bill, and has passed the House. Idesiresimply 
to have the report and bill printed. 

The SPEA . The title of the bill will be read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

A bill (H. R. 8879) to repeal in part section 229 of the Revised Statutes of the 
United States, and for other purposes. 

The SPEAKER. This bill will be ordered to lie on the table, 
and, with the accompanying report, printed. 

NAVAL APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. TALBOTT of Maryland. Mr. Speaker, I move that the 
House resolve itself into Committee of the Whole for the purpose 
of considering general appropriation bills. 

ag BELTZHOOVER. r, Speaker, I am entitled under the 
rules—— 

The SPEAKER. This is not debatable. 

Mr. TALBOTT of Maryland. I do not desire to debate it. 

_The SPEAKER. The gentleman may submit a motion if he de- 
sires. 

Mr. BELTZHOOVER. I amentitled to move to proceed to the 
consideration of bills on the Private Calendar to-day under the 
rules; but I wish to ask unanimous consent—— 
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made, which cuts off all requests for unanimous consent. 


The SPEAKER. The demand for the regular order has been 


Mr. BELTZHOOVER. I think the gentleman from Maryland 
will agree to this. 

_ TALBOTT of Maryland. I did not demand the regular 
order. 

The SPEAKER. Thedemand has been made by the gentleman 
from Alabama {Mr. STALLINGS]. 

Mr. BELTZHOOVER. Iam entitled to move to go into Com- 
mittee of the Whole on the Private Calendar to-day—— 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will submit a motion if the gentle- 
man desires to make one. 

Mr. SAYERS. I wish tosubmit a parliamentary inquiry first. 
Tn case the motion of the gentleman from Maryland should pre- 
yail I desire, if it be necessary, to reserve the point of order on 
the Naval appropriation bill; and I do so now. 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. 
BELTZHOOVER] desire to submit a motion? 

Mr. BELTZHOOVER. Ido; but pending that I wish to ask 
unanimous consent to fix this day week for the consideration of 
the Private Calendar. I donot wish to antagonize the Appropria- 
tions Committee—— 

The SPEAKER. Thatisa day fixed under the rules for the 
consideration of the Private Calendar. 

Mr. BELTZHOOVER. Iunderstand that; but it isliable to be 
antagonized by the Committee on Appropriations, as it has been 
heretofore. Now, if it can be understood that that day shall be 
secured for the consideration of the Private Calendar, as we have 
but two Fridays after to-day left of the session, I shall be content 
if one of the three is given, without restriction, to the Committee 
of the Whole on the Private Calendar. 

Mr. SAYERS. Well, Mr. Speaker, with the general deficiency 
bill pending and conference reports which must be acted upon [ 
can not consent to that. 

Mr. TALBOTT of Maryland. Then I move that the House re- 
sone itself into Committee of the Whole to consider appropriation 

ills. 

Mr. BELTZHOOVER. I will withhold my motion until next 
Friday, when I will insist on it. 

The motion of Mr. TaLBorr of Maryland was agreed to. 

The House accordingly resolved itself into Committee of the 
Whole, Mr. O’Neru of Massachusetts in the chair. 

The CHAIRMAN. The House is now in Committee of the 
Whole for the consideration of general appropriation bills, and 
the Clerk will report the title of the first bill. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

A bill (H. R. 8685) making appropriations for the naval service for the fiscal 
year ending June 30, 1896, and for other purposes. 

Mr. TALBOTT of Maryland. I ask unanimous consent that 
the first reading of the bill be dispensed with. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Maryland asks unani- 
mous consent that the first reading of the bill be dispensed with. 
Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

~ TALBOTT of Maryland. Now I ask that the report be 
read. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will read the report. 

The Clerk began the reading of the report. 

Mr. TALBOTT of Maryland. Iask unanimous consent that the 
report be printed in the Recorp. That will save the time of 
reading it. 

The CHAIRMAN. is there objection to the request of the gen- 
tleman from Maryland? 

There was no objection. 
The report is as follows: 
The Committee on Naval Affairs, to or was referred so much of the 











President's message tes to thes rt of the naval establishment, to 
the estimates the the fiscal year"tnding June 30, 1896, beg leave to 
report herewit . entitled “A bill making appropriations for 
the naval servi ending June 3, 1896, and for other pur- 
poses,”and ask le consideration. 

The estimates 4s originally submi called for an appropriation of $30,952, - 
096. The total amount carried by the bill as reported is $31,S07,(23.80. 

A comparative exhibit of the estimates and appropriations and amounts 
recommended in the bill is appended herewith. 
Comparative exhibit of estimates and appropriations for the swpport of the 

naval establishment, 1895-96. (Fifty-third Congress, third ses%ign. ) 


Amourit in EL. 





| 
Appropria- | 


j ; R. 8665 as re- 

j tions for 189 | Estimates for 8665 as re- 

mn (act of July 1896. Po d to the 
25, 1804). ouse Jan 


’ wary 25, 1895. 


ea as 








GENERAL ESTABLISHMENT. 












Pay of the Navy ...............- $7, 475,000.00 | $7,472,848.00 | $7, 824,329.00 
Pay, miscellaneous -............. 240, 000. 00 240, 000.00 | 240, 000.00 
Contingent, Navy ............... 7,000.00 | 7, 000.00 | 7, 009. 00 

iciiannindeanoneatine 7, 722, 000. 00} 7,719,848.00| 8,071,220 0 
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Comparative exhibit of estimates and appropriations, etc.—Continued. Comparative exhibit of estimates and appropriations, etc.—Continued. 






































Amount in H. 
Appropria- Appropria- 
Objects tions for 1895 | Estimates for oe to. the tions for 1895 | Estimates for 
ioe (act of ad 1896. gg towel ba of of ad 1896. 


uary 25, 1895. 








BUREAU OF NAVIGATION. BUREAU OF MEDICINE AND 


SURGERY—continued. 














































































































































































































































































































































Gunnery exercises ......- $6, 000. 00 
Ocean and Ifke surveys... eee... - Meee) 3. BA OUOD | Baten ooo eteonnnnnsacnsas sent 
Outfits for naval apprentices .- .. Caen aE > <b Sp nr ome Sak eeagetahnn sonore apne SaReR 
Recrniting, transportation, and 
nr... Satine ornas5°--- CAG ee 8 EE 8 rene nnseee cee tns 
aval station, Newport, R. I....}.........----..- 
Naval station (for apprentices) . 80,000. 00 BUREAU OF eae mS AED AC- 
Naval War College and Torpedo oem 
___ | RE ti 8,000. 00 Provisions, Navy... 1, 284, 000. 00 
Ourdan & Kolb ietter-engrav- Contingent ...... alan eed k bi i ; 45, 000. 00 ; 
SE ROROREING 6 isitsne cate seknavia IE Lletiinictitdethbcntcndsinewsnane 7 : ; 68, 781.09 ; 
ssesetystiaiieailaall ; . httahineges iiititieh aad 1, 287,581.09 | 1,397, 781.09 ‘ 
BUREAU OF ORDNANCE. BUREAU OF CONSTRUCTION AND i 
ova ‘nai . REPAIR. : 
rdnance and ordnance stores: . i 
For grogaring ent produc oe on ana repair of Ve | 990,700.00} 1,000,000.00 | 1, 000,000.00 7 
ing ordnance material, etc. 180, 000. 00 180, 000. 00 180, 000. 00 For repair of U. 8.8. Gonstitu- oe ie ag art eae ; 
Expense of target practice -- 15, 000. 00 15, 000. 00 15, 000. 00 tion pa . 8.8. sine 4 
Maintenance of proving For repair of hull of U. 8.8. ee ee Be ee $ 
ground = oapec cosesdus es 2 5, 000. 00 5, 000. 00 5, 000. 00 Hart ord Sea 150 000 00 2 
Paes oe ee 150, 000.00 150.000.90 | Civil establishment --.77272.77: 19, 972. 50 19,972.50 19, 972. 50 || = 
Reserve supply of guns---.- As itiacate a ieineaal 159, 558. 50" 159, 558. 50 ad : a w 
Reserve men od of onteet | 390. 000.00 190, 000.00 Total .....-.....---------+-- 1,077, 972. 50 1, 019, 972. 59 1,019, 972. 50 
ies ....-. sa sedaila tats aaa tbekcapnk etal I amtuenmnsjieilaioiilie » . > , se ee | 
Additional supply of torpe- BUREAU OF = ENGINBER- 
ON ein now Sena Shae nce onan 242, 500. 00 242, 500. 00 ma. 
Repairs, Bureau of Ord- Steam machinery ............... 425,000. 00 425, 000.00 425, 000. 00 y 
MANCO .........---. aan meweiici 80, 000. 00 20,000.00 80,000,090 | Purchase and handling of ma- 
Construction of buildings, eee aeons 8 er 240, 000. 00 815, 000. 00 815, 000. 00 2 
Mare Teena . «.....cessaeces 17,900. 00 Incidental expenses -............ 10, 000. 00 10, 000. 00 10, 000. 00 
Magazine, Craney Island ...|............-.--. Steam machinery, special. .-..... 230, 000. 00 400, 000. 00 400, 000. 00 % 
euete station, Newport, oe SBME a eS 1,000. 00 1,000. 00 1,000.00 4 
Mei niscsveludacces thibinie as 60,000. 00 Civil establishment -............. 11, 900. 00 11, 900. 00 11, 900. 00 + 
Torpedo station, replacing [a __——_—$ $$ | ————_____ 4 
gun-cotton factory ........ SRIPIGe faddnicWpiiness-alescemenncdsaiien © 34. MiiBicacaseridtadeaces case . b 1, 162, 900. 00 
Reserve guns for auxiliary ————|-—— : ———— 
SOUND... sunnieninnin kta teewussietens unae NAVAL ACADEMY. 
WOTEE DEB occ cnitin cicnggcaudes 25, 000. 00 
Gun plant, Washington Navy- Pay of professors, etc_........... 52, 407.00 52, 407.00 52, 407.00 
BORG dpe te wnee cictessnseseesenll DEE CORED Bunn wnc dens asinnn] anes cosinnn cane Special course of study -.....-.. 8, 000. 00 8, 000. 00 3, 000. 00 
Contingent 8, 000. 00 . j Pay of watchmen, etc. .........- 44, 069. 95 44, 086. 95 44, 086.95 
Naval proving ground..........}........--....-- . ; Pay of steam employees -...-.... 7, 824. 50 7, 824. 50 7, 824. 50 
Civil establishment -... . . Repairs and improvements. --.. 21, 000. 00 21, 000. 00 21, 000. 00 
en RE Heating and lighting............ 17,000. 00 20, 000. 00 20, 000. 00 
sewecoetecceseescessoce . . . Riis natciligatrcuwin wireu 41, 800. 00 41, 800. 00 41, 300. 00 . 
ey SU Ss i I ie 8 os ae gh A cy ic nce cdnb rea cnmece 45 189, 618. 45 
Equipment of vessels -.........- MARINE CORPS. 
as Bel edecpncde Pay Department. 
———$$————————— | nn | Pay of officers on active list -... 179, 320. 00 178, 320.00 179, 320.00 
annitchnien dian iitraea . . . Pay of officers on retired list --- 56, 865. 00 57, 465.00 54, 840. 00 4 
a ——————= | Pay of noncommissioned offi- 3 
BUREAU OF YARDS AND DOCKS. ON inte edit pala ace Swi 884, 794. 79 881, 847. 67 381, 847. 67 4 
Pay of retired enlisted men ...- 24) 654. 63 27, 000.00 27,000.00 $ 
Ordinary expenses: Undrawn clothing... -............. 24, 000, 00 24, 000.00 28, 000. 00 * 
Maintenance of yards and Mileage of officers traveling 
SE eitwoitiRkrnss aeattusen' wuder of@ers.... ..............- 9, 000. 00 9,000. 00 8, 000. 00 
Contingent, yards and docks Commutation of quarters. ...... 4, 550.00 4,550.00 4, 000. 00 
Repairs and preservation of Pay of civil force .............+.. 17, 635. 23 17, 687.98 17, 637. 98 
navy-yards and stations ..|............-..-Jecsecceese~ss-- . ——_— — 
ce, — yards WEES Slee b nntiaducdcies tue 700, 820. 65 700, 820. 65 695, 645. 65 
an GD. . vate waecee es guee a NR nen 
— Home, Philadelphia, Quartermaster’s Department. 
a  — | PROVISIONS ............--...------ 74, 661. 55 90, 000. 00 90, 000. 00 
sd wei didn aap Slelinarataieatoe . ' \ Amount required to be trans- 
Sa ferred for retired men ---..-... 5, 338. 45 CME Nota ccwdegvinetes 
PUBLIC WORKS, BUREAU YARDS SE iP eas eidise's waitetdld agaaid . 00 0. 80, 000. 00 
ee a Re Fe TR a a 19 . 00 ; 19, 500. 00 
Military stores ..............-..-. 13, 286. 50 13, 297.00 13, 297.00 
Boston Navy-Yard.............- 15, 000. 00 15, 000. 00 1,500.00 | Transportation and recruiting - 15, 000. 00 15, 000. 15, 000. 00 
Brooklyn Navy -Yard ........... 140, 635. 00 261, 635. 00 261,635.00 | Re of barracks (general) -. 10, 000. 00 10, 000. 10,000, 00 
6 Island Navy-Yard...... $1, 900. 00 44, 500. 00 74,500.00 | Alteration and repairs of bar- ‘ 
Washington, D. C., Navy-Yard. 50, 044. 00 59, 879. 00 59, 879.00 racks, etc. (s F Sikes chee 10, 000. 00 15, 000. 12, 500.00 
Norfolk, Va., Navy-Yard. ...... 110, 365. 77 55, 000. 00 EF PONOID a aden sc cddicrcesteucucese 2, 800. 00 800. 2, 800. 00 
Port my AN 8. C., Navy-Yard .. 86, 889. 42 97, 915. 00 97,915.00 | Hire of quarters....... .....-..... 00 624. 6, 624. 00 
fee la. Rare Ora ss o-- ans 50, 000. 00 100,000.00 | Contingent -..................... . 00 000. 30, 000. 00 |} 
Mare ., Navy- wa , 019. 
Mare Island. construction of tug BO: 000.09 |f 220,874.00 a ai” aah 279, 721.00 
t Sound, Wash., Navy- foo Se eee 
RAE AE REM ET cS 6, 079. 83 280, 000. 00 280, 000, 00 INCREASE OF NAVY. 
Key West naval station......... 10, 000.00 60, 000. 00 60, 000. 00 
Repairs and preservation at Armor and armament.... ...... 4, 000, 000. 00 5, 287, 670.00 5, 287, 670. 00 , 
IIE, iss names <haneiioa 300, 000. 00 400, 000. 00 Construction and steam ma- 
Na cademy -..... chee bheeciwlieel 28, 000. 00 10, 000. 00 , 000. 00 i dinitks vues cmeisinm atin 5, 955, 025. 00 7, 879, 222.00 8, 342, 422.00 a 
New Naval Observatory ........ 23, 956. 00 92, 000. 00 , 000.00 | Equipment 142, 500. 00 , 000. 
on of penalties U. S. 8. 
SicnheareianiNe: medaiabelinns , 279.05 546, 803. 00 815. 00 ED ss cence Gia ih tismbictiie ok Bek OU OD Fa uicunikeens cialis cemhbantaden 
—=— Horsepower premium earned 
BUREAU OF MEDICINE AND Vaan machinery for 
SURGERY. SND ke Sse NNER iin on cote ink taeda cele 22, 429. 30 
Medical De OTB «wince cots ; a: 2; GE idadhncckeipintdcaecnend 13, 777, 521. 30 
oss cas ReaD idkiehnenninwaliee . . Sas - ky Co er 
*Transposed from Bureau Yards and Docks, “ Public works.” po naval es 
+ Appropriation for 1896 transposed to Bureau of Yards and Docks, “ ordi ment .......-....-.------- 25, 366, 826.72 | 30,952, 096.96 | 31, 807, 023. 86 


nary expenses.” 
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Comparative exhibit of estimates and appropriations by bureaus, 1893, 1894, 1895, and 1896. 

















cow | . | Estimates, 
Aggro t (act | Estimates for | Appropria- | 1896. Fifty- 









































nile Wai se Ee ee ae ne 2c 24, 471,498.21 | 22,104, 061.38 





























+ 75,365.77 § 


; Estimates, F 
Detailed objects of expenditure, and explanation. 1893. tions (act | tions, 18 (act snird O ongress 
3, | July 26, 1894). | third session. 
| = Lied 
a s ee nui nuaniia: sidelined daiimbdidhinaea $7, 350, 000.00 300, 000. 00 300,000.00 | $7,300, 000.00 | $7, 475,000.00 | $7,475,000.00 | $7, 472, 848.00 
FE IIIB. naiccctencencontinvdinigncscein 240,000. 00 240, 000. 00 240, 000. 00 240, 000. 00 240, 000.00 240, 000. 00 240, 000. 00 
. Contingent, NOT ooo -cn cece nnse nthe snceeynenens 7,000. 00 7,000.00 7, 000. 00 7,000. 00 7, 000.00 7,000.00 7, 000. 00 
mF spn neste wll i I aa ice 131, 750. 00 116, 000. 00 163, 750. 00 147, 000. 00 276, 750. 00 153, 000. 00 307, 250. 00 
Bureau of Ordnance .......--.---..----------+----s=- 504, 041. 25 829, 824. 00 429, 324. 00 349, 824. 00 645, 801.00 495, 801. 00 1, 626, 882. £0 
Bureau of Equi a al 1, 084, 225. 00 956, 025. 00 956, 025. 00 956, 025. 00 1,131, 025. 00 1, 121, 025. 00 1, 308, 025. 00 
d Docks: 

Sugen a ea OTS 418, 794. O4 376, 505. 69 569, 453. 14 875, 709. 54 408, 809. 54 406, 959. 54 405, 912. 37 
Public works........-.---.----- ------+--+-+--+----- 759, 659. 38 588, 900. 00 757, 683.00 | > + 317 r44 00 7ST 787 OD oe oe os ae 

pS PER RS ROE 59, 325. 67 17, 500.00 16, 500. 00 are ee ase Anveiabiba 
Bureau of Medicine and Surgery -.-....------------- 125, 000. 00 120, 000. 00 125, 000. 00 125, 000. 90 125, 000. 00 | 125, 000. 00 128, 800. 00 
Bureau of Supplies and Accounts.................-- 1, 232, 692.08 1, 197, 582. 08 1, 273, 892. 08 1,227, 582. 08 1, 287, 582. 08 1, 287, 582.08 1, 287, 581.09 
Bureau of Construction -..............---.-..-..---- 1, 019, 972. 50 969, 972. 50 969, 972. 50 969, 972. 50 919,972.50 | 1,077, 972.50 | 1, 019, 972. 50 
Bureau of Steam Engineering -.................---- 763, 105. 00 687, 900. 00 739, 900. 00 707, 900. 00 1, 017, 900. 00 917, 900.00 | 1, 162, 900. 00 
Total Navy proper, including public works--!-.....---..----- eons cosueaipecce Jocceseeresmentie 13, 523,707.07 | 14, 267,577.07 | 14,211,469.12 | 16, 512, 974. 46 
rns a. ddidanccthechanencndesedeucsn 207,688.65 | 180,065.45)  219,488.65| 187,085.45 | 187,101.45] 192, 601.45 | 190,118.45 
a Seciset AES Sn Ps ES 696, 625.00 687, 540. 85 713, 469. 63 696, 478. 36 702, 000. 00 700, 820. 65 | 700, 820. 65 
Quartermaster’s Department. ......-......----- 263, 906. 28 249, 411.13 286, 383. 26 271, 810. 50 | 264, 210. 50 267, 210. 50 288, 791. 40 
TROVE DO sdk. < Seecicninendadegs Nauinddivanegawwds che lentdnonndedgese GE ED Fowcendevceencese , 000. nneneennneeennne|ennees seen senee lessees sone nosso 
Total running expenses .............-------..- 14, 908, 784. 80 14, 083, 266. 65 14, 767,841.21 | 14,979,061.38 | 15, 420,889. 02 15, 372,101.72 | 17, 682, 704. 96 

Increase, Navy: | Pee 3! 

urea EE BIO OND a itn ocemnwdvewevcosd 110, 000. 00 60,000.00 | shld deceit lila detent dra  caienaplshenenieaiehiialamandistniiaatiNabbenatostiiaiipniee> += 
— a Sosisonnas pws " jieies aataienben canine 600, 000. 00 400, 000. 00 555, 305. 00 ERE: Fa tthipcitiectn tune Ss aceiadeinbaretliaats 142, 500. 00 
Bureau of Ordnance, armament and armor....| 4, 186, 250.00 2, 000, 000. 00 SEO Loobettisocancn-- 6, 500, 000. 00 4,000, 000. 00 5, 287, 670. 00 
Construction and machinery. .................--. 7, 384, 605. 00 7, 000, 000. 00 7, 184, 352. 00 6, 875, 000. 00 5, 955,025.00 | 5, 955, 025. 00 | 7, 879, 222. 00 
Total increase, Navy .......0626<.--<cceoesese 12, 280, 855. 00 9, 460, 000. 00 9, 708, 657.00 7, 125, 000. 00 12, 455,025.00 | *9,955,025.00 | 13, 250,392.00 
| {7.87 Sas 97 |}+25, 927,128.72 | 90, 952, 096. 96 


* Does not include the indefinite amount appropriated under said act for the remission of penalties on United States steamship Vesuvius ($39,700), which 


sum, if added, increases the grand total appropriated for 1895 to $25,366,826.72. 
+ Increased by supplemental estimates, House Ex. Docs. 54 and 99. 


A general statement of the reductions made by the committee from the es- 
timates for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1895, is as follows: 


BUREAU OF NAVIGATION. 


Outfit for apprentices -.........-.---.-+-----+------- 
Naval Station, Newport, R. I ...................-... 
Naval War College and Torpedo School 


BUREAU OF YARDS AND DOCKS. 


ee, i cn cdaenan abel abd Mate tdtnsapeecoescesocse 13, 
Navy-r0 , Norfolk ..... 15 
New Naval Observatory 








NAVAL ACADEMY. 
Naval Academy, contingent miscellaneous expenses --...-..-...--- 


MARINE CORPS. 
Pay of officers on the retired list.-..............-..---.-.------ +--+ 
GRE cath ldhdscsbihine uivinaneseeddsenundcassecseese 
Mileage of officers traveling under orders. ................---------- 
SINE Or CII oc dctiwidcandsednckddcagnesocedetes cocesapacd 
Amount required to be transferred for retired men.............- aie 
MPROTOAIOR OG TEORIE OF DATTAGES. - .. «0o.csc oi cd cree ce ccee connec ecce 


INCREASE OF NAVY. 
NG canccabanthndbsd conwcoed cl labebsealntnwensesescwcececasesse 17, 500. 00 


The increase over the estimates as recommended by your committee are 
shown as follows: 


ve 


sigsem § G55 #82 
Sts2s8 8 8233 se 


GENERAL ESTABLISHMENT. 


Pay of the Navy, for additional enlisted men ---...............- ..-- $361, 481.00 
BUREAU OF EQUIPMENT. 
Civil establishment ........... ie en enon eon ccose 600.00 
PUBLIC WORKS. 

Bureau of Yards and Docks: : 
Navy-yard, ED ti citiiclouh scttineddnoneousessties 30, 000. 00 
Navy-yard, Norfolk, clerk labor bureau -............--..-..--.-- 1, 200.00 
Pr a i inciinnsanenpadaiicnecqcccecvess 50,000. 00 
Navy-yard, Mare Island, Cal., additional dock--.............-... 30,000. 00 

BUREAU OF SUPPLIES AND ACCOUNTS. 
eI I in inks weet, cnncaneddidumesdscb-nbdesce sass 109, 000. 00 


The Bureau of Navigation estimated the sum of 000 for barracks for the 
use of the naval apprentices at Coasters Harbor Island. This item was rec- 
ommended last year, but was disallowed, and also disallowed in the present 
bill, your commi' being of the opinion that the construction of the bar- 
racks was not necessary and having grave doubts as to the policy of training 
naval apprentices in barracks on re. 

The colmahen submitted by the Bureau of Ordnance have been increased 
in the sum of $1,131,081.50 over the amount a ted in the law for 1894-95. 
The items of are $150,000for a modern battery for the U.S, 


8. Hartford, $159,558.50 for reserve supply of guns, $130, 000 for a reserve supply 
of pro, $242,500 for additional supplies of torped 000 for magezine 
at y and $500,000 for ceneede atias te atte cruise 


In support of the a tion for reserve ammunition, and rojec- 
tiles provided for in al soe commaittes feaire to call attention to the 
ae language of the Secretary of the Navy, found in his annual report, 
pages 16 and 17: 

“The guns required for the new vessels heretofore authorized are now so 
nearly completed that the construction of a sufficient reserve supply should 


be commenced without delay, and the Department recommends an appropri- 
ation to that end. 

“The most elementary maxims warn us that if it be worth while to main- 
tain a navy at all we must also have a reserve supply of ordnance and ord- 
nance stores, and certainly we need not call on military science to tell us that 
our reserve of naval vessels is of no value without guns. 

Bh eg should give careful attention to the ordnance requirements of 
vessels that are liable to be called into service as auxiliaries in time of war, 
in accordance with the acts of Congress approved March 3, 1891, and May 10, 
1892, providing that steamers registered under the provisions of said acts can 
be used by the United States as transports orcruisers. To mention no others, 
the Paris and New York, of the American Line, are now receiving large sums 
of money annually on condition that they hold themselves in readiness to 
serve the Government whenever demanded. When they hauled down the 
English to hoist the American they were receiving pay from the British 
Government to hold themselves in readiness to serve that nation, and the 
English had guns and gun mounts ready to be put upon them at a moment's 
notice. We have now nm paying subsidies to these ships for months, and 
have not a gun to put upon them. 

“Under treaty provisions neither the United States nor the English can 
keep more than one smail naval vessel upon our northern lakes. So far the 
two countries are matched. In case. however, a war should unfortunately 
break out between them Great Britain could promptly furnish guns and gun 
mounts to her merchant marine on the lakes, and though their marine is far 
inferior to ours in strength, the British might master those waters and do 
incalculable damage to our lake cities. If we had a reserve of ordnance and 
ordnance stores we could dominate those waters without question. 

For the equipment of vessels $188,000 was estimated and allowed in excess 
of the appropriation made under act of July 26, 1894, under the Bureau of 
Equipment. This increase is caused by the commissioning of the Columbia, 
Minneapolis, Montgomery, Marblehead, Castine, Machias, Olympia, Cincinnati, 
and Raleigh, some of the new vessels constructed under the various acts of 
Congress. The coal expenditures'for these additional vessels, less the amount 
expended for the Columbia, Marblehead, and Machias for the time they were 
in commission during the years 1893 and 1894, amounted to $242,000. 

As a matter of convenience the committee have transposed the item of re- 
pairs and preservation at navy-yards from the estimates heretofore sub- 
mitted under public works, Bureau of Yards and Docks, to the ordinary ex- 
penses under said Bureau of Yards and Docks. The appropriation, however, 
under said item has been increased, in accordance with the estimates sub- 
mitted, in the sum of $100,000. The Secretary of the Navy and the Chief of the 
Bureau of Yards and Docks inform your committee that this additional! ap- 

ropriation is absolutely essential in order to preserve and keep in something 

ike fair condition the yards and docks of the United States Navy. 

ns cr above referred to for repairsand preservation, 
which has transposed to Bureau of Yards and Docks, ordinary expens*s, 
there is still an excess of $542,523.95 estimated for the ensuing fiscal year over 
the amount appropriated in the law for 1894-95, ,000 being toward the com- 
Ea of the t Sound (Washington) Navy-Yard, and an additional $100,- 

of expenditures estimated for the Brooklyn Navy-Yard. The Secretary 
of the Navy officially visited Puget Sound and inspected the grounds. and is 
impressed with the importance of this work, and increased the estimates of 
the Bureau for this work. 

Your committee have still further increased these estimates by the appro- 
re ‘on of $30,000 toward the construction of a tug at the League Island Navy- 

ard, by an increased ore of $50,000 for the navy-yard at Algiers, 
La., - an @ riation of $30,000 for the completion of a tug at the Mare 


avy-Yard. 
Under the Bureau of Medicine and cary the estimates have been in- 
creased by $1,800 for supplying three naval hospitals with ambulances of 
modern construction to rep vehicles condemned as useless. 
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Under the Bureau of Supplies and Accounts your committee !have increased 
the estimate submitted by $109,000, the sum being for provisions required for 
the increased number of enlisted men authorized under the provisions of this 
bill 

Under the Bureau of Construction and Repair your committee have ap- 
a pee the exact sum estimated for by the Bureau. The following is a 

€ 


table showing the cost and valuation of the naval vessels of the United 

















States: 
Cost and valuation of ali vessels borne on the Navy Register. 
Appropriation “ construction 
and repair.” —— 
as _| age o 
Date. Value. Psaer saline 
year, | Amount. | Date of act.| care of. 
| 
‘| eae 
| s Mar. 2, 1889 
July 1, 1889........| $18, 408,155.95 |} 3855 | SB Qoncool| eet Aged |p 480+ 
| 1990. 
June 30, 1890. ...... 23, 854, 359. 41 1891 | 1, 000,000.00 | June 30, 1890 4. 20— 
June 30, 1891_------| 30,986,200.16 | 1892 | 1,000,000.00 | Mar. 2.1891}  3.23— 
| July 19, 1892 
June 90, 1892.......| 41,708,706.63 |f TE | Ot Ne eee |} 2.37— 
= | Mar. 3, 1803 


41 
June 30, 1893.......| 52,989, 279. 1894 950,000.00 | Mar. 3, 1893 1.79+- 
June 30, 1804.......| 65,386, 431.25 1895 900, 000. 00 July 26, 1894 1.36+ 








Under the Bureau of Steam Engineering the estimates are $245,000 in ex- 
cess of what was appropriated under the act of July 26, 1894. This increase 
is caused by the increase in the number of modern ships in commission, and 
further by the authorization of the construction of new machinery for the 
U. 8. 8S. Chicago, and also for the construction of new machinery and boilers 
for the U, 8S. 8S. Hartford. 

The pay of officers on the retired list, under Marine Corps, has been re- 
duced below the estimate in the sum of $2,625 on account of a death recently 
occurring in said list. 

The amount under pay of Marine Corps for undrawn clothing has been re- 
duced $1,000, the committee being satisfied that the amount appropriated 
will be sufficient. 

The mileage for marine officers has been reduced $1,000 and the law changed 
so that hereafter marine officers arene under orders shall receive the 
same allowance as officers of the Navy. This will also simplify the manner 
of keeping these accounts in the Treasury, Department. 

The item for commutation of quarters, Marine Corps, has been reduced in 
the sum of $550. ‘ 

Under quartermaster department, Marine Corps, the amount to be trans 
ferred for retired men, heretofore appropriated, has been entirely omitted 
fromthe bill. This is a clear reduction of $6,570.40, 

Under alteration and repair of “special,” the estimate has been 
reduced $2,500. 

This increase was asked for by the Secretary of the Navy last year, but the 
committee having the appropriation bill in charge did not authorize the en- 
listment or make the appropriation; but the time has now arrived when this 
authorization can no longer bedelayed. The committee have therefore author- 
ized the Secretary of the Navy to enlist as many additional seamen as in his 
discretion he may deem necessary, not to exceed 2,000. Inasmuch as it is not 
likely that the whole number authorized will be enlisted during the next fis- 
cal year, your committee have only appropriated one-half the amount esti- 
mated. The necessity for this legislation will be found on page 27 of the re- 
port of the Secretary of the ee : : 

“T again renew my recommendation of last year that the enlisted force be 
increased by 2,000 men. A careful study of the services of the Navy for sev- 
erai years past convinces me that the number of vessels which must be kept 
in commission and ready for service is greater than the present enlisted force 
allowed the Navy will suffice toman. Calculations place this increase at not 
less than 2,000 men, and the law to authorize such increase should be so 
worded as to permit the Department to enlist them whenever needed. 

“An efficient and economical service can not be carried on without a fair 
margin between the number of men absolutely necessary to man the ships in 
commission and the limit as fixed by law. New ships getting ready for serv- 
ice and constantly recurring eme cies necessitating the dispatch of ves- 
sels to foreign waters are causing demands upon the enlisted force which the 
Department will very shortly be unable to meet. The expense of maintain- 
ing the additional number of men asked for will be small in comparison with 
the results to be obtained and the value of public property of which they be- 
come the care takers and defenders. : 

*“Our new ships, too, will be of little value without officers and men trained 
in exercising them. This should not, however, be for amoment understood 
to mean that the vessels now building and those the Department is asking for 
in this report ought all of them to be kept constantly in commission. Battle 
ships and coast defense v as well as other ovine. should be kept as nearly 
as may be always ready for service. Armored ships, however, and some of 
the larger cruisers, like the Minneapolis and the Columbia, it would be desira- 
ble to keep cruising in our own waters for not less than one year out of three. 
When not cruising they might be laid up in fresh water under care takers 
who would maintain them in condition. 

“Experience is demonstrating that | cruises by our |] t vessels are 
eve, and -_— is no ee but that —— vessels — re ee 

© purposes of cruising oreign waters for protection o erican 
interests in time of Economy is not to be lost sight of by those who 
ee the Navy. pas affairs o— be so ad. ; ——— to een 

the continuing support a whose patriotism may always be re- 
lied upon to respond to every reasonable demand. s 

“If the naval a have here ventured to indicate and briefly outline be 
carried out, there be no necessity, unless in case of war, to increase the 
force of enlisted men beyond that a’ for many years to come. 
This will make the total number of men authorized 11,000. 


INCREASE OF NAVY. 


RI ili... ditt inn icine scheme ccdtibiddbiden coasts $50, 000. 00 
Construction and steam engineering....................c..-..---..--. 463, 200.00 
RE EES ATR CELE Tae ee EEE, A eR EGE oe 22, 429. 30 
This increase is made necessary by the legislation added to the bill provid- 
for the construction of three eee iets ships and the 12 torpedo 


ts recommended. : 
After a careful and exhaustive study of our naval needs the committee is 
of unanimous opinion that the additional vessels called for in this bill 
should be granted. tre necessities of our geographical position have been 
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carefully taken into consideration, and the committee has been forced to the 
conclusion that the continuation of the building of battle ships is of vital im- 
portance. These vessels, as represented by those heretofore provided for, 
are believed to be of a class equally well adapted for defensive and offensive 
operations, and are especially suited for the defense of our own coasts. 

The question of the superlative value of the battle ship, as compared trith 
any other type of vessel for warlike operations, has been well exemplified in 
the present war between Chira and Japan. In the battle off the Yalu River 
ofticial reports received by the Navy Department and statements of officers 
engaged in this battle make it clearly evident that, had it not been for the 
two Chinese battle ships, the entire Chinese fieet would have been destroyed. 
In this battle the Japanese fire was, for the greater part of the time, directed 
mainly against the two Chinese battle ships, and is described as having been 
terrific, one of these two battle ships having been hit about four hundred 
times. 

Notwithstanding this terrific fire and the great number of times that these 
vessels were hit, they were practically uninjured, or to so slight a degree 
that with an additional supply of ammunition they would have been enabled 
to engage in battle with practically unimpaired efficiency immediately after 
the fight. It isa question whether, if they had been properly manned and 
handled, the Japanese would have been victorious. 

The committee is satisfied that all questions relating to the building of bat- 
tle ships heretofore authorized have been settled in such manner that they 
will be, for their size, without peers in any foreign navy. In addition, an ex- 
haustive investigation has convincingly shown that, although carrying the 
most powerful batteries of their class, their stability is all that could _be de- 
sired. It is undoubtedly true that with enlarged experience and added facil- 
ities, we can now build battle ships more quickly and at less expense than 
heretofore. + 

In the opinion of the committee there is no necessity, at the present time, 
for the building of any other class of vessels than those recommended. The 
consensus of the best military expert opinion of the present-day places the 
battle ship in the first line of defense against a foreign foe. Its tactical posi- 
tion is in the line of battle of the fleet, and it is distinctly the primary fight- 
ing element of anavy. The cruiser, of which your committee is satisfied we 
have asuflicient number at the present time, is tactically a scout in time of 
war, and in time of peace is the type of vessel ordinarily used to protect the 
oommry's interests abroad, and to perform general naval duties in foreign 
waters. 

_ In addition to the cruisers in time of peace for use on distant stations and 
in foreign waters, especially in Asia, where their presence is needed ordina- 
rily with but little show of force, small gun vessels are used. These cruisers 
and small gun vessels are necessarily required to make long passages and to 
remain for more or less long periods on distant stations, thus increasing the 
amount of fuel which they consume and onerng 5 the repairs and precau- 
tions necessary to their proper preservation. hile our Navy is small in 
this respect, it is not asked by Nd committee that any increase be made in 
the number of these vessels. he battle ship is entirely distinct from the 
cruiser—protected and unprotected. In time of war it is per se the ighting 
ship. With us it would be the right arm of national defense. In case of war 
it would have to stand in the outer line as the national shield against alien 
ae 

n argument frequently used against battle ships is that their cost of 
maintenance is excessively great as compared with all other types of vessels; 
but this, your committee is satisfied, is not true. In time of peace, which 
will be the condition during the greater part of the life of a battle ship, it can 
be much more economically maintained than a cruiser of the same or even 
of less tonnage. os such periods it is only necessary to keep the battle 
ship in efficient condition for war, some with full but most with reduced 
crews on the home stations and in home ports. Consequently the expense 
for coal, wear and tear, and maintenance is naturally far Jess than in time of 
peace for the active cruisers during the same yaa. Generally speaking, 
war does not increase the cost of maintenance of the cruiser. 

To sum it up, the battle ship in time of peace is not used, generally speak- 
ing, for cruising purposes; hence does not make long voyages nor remain for 
considerable periods in foreign waters, and can be kept during peace, if n»c- 
essary, with a reduced complement, thus making its cost of maintenance 
necessarily very much less than that of the cruiser under the conditions 
above stated. 

It will be instructive, in this connection, to look at the disposition of the 
battle ships of the principal foreign nations, which is as follows: 

England, with her large navy, and possessions spread over the globe, has 
on home station-— 


In reserve, laid wp: ate sae Soe rere Se tae pguneie chs odaie ane mii balan a biaedia 36 
Tn commission, Channel squadron... ....... 2-22... --- ne ce een cee ce nee nne 4 
In commission, Mediterranean squadron .............-......--.-..---------- 10 
a le . eee winiieiiinais bib ereimenminhbionl 1 

SRD hiv dindedw Amaubecn Hae bObee cd tnach aldbElinad bousckhedeumsnitithektes okie “Bl 


The Mediterranean squadron is practically a home squadron, as the com- 
mand of that sea is absolutely necessary to connect Gibraltar, Malta, Cyprus, 
E t, or the route to India. 

rance has on home station— 


ee, AO CD oo: ns. weit dphin atwesquiblbnk adie mn Obert aelieable-dimeti 9 
In commission, Northern squadron ...... ...-.--2.. 22.2. cece scencwncen ecncee 1 
In commission, Mediterranean squadron .....................-.......----.-. il 
Im eérvice abroad (Asiatic Station) . - ..... io. n < icie ncn ccedncsncdse denuke 1 

UNE a calikainate acini wasn daitain wantibdilcbieiein digildidihinsi ininhtrniglixiistaimtia diet pti si 22 


Italy, Germany, Austria, Spain have notasingle battle ship on a oe 
station, and Russia only two away from her own coast, which two are on the 
Mediterranean. 

The above tables show that practically the great powers of Europe keep 
their battle ships for service in home waters as a first line of defense and ex- 
pend the bulk of their maintenance appropriation on the cruising vessels. 

Under the circumstances herein referred to, and taking into consideration 
the undoubted necessity for an increase of our naval force as a preservative 

inst war, the committee cay apeweny = | advocate the laying down at once 
three new battle ships. In this connection it might be well for the House 
te remember that the need of a Navy commensurate with our power has 
been advocated by some of the greatest_minds this country has ever known. 
The following extract from a letter of John Adams, written in the year 1802, 
is deemed particularly opportune at the present time: 

“The counsel which Themistocles & ve to Athens, Pompey to Rome, Crom- 
well to England, Dee Witt to Holland, and Colbert to France, 1 have always 

iven and shall continue to give to my countrymen, that asthe great ques- 

ons of commerce and power between nations and empires must be decided 
by a military marine, and war and peace are determined at sea, all reasonable 
encouragement should be given to the Navy. The trident of Neptune is the 
scepter of the world.” 

As to the 12 torpedo boats recommended in this bill, your committee can 
bring no more convincing argument to the attention of the House than the 
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have to shut down either completely or in part, and their corps of skilled 
workmen employed in the various phases of naval construction and develop- 
ment be discharged and scattered, while the plant and machinery for the 

roduction of vessels of war must of necessity Scoume idle and be allowed to 




















































information contained in the following table of the torpedo boats either built 
or building by the foreign powers: 











| Number| Number eteriorate. 

Nation. | on ee ro Remarks. “I beg to recommend that Congress be asked to authorize the construction 
hand. louil jing of three battle ships of about 10,000 tons displacement each, to cost, excin- 
jbuilding. sive of armament, not exceeding $4,000,000 each, and 12 torpedo boats of from 

. [aoe 100 to 300 tons each, at the discretion of the Secretary of the Navy, to cost 
: 90 | not exceeding an average of $170,000.” 
ae ee ee ee 64 ‘pbatec In conclusion, your committee can do ne more than to quote as follows 
Brasil... ee ee eee eee from - farewell address of Andrew Jackson: 3 5 
DOM un ee aed 992 | Some. um not known. ‘While Iam thus endeavoring to press upon your attention the principles 
be er er Re ns a 32 | Some Number . which I deem of vital importance to the domestic concerns of the country, I 
Denmark Pen etn eater Bae 29 eae ought not to pass over without notice the important considerations which 
iat. oo mao 64 should govern ro eens sopeten ee rs. ~e unquestionably our 
BERR AEELENL own enw nnn e neon enn= . ° i iv ie , > g ing w » weey ete Ocoee 
» a Also 3 submarine and 1 build- | true interest tocultivate the most friendly understanding with every nation, 
TRIER. <n 20 = SUR Sosa - * oa and to avoid, by — —— means, the calamities of war; and we shall 
TS Re eiapbaaake built last year; none in this | best attain that object by frankness and sincerity in our foreign intercourse, 
QaPMARY, ---0---- onnancennen i” ’ year’s bekeet. by the prompt and faithful execution of treaties, and by justice and impar- 
Greece 51 tiality in our conduct to all. But no nation, however desirous of peace, can 
| STIR a aera = Ps 4 3 hope to escape collisions = other pore: and the soundest dictates of pol 
Re %7 lso 1 submarine and 1 build- | icy require that we should place ourselves in a condition to assert our rights 
Italy -..-----------+-- 17 0 = if a resort to force should ever become necessary. 
Japan 26 23 ‘Our local situation, our long line of seacoast, indented by numerous bays, 
on ee te 163 4 with deep rivers opening into the interior, as well as her extended and still 
Spain ee ee ke 24 4 increasing commerce, point to the Navy as our natural means of defense. It 
en 53 3 will, in the ~~ found the oom and most effectual, and now is the 
ona 3 i——_,-,._. Be - : : i * * that we can year after year add to its strength without in- 
et oe | eee 42; Norway, 11. time * y ¥ strengt t 
Sweden and Norway. -... & . Sweden, 42; = creasing the burdens of the people. It is your true policy. For your Navy 
Total 1, 283 182 will not only protect your rich and flourishing commerce in distant seas, but 
United States .............. Co #3 enable you to reach and annoy the enemy, and will give to defense its great- ‘ 
a } est efficiency by meeting danger at a distance from home. It is impossible 











by any line of fortifications to guard every point from attack against a hostile 
force advancing from the ocean and selecting its object. * * * We shal! 
more certainly preserve peace when it is well understood that we are pre- 
pared for war.” 

The estimate under increase of navy equipment has been reduced $175,000, 
the sum appropriated being deemed sufficient to equip the new vessels that 
will be commissioned within the fiscal year. 

Upon the recommendation of the Secretary of the Navy the committee have 
not provided for premiums for increased rates of speed or horsepower in 
the vessels hereafter to be constructed. 

The committee have provided for the removal of the U. 8. S. Constitution 
from the navy-yardat Portsmouth, N. H., tothe navy-yard, Washington, D.C., 
and have made the sum of $8,000, appropriated ender the act of July 26, 1804, 
available for said purpose. 

The Secretary of the Navy,in his report in support of this appropriation, 
makes the following statement: 

“For many years past this vessel has been used as a receiving ship at the 
navy-yard, Portsmouth, N. H., has been housed over, and only such repairs 
put upon her as would render her habitable and in condition to float. Her 
present state is such that if this famous old ship is to be longer preserved as 
a memento of our glorious past a larger sum of money than that appropriated 
at the last session will be necessary. In view of the memories which are in- 
separably connected with this vessel, the Department believes that it would 
be wise for Congress to authorize that she be repaired and put in such con- 
dition as will enable the Department to preserve her indefinitely. Should 
such an act be passed the old ship might then be brought to Washington and 
kept at the navy-yard as an object of interest to the many thousands of patri- 
otic Americans annually visiting the capital of the nation.” 

The progress thus far made in the development of our new Navy is shown 
in the following table: 


*Authorized; contract not yet made. 


Aside from these considerations, your committee desire to particularly call 
attention to the following language, used by the honorable Secretary of the 
Navy in his annual report, urging the continuance of appropriations toward 
the upbuilding of our Navy: 

“The estimates for this year for ‘Increase Navy’ will be the last of the 
large annual amounts required for the building up of the new Navy so faras 
the same has been authorized. It may, therefore, be stated that this is sub- 
stantially the last payment on account of the vessels provided for by law. 
Unless, then, new constructions are authorized, expenditures under this 
head will fall with great rapidity after the next fiscal om and thereafter 
entirely disappear from the annual appropriations. It is estimated that 
with the expenditure of not more than $750,000 for the fiscal year ending June 
80, 1897, the existing new Navy will have beenentirely paid for. Thus it will 
be seen that the expenditures under ‘Increase Navy’ will decrease at one 
bound from the amount asked for this year, $13,259,592, to $750,000, as above 
stated. The condition of the work now in ogres is such that the present 
—we are for anindebtedness which will ue before the end of the next 
fiscal year. 

“Without considering the effect of the cessation of this work on industrial 
conditions, and disclaiming all obligation of the Government to engage in 
public works for the purpose of giving employment toany class, however de- 
serving, I respectfully urge that from the standpoint of national defense it 
will be unwise to stop entirely the work of naval upbuilding; that wisdom 
and experience demand that the present welk-cogsemet, highly trained, and 
exceedingly efficient body of mechanics and skilled laborers engaged in the 
work of naval shipbuilding shall not at least be entirely disbanded. With 
the stoppage of this work many large plants now at work for the Navy will 















FIRST-CLASS BATTLE SHIPS. 























Length Dis- Battery. 
Name of vessel. — place- Condition 
line. ment. Main. Secondary. | 
' Ft.In.| Tons. | (Four Ml Se nese sennst Twenty 6-pdr. R. P.G -....') 
Biss ding cabthicasuazatictiensameltl 360 11, 410 k Eight 8” B.L.R -..........| Six 1-pdr.R. F.G —__...- Building 
Seek @ UG 6 sees4..-.-~ Four Gatlings -_---- Be 
(Four 13” BL. R -......-..- | Twenty 6-pdr. R. F.G _____|) 
NN gehts oe a: ace earee-ccicntochsiaihinetes 348 10,288 |) Right 8” B.L.R 22-2222 ---- | Six I-pdr.R.P.G .2...--- + Do. i 
(Four 6” B.L. B .........-.. | Four Gatlings _____- a 
(Four 13” B.L.R ........--- | Twenty 6-pdr. R. F.G --..__)) 
ING ok pS piesa onc ace cenit | 348 10, 288 {Eight 8” B.L. R -........-.- | Six 1-pdr. R. Fae --|> Do. 
(Four 6” Bud. B ..2......... | Four a j 
(Four 13” B.L. R .........-. | Twenty 6-pdr. R. F.G@ -._-. ) 
CI a cette cinaes 5 ais re wn ovnswepionin | 848 10,288 ‘Eight 8” B.L. BR ...........| Six l-pdr. R. F.G -......... > Do. 
Pour 6” Bi. ...........- | Four Gatlings ............. 5 
| i 
SECOND-CLASS BATTLE SHIPS. 
( Eight 6-pdr. R. F.G~.--...- 
318 anne tens P= r Bight I-pdr. R.P.G___ | Building. 
ee ee nae ee {Four Gatlings _._..._.._.. |} 
| ci we 2a Pye we Gees 1) 
« | § Two 12” B.L.B........... } Six l-pdr. R. F.G _..._.--.. 1 | 
TOXAS -----------.--------nenneencee seen ee 301 6, 315 Uy gas BA See ee |) Two Gatlings............- if Do. 
| Four 37-mm. H. R.C __.._- j 








ARMORED CRUISERS. 




















i 
Eight 6-pdr. R. F.G__..... |} 
New York......... 380 6 O20) i.e. oa oe 2 oe ) Four lar RF G | > Fla: i Tor lantic § i 
20s Ma addins coke wheeiced . | ae > , - SS 3 See: gship, North Atlantic Station. 
|} Twelve 4” R.F.G ._...... (Four Gaitlings ee , ' . 
Sight 8’ ’ 4 | Twelve 6-pdr. R. F.G-_-_-_.. ') 
SOs iiss hinged, scot ots nsdn cca 400 6 9, 271 ; ae one 4 Four l-pdr. R. F.G__....._| } Building. 


( Pour Gatlings _........... ij 
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COAST-DEFENSE VESSELS. 


















































Battery. 
Name of vessel. place- Condition. 
ment. Main. Secondary. 
vt Four 3-pdr. R. F.G_.......- ) 
ew cial iiiaclitteks aaa 6,000 |(Four 12” B.L. RB ........---\Shour $m. HBG 2] (Com leting, navy-yard, New York. 
ts & BLT.G ....2..000c008 Four Gatlings - sn OE we on 
7) wo Pi Da Ce smapede 
cits tania nintemsnitateicaniiaiabionin 3,990 [Four 10” B.L.R .........-- two Soar BPG... | Completin navy-yard, Norfolk, Va 
Two 4 bits Glens tkveacuce two — HR. Sate 5 P & yy - 
es Sar RG 
. Woe Re MM AONE ececccsne . 
le 8,990 | Four 10” B.L.R--...-.-.-.- {Re —aas. (Completing, navy-yard, New York. 
are eatin 4) mente 
(Four 10” B.L.R ..........- ee By See Fo racncenoee (Completing, navy-yard, Mare Is- 
8,900 Dtwo 4” R.F.G@.......-0-0. two 8 pdr. R. F.G wesees --\{ land, Cal. 
vs Six 6-pdr. R. F.G - ) 
4,064 |STWo 12” B. L. Re. .-----000- SRour Pode it. PG ‘Pacific Station. 
(Two 10” BL. Bo2..22 22202. 1S Aa Gatlings adoes ‘ 
3,990 | Four 10” B.L.R Siwo Spar, RF 
IID sitar ined Ginn sitianbaiine iti acd 259 . our 10’ B. L. B ..........- wo r.R.F. : 
= | lone 1-pdr. R. F.G_......... {Under ropa: 
HARBOR-DEFENSE VESSELS. 
PEE ccna nencesaseninncoselinsacswaigpranioe | 250 2, 188 | --..-- ~~ 200 eneree -eeeee enone | Four 6-pdr. R.F.G ........ er iin 
i nach tae cg ie es dee | ae 
PROTECTED CRUISERS 
| ' : 
jQne 8” B.L. BB a cnncn nese Twelve 6-pdr. R. F.G-_..... ) sen ‘eocnieiiinaattnen 
Minne Tas cisoscilkitninadtinibaaiibitiain ae tiatnnlatitet Nera 412 7,375 |< Two6” BR. F.G............ Four 1-pdr. R. F.G......... s r F 
hey oi |) Bight 4” B.B-G-2.2222.| Four Gatlings: 0.2.7 _227_| ( Not assigned. 
| One 8” B.L.R .-.| Twelve 6-pdr. R. F.G.....- } ‘ 
GION .wn cnt: <nctutiststtibicmmaiatiasdenn 412 7,3% |< Two6” R.F.G-............ Four 1-pdr. R. F.G ........| » North Atlantic Station. 
Bight 4” R.P.G@ 2220227777 Four Gatlings 
Ten 6” B.F.G ............ Th we seas 
I, cinconnddbtinenssbetiihanmiiuiaimliailh ----| 340 5, 870 ” .| Building. 
~~ | Four B.L.R .........-- | Four. ial 5 bie 
Four 8” B.L. RB ........... our lode iB 
‘hi ” a |} Four 1-pdr. R.F.G ..-....-. ; 
RGR Socece socnckdsnucitcssecusiehe éinsewwedes 825 4,500 | ing 6 sta winwiints Shiv | (Ree PS, aol ae Flagship, European Station. 
Peed a eae oe Two Gatlings............. 
Pour Spar. RLF. Goo 
{ Four 8” B.L. RB... ao Lae. 
DD. cuticunconsdmberuen abebtnceemnsa 827 443 iia. entre Two l-pdr. R. F.G ._..-..- -| Flagship, Asiatic Station. 
(Six 6” B.L.R -..........-. Four 37-mm. H.R.C ...... . 
Two Gatlings............. 
, ‘ Four 6-pdr. R. F.G......-- 
Four 3-pdr. R. F.G......-- 
REIN «0 .ncce epee nnbenbienotbineleh ces 827 4,324 | Twelve 6’ B.L. R........-.- ane dr. R. ¢- — Flagship, Pacific Station. 
/-mm. Ba aetd 
Four Gadling — 
, ig P. I. BW ......- 
Cincinnati ............ Pic iitinahaieniled gkko 800 8, 213 ; a= oy eee spetae Sere } Four tyr. TE. Giciev asa In commmission. Not assigned. 
aE Peer ee ene eS wo Gatlings............. 
Raleigh 300 8,213 | { Ten 5” B. F.G Fetes rere Roe atae tin ission. Not assigned 
IED. «2 cces coccte Seccen ccoccecaccee coeececers ) ; SAR Ss icy ea our Me I «Paw emesece commission. Oo ° 
PED OY BCE uccsseccdenn —l- 
| Four 6-pdr. R. F.G_....... 
ere eee 
SU Wiiecintinetiknsoseuieentesectesccentiee 310 4,088 | Twelve 6’ B.L.R.....-.... -. BE OP heicnies |} Flagship, South Atlantic Station. 
Three Bi: -mm. H.R.C....- | 
| Four Gatli 
pour Sar ee 
‘our r ; 
San Francisco ..........0s00----- anitididineiadl: tae 4,098 | Twelve 6” B.L.R...-...-- Two l-par. RF. G Ockaved cecngehiy, Sane 
mm. H.R.C..... F 
peur Gatli J 
Two ¢par. RG. 
y wo r 
IIR iiciic uscecnncnctienaaidaaes ohiiaiel > aan 8, 730 {7s oe ere eee Two l-pdr. R. F.G - Asiatic Station. 
ee ee ee eee Four 3/-mm. H.R.C ...... 
Two Gatlings............- 
Two 6-pdr. R. F.G_....... 
Six 6” B.L.R Two iar. Rra de 
Ee -nestecncsete ol- et GW osceceun 
Boston Hee wee e ee eeeee eeee eee Oe OFF ee eee eee ee 271 8, 025 / Two 8” B. LR sabes ses oes Two 4 -mm. H. R. Cc te Under repair. 
Two 37-mm. H. R.C....... 
Two Gatlings............. 
Two 6-pdr. R. F.G _....... 
Six 6” B.L.R Two lode. BF. NR 
PY Ps Diriiechbin encod ° r cukuite se : 
Atlanta POSS SO ONSS OOOSS OS SSSSS OHSS SOSOS8 SOKS 171 8, 025 ; Two 38” B. LR RE EAA Two 4 -mm. H. R. oC Be a North Atlantic Station. 
liwe 37-mm. H.R. C....... 
Two Gatlings............. 
CRUISERS. 
| Six ¢pdr. RPG... 
RENGUD. v:aintiibind vhemnntaumetbasamasdieth anseesed 2,074 | Nine 6” R.F.G ............ -pdr. R. F.G........ | Asiatic Station. 
Two Gatling... Dedham emai 
x DE GP csc ssn 
ROMEO. ciccncncccmenncs saiise autégunccocsee 2,074 | Nine 5’ R.F.R ............ Two I-pdr. R.F. SG bath abi al North Atlantic Station. 





2,074 | Nine 5’ R.F.G............ North Atlantic Station. 
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GUNBOATS. 
Length Dis- Battery. 
Name of vessel. «= lace- Condition. 
= om. Main. Secondary. 














Two 6-pdr. R. F.G ........ 
Two 3-pdr. R. F.G -........ 
ORI in cn scccchindtite cwannee Sttiinbatines 230 1,710 | Six 6” B.L.B......-...-.-- One 1-pdr. R. P.G........- Pacific Station. 


Cee). cenmentincinmuanes ieneiie anal 230 1,710 | Six 6” B. Pi Esdswitednetionn Asiatic Station. 


Asiatic Station. 





Yorktown <..20..... ccccocs cccccccccccs coeensss 230 1,710 | Six 6” B. L. R..... aehinen oe | 









































ie iidaiidtinllgsthactiawdsbinees 204 1,17 | Eight 4” R. F. G........... ae out for South Atlantic Sta- 
NR nciihicdieenaitéhstih nacnstlinniecsegewens 24 1,197 Eight 4’ BR... G....<<s-.-- Two l-pdr. ae ae | Fitting out for Asiatic Station. 
Two Gatlings__..........- |) 
| Two 3-pdr. R. F.G -_......-. | 
Dea i Senn nts Ghee ceed 176 802 | Four 6” B.L.R ........-.-. | wo Srna HR G...--~,| | Asiatic Station. 
| | Four ¢pdr ft. FG.) 
(Richt 4” R.F.G........... ‘our 2354 ae TA a 2 
Gunboat No. 7.22220. ccc ccccceccececsccseeseens 220 1,371 Hove torpeds tabs pane er ae ho >. oe S. wantiooed f Building at Newport News, Va. 
| \ Two 6-pdr. R. F.G -....... } 
Cee TEs © i iciniskdscic anlatncnitniasednnn 250 9 1,302 | Eight 4” R.F.G ..........- |< Four 1-pdr. R. F.G_....... | > Building at Newport News, Va. 
Two Gatlings _-........... |) 
| \ Two 6-pdr. R. F.G -......- i 
Gunboat No. 9-...-.- piine dpntiliis's ose <ieulieim dkdipaicitie 250 9 1,302 | Eight 4’ R.F.G. ......-.... 4 Four 1-pdr. R. F.G_....... Building at Newport News, Va. 
{ Two Gatlings ......______- ) 
DYNAMITE GUN VESSEL. 
Vesuvius -....-----+-----00-0--00 22002 -2---=-- | 252 4 | 929 | Three dynamite 15” guns.| Three 3-pdr. R. F. G......- | North Atlantic Station. 
DISPATCH BOAT. 
| { Two 6-par. i ec nneneis l) 
Wook lhdts «. 220. Swicec cc ssen Sacwse saceee snccececes 240 1,485 | Two 4” B. F.G ...........-| 4 Two 47-mm. H. R. C...... »At Washington. Special service. 
( Two Gatlings. ...........- ) 
CADETS’ PRACTICE CRUISER. 
Two 6-pdr. R. F. G_...._.- 
Two 3-pdr. R. F. G_...--. 
eR sas conc ctanden een oeeeie 187 6 882 | Four 4” R. F. G_..........- One 1-pdr. R. F. G _...-..- | 
Pee 37-mm. H. R. C- eosceal 
Two Gatlings--..........- 
TORPEDO BOATS. 
iis ea 198 @ | 105.3 | None....................... | ‘Three 1-pdr.R. F.G_...... | Special service. 
hie i il inietaanass nat Coecay 8 6 31 NR ER ETE BOUND > anes actin n> ww chad | Special service, Newport. 
Eon a susnnndncudcunuiace soa cnia 149 7 nn dl Three l-pdr. R. F.G _...... Trial pending. 
EY SE OD. iiss cilia cin nceccmng nes cdnee 160 2 ee ee lO! ek eee | Plans being prepared. 
EO WORE IO. G. fasion ne cic eee en cece. see 160 EM iicrd sin ancicnligninie iuaaciiinensees Three l-pdr. R. F.G ____..- Do. 
yoo SS SG Se ee ere 160 EE Bikiiese. ocnitsttnnsvteveiindas Three 1l-pdr. R. F.G ......- Do. 


i ee sista ihacaibamee labios 


_ In order to give a clear idea of the condition of the navies of foreign powers at the present time, with reference to effective war vessels only, y« yar om- 
mittee desire to call attention to the following extract from the report of the Secretary of the Navy: 





GENERAL CONDITION OF FOREIGN NAVIES. 

















Armored. 

Sa cia tc acct, cece nieecnesi amma ‘ ieee ae ; — 7 

Battle ships. | Comp Seeeee | Cruisers. Total armured. 

Nations. is | Author. Pei ere Oe Bes. Bea ago 

x. | Author- wer. | Author- | =| Author- 

mow ized ~ ours | ized and | me sere *| ized and 

” i ce. building sce. (building. 
seed: ee Sogo ; -——| ae 

Sa ah a te capiawneibeoewendodes 4 i I a asi ees 5 
— Iara waweccs.) _- @ Evcwwccaetvccwancdas 3 4 Jo-s-on n= 10 ; 
Neen ne eee ee en nnn eee nee en ne cmbed ceeded ccacenaveses 2 Se ldiat edad obandcows 4} 2 
Ne tna este Saeco peer eteco neon Rei ot. an. 3 | . 
eee ar se a Bee 5 no 
CTeen eee nnn eee ee eee pumacnwabie 6 | 1} 8 l 
I enn sdcsen cuccceeceeeacc he ee 73 | 10 
ei deems 21 1 4 7 | 43 20 
Nee nein ooleniiices dlidlnlieesn contend 17 2 iti... & | ; 
I ae ik Ob Bia cae cece oeennelucecoeucece 2 | 5 i. : 
DI ssc Gk ati ce oS Se 25 3 os 25; | 3 
Neen en a ne eae |) ee re 4 i 18 | 10 
ae ti aha Sook instant ane carg Papen an sonar enem ofa se eis 2 5 | 2 
i eee i a i eee ee ke ll ‘ 
anaie ge eee eee a wmmmseuainnullbens a 3 9 3 40 14 
EET ERTS AEE RE MRE SS a =e | 2 | 6 8 6 
ST a eee ed cikud Samcbe a cvendiiial iia Etc sons ane 20 RR ee: 20 l 
| TRS aah gi ER aie Se as ae aR RR RIERA ED 5 <> 8 aA aR ee | 7 | 2 18 | 2 
OO ae a es ET i ie 152 | is} so| | wes] “Sh 
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GENERAL CONDITION OF FOREIGN NAVIES—Continued. 
































Unarmored, 
ale Cruisers. | Gun vessels. Torpedo vessels ies. | Summary. | Torpedo boats. 
Nations. = |Aauthor- Author- | Author- In Author. = Author- es Author- we Author- 
service, iaingina | service [aiiin | service. amt sd | service. |eatmina | service. [atti | service. [eatin | service. [izahand 
Argentine ............. | 13 | Ciiieaeeiel 2 iaibe Bs Fors a she 





eaeeeeweeeesoesese) = © lanwwwmneeef jj. © lwowacewwens|aneeeeencn| on ccee oe 


@ngiand.............. 33 Pak ee 
I i i ea 16 3 . 
SREY J ccons cocndunt ede Se a Ce, | BR eee 


NS tina. bih. np ctasoeial a 2 OF deri 


renin watiiee oetic 5 Sere Selpieen wed cena Dilated oka 





I ian as teat op nila alia 12 St Baniites dee 

aso atiiincitinninedincttl Denice <) ieee: Me mee CR oe 

PEE DoeC cad <r tee  e e  eee 

ENCE RAS Thc balssdin dll. . <2 aint ail BD lis ctewngute 

CEE cputceasccy thnsoe... > oe \.. me oe ies Be 

Sweden and Norway. 1 iseongeh <i i ited ome DB loneundincgel (MP beccensage, | BB iccnwcenaehy: SIL... pia ae eae 

 . wndtktich stints Accesenvank 2 4 a a ws Satna 3 17 18 35 3 
When. c. 131 63 27 490 | 4l 124 16 | 1, 019 | 147 | 1,342 228 | — 1,321 198 
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Mr. TALBOTT of Maryland. If the committee will indulge 
me for a brief time I will explain the provisions of this bill. 

Mr. SAYERS. Would it not be better to try to arrange about 
time for the general debate? 

Mr. TALBOTT of Maryland. I should like to arrange to limit 
the debate. 

Mr. SAYERS. I suggest to the gentleman that he allow those 
who are opposed to the bill two hours, and he can take two hours 
if he desires. 

Mr. TALBOTT of Maryland. We may want more than two 
hours, 

Mr. SAYERS. Put it at five hours; two hours and a half to be 
allotted to those in favor of the bill and two and a half to those 
who are opposed. 

Mr. MONEY. Ido not suppose those who are opposed will want 
more than an hour 

Mr. PICKLER. Let the debate run a while. 

Mr. TALBOTT of Maryland. I will consent that the general 
debate close to-morrow at 2 o’clock. 

Mr. DINGLEY. If the gentleman from Maryland will give his 
attention I will say that some of the minority members of the com- 
mittee have overlooked the fact that the House met earlier than 
12 o'clock to-day, and we should not fix the limit of debate until 
they come in. 

Mr. TALBOTT of Maryland. That is very proper, and I think 
I will act on that suggestion. When the minority members of the 
committee come in I will try to arrange with the gentleman from 
Texas to limit the debate. 

The firstitem in this bill is the pay of the Navy. The last ap- 
ropriation bill appropriated $7,772,000. There is an increase of 
349,329. The reason for that increase is that we have provided 

in this bill for the enlistment of 2,000 additional seamen, in the 
discretion of the Secretary of the Navy. We have only appropri- 
ated for one-half that number, however, because we do not think 
that he will enlist that many men before the end of the fiscal year 
1895-96. We have appropriated $349,329 in this bill, which in- 
creases the general cabibhmaett and pay of the Navy by that 
amount. The Secretary of the Navy recommended just double 
the amount, but we cut it:}down one-half. With that exception 
ane is no increase under the general establishment and pay of 
he Navy. 

Mr. SAYERS. Do you not propose to increase the personnel of 
the Navy rion men? 

Mr. TALBOTT of Maryland. We provide in this bill for the 
additional enlistment of 2,000 seamen, in the discretion of the 
Secretary of the Navy, but we only appropriate for one-half of 
them, and the Secretary himself agrees that that is sufficient. 

Mr. SAYERS. You provide for increasing the enlistment by 
2,000 men, when the Secretary of the Navy tells you that 1,000 
will be sufficient? 

Mr, TALBOTT of Maryland. No, sir; he does not say anything 
of the kind. The Secretary of the Navy asked of this Congress 
and the two previous Congresses—— 

Mr. SAYERS. If 2,000 men are absolutely necessary, why did 
you not appropriate for 2,000? 

Mr. TALBOTT of Maryland. We did not appropriate for that 
number because the Secretary will not get them all into the Navy 
by the end of the fiscal year 1895-96. eeeetore the whole appro- 
y= ge will not be necessary. In the next naval appropriation 

ll it will be necessary to appropriate the entire amount. 

Mr. LOUD. Is the gentleman from Texas dissatisfied with the 
smallness of the appropriation? 





Mr. SAYERS. If you want to know my opinion, I think the 
bill is about $10,000,000 too heavy. 

Mr. TALBOTT of Maryland. The gentleman very well under- 
stands why this bill is as large as it is, I think; at any rate to the 
extent of $2,500,000. I will come to that later on. 

The next item is the Bureau of Navigation. Theappropriation 
for gunnery exercise is the same as has been sarciod in previous 
bills. For ocean and lake surveys theamountisthesame. Inthe 
outfit for naval apprentices there is a reduction in this bill of 
$25.000, because there is an unexpended’ balance under that head 
still at the disposal of the Secretary of the Navy. Recruiting, 
transportation, and contingent, $45,000. That is the usual appro- 
priation. For the naval station for apprentices we appropriate 
$50,000. In the last appropriation bill we appropriated $30,000. 
The reason for this increase is that that is now a flag station, and 
the Secretary estimated for quarters for the commandant of the 
station. The estimate for the quarters was $17,000 I think. The 
committee reduced it to $11,000. For naval station for appren- 
tices, in addition to the amount appropriated, the Secretary esti- 
mated for $125,000 for quarters for the naval apprentices, which 
was not allowed by the committee. The committee did allow the 
estimate of $20,000 for the naval hospital. 

For the naval war college and torpedo school the appropriation 
is the usual one. 

For procuring and producing ordnance materials we have ap- 
propriated $180,000, which is the usual appropriation, and the es- 
timate as furnished by the Secretary. 

For expenses of target practice we have appropriated $15,000, 
the usual appropriation. 

For maintenance of proving ground, $5,000, which is the usual 
appropriation. 

The first increase is for the battery for the United States steam- 
ship Hartford. We appropriated last year $150,000 for the hull 
of the Hartford, and now we are appropriating for the guns. It 
is the estimate recommended by the Department. 

The appropriation for reserve supply of guns is new legislation 
to the amount of $159.558.50. Under the acts of Congress of 1890, 
1891, and 1892 provision was made for subsidizing first, second, 
third, and fourth class vessels to carry the mails, with the pro- 
viso in the act of Congress that those vessels were at the disposal 
of the United States Government for war purposes as auxiliary 
cruisers. 

Now, that isthelaw. The Government is now paying a subsidy 
at the rate of $2 per mile for mail facilities—for carrying the mail. 
While we have these vessels, and they are at our command, the 
Department says if the necessity required it and the Government 
chose to avail itself of the law there is not a single gun at the dis- 
posal of the Secretary of the Navy to place upon either of these 
auxiliary vessels, 

Mr. SAYERS. Will the gentleman allow me to ask him a 
question? 

Mr. TALBOTT of Maryland. Yes, sir. 

Mr. SAYERS. I desire to know from the gentleman whether 
or not the Postmaster-General has not been canceling these mail 
contracts which have been entered into, and whether or not the 
gentleman knows the intention of the Postmaster-General regard- 
ing those contracts which have not been canceled? 

r. TALBOTT of Maryland. We have, Mr. Chairman, the 
recommendation of the Secretary of the Navy that this appropria- 
tion should be made. The ninth section of the act of 1890 and 
1891, after providing the rate of compensation for carrying the 
mails, provides that such steamers may be taken and used by the 
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United States as tr rts or cruisers, and then provides how 
the vessels shall be _— for. 

Mr. SAYERS. Upon what page is that appropriation to be 
found. 

Mr. TALBOTT of Maryland. On page 6. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, in addition to the fact that we have not a 
single gun to be placed on these subsidized vessels, which are 
termed auxiliary cruisers, we have not, in addition,a single re- 
serve gun for the Navy; notone. If we were to engage in war 
and our guns should be disabled—explode or an accident happen— 
we have not to-day, and never have appropriated for, a single re- 
serve gun to take the place of a disabled gun or a gun that was 
destroyed. I think this is as wise legislation as this committee 
can well be engaged in. The same argument applies to the next 
item, to preserve the supply of projectiles and an additional sup- 
ply of Re 

Mr. SAYERS. Is that for the same p ? 

Mr. TALBOTT of Maryland. It is for the same purpose—fora 
reserve supply of _ and projectiles and torpedoes. We only 
have, and Tare only maintained, the necessary amount of these 
supplies for peace purposes and for the common uses for which 
they are to-day kept. area 

Now, the item for an additional supply of projectiles is $159,- 
558.50; for additional supply of torpedoes, $130,000. They are the 
amounts recommended by the Secretary of the Navy, and they are 
the amounts carried in the bill. The next item is for repairs of 
the Bureau of Ordnance, $30,000, which is not an increase. The 
next item is for the purchase of magazines to take the place of 
Craney Island, $75,000; and that is recommended by the Secretary 
of the Navy, and also recommended by the Board of Ordnance in 
a letter of Commodore Sampson. 


After an investigation we concluded to allow that $75,000; which | " 
| be $2,500,000 less than it is, and the bill of last year ought to have 


is an increase in that Bureau. For the torpedo station at New- 


po, R. I., $60,000 is appropriated. The item for reserve guns | 
0 


r auxiliary steamers is $500,000. The appropriation made for 
the naval militia is $25,000. The contingent fund for the gun 
plant at the Washington Navy-Yard is $8,000. The appropriation 
for the naval proving ground is $20,000, and for the civil estab- 
lishment the usual appropriation is provided. For the Bureau of 
Construction and Repair we have increased the appropriation 
from $900,000 last year to $1,000,000, which is. an increase of 
$100,000. In the Bureau of Steam Engineering we appropriate for 
steam machinery $425,000; which is the usual appropriation. For 
the purchase and handling of material an appropriation of $240,- 
000 was made last year; the amount appropriated is $315,000; which 
is the amount estimated by the Secretary of the Navy. 

The incidental expenses for that Bureau are the same as last 


ear. For steam machinery special we appropriated $230,000 | 


ast year and appropriate $400,000 this year, because of the in- 
creased number of vessels now being constructed. Onethousand 
dollars is appropriated for contingent expenses, which is the 
usual appropriation; and for the civil establishment the usual ap- 
propriation is made. 

For the Naval Academy the appropriations are reduced about 
$500; otherwise the appropriations are the same as last year. 

For the Marine Corps the appropriations are reduced $5,175, 
without going into details. The pay of officers on the retired list 
is reduced about $2,025. In the pay of noncommissioned officers 
the reduction is $2,947. In the pay of retired and enlisted men 
there is an increase of $2,345. On undrawn clothing there is a re- 
duction of $1,000. 

In mileage of officers traveling under orders there is a reduction 
of $1,000. The law was that they should receive 4 cents a mile 
and traveling expenses; but that made it extremely difficult to 
keep the accounts in the Treasury Department, and was a hard- 


ship wpon the officers. Upon the recommendation of the Depart- | 
ment, we have changed that law so as to give them 8 cents a mile, | 


which is the same as is allowed line officers traveling under orders, 
and the same as is allowed, I think, in the Army; but I will not 
be certain about that. 

Mr. SIMPSON. Does that cover all the traveling expenses? 

Mr. TALBOTT of Maryland. Yes, sir. I will explain that to 
the gentleman. The officers said that the Treasury Department 
alwaysinsisted on vouchers. An officer goes to the railroad station 
and buys a ticket; he can not get a voucher for it, and when he 
goes to the Department he has trouble in getting his accounts set- 
tled on that account. This 8 cents a mile will not cover expenses, 
but they would rather have it than have the trouble with the 
Treasury officials. 

For commutation of quarters there is a reduction of $550. In 
pay of the civil force the usual appropriation is made. 

e next is the Quartermaster’s Department, and there is an 
increase there of $12,510. It is caused by the additional enlist- 
ments of seamen. Clothing, $80,000, the usual appropriation. 
Fuel, the usual appropriation. Military stores, the usual appro- 
a. Transportation and recruiting, the usual appropriation. 

pairs of barracks, etc., 2 reduction of $2,500. Hire of quarters, 
the usual appropriation. Contingent expenses, the usual appropri- 
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ation. I come now to armor and armament under the increase of 
the Navy. Last year we appropriated for this purpose $4,000,000. 

When the appropriation aie of 1894-95 was prepared by the 
subcommittee and reported to the full committee, it contained an 
appropriation of $6,500,000 under the head of ‘Armor and arma- 
ment,” but that was afterwards reduced by the committee to 
$4,000,000. My judgment is that the reduction ought not to have 
been made, because that amount of money was due to the con- 
tractors. The material had already been furnished and the money 
was due, and the result of that reduction is that weare obliged in 
this bill to make immediately available $2,000,000 under the head 
of ‘Armor and armament,” so that the Secretary of the Navy can 
make his payments between now and the ist day of July next, the 
























































inning of the fiscal vear. 
nder ‘Construction and machinery” in the last bill we appro- 
priated $5,955,025, and in this bill we recommend $8,342,422. That 


is an increase of $2,387 ,397. 
This bill also carries the sum estimated by the Secretary of the 
Navy for the new vessels provided for in the bill. I desire to state re 
to the committee that these two items complete the payment of 
all contracts for the construction of armor and armament for every 
vessel authorized to be constructed under existing law. 
Mr. TALBERT of South Carolina. What particular item does 
the gentleman say necessitates an increase of nearly $3,900,000? ; 
Mr. TALBOTT of Maryland. It is under the head of construc- 
tion and machinery. All the vessels authorized to be constructed 
under existing law, with the exception of the Jowa, will have been 
completed by the ist day of December, 1896. 
Mr. TALBERT of South Carolina. And you say that the con- 
tracts have already been entered into which require this increased 
appropriation? 
Mr. TALBOTT of Maryland. Yes, sir; this bill ought really to 


been $2,500,000 more than it was. 

Mr. TALBERT of South Carolina. So that this extra amount 
really is not a regular appropriation belonging to this session of 
Congress? 

Mr. TALBOTT of Maryland. No. It is an appropriation of 
money required to carry out existing contracts. Under the head 
of equipment there is a reduction of $17,500. 

We have also made an appropriation in this bill to pay the 
earned premiums for the United States steamship Maine, amount- 
ing to $22,439.20. This is reeommended by the Secretary of the 
Navy in a letter, in which he states 

Mr.SAYERS. Can the gentleman inform the House why those 
earned premiums were not paid at the time? 

Mr. TALBOTT of Maryland. I have not received that infor- 
mation specifically. 
| Mr. SAYERS. Another question: Would not those earned pre- 
| miums be payable out of the appropriation for the increase of the 
| Navy? I desire to notify the gentleman that I intend to raise a 
| point of order upon that item when we reach it in the bill. 





Mr. TALBOTT of Maryland. Mr. Chairman, in answer to the 
| gentleman’s question I will read a communication from the Secre- 
tary of the Navy: 





NAvy DEPARTMENT, Washington, December 25, 189%. 
Str: I have the honor toacknowledge the receipt of the letter to you of the 
19th instant of Hon. T. J. Campbell relative to the payment to the contract 
ors of the premium on the machinery of the United States armored er 
Maine, referred to this Department by your instructions on the Wth instant, 
with a request for information as to the facts in the case and for such recom 
mendation in the premises as the Department may deem proper to make 
In reply I have to state that the Marne was constructed in accordance with 
the authority granted in the act entitled ““An act to increase the naval estab 
| lishment,” approved August 3, 1886, and in the contract dated April 3 t 
with Messrs. N. F. Palmer, jr., & Co., for her machinery provision was 1 
for the payment of a premium for horse power developed and maintaine 
| the machinery on trial in excess of 9,000 at $100 per indicated horse po 
for the deduction of a penalty at the same rate per indicated horse p: 
failure to’ develop the 9.000 horse power required, the payment of the pre- 
mium being subject to the express condition that if the aggregate amount 
expended in the construction of the vesseland her equipmentand machinery, 
excluding armament,should reach the limit of cost ($2,500,000) fixed by said act, 
















the claim of the contractors must first be approved by Conzress. 

The contract trial of the Maine’s machinery was completed October 17, 1894, 
and the horse power developed on such trial exceeded the contract require 
ment of 9,000 by 224.293, by reason of which the contractors earned under the 
terms of the contract a premium of $22,429.30. 

The machinery of the Maine was preliminarily accepted October 31, 194, 
| but the premium earned as above stgted was not paid to the contractors for 
| the reason, as they were informed on the 19th ultimo, that the appropriation 

for that pu: had been exhausted. Inasmuch as the premiums ec: don 
the Bancroft, the Machias, and the Castine, and not paid by the Department 
for the same reasons that the premium on the Maine's machinery has- not 






been paid, were authorized by Congress, it would seem tobe not impr ¥ ror 
— that payment of the premium in this case should also 

The Department has abandoned the policy of offering premiums for in- 
creased speed or horsepower developed by naval vessels on trizl. and no 
stipulation therefor will be made in contracts hereafter unless specially di- 


© auD- 


rected by Congress; but the premium provision in the contract for the ma- 
chinery of the Maine was inserted therein and accepted by both parties 
in good faith, and fair dealing on the part of the Government would seem te 
require the payment of the premium earned by the contractors. 

Very respectfully, 


H. A. HERBERT, Secretary. 
Hon. J. A. GEISSENH AINER, 
Chairman Committee on Naval Affairs, House of Representatives. 
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Therefore the answer to the nutien of the gentleman from 
Texas is that the money available for this purpose has been ex- 
hausted. 

There are two other items in this bill that I have not yet men- 
tioned. One is for a tugboat at Mare Island Navy-Yard, Cal. 
This tugboat was authorized by Congress last year. When the 
last naval oppure bill was up for consideration the gentle- 
man from California [Mr. Exauisi offered an amendment, which 
was adopted, providing for this tugboatand appropriating $50,000, 
but when they came to make plans for the construction of the 
boat it was found that one which would answer the purpose of 
that yard could not be built for $50,000. This fact was brought 
to the attention of the committee, and,Congress having ascer- 
tained the necessity for such a vessel at that point and authorized 
its construction, the committee took it upon itself to recommend 
an ne appropriation for that purpose. 

We also recommend an appropriation for the construction of a 
tugboat for the League Island yard, Philadelphia. We make this 
recommendation upon information which leads us to believe that 
it is advisable to construct such a boat for use there. 

With this brief statement of tne provisions of the bill and the 
necessity for the increases which it contains I will yield the floor, 
reserving the balance of my time. 

Mr. SIMPSON. Mr. Chairman, I wish to coeery the attention 
of the committee for a short time in relation to this bill. I shall 
direct my remarks more particularly to the provision making ap- 
propriation for the “ Increase of the Navy:” 


That for the »0se of further increasing the naval establishment of the 
United States the President is rely authorized to have constructed by con- 
tract three seagoing coast-line battle ships designed to carry the heaviest 
armor and most powerful ordnance upon a displacement of about 10,000 tons 
to have the highest practicable speed for vessels of their class, and to cost, 
exclusive of armament, not exceeding $4,000,000 each; and nine torpedo boats 
of from 100 to 300 tons each, at the discretion of the Secretary of the Navy, 
at a cost not to exceed an average of $170,000 


Now, I wish to direct the attention of the committee to the in- 
creased cost that this bill necessarily involves. ‘These three bat- 
tle ships will cost the country when completed, with their armor, 
$21,126,000. 

Mr. TALBERT of South Carolina. Is this an entirely new con- 
tract disconnected with any other contract? 

Mr. SIMPSON. Yes; it is a provision for the construction of 
three new battle ships. 

Mr. LOUD. I should like to know the basis of the gentleman’s 
estimates of $7,000,000 and more for each of these war vessels. 

Mr. SIMPSON. I will come to that later. 

The nine torpedo boats will cost $1,530,000, and the three addi- 
tional to o boats mentioned further on in this same - 
graph will cost $510,000. So that we have carried in this billa 
total increased ae in addition to the regular appropria- 
tion bill, of $23,126,000. 

Mr. TALBOTT of Maryland. Will the gentleman let us have 
the items of that computation if he can. 

Mr. SIMPSON. The items are, first the three battle ships, cost- 
ing four millions apiece—— 

r. LOUD. Not exceeding $4,000,000. 

Mr. SIMPSON. Well, the expenditures on matters of this kind 
always run up to the limit. 

Mr. LOUD. The gentleman, if he knows anything about the 
Navy, knows that none of these vessels have cost over $3,000,000. 

Mr. SIMPSON. I say that these three war vessels, including 
the armor, will involve an increased expenditure of more than 


$21,000,000. 

Mr. TALBOTT of Maryland, Thearmor is included in the cost 
of construction. 

Mr.SIMPSON. No; itis not. 

Mr. SAYERS. If the gentleman from Kansas will yield a 
moment I will have read at the desk a letter of the Secretary of 
the Navy, which I think sustains the statement the gentleman 
has just made. 

Mr. SIMPSON, I gladly yield for that purpose, 

The Clerk read as follows: 

aii nical — ae, * vee. yuey 8, 1895. 

IR: 
nfarinticc Wt raghedtotbtappropeintss* lnonese dary: Theres 
honor to ee as follows; 

1. Estimated cost of the armament of the three new battle — referred 
to in the naval appropriation bill now pending in the House of Representa- 


tives is $7,215, 

2. Of &: Page mboanumarinnes, under the head of “Armor and armament” 
io said eo used upon the new vessels authorized in said bill 

e sum F 

8. The amount of the approprietion ‘‘ Increase of the Navy, armor and arma- 
ment,” that will be abediately necessary to meet the e ditures which will 
be incurred up to July 1, 1296, upon vessels already authorized is $5,237,670. . 


4. Of the $8,342,422 appro: in the naval a tion bill now 
in the House of Re tatives under the h of “Construction and ma- 
,” the sum of be used for the new vessels authorized in said 
bill; , that the sum aaa fe the estimated amount that will be nec- 
essary to meet expenditures be under the head of “ In- 
crease of the Navy” to July 1, 1896, for construction and machinery upon 
vessels al y aw zed. 


5. On February 2, 1895, the records show 8890 enlisted men in the Navy. 
Men are being enlisted each a; Spove than the 110 short of se are 
needed to supply a full crew to Olympia, commissioned on the instant. 








In your message you only ask for the estimated cost of the armament of the 
three new battle ships, and in consequence I have not included in the above 


estimate eo aT Ib the hull armor of the vessels in question. The estimate 
for armament ($7 000) does include, however, the sum of $3,015,000 for armor 
known as “gun protection,’’ which, according to a decision of the Attorney- 
General, comes under the term ‘‘armament,” and as the estimate for the hull 
armor for the three battle ships is $1,911,000, the total estimated cost for armor 
and armament for the three vessels is $9,126,000. 


Very respectfully, 
HILARY A. HERBERT, Secretary. 
Hon. Josern D. SAYERs, 


Chairman Committee on Appropriations, 
House of Representatives. 

Mr. SIMPSON. Now, Mr. Chairman, this bill provides that 
these battle ships shall not cost, ‘‘exclusive of armament,” more 
than $4,000,000 each. The letter just read discloses the fact that 
the cost of the armor will be $9,000,000 and more, making, as I 
have stated, an increased cost eventually for the construction of 
these ships and the torpedo boats of more than $23,000,000. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, it is worth while, perhaps, to consider 
whether it is absolutely necessary to have these battle ships con- 
structed. Does the defense of the country require this large out- 
lay? Does the history of naval warfare warrant us in going on 
constructing these enormous ironclad battle ships? It is a very 
grave question among those who are best informed on naval affairs 
whether the battle ships have come up to the expectations of the 
people as a means of defense. 

1e history of recent years,and particularly the last year, has 
developed the fact that they have not ees equal to the fast 
cruisers. In the late contest between China and Japan the fact 
has been developed at the battle of Yalu River that the unarmored 
cruiser of Japan was more than equal to the two great battle ships 
that China had in line during that contest. The vessels of China 
had the superior armament both in regard to the thickness of armor 
~ and weight of artillery, yet the swift unarmored cruiser of 
apan, with oe ns, proved to be more than a match for 
the great battle ships. Mr. erbert, the honorable Secretary of 
the Navy, in an article in the North American Review of last: No- 
vember, says: 

J a what we see in the newspapers, the fight off the Yalu River 

seems to have created a somewhat widespread impression that they are, and 


that the naval battles of the future are to be won by swift, unarmored cruis- 
ers, armed with powerful guns and fighting at long range. 


Recent events have developed the fact that this was a correct 
prophecy. I quote from the Scientific American of this morning 
an account of the sinking of those two remaining battle ships be- 
longing to China by to o boats, proving that such war vessels 
are not a match either for the cruisers or for the torpedo boats. 

It reads as follows: 

The major part of the Chinese navy, including the tw: i i 
the Ting- bens Chen-Yuen, has ino been oa oe 
gaged in the great battle at the mouth of the Yalu River, from which they 
escaped only fo be sunk at Wei-Hai-Wei, after about ten days’ almost contin. 
uous fighting, by the torpedoes sent against them by the Japanese. They 
were sister ships, and the most powerful vessels in either the Japanese or 
Chinese service, each having a displacement of over 7,000 tons and belted 14- 
inch steel compound armor. It is reported that the Chinese torpedo fleet 
subsequently attempted to escape from the harbor on February 7, but that 
they were pursued a fying squadron of Japanese vessels and twelve of 
them either sunk or driven ore. 

That, Mr. Chairman, proves beyond dispute, I think, that they 
have not come up to the expectations which were indulged in as 
a means of defense. The little torpedo boats and swift armored 
cruisers are more than a match for these enormous battle ships, 
with their unwieldy bulk and enormous draft. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. If the gentleman will permit me, 
does he consider the instance given there as a fair test, when he 
recalls at the same time the extent of the Chinese Empire and 
the great population they have as compared with little Japan? Is 
there not something in the human animal after all in the Japan- 
ese army, and something in the same animal as displayed in the 
Chinese army, that perhaps has much more to do with victory 
or defeat than the Se t or the, armored battle ship? 

Mr. SIMPSON. I think perhaps the gentleman is right; and it 
shows the superiority and the wisdom of the Japanese in select- 
ing the swift armored cruisers and torpedo boats instead of spend- 
ing enormous sums of money in the construction of unwieldy 
battle ships. Japan has no battle ships with armor to exceed 9 
inches. t we would call a light-armored vessel. But you pro- 
pose here in this bill to construct big line-of-battle ships with thane 
enormously thick steel armor plates. 

Besides that, Mr. Chairman, such vessels are not seagoing ves- 
sels. They are not intended for such p ses, and are fit only for 
coast defense. Few nations avail themselves of the battle ships to 
send to foreign ports. Great Britain is the only exception of any 
of the maritime nations that sends any number of her 51 heavy bat- 
ae foreign ports. They are used mainly for coast defense. 


ONEY. If the gentleman will pardon an interruption, 
I did not catch his statement accurately. Did I understand the 
— to say that the armored battle ships were not seagoing 
vessels? 
Mr. SIMPSON. Not considered as sach—— 
Mr. MONEY Not considered by whom? 
Because the heavy armor plates make them 


Mr. SIMPSON. 
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top-heavy, in addition to the immense armament they carry; and 
what I have just stated with reference to the use of these battle 
ships is true of every nation except Great Britain, who sends a few 
of them to foreign ports. 

Mr. SAYERS. e gentleman is speaking now of the heaviest 
class of battle ships? 

Mr. SIMPSON. Yes, sir; the heaviest armored ships? 

Now, the only reason why we want these ships is to be enabled 
to use them for coast defense. Let us see how practical that is. 
This class of ships, of the displacement mentioned in the bill, is 
in the neighborhood of 10,000 tons; and rae will draw probably 
not less than 26 feet. How many ports in the United States can 
vessels enter with such a heavy draft and be utilized as a means 
of coast defense? I venture to say that there is not a half dozen 
ports in the United States in which they can safely enter; and so, 
as a means of coast defense, they will be useless. For the protec- 
tion of our long line of coast and the numerous small bays and 
harbors that indent it we want light-draft vessels, quick, active, 
speedy, and which can defend the coast by being able to enter the 
smaller ports, or those having less depth of water, with facility. 
So, I repeat, as a means of coast defense vessels of this class, light- 
draft vessels and swift cruisers, are invaluable. 

But, sir, there is another phase of this question to be considered; 
that is, whether the battle ship when built will not be useless on 
account of the rapid development and discovery in the shape of 
inventions increasing the already powerful ordnance we have in 
this country. We go to work now and construct a battle ship at 
an immense cost, sheathe it with enormous steel plates, and then 
at once produce a gun that will shoot a ball right through her. 
We have to-day ordnance that will shoot through the most pow- 
erful ironclad that has been built. 

I cut from the daily press the other day a paragraph which 
throws light on this subject. It says: 

The Golden Gate is to be protected by three of the biggest guns in use in 
the United States. They will be pointed seaward from vantage positions on 
either side of the gate, and they are calculated to furnish a complete-defense 
against any craft that might escape the shells which the new mortar batter- 
ies will send out to seafor the distance of 6miles. These guns are as long as 
seven average-sized guns,and two men might easily crawl into the bore of 
one of the wonders. 

Mr. LOUD. When is that to be? 

Mr. SIMPSON. Right away. 

Mr. LOUD. Well, we have heard the same thing for many 
years, and it has not come yet. 

Mr. SIMPSON. Every man who has witnessed the tests of ord- 
nance at the Indian Head proving grounds within the last year 
realizes the utter helplessness that these ironclads would exhibit 
against the modern guns now being produced at our gun facto- 
ries. You have seen there a 10-inch gun knock into flinders the 
strongest and heaviest plate that is at present produced. 

All of the recent naval engagements prove that the very best 
armor and the heaviest armor upon the battle ships of this day 
can not resist the tremendous power of the guns we now have in 
our possession. 

So after this very large expenditure we shall probably find, 
with the inventions in regard to dynamite and torpedoes and 
different explosives, that the Government will have expended a 
a amount of money for a useless pile of iron and steel that 

ill not meet modern requirements. I think it is a very danger- 
ous course to pursue, in the light of what is transpiring, to tax 
the people of the United States for what I consider so very large 
and useless an en of the public funds. 

Mr. RAY. If the gentleman will permit me, following the line 
of his ar ent, it would be just as well not to have any iron- 
clads at all, would it not, according to the gentleman’s view? 

Mr. SIMPSON. I said that in the beginning. Recent events 
have developed the fact that the light-armored cruiser has proved 
more than a match for the battle ship, and that under our peculiar 
conditions, with such a long coast Fine to defend, I think if we 
need anything at all we need more of the light, swift cruisers that 
can enter ports where ships of light draft can obtain entrance. 

_ Mr. RAY. Following out your argument that you make, what 
is the use of any armor at all? 

Mr. SIMPSON. I do not see that there is yery much use in it. 

Mr. RAY. The way that it struck me was that your argu- 
— tended to show that armor of any kind on these vessels was 
useless. 

Mr. SIMPSON, I read an account of the battle between the 
Chinese and Japanese at the Yalu River, and there was one Jap- 
anese gunboat which was unarmored which stayed in the fight 
throughout. There were more than forty holes shot clear through 
her, and yet she remainedinaction. Themen on board plugged up 
the holes as fast as they were shot through her, and she continu 
in action all through the fight. 

Mr. TALBOTT of Steryland. Does the gentleman know that 
one of the Chinese battle ships received over four hundred shots, 
and none penetrated? 

Mr.SIMPSON. Yes; and a torpedo boat came along and struck 
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and sunk her, and the account said that she turned over and went 
down with her propeller wheel sticking up in the air. And that 
is about all they are good for. 

Mr. RAY. As the penetrating power of our guns is increased, 
should we not also proportionately, as far as we can, increase the 
power of resistance from the ships themselves? 

Mr. SIMPSON. There seems to be no limit to the increase in 
the force of propelling projectiles from rifled cannon. We have 
gone on increasing the thickness of armor, until to-day it seems 
that we have about reached the limit. There is a limit to the carry- 
ingcapacity of ships. All this armor is placed above the water line, 
or very nearly so. It projects but very little below the water line, 
and therefore the enormous weight must necessarily rest upon the 
top of the ship. Any man who is familiar with vessels and the 
things pertaining thereto knows that a ship must have a part of 
the weight she carries down below the water line. Anything else 
makes her top-heavy and unseaworthy. 

We have, as I say, apparently reached the limit. We have gone 
on increasing the thickness of this armor so that it makes such an 
enormous weight that these ships seem to be now unable to bear 
it. The history of the sinking of the British ship of war Victoria 
shows that she was top-heavy, and when a hole was cut in her and 
some water got in which ran over to one side it gave her a list 
which capsized her. 

Mr. GEISSENHAINER. How much water? 

Mr. SIMPSON. It did not take much to tip her over, on ac- 
count of the enormous weight on the top of the ship. Even 
though the bulkheads were closed, the water coming in at one 
side gave her a list which threw the additional weight on that 
side, and she tipped over very quickly. It proves that we have 
apparently reached the limit of the capacity of the ship to carry 
any thicker armor plate, while we are going on increasing the 

jercing capacity of our ordnance. Therefore I think, as I said 
fore, that, in view of these facts, it is extraordinary that we at 
this day should go on appropriating or pass a bill that will even- 
tually necessitate an appropriation to complete these ships of 
more than $23,000,000. 

Mr. LOUD. You approve of torpedo boats, do you not? 

Mr. SIMPSON. If they are necessary. 

Mr. LOUD. Then you do not know whether they are necessary 
or not? 

Mr. SIMPSON. Idonotknow. I willdirect my attention now 
to these battle ships. 

Mr. LOUD. Now, I would like to ask the gentleman one ques- 
tion, and have a fair answer. I would like to ask the gentleman 
if his objection is not to the amount of the appropriation, rather 
than an objection to the construction of a navy, or rather than 
to the class of vessels carried in this bill? 

Mr. SIMPSON. Mr. Chairman, I will give the gentleman a fair 
answer, as he wants a fair answer. I alwaystry to give a fair and 
honest answer to any question that is asked me, as [ see it. I am 
opposed both to the appropriation and to the ships, because, of 
course, the ships carry the appropriation. 

Mr. LOUD. Which do you oppose the strongest? 

Mr. SIMPSON. I oppose them both equally, because I do not 
see how any sensible man can separate the two; and I do not see 
any necessity for an increase of the Navy. 

Mr. LOUD. That is a fair answer. 

Mr. SIMPSON. I think we have a sufficient Navy to protect 
our interests both at home and abroad. Now, what do we want 
an increased Navy for? Do you apprehend a foreign war; and, if 
so, who with? There is no nation on all the face of the globe that 
would have any pretext or could have any interest in attacking 
the greatest nation in the world, and if we deal fairly with other 
nations we need not fear any war. There is but one country with 
whom a war might be had, and that is Great Britain, which is the 
greatest naval power ontheearth. Her naval power exceeds that 
of any navy ever built. She must necessarily have a navy, because 
her commerce goes to every port in the world. She, by the sys- 
tem of trade she has adopted, has intercourse with all the world, 
and so her ships enter into every port. Therefore she has been 
compelled by circumstances to build up a very large navy to pro- 
tect her great ocean carrying trade. We are in different cir- 
cumstances. We have no ocean marine worth speaking of. Why, 
the gentleman from Iowa {Mr. HepsurN] the other day, in a 
speech here, showed beyond question that we have to pay many 
hundreds of millions every year to foreign ships; and I think he 
made the statement that we paid the Germans also an enormous 
sum, and that it was a rare thing to see the American flag in any 
foreign port. Then why do you need an increase of the Navy? 

Mr. LOUD. When your party comes into power, in 1896, when 
you will have this free trade which you have been speaking of, 
will it not be well to anticipate it, as it will take longer to build 
ships than to pass your free-trade bill? 

Mr. SIMPSON. Mr. Chairman, we are discussing an appro- 
priation bill which carries an increase of expenditures of $23,000,- 
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000, and does the gentleman want to divert the discussion from that 
to party politics? 

Mr. LOUD. You were referring to England and her free trade. 

Mr. SIMPSON. Itis so, because of the different conditions of 
that country from those of this country, which I think is a per- 
fectly legitimate argument in this question. England is confined 
to a small territory. Her people have been compelled to take to 
the ocean and to trade with all the nations of the earth; and there- 
fore she, of course, has built up a large navy to protect her com- 
merce from the navies of the other nations of the world who are 
engaged in the same kind of trade. England is also engaged in a 
system of gobbling up territory in foreign countries, and there- 
fore she has been compelled, to protect her interests, to build this 
enormous navy. 

Ihave been drawing a comparison between nations that are 
entirely differently situated. e have a large territory here, 
many thousands of miles in extent, over which a vast population 
can spread and find ample employment without taking to the sea. 
That may become necessary in the future, when the territory of 
this country becomes more densely settled. 

Mr. HALL of Missouri. Doesnot the gentleman know that the 
shipments abroad amount to $900,000,000 a year? 

Mr. SIMPSON. I am aware of that; and also aware of the fact 
that it is not carried in American vessels. 

Mr. HALL of Missouri. I understand that; but that is our 
commerce with foreign nations. 

Mr. PENDLETON of West Virginia. But what would be the 
effect on the West if that were interrupted? 

Mr.SIMPSON. There is no possibility of an interruption of 
that foreign trade, because the nation that attempted to blockade 
our ports would starve her own citizens. 

Mr.MONEY. Mr. Chairman, t want order in the committee. 
This is a very — or question, and the gentleman is debating 
it with ability. I want to hear him. 

The CHAIRMAN. The committee will be in order. 

Mr. SIMPSON. AsI was saying, the condition of certain dif- 
ferent nations is such as to compel them to adopt different modes 
of occupation. I have called attention to the fact that Great Brit- 
ain, confined to a small territory, had been compelled to take to 
the sea; and that is the condition largely of Germany, of Italy, 
and other crowded countries. They must resort to some means of 
livelihood for so large a population, and socommerce on the ocean 
has grown up under those circumstances and they have built up 
this enormous number of ocean marine. 

They are _ ready and willing, to do the carrying trade 
of the world at a cheaper rate,it appears, than we can do it our- 
selves; and so, instead of building up our ocean marine under the 
present conditions, we have been compelled to employ others; and 
why have we done that? Because it is more profitable. When it 
ceases to be less profitable than building our own ships, then we 
will have an ocean marine, and then, under the better conditions 
that wil! exist, the necessity even of having a navy will pass away. 
I hope by that time that men will have learned the great lesson, of 
which this country has set the example, that the way to settle all 
international disputes is by arbitration, and eably, and not by 
cutting each other’s throat with a navy or other means. 

Now, if I thought this was necessary; if I believed that, for the 
protection of this country, the preservation of the property, and 
the defense of the citizens of this great Republic, this appropriation 
was necessary, I would not oppose it. But, as I said before, in the 
first place, recent events have. proved beyond a doubt that the bat- 
tle ship does not answer the purposes for which it was intended, as 
a means of defense in warfare, and, in the next place, the battle 
ship is not an available craft for coast defense, particularly in this 
country, because many of our harbors are so shallow that she can 
not enter them. 

Again, the rapid development along the-line of losives will, 
in my opinion, in a very few vears make her a ess machine 
for defense. I believe that if it is — to increase our naval 
force at all, which I deny, we could expend the money very much 
more profitably in the construction of cruisers and torpedo boats, 
and for harbor defenses in the shape of improved ordnance. I 
am aware that there is always a large pec ry interest behind 
these arty anemone There are many firmsthat are always anx- 
ious to get t contracts which involve such enormous expendi- 
tures of money, because whenever a firm or a man gets a fat con- 
tract from the Government there is ample opportunity to make a 
lot of money out of it; but we are here as Representatives ot the 
people, and it is our duty to see that their money is wisely ex- 


if it is ed at all; and, in view of the nt condi- 
tion of the e, I think this is an unwarranted expenditure. 


The cry is coming up from all over the country that there are 
many hundreds of thousands of our people idle and many of them 
on the verge of starvation. jaan in this —— Boo nation we 
are appropriating money to r people ving 

Mr. MONEY. The Seadicmans tas just made a remark which 
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is capable of misconstruction. I do not presume that he means 
to impute to the Navy Department any such motive as a desire 
to supply contractors with fat jobs? 

Mr. SIMPSON. Notatall. I believe the Navy Department is 
entirely honest. 

Mr. MONEY. ThenI understand that the imputation simply 
rests upon the members of Congress who favor these appropria- 
tions. 

Mr. SIMPSON. The gentleman will remember—it must be 
fresh in his memory—that a short time ago, under a contract with 
Mr. Carnegie for armor plates for these battle ships, it was found 
that many of the plates furnished were defective, and that appar- 
ently a conspiracy had been entered into between Mr. Carnegie 
and some of his employees to put off upon the Government plates 
that were full of blowholes and other defects, and we all know 
that Mr. Carnegie compromised with the present Administration 
by paying back to the people some hundreds of thousands of dol- 
lars. Does the gentleman remember that? 

Mr. MONEY. Certainly. 

Mr. SIMPSON. Well, that is what led me to make the remark 
to which the gentleman has called attention; for it seems impos- 
sible, where these large appropriations for the construction of war 
ships are concerned, involving great quantities and a great variet 
of materials—it seems impossible for the Government in aa 
cases to protect itself against fraud. That is one element that I 
take into consideration in voting on these appropriations; and it 
is our duty to take that into consideration, because these con- 
structions Involve an enormous expenditure, which ought to be 
saved to the people if possible. 

Mr. MALLORY. ill the gentleman permit another question? 

Mr. SIMPSON. Certainly. 

Mr. MALLORY. I would like to inquire if the gentleman 
thinks a Navy is necessary at all to this country? 

Mr. SIMPSON. I suppose it is, under present conditions. 

Mr. MALLORY. Another question. as the gentleman any 
idea of the number of vessels that would be required for a Navy 
for this country? 

Mr. SIMPSON. I havenot informed myself sufficiently in con- 
nection with the matter to answer that question. But the thing 
IT am satisfied about—because I have taken some pains to inform 
myself upon it—is that we have reached the limit of building bat- 
tle ships, and that to go any further in that direction is unneces- 
sary and unwise. I am satisfied that we ought not at this time 
to build any more of these expensive and unwieldy vessels. - 

Mr. TALBOTT of Maryland. Do you think the English Gov- 
ernment is well ‘‘ up” as to the class of naval vessels that ought to 
be constructed? 

Mr. SIMPSON. I do not know what the English Government 
is well up to. 

Mr. TALBOTT of Maryland. Do you know that that Govern- 
ment not long ago launched one vessel of nearly 15,000 tons dis- 
placement, and a day or two ago another one of the same ton- 
nage—the Majestic and the Magnificent? 

Mr. SIMPSON. I know that the English Government is like 
other governments; it does the best it can. The English Gov- 
ernment has never yet had any practical test of the value of these 
battle ships as a means of defense. As a matter of fact, she has 
copied after us. The battle between the Monitor and the Merri- 
mac set the fashion of building armor-plated vessels, and since 
that time, with very few exceptions, there has been no practical 
tests of the value of battle ships asa means of naval defense. The 
only exception I remember is in the war between the Chinese and 
the Japanese. 

Great Britain goes on and appropriates enormous sums of money 
to build such nayal vessels as other nations build, in order to com- 
pete with them. England always aims to k ahead, so when 
any other nation builds a big battle a buildstwo. She feels 
bound to follow other nations in building ironclad ships so lon 
as it is the policy to build such ships. But why shoul 
this great Republic, omnes the position it does, isolated from all 
forei wers, beyond danger of any foreign invasion—why 
should this Republic imitate Great Britain or any other country 
in this respect? Great Britain dare not attack us. She is under 
bonds to keep the e with us, 

Every interest of Great Britain puts her under bonds to keep 
the peeee with us. Why, sir, if Great Britain should throw her 
shells into any of sare cities—Boston, New York, or Philade!l- 
oe would in human probability destroy more property 

longing to British subjects than to American subjects. [Laugh- 
ter and cries of ‘‘Oh, no!”] Mr. Chairman, if we can go on in 
the line we are now following it will be only a little while till 
Great Britain will own all the property here. 

Why, sir, the Rothschilds, whose home is in Great Britain and 
who are represented by Belmont & Co., have now an option on 
the Treasury of the United States until the ist of October, if we 
were informed correctly yesterday. 
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Now, who do you expect is going to attack us? What nation 
will have any incentive to do so? y, sir, we feed the nations 
of the world. The minute any foreign nation attacks this coun- 
try she cuts off her means of supply and support. Foreign na- 
tions would simply starve the ves to death if they should 
blockade our ports. : abe 

There is another view of this question. A great Republic like 
this, established by people who have held in abhorrence the ideas 
of extravagant armies and navies, should not ape the policy of the 
monarchical governments of Euzope. Let me read something 
which will explain what this line of policy is bringing European 
nations to. Those nations have gone on increasing their armies 
and their navies until they are ing the people down with 
excessive é itures, 

dispa’ Germany and Italy are considering a 
ouniinemtion of Aan Tricte aitianee ia not Sunprecing. The Italian monarchy 
is staggering under the burden of suppo: anarmy and navy far in excess 
of the ability of the nation. The le to pup appearances as a first- 
class military and naval power has produced discontent, and in some 
instances driven peasantry and — to rrection. Italy has before 
her, therefore, a choice between iptcy and rebellion on one hand 
and a reduction of her enormous ar on the other. If the Kaiser and 
King Humbert are to meet, as reported, to discuss the le Alliance, one 
su of their discussion will doubtless be how to extend some relief to 
Italy without weakening the strength of the compact which binds together 
the powers of central Europe. 

Now, what do gentlemen pro to doin this bill? They pro- 

to go on in this same line of action, appropriating hundreds 
of millions of dollars for the p se of building up a navy, so as 
to be on an equality with those nations; yet if the dis- 
patch which I have just read is correct one of those nations has 
already shown unmistakable signs of breaking down under such 
a policy. 

n the light of past history and of recent events shall a great Re- 
public like this, isolated from foreign nations, removed from the 
danger of foreign conquest or anything of that sort, goon and tax 
its citizens by these enormous expenditures for building battle 
ships which, as I think I have proved, will be useless in the hour of 
need? That is a question for Representatives here to consider. 
As.I was about to say when interrupted, our people are not in the 
best of circumstances. In every city there are thousand and thou- 
sands of idle men. Poverty and starvation seem to be the cry 
all over the country. The great agricultural interests, on whose 
shoulders this enormous tax must largely fall, are selling their 

roducts below the cost of mction. Yet in a time of pro- 
ound peace, with no probability of our being invaded by any for- 
eign nation, you proposein this bill to increase our appropriation 
for naval expenses by more than $23,000,000. 

Mr. MILLIKEN. Does not the gentleman think it would bea 
good thing to give these idle men of whom he speaks something 
to do in building these new ships? 

. SIMPSON. That is the old, old process of taxing the peo- 
ple to make them rich. My sympathies out toward the men 
who pay the taxes, the men who walk down through the corn 
rows on the hot summer’s day, the men who work in the cotton 
fields, the men who toil all day long in the factories ‘‘ where the 
wheels go round ” till the heads of the workmen almost turn like 
the wheels they watch, the men who work down in the coal 
mines, all the laborers who produce the wealth which at last 
must be utilized to pay the taxes of the country. Those are the 
men toward whom my sympathies go out. 

Mr. Chairman, I do not know that I care to say much more on 
this subject. There is one other phase of this question, however, 
which was brought to my mind by a question asked a while ago, 
What should we do if we should adopt the system of free trade 
and have a commerce, as gentleman from California sug- 
gested? Sir, there was a time in the history of this country when 
American ships whitened every sea. They were the fastest and 
best ships afloat; they had the best sailors that ever manned a ship. 

During the war period a system of high protective tariff was 
adopted; and this system, acting in conjunction with the raids of 
the Alabama and other Confederate cruisers, drove our merchant 
marine from the ocean. Since that time under the system which 
has been pursued we have not been able to recover our lost ground. 
It is my opinion that, if we should adopt the policy by means of 
which Great Britain to-day controls the t+ ocean-going trade 
of the world, we may, under the direction of statesmen wise enough 
to adopt such a policy in to our foreign trade, regain our 
lost ground. If such conditions should arise there may be some 
excuse for an increase in our Navy. But at present we have 
ample force to protect our scanty commerce in every land and to 
protect our citizens wherever they may be. 

_And, Mr. Chairman, I think at this time, in view of the condi- 
tion of our People, in view of the poverty of the nation and the 
condition of the Treasury, remembering the fact that we are bor- 
rowing money at excessive rates of interest, it is a very unwise 
thing for us to do to pass the bill now before us, ing, as it 
does, this enormous appropriation to buiid three battle 
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ships and this number of torpedo boats, involving an outlay of 
some $23,000,000. I think it would be unwise, andjthat you who 
do it will be repudiated by the 









_—— at the next election. 
Mr. DINGLEY. If the gentleman will permit me a moment, 


he has just made an assertion to which I would like to call atten- 


Mr. SIMPSON. Certainly. 
Mr. DINGLEY. The gentleman remarked that oneof thecasues 


that had driven our shipping from the ocean was what he calls the 
high protective system. Does the gentleman assert that on the 
basis of any facts that he can present to the House? 


Mr. SIMPSON. I think the protective tariff had the effect, as 


I have stated, of driving our ocean marine from the high seas. 


Mr. DINGLEY. Then how did it happen that from 1855 to 
1860, when we had the tariff that pleases the gentleman from 


Kansas, our merchant marine in the foreign trade declined more 
rapidly than at any time since the close of the war of the rebellion 
under our 


tective tariffs? 
Mr. $ IN. Iam not informed as to whether that is a fact 


or not. 


Mr. DINGLEY. It is a fact, can inform the gentleman. I 


ask him how he explains that condition in view of the assertion 
he has just made? 


Mr. MILLIKEN. The gentleman is not using facts in his argu- 


ment now. 


Mr. SIMPSON. Iwill state that foreighty years in the history 


of this Government we have had a constantly increasing tariff, 
sometimes going up and sometimes reducing a little; but the tend- 
ency has been ually but constantly upward—— 


Mr. DINGLEY. It was not so between 1355 and 1861. 
Mr. SIMPSON. If the gentleman will just let me proceed now. 


I say that the system of tariff had been gradually increasing until 
it culminated in the McKinley bill, whick was the highest we ever 
had. Now, it is an undeniable fact that whenever we increase the 
tariff on the materials that enter into shipbuilding we necessarily 
stop ee Why? Because the tariff was levied on every 
article t 

to the truck at the top of the mast. 


at went into the construction of the ship from the keel 


Now, not alone was the material that went into the construction 
of the ship increased, but all the machinery that was necessarily 
used in shipbuilding was increased in cost because of the protect- 
ive tariff, and under any logical process of reasoning it must fol- 
low from these facts that the building of ships in this country 
would necessarily decline when the cost of every article that en- 
ters into the ship is increased and you must come in competition 
wees the ships built by other nations where no such conditions 
a y. 

land repealed her navigation laws and put all the materials 
that went into the construction of ships on the free list. The re- 
sult was that she was enabled to build up her ocean marine and 
do the carrying trade of the world at such rates that it practically 
drove us from the high seas. 

Mr. DINGLEY. But the gentleman will pardon me 

Mr. SIMPSON. Certainly. 

Mr. DINGLEY. I understand the gentleman to assert that the 
increase of duties on imports, which he calls the increase of pro- 
tection, drove our merchant marine from the ocean. Now, he yw 
did it happen that from 1855 to 1860, during which time our duties 
on imports were reduced by the tariff of 1857, our merchant ma- 
rine in the foreign carrying trade—while the coastwise trade 
increased—declined more rapidly than at any other period in the 
last thirty-five years? 

Mr. S N. Thatisavery easy questiontoanswer. I wish 
the gentleman would ask me something hard. [Laughter.] 

Mr. DINGLEY. Very well, I will be glad to have the answer 
to this easy question first. 

Mr. SIMPSON. Because Great Britain in 1846 adopted a free- 
trade policy. In 1856 she repealed all her navigation laws, and 
took the duties off everything that went into the construction 
of ships; and she was enabled, and did, as a matter of fact, build 
ships so much cheaper than we did or could do that she could 
afford to carry cheaper than we could, and drove us from the 
ocean. We did not have free trade here at that time or anything 
approachi to it in comparison to the absolute free trade of 
Great Britain. It is true that we had a little lower tariff than the 
tariff immediately preceding it; but still it was a burden which 
was levied upon shipbuilding. And it was not alone a high tariff 
on the timber that went into the construction of the ship, or the 
iron that goes into the shipbuilding, but on everything that went 
into the construction, material and wages. There was an in- 
crease of wages, increase of rent, increased cost of clothing, in- 
creased cost of everything that the tariff increased, and forced our 
—e to the wall by increasing the cost of the ship. In 


Mr. DINGLEY. But will the gentleman pardon me—— 
Mr. SIMPSON. Well, when I get readyI will. [Laughtev.] 
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Mr. DINGLEY. Well, I do not blame the gentleman for keep- 
ing right on. 

Mr. SIMPSON. 
through with a sentence. 
is the last one on the floor who is ever willing to yield for a ques- 
tion. I have attempted many times to ask questions when he was 


I hope the gentleman will wait until I get 
T notice that the gentleman from Maine 


discussing or debating important measures before the House; and 
I do not know any gentleman who is better informed than he is 
or better qualified to give information—but I could never get 
any from him. He always poe me by or waved me aside like 
a school teacher, and he will pardon me now if I give him some 
of his own medicine. 

Mr. MILLIKEN. Does the gentleman from Kansas think the 
gentleman from Maine is responsible for the ignorance he is dis- 
playing now? 

Mr. SIMPSON. I think I will answer the gentleman before I 

st through. I was attempting to show the gentleman from 

aine why American commerce disappeared from the ocean. It 
was owing to the fact that we had adopted a policy that com- 
pelled our people to build ships at a disadvantage, and made our 
ships cost us more than those of other nations; and whenever 
those conditions come about in a competitive market, like the car- 
rying trade of the great ocean, when we have to compete with 
nations that build ships more cheaply than we do, the man who 
ships his products abroad will avail himself of the shipmaster 
who will carry his goods the cheapest. Now, I have shown, and 
it is of record in history, that we have been buildjng ships at a 
disadvantage because of our protective tariff, a disadvantage in 
comparison with the people of Great Britain, who build ships 
under better and more favorable conditions. 

Mr. DINGLEY. One important fact the gentleman has evi- 
dently overlooked in this matter. Is not the gentleman aware that 
by the act of 1872 nearly all of the materials that entered into the 
construction of vessels were put on the free list, and in 1890 the 
whole range was covered, so since that time this question of duty 
upon materials entering into vessels for the foreign trade has not 
been a factor in the question at all? 

Mr. SIMPSON. Now the tleman quibbles. There is no 
question but what he is quibbling on the question. 

Mr. GROUT. Does not the tleman from Maine state a fact? 

Mr. DINGLEY. Is not that the fact? 

Mr. SIMPSON. No, it is not the fact, and I will tell you why. 
Because you misapprehend what it takes to build a vessel. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Oh, you mean to say that labor costs more 
here than it does abroad? 

Mr. SIMPSON. You can not tell what I mean to say in advance 
of what I do say. [Laughter.] You may be very smart and 
wise, but I do not think it is possible for you tell what I am going 
to say now. 

Mr.GROUT. Will the gentleman state what material enter- 
i the construction of a vessel has not been duty free since 


Mr. SIMPSON. I want to say that during that period ship- 
building changed all over the world. We were going through 
the transition state from wooden ships to iron ships. 

Mr. DINGLEY. We went through that before the war. 

Mr, SIMPSON. We commenced to £. through it about that 
time. We began to feel the effects of that transition. Now, the 
materials out of which ships are are iron and steel. 
Does the gentleman mean to say that the construction of ships in 
this country has been cheapened by the taking off the duties on 
iron and steel? Does not the gentleman know that duties are 
levied on iron and steel in this country—a very high protective 
tariff—which enhances not alone the mac which makes the 
iron and steel, but the iron and steel itself? And if you plant your- 
self upon the proposition that materials from abroad were put on 
the free list, you still have to pay the freight and the cost of trans- 
portation for 8,000 miles. 

Mr. GROUT, That is what England has to pay. : 

Mr. SIMPSON. Anotherthing. Your protective-tariff system 
has increased the cost ae to .every laboring man in this 


country, and increased the labor necessarily, and therefore 
put your shi der at another disadvantage. 

Mr. M - You believe in cheap labor, do you? 

Mr. SIMPSON. Of course the gentleman wants to make politi- 
cal capital to bolster up a of protective tariff, 
and he is trying to this of doing it. But in view 
of the fact Great Britain, under a different policy of absolute 
free trade in regard to shipbuilding and navigation laws, has been 
able to wrest from us the ocean , that fact ought to 


be sufficient to every intelligent man—ought to be sufficient proof 
OO ee eee ee canes he 
ow, Mr. Chairman, in conclusion me say again en- 
tered upon this discussion for the of ‘the con- 
struction of these battle ships. I that the committee and 
the members of the House ought to investigate this subject thor- 


oughly before they vote this very large appropriation to piace this 
extra charge upon a people already overburdened with taxation. 

Let us goslowly. Let us wait a while, until science and discov- 
—— proved beyond dispute whether those ships are really 
what they are claimed to be as a means of defense. ere will be 
time enough in the future to build these ships if it is proved that 
they are superior to all other means of naval defense. Let us wait 
until the inventive genius of this country has determined whether 
we are not on the eve of inventing explosives that will make these 
battle ships useless. I think we ought to hesitate long before we 
adopt this policy of trying to build up a great naval power in this 
country. 

If I understand the genius of this Government it was to estab- 
lish upon earth and among men a free government ruled by the 
people, by law and by order, not by force, which a great army 
and navy means—a government by force. 

We must set a better example to European nations; we must 
set the example of a peaceful solution of the differences between 
peoples, and thereby carry out the mission of the people who 
founded this Government. [Applause. ] 

Mr. PENDLETON of West Virginia was seoequgne’. 

Mr. DOLLIVER. Before my ‘friend from West Virginia pro- 
ceeds I would like the attention of the Chairman of the commit- 
tee for a moment, with a view to agreeing upon~a limit of time 
for the general debate. 

Mr. TALBOTT of Maryland. To-morrow at 2 o’clock there is 
a special order for eulogies on the late Senator Vance. I think it 
would not be at all out of place to let general debate run until to- 
morrow at 2 o’clock. 

Mr. DOLLIVER. That would be entirely satisfactory to me. 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Maryland ask 
that general debate close to-morrow at 2 o’clock? 

Mr. TALBOTT of Maryland. There is a special order for 2 
o’clock to-morrow, and so far as we are concerned we have no ob- 
jection to general debate continuing until that time. I do not 
want = — general debate without it is agreeable, but I will 

t. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman irom Maryland in charge 
of this bill asks unanimous consent that general debate close to- 
morrow at 2 o'clock. Is there objection? [After a pause.] The 
Chair hears none. 

Mr. DOLLIVER addressed the Chair. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from West Virginia will 
have to give way, as the gentleman from Iowa wishes to be recog- 
nized, and being a member of the committee, he has preference, 

Mr. DOLLIVER. Mr. Chairman, I will yield to the gentleman 
from West a [Mr. PENDLETON], but not in my time. 

The CHAIR . The gentleman from West Virginia, then, 


is eee. 

Mr. PENDLETON, of West Virginia. Mr. Chairman, with the 
greater portion of the latter half of the argument of the gentle- 
man from Kansas |Mr. Smmpson] with reference to his dispute 
with my friend ex-(tovernor DINGLEY, I am happy to say I : 
but I do not with his concluding proposition, that we should 
wait until somebody else has had an opportunity through the me- 
dium of war to test the question as to whether or not modern 
battle ships are likely to of use. I have ever been a believer 
in the theory that the best way to preserve peace is to be pre- 
pared to maintain it, if you have to fight for it. If we permit 
ourselves to remain in a state which shows that we are not ready 
to contend with nations that are ao to attack us, it is an 
invitation on our part for an attack from some one; but when it 
is known that we are fully See pp to resent insult, from what- 
ever quarter it may come, when it is known that the United States 
is fully armed and equipped for every event that may come Up. 
then the nations of the world will hesitate long before the 1 
begin to insult this country or to threaten us with assaults of 
7 kind or character. 

believe it is our duty to so prepare ourselves for attack that 
we shall not be compelled to await the result of wars between 
foreign countries. I have never believed in astrong army. I do 
not believe that, situated as this country is, there is any necessity 
upon our part to maintain a great Regular i on an — 
with those maintained by the great nations of Europe. e are 
thousands of miles ted from them by the waters of the At- 
lantic w the one side and thousands of miles from the Asiatic 
powers by the waters of the Pacific on the other side. To the 
north of us is a small country, inhabited by a brave and civilized 
people, but so few in numbers that of their own volition they 
would never feel called upon to carry any dispute with us to the 
arbitrament of arms unless driven by the last necessity. South of 
en as well as Central America and the States of South 

erica. 

Those States will never feel disposed to enter into a conflict with 
the United States upon land, because they know—and I say it in 
no boastful spirit— in a conflict of that character with any 
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nation on the continent of America this country would be absé 
lutely irresistible. We could raise armies as Pompey claimed 
be able to raise them in the time of the Roman Republic. By the 
—= the President’s foot an army could be raised sufficient in 
numbers to repel any attacks that _— be made by any of the 
powers native to this continent. We do not need any great army 
to repel an attack from Europe. The distances are too vast, the 
difficulties of a are too great, and the sources of sup- 
ply too difficult and too uncertain for the maintenance of a suc- 
cessful land war with us by any of the European powers, and it 
is not probable that any of them will in the near future attempt to 
wage an offensive war of that character with us. : 

A small, well-equipped, and disciplined Army has in the past 
served all our purposes for defense, and it is not likely that we 
shall ever endeavor to carry on a land war.anywhere on the Con- 
tinent of Euro This Army, with our momerous militia as a 
nucleus around which to assemble our Volunteers, will answer 
every need for our defense. J 

We are under no necessity to allow;durselves to be led into any 
competition with the warlike powers of Europe as to the size of 
our Army, and no one would venture to propose such a competi- 
tion. I venture to say that if it was necessary we could surpass 
any nation in the world in the-resources-needful for the support 
of a great er My friend from Kansas has not made a fair com- 
parison when he compares, this "ou with Italy in the ability 
to support military expenditure. He tells us that Italy is bankrupt 
because she maintains a great regular army and a powerful navy. 
It is true. Italy is to-day, according to newspaper accounts, on 
the verge of bankruptcy. But what is Italy compared with the 
United States? Italy maintains near 300,000 regular soldiers, and 
sinks under the burden. We maintain near 30,000, and hardly feel 
the weight. 

Italy maintains a great and powerful navy far beyond her wealth, 
far beyond her resources. Her navy is greater than any possible 
demand upon it. Whileshs hasa ulation of 29,000,000 we have 
a population of 65,000,000. While all the real estate and all the 
personal property of Italy when put together might probably 
amount to the pitiful sum of $3,000,000,000 or $4,000,000,000, when 
this country counts her wealth and sums up her property we reach 
the gigantic total of nearly $70,000,000,000, making our people the 
richest nation of which history tells. There is no comparison to 
be made between the two countries; America rich beyond the 
dreams of avarice, and Italy poor to the verge of poverty. 

Now, my friend says that we are unable to and can not afford 
this expenditure at the present. I see no reason why the country 
can not afford the expenditure. I see nothing in this that will in- 
dicate 7, increase in the permanent taxation of the American 
people. Tam not mistaken in = judgment with reference to 
the new tariff bill, I believe that is not only going to raise a 
far ter amount of revenue than now comes into the Treasury, 
but I believe that it will ultimately, within the next year or two, be 
soe productive that the revenues under that tariff bill, and without 
any increase in the present rate of taxation, will far exceed any 
demand that may be made Ky: our Treasury by the building of 
these new ships, and will yield to the Treasury a very handsome 
surplus. There is to-day no real great strain upon our revenues. 
We are at peace with the world. If we ever intend to become a 
great naval power, nowisourtime. Wehavethe time, the money, 
and every opportunity in our favor. 

I am in favor of an increase of the Navy for many reasons. I 
believe it is necessary that the Navy should be increased. We 
have something to protect. Wehave more to defend upon the seas 
than many countries. If we had nothing to protect,then there 
would be no necessity for a a We have more to protect upon 
our coasts than any nation. y friend from Kansas argues that 
we do not need to create a navy for another reason apart from the 
expense. He says that we are not liable to find ourselves embark- 
ing in a foreign war. Now, I am no prophet and no son of a 
prophet, but I defy anyone to show any good reason upon which 
— Lae omnes can be based, if we are to judge the future by the 

story of the past. 

It is true that after the wars of the French Revolution had ter- 
minated in 1815, and the world for thirty years had failed to 
witness a great European War, many prophets as to the world’s fu- 
ture, many people who hoped to see prevail all over the uni- 
verse, began to — that war would nevercome again, and that 
the nations might do away with cannon, with ships of war, with 
forts, and fortifications. But, Mr. i , the people who 
made those predictions were people of the same character as my 
friend from Kansas. They were visionaries, doctrinaires, and 
idealists. They forgot human nature. They thought man was as 
he — to ph na as Le is. 

ey forgot that as long as the opportunity is given to man to 
quarrel man will quarrel; that as long as temptation to plunder 
is before him, and as ne | as his nature remains unchanged, so 
long man will plunder and fight. What has happened since 1848? 
The student of history will tell you that in the last forty-five 
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years, with all our civilization, with all our enlightenment, with 
all the progress that we have made in the direction of the gospel 
of peace and humanity, there has been more of war in that period 
than the world has ever beheld before in the same length of time, 
more destruction of human life and human property than has 
been witnessed in any like period in the more than five thousand 
years of human existence. 

ake our own country. In 1860 no one believed that we were 
on the verge of the greatest civil war that the world had ever seen; 
and a prophet like my friend from Kansas, occupying at that time 
a seat in the House of Representatives, world have made the 
same prediction that he has made here to-day as to what was to 
occur in the way of fighting within the next two or three years. 
We all know the sad mistakes made by the prophets of those days, 
and we still suffer for our belief in their ability to predict. 

In 1867, when our civil war had ended, when half a million of 
lives had been lost and more than five thousand millions of prop- 
erty had disappeared through the ravages of war never to return 
again to the possession of our people, when it might have been 
supposed that we had had enough of war to do us for many cen- 
turies, we were ready to again plunge into strife if France and 
her soldiers had not gathered up their bag and bagzage and cleared 
out of Mexico. 

Our Government, in pursuance of its historic policy, was then 
prepared with the almost universal assent of our people to senda 
— army to Mexico to aid the Mexicans to drive the foreigners 

om their soil. Thus at the risk of war with one of the most 
powerful of nations, we were ready to maintain the inviolability 
of the ‘‘ Monroe doctrine.” My friend tells us that we are-in no 
danger of war. In 1875, when the crew of the Viryinius was 
captured in Cuba, and when those men were taken by the Spanish 
soldiers and shot down without trial or hearing, a wave of indig- 
nation rolled over this country North, South, East, and West that, 
before its power was realized, or its meaning understood, had 
almost plunged us into a war with Spain. 

A few years later, in the city of New Orleans, when the people 
had been outraged by the machinations of a secret society, when 
American citizens had been assassinated and shot down in the 
streets by members of that infamous society known as the Mafia, 
and the citizens of New Orleans had taken the law into their own 
hands and were inflicting a merited punishment upon assassins, 
we came near finding ourselves at war with Italy; and we all 
know that it was but a very few years ago,during the Adminis- 
tration of President Harrison, when the Government of Chile re- 
fusud for a time to make reparation for the oatrages committed 
upon American citizens in the city of Valparaiso, that it was only 
when President Harrison sent a message to the House of Repre- 
sentatives practically threatening war and showing the Chilean 
Government that we intended to assert our rights that we suc- 
ceeding in obtaining the reparation that was due to our citizens, 
due to our nationality, due to our honor as a nation in the eyes of 
the world. And yet my friend tells us that we are never again 
to have war with a foreign power, and therefore we need not pre- 
pare for it! The gentleman’s vision is a beautiful one. I would 
welcome its realization as much as he would; hut I say that the 
old doctrine is true to-day as it has been true for more than five 
thousand years, ‘“‘In time of peace prepare for war.” Man is 
still a fighting animal, and for many centuries will continue to be. 

In 1875, we have gone to war over the Virginius affair with 
a ay our nation, which calls itself the proudest in the universe, 
which boasts to-day that to be a citizen under its flag is greater 
than to have been a Roman citizen in that elder day when to be a 
Roman was recognized as greater than to be a king—had we have 
goneto war with Spain at that time it was feared and predicted that 
the proud flag of our country would have been humiliated upon the 
high seas before a third or fourthelass power. Had we have found 
ourselves at war with Italy about the Mafia affair it was recog! 
nized by many naval experts, both at home and abroad, that we 
could not have faced her successfully upon the ocean, and I, for 
one, Mr. Chairman, am tired of this penny-wise and pound-foolish 
policy which leaves the greatest, the most populous civilized na- 
tion, save Russia, on the face of the earth, the wealthiest, the 
freest, and the nation which I believe to be the most powerful in 
the world, bereft of its arms when the occasion arises for the as- 
sertion of its rights. 

The policy that leaves us in this condition is a humiliating and 
a shameful one. It is a disgrace to us and most shameful to our 
national pride, and to the patriotic spirit of our people. It makes 
all civilization believe that, to save a few dollars in taxes, we are 
willing to eat all the ‘‘ leeks” that may be offered us and to accept 
humble pie from every counter. We must assert ourselves and 
hold our heads erect. 

I think our Republican friends have a proper appreciation of the 
situation; and ae they spent fifteen or twenty years in trying 
to give us a good Navy and only gave us a bad one, still [ think 
they are honest and patriotic in their desire to do what should be 
done for the country in this respect. I say to the Democracy, not 





2 
an) 
? 
Py 
3 
. 
eS 
f 


erenrer erumne reece 





2246 CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 





only to the Democracy of the North but particularly to the Demo- 
cracy of the South, that it has been the historic policy of the Demo- 
cratic party to maintain the Navy. 

We have under Democratic Administration made it our boast 
that the Navy was efficient, and that under such Administration, 
with the hearty concurrence and applause of the whole party, our 
Navy has been able to compel respect for our flag and to uphold 
our rights throughout the world. And now, when our party is 
again in power and when we—especially the men of the South—are 
called upon to show our patriotism, our devotion to the General 
Government in which we are participating, it is, above and beyond 
all, our duty to convince our Northern Democratic brethren and 
our Northern Republican brethren that so far as they goin pa- 
triotism, so far as they move onward in the desire to maintain the 
honor of the flag, they shall find the men of the South marching 
side by side with them and doing their full and entire duty to the 
common country that belongs to us all. 

Mr. KILGORE. How large an appropriation will you vote to 
convince them? 

Mr. PENDLETON of West Virginia. I will vote every dollar 
that is necessary for the > of our country, if it takes 
the last cent out of Colonel RE's pocket. [Laughter.] 

The South is here, my friends, and, in the language of the late 
ae of 7 ia, Sr God oo she is one to —— 
as much a part and parce this country as any other part of it. 
And she has just as much to defend as any other section. Shall 
she be found wanting in her duty? I do not believe it. She will 
do as much as any section of the country to defend the nation. 
She has the same interests, the same feelings, and the same inspi- 
rations in the perpetuation and preservation of national honor, 
credit, and fame. 

My friend from the West [Mr. ee) a as if it werea 
matter of no interest to him if our coasts s be blockaded and 
our commerce upon the high seas interrupted. Let him stop for a 
moment to consider the inevitable disaster and woe that would 
come upon the great West if our harbors at New York, or New 
Orleans, or Charleston, or Galveston, or Boston, or Baltimore were 
closed by the hostile demonstrations of foreign ships. What 
would be the effect upon the exportation of the products of the 
American farmer from the West and the South? 

Mr. SIMPSON. I do not want to be put in a bad light-—— 

Mr. PENDLETON of West Virginia. Of course I would not 
put the gentleman in a bad light. 

Mr. SIMPSON. Therefore I wish to state that I did not say 
what the gentleman has attributed tome. I did not say it was of 
no interest to me if any of our great on the Atlantic sea- 
coast should be blockaded. I said that and cther foreign 
countries are under bonds to keep the peace with us, because if 
they should undertake to destroy the property in any of these 
on cities they would destroy more of their own property than 

ours. 

Mr. PENDLETON of West Virginia. What I have indicated 
has been the line of argument pursued here—that citizens of the 
South and the West have no interest in this question, and my 
friend made one line of his from this standpoint—that- 
America owns no ships; that we have nocarrying trade ourselves. 
It is true that weown comparatively few ships; it is true, also, that 
the graat bulk of American commerce with ign nations is car- 
ried on in foreign ships. But none the less does it devolve wpon 
us te »rotect that commerce, although it happens to be carried in 
foreign ships. Nine hundred million dollars’ worth of American 

“cts went across the broad Atlantic to the nations of 
t year. Whence did those products come? Where were they 
raised and who would be the sufferers if that commerce were for 
a month or a year interrupted? Who sell that i 
ilized world? The farmers of Kansas (from which State my friend 
hails) ee oe ee ee ne oe ee 

Mr, DAVIS. Will Far me permit a question? 

Mr. PENDLETON of West Virginia. Oh, yes. 

Mr. DAVIS. Does the gentleman think we should build vessels 


under ‘sh 
Ot PENDLETON of West Virgin be American i. 


would stand in a v. position before farmers 
when he me they should find that 500,000 or 5,000,000 
on 


bushels of Kansas corn, placed on a British to be to 

Great Britain, could not get out of the port of New York use 

he had voted for a poor navy insufficient to that harbor 

and drive away the foreign ships that might be preventing that 
from ou 


Kansas corn going out. 

Mr. DAVIS. Because we did not build ships to protect the 
ae 

Mr, P N of West Virginia. I do not care what flag 
it might be. I want to keep the American ports open; I want to 
allow you men from the West to send your corn, your wheat, and 
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whatever else you may raise to whatever market you may desire 
to send it to be sold. 

os LIVINGSTON. Then the gentleman is in favor of free 
ships? 

Mr. PENDLETON of West Virginia. I have always been in 
favor of most things being free. 

Mr. Chairman, gentlemen from the South and West, from whom 
it is supposed some opposition to this bill may come, are more in- 
terested in this matter of strengthening the American Navy than 
any other class of our population. Almost the entire cotton crop 
of the South is sold to European nations. The great surplus of 
the products of the West—their corn, their wheat, their pork, 
their generalagricultural surpius—finds amarketin Europe. And 
it is the duty of the American Congress, if we desire to look after 
the general welfare, to adopt such a policy, not only that a small 
nation, not only that a feeble naval power sh: |1 not be able to in- 
terrupt our commerce, but that we shall be able to maintain a 
navy strong enough to keep open every American port so that we 
can seek the markets of the world without vexation, without hin- 
drance, and without interruption from any quarter whatever. 

There is woe and misery in Kansas to-day, and the cry of the 
2% le has long made itself heard. How much greater would they 

, how much more widespread, if in the event of a foreign war 
the farmers of that State and of the West should find the Atlantic 
and Pacific ports closed by the superior fleets of the nation with 
which we were at war, and find the surplus agriculture whose sale 
in Europe them from the almshouse wasting and decaying 
in their fields for want of a market because their representatives 
were too penurious to vote the ee p the seas 
clear for the successful shipment of their produce to the place of 
marketing and sale. 

Mr. SIMPSON. Does the gentleman think a battle ship of 10,000 
tons displacement is a — ship to protect American commerce 
on the es , or is she not better adapted to coast defense? 

Mr. P’ LETON of West Virginia. She is good for both pur- 
poses. She is a first-class ship to keep your ports open and pre- 
vent the blockade of our large cities —— 

Mr. SIMPSON. Do you not think that the armored cruiser is 
a more valuable boat as a to our commerce? 

Mr. PENDLETON of West Virginia. No, I do not. I think 
the heavy battle ~~ best for all purposes 

Mr. N. You want a swift-moving ship—— 

Mr. PENDLETON of West Virginia. And I call your aiten- 
tion to another thing. The gentleman from Kansas, in his re- 
marks a few moments ago with reference to the recent naval 
battles between China and Japan, made some comments which I 
do not think are warranted by the facts. He stated that the 
great battle ships have not proved themselves to be effective as 
against the light-armored, swift cruisers; but, as a matter of fact, 
the reports show that these Chinese battle ships endured, with but 
little injury, all of the shot and shell to which they had been sub- 
jected from the fire of the Japanese guns and endured with safety 
every attack on them. They were not injured or destroyed in 
that way. The naval experts say that if the Chinese ships had 
been properly handled or handled with the same skill as the 
—- ships in these battles there would have been a ver 

ifferent result. At any rate they withstood every attack e 
on them. 

Mr. LOUD. And is it not also a fact that these ships were built 
in the sevonties? 

Mr. PENDLETON of West Virginia. And, as my friend from 
California suggests, they were old ships, built some eighteen or 
twenty years ago, and even then were not considered be the 
best ships of their class. 

Mr. DAVIS. Is it nota fact that most of our ships are obsolete 
or out of date from the time that they are finished? 

Mr. PENDLETON of West Virginia. I will come to that pres- 
ently. 

But further, the two great battle ships of the Chinese destroyed 
by the Japanese were blown up Peer Well, the 0es 
would have blown up any other kind of vessels if they came in 
contact with them. 

Mr. TALBERT of South Carolina. They would have blown up 
* Old Nick,” would they not? 

Mr. PENDLETON of West Virginia. And my friend from 
South Carolina suggests that they would probably have made 
short work of “ ick” if he had come in contact with them. 
But my friend from Kansas seems to think that is a reason why 
we should not build ships of that class, because they are liable to 
be blown up by torpedoes. And the other gentleman from Kansas 
— Dave} suggests now that the new ships soon become obso- 

ete or out of date, and that we should not build ships because 
many of them that we have built have gone out of date. He al- 
athe as a fatal difficulty in such construction. But, Mr. 
i , it is an argument that refutes itself. If there are to 
be changes in the fashions my friend may as well say we should 
not wear clothes because those we buy oder may be old-fashioned 
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vote it because we have ceased to be demagogues and intend as far 
as we can to be far-seeing statesmen. We are going to vote it be- 
cause we do not desire that in any future time of stress or diffi- 
culty we shall be compelled to reproach ourselves that when we 
had the opportunity we failed to prepare, instead of waiting until 
the war had come upon us, as other nations have sometimes done 
in the past. 

The Navy is popular. The American people love it, and they 
will not count as wasted the money that Congress may expend to 
improve it, to maintain and increase it. Its achievements are the 
proudest in our history and are treasured in every heart that 
beats with national pride and swells with the recollection of the 
deeds of a not soon to be forgotten past. In our school days we 
read of Decatur, of Lawrence, of Hull, of Paul Jones, and of 
Perry, and while their memory lasts we shall be true to its les- 
sons and true in devotion to the flag, as they were in other days. 

We are going to have these three great battle ships because we 
need them, because we can have them, and because money is not 
so dear to us as national prestige. England is now spending one 
hundred millions to renew her fleets. She knows her interests 
and her patriots are awake. Shall wefear to risk fifteen or twenty 
millions for ourselves? Every American will say no. 

We are going to have them because we are proud of our name, 
because we are proud of our race, and intend that while America 
is free, while she is great and powerful, the flag that has come 
down to us from our fathers shall remain unspotted and be kept 
high up so long as it is in our care and keeping, and because we 
have determined to at all times and under all circumstances keep 
and fully maintain our country where she ought to be, among the 
greatest. the most powerful, and the most respected nations in the 
world. [Loud applause. | 

Mr. DOLLIVER. Mr. Chairman, the present naval appropria- 
tion bill carries $6,000,000 in excess of last year. I am not dis- 
posed to refer to what might on the surface _—e to be a failure 
on the part of the committee to respond to the evident situation 
of the Treasury. On the other hand, Iam dis d to think that 
every dollar authorized by the committee ought to be appropri- 
ated; and I have already had enough experience in dealing with 
public opinion on questions of appropriations to know that no 
partisan advantage arises from the parade of statistics of our 
appropriations if the public be satisfied that the money is wisely 
appropriated and honestly expended. 

here are possibly only two items in dispute in the bill which the 
committee has reported—the increase recommended by the De- 
partment for the enlisted force of the Navy and an appropriation 
to begin the construction of certain battle shipsand torpedo vessels. 
Though I do not live upon the seaboard, Ihave always since I have 
been a member of this House thought it wise to encourage the 
building of the new American Navy. I believe that the people of 
the Mississippi Valley are interested both from sentimental and 
practical considerations in the construction of such a fleet as will 
enable the United States at all times to maintain the safety and 
dignity of the country. 
do not know that anything ought to be said by way of criti- 
cism of the fact that the present management of the Commitiee 
on Naval Affairs seems to be able to anticipate the construction 
of a magnificent fleet without the expense of a very bewildering 
sum of money. Iam almost led to emphasize the skill with which 
my colleagues on the Committee on Naval Affairs have managed 
to provide for torpedo vessels, for cruisers, and for battle ships 
of the largest type upon an ate cash appropriation of, I be- 
lieve, less than $500,000. [Laegaser. The enterprise is magnifi- 
cent, but not less magnificent than the enterprise of the commit- 
tee in loading the expense on the next and succeeding Congresses. 
Renewed laughter.} Ido not, however, wonder at that, for, as 
the gentleman from West Virginia [Mr. PENDLETON] so curiously 
admitted a moment 

Mr. TALBOTT ai Mersin: Will my colleague allow me an 
interruption? 

Mr. DOLLIVER. Cortana. 

Mr. TALBOTT of Maryland. Is not turn about fair play? 

Mr. DOLLIVER. I do not think the Republican management 
of the Naval Committee was ever able to accomplish so splendid 
a —_ 43 enaersaes as my friend from Maryland has accomplished 
in this bill. 

Mr. SAYERS. Did not the Fifty-first Congress load us down 
pretty heavily? 

Mr. DOLLIVER. Oh, no. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. We loaded ourselves down after we had been 


defeated at the polls. . 
Mr. DOLLIVER. The Fifty-first Congress made a substantial 
appropriation to carry on the construction of the ships that were 
authorized, and I do not think that can be said of the appropria- 
tions made in this bill. But I do not intend to insist upon criti- 
cism of this character, because the Democratic party has always 
enjoyed throughout the United States a first-class reputation for 
friendship to the American Navy on about as small a contribution 
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of funds toits upbuilding as can easily be imagined. [Laughter.] 

The Republican party has had great difficulty in extorting even 
from the friends of the cause a recognition of its service and 
friendly activity in its behalf. 

The people most interested in the construction of ships seem to 
regard the indifference, even the hostility, of the Democratic party 
as of more importance to them than the cooperation and aid of the 
Republican voters of the United States and their Representatives 
in this House. Insix years the Democratic party has contributed, 
according to our records, only an insignificant fraction of theie 
votes to any proposition looking toward the restoration of the 
American fleet; and to-day throughout the country nearly every- 
body that I have met believes that Secretary Whitney, in the first 
Administration of Mr. Cleveland, was the author and practically 
the finisher of the naval projects of the Government. Yet the 
record and history of the case show that the full plan of the new 
American Navy antedates the Administration of Mr. Whitney, 
and that it has been carried forward in this House and in the Ex- 
ecutive Departments by the aid, counsel, and support of the Re- 
publican party. 

The Democratic party, even when in charge of the Government, 
has not effectively advised any progress in the construction of the 
new ships. At the beginning of the Fifty-third Congress the Sec- 
retary of the Navy, then fresh from the chairmanship of the Com- 
mittee on Naval Affairs of this House, made bold, contrary to his 
whole record while a member of this House, to recommend an en- 
larged appropriation for additions to the fleet. That recommen- 
dation was supervised by the Chief Magistrate and it was practi- 
cally annulled, so far as its influence on this House was concerned, 
by that portion of the message of President Cleveland in which he 
suggested that the depleted condition of our Treasury ought to 
impress Congress with the idea that there was not much propriety 
in further appropriations for new work in the construction of 
naval vessels. 

Iam glad to observe that in the course of two years the Secre- 
tary of the Navy has been able to convert the Chief Magistrate to 
a more liberal naval policy, for I find in his message sent to Con- 
gress in the present session that the President seems to have some- 
what broadened his views as to our naval policy. Hesuggests the 
construction of battle ships and cruisers and torpedo boats, sayin 
that if we are to have a navy for warlike operations, offensive an 
defensive, we certainly ought to increase the number beth of the 
battle ships and of the torpedo boats. 

He goes further, and shows symptoms of returning reason in the 
field of practical affairs by some observations which, while they 
are true, must sound strange, if not unreasonable, to the great 
mass of his followers in this House. He says that the manufac- 
ture of armor plates requires an extensive plant and the aggrega- 
tion of many skilled workmen, 

_All the armor necessary to complete the vessels now building will be de- 
livered before the Ist of June next. If no new contracts are given out, the 
contractors must disband their workmen and their plants must lieidle. Battle 
ships authorized at this time would not be well under way until late in the 
coming fiseal year. At least three years and a half from the time of the con- 
tract would be required for their completion. The Secretary states that not 
more than 15 per cent of the cost of such ships would need to be included in 
the appropriations for the coming year. 

We have here the President of the United States solemnly urg- 
ing upon a Democratic Congress, which in one way or another 
has managed to cripple nearly all the great industrial plants of the 
country, to stand by the upbuilding of the American Navy in or- 
der that the iron and steel manufacturers of the United States 
may have employment for their workmen and occupation for 


their great establishments. 
That will beat the bill, will it 


oa HENDERSON of Iowa. 
not 

Mr. DOLLIVER. Iam afraid that will beat the bill, because, 
so far as my observation extends, I have never yet meta thoroughly 
organized free-trade Democrat or Populist, like my friend from 
Kansas, who seemed to have theslightest notion that itmakes any 
difference what becomes of the industrial plants of the United 
States so that we secure our fair share of the markets of the world. 

Now, I ee perfectly with the President that not only the 
safety and dignity of the country require the continued progress 
of our fleet, but that in these times of poverty, idleness, and mis- 
fortune it is well for the country to continue, so far as its patron- 
age will contribute to that result, the operation and the activity of 
the great machine shops that have been called into existence by 
— policy of the Government in respect to the Navy of the United 

tates. 

There was a time, as I have often heard my friend from Maine 
ah BoUTELLE] say, when few people in the United States be- 

eved that the industrial skill of our own country would ever be 
able to supply either the armor or the guns needed for the Ameri- 
can Nayy. I believe that in its history no more practical service 
will be found than that service rendered not only to the Navy, 
but to the industries of the nation by my friend from Maine 
when, as a member of the Committee on Naval Affairs, he insisted 
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in this House that it was better for us to go without the ships until 
we had developed, by the genius and industry of our own people, 
the ability to make the materials entering into their construction. 
[Applause.] To-day nothing that is required in the construction 
or the equipment of a ship need be bought anywhere outside of 
our own country, and Mr. Cleveland is right in holding that 
in times like these the occupation of these great centers of indus- 
try is a worthy and fit motive to influence Congress in the pursvit 
of its national policy. 

I do not believe in the suggestion of my friend from Kansas 
Mr. ae that we ought not to do anything further in this 
irection until we see whether the battle shipsand the other mod- 

ern war vessels are to be the final and permanent type of naval 
architecture. There might have been some force in such a sug- 
gestion at the beginning. The transition from sailing vessels and 
ships of wood to the iron and steel ships of to-day was a transition 
so great that a nation might well and safely have waited for the 
success of experiments in that direction before making the change, 
and I believe there was a real wisdom in the fact that we did not 
begin the construction of the steel fleet of the United States until 
the experiments of other nations had warranted us in the con- 
clusion that a final and permanent type of naval architecture had 
been reached. 

It can not be possible that the inventive genius of man will 
ever render these specimens of naval architecture which the na- 
tions of the world are now building obsolete or ineffective. We 
have had, of course, in this country no little trouble in the pro- 
duction of armor plate, and last summer it fell to my lot, asa 
member of the Naval Committee of this House, to enter with 
some minuteness into the examination of charges of fraud pre- 
ferred in some quarters against a great steel firm engaged in 
the production of armor plate for the war ships of the United 
States. 

It is not out of place for me to say here, notwithstanding the 
report of the Naval Committee in the last session, that I do not 
credit the exaggerated statement sent abroad involving that com- 
pany ina cheap attempt to defraud the United States and endan- 
ger the safety of our armored vessels. It is tomy mind hardly 
credible that an investment of millions employed in a gigantic 
business, of which the production of armor plate was only an in- 
significant fraction, was turned into a poor and awkward con- 
spiracy against its customers. 

Sickness and the pressure of affairs in the closing hours of the 
last Congress left me unable to give the attention which I would 
have given to the gee of that committee but for my absence 
from the Capitol. The Se charged fraud and conspiracy upon 
the steel company at Pittsburg which had for many years been en- 

aged in furnishing armor plate for the ships of the United States. 

n a general way the evidence taken before that committee war- 
ranted severe criticism against the company, yet I for one then 
agreed and now agree with the Chief of the Ordnance Bureau of 
the Navy and with the Secretary, that whatever irregularities oc- 
curred at Pittsburg, whatever deceit may have been contrived by 
the workingmen engaged in the construction of these steel plates 
at the Carnegie Steel Works, no man ought to say that the armor 
furnished for the new ships of the United States is wanting in 
strength or efficiency for the service for which they were intended. 

I believe that the Secretary of the Navy is right when he says 
that not one plate has been accepted by the Government which is 
not above the minimum limit wirel by the contract. So that 
whatever irregularities oce at Pittsburg—and there were 
many—although, asI have indicated, it was not my fortune to 
see the report made by the Committee on Naval Affairs before it 
was submitted to this House in the last session of Congress— 
whatever irregularities occurred there, the members of this House 
and the people of the United States may rely with absolute confi- 
dence upon the fact that the armor plate furnished is above the 
minimum limit required by a just construction of the contract 
with the Carnegie Steel Company. 

Whatever weight and force the criticisms of my friend from 
Kansas may be entitled to, they ought not, in my judgment, to be 
an influential argument against the further construction of ships 
by the United States or against the further reliance of Congress 
upon the steel-producing plants of our own country in furnishing 
the material for the ships and for the armor of ships. 

I wish to say another word. I was interested in what my friend 
from Kansas had to say about the merchant marine of the United 
States. My study of the question of reviving the merchant marine 
of the United States convinces me that it is not only a question of 
commerce, but a mili question; and if I had the guidance of 
the naval policy of the United States I would put the Navy and 
the mercantile marine in strict partnership and build both of them 
at the same time. 

I was struck in reading the newspapers the other day by the 
fact that the splendid officer who conducted the French line 
steamer La Gase to the port of New York was a lieutenant in 
the French navy, detailed by his Government for the command 
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of that merchant and passenger, ship which, under contract with 
the French Government, is at any time available for all the pur- 
poses of war or \ 

I had the pleasure not long ago of reading a book which has 
occasioned, perhaps, the most friendly criticism of our Navy in 
every capital of the world—the work of Captain Mahan on The 
Influence of Sea Power in History. One thing which that great 
student and writer lays down seems to me to be absolutely true— 
that the basis of a successful navy is a merchant fleet, which in 
time of peace is a training school of seamanship and in time of 
war may be converted to all naval purposes. 

Mr. SIMPSON. Does the gentleman think that these battle 
ships loaded down with armor plate would be available for the 
merchant marine? 

Mr. DOLLIVER. Now,I do not intend to debate with ‘‘the 
sage of Medicine Lodge ” about the utility of war ships in the fleet 
of the United States or of any nation in the world. Iam nota 
practical seaman, but I know—— 

Mr. SIMPSON. It seems that your logic, like the steel plates 
furnished by Mr. Carnegie, is full of flaws. 

Mr. DOL R. My idea is that the gentleman’s knowledge 
of logic and his knowledge of ships of war are about on a parity. 
[Laughter. 

Mr. SIMPSON. Iam in favor of ‘“ maintaining the parity.” 

Mr. BOUTELLE (to Mr. Smupson). You must have made a 
terrible hole in your “‘reserve.” [Laughter.] 

Mr. DOLLIV. There is not a nation in the world that has 
not studied the question of battle ships—not one; and I put their 
science and their knowledge against the enthusiasm of my friend 
from Kansas. [Laughter. ] e says that the ships of Japan sunk 
the ships of China. Thatistrue. Ido notsuppose that the genius 
of man or the wisdom of God could make a ship and man it with 
Chinese sailors which could not be sunk by the military genius of 
the rising EmpireofJapan. [Applause.] Put American seamen 
on the Chinese to: 0 boats Gee they would have sunk the ships 
of Japan. Put Chinese sailors on the battle ships of the United 
States and the torpedo boats of any country in the world would 
probably sink them. 

So that my friend is entirely wrong and I think unwise in un- 
dertaking to draw at short range any lesson for us from the ex- 
perience of Japan, although he has as an example the Secretary 
of the Navy himself, who in a recent review has undertaken to 
throw the light of Chinese experience upon the naval policy of 
the United States. [Laughter and applause. } 

Iam in favor of torpedo boats; and I intend to introduce an 
amendment to this bill when we come to consider it by paragraphs, 
requiring two such boats to be built on the Father of Waters, in 
the valley of the Mississippi. ee I amin favor of gun- 
boats; and I believe our naval policy will one day do the dispatch 
business of the Navy not by costly ships, but by gunboats and 
light-draft vessels. 1 am in favor of cruisers—swift, well armed, 
well equipped—for all emergencies of war and of peace. Butabove 
all, I am in favor of the battle ship, equipped by the best artillery 
sroovees by the science of the world and ready everywhere to de- 
end against all comers the safety and the dignity of the great 
Republic. [Applause.] 

Of course these great enterprises involve large expenditures and 


can not be conducted without money or price. But, Mr. Chair- 
man, there.is one thing about the expenditure in this connection 
that I rather like, and that is that every dollar expended gves to 
our own people, to our own capital, to our own labor, to our own 
industrial system, and we lose nothing as a nation by thus giving 


patronage and support to the activities of the American peuple. 
{ Applause. } 

But I started out to say a few moments ago that behind the 
Navy lies the merchant fleet of this country. Wehave had before 
us already and passed a bill, whose wisdom I do nct question, that 
put under the American flag two great ships, the Paris and New 
York, requiring their owners to duplicate them at some American 
shipyard, which they are about to do or are now doing. In fact 
one of the two has been recently launched in Philadelphia. 

I want to live long enough to see our American shipyards made 
active as they have never been heretofore in all of our history by 
the construction of an American merchant fleet. [Applause.] 
The Chief Magistrate of the United States, with a purpose which 
I am not entirely able to fathom, seems to appreciate the impor- 
tance of keeping busy the great steel-producing plants now es- 
tablished in this country, and yet before lie finishes his message 
to Congress he recommends that we abandon the struggling ship- 
yards of our own countrymen, and whenever we want to pur- 
chase a ship go abroad, buy a ship there ready made, and put it 
on the high seas under the American flag! 

The wisdom, I repeat, of that suggestion I can not quite fathom. 
I will say to the gentleman from Kansas, who has echoed on this 
floor that suggestion of the President of the United States, that 
if we have got to sacrifice the business of building ships in order 
to acquire the business of sailing them, I for one would not be 
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willing to make this sacrifice under any conditions or cirenm- 
stances. [Applause.] It is needless for my friend from Kansas 
to say that the high protective tariff has driven the American 
merchant marine from the sea because it has prevented the build- 
ing of American ships. It is needless for him to say that the cost 
of the material entering into the construction of a ship by reason 
of the tariff has made it impossible for the shipyards of America 
to produce ships for our own commerce. 

That statement is not borne out by facts. The gentleman from 
Maine, Governor DINGLEY, justly and promptly suggested to my 
friend from Kansas that for a quarter of a century and more the 
materials that enter into the construction of ships for the foreign 
trade of this country have been free by our laws, and if my friend 
from Kansas, who for four beautiful years past has been doing the 
spectacular act before his countrymen as the friend and spokes- 
man of labor on this floor, will take time to investigate the matter 
for himself he will find that the only way for us to build ships in 
competition with the Clyde is to sacrifice the level of American 
life and the wagesof American labor. [Applause.] For my part, 
Mr. Speaker, I refuse to do either, whether on the advice of the 

ntleman from Kansas or of the President of the United States. 
fhenewet applause. | 

On the contrary, to come to a practical view of the matter, I 
have made my mind that the only way the American people 
will ever regain their ascendency upon the high seas is by pursu- 
ing rigidly the policy which has enabled their competitors to 
monopolize the ing trade of the world, and that is out of the 
general resources of the country to subsidize—and I do not hesi- 
tate to use the word which has beaten every bill for the upbuild- 
ing of the merchant marine that has been introduced here within 
my recollection—to subsidize the carrying trade as France has 
done, as Germany has done, as Great Britain has done, and thus 
put our seamen and ship owners on an equal footing with the rest 
of the world and enable them to enter into a competition which 
shall in time enable us to regain the honored position on the high 
= ee we once held in the commerce of the world. [Ap- 

use. 

I do not know whether it will be done or not, but Lintend to 
stand here advocating that policy toward the merchant marine 
of the United States whether it be adopted or not. If compelled 
to choose between closing out the shipbuilding industry of the 
United States, a thing that would not only destroy the merchant 
marine, but also our national independence, if accomplished, and 
an losing the carrying trade of the seas, I shall stand 
the home shipyards and let foreign commerce take care of itself. 
[Applause]. . 

I yield the remainder of my time to the gentleman from Maine 
[Mr. DineLey]. How much time have I remaining? 

The CHAIR . The gentleman has twent. ne 

Mr. DINGLEY. I will reserve the time which m yielded 
to me by the gentleman from Iowa. 

Mr. LL of Missouri. Mr. Chairman—— 

_The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Missouri is recog- 


Mr. TALBOTT of Maryland. I will ask the gentleman from 
Texas if he wishes to occupy any time now. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair i 
Missouri [Mr. Haux]. 

Mr. TALBOTT of Maryland. I only wanted to ask the gentle- 
man from Texas [Mr. SayEeRs},who appears to control the oppo- 
sition to this bill, how much time he desires to use at this point? 
We have occupied about an hour. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will state that he did not know 
there had been any arrangement made. 

Mr. TALBOTT of Maryland. There has not been any such 
definite t, but I thought it was due to the gentleman 
from Texas (air. ees aera cae Saeeee was any gen- 
tleman in ition to the bill to whom he wished to yield. 
The gentleman from Missouri [Mr. Haw] 
wishes to be heard. 

Pa CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Missouri is entitled to 
oor. 

Mr. HALL of Missouri. Mr. Chairman, I want to give notice 
that when we reach lime 15, on 2 of this bill, under the five- 
minute rule, I shall offer the following amendment to it: 

Provided further, That hereafter one-half of the vacancies in the 

commander 


grades of captain and in the line of the Navy shall be filled by 
promotion until scch grades shall be reduced to the f numbers, 
namely: Captains, 


the gentleman from 


40; commanders, 40. 


Now, my reason for that is this, and I want to ask the members 
of the Naval Committee if I misstate any facts with regard to this 
mT bold in my hand the Neval 1 Register for J: 1, 1895. I 

oid in my av or January 1, . In 
that Naval Register I find 45 captains. Of that number of cap- 

M TTALBOTT of Maryland By promotion i d 

r. . on in your amend- 
qnent do you meen goumnstion youn tha quads 6¢ deptaiat 


Mr. HALL of Missouri. No, I do not. Now, by the Naval 
Register for the date I mention I find that out of 45 captains 
there are 13 at sea and 32 on shore. Out of the 85 commanders 
there are 14atseaand7ion shore. Then, putting them together, 
of the 130 commanding officers we find 27 of them at sea and 107 
on shore, or,in other words, four-fifths of the commanding offi- 
cers of the Navy are not performing sea service. 

‘Taking the most extreme cases, of captains having the greatest 
sea service under present commission, the greatest length of sea 
service is three years in a period of ten years and three months. 

Now, how can we increase the efficiency of a Navy of 130 com- 
manding officers, including commanders and captains, when out 
of these 130 men only 27 are on sea duty? In other words, such a 
Lows d as that does not increase the efficiency of that class of 
people. 

I would say, in the place of 130 commanding officers I would 
have 80. This would still give them a little less than one-half of 
their time at sea and would increase the efficiency of the service 
by skilling these officers in sea duties. Now,the commanding 
officer having greatest sea service under the present commis. 48 
has four years and eleven months of sea service out of a total of 
twelve yearsand eight months. Eighteen of the 45 captains have 
a a than one year’s service, and eight of them have had none 
at all. 

I think when we are appropriating money for the naval service we 
ought to consider whether we are increasing the efficiency of the 
Navy when we have 130 commanding officers, and out of that 
number only 27 of them are at sea. 

But we find that out of the 718 line officers in the United States 
er. 294 are at sea and more than one-seventh, or 105, are in 
Washington city to-day. Now, there isa reason for that. I dare 
make this statement, that there are more line officers of the Navy 
to-day in the city of Washington now than there have been in a 
period of fifteen years. 

Mr. BLACK. What are they doing here? 

Mr. WISE. Reorganization! 

Mr. HALL of Missouri. The question of reorganization of the 
personnel of the Navy is up; and they are here, as I understand, 
and am credibly informed, working in that line. I say, give these 
men something to do by sending them to sea. 

‘ Mr. MONEY. Will the gentleman allow me to ask him a ques- 
on? 

Mr. HALL of Missouri. Yes. 

Mr. MONEY. Does the gentleman say that any naval officer is 
here, except upon a detail of some sort? 

Mr. i of Missouri. Oh, Isuppose not. 

Mr. TALBOTT of Maryland. Or on leave? 

Mr. HALL of Missouri. I suppose not. 

Mr. MONEY. Do you mean tosay that they were detailed here 
for the purpose of working on this bill? 

Mr. LL of Missouri. Noone can have the information to 
assert that itively. 

Mr. MONEY. Then you do not mean anything? 

Mr. HALL of Missouri. I say it so happens accidentally, if you 
wish to put itin that way, but it seems to me very passing strange. 

Mr. MONEY. Putitin your own language. I only want to 
know what you mean. 

Mr. HALL of Missouri. It appears that there happen to be, 
then, we will say accidentally, perhaps, more line officers in the 
city of Washi n at the time this bill for the reorganization of 
the personnel of the Navy is pending, than have been known to 
be here at one time in the history of the Navy, for many years. 

Mr. MONEY. That is just a change in the phraseology of the 
sentence, 

Mr. HALL of Missouri. I say let these men gotosea. I wish 
to know if any member of the Naval Committee denies any state- 
ment contained in the Naval Register? The Naval Register shows 
the fact which I have stated, and I propose, when we come to line 
15, page 2 of the bill, to move to decrease the number of these line 
officers, to the end that we may have them at least one-third of 
their time engaged in sea service, which will make them more ef- 
ficient in the ‘ormance of their duty. 

Mr. ME - Does not the Naval ister state the kind of 
ow in which every officer is employed? 

r. HALL of Missouri. Why, certainly; and I will say that I 
doe not believe it is necessary that men having the experience 
needed in commanding officers, either as captains or commanders 
of the line, should be here in Washington performing clerical du- 
ties. They are as follows: 


2 at REAR-ADMIRALS. 

at sea. 

3 have had no sea service as admiral. (The greatest amount of 
sea service that any one of them has had as an admiral is 
four months. ) 

1 of them has had no sea service, either as a commodore or a 
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COMMODORES. 
2 actually at sea. ‘ 
trying to get there (ordered to South Atlantic). 
commanding navy-yards. i 
commanding Newport Station, formerly a captain’s command. 
on other shore duty. 


CAPTAINS. 
at sea im command of ships. 

commandants of ae 

captains of navy-yards. _ 

commanding receivihg ships. 

on light-house duty. 

on examining boards. 

chief of bureau. 

member of board of eee. 
superintendent of Naval Academy. 

president of War College. 

equipment officer at a navy-yard. 

under instruction at Washington Navy- Yard. 
doing nothing. 


COMMANDERS. 
at sea in command of naval vessels. 
commanding training ships and monitors. 
light-house duty. 

Naval Academy. 

Navy Department and navy-yard. 
Fish Commission. 

navy-yards other than Washington. 
naval stations. 

steel inspection. 

ship inspection. 

‘Atlante Exposition. 

Naval Home. 

returning to United States. 

12 doing nothing. 
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NEWPORT COMMAND. 
1 commodore, commanding naval station, Newport. 
1 captain, president of War College. 
1 commander, commanding training ship and station. 
1 commander, m charge of torpedo station. 


4 


LIEUTENANT-COMMANDERS. 

23 at sea in naval vessels. 

6 in training ships, and Michigan, and Coast Survey. 
14 Navy Department, navy-yard, etc. (2 in library). 

6 Naval Academy. 

4 light-house duty. 

7 navy-yards other than Washington. 

8 receiving ships. 

2 naval attach 

6 other shore duty (1 steel inspector). 

2 doing nothing. 


73 





LIEUTENANTS. 
105 at sea in naval vessels. 
22 in training ships, Coast Survey, etc. 
87 Navy Department, navy-yard, ete. (Washington). 
22 Naval fans 
17 navy-yards and stations other than Washington. 
13 receiving ships. 
13 other shore duty. 
21 doing nothing. 
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LIEUTENANTS, JUNIOR GRADE. 
30 at sea. 


17 training ships, etc. 
11 Washington. 

3 Naval Academy. 

3 navy-yards. 

1 receiving ship. 

9 other shore duty. 
1 doing nothing. 
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.| ful and just, and yet aggrieved. And so we may be called upon 











































ENSIGNS. 
90 at sea ; 
19 training ships, etc. 
23 Washington. 
li Naval Academy. 

4 navy-yards. 

2 receiving ships. 

14 other shore duty. 
10 doing nothing. 
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Mr.MEYER. Isthe gentleman prepared to state that the duties 
to which these officers are assigned are not required, and that they 
| are here merely in a formal way; that the duties assigned are not 
| essential to the needs of the service? 
| Mr. HALL of Missouri. Oh, Isuppose they are doing some duty, 
'some of them. <A great many of themareonleave. But why are 
| you defending a em under which, out of 130 commanding offi- 
| cers, men whose duty and experience fit them for the command of 
| vessels, only 27 are at sea and 103 are on shore? Is our Navy at 

sea, or is it on shore? 

Mr. MEYER. Is the gentleman yprepered to state, from a view 
| of the Naval Register, that any of those captains to whom he 
| has referred are not employed on duty that is required, and that 
| is important and essential to the proper conduct of the Navy? 
| Mr. HALL of Missouri. I have not gone through it item by 
| item or name by name to see what positions these men are filling. 
| But I do believe that a great many of them are here nominally on 

duty, but actually are performing none except working for some 
bill in which the are interested. 

Mr. MEYER. That is merely belief. 

Mr. HALL of Missouri. Their place is at sea, and we should 
cut down their numbers so as to keep them at sea. 

Mr. MONEY. Mr. Chairman, it is very much to be regretted 
by me, and perhaps by the House, that the duty of defending the 
new construction of the American Navy should have devolved 
upon me instead of upon some member of that committee who 
from longer service is more familiar with the subject-matter under 
discussion and the necessities of the Navy. But, Mr. Chairman, 
I wouid not presume to ask the attention of this House if I could 
not derive from a study of this question abundant reason why this 
ap riation should be ad 

1 not undertake to say that these gentlemen who oppose this 
feature of the bill, gentlemen who have been distinguished for 
their wisdom and their experience in legislative matters, gentlemen 
who have constituted themselves, and honorably so, the “ watch- 
dogs of the Treasury,” men who have guarded carefully and jeal- 
ously the public Treasury and the public interests, are not actuated 

| by motives strictly as honest as my own. Bat, Mr. Chairman, a 
| great deal is to be attributed to point of view and the amount of 
| study; and while I recognize the ability and patriotism of those 
| gentlemen I believe that their position on this subject springs from 
a shallow knowledge of the sulrject. 
Now, the q estion is whether or not we shall have a navy com- 
mensurate the necessities of a great nation like the United 
| States of America. I will also say of those gentlemen who have 
| arrayed themselves in opposition to this measure, that if this flag 
should be imsulted, if a speck of war were to be seen in the now 
unclouded sky, and if the storm should burst in fury upon our 
coasts, those who deal with the Navy in so niggardiy a manner 
would be quite as prompt, quite as generous and patriotic as [ or 
any other man in voting the amount necessary for defending the 
honor of the flag and protecting the interests of this great nation. 
Believing that to be true, yet I conceive that these gentlemen 
have assumed the position they have beause they do not know 
what the necessities of this country are in that respect. It is not 
because they have not the intelligence to grapple with this sub- 
ject, but because other ial duties have been particularly de- 
volved upon them which have absorbed their attention and energy. 

Mr. Chairman, I would ask what is the necessity for an Ameri- 
can Navy? It is true, as I will concede to these gentlemen, that 
we are enjoying the most friendly relations with other nations of 
the earth. There isno man who will say, from presentindications, 
that there is a a that those peaceful relations will soon 
or ever be disturbed. ile we are at peace with all other na- 
tions, no one knows how soon we may become involved in a for- 
eign war. 

Lam a peaceful man, and yet I have had personal difficulties 
in which I did not think I was at fault. The nations may be peace- 


to defend the flag. to protect the persons and the property of citi- 
zens of the United States. Itis true that we have exemptions 
from the chances of war that are enjoyed by few, or probably none, 
of the great nations of the world. The physical fact of our iso- 
lation gives us in a great measure that exemption. We have no 
foreign dependencies, no extended colonies to defend. We have 
no widespread commerce that would call upon us for the main- 
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tenance of a large navy or, that would involve usin a.war with 
a foreign country. 

Mr. SICKLES. But we will have the commerce. 

Mr. MONEY. I hope the prediction of my gallant friend will 
soon }e verified. I hope the time is not far distant when not the 
white sail, but the black smoke that belches from an American 
merchant marine shall blot the blue skies of other countries, when 
the keels of our vessels shall vex the still waters of the harbors of 
all nations while we carry the product of American industry and 
energy to the remotest marts of commerce. Then it may be that 
contact and attrition may involve us in a war for which we stand 
confessedly unprepared. 

But, Mr. Chairman, although there is no een necessity for 
a large or powerful Navy to-day, as the white wings of peace 
spread over our country, yetthere are here 70,000,000 of aggres- 
sive people of the ardent, conquering Anglo-Saxon stock, with 
their aggressive blood coursing ‘arouse their veins. They are not 
willing to brook insult or tolerate wrong, and they will not be con- 
tent with a peace, enforced by an ineffective Navy, but they 
demand a Navy that will command the peace. 

No nation can so readily secure peace as by being prepared for 


war. 

Mr. SICKLES. When we can whip them they do not want to 
fight us. 

Mr. MONEY. * Well, I reckon we shall always be able to whip 
them some way or other. Insaying that Icountupon the reserved 
energy and the inherent traits of the American character. But 
the time for improvising a navy has passed away. All this talk 
about destroying the commerce of an enemy by a few fleet cruisers 
has become nonsense since steam has supplanted sails. A cruiser 
must keep the ocean. She must zigzag over the face of the globe, 
and she must be within reach of _— she must have a base of 
supplies or she ceases to work; and where have we, outside of our 
own borders, a base of supplies, a naval station? Gentlemen who 
talk about privateers as a means of destroying the commerce of a 
hostile nation are simply talking of the history of the past. It is 
true that in the old sailing days, even when the t overpower- 
ing navy of England dominated the ocean, the nch privateers 
in one year destroyed over 400 English vessels; but those French 
privateers had their bases of operation and supplies at Guadelou 
and Martinique, and when the English captured those two islands 
they broke u ow the wholesystem of French privateering. 

But, Mr. Chairman, the necessity for a navy is to be considered 
not only with reference to the chances of war but also in relation 
te the magnitude of the interests of this country that are to be 

rotected. It may be, and I hope it will be, that we shall enjoy a 
ong season of peace, with its fruitful gains; but the immense in- 
terests that are involved furnish ample reasons for the upbuilding 
of anavy for their protection. My een friend from Kan- 
sas [Mr. Smmpson] says that he sym izes with the men who 
work in the cotton field, in the wheat field, and in the manufac- 
tories, but does he not know that on the first outbreak of war be- 
tween this country and any of the five great nations of Europe, or 
even some second-class European power, our ports could be her- 
metically sealed, and the men who labor in the cotton fields and the 
wheat fields and the factories would find that our exports and their 
employment would cease? 

We ve to-day a commerce amounting annually to nearly one 
and a half billions of dollars. Thatcommerce somewhere, and 
in the event of a war, without a fleet ready and able to protect our 
harbors, our ports, and our commerce, we would be as the Confed- 
eracy was, with a blockade not -~ on po but effective, and 
then the constriction caused by a cordon of ships around the Amer- 
a coast would mean the stagnation and decay of American in- 

ustries, 

But objection seems to be made especially to battle ships. The 

ntleman from Kansas [Mr. eer and.some other gentlemen 

ve referred to the Yalu fight. That fight was worth hundreds 
of millions of dollars toevery maritime nation in the world. The 
tleman from Kansas seems to believe that it established the 
act that armored cruisers can fight battle ships. That is the les- 
son he draws from that fight. e gentleman was never so en- 
tirely wrong in his life. reads the lesson of that fight as the 
Chinese and Japanese read their books, backwards, from right to 
left, and from the end of the book to the ; 

The lesson of the Yalu fight, if it taught anything, was that 
armored cruisers can not fight successfully against battle ships. 
That fight taught them that the rapid-fire made the super- 
structure of the armored cruisers useless. It taught the fact that 
new 1 methods are necessary, because the halyards were shot 
away from the Chinese oe in fifteen minutes, and there was 
not a single maneuver performed by the Chinese during that five 
hours’ fight. The Japanese, on the contrary, well disciplined and 
well trained, si continually and maneuvered promptly and 


correctly, and the result was that those men, trained and brave, 
with an insufficient fleet, armor, and armament, almost destroyed 
the whole of the great Chinese fleet because they had not only 
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the advantage of training, but they also knew the incapacity of 
their adversaries. 

If it had not been for two Chinese battle ships, armed and ar- 
mored according to modern science, the whole Chinese fleet would 
have gone to the bottom, and if it had not been for several Amer- 
ican and European officers on board those Chinese battle ships, 
they too would probably have been destroyed. Mr. Chairman, 
the battle ship will be hereafter, as it is to-day, the great reliance 
in naval warfare. It will be to the naval combat what the in- 
fantry is to the army. The cruiser may be a scout; she may 
maintain the dignity of the country by exhibiting the majesty 
and power of the American people as symbolized abroad by her 
flag, but in the naval battles of the future the battle ship and the 
torpedo boat are the vessels that will give effective results. 

My friend from Kansas says that the torpedo boats can sink in 
a few minutes one of these great battle ships that cost so many 
millions of dollars. Now, as a matter of fact, in a great sea fight, 
especially with sea way, the torpedo boat is useless. When the 
torpedo ts sunk the Chinese battle ships those ships were at 
anchor in a small harbor, so that it was almost like target prac- 
tice. When the Aquidaban was sunk she was at anchor, and 
when the Esmeralda was sunk in the harbor of Valparaiso she 
was at anchor. But in the Yalu fight not one of the torpedo 
boats was effectively used. On the contrary the torpedoes ‘were 
thrown overboard because of the fear of their being exploded by 
the rapid-fire guns of the adversary. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, it may be, perhaps, that this House will 
listen to such landlubbers and fresh-water sailors as the gentle- 
man from Kansas in opposition to the old salts of the Naval Com- 
mittee [laughter]; but | want to say that those gentlemen whose 
business it has been to inquire into these matters are, I believe, 
unanimously of the opinion that it is necessary for the building 
up of our Navy that we should have these battle ships. Let us 
suppose, Mr. Chairman, that some affair like that of the Virgin- 
ius should happen to-morrow, or something like the Martin Kostza 
affair, and we should assert ourselves, what preparation have we 
made to receive the onset of our enemies? I want to show gen- 
tlemen a strategic map of the United States, so as to give them 
an object lesson. 

We may take it for granted that Great Britain is the power 
with which we should be most likely to have to contend, because 
the two nations have a coterminous frontier of over 3,000 miles; 
because she has all along our eastern front and far beyond our 
border in the north, and far below us on the south, a cordon 
of naval stations, dockyards and shipyards designed to hold in 
check the progress of this giant republic. I want to show gentle- 
men of the House by this map that in the event of a war with 
Great Britain there is not a single obstacle to prevent tribute 
being levied oe every city on our coast from Portland, Me., 
to Galveston, Tex. Our whole squadron combined could not stop 
for five minutes the progress of a squadron of British battle ships 
and armed cruisers. I ask the attention of gentlemen to this map. 
Those read circles which are marked upon ft are British dock- 
yards and naval stations upon their own territory. In addition to 
that, Great Britain has 70 or 80 coaling stations where her ships 
can go at once to renew their supplies of coal. I have a list of 
those stations here. 

I will not stop to read it now, but with the permission of the 
House I will insert it in an appendix to this speech. Now, what 
have we to resist the onelvemien of a nation like Great Britain, 
with a fleet of 251 fighting vessels, with bases of supplies for mu- 
nitions of war and provisions all along our coast and reaching 
away down into the Caribbean Sea and off the coast of South 
America? If any other nation should attack us, being across the 
Atlantic so far from its base of panes, it could bring to the at- 
tack only its vessels of great coal endurance, vessels whose radius 
of action must be many thousand miles. The radius of action of 
a war ship is the distance that it can travel with a full supply of 
coal moderately used, but the effective radius is only one-third of 
that distance, because one-third of the coal will be required to take 
the vessel to the point of action; one-third will be used in effective 
operations, and the remaining third to return the vessel to its base 
of supply. 

But out of the 251 ships that compose the fighting navy of Great 
Britain to-day, we must assume that a great many would be left 
for the defense of her shores. We must not sup that. she 
would strip the Channel and the Mediterranean and all her great 
provinces and independencies of their defense, leaving her com- 
merce unprotected, at the mercy of cruisers. Yet out of that fleet 
of 251 vessels she could bring not only those of great coal endur- 
ance, but those of limited coal endurance to attack us. She could 
rely upon these bases of eee: She could blow out of the 
water and destroy any fleet that the American nation could bring 
against her, and could establish herself on our main land at any 
P convenient to her. 

This a picture of what might occur. It is not impropable; it 
certainly is not impossible. It devolves upon us then to say 
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whether we shall live confessedly unprepared for war. If we 
should follow the course which would commend itself to a man of 
military ability, when Great Britain attacks us we should first 
upon a declaration of war hurl our forces upon those bases of sup- 
plies and capture her stations and dockyards. Have we the force 
to do that? Can we defend even the harbor of New York? Our 
monitors are suited only to still waters. They could not fire a gun 
while in seaway. 

I say that in the event of war we have not the power to make 
the first attack even upon Great Britain’s naval stations and bases 
of supplies. We should lie absolutely at her mercy. Does it be- 
come the honor of a great nation to be subject to the clemency or 
forbearance of any other nation on the face of the earth? We 
should, as Andrew Jackson said, yergere for war in time of peace 
as the best preservative of peace. en that great Hollander, 
De Witt, bewailed bitterly the parsimony of the Dutchmen he 
said: ‘In times of peace, éven though there be fear of rupture, their 

imony will not allow them to make sacrifices of money in or- 
tae that they may defend themselves beforehand.” 

We stand here then with the greatest security that any people 
can have ina ready navy. It is not necessary for us to compete 
with the great nations of the earth in the size of our Navy. We 
want only self-defense. I donot suppose we are about to launch 
out in a new policy of aggression. Yet, gentlemen of this House, 
you who to-day are voting for the Nicaragua Canal, you who in- 
sist upon the annexation of Hawaii, I ask you what would be the 
necessity of a navy if those two feats of national statesmanship 
should be accomplished? You will then have need for a navy that 
will not be a mere defense of our coast. 

Here is a nation spreading from ocean to ocean, with over 13,000 
miles of seacoast absolutely undefended. What are fortifications 
against battle ships? We knc w that in recent years a single iron- 
clad battle ship for six months dominated the whole Republic of 
Brazil. She fought all the forts in the harbor of Rio Janeiro. 
She fought the Government, and fought it successfully, until her 
supplies were exhausted. And to-day half a dozen battle ships of 
the first class can drive before them anything in the American 
navy to reach the harbor of NewYork. There is at that point an 
aggregation of over three millions, perhaps, of our people. Their 
commerce would be destroyed; their railroad communications with 
the balance of the country cut off. They would be left to starve. 
but for the magnanimity of the conqueror. Yet we here, upou 
the consideration of a few million dollars, are hesitating whether 
we shall put ourselves in an attitude of successful resistance to 
the attack of this or any other nation of the world. 

Mr. Chairman, in this discussion I want to state the position of 
my opponents just as fairly as they could state it themselves. 
This is no occasion for pa litics; this is no occasion for dis- 
ingenuousness. Let us deal fairly with each other and with the 
country. There isa great demand to-day, I believe, among the 
American a for a navy adequate to protect the honor and the 
commerce of this great country. Let us respond to that demand 
as statesmen and patriots, and see that the Republic shall suffer 
no detriment. 

If, in the course of my remarks, any gentleman should doubt 
the correctness of any statement I may make, or if he desires to 
question me upon any point, I will yield with the greatest pleas- 
ure; for I am here to-day without an ial interest in the 
Navy. I represent an agricultural and inland district; but my 
heart throbs responsive to the patriotic demands of this Rey iblic. 
I, for one, desire to protect her honor and her interest. 

A = deal has been said to-day about the inutility of the bat- 
tle ship; and I regret to say that my distinguished friend from 
Iowa, a member of the committee, allowed himself to join the 
company of those gentlemen who congratulate themselves that 
we have done nothing in the last fifteen or twenty years toward 
building up our Navy. Ido not propose to join that company, 
who, it seems to me, stand in the position of a business man who 
would congratulate himself that for ten, twelve, or fifteen years 
he had not been insured and meanwhile his house had not caught 
fire. The mtlemen here to-day who refuse this further appro- 
priation to build a navy are in the position of the business man 
se can not believe it necessary to insure his edifice until it is on 


T also regret that my friend from Iowa took occasion to say of 
our distinguished Secretary of the Navy that he has attempted to 
shed a Chinese light upon the result of the Yalu fight, thereby 
virtually admitting the charge made by the gentleman from 
a that armed cruisers had successfully resisted battle 

ips. 

y friend from Iowa either has not read the article alluded to, 
or he has forgotten it, for in that very article the distinguished 
Secretary of the Navy took special occasion to say that the armored 
cruisers could not fight the battle ships, and said it over and over 
again as plainly as a man could say anything, and [ think that 
verdict is supported by the best naval talent the world over, 
wherever this question has been considered. 


we 
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I have had the pleasure of reading some of the English papers 
upon the subject, the Globe, the Pall Mall Gazette, and others, 
and these papers embody the reports of foreign officers in refer- 
ence to this battle, and the unanimous opinion expressed in each 
of them, with one single exception, is that the battle ship can de- 
stroy the armored cruiser anywhere, and that at last the only 
safety in a great naval combat is the battle ship of the line. 

My friend from Kansas [Mr. Smumpson] doubts the stability of 
these battle ships. Why, Mr. Chairman, it is not a matter of 
opinion; it isa matter of practical demonstration. We know their 
stability, and it has been tested. Why, Great Britain has just 
launched two of the most magnificent battle ships afloat, of 15,000 
tons displacement, that cost nearly $8,000,000. She has 43 great 
battle ships, besides 10 in process of construction, and do you be- 
lieve that that great nation, with all of her vast expenditures and 
experience in the construction and maintenance of her navy, would 
continue to expend millions in such faulty constructions, and 
build battle ships that would not be the best vessels afloat for the 
purposes intended? 

As a matter of fact, the great battle ship is the most stable gun 
platform that ever floated on the bosom of the ocean. It is the 
only ship that is entirely seaworthy and at the same time capable 
of war offensive and defensive. And my friend also suggested 
that a little Japanese gunboat of some insignificant size went 
through that mélée, not a naval combat, with the Chinese and 
came out in safety, although pierced with 40 shells, surviving the 
fight even in this condition. 

As a matter of fact, if the gentleman had examined into the mat- 
ter alittle further, he would have ascertained that the Chinese were 
unprovided with the ammunition necessary and not prepared for 
a naval combat of this character. They had the very finest of 
armor-piercing shells that could be bought in Europe or America; 
but they did not need armor-piercing shells to fight an unarmored 
ship. These armor-piercing shells cut right through an unarmored 
vessel, making a smooth. round hole, easily stopped up. But ifa 
half dozen cast-iron shelis had been fired into this Japanese un- 
armored ship, and exploded in the ship, she would have been sunk 
at once. 

The armor-piercing shells simply go through and leave a clean- 
cut hole, but the cast-iron shell, in its explosion, tears great holes 
in the. ship, disabling and sinking her. But, in connection with 
that same combat, the Chinese war ship received the impact of 240 
immense te on fired from 12-inch guns, and another ship of 
the same fieet received 182 shots, and yet not a single vital part of 
the ship was affected, although the snperstructure crumbled away 
like cheese before the attack of mice. In addition to that, it is in 
evidence that the seven American or European officers in com- 
mand on the ships had to go below and, with pistols and swords, 
drive to the aul not only the seamen of the Chinese Navy, but 
the officers themselves as well. 

The Japanese seemed to understand the incapacity of their ad- 
versaries, and made themselves a tactical blunder that an Amer- 
ican or a European officer would have been quick to take advan- 
tage of. The squadron in the van of the Japanese fleet: was sep- 
arated more than 4 miles from the body of the fleet. An Amer- 
ican or European commanding the Chinese squadron would have 
turned upon one or the other oF the Japanese squadrons and demol- 
ished it. 

But, Mr. Chairman, we are also told that we do not need battle 
ships, but that we want vessels for coast defense. What is the 
best coast defense? There is harbor defense and coast defense. 
Harbor defenses are made up of forts on the headlands, partly mili- 
tary and partly naval, with a few monitors, floating batteries, tor- 

oes, and mines in the harbor. Butthe coast defense is aship that 
can take to the sea; not a still-water vessel, but a ship that can ride 
the waves and stand the storm. And the best defense that can be 
offered for the commerce of the United States is a battle ship that 
can cross the Atlantic at any season of the year and fight in a gale 
if necessary. 

Another thing, to protect the commerce of the United States— 
the best position is not directly on the coast, put is 100, 200, or 500 
miles out at sea. Not a ship rocking idly in the harbor, but one 
that can take the sea and maintain her position in all stress of 
weather and against all comers. 

Allusion has been made to the fact that the Victoria, a great 
ironclad vessel of the British Navy, was run down and sunk by 
one of the same fleet, the Camperdown, in a series of tactical evo- 
lutions in the Mediterranean. As a matter of fact, reports show 
that the bulkheads of the Victoria were not closed. This great 
iron partition, running the entire length of the vessel, with trans- 
verse walls running from side to side of the ship, had all of the 
doors open, and when one side was rammed by the companion 
ship the water rushed in, the ship listed over to one side, and soon 
sunk. But that was not the fault of the principle involved in the 
construction; the fault lay somewhere else. Novessel on earth 
could stand a shock like that unless provided with water-tight 
compartments, which are kept closed. We had an illustration of 
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it a few days ago in the loss of the steamer Elbe, sunk by a col- 
lision in the darkness of the night by a steamer on the North Sea. 

It matters not, Mr. Chairman, what might have been the cause 
of the decay of American shipping. Asa matter of fact we have 
to-day an immense coastwise commerce. To say nothing of the 
ships that cross the broad ocean, we have upon our own shores, 
engaged in coastwise commerce, one of the most vast and mag- 
nificent fleets to be found upon the bosom of the deep anywhere. 
That, too, is at the mercy of a hostile maritime expedition destined 
for our shores. That, too, is to be taken into account when the 
necessity for a great American navy is to be considered. 

Are we to have this communication along our seaboard inter- 
rupted, a communication upon which depend the business inter- 
ests of so many millions of our American people? Are we to have 
a line of constriction drawn about us, our communication cut off, 
our seaports closed, our exports kept upon our own shores, to 
bring stagnation to industry and despair to industrial workers? 

We can only avoid this by having a fleet that can contend with 
other fleets and insure the safety of our merchant fleets. It is 
useless now to multiply the number of cruisers. The Army 
and the Navy are alike in this particular, that you must have all 
arms of the service, and we are to-day supplied, I think, sufficient] 
with cruisers. We do not need them except upon occasion, as 
mentioned awhile ago. 

But gentlemen tell us that these immense battle ships are to be 
so costly in their maintenance. Upon that point these gentlemen 
are again mistaken. It does not cost a third as much to maintain 
a battle ship as it does to maintain a great cruise?, or commerce 
destroyer, as itis called. The reason for this is that the battle ship 
is not intended to cruise, and therefore she keeps at home in time 
of peace. She is laid up for two-thirds of the year, and the only 
expense then is her care, and sheis only maneuvered sufficiently 
to keep her machinery in efficient working order and to train her 
crew. But acruiser must be always afloat. Why, I had a gen- 
tleman ask me the other day if it would not cost $1,000,000 a year 
to keep one of these battle ships in the service. 

As a matter of fact wc have never had one of these great battle 
ships to maintain. But the expense of a great battle ship in the 
English navy, over 10,000 tons, is $226,000 a year in active service. 
Put her out of active service for two-thirds of the time, as we 
would do, and then we will have an expense of something under 
$100,000 a year. I could give you the figures which it cost io 
maintain one of our cruisers, amounting to over $225,000, and as 
high as $300,000 a year, 

ut that is not an expense incident solely to a modern war 
ship. The old Lancaster, an old wooden ship, when she was in 
the service, cost at the rate of $230,000 to $240,000 a year. There 
is nothing in the oer of the battle ship to the purposes of 
warfare, nothing in her construction, nothing in her armament, 
nothing in her personnel which should make the expense greater 
than that of the obsolete fleet of the American Navy. But I had 
it said to me the other day: ‘‘ Why, it is a good thing that we did 
not go into this enterprise before, because if we had built an 
American Navy ten years ago it would now be obsolete, and would 
have to be sold for ald junk.” 

Some gentlemen do not seem to understand that the great battle 
ships which saved the Chinese fleet from destruction at the battle 
of the Yalu River were both‘of them over 10 years old, Yet the 
seemed to be efficient for the purpose for which they were desi ae 

We have saved our money, but we have no fleet; we have econo- 
mized, and we are defenseless. Other nations have experimented, 
They have built war ships and have improved on them; built more, 
and improved on them; they have spent their money freely but 
wisely, and the result is that they all have the great fighting navies 
which we lack. 

Gentlemen seem to think that this appropriation is excessive. 
As a matter of fact the appropriation for this next fiscal year, be- 
ginning July next, will not amount to more than $500,000, and for 
this calendar year it will not beacent. At the end of three or 
four years, when the construction is completed, it will have 
amounted to $5,000,000 or $5,5000,000 annually; that is, if we 
stop at this. But I do not believe that the American people are 
willing that the American Navy should be arrested in its develop- 
ment. Itisimperative upon us that we should proceed systematic- 
ally in building up the Navy, until we have a navy not so very. 
eran to the needs of the American Republic as we have 

y. 
ow, the British pane a very different course. They appro- 
te ® lamp sum for five years, and the admiralty is e re- 
sponsible for the condition of the navy, and is required to carry 
eut the plans for the most scientific enlargement of their fleet. 
> the five years of Ee — —— en oe as 
ships. venty war, of w were © ships 0: 

the first class. Scdnaae upon that five years expiring began 
Oo perow for another five years, contemplating an 
addition of 55 more great ships to a navy already the greatest on 
the face of the globe. 
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Of course we do not expect toemulate Great Britain. That little 
island has forty-five colonies, besides any number of dependencies. 
She has her flag floating over every rock and island of the sea. 
She has nine great responsible governments under her imperial 
care. She has her fortifications at Gibraltar, at Malta, at Cyprus, 
the command of the Isthmus of Suez, the Rock of Aden at the 
mouth of the Red Seu, all along the coast of India, Australia, the 
Fiji Islands, along the American coast from Canada to the Carib- 
bean Sea, Esquimalt on the Pacific, and many other places. ,She 
has to protect a commerce that approximates $3,000,000,000 a year, 
and it is necessary for her to have this naval force. 

This bill only carries 3 per cent of the annual appropriations 
for the fiscal year. Only 3 per cent of the vast sums of money 
expended by the American people in the administration of our 
public affairs to be devoted to the first arm of the national de- 
fense; and yet gentlemen tell usitis extravagant! They tell us 
it is a burden upon the people under the present circumstances; 
that times are hard, and the people Gemand that we should not 
expend the pitiful sum of_3 per cent of all our annual appropria- 
tions for the upbuilding of the Navy! 

Great Britain pays out for construction in proportion to amount 
expended for the navy 29 per cent; France, 27 per cent; Italy, 25 
per cent at this time; but Germany, Spain, and a number of the 
second-class powers are to-day expending three, four, or five times 
as much as we are upon navies that already greatly preponderate 
the Navy of the United States. Yet we, the proudest people of the 
world, the most energetic and the richest people, with the greatest 
amount of property to pe protected, are higgling over the nig- 
gardly sum of 3 per cent of our annual appropriations for battle 


ships! 

My friend from Missouri [Mr. HALL] has criticised the distribu- 
tion and the sangement to duty of the officers of the Navy, and 
made, as I consider, a reflection upon them unworthy of him and 
undeserved by them. Those gentlemen of our Navy are not on 
shore duty without reason. Where are the ships that those gen- 
tleman ought to command? He says he would have them afloat. 
Afloat on what? We have few ships, comparatively. We have 
not a single battle ship; two are about finished, and four are 
building. Where are these gentlemen to go? Are we to disband 
this magnificent personnel of the Navy because we have been slow 
and derelict in our duty in giving them a to command? 

We must have padres | men. Admiral Monk, the great com- 
mander of the seventeenth century, knew that the courage, the 
discipline, drill, and professional pride of his men was more than 
sufficient for the self-sacrificing heroism of the untrained Dutch- 
men; and so it will always be. We must have trained men who 
know their business; men who are willing to go down with the 
ship if necessary. We want to maintain the esprit de corps of the 
Navy; and I say to-day that officers of our Navy compare favor- 
ably with those of any other navy in the world. The are gentle- 
men proud of their profession; they have prepared themselves for 
opportunities; they will prove equal to every demand upon them; 
and I want to say that I am not afraid to trust the battle ships or 
the cruisers or anything else to defend the honor of this nation to 
the hands of such men. 

Mr. HALL of Missouri. Will the gentleman yield to me for a 
question? 

Mr. MONEY. Certainly. 

Mr. HALL of Missouri. I did not intend in my remarks to 
8 in regard to the importance of the increase of the battle 
ships. The present chairman of your committee reported a bill 
in the Fifty-second Congress for the pur of paiging the Reve- 
nue-Cutter Service under the control of the Navy. In that report, 
made to the Fifty-second Congress, the gentleman from New Jer- 
sey [Mr. GEISSENHAINER], your present chairman, stated and 
quoted from the report of Secretary Tracey that the United States 
had now enough officers to man the entire Revenue-Cutter Service 
without any increase in the number of officers. Now, then, 
the Revenue-Cutter Service was not put under the control of the 
Navy. That bill was defeated; and now the question that arises 
is this: As you have no battle ships, why will you have out of 130 
men 103 on land and the other 27 on the sea? 

Mr. MONEY. There are not more than 27 commands at sea. 
That is a sufficient answer to your question, unless the gentleman 
wants to disband the Navy. 

Mr. HALL of Missouri. I do not want to disband the Navy. 

Mr. MONEY. Youwant to disbandapartof it. I say we have 
not to-day a personnel sufficient in number. In professional skill 
it ranks high, but in numbers not enough for the Navy that we 
ought to have. We have naval stations ana dockyards and all 
sorts of duties to which these gentlemen are assigned. 

Mr. HALL of Missouri. How many vessels do you propose to 
build or commence building under this bill? 

Mr. MONEY. The bill provides for three battle ships and 


twelve i boats. 
Mr. of Missouri. How many officers will it take tocom- 
mand those? 
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Mr. MONEY. Ican not say. 

Mr. HALL of Missouri. There would not be more than three 
commanding officers for each, I presume? 

Mr. SICKLES. The gentleman should remember that we must 
educate our officers before we send them afloat. 

Mr. HALL of Missouri. I will not interrupt the gentleman 
further. 

Mr. MONEY. I want tosay in reply to my distinguished friend 
from Missouri that the time has never been when you could im- 
provise the personnel of a navy. The time has been when you 
could improvise the material of a navy; but you can not do it now. 
During the late civil war the United States built gunboats in = 
days; and they penetrated like shuttleeocks through the web an 
woof of our Southern country. They destroyed our communica- 
tions and our supplies and captured our cities. The United States 
also built an immense navy—in number at least—along the sea- 
board, and put those vessels afloat, keeping up an effectual block- 
ade upon the Confederacy, with the effect of destroying it, be- 
cause, as I believe, it was that blockade which brought about a con- 
clusion of the war honorable and successful to the Federal armies. 
But, Mr. Chairman, you can not do the like to-day. It takes now 
two or three years to complete a ship of war and fit her for service. 

Upon what small matters like this appropriation may depend 
the very life of the great American nation, may depend the safety of 
our commerce, the property of our people, the lives of our citizens, 
the honor of our flag, and the integrity of our territory. In the 
second Punic war, when Carthage and Sicily and Macedonia had 
made an -alliance offensive and defensive against the Roman 

ower, when Hasdrubal was victorious in Spain, and Hannibal 

ad run over Italy from the top tothe heel of the boot, and Philip 
was ready with his Macedonian phalanxes to land upon the 
Italian coast, one single little fact alone prevented him; that was, 
he did not have a sea power to meet the Roman fleet that patrolled 
the Adriatic. What was the result? Hasdrubal at the battle of 
Metaurus was defeated by Claudius Nero. Hannibal in turn was 
driven back. Sicily was subdued. Philip never landed a single 
soldier upon the Italian coast nor engaged in a single action 
against the armies of Rome. 

Suppose that, in lien of unpreparedness for naval warfare, 
Philip of Macedon had had a fleet—not equal to the Roman fleet 
which was then patrolling the whole coast of Africa and the coast 
of Spain and what is now the coast of France down to Naples-— 
suppose he had had a fleet able to compete even with that small 
squadron which was all there was on the Adriatic Sea, and that 
he could have landed his troops on any point along the island of 
Sicily or upon the Italian coast. What might the result have 
been? Looking at it now in the light of all these centuries it is 
highly probable that the Roman Republic would have been over- 
thrown, and Carth would have been the great dominating em- 

ire of the world. d then how many o sequences would 

ave flowed from that changed condition of affairs. Palestine 
would still have remained an isolated Jewish community. The 
Christian religion would probably not have prevailed over the 
world to-day; use it was only the universality of the Roman 
Empire that made Christianity as we know it possible. But for 
that great fact it would perhaps have been a tribal religion. 

In almost every instance in Litory it has been found that the 
chief protection and defense of a nation has been its sea power. 
And in the light of these historical events, in the light of the 
teachings of more than two thousand years, we sit supinely here 
and allow = arm of national defense to perish beneath 
our neglect. re have been no changes of strategy. The 
lines of battle drawn up by Themistocles four hundred and fifty 
years before the Christian era at Salamis are still good. Tactics 
change only as ———_ change and as ships change. We are to- 
day under exactly the same influences, subject to the same vicis- 
situdes, and it behooves us to profit by these lessons of history. 
We shall be derelict to our constituents, derelict to our great 
country, recreant to the trust that it has confided in us, if we fail 
to make this ‘om appropriation for so great a purpose. 

Now, I made mention awhile ago of the peogrtes Great Britain 
was making in the construction of her great fleet; that five years 
ago under the system then in operation they were building 70 
— Of this number 10 were great battle ships, 42 were cruisers, 
and 14 torpedo boats. Since then, under the Spencer pr e, 
10 more battle ships are being constructed, and 6 first-class pro- 
tected cruisers, 13 second-class protected cruisers, 2 third-chass 
cruisers, 20 edo vessels, and 72 torpedo boats. In France they 
have 9 battle ee eer ees precens ce 

. has ener 8 a ships, 7 cruisers, 7 
9 battle ships and ‘Sots ships. Taly is building > bette 

S war ilding 9 

ships and several cruisers. 


A to thatif these battle 
ships were the worthless ote i 


that they have been depicted 

allot ¢ anir capenieuiinuaeaoee, “enlightened nations with 
; em an 

hundreds of millions of money to go through the mere farce of 
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building ships which would be worthless in action and of no value 
to the country which they are intended to defend? 

It is true, however, that in battle everything, after all, depends 
on the fighting man. I care not how perfect the engine of war 
may be; I care not how swift the ship. how powerful the guns, 
how perfect her armament, how heavy her armor, how impe:2e- 
trable her walls, you must have men to man them, and you must 
have a man who ts capable of commanding to control the whole. 
You must have a man of courage, a man of ability, a man swift 
to take advantage of opportunity, a man ready to take the respon- 
sibility, a man eager to strike when the occasion arises, like Lord 
Nelson when he went into action at the head of his fleet at Tra- 
falgar and at the Battle of the Nile. 

It depends on the man, and to get the fighting man, to get the 
man who is capable of commanding men. the man who has the 
tactical experience and the technical knowledge every representa- 
tive district in the United States is visited and you take the cream 
of our youth, generally on competitive examinations, and put them 
into our Naval Academy and drill and teach them. We fire their 
hearts by emulation and by the study of the history of our own 
nation and the history of other nations, instilling into them the 
heroic Se that it is sweet and glorious to die for one’s conn- 
try, and that to perish at the post of honor is to win immortality. 

ut what is the naval officer doing now? He stands waiting 
without a sea duty to perform. He is compelled to shore duty. 
Why? Isit by choice? Notat all. But they stand impatiently 
waiting for some action that will give them the employment for 
which the Government has fitted them. They can not goto sea 
because we have no ships on which to send them. They are com- 
elied, therefore, to do a distasteful duty, which they would. will- 
ingly forego for the proud pleasure of commanding some great ship 
upon the high seas. These gallant fellows would gladly welcome — 
some means which would place them in position to look forward 
to and win promotion. 

Are we to let them remain idly on shore, or are we to encourage 
this patriotism, this energy, and this enterprise on their part? 
We do not want war; we want peace. But we want, in order to 
insure peace, to be ready for war. In doing this we follow the 
advice of drew Jackson, the advice of John Adams, and of 
every other man who has been signalized in the illustrious history 
of our country as a great statesman. Not oneof those who occu- 
pied a great part in the formation of American history but has 
given this advice to our countrymen; and, Mr. Chairman, I should 
be sorry in this late day, in this the close of the nineteenth cen- 
tury, with the inspiring traditions of the past, with the hope of a 
glorious future before us, with ample material for military enter- 
prises at our command, that we should be compelled to live under 
the stinging reproach which De Witt applied to the Dutch, that 
we were too wna in time of peace to prepare for war! 

We are charged with the duty of using every effort to perpetu- 
ate the Republic. Weare res sible not only to those who send 
us here but to those who will come after us, to unborn genera- 
tions, that we should at all times be prepared to meet any assault 
— be made upon us from any ¢otntry on the face of the 
earth. 

I will admit that for a long time I was myself under the impres- 
sion that this was an inopportune expenditure, and I say this now 
because I thoroughly sympathize with gentlemen who are inter- 
posing objections to this proposition. I am not criticising or find- 
ing fault in any way with them. I occupied the same position 
myself here at one time when the subject was first presented, and 
“a objections to what I regarded as an expenditure that 
could be med. I saw that our ships were floating peace- 
fully on high seas; that our relations were amicable with all 
other nations; that there was no need for a navy to protect our 
commerce, and I saw no prospect for war. 

But there is nothing so likely to happen in the history of a na- 
tion as war. I¢ is the inevitable thing. Sooner or later it must 
come. There are no great nations of Quakers. The time has not 
come of which Tennyson sings— 

The parliament of man, the confederation of the worid. 

Weare not submitting our differences to the arbitration of peace- 
ful commissions, and I hope we have not reached that depth of 
national degeneracy which would make our feeble Navy, in case 
of difficulties with other | , engage in what the French, during 
a disgraceful period of their naval history, called ‘‘engagements 
of circumspection.” 

We do not want a navy to go into battle with the commanding 
officer instructed to take care of the ships, not to get the paint 
knocked off, not to spend his ammunition, and to come out of the 
conflict with whole bones. We send a man in to sink and destroy 
the enemy,as Cushing took his lifeim his hand and went after 
the as the gallant Japs went into Wei Hai Wei Harbor 
the other night and sunk the Chinese battle ships. 

Speaking of boats, which my friend from Kansas { Mr. 
Stmmpson] thought to be the effective arm of warfare on the sea, 
oe, success of the 0 boat has peen m still water or ina 

r. 


At Wei Hai Wei, in the darkness of midnight, with the 
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Chinese ships at anchor, with the water as smooth as a mirror, 
the Japanese torpedo boats came in silently along the shore, cut- 
ting every single line that led to oes laid in the channels. 
Time and again they went, until all the lines leading to the sunken 
mines and torpedoes had been cut, and then they came to the 
attack and destroyed the fleet at anchor, which had been relying 
upon the defenses that had been taken away from them. 

So in every other case where the torpedo been effective the 
circumstances haye been similar. In the Yalu River fight it cut 
no figure at all in the result. There was not a single torpedo that 
took effect. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. GEISSENHAINER. Iask unanimous consent that the gen- 
tleman be permitted to conclude hisremarks. 

Mr. TALBOTT of Maryland. I will yield to the gentleman fif- 
teen minutes. 

Mr. MONEY. I have no desire to occupy further time. I have 
talked for an hour, simply because I felt exceedingly interested in 
this subject; and if there is any objection to my going on I do 
not desire to. I ask leave that certain papers which I have here 
may be printed in the REcorD.’ 

ho CHAIRMAN. If there be no objection that leave will be 
granted. 
There was no objection. 
APPENDIX A. 
Effective force of the following countries: 














Type. Spain. 
Armored, 
Rattle ships................... 
Ccoast-defense vessels 
SEND .s.cctnhonnenedouccmndh 


This table does not include transports, vessels, and boats, other small 
craft, nor torpedo boats. = ; 


APPENDIX B. 


List (beginning at the extreme north points making effective English bases 
eT ee eee on coak 


Nearest Pe in United 
tates. 





Atlantic coast: 
St. Johns, Newfoundland. 1,060 Belfast, Me., 750 miles. 
TN a eile ad dl 1, 404 Oswego, N. ¥., 300 miles. 
lotietown, Prince 828 Belfast, Me., 700 miles. 
St. Jotns, New Bruns- 550 Belfast, Me., 150 miles. 
scien] | | S| Ray eat, 
Uda ...... » Ya. 
ees ia PleE 
Be tae’ ee 1,746 Key West, 1,400 miles. 
re) Key West, 1,420 miles. 
Pacific coast. 
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APPENDIX E. 


List (beginning at extreme north) of English coaling stations on the coast o} 
British North America and in the West Indies. 


ATLANTIC COAST. 


Amount of coal in tons 


Name of port. endl tin 


Remarks. 


a 


Newcastle, New Bruns- | 1,000 bituminous. ...... 
wick. . 
Sumeneeite, Prince Ed- | 2,000 Pictou; 500 Syd- Master frozen in win- 
r, 


ward » ney. 
Tidnish, Nova Scotia ........ Ann. _ 
'y rail). 
Pictou, NovaScotia.......... Large supply Pictou -. output 500,000 


toe 

to 750,000 tons. 

Tilt Cove, Newfoundland ...| 200 Welsh _...........-. 

St. Johns, Newfoundland -.-| 9,000 Nova Scotia;2,000 | Usually frozen up in 
aeee 500 anthra- winter. 
cite. 

Bxdney, Cape Breton, Nova lage supply (bitu- | Yearly output, 250,000 

Scotia. minous tons. 


Louisburg, Cape Breton; | Large supply (bitu- 
us 


Nova Scotia. minous). 
Halifax, Nova Scotia .......-. Nova Scotia, 10,000; | 5,000 tons Government, 
anthracite, 15,000. waleh Scotia, and 
elsh. 


Lunenburg, Nova Scotia....| Ample supply (bitu- 


minous), arse 1. 
Windsor, Nova Scotia....... 200 anthracite; 300 bi- 
Parrsborough, Nova Scotia anes supply (bitu- | Producti Cumbe 
arrsborough, Nova ‘ supply u- uction, r 
satacua)’ tar rail. land County, 1890, 
490,000 tons. 
Port J 8, Nova Scotia -.| 2,800 bituminous-.---... 
Amherst, Nova Scotia....... Large supply (bitu- 
minous), by rail. 
St. John, New Brunswick --} 2,300 anthracite; 5,000 


bituminous. 

St. Sheghen, New Bruns- | 800 anthracite._........ 

Belize, Honduras lied tional Small supply {Welsh .| Not to be depended on. 

Bermuda, St. George .......- 7S . thracite; 600 eee supply 

Jar 4 also. 
I i pe nctmrindenne pone 8,200 Cardiff...........- Coes 2,000 to 
i ns. 

Jamaica, Port Antonio ...... 1,000 Cumberland. -..... 

Pott Morant 2.2.20. cnccuen--e 1,000 Cumberland -..... 

ES FER 4,000 Cardiff and pat- | Belongs to Govern- 
ent fuel. ment. 

Ki OEY oa i dlece unabenvabe 10,000 Cardiff ........... 

St. Johns, Antigua........... 1,000 bituminous. ...... 

Port Castries, St. Lucia ..... 10,000 Cardiff; 4,900 bi- | Government supply, 
tuminous. ,000 to 5,000 tons. 

Bridgetown, Barbadoes ....-. 2,000 to 3,000 Cardiff -.. — supply 

Port of Spain, Trinidad...... Large supply, Cardiff | Government supply 

ee “a ‘ a bittimions si about 400 tons. 
Geo: wn, Demerara ,000 Cardiff; pa 
British Guiana. : ent fuel.” 
PACIFIC COAST. 
Vancouver, Comox .......... Lem supply, bitu- | Output June, 1890, 4,500 
ous. tons. 

ED 5. incnciiiitiains onemimite Large supply .......... Near mines. 

ni. wonmepibeensaannes 2,000 uanaimo .......... Extra coal uncertain. 

GIO, cwdicctbawednntducd 2,000 uanaimo (about) - Sree supply, 
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Spanish coaling stations near the United States, Atlantic side. 









Cuba: 
Sagua la Grande.........| 10,000...............-.... Vessels not exceeding 
car eer se 1 
|S scntmiettaes nice Re A OOO. osnn ecancn rom e 
spt United States and 
Great Britain. 
Matanzas ................| Moderate supply .-..... 
tennant TAD oo Eo 
Tri ert no. cance Go nt(Casilda). 
I Ripanic sce niekal NE oles cuwigiiecven tee rom e 
p nited States and 
Great Britain. 
Leusieedacst debe Mees ~deetibiidinesdinnds Mostly bituminous. 


Mr. EVERETT. Mr. Chairman, I feel, after the eloquent and 
thoughtful speech that we have just listened to from my friend 
from the Committee on Naval Affairs [Mr. eee ny onored 


associate in the Committee on Foreign Affairs that it is no easy 
task to reply to him or to anyone taking his side of this question. 
have never conquered the trepidation with which I arose the 
first time I addressed this House, and when Iam to espouse a 
cause which is in many respects unpopular, which in many re- 
spects does not meet an echo in the hearts of my countrymen of 
or ee when I am to reply to such an admirable exposition 
of cause of the increase of the Navy, I feel more than ordi- 
doubtful of doing justice to myself or of impressing upon 

this House the views I would seek to. 


I know how taking, how inspiring, how is the story of 
naval victories. I know how easy it is to make the cheeks glow 
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and the eyes sparkle and the whole frame tingle by the story of 


naval prowess, from the time of Salamis to this very current year. 
I have done something in the way of reading and telling of those 
exploits to those who, I thought, would be excited over them. 
And if any of the gentlemen who favor the increase of the Navy 
would pay me enough for delivering a popular lecture on that 
subject, I think I could tell the story of naval prowess in ancient 
and in modern times, in foreign seas and in our own, in such a way 
that every boy in the United States would apply for a soneaet 
at Annapolis, if he had not applied for one already. [Laughter. 

But, sir, it is not the thrilling, it is not the inspiring, it is not 
the popular themes that it chief behoves a er here to ad- 
dress himself to. There is no difficulty in ones away the 
American people by lofty sentiments. Sometimes we have to con- 
sider if there is not something else besides historic renown and 
what are considered lofty and elevating emotions. ; 

I desire to ask the attention of the committee for a short time 
while I present what appear to me the objections to proposed in- 
crease of the battle ships of the American Navy, to some consid- 
erations founded on what may be deemed sordid and inferior 
grounds, and some considerations based, if I do not greatly mis- 
take, on sentiments that are elevated even beyond martial renown, 
and have a power, if a man rightly receives them, to control him 
with a deeper emotion than even that of fighting for the honor of 
his country, elevated as that appears. 

In the first place, sir, I wish the committee to consider this. 
The question is not whether we shall have a Navy, not whether 
we shall do something to arm ourselves for defence. It is whether 
this specific increase of three battle ships of the first class shall be 
provided for at the present time. It is whether, in addition to the 
four first-class battle ships now in process of construction, we shall 
go on and provide for a still greater increase. I am not aware 
that anybody has proposed to destroy the Navy of the United 
States. I thinkin a Democratic House, if one wanted to take that 

ound, it might be well to remind some gentlemen that Mr. Jef- 

erson cut down the little old Navy which had been constructed by 
John Adams. But I am not aware that anybody proposes that. 

The question is, if we shall go ahead. The question is, if we shall 
begin to put our Navy in competition with the navies of thegreater 

wers of the world. If I understood my friend from Mississippi 

Mr. Money] aright, that is the question before us. Now, sir, it 
will not be denied that it is a very expensive proposition. The 
gentleman from Iowa [Mr. DoLLIVEeR] put it very well. The 
present Committee on Naval Affairs has very adroitly arranged 
this proposition so as to make it appear that the immediate ex- 
nditure is not to be serious. But we are going to lay the keel, 
if I may speak appropriately, for a considerable expenditure. We 
are going to discount the supposed surplus in the interest of an 
increasing Navy. 

Now, sir, I am very willing to take the word, if you please, of 
the present Secretary of the Treasury that we are to have a sur- 
plus. Iam willing and eager to believe that he tells the exact 
truth when he says that at the end of a specific time—at the end 
of this calendar year—he expects to see the revenue $21,000,000 
ahead of the expenditures. I am willing to suppose he has un- 
derrated it. I am oe to suppose-that it will be $25,000,000; 
but I would ask the gent esta, would ask any member or mem- 
bers of the Committee on Appropriations, supposing we have that 
surplus, are there not drafts which are going to be made upon it 
to a degree that render indulgence in expensive luxuries a very 
serious and doubtful matter? 

In the first place, I want to see our honest debts paid. I do not 
want to have claimants remain unpaid who have just claims on 
the Treasury of the United States, and whose claims have been 
allowed by the tribunal to which we refer those claims. I do not 
want successful pleaders before the Court of Claims to come in 
here year after year and session after session knocking at our 
doors and be told by the Committee on Appropriations that there 
is no money to pay claims that have in many instances been due 
for years, some for generations, and some for a century; that 
we are taking the money to build up a navy to protect our com- 
merce and can not pay em for our commerce that was destroyed 
between 1798 and 1800 by the cruisers of the French Revolutionary 
navy, while the great- andchildren of the men who lost 
those ships are here waiting for justice from the American Con- 
gress, an ore — are a. be ost ned until we have built 
some more ships with a possibility of having to protect our com- 
—_ in pe ae é : 

then, sir, when we have paid all our just claims, when every 
claim that has been from the Court of Claims and from 
the Committee on Claims—and the chairman is before me—and 
from the Committee on War Claims (and of course they never report 
any but perfectly just claims which ought to be paid immediately), 
when all these debts have been paid, to come to the expenditures of 
home, to the expenditures that our citizens need to have made to 
keep them in peace and prosperity—I think, sir, for instance, the first 
thing that comes into my mind is the grossly inadequate salaries 
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that are paid the higher officials. ‘The gentleman from Mississippi 
wants us to compete with foreign nations. He wants us toexpend 
money on our Navy and our national defense on a scale worthy 
of the greatest and richest nation on the earth and something like 
what is expended by Great Britain, by France, by the German 
Empire, and by Austria-Hungary. 

Does he think of what an unworthy spectacle our foreign minis- 
ters present when they go to reside in those countries? Does he 
consider what grossly inadequate salaries are received by our 
public men, by our Cabinet officers, by our judges, so that you 
can hardly get a first-rate lawyer to take a judicial place on ac- 
count of the miserable pittance that our judges receive? [I think 
of our post-office, I think of how the Government of Great Britain 
carries his letters and his parcels to every man’s door, and I think 
how far behind we are in that respect with all our boasted prog- 
ress. 

Mr. DINGLEY. DolI understand the gentleman tosay that we 
are unable to get first-rate lawyers to take judicial positions? 

Mr. EVERETT. That is my idea. 

Mr. DINGLEY. So far as I have heard in this House and else- 
where, there has been no difficulty in getting first-rate lawyers to 
accept judicial positions when tendered to them. [Laughter.] 

Mr. EVERE Well, I would say to the gentleman from 
prea tk that I constantly hear the exact opposite from members of 
the , 

Mr. DINGLEY. That must bea mistake, judging from what 
I have seen and heard here. 

Mr. EVERETT. Well, I hear one way and the gentleman from 
Maine hears another way. 

Mr. VAN VOORHIS. The gentleman is not responsible for 
what he hears. 

Mr. EVERETT. Neither am I. 

Mr. HULICK. I suggest to the gentleman from Massachusetts 
that after the 4th of March there will be many good lawyers out 
of business. | Laughter.] 

Mr, EVERETT. Does the gentleman from Ohio think that 
our judicial salaries are adequate? Mr. Chairman, I think of the 
things I have mentioned, and furthesyEwould raise the question 
which is familiar to all gentlemen here, of the state of our public 
buildings throughout the country. I would raise the question 
which constantly comes up before the Committee on Public Build- 
ings and Grounds, the question of the need, the absolute need, of 
what some people absurdly speak of as ‘‘ steals,” the absolute need 
of erecting at proper points all over the country public buildings 
suited to the requirements of a people like ours. 

Why, sir, I took pleasure the other day in voting for a new post- 
office at Chicago. I voted fora building there that was estimated 
to cost $4,000,000. I was ready to speak for that bill, but Chicago 
never needs anyone to speak for her or in praise of her; she is al- 
ways able to blow her own trumpet just as loud as there is need 
of at any given time. [Laughter.] But, Mr. Chairman, I feit 
that that was a great public necessity. I feel now that if we are 
to have a surplus that is the kind of object that our money should 
be spent for. Do you tell me that that building was for the city 
of Chicago alone? Not a bit of it! 

Every city in the country, every village in the country, from 
Houlton down to Galveston and off to Tacoma in the West, is 
interested in having the letters go through the Chicago post-office 
safely and speedily. Chicago is one of the great central organs 
of the entire country. I donot know that I can call it the heart 
or the head or the stomach of the country; but I may be entitled 
to call Chicago the liver of the country, through which there 
— a great circulation which converts all the things we swwal- 

ow into sugar for the benefit of the body politic. [Laughter.] 

Now, sir, I say that for all these needs and for other needs the 
surplus, if there is one, would be discounted over and over 
again. Think of the Indians. Think of what they call for. 
The starving Navajoes called for $25,000 the other day and 
there was a doubt as to whether it should be given to them; 
and yet we have money to build war ships! Think of the District 
of Columbia, with its overcrowded schoolhouses, the children 
absolutely deprived of school facilities by reason of our close 
economy. I think this naval appropriation bill proposes to make 
appropriations above the estimates, while, if I am not mistaken, 
every other appropriation bill, except the agricultural bill, goes 
under the estimates. When you have raised those other bills to the 
level of the estimates of the Cabinet officers and Departments, 
then we can see about discounting the surplus on any one bill 
and going beyond or above the estimates. 

Now, sir, if we mean anything by economy this is the place to 
practise it; and let me say just bere that I give my Republican 
friends as much credit for wishing real economy as I do my Dem- 
ocratic friends. I do not believe there is any man here who will 
vote for an expenditure that he has not some good reason for voting 
for, and I believe that generous and liberal expenditure as well as 
economy is a right principle upon which the representatives of a 
great nation ought to act. [Applause.} But why dol name these 
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appropriations and these claims as being more deserving than that 
of the battle ships? Why do I think that the full recommenda- 


foreign enemy, that un-American enemy is in our great cities. 
The foreign enemy that we have to dread is planted in the streets 


tions of the Secretary of the Treasury and the Secretary of State | of our great cities—your city and mine. There it is festering; 
and the Secretary of the Interior should be carried out in the ap- | there it is seething; there it is threatening destruction to Ameri- 


propriation bills rather than those of the Secretary of the Navy? 

I will try to say, Mr. Chairman, and herein I know that I am 
going to trench upon somewhat delicate ground; I know that in 
what I am about to say now I take some risk of touching the feel- 
ing of some of my friends on both sides of the House, and I entreat 
every gentleman who hears me, I entreat all those who love their 
country, to believe that in what lam going to say I am actuated 
by as keen patriotism and as high appreciation of personal distinc- 
tion as any gentleman that sits before me here. 

There is nothing, Mr. Chairman, by which you can arouse men 
to excitement more easily than by words of ‘‘ military glory” and 
‘* fighting for the renown of the flag.” I see on eaeh side of me 
men of whose personal acquaintance I am proud, whom I feel 
honored by knowing, men who have distinguished themselves in 
war onland and sea. Isee men before me and around me who have 
proved in the strongest way in which men can prove it that they 
are afraid of no exposure, of no danger, of no suffering—who, if 
God so willed, would have met death itself for the honor, as they 
believed, of their country, and the flag, and the truth. 

I know that in every generation of the world there have been 
brave men who have been ready to fight and suffer and die for 
their country. And I knowhowthat thought makes men excited 
and emulous so that they believe there is nothing greater in the 
world than a war in behalf of whatis esteemed ajustcause. That 
has been the way in times past; it is to a great extent the way in 
the present. But here I stand to say, if I am the only man on the 
floor to say it—here I say, if I knew it would make me distrusted 
and laughed at in the House; here I say, if I knew that every 
man, woman, and child in my own old State, the State of naval 
glory, would be against me—there is something greater than re- 
nown in war; there is something better than dying for your coun- 
try, and that is living forit. [Applause. 

It belongsto the past, it belongs to barbarous ages, it belongs 
to a bygone and effete civilization, it belongs to the system of 
Europe, it does not belong to us to look forward and contemplate 
and reason and count the chances of war. We hear those terri- 
ble words—‘‘in case of war”—*‘in the event of war.” The report 
of the gallant Secretary of the Navy, the report of my gallant 
friends, both the majority and the minority of the Naval Com- 
mittee—their reports and recommendations ring with such words. 
It is that old war fever. Itis allowing one’s self to contemplate 
the possibility, the danger, and the horror of having to fight for 
your country. O, yes, we can fight for it—no men better in the 
world. Iknowit. We have proved it; and we need not prove it 
again. But we have a better destiny before us. 

Allow the European nations to make their great war prepara- 
tions. Allow Italy to plunge herself into bankruptcy with her 
Triple Alliance. Allow Russia to raise loan after loan from an im- 
poverished people. Allow the spirit of Bismarck and Von Moltke 
still to dominate in Prussia. Allow Engiand to pile up her forty- 
three war ships. Allow France to nourish thetemper of Boulanger 
in her bosom. But not for the United States are such things. O, 
no! Wecan settle our differences otherwise. We can withhold 
all unjust claims. We can put ourselves in such a position with 
other nations that we need not increase our Navy. 

We havea Navy. I donot seektodestroyit. Keep itand man 
it. Possibly in times when we have a surplus—an undoubted 
surplus, a big surplus [laughter]— possibly at a time’when we 
need not be raising gold loans at 4 per cent or even at 3} per cent— 
possibly at a time when allis peaceful and easy in our cities, we 
may then amuse ourselves with building more battle ships as 
pretty but expensive toys. But when we are taken out of the war 
system of European nations; when we have entered upon the new 
and glorious destiny of the future; when we have put behind us 
ali this ancient history; when the course of our peaceful empire 
is taking its way westward, do not let us turn our eyes back- 
ward; do not let us be conjuring up old needless fears. 

Isee before me, as I say, men who have fought bravely and 
have learned each other’s prowess. I would appeal to the old 
soldiers here, if there is any greater horror than war; if there is 
anything that kills off what a nation would sooner keep and save, 
is it not war? 

O, Mr. Chairman, I know how I shall be answered. I can tell 
almost in advance the number of eloquent men, the number of 
witty men, the number of ular men here who can rise, if they 
will, when I get through, and can pour me, if they choose, 
charges of not maintaining the honor of ‘‘the old flag.” ‘‘The 
old flag” will maintain its own honor. ‘‘ The old flag” never can 
be disgraced and never can be humiliated. The nations of the 
world are not in danger of insulting it simply because we have 
declined to put three new battle — on our list of the Navy. _ 

Yes, there is a foreign enemy. ere is an enemy lying in wait 
for us that is not Ameri¢an. that enemy is not in Great Brit- 
ain or France; it is notin Austria or Chili. That enemy, that 


can institutions far greater and more speedy than any thunders 
that the Majestic could hurl against us when she shall make her trial 
trip next August. There is the problem forus. There is what 
demands the expenditure of our surplus. There is where we have 
to work in order to bring about prosperity in our country. We 
have got to train, to educate, to guard, to raise, to assimilate that 
population in our great cities, and it is from them and not from 
the enemy outside of our borders that we have anything to fear. 
When I was a boy, Mr. Chairman, I was eager as any boy could 
be to read of wars and of military glory. There was no boy in the 
schools of Cambridge or Boston that could be stirred to excite- 
ment sooner than I by reading the history of some mighty victory 
from Marathon to Waterloo. At that time, when but ten years 
old,and with a mind stored more than most of boys of that age, 
as I read those exciting and.inspiring stories I read also the lines 
written by one of our own poets, which I thought then were false; 
lines that, as boys will do, feeling as I did towards them, I marked 
with pencil in my Reader as worthy of reprobation and con- 
demnation, for I thought them silly; but I know now they are 
true. I know now that those words of the poet Longfellow, de- 
scribing the arsenal at Springfield—calling on every nation to 
stop in its career of piling up armaments, to stop its miserable 
game of “‘ Beggar my Neighbor” to see which nation should 
frighten the other the most—I know that those words are true. 


Were half the power that fills the world with terror, 
Were half the wealth bestowed on camps and courts 
Given to redeem the human mind from error, 
There were no need of arsenals nor forts. 


The warrior’s name would be a name abhorred, 
And every nation that should lift again 

Its hand against a brother, on its forehead 
Would wear for evermore the curse of Cain. 

You say let them begin first. You say we can not disarm until 
they do. Isay yes! Wecan. I say it is with us to lead the van. 
It is with us to begin; it is with us to announce to the nations of 
the world, that are still quivering under the reign of the effete 
notions of antiquity, ‘‘ here we stand in our ancient renown, that 
needs no vindication; in our justice, in our moderation, prepared 
to submit to peaceable arbitration every question between our- 
selves and our brethren, and you may go on in your game of war— 
you may go on and construct your ironclads, increase your ar- 
tillery and infantry and musketry—the United States is too great, 
too noble, too modern to sink herself to the level of the military 
nations of the ancient world.” [Prolonged applause. ] 

Mr. WEADOCK. Mr. Chairman, if the gentleman who has just 
addressed the House [Dr. EverrTt] rises with great trepidation 
to speak on this question, anyone who follows him, and especially 
who follows him on the opposite side of the question he advocates, 
may certainly rise with no small degree of trepidation as well. 
For, being no orator, nor the son of any distinguished orator (and 
the gentleman from Massachusetts is both), I esteem it a great 
privilege to say something here to-day in support of the bill which 
the Naval Committee of this House has brought before us, and 
especially with reference to that portion of it which provides for 
the construction of three additional battle ships. 

Mr. Chairman, I will go as far as any man on this floor in favor 
of peace. I have as earnest a desire as any man that peace should 
continue to dwell with the people of the United States. But the 
history of all the world, both ancient and modern, shows us that 
we can not always count on peace, and that the attitude and con- 
duct of affairs of one nation always have more or less effect upon 
the attitude and conduct of others. 

i as far as the gentleman from Massachusetts in favor 
of the discharge on the part of this nation of every one of its obli- 
gations, and especially toon the gentleman himself so eloeuently 
advocated, the payment of which have been adjudicated in the 
courts and whose history is well known to the country. I mean, 
of course, the French spoliation claims, which France paid to our 
Government nearly a century ago, when we purchased Louis- 
iana. But the history of this House shows that the men who are 
loudest in their arguments in favor of economy, who are the 
stro opponents of any measure having a tendency toward 
building up the Navy, improving rivers and harbors, or expendi- 
tures in any other direction, are the men who are invariably found 
voting against the payment of these claims to which the gentle- 
man so eloquently refers, even when they have merged in judg- 
ments in favor of the claimants. And from this list I desire to 
except my honorable friend from Massachusetts [Mr. EVERETT], 
whose voice has always been raised, whose vote has always been 

iven, in maintenance of the honor of the country and in favor of 
ischarging the obligations which should be paid, 

I want to say to my friends upon this side of the House that I 
think we have dwelt too much upon what are called ideas of econ- 
omy. I believe in the nation paying all its debts, in meeting all 
its obligations, in making provisions in time of peace for a war 
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that may occur, and I beg of you to remember the great history 
of the Democracy in this country, the great areas of territory that 
were acquired under Democratic administrations, and that in fact 
nearly all of our territorial extensions have been so acquired, 

There is no interest to-day which should more seriously engage 
the attention of the American people than the maintenance and 
the upbuilding of an American navy. 

Our future growth lies in the success of our commerce, and no 
great commerce has ever been built up without the assistance of a 
navy to protect the merchant marine and enforce the rights of 
merchants and traders. I want to see such a condition of affairs, 
such a number of vessels constructed, that wherever the Ameri- 
can citizen or the American merchant may go on the face of the 
earth, either in savage or civilized lands, there will be felt the 
power of the United States, with the ability to maintain therights 
of its citizens, and the interests of its commerce, wherever they 
may be in danger. E 

All history shows that the one goes with the other. In every 
nation in Europe—and we may for many years to come get many 
lessons in experience from that part of the world—when that 
great war genius of the nineteenth century, Napoleon, had changed 
the map of Europe to his liking, when it seemed as though every 
nation was his vassal, the one power that stood out against him, 
the one power about which esced the great allies that in the 
end secured his downfall, was England the great naval power of 
the world. His defeat began at the battle of Trafalgar. Power- 
ful as he was on the land he was never as powerful upon the sea, 
and the element of permanent supremacy in commerce went then 
and will go in the future to the country which maintains iis 
supremacy on the sea. ; ae 

Gentlemen have talked about the decay of American shipping. 
Tt is not necessarily the result of the reasons they give. In the 
era of wooden Yessels American wooden vessels carried the com- 
merce of this nation, and were the most successful in the world. 
When the era of iron vessels came American shipping declined, 
and has declined from that day to this, and until we can build 
ships as cheaply as our neighbors can they necessarily will be the 
builders and sellers of ships in the markets of the world. 

Let me refer here for a moment to what was urged by the gen- 
tleman from Kansas [Mr. Smapson] this morning in reference to 
the article in the North American Review for November, 1894, 
written by the Secretary of the Navy. If gentlemen will read 
the article they will find that the portion which he read was 
simply a statement of the impression to be derived from the ac- 
counts in the newspapers as to the result of the battle in the Yalu 
River, and not what were the actual facts or the Secretary's opin- 
ion thereon, and that article is in direct line with the recommenda- 
tions of the Secretary of the Navy in his annual report and in 
the committee’s report in support of this bill, and the argument 
of the article is that we ought to construct these battle ships. 

The Secretary says (page 515, volume 159, North American 
Review): 

The only purpose of this paper is to contend that what seems to bealargely 

revailing present impression is not ee by any information now at 

and. * * * for it is believed to be im the highest degree improbable that 
anything ever can be learned from Yalu that will put an end to the building 
of heavily armored vessels. 

There was no first battle ship there [at Yalu]. If there was not, as will 
hereafter be shown, it is not easy to see how anything can possibly come out 
of that fight to distort the general conclusions embodied in such a vessel by 


the common consent of naval experts after so much and such prolonged study 
and experiment. 


But they tell us, too, that these battle ships can not enter the 
harbors of our country. Itis not so necessary that they should 
enter particular harbors along the great line of the seacoast of this 
country as it is that they should be so constructed and managed 
that they would prevent a foreign enemy from entering those har- 
bors, and that the cities of Portland, Portsmouth, Boston, New- 
goes, Norfolk, Charleston, Savannah, New York, Philadelphia, 

ew Orleans, San Francisco, Galveston, and all the other impor- 
tant cities upon the great line of coast shall in any emergency and 
under all circumstances have a reasonable guaranty that they will 
be free from either contribution, attack, or destruction at the hands 
of a foreign enemy. 

And not only are these particular cities interested in the main- 
tenance of the American Navy, but every interior town or city, or 
the land remote from the coast, is interested just as well, for you 
can not strike down or paralyze the seaports of a state or of a 
country without paralyzing directly to the same extent the busi- 
ness of the country of which that city is the metropolis. 

However desirable it may be to indulge in dreams of the universal 
reign of peace and of what men ought to be, legislators must deal 
with them and with nations as they actually are. They mustdeal 
with events as they are expected to happen in the ordinary course 
of human affairs. 

I do not share in any of the distrust that we are not able now, 
or shall not be able in the future, financially or otherwise, to meet 
every obligation which shall come upon us. But these obliga- 
tions must be discharged one with another. And while I am 
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willing that we should pay all the legitimate and proper expenses 
of the Government, I am also willing, and I think it is our duty, 
to provide, as the committee have done in this bill, for the com- 
mencement of these three additional battle ships, which, with the 
four already under construction—the Jowa, Indiana, Oregon, and 
Massachusetts—will be something like what this great nation 
should have as a proper naval armament. 

It is not intended, nor, I take it, contemplated, that these battle 
ships should make long voyages. While they should be thoroughly 
seagoing, they are intended and should be intended for the coast 
defense of thecountry. They might defend Baltimore to-day, and 
Washington or Portland or some other place to-morrow, and we 
shall have all the advantages of that coast defense which Samnel 
J. Tilden so strenuously advocated prompt and liberal appropria- 
tions for and at the same time have the advantage of having them 
from time to time at that place where they are most needed. No 
one will contend that the cruisers of the United States are in ex- 
cess of the actual requirements of this country to-day. 

By che construction of these battle ships, which should be main- 
tained nearer home, we shall have more of these cruisers available 
for the purpose of sending them to different portions of the world 
where they may be needed; for it is not reasonable to contemplate 
that in case the cruisers should be needed at any place that we 
should be compelled to wait until they could be sent from this 
country, even in the rapid manner in which ships are moved from 
one place to another now. 

Gentlemen speak of the long distance of Europe and of Asia 
from this country. They should remember that the distance for- 
merly measured by months is now measured by weeks and days, 
and what was measured by weeks or days is now measured by 
hours; and that by aid of the telegraph commands are flashed 
from one continent to another around the world. They should 
remember that the method of meeting and dealing with great 
questions that may arise, and do arise, has been very much changed 
in the way of transacting the business of the country. They tell 
us that the battle ship you build to-day may not be fit for use in 
a year. 

They tell us that the improvements in ordnance have more than 
kept in advance of the improvements in the construction of battle 
ships. That may be true; and yet it is true of everything that is 
done in mechanics to-day; for that which seems to be the most 
useful and perfect invention to-day by sone superior invention 
may become comparatively useless to-morr¢ But we can not 
cease to make use of these conveniences. Thatis oneof the reasons 
we must necessarily build battle ships. They tell us that it takes 
about four years to construct a battle ship, and we shall have all 
the benefits from time to time of any changes that may be advisa- 
ble or necessary, of any changes that may be made, and of any 
advance that may be made in the construction of these vessels; 
and therefore we need not necessarily be alarmed about the matter. 

This is a question more important than a few million dollars, 
It is more important than a question of mere economy. It is above 
and beyond all that. It should be the duty, and I think it is the 
pride and wish of every citizen of this country who loves his coun- 
a and wishes to maintain its integrity and prosperity to pay 
whatever taxes are necessary in order to maintain the American 
Navy in that condition which the best interests of this country 
demand. 

I am glad to say that during my term of service in this House 
my vote has always been given for the advancement and improve- 
mex t of that arm of theservice. I have not aiwayshad asmany 
with me upon my side of the House as I could wish upon this 
question; but here is something that we canall unite upon. Itis 
not a question that concerns one side more than the other, but we 
meet on the broad plane of American citizenship and should join 
hands in favor of that policy which will best upbuild this coun- 
try. I do not think it is a bad thing in the human heart to emu- 
late virtue and heroism, whether displayed on the deck of a ship 
or the field of battle, on the land or the sea, at the engine’s throt- 
tle, in the rescuing lifeboat, or wherever the ability and the hero- 
ism of man may be exercised for humanity and the best interests 
of his country. 

The people whom I represent live remote from the ocean bor- 
ders of this country, in the region of the Great Lakes, compara- 
tively inaccessible to foreign fleets, but I would like to see sta- 
tioned at the mouth of the St. Lawrence River a battle ship which 
would tend to maintain the security of those people from any ag- 

ions from that direction, and I would like to see a ship canal 
in our own territory from the Lakes to the sea so ably advocated 
long ago by that distinguished Democrat, Albert Gallatin. I 
would be glad to see exactly similar protection around the coast 


of the United States from Portland, Me., to Alaska. I would 
like to see every citizen of the American Republic at all times 
willing to stand by that policy which was calculated for the best 
interests of all the American people. Nothing can be done to one 
portion of this country to its injury without injuring to some 
extent all of this country. We stand or fall together. 
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This is not a question of localities. It is not a question of per- 
sonal or local advantage for this or for that person or place; and 
while it is not, perhaps, one of the highest arguments advanced 
for the construction of these battle ships that the work would af- 
ford employment to a large number of men and to a large estab- 
lished industry at the same time, that is no reason, tomy mind, 
why I should not vote for the recommendations of this committee. 
With these ideas, so imperfectly expressed, in my limited time, 
in favor of taking that action which shall best advance the inter- 
ests of my country, in pursuance of my idea that it is the duty of 
every yo citizen to stand by and support that eee which shall 
uphold the honor and dignity of the United States, and in dis- 
charge of my duty as a Representative here, representing people 
who are willing and desirous to maintain a Navy suitable to the 
needs of this great country, and thereby to advance the commerce 
and all the bast interests of the whole country, I shall vote for 
this bill, and I heartily hope that every member of the House will 
do the same. [Loud @ ) 

Mr. MEYER. Mr. irman, I shall ask the indulgence of the 
Committee of the House while I speak to the question of the growth 
and increase of the American Navy. The question is one of the 
highest importance. It addresses itself to us not as partisans but 
as patriots. In any well-considered step to carry out this policy of 
the maintenance and increase of our sea peste | and of provision 
for permanent and efficient navy-yards adapted tocreate ordnance 
and ships, the encouragement of plants and establishments capa- 
ble of the speedy production of armor and all that goés to create or 
repair a vessel of war, or to put on the best possible footing the 
personnel of the Navy, both officers and men, we will only re- 
spond to the ardent aspirations of the American people. 

They are wise ence te see their interest in this business. They 
are thoroughly in accord with the general policy of Secretary 
Tracy and Secretary Herbert, who have so strongly and ably urged 
and pushed forward the improvement and development of the 
Navy. No question can be suggested on which the American peo- 
mg are more united and emphatic than this. The time has gone 

vy when the voice of factions or party spirit could venture to 
cavil at a liberal policy of encouragement to this arm of our na- 
tional defense. 

It is not a question between those who reside in the interior or 
on the exposed seaboard; for all alike recognize the necessity of an 
effective navy, and the people of the interior are as proud and 
sensitive on questions of national honor and defense as those of 
the Eastern cr the Pacific Coast. Even those who earnestly desire 
% policy of peace can not be blind enough to imagine that an ineffi- 
cient navy is anything else than an invitation to aggression, or to 
doubt, on the other hand, that an adequate preparation to defend 
our rights is the surest method to prevent those infringements 
upon them which would necessitate war, with all its cost of suffer- 
ing and expense. 

AMERICAN NAVAL HISTORY. 

A taste for maritime adventure and a capacity for naval opera- 
tions have characterized American character and illustrated al- 
most every epoch of our history, beginning even in the earliest 
colonial period. It mattered not that a virgin continent, with its 
latent wealth, lay before them to be subdued; that herein was pre- 
sented an ample field for all the energies of an active and heroic 
race, or that the mother country, with abundant capital and equal 
maritime instincts of adventure, stood ready tosupply this theater 
of man’s effort; still there was something in the long line of our 
seacoast and bays and streams and in the surroundings of its set- 
tlement, and ininheriteé traditions and instincts, that made Amer- 
icans in the very earliest period ready and eager for maritime ad- 
venture. This ae early in the seventeenth century. The 
American whale fishery and other commerce involving risk and 
heroism began at a very — period. In. 1707,1709,and 1710 we 
find no less than three naval expeditions against Port Royal, in 
Acadia, organized by the colonists, the last of which was suc- 
cessful. In the French war of 1744 we find a large land and na- 
val force set on foot by the eastern colonies to act in conjunction 
with the British fleet against Louisburg. The spirit of naval 
daring existed from the outset. 

Coming down to the period of the Revolutio: war, we are 
amazed at the energy and audacity of the Colonies in continuous 
maritime warfare against their enemies. They had a population 
of less than three millions, scanty pecuniary resources, no allies 
at the outset of the struggle, and no dockyards or facilities for 
building large vessels of war, and they had to confront the great- 
est maritime nation in the world, whose fleets darkened our shores; 
but the spirit of the people rose to the occasion. Numerous ves- 
sels of war were bought, or built, or captured, and under commis- 
sions, sometimes from Congress and very often as privateers, went 
boldly forth te battle. Even the coast and waters of Great Brit- 
ain were not safe from their incursions. An American ship com- 
manded by Paul Jones captured a British frigate in British waters 
after a fight of three hours andahalf. This was only one of many 
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incidents of valor, enterprise, and endurance by our naval heroes 
against extraordinary odds in that war. 


The exhaustion of a seven years’ struggle and the lack of a na- 


tional government delayed for years the formation of a perma- 
nent navy, but this great work was begun during the Administra- 
tion of President Washington. In his annual message of December 
7, 1796, he ee. impressed this subject upon the attention of 
Congress. He said: 


To an active external commerce the protection of a naval force is indispen- 


sable. But, besides this, it is our own experience that the most sincere neu- 
trality is not a sufficient guard against the depredations of nations at war. 
To secure respect to a neutral flag requires a naval force, organized and 
ready to vindicate it from insult or aggression. This may even prevent the 
necessity of going to war, by discouraging belligerent powers from commit- 
ting such violations of the rights of the neutral party as may, first or last, 
leave no other option. 


And again: 
Will it not, then, be advisable to begin without delay to provide and lay u 


the materials for the building and equipping of ships of war, and to proc 

in the work by degrees, in proportion as our resources shall render it practi- 
cable without inconvenience, so that a future war of Europe may not find 
our ee in the same unprotected state in which it was found by the 
present. 


Such was the wise advice of Washington. It was not long be- 


fore it was followed by the building of a navy which was devel- 
oped from year to year. The regrettable difficulties in 1798 with 
France, our old and honored ally, to whem we owe so much, soon 
showed the necessity of this wise precaution. "With the veryfirst 
year of this century it became necessary to send a large portion of 
our infant Navy to the Mediterranean Xe 

Barbary powers for their piratical assaults upon American com- 
merce. These operations were serious and hazardous, but they 
were successful, and served to illustrate and develop the courage 


a in order to chastise the 


and skill of our officers and seamen. The value of this schooling 
was felt when the arrogance and injustice of Great Britain forced 
us into the war of 1812. The naval performances of that period 
were so brilliant, effective, and important that they are now known 
of allmen. The names of Hull, Stewart, Bainbridge, Lawrence, 
Rogers, and Porter are familiar to every schoolboy in the land. 
From that day the yoeee of the United States Navy became 
fixed in American policy and in the hearts of the people. 

The Navy became a matter of pride to us all, and though it 
was not our fortune for long years to be involved in a war with 
a great naval power, and though our general policy was one of 


peace, yet it was deemed a wise policy to maintain our naval 
establishment. Up to the time of the civil war the ships and 
personnel of the American Navy could well be compared with 


those of other nations. There was an era of comparative peace, 
but the Japan expedition opened up that interesting country to 
commerce, civilization, and a wonderful progress; another expe- 
dition under Wilkes explored the South Seas, the deep-sea sound- 
ing ot Brooke paved the way to the Atlantic cable, and the genius 
of Matthew Maury studied and mapped the winds and currents 
of the ocean so that its great pathways might be traversed by 
mariners with precision and certainty. 

As one of those who participated in the great struggle between 


the States I can bear witness to the skill and courage of officers 


and seamen of the United States and to the achievements which 
demonstrated their ability to encounter a great naval power. 
No such foe then confronted them on the sea; for the Confed- 
eracy had no fleets and only a few cruisers, but there was much 
important work to be performed by a navy. The maintenance 
of a systematic blockade of the Southern coast contributed more 
than any one cause to the final success of the Union arms. On 
the other hand, the Americans composing the small Confederate 
navy, though lacking shipyards and naval resources, and embar- 
rassed by the deficiencies in the arts and appliances of naval 
construction, displayed the highest courage and aptitude for this 
service. A most striking illustration of this capacity and re- 
source may be found in the construction, by Captain Brooke, of 
Virginia, amid every difficulty and impediment from scanty means 
and material, of an ironclad vessel of war in the early part of the 
year 1862—the famous Merrimac—which by its success against the 
Congress and the Cumberland may be said to have revolutionized 
the naval shipbuilding of the world. 

It is true that the idea of an ironclad vessel for harbor defense 
had been suggested by Stevens, an American citizen, long before, 
in 1842. and that some ironclads had been built by France and 
England prior to the civil war of 1861, but the first practical dem- 
onstration of the immense superiority of the ironclad to the 
wooden frigate or war vessel was in the naval combat of 1862 at 
Hampton Roads. From that hour the nations of Europe began as 
rapidly as possible to substitute the iron or armor-clad war vessel 
propelled by steam for the old wooden battle ay Nations even 
of the second or third rank in power quickly followed this ex- 
ample, but it was long years before the United States fairly ac- 
cepted and acted upon the lesson first impressively taught by 
Americans in American waters. Other nations had left us far 
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behind while we were still oe 
wooden fleet. But the hour of a 


and reconstructing our old 
ning came at last when the 
country, with almost one voice, demanded the reconstruction of 
the American Navy upon the lines of modern science and devel- 
opment, aided by the lights of modern warfare and by the skill of 


our best educated thought. The people demanded a new Navy, 
and Congress responded to the demand with qnroneeen which 
at first small and tentative, soon became liberal, and in some degree 
worthy of a great power. : 

In 1876 the highest official authority in the service stated that 
‘‘ there was no navy in the world a en not = <a oe 
with regard to ships and guns;” and in his annual report of No- 
wouter 1885, Secretary Whitney stated to the President that 
“it was questionable whether the country had a single naval ves- 
sel finished and afloat at the present time (1885) t at could be 
trusted to encounter the ships of any important power. 


RECONSTRUCTION OF THE NAVY. 


This great work, however, was — My Umerees during the 
administration of Secretary Chandler. rom 1881 to 1885 5 
cruisers and 8 gunboats, with a total tonnage of 23,076, were 
authorized, and work begun on new vessels amounting to 12,363 
tons. Still greater progress was made from 1885 to 1889, under 
the administration of Secretary Whitney. There were authorized 
2 battle ships of the second c ,1 armored cruiser, 1 armored 
harbor-defense ship, 9 cruisers, 4 gunboats, 1 practice vessel, 1 
ram, 1 dynamite-gun vessel, 1 torpedo boat, and 3 tugs, the whole 
aggregating 67,183 tons. From 1889 to 1893, under Secretary 
Tracy, there were authorized 4 first-class battle ships, 1 armored 
cruiser, 2 protected cruisers of extreme speed, 1 torpedo cruiser, 
and 1 torpedo boat, with a total tonnage of 66,616. Such is the 
satisfactory showing, as respects authorizations of ships, contained 
in the last report of Secretary Tracy. The same report exhibits 
the most important results in the developments of armor, tor- 
pedoes, heavy rapid-fire guns, armor-piercing shells, smokeless 
powder, high explosives—for all of which it is essential that we 
should depend on ourselves and not aforeign nation. [Applause. ] 
The progress made in the character of our ships built or in 
process of construction and in ordnance has brought us abreast in 
these respects with the nations which have so long led the van in 
these modern improvements. But, sir, there is a great difference 
between the authorization and commencement of a new and un- 
tried work, involvingthe highest science and mechanical skill, and 
actually accomplished results. Theable report of the present Sec- 
retary, made November, 1893, informs us of the delays and the 
causes of delay in our naval construction, and while he says that 
‘‘We find much to be proud of in the knowledge that we can now 
furnish the material for and build ships of war as quickly and 
without any doubtas well as any country in the world,” there is in 
the same report ajtable showing that twelve of the most valuable 
ships then authorized were still in process of construction, in- 
cluding the heavy line-of-battle ships, and that some of these ves- 
sels would not be completed before 1895 and 1896. A comparison 
of our Navy with those of other nations showed that the Thited 
States ranked only seventh as a naval power. We have more 
cause to be gratified at what we know we can do than by what is 
actually accomplished by us in respect to naval armament. 


SEA-POWER ESSENTIAL TO NATIONAL GREATNESS. 


_ Sir, I trust it is needless for me to enlarge upon the value and 
importance of sea power. No nation can be great or complete 
without it. It was sea power that gave preeminence to Athens, 
Carthage, and Rome in ancient days. The lack of it, as compared 
with England, enfeebled and limited the energies of France in 
her long struggle with Great Britain from 1792 to 1814, and not 
even the genius of Napoleon was able to surmount the difficulties 
growing out of the immense superiority of England on the sea. 
e victo 


of Trafalgar over the fleets of France and Spain fully 
balanced t of Austerlitz and left England free to exert her 
arms, money, and vast resources with the certainty that her own 
soil and industries would be absolutely secure against interru 
tion or devastation. Our success over Mexico from 1846 to 1 
was mainly dependent upon our command of the sea to transport 
armies and their ooo. Even in this hour of peace we find a 
continual demand for the services of our small Navy. 

In the report alluded to Secretary Herbert rightly advises us 
that revolutionary troubles have imperiled American commerce 
in Peru, Ni on its east and west coasts, Honduras, Gua- 
temala, Costa Rica, Argentine, and Brazil. We need a number 
of vessels to patrol the Bering Sea. We need a home squadron 
on both the Atlantic and the Pacific oceans. It is ouly a few 
months since it became necessary to bring vessels around Cape 
Horn from the Pacific to protect our commerce in the waters of 
Brazil, and but a few months earlier than this, during Mr. Harri- 


son’s Administration, we were on the verge of a war with Chile, 
a comer ing some 18 war vessels and 21 torpedo boats, a 
force which, considering her limited population and wealth, 
teaches us an impressive and much-needed lesson. Then, sir, we 
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have an existing war—sprung upon the civilized world with no 
formal declaration cf hostilities and hardly a note of warning— 
between China and Japan—a war liable at any moment to put in 
jeopardy the property and the lives of our citizens and the large 
commerce we have with both these nations. 

To concentrate promptly an adequate force in these Asiatic 
waters, without stripping other important points of duty and 
activity, might well task the energies of the Executive. Vessels 
of war have been sent there which will doubtless be used as ef- 
ficiently as possible; but that there are enough of them adapted 
to all the emergencies that may be required is a very serious ques- 
tion indeed. 

But I pass from the governments of South America and the 
Asiatic populations, whose tumultuous passions and excitability 
during a war of invasion are far more to be dreaded than the good 
faith of their rulers. 

We are at peace now with the European powers and we desire 
to remain so. It is not so very long since we had a serious issue 
with Spain, and there is yet another Government, a great naval 
power, with which we have had already two long and severe wars, 
and many dangerous international questions involving our rights 
and honor, and whose recognition of our just rights as a nation 
will be in exact proportion to our disposition and ability to defend 
these rights both by sea and by land. If we are to rely on Eng- 
land’s magnanimity alone in our differences with her, we shall 
lean on a broken reed. The true line of policy for us to adopt is 
that embodied in the well-considered utterances of the present head 
of the Navy Department. In a former report he says: 

It seems certain, therefore, that the future is to bring with it an increase of 


international questions, to a settlement of which in a manner which will be 
at once peaceful and honorable nayal strength will be absolutely essential. 


We must make and keep our Navy in such a condition of efficiency as to give 
weight and power to whatever policy it may be thought wise on the part of 
our Government to assume. The Navy isto maintain an honorable peace, be- 
gotten by an assured strength to protect rights, enforces just claims, beget se- 


curity against foreign aggression, and compel respect for any policy of our 
people which may affect foreign nations. 

Sir, this country is able to create and maintain a navy. It is 
second to no country in the world in wealth; it is equaled only 
by Russia of the civilized nations in population, and its resources 
and capacity to be a leading naval power are much superior to 
those of any country in the world. If we prefer to occupy a sub- 
ordinate and a help!ess position as the seventh naval power in the 
world it is our own choice and our own folly and shame. To be 
among the very first is our natural position, and we ought to oc- 
cupy it. [Applause. ] 

olding these opinions, as I have done consistently for a long 
time, I am deeply gratified to find that the Secretary of the Navy 
has recommended to us to authorize the construction of 3 bat- 
tle ships of about 10,000tons displacement each, to cost, exclu- 
sive of armament, not exceeding $4,000,000 each, and 12 torpedo 
boats of from 100 to 300 tons each, at the discretion of the Secre- 
tary of the Navy, tc cost not exceeding an average of $170,000. 


AMERICAN AND FOREIGN NAVIES COMPARED. 


Sir, there is a good deal of misapprehension in respect to our ex- 
isting naval strength. In popular estimation itis most grossly ex- 
aggerated. It is a fleet that could easily have destroyed all the 
ships that fought at Trafalgar or the Nile, but how would it com- 

re in strength with even a section of the present navies of Eng- 

nd, France, Germany, or Russia? 

We have four fine battle ships now building, and to be com- 

leted ina few months more. England has already 43 battle ships, 
Seenee 18, Germany 13, Italy 9,and Russia 8. In process of con- 
struction England has 10, France 12, Italy 9, and Russia 9. 

We have two battle ships of the second class in process of con- 
struction. 

Let us look at the additions England and France are making to 
their armament. England has about completed some 70 war ships 
that were authorized five years ago. Does she stop there? Not 
at all. She has just authorized a new programme of construction 
of 100 vessels, including 10 first-class battle ships, 6 battle ships 
of the second class, 33 cruisers, some smaller vessels, and a large 
number of torpedo boats. 

Some three years ago France adopted a programme which called 
for a total of 81 vessels, of which 10 were to be armored, 50 to be 
cruisers, and 21 to be torpedo vessels, and smaller vessels. 

With such activity as this we do not propose to compete, but in 
comparison with this exhibition of force and energy by these four 
nations, England, France, Germany, and Italy, how small and 
reasonable appears the recommendation of our Secretary, which, 
if adopted, would only add three battle ships to the four we have 
now in process of construction. 

Take in the torpedo boats. We have provided for three or 
four in aie to this time. England has 175; France, 217; Ger- 
many, 119; Italy, 178; Russia, 163; Argentine, 22; Chile, 22; Japan, 
26; Austria, 64, and Brazil, 22. 

England is building 64, France 42, Spain 25, and Japan 23 
tonpods boats. 
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authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of James Jones, a soldier of the 
war of 1836, and pay him a pension at the rate of $12 per month from and after 
the passage of this act. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present considera- 
tion of this bill? 

There was no objection. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; and 
being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. a 

On motion of Mr. DOCKERY, a motion to reconsider the vote 
by which the bill was passed was laid on the table. 


HOUR OF MEETING TO-MORROW, 


Mr. TALBOTT of Maryland. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimouscon- 
sent that when the House adjourns to-day it adjourn to meet at 11 
o’clock to-morrow. 


The Secretary has asked us for authority to build twelve torpedo 
boats at a cost of about $2,000,000 for the whole. This would give 
us sixteen torpedo boats in all—a small force indeed, considering 
the extent of our coast, the demands of our commerce, and the 
amount of this force possessed not only by first-class powers but 
by nations usually considered weak and feeble powers, like Tur- 
key, Argentina, Chile, and Brazil. If our battle-ships are not able 
to meet those of a strong naval power we ought at least to be able 
to defend our ports from attack. The head of the Navy Depart- 
ment tells us that— 


For the defense of ports torpedo boats are more effective according to cost 
than any other class of vessels. The knowledge of their existence alone will 
make an enemy chary about approaching within bombarding distance. 

A FOOL'S PARADISE. 


There is a policy cherished by some persons which I can only 
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; denominate as ‘‘ living - a fool’s para opal It assumes that all There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

4. will go well. The world is greatand all we have to do is to get as an sei ele 

: in our shell—nobody will then trouble us. We may have a vast ree er ene See SOR SOSA ee re 

ek empire, a great population, a great destiny, manifold interests, | _The SPEAKER laid before the House a joint resolution (H. Res. 
P but we are to depend on the forbearance of all the powers, big | 273) extending from March 1, 1895, to the 15th day of April, 1895, 
a and little, on the face of the globe. Shipscost money, and money | the time for making returns of income for the year 1894, with 


amendments of the Senate thereto, on which a conference was re- 

quested. , 
Mr. WILSON of West Virginia. Mr. Speaker, I move that the 

House disagree to the amendments of the Senate and agree to the 

conference asked for on the disagreeing votes of the two houses. 
There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 
The SPEAKER appointed as conferees on the part of the House 

Mr. McMILuin, Mr. Mont@omery, and Mr. Hopxrys of Illinois. 


PUBLIC SCHOOLS, DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the Act- b 
ing Secretary ofthe Treasury, transmitting an estimate of deficiency 
in the appropriation for public schools, District of Columbia, sub- 
mitted by the Commissioners of the District; which was referred 
to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


A message from the Senate, by Mr. PLATT, one of its clerks, an- 
nounced that the Senate had passed without amendments bills of 
the following titles: 

A bill (H. R. 109) to provide for the purchase of a site and the 
erection of a public building thereon at South Omaha, in the State 
of Nebraska; 

A bill (H. R. 4283) to provide for the purchase of a site and the 
a - a public building thereon in the city of Cumberland, 

.; an 

A bill (H. 8. 2337) for the erection of a public building at New- 
port, Ky. 

The message also announced that the Senate had passed bills of 
the following titles; in which the concurrence of the House was- 
requested: 

a (8. 2576) for the erection of a public building at Paris, Ky.; 


must not be spent save for something that will bring votes. If it 
will do that we need not stop at twenty, fifty, or a hundred mil- 
lion doliars. 

Concede, if you please, that war may come and that for lack of 
preparation we may be disgracefully thrashed. That is nothing. 
Ve can go to work and build ships in numbers and have our re- 

venge. It will take a very short time to do all this and our 
enemies will meantime allow us to build our war ships without let 
or hindrance. We must rot have an efficient Navyr If we build 
one our naval officers will be spoiling for a fight and want to an- 
nex some outlying islands or sp oe 

Such is the idea and the talk of some who are hardly ready to 
avow it publicly. I wish gentlemen to take heed to it that the 
American people are not willing to exist with all their rights and 
dignity as a nation upon the mere sufferance of foreign powers. 
Let them remember how different our position is from that of the 
European nations. In a naval war England may probably count 
on the alliance of Germany and Italy to supplement and reenforce 
her own fleets. France may rely on Russia, and Russia in turn 
on France. Hardly one of these European Governments is outside 
of analliance in case of war, but if we have conflict we have no 
bond that assures us of an ally to helpusout. Indeed,if we were 
to propose such an alliance to any power we might be exposed to 
the humiliating question, ‘‘ What can you do to help us in return 
for what we do for you?” 

But there is another most important consideration which is 
pointed out to us in the report of the Secr . Weare about 
reaching a point when if we stop constructing ships the extensive 
plants and workshops for armor, war ships, and the like will be 
abandoned and go to waste, and the present well-organized and 
skilled body of mechanics and laborers will be dispersed, many of 
them perhaps going to foreign countries for theiremployment at the 
hands of Governments more oe than ours in providing for 
the maintenance of national righisand honor. If this be done, and 
the time shall come when an indignant public sentiment shall 
force additions to the Navy, we shall have to wait years before 
we can reinstate ourselves where we stand to-day. Our present 
standpoint is one of great advantage for naval construction, the 
result of long and patient effort, study, and skill. A battle ship 
or an armored cruiser is not built in a day any more than Rome 
was built in a day. 

Sir, it would be the height of folly to throw away our present 
power and capacities for building and equipping vessels of war. 

tis our duty to give the additions the Department asks us to 
give, and to add also the 2,088 men essential to man the vessels 
already built. I admit the present deficiences of the revenue, but 
these will be eo and as the appropriation for the increase 
contemplated be carried through a series of years, the amount 
to be ape in the next year will not be large enough to create any 
trouble in ae the money needed. If we do this we will have 
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A bill {S. 2409) granting certain lands in the abandoned military 
reservation at Fort McKinney, Johnson County, Wyo., to the 
State of Wyoming for public purposes. 

The message also announced that the Senate had passed with an 
amendment the bill (H. R. 4952) to amend section 2455 of the Re- 
vised Statutes of the United States; in which the concurrence of 
the House was requested. 

The message also announced that the Senate had disagreed to d 
the amendments of the House of Representatives to the bill (S. 444) 
making the surveyor of the District of Columbia a salaried officer, 
and to provide for more efficient service in the surveyor’s office, 
asked a conference with the House on the disagreeing votes of the 
two Houses thereon, and had appointed Mr. Proctor, Mr. Fau.K- i 
NER, and Mr. HaNsBROUGH as the conferees on the part of the : 
Senate. ’ 

The message also announced that the Senate had disagreed to i 
the amendment of the House of Representatives to the bill (S. ; 
1717) to authorize the sg 3m RY of women as public-school 


done a good a th ill ion. trustees in the District of Columbia, asked a conference with the 
noniaiens. ee eee House on the bill and amendment, and had appointed Mr. Mar- 


Tin, Mr. Harris, and Mr. Hoar as the conferees on the part of 


TA - Mr. ; 
r. TALBOTT of Maryland. Mr, Chairman, I move that the us tlenaie. 


committee rise. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The committee accordingly rose; and the Speaker having re- 
sumed the chair, Mr. O’Nrem of Massachusetts, from the Com- 
mittee of the Whole, reported that they had had under considera- 
— the naval appropriation bill and come to no resolution 

ereon. 


ie al aOR OS le 


ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


Mr. PEARSON, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, reported > & 
that they had examined and found truly enrolled bills of the fol- 
lowing titles; when the Speaker signed the same: 

A bill (8. 655) to extend the jurisdiction of justices of the peace 
= the District of Columbia and to regulate the proceeding before 
them; 

A bill (H. R. 27) to increase the limit of cost for the erection of 
a public building at Paterson, N. J. 

A bill (H. BR. 4658) granting a pension to Hiram R. Rhea, and \ 
repealing an act approved March 3, 1871. 

A bill (H. R. 5216) to amend the act entitled ‘‘An act to estab- 


JAMES JONES. 


Mr. DOCKERY. Mr.S er, [ask unanimous consent for the 
ga consideration of House bill No. 8811, which I send to the 


The bill was read, as follows: 
Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
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lish circuit courts of appeals and to define and regulate in certain 
cases the jurisdiction of the courts of the Uni States, and for 
other purposes,” approved March 3, 1891; _ , 

A bill (H. R. 5740) incorporating the Society of American Flo- 
rists; : 

A bill (H. R. 7731) for the relief of certain Winnebago Indians 
in Minnesota, and : 

A bill (H. R. 8486) to relieve Abraham D. Prince. 

PENSIONS. 

Mr. STRONG, by unanimous consent, from the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions an act (8. 1876)to provide for the pay- 
ment of accrued pensions in certain cases; which was referred to 
the Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union, and, with 
the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

RECESS. 

Mr. MARTIN of Indiana. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous con- 
sent that the recess be taken now. 

The SPEAKER. It lacks only a minute and a half of the regu- 
lar time, and if there be no objection the Chair will now declare 
the House in recess until 8 o'clock p. m. under the rule. The 
gentleman from Missouri, Mr. DockERY, will perform the duties 
of the Chair at the evening session. 





EVENING SESSION. 


The recess having expired, the House reassembled at 8 o’clock 
p. m., and was called to order by Mr. Dockery as Speaker pro 
tempore. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

Mr. MARTIN of Indiana. I move that the House resolve itself 
into Committee of the Whole for the purpose of considering biils 
on the Private Calendar under the rule applicable to Friday night 
Sessions. 

The question being taken, the motion was agreed to, there being 
on a division (called for by Mr. TaLBErt of South Carolina)—ayes 
25, noes 0. 

The House accordingly resoived itself into Committee of the 
Whole (Mr. Brerz in the chair). 

Mr. MARTIN of Indiana. Mr. Chairman, before asking unani- 
mous consent, as I shall do m a moment or two, for a special order 
of proceeding this evening, I wish to make a short statement. 
We can have at most but two more Friday evening sessions. 

A Memper. Only one more. 

Mr. MARTIN of Indiana. Notalarge number of Senate bills 
have been passed at these evening sessions. While I do not desire 
to refer to what takes place at the other end of the Capitol, yet 
there is some dissatisfaction on the ground that we have not disposed 
of very many Senate bills. I think that there are upon the Cal- 
endar altogether some forty bills coming from the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. I can not tell how many there are coming from 
the Committee on Pensions, of which the gentleman from Georgia 
| Mr. Mosgs] is chairman, probably thirty. 

I do not know how many there are from the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs; and I believe there are none that we have a right to 
consider at a Friday night session coming from the Committee on 
the Judiciary. But this evening and next Friday evening will 
practically settle all that we can do upon this class of business 
during this Congress. 

Whether the fact be to our credit or discredit, the work of this 
Congress in the passage of private pension bills has been smaller 
than that of any preceding Congress within my present recol- 
lection. This work has not been accomplished without a great 
deal of labor. We have had a great many Friday night sessions. 
And now that these sessions are coming to a close, and since the 
committees have given the work they have to these bills, reported 
them, and placed them on the Calendar, I suggest to every mem- 
ber here, not by way of lecture at all (for I am not given to lec- 
turing), but in the interest of public business and in considera- 
tion of the rights of these people whose bills have been thus far 
reported—I suggest that we give special attention to business this 
evening. 

Now, let me call attention to one thing. We have a Clerk who 
can make himself distinctly heard—a good reader—but what is 
the use of our Clerk reading a report while members all around 
are engaged in somethirg else, paying no attention to the read- 
ing? And then the moment the ing is concluded and the ques- 
tion is put by the Chair, ‘‘Shall the bill be laid aside with a 
favorable report,” some member who has not been paying atten- 
tion rises and says ‘‘I would like to know something about this 
bill,” when in — of fact almost everything that he could desire 
to know might have been learned from the report if he had listened 
to the reading. We could much more speedily without 
being rash or reckless at all. 

I beg pardon of the Committee of the Whole for having said this 
much; but I wished to call attention to the shortness of the time 
remaining, the great amount of work that is still on our Calendar, 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


| 





2263 





the small number of bills that have been passed, and what we 
might yet accomplish if we will properly economize our time. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, I wish to make a proposition for unanimous 
consent; and it is this: That the roll be called and that each mem- 
ber present when his name is reached may call up a bill introduced 
by himself or a Senate bill coming from the State in which he ro- 
sides and a bill in which he is interested. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Indiana asks unani- 
mous consent—— 

Mr. JONES. One question before that request it put. I wish 
to inquire whether this order of proceeding, if adopted, is expected 
to obtain next Friday night. If we should not complete the roll 
to-night, will the call be resumed next Friday evening where it 
stops to-night? I have no objection to the request of the gentle- 
man if it is limited to to-night. 

Mr. MARTIN of Indiana. That is a question for the Chair to 
determine, as to the effect of the order. 

Mr. JONES. The Chair has held that under such an order as 
this we are obliged to continue the roll call at the next evening 
session if it be not completed on the evening when it is begun. 
It has also been urged on this floor that it was wreng for any 
member to object to the continuance of the roll call on a subse- 
quent evening—that such an objection was not fair or honest. If 
this request be limited to to-night, I have no objection. 

Mr. MARTIN of Indiana. Before we settle the question, let me 
yut this proposition: Suppose the roll should be called to-night 

“ef own, so that half the gentlemen present here are not 
reached, Would it be any more than fair that when we come to 
gether next Friday night the roll call should proceed from the 
point where it had stopped? 

Mr. JONES. Let us determine that next Friday night when we 
assemble; let us not undertake to-night to fix an order for next 
Friday night. 

Mr. MARTIN of Indiana. I hope the gentleman will not object 
to agreeing here and now thit the order shall continze. 

Mr. JONES. I wish to give notice that next Friday night I 
shall object to the continuance of this same order of business; but 
I will not object to the order if it be limited to to-night. I give 
this notice now, so that if I should object next Friday night gen- 
tlemen may not say that I sat here and consented to this order 
being made with the understanding that it should continue next 
Friday night. 

Mr. MARTIN of Indiana. Then I modify my request and ask 
unanimous consent, for the purpose I have expressed, for this 
evening only. 

Mr. PICKLER. Will the gentleman state his request again? 

Mr. MARTIN of Indiana. That the roll be called and each 
member present, as his name is reached, be allowed to call up one 
bill introduced by himself, or a bill introduced by a Senator from 
the State he represents on this floor. I do not want to neglect 
the Senate bills and we ought not to doso. The order to be ap- 
plicable to this evening only. 

Mr. RYAN. I understand that if the roll call be not completed 


to-night, and we desire to continue it to its completion on next 
Friday night, the gentleman from Virginia indicates that he will 
object. 5 


Mr. JONES. I did not mean tomake that statement, but meant 
that if the effort was to fix the order to-night for next Friday, | 
would reserve my right to object at that time. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection to the request of the gen- 
tlemen from Indiana, the order to apply only to this evening: 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 


HARRISON C. HOBART. 


Mr. BALDWIN. I call up Senate bill 1969, granting a pension 
to Harrison C. Hobart. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place upon the pension rolis the name of Harri- 
son C. Hobart, late brevet brigadier-general of volunteers, and pay him a 
pension at the rate of $0 per month. 


Mr. JONES. Let us have the report. 
The report (by Mr. BaLDwrs) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions have considered the bill (S. 1969) 

Pretest to Harrison C. Hobart, which passed the Senate August 
, 1894, and submit the following report: 

Soe eae to pension at $50 per month this soldier, whose service 
was as follows: Captain Company K, Fourth Wisconsin Infantry, from July 
2, 1861; lieutenant-colonel Twenty-first Wisconsin Infantry from Se; ber 
15, 1862; colonel of same regiment from November 1, 184; com 
brigadier-general by brevet to date January 12, 1885, and honor 

June 16, 1845. 











e 

It appears that this soldier has never applied for pension under the general 
laws, and nothing is shown in the Senate report as to his present physical 
financial condition; but several witnesses testified before the committee fror 
personal knowledge that he is very aged, utterly disabled, and absolutely 
without means. 

If this man were pensioned under the general law for disability incurred 
in service, at the “total” rate for his rank, he would receive but &) per 
— and no reason appears why he should be given the exceptional rate 
oO \ 

Your committee therefore recommend that the bill be amended by striking 
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out the word “ fifty” in line 6, and insert in lieu thereof the word “thirty;” 
and that as so amended the bill do pass. 

For further statement of facts bearing on the case attention is invited to 
Senate report 649. 


The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendment recom- 
mended by the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Mr. LYNCH. Mr. Chairman, I hope this amendment will not 
prevail. I have known General Hobart for the last thirty years 
welland intimately, as a neighbor, as a friend, and as a public man 
in our State. General Hobart was one of the most honored citi- 
zens of Wisconsin long before the war broke out, and was one of 
the leading citizens in the State atthe time. He was twice the can- 
didate of his party for Congress in that State, and once a candidate 
for governor before the war, and once a candidate for governor 
since the war. He was among the foremost men and leading citi- 
zens of Wisconsin at that time. He was one of the first promi- 
nent, leading men in the State who raised a company and enlisted 
himself as a private. He was promptly elected captain of it. He 
had his company ready long before he could have it assigned to 
any regiment for service. 

He went into the Army as captain of Company K, Fourth Wis- 
consin Infantry, which was changed afterwards to a cavalry com- 
mand, and served there as captain for about a year and a half. 
He was then promoted and made lieutenant-colonel of the Twenty- 
first Wisconsin. After General Sweet, the colonel of the regi- 
ment, was wounded, General Hobart had command of the regi- 
ment, and was afterwards taken prisoner and served for eight or 
nine months in Libby Prison. He was one of the two or three 
prisoners who devised the plan for getting out of the prison. He. 
and Colonel Wells were, in fact, the promoters of the scheme to 
burrow out. 

Mr. MARTIN of Indiana. I begthe gentleman’s pardon forin- 
terrupting him, but I trust he will not insist on his opposition to 
the amendment. The committee after due consideration reduced 
the amount in the Senate bill from $50 to $30. Noapplication was 
made at the office, as the gentleman knows, for pension. 

Mr. LYNCH. None, After his escape from Libby Prison he 
returned to his command, where he was promoted to a brigadier- 
general, and commanded a brigade to the close of the war. 

Mr. MARTIN of Indiana. And I beg the gentleman will not 
insist on even Sg his remarks. 

Mr. LYNCH. But this is an exceptionally meritorious case, I 
know him well, and this committee can afford to understand the 
case; but I have no disposition to take any unnecessary time. 

Mr. TALBERT of South Carolina. What would he get if he 
were allowed a pension under the general law? 

Mr. MARTIN of Indiana. Thirty dollars a month. 

Mr. CAMPBELL. But he is to be commended for not having 
gone to the Pension Office and made his application sooner. 

Mr. LYNCH. And the fact that he has not been drawing a pen- 
sion all these years is strong ground for granting him a pension 
now slightly in excess of what the law prescribes. 

Mr. TAL ERT of South Carolina. he not an invalid wife 
living? 

Mr. LYNCH. She has been paralyzed and bedridden for twelve 
years to my personal knowledge. 

General Hobart met with financial reverses and misfortunes 
and has been’ reduced almost to poverty. I know that he has 
no income or visible means to help him in his old age. He is 80 

years of age, and can draw this pension but a few years at the 
Sisat. The fact that he was not an applicant for a pension hereto- 
fore, when entitled to it, ought to be to his advantage on this oc- 
casion and increase the amount of pension to him in his old age. 

No more deserving man lives in the State; no braver man ever 
left the State and served in the Army of the Union, nor does a 
more gallant and faithful soldier live to-day in Wisconsin or else- 
where. He was too proud, a and honorable to ask for a 
pension, nor would his friends now, except from a sense of justice 
tohim. He does not ask for it now. I do not know that this 
effort to get him a pension is with his knowledge at all. That is 
the style of man he is; and I think that such a man as that ought 
to receive a more kindly consideration. A man that has per- 
formed the service for the country that he did is certainly enti- 
tled to a little more than a strict technical construction of the 
rules of law that would restrict him to asmaller sum than justice 
entitles him to. I hope the amendment will not prevail; and 
that the Senate bill, which gives $50 a month, will remain as it is 
and will be to by the committee. 

The CHATRMAN. e question is on agreeing to the amend- 
ment recommended by the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was laid aside to be reported to the House 
with the recommendation that it do pass. 

Mr. BANKHEAD (when his name was called). Mr. Chairman, 
I desire to ask to reinstate a bill that went off the Calendar some 
time during my absence. I want to say, Mr. Chairman, that this 
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bill is the only one of its kind that I have asked any committee of 
Congress to consider during my term in Congress of eight years. 

Mr. HAYES. Why did it go off the Calendar? 

Mr. BANKHEAD. It went off the Calendar, as I understand, 
on the motion of the gentleman from Texas [Mr. K1LGorE]. The 
bill was reached in its regular order and was being considered. 
My colleague [Mr. STALLINGS], who is a member of the committee 
which considered the bill, had filed a minority report against the 
recommendations of the majority of the committee. There bein 
noone here to represent the claimant when the bill was reached, 
the gentleman from Texas [Mr. KILGORE] moved that the bill be 
laid upon the table. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, I will say that I hardly expect to have this 
bill considered during this session of Congress, but I feel a pecul- 
iar interest in having it reinstated and placed upon the Calendar, 
in order that if an opportunity should come I may submit some 
remarks touching this case and this claimant in reply to the criti- 
cisms of the gentleman from Virginia [Mr. JonEs] that were 
passed upon it a few nights ago. Now I ask unanimous consent 
that the bill be reinstated. 

Mr. JONES. Mr. Chairman,I make the point of order that we 
have adopted a rule of procedure for this evening and that this 
motion can not be entertained. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair desires to state to the gentleman 
from Alabama that the committee can not reinstate a bill which 
is not on the Calendar. It would have to be done in the House, 

Mr. BANKHEAD. The committee directed it to go off the Cal- 
endar, and I think by unanimous consent of the committee it could 
be reinstated. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair is of the opinion that it could 


not. 

Mr. BANKHEAD. I beg leave to suggest to the Chair that 
when I asked unanimous consent a few nights ago to have this 
bill reinstated the present occupant of the chair then occupied 
the chair and held that the motion was in order. Of course, 
though, I submit to the ruling of the Chair. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair desires to state to the gentleman 
from Alabama that the point did not occur to the Chair at that 
time that the bill had been ordered to be laid on the table by a 
former committee, and that the committee had no right to so rein- 
state it, as he holds now. 

Mr. MOSES. Regular order. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair desires to state further that the 
committee only recommended that the bill lie upon the table, and 
the House confirmed that action, and the committee can not re- 
vorse that action of the House. 

Mr. BANKHEAD. I have no other bill on the Calendar. It 
seems that I have not this one on the Calendar either. [Laughter.] 


WEIR CRAWFORD, 


Mr. BRETZ. Mr. Chairman, two weeks ago a bill was passed 
over with the right that I might call it up at this Friday night 
session. The bill (H. R. 6928) is a bill to remove the charge of 
desertion from the military record of Weir Crawford. 

Mr. Chairman, this bill was fully considered by the committee 
on last Friday night two weeks ago, and was passed over because 
a question was raised by the gentleman from Virginia [Mr. JoNEs] 
apon a section of the statute which was supposed to apply to 
cases of this kind. It was laid aside without prejudice upon my 
request, that I might get the opinion of Colonel Ainsworth upon 
the section of the statute referred to, which was claimed by the 
gentleman from Virginia to apply to this case. Mr. Chairman, I 
ask the Clerk to report the Dill. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of War be, and he is hereby, author- 
ized and directed to remove the charge of desertion from the military record 
of Wear Crawford, late of Company G, Fifty-second Regiment of Indiana In- 
fantry Veteran Volunteers, and to issue said Crawford an hoporable dis- 
charge from said service. 

The Committee on Military Affairs recommended the adoption 
of the following amendment: 

In line 5 strike out the word “ Weir” and insert in lieu thereof the word 
“ Wear,’ and after the word “service,” in line 8, insert the words ‘\Pro- 


vided, That no pay or allowance shall become due or payable by reason of 
this act.” 


Mr. BRETZ. I now send to the Clerk’s desk a letter from Col- 
onel Ainsworth touching this section of the statute to which the 
gentleman from Virginia referred. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


RECORD AND PENSION OFFICE, WAR DEPARTMENT, 
Washington City, February 5, 1895. 

Srr: In compliance with your personal request of aes for a state- 
ment of the ground upon which this Department has declined to remove the 
charge of desertion standing inst Wear Crawford as a private of Com- 
pany G, Fifty-second Indiana Volunteers, and in reply to your inquiry as to 
the bearing which section 4749 of the Revised Statutes has upon this and sim- 
ilar cases, | have the honor to advise you as follows: 

The War Department is precluded from removing the cha of desertion 
and issuing an honorable harge in this case by section 7 of the act ap- 
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roved March 2, 1889, the only law now in force governing the subject of 
yemoval of charges of desertion. This section provides that any soldier who 
left his command while ‘in arrest or under c for b of 

duty ” shall not be entitled to relief under the act; and it appears from the 
official records, as well as from the sworn statements made by the applicant 
himself in = -_ — Crawford left his command while in fora 
breach of military duty. 

Section 4749, Revised Statutes, does not authorize the War Department to 
take any action in this case, or that of any other deserter from either be 
Regular or the Volunteer Army. Asa matter of fact, it does not 
either regulars or volunteers except ina veer limited wag, & will be 
by a glance at its concluding paragraph, which provides that “this section 
shall be construed solely as a removal of any disability such soldier or sailor 
may haye incurred b e loss of his citizenship in consequence of his deser- 
tion.” It will be seadily seen, therefore, that this section does not authorize 
the removal of the charge of desertion, or the issue of an honorable dis- 
charge, or any correction or alteration whatever of a soldier's record. 

It does not put a man whose final record is that of a deserter in the status 
of honor held by an honorably disc. soldier, nor does it relieve a deserter 
from any of the pains and penalties incurred by desertion except as to his 
citizenship and right to hold any office of trust or profit under the United 
States, which were forfeited by section 1996, Revised Statutes. Butit has been 
held, and is now well settled, that this forfeiture can not be applied to a per- 
son until he has been tried by court-martial and found guilty of desertion. 
(See Kurtz vs. Moffit, 115 U. S., 501, and cases there cited.) 

So that after all section 4749 applies only to the very inconsiderable number 
of persons who deserted after April 19, and who were also tried by court- 
martial and found guilty of desertion; and for them it does nothing at all 
but restore their citizenship and right to hold office. It isof no benefit what- 
ever to the large class of men who deserted after April 19, 1865, but were not 
tried by court-martial and convicted of desertion. Nor is it of any benefit to 
a class which comprises by far the greatest number of deserters, viz, those 
who abandoned the service prior to April 19, 1865. 


tfully, 
Sy F. 0: AINSWORTH. 
Colonel, United States Army, Chief Record and Pension Office. 


Hon. JoHN L. BRETZ, _ 
House of Representatives. 


Mr. BRETZ. Now, Mr. Chairman, if no one desires any further 
information, I ask that the bill be laid aside to be reported to the 
House with a favorable recommendation. 

Mr. JONES. Mr. Chairman, I should like to have the report 
read. 

The report (by Mr. BRETZ) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Military Affairs, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 
6928) to remove the cha of desertion from the military record of Wear 
Crawford, have conside the same and report as follows: 3 

Wear Crawford was enrolled and mustered into the service as a private in 
Company G, Fifty-second Indiana Volunteers, January 14, 1862, to serve three 

ears. He appears to have served ey ge ag June 28, 1865, having reen- 
isted as a veteran volunteer February 27, 1564. The oomueay morning re- 

rt for June 28, 1865, shows him “absent in confinement,’ and for June 29, 
Tees, shows him ‘‘ from confinement to absent without leave.” The company 
muster roll, dated June 30, 1865, reports him “absent without leave since 
June 28, 1865,” and that dated August 31, 1865, reports him *‘ deserted a 
11, 1865." The company muster-out roll, dated September 10, 1865, reports hi 
“deserted at Montgomery, Ala., August 11, 1865.’ : 

With a view tocorrecti his said military record the said Wear Crawford, 
on July 19, 1886, filed with the proper authorities of the War Department an 
application for removal of the charge of desertion against him, and subse- 

uently, on October 25, 1889, filed an affidavit, in which he states that at 
Hontgomery, Ala.. while he was on , he halted an officer who was drunk 
and had no pass; that the officer shot at affiant three times, when affiant ran 
at the officer with this bayonet, whereupon affiant was arrested and putin 
the guardhouse, when he got frightened and left, and went to Mississippi. 

Su uently, on November 30, 1889, February 20, 1890, May 6, 1890, the said 
Wear Crawford filed with the War Department similar affidavits to the one 
of July 19, 1886, and in the latter affidavit calls attention to his long and faith- 
ful services, and says that at the time he had the altercation mentioned he 
did not know that his assailant was an officer; that he did not belong to his 
command, and affiant only afterwards learned that he was an officer and was 
a captain in an Illinois regimerft; that in his encounter with said assailant he 
was in strict line of duty, and acted in obedience with orders and faithful 
duty asa soldier. : 

On the evidence submitted the War Department denied him the relief 
sought, on the ground that * the admitted fact that he (the soldier) deserted 
while under arrest instead of remaining and meeting the charges against 
him, as he should have done, precludes favorable action under the law, and 
the applicewen must therefore be again denied.” 

The following additional evidence was before the committee: 

Of date December 16, 1891, the said Wear Crawford makes affidavit that he 
is the identical Wear Crawford who enlisted in Company F, First Regiment 
Ohio Infantry Volunteers, for a period of three months, and was honorably 
discharged at. Columbus, Ohio, ys reason of expiration of term. That he 

n enlisted in the service of the United States as a private, Company G, 

a Regiment Indiana Infantry Volunteers, for a term of three years, 
on the 14th day of January, 1862, and was honorably discharged from said serv- 
ice on the 26th day of February, 1864, by reason of reenlistment as a veteran 
in same company and posunenh. 

That under his reenlistment as a veteran he served ape | in Company 
G, Fifty-second Regiment Indiana Infantry Volunteers, until the llth day of 
Sugee, 1865, when, without fault upon his part, he became involved ina dif- 
ficulty with an officer of another organization, and under advice of com- 
rades and friends he left the service while under arrest. That he subse- 
—s enlisted in the service of the United States as a private in Com- 

y D, Fifth Regiment United States Cavalry Volunteers, for a term of 
ve years from the 12th day of January, 1867, and was honorably discharged 
at Fort D. A. Russell, Wyo., on the 12th day of January, 1872. 

That his record as a soldier during all of said services is unassailable with 
the single incident above referred to, wherefore he asks the Congress of the 
United States to authorize and direct the oes of War to amend his 
military record by removing the charge of desertion from Company G, Fifty- 
second Regiment Indiana Veteran Volunteers, and directed to grant an hon- 
orable discharge from said service. 

Subsequently, of date jeer 6 1892, the said Wear Crawford, in an affi- 
davit of that date, says: That while in said service he was on duty at an out- 
post and had orders to allow no one to pass the lines either way who did 
not show a pass from the proper officer. While in the performance of his 


duty as a sentinel an officer attempted to cross his t into town and, after 
being challenged, refused to show a gest. Caiman attempted to stop him. 
t had any righ etain 


He refused to acknowledge that the to either 
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or molest him. _ In the quarrel which followed the officer attempted to shoot 
the claimant with a pistol. Claimant also snapped his gun, but did not fire. 
t pursued the officer with his bayonet for some distance. The offi- 

cer had claimant arrested and he was put in the guardhouse, where he re- 
mained for several days, when he was persuaded by his comrades to leave 
— they had furnished him with apeney) by telling him that the officer no 
oubt would have him severely punished, and that the war was then over, 
oe. He allowed them to persuade him, and he left the service on August 11, 


865. 
Of date August 31, 1891, Alfred C. Pearsey makes oath as follows: 
“I was a member of Company G, Fifty-second indiana Volunteer Infantry, 
and well knew Weir Crawford, of said company, who was a good and faithful 
soldier, never flinc from duty in battle or at any other time, and who is 


c with desertion, which does him great injustice. He was persuaded 
by comrades t his own inclinations to leave for fear of a more se- 
vere punishment on account of a personal difficulty with an officer who ex- 


ceeded his duty as such, thus bringing on the difficulty, as I was informed at 
the time by a comrade who was then present, but now dead. 

“The mois of our comrades who knew the circumstances was all with 
Private wford, and joined in persuading him to leave, fearing and believ- 
ing that he would be unmercifully punished for his trouble with an officer. 
The war was over, and no further need of our services seemed necessary, and 
I loaned him money to go away with, believing I was doing a just and merci- 
ful service in saving a good soldier from rigerous punishment by a tyranni- 
cal officer from another command. I know to a certainty that he had no de- 
sire to desert the Army, and he would not have done so had he not been over- 
persuaded by his comrades, who thought it the best thing for him to do.” 

His colonel, captain, and lieutenant, all testify to Crawford's long and faith- 
ful service, and obedience to orders, etc. 

In view of the long and faithful service of this soldier, and in view of the 
fact that he did not leave his command with the intention of deserting, but 
merely to avoid the ible severe punishment he might receive for a sup- 
_—— breach of military duty, the committee report the bill back to the 

ouse with the following amendment, and recommend that the bill do pass: 

Provided, That no pay or allowance shall become due or payable by reason 
of the passage of this act. 

The amendment recommended by the committee was agreed to. 
The CHAIRMAN (Mr. McKaiae). The question is on laying 
the bill aside with a favorable recommendation. 

The question was taken; and the Chairman announced that the 
ayes seemed to have it. 

Mr. TALBERT of South Carolina. Division, Mr. Chairman. 
The committee divided; and there were—ayes 32, noes 1. 
So the bill was ordered to be laid aside with a favorable recom- 
mendation. 
MAJ. GEN. JULIUS H. STAHEL. 

Mr. CAMPBELL (when his name was called). Mr. Chairman, 
I call = the bill (H. R. 6901) to increase the pension of Maj. Gen. 
Julius H. Stahel. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to increase the pension of Julius H. Stahel, late major 
general of volunteersin the Union Army, and pay same at the rate of $100 

——. in lieu of what he now receives, from and after the passage of 
act. 


Mr. JONES. Mr. Chairman, I would like to have the report 
read. 

Mr. CURTIS of New York. Mr. Chairman, would it not be 
acceptable for the gentleman introducing this bill to state the 
substance of it without reading these long and tedious reports? 
Many of these = are long, very much longer than they need 
to be to express the facts; and if the member states what they are 
it enables the committee to form an opinion upon the merits, and 
then we can vote and get through with many more bills. 

Mr. JONES. Mr. Chairman, I can not consent to that, nor can 
I agree with my friend from New York that these reports are 
longer than they should be. I have discovered in my experience 
that many of them are too short; that they leave out a great many 
matters of importance that bear upon the case. I think that with 
reference to a bill that involves a pension of $100 the report should 
be read. 

Mr. CURTIS of New York. I withdraw my request if it tends 
to excite discussion. 

Mr. CAMPBELL. I ask that the report be read. 

Mr. HICKS. A parliamentary inquiry, Mr. Chairman. 

The CHAIRM (Mr. Bretz). The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. HICKS. I was not here when the House opened this even- 
ing, and therefore I inquire why the gentleman from New York 
(Mr. CAMPBELL] is permitted to call up a bill. 

The CHAIRMAN. Unanimous consent was obtained to call the 
roll, beginning at the head, and each member when his name is 
called is to have the privilege of calling up a bill that he intro- 
duced himself or a Senate bill in which he was interested. 

Mr. HICKS. Unfortunately my name is about the middle of 
the roll—— 

Mr. CURTIS of New York. Your turn will come soon. 

Mr. HICKS. Just when my turn is reached on the call of the 
roll they will return to the consideration of bills in their order on 
the Calendar. 

Mr. CAMPBELL. If this were not a case of charity I would 
give the gentleman my turn. 

Mr. JONES. Mr. Chairman, I would like, before the report is 
read, to make an inquiry. The Chair has stated what the rule 
was, and that rule was that a gentleman could call up a bill in- 
troduced by himself, or a Senate bill in which he was interested. 
I would like to ask by whom this bill was introduced. 
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Mr.CAMPBELL. This bill was introduced by myself, at the 
request of a large number of gentlemen in this country. 
The report (by Mr. Ryan) was read, as follows: 


The Commiteee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 
6901) to increase to $100 per month the pension of Maj. Gen. Julius H. Stahel, 


























































* respectfully report: 


Julius H. Stahel was a Hungarian nobleman. who enlisted under Kossuth 
and fought with him in the patriot uprising against the Austrians in 1849. 
Onthe suppression of that movement he was ny oe to flee from his native 
land, and in 1854came to the United States, where he was engaged in the pub- 
lication of a newspaper at the breaking out of the war of the rebellion. 

Under the call of President Lincoln he enlisted as a private, April 23, 1861, 
and continued in active service in the field, being promoted meanwhile, for 
meritorious conduct, through the various gate of rank to that of major- 
general, until after the battle of Piedmont, June 5, 1864, when, in co uence 
of a wound received in that battle, he was ordered to Harpers Ferry for the 
purpose of collecting and organizing troops. 

He was subsequently ordered to timore on court-martial duty,and con- 
tinued oe such until February 8, 1865, when, failing to recover his health, he 
resigned. 

The Official Records of the Rebellion,a few extracts from which are here- 
unto appended, bear ample testimony to the valuable services rendered to 
the Union cause by General Stahel, as the Con ional medal which was 
awarded him for distinguished gallan at the battle of Piedmont is a mer- 
ited and ——_s tribute to his personal bravery. 

After the close of the war he was appointed to a position in the consular 
service and remained in such service about thirteen years, when, in conse- 
quence of ill health, engendered, it issaid, by disease contracted in the Army, 
he was obliged to resign. ‘ 

How his services as consular agent were appreciated is shown by the fol- 
lowing letter from Secretary Bayard: 

DEPARTMENT OF STATE, Washington, October 24, 1885. 


My Dear Sin: I have this moment received your letter of tpis date, resign- 
ing the position of consul-general at Shanghai, and make unfeigned expres- 
sion of my sincere regret that the Government is to lose the services of so 
efficient and faithful an officer. And permit me to say how much my regret 
is increased by the cause of your resignation. ; 

The record of your public service is unin ble, and I sincerely trust 
that in your new pursuit you may fully recover the health you have lost,and 
with it enjoy an ample and prolonged prosperity. 

Very respectfully, your obedient servant, 
T. F. BAYARD. 

Gen. JuLIvs STAHEL. 

After partially recovering his health he secured a business position in the 
city of New York, in which he continued until recurring disease, infirmities, 
and the burdens of old age compelied his final retirement from active life. 

Although entitled to a pension since his tion, in 1865, he did not apply 
until 1892. Since February, 1893, ie has been in receipt of $30 per month, the 
amount he would have been allowed had he made application during the 
previous twenty-eight years. pi : 

He is now in his sixty-ninth year, and in needy circumstances. 

Your committee think he is fairly entitled to the pension applied for, and 
therefore recommend the passage of the bill. 


APPENDIX. 
[Private. ] 
HEADQUARTERS ARMY OF POTOMAC, 
Steamer Commodore, April 2, 1862. 


My Dear STANEL: I can not express to you the regret I feel on parting 
from you both personally and officially. I had ho to have you with me. 
The order ordering the division army from the y of the Potomac was 


given without my knowlege. z : 

I do not know that I can it, but would like to know whether it 
would be agreeable toyou iy, under all the circumstances, to join 
me again if it is ble to effect it. 

Piease let me from you about it. Whatever the result may be and 
wherever you may go you will ever have my warm regard. 

Trusting that we shall meet again, I am, your sincere friend, 
GEO. B. McCLELLAN. 

Maj. Gen. JULIUS STAHEL. 

HEADQUARTERS ELEVENTH Corps, 
Fairfax C. H., August 30, 1862. (1.10 o'clock p. m,) 

GeENFRAL: The following dispatch is just received from General Burnside: 
“General SIGEL: 

“Your dispatches of 6 p. m. and 7.30 p.m. received. The commanding gen- 
eral desires me to tender his thanks to Brigadier General Stahel and the offi- 
cers and men of his for the brilliant success they have achieved.” 

JNO. G. PARKE, Chief of Stag’. 


T. A. MEYSENBURG, 
Assistant Adjutant-General. 


Official: 


BrigadierGeneral STAHEL, 
Commanding Division. 


{From General Schenck, by Colonel Cheseborough, from the Rebellion Rec- 
ord, fexies I, Volume , Part Il, page 283, relative to second battle of 
a un. 


Upon mentioning to General Schenck the fact that I have been requested to 
make a report of Saturday's and while unable in present 
a —— to a what ed — he yet ae me to aintin — 

26 Wisnes to ex approbation coolness and ver 
by General Stahel, ete. ” . 


HEADQUARTERS DEPARTMENT OF WASHINGTON, 
Washington, March 13, 1863. 

GENERAL: In reply to the conversation we have had thismorning, I am 
happy to say that ——- would afford me more pleasure than to have you 
assigned to my command. 

The cavalry service is now suffering greatly from the want of an officer of 
your rank, experience, and well-known erly qualities to take command 
of ae yt we a sshd . 

am, very respec . your ient servant, 
oer 8. P. HEINTZELMAN, 
Major-General, 
A true copy: 
Brig. Gen. 3 a DRAKE DE KAY, A. D.C. 
x n. JULIUS STAHEL, 
United States Volunteers. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


FEBRUARY 15, 


HEADQUARTERS DEPARTMENT OF WASHINGTON, 
Washington, July 11, 1863. 
GENERAL: I regret that when you left my command I did not know what 
disposition would be made of the cavalry. [have seen General Hooker and 
many of the officers of his command, and they have expressed themselves in 
the most unqualified praise of the splendid condition of your cavalry. They 
declared it the best they had ever seen. 
Their good condition and efiiciency are owing to the able manner in which 
you have commanded them. 
I can assure you that I parted with you and them with many regrets. 
lam, General, very respectfully, your obedient servant, 
S. P. HEINTZELMAN, * 
Major-General. 
Maj. Gen. J. STAREL, Commanding Cavalry, 
Department of the Susquehanna, Harrisburg. 


HEADQUARTERS DEPARTMENT OF THE SUSQUEHANNA, 
Chambersburg, Pa., March 21, 186%. 
My DrarR GENERAL: The order for your transfer to General Sigel’s depart- 
ment has arrived this evening, and having myself to leave in the morning I 
may not have the pleasure of congratulating you upon the honor conferred 
upon you. 
uring an intimate association for the past nine months you were ever 
ready to second my wishes in thé performance of duty, and I am glad to ex- 
press to you my thanks for your assistance cheerfully given under every and 
all circumstances. 
I shall follow your further career with great interest, and permit me to 
wish you every success for the future. 
lam, sir, very respectfully, 
D. N. COUCH, Major-General. 
Maj. Gen. JuLivs STANEL, 
Camp Instructions, etc. 
HEADQUARTERS DEPARTMENT OF WEST VIRGINIA, 
Staunton, Va., June 9, 1864. 


GENERAL: I have the honor to inform you that in consequence of a wound 
received while gallantly leading his division in the recent battle of the 5th 
instant, at Piedmont, I have relieved Maj. Gen. Julius Stahel from service 
with the forces in the field, and have ordered him to Martinsburg and Har- 
pers Ferry for the purpose of collecting and organizing all troops that can be 
spared from the defense of the Baltimore and Ohio Railroad and returning 
to this —— in charge of the important train about which I have had the 
honor to telegraph to youin cipher. I beg that if you can aid General Stahel 
to collect the detachments belonging to this command from the dismounted 
camp in Pleasant Valley, Md., you will do so, and that you will be kind 
enough to forward his views under the instructions he has received. 

It is but justice to jor-General Stahel to state that in the recent engage- 
ment he displayed excellent qualities of coolness and gallantry, and that for 
the final happy result the country is much indebted to his services. 

I part wit neral Stahel with regret, and trust, most respectfully, that 
there will be no delay in forwarding the train with which—and the troops 
coliected at Martinsburg, Harpers Ferry, from the Kanawha, and Pleasant 
Valley, if possible—he is to return. 

I have the honor to be, General, 

Very respectfully, your most obedient servant, 
D, HUNTER, Major-General. 

Official: 


CHAS. 8S. HALPINE, 


Assistant Adjutant-General. 
Maj. Gen. H. W. HALLECK, 
Chief of Staff, United States Army, Washington, D. C. 


BALTIMORE, MD., February 10, 1965. 


DEAR GENERAL: I learn with sincere regret that you have resigned your 
commission and are about to retire into private life. At this occasion, so un- 
expected to myself, as it must be toeveryone who justly values your services 
of four years’ duration, I feel it my duty to thank you for the faithful and 
excellent assistance you have givan to me, when serving with me as a brigade 
and division commander, and as commander of the Eleventh Corps, Army of 
the Potomac, when it formed part of the Fourth Grand Division commanded 
by me. I also will never forget the valuable services rendered by you as 

ief and commander of the cavalry of the army of West Virginia when I 
held command of that army and department. You know very well that I 
would not show you my confidence better than by intrusting you with 
the command of the troops which formed the army of the Shenandoah in the 
spring of 1864. 

In many engagements, ogety those on the Rappahannock and at the 
battle of Groveton and Bull Run ix 1862, before Washington in 1863, and at New 
Market in 1864, I had opportunity to become aware of your excellent 
qualities as a commander, whilst your incessant labors on long and fatigui 
marches, your success in organizing, drilling, and disciplining troops, as we 
as your bravery in battle, will be and are duly acknowledged by the many 
thousands who have been under your command. 

To have done your duty as a citizen of this Republic in the hour of danger 
and under so many adversities, fatigues, and even misfortunes, to be re- 
spected by your comrades in arms as a perfect gentleman, as a sollier and 
co! . must be your best reward at this moment, when by =xtracrdi- 

ponoae and by a just regard for your honor you have found it nec- 
qu 


service. 
My best and sincerest wishes for your success and welfare will accompany 
you in zone future career. 
ery truly and respectfully, your friend, 


Maj. Gen. Junivs STABEL. 


Mr. JONES. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike ont the words 
** one hundred ” and insert in lieu thereof “ fifty.” 

Mr. CAMPBELL. Mr. Chairman, I was about to say a few 
words in regard to the distinguished gentleman whose case is now 
under consideration, but I think the apes apne for itself; and 
if the gentleman from Virginia will ch y support the meas- 
ure I accept his sition, because I know if there ever was a 
genuine, patriotic, and charitable measure this is one. 

Mr. JONES. Mr. Chairman, I can not agree with the gentle- 
man's —— to cheerfully support this measure, because I 
think that $50 is enough. I shall certainly vote for my amend- 
ment reducing the amount from $100 to $50. 

Mr. STRONG. Mr. Chairman, [ desire to ask the gentleman 


FE. SIGEL, Major-General. 
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from New York how much pension is being paid to this gentle- 
man at the present time? é 

Mr. CAMPBELL. Thirty dollarsa month. If he had applied 
for a pension in 1865 or 1868 he would have then been entitled to 
that much pension; but he refused to take a cent from the Gov- 
ernment until old age incapacitated him from performing any 
labor or service. s 

Mr. STRONG. Mr. Chairman, we are proceeding here from 
day to day and night to night passing pension bills, and doing it 
in the name of the ex-soldiers of the Union Army. We have now 
reached a condition of things when 5. eran for pensions, in- 
stead of presenting their claims to the Pension Bureau, a Burean 
prepared for that purpose, a Bureau that is amp! y competent to 
pass upon that class of claims, applicants go by the Bureau and 
come to Congress. Why? Because if they go to the Pension Bu- 
reau they are not able to receive the amount of pension that they 
think they are individually entitled to. ; ’ 

Recently it has occurred that the Committee on Invalid Pensions 
is crowded at every session, not for the ee of passing pension 
bills for the benefit of all the soldiers who served in the Union 
Army, but for the purpose of crowding through the committee and 
through Congress bills to increase the pensions of officers or to in- 
crease the pensions of widows of officers from $30 to $100 per month. 
The pension rolls to-day are being loaded down with exorbitant 

nsions, not to private soldiers, not to officers of moderate rank, 

ut with pensions to the widows of officers who were fortunate 
enough to have received their education at the hands of the Goy- 
ernment of the United States, or who have gone into the service as 
brigadiers-general, never enduring the hardships that private 
soldiers were compelled to endure. 

Mr. CAMPBELL. If the gentleman will allow me, I will state 
in this case Major-General Stahel entered the Army as a private 
soldier and worked his way up to the position of major-general. 

Mr. STRONG. Mr. Chairman, Iam protesting against the prin- 
ciple that is being enacted here into law day after day. I have 
stood here and seen this Congress repeatedly increase the pension of 
the widows of officers. I have seen this Congress give toa woman 
who had martfied the soldier, I am told, sixteen years after the 
war, a pension of $100a month. At the same time I know that the 
men aie fought side by side with that officer were as gallant as 
he and performed their duty as well as he performed his, and 
those men when they joined the Army, many of them, left wives 
behind them who remained at home and cared for the soldiers’ 
children and did as much as the wife of a brigadier-general or a 
major-general, while neither they nor their husbands had the 
strong incentives that the officers and their wives had. 

I protest in the name of the widows of private soldiers, thousands 
and thousands of them, who are just as worthy as the widows of 
the officers—I protest in the name of the private soldiers them- 
selves who are unable to receive any pension against this policy 
of granting high pensions to officers and their widows, to the 
prejudice of the men who really fought the battles and saved the 
Bnion. I care not what others may say about it; I speak for my- 
self, and I think I know that I speak for a great majority of the 
men who fought.on the side of the Union, when I say that the 
idea of singling out a few favorites, singling out those who are 
now receiving $30 a month and increasing their pensions to $50 
or $100 a month, is an insult to the brave men who really fought 
the battles of the Republic. 

Who is it that is entitled to the credit of saving the Union? Is 
it the men who commanded brigades or the men who commanded 
a division, or is it the men who took their muskets in their hands 
and went forth into the midst of the battle? I have not occupied 
much of the time of this committee. This is the first occasion on 
which I have occupied as much as five minutes, and I do not pro- 

se that gentlemen shall stop my mouth by sitting here and say- 
ing that they are anxious to get their bills through. 

if you will take upsuch bills, gentlemen, as ought to go through, 
Iwill be with you. If you will undertake to pass such bills as 
ought to be passed, I will bewith you. I look forward to the time 
when full and ample justice shall be done to the men—and there 
are some 400,000 of them, I think—who are not on the pension 
rolls at all, and are receiving no pensions. I look forward to the 
time when justice shall be done to all those men, but I know that 
it can not be done if we are going to load up the pension roll with 
pensions of $100 a month to officers and their widows, until it be- 
comes so weighted down that the people will say to us, ‘‘ You can 
not afford to make appropriations to increase the pensions to pri- 
vate soldiers,” 

The man in whose behalf this bill is presented is now receiving 
as much pension as the general law allows to anybody in his class. 

Mr. TALBERT of South Carolina. Move to amend the amend- 
ment so as to make the amount $30 a month instead of $50. 

Mr. STRONG. No, sir; it does not require any amendment. 
He is now receiving the test pension that is allowed to any- 
body in his class under the general law, and therefore I hope this 
bill to increase his pension will be laid on the table. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


tee (Mr. Srrone] I have been in constant attendance at these 
Friday night sessions during this Congress, and, as the REcorpD 
will show, I have not occupied even so much time as five minutes 
in addressing the committee, and I do not intend to break that 
somewhat desirable record on the present occasion for longer than 
a couple of minutes. There is,in my judgment, one feature of this 
case that has perhaps not been clearly brought out, but which 
makes it especially meritorious. 


him for doing what he was glad to have been able to do, to serve 


battle of Piedmont, and for specially gallant services in which he 
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Mr. RYAN. Mr. Chairman, like my colleague on the commit- 


That point is, that for twenty-eight years after the close of the 
war the beneficiary under this bill never asked a pension from the 


Government, although he could have received it for the asking. 
He felt that he could earn his own living, and, while he was able 
to do that, he was too proud to ask the Government to pension 


to the best of his ability the Government of his adopted country, 
under whose flag he and his compatriots had found a home and a 
refuge. He enlisted as a private soldier within one week after 
President Lincoln issued his first call for volunteers, on the 23d of 
April, 1861. 

He fought until February 8, 1865, when in consequence of dis- 
ease contracted in the service, and of a wound received in the 


has received a Congressional medal, he was obliged to resign his 
commission a8 major-general. He supported himself for twenty- 
eight years and laid by as he thought a sufficient sum to support 
him in old age. The institution in which he had deposited his 
savings failed. and the only shield which he had provided against 
poverty in his declining years was swept away. He is now, I be- 
lieve, in his seventy-first year. He comes to Congress and asks 
that he be given a small portion of that money which he could 
have drawn and which in justice and equity belongs to him as 
much as though he had had it in the savings bank during the last 
twenty-eight years. I hope no objection will be made to the bill, 
especially since at the suggestion of the gentleman from Virginia 
[ Mr. aa the allowance has béen reduced to one-half that rec- 
ommended by the committee. 

Mr. JONES. Has he anybody dependent on him? 

Mr. RYAN. He has not. 

Mr. MEREDITH. Mr. Chairman, it may seem strange that a 
Representative from my section of the country should stand here 
and advocate the pensioning of a Federal officer. But this gen- 
tleman of whom we have heard during this discussion served in 
my section of Virginia as a commanding officer; and he treated 
the people of that section so kindly that for days past Confederate 
soldiers and Confederate officers have been writing here to their 
friends in this House asking that this pension may be increased. 

He treated with respect the wives and families of those people 
who were opposing him, and thereby he won the admiration of 
Confederate soldiers, who, as I have said, are asking by letters that 
now in his declining years his pension be increased. He was a 
worthy officer; he served his Government with credit and distinc- 
tion both at home and abroad. For twenty-eight years, } 
been stated by my friend who has just taken his seat [Mr. Ryan}, 
he never made any demand upon the Government for one cent of 
pension money. And now, when he has arrived at the age of 71, 
when his fortune has been swept from him and he is practically 
without the means of support, it would be niggardly on the part 
of this Government to refuse to pass this bill, especially after 
has been amended so as to make the amount of the pension only 
$50 a month. I shall support the bill with pleasure. [Applause. | 

Mr. STRONG. When was this pension of $30a month granted? 

Mr. MARTIN of Indiana. In 1893. 

Mr. LYNCH. I wish to ask the chairman of the Committee on 
Invalid Pension wherein lies the distinction between this case and 
that of General Hobart, which has just been passed upon, unless 
it be that General Hobart was a native American and this man a 
foreign nobleman? General Hobart’s claim is reported at $30 a 
month; this man’s at $100. I should like the gentleman from In- 
diana to explain why the committee thus discriminates. 

Mr. MARTIN of Indiana. Mr. Chairman, I do not care to take 
up the time of the committee; but I will say very frankly that in 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions I voted against the allowance 
of any amount in this case beyond $30. So far as lam person- 
aliy concerned, I have treated General Hobart’s case and this case 
on exactly the same terms. I do not think, however, it is neces- 
sary for me to take up time. The facts are all piainly before the 
committee. I think we should now vote. 

The question being taken on the amendment striking out 
** $100” and inserting ‘‘ $50,” it was agreed to. 

The question being taken on laying aside the bill as amended to 
be reported favorably to the House, it was agreed to; there being 
on a division (called for by Mr. Jonres)—ayes 41, noes 3. 


ORDER OF 


The Clerk was proceeding to call the roll, when— 
Mr. BRECKINRIDGE said: Mr. Chairman, I was unavoidably 
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detained to-night, and therefore was absent when my name was 
called. I should like to have unanimous consent to call up a bill. 

Mr. HICKS. Regular order. 

The CHAIRMAN. The demand for the regular order is equiva- 
lent to an objection. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE. This is no personal favor that I am 
asking for myself. I simply desire to oblige a soldier. 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Pennsylvania in- 
sist on his objection? 

Mr. HICKS. I withdraw the call for the regular order. 

om BRECKINRIDGE. I am very much obliged to the gen- 

tleman. 

Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. I object. 


CHARITY ANN SMITH. 


Mr. CAPEHART (when his name was called). I call up the 
bill (H. R.575) granting a pension to Charity Ann Smith. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provi- 
sions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Charity Ann Smith, 
mother of R. Monroe Wiley, late a private in Company G, Thirteenth Regi- 
ment West Virginia Volunteer Infantry, and to pay her a pension at the rate 
of $12 per month from the approval of this act. 

The report (by Mr. HARE) was read, as follows: 


The Commiitee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 
575) granting a pension to Charity Ann Smith, have considered the same and 
now submit the following report: 

The claimant is the mother of R. Monroe Wiley, late a member of Com- 
pany G, Thirteenth Regiment West Virginia Volunteers. “He enlisted Feb- 
ruary 15, 1865, and was discharged May 22, 1865, having served in all ninety- 
three days. The soldier died, the date not stated. 

He left a widow, who died October 3, 1874, and two children, both of whom 
are also dead. The children were pensioned until they arrived at the age of 
16 years, because of soldier's death from disabilities, the result of his service. 
The claimant testifies that she was dependent upon her son, the soldier, for 
support, but had to look after the care and maintenance of the surviving 
children after the soldier's death; that she is now old and feeble and unable 
to earn a living, and that there is no one legally bound for her support. A 
number of witnesses, neighbors and acquaintances, testify to her present des- 
titute condition and her inability to earn a living by manual labor. 

Oscar N. Greer and William Chapman, of Ambrosia, W.Va., testify that 
the soldier was the petitioner's only son and contributed to her support by 
money both before and after his enlistment, and that she was dependent upon 
him to a great degree. : 

Your committee therefore recommend that the bill do pass. 


Mr. JONES. Mr. Chairman, this bill proposes to make a spe- 
cial exception in favor of the mother of this soldier. It appears 
from the report that the soldier’s service was limited to ninety- 
three days—a very short term of service, indeed. I should like to 
have some statement from the gentleman in charge of the bill 
showing the special merit of this case, because if we are going to 
pension the mothers of soldiers I think such cases ought to have 
exceptional merit. 

Mr. CAPEHART. Mr. Chairman, this soldier, it is true, en- 
listed late in the war; but he served till the war closed, as long 
as there was any necessity for his service. He received an hon- 
orable discharge from the service, and was the only support of 
his mother. Living witnesses testify that he contributed to her 
support. He left two children who drew a pension until they be- 
came 16 years of age, when the pension ceased. They are now 
dead, as well as his wife; and the old lady, his mother, is left with- 
out any ee in the world. She is now, I suppose, between 
seventy and eighty years of age. 

Mr. JONES. ow does she live now? 

Mr. CAPEHART. Well, by her own exertions. She has no 
property of any description and is entirely destitute. 

r. JONES. You say her age is what? 

Mr. CAPEHART. Over 70. 

Mr. MARTIN of Indiana. Mr. Chairman, I desire simply, in 
addition to what the gentleman from West Virginia has said, to 
state that there are precedents, not very numerous it is true, for 
this class of cases, but still there are precedents. 

While it is true that the soldier did not serve very long, yet, as 
the report of the committee shows, he contracted the disability 
from which he died, and for which his minor children were pen- 
sioned, in the service. His widow and children areall dead. His 
mother was in a large measure dependent upon him, and _ the 
question arises whether it is not a simple act of justice for Con- 

, in the exercise of its power and following the precedents 
justifying it, to allow the old mother to have a pension during 
the remaining few days that she can possibly remain on earth. 


She is quite = 

Now, had this soldier died, as he did, as the result of his service, 
without leaving any children, the mother would have been entitled 
under the general law toa pension. But having left a widow and 
children, and they having died, the only way that she can receive 
aid at the hands of the Government is by a special bill, for the 
reason that this pension can not be granted under the general law 
by the office. 

The CHAIRMAN, The question is on laying aside the bill with 
a favorable recommendation. 
The motion was agreed to. 


BARZILLA C. HUDSON. 


Mr. COOPER of Indiana, Mr. Chairman, I call up for pres 
ent consideration the bill (H. R. 7177) for the relief of Barzilla C. 
Hudson. 

The bill is as follows: 

_ Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of War be, and is hereby, author- 
ized to remove the charge of desertion from the military record of Barzilla 
C. Hudson, late of Battery D, Fourth United States Artillery, and grant him 
an honorable discharge. ’ 

The report (by Mr. PENDLETON of West Virginia) was read, as 
follows: 

Your committee, to whom was referred House bill 1310, for the relief of 
John H. Willis, having had the same under consideration, report as follows: 

John H. Willis enlisted in Company E, Thirteenth Indiana Volunteer In- 
fantry, on the 25th day of April, 1861, to serve three years. It appears from 
the records of the War Department that he served faithfully with his com- 
mand from said date until October 20, 1862, when he was discharged from said 
service by reason of his transfer to the Regular Army, and the records of 
said Department show that on the 2ist day of October, 1862, he enlisted in Bat- 
tery B, Fourth United States Artillery, at Suffolk, Va.; that he was discharged 
January 31, 1864, at Portsmouth, Va., by reason of reenlistment; that he reen- 
listed in the same battery February |, 1864, and served with said company 
until May 26, 1865, when he deserted at Camp Lincoln, Virginia. 

The chief of the Record and Pension Office further reports: 

‘‘No information with regard to this soldier has been found upon the hos- 
pital records from 1861 to 1865, inclusive.” 

Said John H. Willis, as appears from the records of the War Department, 
served faithfully from April 25, 1861, until May 26, 1865, at which time, he 
says, he received information to the effect that his wife was seriously ill. 
He sahemenet to obtain a furlough, but was told by his captain that he could 
not get a furlough, and, the war being over, he went home without leave; 
that his said wife remained quite sick for a considerable time, and that he 
after being at home some weeks, was taken sick, and remained quite sick and 
unable to return to his command, and that when he did recover, the war be- 
ing over, he did not return. 

“he fact of the serious illness of wife of said John H. Willis at said time is 
shown by testimony of two of his neighbors, as is also the illness of himself. 
In view of the facts in this case and the long and faithful service of said John 
H. Willis, your committee recommend that the bill do pass. 


The CHAIRMAN. The question is on laying the bill aside. 

Mr. JONES. Mr. Chairman, I am not opposed to the correction 
of the military record of soldiers where it can be shown that the 
charge of desertion improperly rests against them. I have already 
taken occasion to say more than once on the floor of the House 
that I do not know of a class of cases which appeals to Congress 
more strongly than this class. The charge of eeertiot improp- 
erly and unjustly resting against a soldier should be removed. I 
know that there are cases where it has been shown that prejudice 
on the part of an officer against a soldier caused that soldier to be 
unjustly branded with the charge of desertion. 

But, Mr. Chairman, I do not think that a soldier’s record ought 
to be corrected for the purpose of allowing such soldierto obtain 
a pension when there is no excuse given whatever for the de- 
sertion. I understand that there were 200,000 deserters from the 
Federal Army during the war; and 1 do not suppose, from the 
reading of this report, that there is a single one of the whole 200,- 
000 who can not give as good an excuse for his desertion as is given 
in the case of this man. 

I admit that his service in the Army was longer and more meri- 
torious, as set forth in the report, than the service of a good many 
other deserters. But Ido not think that ought to be taken into 
consideration as an excuse for this bill when it is clearly and fairly 
established that the man deserted without any good reason being 
even offered, and it is not pretended that there was any good rea- 
son existing. 

In a great many cases which come before the House the only 
testimony that we have to rely upon is that of the deserter him- 
self, who undertakes to assign reasons for his desertion. There 
was a case before the committee this evening of somewhat that 
character, where the testimony was chiefly that of the deserter 
himself. It is true that in that case one of the comrades of the 
man testified as to the cause of desertion, and that he had loaned 
him money with which to return home, as he was under arrest 
improperly, in his belief, for assaulting a man that he didnot know 
at the time was an officer. There was some excuse offered in that 
case and some testimony other than that of the deserter. 

But here is a case where the man does not offer the slightest 
excuse for hisconduct. Hesimply says that he was a good soldier; 
that he went through a great part of the war, and that it was 
nearly over at the time he deserted; that he had served faithfully, 
and that there was practically no more fighting to be done, and 
therefore he returned home, and that he afterwards resided there 

uietly. Now, there is no provocation alleged in this case for the 

esertion. The deserter does not claim that he was a boy of ten- 
der years, and that he did not understand the regulations of the 
Army. That is frequently the excuse offered. It appears that he 
had enlisted and reenlisted more than once, and how many times 
he received bounty for reenlistment the report does not disclose; 
but at all events he had reenlisted and knew the Army regulations. 
He was not a youth but a full-grown man, and does not plead 
ignorance as to the Army Regulations. 

Mr. Chairman, it does not seem to me that that presents a case 
sufficiently meritorious to influence this committee to remove the 
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charge of desertion against a man and place him on the pension 
rolls to receive the same consideration from the Government 
which it now gives to the men who served faithfully and honestly 
and who were honorably discharged at the close of the war. I 
submit that it is not a case that should appeal to this House; and 
if we are to remove the charge of desertion in this case and allow 
a pension we had as well pass a general law correcting the mili- 
tary record of every single deserter who served faithfully for any 
period, no matter how short, aud who had no excuse for deserting 
the Army and the cause it was his duty to serve, and the country 
which had a right to demand his services. f 

I submit that this is a case where we ought to draw the line, and 
I hope the gentleman presenting this bill will withdraw it, and 
not block the progress of other measures with a bill which pos- 
sesses as little merit as this. 

Mr. COOPER of Indiana. Mr. Chairman, I wish to say to the 

entleman from Virginia [Mr. JoNnEs] that there is a precedent 

for the passage of this bill, and not more than three Friday even- 
ings ago we passed one precisely like it. I donot remember the 
name of the applicant now; but I wish, however, to satify the 
gentleman on one or two points mentioned by him which seem to 
have some influence, in his judgment, in the matter. 

This soldier enlisted in April, 1861, in the volunteer service for 
a period of three years. The point to which I wish to invite the 
gentleman’s attention is this: It occurs to the -gentleman from 
Virginia that possibly this soldier might have obtained one or 
more bounties. On the contrary, he enlisted in the volunteer 
service in April, 1861, for a period of three years. He never re- 
enlisted in the volunteer service at any time. During the term of 
the three years they found it necessary to recruit some battery, I 
think, in West Virginia. 

The battery service was extra hazardous. Hewasalarge, strong 
man, and he is an ignorant man. I know himwell. He tells me 
in his plain way that they needed him at the guns, and they asked 


him if he would work there, and he said he was willing to work | 


wherever they needed him, and he took his _—— in the Fourth 
Artillery Battery. Now, asa matter of bookkeeping and record, 
he was enlisted in the Regular Army, but he did not know it. He 
tells me that he did not know it. He was, however, at that time 
transferred to the Regular Army. Now, he served for the bal- 
ance of his three years as a member of this battery. 

The war was not then over. He had enlisted, as he understood 
it, for that war, and at the end of his three years, the war not 
being over, he reenlisted in the Regular Army in this same bat- 
tery. There was no bounty given for that service. There was 
no advantage accruing to him by it. He gained nothing what- 
ever, but made the sacrifice of assuming an extra hazardous posi- 
tion in the service at the request of those who had charge of his 
division. Now, he served from that time on in this battery until 
the close of the war. 

He served in all four years and one month. During that time 
he never went home. I have examined his military record, and I 
find that he was reported sick once, but with his command. He 
was not a hospital soldier. He fought from the beginning of the 
war until the 26th day of May, 1865, in a place which any soldier 
who knows anything about the service will say was extra hazard- 
ous. 

There is not anything about the case to indicate that the man 
had profited by it in any way whatever. I say to the gentle- 
man from Virginia that I know this man. He is an honest old 
man. He returned to his home after the war. As he said, all the 
rest of the boys went home and he went along, and he did not 
know that he was a deserter until about a year or so ago. 

The circumstance came up in this wise: He was granted a pen- 
sion under the administration of General Black for disabilities in- 
curred in the service. Under some new ruling or change of rul- 
ing in the Department this charge of desertion was discovered, and 
his pension was cut off. He did not know until he was notified 
by the Department that he had ever had the charge recorded 
against him of having been a deserter, because he knew that he 
had done his duty, that he had served throughout the entire war 
in a place that was most hazardous, and where he had been as- 
signed to duty. 

I believe he tells the truth when he says that he never even knew 
that he was in the Regular Army. I think the gentleman from 
Virginia [Mr. JonEs] surely will not raise an objection to this 
bill, full of merit as it is, and I appeal to him that he will not 
raise any objection to it on account of any possible feeling that 
may exist against the gentleman who proposed the bill. I appeal 
only for the soldier, for what seems to be right. 
_ Mr. JONES. Mr. Chairman, I certainly shall not raise any ob- 
jection to this bill, and have not raised any objection to it, on ac- 
count of any relations that may exist between the gentleman from 
Indiana and myself. 

Mr. COOPER of Indiana. If the gentleman will allow me, I 
say that only because I remember distinctly that on a previous 
occasion a bill just like this was passed through the House. 
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Mr. JONES. I think the gentleman is mistaken in saying that 
a bill just like this was ever passed since I have had the honor of 
being a member of Congress. I am not informed as to the char- 
acter of the bills that passed before I became a member of Con- 
gress. I know that many hundreds of bills—or at least I am told 
that many hundreds of bills—passed in the Fifty-first Congress, 
and the gentleman from Indiana may remember a case similar to 
this passed by that Congress. 

Mr. COOPER of Indiana. 
few nights ago. 

Mr. JONES. I knowthat thereare precedents for this character 
of legislation, but I think none can be cited for a case like the one 
now underconsideration. Thatmany bills have been passed remov- 
ing the charge of desertion all will admit. 

I know full well that it has been the habit of this Congress and 
of previous Congresses to remove the charge of desertion where 
Congress has been convinced that there was an injustice in the 
charge and that it rested improperly against the applicant. I 
stated in the beginning that I knew of no more meritorious cases 
than those; but I have always taken the ground that the charge 
of desertion should never be removed from any deserter upon the 
testimony of the deserter alone and that after the expiration of 
thirty years. I have never yet known a case in this Congress 
where the testimony was that alone of the deserter where the 
charge was removed. 

I submit that the gentleman can not produce a precedent of this 
sort; and even if he could, I appeal to the sense of right and jus- 
tice of this House against the passage of such a measure. I have 
listened carefully to what the gentleman has said. I do not doubt 
the meritorious character of the service of this man, but I do ques- 
tion the propriety of Congress removing the charge of desertion 
when that charge is to be removed upon the testimony of the de- 
serter himself. 

Mr. COOPER of Indiana. 
him a question? 

Mr. JONES. I will; certainly. 

Mr. COOPER of Indiana. Have you observed the fact that this 
soldier served until the 26th day of May, 1865, and that by the 
general law, if he had been in the volunteer servics instead of in 
the Regular Army, he would have been entitled to a discharge un- 
der the general law? Now, is it not raising a technical objection, 
because he was really a volunteer soldier, who never was in the 
Regular Army in a regular way, but was technically in the Reg- 
ular Army? If treated as a volunteer soldier, as we think he ought 
to have been, he would have been entitled to his discharge; but the 
language of that general law was not sufficient to cover his case, 
because he was technically in the Regular Army, and it is only be- 
cause of that technicality that we are obliged to come here. 

Mr. JONES. The gentleman is doubtless more familiar with the 
generallawthan Iam. Iunderstand there is a general law thatall 
soldiers who served until the 19th of April, 1865, and who deserted 
after that period shall have the charge of desertion against them 
removed. If that is the law to which the gentleman refers, and I 
suppose it is, a construction of that law has been read from the 
Clerk’s desk this evening. I understand now, from the construc- 
tion placed upon that law by the War Department, that it does 
not apply unless the soldier was court-martialed. That is the 
construction I understand the Department has placed upon that 
law. I took the same view that the gentleman did until to-night. 
But I am now informed that a different construction has been 

laced upon that law. But, however that may be, the cases that 

laws received the favorable consideration of this committee have 
been cases where we have been appealed to on account of the 
youth of the persons charged with desertion, and generaily there 
has been other testimony to support the statement made by the 
deserter. 

Now, I assert that there has never been a case, and none can be 
cited, where this Congress or the Fifty-second Congress has re- 
moved the charge of desertion on the testimony alone of the de- 
serter. Isubmitthat it is wrong to pass bills upon such unsupported 
testimony. I submit thatif it be right to do it upon the testimony 
of this man, you ought to remove the charge against all the 200,000 
men who deserted from the Army during the war; because [ do 
not doubt that there ever was a man who deserted who would 
not offer some excuse to have this charge against him removed. 

Mr. MOSES. I hope the gentleman will remember that in this 
case the evidence is that this soldier fought for four years with- 
out going home. In other words, he stayed with the Army when 
there was fighting to be done, and only went home when hostili- 
ties had ceased. Now, do you think such a brave man as that 
would lie? 

Mr. JONES. Yes, sir; I have known and the gentleman has 
known suchmen. I am not charging this man with lying. But 
I have known and the gentleman has known brave men who 
would be guilty of that offense. 

Mr. CURTIS of New York. The whole Roman army, it is 
known, would lie, and yet they were good fighters. 


I speak of a case which passed a 


Will the gentleman allow me to ask 


Ne 
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Mr. JONES. That is a good reply to the gentleman’s statement. 
But I do submit that it is not right, it is not just to the Union 
soldiers who fought during the war, who were honorably dis- 
charged and are on the pension roli, that we should, on the un- 
supported testimony of the deserter himself, remove the charge of 
desertion and put him on that roll with honorable soldiers. If 
there was any testimony in this record to support this man’s state- 
ment or did he offer an excuse for his conduct his case might be 
different, but he does not offer an excuse. The only thing he says 
is that he served faithfully for four years, and I do not think that 
is a sufficient atonement for his offense. At least I do not think 
he should now be pensioned and rewarded for his desertion. 

Mr. CURTIS of New York. I do not want to interfere with 
the general discussion of pensioning deserters, which the gentle- 
man has discussed, and shall not do so. 

Mr. Chairman, the Thirteenth Indiana was at one time under 
my own command, and as a member of the committee reporting 
this bill I have carefully examined the facts. In 1862 there was a 
request made from the War Department for volunteers who were 
willing to serve for the remainder of their term in volunteer bat- 
teries. At that time I wascommanding acompany, and men went 
from my own company. At the end of the service of the regiment 
the men that had not reenlisted went home. Some of them be- 
longed to regiments that veteranized, as it was termed. The 
Thirteenth Indiana was one of that kind. This man was absent 
from his regiment on a detail, by his own consent, and instead of 
veteranizing he enlisted in the Regular Army. He did not know 
the difference. 

I want to say to my friend from Virginia that I have personally 
examined this case and understand it. I have never during either 
of my terms in Congress or before I came here asked for the 
restoration of a man who was really a deserter, and I do not ex- 
yect ever to ask for it, but this is not a genuine case of desertion. 

his mar was serving in a battery. He enlisted there, not under- 
standing the difference. When hisregiment went home he wanted 
to go home, and there was no objection to his going except that 
he was reported absent without leave, and—— 

Mr. JONES. I want to ask the gentleman from New Yorka 
question. Suppose this man had not been transferred to that ar- 
tillery service, but had (to use the gentleman’sown term) veteran- 
ized, would he, under the operation of the general law, have had 
this charge of desertion against him removed? 

Mr. CURTIS of New York. Yes, sir; and he would have gone 


‘home at the time his regiment went. There were cases where 


men enlisted as this man did in the Regular Army, being ignorant 
of the difference, and the officers, understanding it, looked after 
the discharge of those men, and they were discharged on applica- 
tion. Had the officers of the regiment remembered this man and 
applied for his discharge he would have been discharged and 
would have gone home with his regiment. These are facts of 
which I have personal knowledge, and I think the gentleman 
from Virginia will be satisfied that this was not a case of genuine 
desertion. 

Mr. JONES. I will say just a word in conclusion, Mr. Chair- 
man. I appeal to the House not to remove this charge against 
this man. [do so because I do not think such a charge ought to 
be removed merely upon the man’s own statement. If we pass 
this bill it will be used as a precedent hereafter which will come 
home to plague us. I do not know but some gentleman who has 
a similar bill pending, a bill perhaps without the slightest merit, 
may get up and ask to have it considered simply because this one 
has been passed. 

The gentleman who calls up this bill has said that there are 
precedents. I donot think there are precedents for just this kind 
of a case; but if we pass this bill to-night we will set a precedent 
that will give us trouble in the future, and I appeal to the House 
upon the vote which we are about to take to-refuse to grant the 
relief which this deserter asks for upon his own unsupported tes- 
timony. I do not question for a moment what has been stated by 
the patron of the bill, but he frankly tells us that he gets his in- 
formation from the deserter, so that the alleged facts come from 
the deserter himself after all. 

Mr. CURTIS of New York. I have given the gentleman more 
infermation than is furnished by the beneficiary. 

Mr. JONES. I admit that there is some force in what the gen- 
tleman from New York has said about this man’s transfer and 
about what would have been the result if he had not been trans- 
ferred, but I hardly think it would be sufficient to justify the ac- 
tion proposed in this bill. 

The question being taken, the Chairman declared that the 
ayes seemed to have it. 

Mr. JONES. I ask for a division. 

The committee divided; and there were—ayes 27, noes 4; so the 
bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom- 
mendation that it do pass. 


SALOMA MANGOLD. 
Mr. CURTIS of Kansas (when his name was called). Mr. 
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Chairman, I call up the bill (H, R. 8264) granting a pension to 
Salona Mangold, of Carbondale, State of Kansas. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place upon the pension rolls, subject to the provi- 
sions and limitations of the act approved June 27, 1890, the name of Salona 
Mangoid, of Carbondale, State of Kansas, widow of Philip Mangold, deceased, 
late of Company F, Eighty-second Llinois. 

The report (by Mr. LAcEy) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions have considered the bill (H. R. 8264) to 
pension Saloma Mangold, and submit the following report: 

The petitioner asks for pension as the widow of Philip Mangold, whoserved 
in Conmpeny. F, Righty sscona Illinois Infantry, from July 1, 1862, until De- 
cember 30, 1862. e applied for pension January 7, 1863, but failed to prose- 
cute the claim. He disappeared from his home about June, 1866, and has never 
been seen or heard from by hisfriendssince that time. If living he must now 
be 80 years of age. 

The widow’s claim under the act of June 27, 1890, was rejected by the Pen- 
sion Bureau for the reason that the death of the soldier can not be definitely 
proven. The claim wasinvestigated by Special Examiner T. F. Dennis, whose 
report in 1893 shows that the claimant is of good reputation, about 76 years 
of age, and dependent on others for subsistence. It appears that the soldier 
was dissipated and of nomadic habits, and that in 1866 he went to St. Joseph, 
Mo., and wrote home that he was sick, and that a neighbor, Mr. Mize, re- 

vorted that Mr. Mangold had died in St. Joseph, and that he had seen him 
ouried. This Mr. Mize is long since deceased. 

The most thorough inquiry by seven special examiners developed nothing 
to rebut the presumption that the soldier is dead, and this inquiry equally 
failed to show positively the fact of his death. Twenty-nine years’ unex- 

lained absence, together with the fact that the soldier’s own application has 
een utterly abandoned since it was filed, leaves no reasonable conclusion but 
that the soldier is long since dead. 

Your committee therefore recommend that the bill do pass without amend- 
weet except that the name “Salona,” in the title and in line 7, should read 
“Saloma.” 

Amend title to read, “A bill granting a pension to Saloma Mangold.” 


Mr. JONES. Mr. Chairman, I did not hear distinctly the whole 
of that bill when read, because I was interrupted during the read- 
ing; but I think that bills of that character have usually been 
amended by the committee reporting them by inserting a proviso 
that in the event of the soldier himself applying for a pension the 
pension hereby granted shall cease. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair would suggest the propriety of 
first disposing of the amendment recommended by the committee 
correcting the error in the title. 

The amendment recommended in the last paragraph of the 
report was agreed to. 

Mr. JONES. I move to amend the bill by adding a proviso, as 
follows: 

Provided, Thatin the event the soldier should -hereafter apply for or be 
granted a pension this pension shall cease. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was laid aside to be reported to the House 
with the recommendation that it do pass. 


JOSEPH R. BROOKS. 


Mr. CURTIS of New York (when his name was called). Icall 
up the bill (H. R, 5565) granting a pension to Joseph R. Brooks, 
father, by adoption, of Henry M. Brooks. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Joseph R. Brooks, father, by 
adoption, of Henry M. Brooks, late of Company C, One hundred and sixt 
Regiment New York Yolunteers, to date from the approval of this act. 

The amendment reported by the committee was read, as follows: 

Add to the bill the words “at the rate of $12 per month.” 


Mr. CURTIS of New York. If the committee will allow me—— 

Mr. JONES. I hope the gentleman, before proceeding with his 
remarks, will allow the report to be read. 

Mr. CURTIS of New York. I think my friend from Virginia 
will be amply satisfied with the statement I shall make. I fur- 
nished to the committee the material on which this report is 
based, and I thinkI can state the facts more briefly than the com- 
mittee have done. 

Mr. JONES. The gentleman is not under oath now. [Laugh- 


ter. 

ate. CURTIS of New York. Iam acting under my oath of office. 
When I stand on the floor of this House asking for any legisla- 
tion [ am acting under the official oath which I took when I en- 
tered 08 a in this House. 

Joseph R. Brooks, about fifty years ago, adopted a child 16 
months old. He was without children of hisown. His wife, then 
his companion, died about six yearsago. He has since remarried. 
He is now, or was when this bill was introduced a year or more 
ago, 75 years of age and destitute. This child, whom he educated 
and who was his sole dependence, went into the Army in August, 
1862, and died from typhoid fever in the spring of 1863, I believe. 
It is in accord with the custom of this House in meritorious 
cases of this kind, where a child has been adopted in infancy, to 
grant a pension to the foster parent. I think the case needs no 
further explanation; but I shall be glad to answer any question 
which may be necessary to inform members thoroughly of the 
reasons why the bill should pass. 
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Mr. JONES. As I understand, this is an application to pension 
a man on account of the service of a child that he adopted. 

Mr. CURTIS of New York. A child that this man adopted at 
the age of 16 months. 

Mr. JONES. And the gentleman thinks that this foster father 
should be pensioned on account of the services of this child? 

Mr. CURT:S of New York. Yes, sir; it has been done in many 
cases in each Congress of which I have been a member, and in 
many cases previously. 

The question being taken, the amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was then laid aside to be reported to the 
House with a favorable recommendation; there being on a divi- 
sion (called for by Mr. Jones)—ayes 36, noes 1. 


CAROLINE E, WESSELS. 


Mr. DE FORREST (when his name was called). I call up the 
bill (S. 2599) granting a pension to Caroline E. Wessels. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll the name of Caroline E. 
Wessels, widow of Bvt. ae Gen. Henry W. Wessels, late of Connecticut, 
and to pay her a pension at the rate of $50 a month. 


The amendments reported by the committee were read, as fol- 
lows: 
Strike out the word “fifty,” in line 7, and_ substitute therefor the word 


“thirty,” so as to fix the rate of pension at $30 per month; also amend by 
spelling the claimant’s surname ‘* Wessells.”’ 


The report (by Mr. Baker of Kansas) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Pensions, towhom was referred the bill (8.2599) grant- 
ing pension to Caroline E. Wessellis, have considered the same and respect- 
full report as follows: 

Inquiry at the Pension Bureau elicits the information that Mrs. Wessells 
filed a claim under the general laws, but the same was rejected on the ground 
of her inability to supply the evidence necessary to show that the cause of 
her husband's death originated in the service in the line of duty. 

For the further facts in the case reference is made to Senate Report No. 816, 
present session, which your committee take the liberty to adopt and make a 
part of — report, except so much thereof as recommends a rating of $50 

r month. 
Wor committee recommend that the bill do pass with the following amend- 
ments: 

Strike out the word “fifty,” in line 7, and substitute therefor the word 
“thirty,” so as to fix the rate of pension at per month; also amend by 
spelling the claimant's surname “* Wessells."’ 


Mr. JONES. Mr. Chairman, the report in this case is so brief 
and meager that I do not believe anybody in this House under- 
stands from it anything about this case, unless it be the gentle- 
man who reported the bill and the gentleman who has called it 
up. I donot know that I ever heard a briefer report upon a bill 
involving so large an amount of pension as this does. It seems 
to me this is a case which ought to be fully explained to the House 
before it is acted on. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk states to the Chair that the Sen- 
ate report which is appended to that of the House committee was 


not read. 


Mr. JONES. I hope that will be read, as the House report does 
not give such information as we ought to have. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


[Senate Report No. 816, Fifty-third Congress, third session. ] 


The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (5. 2509) grant- 

ing a pension to Caroline E. Wessells, have examined the same and ee 

¢ claimant under this bill is the widow of Bvt. Brig. Gen. Henry W. Wes- 
sells. She is about fifty-eight years of age, in very infirm health, and without 
any means of smapees 

General Wessells graduated at West Point in 1833, and from that time until 
he was retired at his own request, in January, 187!,was in constant and im- 
pnt military service. He served in the Seminole war in Florida, in the 

exican war, on the frontier in the war with the Indians, and during the war 
of the rebellion. He was promoted for gallant and meritorious conduct at 
the battle of Cherubusco, for gallant and meritorious services at the battle 
of Fair Oaks, Va., for — and meritorious services during the rebel at- 
tack on Plymouth, N.C., and for gallant and meritorious services during the 
war, at which time he was brevetted brigadier-general. General Wessells died 
at Dover, Del., in January, 1889. 

General Wessells's valuable services in the Mexican war were recognized 
by the State of Connecticut in 1849 in voting him a magnificent sword. Dur- 
ing the latter years of his life he was a severe and continued sufferer from 
diseases incurred in the service, and was unable to perform any labor or to 
earn anything in any capacity. 

The following letter from Hon. ©. H. PLATT is important as bearing on the 
physical and financial condition of the claimant: 


UNITED STATES SENATE CHAMBER, 
Washington, D. C., Janwary 19, 1895. 


GENTLEMEN: I have introduced a bill saving, a pension to Mrs. Caroline E. 
Wessells, widow of Lieut. Col. and Bvt. Gen. H. W. Wessells., In it I mention 
= a month, but I suppose $50 is all that can be claimed. The papers intro- 

uced with the bill are the same which were filed in 1891, and they correctly 
state the circumstances under which a pension is asked, with this exception: 
The widow then stated that she had an income of $600 a year from property 
her husband had left her. Since then, however, the investments Toa be- 
come valueless, and she is now entirely without income. She is sick. prob- 
ably fatally so; at any rate the condition of her health is such that there is 
no ames of life being protracted to any great length. 

I think, in view of the pensions which have been ted, and the some- 
what remarkable length of service of General Wessells, that she is entitled 
to a pension of this amount. I could procure affidavits as to her present con- 
dition, but I think you will take my word for it. I believe I am accurately 
informed. 

Yours, truly, 
O. H. PLATT. 

The COMMITTEE ON PENSIONS, United. States Senate. 


Your committee, recognizing the exceedingly valuable services of General 
Wessells, covering a period of thirty-eight years, and in view of the sickness 
and destitution of the widow, recommend the passage of the bill, after being 
amended by striking out the words “ one hundred,” in line 7, and substituting 
the word “fifty.” 

The amendments reported by the committee were agreed to. 

The question being taken on laying aside the bill as amended to 
be reported favorably to the House, there were—ayes 27, noes 3. 

Mr. JONES. No quorum. 

Tellers were ordered; and Mr. JonEs and Mr. De Forest were 
appointed. 

r. DE FOREST (after a pause). I understand the gentleman 

from Virginia [Mr. Jongs] does not insist on his point. 

Mr. JONES. In view of an understanding which I have with 
the gentleman, I withdraw the point. 

So the bill as amended was laid aside to be reported favorably 
to the House. 

ALBERT MUNSON. 


Mr. DOLLIVER (when his name was called). I cali up the 
bill (H. R. 6646) for the relief of Albert Munson. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension roll the name of Albert Munson, 
imbecile son of Jacob H. Munson, late a member of Company I, First Regi- 
ment Iowa Cavalry. 

The amendment of the committee was read, as follows: 

At the end of the bill add the words, “subject to the provisions and limita- 
tions of the act of June 27, 1890.” 

The report (by Mr. Lacy) was read, as follows: 


Jacob H. Munson was a private in Company I, First Iowa Cavalry, and was 
pensioned under general laws and afterwards under act of 1890. 

Albert H. Munson is an imbecile and helpless son, now about 33 years of age 

As he was over seen rare of age at the time of the passage of the act of 
1890, and as his father died after the passage of that act, the said son does not 
become entitled to the venefits of the act, under the construction of the law as 
laid down by the Pension Bureau. A subsequent ruling of the Secretary of 
the Interior includes many of these cases of imbecile children, but not cases 
like the present. : 

The _ of the law was intended to give relief to imbecile children of sol- 
diers of the late war, and in this case we think that the claimant should re- 
ceive the benefit of the pension by a special act. 

Evidence of Emma Dixon and Harry Laub shows that said Albert became 
an imbecile at the age of 2} years, and that he is now helpless and dependent 
and was supported by his father up to the time of his father’s death. 

His father served from December 25, 1863, to February 15. 1866, and his pen- 
sion was increased to $12 under the act of June 27, 1890, at time of his death. 
His certificate was numbered 296382. 

Representative J. P. Dotiiver certifies to the death of the soldier and 
also to the death of the soldier’s wife, mother of said Albert Munson. 

Your committee recommend that the bill do pass, after being amended by 
adding the words “ subject to the provisions and limitations of the pension 
laws,” at the close of the bill. 

Also, amend the title to read: “‘ A bill to pension Albert Munson.” 


Mr. JONES. Mr. Speaker, I think there ought to be some state- 
ment from the gentleman in charge of this bill as to the extent of 
the imbecility of this claimant. ‘‘ Imbecility”’ isa pretty general 
term; it covers a good many people. [Laughter.] I frequently 
see it stated in the public press that a good many of us are classed 
as imbeciles. Ido not think, however, that we ought to be put 
on the pension rolls on that account, though probably the charge 
is not without foundation in fact. 

I hope the gentleman will state to what extent this imbecility 
goes, for I know a good many people, in all seriousness, classed as 
imbeciles who are able to earn their own livelihood, and are capa 
ble of exerting sufficient intelligence to get along fairly well in 
the world. 

Mr. DOLLIVER. This is an authentic case. The claimant is 
in the asylum provided for imbecile children in Iowa, and sup- 
ported by his sister, who lives in Denison. 

Mr. JONES. Lunderstand the gentleman to say that the bene- 
ficiary of this bill is in some asylum? 

Mr. DOLLIVER. Yes; for feeble-minded children. 

Mr. JONES. And supported by his sister? 

Mr. DOLLIVER. Yes, sir. 

Mr. JONES. Then I understand that he is not a charge on the 
State, but is sustained by his family? 

Mr. DOLLIVER. His sister is entirely unable to contribute 
to his support, but has dene it from the circumstances of the case. 

Mr. JONES. Does the gentleman know that his sister is not in 
a condition to furnish this support? ; 

Mr. DOLLIVER. Ido. I know the family quite well. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on agreeing to the amend- 
ment recommended by the committee. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was laid aside to be reported to the House 
with the recommendation that it do pass. 

ALEXANDER WILLIAMSON. 

Mr. DURBOROW. Mr. Chairman, I call up for present consid- 
eration the bill (H. R. 8099) to increase the pension of Alexander 
Williamson. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the present eoeston pare to Alexander Williamson, 
a private in Company H, Second Regiment Kentucky Infantry, during the 
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war with Mexico, be, and is hereby, increased to $50 per month, and the Com- 
missioner of Pensions be, and he is hereby, directed to have his name placed 
on the pension roll at such increased pension. 

Mr. DURBOROW. [ask for the reading of the report. 

The report (by Mr. BAKERof Kansas) was read, as follows: 

The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred House bill 8099, have 
considered the same and respectfully report as follows: 

Alexander Williamson was a soldier of Company H, Second Kentucky Vol- 
unteers, and served from May 22, 1846, to June 10,1847, in the war with 
Mexico. He was pensioned on account of the above service at $8 per month 
under the act of January 29, 1887, and this was subsequently increased to 
$12 per month under the act of January 5, 1893, upon his proving destitution 
and inability to earn his support by manual labor. 

Mr. Williamson is 70 years old, and besides being badly broken down by age 
and the ailments incident thereto, has recently been stricken with severe 
blindness, so much so that he has to be led about. The facts are shown b 
the papers at the Pension Bureau and by the statement of distinguished citi- 
ns, including physicians, in the city of Lexington, Ky., where the claimant 
resides. 

The facts presented above present an exceptional case, sufficient, in the judg- 
ment of your committee, to warrant Congress in granting a measure of relief. 
The bill is therefore returned with a favorable recommendation; amended, 
however, by striking out the word “fifty,” in line 6, and inserting in lieu 
thereof the word “ twenty-five,”’ so as to fix the rate of pension at $25 per 
month. Also amended by striking out ‘*Commissioner of Pensions,” in line 
6, and substituting therefor “Secretary of the Interior.” 


The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendments recom- 
mended by the cominittee. 

Mr. JONES. Mr. Chairman, I gather from the reading of the 
report that this pe me resides in Kentucky. I wish to ask the 
gentleman from Illinois whether he introduced the bill himself? 

Mr. DURBOROW. Is that necessary? [Laughter.] I think 
it is a very meritorious case, if that is what the gentleman wants 
to know. 

Mr. JONES. It may be avery meritorious case, but we are 
yroceeding under an order which we can not avoid. I certainly 
foun that the gentleman will not be permitted—— 

Mr. MOSES. Let me state to the gentleman from Virginia that 
the introducer of this bill came up here to-night, but did not reach 
the Hall until just after his name had been called. 

Mr. DURBOROW. If the gentleman from Georgia will pardon 
me, I was going to submit to the gentleman from Virginia that I 
came here to-night expecting to call up a bill of my own, the bill 
(H. R. 6771) to remove the charge of desertion against the name 
of James E. Cotter, but found that the bill had not been reported 
from the committee, as I expected it would be, and was not proper 
to be called up. 

The CHAIRMAN, The Chair is inclined to hold that the objec- 
tion comes too late. [Laughter.] 

Mr. JONES. Then, Mr. Chairman, I would like to say a word 
about the bill. 

I hope the gentleman from Illinois will withdraw it. My atten- 
tion was directed to the fact that the gentleman might not have 
introduced this bill, not only because the proposed beneficiary re- 
sides in Kentucky, but also from the fact that the bill only asked 
for aratingof $50amonth. Ifelt sure that a gentleman represent- 
ing the great city of Chicago would never be able to obtain his 
own consent to ask for such a small sum as $50 per month. I was 
persuaded that no citizen of Chicago would consent to receive such 
a pittance as that. 

Now, the report states that this Mexican soldier is in absolutely 
destitute circumstances and unable to earn a livelihood. 

Mr. DURBOROW. He is blind. 

Mr. JONES. Ido not know nor do I care whether that total 
inability to earn a livelihood comes from blindness or any other 
cause. The general law in force before the passage of the act of 
1898 provided that the Mexican soldiers should have a pension of 
$8 a month. Then it was asserted in Congress that there were 
many of these soldiers who were very old and were in absolutel 
destitute circumstances and totally unable to earn a livelihood 
In deference to that state of facts a law was passed providing that 
all those Mexican soldiers who came within that category—and 
this man comes within it—should have $12 a month given to them 
if they could establish their claim. 

Now, it seems to me that when this has been adopted as a gen- 
eral policy, that this soldier should not have more than the $12 a 
month allowed others who are just as needy and just as destitute 
as himself. Thelaw was broadened and extended for the purpose 
of taking in a person of just this sort; and now the law having 
been passed as late as 1893, and this man having applied under 
the law and had his pension increased to $12 a month, he should 
not be permitted to have that pension doubled. 

Why, if he has the increase every other Mexican soldier who 
stands in the same position, and is absolutely in destitute circum- 
stances and unable to earn a livelihood, should be given this same 
increase of $25 a month. Congress did not propose to be that gen- 
erous. In all these cases, as gentlemen must recognize, these old 
Mexican soldiers can not possibly live on $12 a month, and I admit 
that this man probably can not live on $12 a month; but why give 
him $25 a month, when all others who arein precisely the same cir- 
cumstances have only $12 a month? 

Mr. DOCKERY. I want to call the attention of the gentle- 





man from Virginia to the fact that under the general law appli- 
cable to soldiers of the late war a blind soldier would be entitled 
to $72 a month. 

Mr. JONES. But this is a soldier of the Mexican war. 

Mr. MOSES. Are | not willing to give a soldier of the 
Mexican war who is bli 















ind the same amount as would be received 

by a soldier of the late war? The reason he can not get $72 a 

re is simply because he did not serve in the war of the re- 
ellion. 

Mr. JONES. I will say in answer to the gentleman that if it 
was presented to me as an original and general proposition I 
would be willing to put soldiers of the Mexican war upon the 
same footing as the soldiers of the late war; but Congress has de- 
cided by general legislation that they should not be put upon 
that footing. Besides, this soldier, if in the late war, could not 
receive $72 per month unless his blindness was the result of his 
services. 

Mr. MOSES. If we are to have only general legislation, what 
is the use of these Friday night sessions? 

Mr. JONES. All should stand upon the same footing who be- 
long to the same class. 

Mr. MOSES. What is the use of passing any special bills if 
you are going to insist upon a general law? 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE. I had not intended to speak this even- 
ing, and I only wish to say a few words. I want first to thank 
my friend from Chicago [Mr. DurBoRow] for giving this poor 
soldier a chance to have his case considered. Second, I want to 
make this explanation: The difference between this Mexican sol- 
dier and other soldiers of the Mexican war is simply the difference 
between total blindness and that general inability to make a 
livelihood thatcomes from old age and ordinary disabilities. 

This is a rather remarkable case. This man was unable to 
make a living and did obtain his $12 a month under the law of 
1893. Subsequently he was struck with total blindness. It is 
proved in the record and itis one of the most remarkable cases 
that I know of. His ill health was largely the result of exposure 
during the Mexican war, but he attempted in his old age to con- 
tinue to make a living by writing. He was a subeditor of a paper 
in my district, not in my town, and contrived to make something 
toward a living by his pen. The doctors think that by over- 
working his eyes, in his already enfeebled condition as the result 
of his exposure during the Mexican war, in that effort he became 
suddenly blind. If he had been a soldier in the late war he 
would have been entitled to $72 a month. This is simply an ex- 
ceptional case. 

Mr. JONES. I would ask the gentleman if he could receive $72 
a month unless it was shown that his blindness resulted from his 
service in the army? The gentleman does not claim that this 
man’s blindness resulted from his service in the Mexican war, I 
presume? 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE. On the contrary, the judgment of 
those who know him is that it was that very thing. He has been 
suffering from diseased eyes since he came back from Mexico. He 
has been a constant sufferer from weak eyes since the Mexican ex- 
posure. He was then a young man, in the prime of life, and he 
came back with impaired vision. He is now about seventy years 
old, and he has been making a serious struggle all his life to get 
a living by his pen. His impared eyesight has gradually grown 
worse and worse, until at one stroke he was made blind, and he 
now has to be led around the streets. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on agreeing to the amend- 
ments. 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside to be reported 
to the House with a favorable recommendation. 


JOHN B, LEACH. 


Mr. EVERETT (when his name was called). Mr. Chairman, I 
call up the bill (H.R. ge for the relief of John B. Leach. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he hereby 
is, authorized and directed to place on the pension rolls the name of John 
B. Leach, father of John R. Leach, who was formerly a member of Compan 
A, Fifty-ninth New York Infantry, and to pay him the pension of a depend- 
ent father from the passage of this act. 


Mr. EVERETT. I should like to have the report read, Mr. 
Chairman. 
The report (by Mr. McErrrick) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions have considered the bill (H. R.2118) 
granting a pension to John B. Leach, and submit the following report: 

The petitioner is the father of John R. Leach, who served in Company A, 
Fifty-ninth New York Infantry, from December 31, 1861, until killed in battle 
at Antietam, September 17, 1362, This soldier left a widow, who was pensioned 
until November 13, 1867, when she married one Thomas Brown, and her pen- 
sion then ceased by operation of law. ‘The father’s claim is rejected by the 
Pension Bureau on the ground that the soldier left a widow, and in such case 
neither mother nor father has any title under the general laws. Letters and 
copies of letters on file state that the father isa worthy citizen, with no source 
of income, aged and feeble, being 78 years of age; that he fell and broke his 
hip in December last, and is dependent on charity for his care in a hospital. 
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A letter on file from Hon. WILLIAM EVERETT states that he is informed 
that the mother of the soldier is deceased. . 

Your committee recommend that the bill do zg and that the title be 
amended to read: “A bill to pension John B. Leach.” 

Mr. EVERETT. Mr. Chairman, I wish to saya very few words 
in explanation of this case. That it is outside of the law is ad- 
mitted; so that if the committee grant the pension it can only 
be an exception. The soldier was killed in the battle of Antietam. 
His widow received a widow’s pension, and then by remarriage 
she lost that pension. The mother of the soldier is dead. I have 
with mea certified copy of the record of her death. His fathor is 
now a man of 76 years of age, I think, very infirm, and dependent 
upon charity. Lately he has had a serious accident, for which he 
has received charitable treatment in hospital. _ : 

The petition is that the widow’s pension having been forfeited, 
and the mother being dead, the father shall now receive a pen- 
zion as dependent father from the passage of this act. There is 
no pretense that it comes under any law. It is a peculiar case of 
itself, and I have no wish to detain the committee at any length 
in pressing it in any exceptional way, but hope it will be judged 
on its merits. 

Mr. JONES. Mr. Chairman, as the gentleman from Massachu- 
setts has stated, this is certainly a peculiar case. I do not think 
there can be a precedent shown for a case of exactly this kind. 

Mr. MARTIN of Indiana. Mr. Chairman—— 

Mr. JONES. I know what the gentleman from Indiana intends 
to say. We have given pensigns to mothers and probably to 
fathers and sometimes to the invalid children of soldiers whose 
widows have remarried. This is an exceptional case in that this 
man is re an old man, some 76 years of age. 

Mr. MARTIN of Indiana. Seventy-eight. 

Mr. JONES. I understood the gentleman to say about 76 years 
of age. Now, it seems to me, Mr. Chairman, that if we are going 
to pension the fathers and the mothers of soldiers whose widows 
have remarried and thereby lost their pensions, unless it is a case 
of absolute destitution, unless it is a case that appeals to this 
House much stronger than this one does, we might as well repen- 
sion all those widows who are applying here to have their pen- 
sions restored. 

Mr. EVERETT. This is the father of the soldier. The widow 
has remarried and she is outside. 

Mr. JONES. I understand perfectly, Mr. Chairman, that this 
is the father of the soldier; but the father of a soldier can not 
obtain a pension so long as the woman who was the wife of the 
soldier is living. She had a pension herself. 

Mr. MARTIN of Indiana. Only after her death, 

Mr. JONES. And, as the chairman of the committee suggests 
to me, only after her death. 

Mr. EVERETT. That is admitted. 

Mr. JONES. Now, Mr. Chairman, that being true, I would 
like to know what there is in this case that makes it stronger than 
thousands of cases that might be brought here. It simply hap- 
pens that this man has a friend in the eloquent and distinguished 
gentleman who represents the State of Massachusetts in part a 
this floor, and he is enabled to get his case before Congress when 
hundreds and thousands of other people who stand in exactly the 
same position as he does can not get a hearing here, or do not get 
a hearing here, and are not given the same consideration that 
this man is asked to be given. It has not been the policy of this 
Government by general law to pension men who stand in his po- 
sition; and it seems to me it is wrong, simply because this man is 
76 years of age, to pass a special act to give him a pension when 
there is no reason why he should obtain it, and he can not obtain 
it under any general law. 

The law gave a pension to the widow of the dead soldier, but 
she has relinquished it by remarrying. She has lost it. Now, 
here is an effort to take this pension which this woman has relin- 
quished and lost and bestow it upon the father of the soldier. I 
submit that if this is done in this case that it merely amounts to 
® nullification of the law which deprives remarried widows of 
their pensions. 

I do not think that this Congress, by these special acts, ought to 
attempt to avoid that general law in this way; and I hope that 
Cneae will not establish this bad precedent. I know that this 
stagle case will not — swell the enormous pension roll that 
we have, but it will es bad p ent, and one that 
will be referred to here one week from to-day in an effort to se- 
cure a pension for some other soldier’s father. If not in a week 
from to-day, there will be hundreds of bills introduced hereafter 
for the same pur , on the ground that Congress has seen fit to 
grant a pension in this particular case. It just opens the door to 
yotting a large number of these people upon the pension roll. If 

is done after proper consideration, and it is determined to be 
the policy of Congress to do this, I do not see how we can refuse 
to do the same thing with other ple who come here pressing 


cases of the same sort; and therefore I hope this bill will be de- 
feated. 
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The question was taken on laying the bill aside with a favorable 
recommendation; and the Chairman announced that the ayes 
seemed to have it. 

Mr. JONES. Division. 

The committee divided; and there were—ayes 15, noes 6. 

So the bill was laid aside with a favorable recommendation. 

_Mr. MARTIN of Indiana. I move that the committee do now 
rise. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The committee accordingly rose; and Mr. DocKkEry having re- 
sumed the chair as Speaker pro tempore, Mr. BRETz, Chairman of 
the Committee of the Whole, reported that that committee had 
had under consideration sundry bills on the Private Calendar and 
had directed him to report the same to the House with various 
recommendations. 

Mr. MARTIN of Indiana. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous con- 
sent that the previous question be considered as ordered on the 
bills reported this evening from the Committee of the Whole to 
the House, with the right of debate for fifteen minutes on each side, 
— with the right of way reserved to appropriation and revenue 

s. 

TheSPEAKER protempore. Is there objection to the request of 

the gentleman from Indiana? [Afterapause.] The Chairs hears 


none. 
_ Mr. MARTIN of Indiana. I move that the House do now ad- 
journ. 

The motion was agreed to; and accordingly (at 10 o’clock and 25 
minutes p. m.) the House adjourned until 11 o’clock a. m. to-mor- 
row. 





PUBLIC BILLS. 


Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, bills of the following titles were 
introduced, and severally referred as follows: 

By Mr. DALZELL: A bill (H. R. 8880) to authorize the Monon- 
gahela and Western Railroad Company toconstruct a bridge over 
the Monongahela River—to the Committee on Interstate and For- 
eign Commerce. 

By Mr. McETTRICK: A bill (H. R. 8881) relating to the liabil- 
ity of employers engaged in interstate and foreign commerce for 
injuries to their employees—to the Committee on Interstate and 
Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. HENDERSON of Illinois: A bill (H. R. 8882) to author- 
ize the construction of a bridge across the Illinois River at or near 
the town of Hennepin—to the Committee on Interstate and For- 
- Commerce. 

y Mr. BABCOCK: A bill (H. R. 8883) repealing chapter 203 of 
the acts of the Fifty-second Congress, approved March 3, 1893, 
entitled ‘‘An act to ratify and confirm an agreement with the 
Kickapoo Indians, in Oklahoma Territory,” and to make appro- 
se for carrying the same into effect—to the Committee on 

ndian Affairs. 

By Mr. CHARLES W.STONE: .A joint resolution (H. Res. 276) 
ae for the reprinting of volumes 16 and 17 of the United 

states Statutes at Large—to the Committee on Printing. 

By Mr. ELLIS of Oregon: A joint memorial from the legisla- 
ture of Oregon, asking for an appropriation to improve the Umpqua 
River, in Oregon—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 


PRIVATE BILLS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills of the following 
titles were presented and referred as follows: 

By Mr. FUNK: A bill (H. R. 8884) granting a pension to Alex- 
ander M. Laughlin—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8885) granting a pension to James G. Laugh- 
lin—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8886) granting a pension to Charles Leeper— 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. GILLETT of Massachusetts: A bill (H.R. 8887) anthor- 
ing the payment of the amount due Stella J. Coolbroth—to the 
Committee on Private Land Claims. 

By Mr. HENDERSON of [llinois: A bill (H. R. 8888) granting 
a pension to Williamson Durley—to the Committee on Pensions. 

y Mr. LACEY: A bill (H. R. 8889) increasing the pension of 
Robert A. McKee—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. ROBERTSON of Louisiana: A bill (H. R. 8890) for the 
relief of the estate of Samuel N. White, deceased, late of West Fe- 
liciana Parish, La.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi: A bill (H. R. 8891) for the 
relief of Theodore L. Alexander, of Jasper County, Miss.—to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

PETITIONS, ETC. 

Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, the following petitions and papers 
were laid on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows: 

By Mr. BARTHOLDT: Petitions of St. Louis local union No. 699 



















Fae rete BS ere an 


eae 


os my 


adi tine: 


of the Brotherhood of Carpenters and Joiners of America; the 
Journeymen Bakers and Confectioners’ International Union, No. 
15, of St. Louis; Iron Mountain Lodge, No. 390, of St. Louis, and 
the Brotherhood of Locomotive Firemen, in favor of the so-called 
Maguire bills for the relief of American seamen—to the Commit- 
tee on Merchant Marine and Fisheries. 

By Mr. CARUTH: Action of iron molders’ union No. 16 favor- 
ing House bill 5603—to the Committee on Merchant Marine and 
Fisheries. ; 

Also, action of Monon Division, No. 89, of Louisville, Ky., in 
behalf of legislation favoring arbitration in railroad troubles—to 
the Committee on Labor. 

By Mr. DALZELL: Resolutions of 1,416 citizens of Pittsburg, 
850 of Homestead, 115 of Penn, 249 of Verona, and 83 of Pit- 
cairn, all of Pennsylvania, in favor of an amendment to the Con- 
stitution providing that neither Congress nor any State shall pass 
a law respecting an establishment of religion, etc.—to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary. 

Also, resolutions of 894 citizens of Pittsburg, 240 of South Pitts- 
burg, 249 of Verona, and 83 of Pitcairn, all of Pennsylvania, in 
favor of an amendment to the Constitution providing that no 
State shall grant the right of franchise to any person who is not 
a citizen of the United States—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, resolution of Pittsburg Coal Exchange, approving plans 
of Monongahela and Westerr Railroad Company for a bridge 
over the Monongahela River—to the Committee on Interstate and 
Foreign Commerce. . 

By Mr. DOOLITTLE: Petition of 55 members of the Army and 
Navy Union, stationed at Fort Canby, Wash., to retire enlisted 
men of the United States Navy after thirty years of honorable 
service—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, memorial of members of the bar of Takima County, Wash., 
asking the establishment of a district and circuit court term toem- 
brace the counties of Takima, Kittitas, and Klickitat, Wash.—to 
the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. DURBOROW: Petition for the passage of House reso- 
lution of January 19, 1895, for the ratification of a permanent 
treaty of arbitration between the United States and Great Brit- 
ain—to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. HOPKINS of Pennsylvania: Petition of 40 citizens of 
Renovo, Clinton County, Pa., praying for an amendment to the 
Constitution prohibiting the granting of the elective franchise to 
those who are not citizens of the United States—to the Committee 
on the Judiciary. 

Also, petition of 40. citizens of Renovo, Pa., asking for a con- 
stitutional amendment to prohibit the appropriation of money 
for sectarian purposes—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. HUDSON: Petition of the World’s Woman's Christian 
Temperance Union, asking Congress to withdraw legal sanction 
of the opium trade and alcohol and drink traffic—to the Commit- 
tee on Alcoholic Liquor Traffic. 

By Mr. IKIRT: Resolution of 105 citizens of Wellowville, Ohio, 

ast granting suffrage to aliens—to the Committee on the Ju- 
diciary. 

Also, resolution of 105 citizens of Wellowville, Ohio, against 
sectarian appropriations of public money—to the Committee on 
the Judiciary. 

By Mr. KIEFER: Resolution by the Board of Trade of the city 
of Mankato, Minn., favoring the issue of bonds now to be made— 
to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. LACEY: Memorial for an increase of pension for Robert 
A. McKee, captain Fifth Iowa Cavalry—to the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions. 

By Mr. McCLEARY of Minnesota: Resolution of the Mankato 

Minn.) Board of Trade, favoring the issuing of bonds of the 
aoe States payable in gold—to the Committee on Ways and 

eans. 

By Mr. McNAGNY: Petition of Central Harbor Union, of In- 
dianapolis, praying for the passage of House bill 7756—to the Com- 
mittee on Labor. 

Also, memorial of Martin Detzer and 23 others, druggists, of 
Fort Wayne, Ind., relating to the tax on alcohol—to the Commit- 
tee on Ways and Means. 

Aliso, seme to accompany House bill 8345, for the relief of 
Joseph Welder—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, papers to accompany House bill 8847, for the relief of W. 
F. Bryson—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, ree to accompany House bill 5647, for the relief of Jef- 
ferson Dickerson—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. McRAE: Papers to accompany House bill 8869, for the 
a of John McDermott, of Arkansas—to the Committee on War 

aims. 

By Mr. O’NEILL of Missouri: Papers with bill to remove the 
charge of desertion against Denis Byrnes—to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

By Mr. RICHARDSON of Michigan: Petition of the Dry Goods 
Economist and the Houseman & Jones Clothing Company, of Grand 
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Rapids, Mich., praying for the passage of the national bankruptcy 
bill—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 
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By Mr. RUSSELL of Connecticut: Petition from citizens of 


Norwich, Conn., in favor of House bill 56, readjusting the salaries 
of — clerks—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post- 
Roads. 


By Mr. RYAN: Resolution of the New York Chamber of Com- 


merce in favor of the passage of the Senate bills reorganizing the 
consular and diplomatic service—to the Committee on Foreign 


Affairs. 

By Mr. CHARLES W. STONE: Resolutions of a meeting of 75 
citizens of North Clarendon, Warren County, Pa., in favor of an 
amendment to the Constitution prohibiting the use of public funds 
or credit for sectarian institutions—to the Committee on the Ju- 
diciary. 

By Mr. WILLIAMS of Illinois: Papers to accompany bill to pen- 
sion Stephen Williams, private Company E, Fourteenth Regiment 
Illinois Cavalry V olunteers—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 





SENATE. 
SATURDAY, February 16, 1895. 


Prayer by the Rev. H. 8. Lunn, D. D., of London, England. 
The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved. 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. T. O. 
TOWLEs, its Chief Clerk, announced that the House had agreed to 
— amendments of the Senate to the folloWing bill and joint reso- 

ution: 

A bill (H. R. 4952) to amend section 2455 of the Revised Statutes 
of the United States; and 

A joint resolution (H. Res. 252) relative to the British Venezuela- 
Guiana boundary dispute. 

The message also announced that the House insisted upon its 
amendments to the bill (S. 444) making the surveyor of the Dis- 
trict of Columbia a salaried officer, and to provide for more effi- 
cient service in the surveyor’s office, disagreed to by the Senate, 
agreed to the conference asked for by the Senate on the disagree- 
ing votes of the two Houses thereon, and had appointed Mr. Cops 
of Alabama, Mr. Cooper of Indiana, and Mr. Hors: managers at 
the conference on the part of the House, 

The message further announced that the House insisted upon 
its amendment to the bill (8.1717) to authorize the appointment 
of women as public school trustees in the District of Columbia, 
disagreed to by the Senate, agreed to the conference asked for by 
the Senate on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses thereon, 
and had appointed Mr. Capmus, Mr. Hearp, and Mr. ALDRICH 
managers at the conference on the part of the House. 

The message also announced that the House had disagreed to 
the amendments of the Senate to the joint resolution (H. Res. 273) 
extending from March 1, 1895, to April 15, 1895, the time for mak- 
ing returns of income for the year 1894, agreed to the conference 
asked for by the Senate on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses 
thereon, and had appointed Mr. McMILLIn, Mr. MonTGOMERY, and 
Mr. Hopkins of Illinois managers at the conference on the part 
of the House. 

The message further announced that the House had passed the 
following bills; in whichit requested the concurrence of the Senate: 

A bill (H. R. 840) to correct the muster of Lieut. Gilman L. 
Johnson; 

A bill (H. R. 6750) to authorize the construction of a bridge 
across the Yellowstone River, in the county of Dawson, State of 
Montana; and . 

A bill (H. R. 8811) granting a pension to James Jones. 


ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


The message further announced that the Speaker of the House 
had signed the following enrolled bills; and they were thereupon 
signed by the Vice-President: 

A bill (S. 1818) providing an additional circuit judge in the 
ninth judicial circuit; 

A bill (8. 2595) to establish a life-saving station at or near City 
Point, Boston Harbor, Massachusetts; 

A bill (H. R. 109) to provide for the purchase of a site and the 
erection of a public building thereon at South Omaha, in the 
State of Nebraska; 

A bill (H. R. 2337) for the erection of a public building at New- 


port, ar and 
A bill (H. R. on rovide for the purchase of a site and the 
a of a public uibling thereon in the city of Cumberland, 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATION. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a communication 
from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting, in response toa 
resolution of the 6th instant, certain information as to what kinds 










a eas le eee he a eh i a as on 


ls a 


1895. 





of money or currency and what amount of each kind have been 
received in exchange for the United States bonds issued and sold 
under the provisions of the refunding act of 1870; which, on mo_ 
tion of Mr. PLart, was ordered to lie on the table and be printed 


OKLAHOMA CENTRAL RAILROAD. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT appointed Mr. Jonrs of Arkansas, Mr. 
Piatt, and Mr. BLANCHARD as the conferees on the part of the 
Senate upon the bill (H. R. 5624) to authorize the Oklahoma Cen- 
tral Railroad to construct and operate a railway through the In- 
dian and Oklahoma Territories, and for other purposes, and the 
amendments of the Senate thereto. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. HUNTON. Mr. President, there is upon your table a 
House bill, the bill (H. R. ee to provide for the striking of juries 
in the District of Columbia. I ask the Chair to lay that bill before 
the Senate that I may request the Senate to put it upon its pas- 
sage, as the Committee on the District of Columbia has reported, 
and there is now on the Calendar, a bill exactly similar to the one 

by the other House. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the request of 
the Senator from Virginia? 

Mr. HALE. Upon what order of business are we proceeding? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Petitions and memorials are in order. 

Mr. HALE. The rule is very plain that in the call of routine 
business certain things shall be done in order. The first is the 
presentation and reception of petitionsand memorials. The next 
is reports of committees. The next is the introduction of bills 
and joint resolutions; and after that Senate resolutions. That is 
what is called the routine morning business. I insist here and 
now, and whenever I am here I shall insist, that the routine busi- 
ness be proceeded with, and that nothing else shal) be attended to 
until that is through. I think I may venture to suggest that if 
the Chair will enforce that order and state that the time for making 
requests for the consideration of measures on the Calendar has 
not been reached, but that the routine business comes first, much 
confusion will be avoided. I object to the consideration of the 
bill at this time, and ask for the regular order. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair follows the precedents. 
Where a request is made by a Senator for unanimous consent the 
Chair submits the request to the Senate. Objection is interposed 
to the request of the Senator from Virginia. Petitions and me- 
morials are in order. 


PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS, 


Mr. LODGE presented a petition of the New York Chamber of 
Commerce and a petition of the New York Board of Trade and 
Transportation, praying for the reorganization of the consular 
and diplomatic service; which were referred to the Committee on 
Foreign Relations. 

He also presented a petition of the Merchants’ Association of 
Boston, Mass., praying for the passage of the so-called Patterson 
railroad pooling bill; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. DUBOIS. I present a petition in the nature of a telegram, 
and ask that it be read: 

The petition was read, and ordered to lie on the table, as follows: 


PH@nix, ARIzZ., February 15, 1895. 
Senator F. T. Dunors, 
Washington, D. C.: 


At a meeting of Republicans from the different sections of Arizona, held 
this day at Phoenix, the capital of the Territory, to consider the propriety of 
urging upon the United States Senate the passage of the pending bill for the 
admission of Arizona asa State of the American Union, it was unanimously 
resolved that the Committee on Territories of the United States Senate and 
the Republican Senators be forthwith advised that the Republicans of Ari- 
zona are unequivocally in favor of the immediate admission of Arizona as a 
State, and we urge the passage of the pending bill for admission at this ses- 
~_ « ion _ . 

esolved, That the above proceedings, signed by the Republicans present 

at said meeting. be telegraphed to Hon. CHARLES J. FAULKNER, chairman of 

on Grannies on Territories, and to Hon. F.T.Dusors, of the United States 

nate. 

coh H. Kibbey, chairman; Perry Wildman, secretary; Charles 

. Drake, centra) committee Pima County; M. J. Egan, cen- 

tral committee Graham County; N. H. Carpenter, speaker of 

eighteenth assembly; J. Doran, president Council G; H. L. 

Smith, of supervisors Graham County; John 8. Jaims, 

councilman, Yavapai County; A. J. Sampson, Lewis Walfiy, 

and followi members apene preiatare: Austin C. 

Wright, C. L. Cummings, G. Joseph Fish, H. E. Hinton, George 

H. Crosby, Will C. Barnes, O. W. D. Gaddis, M. R. Moore, H. K. 

Chenoweth, H. C. Hervick, F.'T. Aspinwall; Charles D. Reppy, 

chief clerk house; C. W. French, committeeman Pinal County; 

James D. Marchon, mayor Phcenix; L. H. Goodrich, central 

committee Ha te al William Christy, president Val- 

ley Bank; William Herring, Tombstone; Walter Bennett, Pho- 

Bo ATs; Jerry Mellay, district attorney, Maricopa, Ariz.; N. 
. Murphy. 


Mr. FRYE poms a petition of the city council of Portland, 
_ praying for the passage of Senate bill No. 2523, to regulate 


mode of removal of letter carriers;"which was referred to the 
Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 


~ 
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I present the petition of W. H. Taylor and 


Mr. CHANDLER. 
70 other citizens of Choctaw County, Ala., representing that 
the State of Alabama has not a republican form of government, 
and praying that action may be taken that will afford the citizens 
of that State the rights guaranteed to them by the Constitution. 

I also present the petition of Jack Monning and 33 other citi- 
zens of Choctaw County, and the petition of S. A. Wright and 


71 other citizens of Choctaw County, making the same representa- 
tions and stating the same prayer. I move that the petitions be 
referred to the Committee on Privileges and Elections. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. CLARK. I present a joint resolution of the legislature of 
the State of Wyoming, relative to the issuance of gold and other 
bonds, which I ask may be read and referred to the Committee 
on Finance. 

The memorial was read, and referred to the Committee on 
Finance, as follows: 

House joint resolution No. 7. 

Be it resolved the house of representatives (the senate concurring therein), 
That, believing that the proposed additional issue of bonds on the part of the 
National Government is a movement in the East on the part of New York 
bankers to force the country to a gold basis, beyond the possibility of a chan 


re 
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and to drive the National Government from its constitutional supervision of 
the currency of the country, and believing that this wou!d entail untold mis- 
ery on the common people of the land, we most respectfully ask that the 


representatives in the National Congress from the State of Wyoming pro- 
test against the issuance of gold bonds or any bonds which sould fasten a 
debt upon the people for generations to come. 

We further ask that the representatives of this State use all honoreblie 
means to prevent legislation as proposed by the President's message sent to 
Congress on Monday, January 21. 1595, and to defeat the Administration bill 
now before the Banking and Currency Committee of the House of Repre- 
sentatives in Washington. 

Be it further resoived, That a copy of these resolutions, suitably indorsed 
and engrossed, be sent to Hon. J. M. Carry and Hon. C. D. CLARK, in the Sen- 
ate of the United States, and Hon. H. A. Corrzen, in the House of Repre- 


sentatives. 
GEO. W. HOYT, 
President of the Senate. 
JAY L. TORREY, 
Speaker of the House, 


WM. A. RICHARDS, Gove rnor. 


Approved February 11, A. D. 1895. 


STATE OF WYOMING, Office of the Secretary of State. 
UNITED STATES OF AMERICA, State of Wyoming, ss: 

I, Charles W. Burdick, secretary of state of the State of Wyoming, do hereby 
certify that the annexed copy of house joint resolution No. 7 is a tri he 
correct copy of the original, which was duly passed by the third legislat 
of the State of Wyoming, signed by the governor, and is now on file 
office of the secretary of state. 

In testimony whereof I have hereunto set my hand and affixed th 
seal of the State of Wyoming. 

Done at Cheyenne, the capital, this 12th day of February, A. D. 1895 

[SHAL.] CHARLES W. BURDICK., 

Secretary of State 

Mr. QUAY presented petitions of 431 citizens of Allentown, of 
45 citizens of Nicolay, of 178 citizens of Morrellville, of 75 citizens 
of Rochester Mills, of 224 citizens of Middletown, of 65 citizens of 
Lambertsville, of 60 citizens of Monaca, of 98 citizens of Frack- 
ville, of 200 citizens of Greencastle, of 52 citizens of Springdale, 
of 46 citizens of Strongstown, of 140 citizens of Allegheny, of 75 
citizens of West Lebanon, of 50 citizens of Jamestown, of 90 citi- 
zens of Pittsburg, of 75 citizens of Carbondale, of 110 citizens of 
New Cumberland, of 407 citizens of Philadelphia, of 500 citizens 
of Carnegie, and of 100 citizens of Chatham, all in the State of 
Pennsylvania, praying for the adoption of an amendment to the 
Constitution of the United States prohibiting the appropriation 
of moneys for sectarian institutions; which were referred to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

He also presented petitions of 107 citizens of Philadelphia, of 
75 citizens of Rochester Mills, of 93 citizens of Frackville, of 100 
citizens of Vanderbilt, of 165 citizens of East Deer Township, of 
46 citizens of Strongstown, of 140 citizens of Allegheny, of 75 citi- 
zens of North Clarendon, of 52 citizens of Springdale, of 50 citizens 
of Jamestown, of 165 citizens of Philadelphia, of 116 citizens of 
Pittsburg, of 400 citizens of Pittsburg, of 45 citizens of Nicolay, of 
407 citizens of Philadelphia, of 110 citizens of New Cumberland, 
of 65 citizens of Ogontz, of 60 citizens of Monaca, of 500 citizens 
of Carnegie, of 173 citizens of Philadelphia, and of 100 citizens of 
Chatham, all inthe State of Pennsylvania, praying for the adop- 
tion of an amendment to the Constitution of the United States 
providing that ‘‘no State shall grant the right of franchise to any 
person who is not a citizen of the United States;” which were re- 
ferred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. TURPIE presented a petition of Local Union, No. 62, Cigar 
Makers’ International Union. of Richmond, Ind., praying for the 
passage of House bill No. 5603, to ameliorate the condition of 
American seamen; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented a petition of 75 citizens of Albany, Ind., pray- 
ing for the adoption of an amendment to the Constitution of the 
United States providing that ‘‘no State shall grant the right of 
franchise to any person who is not a citizen of the United States;” 
which was referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

He also presented a petition of 75 citizens of Albany, Ind., pray- 
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ing for the adoption of an amendment to the Constitution of the 
United States prohibiting the appropriation of moneys for secta- 
rian institutions; which was referred to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

Mr. DAVIS presented a memorial of sundry wholesale mer- 
chants and manufacturers of St. Paul, Minn., remonstrating 
against the passage of the bankruptcy bill; which was ordered to 
lie on the table. 

He also presented a petition of the Board of Trade, of Mankato, 
Minn., praying for the enactment of legislation to provide for the 
issuance of long-time gold bonds, drawing not more than 8 per 
cent; which was referred to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. MANDERSON presented a petition of Cigar Makers’ Local 
Union, No. 93, of Omaha, Nebr., praying for the passage of House 
bill No. 5603, to ameliorate the condition of American seamen; 
which was ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. CAMERON presented petitions of 89 citizens of Slippery 
Rock, of 400 citizens of Pittsburg, of 116 citizens of Pittsburg, of 
40 citizens of Flatwoods, of sundry citizens of Sharpsburg, of 118 
citizens of Walnut Bottom, of 75 citizens of Harrowgate, of sun- 
dry citizens of Ogontz, of 165 citizens of East Deer Township, of 
47 citizens of Virgo, of 100 citizens of Vanderbilt, of 248 citizens 
of Harrisburg, of 140 citizens of Greenville, of 62 citizens of 
Doylestown, of 107 citizens of Philadelphia, and of 40 citizens of 
Renovo, all in the State of Pennsylvania, praying for the adop- 
tion of an amendment to the Constitution of the United States 
prohibiting the appropriation of moneys for sectarian jnstitutions; 
which were referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

He also presented petitions of 171 citizens of Royersford, of sun- 
dry citizens of Howardboro, of 89 citizens of Slippery Rock, of 40 
citizens of Flatwoods, of sundry citizens of Sharpsburg, of 118 
citizens of Walnut Bottom, of 75 citizens of Harrowgate, of 75 
citizens of West Lebanon, of 47 citizens of Virgo, of 65 citizens of 
Lambertsville, of sundry citizens of Greencastle, of 248 citizens 
of Harrisburg, of 62 citizens of Doylestown, of 481 citizens of 
Allentown, of sundry citizens of New Cumberland, of 40 citizens 
of Renovo, and of 178 citizens of Morrelliville, all in the State of 
Pennsylvania, praying for the adoption of an amendment to the 
Constitution of the United States providing that ‘‘ no State shall 
grant the right of franchise to any person who is not a citizen of 
the United States;” which were referred to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. : 

The VICE-PRESIDENT presented a memorial of the legislative 
assembly of Arizona; which wasread, and ordered to lie on the table, 
as follows: 

House memorial No. 4. 


To the Senate and House of Representatives 
of the United States of America in Congress assembled: 


We, your memorialists, the eighteenth legislative assembly of Arizona, 
beg leave to represent to your honorable bodies: " ee 
rst. That there is in the northern part of this Territory, lying within the 
borders of Apache County, near the town of Holbrook, a wonderful deposit 
¥ petrified wood, commonly called the “ Petrified Forest” or “ Chalcedony 
ark.” 

This deposit or forest is poet for its extent, the size of the trees, and 
the beauty and great variety o: ee found in the logs. 

A country 10 miles square is covered by the trunks of trees, some of which 
measure over 200 feet in length and from 7 to 10 feet in diameter. 

Ruthless curiosity seekers are destroying these huge trees and logs by blast- 
ing them in pieces in search of crystals, which are found in the center of 
many of them, while car loads of the limbs and smaller pieces are being 
shipped awa to be qroané up for various pu , ; 

Second. Believing that this wonderful donee cout be kept inviolate that 
future generations may enjoy its beauties and study one of the most curious 
and interesting effects of nature's forces: ‘ 

We, your memoralists, most respectfully request that the Commissioner of 
the General Land Office be directed to withdraw from entry all public lands 
covered by this forest until a commission or officer sont pr yous honor- 
able bodies may in te and report to you upon the advisability of taking 
this forest under the of the General Government and making a 
national park or reservation of it. 

It is annually visited now by hundreds of scientific men and_travelers 
from every State and country, and some such action by your bodies would 
preserve it from the vandalism it is now subjected to. 

We would further state that at present there is no person living within the 
a of the prepeses park, so that no settlers will be disturbed by any such 

ion on your part, 

And be it resolved the legislative assembly of the Territory.of Arizona, 
That our Delegate .a ooo be, and is hereby, astracted to use all honor- 
able means to have some action taken by Congress to have this Chalcedony 
Park set aside and formed into a national park under the care and charge of 
the General Government. 

Also that the secretary of the Terri be, and is hereby, requested to 
transmit a copy of this memorial to each House of ,our Delegate to 
Congress, an © United States Land Commissioner. 

A. J. DORAN, President. 
J. H. CARPENTER, Speaker. 
{Indorsed.] 

I hereby certify that the within memorial originated in the house, and is 
known as house memcrial No. 4. 

CHAS. D. REPPY, Chief Clerk. 


Filed in the office of the secretary of the Territory of Arizona this llth 
day of February, A. D. 1895, at 11 a. m. 
CHAS. M. BRUCE, 


Secretary of Arizona, 
By F. B. DEVEREUX, Assistant. 


TERRITORY OF ARIZONA, Office of the Secretary. 
UNITED STATES OF AMERICA, Territory of Arizona, ss: 


I, Charles M. Bruce, secretary of the Territory of Arizona, do hereby cer- 
tify that the within copy is a true and complete transcript of the house me- 


morial No. 4 of the elg teenth legislative assembly of Arizona, filed in this 
— the lith day of February, A. D. 1895, at 11 o'clock a. m., as provided by 
aw. 
In testimony whereof I have hereunto set my hand and affixed my official 
seal. Done at the city of Phoenix this llth day of February, 1895. 
[SEAL. ] CHARLES M. BRUCE, 
Secretary of the Territory. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 


Mr. PASCO, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to whom 
was referred the bill (H. R. 6923) for the relief of Matthew T. 
Lewis, reported it without amendment, and submitted a report 
thereon. 

He also, from the Committee on Claims, to whom was referred 
the bill (H. R. 4507) for the relief of Witherby & Gaffney, reported 
it with amendments, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. PASCO. I am directed by the Committee on Claims, to 
whom was referred an amendment intended to be proposed to the 
sundry civil appropriation bill by the Senator from Tennessee 

Mr. Harris], to report it back adversely, with a written report 
thereon, which I ask may be printed. I ask that the amendment 
may be allowed to lie on the table. 

The = was ordered to be printed, and the amendment tolie 
on the table. 

Mr. VEST, from the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds, reported an amendment intended to be proposed to the 
sundry civil appropriation bill; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 


BILLS INTRODUCED. 


Mr. VOORHEES introduced a bill (S. 2765) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Merrick Z. Buck; which was read twice by 
its title, and, with the accompanying paper, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions, 

He also introduced a bill (8S. 2766) granting an increase of pen- 
sion to John Campbell; which was read twice by its title, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Wisconsin introduced a bill (S. 2767) to 
quiet title to certain lands in persons who purchased the same in 
good faith, without notice, cal for a valuable consideration, and 
to enable the Government to issue patents on such lands; which 
was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 
Public Lands. 

Mr. MANDERSON introduced a bill (8.2768) to remove the 
charge of desertion from the military record of William McCor- 
mick; which was read twice by its title, and, with the accompany- 
“res, referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

r. STEWART introduced a bill (S. 2769) to restore bimetal- 
lism; which was read the first time by its title. 

Mr. STEWART. I ask that the bill be read the second time at 
length. It is ashort bill. I desire to haveit lie on the table after 
it is read the second time. 

Mr. HOAR. The rule requires that no bill shall have two read- 
ings on the same day unless by unanimous consent. 

he VICE-PRESIDEN T. Is there objection to the second read- 
ing of the bill? 
r. HOAR. Lobject to two readings on this day. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Objection is made, and the bill will 
take the usual course of a bill on its second reading. 

Mr. HARRIS (by request of the Commissioners of the District 
of Columbia) introduced a bill (S. 2770) to amend an act entitled 
**An act to provide for the opening of alleys in the District of 
Columbia,” approved July 22, 1892; which was read twice by its 
title, and, with the accompanying letter from the Commissioners 
of the District of Columbia, referred to the Committee on the Dis- 
trict of Columbia. 

He also (by request) introduced a bill (S. 2771) to authorize the 
extension of the Columbia Railway Company; which was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on the District of 
Columbia. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon introduced a bill (S. 2772) for the 
relief of Orville T. Porter, late United States marshal for the dis- 
trict of Alaska; which was read twice by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. CALL (by request) introduced a bill (S. 2778) to provide 
for the coinage of gold and silver bullion in the mints of the 
United States, and for the exchange therefor of legal-tender United 
States Treasury notes; which was read twice by its title, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. VILAS introduced a bill (S. 2774) to withdraw from the 
Supreme Court jurisdiction of criminal cases not capital and con- 
fer the same on the circuit courts of appeals; which was read 
twice by its title, and referred to tha Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. introduced a joint resolution (S. R. 135) to provide 
for the immediate printing of that portion of the annual report of 
the Director of the Geological Survey containing the mineral re- 
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sources of the United States; which was read twice by its title, and, 
with the accompanying papers, referred to the Committee on Print- 


ing. 

Nr. BURROWS introduced a joint resolution (8S. R.186) au- 
thorizing the Secretary of War to deliver condemned cannon to 
the Soldiers’ Home at Grand Rapids, Mich. ; which was read twice 
by its title, and referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 


AMENDMENTS TO BILLS. 


Mr. VOORHEES submitted an amendment intended to be pro- 
posed by him to the legislative, executive, and judicial appropria- 
tion bill; which was referred to the Committee on Appropriations, 
and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. ALLEN submitted an amendment intended to be proposed 
by him to the sundry civil appropriation bill; which was ordered 
to be printed, and, with the accompanying papers, referred to the 
Select Committee on Forest Reservations. 

Mr. HOAR submitted an amendment intended to be proposed 
by him to the sundry civil appropriation bill; which was referred 
to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. SQUIRE submitted an amendment intended to be proposed 
by him to the sundry civil appropriation bill; which was referred 
to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. PEFFER submitted an amendmentintended to be proposed 
by him to the Indian appropriation bill; which was referred to 
the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. BATE submitted an amendment intended to be proposed by 
him to the bill (S. 2297) to provide for the restatement, readjust- 
ment, settlement, and payment of dues to army officers in cer- 
tain cases; which was referred to the Committee on Military Af- 
fairs, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. PROCTOR submitted an amendment intended to be pro- 
posed by him to the bill (5S. 2297) to provide for the restatement, 
readjustment, settlement, and payment of dues to army officers 
in certain cases; which was ordered to lie on the table, and be 
printed. 

NATIONAL BANKS AS DEPOSITORIES OF PUBLIC MONEYS. 


Mr. ALLEN submitted the following resolution; which was con- 
sidered by unanimous consent, and agreed to: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and is hereby, directed to 
inform the Senate of the names and locations of the national banks that are 
and have been for the past ten years acting as depositories of public moneys; 
the names of the officers of such banks, and whether such deposits are and 
have been special or general; the average amount of deposits thus made by 
the Government,and whether interest is and has been paid by the banks on 
such deposits, and the termsand conditions of the contract or contracts under 
which such deposits are or have been made. 


NEW HAVEN (CONN.) HARBOR OF REFUGE AND BREAKWATER, 


Mr. PLATT submitted the following resolution; which was con- 
sidered by unanimous consent, and agreed to: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of War is hereby directed to cause to be made 
an examination and survey of the harbor of refuge and breakwater now in 
construction at the port of New Haven, Conn., with reference to an extension 
of the work, and report what further improvements are needed for the com- 
pletion of the said harbor of refuge for the benefit and_accommodation cf 
warships, and of foreign and domestic vessels navigating Long Island Sound, 
together with the probable expense thereof; and also to cause an examina- 
tion and survey of the harbor of New Haven, Conn., to be made with reference 
to further necessary improvements thereof, and report thereon. 


RAILROAD LANDS IN CALIFORNIA, 


Mr. WHITE submitted the following concurrent resolution; 
which was referred to the Committee on Public Lands: 

Resolved by the Senate (the House of Representatives concurring) That the 
Secretary of the Interior be reques tos nd action on all selections filed 
by land-grant railroad companies for lands situated in the State of California 
until the Ist day of January, 1896, unless legislation providing for the exami- 
nation and classification of mineral lands within the limits of such selections 
shall be enacted previous to said date. 


HOUSE BILLS REFERRED. 


The bill (H. R. 840) to correct the muster of Lieut. Gilman L. 
Johnson was read twice by its title, and referred to the Commit- 
tee on Military Affairs. 

The bill (H. R. 6750) to authorize the construction of a bridge 
across the Yellowstone River, in the county of Dawson, State of 
Montana, was read twice by its title, and referred to the Commit- 
tee on Commerce. 

The bill (H. R. 8811) granting a pension to James Jones was 
read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. HOAR. Will the Chair be kind enough to state for the in- 
formation of the Senate what was the agreement as to the order 
of business for to-day? Was there a unanimous-consent agree- 
ment to proceed with the Calendar at a certain hour? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. There was objection interposed to 
the uest, the Chair will state. 


Mr. HOAR. So there is no order on that subject? 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. There is none. 
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MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE, 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. T. O. 
TOWLEs, its Chief Clerk, announced that the House had disagreed 
to the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 8272) making 
appropriations for the service of the Post-Office Department for 
the fiscal year ending June 30, 1896, asked a conference with the 
Senate on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses thereon, and 
had oe Mr. HENDERSON of North Carolina, Mr. DunpuHy, 
and Mr. Loup managers at the conference on the part of the 
House. 

The message also announced that the House had passed the bill 
& 2589) granting cannon to the historical museum, Des Moines, 

owa. 
PROPOSED ISSUE OF BONDS. 

Mr. VILAS. Mr. President, I desire to give notice that on Mon- 
day next I shall ask the courtesy of the Senate to take up inform- 
ally the bill I introduced the other day, being the bill (S. 2479) 
to save the people of the United States $16,170,770, for the purpose 
of submitting some remarks upon it at the conclusion of the rou- 
tine morning business. 


POST-OFFICE APPROPRIATION BILL. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate the action of the 
House of Representatives disagreeing to the amendments of the 
Senate to the bill (H. R. 8272) making appropriations for the serv- 
ice of the Post-Office Department for the fiscal year ending June 
30, 1896, and asking for a conference with the Senate on the dis- 
agreeing votes of the two Houses thereon. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. Imovethat the Senate insist on its amend- 
ments disagreed to by the House of Representatives, and accede 
to the request for a conference by the House of Representatives. 

The motion was agreed to. 

By unanimous consent, the Vice-President was authorized to 
appoint the conferees on the part of the Senate, and Mr. BLAckK- 
BURN, Mr. GORMAN, and Mr. Gutzon were appointed. 


BIMETALLISM AND GOLD BONDS. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair lays before the Senate the 
resolution of the Senator from New York [ Mr. HiL1], coming over 
from a previous day, which will be read. 

The resolution submitted by Mr. Hi1 on the 11th instant was 
read, as follows: 

Resolved (if the House of Representatives concurs), That it is the sense of 
Conenoms that the true policy of the Government requires that its efforts 
should be steadily «lirected to the establishment of a safe system of bimetal- 
lism, wherein gold and silver may be maintained at a parity, and every do 
lar coined may be the equal in value and power of every other dollar coined 
or issued by the Uni States; but if our efforts to establish or maintain 
such bimetallism shall not be wholly successful, and if for any reason our 
silver coin shall not hereafter be at parity with gold coin and the equal 
thereof in value and power in the market and in the payment of debts; then 
it is hereby declared that the bonds of the United States now or hereafter 
issued which by their terms are payable in coin, shall nevertheless be paid 
in standard gold dollars, it being the policy of the United States that its 
creditors shall at all times be paid in the best money in use. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 
resolution of the Senator from New York. 

Mr. HILL. On that I ask for the yeas and nays. 

Mr. WOLCOTT. Let the resolution be read. 

Mr. HALE. Let us have it again read. 

Mr. MILLS. Let it be read. 

The Secretary again read the resolution. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. I ask if the resolution is not sus- 
ceptible of a division? 

Mr. HILL. I think so. The Senator from Ohio [Mr. S: 
MAN] wishes to offer a substitute, after which I desire to say so 
thing. 

Mr. SHERMAN. If the Senator will allow me, I will offer asa 
substitute what I send to the desk. It does not, I believe, depart 
essentially in principle from the resolution just read, but 
much shorter and much clearer, I think. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The proposed substitute will be read. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

Resolved (the House of Representatives concurring), That it is the estab- 
lished policy of the United States to maintain gold and silver coins at a parity 
according to their coinage ratio, so that every dollar coined may be the e 
in value of every other dollar coined or issued by the United States; 
at any time our silver coin shall not be ata parity with gold coin accordin 
to their coinage ratio, then the bonds of the United States now or hereafter 
issued which by their terms are payable in coin shall be paid in standar: l 
coin. 

Mr. WOLCOTT. I move the reference of both the resolution 
and the substitute to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. I second the motion. 

Mr. HILL. Mr. President, I desire to say only a few words in 
support of this resolution. From its very nature it strikes me 
that it ought to be approved by every member of this body. I do 
not regard that it enunciates any particulary new principle. I 
say it ought to be approved by every Senator here unless there sits 
around this circle a gold monometallist or a silver monometallist. 
I have very few words to address to those gentlemen, but as- 
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suming that nearly every Senator here is a bimetallist in the proper 
sense of the term, I think this resolution embodies his ideas. 

It is asafe, a conservative, and an appropriate resolution at this 
time. In the first place, a its divisibility, as suggested 
by the Senator from Oregon [Mr. M1IrcHELL], it announces the 
true pee of the Government, which is, in a word, that our efforts 
should be steadily directed toward the establishment of the policy 
of bimetallism. 

Mr. President, I need not remind both political parties here that 
that is what they profess; Iam not here to suggest that the two 
principal political parties of the country are not honest in those 
statements contained in their — in favor of bimetallism. 
In addition to that fact, the policy of bimetallism, not in favor of 
gold alone, not in favor oor of silver alone, but in favor of both 
metals, has been solemnly declared by both political parties. 

I recall to the attention of the Senate we the country the bill 
which passed this Congress on the 1st of November, 1893, a bill to 
stop the purchase of silver bullion, which bill repealed made silver 
merely a commodity and declared, in the very terms of the repeal, 
that it-was the duty of this Government to steadily pursue a 
toward the maintenance of bimetallism. That bill received the 
approval of the House of Representatives; it received the approval 
of theSenate. Senatorsand Representatives voted for itwho were 
advocates of the free coinage of silver, because that repeal itself 
was believed to be one of the true steps toward the maintenance 
or the establishment of a system of bimetallism. en dis- 
tinctly that in the few remarks which I had the honor of sub- 
mitting in favor of the passage of that measure I called attention 
to the importance of that declaration. It is true it stopped the 
limited, restricted, and the illogical coinage of silver; but I called 
the attention of the Senate and the country to the fact that there 
was contained in it a most solemn pledge of vast importance to the 
financial interests of the country. I need not read it. It forms a 
part of the statutes of the country. It declares the policy of the 
Government to be that of the pursuit of steady steps toward the 
maintenance or the establishment of the policy of bimetallism. 

Mr. President, that portion of this resolution ought to receive 
the votes of every Senator for the reasons which I have —_. I 
make no appeal to Senators who believe in the single standard of 
gold or the single standardof silver. They are committed to their 
ways, and they should vote against the t of this resolu- 
tion. But Ido makean appeal to the true friends of both silver and 
gold, the men who desire the double standard. To those who 
contend that it is impossible to maintain such double standard in 
this country I have nothingtosay. I believe it is possible to main- 
tain it. It perhaps can not be maintained at times or at all 
hours with exact precision. It will take tion, it will re- 
quire revised laws, it will require a friendly Administration. It 
must be administered in its true spirit and carried out in its true 


ur ’ 

. Mr. President, the Senator from Ohio . SHERMAN] has intro- 
duced a substitute, which is a slight modification, as I understand 
it from a hasty reading of it, which differs from my resolution in 
afew words. My resolution declares— 

That it is the sense of Congress that the true of the Government re- 
quires that its efforts should be steadily directed to the establishment of a 
safe system of bimetallism. 

I think that language is preferable to the language of the Sena- 
tor from Ohio. The Senator from Ohio declares in his resolution 
that it is the established policy of the Government, as though 
there was no eo that it was an already established policy. 
That leads to differences of opinion, ; 

I am inclined to think that some steps are necessary; I am in- 
clined to think that the propositions which have been made lately, 
which it is not necessary now to refer to at length, are rather in 
the opposite direction. en you make discrimination between 
your coin, then I fear that you are taking a step in the wrong di- 
rection; and therefore I think it is wiser that we adhere to the 
terms of my resolution, which avoids my a as to the pro- 
priety of what is now being pr bu ply directs our eyes 

the future as to what we ought to do. 

. ae STEWART. Will the tor allow me to ask him a ques- 
on 

Mr. HILL. I do not wish to be interrupted now. 

Mr. STEWART. I should like simply to ask the Senator a 
question. 

Mr. HILL. At the close of my remarks there will be time to 
debate the resolution. 

Mr. President, I prefer to avoid all details of policy at this time. 
I think it is wiser to simply declare at this particular time, in this 
financial crisis, what the true policy of the Government should be. 
This resolution does not an opinion w the question of 
the propriety of issuing d bonds, or upon question of the 
propriety of issuing coin bonds; it does not express an opinion that 
we must, in order to maintain bimetallism, our mints im- 
mediately, without a and without o changes, to the 
free coinage of silver. It carefully avoids those questions. 


In the first place, I think it of the most supreme importance at 
this hour that we should inform the country and inform the 
world as well that our policy is not to maintain the single standard 
of gold nor the single standard of silver, but that, in view of what 
is being suggested, in view of what is being pressed, it is wise for 
us to make this emphatic, brief, and appropriate declaration. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. Will the Senator allow me? 

Mr. HILL. I should prefer the Senator would wait until I get 
through. 

Mr. President, I have said all I care to say now upon the first 
branch of the resolution. If Ishould speak for hours, in my judg- 
ment I could not make it more plain than I have. 

I now come to the second part of the resolution. Having said 
that our true policy is bimetallism, which means that silver and 
gold shall be maintained at a parity, which means that this Gov- 
ernment reserves the absolute, legal, technical right to pay its 
debts in the authorized coin of the country—that is trae bimetal- 
lism, the maintenance of the gold standard and the maintenance 
of the silver standard; in other words, the maintenance of the 
double standard—if it should turn out that by reason of financial 
conditions, if it should turn out that by reason of disputes between 
the two Houses of Congress, if it should turn out by reason of 
differences of opinion as to policy between the President and Con- 
gress we may not be able to fully establish or at least to fully main- 
tain this policy, what then suggests itself ? 

How shall we pay our bonded debts or our other debts? I think 
that at this hour this is an important declaration to make, that 
we believe in the double standard, that we believe in the use of 
both gold and silver alike. We reserve the absolute right to pay 
our bonded and other debts in either coin, but if it shall occur 
that there is any difference between the two, then we announce 
not by statute, but we pledge the faith of the Government, as a 
matter of policy, that we will pay in the best coin in use. 

Mr. President, I listened with great interest the other day to the 
remarks of the Senatorfrom Colorado |[Mr.TeLLer]. He substan- 
tially committed himself to this theory. He advocated more than 
that, it is true; he advocated other and different things about 
which I do not propose to speak, but he substantially committed 
himself to the principle that he did not want to pay the bonds of 
this country in depreciated silver; he did not want to degrade the 
currency of the country; he wanted both gold and silver, and he 
wanted to maintain them both if we could; but he also said at the 
same time that the Government should pay always in the-best 
money in use. That is all I ask in this resolution that we shall 


pay. 

Thane, sir, that there will never occur a time when it will be 
necessary for us to pause and consider the question whether we 
shall pay silver or gold; I trust we can maintain this policy of 
bimetallism, so that creditors will be substantially indifferent as 
to which shall be offered tothem. I believe that it is a wise policy 
to retain within the oe of the Government the right to pay in 
both metals, the technical, the strict, the legal right; but if for 
any reason it should be impossible in any emergency to do that, 
impossible to maintain absolute parity, if by reason of raids wpon 
the Treasury, if by reason of combinations of capital at home or 
abroad, if by reason of any great commercial crisis that may come, 
there should be a well-recognized discrimination between the value 
of those two coins, then I say that the good faith of this Govern- 
ment is pledged not by statute, but by resolution that we shall pay 
in the best coin in use. That, in brief, is just what this resolution 
declares that we should do. 

Mr. ALLEN. Will the Senator allow me toask him aquestion? 

Mr. HILL. I hope the Senator will wait until I gc through. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from New York de- 
clines to be interrupted. 

Mr. HILL. I can see no answer to this. So far as I am con- 
cerned, it seems to me it ought to receive the approval of the 
friends of gold, of the friends of silver, and that it ought cer- 
tainly to receive the approval of the friends of bimetallism. 

What is the contrary of the proposition? 1s it proposed to pay 
in a depreciated currency? Do you propose to foist depreciated 
silver coin upon the creditors of your country if there should be 
a ized difference between the two metals? 

Mr. President. it may be said that it is unwise to recognize the 
possibility of failure to maintain bimetallism. That is one criti- 
cism, it is true. It may be said we ought not to assume the possi- 
bility of an inability to maintain the two coins at a parity in this 
country of ours. Then, I submit, no harm is done. We can not, 
however, be blind to the signs of the times. If the Government 
shall imitate theexample which is now being set by private parties, 
loaning money and making a discrimination in the coin in which 
debts shall be paid, it is likely and possible that in a very short 
time gold may be at apremium by reason of causes not now neces- 
sary to be discussed. If that be so, where is the Senator who in- 
sists upon it that we should not pay in the best money that there 
isinuse? Weshould not confine ourselves technically and strictly 
to the precise language of the act itself, but we should maintain 
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the credit and the honor of this Government, and, in the language 

of the Senator from Colorado, pay in the best money in use. All 

sides can agree to this. It does not involve any question as to 

whether the bonds shall be payable in gold or silver; it does not 

involve any question of the — of your mints to the free and 
t 


unlimited coinage of silver. avoids those questions. It isa safe 
and conservative and pertinent resolution at this particular time 
when we are drifting apart. 2 

Mr. President, we are further apart, I fear, than we were six 
weeks or two months ago. The suggestion of a gold bond upon 
one side is answered by the free coinage of silver on the other, 
The proposition to retire the greenbacks is lost sightof. The real 
point involved, as I think, the duty which confronts us, is the re- 
tirement of the greenbacks. There is the danger, there is the 
drain upon the gold of our country; but that, it seems, it is impos- 
sible to do. We can at least take this step: we can at least assure 
the people of this country and we can assure those from whom 
we are borrowing money in other countries that, although we are 
so tied up by disagreements that we can not pass the bills which 
are introduced, we can at least say tothem, ‘‘ Take ourcoin bonds, 
and we will pay them in the best currency in the world, if there 
is any difference between currencies.” 

Need we be blind to the fact that in a few short months more 
bonds of some kind or character must be issued? Let us keep 
down the interest on those bonds. This resolution will heip to do 
it. We gain nothing by trying to wreck the Government. 
Neither political party accomplishes anything by bringing on a 
financial panic in the summer months and compelling us again to 
come here to resume the consideration of this question. 

Mr. Hoar crossed the aisle and made a suggestion to Mr. HIL.. 

Mr. WOLCOTT. I hope we may be permitted to hear the col- 
loquy between the Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. Hoar] and 
the Senator from New York [Mr. H1Lu}. 

Mr. HILL. What isthe suggestion of the Senator? 

Mr. WOLCOTT. I ask if we can hear the colloquy between 
the Senator from Massachusetts and the Senator from New York. 

Mr. HILL. There is nothing to be concealed aboutit. The 
Senator from Massachusetts suggests that in 1869 the question as 
to how the bonds of the country should be paid was determined 
by a joint resolution of Congress; and it is a very pertinent sug- 

stion. 
von. HOAR. Will the Senator from New York yield to mea 
moment. 

Mr. HILL. Yes, sir. 

Mr. HOAR. I thought instead of publicly interrupting the 
Senator from New York it would be better for me to make this 
suggestion to him as I did, that the same policy which is proposed 
now is the policy which solved the question of the payment of the 
debt and hired money in 1869 simply by a joint resolution of both 
Houses of Congress. A rather angry reply to my honorable friend 
from Colorado rose to my lips on hearing the suggestion made by 
him, but I am so sure of the good feeling and generally courteous 
nature of that Senator, that 1 will take it for granted that he would 
not desire to say anything offensive to me. 

Mr. WOLCOTT. I assure theSenatorfrom Massachusetts that 
it was only in the best of good feeling and good faith that i asked 
that we should be permitted to hear the colloquy, because I did not 
— it was private. I supposed it had to do with something 
in the remarks of the Senator from New York, to which | felt I 
might be called upon to make some reply, however inefficient and 
feeble, and I made the request in order that we might have the 
benefit of the suggestion of the Senator from Massachusetts, 
which I knew would be as compared with the remarks of 
ns “grag from New York, which I hope will be good. [Laugh- 

r 
Mr. HILL. I hope, Mr. President, that my suggestions will be 
at least as good as some of the currency that is advocated by some 
members of the Senate. [Laughter. ] 

I had hoped that this Congress might do more than this. I had 
hoped that we might by common consent enter upon a discussion 
of this financial question and proceed to relieve the country. 

I repeat here what I said a few moments ago, that I think it is 
the imperative duty of Congress to proceed to take steps to retire 
the greenback currency. Need I argue before this Senate that the 
existence of such greenbacks is one of the principal difficulties 
which now confronts us? Need I remind you that it is because of 
the existence of this greenback currency that the gold is taken 
out of the Treasury? 

I quote what the Senator from Colorado (Mr. TELLER] said: 

Mr. President, that the greenback i: ve agency 
the Treasury,I do not deny. I ee ees if ro ay Np yar ate 
sroensecin. if you should take them to the furnace and burn them, and 

ould follow that by the destruction of $150,000,000 in round numbers of 

reasury notes under the act of 1890, the exporter would find no way 
of getting gold out of the Treasury. < 

That is the step we ought to take, that is the a that I regret 
to say it seems imponsitile to take by reason of differences here, 
possibly differences in both 


differences in the other House, and 


Houses with the President. But if that can not be done I had 
hoped that our friends, the true bimetallists, sometimes called the 
silver Senators, would see that the elimination of the greenback 
currency was a step in their interests; that they would see that 
in the place of the greenbacks and the contraction thereby occa- 
sioned, there would necessarily be a public demand for other cur- 
rency. 

I think Senators stand in their own light when they refuse lecis- 
lation destroying and eliminating greenbacks and taking them 
out of our currency. But that seems to be the course to be pur- 
sued. No legislation, it is said, can reasonably be expected upon 
that line. Then, Mr. President, awaiting, as we are, 2 communi- 
cation from the Secretary of the Treasury as to whether any im- 
mediate relief to supply existing deficiencies is needed or not—of 
course we shall not legislate upon that question until we hear 
from the Secretary of the Treasury—if we can not pass upon that 
question we can at least do these two things, declare that this 
Congress is not committed to gold, declare that this Congress is 
not committed to silver alone, but declare by an emphatic vote 
that we stand where we stood when we repealed the purchasing 
clause of the Sherman silver law in 1893; that we stand here for 
bimetallism, ready to redeem the pledges which we gave in that 
session, and that we shall take any step necessary toward the 
maintenance of this principle. We further declare if our efforts 
shall fail, if by reason of any of these conditions there does arise 
a difference between the value of our gold and silver, as patriotic 
men, responsible for the conduct of this Government, we declare 
to the country and to the world that we will pay in the best 
money in use. 

Mr. WOLCOTT. Mr. President, I am somewhat surprised at 
the remarks of the Senator from New York in view of his insist- 
ence during the last few weeks that our time should be spent in 
pertinent discussion, in the discussion of measures which had 
some chance of being deliberated and voted upon. No Senator is 
more aware than is the Senator from New York that he is thrash- 
ing old straw. 

e House of Representatives on yesterday forever disposed, so 
far as this session is concerned, of the subject of the indorsement 
of gold bonds. Notwithstanding the frantic efforts of an Admin- 
istration with all its power and its patronage, notwithstanding the 
efforts of the leaders of both political parties, the House of Rep- 
resentatives by a decisive vote refused to sanction the policy out- 
lined and approved by the proposed resolution of the Senator from 
New York. 

The Senator is equally out of date, Mr. President, in his refer- 
ence to the legislation of the vial session which dealt with the 
repeal of the purchasing clause of the Sherman Act. He speaks 
of the bimetallists who voted for repeal as if he would class him- 
self as one. 

Mr. President, there was no genuine bimetallist who voted for 
repeal, unless it be two or three Senators who voted in the belief 
and in the shadov-~ hope that the promises which the Administra- 
tion gave would be carried out, and who sincerely trusted in the 
declaration of the Secretary of the Treasury that the repeal of the 
purchasing clause of the Sherman Act would be followed with 
some fuller measure for the recognition of silver, but the Senator 
from New York was not one of them. There were some Senators 
who voted for repeal upon that declared assurance; and I think I 
violate no confidence when I state that no one of those Senators, 
in view of the disastrous occurrences of the last year and a half, 
if it were to be done again, would ever vote for the repeal of the 
purchasing clause of the Sherman Act, bad as that act was in 
principle and in practice. 

But, Mr. President, the class of bimetallists to which the Sena- 
tor from New York belongs is the bimetallist upon a gold basis. 
He wants the use of the two metals, and he wants them measured 
by the value of gold. He does not want them measured with the 
double standard or with the equal representation at the ratio de- 
clared by law. He is a bimetallist, because he is a gold mono- 
metallist, and, measured by gold, he is willing that silver shall be 
used to a limited extent instead of paper. 

Mr. President, it is a poor time to introduce a resolution calling 
upon this country to indorse a gold bond. The President's 
wanton attack upon the credit of the United States has been the 
most disastrous occurrence of this generation, the most signifi- 
cantly wanton and cruel and deliberate attack upon the credit of 
our country that could be inflicted upon it. 

But a few weeks before, when $50,000,000 of bonds were offered 
at 3 per cent, $185,000,000 in the United States alone was snub- 
scribed for them on that basis. Following that fact, with the 


knowledge that there were $135,000,000 waiting here to invest in 
our bonds, payable in lawful money at 3 per cent, the President 
of the United States entered into a secret negotiation with the 
Rothschilds of Europe, whereby he proposed to give them a long 
bond at an excessive rate, so that he could make an apparent show- 
ing to the discredit of our country and its finances. But before 
the ‘The subscribers 


bonds are even issued the reactidn has come, 





Seite ca BRE Sse 


Fale ict Sh SS: 


a 
eerie Soe 
cs 


eS epee as ee 
BRP phn = as "coy Eat Sane mS 

wg: as ; ee 

5 SR enter ere ET % 4 OS 6 tre Sanat 


gies 








2280 


to that syndicate are called upon to pay only 10 per cent of their 
subscriptions, and the balance they will never be called upon to 

ay. The syndicate are already offered for the bonds 112}. There 

ave been, and I have eminent authority for the statement, in the 
city of New York alone more than $130,000,000 tendered to the 
syndicate for the bonds at 112}. I have the authority of the presi- 
dent of one of the leading banks of New York that within the 
next sixty days the price of those bonds will rise to 120. 

Mr. President, if there ever were bonds which ought to be paid 
in silver or depreciated money, if it could be found, it is this issue 
of bonds which the syndicate has purchased notoriously at less 
than their worth and included in their contract a statement of 
their estimate of the difference in value between gold and ‘“‘ law- 
ful money.” When they look the American people in the face and 
say to them, ‘‘If you will pay your bonds in gold we will take them 
at 8 per cent;if you will pay them in the worst you have we will 
pay you 104.49 for your bonds that shall net us 3% per cent,” I say 
if there ever were a people who are not entitled to consideration 
it is the Rothschilds of Europe and the President of the United 
States, who has sought to blacken our credit. 

Mr. President, the resolution is not divisible. 1t is the same 
preface that came in the proclamation which called us together 
in special session. It is the same preface which called our atten- 
tion at the opening of this session to the necessity of legislation. 
It is the universal preface of the man who is seeking to discredit 
silver by prefixing the statement that we ought to maintain the 
coins at a parity and follows it by an endeavor to induce us to 
legislate one out of existence and to put the other at a premium. 

The people who stand for the coinage of silver do not stand for 
it because they are unpatriotic. They do not stand for it because 
they come from the section where silver is produced. They stand 
for it becanse they believe the suffering and the poverty which 
are now going on the whole world over must continue until the 
world sees that until silver as well as gold is restored as a standard 
of value there can beno prosperity. You will have no prosperous 
railroads with wheat at 50 cents. You will have wheat at 50 
cents or less as long as you have India to compete with. You 
will have no prosperity in this country while you have gold as its 
standard and an insufficient supply of it. You will have pros- 
perity only when throughout the world there is a recognition that 
silver is a metal as sacred as is gold. The world is moving. To- 
day’s paper contains a significant discussion in the Reichstag, in 
Berlin, wherein Count Bismarck declared that the policy of the 
German Government should be for the bimetallism of silver, and 
referred significantly to the fact that the leader of the Conserva- 
tives in the House of Commons is likewise a bimetallist. We are 
marching toward it, but if any act on earth could destroy the 
possibility of international bimetallism it has been the conduct of 
the President of the United States in his foreign dicker and trade 
with the house of Rothschild. But it brings its recompense, for 
if there is anything that will arouse the American people to the 
belief that we alone can undertake the management of our finances 
without the help of foreign bankers it will be that same disgrace- 
ful and dishonorable contract, the terms of which are degrading 
to American manhood. 

Mr. LODGE. Mr. President, the substantive part of this reso- 
lution is contained in the last clause, which I understand to be a 
declaration on the part of the Senate, in which the concurrence 
of the House of Representatives is invited, that our existing bonds 
and all bonds are payable in the best money that may be demanded 
by the holder. I do not desire to enter into the mooted question 
of who is a bimetallist or who is not a bimetallist. I myself be- 
lieve in bimetallism, international bimetallism, which I know the 
friends of silver are dis to laugh down. 

But that is not the point. Neither is the point of the resolution 
the question of maintaining the parity between the dollars. That 
is already embodied in the law of the United States. The point 
of the resolution is that every obligation of the United States, 
where coin is nominated in the bond, is payable in the best money, 
iy in gold, if the holder so demands. Thatis the position which 

as always been held by the party to which I belong.’ We have 
always held that ‘‘ coin” meant gold, and declined to recognize 
any distinction. It has been the express declaration of the Con- 
gress of the United States. 

The Senator from Colorado [Mr. WoLcoTT] says our credit has 
been assailed by the President of the United States. It has never 
been more grievously assailed than by his attacks on the character 
of our coin bonds. It is for that reason above all others that I 
wish to see Congress say to the world that the obligations of the 
United States are payable in the best money, no matter what that 
money may be, payable in whatever its creditors may demand. I 
know that the contract to which the Senator from Colorado refers 
has done more injury than can he estimated to what I believe to 
be the cause of sound fiaance. It is on its face the blackest public 
contract ever made by the Government of the United States. But 
those very facts, that our credit has been assailed by the President, 
that such a contract has been made with a syndicate of bankers, 
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giving them an undue and gigantic protit, seem to me only to 
make it more imperative that the Congress of the United States 
should say, in language which can not be misunderstood, that 
every one of its coin obligations, whether bonds or demand notes, 
is payable as they were understood to be issued, in gold or silver 
at the option of the holder; that is, in the best money, in gold, if 
it should be demanded. That, sir, is simple honesty. 

It is not a question here of one or another system of currency, of 
bimetallism or monometallism. It is a question of the credit and 
good name of the United States. That credit has been attacked, 
that credit has been impaired by the very men who should have 
guarded it most sacredly. Imputations have been thrown upon 
our coin bonds and our demand notes, and I say if there ever was 
a time when we should follow the example of the act of 1869 we 
should do it now, and state to all the world that the United States 
stands prepared to pay every coin obligation in the best money, in 
gold, in whatever the creditor of the United States may demand. 

I hope we may have a vote in the Senate on this question. It 
involves the credit of the country. Ishould be glad to see a vote 
on the financial measures also. Ishould like to see the Senate, with 
or without debate, vote its opinion as to what our currency policy 
shall be. If there is a free-silver majority in the Senate the coun- 
try has a right to know it. If there isa majority here against free 
silver the country hasarighttoknowit. Ithink the expression of 
the opinion of the Senate of the United States on those questions is 
desirable, but the first thing above and beyond all others, it seems 
to me, is to say in the strongest terms that no matter what con- 
tracts the President may make, no matter what aspersions he may 
throw upon our coin obligations, the United States stands pre- 
pared to pay gold on every obligation that it has out, whether the 
demand be a notein the form of a greenback or a time bond. This 
is a question above party and above politics. It is a question of 
defending and maintaining the high credit of the country. 

Mr.STEWART. Mr. President, at the proper time I shall offer 
a substitute for the resolution declaring that gold and silver bul- 
lion brought to the mint for coinage ought to be coined by the 
proper officers for the benefit of the depositor without discrimi- 
nation against either metal, and that it is the duty of the United 
States to pay the public debt according to the contract. I will 
send the substitute to the desk and ask to have it printed. 

Mr. GRAY. Let it be read from the desk. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The proposed substitute will be read. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

Resolved, That re and silver bullion brought to the mint for coinage 
ought to be coined by the proper officers for the benefit of the depositor 
without discrimination against either metal, and that it is the duty of the 
United States to pay the public debt according to the contract. 

Mr. STEWART. Mr. President, the pending resolution is noth- 
ing more or less than a proposition to change all the contracts of 
the Government of the United States which are printed on every 
bond. Everybody knows what they are. We have changed this 
contract for bondholders once before. In 1869, a joint resolution 
was passed declaring that the obligations of the United States 
were payable in coin. That was done because the Secretary of 
the Treasury had declared that they would ultimately be paid in 
coin, and it was urged that good faith required that we should 
carry out these unauthorized verbal declarations of the Secretary 
of the Treasury. We did that and doubled the debt of the United 
States. Now, it is proposed tochange thecontractagain. Under 
what circumstances? Under promises? No. Congress did not 
leave it to the Secretary to make promises, but put it in the law, 
printed it on the bonds, that they should be — in coin of the 
then standard value, to wit, on the 14th of July, 1870. It was 
printed so plain that a wayfaring man or a fool need not err. It 
is on every bond to-day. The contract on every bond is plain on 
its face—on the bonds, on the greenbacks, and on the Treasury 
notes; and the Treasury notes are expressly payable in either gold 
or silver coin, at the option of the Secretary of the Treasury. 

This is a proposition to change contracts. There is nothing 
more flagrant in the history of the Government than the conduct 
of the Treasury Department in refusing to exercise the option re- 
served in the law to pay in either gold or silver coin. It has 
brought all the trouble upon the country. It is a breach of trust 
for an agent having a beneficial option to his principal to give that 
option to the other side. By means of this construction of the law 
our Treasury has been denuded of gold, araid has been made upon 
it, the credit of the Government of the United States has been 
impaired, until the President of the United States makes a private 
contract for the sale of $62,000,000 of 4 per cent bonds the very 
day when the same character of bonds were selling at a rato 
which would make them worth in the market over 19 per cent 

remium. This was done without giving the peopleof the United 

tates an opportunity to bid, when it was notorious that bids were 
offered a few weeks previous for nearly four times the amount of 
$50,000,000 of bonds which were then open to subscription; and 
the offer was made at a rate which would make: these bonds sell 
at more than 19 per cent premium. Ten million dollars on the 














1895. 





face of the transaction were given to this syndicate, and after that 
has been done we are called upon to indorse it by rae @ reso- 


lution, although we can not legislate, saying we will advise the 
Treasury Department to go on violating the law. 

Somebody ought to appear for the people. All that the people 
are bound to do is to pay according tocontract. The bondholders 
can take care of themselves. The obligation of the Government 
to the people is to pay according to contract and not to change 
the contract. Never was there a grosser proposition to change 
the contract of the United States and double the obligation of the 
people. It is proposed now by a resolution, when wecan not pass 
a law, to advise the Treasury Department to violate existing laws 
and rob the whole people. Let itcome. I should like to know 
whether there is a majority in the Senate willing to place itself in 
a position of violating a plain law to rob the people for the benefit 
of the bondholders. The proposition is nothing less than that. 

There is no excuse for the present proposition. The excuse of 
1869 does not exist now. There are no promises out now which 
were not made in the face of the express law passed to define the 
duties of the Administration and to determine the rights of bond- 
holders. It is plain on its face. Because coin bonds have been 
sold for less than their market value, in order to make it ap- 
pear that our credit will be destroyed unless we yield to the de- 
mands of avarice to the full limit, is no reason why we should be 
a party to that or any other transaction which robs the people of 
their legal rights. ere day after day we are refusing to pay hon- 
est debts because we have not themoney. Weare robbing honest 
people daily on that plea and no other. Unobjected bills to pay 
honest debts can not be considered here because the Treasury is 
in such condition that it can not endure it. 

When that is the case we are called upon to again double the 
obligations of the Government, which we did once, because it was 
then supposed that there was a moral obligation. Here, where 
there is no moral or legal obligation, on the contrary where there 
is a duty to protect the people, it is proposed to pass a solemn res- 
olution that we will give it all to the bondholders and let the peo- 
ple suffer. This is no time for such legislation. This is no time 
to add to the gains of the bondholders illegally and improperly 
when the country is suffering for bread, when millions are out of 
employment, when distress is universal in the land. If the pend- 
ing resolution were passed it would be an excuse for robbing the 
Government through all ages. It would then be said that the 
faith of the Government was pledged never to rehabilitate silver, 
that all our obligations are payable in gold, and to look at bimet- 
allism would be treason to the credit of the Government. 

The Senator from New York [Mr. HILL] knows very well that 
when he secures the adoption of a resolution of Congress declar- 
ing that all our obligations shall be payable in gold we must have 
gold at all hazards. He knows very well that there is no way to 
get gold except to borrow it; that our indebtedness and our fixed 
obligations to foreign countries can not be paid with the products 
of the country, and that we must borrow gold. He knows very 
well that by passing this resolution he cuts off all possibility of 
the people of the United States discharging their obligations ac- 
cording to contract, without abject slavery. He knows very well, 
or he ought to know if he has studied the question, that the bur- 
den which such a resolution would impose upon the people would 
reduce them to slavery or bankruptcy; certainly slavery in the 
first instance, then perhaps anarchy, despotism, slavery. 

It is impossible to pay our debts in gold. It is impossible to get 
gold for circulation, and everybody who has examined the ques- 
tion knows that that is true. Gold on the Continent is beyond 
our reach. The gold which Great Britain has she guards, and 
she has $10,000,000,000, on which she draws interest from us and 
other countries, principally from us. We know very well that 
our products will not buy back the gold; that the only way to get 
it is to borrow it; and if we make such contracts as the Executive 
has recently made our borrowing days will soon be over. That 
contract, with all its incidents, may, after all, prove a benefit. It 
may prove a blessing in disguise. It will disclose the methods of 
the gold ring. It will disclose how unconscientious they are. It 
will disclose how they are willing to rob the Government. But, 
notwithstanding that, if Congress will indorse the action of the 
Administration the people will be in despair. 

Let the resolution pass, and it will bring sorrow to every wealth 
producer in the land. Everybody knows that. It will make their 
condition more helpless; double our obligations to the bondholders, 
and destroy the ability of the ple to pay. Never was there a 
more reprehensible proposition brought into the halls of Congress. 
It is an attempt to do by a concurrent resolution what we can not 
do by law; it is an attempt by resolution to repeal the legislation 
of the last twenty years; it is an attempt to indorse the conduct 
of an Administration which has repudiated the law and allowed 
speculators to rob the Treasury, when no other civilized govern- 
ment on earth would do the like; when all honest governments 
would refuse. We profess to be civilized, but we do not follow the 
example of civilimed nations on the money question. 
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civilized countries guard the gold with their laws. The contest 
for gold has become extremely sharp. 

Now it is proposed to pass a concurrent resolution which will 
utterly destroy the credit of the Government, because if we can 
not use silver we can not pay our debts. We can not get the 
gold in Europe. The conditions upon which we get the gold are 
80 grievous that it means the annihilation of every industry to 
declare that we are bound to do what it is impossible for us to do 
without ruin to our credit, without ruin to our people. To change 
a contract, to place us in that relation, I say is the worst propo- 
sition ever brought before the Senate for discussion. 

Mr. HILL. Mr. President, if this discussion has had no other 
value it has cleared the atmosphere. It has brought to the atten- 
tion of the country the desire, if not openly expressed yet illy 
concealed, of Senators to pay the debts of the Government in sil- 
ver coin, no matter how degraded, no matter how depreciated it 
may have become. That is the avowed policy; and it was to ascer- 
tain whether that was the true policy proposed, and if possible to 
present to the country a different policy, that I introduced this 
resolution. 

Mr. President, I have heard no answer to fhe arguments pre- 
sented in favor of the adoption of the resolution. The junior 
Senator from Colorado [Mr. WoLcotTt] has seen fit to indulge in 
flings that Iam a bimetallist upon a gold basis. I might retort 
in kind and say he is a bimetallist upon a silver basis. That does 
not prove anything; it is a mere play upon words. This debate 
has demonstrated that he is no bimetallist at all, but is a silver 
monometallist. He says—not becatise it is the interest of his 
veople, not because it is the metal of his part of the country, but 
1e is for silver upon high and patriotic grounds. If he had not 
reiterated it we would not have suspected it. It is not necessary 
that I should repeat what I had the honor to say in the first re- 
marks that I submitted here. If the Senator from Colorado is a 
bimetallist it can do no harm to sustain the principle in this reso- 
lution by his vote. If that is the policy of this Government, as 
we have repeatedly declared, this is not the time to refuse to re- 
iterate it. It strikes me that this, above all other times, is the 
favorable opportunity to declare it to the world. 

Mr. President, I am not here to bandy words about individual 
records. In answer tothestatement of the Senator from Colorado 
that no true bimetallist except the two or three who were misled, 
or hoodwinked, or fooled, voted for the repeal of the Sherman sil- 
ver law, I might retort that no true friend of silver opposed the 
repeal of that law. I might suggest that that law was the enemy 
of silver. I might suggest, what I think I proved in that debate, 
that it was for the true interests of silver that that obnoxious 
statute should be wiped off the statute book. Was it defended? 
Searcely; and yet for three or four months the alleged friends of 
a in this Chamber stood here in solid phalanx resisting its re- 
peal. 

It was said upon the side of those who favored repeal that the 
Sherman law was the worst stab at silver ever perpetrated. It 
was true that it made silver not a money metal, but reduced it to 
the level of a commodity. It was shown that it was increasing 
the public debt of this country by the creation of one hundred and 
fifty-odd million of Treasury notes. Still the process went on, and 
to-day the existence of those Treasury notes constitutes one of the 
perils to the Treasury of the United States. And yet it was pro- 
posed to continue that policy. I, sir, as a bimetallist, as one who 
has always believed in the policy and one who declines to accept 
the doctrines of these professed friends of silver, say that it was 
one of the best steps for the maintenance of bimetallism to secure 
the repeal of that law. So much for that. 

The Senator from Colorado has not addressed himself to the 
pending resolution. He proceeds into an elaborate attack upon 
the President of the United States and the officers of his Cabinet 
becausé of the recent contract made with certain parties in New 
York representing foreign money lenders. I had not said one 
word in defense of the contract. I had endeavored to avoid any 
discussion of that subject, because I did not regard the subject as 
pertaining to the real point involved in the resolution. But I am 
not called upon to say at this time whether that contract in all 
respects meets my approval. I know it has been flippantly said 
here and elsewhere that the President of the United States should 
have done this and he should have done that, and it has been 
asked, why did he not issue bonds for a less term of years; why 
did he not secure a less rate of interest? Senators forget and the 
public forget that the President of the United States was ham- 
pered by an old statute that absolutely dictated to him substan- 
tially the terms under which he could issue bonds. If he has been 
driven into a corner, if he has been compelled to make a harsh 
bargain in behalf of this country, it is because of the nonactiqn 
of this Congress, supposed to be controlled by the Democratic 
party; and we have the spectacle here of a Democratic Congress, 
or it was so until a few days ago, as we supposed, refusing-—— 

Mr. GRAY. The Senator does not mean to say that the Demo- 
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Mr. HILL. We have not now. 

Mr. GRAY. That time has passed away. 

Mr. HILL. That is true; the Senator is right. I am speaking 
of a few days since. We deliberately waited and refused and put 
off the discussion of this question until we found ourselves in a 
minority in this body. 

Mr. President, there have been various efforts made to bring 
this question to an issue. It has been suggested that the old act 
of 1875 should be amended so that the President might have been 
able to get better terms. Congress hasrefused to amend that law. 
Congress has kept the President bound by this old statute, and if 
he has made a harsh bargain itis perhaps because the situation 
has compelled him to doit. Atleast this much is proper to be 
said in defense of the President’s action. 

But, Mr. President, what do we hear? We hear the Senator 
from Colorado denouncing the President in unmeasured terms as 
having made an attack upon the credit of this country, and in the 
next breath he tells us that in a very short time after this alleged 
secret contract has been made the credit of the country, instead 
of being impaired, has heen increased, and the bonds, he tells us, 
are about to be sold in the market for from 115 to 120. And this 
is the attack that has been made by the President of the United 
States upon the credit of the country! The credit of the country 


‘has immediately advanced, and its bonds are selling at a higher 


rate than they have been in many long years. Sir, men may be 
blind to the signs of the times if they have a mind,to. Men can 
shut their eyes. Without at this time approving (because it is 
not necessary for me to express an opinion upon that point) the 
details of this contract, without approving some of the sugges- 
tions made in the message of the President, I am here to say that 
the President has undoubtedly endeavored to do his duty as he 
understood it. I am here to say that the statement is unwar- 
ranted, unjustified, that the President has desired or endeavored 
to give to the syndicate a higher rate of interest than he felt 
obliged to do. 

Mr. President, it is unworthy of Senators upon this floor to make 
such an attack. It is not necessary that I shouldreply toit. Mr. 
Cleveland has his faults; but, sir, no Senator has a right to say 
that he has deliberately gone to work and given a higher rate of 
interest for the bonds than he was compelled or felt constrained 
todo. It ought not to have been said. at do we know of the 
efforts that have been made, except as we may glean them from 
some statements in the public press, which may or may not be en- 
tirely reliable? Ipass over such charges as substantially unworthy 
of notice. It is sufficient for me that the President and the Sec- 
retary of the Treasury tell us that they obtained the best terms 

sible under all thecircumstances of the case, and I am disposed 
Sane ot that statement in good faith. 
Mr. Pecsident, no prejudice can be stirred up, and the Senator 
who thinks that he can stir up prejudice against this Administra- 
tion simply because a contract has been made with the Roths- 
childs is mistaken. I am no defender of the Rothschilds, but I 
say the attitude of Congress has cx mpelled the financial officer of 
this Government to make a contract with whoever has the money. 
Should he have gone out and made an appeal to the miners of 
Colorado? Would they have furnished this money at any rate of 
interest? No. 

Mr. WOLCOTT. I desire to say to the Senator—— 

Mr. HILL. Wait until 1 am through. 

Mr. WOLCOTT. He has asked me a question about the miners 
of Colorado. They have been so impoverished by the legislation 
advocated by the Senator from New York, who has claimed to be 
a bimetallist, that they can not subscribe onany terms. But there 
are plenty of Americans who would have subscribed on a 3 per 
cent basis if there had been a public application for bids. 

Mr. HILL. Mr. President, there are a large number of men 
who always say ‘“‘I told youso.” There area large number of men 
who say they would have come forward and, would have taken 
these bonds, and yet when the President was negotiating you never 
heard of them. 

Mr. President, a loan like $62,000,000 in gold must sometimes be 
made from the money kings of the world. You can not sometimes 
well go elsewhere. It was what this Administration felt obliged 
todo. It was what a Republican Administration would probably 
have been obliged todo. Is this the first time in the history of 
this Government that we have borrowed money from the Roths- 
childs? No; the records of this Government show that repeat- 
edly, over and over again, Republican Administrations borrowed 
money from Rothschild and from other money lenders of Europe. 
The attempt to stir up some prejudice among the le because 
the Administration borro this money in London I say is un- 
called for and unwarranted. 

The Senator from Colorado says that he is a true bimetallist. I 
remind him that it is very easy to be a bimetallist based upon 
silver in Colorado. It is the sentiment of his people. I avowed 
my belief in the principle of bimetallism years ago. I live in a 
community where many of its business men, I regret to say, are 
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not bimetallists. I regret to say that many of them, especially in 
the great city of New York, believe in the gold standard. I have 
shown by my votes in this Chamber that I do not wholly agree with 
them. Ihave on two or three occasions taken my political life 
in my hands in voting in favor of bimetallism in this Chamber, and 
it ill becomes the Senator from Colorado to taunt me with not being 
a true bimetallist. When it goes with the wishes of his people it 
is easy enough. It is not so easy when a man has somewhat of a 
public tide to contend against. 

Mr. President, the question of the issue of these bonds, the cir- 
cumstances or the manner of their issuing, have really nothing to 
do with this question. Concede all that is said, concede every al- 
legation made, which I do not, but simply for the purposes of the 
argument, after all the question comes back whether it is not wise 
for this Congress at this time to express its opinion on the subject 
of bimetallism. 

The Senator suggests that the resolution can not be divided. 
Evidently he does not want it divided. What a spectacle would 
be furnished here by Senators who profess to be the friends of 
silver voting against a resolution to declare the policy of the 
Government to be in favor of bimetallism. This is the hour for 
such a declaration above all others, when our credit is being at- 
tacked, when it is being said in Europe that we intend to go toa 
silver basis, when there is a differencein interest between our gold 
bonds, if such can be issued, and our coin bonds. It is opportune 
that we should declare in this resolution that we are in favor of 
bimetallism. 

Mr. President, I agree with all the Senator says, with all that 
he professes to hope for in the final success of bimetallism in this 
country. Although I in part represent a constituency many of 
whom prefer gold to silver—interests in New York (I mean cer- 
tain business interests that profess confidence in the gold stand- 
ard)—I want bimetallism to succeed. I am in favor of any policy 
that will bring that result about. I hail therefore with joy the 
Associated Press dispatch which has just been handed me a few 
moments ago, and which I will read: 

[Associated Press. ] 
BERLIN, February 16. 

The Reichstag to-day mrs the resolution submitted yesterday by Count 
Von Mirbach, instructing the federal Government to issue invitations for an 
international monetary conference to take action for the rehabilitation of 
silver as a circulating medium. 

I rejoice in that just as much as the Senator from Colorado; in 
fact, 1 think a little more so, because if we are in favor of bimetal- 
lism it follows that we are in favor of international bimetallism. 
I believe it to be the first policy of this Government to establish 
international bimetallism if it is possible, and that the last resort 
should be simply bimetallisin alone. 

Mr. President, we must keep our eyes steady to the front in 
thesetimes. The advocates of silver I think are giving the coun- 
try and the world a wrong impression of what the American Gov- 
ernment proposes todo. We propose to pay ineither coin. That 
is the contract. I have not personally suggested any different 
contract. I havesimply said we reserve the right to pay in either, 
but if we fail, if there does arise a discrepancy and a discrimina- 
tion, then we shall pay in the highest ntoney of the world. 

Mr. President, can there be any objection to that? I submit 
not. I say to the Senators upon the other side of this question 
who differ with me in regard to this resolution that a resolution 
to-day passed through both Houses of Congress just exactly like 
this <0k testne the friends of bimetallism in Germany. Have 
they not declared in favor of bimetallism? Why not answer 
them in a dispatch saying the American Congress to-day has 

sed a resolution for bimetallism? And we also go further. 

e do not intend to cheat the creditors of this Government. If 
we can not pay in silver that is equal to gold we will pay in gold. 
That is all our resolution declares. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. Will the Senator from New York 
allow me? 

Mr. HILL. Certainly. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. I ask the Senator from New York 
if it would not be much more effective and much more to the point 
if we would adopt the proposed legislation that is on the table, or 
which can be placed there in three minutes, establishing real 
bimetallism in this country, rather than to adopt a mere vapory 
resolution? 

Mr. HILL. Mr. President, I have repeatedly said—— 

Mr. GRAY. It would postpone it. 

Mr. HILL. Absolutely. as the Senator from Delaware says, 
such legislation as that sprung upon the country at this hour would 
postpone for many long years to come the very goal that you are 
trying to reach. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. That is the same thing that has 
been said here for a number of years. 

Mr. HILL. It is just as trne now as then and has been true all 
the time; and it is utter folly to think that this Government can 
make a success of the free coinage of silver immediately, with its 
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vast amount of paper money afloat, with $500,000,000 of paper money 
afloat, which you are obliged to redeem every hour that it is pre- 
sented, with the present condition of the finances in the country, 
with the condition of your industries as they are to-day, with an 
Administration somewhat hostile possibly to the policy here sug- 
gested. It would be suicide, it would be lunacy, to attempt any 
such thing under existing conditions. 

Mr. President, this is a business question. It must be deter- 
mined according to business — You can not jump from 
the present situation over into the coinage of silver in an in- 
stant. There must be ample preparation; there must be revised 
laws; there must be proper stepstakentowardit. [reiterate what 
I said before, that one of the first steps toward this result should 
be the elimination of your paper fiat currency. That is the first 
step. Then you pave the — for other legislation. 

Mr. President, I said,and I do not care to reiterate it, that I 
thought that was the thing to do; but it seems we can not do it. 
It seems that the friends of silver, or some of them, stand here 
protecting the greenbacks. They do not want them retired. They 
resist all legislation of this character. When you ask if we retire 
the greenbacks what is to be restored in its place, it can be easily 
answered. There are those who say that silver should eventually 
take its place. It can be done far better when greenbacks are re- 
moved than it can be done now. It can not be safely done at this 
moment. That is my answer to the suggestion. 

Mr. President, this resolution has been carefully drawn. I had 
intended, as I said,to avoid any of the things about which we 
might reasonably differ. I have not approved in specific terms 
the action of the President in making this contract. That has 
nothing to do with this question. I have not sought to approve 
or disapprove the question of the issuing of gold bonds alone. 
That does notconcern this question. It is not aneomeroe 4 to enter 
npona discussion of that question. Itis not necessary todetermine 
what further legislation is necessary in the near future to bring 
about bimetallism. I simply think it opportune, I think it wise. 
I think so as a true friend of bimetallism, whether my friends on 
the other side wish to accept me as their ally or not. 

The Senator from Nevada [Mr. Stewart] shakes his head. He 
says he does not want measanally. lam pretty certain, then, that 
I shall be in good company on the other side. I am content to 
stand here as I steod in 1893 when I advocated the repeal of the 
Sherman silver law, and I advocated it in the interests of bimet- 
allism. The Senator from Colorado says that it has not brought 
the prosperity to the country that it ought to have done. I have 
already read an extract from the speech of the senior Senator from 
Colorado [Mr. aot in which he substantially said that one 
of the causes of the depletion of the gold was the existence of these 
greenbacks, and yet it was proposed by silver men, as I said, to 
continue the policy of issuing the Treasury notes ad libitum. 

Mr. President, that repeal question has passed away. I did 

not suppose there was a single Senator around this circle who re- 
grets that vote. The junior Senator from Colorado suggested 
that there were some who regretted it. I donot know of anyone. 
I think that the declaration contained in that act, put in there by 
the distinguished chairman of the Finance Committee of the 
Senate, was a most important one. He had been a lifelong friend 
of bimetallism; he had been a friend of silver. It was no deser- 
tion of his cause when he stood up here and advocated the repeal 
of that law. Iknow somewhat of the efforts that were made to 
induce him to take out that important declaration from that bill, 
and that he steadily refused to do so, and insisted upon its main- 
tenance. 
_ It may be said that that is sufficient. It may be said, as was 
intimated by the Senator from Massachusetts, that this perhaps 
is an unnecessary declaration. Mr. President, I do not think so. 
I think it is wise, and I think the best service which can be ren- 
dered to silver to-day is for every friend of silver to vote for this 
resolution committing the country first to bimetallism. It does 
not commit anybody tothe payment of these bonds in gold unless 
there is a difference between gold and silver. I regret to hear 
any Senator around this circle assert that if in the future history 
of this country one portion of our currency shall become deteri- 
orated they will refuse to pay it in the highest and the best cur- 
rency. 

Mr. President, the resolution is here. I have discharged my 
duty, as I understand it, by the presentation of the resolution. 
The Senate can do with it as it chooses. I think it is appropriate 
and pertinent at thistime. Our friends need not be alarmed about 
it. It will help the cause of bimetallism. It will not help the 
cause of monometallism, either of gold or silver. It will help the 
double standard; it will help the friends of bimetallism, Balfour 
and others, in ao it will help the friends of bimetallism 
who hear this resolution in Berlin to-day. In my judgment the 

est duties of patriotism require that we should adopt it. 
. . President, it is safe because it only says not that we shall 
issue gold bonds, but simply that weshall maintain ata parity every 
dollar of the Government of the United States. Every tor 


can afford tostand upon that ground. What is the other position? 
What is the alternative and the opposite of this proposition? You 
will talk in favor of a double standard, but when it comes to the 
question of the payment of our bonds you say we are going to pay 
them in a depreciated currency, if we have got it. 

Mr. President, we can not stand upon any such position. Pa- 
triotism forbids it. The best interests of the country forbid it. 
In my judgment, neither the Democratic party nor the Republican 
party nor any other party can afford to antagonize the resolution. 

MINERAL LANDS IN MONTANA AND IDAHO. 
Mr. BERRY submitted the following report; which was read: 


The committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on 
the amendment of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 3476) to provide for the ex 
amination and classification of certain minera! lands in the States of Montana 
and Idaho, having met, after full and free conference have agreed to rec- 
ommend and do recommend to their respective Houses as follows: 

That the House recede from its disagreement tothe amendment of the Sen- 
ate and to the same with the following amendments: 

In line $ of section 2, after;the word “and,” strike out the words “two of 
whom at least residents * and insert in lieu thereof the words “a resident;” 
and the Senate to the same. 

Tn lines 15, 16,17, 18, and 19 of section 3, after the word “ determine.” strike 


out the words ‘‘and to enable the Northern Pacific Railroad Company to se- 

lect the indemnity for mineral lands, as provided in its charter, the surveyor- 
eneral for said State or States shall compute the areaof said unsurveyed 
ract or tracts so classified as mineral;*’ and the Senate agree to the same 

In line 23 of section 5, after the word “ published,” strike out the words ‘in 
the capital cities of Montana and Idaho” and insert in lieu thereof the words 
“ at the capital city of the State in which the lands may be situated;*’ and the 
Senate agree to the same. 

In lines 43, 44, and 45 of section 5, strike out the words “or by some proper 
officer of the Interior Department, detailed by the Secretary of the Interior 
for that pu . who shall receive a compensation not exceeding,"’ and in- 
sert in lieu thereof the words “unless the Secretary of the Interior shall de- 
tail some proper officer of the Department of the Interior for that purpose. 
The compensation for such service shall not exceed;” and the Senate agree 
to the same. 

JAMES H. BERRY, 
T. C. POWER, 
FRED. T. DUBOIS, 
Conferees on the part of the Senate, 
THOMAS C. McRAE, 
W. R. ELLIS, 
Conferees on the part of the House. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Viuas in the chair). The 
question is on concurring in the report of the committee of con- 
ference. 

Mr. PLATT. I should like a brief explanation of the second 
amendment, where some words are stricken out with reference to 
the selection of indemnity lands for the Northern Pacific Rail- 
road Comey. : 

_ Mr. BERRY. I will state to the Senator from Connecticut that 
in the Senate there was an amendment inserted in these words: 

And to enable the Northern Pacific Railroad Company to select the indem- 
nity for mineral ds as provided in its charter, the surveyor-general for 
said State or States shall compute the area of said unsurveyed tract or tracts 
so classified as mineral. 

Those words were stricken out of the bill because they had no 
proper place in it, and becausethere were certain members of the 
committee who were opposed to interfering in any way, either to 
ratify or to reject the original grant. They simply wanted it to 
stand on its merits unaffected by this bill. 

Mr. PLATT. Letme ask the Senator another question, which 
will perhaps get at the matter which I have in mind. 

Mr. BERRY. Very well. 

Mr. PLATT. If this bill passes, the Northern Pacific Railroad 
Company is liable to lose some of the lands which it now claims 
under its grant. Is there any provision in this bill, or in any other 
a whereby they will be entitled to indemnity lands for those 

ost? 

Mr. BERRY. I willstate tothe Senator from Connecticut that 
the original grant to the Northern Pacific Railroad Company 
provided that if they failed to get the lands in the original grant 
they should be entitled to certain indemnity lands. This bill 
does not in any way interfere with that right. If they have that 
“a now, they will still have it without regard to this bill. 

tr. PLATT. All right. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on concurring 


in the report of the committee of conference. 
The report was concurred in. 


AGRICULTURAL APPROPRIATION BILL. “ 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The hour of 2 o'clock having 
arrived, it becomes the duty of the Chair to lay before the Senate 
the unfinished business, the title of which will be stated. 

The Secretary. A bill (H.R. 4609) toestablish a uniform sys- 
tem of bankruptcy. 

Mr. CALL. I ask unanimons consent that the unfinished busi- 
ness may be informally laid aside, and that the Senate resume the 
consideration of the agricultural appropriation bill. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Florida asks 
unanimous consent that the unfinished business may be informally 
laid aside, and that the Senate proceed to the consideration of the 
bill named by him. Is there objection? 
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There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, resumed the consideration of the bill (H. R. 8727) making 
appropriations for the Department of Agriculture for the fiscal 
year ending June 30, 1896. 

Mr. CALL. I ask that the amendment which was reserved for 
consideration this morning, on page 22, beginning in line 9, be 
read. The Senator from Kansas [Mr. PEFFER] desired to be heard 
on that amendment. 

Mr. TELLER. I shall avail myself of the liberal rules of the 
Senate 1o say a few words about a subject not directly connected 
with the bill before the Senate, inasmuch as the Senator from 
New York [Mr. HIL.] occupied the morning hour, and there was 
then no ory to reply to some suggestions he made. 

Mr. CALL. If the Senator from Colorado will allow me, I sug- 
gest to him that I think we can finish this bill in a very short 
time, and then he will have an opportunity to speak. 

Mr. TELLER. I prefer to go on now, if the Senator please. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Colorado is 
entitled to the floor. 

Mr. TELLER. Mr. President, I do not care to go into any dis- 
cussion of the character of the bimetallism of the Senator from 
New York [Mr. Hit]. He may be an ardent and devoted friend 
of true bimetallism. We have his statement that heis. I must 
say, however, that it seems to me he pursues a very curious 
method of arriving at bimetallism when he proposes to provide by 
a concurrent resolution that all the obligations of the Govern- 
ment which are payable in coin shall be payable in gold. If that 
is the method by which he proposes to reach bimetallism, I must 
say for myself that I do not belong to that class of bimetallists, 
and I shall decline to follow him in that direction. 

We heard the Senator in 1893, when he posed here in the Senate 
as the special champion of the white metal and declared that he 
was a better silver man than anybody representing the silver-pro- 
ducing States, that he was a better silver man than anybody who 
had been advocating the cause of silver in this Senate for many 
years, and that he had then discovered a new way to arrive at bi- 
metallism by a short and speedy method, which was the repeal of 
the purchasing clause of the Sherman Act. Mr. President, that 
was to put silver up; that was to put everything else up in this 
country; that was to restore confidence; that was the panacea for 
the evils we were then suffering from, which,I am sorry to say, 
we are still suffering from, notwithstanding the prophecies of the 
Senator and his great efforts to secure that repeal. I admit that 
the Senator was a potent factor in securing that repeal. 

That is the only effort I know of that the Senator has ever 
made for silver when there was anything practical to come out of 
his action. He has talked about silver here and elsewhere, and 
he may have given on one or two occasions, when there was no 
prospect of the enactment of the measure, a vote in that direc- 
tion. I will not say he has not; but if the Senator from New 
York has ever given a vote in this body which would indivate any 

eat desire on his part to arrive at a true bimetallic standard I 
ie not now recallit. If he has, it would be in order for the Sen- 
ator from New York to call my attention to it. 

Mr. President, the resolution the Senator from New York has 
offered is the most remarkable resolution which has been before 
the Senate for many aday. I shall endeavor not to be offensive 
in characterizing it; I shall endeavor to keep within the rules of 
the Senate. It will be alittle difficult for me to do that, but I 
recognize the obligation to do so upon my t as a member of 
this Tabs, So I shall try to speak of the resolution in parliamen- 
tary terms, if I can. 

What does the resolution contain? It is a concurrent resolu- 
tion; itis a resolution which, if it shall pass both bodies, will have 
the force and effect oflaw. Its effect will be to make every obli- 
eo of the Government now payable in.coin payable in gold. 
: hat is what the Senator intends; that is the purpose of the reso- 
ution. 

I want to say to the Senator that nobody who has given any at- 
tention to the silver question will be fooled into the belief that 
this will accomplish anything in the interest of bimetallism, or 
that the Senator hopes or e ts that it will. I trust that is not 
unparliamentary, Mr. President. 

he declaration of this resolution, as to what is the policy of the 
Government, accompanied by a declaration that is to be crystal- 
lized into law, that every obligation of the Government shall be 
paid in gold, makes it too plain to admit of controversy what the 
purpose and object of the Senator was inits introduction. Every 
man must be supposed to mean the logical and proper consequences 
of his act. The Senator can not pretend that he does not know 
that that will do what this Congress has refused to do by inaction 
in this body and by positive declaration twice in the other body. 
He knows very well that it would do what the United States and 
what everybody else here knows the American people do not in- 
tend shall be done. 

Mr. President, in 1869 we declared, in what is called the public- 
credit act by some, by a resolution, a principle which has caused 
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more scandal than any public transaction of which I know, except 
the one which has occurred within the last few days. 

This resolution, I repeat, is intended to do by indirection, and yet 
directly, but in a less direct method than by an act of Congress, not 
only what the House of Representatives has declared it would not 
do, but todo very much more; because no proposition has been sub- 
mitted either to this body or to the other that I know of during this 
session which has looked to the making of all the obligations of 
the United States which are payable in coin payable in gold. The 
only suggestion which has come from the executive department 
of the Government is that the new bonds now to be issued shall 
be payable in gold. Of course, those of us who have been familiar 
with the condition of the country for the last twenty years realize 
that that was but the first step toward demanding that all coin 
obligations should ultimately be made payable in gold coin; but 
the Executive had not quite the courage to ask that; there has 
been no demand for itanywhere. But theSenator from New York 
comes in as the champion of. the public credit, and at the same 
time as the champion and friend of silver in the United States, 
and proposes to put us upon a gold standard, with every obliga- 
tion payable in gold, and thus raising an embarrassing question, 
if we should attempt to adopt bimetallism either by international 
agreement or by our own act, that we had a large amount of in- 
debtedness payable by law in gold which we could not change 
without violating the principles of honesty and justice which we 
are bound to respect in our treatment of our creditors. 

The Senator says that this is the policy of the Government. It 
never has been the policy of this Government by law to pay in 
gold. We have declared in this body and in the other by over- 
whelming majorities thatevery bond which the Government issued 
under the act of 1870 was payable in silver or gold at the option of 
the Government, and that it was not a violation of the public 
faith of the Government to pay in silver. It may haye been the 
policy of the Administration, but it has not been the policy of that 
branch of the Government which fixes the policy of the American 
people by law. I know that Administrations have said repeatedly 
that we would pay in gold. I have not myself doubted that we 
would pay in the metal that was recognized as necessary in mak- 
ing payment in order to carry out the spirit of our contract. As 
I said the other day, in my judgment we would pay in good money 
when we paid these debts. I said we would pay in gold or we 
would pay in silver, but in either case it would be good money. 
We would make silver equal to gold if we used silver. 

We have never contended for the payment of the national debt 
in depreciated money, and there has been no demand from the 
people of the United States, either in the silver-producing States 
or elsewhere, that the Government of the United States should 
ever violate its plighted faith. When we have demanded that we 
should have the right to pay in silver it was to enable us to main- 
tain the parity between gold and silver. We have six hundred 
and odd million dollars of bonds which are now payable in coin 
as a pledge and a support to the maintenance of the parity of the 
coin in this country, silver and gold. We have besides $500,000,- 
000 of Treasury notes, a total of $1,100,000,000 of money, or 
moe worth, in this country, as to all of which we are, and es- 
pecially the owners and holders thereof, interested in maintaining 
the parity between silver and gold as money. 

The Senator from New York seeks to make it the intent of the 
Ae holding our bonds and paper money to demand that there 
shall be a divergence between silver and gold, where gold shall be 
more valuable, because it is mentioned in the bond. It is a great 
temptation he proposes to put before them to come to Congress 
and seek to procure legislation to depreciate the silver money of 
the country and to enhance the value of gold when they have 
their a in gold. They will not doit now. If they come 
here and suggest anything which will depreciate the silver dollar, 
they know that the option is left with the Government to pay 
them with that depreciated dollar if it chooses, and that is what 
helps to maintain the parity between the two metals; that isa 
most potent factor in the maintenance of it, and the Senator 
knows that, or he knows nothing of finance, and I would not 
charge him with not knowing so much as that. 

I know, Mr President, that in the last ninety days there has 
been a decided effort made to irrevocably put this country on a 
basis which will forever compel it toremain where it isnow with 
its low prices, on a gold basis, so that the honest sentiment which 
prevails with the American people can be appealed to: ‘‘ You have 

our contract Be able in gold, and you can not have any other 
aw than a gold law.” The American people are a law-abiding 
and a ae pore they do not want to pay their debts in 
cheap money, but they do not want to give to the holders of money 
in this country the right to appreciate the dollar and depreciate 
everything else in this country; and it seems to me this mornin 
as if the distinguished Senator from New York had joined in tha 
effort of appreciation of money and depreciation of commodities. 

Mr. WALSH. Will the Senator allow me? 

Mr. HILL. May I ask the Senator a question? 
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Mr. TELLER. I will first yield to the Senator from Georgia 
and afterwards to the Senator from New York. ‘ 

Mr. WALSH. I will ask the Senator from Colorado if he does 
not think that the effect of the resolution of the Senator from 
New York, if passed by Congress, would be to place this country 
exclusively and solely upon a gold basis? : 

Mr. TELLER. Beyond question. That*is the purpose of it. 

Mr. HILL. Will the Senator explain how it could place us on 
a gold basis when the resolution declares on its face that the pol- 
icy of the Government shall be bimetallism? The Senator's state- 
ment is a contradiction in terms, it seems to me. 

Mr. TELLER. I have heard Senators on this floor declare they 
were bimetallists who had never given a vote in the interest of bi- 
metallism and who had never lost an opportunity to give every 
vote they cast against bimetallism. That did not make them bi- 
metallists. Res 

The Senator's declaration is as toa policy. That declaration is 
mere words, and the law is with the gold people. As I said while 
the Senator was out of the Chamber, it seemed to me that it was 
not unfair to charge that the Senator intended just what must be 
the result of his resolution, to put the country on a gold basis, or 
in a position where it could not — from it. 

Mr. HILL. I should like to ask the Senator how that can be. 
Does the resolution say much more than the Senator has said, that 
he intended to pay in the best money? 

Mr. TELLER. The Senator, in my absence from the Chamber, 
read a quotation from a speech I made the other day, which I do 
not take back. I have never said that the Government of the 
United States would pay under all circumstances in gold coin. 
I said the Government of the United States would pay in the best 
money; that it would make silver, if it paid in silver, as good as 
gold, which it can do when it opens its mints to silver as it opens 
its mints to gold. Butif the holders of securities and the great 
financial trusts of this country shall succeed, as the Senator from 
New York thinks they may and as the President thinks they have, 
in creating a premium on gold, I want to say to the Senator from 
New York that when that has been done the American people will 
not justify their Government in paying to the holders of its bonds 
the highest, the appreciated, and the exaggerated money so far as 
its purchasing power is concerned. 

r. HILL. If I understand the Senator he does not propose to 
pay the money that is highest and best unless it happens to be 


ver. 

Mr. STEWART. Unless we have a contract to so pay. 

Mr. TELLER. If we have agreed to pay in gold we will pay 
in gold, and if our creditors prefer gold we will pay in gold, un- 
less it is at a sacrifice, which no decent Government ever ought to 
indulge in. 

The effort now being made is to put gold to a premium. There 
has been—I will not say a conspiracy—but there has been an ef- 
fort to do that for many months. Everywhere you have heard in 
financial circles that gold was going to a premium, and then when 
it goes to a premium to demand that the obligations of the Gov- 
ernment shall be paid in that money. I hear a Senator say gold 
is ata premium. It is at a premium over everything else in this 
country. It has increased in its purchasing power from 30 to 40 
per cent above what it was a few yearsago. Everything else has 
gone down and gold has gone up. We have maintained our sil- 
ver on an equality with gold simply because we allow it to per- 
form the same functions in this country that gold performs, be- 
cause we have the right at all times to use it for any purpose for 
which we can use gold, even to buying our bonds with it and re- 
deeming our greenbacks and Treasury notes with it. 

The Senator from New York seems to be anxious that we shall 
be putin a position where we can no longer do that, when we must 
pay in gold. All the advocates of gold bonds are in favor of put- 
_ the Government in a position where it can not use its silver 
and its gold with equal money functions and equal money power. 

Mr. HILL. Does the Senator from Colorado understand me to 
say that Iam ially advocating that? 

Mr. TELLER. I did not hear all that the Senator from New 
York said. I was engaged in a conference committee and did not 
get into the Chamber until the Senator was through with his first 
remarks. But how a Senator who is in favor of the pending reso- 
lution can vote inst saying that every bond hereafter issued 
shall be Les in gold I can not imagine. 


Mr. C DLER. Will the Senator from Colorado allow me 
a moment? 


Mr. TELLER. Certainly. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I should like to have the Senator speak — 
this point: Suppose we issued bonds payable in coin at a time when 
we coined both gold and silver and subsequently the United States 
demonetized silver, would the Senator then contend that we should 
undertake to pay those bonds in silver after we ourselves had de- 
monetized silver? 

Mr. TELLER. We use the phrase “demonetized silver,” but 
we never did demonetize silver in the United States to that extent. 
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Mr. CHANDLER. Is it not the contention as to the act of 1873 
that it demonetized silver? 

_Mr. TELLER. The act of 1873 simply denied the holder of 
silver access to the mint. It did not take away the money func- 
tion of the silver dollars in circulation. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Did it not depreciate silver coin? 

Mr. TELLER. Not a bit of it. Not a silver dollar in the 
United States has fallen a cent or a mill below its par value up 
to this hour. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Then, if the Senator from Colorado claims 
that we have a right to pay our existing debt in silver coin, does he 
hold that weare under obligation immediately thereafter to redeem 
the silver coin in gold coin? 

Mr. TELLER. There is not a nation on the face of the green 
earth that redeems its silver in gold or its gold in silver. Itisa 
most monstrous money proposition that primary money is to be 
redeemed. Itis — representative money that is exchanged for 
—— money. e do not doit here. You can not go to the 

easury With a silver dollar ora silver certificate and get a gold 
dollar to save your life. There never has been an hour when yon 
could do that. 

What I contend for is that the Government of the United States 
has the option to pay in silver, which is of great value to us in 
maintaining the parity of gold and silver coins. Thatis one of 
the functions of money, to pay bonds. 

We have $600,000,000 of them out, and the Lord only knows how 
many more are to come out. The silver dollar will paytaxes. If 
you take away its tax-paying power and its bond-paying power it 
will depreciateinan hour. It is duty paying. Shut your custom- 
houses against the silver dollar, shut your Treasury against the 
silver dollar, and the silver dollar will fall, of course. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Now, let me ask tho Senator whether, if 
the United States had done that by any policy which it had pur- 
sued, it does not remain its duty to pay its bonds in gold never- 
theless? 

Mr. TELLER. The Government of the United States has no 
obligation ee it to pay its bonds in goldany more than in sil- 
ver. The silver dollar to-day is as good for the owner of a gold 
bond, and will buy as much and pay as much. In fact,in practice 
he does get silver very frequently. Heis demanding now that we 
shall keep the country upon a gold basis so that he may get the 
money that will buy the most of the world’s products. That is 
— the Senator from New York means when he says the best 

ollar. 

That is what the cant that is so prevalent in this Chamber 
means. When people talk about our being entitled to the best 
dollar, they mean the dollar that will buy the most sweat and toil; 
the dollar that will bay the largest quantity of farm products; 
the dollar that will take the most blood. That is what they mean. 
What we call the honest dollar is the dollar of the contract, what 
we agreed to pay and at the time we agreed to pay it. 

I do not intend at this time to go at length into this question. I 
did not intend, however, that the Senator from New York should 
parade himself before the country as the champion of silver. We 
shall welcome him to our ranks whenever he comes honestly with 
views that will help us. We do not recognize him if his resolu- 
tion contains hissentiments. He will be of no assistance to us and 
no assistance to the world. [Laughtet.] 

Mr. President, I can not sit down after the remarks of the Sena 
tor from New York about the recent contract made by the Gov- 
ernment of the United States with this foreign banking syndicate 
without some comment on it. The Senator says he is not the de- 
fender of the President of the United States. He is the only man 
yet who has risen in this Chamber to defend that transaction. 
Other Senators may rise in time, but up to this hour the Senator 
from New York isthe only man who has had the courage to stand 
before the American people and tell them it is an honest transac- 
tion and that the President did the best he could. It takes a de- 
gree of courage that very few men have, in view of the fact that 
the public understand the matter, to tell them that $62,000,000 of 
the securities of the best Government in the world were sold at 4 

r cent below the securities of Egypt. The Senator from New 

York has been noted for his bravery and his courage. He has out- 
done himself, however, when he can stand here and tell us that 
the American people will approve of this act and that it is indecent 
for an American Senator on this floor to criticise that transaction. 
Mr. President, his ideas of the duty of an American Senator are 
not mine. 

Mr. HILL. Will the Senator from Colorado allow me a mo- 
ment? I said that any deliberate statement that the President of 
the United States had agreed to pay a larger rate of interest than 
he believed he was obli to pay was unworthy of a Senator of 
the United States; and I reiterate it. 

Mr. TELLEY. The Senator from New York has a right to 
make any state.nent he sees fit. 

Mr. L. The Senator ought not to put words in my mouth 
which I did not utter. 
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Mr. TELLER. Iwillnot. But I am going to debate this ques- 
tion for a few minutes, and I shall criticise this transaction ex- 
actly as I should criticise it if the President of the United States 
were a Republican and nota Democrat. Asan American Senator 
I am here to protect the credit and the reputation and the prop- 
erty of the United States. I am not to be frightened by the sug- 
gestion that it is unworthy of me to put this matter squarely before 
the people of the United States as the most scandalous transac- 
tion in public affairs that has occurred since my entrance into 
public life, or since I have had any acquaintance with public 


of the conduct of my Government for nearly fifty years, and I say 
here now that it is the first time in the history of this country 
that the people have a right to charge absolutely a lack of honesty 
on the part of an Administration in dealing with its financial 
affairs. 

Mr. President, we are told, and it is desired that the American 
people shall understand, that a thirty-year 4 per cent bond, which 
was sold for 4.49 was a proper sale and the best that could be 
done when a twelve-year 4 per cent bond on the market was sell- 
ing for $1.10}. You can not escape this transaction by saying the 
Secretary of the Treasury or anybody else is unlearned in finance 
or unacquainted with public business. There is the published 
record of the country that bonds less valuable than these by 9 cents 
on a hundred were selling for $1.10}. A few weeks ago we put on 
the market $50,000,000 of bonds and sold them at a rate which will 
bring less than 3 per cent interest. The day this contract was 
made those bonds were selling in the markets of this country for 
more than 16} per cent and they had only ten years to run, and 
the American people bid for those bonds 117 and for many more 
than those sold. 

We had here the other day from the Senator from Wisconsin 
{[Mr. ViLAS] a stump speech in a bill which heentitled ‘‘A bill to 
save to the people of the United States $16,170,770.”. That is the 
nearest at xy on this floor has heretofore come to defending this 
transaction. Thirty million dollars of this money is said to come 
from abroad. My colleague [Mr. Wox.cotTrT] this morning stated 
what I believe to be the fact, and what I believe a number of Sena- 
tors on this floor can verify and sustain, that the syndicate which 
bought the bonds of the United States—— 

Mr. STEWART. And has a contract to buy more. 

Mr. TELLER. And which hasa contract to buy at this figure 
all that we may be compelled to issue to the Ist of October next, 
now has offers for $135,000,000 of these bonds at a rate that gives 
the syndicate a profit of 8 cents on the dollar; and that, too, before 
it puts up its money; that, too, before it gets its bonds. Yet the 
Senator from New York, the newborn champion of the Adminis- 
tration and the President, gets up here and says, ‘‘ The President 
has done the best he could. Oh, you hampered him in your mis- 
conduct here.” We have had on the statute books for many years 
a law which requires all bonds issued by this Government to be 
payable in coin. We have maintained in every market of the 
world a higher grade for those securities than that of any other 
nation on the face of the earth, Great Britain not excepted; and 
there is no depreciation of those bonds to this hour. Notwith- 
standing the attack which the Administration has made upon the 
Government’s credit, it has not been able to depreciate those bonds, 
and the bonds which it declared it could not sell above $1.0449 the 
holders refused $1.13} for three days ago in the city of New York. 

Mr. President, every bond of the $62,000,000 could have been sold 
in this country on the basis of $1.193. The Secretary of the Treas- 
ury less than two months ago, before the House committee, de- 
clared that to be the value of a 4 per cent thirty-year bond; and 
if he had not so declared, any person familiar with money trans- 
actions knews that when the 4 per cent eter nat were selling, 
as they were,.at a premium of 10}, these ought by all rules of 
investment to have brought 194. 

I am in favor of the free coinage of silver. The people whom I 
represent are in favor of it. But, Mr. President, this contract 
has but little to do with oe That is a question that is 
not directly connected with silver, as the Senator from New York 
said. But the Senator saw fit to discuss it. The people whom I 
represent believe that it is the duty of the Government of the 
United States to maintain its credit. They believe, further, that 
when the Government of the United States puts its bonds upon 
the market it is bound by all rules of honesty and decency to get 
the highest market price therefor. 

Mr. HILL. Will the Senator from Colorado permit me? 

Mr. TELLER. Certainly. 

Mr. HILL. In the first remarks I had the honor of making in 
favor of the resolution I distinctly stated that I did not intend to 
discuss any question arising out of the issue of those bonds. On 
the contrary, the Senator's e [Mr. WoLcort] then pro- 
ceeded to discuss that question, and I replied to him. 

Mr.TELLER. The Scontel, atall events, thought he was bound 
to defend the contract. 

Mr. HILL. The Senator from New York has stated what he 
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did say; but the Senator from Colorado can, of course, construe it 
as he pleases. 

Mr. TELLER. The statement that the President had done the 
best he could is a defense of that contract. If I believed that the 
President of the United States and the Secretary of the Treasury 
had done the best they could I would palsy my arm before I would 
stand here and denourice them. He may have done the best he 
could with those men; but there were 70,000,000 Americans who 
had a right to bid for those bonds. They were denied that oppor- 


| tunity, and why were they denied that opportunity? 
affairs, and that is nigh on to fifty years. I have beena student | 


The Senator from New York asks, with a sneer, what will the 


| miners of Colorado do about taking them? Mr. President, the 


| miners of Colorado, as my colleague has said, have not been well 


| treated by the Government, and they have been in poverty and 


distress by reason of the vicious legislation of Congress. But I 
will guarantee that west of the Alleghany Mountains there can 
be a million dollars of these bonds sold at $1.193. More than that, 
I will guarantee that one-tenth of these bonds can be promptly 
sold in the extreme Northwest. The banks of Denver, Omaha, 
Sioux City, and Kansas City and other cities of that region would 
be delighted to take these thirty-year bonds at $1.19. 

i have in my pocket a letter from one of the most distinguished 
bankers of the great city of New York, who presides over a great 
and successful bank, who predicts to me that in ninety days these 
bonds will bring $1.20 in every market in the world; and he as- 
sures me that the men who had subscribed a million and a quarter 
of dollars find when the allotment comes that they are only enti- 
tled to one-twelfth of that amount. 

Oh, Mr. President, it will not do for the Senator from New 
York to insist that the President of the United States and the Sec- 
retary of the Treasury have done the best they could. I do not 
mean now to have anybody understand that I am charging that the 
President of the United States has financially profited by this 
transaction or that his Secretary of the Treasury has done so. I 
can not conceive what influence should have induced such a con- 
tract, except that I must attribute it to the anxiety on the part of 
the Administration to compel the issue of gold bonds. It is pos- 
sible that the President of the United States believed that if he 
came here with a proposition saying that he had made a loan for 
$62,000,000 at 33 per cent, payable in gold, by his declaration, ac- 
cording to the policy of the Government, and accompanied it with 
a declaration that if they were specifically payable by law in gold 
he might make the contract for 3 per cent, we would authorize 
the issue of such bonds. 

The President of the United States may have thought that the 
American Senate and the American House would not stand before 
the American people and say, ‘‘ We prefer to pay in thirty years 
$16,000,000 rather than to put the Government of the United States 
in the position of being compelled upon all its obligations to pay 
gold, whether it has it or not, rather than put the great moneyed 
powers of the country in control of the financial affairs of the 
country to the extent that they could by law demand gold of the 
Government on all its obligations.” Perhaps he thought he could 
frighten us into action. 

Mr. President, if that is the excuse it is not very much better, 
in my judgment, than is the other horn of the dilemma. When 
the executive department of the Government shall attempt to 
coerce the legislative and representative part of the nation by 
making it necessary for them to act or allow a large loss to the 
people, that is not in accordance with my notions of the obliga- 
tion that one branch of the Government owes to the other. 

Mr. President, we are powerless. It may be said that it is not 
worth while to discuss this question. The contract has been 
made. We do not know yet with whom. We have got some of 
the terms, but I believe nobody is yet able to name who are the 
contractors. I believe somebody fos stated who the witness to 
the contract is. I believe it is a gentleman who is well known in 
public life, although not in public office. But nobody has yet 
ventured to say to us who were the contracting parties on the 
part of the syndicate. I suppose in due time we shall learn, when 
the money shall be paid into the Treasury and when it shall go 
out again, and when a new issue of bonds shall be called for, as it 
will be. It is barely ible we may hear then who are the con- 
tracting parties. It does not make very much difference who are 
the contracting parties. The question is, has the Governme nt of 
the United States put its bonds — the market at a rate very 
much below their value? That is the question the Administration 
mustanswer. That is the question on which the American people 
demand an answer from the Administration. 

My colleague said that there had been a base attack by the Ad- 
ministration upon the credit of the Government. I want to say 
that during the last years the only attacks that have ever 
been made upon the credit of the United States have come from 
the Treasury Department. I have never heard anywhere of an 
attack upon the credit of the United States that did not come 
from the Treasury ent. Different Secretaries of the 
Treasury have been telling the people for years that there was 
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danger of great discredit attaching to the Government of the 
United States because of its monetary system, because it might 
pay its debts in silver. That has been intensified by the present 
Administration. The President, in the message he sent to us in 
December, speke of the condition we were in as being one of great 
and imminent danger, as if the credit of the United States was 
like the credit of some great banking house trembling all the time 
and ready to be destroyed. 

On the 28th of January he sent us another message, which I 
shall not stop to read, in which he reiterated the same idea that 
the credit of the United States was in great danger, and on the 
Sth of February he sent us another. Mr. President, if the credit 
of the United States is in danger at all it has been in danger be- 
cause of the lack of business tact and business sense that has char- 
acterized the administration of the finances of this country for 
the last few months. The President of the United States tells us 
that the great trouble and suffering the Government has is owing 
to a loss of gold; and then he presents a system of finance to us 
that no sensible financier can for a moment assert would have 
saved the Government from its gold obligations as they now 
exist, if they exist at all. It was, as I said on a former occasion, 
a proposition to encourage a paper-money system the like of which 
has never been seen, to increase the paper money of this country 
to an alarming degree, and to retire the money that has been rec- 
ognized to be as good as gold ever since 1879, when we resumed 
specie payment. 

Later than the 8th of February we had another proposition, a 
proposition that in my judgment violates every fundamental prin- 
ciple of a monetary science. I only need to refer to the fact that 
with a nation struggling as we have been honestly struggling to 
keep $400,000,000 of silver money that we have in the country at 
par with gold, the proposition is deliberately made that by law we 
shall declare that there is a distinction between the two coins. 
Nothing could have been more shortsighted. Nothing that conld 
have been done could have more certainly created a divergence 
between gold and silver and put gold at a premium than that sug- 
gestion of the President of the United States that we demand 
gold for import dues. 

Then later on he comes to us with his astounding proposition 
that in the midst of an abundance of money in this country, con- 
gealed at the great money centers without an opportunity to toan 
it for more than 14 to 8 per cent at the utmost, he had been com- 
pelled to sell $62,000,000 of our bonds at 3} per cent, which nets 
us 104.48, when, as I said before, the Egyptian securities are sell- 
ing for 4 per cent above that—securities that are collected by the 
whip and spur, if I may use the term, of the British Government, 
securities that every man knows are not worth their face when- 
ever Great Britain shall retire from the control of Egypt. 

Mr. President, there is not a principality, however small, that I 
know anything about on the face of this green earth that is pay- 
ing 3% per cent interest on its loans. I refer to modern loans. 
New Zealand, Ceylon, and the islands of the sea are making loans 
at better rates than we, the richest and greatest people in the 
world. The Senator from New York says that we are compelled 
to do this because we would not authorize a gold bond, and yet he 
tells us that it is the policy of the Government to pay in gold, and 
the President says these bonds must be paid in gold. 

Mr. President, that has been the policy of every Administra- 
tion when this syndicate of bankers headed, as we understand, 
by Mr. Morgan, of New York, and Mr. Belmont, representing the 
foreign bankers, came here and told the President of the United 
States that they wanted a gold bond. As that was the policy, 
why did not the President say it has been the policy of the Gov- 
ernment of the United States to pay in gold. We shall continue 
to pay in gold, but we are not going to change our policy, nor to 
declare by law that it is necessary there should be a statute to re- 
quire that they should be paid in gold. Why did he not say to 
them. ‘‘ You know that the fours now on themarket are payable in 
coin? They are worth $1.104?” Why did he not say, ‘‘ The 5 per- 
cents are worth $1.16}, and if you deal with us you deal upon 
the proposition that the bonds are payable in gold?” He tells us 
that they are payable in gold; that there must be no doubt but 
that they will be paidin gold. Did he tell them that they were 
payable in gold? i have no doubt but hedid. But he deals, he 
eays, upon a silver basis. He says, “‘ They take these bonds upon 
the idea that they may be paid in silver.” 

Mr. President, there never was a greater mistake than that. 
Not a single one of those bonds was taken upon the theory that 
it would be paid in silver. If those men understood that they 
were to be paid in silver at the world’s estimation of silver bul- 
lion to-day they would have brought 60 cents instead of $1.04. It 
is apparent on the face of the transaction that they expected these 
bonds to be paid in gold, or, if in silver, as good as _ They 
have got the pledge of the Administration that they shall be paid 
in gold; and yet we are given a bounty of nearly 1 per cent on 
this transaction, a thing we never did before, and we have never 
named gold in our oie. 
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Mr. President, this transaction is a part and parcel of the great 
effort that has been made and is being made to put this country 
upon a gold basis and keepitthere. The appeal is made to us from 
the banking agencies and the money centers, ‘‘ Relieve the market 
from this depression; do something.” They say if we agree that 
these obligations of the Government are to be paid in gold times 
will change. Who hasasserted that they will not be paid in gold? 

The bankers and brokers told us in 1893 that the repeal of the 
Sherman Act would bring goodtimes. Nowthey say, *‘ Issue gold 
bonds, increase your national debt, destroy the greenback and 
Treasury notes, and the good times promised in 1893 wilJl come.” 

Mr. President, the times will be better only when this Govern- 
ment gets on a bimetallic basis and when the world gets on the 
bimetallic basis. I do not think that German bimetallists would 
be encouraged if the intelligence should flash across the ocean that 
we had declared that ail our obligations should hereafter be paid 
in gold. It may strike the Senator from New York that it would 
be encouraging to Balfour, Goschen, Gibbs, and others in England 
to have us go to a gold basis so strong and sure that we never could 
get away from it; but I do not believe it. 

Mr. HILL. The Senator from Colorado of course does not wish 
to misstate what I said. I said, coupled with the other portions 
of the resolution. 

Mr. TELLER. Iam speaking about the other portions. The 
mere brutum falmen, the mere idle declaration of a desire for 
bimetallism coupled with the declaration by law that we do not 
desire it and will not have it, goes for nothing. I repeat what I 
said when the Senator was out, that I am justitied in saying it was 
not intended to go for anything. It is an effort to satisfy some- 
bedy who does not believe that this country should be put upon a 
gold basis. It is an effort to satisfy the peopie that making our 
payments by law payable in goid is in the interest of silver, but 
it will deceive no one. 

Mr. President, I will not go over the condition of this country. 
Its financial condition is worse to-day than it has ever been in our 
history. Since 1893, when the Senator from New York was fight- 
ing for silver, as he tells us, and fighting for prosperity by way 
of the repeal of the Sherman Act, there has been a steady decline 
of all the products of human labor, and labor itself has on an 
average in this country fallen 22 per cent during the two years. 
Silver has fallen with everything else. Instead of going up, as the 
Senator declared it wouid, it has steadily gone down, and with it 
has gone down every product of the country, every result of labor, 
and the wages of labor. 

The New York Tribune the other day in an article upon the 
condition of the country declared that the bonded securities of 
the railroads in this country had shrunk in two years more than 
a thousand million dollars. Five thousand million dollars on the 
face are worth a thousand million dollars less than when the Sen- 
ator by his herculean efforts secured the repeal of the purchasing 
clause in the Sherman Act. The products of the factories and 
mills of the East are worth less to-day than they were then. Cot- 
ton is worth at least 2 cents a pound less than it was worth then. 
Wheat is worth 15 cents a bushel less than it was worth then. 

Mr. President, when will this depreciation stop? The savings 
banks in this country hold $1,700,000,000 belonging to the laborers 
of this country, money that they have been accumulating, some 
of them for thirty and forty years. The savings of these people 
are now held by the banks largely in the securities that are depre- 
ciating. A recent statement of the savings banks of the country 
shows that they hold in their coffers only 8 per cent of their lia- 
bilities. The balance is invested in all sorts of securities, very 
largely in railroad bonds. In the judgment of men who are 
familiar with this subject, if the savings banks to-day should be 
called upon to liquidate they could not pay 50 cents on a dollar. 
Many securities that they took at nearly or quite at par have 
fallen one-half, and some even more than that. 

And yet there is no effort being made by this Administration to 
bring the country back to the prosperity that will appreciate those 
securities, that will make it possible for these great corporations 
to liquidate their debts and pay them in full, if the holders re- 
quire it, unless the increase of the public debt be considered an 
effort in that direction. I do not consider it such. There will be 
an end of this someday. There will be a breakdown and a break- 
ing up, and when that comes, in my judgment, silver will get its 
inning, and the men who have stood here and elsewhere and ad- 
vocated a system the logical and inevitable result of which was to 
bring about the conditions I have described will find themselves 
face to face with an enraged and outraged American public. 

Mr. President, no man can claim that he was in ignorance of 
what would be the result of our legislation. Many men on the 
floor of the Senate declared that the repeal of the Sherman Act 
would lower prices and produce less opportunities for labor, less 
production, and less consumption. The advocates of repeal de- 
nied it. The men who have insisted upon the return to the bi- 
metallic system for the last fifteen years in this Chamber have 
predicted that just what the condition now is would come upon 
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‘ us, The commission appointed in 1876, headed by Mr. JonEs of 
Nevada, predicted with the =e of a preps just exactly what 
a continuation of the financial system of the country then in 
vogue would bring this country to as to prices, and particularly did 
he point out what would be the result of the railroad investments 
in the United States. 

A night or two ago I took up a statement of all the great rail- 
roads in the United States that had heretofore been considered 
gilt-edged securities, securities in which the widow put her money, 
securities in which the trustee put his ward’s funds by order of 
court and by the approval of everybody. Mr. President, you 
can take the whole line, including those that have remained above 
par, and the depreciation is more than the New York Tribune 
gives it, 18 per cent. Some of them that were gilt-edged have 

one into the hands of receivers. The Norfolk and Western, a 

ew days ago regarded as a valuable investment, is in the hands 
of a receiver and practically bankrupt. Thirty per cent of all 
your railroads in the country are in the hands of receivers and are 
practically bankrupt, and many more on the verge of bankruptcy. 

Mr. HILL. Will the Senator from Colorado state to the Senate 
how many of those went into the hands of a receiver after 1890 
and before 1893? 

Mr. TELLER. A good many of them did, but the great ma- 
any of them after March, 1893. Ido not say it was because we 

ave a Democratic Administration. Iam not making that point. 
I am making the point that the financial condition of this country 
that has been coming on us gradually year by year fgr the last 
eighteen years has brought us to this depiorablecondition. I will 

mit that it was intensified and aggravated by the conduct of 
the Administration touching the tariff and touching finances gen- 
erally, but it would have come under any Administration, the 
wisest that could have been possible, if they continued in the 
same financial rut that their predecessors had been in. 

Mr. President, if the Senator from New York is correct, and 
the President made the best loan possible, you have not only de- 
stroyed the credit of railroads, but you have destroyed the credit 
of the United States. As i said before, you put the United States 
below Egypt, below Ceylon, below Fiji, an 
the Jamaica 3 per cent bonds are worth $1.11. 

Oh, Mr. President, the credit of the United States is not im- 
paired or destroyed. The people of the world know that we are 
able to pay our debts; and they know more than that, that we in- 
tend to pay them. They know we are in a fight on this financial 
question, but that, whether a man is a silver man or a gold man, 
we are all striving to maintain the parity of silver and gold, and 
that bimetallism simply means a parity to be established by law 
between gold and silver. Open your mints to coinage and you 
will hear hear no more about maintaining the parity. The very 
fact that you open your mints will maintain the parity. That is 
the world’s experience. If the world shall come to that, as it 
may, then we will, of course, come to it, but if it does not, we 
ought to come to it without waiting for any other government of 


le. 
- President, I shall not further detain the Senate from the 
consideration of the bill which is properly before it, but may re- 
turn to this subject at another time. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. KY L& in the chair). The 
Secretary will state the pending amendment. 

/ The Secretary. On page 22, it is proposed to strike out from 
V line 9 to line 12, inclusive, as follows: 

Irrigation investigations: To enable the Secretary of Agriculture to con- 
— a — of information as to the best modes of agriculture by irri- 
gation, $15, 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. If there be no objection, the 
amendment will be regarded as agreed to. 

Mr.PLATT. What is that amendment? What has become of 
the prior amendment on 15? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair will state that that 
amendment was over for the time being. 

Mr. PLATT. All of these amendments were d over for 
the time being. When we go back, why not take them up in order? 

Mr. CALL. To what amendment does the Senator from Con- 
necticut refer? 

Mr. PLATT. To the one on 14 and 15. 

Mr. CALL. I have no objection to the suggestion of the Sena- 
tor from Connecticut as to the order in which the amendments 
shall be considered. 

Mr. STEWART. I inquire what was done with the amend- 
ment which was last read. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair will state that the 
amendment on 22 was the one then under consideration. 

Mr. STEW. . Has that been stricken out? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, The amendment to strike that 
out has been agreed to. ; 

Mr. PLATT. No, sir; I did not suppose it was stricken out. 
The Senate did not understand what was done with it. 

Mr. STEWART. I do not know what was done withit. 
Mr. CALL. [If the Senator will allow me, I will explain to him. 
Mr. STEWART. I am in favor of striking it out. 


below Jamaica, for 
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Mr. CALL. All the committee amendments were agreed to 
except those that were reserved, the first of which is the amend- 
ment in respect toirrigation. The Senator from Connecticut [Mr. 
Piatt] asked to return to the amendment of the Appropriations 
Committee on pages 14 and 15, in respect to the Bureau of Ani- 
mal Industry and the appropriation therefor. Itisan amendment 
recommended by the Secretary of Agriculture. 

Mr. STEWART. Before the amendment in regard toirrigation 
passes out of consideration I wish to know what had been done 
with it. I am in favor of striking it out. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair will state for the 
benefit of the Senator from Nevada that the committee amend- 
ment is to strike out the me for that purpose. 

Mr. STEWART. Has that amendment been agreed to? 

Mr. CALL. That amendment was not agreed to. 

Mr. BATE. I will state that on yesterday evening I happen to 
know (having been in the chair at the time when the particular 
amendment was reached on page 22) that it was the consent of 
the Senate that it should be passed over, and at the request of the 
Senator from Florida [Mr. CaL], who had the bill in charge, it 
was so passed over. There was noaction whatever taken upon it. 

Mr. CALL. That is correct. 

Mr. STEWART. Is it before the Senate now? 

Mr. CALL. It is not. 

Mr. STEWART. It will be called up afterwards, I suppose? 

Mr. CALL. Certainly. 

Mr. VEST. Dol understand that we are now considering the 
amendment on pages 14 and 15? 

Mr. CALL. e Senator from Connecticut asked the Senate to 
roceed to the consideration of the amendment on pages 14 and 15, 
he committee amendments, as I understood, were agreed to. 

Mr. PLATT. Oh, no; they were passed over until to-day. 

Mr. CALL. Very well. 

Mr. VEST. I want to offer an amendment if we take up the 
amendment on page 15. 

Mr. CULLOM. I suggest that we begin with the first amend- 
ment which we reach which was not disposed of in the reading 
of the bill, so that we may take them up in their order. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER.. To what amendment does the 
Senator refer? 

Mr. VEST. The one on pages 14 and 15. 

Mr.CULLOM. The first amendment not disposed of yesterday 
was the one in relation to meats, and the next will be as to irriga- 
tion; then will come the amendment in relation to soils and 


grasses. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment referred to 
will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. The committee amendment as modified is, 
on page 14, after line 22, to insert the following: 

Provided, That section 2 of the act entitled “An act to provide for the in- 
spection of live cattle, hogs, and the carcasses and products thereof which 
are the subjects of interstate commerce, and for other purposes,” approved 
March 3, 1891, be amended to read as follows: 

“Sec. 2. That the Secretary of Agriculture shall also cause to be made a 
careful inspection of all live cattle the meat of which, fresh, salted, canned, 
corned, or packed, is intended for exportation to any foreign country, at 
such times and places. and in such manner as he may think proper, with a 
view to ascertain whether said cattle are free from disease, and their meat 
sound and wholesome, and may — inspectors who shall be authorized 
to give an official certificate clear y ataiton the condition in which such cattle 
and meat are found, and no clearance shall be given to any vessel having on 
board any fresh, salted, canned, corned, or packed beef, being the meat of 
cattle ieill ed after the passage of this act, for exportation to and sale in a for- 
eign country from any port in the United States until the owner or shipper 
shall obtain from an inspector appointed under the provisions of this act such 
certificate that said cattle are healthy and their meat sound and wholesome. 


Mr. VEST. Mr. President—— 

Mr. PEFFER. I beg pardon of the Senator from Missouri, but 
I should like to know where that amendment comes in. 

Mr. VEST. At the end of line 18, on page 15; but I more to 
modify the amendment. I move to strike out the word ‘ such,” 
at the end of line 17, and insert ‘‘ a,” and then I move to strike out 
the words which were inserted following the word “ certificate,” 
in line 18, and to insert what I send to the desk. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment to the amend- 
ment will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. In line 17, page 15, of the committee’s amend- 
ment, before the word ‘‘ certificate,” it is proposed to strike out 
“such” and insert “ a;” and after the word “ certificate” it is pro- 
posed to strike out ‘‘ that said cattle are healthy and their meat 
sound and wholesome,” and insert ‘‘ that said cattle were free from 
disease and that their meat is sound and wholesome.” 

Mr. VEST. That follows the language in the preceding statute, 
and makes the meaning clearer. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amend- 
ment proposed by the Senator from Missouri to the amendment 
of the committee. 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question recurs on the 
amendment as amended. 

Mr.PLATT. Mr. President, I said yesterday that I should make 
the point of order on thisamendment. I think this morning that 
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I ought to do it, but since the matter has been so much discussed 
in the Senate, which discussion, perhaps, was out of order when a 
point of order was pending, and as the amendment has been fur- 
ther amended, I shall not insist on my point of order, but let the 
matter come directly to a vote in the Senate as to whethes the 
amendment shall be adopted. Before that is done, however, I 
wish to say a single word about it. 

I think this amendment will work great trouble if adopted. I 
think there are two classes of people in this country who will be 
clamoring at our doors for the repeal of this amendment if it shall 
be adopted: First, the small packers of meats, salted, dried, or 
canned for exportation. The second section refers, I think, only to 
beef. There are a great many persons who are now salting some 
portion of the meat which they do not sell in their home market, 
who dispose of it in foreign countries. This legislation will pre- 
vent that because those persens buy their beef, and certain por- 
tions of it they salt. It will be impossible for them to furnish a 
certificate that the animal frem which the beef came which they 
have salted was inspected before slaughter as intended for exporta- 
tion. I know of several such establishments in my own State. 
This legislation will cut them off entirely from their export busi- 
ness, not very large to be sure in comparison with the great meat 
exporters, but still an honest business, and one which is important 
to them. 

But, second, the great firms engaged in the business of slaughter- 
ing beef will find that this amendment will come home to plague 
them. It will result in having every animal inspected before 
slaughter or in a destruction of their business of exportation of 
salted, dried, and canned beef. 

Mr. President, when the prior law was passed,in 1891, salted, 
canned, corned, and packed beef were left out of the law pur- 

osely because it was understood then to be entirely impractica- 
ble to put them in. Itis just as impracticable to-day. o person 
engaged in the killing of beef cattle kills a single animal for the 
export of all the meat which the animal furnishes in a salted, 
canned, corned, or packed condition. When cattle are slaughtered 
for export they are slaughtered for the fresh meat, the quarters 
to be exported, and it was with a view to that that sections first 
and second of this act were adopted in 1891; but when it comes to 
salting, canning, corning, and packing the meat, the whole animal 
is not disposed of in that way. 

The canned meat, the corned meat, the salted meat, and the 
packed meat are portions of the animal which are not otherwise 
disposed of. I believe that to be true in the great canning estab- 
lishments as well as in the smaller canning, salting, and packing 
establishments. So this legislation being adopted, hereafter it 
will be impracticable to send any salted, canned, corned, or 
packed beet abroad, unless the whole animal is used for that 

urpose. It is impossible with these great slaughtering estab- 
ishments, where they slaughter 10,000 beeves a day, to have every 
one of them inspected before slaughter, or, if such an inspection 
takes place, it will not be of the slightest value; it will be a mere 
farce. But every one of those animals which are thus slaugh- 
tered may have some portion of them salted, corned, canned, 
dried, or otherwise packed. So the person who engages in the 
business of canning, salting, corning, and packing beef anywhere 
in the country will be obliged, in order that it may be exported, 
to trace every piece of meat which he puts into the salt, every 
und of meat which he puts into the can, to an animal which was 
inspected previous to being killed, upon the statement that its 
meat was to be exported. 

Mr. President, if the agriculturists of the West and the meat 
packers of Chicago, Kansas City, and elsewhere wish to do it, I 
imagine the smaller men who are engaged in this business up in 
my section of the country can stand it as well as they, but it is 
utterly impracticable; it can not be done, and it never will be 
done, unless the law is so enforced as to practically cut off the 
business entirely. 

Having said that much about it, I do not propose to say any- 
thing more in relation to the amendment. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing to 
the amendment of the committee as amended. 

Mr. PEFFER. I should like to inquire of the Senator from 
Connecticut whether the same objection which he urges against 
the pending amendment is not equally applicable to the law as it 
now stands? For example, in section 2 of the act approved March 
3, 1891, we have this language: 

Sec. 2. That the Secretary of Agriculture shall also cause to be made a 
careful inspection of all livecattle the meat of which is intended for exporta- 
tion to any foreign country, at such times and places, and in such manner, as 
_he may think proper, with a view to ascertain whether said cattle are free 
from disease and their meat sound and wholesome, and may appoint inspect- 
ors, who shall be authorized to give an official certificate clearly stating the 
condition in which such cattle and meat are found, and no clearance shall be 
given to any vessel having on board any fresh beef for exportation to and 
sale in a foreign country from any port of the United States until the owner 


or shipper shall obtain from an inspector appointed under the provisions of 
this act such certificate. 


This applies to fresh beef. 
XX V II——144 


Mr. PLATT. Exactly. 

Mr. PEFFER. In what respect will the suggestions of the Sen- 
ator apply to the pending amendment if they do not apply to the 
existing law? 

Mr. PLATT. I must have failed to make myself understood. 
I said when we passed that law we did provide that cattle which 
were intended for exportation should be inspected, that when cat- 
tle were to be slaughtered and their meat expcrted in a fresh con- 
dition, quarters of beef, we did provide that the cattle under those 
circumstances should be inspected. We did not put in canned, 
corned, and salted beef, when killed, because we found it to be 
utterly impracticable. 4 

Mr. PEFFER. I concede that there is some difficulty in the 
way of the smaller packers, the individual packers who are doing 
work upon a small scale, so small indeed as that the business will 
not justify the employment of inspectors; but most of the-meat 
which is exported, the great body of it, perhaps as much as 95 per 
cent of it, and I do not know but more, comes from these great 

vacking, slaughtering, and canning establishments, where they 
ave in tors regularly employed and under certificate. 

Mr. PLATT. Is there any canning establishment where the 
animal is killed and all of the meat put into cans or all of it salted? 

Mr. PEFFER. No. 

Mr. PLATT. Then itis only a portion of each animal which 
is to be canned or salted; and therefore it will be necessary to in- 
spect every animal that is killed. 

Mr. VEST. I think if the Senator from Connecticut had given 
any attention to this matter practically, he would not insist upon 
that position. The meat of certain animals in the great packing 
houses at Chicago is used exclusively for canning. 

Mr. PLATT. All of the meat? 

Mr. VEST. Allofit. For instance, the cattle that come from 
Texas, ‘‘the Long Horns,” as they are termed on the market, always 
sell at the lowest price; they are lean cattle, have very little 
fat, and are used exclusively for canning. The distillery-fed cat- 
tle and the cattle that are fed upon corn by large farmers in Iowa, 
Missouri, Nebraska, and the other Northwestern States are used 
almost entirely in the domestic market in the United States, 
or are shipped to England, that country being almost exclusively 
our market abroad for the better class of corn-fed and distillery- 
fed cattle. 

But if you go into the packing houses at Chicago you will find 
the canning establishments separate and distinct from the rest of 
the concern. You will find the canning business carried on in 
Mr. Armour’s great establishment, but it is just as separate and 
distinct practically as to its operations as if it belonged to another 
party and was in a different place. 

Another remark of the Senator from Connecticut strikes me 
with amazement. He says that when the original law was passed, 
which I believe I had myself the honor of writing in 1891, we left 
out salted, canned, and cured meat deliberately and for a pur- 
pose. On the contrary, it was my impression, and I so stated to 
the Secretary of Agriculture, Mr. Colman, who then occupied 
that position, that I believed the second section of that act cov- 
ered all cured and canned meats, because it said— 

That the Secretary of Agriculture shall also cause to be made a careful in- 
spection of all live cattle the meat of which is intended for exportation to any 
foreign country. 

As a lawyer I believed then, and believe now, that a fair con- 
struction would include all of that meat in any ferm whatever, 
but the courts in some parts of the country disagreed with me, 
and the Secretary of Agriculture the other day called our atten- 
tion to the fact that under the legal construction put on this act 
by some of the judges it did not include canned, cured, and 
smoked meats; that, under the nomenclature of the trade, they 
were classified differently from the fresh meat, and that when 
you spoke about cattle and their meat, it was only construed by 
traders and exporters to apply to fresh meat. 

Mr. PLATT. And because the words ‘“‘fresh beef” are used 
later in the act. 

Mr. VEST. But I refer now to the section in relation to ‘‘all 
cattle, the meat of which is intended for exportation.” 

Mr. PLATT. Where the act speaks of their going on a vessel, 
it says ‘‘ fresh beef.” 

Mr. VEST. Itis true the act did use the words “fresh beef.” 
In the third section we intended to provide for the meat that was 
used in the United States and exported from one State or Terri- 
tory to another, and that was to be examined; not only the live 
cattle that were exported from one State or Territory to another, 
but the products of those cattle. The question has been raised 
whether that language would not apply to canned meat. 

The Senator from Connecticut was kind enough to tell us that 
we are injuring our trade and our producers in the West. Mr. 
President, we will take the chances on that. I want to say to that 
Senator very emphatically and distinctly that I think I know what 
the cattle raisers of the West want. I have not consulted the 


canners, the proprietors of those great establishments in Kansas 
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City, Omaha, and Chicago, but I know that the cattle raisers of 
Missouri. above all things, want every suspicion removed in re- 
gard to the wholesomeness and soundness of their meat. 

Mr. STEWART. Because they want a market. 

Mr. VEST. Because they want a market and want a higher 
price, If we can export our cattle without a suspicion as to the 
wholesomeness and soundness, either as to the fresh meat or the 
a goods, we increase the price abroad and in the United 
States. 

Mr. PLATT. But I understand that the fine cattle of Missouri 
are not used for canning purposes. It is only the inferior cattle 
of Texas which are used for canning purposes. So it does not 
— to me that the agriculturists of Missouri can be much inter- 
ested. 

Mr. MANDERSON. If I may be allowed to correct the state- 
ment-of the Senator from Connecticut, Texas beeves are not now 
brought to the Omaha packing houses at all. 

Mr. PLATT. The statement was made by the Senator from 
Missouri, and the Senator from Nebraska should correct him. 

Mr. MANDERSON. Then I beg to correct the Senator from 
Missouri. It bas been a long time since Texas cattle have been 
bronght to the packing houses at South Omaha for packing pur- 

OSCS. 

Mr. VEST. I do not speak of Omaha. I speak of Chicago. 
Texas cattle come to Chicago, and are used there almost exclu- 
sively for canning purposes. 

I wish to say,in reply to the last observation of the Senator from 
Connecticut, that we bring a large quantity of Texas cattle into 
Missouri, feed them during one summer, and then carry them to 
the Chicago market. All the cattle we raise are not corn fed and 
not of the first quality, by any means. Some of the counties in 
my State preduce the very finest cattle; others do not; but the 
people bring in the Texas cattle—the Long Horns—and feed them 
one summer or one winter, as the case may be, the statute of our 
State prohibiting their importation except during certain months, 
and they are sold—not what you might call fat cattle or distillery 
and corn fed cattle, but they still are in very good order, consider- 
ing their breed. 

We are interested in this matter because the market is affected 
by the prices of all grades of cattle. When the price of beef 
goes up, it goes up almost altogether without distinction as to its 
classification, and when it goes down it is the same way. 

I want to say emphatically that what we desire in the West is 
to remove any suspicion as to the soundness of the cattle or meats 
we have for sale. 

Something was said here yesterday about Germany’s demands. 
I never heard of any demard from Germany, and never heard any 
intimation from Germany in regard to any such legislation as 
this. This legislation is instigated by the demand of the cattle 
growers of the West, and the Secretary of Agriculture suggested 
these amendments, and they were submitted to him before they 
were brought to the Senate. I think I am authorized to speak for 
the cattle raisers of Missouri, if not of the entire West, in regard 
to this question. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Mr. President, after the Senator from Mis- 
souri [Mr. Vest] had secured the amendment of this proposition 
so as not to put any restrictions or limitations with respect to ex- 
portation upon the existing stock of prepared meats in this coun- 
try, { was inclined to withdraw all opposition te this measure, be- 
cause I conceived that it was undoubtedly desired in the interest 
of healthy meat for exportation ey and I conld not see 
that any harm would be done with reference to meat designed for 
home consumption; but, thinking upon the subject overnight, I 
am not inclined to favor the amendment. I think the Senator 
from Connecticut |Mr. PLatr] does wisely in withdrawing the 
om of order and allowing the Senate to decide the question upon 

ts merits. 

Il am not so far convinced of the wisdom of the amendment as 
to be willing to vote for it. I shall vote against it, unless some- 
thing that may be hereafter said in the argument shall convince 
me that I ought to change my mind. 

The origimal act of March 3, 1891, was drawn evidently with a 
great deal of care. It is an act the purpose of which is plain and 

raiseworthy, and the intention seems to be admirably carried out 

n the act itself, There is no difficulty about it. It provides that 
live cattle the fresh meat from which is intended for exportation 
shall be inspected; that is, live animals and the carcasses of those 
animals, including sheep and hogs intended for interstate trans- 
rtation, shall be inspected before they are killed, and where the 

‘retary of Agriculture may deem it necessary after they are 
killed. ‘Those provisions are all plain, straightforward, and intel- 
ligible, and the act, I have no doubt, has proved to be capable of 
easy enforcement. 

But now there is a proposition that the same requirements shal! 
be adopted as to salted meat and canned and cured meat that the 
existing law provides as to carcasses of live animals intended for 
transportation abroad, or for transportation from one State to 
another. Ido not believe such a law can be satisfactorily put in 


operation. I believe the law ought to be allowed to stand just as 
it is; that a statute ought to be brought forward and discussed 
and tried as a separate measure, and that the present scheme of 
the Senator from Missouri ought not to be adopted, which pro- 
poses in the reenactment of a section intended for fresh meats 
alone to now include all these prepared meats. 

The practical difficulty which I see will exist isthe one that has 
already been stated by the Senator from Connecticut [Mr. PLatT]. 
I can not state it any more clearly than he has done. Thedealers 
in meat in the large market houses of the country will be unable 
to salt meat so that it can be exported. The dealers in meat prod- 
ucts in a great market house, who do not kill their own animals 
but who purchase their meat, use it for different purposes. They 
sell it at retail. Wholesale dealers cut the meat up and sell it, and 
every day in every market house in the country a very consider- 
able amount of fresh meat not sold is salted down. Ihave no 
donbt the products of salted meat EN in this way and under 
these circumstances is very large, not large as compared with the 
whole meat product of the country handled by the great slaugh- 
terers in the principal places of the country, but large enough to be 
entitled to protection against the discrimination which will be 
made under the operations of the bill—the discrimination that 
meat so salted shall not be exported, and shall be deprived of the 
export market. That will inevitably be the result. Where a 
dealer in meat in a market house salts down 1 barrel, 2 barrels, 3 
barrels, 5 barrels, or 10 barrels of meat a week and holds thatsalted 
meat until an opportunity is afforded for him to sell it, he is going 
to have meat which can not be sold for export. 

There will be upon the markets of this country two kinds of 
salted meat. There will be the salted meat of the great packing 
houses, which will have the certificates required by law and which 
can be consumed at home or be exported, and there will be another 
kind of salted meat which will have been salted in the way I have 
described, by the middlemen or by the small dealers, which can 
not be exported, which will have upon it the stigma that it can 
not be exported, and as to which the producers of that meat can 
not produce the certificates required by the proposed statute. I 
am sure that will be the result. To what extent the same remarks 
will apply to meats canned in small establishments I do not know, 
because it is possible that no meats are canned except in large 
establishments where the certificates can be obtained by the can- 
ners. 

ir. PLATT. May I interrupt the Senator from New Hamp- 
shire? 

Mr. CHANDLER. Certainly. 

Mr. PLATT. 1 wish to state to the Senator from New Hamp- 
shire that an entirely different system of inspection has been pre- 
= for pork and bacon intended for export than is now proposed 

1ere for canned beef, corned beef, etc., intended to be exported. 
In the case of pork and bacon inspection is made at the place of 
packing. The inspection is not made of the animals before they 
are killed, but of the pork and bacon at the place of packing. 
That was included in the law because all the small packers through- 
out the country came and said that unless it was done their busi- 
ness would be ruined or destroyed. I do not see, if we must have 
an inspection of salted beef and corned beef and canned beef, why 
it can not be made at the packing house rather than where the ani- 
mals are slaughtered. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Isuppose the statement of the Senator from 
Connecticut now confirms the view he expressed, that the act of 
1891 was limited in its operation because it was deemed impracti- 
eable to include canned goods within the purview oftheact. The 
Senator from Missouri {[Mr. Vest] disclaims that reason because 
he said he drew the act himself and knows that no such purpose 
entered into the minds of the framers. [ft is the act which I have 
praised as being drawn with care, and yet there has been found a 
court in the country which has differed with the Senator from 
Missouri in his construction of the act. Isuppose the Senator has 
yielded to the decision of the court in that respect. 

The act ought not, in my judgment, to be extended upon an ap- 
propriation bill in the way it is proposed to extend it. My instincts 
tell me that there will be trouble in its operation; that you can 
not take up a statute from which all these prepared meats, salted 
canned, corned, or packed—and there is now to be added cured 
meats—were carefully excluded as the preparation of ham and 
bacon was carefully excluded, and include all these pre 
meats by simply writing their names in the body of the original 
statute. It will be found impracticable in operation, or else it 
will be found to be oppressive in operation, in my judgment. 

Mr. McPHERSON. Will the Senator from New Hampshire 
allow me? 

Mr. HOAR. Mr. President—— 

Mr. CHANDLER. Two Senators appeal to me. I yield to the 
Senator from New Jersey first. 

Mr.McPHERSON. IwishtoasktheSenator how, unlessinspec- 
tion is made, weare going to have it understood on the other side of 
the water where our meat products go that we are shipping for- 
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eign countries pure, healthy, wholesome meats? If you intend to 
eliminate from the inspection a portion of the products, how can 
we introduce our meats with a certainty that we are not sending 
them diseased meats? ‘ 

Mr. CHANDLER. I willanswer the Senator by asking whether 
he proposes to inspect any more carefully or by any better system 
meat for the Germans to eat than meat for our own citizens to eat. 

Mr.McPHERSON. Notatall. If the Senator will turn to sec- 
tion 3 of the act he will find there that an inspection is required 
of all cattle and all animals intended for interstate commerce and 
for consumption within any State or Territory or the District of 
Columbia, If the Senator from New Hampshire will yield to me 
just a moment—I do not wish to take up much of his time—I will 
state that 90 per cent of all the animals slaughtered even in New 
Hampshire or Connecticut come from the extreme West. If the 
slaughterer wants his cattle inspected for export they may be in- 
spected in Chicago or Buffalo or Boston. If he wants them in- 
spected for interstate commerce they may be inspected at any of 
those places, and if inspected for home consumption it answers 
every requirement of the inspection for foreign trade. It is an in- 
speetion, and he has the certificate of the inspector that the cattle 
are healthy. As to hogs and other animals, as a matter of course 
there has to be a microscopic examination after the animals are 

illed. 

I see no reason why a slaughterer of cattle in the State of Con- 
necticut should not have an inspector, if he wants one, to make a 
second inspection of the animals, or to inspect animals which 
have come in from the immediate surrounding country and have 
not been anywhere within the reach or the purview of an inspector 
appointed by the Government at the large inspection places. I 
see no reason why that slaughterer should not have an inspector, 
appointed by the Government, if you please, if he is willing to pay 
for it and it is of sufficient advantage to him. 

Mr. PLATT. Iagree that I am not familiar with all the details 
of slaughtering cattle, but are all the cattle slaughtered in Chi- 
cago inspected? 

Mr. McPHERSON. Necessarily they must be inspected if in- 
tended for export or for interstate commerce. 

Mr. PLATT. That I know, but are all the cattle inspected 
there? 

Mr. McCPHERSON. Yes. 

Mr. VEST. Yes; all the cattle. 

Mr. PLATT. Ten thousand head a day? 

Mr. McPHERSON. I do not know whether the cattle which 
are killed for the Chicago market are inspected. That isa matter 
which would come under State inspection laws. They may be in- 
spected by State inspectors. I do not suppose the Government of 
the United States pays an inspector to inspect the condition of 
cattle which may be slaughtered in the city of Chicago for the use 
of the people of Chicago. But if the cattle come East to Connecti- 
cut they are inspected, and more than 90 per centof the entire 
product consumed by the Senator's people in their establishments 
in New England are inspected at some one of these inspection 
points and carry with them a certificate. They are tagged, as the 
saying is. That is the process by which they are known. All 
that it is necessary to do is for the owner of the cattle to make affi- 
davit to the fact that the cattle were inspected in Chicago, that they 
are theidentical animals, and I do not suppose a clearance would 
be refused insuchacase. If, however, it were done, if a clearance 
were not. granted, a large establishment in the Senator’s State, 
and certainly you can not expect to provide facilities and inspect- 
ors for each one of the small ones, could easily at their own ex- 
pense have an inspector appointed by the Government to inspect 
the animals. 

The Government can not beexpected to have an inspector located 
at each one of the slaughtering establishments, hundreds of them 

being in a single State. The attempt on the part of the Govern- 
ment of course has been to send each animal across the ocean with 
a certificate that the animal came from the districts of the country 
where there were no infectious diseases, and also that there was no 
disease among the animals, in order to quiet apprehension upon 
the other side of the water as to the condition of the meat. 

Mr. PLATT. The Senator from New Jersey is well informed 
on these subjects. I wish he would state whether there has been 
any rejection of our canned meats abroad by reason of the fact 
that it had no certification. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. Yes; I think there has been rejection of 
our canned meats. 

Mr. PLATT. I had not heard of it. 

Mr. McPHERSON. There has been, I think, quite recently. 
At all events, there has been an inspection of our canned meats 
in which it was said to have been discovered that there was 
— in the hog; but whether that is a truthful report I do not 

ow. 

Mr. PLATT. I do not speak of that instance. 

Mr. McPHERSON. But one thing I understand it has done, I 
will say to the Senator; it has tended very materially to interfere 
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with the trade of some of the large operators who have been sup- 
plying the French and German market with canned meats for 
army and navy purposes. I think, however, that the inspection 
is being wee made, and of course all kinds of excuses 
are given. a single animal was found to be diseased in any way 
it would be sufficient cause perhaps for rejecting a great many 
others. I think the present Secretary of Agriculture is giving the 
matter personal attention, and is trying in every way possible to 
convince the people upon the other side that our meats that go 
there are wholesome and healthy. Certainly if you would permit 
a portion of the animal to go without a certificate you are injur- 
“— general business very materially. 





CHANDLER. Mr. President—— 
Mr. CALL. I hope we shall be allowed to have a vote on this 
question. 


Mr. CHANDLER. It is a very important question. If the 
Senator from Florida will withdraw this general legislation on 
an appropriation bill of course I will waive any remarks on the 
subject. 

. CALL. If the Senator from New Hampshire does not 
intend to allow the bill to pass I do not know what we shal! doin 
the matter. This amendment is evidently one that is going to be 
insisted upon. It is not in my power to withdraw it if I desired 
todo so. I hopethe Senator will allow the amendment to be acted 
upon one way or the other. 

Mr. CHANDLER. No point of order is made on the amend 
ment. The amendment is being fairly discussed. I did not un- 
derstand the remark of the Senator about my allowing the bill to 
pass. Will he repeat it? 

Mr. CALL. I mean this evening. It is very obvions that if we 
continue the discussion very long we shall not get through with 
the bill this evening. 

Mr. PLATT. Oh, we shall. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I do not know how that may be; but if the 
Appropriations Committee insist upon legislating on an appropria- 
tion bill and the provisions are to be voted upon by a yea-and-nay 
vote of the Senate, they ought to be fairly discussed. I think if 
the bill passes as it has been framed either by the Senator from 
Missouri or the Appropriations Committee there is going to be 
trouble and complaint, and I intend for one to stand clear of the 
complaint. The shoulders of the Senator from Missouri may b« 
broad enough to carry all those complaints; mine are not. _ 

One thing is certain, Mr. President. The curers of pork and 
bacon, the men engaged in salting pork and bacon, refused to sub- 
mit to the act of 1890. They refused to submit to a system by 
which they would be compelled to have their animals inspected 
while alive, and aiso obliged to submit to a post-mortem examina- 
tion of the animals before they could proceed with their business 
of curing the pork and bacon. 

Mr. PLATT. That is, the earliest act. 

Mr. HARRIS. Will the Senator from New Hampshire allow 
me to ask him if he does not think that every Senator on this floor 
is prepared to vote on the amendment now, and to remind him of 
what he knows quite as well as I do, that two weeks from next 
Monday the Fifty-third Congress expires, and of the additional 
fact that a majority of the great appropriation bills have not yet 
been considered by this body? ; 

Mr. CHANDLER. I think the country is anxiously waiting for 
this Congress to expire two weeks from now. 

Mr. HARRIS. And Iam anxiously waiting to see 
business progress and be disposed of. 

Mr. CHANDLER. And the country will have quite as much 
relief when the Congress does expire as it had when the tariff bill 
which the Senator from Tennessee conducted to a success{ul pas- 
sage last summer became a law. 

Mr. PLATT. If the Senator from New Hampshire will permit 
me, I wish, not in an offensive way, to resent any suggestion that 
there should not be proper and full discussion upon important 
subjects of legislation, which, to use the language of the chairman 
of the Committee on Appropriations, are dumped on appropriation 
bills. The idea seems to be that we are to go all through a Con 
gress and not bring forward bills for legislation, and then at the last 
moment, when the appropriation bills are under consideration, 
bring all the business of the session and put it or attempt to put 
it on appropriation bills. We have a sundry civil appropriation 
bill coming up here within a few days, and I venture to say that 
there are 200 amendments, most of which are matters of legisla 
tion which ought to have been passed in separate bills, proposed to 
that sundry civil appropriation bill. 

When that is the practice of Congress, what are we expected to 
do? Are we expected to sit still and let all such matters of legisla- 
tion pass in that way in five minutes or without any discussion or 
examination at all? It seems to me that this practice had better 
be stopped, even if we do take the time to discuss properly the 
measures which are proposed on appropriation bills. There has 
not been a quarter of the discussion on this proposed legislation 
that there would have been if the bill had been presented in the Sen. 
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ate, as it ought to have been presented, as an independent matter 


of legislation. Whether we get through the appropriation bills 
at this Congress or whether we do not get through with them, I 
think when measures of this sort are put without notice on appro- 

riation bills we must not be expected to let them pass without 

air examination and discussion; and no suggestion that the ap- 
propriation bills must go through ought to be listened to for the 
purpose of allowing such measures as this to pass without proper 
examination. 

Mr. HARRIS. If the Senator from Connecticut feels ready to 
carry his resentment to the point of debating each and every ap- 
ws ene wee bill and each and every item of it to the extent of de- 

eating half of them, as a Senator representing a sovereign State 
a has the right to doit. He will doit upon his own responsi- 
ility. 

Mr. PLATT. I donot propose to carry any resentment into the 
discussion of any of these provisions, but I wish to say now that 
when matters of important legislation are put upon appropriation 
bills which I think ought not to pass wits discussion, which 
are brought into the Senate in this way, the first notice that they 
are to be taken up being the printing of the appropriation bills, re- 

rted only a day prior to the time when they come before the 

senate, it would be a failure of duty to let them pass simply be- 
cause they are upon appropriation bills. 

Mr. BATE. Mr. President, I quite agree with the suggestions 
of the Senator from Connecticut [Mr. PLatt] that it was wrong 
to have this legislation upon these appropriation bills; but then 
since it is here we have to deal with it. It has come from the 
committee in the shape in which we find it. Yesterday evening 
this particular subject was up, and after being discussed perhaps 
as long as half an hour or an hour it was resumed again this morn- 
ing. Certainly ample time has been had. 

Mr. CALL. More than an hour. 

Mr. BATE. For more than an hour, Iam informed, it was dis- 
cussed; perhaps two hours; I can not tell howlong. This morn- 
ing we have had it under debate now for some two hours, I be- 
lieve. It is a little singular that we have had such asudden tran- 
sition in discussion on this very point in this ee. bill 
from gold and gold bonds to canned beef. It has been a wide 
range and sudden jump. The object, however, of this discussion 
isto get at what is right. I have not interposed any objection to 
it, but there has been a very liberai line of discussion indulged in 
on both sides of the Chamber touching the question. Having dis- 
cussed it fully, why can we not get a vote on the immediate ques- 
tion? After having listened to much talk on the subject 1 can 
hardly see where the difference is between those who have been 
indulging in the discussion. We all agree upon the fact that we 
ought to so legislate as to put a guard around the shipment of all 
meats that are for foreign consumption. Here at home in the 
States our police regulations can govern it except as to that which 
comes directly under interstate traffic. 

Now, that has been provided for in this very section, and also 
the shipment of meats for foreign consumption has been provided 
for here. It is high morals for us to do this, and to say that health- 
ful food shall be sent abroad for our German cousins who trust us 
upon a question of good faith. If wemust have the cans stamped, 
every single provision is made here in this section, it seems to me, 
to put proper guards around it, so that there can be no mistake 
after it gets to Germany, England, or elsewhere that it has under- 
gone the proper inspection here before being exported. I am in- 
formed that the Secretary of Agriculture has used the very greatest 
vigilance in so doing, and if occasionally something of the kind 
has occurred in which they found objectionable meat in a foreign 
country, it is very rarely, anda great deal too much has been made 
out of it. But I believe the object of every Senator who has been 
discussing this question is simply to throw those guards around 
it. lLinsist that the section does throw those guards around it. 
Now, Mr. President, no point of order has been made in regard to 
its being general legislation, and it is before us without such ob- 
jection. Then it should be in the best possible form and I think 
that itis. Iwill read one part of the section: 

Sec. 2. That the Secretary of Agriculture shall also cause to be made a 
careful inspection of all live cattle the meat of which, fresh, salted, canned, 
corned, or packed, is intended for exportation to any foreign country. 

This shows that it is guarded by this section and that there will 
be no danger under its operation of trouble or even suspicion in 
a foreign market. It is good policy as well as good morals and 
good legislation for us to have enacted into a law something of 
this kind. I might disagree, perhaps, in regard to the propriety 
of this legislation under certain circumstances, on the constitu- 
tional question as to where and when jurisdiction, as between the 
States and General Government, attaches; but it is here, and we 
must deal with it. 

No objection has been made to it, no point of order Bares been 
made against it, therefore we ought to deal with it frankly and 
fairly, and throw every pussible guard around it in order to give 
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credit to our meat product when it goes abroad. It is good mor- 
als, as I said, and it is good finances for us to do that thing. 

I can not understand the exact point made either by the Senator 
from Connecticut or the Senator from New Hampshire in regard 
to this particular amended section. They have offered no amend- 
ment to it. They have not proposed to strike out or to insert; in- 
deed they have presented no amendment whatever. Now, what 
the objection to it is I can not see. If their object is to protect 
the meat that we ship abroad, and let it go there in a wholesome 
and healthful condition, they have it in this very section here, and 
as that is our general object I think we ought to allow it to pass, 

Some criticism is made upon it, I believe, by those two Senators 
because perhaps there are some small places where inspection can 
not be had and small amounts—such dealers would hardly ship 
abroad—and if they did so desire that is a matter of detail alto- 
gether. The carrying out of these details will be left entirely to 
the Secretary of Agriculture, and if his agents fall short of doing 
their duty make it known to him, and I give a guaranty that he 
will, with his usual vigilance, have it attended to properly. So 
there can be no sound objection to it on that ground, and T hone 
there will be no further trouble about it and that the section as 
amended will pass. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Mr. President, I trust the Senator from 
Florida [Mr. CALL] and the Senator from Tennessee [Mr. Harris], 
who, I see, has gone out of the Chamber, for the time neglecting 
the public business, approve of the remarks of the junior Senator 
from Tennessee [Mr. Batz], who has taken occasion to debate the 
bill at sufficient length to suit himself. It is not everyone who 
has the quickness and the fluency of the Senator from Tennessee, 
and he is able, therefore, to conceive and to express his ideas with 
the rapidity with which the Senator has spoken in the middle of 
my speech. I was endeavoring to say that I think there is danger 
in this proposed law. I had almost finished. 

Mr. BATE. I mustask pardon. I did not understand that the 
Senator from New Hampshire had the floor. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I know the Senator did not. 

Mr. BATE. I did not, orI should not have interjected a speech 
in the midst of his. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I should have yielded to the Senator from 
Tennessee if he had requested it. 

Mr. BATE. I am much obliged to the Senator. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I know the Senator is a model of courtesy, 
and did not intend to interrupt me; and on the whole I think my 
speech is the better for having had his interjected into it. 

I said, Mr. President, that this isa dangerous bill. The Senator 
from Tennessee asks why not move toamend it? There is noneed 
of moving to amend it. The Senator has himself perfected it. It 
is a simple question whether we can apply the same rules of in- 
spection to salted, canned, and cured meats which we can apply 
to the inspection of live animals whose carcasses are to be trans- 
ported abroad or to be sold at home. I say it can not be done with- 
out driving the business of salting, curing, and canning meats into 
the hands of the great establishments of the country. 

Mr. CALL. Will the Senator allow me to ask him a question? 

Mr. CHANDLER, [If the Senator will be brief; because we 
want to get on with this bill, and to get through with it to-night, 
if we possibly can. 

Mr. CALL. I wish to ask the Senator if he desires that the 
carcasses of animals which are slaughtered in this country and 
packed on farms or elsewhere than in the great packing establish- 
ments shall be allowed te be shipped to foreign countries without 
inspection? Is that the Senator’s object? 

Mr. CHANDLER. My object is not to provide that meats put 
up upon the farms shall be exported without being subjected to 
the provisions of this proposed act, because the act itself has a 
a in it that it shall not apply to the products of the farm. 

am for protecting the middleman, the small dealer in meats, who 
may salt down his meat, or possibly a person who cans or ether- 
wise cures meat which he wants to put upon the market, and as 
to which he may desire the same privilege of exportation that be- 
longs to the meats which are thus prepared by the great packing 
houses of the country. 

Mr. CALL. Then, if the Senator will allow me, I submit to 
him that that object is already provided for in the act as it stands 
without the amendment. All sorts of meat, canned, smoked, 
salted, dried, or otherwise, that are to be exported to any foreign 
country are in the act, without the amendment, required to 
subject to that inspection. I think if the Senator will carefully 
seal the act without the amendment he will find that to be the 
case. 

Mr. CHANDLER. What section does the Senator read from? 

Mr. CALL. I have the whole actin my hand. The first sec- 
tion—— 

Mr. CHANDLER. The Senator is quoting some section to me. 

Mr. CALL. The first section provides, as the Senator has al- 
ready said, for live meat, for cattle exported on the hoof. The 
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second section provides for “live cattle the meat of which is in- 
tended for exportation.” That has already been explained. 

Mr. CH. LER. That applies to fresh meat. : 

Mr. CALL. That has already been explained; and it has been 
decided in one or two places to apply to fresh meat. The only 
other meat besides fresh meat is canned, salted, dried, or smoked 
meat; and I asked the Senator the question if he desired any 
canned, salted, or smoked meat of any kind to be exported to for- 
eign countries without inspection. 

r. CHANDLER. Most certainly not. 

Mr. CALL. The Senator says he does not. Very well. Then 
this amendment simply provides that which the Senator desires, 
that all salted, canned, dried, smoked, or any other kind of meat 


to be exported to foreign countries shall be ee : 
Mr. C DLER. hile it is on foot; while it is alive; and 
that is what I object to. 


Mr. CALL. Oh, no; the second section provides also—— 

Mr. CHANDLER. [ think it is going to be very difficult, I as- 
sure the Senator, to inspect a can of meat while it is on the hoof, 
so to speak. 

Mr. CALL. Now, I want to show the Senator that he is mis- 
taken about that. If he will allow me, I want to convince him 
that all he desires is already provided for in the act and in the 
amendment. The second section provides for ‘live cattle the 
meat of which is intended for exportation.” The Senator says 
that is only fresh meat, meat that has just been killed. The amend- 
ment provides for that difficulty. It says it shall not apply alone 
to meat that is fresh killed, but also to canned meat and the prod- 
uct of meat that is killed. The Senator says he desires that to be 
ee. Very well, the amendment provides for that. 

he third section provides that the “cattle, sheep, and hogs 
which are subjects of interstate commerce and which are about to 
be slaughtered” and their carcasses shall be inspected, and when- 
ever necessary a post-mortem inspection made. That is for inter- 
state commerce, for our own people. 

The fourth section provides that the Secretary of Agriculture 
shall make the rules and regulations for the ‘‘examination of the 
carcasses and products of all cattle, sheep, and swine found to be 
free of disease and wholesome, sound, and fit for human food,” 
and that they ‘shall be marked, stamped,” etc., after such in- 
spection. That includes all dried, canned, fresh, salted, or other 
meat which is to be used for our own people in the interstate com- 
merce of the country. 

The fifth section makes it ‘‘ unlawful for any person to trans- 
port from one State or Territory” to another ‘the carcasses of 
any cattle, sheep, or swine,” etc.; and the sixth section provides 
for ‘‘ official certificates of the sound and wholesome condition of 
the cattle, sheep, and swine,” etc., showing that all these several 
classes of meat are intended to be provided for in the existing act, 
both the cattle on the hoof and the cattle just killed, the meat of 
which is intended for exportation or for interstate commerce. 

I submit to the Senator that when you come to the meat to be 
consumed in the States it provides that the act shall not apply to 
any cattle killed, or meat canned, dried, smoked, or salted that is 
prepared by any farmer for use in the State. So that all the Sen- 
ator desires is accomplished in the act and the amendment. 

Mr. ALLEN. Will the Senator from New Hampshire permit 
me? I desire to move that the Senate do now adjourn. 

Mr. PLATT. Oh, no. 

Mr. ALLEN. I make that motion. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. It is moved by the Senator from 
Nebraska—— 

Mr. HARRIS. Does the Senator from New Hampshire yield for 
that purpose? 

Mr. CHANDLER. For what pampeast 

Mr. HARRIS. For the of an adjournment. 

Mr. CHANDLER. If the Ccastor had asked me a little more 
mildly I should have said I did not know the purpose for which 
the Senator from Nebraska asked me to yield. 

_ Mr. HARRIS. The Senator from Nebraska stated his purpose 
in his request. 

Mr. C DLER. I had the misfortune not to hear him. 

Mr. CALL. I hope the Senator from Nebraska will withdraw 
the motion. 

on wen DLER. Did the Senator from Nebraska state his 
objec 

Mr. HARRIS. The Senator from Nebraska stated his object in 
his poqners and I ask the Senator from New Hampshire if he 
yields for that purpose? 

Mr. CHANDLER. I should like to hear first from the Senator 
from Nebraska. Did the Senator ask me first to yield in order 
that he might make a motion to adjourn? 

Mr. ALLEN. Yes, sir. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Ishould not have yielded if I had heard the 
Senator make that remark. 
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Mr. HARRIS. Then the Senator from New Hampshire does 
not yield for that purpose, I take it. 
Mr. CHANDLER. That is a parliamentary situation I leave 


the Chair to deal with. 

Mr. ALLEN. Will the Senator from New Hampshire yield to 
me for a motion to adjourn? 

Mr. CHANDLER. I prefer not. I think the debate on this bill 


should go on and the bill be disposed of to-night. 
Mr. ALLEN. I suggest the absence of a quorum. 
The PRESIDING FICER. The Secretary will call the roll. 
Mr. WHITE. Mr. President 
Mr. HARRIS. Upon the suggestion of the want of a quorum 
the roll must be called, 
The Secretary called the roll, and the following Senators an- 
swered to their names: 





Allen, Cullom, Lindsay, Pugh, 
Allison, Davis, Lodge, Quay, 
ate, Dubois, Seaeernom, Ransom, 

Try, e, antle, Roach, 
Blackburn, Salitneer, Mitchell of Oreg. Squire, 
Blanchard, Gibson, Mitchell of Wis. Stewart, 
Caffery, Hale, Morgan, Turpie 
Call, Harris, Pasco, Vest, 
Camden, Hawley, Peffer, Vilas, 
Chandler, Hill, Perkins, Walsh, 
Cockrell, Hoar, Platt, White. 
Coke, Kyle, Power, 


Mr. COKE. I desire to state that the Senator from Mississippi 
[Mr. GEORGE] is detained at home by illness. 

Mr. McLAURIN subsequently said: i wish to state that at the 
time of the call of the Senate a few minutes ago I was temporarily 
absent from the Chamber. I desired at that time, had I been pres- 
ent, to state that my colleague [Mr. GEORGE], who was not in his 
place, is confined to his room by sickness. He being the chairman 
of eee! Committee on Agriculture, I wish this statement to go on 
record. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Forty-seven Senators have an- 
swered to their names. A quorum is present. 

Mr.CHANDLER. Mr. President, I am sincerely desirous of 
finishing this op pm bill to-night, and if Senators will 
not interrupt mel shall state in a word my cbjection to the bill as 
it now stands. 

The existing statute provides for the inspection of live cattle 
the fresh meat from which is to be exported, as a condition of ex- 
portation. That is intelligible, that is sensible, thatis a law which 
it is easy to carry into execution. The proposition now is, that 
no salted beef, that no cured beef, that no canned beef shall be 
exported unless the live animal from which that meat comes 
has been inspected while it is alive and a certificate of that in- 
spection is furnished as a condition of exportation. I say that 
while it is easy in practice to trace the carcass of fresh meat which 
is to be exported back to the live animal under this system, it will 
be found to be utterly im ible to trace the meat which is canned 
and is salted back to the live animal from which it came, and the 
law will be found either impossible of execution or it will be 
found oppressive, and will put the whole business of salting, cur- 
ing,and. canning meats into the hands of a few large packing 
houses in this country. 

Mr. President, the persons engaged in this country in the busi- 
ness of salting pork and bacon have resisted the imposition upon 
them of this original law, and have secured in the existing statute 
of August 13, 1890, a provision that the inspection of salted bacon 
and pork intended for exportation shall be made by the Secretary 
of Agriculture at the place where such meats are packed or bought, 
and that the inspection of such meats shall also be made at the place 
of exportation, if an inspection has not been made at the place of 
packing. ‘ 

What we ought to have is precisely the same privilege for salted 
beef and canned beef which the law now gives to salted pork and 
bacon. There ought to be an inspection of it at the place of pack- 
ing; there ought to be an inspection of it at the place of exporta- 
tion; and it should not be required that as to these classes of cured 
and preserved meats, in order to allow them to be exported to a 
foreign country, there should be a certificate that the live cattle 
from which the meat came were inspected under the law before 
a were killed. 

he PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing to 
the amendment as amended. 

The amendment as amended was agreed to. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The next amendment of the 
Committee on Appropriations will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. On page 15, after line 18, the Committee on 
Appropriations propose to insert: 

Also, that section 4 of said act be so amended as to read as follows: 

“Suc. 4. That said examination shall be made in the manner provided by 
rules and regulations to be prescribed by the Secretary of Agriculture, and 
after said examination the carcassesand products of all cattle, sheep, and swine 


found to be free of disease and wholesome, sound, and fit for human food shall 
be marked, stamped, or labeled for identification as may be provided hy said 
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rules and regulations of the Secretary of Agriculture. Any person whoshall 
forge, counterfeit, simulate, imitate, falsely represent, or use without au- 
thority, or knowingly and wrongfully alter,deface, or destroy any of the 
marks, stamps, or other devices provided for in the regulations of the Secre- 
tary of Agriculture, of any such carcasses or their products, or who shall 
forge, counterfeit, simulate, imitate, falsely represent, or use without author- 
ity, or knowingly and wrongfully alter, deface, or destroy any certificate or 
stamp provided in said regulations, shall be deemed guilty of a misdemeanor, 
and on conviction thereof shall be punished by a fine not exceeding $1,000, or 
impriscmment not exceeding one year, or by both said punishments, in the 
discretion of the court.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. PEF FER. I move to insert at the end of the section just 
adopted what I send to the desk. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will be stated. 

The SECRETAKY. It is proposed to add to the amendment just 
adopted the following: 

The Secretary is hereby authorized to make such rules and regulations as 
he may decide to be necessary to peonent the transportation from one State 
or Territory or the District of Columbia into any other State or Territory or 
the District of Columbia, or toany foreign country, of the condemned carcasses 
or parts of carcasses of cattle, sheep, and swine, or the edible products of the 
same, which have been inspected in accordance with the provisions of this act. 
Any person, company, or corporation owning or operating any such slaughter- 
house, abattoir, or meat curing, packing, or canning establishment, or any em- 
ployee of the same, that shall willfully violate any rule orregulation made pur- 
suant to this section shail be deemed guilty of a misdemeanor, and, on convic- 
tion thereof, shall be punished for cial Cllnune by a fine not exceeding $1,000 or 
imprisonment not exceeding one year, or by both said punishments, in the 
discretion of the court. 

Mr. PEFFER. I will say to the Senator from Florida who is 
in charge of the bill that the provision which I have sent to the 
desk has the approval—not only the sanction, but the approval— 
of the Secretary of Agriculture. The matter was given to me in 
the form in which I present it to the Senate by a gentleman con- 
nected with the Department of Agriculture, who came officially 
for that purpose. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amend- 
ment proposed by the Senator from Kansas. 

Mr. PLATT. I am somewhat embarrassed by the suggestion 
which was thrown out by the Senator from Tennessee [Mr. aaraer 
a little while ago, that we were discussing this bill too long, an 
therefore { will simply say to the committee which will have this 
matter in conference that I hope they will not permit anything to 
become a law which makes it a crime, punishable by imprison- 
ment, to violate a regulation which the Secretary of Agriculture 
chooses to make. 

Mr. CALL. Isuggest to the Senator from Kansas that he strike 
out that portion of his amendment. 

Mr. PEFFER. That may be done. : 

Mr. VEST. It seems to me that section 5 of the act of 1891 
covers this case. 

Mr. PEFFER. - Does the Senator think it covers it clearly and 
fully? 

Mr. VEST. Ithinkso. I would, however, suggest to the Sen- 
ator that he ought to put into his amendment, instead of the words 
“parts of carcasses,” or after those words, the words “‘ or products 
thereof.” 

Mr. SQUIRE. Products therefrom. 

Mr. VEST. ‘Or products therefrom ”—either. 

Mr. PEFFER. I suggest to the Senator from Missouri this 
modification. 

Any person, company, or corporation owning or operating any such slaugh- 
terhouse, abattoir, or meat curing, packing, or paseo establishment or an 
employee of the same that shall willfully violate any of the provisions of this 
act. 

Instead of ‘‘rule or regulation of the Department.” Would 
that be satisfactory to the Senator from Missouri? 

Mr. VEST. I have no objection to that. 

Mr. PEFFER. I modify the amendment in thateway, Mr. Presi- 
dent. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amend- 
ment of the Senator from Kansas as modified. 

The amendment as modified was agreed to. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The next amendment will be 
stated. 

The Secretary. The next amendment of the Committee on 
Appropriations is, on page 22, after line 8, to strike out all down 
to and including line 12, as follows: 

Irrigation investigations: To enable the Secretary of Agriculture to con- 
tinue the collection of information as to the best modes of agriculture by irri- 
gation, $15,000. 

Mr. WHITE. I move toamend the text proposed to be stricken 
out by striking out ‘* fifteen” and inserting “‘ eight;” so that the 
appropriation will be ‘ $8,000” instead of ** $15,000.” 

fr. ALLEN. I suggest that the Senator from California with- 
draw his amendment, use this appropriation is ——— to 
be made in another bill, placing the subject under tion 
of the Director of the Geological Survey. 

Mr. WHITE. The Senator is mistaken about that. 


Mr. ALLEN. An amendment has been offered to increase the 
Ore for ee surveys to the amount of $25,000. 
€ 


fr. WHITE. 0 not care to withdraw the amendment, 
because I think we had better take what we can get on this bill. 

Mr. STEWART. I think that the entire provision had better 
be stricken out. Such appropriations have hitherto failed of their 
poems It amounts to very little now, and I think it had better 

»e left out. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair will state that the 
question is on the adoption of the amendment offered by the Sen- 
ator from California [Mr. WurrEe] to amend the text of the bill 
pre pons to be stricken out by the committee. 

Mr. PEFFER. Whatis the amendment of the Senator from 
California? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will be stated. 

The Secretary. In line 11, 0n page 22, before the word ‘‘ thou- 
sand,” it is proposed to strike out “‘ fifteen” and insert “ eight;” so 
as to read: 

Irrigation investigations: To enable the Secretary of Agriculture to con- 
tinue the collection of information as to the best modes of agriculture by irri- 
gation, $8,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. » 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question recurs on the 
amendment proposed by the Committee on Appropriations to 
strike out the clause. 

Mr. STEWART. I hope that appropriation will be stricken 
out, and the amendment of the committee agreed to. 

Mr. PEFFER. Mr. President, I have information indirectly 
that some provision is likely to be made in some other appropria- 
tion bill for irrigation purposes. While that may be true—and I 
have no doubt it is true—t do not wish to be placed in the posi- 
tion of consenting to any proposition which will strike from either 
existing or a legislation any future benefit to the irrigation 
interests of the Western people. In our own State our people 
have recently organized themselves into irrigation associations. 
There are county societies, and then there is the State society, 
and only yesterday I received a communication from the presi- 
dent of the State irrigation society. It has the sanction and the 
support in one way or another of the entire legislative and execu- 
tive infinences of the State. Furthermore, all through the semi- 
arid region of the Western country associations are being formed 
for the purpose of advancing the interests of agriculture by irri- 
gation. 

In our own State we have a large body of land which is frnitfulin 
allthe productive features of the best soil in the world. In 189i we 
had the largest crop of wheat which has ever been produced by any 
single State of the Galen, and, with a single exception, more wheat, 
perhaps, than was produced that year or any other year by any 
single nation under the sun. 

In 1892, in passing over that splendid agritultural region, I saw 
scattered all about over the landscape stacks of wheat beyond 
number. I now recall an instance where there were 28 wheat 
stacks on one farm, and that, too, in the semiarid region, showing 
what can be done there when we have water when we need it. 

In the eastern part of the State, as our record in the State Uni- 
versity shows, the annual rainfall is about 36 inches, or an aver- 
age of 3 inches to the month, one-third of which is amply sufficient 
for the production of any of our cereal crops, provided, only, we 
could get it just when we needed it. That is the great difficulty 
in the western part of our State and the same character of country 
extending on to the mountains and to the north and the south of 
us. What we are trying to do is to secure some artificial means 
by which we can gather and retain the moisture which falls and, 
if we can, supplement that from some natural sources from above 
or below the surface. 

Last year, when we were discussing the tariff question, when I 
asked that a part of the duty might be retained on salt for the 
benefit of the men e in the manufacture of salt in my State, 
that was denied me; when I asked that a small — of the duty 
on wool might be retained as some benefit and protection to the 
woolgrowers of my State, that was denied me; and when I asked 
to have the bounty which was provided by the law of 1890 for the 
benefit of our sorghum-cane growers, I was denied that. 

I can see but one outlet for our farmers now, Mr. President, 
with all these advantages taken away from us, and that is in this 
| field of irrigation. So I do not want to be placed in the position 

of retiring from any proposition which looks like favoring us in 

that direction. Hence, while it may be true that there is some 
provision to be made inanother regener bill for the purposes 
of irrigation, I am ——— to striking out this provision. 

‘ UILRE. r. President, I do not wish to take up the 
time of the Senate at this hour in any lengthy discussion of this 
question, but I am very much in sympathy with the sentiments 
uttered by the Senator who has just taken his seat. 

The State I have the honor in part to represent is very much in- 
terested in the development of certain counties which are com- 


een cneentttnteatt 





. 
. 





prised in the arid district. There are experimental operations go- 
ing on and there are already large developments in the line of 
irrigation, particularly in the great valley of the Yakima River, 
and our people desire information, and desire to acquire that in- 
formation from the best sources as to the modes of agriculture by 
irrigation. I believe that in speaking for the people of my State 
in this respect 1 am also representing the wishes of the people of 
many other States of the Union. 

As to whether this provision or a provision of the same gecpens 
is to be incorporated in any other bill, I am not fully informed. 
If that be true, I would not insist upon the retention of the para- 
graph here; but I feel that the development of agriculture by 
means of irrigation is a very important matter, and that we ought 
to give it full and careful attention. Even if some representa- 
tives of the Agricultural Department, as has been stated, have 
been inefficient, we still ought to provide the money and put 
efficient men in charge of the work. I do not know that it is true 
that they are inefficient, but it has been suggested that nothing 
much has been done in regard to the proper development of in- 
formation on this subject. 

Mr. WHITE. A great deal has been done. 

Mr. SQUIRE. There is a great deal to be learned in regard to 
the sources of the water supply and the proper methods of utiliz- 
ing thesupplies of water for irrigation purposes, the proper methods 
of conducting the water, and proper methods of ascertaining as to 
whether it is practicable and feasible to proceed with the irriga- 
tion system in developing a country agriculturally, and, as I stated 
before, I do not feel willing to let this appropriation be omitted if 
it is not contemplated that thesame subject shall be fully covered 
in some other bill. 

Mr. ALLEN. Willthe Senator permit me a moment? 

Mr. SQUIRE. Certainly. 

Mr. ALLEN. ILam heartily in favor of a liberal appropriation 
for the purpose of an irrigation survey of all the arid lands of the 
country. The people whom I represent in part in this Chamber 
believe in that, and I am willing to do anything that is in my 
power to procure a sufficient appropriation to make a survey, and 
then supplement that at the proper time with the development of 
irrigation in the arid regions; but itis altogether unwise, in my 
judgment, to separate these appropriations and to place a portion 
of the work under the Agricultural Department, to be conducted 
by a distinct bureau, and another portion under the charge of the 
Director of the Geological Survey. 

The Director of the Geological Survey has a corps of competent 
men, skilled and scientific, to attend to this business, who have 
made researches and surveys and gauged waters of the country. 
An appropriation was made last year of $12,500 for that purpose. 
There is an intention, if possible, to increase it to $25,000 this 
year, and I think without any doubt we can increase it. I submit 
to the Senator from Washington if it would not be wise to put 
this entire appropriation under the direction or at the disposal of 
one man. 

Mr. SQUIRE. I agree to that. But there are Senators on this 
floor who are very much opposed to the Geological Survey. I 
recollect very well one Senator who sits near me, who, in his argu- 
ment before the Senate, was disposed to overthrow the entire 
Bureau having charge of the Geological Survey. If he sees fit to 
fight the proposition we may not get the appropriation in that 
bill. What I desire to insist upon is to have the appropriation 
in some act of this Congress so as to provide for a proper study of 
the subject. I believe it to be wise to have it in connection with 
the Department of Agriculture, because the gentlemen connected 
with the Geological Survey are not supposed to be familiar with 
many of the elements of the subject as to what soils might be 
the best to be benefited by irrigation and what are the distinctive 
qualities of the soils; but the Agricultural Department is fur- 
nished with a corps of able men, chemists, and others, to deter- 
mine as to the value of the soils and what kind of soil should be 
improved. 

_ It seems to me that the proper Department to govern the inves- 
tigation is the Department of Agriculture, rather than to have it 
placed under the Geological Bureau. Still, I would rather have it 
under the Geological Bureau than not have it at all. There are 
some reasons, perhaps, why the Geological Bureau could best 
deal with it. far as relates to geological formations, there 
ought to be cooperation between the Agricultural Department and 
the Geological Bureau. I do not suppose the scientists of the Ag- 
vicultural Department devote themselves to questions of geolog- 
ical formations, as to what the underlying strata may be, the dif- 
ferent kinds of rock or clay for the retention of water in basins, so 
as to permit water to rise when artesian wells are sunk to this 
height or to that or the other. That can best be determined by 
the Geological Bureau. But when it comes to the application of 
water to soil, then I judge that the Agricultural Department is 
best fitted to pursue that class of investigations. 

It seems to me that in order to give the full usefulness to the 
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Agricultural Department which it deserves and which the people 
of the United States have the right to expect from it, we should 
arm it in every direction, to a reasonable extent, with men and 
money to carry on its investigations fully and properly for that 
porpaen, I believe the people of the country should be enabied to 
earn what soils are best adapted for certain purposes. Take 
sugar. We know, and experiments made at the agricultural col- 
lege in the State of Washington have shown, that we can raise 
beets for the production of sugar as profitably and as favorably 
in the State of Washington as can be done in any other part of the 
Union or in any other part of the world. We show the highest 
percentage of saccharine matter in our sugar beets. I believe there 
should be some provision made for investigations of this most im- 
portant subject under the supervision of the Agricultural Depart- 
ment of the United States for the benefit of all the people. The 
popes of the United States should produce their own sugar. No 
tter place exists, in my judgment, for the raising of sugar beets 
than exists in the valley of the Yakima and the great valley of the 
Columbia, in the State of Washington; and I should like to see 
experiments made with reference to determining such questions. 
Therefore, unless we have some assurance that we are going to 
get a full and adequate appropriation in some other bill, I desire 
to ap to the Senate to retain this provision. And I shall be 
y desirous of a suitable appropriation for the promotion of 
researches by the Geological Bureau with a view to the ascertain- 
ing of the sources and amounts of supplies of water for irrigation 
purposes; of the best modes of preservation and use of those sup- 
plies for such purposes; of the proper places for the borings for 
artesian water, and all similar information which may be useful 
on such lands as I have described in the great basin of the Colum- 
bia, which possesses a rich and deep volcanic soil ready to re- 
spond with bounteous crops whenever the supplies of water 
already existing in that region can be properly managed and 
utilized. 

Mr. President, we ought to appropriate the full amount of 
$15,000 in this bill as it came from the House, and then appro- 
priate the $25,000, or whatever the sum may be, for the geological 
surveys in its place in the other bill referred to. 

Mr. CALL. Let me suggest to the Senator that the pending 
bill will be in conference, and if this provision should be put in 
some othe: bill it can be adjusted there. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I wish to say a single word before a vote 
is taken on the amendment. I am impressed with the idea, rep- 
resenting a State not very largely interested in agriculture, that 
the amendment ought not to be adopted. 

Mr. CALL. I suggest to the Senator from New Hampshire 
that I will allow the original text to stand if he will not make a 
speech. 

Mr. HARRIS. Iam not quite satisfied with the suggestion of 
the Senator from Florida. desire to have a vote on the amend- 
ment. 

Mr. STEWART. SodolL. 

Mr. HOAR. I hope the Senator from Tennessee will not delay 
the Senate. 

Mr. HARRIS. The Senator from Tennessee never delays the 
Senate one-tenth part as much as the Senator from Massachusetts. 

Mr. CALL. Itis proper for me to say that the amendment re- 
ported by the committee would test the question when the bill 
goes into conference. If the clause was stricken out it would still 
be subject to restoration. 

Mr. HARRIS. According to the statement now made by the 
Senator from Florida I am quite in agreement with him. 1 de- 
sire that the amendment of the committee shall be agreed to, and 
then it does put the whole subject in conference. But if the Sen- 
ator from Florida retires from the amendment of the committee 
there will be nothing for the conference committee to confer 
about. 

Mr.GALLINGER. I donot know precisely the attitude which 
the Senator in charge of the bill occupies at the present time upon 
this question. 

Mr. CALL. Ifthe Senator from New Hampshire will allow me, 
I will state that the Senator from Tennessee is mistaken in one 

t. The amendment was modified on the motion of the Sena- 
tor from California [Mr. Wurre] by inserting $8,000 instead of 
$15,000. 

Mr. HARRIS. Thatis right; but still, if that amendment to the 
text of the bill has been agreed to, and the committee amendment 
shall be disagreed to, the only question that can go to the confer- 
ence committee will be whether it shall be an appropriation of 
$8,000 or $15,006. 

Mr. CALL. That is ali the Senator from Tennessee desires? 

Mr. HARRIS. It is not quite all I desire, because I am opposed 
to the whole appropriation. 

Mr. STEWART: Soam I. 
Mr. HARRIS. Therefore I want to test the question and at 
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least record my vote. Though it may be a single vote in the Sen- 
ate, I wish to record it against the whole appropriation. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Mr. President, beyond a question the par- 
liamentary argument of the Senator from Tennessee is sound. 
That is precisely the attitude in which I should like to have this 
matter. As I was about to say when interrupted by the Senator 
from Florida, I am opposed to striking this clause from the bill. 
The investigations oie the appropriations made heretofore and 
that are proposed to be made this year in matters of irrigation, 
are in the hands of a very cultivated and capable gentleman who 
has given much time to the investigations, and who, in my opinion, 
has done a great deal for agriculture in this country. e has not 
confined his operations to the great West, but has done something 
for New Hampshire as well in instructing our people to irrigate 
their lands, so that we with our sterile and rocky soil in New 
England may be able to raise a larger amountof agricultural prod- 
ucts per acre than we have been doing in the past. 

The appropriation is not large. It is in the hands of the Agri- 
culturai Department, where T balls it ought to be, and the sug- 
gestion that we should take a work of this kind from the Agri- 
cultural Department and put it into the hands of the Geological 
Survey seems to me preposterous, to say the least. The gen- 
tleman now having charge of the matter has sent out 280 plans 
during #ae last fifteen months to farmers in all parts of the coun- 
try, instructing them how to lay down irrigating plants so as to 
make their land more valuable. Thousands of letters have been 
sent out, most of them to the West, it is true, to Kansas, Nebraska, 
and other Western States, not many to Nevada, some to New 
Hampshire, and some to the South. It seems to me it would be a 
wrong policy to be inaugurated now to take this appropriation 
out of the hands of the Agricultural Department and put it, even 
if it is proposed to be put, as I have no knowledge it is, into the 
hands of the Geological Survey. 

I hope we will stand by the bill in this particular as it came 
from the House of Representatives. I do not know that we need 
the appropriation of $15,000 which the other House voted. I am 
quite willing to stand by the lesser amount which has just been 
adopted upon the motion of the Senator from California [Mr. 
Wuire]. But let us at least stand by the text of the clause as it 
came to us in the bill from the House of Representatives and 
enable these important and valuable investigations to be con- 
tinued, to the end that agriculture, not alone in the great States 
of Washington, Kansas, and Nebraska shall be advanced, but 
that the farmers of New land as well shall have some bureau 
of the Government to which they can go and get information to 
enable them to cultivate their lands to better advantage than in 
the past. 

I hope the amendment as proposed by the committee, if it is put 
to a vote, will be rejected, and that we will stand by the appro- 
priation of at least $8,000 for this very desirable purpose. 

Mr.WHITE. Isuggested $8,000and made a motion toamend the 
bill to that extent and to that effect because upon investigation I 
found that $8,000 was the amount which was represented in the re- 
port of the officer in charge as being necessary for this particular 
—_ of the Bureau, and Iconsidered it adequate to cover the subject. 

am unwilling to consent to its being stricken out. I dissent in 
toto from the statement of the Senator from Nevada [Mr. Strw- 
ART] that it is entirely useless. Ido not so consider it. I have 
taken pains to look the matter up, and I will state in a moment 
the result of the inquiries I have made. 

But so far as the logical Survey is concerned, there seems to 
be an attempt, or there is some evidence that there will be an at- 
tempt, to extend its jurisdiction to a great many quarters to which 
it should not beextended. There has been a little intimation that 
it is proposed to abolish the offices of register and receiver and 
have a geological professor there. A geological professor is also 
to dictate the duties of the surveyors-general, and now we are 
told that it is necessary to have a geologist in order to know just 
how to irrigate land in order to raise beets. Possibly it will be a 
subject for geological attainment to find out precisely whether a 
certain quality o sean beet is useful for that purpose. 

It seems to me that so far as the practical operations of irriga- 
tion are concerned, or the carrying on of a bureau designed to ea 
cure information for the advancement of irrigation, 1t should be 
under the control of the Agricultural Department. The very pro- 
fession of a geologist indicates entire unfamiliarity with anything 
so modern as the sugar beet. I can not understand why gentle- 
men who should be deeply versed in the lore of ages long gone and 
who should be —— to read from various rocks the story of 
their creation and their antiquity, should be able tocome down to 
modern days and give us information upon subjects of agriculture. 
True, a geologist may do thatas a relief from the cares and vicissi- 
tudes attendant upon his professional life, but certainly he does 
not make a business of anything so modern as that which grows 
nowadays. es 

The amendment has reference to the support of a board of irri- 
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gation inquiry. Hearing nothing as to what had been done in 
this direction, I have ventured to look over the matter and called 
for a statement of what had been done. The Senate will under- 
stand that this is an office called the ‘‘ Office of Irrigation In- 
quiry,” connected with the Agricultural Department. During 
the last fifteen months there were 1,327 descriptive letters written 
from the Department, each containing instructions or plans, or 
both, for the improvement of land by irrigation methods. Then, 
to accompany those letters there were 280 plans forwarded. The 
letters and plans were distributed as follows: Texas, 109; Kan- 
sas, 472; Nebraska, 531; the two Dakotas, 36; Ohio, Michigan, Indi- 
ana, Illinois, Virginia, Florida, New Jersey, New York, New 
Hampshire, 34; New Mexico, Arizona, California, Oregon, Ne- 
vada, and Utah, 145. The instructions contained in those letters 
covered the whole range of irrigation farming, and so on. 

Besides that the office sent out through the arid regions of the 
West 4,000 letters to as many persons asking information regard- 
ing irrigation farming, and to a majority of the letters answers 
were received, giving information vaiuable upon the subject. 

Then, as stated by the Senator from New Hampshire [Mr. GAL- 
LINGER], the office has not confined its operation merely to irriga- 
tion in the West, where it has heretofore been deemed to be solely 
applicable, but has sought to ascertain, and I think with good re- 
sults, whether even in regions such as were described by the Sen- 
ator from New Hampshire it is not possible to apply such meth- 
ods. I am informed thatthe result of those inquiries is such as to 
lead the office as well as parties who are well informed and per- 
sonally interested to believe that great good will come from it. 

I have myself some familiarity with the subject. I live in a 
part of the United States where irrigation has been carried on to 
a greater extent and with greater success than anywhere else, 
and perhaps from personal observation I know more about it than 
anyone else in this Chamber. Iam unwilling to consent to the 
elimination of the reduced appropriation of $8,000. I think it is 


| little enough. I believe that to strike it from the body of the bill 


at this time would be unwise, and I am unwilling to wait and 
find out whether in the course of our geographical progress we 
may not conclude to make an appropriation for the purpose. 

Mr. SQUIRE. May I ask the Senator from California one 
question in order to elucidate the point he has made? 

Mr. WHITE. Certainly. 

Mr. SQUIRE. Is it not true that it may be advisable that an 
appropriation shall be made for an investigation through the 
Geological Survey to determine the best methods of preserving 
the water supply and as to the various basins, the rock formation, 
and questions with reference to the water supply? That isaclass 
of inquiries aan foreign to the inquiry to be made under 
the direction of the Secretary of Agriculture. 

Mr. WHITE. There is no doubt about that. 

Mr. pay That seems to be very proper. 

Mr. WHITE. Yes, sir. 

Mr. SQUIRE. Even if we are successful to-day in retaining 
this pe, with its appropriation, we ought not thereby to be 
precluded from an effort to obtain an appropriation for the sup- 
port of the investigations through the Geological Bureau. I do 
not want to be — from an effort in that direction. I wish 
this explanation to be clear now, that each of the two bureaus is 
essential, one to determine the sources of the supply of water and 
the methods of supporting that supply, and the oho to determine 
the character of the soil to be benefited, and whether it is advan- 
tageous that there should be processes of irrigation undertaken 
in connection with a particular locality. 

It seems to me, if I understand the Senator from California cor- 
rectly, that he is in favor of the latter, but not in favor of it to the 
exclusion of the former. If I am correct I should like to have 
him assure me so. 

Mr. WHITE. I thoroughly agree with the Senator from Wash- 
ington. Of course there is a branch of the subject to which the 
attention of the Geological Bureau might well be directed, in the 
matter of ascertaining whether it is advisable to sink wells in 
certain regions,and soon. I might mention a thousand instances 
where the iearning and ability of —- versed in the subjects 
referred to by the Senator from Washington would be desirable. 
I am not, I trust, understood as doing anything here, either by my 
record or conduct, that will operate as an a of any charac- 
ter upon me regarding an FL gp saree under the Geological 
Survey or included within the appropriation for that Bureau. 
On the contrary, when that matter comes before us I shall be in 
favor of such an appropriation. But I am referring now to this 
particular item, which relates solely to agriculture. It is a small 
item, and perhaps we have already talked about it to such an ex- 
tent that, computing our time and the expense to which the Gov- 
ernment is put by reason of the discussion, we have expended 
more than the item amounts to. We have already voted to insert 
$8,000, and I trust the Senate will not recede from the position 
taken a few minutes ago. 
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Mr. SQUIRE. Mr. President, what is the exact question now 
before the Senate? f 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing to 
the amendment of the committee to strike out the clause as 
amended. 

Mr. ALLEN. Isuggestto theSenator from Florida who has the 
billin charge that we now adjourn. We have worked all the week, 
and it is now after 5 o’clock Saturday evening. I do not think 
anything is to be gained by continuing in session to-night. Imove 
that the Senate adjourn. 

Mr. CALL. Iask the Senator from Nebraska to withdraw the 
motion to adjourn for a few moments. 

Mr. ALLEN. Very well; I withdraw the motion for the pres- 
ent. 

Mr. CALL. {ask unanimous consent that we shall agree to 
vote on the pending amendment at the conclusion of the routine 
morning business on Monday. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there objection? 

Mr. HAWLEY. I wish to address the Senate for five minutes 
on one of the proposed amendments. I do-not intend to waste 
time. 

Mr. CALL. Then I ask unanimous consent that we shall com- 
mence to vote on the amendments at that time, limiting the de- 
— five minutes. There are only two or three other amend- 
ments. 

Peg HAWLEY. That is satisfactory. I want only five min- 
utes. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. That will be agreed to, if there 
be no objection. 

Mr. LODGE. I have no desire to object to that arrangement, 
if it is understood that I shall have the right to offer an amend- 
ment after the committee amendments are disposed of. 

Mr. CALL. Certainly, with five minutes’ debate. 

Mr. LODGE. That is all I want. 

Mr. HARRIS. I think the whole Senate can agree to the five- 
minute rule, but I should not be willing to agree to vote abso- 
lutely without debate. 

Mr. ALLEN. At the suggestion of the Senator from Kentucky 
I withdraw the motion to adjourn and will move—— 

Mr. CALL. The agreement is understood as unanimously 
agreed to? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. It is agreed to. 


EXECUTIVE SESSION, 


Mr. ALLEN. I move that the Senate proceed to the consider- 
ation of executive business. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate proceeded to the con- 
sideration of executive business. After five minutes spent in ex- 
ecutive session the doors were reopened, and (at 5 o’clock and 25 
minutes p. m.) the Senate adjourned until Monday, February 18, 
1895, at 12 o’clock m. 


CONFIRMATIONS. 
Executive nominations confirmed by the Senate February 16, 1895. 
SURVEYOR OF CUSTOMS. 


Bartholomew Kennedy, of Iowa, to be surveyor of customs for 
the port of Des Moines, in the State of Iowa. 


POSTMASTERS. 


Timothy J. Williams, to be postmaster at Richwood, in the 
county of Union and State of Ohio. 

Lee C. Atwood, to be postmaster at Conneaut, in the county of 
Ashtabula and State of Ohio. 

John Galligan, to be postmaster at Orange Valley, in the county 
of Essex and State of New Jersey. 

Solomon F. Henniger, to be postmaster at Shelton, in the county 
of Buffalo and State of Nebraska. 

Frederick A. Peck, to be postmaster at Humboldt, in the county 
of Humboldt and State of Iowa. 

Rockwell B. Mitchell, to be postmaster at Bridgeport, in the 
county of Belmont and State of Ohio. 

M. H. Alderson, to be postmaster at Wilson, in the county of 
Ellsworth and State of Kansas. 

John C. Curtin, to be postmaster at Helena, in the county of | 
Lewis and Clarke and State of Montana. 

Charles W. Parrott, to be postmaster at St. Charles, in the | 
county of Winona and State of Minnesota. 

David R. Post, to be postmaster at Deep River, in the county of | 
Middlesex and State of Connecticut. 

John T. Reynolds, to be postmaster at Greenville, in the county 
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HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
SATURDAY, February 16, 1895. 


The House met at 11 o’clock a.m. Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. 
E. B. Baasy. 
The Journal of the proceedings of yesterday was read and ap- 
proved. 
LAND GRANTS TO RAILROADS. 


The SPEAKER laid before the House a letter from the Secre- 
tary of the Interior, transmitting, pursuant to a House resolution 
dated January 5, 1895, information as to the amount of lands pat- 
ented to the land-grant railroad companies since May 26, 1894; 
which was referred to the Committee on the Public Lands. 


BRITISH-VENEZUELA BOUNDARY DISPUTE. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House the joint resolution 
(H. Res. 252) relative to the British-Venezuela boundary dispute, 
with amendments of the Senate thereto. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House con- 
cur in the Senate amendments. 

Mr. SAYERS. I would like to know what there is in this. 

The SPEAKER. TheClerk will report the Senate amendments. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Page 2, line 5, strike out the words “ boundary limits in Guiana” and insert 
the word “‘ boundary.”’ 

Page 2, line & strike out the word “‘most”’ before “ earnestly.” 

Strike out all of the preamble. 

Mr. REED. What have we to do with this? 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. This resolution passed the House and 
went to the Senate. It simply expresses the sense of the Congress 
of the United States that this boundary dispute, which has been 
in existence since 1827, and is affecting the commerce of this 
country and which involves a palpable violation of the Monroe 
doctrine, ought to be settled by arbitration. That is all there is 
in the resolution. The Senate struck out what they considered 
some superfluous words and the preamble, and I move that the 
House concur in the Senate amendments. 

The motion was agreed to. 


ISOLATED TRACTS OF PUBLIC LAND. 


The SPEAKER laid before the House a bill (H.R. 4952) to 
amend section 2455 of the Revised Statutes of the United States 
in relation to the sale of isolated tracts of public land, with an 
amendment of the Senate thereto. 

The Senate amendment was read, as follows: 

Page 1, line 8, strike out ‘ $2.50" and insert ‘ $1.25;" so as to make the clause 
read, ‘not less than $1.25 per acre.” 

Mr. NEILL. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House concur in the 
Senate amendment. 

a DOCKERY. Ishould like to hearsome explanation of this 

ill. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the bill. The Senate 
amendment explains itseif. It simply reduces the price of these 
lands from $2.50 to $1.25 per acre. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc , That section 2455 of the Revised Statutes of the United 
States be, and the same is hereby, amended so as to read as follows: 

“Sec. 2455. It shall be lawful for the Commissioner of the General Land 
Office to order into market and sell for not less than $2.50 per acre any iso- 
lated or disconnected tract or parcel of the public domain less than one quar- 
ter section which in his ju ent 1t would be proper to expose to sale after 
at least thirty days’ notice by the land officers of the district in which such 
land may be situated: Provided, That lands shall not become so isolated or 
disconnected until the same have been subject to homestead entry for a 
period of three years after the surrounding land has been entered, filed 
upon, or sold by the Government: Provided, That not more than 160 acres 
shall be sold to any one person.” 


Mr. COOMBS. Mr. Speaker, I should like to hear some further 
explanation of this. It looks to me as though some people had 
gone upon certain unappropriated public lands and were trying 
to get title to them under this bill. 

Mr. NEILL. There is nothing of that kind in it. 

Mr. TAWNEY. The public domain of the United States has 
not depreciated in value to the extent indicated by the Senate 
amendment, has it? 

Mr. NEILL. No, sir; but there are a few isolated tracts of 
land that can be sold under this bill. They are not subject to 
sale under the existing law. They are subject to homestead en- 


| try, but people will not occupy them under the homestead law. 


There are a good many such tracts in my own State. On the 
other hand, there are men who would buy 40, 80, or 100 acres of 
these lands for use in connection with adjoining farms. This 
bill as it passed the House fixed the minimum rate at $2.50 per 
acre. 
A MemBer. That is what it ought to be. 

Mr. NEILL. No; because there are some of these lands that 
are not worth that; but this bill provides that they shall be offered 


















A bill (8. 2409) granting certain landsin the abandoned military 
reservation at Fort McKinney, Johnson County, Wyo., to the 
State of Wyoming for public purposes—to the Committee on the 
Public Lands. ; ex 3 
A bill (S. 2576) for the erection of a pone building at Paris, 
Ky.—to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 


LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 


By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted to Mr. TUR- 
NER of Virginia, for this day, on account of sickness. 


DEFICIENCY APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, from the Committee on Appropriations, 
reported a bill (H. R. 8892) making appropriations to su ply de- 
ficiencies in the appropriations for the fiscal year ending June 30, 
1895, for prior years, and for other purposes; which was referred 
to the Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union, and, 
with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE. I desire to give notice, Mr. Speaker, 
that I shall ask the House to consider this bill immediately after 
the naval appropriation bill has been disposed of. 


PRESBYTERIAN CHURCH, DARDANELLE, ARK. 


Mr. TERRY. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for the 
present consideration of the bill (H.R.8709) for the relief of the 
trustees of the Presbyterian Church of Dardanelle, Yell County, 
Ark 


The SPEAKER. The bill will be read, subject to the right of 


objection. 
The bill was read at length. 
Mr. TERRY. =I will state in connection with this matter—— 


Mr. DINGLEY. I reserve the right of objection until we can 
hear an explanation of this matter or have the report read. 

Mr. TERRY. I wish to state, with the consent of the House, 
one fact before the report is read. 

When this bill was called up for unanimous consent some time 
ago, objection was made to it by the gentleman from New York 
[Mr. Ray]. After a consultation with him,we agreed upon an 
amendment which he considered satisfactory and withdrew his 
objection. When I called it up again objection was then made 
to it by the chairman of the Committee on Appropriations, but we 
got together and finally prepared an amendment to obviate his 
objection, and the bill when so amended will read as follows: 


A bill (H. R. 8709) for the relief of the trustees of the Presbyterian Church of 
Dardanelle, Yell County, Ark. 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of War be, and he is hereby, author- 
ized and directed to cause to beinvestigated by the Quartermaster’s Depart- 
ment of the United States Army the circumstances, character, and extent of 
the damages by United States troops during the late war of the church build- 
ing and grounds of the Presbyterian Church of Dardanelle, Yell County, 
Ark., and the actual value of the building and material taken, and report to 
Congress the result of such investigation. 

That is all there is of it. It simply provides for an investiga- 
tion and report to Congress of the result of such investigation. 

Mr. REED. Is the gentleman prepared to make an investiga- 
tion by the Quartermaster’s Department of all cases of that sort 
which arose in the South during the war? If it is not his purpose 
to do so, it would seem better that we should not begin. 

Mr. TERRY. If the gentleman from Maine will permit me— 
by order of the Commanding General of the Armies of the United 
States, approved by President Lincoln himself, in 1863 it was ex- 
pressly directed that no interference on the part of the military 
forces should be had with churches or schools—— 

Mr. REED. That is right. 

Mr. TERRY. Butin this case they did tear down the buildings 
and used them for barracks, as I understand—— 

Mr. COOMBS. Does not that bring it under the general law? 

Mr. TERRY. Well, it has been under such “‘ general” law for 
all of these years that we have never been able to get anything on 
account of the damage done. The claim was filed in 1870, as I 
understand, and I suppose is now in the War Department; and 
there is no reason on earth why the Department should not make 
an investigation and ascertain the facts in connection with the 
matter. They are not asked to make an appropriation, but simply 
to report their findings. 

Mr. REED. That is to say, all you want to do now is to get the 
camel's nose into the tent? 

Mr. TERRY. Well, if the gander has a right to get in I do not 
see ~~ we should keep it out. [Laughter. } 

Mr. REED. My reference to natural history was to the camel, 
not the ‘‘ gander.” ughter. | 

Mr. TERRY. Well, I understood you to say you “ gander.” 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request of the gentle- 
man from Arkansas? 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. I want to make just this suggestion 
to the gentleman, that the Second Deputy Comptroller is very 
handy now in auditing accounts presented of this character where 
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property has been used for the erection of barracks, quarters, etc., 
which goes to the occupation of churches, schoolhouses, and mat- 
ters of that kind. The matter has been undergoing an investiga 
tion before the committee over which the gentleman from Texas 
[Mr. SaYERs] presides, in connection with the deficiency bill, and 
the knife has been used quite freely so far as that class of cases is 
concerned, with the approval of the gentleman from Texas, and 
used to cut out all of that class of claims. It seems to me that 
matter had better be fought out before we, by resolution of Con- 
gress or otherwise, journey any further aiong this line. 

Mr. TERRY. I hope the gentleman will withhold his objection 
until I have finished my statement. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. If the gentleman wants to establish 
the principle there is no case where he can better do it than on 
these claims that come with the blessing of an audit by the ac- 
counting officers of the Treasury, and in view of the fact that it 
will enable us to establish the principle, and in view of the fact 
that until it is established it seems to me it is an unnecessary and 
improper expense, and that we should not go further along this 
line, therefore, while I rarely object to anything in the House, yet 
for the reasons indicated I feel constrained to object to this. 

The SPEAKER. Objection is made. 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


A message from the Senate, by Mr. PLatr, one of its clerks, an- 
nounced that the Senate had passed with amendments a bill and 


joint resolution of the following titles; in which the concurrence 


of the House was requested: 

A bill (H. R. 8272) making appropriations for the service of the 
a Department for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1896; 
an 

Joint resolution (H. Res. 209) anthorizing the Secretary of War 
to deliver condemned cannon to Asher Gaylord Post,Grand Army 
of the Republic, of Plymouth, Pa., and to Eckley B. Coxe Post, 
Grand Army of the Republic, of Freeland, Pa. 

The message also announced that the Senate had passed bills 
of the following titles; in which the concurrence of the House 
was requested: 

A bill (S. 2726) to amend an act entitled ‘‘An act to authorize 
the construction of a bridge over the Missouri River at or near 
the city of Lexington, Mo.,” approved July 26, 1894; 

A bill (S. 2365) for the relief of Northup & Chick; and 

A bill (S. 2377) for the relief of H. F. Menough, late postmaster 
at Rock Springs, Wyo. 


ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


Mr. PEARSON, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, reported 
that they had examined and found truly enrolled bills of the fol- 
lowing titles; when the Speaker signed the same: 

A bill (S. 2595) to establish a life-saving station at or near City 
Point, Boston Harbor, Massachusetts; 

A bill (8.1813) providing an additional circuit judge in the 
ninth judicial circuit; 

A bill (H. R. 4283) to provide for the purchase of a site and the 
— of a public building thereon in the city of Cumberland, 
2 “5 

A bill (H.R. 109) to provide for the purchase of a site and the 
erection of a public building thereon at South Omaha, in the State 
of Nebraska; 

A bill (H. R. 2337) for the erection of a public building at New- 
port, Ky. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEE, 


The following reports of committee were handed in at the Clerk’s 
desk, referred to their appropriate Calendar, and otherwise dis- 
posed of as indicated below: 


PUBLIC BUILDING, NEWPORT NEWS, VA. 


Mr. McKAIG, from the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds, reported back favorably the bill (S. 915) for the erection of 
a public building for the use of the custom-house and post-office at 
Newport News, in the district of Newport News, Va.; whick was 
referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the 
Union, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 


PUBLIC BUILDING IN THE CITIES OF WINSTON-SALEM, N. C. 


Mr. McKAITG, also from the Committee on Public Buildings 
and Grounds, reported back the bill (S. 2663) to provide for th: 
erection of a public building in the cities of Winston-Salem, N.C.; 
which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the 
state of the Union, and, with the accompanying report, ordered 
to be printed. 

WARREN C. BEACH. 


Mr. CURTIS of New York. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous con- 
sent for the present consideration of the bill (H. R.8715) to place 
Warren C. Beach on the retired list of the Army. 
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The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the President be, and he is hereby, authorized, by and 
with the advice and consent of the Senate, to place on the retired list of the 
Army, with the rank of captain, Warren C. h: Provided, That the said 
Warren ©. Beach shall not, by virtue of such restoration to the Army, be en- 
titled to back, present, or future pay or allowances of any kind wha ver. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New York asks unani- 
mous consent to consider this bill. Is there objection? 

Mr. SAYERS. Let us have an explanation of it. 

The SPEAKER. Without objection, the gentleman from New 
York can make a short explanation. 

Mr. CURTISof New York. Captain Beach graduated from West 
Point and served twenty-one years inthe Army. Then, being in fail- 
ing health, and having some business to attend to in another part 
of the country, being out on the plains, he asked to be retired or 
to have leave of absence. He did not get an order for either. He 
resigned, expecting, however, that after he got to Washington 
and attended to his business he could be ordered before a retiring 
board. That failed. He is now willing to take retirement, with- 
out having any pay for the past or future, but simply placing him 
on the army list as an officer. There is precedent for that. 

Mr. SAYERS. Mr. Speaker, I object to that bill. 

Subsequently Mr. SavERs withdrew his objection. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present consideration 
of this bill? 

There was no objection. . 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; and 
being engrossed, was accordingly read the third time, and passed 

On motion of Mr. CURTIS of New York, a motion to reconsider 
the last vote was laid on the table. 


PENSION BILLS PASSED. 


Mr. MARTIN of Indiana. Mr.Speaker, I ask that the bills re- 
ported from the Committee of the ole last night be taken up 
and considered. 

Mr. TALBOTT of Maryland. I want to know about how long 
the gentleman thinks that will take? 

Mr. MARTIN of Indiana. It will not takeover thirty minutes. 

Mr. TALBOTT of Maryland. If the gentleman thinks he can 
get through by 12 o’clock, I shall not object. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Indiana eg MARTIN] 
calls up certain bills, which, under the rule, have the right to be 
considered. The previous question was ordered last night on 
those bills, which would bring them up immediately after the 
reading of the Journal, subject in this case, by special order, to 
appropriation and revenue bills; but appropriation bills do not an- 
tagonize them, and therefore the House will proceed to consider 
these bills. 

The following bills, reported from the Committee of the Whole 
on the Private Calendar, were severally considered, the amend- 
ments recommended by the committee agreed to, the Senate bills 
ordered to a third reading, read a third time, and passed, and the 
House bills ordered to be engrossed and read a third time, and 
being engrossed, read a third time, and passed: 

A bill (S. 1969) granting a pension to Harrison C. Hobart. 

A bill (BH. R. ) to remove the charge of desertion from the 
military record of Wear Crawford. (Title amended in accord- 
ance with the recommendation of the committee. ) 

A. bill (H. R. 6901) to increase the pension of Maj. Gen. Julius 
H., Stahel. 

A bill (H. R. 575) granting a pension to Charity Ann Smith. 

A bill (H.R. 7177) for the relief of Barzilla C. Hudson. 

A bill (H. R. 8264) granting a pension to Saloma Mangold. 

A bill (H.R. 5565) granting a pension to Joseph R. Brooks. 

A bill (S. 2599) granting a pension to Caroline E. Wessels. 

A bill (H.R.6646) for the relief of Albert Munson. (Title 
amended in accordance with the recommendation of the commit- 


tec.) 
A. bill (H. R. 2218) for the relief of John B. Leach. (Title 
— in accordance with the recommendation of the commit- 
The SPEAKER. Without objection, a motion to reconsider the 
vote by which each of these bills passed, and to lay on the table 
the motion to reconsider, will be considered as made, and the mo- 
tion to lay on the table will be considered as agreed to in each 


case. 
There was no objection. 
ALEXANDER WILLIAMSON, 


The SPEAKER laid before the House the following bill, re- 
— to the House by the Committee of the Whole House on the 
vate Calendar with the recommendation that as amended it do 


Pea bill (H. R. 8099) to increase the pension of Alexander Wil- 
liamson. 
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The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the present pension paid to Alexander Williamson, 
a private in ae H, Second Regiment Kentucky Infantry, during the 
war with Mexico, be, and is hereby, increased to per month, and the Com- 
missioner of Pensions be, and he is hereby, direc to have his name placed 
on the pension roll at such increased pension. 


The committee recommended the following amendments: 


Amend by striking out the word “fifty,” in line 6, and inserting in lieu 
thereof the word “ twenty-five,” so as to fix the rate of pension at $25 per 
month. Also amend by striking out ‘‘Commissioner of Pensions,” in line 6, 
and substituting therefor “Secretary of the Interior.’ 


Mr. LOUD. I desire to make a short statement in connection 
with this bill. It proposes to grant an extraordinary pension to 
a soldier of the Mexican war, on account of blindness developed 
forty years after said war. While I do not desire to be specially 
technical, or to throw myself in the way of the passage of pension 
bills in this House, I desire to state in justice to myself that I 
presented to the Fifty-second Congress, and again to the Fifty- 
third Congress, two bills proposing to pension soldiers of the late 
war who had served three years, the ground of the application 
being in each case the blindness of the applicant. I was informed 
by the committee that it was contrary to the policy of the Pension 
Office to report bills granting extraordinary pensions in cases of 
this character. 

I am inclined to think that the judgment of the Pensions Com- 
mittee was absolutely just and proper, because all these cases 
have been presented to the Pension Office. They have presented 
all evidence that was possible to connect their blindness with their 
service in the Army. Now, then, if it is impossible to connect 
blindness twenty years after the late war with the service, it seems 
to me that it is much harder to connect blindness occurring forty 
years after the Mexican war. The only object I have in making 
this statement to the House is to show that once in a while, if a 
member has special friendly connection, or is a member of the 
Committee on Pensions, he can secure a favorable recommenda- 
tion from that committee and bring his claim before this House. 

These matters should be acted on in justice and equity to all. 
They should be covered by general law or at least there should be 
no exception made in any case. I will say again, Mr. Speaker, 
that I believe the position taken by the committee in the two cases 
that I introduced here and had referred to them was perfectly just, 
correct, and proper, and that very course, in my opinion, should 
have been followed in this case. I shall not raise any technical 
objection to the case, however, but make this statement in justice 
to, and the cases introduced by, myself. 

The amendment recommended by the Committee of the Whole 
was to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and ; 

On motion of Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, a motion to reconsider 
the vote by which the bill was passed was laid on the table. 


JOHN J. SHIPMAN. 


Mr. MEREDITH. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for 
the present consideration of the bill which I send to the Clerk’s 


esk. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


A bill (H. R. 7076) to execute the findings of the Court of Claims in the matter 
of the claim of John J. Shipman. 
Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and heis hereby, 
authorized and directed to pay to John J. Shipman, out of oni suey in the 
reasury not otherwise appropriated, the sum of $17,811.96, the same being 
the amount found by the Court of Claims to be due to the said John J. oP. 
man from the United States for stone furnished and delivered by the said 
Shipman to the United States and used by it in the construction of a lock on 
the Sandy River near sae, Sy the said findings of the Court of 
ms m made in a p ng and trial in said court authorized 
by resolution of the Senate of the 16th day of January, A. D. 1889, Sransmit- 
sai : the Court of Claims under the provisions of an act ap- 
roved the 3d day of March, A. D.t1883 (twenty-second volume United States 
Btatutes, 485) and an act approved the 3d day of March, A. D. 1887 (twenty- 
Statutes, 505), to be instituted in 


fourth volume United Sta d court 
e United 


States. 


Mr. SAYERS. Let us have an explanation of this bill. 

Mr. MEREDITH. I will ask for the reading of the report, or I 
will make a statement. 

The SPEAKER. The report is three pages long. Without ob- 
jection, the pone may make a brief statement. 

Mr. MEREDITH. This is simply a bill to carry out the find- 
i of the Court of Claims and to Rey. a gentleman by the name 
of Shipman for stone furnished to the United States Government 
under a contract which has been recognized, the facts all found 
by the Court of Claims and a certain amount ascertained to be 
due. This is simply asking the Government to carry out its con- 


Mr. SAYERS. How much does it involve? 
Mr. MEREDITH. Seventeen thousand dollars. 









Mr. SAYERS. Then I want to look into it before I give con- 
sent to its consideration. 

Mr. MEREDITH. The question is whether it is a just and 
a claim. : 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Texas objects. _ 

Mr. MEREDITH. Is it not too late to object after unanimous 
consent has been given? 

The SPEAKER. Unanimous consent was not given. 

Mr. MEREDITH. I thought it was. 


MARTHA CUSTIS CARTER, 


Mr. RANDALL. I ask unanimous consent for the present con- 
sideration of the bill (H.R.4756) to grant a pension to Martha 
Custis Carter. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place the name of Martha Custis Carter, widow of 
Samuel P. Carter, late rear-admiral of the United States Navy and major- 

general of the United States Volunteers, on the pension roll, subject to the 
' provisions anaG limitations of the pension laws, and are a pension at the 
rate of $100 per month from and after the passage of this act. 

Mr. TALBERT of South Carolina. Has that bill been consid- 
ered in Committee of the Whole? : 

Mr. RANDALL. It has been amended in the committee. _ 

Mr. TALBERT of South Carolina. Has it been considered in 
Committee of the Whole at a Friday night session? 

Mr. RANDALL. No; it has not. ; 

Mr. TALBERT of South Carolina. Then Iobject, Mr. Speaker. 

Mr. SAYERS. I call for the regular order. 

The SPEAKER. The regular order is demanded, The regu- 
lar order is the call of committees for reports. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 





Mr. TALBOTT of Maryland. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous | 


consent to dispense with the call of committees for reports, and 
that gentlemen having reports to file may be permitted to hand 
them to the Clerk. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

Mr. TALBOTT of Maryland. I will yield to the gentleman 
from Illinois to ask unanimous consent for the consideration of a 
measure. 

Mr. DURBOROW. [ask consideration for a measure that has 
been reported by the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Texas demands the reg- 
ular order, which cuts off requests for unanimous consent. 

Mr. SAYERS. I demand the regular order, Mr. Speaker. 

Mr. TALBOTT of Maryland. I move that the House resolve 
itself into Committee of the Whole House on the state of the 
Union for the consideration of general appropriation bills. _ 

Mr. DURBOROW. Pending that motion, I ask unanimous 
consent for the consideration of the bill which I have in my hand. 
It is a bill reported from the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

The SPEAKER. The regular order cuts off everything. 

Mr. SAYERS. I will withdraw the demand for the regular 
order, so as to allow the gentleman an opportunity of having his 
bill considered. 

Mr. TALBOTT of Maryland. Then I withdraw the motion to 
go into Committee of the Whole for the present, to let the genile- 
man have an opportunity to go into Committee of the Whole, 
which is for the purpose of disposing of the caravels. 


TRANSFER OF REPRODUCTION OF CARAVELS OF COLUMBUS TO CO- 
LUMBIAN MUSEUM, CHICAGO. 


The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Illinois asks unanimous 
consent for the present consideration of a bill which the Clerk 
will report. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


A bill (S. 1454) authorizing the Secre of the Navy to transfer the reproduc- 


tions of the caravels of Columbus tothe Columbian Museum of Chicago. 
of the Navy be, and he hereby is, au- 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Saeeey, 
thorized to transfer to the trustees of the Columbian Museum of Chicago the 
reproductions of the caravels of Columbus, the Santa Maria, Nina, and Pinta, 


which were exhibited at the World’s Coiumbian Exposition. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present consideration 
of this bill? 

Mr. STORER. I object. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Ohio objects. 

NAVAL APPROPRIATION BILL. 

The SPEAKER. The gentlemanfrom Maryland moves that the 
House resolve itself into Committee of the Whole House on the 
re og of the Union for the consideration of general appropriation 

The motion was 


eed to. 
The House accordingly resolved itself into Committee of the 
Whole House on the state of the Union, Mr. O’NEt of Massachu- 
setts in the chair. 
The CHAIRMAN. The House is in Committee of the Whole 
for the consideration of the bill the title of which the Clerk will 


report. 
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| grand total of over 16,000,000 people. 





The Clerk read as follows: 


A bill (H. R. 8665) making appropriations for the naval service for the fiscal 
year ending June 30, 1896, end for other purposes. 

Mr. GEISSENHAINER. Mr. Chairman, inasmuch as the lead- 
ing features of the bill under discussion have been fully and very 
eloquently debated, and inasmuch as the Committee on Naval 
Affairs has determined that, as far as possible, every member of 
the House shall have an opportunity of expressing his views on 
this subject, I will confine myself to a very few brief remarks, in 
which I shall attempt to touch upon certain points that have not 
hitherto been alluded to. 

I desire first, sir, to call the attention of the House to the vast 
extent of sea mileage under the jurisdiction of this Government. 
On the Atlantic we have a coast line of 2,732 miles, and a coast 
line of bays, rivers, etc., to the head of ship navigation of 33,778 
miles: making a total of 36,510 miles. Onthe Gulf coast we have 
a total mileage of 19,143 miles. On the Pacific coast we have a 
total mileage of 8,900 miles, and on the Alaska coast 26,376. This 
makes the total of our outer coast 10,376 miles; bays, rivers, etc., 
80,553 miles; making a grand total of 90,929 miles. The popula- 
tion along the coast in the seaboard and lake towns amounts to a 
Along this coast are seven or 
eight cities aggregating a wealth of between three and four billion 
dollars. This wealth, sir, is to be protected by war vessels. In 
the late civil war the number of vessels obliged to be employed 
was 697, as follows: 
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In 1864, 109 vessels were added, and the Navy consisted of 697 
vessels of a tonnage of 510,396, carrying 4,610 guns. 
The growth was not confined to vessels. From 7,690 men in 


| service at the beginning in 1861, the number was increased to 


51,500. 
The aggregate of laborers and artisans employed in the navy- 


| yards was 16,880, an increase from 3,844 previously in the pay of 


the Government. About the same number was employed in pri- 
vate yards and establishments. 

Now, sir, we who are liable—thank God not toa condition of the 
same kind again, but to foreign attack—have not one single bat- 
tleship. We have some under preparation and building, but not 
one ready to defend our coast. 

Mr. Chairman, John Adams, contemporaneous with Thomas 
Jefferson in almost every particular, even to the date of his death, 
because they died on the same 4th of July at nearly the same hour, 
said in a letter written to Thomas Truxtun in 1802: 

“The counsel which Themistocles gave to Athens, Pompey to 
Rome, Cromwell to England, De Witt to Holland, Colbert to 
France, I have always given and shall continue to give to my fel- 
low-countrymen, that, as the great questions of commerce and 
power between nations and empires must be decided by a mili- 
tary marine, and war and e are determined at sea, all neces- 
sary encouragement should be given to the Navy. The trident of 
Neptune is the scepter of the world. 

his advice, given by that great man at that early date, has held 
good ever since. Itis democratic. It is Jeffersonian. Thomas 
Jefferson and John Adams were contemporaries, and although 
there may have been a difficulty between them for some years, 
death came to them at almost the same hour, and we are told that 
the last words on the lips of Adams were ‘‘ Jefferson still survives.” 

Now, Mr. Chairman, having alluded to that affecting historical 
incident, I want now to allude to another. There is an item in 
this bill for the repair of that gallant old ship, the Constitution, 
sometimes known by the name of “ Old Ironsides.” 

The Secretary of the Navy, in his report in support of this appro- 
priation, makes the following statement: 

‘‘For many years past this vessel has been used as a receiving 
ship at the navy-yard, Portsmouth, N. H., has been housed over, 
and only such repairs put upon her as would render her habitable 
and in condition to float. Her present state is such that if this 
famous old ship is to be longer preserved as a memento of our 
— past a larger sum of money than that appropriated at the 

st session will benecessary. In view of the memories which are 
inseparably connected with this vessel, the Department believes 
that it would be wise for Congress to authorize that she be re- 
paired and put in such condition as will enable the Department 
to preserve her indefinitely. Should such an act be passed the old 
ship might then be brought to Washington and kept at the navy- 
yard as an object of interest to the many thousands of patriotic 
Americans annually visiting the capital of the nation.” 

She was built in September, 1797, and in the early years of the 
century, when war was imminent between France and the United 
States, she played her part in defending our commerce. Again, 
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under Captain Hull, she gained a most signal victory over the 
Guerriere. Later on, under Captain Bainbridge, she achieved a 
victory over the frigate Jawa, a afterwards, in the Bay of Biscay, 
under Captain Stewart, over the two British frigates, the Cyane 
and the Levant. Her reputation is national. One of her com- 
manders that I have named came from New England. Two of | 
them came, respectively, from Pennsylvania and New Jersey. In 
1829, when she was very much dilapidated, according to the re- 
ports, Secretary Branch ordered her to be pulled to pieces, but 
public sentiment ran so high and the people were so much opposed 
to the destruction of the old ship that popular meetings were held 
throughout the country and the Secretary was denounced and was 
obliged to rescind his order and to direct that she should be re- 
paired and put into commission. The poet of Massachusetts, 
Oliver Wendell Holmes, as you will remember, composed a poem 
of three stanzas on that occasion which has lived undimmed from 
that day to this: 


Ay, tear her tattered ensign down! 


ong has it waved on high, 
And many an eye has danced to see 
That banner in the sky. 
Beneath it rung the battle-shout 
And burst the cannon's roar— 
The meteor of the ocean air 
Shall sweep the clouds no more! 


Her deck, once red with heroes’ blood, 
Where knelt the vanquished foe, 

When winds were hurrying o’er the flood 
And waves were white below, 

No more shall feel the victor's tread, ® 
Or know the conquered knee; 

The harpies of the shore shall pluck 
The eagle of the sea! 

Oh! better that her shattered hulk 
Should sink beneath the wave; 

Her thunders shook the mighty deep, 
And there shonld be her grave! 

Nail to the mast her holy flag, 
Set every threadbare sail, 

And give her to the god of storms, 
The lightning and the gale! 


The gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. EVERETT] must surely 
have forgotten this incident when he made his speech yesterday. 
That expression of popular sentiment comes from the land of his 
birth. That poem appealed to the popular American heart and I 
dare say that every schoolboy has it in his repertoire. 

But, sir, the Constitution is not dead. Jefferson did not order | 
the sale of the Constitution. She is still ours, and this bill pro- 
poses to expend a small sum of money upon her repair and trans- 

| 
| 
MS 





portation to the navy-yard in this city, that she may, at the capi- 
tal of the nation, be ‘looked upon fs e nation as one of the great 
pioneers of our Navy. fe Sent 0 

Mr. Chairman, it een eoriaes by some gentlemen that 
instead of the Navy being augmented the gospel of peace should 
be promulgated. Sir, 1 for one would gladly hail that state : 
things. i should be glad to see the sword forever sheathed. 
should be glad to see the guns forever dismounted. 

But, sir, such things have not been—not since the incipiency of 
Christianity. No, not since the world began. The great Master 
himself has said, “‘ When ye hear of wars and rumors of wars, be 
not troubled, for such things must needs be.” 

Sir, when that day arrives, when the millennium shall be at hand, | 
then will it be a proper time to discontinue our defenses, then 

| 





shall the lion and the lamb lie down together and all the world 
be at peace. But, sir, until that time does come this country 
must maintain her honor and her dignity,and protect the life, 
liberty, and property of her people. Beneath her flag her people 
seek to live a peaceful life of freedom, and no freedom can be ob- 
— unless they are in a position te secure and uphold it. [Ap- | 
use. 

‘ A taite giving the miles of coast line which should be protected 
is appended. 

Statute miles. 
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I also subjoin an extract from the report submitted to the House 
by Mr. Herbert on the ‘‘ Increase of the Navy,” March 10, 1886, 
which wasat that time prepared by Lieutenant Griffin, of the Nav y; 
showing the value of destruc tible property subject to the fire of 
an enemy’s guns in the cities menial 


Portland, Me $35, 000, 000 
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I also append the seaport and lake population of the cities of 
the United States liable to be attacked by an enemy: 


LAKE TOWNS. | SEAPORT TOWNS—continued. 
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Duluth, Minn. .............. $3,115 | Providence, R.I............ 135, 000 
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Mr. WASHINGTON. Mr. Speaker, I wish to call attention 
briefly to some of the items in this bill so as to give the House an 
opportunity to consider seriously whether we are ready at this 
day, in a time of profound , to enter upon the construction of 
battle ships and the extension of the Navy in sucha way as to lead 
eventually to an expenditure of perhaps $350,000,000 in the con- 
struction of new ships, and whether we shall then be ready to vote 
annually the enormous sum of money which will be necessary to 
keep those vessels properly armed, properly manned, and properly 
equipped. A brief glance through this bill will give us some idea 
of what must be the expenditure to keep up the Navy as it now 
exists and to provide for the increased expenditure which will 
necessarily follow the completion of the vessels already contracted 
for and now in course of construction. 

This is one of the only appropriation bills which in all my ex- 
perience in this House has come from the committee in such a 
shape as actually to increase the estimates of the Department. We 
all know that there is scarcely a Department of this Government 
that does not make its estimates with a liberal allowance, provid- 
ing for all sorts of deductions by the committee which is to con- 
sider its bills. The Navy Department estimated what would be 
necessary to meet all its regular and current expenditures for the 
ensuing year, and yet the Committee on Naval Affairs has brought 
in a bill which increases the estimates of the Secretary to the. ex- 
tent of $844,927. It has been said that much of this increase be- 
yond the estimates is due to the fact that they propose to build 
three battle ships and twelve torpedo boats. 

An investigation of the bill and report shows that the amount 
actually appropriated because of this proposed increase in the 
number of vessels is only $535,629, leaving $309,298 of the increase 
unaccounted for, except on the general principle of extravagance. 

Mr. TALBOTT of Maryland. Will the gentleman pardon me 
a moment? 

Mr. WASHINGTON. I must beg the gentleman not to inter- 
rupt me. My time is limited to thirty minutes, and the gentle- 
men favoring the bill control nearly all the time which has been 
allotted to general debate. I am constrained, therefore, to ask 
that I be not interrupted. 

Mr. TALBOTT of Maryland. All right. 

Mr. WASHINGTON. Now, Mr. Chairman, asI was about tosay, 
this bill increases the appropriation of last year $5,444,197.14. The 
naval bill of 1894 as it Sanaa a law appropriated $25,366 ,829.72. 
This bill asks for $31,807,521.30. Comment seems unnecessary. 
Can the country, can the Treas stand an annual increase of 
five and a half million dollars in the cost of our Navy. 

Every new ship finished and put inte commission entails a heavy 
additional expense each year. e Naval Committee, for instance, 
has increased the aap oy open for the equipment of vessels $1838,- 
000 because of four or five new ships going into commission dur- 
ing the past year. We are nowhere given a detailed statement of 
the cost per day or per annum of maintaining one of these great 
floating palaces; but the cost is enormous. 

The committee tell us briefly in the report that the estimates 
submitted by the Bureau of Ordnance have been increased in the 
sum of $1,131,081.50 over the existing law. They say that of this 
sum $150,000 is for a modern battery for the Hartford, $159,558.50 
is for a reserve supply of S, $130,000 for a reserve suppiy of 
projectiles, $242,500 for additional torpedoes, and $75,000 for a 
mayazine at Craney Island. I should think the purchase of so 
many projectiles and additional torpedoes would require addi- 
tional magazine space. I have heard no reason whatever given 
for all this additional war material. I also find an item of $500,- 
000 for reserve guns for auxiliary cruisers, 

Why, sir, we have no auxiliary cruisers that I know of except 
the Paris arid the New York. It seems to me it would be ample 
time to enter upon the purchase and manufacture of guns for anx- 
iliary cruisers after we shall have found vessels of that class flying 
the American flag which we would have the right to take and to 
use in casetheemergency should arise. Until there has been such 
modification of our shipping laws that American-owned vessels 
can sail under the American flag, no matter where the vessel may 
have been constructed, it is not probable that we will have many 
auxiliary cruisers. 

But to return to the increase of the Navy. It is recommended 
that 2,000 additional men be enlisted in the Navy. This increase 
is said to be necessary in order to put the new ships already fin- 
ished in commission. The bill carries an increase of $460,481 to 





ss for these new men if enlisted. The report states that | 


re will be required on account of ships finished last year the 
following additional sums: For Bureau of Equipment, $188,000; 
for Bureau Steam Engineering, $245,000; ato $433,000, which, 
added to what it is said will be needed for the 2,000 additional 
men, will make an annual increase of $893,481, from which, if 
once authorized, I fear we can never escape. 

In these matters we can never go backward. We must continue 
to advance. I can see no necessity, therefore, for entering upon 
a reckless expenditure of public money at a time when the receipts 
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of the Treasury are barely adequate to meet our current and nec- 
essary obligations. 

_ In speaking of this proposed increase of the Navy, I want to 
invite the attention of the House to a report which was made by 
what was known as the naval-policy board, which was appointed, 
if I remember correctly, in 1882 or 1883, and which reported a gen- 
eral plan for the increase of the Navy. The policy board recom- 
mended the building of a total number of 227 vessels—10 first- 
class battle ships, to cost $56,000,000; 3 first-class battle ships of 
great endurance, to cost $11,000,000, and so on—the report giving 
each class and kind of vessel, which I will not consume time in 
enumerating. The total, as I have said, was 227 vessels, which 
were to cost a gross sum of $349,515,000. In carrying out in a 
general way the recommendations of this policy board we have 
already built and equipped vessels sufficient to maintain all the 
naval power that we shall need on the high seas for the next 
quarter of a century. 

I do not share the apprehension of those gentlemen who think 
it essential that in order to preserve the integrity of the Republic 
and to keep peace within and without our borders we must pos- 
sess a naval establishment equal to that of the great powers of the 
earth, either singly or combined. We should reflect what it would 
cost to indulgein such aluxury. I find from the best information 
at command that Great Britain to-day has a navy embracing about 
275 vessels of all kinds, most of which are constantly in commis- 
sion. Her annual expenditure for the maintenance of that num- 
ber of vessels and their —— equipment amounts to $87,000,000. 
France has 187 vessels, and her annual expenditure upon her nayy 
is about $52,000,000. Germany has 75 vessels, with an annual ex- 
penditure upon her navy of $23,000,000. Russia, with 120 vessels, 
many of them small wooden vessels, spends $30,000,000 per annum 
upon her navy. Italy has about 91 vessels in her navy, and the 
annual expense for its maintenance is over $20,000,000. The 
United States, from the best information I can get, has about 47 ~ 
vessels, many of which are frequently out of commission, and we 
spent last year something over $25,000,000 in their maimfénance. 
It is proposed in the pending bill to spend more than $31,000,000 
this year in maintaining these vessels and laying the keels of a 
few others which it is proposed to construct. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, if we are to undertake to emulate the ex- 
ample of European nations who are always ready to fly at each 
other’s throats, in their armaments, and who are maintaining them 
at the expense of their tax-ridden people, we must expect an ex- 
penditure which in the near future, if we follow the ratio in this 
bill, will soon reach fifty to sixty millions annually. That would 
be an outrageous and an unnecessary burden upon the people 
of thiscountry. I find that the English navy costs $1,021 per man; 
our Navy costs $1,500 per man, nearly one-third more. If there- 
fore it costs England eighty-seven millions per annum to maintain 
her present navy, it wouid cost the United States three times that 
sum, or two hundred and sixty-one millions per annum, to main- 
tain a navy as large as that of England to-day. Are we prepared 
to put this awful burden on our people? If so, for what object? 
Is any nation threatening to invade our shores? Does our foreign 
commerce need any such protection? Is it barely possible that this 
great anxiety for a large new navy may have some connection 
with the desire for territorial acquisition, so evident in some quar- 
ters? Possibly there is some connection between a great navy 
and the annexation of the Sandwich Islands. Perhaps some am- 
bitious statesmen are dreaming of taking Cuba under our protec- 


tion. Ifwe are to engage in a war of conquest, we certainly shall 
need a navy, and the sooner we build our ships the better. 
Mr. DOCKERY. If the gentleman will permit me, in addition 


to the vessels that have been already constructed how many others 
are there in process of construction? 

Mr. TALBOTT of Maryland. The gentleman from Missouri 
asks a question, and I will answer it with the consent of the gen- 
tleman from Tennessee. This bill provides for the completion of 
every vessel that is now authorized by law. Provision is made 
in the bill for each one of them in detail. 

Mr. WASHINGTON. Butthat is not the whole of the expense 
by any means. The gentleman must remember that if it takes 
$31,000,000 to provide for the vessels already completed and to 
a. them in commission, it would require a vastly greater sum 
if the 15 vessels named in this bill be constructed. It will take 
forty orforty-five millions next year, and will continue to increase. 
As I said, when once started you can not escape from it. 

Our Navy is already amply able to maintain the dignity of the 
United States, and to protect the rights of our citizens on all the 
seas. I do not think any further increase necessary at this time. 
It is a waste of time for gentlemen to figure up the thousands of 
miles of seacoast line on the Atlantic, the Pacific, the Gulf, and the 
Great Lakes of the North and then undertake to show how imade- 
quate the Navy is in comparison to that of Great Britam. There 


is no parallel between the situation of the United States and of 
Great Britain, and there is no reason for making the comparison. 
Why, if we would undertake to place at the mouth of every har- 
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bor, inlet, and bay on the coast a great armored vessel, and keep 
stationed there a fast cruiser, the burden of taxation would be so 
eat upon the people of this country that in ten years we would 
ave arevolution that would sweep any party who favored such 
a scheme out of existence forever. 

I will ask the indulgence of the committee while I go through 
this bill somewhat in detail and show a few of the enormous sums 
it is proposed to expend on navy-yards and docks, and matters 
other than ships. 

I find by an investigation of the bill on page 13, under the head 
of repairs and preservation of navy-yards, a proposed increase of 
$100,000, and yet while it would seem that that would cover the 
expenditures in that line, all through the bill, at every navy-yard, 
an examination will show that there are additional increases pro- 
posed, the whole of which swell the appropriation for this pur- 
pose up into the millions. That is only a general appropriation 
on page 13 under that head, but if we go forward and take up 
each of the yards in detail we will see that there is an enormous 
ee for alterations, enlargements, and additions to these 
yards. 

At the Brooklyn Navy-Yard, for instance, there is an item to 
which I wish to call the especial attention of the committee for a 
moment, and that is to construct or authorize the repair of the 
workshop near the timber dock—$85,000. Now, Mr. Chairman, 
I was in the Brooklyn yard myself not very long ago, and ona 
cursory investigation it seemed to me thoroughly enough equipped 
to transact all of the business of the United States Navy; and yet 
this bill proposes to expend the modest sum of $35,000 for one 
‘new shop! 

It is easy to imagine that before the end of the year they will 
come back with an estimate of $50,000 or $60,000 to put ma- 
chinery in that new shop. And I do not select Brooklyn to make 
an invidious distinction. It was simply for reference. Follow 
all of these other provisions in the bill relating to yards, and you 
will find much the same thing. Coming down tothe Washington 
Navy-Yard, we find an rote E Ee or the extension of the 
electric-light plant of $5,000. I am correctly informed, there 
was an expenditure on this same electric-light po last year of 
$15,000. ow, in the name of high heaven, how much of the 
people’s money is it going to take to put Hate ee electric lights in 
the quarters of the officers, in the barracks and shops and store- 
rooms at this Washington Navy-Yard? 

Again, it is- proposed to convert the museum building No. 6 
into officers’ quarters at an expense of $8,000. Anyone casually 
investigating the condition of the yard would suppose that there 
were quarters enough there now to take care of all of the officers 
who are assigned to duty here; but we must have another large 
building converted into residences, at an expense of $8,000. It 
seems to me to be an entirely unnecessary ag ab or if it is 
not, the committee reporting this bill should have brought before 
the House and the Committee of the Whole some specifications 
showing the absolute need ‘of this great expenditure of public 
money at such a time as this. 

I find again at the naval station at Port Royal, 8. C., leaving 
out other large appropriations for that yard, an item for the con- 
struction of arepair shop of $80,000. Now, in the name of Heaven, 
how many repair shops do we need along the Atlantic and Gulf 
coasts? ere is a provision also for a dock at Algiers, La., 
at the mouth of the Mississippi River, embodying a total expendi- 
ture of $1,250,000. To be sure, this bill only appropriates $100,000 
for this dry dock; but that is only ‘‘the starter.” More will be 
called for next year. 

Istated that this bill was prolific of appropriations for the future 
and a glance along its pages and its lines will convince any fair- 
minded man of the truth of this statement. 

I find again, for dry dock and naval station on Puget Sound, 
page 21 of the bill, an appropriation of $280,000. The commit- 
tee does not tell us what is to be the total cost of this naval sta- 
tion, and all of the other appurtenances thereto belonging, which 
will be asked of the House in the future. Perhaps a million and 
a half or two millions of dollars will have to be expended at this 
point which I understand is within 30 miles of the British line, 
where a British land force can march in one day and besiege, per- 
nape seize and destroy, this costly t. 

ir, it strikes me that if we n a naval station or navy-yard 
on the Pacific Coast, it should be at Mare Island and not on Puget 
Sound. There is no necessity that I can discover for any more 
than one yard, and that should be large enough and sufficiently 
equipped to care for all our vessels that need repairs in the waters 
of the Pacific. 

I find again, for the naval station at Key West, Fla., there is 
appropriated in this bill the insignificant sum of $20,000 to ae 
lot for a coal shed. Why, Mr. Chairman, I should think that 
$20,000 would buy several acres of ground in and around the lit- 
tle point of Key West, on the southern end of the Florida coast. 
But $20,000 is recklessly appropriated, under present conditions, 
to buy a lot on which to p a coal shed. 
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Then, when we come down to the bottom of page 21, under the 
the 


head of the new Naval Observatory, we find that there is asked for 
quarters for observers out at the observatory, four buildings, 
which ought to be called residences, to cost $7,500 each, a total of 
$30,000. ow, Mr. Chairman, I should like to have the committee 
explain why it is necessary for quarters to be constructed for ob- 
servers and officers stationed at the Naval Observatory, which will 
cost the enormous sum of $7,500 each. 

Mr. DOCKERY. DoT understand the gentleman to say that 
this bill carries an appropriation for four residences at the new 
Naval Observatory? 

Mr. WASHINGTON. If my colleague will read the bill, on 
age 21, at line 25, at the bottom of the page, he will see the fol- 
owing: 

gun oon. buildings: For quarters for observers, four buildings, at $7,500 each, 


Now, Mr. Chairman, I had occasion in the warm months of last 
year to take a walk out to the Naval Observatory, and after my 
eyes had been delighted by the magnificent proportions of the 
beautiful new observatory, which is a structure worthy of this 
great country, they rested next upon a palatial residence finished 
in the highest style of modern architectural art. This building I 
learned had been constructed at the expense of the taxpayers, com- 
pleted and furnished no doubt at theexpense of the taxpayers, as a 
residence for the chief observer or superintendent 'of the Observa- 
tory. Heaven knows what it cost; but there are few houses in the 
city of Washington grander in proportion or more beautiful in 
exterior, and I do not think that in a Republic, under an econom- 
‘ical Government, such as ours should be, we ought to erect palatial 
quarters for army or navy officers who are assigned to the soft 
snaps called shore duty. I do not object to reasonable residences, 
to comfortable quarters, but it strikes me that these appropria- 
tions go beyond the bounds of reason. 

I hear my friend on the committee [Mr. TaALBottT of Maryland] 
whisper to one of his associates that he cut down the Naval Ob- 
servatory estimate $50,000. Mr. Chairman, I thank him for that 
little suggestion, though it was not intended for me. 

Mr. TALBOTT of Maryland. Oh, yes, it was. 

Mr. WASHINGTON. His remark is proof of the statement I 
made in the beginning that there is hardly a Department or bureau 
of this Government that does not estimate for from 50 to 100 per 
cent more than they know they are going to get, and then if they 
get 50 per cent of their estimate, they get in many cases more than 
they have an actual need for if proper economy is practiced. Yet, 
instead of cutting down the whole estimate of the Navy Depart- 
ment, the Naval Committee has increased it, as I said, about 
$5,000,000. Of course they must have necessarily cut down an esti- 
mate here and there. It would hardly be possible for them to 
have done otherwise. 

Mr. REYBURN. You are opposed to the whole Navy, are you 


not? 

Mr.WASHINGTON. No,sir; lamnot. Now, Mr. Chairman, 
reverting again to the subject of battle ships, I want to reiterate 
and reenforce what has been said heretofore, that the construction 
of these large battle ships requires a great deal of time; and naval 
architecture and the manufacture of guns, both for naval and 
land use, are so rapidly developing that, in the majority of cases, 
if we were to lay the hull of a battle ship to-day, before it could 
be completed it would be changed and modified so that the man 
who drew the original plan would not recognize the ship of his 
own designing. 

Such is the history of our Navy in every particular. I holdin 
my hand a report which was made a few years ago by a gentleman 
now a member of the Senate, who was once Secretary of the Navy, 
and an active and efficient man in that capacity, the Hon. W1L- 
LIAM E,. CHANDLER, of the State of New Hampshire, and this doc- 
ument will bear perusal of everyone interested in ‘this subject. 
He states in regard to a few of our naval vessels, heavy armored 
vessels, a few facts that ought to be brought to the attention of 
every member of this House. Mr, CHANDLER says: 

It is the experience of foreign navies, up to the present time, that anyt ype 

ete 


of ironclad vessels introduced becomes so inferior as to be almost obso 
for general purposes in a period of about ten years. 


Mr. TALBOTT of Maryland. Did he give the difference be- 
tween the ironclad and the battle ships? 
Mr. WASHINGTON. Yes. 


This proposition is as true now as it was eight years ago. It is doubtful 
whether any naval power has a broadside armored vessel even five years 
old such as it would build to-day when constructing more ironclads. 

Our own limited experience is the same. Congress, by the act of August 
5, 1882, directed the Naval Advisory Board to Beper’ in detail concerning the 
double-turreted monitors Puritan, Amphitrite, Terror, and Monadnock, 
“whether any changes in the bet ge plan or plans should be made.” 

The Board made reports, da December 15, 1882, January 11, 1883, April 5, 
1883, May 31, 1883, and October 25, 1883 (Navy Department Report, 1883, pages 
74-84), substituting roller-base turrets for the original style of monitor tur- 
rets, and settling the final plans for the completion of the vessels. The Board 


say: 
“Tt ie easily possible to complete the vessels by taking advantage of the re 
cent developments in armor, guns, and machinery, without making any radi- 
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corded the United States had no such Navy as she has to-day, and 
yet the genius and talent of the American inventor was such that, 
in a brief a of time, with a comparatively small expenditure 
of money, the United States got together a Navy which was supe- 
rior to that of any power on the earth, a fact which the people in 
the section whence I come learned to their sorrow. It came out 
of that struggle triumphantly; and if we should become involved 
in war with a foreign country, we can trust to American talent, 
to American ingenuity, and American genius to furnish the ves- 
sels, the arms, as well as the brave hearts and commanding gen- 
ius to meet the emergency of that hour. I insist that when this 
bill comes up for action under the five-minute rule for amendment 
in the Committee of the Whole these expenditures should be 
closely supervised and largely reduced. [Loud applause. | 

Mr. Chairman, I desire to print some further extracts from Sen- 
ate Report No. 174, Fifty-first Congress, first session. I am con- 
vinced that they are worth reading, and they bear directly on the 
subject of battle ships. 


I.—THE UNITED STATES OUGHT NOT TO BUILD ARMORED BROADSIDE BAT- 
TLE SHIPS. 


The time has not yet arrived, if, indeed, it will ever come, for the construe- 
tion by the United States of the ponderous, unwieldy, andycostly broadside 
arm vessels with which European nations are making experiments of at 
least doubtful value. 

Whether the ority of the committee approve the whole programme of the 
ene board, involving the construction of an Ameritan Navy, to cost not 

ess than $349 000,000, or whether they dissent from some of its features, does 

not ap . One it, however, the advocates of this comprehensive plan 
must y t, that if this nation is to build and maintain the battle 
ships which it includes, the rest of the plan muSt be substantially adopted 
in order to make the fleet contain all the classes of ships necessary for a vast 
and well- 4p navy. 

Secondly, it seems equally clear to the undersigned that if the whole plan 
is to be adopted, and yet construction is to proceed by degrees and not by at 
once authorizing the whole expenditure, then the very last ships to be built 
should be heavy, armored line-of-battle ships, costing $5,640,000 each; whereas 
the majority of the committee propose to build these first, and to appropriate 
comparatively little money for the construction of the harbor-defense moni- 
tors, rams, cruisers, gunboats, and torpedo boats recommended by the 
policy board as a necessary part of their scheme for a complete and adequate 


navy. 

This the opinion of the undersigned that in the progress of the reconstruc- 
tion of the erican Navy by suitable steps and reasonable and moderate 
appropriations, which has been auspiciously and successfully begun, the new 
constructions next to be autho! should be a certain number of proper 
harbor or coast defense vessels and a considerable number of moderate-sized 
cruisers and gunboats, saretng, frome vessels of 1,500 and 1,700 tons, like the 
Dolphin and Yorktown, up to s ~ like the Boston and Atlanta, of 3,000 tons. 

Our unprotected harbors will thus be made partially secure, our naval of- 
ficers beable to spend more of their time upon the water instead of being 

on shore duty; they will become familiarized with our own coast. and 
will perhaps become sufficiently proficient in practical seamanship to be 
able, whenever the time comes, if the future brings such a period, to take 
charge of large armored battle ships and go out upon the ocean to meet and 
oer: if they can, the fleets of European powers. 

But to assume that we have now reached a point when we should substan- 
tially discontinue other naval constructions and begin the work of building 
38 armored battle to cost $177 ,490,000, or even that we should build forth- 
with eight of such ships, to cost $45,120,000, is a grave mistake, which, if per- 
sis , ma me a fatal barrier to real, wise, and judicious progress in 
the rehabilitation of the Navy. Wedonot now need heavily armored broad- 
side battle ships. We probably never shall need them. 


TV.—$46,000,000 NOW FOR BATTLE SHIPS WILL TAKE MONEY AWAY FROM 
FORTIFICATIONS AND HARBOR DEFENSE. 


The expenditure, under the head of the Increase of the Navy, of $46,000,000 
for eight armored battle ships, to be authorized by the present Congress, is 
out o proportion to any sum likely to be authorized for certain kindred ob- 
jects which’shoula’be considered in connection with the naval appropriations. 

the line-of-battle ships will be in no proper sense coast-defense vessels, how 
much is to be appropriated for such defense vessels, and how much for forti- 
fications and guns forthesame? These are the first and most vital questiors. 

Simultaneously with the preparations made in pursuance of the act of 
A 5, 1882, for the reconstruction of the Navy, the subject of coast and 
harbor defense was seriously cousidered, and later, in accordance with the 
act of of March 3, 1885, the Fortifications Board was appointed, con- 
sisting of the Secretary of War (Mr. Endicott), four army officers, two 
naval officers, and two civilians. 

The elaborate rouget of this Board is dated January 16, 1886 (House Ex- 
ecutive Document No. 49, Forty-ninth Congress, first session), and it rec- 
ommends as a comprehensive plan for defending our entire seacoast and 
lake frontier: For land defenses for 27 ports, for masonry and earth- 
— $8,000 for armor ;for land batteries, $20,300,000; for structural 
me 


cal changes in the designs, so that their pa. endurance, battery power, 
tection, and pengeins qualities shall be fully equal to those of any foreign 
Fomchel of similar dimensions designed previous to 1879.” ; 

Congress favorably rapeees the reports and plans of the Naval Advisory 
Board. and March 3, 1883, appropriated ‘for the e es and for 
the double-turreted ironclads, in accordance with/the recommendations of 
the Naval Advisory Board, $1,000,000.” ; 

Yet such has been the assumed progress of invention and improvement in 
ironclads that instead of these ships being brought to aa on in accord- 
ance with the recommendations of the Advisory | + ical changes are 
being made, completel depetving See of their son character as low-free- 
beam. revolving-turret shi e turrets have been taken off the Puritan, 
so that she may come up figher out of the water, and stationary barbette 

rotection for the guns has been adopted, and they are to be fired from above 
the rampart and covered only by a steel umbrella, which will be blown away 
by any heavy projectile ‘and the disabled. 

Moreover, running between the barbette towers_a commodious super- 
structure has been built on the deck, in order that the officers may not be 
obliged to endure the discomforts of living below deck, where the crew must 
live. Whatever may be the real value as a war ship of the once more recon- 
structed Puritan, she is no longer a low-free-board, double-turreted monitor; 
and it is clear, if what has been done has been done wisely, that an ironclad 
carefully designed in 1883 became obsolete before 1889. 


And I think, if I am not mistaken, neither one of these vessels 
is to-day completed. Is that a fact? 

Mr. TALBOTT of Maryland. They will all be completed by 
January, 1896. 

Mr. WASHINGTON. None of them is completed. 

Mr. TALBOTT of Maryland. Oh, yes. 

Mr. WASHINGTON. They are to be completed in January in 
another year. A further perusal shows how materially the plans 
have been altered from time to time and large appropriations 
made in consequence of these changes. A plan is adopted, much 
money is spent, and then the plans have to be all changed and 
another appropriation asked for. 

Mr. SAYERS. Let me remind the gentleman that only in the 
last session of Congress we had to make a large gp seamen. to 
cut two of these vessels in two and make them longer, so as to 
keep them from turning over. 

Mr. WASHINGTON. That is trae. 

Mr. TALBOTT of Maryland. Let me state to the gentleman 
from Texas that the last appropriation bill carried just what this 
does, and the gentleman re of that bill. 

Mr. WAS GTON. I object to all of this coming out of my 


time. 

Mr. TALBOTT of Maryland. I want to say tothe gentleman 
from Tennessee that the Monadnock was in the naval review two 
years ago. 

Mr. WASHINGTON. That may be. The Puritan I saw my- 
self, not long ago, lying at the a Navy-Yard as empty as 
an old washtub, and just about as helpless. 

Then we undertook the construction of the Maine and the Texas; 
and I think they have been completed and put in commission. 
They are not what they would have been if we had waited a little 
while longer. Yet, Mr. few Grier gs wy in the press, and gave 
a chance to all the naval architects of the world to compete in 
furnishing plans for these ships. He did not confine himself to 
the naval architects of the United States. 

Therefore, Mr. Chairman, we ought to go very slowly indeed in 
a Ss to construct these enormous engines of war, which, 
when completed, will either lie useless in some navy-yard, to be 
eaten up by rust, or the plans on which they are to be constructed 
will have to be chan from time to time during that construc- 
tion, so that instead of costing $4,000,000 each they will cost $6,000,- 
000 or $7,000,000, and be worthless when completed. I hope that 
the House is not ready to enter upon the construction of costly 
ships like these at this time. 

_ No doubt more vessels are wanted by those who take a great 
interest in the Navy and who have personal reasons for wishing 
to have a great Navy. I do not propose to question the motives 
of any member, but gentlemen know that each year there is a 
large class of cadets turned out at Annapolis prepared at the ex- 
pense of the Government for naval life. These young men nat- 
urally desire to reach a command in some vessel and an oppor- 
tunity of obtaining rank and distinction at the expense of the 
country. If I had it in my power I would so change the law that 
only a limited number of the cadets would be itted to the 
Navy each year. The others, after receiving a thorough training 
which would fit them for command should the country ever re- 
quire their services, should be sent back to civil life, where they 
could join the great army of producers and become useful citizens. 

We have already, as a part of the new Navy, a t reorganiza- 
tion scheme pending before the House and on the Calendar—a plan 
by which it is ae to put upon the retired list practically the 
great bulk of the men in the Navy to-day who are of mature age, 
so as to give the younglings and striplings a chance to force them- 
selves to the quarter-deck. If that bill is carried through and 
these new ships are built, in every Congress there will be a de- 
mand for larger and larger appropriations in order that our young 
and worthily ambitious officers may sail the seas and parade the 
greatness of our Navy before an een wees ; 

At the outbreak of the greatest war t history has ever re- 
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000; for guns and mortars, $28,554,000; for carriages, $9,411,800; for 
floatin tteries and their armament: For San Francisco, $10,725,000; for 
New Orleans 30 Oe, for submarine mines and their adjuncts, $4,354,000; 
and for torpedo boats, $9,720,000; or $126,377,800 in all; and the Board recom: 
mends appropriations for the first year of $21,000,000, and $9,000,000 annually 
erate, until at the end of, fourteen years the scheme would be com- 
Pp eted. 

This report was submitted to Congress January 23, 1886. Four years have 
and of the appro tions asked for not more than $5,(00.000 have 
made; and of t. 0,725,000 for the harbor of San Francisco and the 
eo for New Orleans, with which to construct floating batteries, noth 
mon beet given ie Comawress. The omission has not happened by reason 
of any lack of confidence in the eminent and able members of the Fortifica- 
tions Board, or in the soundness of their recommendations; but because 
Congress has not considered the country as in a condition of emergency re- 
quiring undue haste, but has believed that by moderate and reasonable ap- 
progemtions Oe work of establishing a suitable coast and harbor defense by 
and floating batteries, and of rehabilitating the Navy, could be 

carried forward without extrav ce or waste. 
The ion now raised is whether a present direction to spend $46,000,000 
for t naval battle ships is contrary to or in accordance with the general 
policy of concerning fortifications, coast defenses, and naval con- 






















If the national interests require us to contemplate and toat once enter upun 
the expenditure of $200,000,000 under the War Department for fortifications 
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and coast defenses, in pursuance and in enlargement of the plans of the For- 
tifications Board, and under the Navy Department of $281,550,000 for naval 
vessels, as recommended by the policy board, a by at least 
$50,000,000 for the rehabilitation of the gue Island and other navy-yards, 
then we may possibly justify continuing naval construction by building eight 
large armored line-of-battle ships, costing $46,000,000, that can not goin or 
out of our shallow harbors. ° 

Such a navy as seems to be thus contemplated by the majority of the com- 
mittee would make the United States the equal or the superior of any of the 
European naval powers. It would require the enlargement of our force of 
seamen from 7,500 to 25,000 or 30,000, and annual expenditures for new con- 
structions, for repairs of the fleet, and for the maintenance of the Navy far 
bé@yond any sums hitherto advocated. Are we prepared to thus place and 
meintain our naval force upon such a footing that we may at any moment be 
ready to engage on our coast and out upon the open ocean and in European 
waters with the most formidable naval powers of the Eastern Hemisphere? 
If we are, here is indeed a new departure, and one that should be entered 
upon deliberately and with our eyes open to all the present and future bur- 
dens which it will entail. 

The undersigned is not in favor of such a naval policy. Coast defense 
should be first amply provided for. All the arte.of-naval warfare should be 
kept alive among our people. Industries n to the construction of 
any kind of war vessels or guns should be domesticated. We should restore 
the flag of our merchant ips and revive the carrying trade in American 
vessels in all the waters and in all the commercial ports of the globe, and 
protect our mercantile marine when thus reestablished. We should con- 
struct and maintain a wy! superior to thatof any nation of the Western 
Hemisphere and to that of the nation owning the nd of Cuba; and there 
we can stop, it is to be hoped, for many years. 

But to build a navy embracing as its principal feature the enormous ar- 
mored battle ships of European countries, and to make ready to fight at any 
moment naval engagements on the high seas with these powers, has not 
hitherto been considered the true American policy. Tomaintain suchanavy, 
and also a system of fortifications and coast defense, with a land — com- 
mensurate with such a naval force, would go far toward br, ng the United 
States into the lamentable condition of the nations of cent urope. They 
are burdened with great navies and enormous s g armies which are 
draining the lifeblood of the people and imposing burdens of debt and taxa- 
tion so grievous that before many years relief from them, if not afforded in 
any other way, will be accomplished by revolutions. 

It may be gratitying So our natio pride to talk of building a fleet of 
enormous armored battle ships with which, fortifications 
coast defense, we may in case of war go out to seek and destroy our enemies 
upon the ocean, or to carry the war into their country. But when the ee 
osition takes the concrete form of an authorization at this time of eight su 
ships, to cost $5,640,000 each, or $45,120,000 for the t,as the inception of a 
scheme to build 38 live-of-battle ships, to cost $177,490,000, as a part of a navy 
to cost $349,515,000, it would seem to be wise for Congress at once to consider 
with +t seriousness what shall be the policy concerning 
the Navy and fortifications and coast. defense, and to settle that policy upon 
a more reasonable and conservative basis. 


Mr. ADAMS of Pennsylvania. Mr. Chairman, as I listened to 
the remarks of the gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. WASHINGTON] 
who has just taken his seat, it struck meas an anomaly and a 
thing hard to realize that one bearing the historic name of Wash- 
ington should utter such sentiments on the floor of this House, 
when in the final address of the Father of his Country he laid it 
down as the hest advice he could give to those who were to follow 
him in guiding the destinies of this Republic of ours that ‘‘in time 
of peace we should prepare for war.” [Applause. 

2c gentleman in his peroration said that when the necessity 
arose the ships would be ready, and that brave sailors to man 
them and strong intellects to command them would appear for 
the emergency; but he omitted to remember that earlier in his re- 
marks he had told us that it takes two years and a half to con- 
struct a battle ship. [Laughter.] It is that fact, sir, which 
makes it necessary for us to commence the construction of these 
ships in time. For two years no appropriation has been madein 
this regard for the Navy De ent, and therein lies the neces- 
sity why the construction of these ships should be provided for 
without further delay. 

But, Mr. Chairman, I wish more porter to direct my re- 
marks in answer to the gentleman Kansas [Mr. Surpson}, 
who, representing one of the political parties in this country 
that is left of it—stated on this floor the other day that there was 
no necessity for the United States to havea navy atall. That 
—_ took exception once when I made the remark that he 
and his party 
peg ag 8 I wo call attention now to the fact that, 
to the full extent, he does not in his remarks on this subject even 
represent that class. When he ships his grain from Kansas he 
does not know where it is going, where it will find a market, or 
where it will be finally landed; and I call his attention to the fact 
that for weeks two American vessels lay in the harbor of Rio de 
Janeiro unable to discharge their cargoes of flour or to free them- 
selves from the unlawful force that was deterring them from the 

ursuit of their business until that gallant sailor, Admiral Ben- 
tony with the same Navy which the gentleman says is useless and 
ought not to exist, came into the harbor of Rio de Janeiro and es- 
eorted these two Baltimore clippers up to the dock and protected 
them in the discharge of their marae. 

Therefore, sir, I claim that even from the gentleman’s own point 
of view, even from the t of those who live in the interior 
and who tell us that there is no need for a navy or for protection 
on the sea, it is obvious thai the Navy, even in time of peace, can 

most useful to our commerce in enabling our citizens to pursue 
their lawful business in foreign countries. The gentleman told 
us that needed a navy because she hadacommerce. I 
want to y to the gentleman that therein lies an error on his 


ted only a certain class of le in this. 
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part. The twothings necessary, primarily, to building up foreign 
commerce are, first, an efficient consular service, and, second, a 
navy sufficiently powerful to aes and protect our enterprising 
citizens who go into foreign lands to carry on trade. England’s 
commerce followed her navy; it did not precede it; and if we want 
to build up the commerce. of our country we must first have a 
navy sufficiently strong to protect enterprising Americans who en- 
gage in business abroad, and, as England does, to let every citizen 
know that the arm of his country will reach out to protect his per- 
son and his property wherever they may be. [Applause.] 

The gentleman also said that even if we must have a navy he 
objected to the class of ships known as battle ships. He went 
on to describe them, and he said that they were top-heavy, that 
we had reached a point beyond which we could not go in con- 
structing armored cruisers, that these battle ships could not enter 
the harbors where they would be required to go, and that og 
were useless as a means of defense. He went further and cite 
the recent naval encounters in the Yalu River and at Wei Hai 
Wei as illustrations of the uselessness of such ships. I do not 
know where the gentleman got his information, but I wish to tell 
him that the battle ships in the Yalu conflict came out, so far as 
their hulls were concerned, their floating capacity, comparatively 
unscathed. The light guns of the cruisers made no impression 
upon them except upon their decks; and I have it from the most 
reliable authorities in our own Navy that, with a sufficient supply 
of ammunition and competent sailors and officers, those ships 
would have been ready for a second engagement inside of forty- 
eight hours. ' 

The gentleman also said that our country was not ableto make 
armor plate to F ow upon these ships, and he referred to certain re- 
cent scandals that permeated this country in regard to the manu- 
facture of such armor. I again reply to the gentleman that by 
direction of this House that matter was investigated, and the com- 
mittee advised the Department to go on with the same contracts, 
thereby showing that those scandalous rumors were unfounded, 
and that the firm in furnishing the armor had done it to 
the best of their ability and up to the requirements of the con- 
tracts. 

Furthermore, Mr. Chairman, I wish to state that the battle 
ships now under construction are nearing completion, and while 
1 would not advocate that the Government of the United States 
should be called upon to furnish work for our skilled workmen or 
our shipyards, I do state as a sound economic doctrine that if 
those shipyards are allowed to fall into disuse, and if those skilled 
workmen are allowed to scatter so as not to be within reach when 
they are needed, not only shall we not be able to construct battle 
ships in an hour or a day, as suggested by the gentleman from 
Tennessee, but; we shall not be able to construct them at all. 

Do you wish to drive our country back to the ition of the 
South American Republics, who buy their ships from England, 
France, or other foreign countries, and then when the time of 
danger comes and those ships are injured, as we have seen was 


the case in Brazil and Chile in our recent experience, they can 


not even repair them in their own harbors to fit them to go again 
into active service? 

Mr. Chairman, the gentleman from Kansas further says that 
these enormous ships would not be able to enter nfost of the har- 
bors on the Atlantic coast. In reply to that I say it is not in- 
tended that these battle ships should enter such harbors. The 
harbors where they are yomeme oem: the harbors where navy- 

ards exist to repair them, are swfficiently a for them to enter, 
e position of a battle ship during times of peace is to be laid 
up, not to be in service, because of the heavy expense. The posi- 
tion of the battle ship in time of war is where it can conduct 
what in naval circles is known as offensive-defensive protection. 
Its position is al our coast, where it may be able to repel any 
attack which may be made upon us by foreign navies, Justas the 
cruisers go to far distant ports, and just as the monitors and tur- 
rets and other harbor-defense ships are kept within the harbors, 
the position of the battle ship is a certain distance at sea, to repel 
invasions, to protect our ports, and prevent any foreign fleet from 
app ing within such a distance as to be able to do us damage. 

refore the gentleman's objection is not sound. 

Mr. Chairman, 1 had the honor to represent my country in Bra- 
zil during the recent revolution. No one could tell what might 
happen within forty-eight hours. American citizens there ap- 
pealed for protection to their Government. And to the shame of 
our country be it said, that although there were American citi- 
zens residing there who did not know at what minute their prop- 
erty or lives might be imperiled, there was nothing then in South 
American waters to be sent to their protection but the Tallapoosa, 
which lay in the River Plate—an old side-wheel steamer which 
had been condemned to such an extent that she was not allowed 
to go to sea—and that on ship to which historic associations 
attach, the Ri . But when the Richmond entered the 
harbor of Rio she was like the ideas of the gentleman from Kan- 
sas—she was out of date; she was antiquated; she belonged to a 














past period. One broadside from the Tiradentes or the Richeualo, 
of the Brazilian navy, oo a sent that oe po to the 
bottom, not because of lac courage on part of her crew, 
but because of the inefficiency of the vessel. People appealed to 
us in South America, asking, ‘‘Why is it that we never see the 
American flag enter the harbor here, notwithstanding the pro- 
claimed sympathy of the United States with the South American 
Republics and their professed readiness to lend a helping hand to 
those Governments?” 

There is another reason why our country should have an ade- 

uate navy. One of our great Democratic statesmen laid down 
the doctrine which has ever since borne his name—the ‘Monroe 
doctrine. It has now become not merely a political principle, but 
a cardinal doctrine of the American people that we will brook no 
foreign interference either in the political affairs or the commer- 
cial relations of this hemisphere. Those who have not followed 
the course of public events know little what the shot from the gal- 
lant Newark across the bow of the Tiradentes meant. I will tell 
you. It enunciated that the rebellion which was being fostered 
for the sole purpose of restoring the monarchy in Brazil must 
come to an end. It was a notice from the United States that we 
would have no more foreign interference in the political affairs of 
this continent. When that shot was fired it was understood that 
the United States stood ready to maintain that doctrine; and there- 
upon the rebellion collapsed, the new Republic of Brazil was main- 
ee and the honor of the United States on this continent up- 

eld. 

Sir, if we wish to maintain our position among the navies of 
the world, if we wish our country to occupy a place among the 
first-class powers, we must be y to enforce our great national 
doctrines and to protect our citizens wherever they may wander, 

My free-trade friends claim that the success of their doctrines 
will extend our commerce into other countries. I claim that in 
such an event there would be so much the more reason why our 

ple should be properly protected by an adequate naval force. 
f we are going to enter into the great subjects which are coming 
up before this Congress, if we wish to protect our interests in the 
osquito country, if we wish to protect our interestsin Honolulu, 
if we wish our citizens to be protected in China during the dis- 
turhances there, we must increase the size of our Navy. 
Here the hammer fell.) 
he CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from New York [Mr. Barrt- 
LETT) is recognized for ten minutes. 

Mr. BARTLETT. Mr. Chairman and gentlemen of the com- 
mittee, it is perhaps proper that the great commercial metropolis 
of this country should be heard from on this great question of the 
maintenance of our Navy. I shall endeavor in the few moments 
allotted to me to state a few reasons why I think this appropria- 
tion, should receive at least every Democratic vote in this Honse. 

In the first place, let me indicate that the vital question which 
arises to-day is whether the Democratic y is to abandon the 

rinciple which was first enunciated and advocated by William 
b. Whitney in 1885 and followed by him in bis report of Decem- 
ber 1, 1886. Bear in mind in what condition he found our Navy— 
utterly disorganized, with old wooden vessels, with no factories 
of armor in this country, and no establishment where high-power 
guns could be constructed. The first thing to which Mr. Whitney 
addressed himself was the reorganization of the whole Navy—irst, 
the reorganization of the personnel or military branch; second, 
the question of supplies; third, the construction of a new Navy. 
His advice has been followed by our party ever since and was also 
followed by the able Secretary of the Navy under the Republican 
Administration, Benjamin F. Tracy. But I regret to say that in 
the last three or four years we have made inadequate appropria- 
tions for the continuance of that policy so ably advocated by Sec- 
retary Whitney. 

Mr. Chairman, what is the condition of our Navy to-day? We 
have four great battle ships in process of construction, the In- 
diana, the Massachusetts, and the Oregon, all of them of 10,288 
tons displacement, and one larger vessel, the Jowa, incorrectly 
termed by some an armored cruiser, but in reality a battle ship of 
about 1,000 tons | eta displacement. These vessels have been 
in process of tion for three or four years past, and it is 
essential that they shall be completed as soon as possible. But we 
must not rest there. We must make ision, as contemplated 
in this bill, for the continuance of the work and the construction 
of at least three new battle ships larger than those now in process 
of construction. 

In naval matters it is an axiom that there is no such thing as 
standing still. We must either progress or retrograde. And un- 
less we vote the appropriation contemplated here we shall find 
ourselves sinking as a naval power to the seventh or —_ ade. 
_ Tadvance the tulate that so far as the command of the sea 
is concerned, so far as naval warfare in the future is con- 
cerned, success or control on the sea de ona 
nor the ram, but on the battle ship. ‘And I find that all of the 
greatest naval authorities bear me out in the view that the tor- 
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pedo is secondary in importance to the battle ship. We can pro- 
vide for the destruction of the torpedoes by what is known as the 
torpedo destroyer. But all the nations of Europe, Asia, and the 
whole world must depend either for supremacy at sea or for the 
protection of their harbors and their commerce on the battle ship. 
So I submit that it will not answer to provide an appropriation 
for torpedo boats; it will not answer to provide an appropriation 
for cruisers, either armored or unarmored, but we must provide 
the means for the construction of three great battle ships. 

See what England has done and is doing; and we can not rival 
her or approach her in the celerity of construction of war ships. 
You must bear in mind that the vessel just launched by the Brit- 
ish admiralty was finished in five days less than one year; that is 
to say, that that period of time elapsed between the laying of the 
keel and the launching of the vessel, and the vessel herself will be 
finished and ready for sea in August next to make her speed or 
steam trial. 

So England needs but eighteen months for the completion of 
one of these immense battle ships of 14,900 tons displacement, and 
the Magnificent and the Majestic form but the first two of a class 
of nine vessels of this displacement in process of construction; 
and this class of vessels with a speed, at forced draft, of 17} knots, 
_ ap aot ame — — of 16 aaa _ er a@ series 
of eight m t @ ships recently completed of only 750 
tous leas displacement. So we have Engiand and all the countries 
of E , and China and Japan, Chile and Brazil building battle 
ships all the time, and it is essential for our protection and the 
maintenance of our position among the nations of the world that 
we should continue to do so. 

Now, bear in mind what Secretary Whitney said in 1886, that 
distinguished Secretary of the Navy, worthy to receive any office, 
in my opinion, that is within the gift of the American people, that 
great y of the Navy said that whatever our comercial 
policy might be we ee aoe of party, should agree 
in the view that we should enabled to manufacture all of the 
implements of war within our own borders. We have now built 
up since the inauguration of that policy in 1886 great industrial 
establishments and are prepared to manufacture our own armor, 
armor plate, and harveyized plates and gun forgings for the heavi- 
est cali guns ourselves, without appealing to any foreign coun- 
try for aid. Unless this appropriation be made, all of these in- 
dustries will fall fallow, and at least 100,000 employees will be 
affected, and perhaps go entirely out of employment. So, I sub- 
mit that it is important we should make this appropriation. We 
should make it not only for the protection of our coast or sea- 
board, but for the purpose of preserving a great national industry 
and preventing the 100,000 workmen from being thrown ont of 
employment. 

A word or twoabont the question of the defense of our seacoast 
or seaboard. We must not depend upon the torpedo boats along 
our shores for that purpose; we must not depend upon torpedo 
boats within the harbors; but the best system of protective de- 
fense is that of offensive defense. We must have ten or twelve 
great battle ships on the Atlantic, at least two on the Pacific, and 
we must have a fleet of eight or ten battle ships ready to sweep 
down on the enemy when his fleet comes to seal up the harbor of 
New York at Sandy Hook or any other of our seaboard cities. The 
authorities bear me out in the proposition that in order to protect 
our seaboard properly and adequately we must have a large ficet 
of battle ships. 

I believe in an American policy for Americans, and I believe 
not only in the construction of the Nicaragua Canal and its de- 
fense against foreign control, according to the platform of my 
party, but I believe, also, in the wisdom of a great repairing and 
coaling station in the Sandwich Islands, and the establishment of 
a dry dock there. 

Now, if we want to enforce adequately our great American doc- 
trine, the Monroe doctrine, if we want a vigorous foreign policy, 
it is essential that we should have a large and sufficient number of 
battle ships, and that we should always have one or two of those 
battle ships in process of construction. 

In conclusion, gentlemen of the committee—for it is impossible 
within a time so limited for me to adduce all the arguments in 
favor of this appropriation—I say to you, gentlemen of the Demo- 
cratic party, whatever our differences may have been about other 
questions, you should at least stand by your party in the main- 
tenance of a r navy. Do not abandon that part of our 
platform which states that we favor the maintenance of a navy 
strong enough for all pu of national defense. 

I listened with a great deal of interest yesterday to the eloquent 
and impassioned argument made by the gentleman from Massa- 
chusetts [Mr. EvERET?T], an argument in favor of an impossible 

ium, in favor of a general era of peace, and in the course of 
that my attention was called to that beautiful poem of 
Longfellow’s, which was quoted by the gentleman from Massa- 
chusetts, and which was inspi a the bridal tour of Mr. 
Longfellow, when he visited the arsenal at Springfield, and when 
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naturally his every thought turned to joy and peace. But the 
entleman from Massachusetts failed to quote one of the stanzas 
ollowing. He quoted the beautiful stanza: 
Were half the power that fills the world with terror, 
Were half the wealth bestow'd on camps and courts 
Given to redeem the human mind from error, 
There were no need of arsenals nor forts. 

But he failed to quote a subsequent stanza, in which tho poet 
says: 

m Down the dark future, through long generations, 

The echoing sounds grow fainter and then cease; 
And like a bell, with solemn, sweet vibrations, 
I hear once more the voice of Christ say ** peace.” 

You will observe that the poet holds out no such view as that 
of the gentleman from Massachusetts that the millennium will 
have come in the year 1895. 

He says: 

Down the dark future, through long generations, 
The echoing sounds grow fainter and then cease. 

Gentlemen, nineteen hundred — have passed since the ad- 
vent of the Man of Nazareth, and instead of growing nearer and 
more near to a universal era of peace, all the energies, all the 
inventive talent, all the genius of the human mind are now de- 
voted to the manufacture and construction and suggestion of 
implements of war more horrible, more fatal in the power of exe- 
cution than any which the world has heretofore seen... So I sub- 
mit that, laudable as these views of the learned gentleman from 
Massachusetts may be, appealing as they must appeal to us as men 
of human sympathies, they are impracticable, they are beyond the 
_ of thought a as a philosophical view. And itis only our 

uty in the way of self-preservation to take care of ourown. You 
know what peaceful arbitration amounts to. You have seen that 
in the result of the Bering Sea arbitration, and I submit that this 
country should be powerful enough to have the latent force of 
arms, and a strong armament, so that it can enforce its demands 
whenever we find that peaceful arbitration is out of the question. 

And I say to you, gentlemen, in conclusion, that I hope you, one 
and all, Democrats and Republicans alike, will vote without a 
moment's hesitation in favor of this aga ge Vote for it 
because it involves a question of the honor and dignity of this 
country as anation. Vote for it because it involves the continu- 
ance and prosperity of certain great American industries which 
have been believed in and advocated by the leaders of both the 
Democratic and Republican parties. 

= the hammer fell. ] 

. MILLIKEN. Mr. Chairman, I do not p to discuss 
at length the merits of this question. I wish to say a word, how- 
ever, in favor of the battle ships. Weare weak only upon the 
ocean. No nation upon the globe would think of attacking us on 
the land, or if they should do so, the result would be such as to 
discover to them that they had made a serious mistake. 

I was interested yesterday while listening to the gentleman from 
Kansas [Mr. Surpson]—and I have listened to the same kind of 
ar ents from others—urging that we are so great, so strong, 
and so imposing that no one would dare attack us upon the ocean 
even though we had no navy at all. 

This is a foolish assumption, unwarranted by all that may be 
learned from the lessons taught in the history of nations and the 
character of mankind. 

Why, Mr. Chairman, when the lion’s claws are clipped and _ his 
teeth are drawn the fox may dare attack him. However great, 
—s: and imposing we may be, we could not risk an issue even 
with Japan if she havea navy and we have none; our great strength 
would be @seless without the means to makeit available. By fail- 
ing to provide ourselves with such ships of war as our country, 
with its immense and diversified aaeoaie demands, we invite at- 
—_ that would never ee — we ed to — them. 

trong in our - position, in-the energy and bravery 
of our people, it ges than a di that we should be 
nearly haan oe a Why, England nat Ba this 
year more ps, carrying more an ger guns. 
than all we have in our Navy, and this, too, with our extended 
coast line upon two oceans, which is now almost entirely unpro- 
ihn eficiont Navy ia to dependence and respect- 

efficient Navy is necessary to our independence an 

able standing among the nations of the earth. It has been so 
always, and there is nothing more gallant in the history of na- 
tions than the which the American Navy has acted in the 
past. No can heart i by patriotic feeling can fail to 
swell with pride while recoun the exploits of our countrymen 
u the ocean in the wars of the Revolution and of 1812. 

We were the first to meet and vanquish Englishmen upon the 
sea. Inferior as were our vessels in numbers and size, our coun- 
trymen made a record so honorable in its character and so conclu- 
sive of the superiority of our sailors in skill and gallantry, that it 
is a source of inspiration to every true American 
soul. [Applause on the Republican side. A 

Give us an adequate Navy and if occasion shall require it the 
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illustrious deeds of our countrymen upon the sea will be repeated. 
Our sailors are the best on the globe, our gunners can not be ex- 
celled. No people ever have produced, and I believe no people 
ever can produce, officers who can handle ships in action with the- 
skill of Americans. 

Let the battle ships be built. I would not have such an enormous 
navy as England has. We do not need it. We have not patches 
of territory all around the globe to defend as she has. But our 
own protection, our honor, and our dignity demand that we 
should have a Navy sufficient to defend our coast and guard our 
interests wherever they may be menaced. [Applause.] 

But the gentleman from Kansas [Mr. Simpson] has run this 
debate into an argument for free ships, Possibly he was antici- 
patton the consideration of the free-ship bill of the gentleman from 

llinois [Mr. FirHian]. 

This would seem to settle the question which has hitherto ex- 
isted in our minds, whether there is any industry of our people 
which the Bourbon leaders of the Democratic party have not de- 
termined to destroy. Having already blasted our land with its 
legislation in favor of foreign nations it now seeks to go down to 
the shores of the sea and make havoc and desolation there. 

The Scriptures say there are three things which are insatiable, 
the sea, the grave, anda barren woman. Had the Bible remained 
to be written in these times the inspired writer would have added 
a fourth, more insatiable than all the others, the destructive mania 
of modern Democracy, when it rests its eyes upon any profitable 
avocation of our countrymen in which they may achieve for them- 
selves the comforts of life, contribute to the general welfare, and 
advance the Seay te honor, and the greatness of their country. 
— on the Republican side. ] 

. atevex is calculated to develop the rich resources of our land, 
employ and justly remunerate its labor, add to our common store 
of wealth, hasten our progress in all that is most desirable toa 
brave, energetic, aspiring people, and respond to the national 
yearning for a higher plane of living and a strong, independent 
ition among the nations of the earth, appears to be regarded 
y the majority party in this Congress as a red rag is looked upon 
py a mad bull, and no less likely to receive a furious attack 
om it. 

It is not enough, as it seems, gentlemen, to satisfy your greed 
for destruction that you have crippled or destroyed every indust 
of our people which you could reach through your miserable tari 
bill, but you now propose to swoop down like vultures upon our 
shipyards and say to our shipwrights that they must construct no 
more American ships unless they do it at the rate of wages which 
is paid upon the Clyde. 

You do more than this. You determine to introduce the for- 
eigner to participate and eventually monopolize our extensive 
and profitable coastwise sory ae trade. 

Almost at the beginning of our Government the statesmen of 
that period foresaw the great value and advantage to our country 
of protecting this trade. They proceeded to do it. It has been 
one of the most important factors in the promotion of our pros- 
perity and power. 

To-day we have the finest line of coasting vessels afloat, unsur- 
passed in their sailing qualities, unequaled in their beauty of con- 
struction, manned by crews as hardy and brave as sail the seas, 
furnishing whenever necessary a nursery for our Navy, an arm of 
strength as well as a source of wealth to our country. 

Should the gentleman’s free-ship ypecunes be ecacted into law it 
will be but the first step toward breaking down the barriers of pro- 
tection erected by our forefathers to this pursuit so valuable to our 
people and ont it to foreigners, who will monopolize it, because 
they will follow it with cheaper vessels than our own, manned by 
a more poorly paid and fed and with much fewer comforts of 

iving. 

But all this is in line with Democratic pone. It is modern 
Democratic statesmanship. Itis destructive of whatever /t touches 
in our own land or that belongs to our own people anywhere. 
The same policy of stupidity or infidelity to American interests 
which is sending 45,000,000 of American sheep to the shambles in 
the interest of foreign woolgrowers, crippling our lumber and 
salt industries, closing our mines and em ing our manufac- 
tures, impoverishing our merchants and farmers, and sentencing 
our workingmen to idleness and poverty would decree an aban- 
donment of our shipyards for the benefit of British builders and 
a surrender of our splendid and profitable coastwise carrying trade 
to Canadian and English coasters. The gentleman’s free-ship 
policy would accomplish this. 

The American shipbuilder, who is constructing the finest ves- 
sels, whether of iron or wood, that sail the ocean, and who sends 
the evidences of American skill and enterprise to every quarter of 
the globe where the seas and rivers exist, and the American coaster 
seem to be about the only men in our country whom your destruc- 
tive tariff law could not reach, and now you would place your 
paralyzing hand on them. 

If you succeed in effecting your purpose then you can cel- 











ebrate your victory upon the ruins of a grander prosperity, built 
up by your countrymen during many years of protection, than 


has ever brought comfort to the hearts and homes of any other 

people known in the history of the human race, and when the 
ple get at you again they will smite you with a more terrific 

thunderbolt than crushed you on the 6th of last November. 

But the Bourbon element of the Democracy, which controls now, 
as it always has the Democratic party, is nothing if not destruc- 
tive. Condemned to thirty-two years retirement from national 
control for its attempt to dissolve the Union, it now returns to 
power to compass so far as it can the ruin of a most marvelous 
prosperity which grew up during the generation of its impotency 
for serious harm. , 

“Fé constructs nothing. Its unsuccessful attempt to reestablish 
a corrupt and semisavage monarchy in Hawaii is the only monu- 
ment of its endeavor to build up anything that has occurred 
within the memory of men now living. Its mission seems to be to 
tear down what patriotic hands have erected. An invading 
enemy could be hardly more determined inits efforts to annihilate 
all the sources of our thrift and greatness as a nation than the 
Democratic party seems to be in all it has done and proposes to do. 

This attack upon our shipyards is made upon an industry which 
was guarded and cherished with particular solicitude by our fore- 
fathers, which has been the pride of our people, and is peculiarly 
national in character and far-reaching benefits. Perhaps no more 
correct reason can be given why it is offensive to modern Bourbon 
Democracy and is now the object of its assault than the fact that 
it is associated with the most inspiring achievements which illus- 
trate the pages of American history. 

In shipbuilding as well as in the character of our intrepid sailors 
we have led the world. No finer specimens of the shipwright’s 
art ever traversed the ocean than have been modeled and built in 
American shipyards. 

We built the Great Republic and many others of her class, 
whose sailing qualities were unrivaled in their time, and whose 
symmetry and beauty of model were the admiration of all who 
loved to look upon splendid specimens of naval construction. 
They furnished the models for the great iron steamers which now 
cross the ocean with such remarkable speed as to make Europe 
our near neighbor. 

The gentleman’s policy would do nothing less than to destroy 
the shipyards of America, where these grand results have been 
achieved, and where to-day the finest ships in the world are being 
constructed, disperse our shipwrights, deprive our country and 
the world of the fruits of American genius in this grand pursuit, 
and make American shipbuilding a thing of the past. 

The great iron shipyards of the Cramps, from which has re- 
cently been launched the magnificent steamer St. Louis, unsur- 
passed if not unequaled by any ship of the kind on the globe, the 
splendidly equipped establishments at Newport News, Chester, 
Bath, and San Francisco which have produced so many steel ves- 
sels that. have carried to the four corners of the globe proofs of 
the constructive genius and power of our people, are all doomed 
to abandonment and destruction by such a law as the gentleman 
would enact. This means the discharging from et ge ter of 
more than 20,000 workmen and the deprivation and distress of 
100,000 people. 

Thereare no sturdier, steadier, sober, and more intelligent work- 
men in our country than our shipwrights; none who contribute 
more to the wealth and greatness of the American nation, and at 
the same time “oben it as little trouble. 

Where will they go? What will they do when you have driven 
them from their present avocation? Your a ruin has 
closed every other avenue of industry to them. There is not an 
honorable pursuit in the land that does not find labor begging at 
its doors for employment. 

Had you destroyed this great industry two years ago, when the 
country was safely under the protective policy of the Republican 
party, when the factories were all running, the furnaces blazing, 
the mines open and worked, the farmers finding good markets, 
and labor everywhere in demand, it would have been nothing less 
than a national crime, but now it will be both a crime and 
& cruelty. 

Iam not sorry that the gentleman went to the length which he 
did and developed the animus of that side of the House upon this 
subject. We know now who is the friend and who the enemy of 
American shipbuilding; who would have us emplo 
and genius of our own 
marine, and who woul give this industry to the foreigner; who 
has a pride in the splendid results of American genius, and whose 
admiration is all reserved for those who live beyond the ocean and 
carry another flag than our own. 

But I said that the vocation of shipbuilding was of national im- 
portance. Every vocation of our people is indirectly of national 
importance, since a of our people can p or suffer with- 
out affecting for weal or woe every other part of them. 

But shipbuilding is of national importance directly and in the 
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largest sense, and for this reason our forefathers made special laws 
for its protection. 

They enacted that no vessel should be entitled to an American 
register and carry the Angrican flag except it should be built 
within the jurisdiction of ofr Government. 

They also made laws protecting our coasting trade. What was 
the purpose of these laws, which are almost as old as the Govern- 
ment? The motive of our ancestors is plain. They, in their wis- 
dom, foresaw the great advantage to our people of constructing 
our own ships and controlling our own domestic commerce. 

They knew and regarded the fact that no nation from the palmy 
days of Athens’s commerce to their times had ever possessed and 
retained a great commercial marine except it built its own ships. 
They knew the value of our shipyards to our people as a sourceof 
employment. They felt the necessity of developing the skill of 
our people in constructing ships as the foundation of 4 navy and 
to make us independent of the world in this calling. 

But the gentleman from Kansas and most of the party on his 
side of the House do not seem to feel it. He says we can not 
build ships because we pay our shipwrights high wages. But we 
can and we do it, and we intend, if possible, not to reduce the 
rate of wages. The gentleman has talked a good deal about the 
wrongs of the workingman. But now he proposes to reduces the 
wages of the men who work in our shipyards to the low wages 
paid on the Clyde, or transfer their avocation to foreign countries. 

But, Mr. Chairman, there is another consideration in connec- 
a this debate which seems to me to be the most serious 
of all. 

The opposition which we find here to building these battle ships 
and providing something like adequate protection for our nation’s 
interests, betrays a lack of patriotic spirit on the part of a cer- 
tain class of men in this House and in the country which is to be 
deplored. That unpatriotic spirit seems to be popular just now. 

Why, we found it in the case of Hawaii, when a President of 
the United States had signed a treaty and sent it to the Senate, a 
treaty that would have annexed these beautiful Islands to this 
country and given us a position that commands the Pacific coast, 
a position, too, that could be made as impregnable as Gibraltar, 
and it was rejected, and every effort made to turn back the tide 
of civilization and restore a rotten monarchy. It was opposed in 
every way, and with a bitterness that can hardly be accounted 
for. Oh,I would rather have the future reputation of honest, 
intelligent, patriotic John L. Stevens, saying in his dying mo- 
ments, ‘‘ Stevens pulled up the flag and he never pulled it down,” 
than all that will remain of Presidents and Congresses that strug- 
gled to detach Hawaii from our influence and interests, and re- 
turn it to a government ‘of barbarism. [Great applause on the 
Republican side. } 

In Samoa, too, somebody wanted to give away all that we had 
there. In Japan, also, this Government, through certain gen- 
tlemen, wanted to interfere against the Mikado and in favor of 
China, which meant to favor the British interests there. And 
when, Mr. Chairman, we came to make a tariff, there was a cer- 
tain class in this House and in the country that desired to give 
away everything we had; to give away American interests to 
whomsoever would take them. I say that is the saddest and most 
serious part of the case; and part of the Democratic party, at 
least, with the Administration, has done a harm that I fear may 
seriously trouble us in the future in endeavoring, perhaps un- 
consciously, to blunt the patriotic spirit of the people of this 
country. He who does that does us the greatest possible harm, 
for in the patriotic hearts of the people rests oursecurity. With- 
out them our institutions can not exist. When Demosthenes was 
eloquently urging the people of Athens to struggle against Philip 
for the protection of Greece, Eschines was leading his party 
against his own country, not in battle but in the councils of the 
nation. : 

When Hannibal was fighting Rome, with his matchless genius 
endeavoring to crush the great enemy of Carthage, there was a 
copper-head party at home, led by Hanno, that finally defeated 
his purpose and brought Carthage toruin. Oh, let it not come to 
peas here that gentlemen shall take a position that shall finally 

uild up a party in this country that shall be a party of unpatriot- 
ism, a party that shall oppose everything which the interests of 
the people demand, and which shall endeavor to put a check on 
the power, the grandeur, and the glory of this great nation. 

Battleships! Why,as I have said, England this year will build 
more battle ships of larger tonnage, carrying more weight of 
metal, than the entire battle ships of our Navy: She will this 
= increase her ships beyond the number and strength of all we 

ve, and we talk about this little niggardly appropriation for a 
few battle ships which we need to enable us even to do the police 
duty of the United States upon the ocean. [Applause on the 
Republican side. } 

Have gentlemen no pride in their country? Do they wish to 
see it shorn of power to defend its interests and its honor? Would 
they have its ports the prey of every second or third class nation 
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on the globe? Would they see it so defenseless that it must quail 
at every threat of other nations, and feel its incompetency to 
guard its dignity and maintain its rights? [Applause. | 
If they do the people do not, and as much as gentlemen have 
done to blunt in the hearts of the men and women of our land 
their earnest love of country, they will find when the trial day 
shall come that they have undertaken a task that can not be ac- 
complished. Let us have the battle ships. The patriotism and 
wisdom of the nation demand it, and we shall not be held guilt- 
less by those whom we represent if we shall not respond, by our 
votes, to that demand. e people are proud of their country, 
proud of its grand history, proud of its progress and its prowess, 
roud of its institutions and their beneficent influence upon man- 
ind, abroad as well as at home, and they will not see its arm of 
power paralyzed by those who are monarchists at heart, though 
they present an American surface to the world. [Great ap- 
plause. | 


{ Mr. COOMBS addressed the committee. See Appendix.] 


Mr. TALBOTT of Maryland. Mr. Chairman, before beginning 
my remarks, I desire to state to the committee that the gentleman 
from Maine, Mr. BouTELLE, who is a member of the minority of 
the Committee on Naval Affairs, was to have spoken to-day, but 
he is not here and his time has been occupied by other gentlemen. 
I have received a message from him stating that he is not well and 
unable to be in the House at this time, but that he is in favor of the 
bill as reported from the committee, and that if he were here would 
take part in the debate and advocate its passage. 

Some time ago there was a question even in my mind as to the 
propriety of the provisions embraced in this bill for new battle 
ships, but the Secretary of the Treasury has removed from my 
mind all doubt as to the propriety of making these appropriations. 
In acommunication to the te on the 2d day of this month the 
Secretary estimated that for this calendar year—and I wish the 
House distinctly to understand the time that the estimate covers— 
that for this calendar year, under the existing tariff laws, there 
will be a surplus over and above all public expenditures of more 
than $22,000,000. That being the case, the objection based upon 
the su inability of the Government to undertake the con- 
struction of these battle ships is removed. Other gentlemen may 
discredit the estimate of the Secretary of the Treasury, but I am 
not prepared to dothat. I for one am not willing to discredit the 
authorized head of the Treasury De mt in this statement. 

IT am sure no other gentleman will do so. It being, then, a - 
ent that we shall have at our dis funds sufficient to build a 
navy, 1 propose first to discuss the question whether or not it is 

policy. Icar not go into detail and answer the various state- 
ments of all the gentlemen who have addressed this committee. 
The last gentleman who spoke in opposition to this bill, the gen- 
tleman from Tennessee (Mtr. WASHINGTON], had the temerity. to 
state to this House that the constraction of these vessels—I sup- 
pose he meant the maintenance of these and all other vessels—was 
ing to entail upon this country the extraordinary cost of between 
$550,000,000 and $300,000,600. hy, Mr. Speaker, this appropria- 
tion, all told, carries a little more than $31,000,000. 

This appropriation embraces in its features enough money to 
finish every vessel authorized by existing law, and at the end of 
the fiscal year 1896, with the —— carried in this bill, 
every vessel authorized by law will have been completed except 
the battle ship Iowa. And under the most adverse circumstances, 
when the gentlemen on the other side take controi of the House 
and the Senate they can carry on the a iations contemplated 
in the construction of these battle sien. they can ropriate 
every dollar for the construction as it , and the next na- 
val appropriation bill will not exceed, er any circumstances, 
in my vaguest, over $20,000,000 for the support of the Navy. 

I stated yesterday, Mr. Chairman, that for the current expenses 
of the Navy rtment we had not departed substantially from 
the features of the bills for 1894 and 1 Yet, to my surprise, 
the gentleman from Tennessee states to this Ho use that we have 
exceeded the estimates of the Department by over $800,000. That 
istrue. We have iated in this bill $844,927 more than the 

i we a vide in this bill for 
carrying ont the recommendations of the t. We do it 
because the recommended that we should add to our 
naval force at t 2,006 enlisted men. 

authorized the enlistment of those 2,000 men, but we 
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the committee, has had the boldness to state that these vessels 
were eventually to cost $23,000,000. I should like to know what 
authority he has for making any such statement. Vessel after 
vessel has been authorized by law; yet in no instance, sofarasI - 
know, has the cost for the construction of any vessel gone beyond 
the amount authorized by law; and in more cases than one the 
vessel was constructed, completed, and armed for less money than 
the law authorized. Therefore I can not see why the gentleman 
should state in good faith, when we appropriate not exceeding 
$12,000 ,000, that the expense is going to be $23,000,000. There is 
no reason in law and none in precedent for such a statement. 

The gentleman from Kansas also stated to the House that there 
are only five or six ports in the United States which these first- 
class battle ships can enter. If he knows no more about the Navy 
generally than he knows about this particular subject, his state- 
ments are not entitled to consideration at the hands of this House. 
[read from an article called ‘‘ The ships of the new Navy:” 

Battle ships wil! draw more water undoubtedly, but they certainly will not 
exceed 25 feet. 

It isa common mistake to suppose that we have no harbors which vessels 
dra 20 feet can enter. e have 38 ports which vessels drawing 3) feet 
can en at half tide, including Eastport, Rockland, a land, Me.; 
Portsmouth, N. H.; Marblehead and New Bedford, Mass. ; Newport, R. I.; 
New London, Conn.; Gardiners Bay and several other points on Long Island; 
New York; Hampton Roads, Va.; Ke West, Fia.; Santa Barbara, Monterey, 
San Francisco, and Mendocino City, Cal.; Olympia, Port Townsend, Tacoma, 
and Seattle, Wash. The ports of Boston, Mass wes, Del., and New Orleans, 
La., can be entered by vessels drawing % feet. The port of New York hasa 
depth of 30 feet of water throughout the whole channel at mean low water, 
so that a ship drawing 30 feet may enter at any stage of the tide. 


It thus appears that there are 38 ports of our country which a 
vessel drawing 30 feet of water can enter. 

Mr. LOUD. The gentleman will allow me to suggest that the 
gentleman from Kansas is a fresh-water sailor. 

Mr. TALBOTT of Maryland. Yes, sir; quite “ fresh.” 

Now, we are told that there is no necessity for a navy; that all 
the vessels which have been constructed under authority of law 
are useless and worthless. Sir,taere never wasa more barefaced 
proposition made in the halis of Congress. I assert that every 
vessel authorized and constructed by authority of Congress an- 
swers the purpose for which it was built. If we have been build- 
ing unarmored and armored cruisers which are worthless, why is 
it that the other nations of the earth have not found it out and 
discarded them? 

Why is it that every unarmored cruiser and every armored 
cruiser owned by France, by England, by Germany, and by all 
the first-class ers of the earth is carried on the register of the 
respective nations to-day—officered, manned, provisioned, and 
supplied with sufficient ammunition to engage in battle? 

r. Chairman, an officer in command of an unarmored cruiser 
would be exceedingly foolish, and would be court-martialed, if he 
should engage a battle ship at odds when he could get away and 
save his vessel. But what was the policy of the commanders of 
English and American vessels as far back as the war of 1812? 
They sought each other out. A vessel of 20 guns im the English 
navy would seek out one of 20 guns in the American Navy: a 
chaile would pass, and they would engage in conflict. So it 
would now in case of a war. The unarmored cruiser would 
search out the unarmored cruiser of the enemy; the protected 
cruiser would search out the protected cruiser, and when the fight 
by fleet of ships was on the battle ships, provided for under this 
law, would take their places in the line of battle, and the pro- 
tected and unprotected cruisers would take their proper places in 
theline. Each would do its part, and the sum total would be the 
science and the bravery of either side, and perhaps the preponder- 
ance of guns would weigh the most in the Mattle 

But we are told that we do not need any navy at all, and that 
Great Britain is willing to arbitrate. Great Britain never arbi- 
trates with anybody except one who is ready to fight her. Great 
Britain used the American colonies, before the American Revolu- 
tion, to wrest from France her French provinces, and what return 
did we get for it? When we came to seek our independence, for- 
getting that we had given up all of this valuable territory, she 
invited the savages to aid in preventing the achievement of the 
i mee for which our fathers fought; and after we had 
achieved independence she, by act after act, by impressing our 
seamen, and by other aggressive acts, compelled us, the infant 
Republic of the world, as we were at that time, to declare war 
against the greatest power of Enrope. We declared war and we 
fought it, and we licked her from Champlain to New Orleans. 
[ use.) Arbitrate with us! If we had aot these battle ships 

cruisers of ours, and if it was not understood to be the policy 
of the United States Government that we would go on building 
up this Navy, she would never request arbitration with us. Her 
dealings would be very different. 

Mr. VAN VOORHIS of New York. That is correct. 

Mr. TALBOTT of Maryland. We would never hear of arbi- 
tration then. 

Why, sir, thegentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. EVERETT] said 
that was an era now on earth of “‘ peace and good will” 









1895. 


amongst all men. If England wants to arbitrate let her disband 
her naval forces. If she wants to arbitrate that is the first step. 
If England is to disarm her naval force and rely upon arbitration 
in the future, let her discard it. But she is not going to do it. 
And if we made the demand she would say, of course, ‘‘ The com- 
plications in Europe are such that they will not permit us to do 
that;” but when a re arose here, she would find it very 
easy to spare a few of her battle ships to send across and give us 
considerable trouble. a : : 

Why, my own State was invaded by the British soldiers in 1812, 
and the United States Government has paid more to our citizens 
for losses sustained by that invasion, more money, than it would 
have cost to have maintained a large fleet in Chesapeake Bay. 

Without the aid of the British fleet they never could have landed 
their forces on our shores. Without the aid of the British fleet 
they could never have landed at New Orleans. I have no faith in 
the protestations of the English Government. I have never known 
them to let go a single inch of territory on which they had their 
clutches. History does not record any such transaction as that 
where England has got her hands on any part of the world. 

A MemBer. Not even Ireland. 

Mr. TALBOTT of Maryland. Not even Ireland, or Scotland, 
or Wales, or India, or any of the islandsin the sea. —_— 

I want to say this in this connection: When the British arm 
invaded New Orleans they invaded it because the transaction whic 
secured to us the transfer of that vast Louisiana territory from the 
French Government was so recent that they thought if they could 
only defeat an American army at New Orleans, at the mouth of the 
Mississippi River, they could own all the territory covered by the 
cession of Louisiana by France. 

Mr. ROBINSON of Pennsylvania. It was becauseof the defeat 
of the French fleet by the British at Trafalgar that that cession 
was made. 

Mr. TALBOTT of Maryland. My attention is called to the 
fact that it was the defeat of the French and Spanish navy at Tra- 
falgar that induced Napoleon to part with that valuable pos- 
session, and transfer it to us. I might go into that question 
more at length, Mr. Chairman, and discuss the effect of the 
battle of the Nile, and the battle of Trafalgar, and the battles of 
Lake Erie and Lake Champlain, but they have been all gone into 
by other gentlemen who have discussed this question. y 

Now, I am obliged to the State of Massachusetts for one thing, 
and that is, to say that there is more than one statesman who has 
hailed from that + State as a member of the Everett family. 
A gentleman by the name of Edward Everett, who occupied quite 
a prominent place in the history of the United States, and whose 
memory is revered and respected by all of the people of this land, 
a man of the largest culture, has made some remarks on a kindred 
question, to which I will refer you. Ican not read all of his 

th, but it was delivered in 1864. He was the chairman pre- 
siding at a com eee given to the Committee on Naval 
Affairs of the House of Representatives, at the Revere House in 
Boston, on the 12th day of March, 1864. At that time he used | 
this language: 

But, gentlemen, it is not exclusively nor mainly thesecommercial associa- | 
tions which have led our people to cherisha navy. They have felt that those | 

reat natural powers, the world-surrounding ocean, its shores and its depths, 
ts harborsand its boundless pathways, the winds that sweep its surface, the 
currents which obey their impulse, the liv tribes which swarm upon its 
Shoals or wallow in its abysses, were intended by a gracious Providence to | 
rank high among the materials of that greatest creation of the wisdom of | 
man, a civilized commonwealth. They bave deduced from all history, ancient 
and modern, they have inherited with the primal traditions of the mother 
country, the vital truth, that for territory situated on the seaboard, naval 
skill and strength are the indispensable condition of national independence, 
safety, and esi a truth, by the way, enough of itself to show the mad- 
ness of the South in attempting to sever her connection with a t naval 
power, with the inevitable effect, if she could succeed in the suicidal attempt, 
Pp g her own coasts, harbors, and the mouths of her rivers at t 
mercy of every foreign pet od able to keep a few war steamers at sea. . 

e patriots of the Revolution, South as well as North, saw this. Mr. 
Edward Rutledge told his fellow-citizensof South Carolina that “they had 
no other resource, in time of danger, than the naval force of our Northern 
friends.” It has been so from the dawn of history. It was anavy which en 
abled a little city of Greece to beat back the barbarous hordes of the East. 
Te was a navy w enabled re so long to dispute the progress of the 

to universal dominion. It was a navy—nay, it was one naval bat- 
tle—which gave Augustus the Empire of the world; a navy which carried 
the Northmen from the polar circle to the coasts of France, to Sicily, and 
Constantinople; and which made Venice and ately, the mis- 
tresses of the Mediterranean and the Levant, and, throngh them, of the 
commerce of the East. It was their navies which, in the dawn of the modern 
ee system of Europe, put it in the power of Spain and little Portugal 
divide between them, like the two halves of an , nosmall part of 
the newly discovered world. It was her naval stre which prevented 
England Troun being crushed in the Titanic st le with nm in the six- 
teenth century; by which, in the seventeenth and ei centuries, she 
laid the foundation of her vast colonial empire on this continent, in India, 
and Australia; and by which, even now, she belts the globe with the sovereign 


girdle of her dependencies. 
That, Mr. Chairman, was the language of a very distinguished 
ward Everett, father of 


gentleman in Massachusetts, the late 





smerceypuaarpmaeteecttaiiata amit iinet ical ait laa eatin 


the gentleman who addressed the House yesterday. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, as far as I am concerned, I am partial in 
this business. I have always been for a navy, and always will be 
for a great navy. 
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The says, ‘‘Peace!” Yes, nobody desires peace more 
than Ido. Nobody desires that this country shall remain at peace 
more than I do. But Igo further than that. I go away beyond 
the desire to have peace. I go to the extent that this country of 
vant e put itself in a condition to command peace. [Ap- 
plause. 

There is but one way to do that, and that is to build your Navy. 
That is the one popular branch of the military arm of the Govern- 
ment. It is the one branch of the military arm of the Government 
that is popular in every part of the country. Why, sir, the gen- 
tleman from New Jerse pe! GEISSENHAINER], the chairman of 
the Committee on Nav ffairs, has stated to the House the num- 
ber of miles comprising our coast, This coast, counting in the 
Lake States, embraces over 16,000 miles. Why, the gentleman 
from Tennessee [Mr. WASHINGTON] said it is impossible to place 
a battleship at every port. Did anybody ever sayit was necessary 
to do it? Certainly not. What I say is this, that we want for 
our coast defense on the Pacific, the Atlantic, and the Gulf of 
Mexico sufficient battleships to meet theenemy at any given point, 
because, with the facility with which information is now conveyed, 
itis not a very difficult matter to collect a fieet in from three to 
six days upon any part of our coast. That is all that is intended 

I desire to say this to the gentleman, that it is much more eco- 
nomical to build your battle ships and have them at your com- 
mand, so that you can order them up and down the coast, at 
immensely less cost than you can build forts and putguns in them 
at every single point which can be attacked on our seacoast. Sir 
William Pitt had but one motto, Mr. Chairman, so far as states- 

ip was concerned, for the English Government. It was a 
catching phrase. The one word was “Security!” Security for 
the English people, security for the merchantmen of the English 
nation, security for its inhabitants at home and abroad; and that 
covers the case. So far as we are concerned we go beyond that; 
I go beyond that. I not only desire security, Mr. Chairmxn, for 

erican citizens at home and abroad; I insist that when a mer- 
chantman of Baltimore sends his cargo to Rio that it shall be 
landed. Our nation did it when we had the best fieet that ever 
assembled for many a day in the waters of Rio, and the merchant 
ships of my own town unloaded their cargoes when the English- 
men and Frenchmen did not. But I go beyond that; away be- 
yond that. I claim that it is the province of good American citi- 
zenship and statesmanship that the American fleet shall dominate, 
that the American people shall control the western waters of the 
Atlantic Ocean and the eastern waters of the Pacific, and any 
man who is willing to surrender for his country either of these 
propositions is not worthy to represent his people in this Con- 


gress. 

My Democratic friends, we are told by gentlemen on the other 
side, over and over and over again, that the Navy has been built, 
but never yet has it been built by a majority of this side of the 
House voting for it; and I am ashamed to say that that charge is 
almost true. And yet, my associates on this side of the Honse, 
you have never gone into a Presidential campaign that you did 
not tell the people what the Democratic party did for the Navy be- 


forethe war. Younever hada convention that you did not pledge 
the people that you were going to build this important branch of 
the military service of the country. I will not take time toreadit; 


but in 1888 you took special pains to tell the country that you ap- 
proved the administration by Secretary Whitney of the Navy De- 
artment, and gave him great credit for building your war vessels. 
n 1892, in the convention at Chicago, presided over by my fricnd 
in frontofme [Mr. WiLson of West Virginia], you adopted another 
resolution, saying to the country that you were in favor of build- 
ing and maintaining the Navy commensurate with the population, 
wealth, and dignity of the country. 
Mr. LIVINGSTON. Is not that about the only plank of the 
Democratic platform in Chicago that we have not gone back on? 
Mr. TALBOTT of Maryland. We have not gone back on that. 
Sometimes le do not know what they put in platforms. 
Mr. SIM IN. Do you know of any promise made in the 
— adopted by the Chicago convention that has been ful- 


Mr. TALBOTT of Maryland. So far as I am concerned, we 
will out this one. 
, GSTON. I would like to see them carry ont one 


thing 

Mr. TALBOTT of Maryland. I desire, Mr. Chairman, just to 
call attention to something said by the Secretary of tae Navy him- 
self some years ago. 

The > which was brought into the House on March 10, 1886, 
by Mr. mana then chairman of the Committee on Naval Af- 

said; 

The geographical situation of the United States and the relations we bear 
to other nations are peculiar. We have no rival on the western continent, 
and we justly feel secure against any attack an enemy might make upon us 
by land. But we are without ad te means of defendin our foreign or 
our coastwise commerce, and the cities scattered along our long line of sea- 
coast are absolutely at the mercy of any second-rate naval power of the 
w 


orid. 
Your committee have not thought it profitable to inquire into the causes 
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which have resulted in placing the United States in this anomalous position 
among the nations of the earth. Buta brief retrospect may be useful in en- 
abling us to decide what should be our policy for the future. 

Prior to the war of 1812 there were some serious differences of opinion 
among ourstatesmen as to whether the United States ought to attempt to be- 
come an important naval Par but from the moment when the news came 
of the brilliant victories of Huli and Lawrence at sea and Perry and McDon- 
ough on the lakes, the question was decided. 

From that day the American Navy was an object of more or less pride and 
affection under every Administration. We built the best ships afloat and 
armed them with guns which were at least equal to any in the world. We 
did not aspire to be, because it was not necessary, but we demonstrated our 
capacity to become the — if not the superior of ro power in the 
world. This was believed by the statesmen of that era to be the attitude the 
United States should assume before the world. 

Your committee see no reason why we should entirely depart from that 
policy now. We believe this Government should at least create a navy which 
will be respectable in size, and that we should demonstrate our capacity to 
incease it rapidly to any required extent. 

In 1846, in pursuit of the Pa then aqreod on by all, the United States 
founded the present Naval Academy. T institution is said to have owed 
its existence primarily to that eminent citizen, who now lives to witness the 
fruits of his wisdom, the Hon. George Bancroft. f 

The Naval Academy keeps abreast with the foremost in this era of devel- 
opment, and it has furnished us with a personnel for our Navy unequaled in 
training and culture by that of any other nation. The officers thus trained 
are drawn from all portions of the country, so that the Navy, in so far as 
officers are concerned, is a representative body. : 

But these officers would be practically useless in case of war now with any 
first or second rate naval power, because our ships now in commission are of 
an obsolete type, and they are armed with guns which are practically useless 

inst the armored vessels of to-day. 

n 1860 the era of wooden ships and stone forts was drawing to a close. 
Some efforts had been made in the direction of armored ships wy several na- 
tions. A number of armored batteries had been designed, and Napoleon III, 
in 1858, had protected one of his vessels with about 3 inches of iron. But these 
were all untried. 

The great battle between the Merrimac and the Monitor showed the power 
and value of iron armor for the protection of battle ships, and the system of 
warfare at sea was revolutionized. The United States showed wonderful en- 
terprise and ingenuity in building ironclad vessels during the four years of 
our civilstrife; but since that war ceaséd, now twenty-one yearsago, we have 
made no advance. 

Our Navy now is not equal to what it was in 1860. But all other maritime 
nations, profiting by the lessons taught during our civil war, have vied with 
each other in improving their navies. Iron took the place of wood for ves- 
sels, and steel has now taken the place of iron for both vessels and guns, 
Ships of war have grown larger and heavier, guns have grown larger and 
heavier, and for twenty years the contest has gone on between the power of 
armor to resist and the power of guns to pierce. It now seems to be almost 
definitely settled that a modern projectile, thrown from the heaviest and 
best gun, will pierce at point-blank range the heaviest armor a seagoing ves- 
selcancarry. Yet, though this is generally conceded, the guns which possess 
this —< are so heavy, so expensive, and necessa: so few upon a vessel, 
and the conditions of a combat at sea are so different from target practice 
that the great naval powers of the world are continuing, and probably will 
continue, to_build armor-clad vessels. Lieutenant Jaques, one of the most 
accomplished officers of the United States Navy, in a pamphlet on this sub- 
ject, published during the present yeur, says: 

“To those who consider armor useless because the penetrating power of 
modern artillery is superior to the resistance of modern plates I would call 
attention to the fact that circumstances attending target practice on the 
proving grounds—the fire normal, guns on fixed platform, and the range only 
a few hundred feet—are very different from those in battle, where the range 
is great, the armor fitted to the fort or ship is constructed to present the least 
amount of normal surface, and the means gun and moving ship are ever 
changing their itions. According to Noble, one of the ablest English ar- 
tillerists, a thickness of armor equal to one-half the diameter of the projectile 
a ogee almost certain impenetrability in the ever-varying conditions of a 

ttle at sea.” 

But as at present circumstanced it is of small moment to the United States 
whether the modern gun or modern armor is superior. We have neither 
the one nor the other—no gun mounted that can pierce an enemy’s armor, 
no armor on a completed vessel or on a fort that can resist an enemy's guns. 

Our heaviest granite wall is only 8 feet thick, while an 80-ton English gun 
has thrown a projectile through 2% feet of graniteandcement. ‘‘ Nomagonry 
can withstand such a fire. Even 75 feet of earth would probably not resist it, 
and if it would troops could not, without other protection, work the cannon 
under the galling fire of modern machine guns.” 


Then, after carefully comparing our Navy at that time with our 
Navy of 1860, and also with the principal navies of the world, the 
report proceeds: 


If we study carefully the characteristics of the navies summarized in this 
appendix, we find that we are not only at the mercy of European nations, but 
that our neighbor; Brazil, might exact tribute of any city along our Gulf or 
See et. while*Chile could enforce similar demands on the shores of 

ic. 

The Riachuelo and Aquidaban, those formidable Brazilian armored cruisers, 
could steam, at 13 te 1 ots an hour, from Brazil to New York in ten days. 
These vessels could with apesty pose our forts and anchor in New York 
Harbor, but without doing eir guns could easily throw shells into 
New York City from off veneer d beach. The Chilean vessel Esmeralda 
carries coai enough to enable her to steam at 8 knots an hour from Chile to 
San Francisco without exhausting half her coal suppiy. With her h- 
power guns she could lie outside the Golden Gate and lay the city of San 

cisco under contribution without going ‘within the reach of its i 
The Cochrane and Blanco Encclada, other Chilean ships, are pro’ by 9 
inches of iron armor, and carry batteries of six 8-inch breechloading rifles. 

It is the unanimous opinion of your committee that the Government of the 
United States ought not longer to permit the lives and property of American 
citizens to be thus manifestly held at the mercy of so many foreign nations. 
We have therefore earnestly inquired what steps ought to be taken to in- 
crease our .:neans of defense. In the present condition of maritime warfare, 
considering all proposed means of attack and defense, it isa ve question 
to decide in what proportions between the erection of fortifications and addi- 
tions to our nayal establishment expenditures should be divided. It is not 
our province to discuss that question. We sappene all will admit the value 
of forts and guns ashore. The nations of the Old World have expended vast 
sums in the erection of iron and steel clad forts, and they are continuing the 
work. Even for the uses of the Navy there must be harbors of refuge and 
safe anchorage must be provided where not only naval vessels, but those of 
the commercial marine may find shelter in time of war. 
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Mr. LIVINGSTON. I think that we had better carry out this 
preies as it is the only one left in the platform that has not been 
violated. 

Mr. TALBOTT of Maryland. During the century of our na- 
tional existence that will close on the 4th of March, our Navy has 
been engaged in war with France two years, with Tripoli four 
years, with Great Britain three years, with the Barbary powers 
seven years, with Mexico two years, and in the civil war four 
years. 

In other words, gentlemen, while you say there is no danger of 
war, war is declared in these days by telegraph, by cable. You 
can not tell how soon we may have war. It is a fact that the Eng- 
lish Government, following its usual practice, is to-day trying to 
establish a boundary in Alaska that would take from us the most 
valuable part of that recently acquired Territory. We can not tell 
when war may come upon us, and the only thing for the Amer- 
ican ple to do now and always is to keep up with the times. 
[Applause.] I do not claim that we ought to have a navy as large 
as the British navy. I donot claim that we ought to have a navy 
as large as the French navy. What I do say is that we ought to 
have a navy that, using the language of Admiral Walker, ‘‘ would 
be able to meet any detachment of the English navy or the French 
navy or of any foreign navy that could be sent to our shores.” 

Gentlemen may think I am talking idly, but the English people 
are not idle. They are building forts all around us; they are es- 
tablishing coaling stations ail around us. The English Govern- 
ment is making more progress toward establishing substantial 
forts and reliable coaling stations on this continent than she ison 
the other. 

Mr. MONEY. And more than we are doing on this continent. 

Mr. TALBOTT of Maryland. Yes, sir; more than we are doing 
on this continent, as a matter of course, because of the mistaken 
policy we have been pursuing. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, I will ask leave to extend my remarks in 
the RECORD, because as the eulogies on the late Senator Colquitt 
are to begin at 2 p. m., I think it proper to move that the commit- 
tee do now rise in order that the House may have a few minutes 
for the transaction of routine business between now and that hour. 
I thank the members of the committee for their kind attention, 
and I move that the committee do now rise. [Loud applause. ] 

The motion was agreed to. 

The committee accordingly rose; and the Speaker having 
resumed the chair, Mr. O’NErL of Massachusetts, from the Com- 
mitiee of the Whole, reported that they had had under consider- 
ation the naval appropriation bill and had come to no resolution 
thereon. 

DONATION OF CONDEMNED CANNON. 


Mr. HULL. Mr. Speaker, a day or two ago there was sub- 
mitted to the House by the Speaker a Senate act donating some 
condemned cannon from the navy-yardat Portsmouth, N.H., to 
the Iowa State Museum, at Des Moines, and it was referred by 
mistake to the Committee on Military Affairs. In reporting the 
bill back from that committee, I ask unanimous consent that it be 
now put upon its passage, as I think it can be disposed of in two 
or three minutes. 

The bili was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Navy be, and is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to supply the Iowa Historical Museum, Des Moines, 
Iowa, on the request of the governor, with two condemned cannon and one 


condemned seacoast mortar from the Portsmouth Navy-Yard, N. H., the 
State of lowa to pay all the expenses of transportation, etc. 


The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present consideration 
of this bill? 

There was no objection. i 

The bill was ordered to a third reading; and it was accordingly 
read the third time, and passed. 

On motion of Mr. HULL, a motion to reconsider the vote by 
which the bill was passed was laid on the table. 

BILOXI AND BACK BAY BRIDGE. 

Mr. STOCKDALE. Mr. Speaker,I ask unanimous consent for 
the present consideration of the bill (H. R. 8459) to amend an act 
entitled “An act to authorize the Biloxi and Back ny, eke Com- 

any to construct a bridge over that portion of the Bay of Biloxi, 


in the State of eee known as Back Bay.” 


The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the act entitled “An act to authorize the Biloxi and 
Back Bay Bridge Company to construct and maintain a bridge over that por- 
tion of the Bay of Biloxi, in the State of Mississippi, known as Back Bay,” 
approved August 27, 1894, be, and the same is hereby, amended as follows: In 
section 6, line 2, strike out “one year ’ and insert instead thereof the words 
“two years.”’ 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present consideration 
of this bill? t 

There was no objection. eo ani 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; and 
being en 1 ossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

On motion of Mr. STOCKDALE, a motion to reconsider the vote 
by which the bill was passed was laid on the table. 
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REAR-ADMIRAL J. H. RUSSELL. 


Mr. ROBINSON of Pennsylvania. Mr. Speaker, I ask unani- 
mous consent for the present consideration of Senate bill 864, to 
authorize the payment to Rear-Admiral John H. Russell, of the 
United States Navy, of the highest pay of his grade. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That in consideration of the eminent and conspicuous serv- 
ices rendered by Rear-Admiral John H. Russell, of the United Sta er re 
tired, particularly in that on the night of September 13, 1861, while h 
the rank of lieutenant, he voluntarily commanded an expedition of about I 
officers and men which destroyed the Confederate war vessel Judah, which 

equipped. and moored at the Pensacola nas 
Yard, in the presence of over 1,000 soldiers who were stationed at the yard, 
and in the face of numerous batteries, one-fifth of his command being either 
killed or wounded, he being among the latter, and in that he served faith- 
fully and commendably during the subsequent years of the war of the rebel- 
lion in important commands and has never received any special promotion or 
advancement in numbers, said Admiral John H. Russell shall receive 
the highest pay of his grade. : : 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present consideration 
of this bill? ; 

Mr. SAYERS. Let us have some explanation of the bill. Let 
the report be read. ; ian he 

The SPEAKER. The report is quite long. Is there objection 
to the present consideration of this bill? 

Mr. TALBERT of South Carolina. I object. 


POST-OFFICE APPROPRIATION BILL. 


The SPEAKER laid before the House a bill (H. R. 8272) mak- 
ing appropriations for the service of the Post-Office Department 
for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1896, and for other purposes, 
with amendments of the Senate thereto. 

Mr. HENDERSON of North Carolina. Mr. Speaker, I move 
that the House nonconcur in the Senate amendments and ask for 
a conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses. 

The motion was agreed to, and the Speaker appointed as con- 
ferees on the part of the House Mr. HENDERSON of North Caro- 
lina, Mr. DunpHy, and Mr. Loup. 


ASSISTANT ENGINEER, ETC,, HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 


Mr. SHELL. -Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for the 
present consideration of the resolution which I send to the desk. 

The resolution was read, as follows: 

Resolved, That in addition to the sum of $300 to be paid out of the contin- 
gent fund of the House of Representatives for an assistant engineer and three 
additional laborers, under resolution of January 24, 1895, the Clerk of the 
House is hereby authorized and directed to pay from the contingent fund of 
the x for the same purposes and at the same rates of pay, the further 
sum 0. 28. 


Mr. SAYERS. Mr. Speaker, I should like to know why this is 


was fully armed, manned, an: 


presented. 
.Mr. SHELL. It is simply because of a mistake in the original 
resolution. We asked for the full amount, but the House passed 


the resolution for $300. 

Mr. SAYERS. And with the expenditure of this sum the serv- 
ices of this man are concluded and paid for, I understand? 

Mr. SHELL. Yes, sir. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present considera- 
tion of this resolution? 

Mr. ROBINSON of Pennsylvania. I object. 


THE LATE SENATOR COLQUITT. 


The SPEAKER (at 2 o’clock p.m.). The Clerk will report the 
special order. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, That the third Saturday in February next. pecianing at 2 o'clock 
p.m., be set apart for eulogies on the life of the Hon. Alfred H. olquitt, late 
a Senator from the State of Georgia. 

Mr. TURNER of Georgia. I offer the resolutions which I send 
to the desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, That the business of the House be now suspended that opt r- 
tunity may be given for tribute to the memory of Alfred H. Colquitt, Re a 
Senator from the State of G 

Resolved, That as a particular mark of t to the memory of the de- 
ceased and in r tion of his eminent abilities asa public servant, the 


oe of Representatives, at the conclusion of these memorial services, ad- 
ourn. 


Resolved, That the Clerk communicate these resolutions to the Senate. 
Resolved, That the Clerk be instructed to send a copy of these resolutions 
to the family of the deceased. 


The question being taken, the resolutions were unanimously 
adopted. 2 


Mr, TURNER of Georgia. Mr. Speaker, Alfred Holt Colquitt 
was born in Walton County, Ga., on 20, 1824; graduated at 
Princeton College in the class of 1844; studied law and was ad- 
mitted to the bar in 1845; served as a staff officer with the rank 
of major during the war with Mexico; was elected and served as 
a member of the Thirty-third Congress; was a member of the 
Georgia legisiature in 1859; was a Presidential elector for the 
State at large on the Breckinridge ticket in 1860; was a member 
of the secession convention of the State of Georgia; entered the 
Confederate army as captain; was subsequently chosen colonel of 





the Sixth Georgia Infantry; served as brigadier-general and was 
commissioned as a major-general; was elected governor of the 
State in 1876 and reelected to that office; at the expiration of his 
term as governor he was elected to the Senate of the United States 
for the term commencing March 4, 1883, and was reelected in 1888. 


Such was his own account of his life. Though modest, it out- 
lines acareer of great distinction, beginning early and terminating 
only athisdeath. It omits any mention of his successes at college, 
his deeds of gallantry in two wars, and his great triumphs in his 
political campaigns, though sometimes hotly contested. Nor does 
this sketch contain even an allusion to his ministries in the pulpit 
and all the enterprises of the Methodist Church, though these 
a offices were performed while he was governor and Senator. 

one of his last speeches in the Senate he closed with the excla- 
mation: 

Righteousness exalteth a nation! 

It is interesting to note how closely he followed the footsteps 
of his distinguished father, Walter T. Colegaitt. The latter was 
also educated at Princeton College, was a lawyer of great repu- 
tation, was a judge of the superior court, a general of militia, 
a member of the general assembly of the State, a Representative 
in Congress, a member of the Senate of the United States, and a 
minister of the Methodist Church. The careers of the father and 
son are so nearly identical that they form chapters in the same 
story. The line of the one’s life seems to have been a prolonga- 
tion of that of the other. Let us hope that the son of Alfred H. 
Colquitt may be worthy of his lineage and that an honorable name 
may become a part of the inheritance in this family. 

I leave to others more intimately acquainted with Senator Col- 
quitt the highest office of a friend, an affectionate tribute to his 

rivate traits and virtues and a minute detail of the elements of 
nis character and conduct. His manhood began in affluence; he 
died poor. He had no extravagant habits, and in a money-lovin 
age he was content with a moderate living, and never repine 
over the great losses entailed by an unsuccessful war. The pa- 
thetic devotion of his family during his long affliction was the 
fittest reward for his own generous solicitude as husband and 
father. He lived in a historic era, and in all its mighty move- 
ments he occupied leading positions. And amid them all, with 
their great anxieties and temptations, he seems to have professed 
that highest ideal of life which covets public confidence for the 
opportunities it affords for usefulness, and yet reverently worships 
God! We call our departed friend to witness that such a scheme 
of life is consistent with the loftiest courage in the hour of battle, 
the most enduring public favor, and the serene fortitude of a 
Christian in the article of death! 


Mr. BLAIR. Mr. Speaker, it was my good fortune to be asso- 
ciated with Senator Colquitt for about eight years in the other 
House of Congress, and although not intimately acquainted in a 
general sense, yet there was a consanguinity of views between us 
upon certain great lines of thought and action which gave me a 
feeling of nearness and almost of kinship, which did not require 
frequent expression in order that both might understand its ex- 
istence. I therefore drop my sprig of evergreen upon his grave 
to-day with the feeling that I, too, have lost a brother. 

Others more familiar with the details of his record have already 
explained them and in both of these great halls of legislation have 
pronounced in fitting terms that eulogy which belongs to those 
whose illustrious lives deserve immortality among their fellow- 
men. My tribute may well be brief and such as one gives spon- 
taneously and aside as he moves silently in the procession to the 
tomb of the beloved. 

Senator Colquitt was a distinctively elevating force in the Sen- 
ate and throughout the country. Modest and unpretending to 
the last degree, yet firm and full of assertion when important prin- 
ciples were involved, he was felt even though unheard, and when 
occasion imperatively demanded his voice would fill the Chamber 
like the tones of Paul at Mars’ Hill. 

He seldom spoke at his best except upon some theme which 
aroused the moral and religious side of his nature, and then it 
was that his wonderful oe revealed the full power of the 
physical, intellectual, and moral elements of human nature in 
combined and harmonious action. At such times he was eloquent 
in the highest sense, and his power over the Senate and over popu- 
lar audiences was very great. 

The inspiration of the occasion would overcome all reserve, and 


the great cause would seem to transform him intoa superior being. 
While in the Senate he spoke repeatedly and with great power 
upon the evils of intemperance and in support of Sabbath observ- 
ance, as well as upon panei and kindred subjects, and I think 
it will be admi that the influence he exerted in favor of these 
fundamental and everlasting human interests will constitute his 


chief, as they certainly will his undeniable, claim to the gratitude 
of posterity. : 

well remember the unfailing support which the Senators from 
Georgia, the empire State of the South. always gave to the educa 
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tion bill,and that Mr. Colquitt was very anxious for its success. 
Few men more than he compre the calamity involved in its 
failure. Senator Brown also, one of the great statesmen of our 
gencration, has placed on record hes and sentiments upon 
the same vast theme which in coming time, when the events of 
our day can be faithfully written and their relative importance 
seen in just perspective, will embalm his memory in the gratitude 
of the ages. 

Senator Brown was the great plebeian whose native force carried 
him to the sammit of attainment and power among his fellow- 
men inthe hard attrition and competition of free institutions. 

Senator Colquitt was the son of wealth and social position, the 
representative of that great patrician element which constituted 
the most remarkable aristocracy of history. 

These men were the most perfectly connected and yet contrasted 
illustration that I have known in their harmonious and full-orbed 
action as Senators of their State of the extraordinary manner in 
which our system of theoretically free Government blends the 
activities and interests of every grade and class of men into one 
grand unity of action, of progress, and of elevation to all. 

This power of reconciling the warring classes and conditions of 
men was the one thing lacking in the institutions of Greece and 
Rome, and those republics fell. 

But who shall pretend to say whether Franklin, the plebeian, 
or Jefferson, the patrician, contributed the most to the foundation 
of American liberty? And it is because the principles which they 
promulgated and the institutions which embodied thgir teachings 

ssess this power of drawing all men unto themselves that our 

public shall be everlasting. 

I can never forget the last time I saw Senator Colquitt. It was 
not long before his death. Stricken and disabled, he was making 
his way on the little vehicle which was used to enable him to move 
about in the open air and between his residence and the Senate. 
He was then on his way to the scene of duty. We had not met for 
a considerable time, and then both were in full health and strength. 
But little was said, and the interview was not in words. 

I encouraged him with ali the hopeful suggestions that I could 
think of, and he smiled and tal bravely of the restoration to 
come. But neither deceived the other, and those great eyes blaz- 
me with a fixed and far-off penetration showed clearly that the 
light of another world was painting its realities upon his sensitive 
spirit. We knew that we thought some thoughts and at- 
tempted some deeds together, and that an imraortal sympathy was 
born of our association. But for this world we then knew that it 
was all over. Heis the better off. Rest to his ashes! Everlast- 
ing bliss to his soul! Let us take up our burden and move on. 


Mr.LAWSON. Mr.S er, I hope that some one more compe- 
tent than myself to of the life and character of Senator Col- 

uitt will seize this opportunity to do so. I never had the good 
fortane to enjoy an intimate and confidential acquaintanceship 
with him; we lived far apart, and our different lines of employ- 
ment seldom brought us together. I was more intimately asso- 
ciated with him and had better opportunities to acquaint myself 
with his personal characteristics during the last months of his iife 
than ever before. During those few monthsI daily met with him 
and his amiable and omaaiions family, who had come here to min- 
ister to the infirmities of his latter days. 

But I, like every Georgian, could not fail to know of his public 
career as a soldier and statesman, and as a trusted and honored 

vernor and Senator, strongly intrenched in the love and confi- 

mce of the people of Georgia, his native State. 

Senator Cx fquitt was ushered into life upon an elevated plane. 
Few have been so fortunate in their birth as he. His father 
was a man of great distinction as an orator, lawyer, Senator of 
the United States, and last, but not least, as a minister of the gos- 

l. In the traditions cherished by the old men of Georgia the 

ame of his father as a successful criminal lawyer and as a politi- 
‘cal debater on the hustings is not exceeded by that of any one of 
the great men who were his contemporaries. He is thought by 
many to have been the equal in many re s of Toombs, 
Stephens, Johnson, and Cobb, who subsequently attained to the 
zenith of their fame. 

Senator Colquitt descended from snch a father, and inheriting 
many of his personal traits, it is said, was also the recipient of a 
liberal education, having graduated from Princeton, N. J., a col- 
lege which at that period stood in the front ranks of the institu- 
tions of learning and which yet _—- a high reputation. 
After his a he espoused profession of law, and no 
one probably ever had spread out before him a future more fruit- 
ful of splendid achievements and honorable successes. 

Judging from his ind > engined of purpose, and consecra- 
tion to duty, as manifi in subsequent career, we may 
assume that he would have become an ornament to his profession 
had he submitted to its severe exactions and wo at the 
shrine of Justice instead of Mars. But the literature of Coke and 
Blackstone and the search for duli and musty precedents could 
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not enchain his ardent temperament and martial spirit when tke 
music of drum and fife summoned patriots to arms. 

Laying aside his law books and foregoing the laurels to be won 
before courts and juries, he hurried to Mexico, where the honor of 
his country and the chivalry of its soldiery were to be sustained 
and illustrated on the field of battle. Bravely and gallantly per- 
forming his part on this arena and flushed with the victories that 
everywhere crowned the American arms, at the close of the war 
he returned to his native State, and instead of resuming his chosen 
profession preferred rather the peaceful though no less dignified 
occupation of a farmer. 

Nothing recorded in ancient or modern history is comparable to 
the ease and luxury enjoyed by a Southern planter at that period. 
His happy condition elicited the envy of the world, an envy which 
many mistook for philanthropy. Tobe the proprietor of broad 
and fertile acres, cultivated by African slaves who never felt the 
severities of cold, hunger,and nakedness, as do many of the suf- 
fering poor of the present day, who gave themselves to the pleas- 
ures of to-day without bestowing a thought on the needs of to- 
morrow, who never suffered the lack of any substant=1 good, 
whose happiness and contentment were only surpassed by the 
bounteous hospitality that nourished them, and whose leve and 
devotion to the master were only equaled by that of his children, 
was indeed a princely heritage. 

Such was the happy fortune of Senator Colquitt in his early man- 
hood and until the suffrages of a free and confiding constituency 
called him while yet a young man to represent them in the House 
of Representatives of the United States. And. having honorably 
discharged the duties required in that station he, unlike the am- 
bitious statesmen of the present day, declined to serve them longer, 
preferring the ‘‘ quiet shades of a private life.” Here in pastoral 
simplicity and in the felicity of domestic and social virtues he 
spent the passing years until a strenuous call to a higher duty 
bade him renounce the pleasures of home and fireside to enter upon 
an arena of more arduous effort. 

When he, in common with all Georgians, became convinced 
that the Government of our fathers was about to be overthrown 
and the principles of liberty engulfed in the mad tide of fanati- 
cism raging, and unhappily not entirely yet subsided, he 
yielded to the manly instincts of his nature and urged upon his 
countrymen the propriety of a peaceable secession from those 
with whom they could not live in honorable equality and amity. 
The wisdom and rectitude of his conduct in this matter is left 
without further remark to the judgment of future generations 
and impartial history. His countrymen with one accord followed 
his advice, and when it was perceived that the great questions 
then at issue must be submitted to the arbitrament of arms he 
was among the first to enlist in a cause then supposed to be not only 
just, but in accord with every principle of liberty and of a right- 
eous self-defense. 

Entering the Confederate army as a captain he passed through 
all gradations successively until he reached the rank of a major- 
general, and in all gradations and at all times scrupulousl 
performed all the duties of a soldier anda patriot. Of his mili- 
tary record itis unnecessary tospeak more. Suffice itthat he never 
shrank from the hardships of the camp nor shunned danger in the 
field, and that his skill in ‘‘ plucking victory from defeat” was so 
conspicuously displayed on one occasion as to win for him the 
title of the ‘‘ Hero of Olustee.” His devotion never wavered until 
the Confederacy ceased to be numbered among the nations of the 
earth; its prodigies of achievement availed not its triumph, but 
won for it an epitaph of lofty sentiment. 

No nation e’er rose so white and fair, 
Nor fell so pure of crime. 

Returning after defeat, he resumed his occupation of farming. 
But its former pleasures and happiness had vanished. The pros- 
perity that rested on the blossoming fields and plenteous harvests 
of the South had departed. The silent specters of ruin ard deso- 
lation mocked the eye onevery hand. Yet Senator Colquitt, with 
the same heroism that marked his military career, set about the 
rehabilitation of his desolated country. His countrym*# recog- 
nizing his zeal in the promotion of agriculture and confiding in 
his wisdom and fidelity, called him to the presidency of their State 
Agricultural Society. His field of usefulness was thus widened; 
his wise counsels, deriving authority and dignity from his official 
position, were more potential, whereby a braver and more intelli- 
gent spirit was infused into the community of planters. Newlife 
and sp up, and under the auspices of that society the 
agriculture of gia has been advanced until it will compare 
favorably with any State in the Union. 

From the head cf that society Senator Colquitt was elected to 
the chief i y of the State for two successive terms—the 
first term without opposition. In that —_ office, as everywhere, 
he held the confidence of the people. They believed him honest, 
they knew him loyal, and hence they trusted him. He did not 
disa) them. Their interests were secure in his =—e. His 

of that great office was untarnished, and if he com- 











mitted mistakes they were of the head and not of the heart. His 
was seers do right. 


oo the close of his second term as governor he was elected to 
the Senate of the United States, and reelected at the expiration of 
his term. The people demanded his continual advancement in 
office, but no elevation of station ever raised him so high that he 
forgot them. It was in their service and oan session of the 
Congress that he suffered a stroke of paralysis that eventually re- 
moved him from the stage of action. But notwithstanding his 
disability and though suffering intensely physically, he stood at the 
t of duty with unwavering fealty until death carried him 
ence. He died with his armor on, and truly it may be said of 
him, as of the heavenly orbs— 
The stars go down 
To rise on some fairer shore, 
And bright in heaven's jeweled crown 
They shine forevermore. 

Mr. Speaker, the life of such a man is a benediction to man- 
kind. Reared in affluence, occupying by inheritance the highest 
social position, and through a long life the favored child of for- 
tune, yet he was simple an‘ unaffected in his habits, courtly and 
gracious in his manners, stainless in private life, robust in manly 
virtues, adorned with the Christian graces, lofty in his aspira- 
tions, and responsive to every duty. ese accomplishments con- 
stituted the ideal man. 

It is true that he was a politician. He had a profound knowl- 
edge of the people and their modes of thought, the subtle motives 
that influence them and the agencies by which they are controlled. 
He saw from afar the coming changes in political sentiment and 
action and thus was enabled to guide where he could not control 
the political activities of the people.* He felt a deep and earnest 
sympathy with the people and sincerely desired to promote every 
agency that would conduce to their advantage and improvement. 
In this he was perhaps as disinterested as the frailty of our nature 
will permit us to be, 

Ho was also a partisan—a true and loyal Democrat. He had a 
supreme conviction in the rectitude of its principles and in the 
adaptation of those principles to every political exigency. He 
could not be neutral, nor was it possible to persuade him that any 
tenet in opposition to ocratic principles could be sound. He 
might tolerate, but could not sanction any principle of the opposi- 
tion. For these reasons his party confided in and loved and hon- 
ored him. Noman could supplant him in their affections. To 
the last hour of his life they were as loyal to him as he was to 
them. The calamity thet befell him overwhelmed them with 
grief, and for months prior to his demise they joyfully welcomed 
every rumor indicating the probable restoration of his health. 

Senator Colquitt espoused and daily exemplified the sublime 
doctrines of the Christian religion. They were an anchor to his 
faith, both sure and steadfast. His profession was not put on for 
display; it was not a ent to be worn and laid aside at pleas- 
ure; it was the symbol of a deep and earnest conviction that had 
become ingrained and integrated with his character. He incul- 
cated these doctrines from the rostrum and the pulpit, and illus- 
trated them in his arduous efforts in aid and encouragement of 
every religious and educational movement. 

In office Senator Colquitt “pursued the noiseless tenor of his 
way.” He did not court notoriety nor shun responsibility, but 
was equal tothe discharge of every duty. He may not have been 
the intellectual equal of some of his contemporaries, yet in sublime 
loyalty to duty, in undaunted moral and 8 sical courage, and in 
full consecration to the interests of his coome and country he had 
no superiors. 

The memory of his beneficent deeds and noble achievements 
will be fondly cherished by the citizens of his native State, while 
his lofty character and enduring fame remain the heritage of 


. 


Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. Mr. Speaker, to enter into the 
special details of the life and services of the eminent Senator 
whose memory we are here to-day to commemorate should be left 
to those of his State who have had the honor and privilege of a 
lifelong association, and I shall only k of him as he was 
known to the people of his neighboring States. 

The distinguished Senator from Georgia, Alfred Holt Colquitt, 
Was a t and a good man. In all the exigencies of life he 
adorned and graced ev — he was called upon to occupy. 
He was eminently one of those men who did his full duty in every 
activity in which it pleased God to him. 

When the shadow of death over his form there ended a 
blameless career, a life consecrated to the cause of Christianity, 
to the good of the e of his State, and to the entire country. 
Whether bravely 1 his soldiers to vi on the plains of 
Mexico or engaging im almost continuous ba as a major-gen- 
eral in the late war, he conducted himself with the most admir- 
able and untiring fortitude. As governor of the State he loved so 
well, or representing his people in this Hall of Congress or in the 
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Senate Chamber of the United States, he was always the same, 
conscientious and devoted in the discharge of his every duty, and 
both by teaching and by example doing all in his power to fill the 
fullest measure of his calling. 

As a general he successfully sought to inspire the brave men he 
led to the exercise of the highest t of courage, as a statesman 
he used the strongest efforts to add to the happiness and pros- 
perity of his fellow-beings, and as a citizen he exerted the great 
influence he to create a religious and moral se ment 
among those who had the good fortune to enjoy his association. 

General Colquitt possessed an abiding and unquestioning faith 
in the immortality of the soul taught by the Christian religion, 
and believed that a life spent in elevating the moral character and 

romoting the happiness and welfare of his fellow-beings would, 
in the world to come, realize the promises to the good and faith- 
ful servants of our Lord. Toa man like this death could have 
no terrors, but would come as the beginning of eternal happi- 
ness. The grave could have no sting, but be the open door to a 
better, a perfect, and everlasting life. 

His death is an irreparable loss to his devoted family, to his 
State, which loved and honored him, and to his entire country, 
which so sorely needs the services of such men as Alfred Holt 
Colquitt. 


[Mr. TATE addressed the House. See Appendix. ] 


Mr. GROSVENOR. Mr. Speaker, it isa matter which has caused 
a great deal of comment in the North that the people of the South 
should have so persistently put forward for political preferment the 
men who fought against the Union in the great war of the rebellion. 
Common gratitude and common comradeship for the men who stood 
together in a great contest like thaf scarcely explains the steady 
persistence with which the people of the South have heaped honors 
almost exclusively upon the men of the South who fought in that 
great war on their side. Because, notwithstanding the general 
principles of comradeship to which I have referred, there inter- 
venes always the ambition of men to hold high office and to occupy 
the positions of leadership, which overcomes the sentiment of grati- 
tude, and Jeads to division, at least, of the honors and emoluments 
of public favor. 

And yet, during all these years, now a period of a fall average 
generation of men, we find the people of the South have made a 
record of unflinching loyalty to the men who fought for their cause, 
and have ‘selected them for leadership in peace and to receive the 
honors of civil life. , 

But when you come to make something more than a cursory and 
imperfect examination of the record it transpires that there have 
been later events and more recent conditions which are more satis 
factory in explaining the circumstances to which I have referred. 

The men who in 1865, returning from the fruitiess effort for 
Southern independence, laid hold upon the shattered fragments of 
material things in the South, and led in the first demonstrations of 
effort to retrieve the unfortunate past, are the men, after all, te 
whom the loyalty and love of the people of the South have been 
manifested. It is a fact that the men who gathered together these 
broken fragments and pushed forward on the line of rehabilita- 
tion were in large part the men who fought for the overthrow of 
the Union and the establishment of the Confederacy, for it is true 
and has been over and over again admitted, and never successfully 
denied, that in the great cotton States of the South there was but 
a vestige of loyalty to the Union when war was actually precipi- 
tated, and there was a great percentage of the men of that section 
who went with all the force of their abilities into the war of the 
rebellion. It was a popular demonstration. It may not have been 
the result of calm and deliberate judgment. It certainly was the 
outbreak of a fury of error. We have ceased to call the great 
rebellion a crime because it is not wise to premote and perpetuate 
sectional strife, and we join heartily, we of the North, in declaring 
that no more shall— 

The war clouds sever; 

Nor the winding river be red, 
and that we will from henceforth and forever, proud of our own 
loyalty to the Government, remindful of the men who stood on our 
side of the battle, yet waive all crimination and recrimination, and 
work together for the obliteration of the wounds of the past. Waiv- 
ing nothing of our love for loyalty, yielding nothing of our denun- 
ciation for disloyalty in the abstract, we will nevertheless do what 
we can to obliterate all, excepting the lessons of the past. Those 
we must cherish. 

But what a task lay before the people of the Sonth! The men of 
the North returned to their homes amid the acclaimsof millions who 
joined to do them honor for having stood by the Union; and the 
shouts of triumph, the cheers for victory, were the sweetest notes 
of their reception. And they found no desolation of homes. There 
were hearts broken; there were dismembered families and ruined 
firesides, the homes of parents and children, wives, mothers, and 
sweethearts; but there was a restored country and the triumph of 
loyalty, and the prosperity of material things. 

ow was it with the men of the South, conquered in battle? 


I can not diseuss the why or the wherefore. I will not admit the 
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Southern claim that it was because of numbers, nor will I taunt 
the Southern man with the claim so often put up that it was our 
superior fighting qualities; nor will I yet in this presence and in 
this connection proclaim that it was solely and alone the judgment 
and wisdom of Almighty God arrayed on ourside. I willnot waive 
the honors due to my comrades for having earned the magnificent 
victory by ascribing it to the inevitable and overshadowing 
power of the Almighty. Driven to an expression upon that ques- 
tion I would insist that the valor of my countrymen, the integrity 
of my comrades, had something to do with the victory, however 
much Divine Providence may have willed our success, The great 
work was not alone due to either influence. 

But the returning Union man found his roof-tree still over his 
head. He found the material prosperity of his section practically 
unimpaired, and in many instances enormously enhanced. He found 
the machinery of Government in fall operation, and no uncertainty 
as to the future status of the citizen. 

How wasit with the Southernmen? Thousands found their home- 
steads gone. Tens of thousands found themselves bankrupt and 

ractically ruined. They found anarchy instead of government. 

hey found desolation instead of prosperity. ‘They found the civil 
overnment destroyed. They found uncertainty everywhere. A 
ew of their leaders ran—fled from the country. They found a con- 
dition, to summarize, without further detail, such as was sufficient 
to overwhelm with despair the stoutest-hearted men. The men who 
had with unparalleled chivalry followed the leadership of others 
into the rebellion, stood demanding that the leaders who had pre- 
cipitated the rebellion should devise some means of extrication from 
the conditions that surrounded them, Those of us who were in 
the South when the war had ended will join in saying that the 
wisest statesman, the most courageous citizen, would have been 
helpless to have attempted to devise a scheme of extrication that 
would have merited and received the approbation of any considera- 
ble number of the people. A proud-spirited people had first to 
make its suggestion in the light of its material overthrow upon the 
battlefield; and then it had to hear from the victorious other side 
as to what would be acceptable as terms of peace. 

It may be said that the condition of war was one of awful 
responsibility and awful perplexity; but I say that the period of 
reconstruction was a period of greater perplexity and greater 
uncertainty to the honest men of both sides than was the condition 
of war. In war time we knew what we were to do. We were 
to march, and bivouac, and fight. In reconstruction times the 
wisest did not know what todo. No rule of law hitherto decided 
applied to the questions of that hour or had wise application to 
the conditions surrounding us. 

Had we been dealing with our enemies there would have been ne 
trouble. The laws of war fixed .the conditions. The conditions 
should be the will of the victor—the vanquished not to be consulted. 
But they were not our enemies; they were our brethren. Our 
future was bound up in their future. If we were to prosper in the 
future they must prosper in the future; if they were to be crushed 
in the future we were to suffer for that. I maintain that the great 
wisdom shown by the dominant party in this country in the treat- 
ment of these great questions is to-day, looking back on it in the 
light of all its imperfections, yet an exhibition of profound states- 
manship. 

But what of the menof the South? They were driven to rebuild 
their destroyed homes, and to them was assigned the task of recon- 
structing State governments. Theirs to bring back into the sym- 
metry of governmental organization the fragments that they found 
around them. The leaders were to inspire hope, confidence, and 
patriotism in the minds of the overthrown. They were to teach 
the men who returned from the battlefields that despair was not the 
attitude commensurate with American character. They were to 
rally the great body of the people of the South to bring forth out of 
the ashes around them, phenix-like, if possible, a new South and a 
new American form of government. How well they have done this, 
time will tell. 

There is one thing that they have done that we know now: they 
have organized the Southerr section of the United States to be loyal 
and true to the American flag—loyal and faithful to the Constitution 
of the Union. Ready and willing, now and always, to protect and 
defend and vindicate the American flag. That they have accom- 
plished this with the surrounding conditions is a testimonial to the 
character of the men who did it that my words can not improve 


upon. 

Writtle wonder, then, it is, that the pene of the South idolize, 
not alone nor especially the men who led them in battle, but they 
idolize and worship the men who, out of the fire of battle, out of 
the smoke and carnage of war, came forth to — up and lead 
the people of the South along the pathway they have traveled; 
and looking about them now upon the peaceful homes of the South, 
the exaltation of law and order and good government, the obliter- 
ation of that blightiag curse of slavery, the restitution of the law 
of the land, the erection of splendid educational institutions, the 
building up of industries, the growth of national pride and national 
loyaity, is it any wonder that the men of the South turn to the men 
who led them through this Red Sea of trouble out into the Prom- 
ised Land of happiness and prosperity? 
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Alfred Holt Colquitt was one of these leaders. He had taken an 
active and brilliant share in the war for the overthrow of the Union. 
Misled as he was, his conduct upon the field of battle, in common 
with the brave men of his section, will ever be a monument to the 
success of the armies of the prer of the North. When we applaud 
our own courage, our own chivalry, our own success, in the light of 
Gettysburg, and Chickamauga, and Vicksburg, and Shiloh, and 
Peach Tree Creek, and Fort Fisher, we eulogize the courage, the 
chivalry, and the devotion of our enemies. 

Colquitt was a citizen soldier, but he believed in war as an arbi- 
trator. He fought in the Mexican war, and shed luster upon the 
escutcheon of: his nativeState. He fought in the war of the rebel- 
lion, and sacrificed wealth, case, and everything upon the altar of 
a mistaken loyalty to the South. He was one of the first to recog- 
nize surrounding conditions; and however heroic hemay have been 
at Olustee, however gallant upon the battlefields of Mexico, his 
gallantry in those actions counts for little to me as compared with 
the heroic efforts he made to restore good government to his State 
after the war. He was one of tho gallant leaders of that return to 
good sense, good government, and prosperity. He was one of the 
men who took hold of the burning brands and extinguished the 
flames. He was one of the men who rallied the insurgents from 
lethargy, from despair, from vindictiveness, and gathered them into 
organized bands of citizens returning to loyalty; doing the work of 
loyalists ; laying their hands upon the structure they had sought to 
tear down to build it up; bringing the stones they had taken out of 
the temple, and replacing them therein; coming back with the flag 
they had sought tv dishonor—bringing it back as the flag of their 
country. I accord to the dead Senator my meed of praise, and I 
wonder not that in the politics of his own great Empire State of the 
South he was more invincible than the greatest leader of the rebel- 
lion was invincible on the battlefield. : 

Men of the United States—my countrymen—over the bier of this 
dead statesman, this heroic insurgent in the hour of rebellion, I 
stand to accord to his memory a word, a tribute of honest con- 
gratulation. In the South his memory will be ever endeared by all 
the phases of his life and all the epochs of his career; and in the 
North, drawing the veil of oblivion upon the one epoch, his fame 
as an American citizen will be ever cherished as a part of the 
history of the American people. 

Mr. Speaker, I join with the gallant sons of Georgia in drop- 
ping a tear of love and affection upon the new-made grave of Alfred 

folt Colquitt. 


[Mr. MADDOX addressed the House. See Appendix. } 


Mr. LESTER. Mr. Speaker, we come at this hour to speak a 
word for our dead. No praise or censure can affect him in mem- 
ory of whom we liftour voices to-day. The lesson of his life, like 
the lesson of the lives of all men, is for the living. Merely to have 
lived and to have died, to have moved through the short span of 
life, teaches nothing except that fact imprinted on the face of 
nature to be seen of all men that there is a life and adeath. But 
good deeds and a life that exemplifies the virtuous qualities im- 
planted by the Author of all good in the human mind make that 
valuable tribute to humanity that gives a life its value to the 
world, and gives good title to fame and immortality to which men 


aspire. 

na in the State of Georgia on the 20th of April, 1844, Alfred 
H. on after a lifetime spent upon her soil and in her serv- 
ice, died and was buried among his own people in April, 1894. 

The environments of his birth and the circumstances of his 
childhood were such that he could and did imbibe those social 
and humanitarian qualities which adorn the neighbor and good cit- 
izen and contribute as well to the formation of personal and in- 
dependent manhood. This character was his by inheritance and 
education. 

In early manhood we find him where his country called him, a 
soldier fighting with patriotic fervor on the plains of Mexice, and 
while still young serving his State and country in the Halls of 


er. 

ith his State and his people in soul and sentiment in the great 
struggle in the war of secession, with much to lose and nothing to 
-_ save to serve the right as he saw it, he met the issue with 
ortitude and courage, regarding wealth and life only proper sac- 


rifices to his cause. First in the conflict and the last to leave it, 

as a soldier and as commander of soldiers his record was brilliant 

and without a blemish. The hard-fought fields of Virginia and 

» historic battle of Olustee are monuments of his well-earned 
ame, 

Laying aside the implements of war, with nothing saved but 
honor, the citizen soldier resumes his civic duties with a perfect 
adjustment to the conditions. 

is people called him to their service, and as chief magistrate 
of his State he served his State for a number of years, and was 
then delegated a Senator of the United States, where he ended his 
earthly career on the 6th of April, 1894. 

He served his people. They honored him living and mourn him 
—_ In the pantheon devoted to illustrious memories we place 

name, 








Mr. HARRISON. Mr. § 
seems to forbid that I should to-day undertake to make any re- 
marks on any subject, such was = admiration for the 
ator from Georgia that I feel impelled to say at least a few words 
of one who lived so well and died so nobly. 

Born and raised in Georgia,I learned in " 
honor the name of Colquitt. The name of ter T. Colquitt I 
remember as a ‘‘ household word.” But Alfred H. Colquitt it was 
my privilege to know well. I knew him best asasoldier. During 
the siege at Charleston, S.C.,I was temporarily under his com- 
mand. On James Island and at Battery Wagner I have seen him 
when over 800 of the heaviest guns known to the United States 
Army and Navy were scattering their deadly missilesover the 
heads of the Confederate forces. Often have I seen his person 
covered by the smoke and dust of exploding shells; and always 
when the sea breezes would dri:'e the smoke away, Gen. Alfred 
H. Colquitt could be seen at his post of duty where the firing was 
heaviest, exhibiting to his devoted soldiers the fact that he asked 
of them the performance of no duty in which he himself did not 
peeanty and conspicuously engage. At the battle of Olustee, in 

lorida, which the distinguished Senator from Connecticut, Gen- 
eral HAWLEY, says, in his speech in the Senate on the 8th of January 
last, ‘‘ was the bloodiest battle in which he participated during the 
war,” it was my vee to command a brigade of See: 
which, together with Colquitt’s brigade and a few detached regi- 
ments and batteries, constituted the Confederate forces engaged in 
that battle. I[t wasin February, 1864, in the open pine woods of 
Florida that I saw General Colquitt form his brigade and at its 
3 head move into action; and for six long hours, upon his “‘ old 
= gray,” did he, with face to the foe, command and direct the move- 
ments which resulted in a glorious victory to the Confederate 
arms. 

During those ‘‘ times which tried men’s souls” I was much with 
General Colquitt, in camp as well as on the field. I then and 
there learned not only to admire and honor his gallantry as a sol- 
dier, but to love and esteem his beautiful Christian character and 
his devoted and lofty patriotism. A man of strong convictions, 
he had the courage to carry them into execution. A constant fol- 
lower of his great Redeemer, he so interwove the beautiful Chris- 
tian graces into his character as to render gentle the heart of a 
soldier and to keep the statesman always a suppliant for Divine 
guidance and assistance. 

y a great man has fallen; and Alabama, Georgia's eldest 
daughter, joins her mother in placing a sprig of acacia on his 
ve, and would urge the young men of our country to emulate 

is noble example. 


Mr. LIVINGSTON. Mr. Speaker, itis to me a pleasing duty 
to join with my aa on this floor in paying this last tribute 
to Senator Alfred H. Colquitt, a noble man, with a noble ancestry. 
I became intimately acquainted with Senator Colquitt soon after 
the close of the late war between the States, when Georgia was 
devastated, when poverty and disorder ruled throughout our sec- 
tion of the country. It was then I began to admire him and love 
him. He was a Georgian in every sense of the word; yet his heart 

3 was warm enough and his mind broad enough to take in all classes 

a and all sections of this great country. 

R He was born, Mr. Speaker, in the county adjoining that in which 
Iwas born. He lived the — _ of his official life in the 
Congressional district that I have the honor to represent. I was 
with him in every political campaign in which he was ever inter- 
ested after the war. Iwas with and for him in each and every 
one. I knew him, Mr. Speaker, in his private life—at his home, 
with his family, and with his friends. I knew him in the political 
caucus. I knew him on the hustings before the people. I knew 
him in his official life as governor of the State. I knew him be- 
fore he was governor of Georgia when he undertook to gather to- 
os and lift up, with the help of others, the remnants that were 

eft in that downtrodden section of the country—the South, es- 
pecially his own State, and undertook after the issues of the war 
were past to revive and restore the prosperity and happiness of that 


people. 

Senator Colquitt, as has been well said, was one of the most re- 
markable politicians that this country ever produced—astute, far- 
aoe: and far-reaching in his comprehension of political events 
and their relation to the people and their effect upon the public. 
— Never, perhaps, in his life was he defeated on a political issue 

. when he was irectly interested or when he directly controlled it. 
He was a partisan, as his father as well as his grandfather was 
before him—strictly a partisan; yet onething could be said of him 
in his political relation with parties, that to perhaps the fullest 
possible extent he was pure in his politics. He was fair and con- 
ov honorable and just in his political measures and affilia- 

ons. 

Mr. Speaker, he was very much endeared to the masses of the 
people of Georgia. No man has lived or died in that State who 





r, while my physical condition 


Raga days to 
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u 
| commited | to print such remarks in the 


ere was no objection. 

The SPEAKER (at 3 o’clock and 10 minutes p. m.). 
ance with the terms of the resolutions heretofore adopted, and as 
a further mark of respect to the memory of the deceased, the 
Chair now declares the House adjourned until Monday next at 12 





was nearer to the great heart of the le of that Commonwealth 
than Alfred H. Colquitt. He was Kind, he was liberal, he was 
en he was obliging. His very nature warmed up to the 

emands of the common people. Every sympathy of his heart 
went out to the suffering, the poor, and the struggling masses of 
his State. While he was president of the State Agricultural So- 
ciety I was intimately associated with him, being an officer under 
him. Andit was remarkable, Mr. Speaker,to see the interest he 
took in the development of the great agricultural interest of the 
South. Itis remarkable how he could comprehend the details 
that entered into the reviving of that interest inGeorgia. It was 
remarkable to see the personal sacrifices that he made in endeav- 
oring to build up thatsection and put it once more upon a plane 
of prosperity and advancement. 

As a citizen, Mr. Speaker, everybody respected him; and none 
but those who were jealous of his power and his greatness dared 
to criticise him. 

His official life has been referred to by some of my colleagues. 
Everybody in Georgia and everybody in the broad Union, after 
he became a United States Senator, knew where to find Alfred H. 
Colquitt on any question that presented itself to his mind for a 
conclusion. And never once—I am proud to say it—either in 
State action or in his action at the other end of this Capitol did 
he desert what he believed to be the true interests of the masses 
of this country. He was with the people and against the classes. 
He was for the people first, last, and all the time. 

As a Christian gentleman he exercised a wonderfui influence in 
my State and, indeed, in this entire country—indeed, sir, his 
name in that relation extended all over this world of ours. He is 
known to-day in China and Japan; he is reverenced and respected 
in England and Germany and France for the interest that he took 
in moral and religious reformations and enterprises. He was a 
man, Mr. Speaker, whom to know was to love. In his most inti- 
mate and private relations—and that is where we can best judge 
of the true man—he was always ready to do the right thing and 
to battle against what he believed to be wrong. 

He lived for those that loved him, 
For those that knew him true, 


For heaven bright above him, 
And for the good he couid do. 


For the cause that needed assistance, 
For the wrongs that lacked resistance, 
For the future in the distance, 
And for the good he could do. 


Mr. TURNER of Georgia. I desire to ask, Mr. Speaker, that all 
gentlemen who have not spoken and who may desire to submit re- 
marks m the life and character of — Colquitt may be 

ECORD. 


In accord- 


o’clock. 





CHANGE OF REFERENCE. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXII, the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions was discharged from the consideration of the following bills, 
and the same were referred to the Committee on Pensions, to wit: 

A bill (H. R. 8819) granting an increase of pension to Caroline 
B. Bradford; 

A bill (S. 1725) for the relief of Phebe Norwood; and 

A bill (S. 2148) granting a pension to Elizabeth A. Granger. 





REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PRIVATE BILLS. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, Mr. MOSES, from the Committee 
on Pensions, reported the bill (H.R. 8825) to pension Mrs. Sarah 
M. Brady; which, with the accompanying report (No. 1845), was 
sree to be printed, and referred to the Committee of the Whole 

ouse. 


PUBLIC BILLS, MEMORIALS, AND RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, bills, resolutions, and memorials 
of the following titles were introduced and severally referred as 
follows: 

By Mr. HEARD: A bill (H.R. 8893) to amend an act entitled 
‘An act to provide for the opening of alleys in the District of Co- 
lumbia,” approved July 22, 1892—to the Committee on the District 
of Columbia. 

By Mr. JOSEPH: A bill (H.R. 8899) approving an act entitled 
**An act to provide an addition to the insane asylum of New Mexico, 
and for other purposes”—to the Committee on the Territories. 
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By Mr. TARSNEY: A bill (H. R. 8900) to amend section 9 of 
an act entitled ‘‘An act to authorize the Kansas City, Pittsburg 
and Gulf Railroad Cempany to construct and operate a railroad, 
telegraph, and telephone line through the Indian Territory, and 
for other purpeses ”—to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

By Mr. CAMINETTI: A resolution calling upon the Secretary 
of the Treasury, the Attorney-General, and the Commissioner of 
Railroads for certain information concerning the bond-aided rail- 
roads—to the Committee on the Pacific Railroads, 

Also, a concurrent resolution requesting the Secretary of the In- 
terior to suspend action on all selections filed by land-grant rail- 
road companies for land situated in the State of California—to the 
Committee on the Public Lands. 

By Mr. CURTIS of Kansas: A concurrent resolution of the Kan- 
sas legislature, asking that the pension laws be extended to the 
members of the Eighteenth and Nineteenth Kansas Volunteer Cavy- 
alry, and to their widows and orphans—to the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions, 


PRIVATE BILIS, ETC, 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills of the following titles 
were presented and referred as follows: 

By Mr. BROOKSHIRE: A bill (H. R. 8894) to correct the mili- 
tary record of John W. Canary—to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

By Mr. BYNUM: A bill (H. R. 8895) appro eee in 
payment of the claim of A. Brewer, of In ianapolis, for con- 
structing sewer adjacent to the lands of the United States in 
city of Indianapolis, Ind.—to the Committee on Claims, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8896) appropriating money for the payment 
of the claim of the Western Paving and ey err for 
paving with asphalt streets adjacent to United States court-house 
and post-office building in the city of Indianapolis, Ind.—to the 
Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. LOUDENSLAGER: A bill (H. R. 8897) granting a pen- 
sion to Nancy G. Allabach—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. PAGE: A bill (H. R. 8898) granting a pension to Ellen 
Dowdell, of Warren, R. I.—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BLACK (by request): A bill (H. R. 8901) for the relief 
of Maj. John G. Butler—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. STRAIT: A bill (H. R. 8902) for the relief of James G. 
Love, of Union County, 8. C.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. WOLVERTON: A bill (H. R. 8903) to increase the pen- 
sion of Clara L. Nichols, widow of Bvt. Maj. Gen. W. A. Nichols, 
of the United States Army, from $30 per month to $50 per month— 
to the Committee on Pensions. 


PETITIONS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, the following petitions and papers 
were laid on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows: 

By Mr. ADAMS cf Pennsylvania: Petition for the passage of 
House resolution of January 19, 1895 (Mr. Coomss's), for the rati- 
fication of a permanent treaty of arbitration between the United 
States and Great Britain—to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. DALZELL: Petition of 106 citizens of the Sixth ward, 
Pittsburg, Pa., in favor of a constitutional amendment to the 
effect that ‘‘no State shall grant the right of franchise to any 

rson not a citizen of the United States”—to the Committee on 

e Judiciary. 

By Mr. HALL of Minnesota: Resolution by the Board of Trade 
of the city of Mankato, Minn., favoring the issue of bonds now to 
be made—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. HITT: Resclutions adopted by the Winnebago County 
Farmers’ Institute at the annual meeting, February 1, 1895, at 
Rockford, Il., against the pooling bill—to the Committee on In- 
terstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. LACEY: Petition of many citizens of Ottumwa, Iowa, in 
favor of House bill granting an increase of pension to Gilman 
Williams—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. MARION: Petition of Felix Pflanm and other citizens 
of Port Jervis, N. Y., to prohibit ee enactment aid 
to sectarian organizations—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, petition of Felix Pflaum and other citizens of Port Jervis, 
N. Y., to prohibit any State granting the elective franchise to any 

other than a citizen of the United States—to the Commit- 
on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. OUTHWAITE: Petition praying for time for considera- 
tion of House bill 56—to the Committee on Rules. 

By Mr. WASHINGTON: coe, see 

> 


accompany the claim of 
James J. Wylie, of Humphrey , Tenn.—to the Committee 
on War Claims. 


and th 
eet tution of the United States—to the Committee on the Ju- 
ciary. 
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SENATE. 
MoNnDAY, February 18, 1895, 


Prayer by the Chapiain, Rev. W. H. Mruunvry, D. D. 

On motion of Mr. BERRY, and by unanimous consent, the read- 
ing of the Journal of the proceedings of Saturday last was dis- 
pensed with. 

EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a communica- 
tion from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting for the 
favorable consideration of Congress a request of the chief of di- 
vision of mail and files, United States Treasury, that additional 
appropriations be made for the clerical force of that division; 
which, on motion of Mr. GorMAN, was, with the accompanyin 
oe referred to the Committee on Appropriations, and adored 
to be printed. 

He also laid before the Senate a communication from the Attor- 
ney-General, transmitting, in response to a resolution of the 15th 
instant, a list of all judgments which have been rendered against 
the United States by the Court of Claims in Indian depredation 
cases since the adjournment of the first session of the present 
Congress against which no motions for new trial have been filed 
or 7 taken; which, with the accompanying papers, was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Indian Depredations, and ordered to 
be printed. 

HOUSE BILLS REFERRED. 

The bill (H.R. 840) to correct the muster of Lieut. Gilman L, 
Johnson was read twice by its title, and referred to the Commit- 
tee on Military Affairs. 

The bill (H. R. 8811) granting a pension to James Jones was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Pensions, 

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE, 

A m > from the House of Representatives, by Mr. JamEs 
Kerr, its Clerk, announced that the House had agreed to the 
amendments of the Senate to the joint resolution (H. Res. 209) au- 
thorizing the Secretary of War to deliver condemned cannon to 
Asher Gaylord Post, Grand Army of the Republic, of Plymouth, 
Pa., and to Eckley B. Coxe Post, Grand Army of the Republic, of 
Freeland, Pa. 

The message also announced that the House had passed the fol- 
lowing bills with amendments; in which it requested the concur- 
rence of the Senate: 

A bill (S. 1969) granting a pension to Harrison C. Hobart, bre- 
vet bri er-general of volunteers; and 

A bill (8. 2599) granting a pension to Caroline E. Wessels. 

The message further announced that the House had passed the 
amine bills; in which it requested the concurrence of the Sen- 


ate: 

A bill (H. R. 575) granting a pension to Charity Ann Smith; 

A bill (H. R. 2118) to pension John B, Leach; 

A bill (H.R. 5565) gas @ pension to Joseph R. Brooks, 
father by adoption of Henry M. Brooks; 

A bill (H. R. 6646) to pension Albert Munson; 

A “ H. R. 6901) to increase the pension of Maj. Gen. Julius 


. 8 : 
A bill (EH. R. 6928) to remove the charge of desertion from the 
mili record of Wear Crawford; 
A (H.R.7177) for the relief of Brayilla C. Hudson; 
_A bill (H. R. 8099) to increase the pension of Alexander Wil- 


nm; 

A bill (H. R. 8459) to amend an act entitled ‘‘ An act to authorize 
the Biloxi and Back Bay Bridge Company to construct and main- 
tain a bridge over that portion of the Bay of Biloxi in the State 
of er. known as Back Bay; and 

A bill (H. R. 8715) to place Warren C. Beach on the retired list 
of the Army. 

The message also communicated to the Senate the resolutions 
of the House of Representatives commemorative of the life and 
services of the Hon. Alfred H. Colquitt, late a Senator from the 
State of Georgia. , 

PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 

Mr. WHITE. Mr. President, ! present. with a word of explana- 
tion, a memorial signed by 20,000 residents and taxpayers of 
southern California, nearly all of whom reside in Los Angeles 
County, requesting early and favorable action with reference to 
the construction of a breakwater at San Pedro, Cal., and the es- 
tablishment of a deep-water harbor at that point. 

Owing to commercial demands not only of a local, but likewise of 
a national character, the officers of this Government having such 
males oeny in charge, as well as both Houses of Congress, 
authori an examination under the provisions of the river and 
harbor act of Septembe: 19, 1890, of the Pacific coast between 
Points Duma and Capistrano. The result of such examination is 
con in House utive Document No. 89, Fifty-second 
Congress, first session, the same being a report made ee 
Mendell, Colonel Gillespie, and Colonel Benyaurd, of the Corps 








of Engineers. These gentlemen reported in favor of the construc- 
tion of a harbor at San Pedro. Afterwards ies interested in 
the Santa Monica and other locations, being dissatisfied with the 
Mendell report, procured the insertion in the river and harbor bill 
approved I uly 13, 1892, of a provision directing the Secretary of 
War to appoint a suitable board of engineers to make a careful 
and critical examination for a proposed deep-water harbor at San 
Pedro or Santa Monica bays, and to report as to which is the more 
eligible location for such bor, etc. : 

The board appointed ae tothis statute consisted of Colonels 
Craighill, Robert, and Hainesand Majors Raymond and Handbury, 
all of the Corps of Engineers, United States Army. These gen- 
tlemen, concurring with the previous board, unanimously selected 
San Pedro as the proper point for the proposed expenditure. (See 
House Executive Document No. 41, Fifty-second Congress, second 
session. ) 

Nevertheless it has been found impossible to reach a conclusion 
as to the location either in the Rivers and Harbors Committee of 
the House or the Commerce Committee of the Senate. We author- 
ized the Commerce Committee at the last session to visit the points 
involved and inspect the same, but circumstances prevented the 
trip. There has been no doubt from any source as to the desira- 
bility and necessity of this harbor construction, the sole question 
being as to the location. My colleague agrees with me that the 
harbor should be located atSan Pedro. The member of Congress 
now representing that district [Mr. Cannon of California] is of the 
same opinion, and such also is the expressed view of the member- 
elect, Mr. McLachlan. The Chamber of Commerceof Los Angeles, 
a large and representative body, has reached the same conclusion. 
Much feeling has been developed in California because of the fail- 
ure of Congress to act upon this subject, and this memorial is offered 


for the purpose of demonstrating that those who live in the im- | 


mediate neighborhood and are cognizant of ali surrounding de- 
tails concur with the unvarying judgment of the army engineers. 
Local sentiment is ovarian g in this direction. 

I move that the memorial be referred to the Committee on Com- 
merce. 

The motion was agreed to. 
Mr. ALLEN presented a 
ton County, Ala., praying for the a 
investigate the alle frauds said 


intment of a committee to 
have been perpetrated in 


fo. 


the election in that State August 6, 1894; which was referred to | 


the Committee on Privileges and Elections. 
Mr. PASCO presented a petition of the Board of Trade of Jack- 


sonville, Fla., praying for the enactment of legislation providing | 


for the reorganization of the diplomatic and consular service; 
which was referred to the Committee on Foreign Relations. 

Mr. QUAY presented petitions of 46 citizens of Pittsburg, of 140 
citizens of Tacony, of 50 citizens of New Wilmington, of 75 citi- 
zens of Bellwood, of 60 citizens of Scranton, of 66 citizens of West 


Hanover, of 175 citizens of West Philadelphia, of 200 citizens of | 


Philadelphia, of 75 citizens of Warminster, of 51 citizens of Dun- 
cannon, and of 41 citizens of Murrysville, all in the State of 


Pennsylvania, praying for the adoption of an amendment to the | 


Constitution of the United States providing that ‘‘no State shall 
grant the right of franchise to any person who is not a citizen of 
the United States;” which were referred to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

He also presented pean of 50 citizens of Mount Jackson, of 
50 citizens of New Wilmington, of 140 citizens of Tacony. of 46 
citizens of Pittsburg, of 66 citizens of West Hanover, of 175 citi- 
zens of West Philadelphia, of 75 citizens of Warminster, of 241 
citizens of Myerstown, of 41 citizens of Murrysville, of 51 citi- 
zens of Duncannon, of 650 citizens of Pittsburg, and of 150 citi- 
zens of Altoona, all in the State of Pennsylvania, praying for the 
adoption of an amendment to the Constitution of the United 
States prohibiting the _— iation of money for sectarian insti- 
tutions; which were r erred to. 

Mr. VEST presented the petition of Le Grand Byington, of lowa 
City, Iowa, praying for a retrenchment in public expenditures, 
for a repeal of the national banking act, and for a prohibition of 
interest-bond issues by the Treasury Department; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Finance. 

He also presented resolutions of the house of representatives of 
the thirty-eighth general assembly of the State of Missouri, favor- 
ing the enactment of legislation to foreclose the Government's 
mortgage on the Union Pacific Railroad; which were referred to 
the Committee on Pacific Railroads. 

He also presented petitions of sundry citizens of St. Louis, 
Kansas City, and Cornelia, all in the State of Missouri, praying 
for the adoption of an amendment to the Constitution of the 
United States providing that ‘‘no State shall grant the right of 
franchise to oe person who is not a citizen of the United States;” 
which were referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

He ae 2 pereuies a memorial of Good Citizenship Union, of 
Osceola, Mo 


-, remonstrating against the issuance of gold bonds, 
and praying for the continuation of the national as 


ef circulation; which was referred to the Committee on Finan 
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ition of sundry citizens of Coving- | 


the Committee on the Judiciary. | 


He also presented a petition of 78 citizens of Kansas City, Mo., 
praying for the adoption of an amendment to the Constitution of 
the United States prohibiting the appropriation of moneys for sec- 
tarian institutions; which was referred to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

_ Mr. GALLINGER presented concurrent resolutions of the leg- 
islature of the State of New Hampshire; whicl: were read, and 
referred to the Committee on Foreign Relations, us follows: 


STaTE OF New HAMPsHTRE, Hovse or REPRESENTATIVES, 
Concord, N. H., February é, 1296. 
DEAR Str: The New Hampshire senate and house of representatives have 
ssed the following concurrent resolutions, which I have the honor to 
ransmit herewith: 
“ Whereas in view of existing facts in the recent history and present condi- 
tion of the Government of the Hawaiian Islands: in view of the large number 
of ents thereof of American birth or descent, and the intimate and long- 
standing commercial relations existing between the two countries; in view 
of the desire of the Hawaiian people themselves for the protection of and 
union with the American Republic: and especially in view of the universal 
sympathy of the American people with every movement in the direction of 
self-government: Therefore, 
“Resolved by the house of representatives (the senate con: 
le of New pshire, in common with all American citizens « 












That 
Phat 


very 


1) the 


‘ring) 
ring), 


oe ical faith, are unalterably opposed to the encroachments of any other 
vernment in Hawaii, or the supremacy of any foreign power therein: and 
bit favor the enlargement of our national domain by the acquisition of those 


“ Also resolved, That the resentatives of New Hampshire in the National 
tongress be, and they are hereby, requested to favor the annexation of the 
Hawaiian Islands whenever it ogress that it can be prudently acc ony 

. the laws the nations and the rights and welfare of 

ples. *’ 
Vers respectfully, 
WILLIAM TUTHERLY, 

Clerk of the House. 


Hon. JAcoB H. GALLINGER, 
Washington, D. C. 
Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. I present a memorial of the legis- 
| lature of the State of Oregon, which has been wired me, and 
which I ask may be read. It is very brief. 
The memorial was read, as follows: 


2 


SALEM, Oreg. 
JouN H. MircHey., 
United Statee Senate, Washington, D. C.: 
For the Oregon delegation in Congress: House joint memorial No. 9. 
To the honorable Senate and House of Representatives 
of the United States of America in Congress assembled: 
We, your memorialists, ask that the annual labor required on mining claims 
be suspended for this year and that mineral lands within railroad grants in 
Oregon be preserved for the public, and hope that immediate legislation will 
| be had to these ends. 
Adopted by the house February 16, 1895. 
Adopted by the senate February 16, 1895. 
H, BR. KINCAID, Secretary of State. 


Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. I move that the memorial be 
eg as a document, and referred to the Committee on Public 


The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. GEORGE presented the petition of Mrs. Julia A. Nutt, 
widow and execuirix of Haller Nutt, deceased, late of Natchez, 
Miss., praying for the reference of her claim to the Court of 
Claims under the Bowman Act; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Claims. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 

Mr. BERRY, from the Committee on Public Lands, to whom 
was referred the bill (S. 2509) to extend the time within which 
suits by the United States to vacate and annul patents errone 
ously issued for public lands of the United States under grants 
by Congress to aid in certain works of public improvement may 
be brought, reported it without amendment. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the 
bill (S. 2388) for the relief of Fred Kormann, reported it without 
amendment. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the 
amendment submitted by Mr. MCMILLAN on the 13th instant, in- 
tended to be proposed to the sundry civil appropriation bill, re- 
ported it with an amendment and moved that it be referred to the 
Committee on Appropriations and printed; which was agreed to. 

Mr. PASCO, from the Committee on Public Lands, to whom : 
was referred the bill (S. 2728) to provide for the sale of lands of 
the United States chiefly valuable for building stone, limestone, 
marble, slate, and lands containing gypsum, mica, asphaltum, 
borax, fire clay, kaolin, petroleum, salt, chalk, and other like min- 
eral substances, reported it with amendments. 

Mr. MARTIN, from the Committee on Public Lands, to whom 
wasreferred the bill (H. R. 4244) to confirm cash entries of offered 
lands, reported it with an amendment, and submitted a report 
thereon. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred an 
amendment submitted by himself on the ist instant, intended to 
be p to the sundry civil appropriation bill, reported it with 

ts, and moved that it be referred to the Committee on 
“tr 





tions and printed; which was agreed to. 
‘AFFERY, from the Committee on Claims, to whom was 


referred the bill (8. 8f6) for the relief of A.M.Shannon & Co., 
submitted an adverse 
the bill was postponed 


report thereon, which was agreed to, and 
intefin itely. 
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Mr. JONES of Arkansas, from the Committee on Indian Af- 
fairs, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 5062) to grant the 
Gainesville, McAlester and St. Louis Railway Company the right 
to build two branch lines, and to grant the right of way therefor 
through the Indian Territory, and for other purposes, reported it 
with amendments. 

Mr. COCKRELL, from the Committee on Appropriations, to 
whom was referred the bill (H.R.8518) making appropriations 
for the sundry civil expenses of the Government for the year end- 
ing June 30, 1896, and for other purposes, reported it with amend- 
ments, and submitted a report thereon. 


REPORT ON BUSINESS IN EXECUTIVE DEPARTMENTS. 


Mr. COCKRELL, from the Joint Commission of Congress to In- 
quire into the Status of Laws Cnet the Executive Depart- 
ments, to whom the subject was refe , Submitted a report on 
the condition of business in the Departments of the Government 
at Washington, D.C.; which was ordered to be printed. 


RAILROAD LANDS IN CALIFORNIA, 


Mr. BERRY, from the Committee on Public Lands, to whom 
was referred the following concurrent resolution, submitted by 
Mr. WHITE on the 16th instant, reported it without amendment: 

Resolved by the Senate (the House of Representatives concurring), That the 
Secretary of the Interior ested to suspend action on all selections filed 
by land-grant railroad companies for lands situated in the State of California 
until the lst day of January, 1896, unless legislation — for the exami- 
nation and classification of mineral lands within the limits of such selections 
shall be enacted previous to said date. » 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The concurrent resolution will be 
placed on the Calendar. 


BILLS INTRODUCED, 


Mr. PERKINS introduced a bill (8S. 2775) to incorporate the 
International Pacific Cable Company; which was read twice by 
its title, and referred to the Committee on Foreign Relations. 

Mr. FRYE introduced a bill (S. 2776) for the erection of a pub- 
lic building at Biddeford, Me.; which was read twice by its title, 
and, with the accompanying paper, referred to the Committee on 
Public Buildi and Grounds. 

Mr. BUTLER (by request) introduced a bill (S. 2777) to provide 
for licensing employees on certain railways within the Uuited 
States; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Railroads. 


AMENDMENTS TO APPROPRIATION BILLS, 


Mr. LODGE submitted an amendment intended to be pro 
by him to the sundry civil appropriation bill; which was referred 
to the Committee on Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. KYLE submitted an amendment intended to be we 
by him to the sundry civil appropriation bill; which was referred 
to the Committee on Irrigation and Reclamation of Arid Lands. 

Mr. KYLE, su uently, from the Committee on Irrigation 
and Reclamation of Arid Lands, to whom was referred the above 
amendment, — favorably thereon, and moved that it be re- 
ferred to the Committee on Appropriations and printed; which 
was agreed to. 

Mr. QUAY submitted an amendment intended to be proposed 
by him to the legislative, executive, and judicial appropriation 
bill; which was referred to the Committee on Appropriations, and 
ordered to be printed. 

Mr. oem ie lowialat an —— ——— to be pro- 
posed im to the legislative, executive, and judicial appropria- 
tion Dill: which was referred to the Committee on the Library, 
and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. McMILLAN submitted an amendment intended to be pro- 
seem by him to the deficiency appropriation bill; which was re- 

erred to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be 
printed. 
HARRISON ©. HOBART. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate the amendment 
of the House of Representatives to the bill (8. aot Sees a 
ion to Harrison C. Hobart, ee of volun- 
; which was, in line 6, before the ‘* dollars,” to strike out 
** fifty ” and insert ‘* "oe 

Mr. MITCHELL of Wisconsin. I move that the Senate non- 
concur in the amendment of the House of ntatives, and 
ask for a conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses. 

The motion was agreed to. 

unanimous consent, the Vice-President was authorized to 
appoint the conferees on the part of the Senate, and Mr. Vins, 
Mr PALMER, and Mr. GALLINGER were appointed. 


CAROLINE E. WESSELLS. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate the amendments 
of the House of Representatives to the bill (S. 2599) gran a 
ion to Caroline E. Wessels, which were, on page 1, line 7, 
the word ‘‘ dollars,” to strike out “fifty” and insert “ thirty;” 
and to amend the title by striking out the name ‘‘ Wessels” and 


inserti Wessells. 
Mr. GALLINGER. I move that the Senate concur in the 
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amendments made by the House of Representatives. 
The motion was agreed to. 
HOUSE BILLS REFERRED. 
_ The bill (H.R. 8459) to amend an act entitled “‘An act to author- 
ize the Biloxi and Back Bay Bridge Company to construct and 
maintain a bridge over that portion of the Bay of Biloxi, in the 
State of Mississippi, known as Back Bay, was read twice by its 


| title, and referred to the Committee on Commerce. 


The following bills were severally read twice by their titles, 
and referred to the Committee on Military Affairs: 
A bill (H.R. 6928) to remove the charge of desertion from the 


wey record of Wear Crawford; 


A bill (H.R. 7177) for the relief of Brayilla C. Hudson; and 

A bill (H. R.8715) to place Warren C. Beach on the retired list 
of the Army. 

The following bills were severally read twice by their titles; and 
referred to the Committee on Pensions: 

A bill (H. R. 575) granting a pension to Charity Ann Smith; 

A bill (H. R. 2118) to pension John B. Leach; 

A bill (H. R. 5565) granting a pension to Joseph R. Brooks, father 
by adoption of Henry M. Brooks; 

A bill (H. R. 6646) to pension Albert Munson; 

A bill ppl 6901) to increase the pension of-Maj. Gen. Julius 
H. Stahel; and 

A bill (H. R. 8099) to increase the pension of Alexander William- 
son. 

Mr. HARRIS. I ask that the bill (H.R.6816) to amend the 
charter of the District of Columbia Suburban Railway Company 
be taken from the table and referred to the Committee on the Dis- 
trict of Columbia. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. It will be so ordered,in the absence 
of objection. 


PRESIDENTIAL APPROVALS, 


A message from the President of the United States, by Mr. O. L. 
PRUDEN, one of his secretaries, announced that the President had 
on the 15th instant approved and signed the following act and 
joint resolution: 

An act (5S. 2433) to amend and extend the provisions of an act 
entitled ‘‘An act to provide for the opening of certain abandoned 
military reservations, and for other purposes,” approved August 
23,1894; and 

A joint resolution (S. R. 125) to restore the status of the Mis- 
souri militia who served during the late war. 

The message also announced that the President of the United 
States had on this day approved and signed the act (S. 2697) 
granting to the Gila Valley, Globe and Sorthen Railway Com- 
pd aright of way through the San Carlos Indian Reservation 
in the Territory of Arizona. 7 

BILL BECOME A LAW. 


The message further announced that the bill (S. 1229) to correct 
the military record of George Whittaker, late a private of Com- 
pany C, Twelfth New Jersey Volunteers, having been presented 
to the President on the 5th of February, 1895, and not having 
been returned by him to the House of Congress in which it origi- 
nated within the ten days prescribed by the Constitution, it has 
become a law without his approval. 

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. JamEs 
Kerr, its Clerk, announced that the House had passed a bill (H. 
R. 8264) nting a pension to Saloma Mangold; in which it re- 
quested the concurrence of the Senate. 

ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


The m also announced that the Speaker of the House had 
signed the Sdllowing enrolled bills and joint resolution; and they 
were thereupon signed by the Vice-President: 

A bill (S. 2589) granting cannon to the Historical Museum at 
Des Moines, Iowa; 

A bill (H.R. 4952) to amend section 2455 of the Revised Statutes 
of the United States; and 

A joint resolution (H. Res. 252) relative to the British Guiana- 
Venezuela boundary dispute. 

BIMETALLISM AND GOLD BONDS. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. ‘The Chair lays before the Senate 
the resolution of the Senator from Nevada [Mr. StzEwart], com- 
ing over from a previous day. 

he resolution submitted by Mr. Stewart on the 16th instant 
was read, as follows: 

Resolved, That gold and silver bullion brought to the mint for coinage ought 
to be coined by the proper officers for the benefit of the depesitor without 
discrimination against either metal, and that it is the duty of the United 
States to pay the public debt according to the contract. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 
resolution. 

Mr. STEWART. I should like to make a single s 
oot the resolution. As I have stated often here, the go 
world is 


tion 
of the 











1895. 





Mr. ALLEN. Will the Senator from Nevada yield to me a 
moment? ¢ 

Mr. STEWART. No; I wish to make merely a suggestion. I 
will get through in a moment. : ; 

Mr. ALLEN. If the Senator please, there is some important 
business pending that I think ought to be transacted this morning. 

Mr. STEWART. I do not propose Saeeee time. If the Sen- 
ator had not interrupted me I would possibly have been through. 

Mr. ALLEN. I hope the Senator will let the resolution pass 
over without losing its place. - 

Mr. STEWART. No; I wish to make a single remark. I say 
we have charged repeatedly that the gold of the world is pooled. 
In reading over the contract recently made by the Secretary of 
the Treasury with the syndicate of fore bankers I find that a 
part of the consideration is that they will not use their power to 
coerce or squeeze the Government until next October if they can 
have the advantages of the contract; and this is the consideration 
for the large bonus they have secured in the contract. This is 
the consideration for obtaining bonds for a premium of four and a 
fraction, when under the market price on the day the contract was 
made that class of bonds would be worth nineteen and a little over 
at the same rate of interest. This is paying a premium of 15 per 
cent for gold. Thisis the way the President maintains the parity 
of the two metals. 

It seems to me that it ought now to be apparent to everybody 
that the gold is pooled. If they have the power to prevent the 
export of gold, to control the gold for nine months and not make 
another squeeze during that time, it shows that we are entirel 
in their power, and it puts the United States in the most humil- 
iating position of acknowledging that a gold combination have it 
by the throat, and that it must comply with their demands, how- 
ever disastrous. The United States secures only a temporary peace 
until next October by paying the vast bonus. This demand comes 
in the language of the highwayman. What do the gold kings de- 
mand next October? 

If they have that power over the country, the country ought to 
know it. 

In view of that fact it shows how absurd it is for the people of 
the United States to depend upon this syndicate, this combination, 
for their circulating medium. If we continue to acknowledge 
that power as superior to the Government, as this contract does, 
it shows that this is a Government of a gold oligarchy and not a 
Government of the people. The idea that this great Government 
should be bound to pay millions to buy its peace for nine months, 
to make a humiliating contract, to submit to conditions that are 
perfectly ruinous! 

I hope Senators will read the contract and see at what sacrifice 
the Government is made to buy its peace from its rulers, the gold 
kings, until next October. I hope the resolution will be read 
again at length. 

Mr. GRAY. Let the resolution be read. 

The Secretary again read the resolution. 

Mr.STEWART. AsaSenator has suggested, a part of the con- 
tract is to protect the United States. To protect the United States! 
What a humiliat’ 1g position that we need the protection of a gold 
ring! Seventy n_llion people in this great country have got to 
= the a of a gol — 

r. GRAY. Mr. President, the resolution offered on Saturday 
by the Senator from Nevada opens up a very wide range of dis- 
cussion on which I do not pro to embark in the morning hour. 
But I do propose to say a word or two in regard tu the topics that 
were discussed at some length in the morning hour on Saturday. 
I do not take it that anything in the matter then before the Senate 
or in any topic ges by the resolution of the Senator from 
Nevada t y involves the question that has been debated so long 
and so earnestly on both sides, ially upon one side, as to 
whether silver shall be admitted to free coinage in the mints of the 
United States. 

I do not believe that the question whether we should declare a 
reas that is consistent, as we believe, with honesty and abso- 

utely necessary to the credit of our Government has anything to 
do with the vital question that separates those who believe in free- 
silver coinage by the United States alone and those who believe 
that it is not practicable to have free-silver coinage and maintain 
a unless in cooperation with the civilized powers of the 
world. 

So I discard that topic and wish to — word or two suggested 
by the remarks of the junior Senator from Colorado Mr. Wor- 
coTT] and the junior Senator from Massachusetts 
on Saturday. Ido not know why a proposition such as that of- 
fered by the Senator from New York far. HILL] should have been 
the occasion for such a violent assault upon the Administration as 
was made by the Senator from Massachusetts. After the very 
able and lucid explanation of the situation ‘ee by the Senator 
from New York and the argument he made, which was a per- 
Suasive one, in favor of the adoption of his resolution, I do not be- 
lieve that there was anything to provoke the attack, which, to use 
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the expression that was used quite uently on Saturday, seemed 
to me a ‘‘ wanton” one on the Administration and on the Presi- 
dent of the United States for negotiating a purchase of gold by 
the issue of the bonds of the United States, as it has been ex- 
plained to us by his recent message. 

_It is impossible to do justice to that transaction, to do that or- 
dinary and common justice which as Senators of the United 
States and as patriotic citizens we are bound to do the humblest 
public servitor who is discharging a public duty, unless we under- 
stand something of the situation that was presented to the Presi- 
dent of the United States when that negotiation was consum- 
mated, the details of which he has sent promptly to the Senate, 
and which we have now before us. 

The President had devolved upon him by an expression of the 
legislative will more than once repeated that it was the policy of 
the United States Government in all its branches, executive as 
well as legislative, to preserve the parity between the two mone- 
tary metals of gold and silver. That duty was instant, it was con- 
stant; the President could not avoid it or evade it without a dere- 
liction on his part that would have subjected him to the criticism 
and the animadversion, if not something worse, of the Congress 
of the United States and of the people of this country. There was 
no other mode, and I think it will be admitted on all sides that 
there is no other mode at the present time—whatever theory Sen- 
ators may have in regard to the relation of gold and silver and the 
capacity of a readmission of silver to free coinage alone, to bring 
it up to a parity with gold—I say, it must be admitted that in the 
situation that then confronted the Administration, in order to per- 
form that duty charged upon it by the Congress of the United 
States, the only thing it could do was to be ready at all times in 
the Treasury to maintain the absolute exchangeability of silver for 
gold, and to see to it that no demand should be made for either 
metal that was not instantly responded to by the fiscal agent of 
this great Government. If thereis any other mode by which that 
parity could be preserved I have not heard it suggested. 

The President has not sought to take thisenormous and onerous 
responsibility on his own shoulders without the cooperation of 
the legislative branch of the Government. When we assembled 
here in December his message brought this matter to the attention 
of both Houses, and we were called upon to come to the assistance 
of the Secretary of the Treasury in performing this grave duty 
ani assisting to restore the disordered finances not only of the 
Government, but also of the country at large. 

A bill was outlined in his message which was promptly brought 
before the House of Representatives, discussed, debated, and re- 
jected. Again the President of the United States, in the stress 
that was brought upon him, appealed to Congress in the message, 
which we all recollect, of January 28, calling our attention, as he 
was in duty bound to call our attention, to the condition of dis- 
order in the finances and business relations of this great country. 
He said, among other things: 


It is hardly disputed that this predicament confronts us to-day. 


That is where, with natural resources unlimited, our progress 
was checked by false financial policy and the heedless disregard 
of sound monetary laws. 

Therefore, no one in any degree responsible for the making and executix 


of our laws should fail to see a patriotic duty in honestly and sincerely 
tempting to relieve the situation. 

I do not think that the junior Senator from Massachusetts will 
find it in his heart to criticise that appeal as otherwise than a 
patriotic one. 

Manifestly this effort will not succeed unless it is made untrammeled by 
the prejudice of partisanship and with a steadfast determination to resist 
the temptation to accomplish party advantage. 

What view the Senator from Massachusetts to whom I have 
alluded takes of that expression I do not know, except so far as I 
am at liberty to infer from the tenor and tone of his remarks on 
Saturday. Whether he resisted that temptation the country will 


m 
at- 


judge. 
The real trouble which confronts us consists in a lack of confidence, wide- 
read and constantly increasing, in the continuing ability or disposition of 
the Government to pay its obligations in gold. This lack of confidence grows 
to some extent out of the palpable and apparent embarrassment attending 
the efforts of the Government under existing laws to procure goid, and toa 


greater extent out of the impossibility of either keeping it in the Treasury 
or canceling obligations by its expenditure after it is obtained. 


Mr. President, did he not there touch the very point of this diffi- 


culty? Did he not there allude to the very situation which we 
have made it his solemn duty to meet, to consider, and to redress? 

Mr. STEWART. Will the Senator from Delaware allow me a 
question? 


Mr.GRAY. Certainly. 

Mr. STEWART. Does the Senator think that confidence in the 
ability of the United States to maintain financial independence 
will be augmented by hiring the protection of a foreign syndicate 
for a limited term at an enormous sacrifice? 

Mr. GRAY. Iam coming to that in a moment if the Senator 
will just wait. I heard the Senator say that on Saturday. 
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Mr. STEWART. It is going to be said again several times. It 
can not be said too often. 

Mr. GRAY. The situation the President was called upon to 
deal with was just what he has stated, and Ido not think any 
Senator will take issue with him as to the matter of fact, that— 

This lack of confidence grows to some extent out of the palpable and ap- 

arent embarrassment attending the efforts of the Government under exist- 
ing laws to procure gold, and to a greater extent out of the impossibility of 
oo, pavers > he Treasury or canceling obligations by its expenditure 

The only way left open to the Government for procuring gold is by the is- 
sue and sale of its bonds. 

I think we will agree there. 

The only bonds that can be so issued were authorized nearly 
twenty-five years ago, and are not well calculated to meet our 
present needs. 

The President called upon us by that statement to come to his 
aid and relieve him from just the situationin which he found him- 
self on the 13th day of this month—that there was no legal author- 
ization for the issue of bonds for the purchase of gold except an 
act passed twenty-five years ago, and not well calculated to meet 
our present needs. 

Among other disadvantages, they are made payable in coin, in- 
stead of specifically in gold, which, in existing conditions, detracts 
largely and in an increasing ratio from their desirability as invest- 
ments. 

I did not hear the junior Senator from Massachusetts criticise 
the message when that message came in for stating the very fact 
which, when consummated in the negotiation of the 13th of this 
month, called for such scathing animadversion on his part. The 
President told us on the 13th of February that the difficulty with 
the law under which he was obliged to act was that it did not pro- 
vide for a bond payable specifically in gold. What he was called 
to do was not to issue bonds to pay current expenses of the Gov- 
ernment; it was not to borrow money to pay debts of the United 
States; it was to purchase gold coin in order that he might be able 
to perform the duty imposed upon him by the Congress of the 
United States, to wit, to preserve the parity between the two 
metals of gold and silver. 

This is not an ordinary situation in which the Government re- 
sorts to the money market in order to anticipate revenues in order 
to meet failing revenues, but it was to meet a situation; it was a 
scheme, an arrangement, by which the deportation of gold might 
be stopped and the temptation taken away from the ome of the 
United States to withdraw from the vaults of the Treasury, for 
the purposes of hoarding, the gold coin which had heretofore been 
in that place. 

Mr. President, that I am right in this deseription of the situa- 
tion, so far as I have gone, I think can be asserted without fear 
of successful contradiction. Having thus a to the Con- 
gress of the United States, having laid before this Senate and the 
other branch of Congress the situation, with a fullness of detail 
that left nothing to desired, and with an earnestness, almost 
pathetic, which [ have rarely seen in an executive communication, 
the President was left alone to struggle with the situation and 
the environment in which he found himself; he was left alone to 
maintain, in the only mode open to him, the parity between the 
two metals, and to meet the igation that he owes to the coun- 
try at large, that there should not be two standards of ultimate 
payment, one at a premium over the other, that gold coin should 
not disappear, and that we should not be put upon the basis of 
silver alone. 

Mr. VEST. Wiil the Senator from Delaware permit me to ask 
him a question for information? 

Mr. GRAY. I will. 

Mr. VEST. I should like to ask the Senator what, in his judg- 
ment, isthe premium to obtain goid which the President pays to 
this syndicate under the contract which has been published? 

Mr. GRAY. The Senator will pardon me for not going into 
that now, as it is not pertinent to my line of remark. 

Mr. VEST. I beg the Senator’s pardon. He was asserting re- 
peatedly that all of this had been done to maintain the parity. 

Mr. GRAY. I did assert it, and if the Senator will m me, 
no eee has been paid to obtain gold; just the con : 

r. VEST. I wanted to know whether it was consistent with 
maintaining the parity to make a contract which implied neces- 
sarily a premium on ? 

Mr. GRAY. Mr. ident, just at this stage of the remarks I 
am making I will simply say that it did not imply, in my opinion, 
any premium on gold. But what was it, lask, that the ident 
of the United States was required to do by the duty which pressed 
upon him with an insistence and with an mminence that he could 
not disregard? He wanted, as I have said before, to maintain the 
parity between these two metals. How under heaven could that 
parity be maintained except by holding himself ready in the Treas- 
ury of the United States to make in ei i 
as the demandant might require? om eneagen say that 
that parity could be maintained when the Colorado 
presented to the Tresury his demand notes and asked for a thou- 





sand dollars in gold, if they told him they would pay him a thou- 
sand dollars in silver? 

Mr. PEFFER. Why could he not do that? 

Mr. GRAY. Does the Senator believe the parity could be main- 
tained by hoarding the gold and keeping it asif it were a metal that 
was at a premium and upon which the Government of the United 
States itself set a premium by withholding it from those who de- 
manded it for the other forms of currency which might be offered 
in exchange for it? 

Mr. STEWART. I will suggest to the Senator that that is the 
way that France and Germany bave maintained the parity for 


years. 

Mr. GRAY. Iam talking about the condition in this country, 
the condition which the President of the United States placed be- 
fore us in his message. That condition was one, to those who 
believe that it is absolutely necessary for the soundness of our 
currency and our financial condition that this parity should be 
maintained, full of alarm. Gold was being withdrawn from the 
Treasury at the rate of millions each day, until finally, just before 
this contract was bruited about in the newspapers, it had risen to 
a figure as high as seven millions, I think, and over in one day. 
From December 1 up tothe date this contract was made there 
were about $80,000,000 of gold withdrawn from the Treas- 
ury, and of that less than one-half was exported, showing that 
more than one-half of this gold was withdrawn for the purpose of 
hoarding by the ple of the United States, not by bankers, for 
the banks wed that they had less gold on the date of this con- 
— than they had at the date I mentioned, the 1st of December, 
1894, 

Mr. WOLCOTT. Will the Senator allow me to ask him a ques- 
tion, not for the purpose of interrupting him at all? 

Mr. GRAY. Certainly. 

Mr. WOLCOTT. Does the Senator lose sight of the fact that 
the report. of the Secretary of the Treasury the other day showed 
that out of the $165,000,000 of gold for which the bonds had been 
sold $105,000,000 had gone to pay current expenses? 

Mr. GRAY. I have not lost sight of that fact, but I find the 
figures as follows: That between December 1, 1894—and I call the 
attention of the Senator from Colorado [Mr. Wo.corr] to the 
statement—and February 13, 1895, the date of this gold contract, 
the total amount of the withdrawal of gold was $80,785,000. This 
is taken from the official figures of the Treasury Department. The 
export of gold during the same period amounted to only $36,842,- 
388, showing that.a good deal more than one-half of the gold with- 
drawn from the Treasury was withdrawn not for the purposes of 
export, but was withdrawn by the people of the country, in sums 
large or small, for the purpose of hoarding, for that gold did not 

e its appearance in the gold reserves of the banks, the 
showing less gold at the period mentioned than on the ist day of 
December, 1894. 

Mr, PEYFER. Mr. President, at this particular point I wish 
to ask tk.e Senator whether there is anything in the law to prohibit 
- cay of the Treasury from paying the demand notes in 

ver 

Mr. GRAY. No; I do not know of anything of that kind in 
the law. Lhavesaid so. If I have not said so, I will say so now. 

Mr. PEFFER. Then ought not the Secretary of the Treasury 
to do so, and would not that prevent the exportation of gold? 

Mr. GRAY. There is ano law, which will —— qualify 
my answer, which obliges the Secretary of the Treasury to pre- 
serve the parity between the two me’. Is. 

Mr. PEFFER. Does not the Senator believe the Seeretary of 
the Treas could do so? 

Mr. GRAY. Ihave tried te explain, but eases have not 
made m clear to the Senator. To do that it is absolutely nec- 
essary that the Secretary of the Treasury shall maintain at all 
times at the Treasury of the United States the absolute exchange- 
ability of silver for gold. If there is any other way of preserving 
that parity I have not heard it suggested. 

Mr. P ER. Then, I will suggest itnow. _ E 

Mr. STEWART. How can you maintain parity by putting a 
premium on = 
Mr. GRAY. The Senator is ‘still harping on my daughter.” 
I will come to her directly. 

Mr. PEFFER. The demand notes are payable in coin, and they 
were made payable in silver as well as in gold by the act of 1869. 
If the Treasury should pay every demand note that is presented in 
silver, would not that have the effect instantly to restore the parity 
between gold and silver?. 

Mr. GRAY. I think not; but I do not want to gointo that 
now, for that brings up a very much larger question upon which 
the Senator and I radically differ. If the Secretary were to do 
what the Senator suggests and refuse gold the mgr emp sid 
of the two metals would be destroyed and gold be at a 


premium, 
Mr. HILL. Will the Senator from Delaware allow me to inter- 
t+ him a moment? 
. GRAY. Certainly. 





a. ee 
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Mr. HILL. I desire simply to a that I do not think the state- 


ment of the Senator from Colorado [Mr. WoLcoTT] should go 
unanswered. I do not understand that the of the Secre- 
tary of the Treasury shows that $105,000,000 of the proceeds of 
the bonds have gone to the payment of the current ———- of 
the Government or that any other sum of the proce of the 
bonds has so gone. 

Mr. TELLER. Will the Senator from Delaware allow me to 
state what the Secretary of the Treasury does say on that subject? 
That wil! settle, I think, that proposition. 

Mr. GRAY. I have no objection, but I have read from the 
figures which came from the Treasury Department as to the with- 
drawal of gold and as to the gold export, and have drawn the, I 
think, not unreasonable deduction that the difference between 
the amount of gold withdrawn and the gold export would indicate 
the amount withdrawn for hoarding, which did not appear in the 
accounts of the banks. 

Mr. TELLER. That is not the question. f 

Mr. GRAY. That is the question to which I was addressing 


mysel?. 

Mr. TELLER. Very well, then, I will leave the matter. 

Mr. GRAY. Mr. President, that was the situation. We found 
for days—five, six, or eight days—before this contract was made 
the withdrawals of gold had continued each day in an increasing 
amount until the subtreasurer in New York felt bound to say that 
he could not hold out more than a day or two longer against the 
demands that were coming in in increasing amounts at the counter 
of the subtreasury. So the question was presented to the Presi- 
dent of the United Statesand the Secretary of the Treasury whether 
they should allow this country between sundown and sunup to re- 
lapse to asilver basis, with all the attendant suffering which would 
come from the readjustment of the business affairs of this coun- 
try which would be consequent upon such a change, or whether 
he should exert the power the law gave him to maintain the pol- 
icy which the law enjoins, and procure the gold which was nec- 
essary to maintain the parity between the two metals all over the 
United States, and maintain the absolute exchangeability of silver 
and gold and every other form of United States currency. What 
would you have said of him, sir, if he had been derelict to that 
high duty? Then perhaps we should have heard from the same 
sources the animadversions which were flung at his head on Sat- 
urday last for rescuing his country and the Government in his 
charge from a situation such as I have described. 

I said this was not an ordinary situation. The Government was 
not borrowing money to pay debts. It was buying gold on the 
best terms it could obtam it. It is idle to say that when the 
question was a question of twenty-four hours, perhaps, the Sec- 
retary of the Treasury could advertise for bids throughout the 
country, as he did on the two former occasions, and precipitate 
the absolute denudation of the Treasury of gold by that very act, 
for at once everyone who wanted to buy those bonds would hare 
gone to the Treasury and got what remaining gold was there in 
order to purchase them; and that foolish operation would have 
been repeated. So he had to appeal for a large amount of gold at 
once and in lump; and where could he go ex to the bankers 
of the world, those who had the gold or who could furnish it; and, 
more than that, endeavor to consummate an arrangement, a plan, 
by which the exportation of gold and the withdrawal of it from 
the Treasury might be stopped? 

That was done and it could only be done in the way adopted by 
the Secretary of the Treasury and the President of the United 
States for that purpose. To dribble out bonds for gold in thou- 
sand-dollar, ten-thousan , or one-hundred-thousand-dollar 
lots would not have met the situation. It was necessary for the 
Secretary of the Tr to have the gold on the counter of the 
subtreasury to meet the demands of the next morning. He was 
in the situation of a cashier of a bank with ample resources and 
assets which were not available. What he wanted was quick 
assets, assets to meet the demands that would come with the ris- 
ing * the morning sun. That he did; and this gold was pur- 

ased. 

It was stipulated that at least one-half of the gold was to come 
from across the water, that it was to come from the country and 
from the places to which we had been exporting our gold, thus 
establishing a gold credit on the other side of the ‘Atlantic against 
which exchange might be drawn and stopping the profit on the 
exportation of gold. That has been a fruitful source, as I under- 
stand it, of the withdrawal of gold, there bein something like 
$1,800 profit on every $1,000,000 of gold ex at the then rate 
of ex ge, and the money brokers availed themselves of that 
very y, and acted upon it in order to realize that, or even a 
smaller profit 


Doing that, eeeene Se a gold credit on the other side of the 
Atlantic, which had hitherto the source of trouble in the with- 
drawal of the gold, arranging that as many of the influential and 
seanatalty powerful bankers of the country and of the world as 

sibleshould be interested in maintaining the situation, the President 


sends this contract to Congress, and lays before them, as I believe 
he was in duty bound to lay before them, the fact that if Congress 
would even at this late day authorize him, as he had asked to be 
authorized on two different occasions, to issue bonds specifically 
payable in gold he could save to the people of this country $16,- 
000,000 in the interest that would accrue and be paid during the 
time these bonds had to run. If it was not his duty to do that 
thing, I should like to know upon what grounds it is denied that 
it was his duty. 
Mr. PEFF Will the Senator allow me another question? 
Mr. GRAY. Yes, sir. 
Mr. PEFFER. I am exceedingly interested in the line of ar- 
gument of the Senator, and very much admire his frankness. I 
wish to ask him this question: Whether or not it is his opinion 
and that of the Administration that the Treasury of the United 
States at the time to which the Senator is referring was at the 
mercy of the gold speculators or the bankers or whatever term 
the Senator may think proper to use? 
Mr. GRAY. I will tell the Senator how I would answer that 
question. I would not say the Treasury of the United States was 
at the mercy of the speculators and the bankers—that much bela- 
hored and despised class of people—but it was at the mercy of the 
people of the United States, who, obeying that instinct of ordi- 
nary human nature, as soon as the danger signal was observed 
commenced to withdraw gold in small ameunts; and I should 
like to know whether here in this community, whether, as. 
amc properly, on the floor of this Senate and in the other 

ouse there were not patriotic men, as patriotic as any, who, see- 
ing that danger ahead of them, did not seek to put their balances 
in gold as they could; and not only here, but all over the country 
and in the State of the Senator himself, good and patriotic people, 
who, recognizing the situation, sought to do for themselves and 
those dependent upon them the best they knew how. The Treas- 
ury is at the mercy of that class as well as at the mercy of the 
gold speculators and of the bankers. 
Mr. PEFFER. Mr. President, 95 per cent of the people of the 
United States are opposed to this proceeding, I will say to the 
Senator; and I will say to him that 95 per cent of the people of Kan- 
sas have no gold; they have no disposition to hoard gold; they 
have no paper for which to demand gold; and, further than that, 
95 per cent of the people I have the honor to represent are opposed 
to this whole pr ing. 
Mr. GRAY. Mr. President, Ido not wish to dwell upon that 
point, but people as good and as patriotic as the Senator, or as I 
claim to be, over this country, not capitalists, but men who 
have been thrifty, men who have had a little ahead for a rainy 
day—that very class were commencing to take fright and turn 
their small balances into gold, and as an evidence that that was 
pong ores I have in part brought before the Senate figures show- 
ing the difference between the total amount of gold withdrawals 
and the total amount of gold exports for the period I have named 
and the amount of gold in the banks. 
Mr. WOLCOTT. I will ask the Senator if he knows of any in- 
dividual among the ry of the United States who has attempted 
to hoard gold, except Russell Sage, who, I have heard, has at- 
tempted it. 

r. GRAY. I do, of my own knowledge. 
Mr. WOLCOTT. Then they must have come from Delaware. 
They do not come from my section of the country. 
Mr. GRAY. Ihave known of my own knowledge of persons 
who turned their small balances into gold in the last two or three 
weeks. I have not the acquaintance of Mr. Russell Sage or his 
kind, and it would not be any pleasure to me if I had. 

Mr. P If the will allow me—I shall not inter- 
rupt him again—I saw a statement made in yesterday morning's 
per, I think, which illustrates this point very nicely. A farmer 
om the State of New York went into the city, called at the snb- 
treasury, and passed in two five-dollar bills, United States green- 
backs, and asked to have gold for them. He was answered that 
he must present his bills in amounts equal to $50, or multiples of 
$50, for that was the law, before he could have any redemption. 
That illustrates the futility of the argument that the common 

le of the country are rushing in to have their greenbacks re- 

eemed in gold. rer prefer greenbacks to gold. 

Mr. GRAY. It not gone far enough toreach all of the peo- 
le of the United States; it had not gone far enough to reach per- 
cows Senator from Kansas and myself, but when we come to 
a condition of that kind financial creeds will vanish into air, and 
every man will try to do the best he can for himself. We know 
that it was to avoid that condition of things, that unpatriotic and 
pee may le, that the President of the United States did 
what he did. 

Mr. a I do not wish to intrude, but, with the pérmis- 
sion of Senator from Delaware, I should like to state my im- 


pression about the matter of the withdrawal of gold and the de- 
mand for gold. I do not think it has reached the common people 
atall. Ithink that the banks in the country have been calling 
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upon the bankers in New York City for gold. I know the presi- 
dent of a bank in New York City told me a few days ago that on 
that day his bank had received fifty calls for gold, varying from 
five er to fifty thousand dollars. I speak of that as a mat- 
ter of fact. 

Mr. GRAY. The reports from the banks do show that. That 
is all I can say aboutit. I know nothing about it personally. 

That being the situation, the President tells us that after the 
failure of his appeal to Congress he did the very best thing he 
could in order to relieve the situation and save the credit of the 
country and the solvency of the Treasury so far as maintaining 
the parity between the two metals, gold and silver, was concerned. 
We have to take him at what he said, or we have to convict him 
of needlessly and of wantonly, asthe Senator from Massachusetts 
[Mr. Lope] said, deceiving the country in this crisis of our finan- 
cial history, going into a dishonorable dicker, whether for his own 
profit or not the Senator did not say, but at least with indiffer- 
ence and carelessness to the wants of the Treasury and the people 
of this country. Ido not believe that there is a Senator within 
the sound of my voice who believes it. There isno evidence from 
which such an inference can be drawn. 

Some Senator referred to the market price of bonds upon the 
day that this ‘‘ discreditable dicker,” as one Senator found it in 
his heart to call it, was consummated, that United States 4 per 
cent bonds were selling at 114, I think he said. 

Mr. STEWART. At 110}, running for twelve years. 

Mr. GRAY. I was going to correct him at the time’by saying 
1103, but another Senator said 114. 

Mr.STEWART. On the same basis they would be worth 119. 

Mr. GRAY. I understand that perfectly. 

I wish to say, what I think must be patent to everyone, that in 
the stress in which the Administration found itself it was impos- 
sible to go ay the market—I think I have already shown that— 
with a popular loan, so called, and it had to deal with bankers 
who understood current values and market values, some of whom, 
TI suppose, had been concerned in the previous purchase of bonds 
for gold, and they had an experience that the bonds in former 
issues which were sold, for which they had paid 117, went up in a 
few days to 119, and then immediately dropped to 113 or 114, a 
fluctuation of more than 5 per cent, a greater difference than ex- 
isted between the price which they paid for these last bonds and 
the market price which they were selling for upon thatday. But, 
’ with the caution of capital, and seeing this enormous fluctuation, 
I suppose—and I de not know but it is natural to suppose—they 
endeavored to protect themselves against it by a sufficient a 
= their opinion, to cover the fluctuation which had actually en 
place. 

Mr. President, in the New York Tribune of yesterday there is 
an article which I shall ask the Secretary to read, if there be no 
objection, which I suppose the Senator from Massachusetts, who 
spoke on Saturday last, will consider at least without bias in 
favor of the President in its comments upon this transaction. I 
find the article republished in the Washington Post of this morning. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. TheSecretary will read as requedten 

The Secretary read as follows: 


FOREIGN EXCHANGE MARKET—HOW THE SYNDICATE EXPECTS TO KEEP 
RATES BELOW THE GOLD-EXPORTING POLNT. 


[From the New York Tribune.] 


The work that the Belmont-Morgan syndicate will have to accomplish in 
order to control the foreign exch: market so that rates will be zow below 
c 


the gold-exporting point is explained in the follo phs, which were 
obtained from a member of the syndicate and circulated eS a financial news 
agency: 

= Tandon no bonds will be given to the dicate, but scrip will be issued 
there for the bonds to the extent of “000,000. The gold fund for these 
$30,005,000 is already available, and can be‘drawn upon for any part of the to- 
talsum at pleasure. The syndicate is not compelled so shin, this side more 
than $5 uently, until y 


: ; 000 per month in gold; conseq a shipped, the pro- 
ceeds 0: bovis will be held in London, mvailable to be drawn against should it 
prove necessa: 


ry. 

This is the lever which is expected to operate upon the exchange market and 
keep it down toa point which will prevent gold from being shipped from here. 
This part of the operation is likely to involve a loss of no nail proportions to 
the syndicate, but it evidently will protect the Government. 
for exchange by the public be lessened because the bu 
arenes for fear the gold reserve will be exhausted be no longer a 
factor in the market. Another point to be borne in mind in connection with 
the exchange market is that the syndicate can, if it so determine, allot more 
than $30,060,000 of the bonds ab: , and any supply so allotted can be 
for by bills of exchange. 

The profits on the transaction will not be exorbitant. It has been charged 
in the United States Senate that these bonds were 112in London. That would 
mean only about 109 here. Exchange on these bondsis figured at the current 
rate of 4881. Bringing over the makes the rate 483, a loss of 5} cents per 
pound sterling, or 1} per cent at start. What the ultimate profit or loss 
will be can be nothing more than a matter of conjecture, as in addition to the 
loss on the importation of gold it isentirely dependent on the working of the 
international exchange markets. These markets, as already explained, must 
be controlled so as soprovent a renewal of gold shipments. 

Noplan that did not provide for getting i from Europe and that did not 
also provide means to check shipments Toy to fo dlgray give the 
Treasury one dollar of permanent relief. und to change the 
whole course of exchange must necessarily be ex ve, but the syndicate 
can doit and the Treasury is accordingly benefi 


drawn 
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Mr. GRAY. Mr. President—— 

Mr. CALL. Willthe Senator from Delaware allowme? It was 
unanimously agreed that at the conclusion of the routine morni 
business this morning we should proceed with the consideration 
of the bill making appropriations for the support of the Agricul- 
tural Department. I do not wish to be discourteous to the Sena- 
tor from Delaware—— 

Mr. GRAY. If the Senator from Florida will allow me ten 
minutesI will conclude. I do not wish to interfere with any or- 
der of the Senate. 

Mr. CALL. I give way for that space of time. 

Mr. GRAY. Mr. President, I do not propose to dwell further 
upon the details of this transaction. The Senator from Massa- 
chusetts [Mr. LopGE] has said to the country, as what he says is 
always listened to by the comet? that the President of the United 
States has made a wanton attack upon the credit of this Govern- 
ment. I did not understand him to say that he disapproved of 
the purchase of gold in the financial stress in which the President 
found the Government, but the complaint is because the Presi- 
dent consulted the Congress of the United States and laid before 
them the facts which came to his knowledge, that if, at this late 
day even, authority should be given him he could negotiate those 
bonds, ee payable in gold, at an annual interest of 3 per 
cent and save to the Governaniat of the United States in the time 
the bonds had to run the enormous amount of $16,000,000. 

That seems to be the gravamen of the Senator’s attack upon 
the President of the United States, that the credit of the Govern- 
ment was attacked and disparaged in suggesting that gold bonds 
were more valuable than coin bonds. Is there anyone so fond and 
foolish as to believe that the President of the United States is the 
one who suggested that there was that difference in the markets 
of the world, and that gold was still the desired thing, whether 
rightly or wrongly, by all who had anything to give for it, whether 
of service or labor or commodity or credit? He was dealing with 
a world-wide fact. He did not create it, and because he suggested 
that our coin bonds were less valuable than our gold bonds, and 
told the Congress of the United States that armed with this power 
he could make that saving to the Government, it is called a 
wanton attack upon the credit of the Government. 

The junior Senator from Massachusetts says he will vote for 
the resolution of the Senator from New York [Mr. Hix], but 
does he not know that the coin bonds of the United States may be 
paid either in silver or gold, and that there is nothing—I will not say 
notning because it isa great deal—that there is only the good faith 
of the Administration for the time a to protect the holder of 
such a bond when it matures, if there should happen to be a dif- 
ference between gold and silver, one or the other being at a pre- 
mium, in order that the obligee shall get the most valuable metal? 

If it shall happen, as I have no doubt the Senator from Nevada 
[Mr. STEWART] thinks it quite possible it may happen, that in the 
period of time which the bonds have to run silver becomes the 
more valuable metal—I think it is possible—would it be consonant 
with the faith of the Government to deny to the holder of a coin 
bond the silver payment and put him off with depreciated gold 
payment? Not atall. I do not suppose there is a Senator within 
the sound of my voice who would vote for a resolution declaring 
that our bonds ought to be paid in the less valuable of the two 
metals in which they are payable. Then why object, and a is 
it an attack upon the credit of the Government to say that they 
ought to be paid in the more valuable? 

Mr. STEWART. Does the Senator from Delaware think it 
would be bad faith to pay the creditors of the Government ac- 
cording to contract? I think it is bad faith not to do it. 

Mr. GRAY. The Senatorfrom Nevada has put that question 
e great many times, and he seems to think it is his prize conun- 

um. 

Mr. STEWART. It has not been answered yet. 

Mr. GRAY. Perhaps I will answer it like a Yankee by asking 
another question, which is, whether the Senator from Nevada 
believes it is good faith to make a coin bond with a reservation 
that you are going to pay your creditor in the less valuable of 
the two coins? t went to know if that is the purpose of the 
Government of the United States. I should like to know if that 
is the pelicy which the Senator from Nevada would fix upon the 
Government of the United States. 

Mr. STEWART. Let me answer. 

Mr.GRAY. And saytothe world that when we make coin bonds 
we declare not that we will pay them in either coin at the — 
of the creditor, which, I believe, is the true meaning of the bond 


contract; but we will Boal them at all events in the less valuable 


of these two coins. There is no alternative. If you do not be- 
lieve it is the duty of the Government to pay in the more valuable 
coin, say so and say what you believe, if you believe that the Gov- 
ernment should pay them in the less valuable. 

- Mr. STEWART. Why did the Government make the bonds 
payable in coin—— 
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Mr. GRAY. Now answer my question. : 

Mr. STEWART. Hold on; I will answer it. Why did the 
Government make the bonds payable in coin if it has not the —_ 
to pay ineither coin? I do believe it isnot only morally and legally 
right, but that it is the duty of the Secretary of the Treasury to 
discharge the contracts of the Government in that way which 
shall be most advantageous to theGovernment; and soevery other 
civilized country does. France and Germany do it. 

Mr. GRAY. ‘I decline to be interrupted further, because I have 
only a minute. Then, all I have to say is, that if we write the 
construction of the Senator from Nevada into our coin bonds we 
write this, that those bonds are payable in silver, provided silver 
is at a discount as compared with gold when they mature, and 
that is all there is in it. If that commends itself to the honesty 
of the Senator from Nevada, which, as I know, is a dominant 
quality in him, then I shall be mistaken in the Senator. 

Mr. HOAR. Will the Senator from Delaware allow me to put 
him a very brief question? 

Mr. GRAY. Certainly. 

Mr. HOAR. If, as the Senator now says, the faith of the Gov- 
ernment is pledged to pay all coin bonds in the best coin, does he 
think it decent to put into a contract such a provision as this: I 
will pay you so much if I keep my faith; I will pay you so much 
more if I break it? 

Mr.GRAY. Itisas decent as is the question of the Senator from 
Massachusetts; it is as decent as is the attack made upon the Presi- 
dent of the United States for that very statement by the President 
of the United States. I have contended—— 

Mr. HOAR. The Senator from Delaware does not answer my 
question. 

Mr. GRAY. I have contended that the President is bound by 
his duty to lay before Congress the situation, and to tell them, as 
he has told them, that he has the opportunity and it is within the 
competence of the Government to negotiate those bonds at 3 per 
cent if they are made specifically payable in gold. I do not think 
the attacks upon the credit of the United States come from the 
President, but I think they come more from those Senators who 
from their high places here are proclaiming to the world that 
there is this difference in the Congress of the United States as to 
what the good faith of the Government requires. 

Mr. HOAR. My honorable friend does not answer my ques- 
tion, if he will permit me. My question is not whether he thinks 
some attack on the President, which I have made, though I do 
not recollect any on this subject, be decent or not. 

Mr. GRAY. I used the Senator’s own word. 

Mr. HOAR. I understand. I ask the Senator’s attention to 
the point of the question. If he does not like the word ‘‘ decent ” 
I use the word ‘‘ becoming” or “proper” or ‘‘ wise.” Is it, 
in his judgment, a proper thing for a representative of the United 
States, when, as the Senator says, as the Administration believes, 
the faith of this Government is pledged to pay in the best coin, to 
contract that ‘‘I will pay you so much money if I keep my faith, 
and so much more if I break it?” That is the question. 

Mr. GRAY. I will answer the question of the Senator from 
Massachusetts. The Senator has a very adroit way of putting a 
question and answering it to suit his own purpose. 

Mr. HOAR. A personal attack on the one who puts the ques- 
tion is not a ere way to answer it. 

Mr. GRAY. The ident of the United States, as I have said 
more than once, was recognizing the situation. He did not create 
it. I have said what I believed, in which I think the Senator from 
Massachusetts agrees with me, that the proper interpretation of 
the coin bonds is that at the option of the holder they shall be paid 
in one coin or the other. But can we shut our eyes to the fact 
that the financial world, that those who have money to invest, 
whether they belong technically to the financial world or not, are 
uncertain as to what that contract means, for here is the equally 
distinguished Senator from Nevada [Mr. Stewart] who rises in 
his place and says a coin bond means that it is the privilege of the 
Treasury of the United States to pay in silver or gold as it pleases. 

Mr. STEWART. I say that now. 

Mr. GRAY. Is that to have no eifect upon those who have 
money to invest? Is that belief, shared in by many in this very 
Chamber, shared in, if we may so believe, by a large number of 
the House of Se naener to have no effect upon the minds 
of the people of the world who are seeking to invest in these 
bonds? Though they may trust the credit of the Government will 
be maintained by the Administration, and believe that that is the 
proper and the honest interpretation of the contract contained in 
the bonds, yet they will feel that if, as the Senator from Nevada 
says, it is the law of the contract itself, gold bonds are at least 1 
per cent more secure. 

The President of the United States puts that situation before us 
and asks us to vote upon the subject, and we refuse. Neither the 
— Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. Lopes], the Senator 

Nevada [Mr. Stewart], the Senator from Colorado [Mr. 
WoO LcorT], nor any other Senator in this body has, so far asI know, 
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come to the relief of the President of the United States. Wehave 
sat here dumb and unresponsive to his appeals. We threw him 
upon his own resources and left him alone to fight this battle for 
the credit and honor of his country as he saw that credit and honor 
involved; and the people of the United States will not forget that 
he fought the battle alone and that the Congress of the United 
States deserted him in his hour of trial. 

Mr. President, I am sorry that my time has expired. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Mr. President—— 

Mr. GRAY. One moment. I ask permission to have printed 
in the RECORD, without reading, an article or a part of an article 
in the Chronicle, a financial paper which has no politics, I believe, 
but is See iw 

Mr. STEWART. A gold paper. 

Mr. GRAY. But is merely a record of the transactions of the 
money center of New York. 

Mr. HOAR. What is the article? 

Mr. STEWART. A gold article. 

Mr. GRAY. It is an article headed ‘‘ The financial situation.” 

Mr. HOAR. If the Senator wishes to put in the REcoRD some 
statistical tables which he has examined, and for which he is re- 
sponsible, I make no objection; but I certainly can not consent 
that newspaper articles—— 

Mr. GRAY. Iask unanimous consent to have the article read. 

Mr. HOAR. Very well. 

Mr. CALL. Mr. President—— 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Ohio [Mr. SHER- 
MAN] is entitled to the floor. 

Mr. VEST. Irise to mornin 

Mr. GRAY. Iresumed the 
read. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Secretary will read as indicated. 

Mr. VEST. I rise to morning business. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. This is under the head of morning 
business. 

Mr. VEST. Are these speeches now being delivered in the order 
of business as to petitions, resolutions, etc.? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair laid before the Senate a 
resolution coming over from a previous day, which is being dis- 
cussed. 

Mr. SHERMAN. We went through the morning business reg- 
ularly while the Senator was absent. 

Mr. BUTLER. Will the Senator from Ohio permit me to offer 
an amendment? 

Mr. SHERMAN. I suggest that morning business without 
debate should be transacted. 

Mr. BUTLER. I ask the Senator to yield to me to present an 
amendment. 

Mr. SHERMAN. [I yield with pleasure. 

{Routine morning business was presented by Mr. BuTLER and 
others, which appears under its appropriate head. | 

Mr.GRAY. lask unanimous consent to have printed in the 
RECORD, without reading, a part of the article to which I refer, 
found in the financial paper called the Chronicle. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection? 

Mr. HOAR. I am very sorry indeed to object to any request 
which the honorable Senator from Delaware makes, but I made 
up my mind long ago, this not being a new proposition, that I 
should not give consent to have printed as a part of the proceed- 
ings of the Senate newspaper articles in the way of discussion or 
argument on public questions. We have several times since I 
have been in the Senate found that such articles contained per- 
sonal attacks upon Senators and matters which were out of order. 
I do not suppose of course that that is the case under the care of 
my honorable friend from Delaware, but I think it is a pernicious 
practice—— 

Mr. GRAY. The article is not a very long one. 

Mr. HOAR. And I propose to stop it. 

Mr. HAWLEY. I should like to make a suggestion. 

‘ Mr. CALL. LIrise to a point of order. 

Mr. HAWLEY. I have the article in my hand. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Connecticut will 
suspend. The Senator from Florida rises to a point of order. 
The Senator from Florida will state his point of order. 

Mr. CALL. The point of order is that it was unanimously 
agreed that at the conclusion of the routine morning business this 
morning the bill making appropriations for the Agricultural De 
partment should be taken up and proceeded with.. While I have 
no desire to be discourteous to any Senator, I wish to know 
whether the Senator from Ohio [Mr. SHERMAN] will occupy any 
considerable time? 

Mr. SHERMAN. Ihopenot. ! hope I shall be allowed to pro- 
ceed, now that we have given way to all morning business. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair will state to the Senator 
from Florida that this is a part of the morning business. 

Mr. CALL. A part of the routine morning business? 
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The VICE-PRESIDENT. A part of the routine morning busi- 
ness. 

Mr. GRAY. The article could have been read long ago if the 
reading had been proceeded with. I ask that it be read now asa 

rt of my remarks. or 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Secretary will read as indicated. 

The Secretary proceeded to read the article. 

Mr. TELLER. Iwishtoaskthe Senator from Delaware whether 
he proposes to have the entire article read? 

Mr. GRAY. No, cir. 

Mr. TELLER. Will he indicate what he wishes to have read? 

Mr. GRAY. I have marked it with a pencil. i 

The Secretary resumed and concluded the reading of the article, 
as follows: 

THE FINANCIAL SITUATION. 


(The Commercial and Financial Chronicle, New York, February 16, 189.] 


Judging from the listless and in some cases flippant way in which Con. 
gress and Senators speak and act with reference to the President’s purchase 
of gold and his requests for aid in facilitating the arrangement he has made, 
we must conclude that they have ey a appreciation of the fact that he 
has saved the country froma t disaster. As yet even the public has not 
fully realized that business affairs have, as it were, been lifted out of what 
was seen to be a most precarious situation, and set within surroundings not 
only hopeful, but full of promise. The complete change which has occurred 
in the financial outlook is truly marvelous. 

Two weeks ago last Thavahey was indeed a black day; the more timid, 


which is always a large class, had become thoroughly alarmed. In conserva- 
tive circles, too, it was felt that our currency andall values were alla peril. 


The rapidity with which the gold proceeds from one fifty-milliongdollar bond 
sale had gone into and out of the Treasury was of itself bewildering and dis- 
turbing, for it seemed to indicate that another bond sale to our banks, if it 
could be carried through, which was doubtful, would be of no service. In 
this plight the week ending with February 2 opened; the withdrawals of 
gold for the four days ending with Thursday for export and on private ac- 
count surpassed any previous experience. Had not a powerful influence been 
secured in the financial world just at that time capable of arresting this 
movement abrup*ly, it is questionable whether the Treasury could have sus- 
tained itself another week. We doubt, too, whether any other combination 
- wages within reach than that which was madeand used could have done 
the work. 

As it happened, financial movements Friday afternoon, from an excited, 
feverish, and highly strained condition, assumed at once a calm, healthful, and 
normal character. How was that reversal of feeling brought about? There 
were three conditions which had given rise to the nervousness and 
fear: (1) The state of the foreign exchange market; (2) the withdrawals of 
gold from the Treasury, and (3) the obvious need for a supply of gold outside 
of the home visible stock. The reversal in sentiment was consequently pro- 
duced by a concurrent and complete change in each of these conditions. First 
came the semiofficial announcements of the contract between the Govern- 
ment and the New York and London banking houses fora supply of gold, 
then followed the drop in foreign exchange and also immediately the cancel- 
ing of about all the engagements for export, with areturn to the subtreasury 
of $1,800,000 of the gold just withdrawn. What was left tosupporta fear or for 
itto feed upon? Absolutely nothing. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Mr. President, the real question before us is 
whether it is the public policy of the United States to pay its matur- 
ing bonds in gold coin rather than insome other kind of coin which 
may be a legal tender between individuals. I doubt very much 
whether it is expedient for us at this time to discuss the question. 
The time will come when it must be discussed and debated at 
length, but on a collateral proposition, a resolution offered by a 
Senator without consultation with any one else, to raise this ques- 
tion now in the closing eee of the session seems to be injudi- 
cious, to say the least. I think we had better confine ourselves to 
that business which is urgent and must be disposed of during the 

nt session. 

But since the question is up, I wish to show to Senators who are 
here before me that the United States Government in every loan 
which it has made, in every bond which it has sold since the act 
tostrengthen the public credit was passed in 1869 has demanded 
gold coin for bonds sold. The question is whether, in order to 
make a possible saving on the difference between gold and sil- 
ver, because there can be only two kinds of coin, we will refuse 
to pay to the bondholder at the maturity of his bond that kind of 
money which we demanded of him when the bonds were sold. 

Now, when the question is presented in that light it seems to me 
to be so plain that every honest man must feel that we would not 
dare in the face of ~ opinion to undertake to pay bonds which 
we demanded should be paid for in gold in anything less valuable 
than the coin which we demanded when we issued our bonds. 

That is the simple proposition as it occurstome. Now, to show 
Senators that what I say is true I will read the laws under which 
all the bonds of the United States now outstanding have been sold. 
I have before me the loan laws since 1869 and all the contracts that 
have been made between the United States and syndicates abroad 
and syndicates at home and the terms on which we sold bonds to 
our own people. You will find in all these propositions to issue our 
bonds after 1869 the stipulation that they be paid for in gold 
coin. Prior to that time all our bonds were sold for paper money, 
greenbacks or any other form of money that was al tender for 
the payment of debts; but the act to hen the public credit, 
passed March 18, 1869, changed all that. 16 WO of that act 
are important to be understood. After that time the Government 
in all its branches, executive, legislative, judicial, demanded 
that the bonds of the United should be paid for in gold coin 
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by the syndicates abroad and by our people at home, and that has 
been the custom and the rule and the contract under which these 
bonds are sold. ‘ 

The act to strengthen the public credit it is scarcely necessary 
for me to read, because it has become so familiar in our debates; 
but I will read it in order to present it with the other laws that I 
intend to read: 

It is hereby provided and declared that the faith of the United States is 
solemnly pledged tothe pay ment in coin or its equivalent of all the obligations 
of the United States not bearing interest, known as United States notes, and 
of all the interest-bearing obligations of the United States. 

We omens to pay in coin. What coin was existing in 1869? 

Mr. PEFFER. ill the Senator continue the reading? Will 
he read a little further? ~ 

Mr. SHERMAN, I will read what I want at present. I desire 
here to simply request Senators to allow me to finish my remarks 
without interruption. Ihave read the enacting part of the law of 
1869. Under the face of that law we are to pay these bonds in 
coin. What kind of coin? The coin that was in the mind of the 
lawmakers at that time, in 1869. What was the coin then author- 
ized by law? None but the gold coin of the United States. Silver 
coin might have been issued, but silver coin was worth more then 
than the gold coin. It has depreciated for reasons that have been 
given over and over again, and I need not go into that argument. 
The only coin in the contemplation of any man who voted for that 
law was the gold coin of the United States. 

Now, let us look further at a little later law. Hereis the law for 
the refunding of the public debt, a law which excited no animosity 
or political division. Under date of July 12, 1870, it provided— 

That the Secretary of the Treasury is hereby authorized to issue, in a sum 
or sums not ex ing in the aggregate $200,000,000, coupon or registered 
bonds of the United States, in such form as he may prescribe, and of denom- 
inations of $50, or some multiple of that sum, redeemabie in coin of the present 
standard value, at the pleasure of the United States, after ten years from the 
date of their issue, and bearing interest, payable semiannually in such coin, 
at the rate of 5 per cent per annum; also a sum cr sums not exceeding in the 

gregate $300,000,000 of like bonds, the same in all respects, but payable at 
the pleasure of the United States, after fifteen years from the date of their 
issue, and bearing interest at the rate of 4} per cent per annum; also a sum 
or sums not oe in the aggregate one thousand million dollars of like 
bonds, the same in all respects, but payable at the pleasure of the United 
States, after thirty years from the date of their issue, and bearing interest 
at the rate of 4 per cent per annum. 

The coin then in circulation, and the only coin in circulation 
here, was the gold coin of the United States, and not the silver coin. 
It is true that silver was a standard, but it was worth more than 
gold, Silver dollars were not coined, but subsidiary silver coins, 
reduced in value under the act of 1853, were a legal tender for 


only $5. 

Those are the two acts by which the faith of the public credit 
is pledged. Now, let us see how it has been carried out by Con- 
gress and also by the executive authority. I have here the first 
contract made by Mr. Lot M. Morrill when he was Secretary of 
the Treasury in a volume which contains full information as to 
the contracts and conditions upon which all these bonds were is- 
sued and sold. What are the stipulations here? Mr. Morrill un- 
dertook to sell the 44 bonds in order to pay the bonds that were 
then maturing. 

na BUTLER. What is the date of that contract, may I in- 
quire 

Mr. SHERMAN, It was August 24,1876. It was the last year 
of Grant’s Administration. Here is the contract set out in full 
with Rothschild, Belmont, and others, the same parties who en- 
tered into the recent contract. Here it is: 
jane oes to the te o noe Hontinas for ¢ pb fe pnt pg 
gold coin, matured United States gold-coin coupons, or any of the 6 per cent 

bonds called for redemption, or in United States gold certificates of de- 
posit issued under the act of March 3, 1863. 

Therefore we demanded when we sold those bonds gold eoin 
not coin. That was stated there and published to the world. All 
the purchasers of such of the three classes of bonds paid for them 
in gold coin or its equivalent. The bonds on their face were to 
be payable in coin, principal and interest, and no other coin was 
contemplated unless it could be supposed that by some hook or 
crook, by some construction or device or evasion, the bonds might 
be construed to be payable in something else than the money 
which we demanded when we issued the bonds. These were the 
terms of sale for all these bonds amounting in the aggregate to 
fifteen hundred million of dollars. 

A few months after that I was called to the office of the Secre- 
tary of the Treasury and undertook then to sell the 4 per cent 
bonds, believing the time had arrived when the credit of the United 
States would enable it to sell 4 per cent bonds. We entered into 
a contract for that purpose, and here is the contract similar in 
general terms to the one made by Mr. Morrill. Here is the con- 
tract signed by a a number of persons, Drexel, Morgan & Co., 
Seligman & Co., August Belmont & Co., the same parties with 
whom the contract was entered into by Mr. Morrill. Here is the 
stipulation: 
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, for said 4 cent bonds par 
ae arte te oe a a er ener anid wants i 
coin, matured United States gold coin ae of the 6 per cent 
20 bonds called for redemption, or in United Btates certificates of de- 
posit issued under the act of March 3, 1863, with the understand Ey, 
ment to the extent of the amount of any call shall be made the 
during which such call shall mature. 

This contract covered hundreds of millions of dollars of 4 per 
centbonds. The contract made by Mr. Morrill of 44 per cent bonds 
covered $200,009,000 of bonds, which have all been redeemed. This 
contract that I have read last covers the very bonds that are now 
outstanding, because they extend to a lon period, maturing as 
late as 1907, and they are the last to be redeemed. In the sale of 
the very bonds we are now purchasing and paying off we demanded 
of every person who purchased our bonds to pay for them in gold 
coin at a time when specie payments were suspended, at a time 
when we did not pay our members of Congress or for the ordinary 
debts of the Government any money but United States notes, 
and when these notes were at a discount of 10 per cent in gold. 
Yet when the ple came to buy these bonds bearing at the 
then low rate of 4 per cent interest, less than bonds had ever been 
sold before in our country, we demanded gold coin and received 
it. We refused to take United States notes in payment of our 
own bonds. To say that those bonds are now payable in some 
other coin than gold, because a coin of another metal is now 
cheaper, or the bullion of that metal is of less value than its old 
ratio with gold, or because prior to the issue of bonds it was right- 
fully or wrongfully demonetized by the act of 1873, or because of 
its increased production, it seems to me is not honest or proper. 

Therefore I state as my deliberate judgment that the Senate of 
the United “States and the Congress of the United States, and the 
people of the United States will never demand that these bonds 
will ever be paid in money less valuable than that which was paid 
for them, principal and interest. From the day they were issued 
to this hour we have paid gold on the interest of those bonds. 
We received gold in masses for them. We will pay for them in 

ld; and when the time comes for their payment there is not a 

nator in the sound of my voice but who would feel that we 
must pay them in as good money at least as we demanded for 
them at the time of the sale. 

I was pleased with an observation made by the honorable Sena- 
tor from Colorado {[Mr. Teti#R]. He and I differ widely upon 
many questions, but upon that I agree with him that it is not at 
all probable that when these bonds become due but what they 
will be paid in the usual way, by exchange of other bonds, by gold 
coin, or by other money then a tender and equal in purchas- 
ing power to gold. The equity of these bondholders to demand 
the same kind of money of equal purchasing power with that 
they paid is as clear and as plain as the light of day; and when 
that question is presented in the proper form to the people of the 
Tinited States you will find that they will resent any dishonor 
that may be brought upon the national credit by the refusal to 
pay bonds purchased in gold with money less valuable than the 
gold coin by which the bond was purchased. 

I believe in and hope that we may be able to maintain silver 
coin at parity with gold, as we have done thus far with the silver 
dollar; but even if this parity should be maintained silver will be 
far too bulky to meet such transactions as the payment of the 
public debt. Its very weight will prevent its use In such transac- 
free 5 I have a telegram from the Director of the Mint, as fol- 

WS: 


TREASURY DEPARTMENT, February 18, 1895. 
Hon. JoHN SHERMAN: 


Avoirdupois weight of 1,000 coined silver dollars, fifty-eight and nine twenty- 
nine thousandths pounds. Avoirdupois weight of $1,000 worth of silver bul- 
lion standard at —— price (60 cents fine ounce), one hundred twenty-six 
and nine eighty-four thousandths pounds. 

R. E. PRESTON, 


Director of the Mint. 

Now, Mr. President, there are some other things about this mat- 
ter. While the refunding of the public debt was going on we 
came to the resumption of specie payment. Then all money was 
at par. Then it was the policy of the Government in carrying out 
the laws for the redemption of the balance of these bonds to sell 
bonds without the aid of a syndicate, without. any assistance what- 
ever from bankers or brokers. While our notes were less valuable 
than coin it was difficult for us to sell bonds in the market except by 
the aid of bankers and banking associations; but after we had re- 
sumed specie payment then Tr Department withdrew 
ali their contracts with bankers and offered the bonds, what were 
left of them, at par or at a premium in the open market in order 
to pay bonds as they matured bearing a higher rate of interest. 
They were sold directly to the people of this country as a popular 
loan. We sold them to the e directly. When all our notes 
were at par with gold then it was that we provided that the bonds 
micht ees for net im goid coin only, but in coin and in any 
other kind of l-tender money, all at par with gold coin. But 


that — applied to the bonds sold after resumption to pay the 5-20 
issues of the war of the rebellion. Then, and only then, we used 
‘the word “coin” in inviting the purchase of our bonds. 


It is true in all our laws running through all our history we 
usually spoke of coin, not of d coin or of silver coin, because 
until 1878 there was practically no silver coin in existence in our 
country which was a legal tender for debts. In 1878 we had 
practically reached the specie standard. Then the silver dollars 
oa pene for and they were issued; and they have been main- 
tai at par with gold, and I trust in God ever will be. I would 
be the last man to ever degrade a dollar that has been coined by 
the Government of the United States and bears its stamp upon 
it; and I will hold and maintain the silver to be equal tothe gold. 

But I would not pay in silver the men who have paid gold. No 
silver was coined until 1878, when the last contract was made. 
None had entered into circulation. The Bland-Allison Act had 
not yet passed into alaw. I would not undertake to pay either 
the people who bought our bonds or the bankers at home or the 
great capitalists abroad in any money less valuable than that 
which they paid for the bonds. That is the rule and practice of 
equity and public faith, which lies at the foundation of this whole 
ar; t, and Senators can not avoid it or evade it. 

. President, I have said all I care to say about the various 
loans. I wish here to comment wpon the remark made by the 
Senator from Delaware . Gray]. He is defending the Fresi- 
dent of the United States. Mr. President, it is not the President 
of the United States who is armed with the money power of this 
Government. The Senator is not ignorant that the President of 
the United States has no power whatever over these financial 
questions. He has no business with them. They are not in- 
trusted to his keeping. TheSecretary of the Treasury is the only 
law officer who is authorized toissue bonds or to exercise the dis- 
cretionary powers requisite. He is the only one who is author- 
ized to conduct these negotiations. Mr. President, the President 
has no more right to do it than he has to sit in your seat in the 
Senate Chamber. It is true—— 

Mr. GRAY. WhenI spoke of the President I spoke of the Ad- 
ministration and of the Secretary of the Treasury, whom the 
President appointed. I was aware that the law referred to the 
Secretary of the Treasury. 

Mr. SHERMAN. The Senator spoke of the President, not of 
the Secretary of the Treasury. — 

Mr. GRAY. The Secretary of the Treasury is the appointee of 
the President and r sents the policy of the President. 

Mr. SHERMAN. e Senator may have meant to include the 
Secretary of the Treasury among all the rest of the people around 
the White House. 

Mr. GRAY. Then, of course, the Senator from Ohio will un- 
derstand that the attack on the President of the United States was 
wee much out of place. It was barking up the wrong tree, so to 

a 


Mr. ALDRICH. The President notified us of the contract. 
Mr. SHERMAN. I wish here to emphasize it, that the Presi- 
dent of the United States from the begmning of the Government 
almost to this time has never been confided with the duty of the 
care of the Treasury. Alexander Hamilton is the only man ever 
spoken of in connection with our early loan law. Even the great 
name of Washington, which sounds aloud in all parts of the 
world as the greatest man perhaps of any time, although he was 
President of the United States, was never connected with the 
financial controversies between Jeffersonand Hamilton. The law 
that I have here read to you, to strengthen the public credit, or 
to provide for refunding the public debt, provides that the Secre- 
tary of the Treasury shall have power todo so andso. Therefore 
the President can in no sense be helc msible for this contract. 
re signature of the Secretary of the Treasury that gives it 
ec 
I must speak in all candor. I do not care to say it, because I 
have the highest respect for these two officers. I do not think that 
they were ani by any but the noblest and best motives in 
doing what they did. I would not say one word that would im- 
ch their integrity or cast a single cloud upon them. I believe 
them both to be honorable men in every sense of the word; but I 
must confess that in my view of the matter they made a very 
faulty contract for the United States. I see by the quotations 
made on Saturday last that our 4 per cent bonds, still running 
fer ten years, are worth in the market 111. I find that the 5 per 
cent bonds, which were sold recently at 117, are still worth a frac- 
tion over 115. Now the 4 per cent thirty-year bonds, measured by 
these two standards, ought not to be less in the market than about 
120. Why? The thirty years’ duration for a loan is an enormous 
benefit. It hasenormous advantages. Between this and the ex- 
iration of the thirty years the time will come when we can, as we 
ve in the past, redeem the bonds at probably one-half the rate 
that is now paid. 
ore, to give these bonds toanybody, foreigners or natives, 
at 104} it seems te me is an improvident act. I can not under- 
stand precisely the logic of my friend from Delaware when he 
says that the i was under some pressure, under some con- 
trolling idea that he must get the gold. He could get the gold at 
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from London, from Berlin, from France, from any country in 

e world. The par or value of the franc and the sovereign and 
all the various gold coins of the world is measured by the number 
of grains in the coins; not by the stamp that is put upon them, 
but by the value of the grains of gold. 

Mr. GRAY. The Senator has had great experience in such 
matters, and the explanation would be very useful to us. Will 
the Senator explain how the Treasury of the United States was to 
get gold except by buying it with the bonds of the United States? 

Mr. SHERMAN. But you buy it at its market value, by its 
weight and fineness, whether in the form of a pound sterling, 
worth, say, $4.85, according to the rate of exchange. All other 
gold coin or bullion is measured in the same way. 

Mr. GRAY. Will the Senator state what he is to buy it with 
except the bonds of the United States? 

Mr. SHERMAN. Iknow; but that ten-year bond of the United 
States is worth 111 in gold to-day in the market in this country 
and in England and the commercial world. 

Mr. GRAY. The Senator is using as a platform for an attack 
upon the action of the Secretary of the Treasury the financial 
Fr atform that has been erected by the Treasury Department itself. 

he action of the President or of the Secret:ry of the Treasury in 
the consummation of this deal for gold would create the condi- 
tions of credit that support the bonds, and from that platform so 
om the Senator seems to be making an attack upon his con- 

uct. 

Mr. SHERMAN. The Senator from Delaware knows very well 
that there was no complaint whatever made about the first con- 
tract by the President and Secretary of the Treasury in the sale 
of 5 per cent bonds. He followed the rule and got a full measure 
of vaiue of the bonds. But when you talk about a thirty-year 4 

r cent bond then you are dealing with an article that is valuable 
in every market in the world. That bond running for thirty years 
at 4 per cent will besold in England, I will venture to say, within 
— days of this time—— 

r. GRAY. Yet, as I said when I was on my feet a while ago, 
there has been shown by the market reports a fluctuation of 5 per 
cent in the bonds that were issued last November. 

Mr. SHERMAN. But here is a fluctuation of 15 per cent, be- 
tween 104} and 120. Mr. President, they may have been urged by 
what they regarded as a necessity, but there is no difficulty in 
moving the gold of the world here, or enough of it, for a bond 
bearing 3 per cent and a fraction. A difference in exchange of 
one-quarter of 1 bg cent or one-half of 1 per cent will bring it. 

Mr. GRAY. hat does the Senator mean by speaking of the 
difference between 104 and 120? Which bond does he refer to? 

Mr. SHERMAN. The bonds running for thirty years, accord- 
ing to the statement made, were sold at 104}. 

Mr. GRAY. Well? 

Mr. SHERMAN, They are worth in the market, tested by any 
other we on the price list, 120. 

Mr. GRAY. The Senator a moment ago said they were quoted 
at 111. 

Mr. SHERMAN. No; that is adifferent bond. The 4 per cent 
bonds running only ten years are quoted at 111. The 4 per cent 
bonds running thirty years are worth twice the premium given 
for the ten-year bonds. 

Mr.GRAY. Thatisthe Senator’s opinion. Has he any market 
quotations for those bonds at 120? 

Mr. SHERMAN. No; there are none in existence. 

Mr. GRAY. That is the Senator’s speculation, then? 

Mr. SHERMAN. I think my honorable friend is too great a 
man to try, I would say, to dodge thequestion. Doeshenot know 
that a bond running for thirty years bearing 4 per cent is worth 
greatiy more than a bond running ten years bearing the same rate 
per cent? 

Mr. GRAY. I lnow nothing about such things, and I take the 
market report; and I asked the Senator if he had a market report 
to bear out the assertion he made. There is no authority for 
quoting these bonds at 120. 

Mr.SHERMAN. No; because there are no such bonds in ex- 
istence. These are the first to be issued. 

Mr. GRAY. Then the Senator can not tell about it. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Isay in issuing this new class and descrip- 
tion of bonds the Secretary of the asury ought to have meas- 
ured them by similar stocks in the market, and there is no use to 
get around this conclusion. I regret to say that I think it is an 
improvident transaction. It is not going to break up the United 
States. It is not going to impair our creditor affect seriously our 
liabilities. I believe it was asharp bargain pressed by men whose 
services were not necessary in the a of our loans. My 
own experience, to which my honorable friend refers, convinces 
me that no loan ought to be placed in the market of the bonds of 
the United States except after the option is given to the people of 
the United States. They will find a mode to get gold here. If, 
therefore, a reasonable proposition had been made, if either of the 
three classes of bonds set out in tia refunding act and at a certain 
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price had been put upon the market and the people of the United 
States had been ae to pay for them in gold, they would have 
found the gold easily enough. 

We have as smart men in the city of New York as there are in 
all the world besides. We have still shrewder men in Boston; and 
your good, pious Quaker men in Philadelphia know how to turn 
the tables. [Laughter.] Give them a chance by a popular loan. 
The people would contribute the money in greenbacks, in Treas- 
ury notes, or silver certificates; and the men who manage affairs 
in the great cities (I rely on Chicago to speculate a little on them) 
could convert the various forms of money into gold. That is my 
judgment. I may be mistaken. Yet I again say that I have not 
one word of unkindness to say of either the President or the Sec- 
retary of the Treasury. I have no desire to excite suspicion, be- 
cause there could be none excited; but I do think it was a faulty 
bargain from which we can not recede, which we have to comply 
with, because undoubtedly the Secretary of the Treasury had the 
legal right to make this bargain, and if he made a bad bargain we 
must do as other —_ do when they themselves or somebody for 
them has made a bargain; we must submit to it and bear it 
as well as we can. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The hour of 20’clock having arrived, 
the Chair lays before the Senate the unfinished business, which 
will be stated. 

The Secretary. A bill (H.R. 4609) to establish a uniform 
system of bankruptcy. 

Mr, CALL. Iask unanimous consent that the regular order be 
laid aside informally, without losing its place, and that the Agri- 
cultural appropriation bill be proceeded with. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is thereobjection? The Chair hears 
none. 

YELLOWSTONE RIVER BRIDGE. 


Mr. POWER. I ask that a House bill lying on the table be 
laid before the Senate. 

The bill (H. R. 6750) to authorize the construction of a bridge 
across the Yellowstone River, in the county of Dawson, State of 
Montana, was read twice by its title. 

Mr. POWER. I ask unanimous consent for the present consid- 
eration of that bill. 

Mr. CALL. I can not yield for that purpose. 

Mr. POWER. It will take onlyamoment. Iwish tosubstitute 
the House bill for the Senate bill already reported. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection? 

Mr. GORMAN. Yes, Mr. President, I must object. We must 

a with the consideration of the Agricultural appropriation 


ill. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. There is objection. 
AGRICULTURAL APPROPRIATION BILL. 


The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the consid- 
eration of the bill (H. R. 8727) making appropriations for the De- 
partment of Agriculture for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1896. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on the adoption of 
the amendment of the Committee on Appropriations as amended, 
which will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. The amendment of the committee is to strike 
out the following clause as amended, beginning with line 9, on 
page 22: 

Irrigation investigations: To enable the Secretary of Agriculture to con- 
tinue the collection of information as to the best modes of agriculture by irri- 
gation, $8,000. 

Mr. SQUIRE. Mr. President, I think that the sum of $15,000 
as it stood in the original text ought to be retained. I ask the 
Senator who has the bill in charge if he is not willing to allow 
the full sum of $15,000 to be retained? It seems to me that the 
appropriation of $15,000 as made in the other branch of Congress 
is the proper one. I think the sum is not too great after the state- 
ments made here on Saturday in regard to the importance of the 
appropriation. The sum of $8,000 is too small for the accomplish- 
ment of anything materially advantageous to the people of the 
United States in this direction. I think the sum of $15,000 is re- 
quired to enable the Secretary of Agriculture to continue the col- 
lection of necessary information as to the best modes of agricul- 
ture by irrigation, and I trust the amendment will not beadopted. 

Mr. KYLE. I wish to state that the Secretary of Agriculture 
is not particularly interested in this fifteen-thousand-dollar appro- 
priation. There is a sum for the purposes of irrigation under the 
provisions of the sundry civil bill, and perhaps other bills, to be 
expended under the direction of the Geological Bureau, and the 
Secretary of Agriculture prefers that the whole amount shall goto 
the Geological Survey, if possible, and that it all be expended under 
one direction. I will say to the Senator from Washington that in 
case this provision is stricken out we shall get a similar amount 
on the sundry civil appropriation bill, and have exactly the same 
a along the line of irrigation. 

; UIRE. I think the point was sufficiently elucidated 
here on Saturday by the Senator from California [Mr. WHITE] 
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and others who took in the discussion that the work of the 
Bureau of the Geological Survey is not the kind of work which 
is required in connection with the chemical analysis and examina- 
tion of soils with reference to the value of irrigation. 

Mr. WHITE. And irrigation methods. 

Mr. SQUIRE. And irrigation methods. As I am told, and as 
the Senator from California fully developed on Saturday last, 
there has been a very large amount of excellent work done al- 
ready by the Agricultural Department in connection with this mat- 
ter; that something like 280 plans have been sent out, that 4,000 
letters have been written, and that a great deal of good has al- 
ready been done. It seems too bad to stifle this work just in its 
inception. Let us also have the appropriation for the Geological 
Bureau. I am not in favor of reducing that; I am in favor of in- 
creasing it; but I think it affords no reason why we should not pass 


this appropriation because we intend in the civil sundry bill to 
ewovide an appropriation for the Geological Bureau. Therefore I 
ask—— 


Mr. CALL. Will the Senator allow me to interrupt him? 

Mr. SQUIRE. With pleasure. 

Mr. CALL. I call the attention of the Senate to the agreement 
that we should proceed under the five-minute rule. 

Mr. SQUIRE. I had not intended to speak three minutes. 

Mr. CALL. I desire to say to the Senator that this clause was 
amended on Saturday, on the motion of the Senator from Cali- 
fornia (Mr. WHITE], to insert “eight thousand” instead of ‘fif- 
teen ‘housand dollars;” and the vote now comes upon striking 
out “ eight thousand,” or retaining it in the bill. 

Mr. SQUIRE. That was with the consent of the Senator in 
charge of the bill to make the amount $8,000. Rather than not 
get anything, I would accept that, although I think the full 
amount of $15,000 should be appropriated. 

Mr. CALL. That was the vote of the Senate. 
now is on retaining the ‘‘ $8,000” or striking it out. 

Mr. KYLE. Mr. President, I believe that I am as much inter- 
ested in the question of irrigation as any Senator on this floor. 
In fact I have been ae the past four years in this body for 
some recognition of the Western States along this line, and in 
almost every Congress we have been defeated. We have had 
enough of theory in the past. I believe in a little bit of actual 
practice with reference to irrigation. 

Senators will remember the fact that about four or five years 
ago a committee was sent all through the Western country to 
ascertain whether we had a body of artesian water underneath 
the soil of the Missouri Valley and the different States adjoining. 
We knew there was water there before the commission eee 
our State. The whole amount of money was expended, and not 
a bit of good was accomplished by it. e want to-day some ex- 
periments along the line of irrigation, and if the money is divided 
and part of it put here and part of it there on the various appro- 
priation bills, nothing will be accomplished. 

I have learned from the Secretary of iculture that his De- 
partment does not care icularly to make any experiments or 
to make any particular investigation in this direction, and that he 
would prefer that the money should go to the Geological Bureau, 
where the same kind of information can be collated and given out 
to the people. 

I am in favor, if possible, of putting the appropriations for this 
perpen in a lump into the hands of some ao official of the 
Geological Bureau, who will disseminate the information through- 
out the various Western States, determine upon a plan of action, 
and, in addition to that, conduct an experimental farm for the 
benefit of the people who are residing in thatregion. If that can 
be done there will be something in the direction of practical value. 

Mr. WHITE. I wish to suggest to my friend, the Senator from 
South Dakota, who has just taken his seat, that the particular 
matter to which this appropriation is proposed to be devoted is 
the carrying out of the objects of that particular bureau which 
attends to the matter of irrigation aad: I stated on Saturday 
in detail the large amount of valuable information that had been 
disseminated upon this subject, how various plans for the irriga- 
tion of farms all over the country, and in large numbers—infor- 
mation which can be found in the RecorD without repeating the 
remarks I then made—had been absolutely sent out, received, and 
operated upon. The Senator from New Hampshire [Mr. GaL- 
LINGER] stated a fact which, no doubt, was news to many here, 
that the State of New Hampshire, by means of the operation of 
this bureau of irrigation, was absolutely getting a foothold, or 
perhaps, I might say a water hold, in New England. 

I know that the Geological Survey people can render valuable 
service in their particular line; but, as I stated before, I can not 
understand that there is necessarily or probably any qualification 


The question 


in that Bureau such as would enable it to send out proper in- 
formation about the actual carrying on of irrigation. at is es- 


sentially a matter pertinent to and connnected with the Agricul- 
‘tural Department. You might perhaps expect a member of the 
Geological Survey to tell you whether the mastodon had pastured 
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upon the petrified forests of Arizona before they had been reduced 
to that state, but you can not possibly ex 
tell how to conduct modern irrigation, cultivate the soil, and pro- 
‘duce the manifold and varied crops which that section of coun- 
try under the influence of irri 


always 






t such an official to 


tion does bring forth. 
Hence, I say that so far as that matter is concerned it pertains 


to the Agricultural Department, and I advise the Senator. who is 
interested in irrigation matters, as I am interested, not to concur 
in the elimination of the item, which I think to be essential in this 


direction, but let us take what we can get as we go along. 
Mr. KYLE. Iwill say that I have noobjection whatever tothis 


amount of money being appropriated for the Agricultural De- 


ent. I presume that it can be utilized there and used for 


the purpose intended; but I hope the Senator will give me his sup- 
port when we come to the other bill in the direction of the practi- 
cal work of irrigation. 


Mr. WHITE. If the Senator will permit me, he knows I have 
iven him my support in that direction. 
Mr. SQUIRE. Iassure the Senator that I shall be very heartily 


in favor of the appropriation for the Geological Burean, but { do 
not think this appropriation ought to be cut out of the pending 
bill. I think the farmers of the country ought to get what bene- 
fits they can out of the bill. 

Mr. KY 


I will agree to the provision under those circum- 


The 


stances. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. FRYE in the chair). 


question recurs on the amendment reported by the Committee on 
Appropriations. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair will inform the Sen- 


ate that the vote just taken strikes out the entire paragraph as 
amended, the amendment of the committee being to strike out the 
clause. 


Mr. SQUIRE. Mr. President, I voted on the supposition that I 


was voting for the amendment substituting ‘‘ $8,000” for ‘‘ $15,000.” 


Mr. WHITE. I rise to a parliamentary inquiry As I under- 


stand the matter, the amendment which I suggested appropriat- 
ing ‘‘ $8,000” instead of ‘‘ $15,000” for this purpose has been adopted; 
and therefore the amendment of the committee has been changed 
to that purport. The vote, as I understood the Chair to put the 
question, was as to whether the clause as amended should be 
agreed to. Under the circumstances it is important, at least, tc 
know precisely what we are voting upon. The form of the matter 
is quite immaterial to me. 


he PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment of the com- 


mittee was to strike out three lines in the bill referring to irriga- 
tion investigations. 
an amendment was adopted reducing the amount from ‘‘ $15,000” 
to ee 


Before the vote was taken on that question 


$8,000.” The Chair will again put the question on striking 
out the clause with the appropriation reduced from “ $15,000” to 

Mr. GORMAN. Ionly desire to say a wordin regard to this 
provision. A provision similar to this for a small appropriation 
to be expended under the direction of the Secretary of Agriculture 
for this purpose got into an appropriation bill three years ago in 
direct opposition to the system which was being carried on through 
the Geological Survey. It was understood, and it was agreed, by 
the Agricultural Department that as there was a gentleman in 
that Department of great skill who desired to make some investi- 
gations for a short time only, an appropriation should be made 
for one year, and on that condition, and that alone, it was granted. 

Then, as a matter of course, the two or three very eminent gen- 
tlemen who had been drawing nearly the whole amount for sal- 
aries came back and wanted another year to conclude their work, 
and now the question comes up again. It simply amounts to a 
proposition to keep these few gentlemen in employment, when 
they are practically duplicating the work being done by the Geo- 
lugical Survey. The Committee on Appropriations therefore, with 
these facts within their knowledge and with these statements 
made over and over again, reported to strike out the entire pro- 
vision. That is all there is of it. 

There is not sufficient money appropriated by the clause to ac- 
complish anything for the benefit of the people of the West. There 
is no special necessity for it, for the work is going on under the 
charge of the Geological Survey. Therefore 1 submit that when 
the proposition is now made to keep in this bill an appropriation 
of $8,000 it is simply for the purpose of keeping two or three gen- 
tlemen in that Department at work. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. Mr. President, I very much hope that the 
Senate will not strike out this provision, and not only that, but 
I hope the amount will not be reduced to $8,000. Fifteen thousand 
dollars is little enough for this purpose, and the bureau connected 
with the Agricultural Department is doing great and — 
work, work which is of value and service to the people of the 
Western country. If this work is to be turned over to the Geo- 
logical Survey, my experience teaches me that their efforts will 
be worthless. They have spent thousands and thousands of dol- 
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‘Jars in connection with the Geological Survey for topographic 


work which is absolutely worthless in connection with irrigation. 

They have gone over the level prairies of the West, in my own 
State, for instance, making topographic maps which are of no 
use under heaven except as an exhibition of their skill in map 
making. Their lines are so far apart that they are utterly worth- 
less in connection with irrigation, and the money they have ex- 
pended for topography ought to be diverted for the purposes of 
irrigation and for practical experiments under the Department of 
Agriculture. That Department is now teaching our people how 
to run ditch levels without the aid of an engineer, whilst if they 
should undertake to follow the lines marked out by the Geological 
Survey they would find water running uphill. The work of the 
Geological Survey is absolutely impracticable and absolutely 
worthless in every respect. 

I protest against turning this practical work, work in no way 
connected with geology, over to the Geological Survey, which was 
created for another p Let the Geological Survey study 
geology, if they can accomplish any good in that direction; let 
them pursue it; but do not turn over the irrigation interests of the 
West to theimpracticable men who manage the Geological Survey. 

Mr.GORMAN. Iamamazed at the remarks of the distinguished 
Senator from South Dakota [Mr. Pettigrew]. He has been one 
of the most active members of the Senate in aiding in the solution 
of this question. ; 

Congress, at the suggestion of gentlemen representing the semi- 
arid region, at the last session devoted a million acres of land and 
turned this whole subject over to the States. The Senator knows 
very well that we are trying to eliminate this expenditure from 
these appropriztion bills, and when the Senators from those States 
made the request we gave the land so that the States might utilize 
it. The Senator knows as well as I do—for he has been an active 
agent as a Senator in securing, in a bill which is to follow this, 
an appropriation on the line necessary for the reservoir sites to be 
given to those States—that we have appropriated at his request, 
and at the request of other Senators in that section of our coun- 
try, a very large amount of money for the Geological Survey to 
aid the States—for that is what it means—in developing the proper 
lines. The Senator knows, or he ought to know, that the irriga- 
tion and ditch companies, which are formed as private corpora- 
tions, have been given public lands for reservoir sites without 
charge by the Government. All that can be done toward solving 
this question and to enable the people in that section of the coun- 
try to manage this matter has been done and is being done by the 
Government, and I have favored it. aoe ; 

I have been as active as any Senator from the semiarid region 
in endeavoring to give to the people there all the necessary facili- 
ties for irrigation, but here is a en which, I repeat, found 
its way into an a poe bill because there happened to be 
one scientific gentleman connected with the Agricultural Depart- 
ment who wanted his compensation and who wanted to continue 
the corps engaged with him in the work. The appropriation was 
to be for only one year, but it has been made for two years, and 
it is now proposed to extend it for three years in the face of all we 
have done, and done after careful consideration on the request of 
Senators from the semiarid region. 

I say, Mr. President, itis wrong. If we want to enter upon the 

oper system, it is right to give the land and give the surveys, 
But it is wrong to force upon us here officers who are useless. 

Mr. KYLE. Willthe Senator state the character of work which 
has been done by the a, sete Department? 

Mr.GORMAN. [understand it amounts to absolutely nothing. 
One or two or a half dozen gentlemen have gone out, looked over 
the country, and made a rt as to the necessity of irrigation. 
Nothing has been done. so far as I know, of any substantial im- 
portance to the people of the semiarid section. of country in the 
development of that region. The work is absolutely useless. As 
we have given to the States in that region the land, and as we 
have made the surveys by the Geological Survey, this is all that 
Congress can do at present, and certainly this expenditure for 
officers in Washington is useless. 

Mr. ALLEN. If the Senator will allow me, I entirely manee 
with him that this appropriation ought to be given to the Geolog- 
ical Survey, and not put on this Dill: but I want to remind the 
Senator from Maryland of one or two things in this connection. 
The = of lands to the States in the semiarid region counts prac- 
tically for nothing at this time. 

Why is it that millions of dollars are annually paid for the im- 
provement of estuaries and rivers and harbors and creeks and mud 

ds in the East and in the South, and that great country, which 
as fertile as the valley of the Nile, can not get practically a dol- 
lar to develop its resources? 

Mr. GOR. . Mr. President, I can not answer the Senator 
from Nebraska in the question he has just propounded. Irriga- 
tion isa very great question to the West. It is one which affects 
the States in that section of our common country, where they 
have but little, if any, rainfall, and which has been adopted after 
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careful deliberation.. I served on a committee with my distin- 
guished friend from Nevada {[Mr. Stewart], who has had great 
experience in this matter, and with other Senators from the 
Western States, where the effort has been made to develop this 
system, and it was after the most careful consideration by those 
Senators and on suggestions made by the former Superintendent of 
the Geological Survey and by the Interior Department, that it 
was determined there was no way by which the great work could 
be prosecuted except by turning it over to the States, after having 
made these examinations and surveys, and giving it to them to 
develop. Under that system, as I understand, private and public 
companies have been formed. The time will unquestionably come 
when Congress will have to enter upon the question of aiding in 
that work. It is not for Nebraska or Nevada or Colorado alone, 
but it means the development of the Union, and then the question 
that the Senator asks me will properly come up. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator's time has expired. 

Mr. STEWART. Mr. President, Iam as thoroughly in favor of 
irrigation as anyone. and of aid being given by the General Gov- 
ernment, and it is proper that the General Government should aid 
in this work. LIoriginally offered theamendment whereby a small 
appropriation was secured for the purpose of collecting and pub- 
lishing information in regard to methods of irrigation. 

It has not been so successful as I hoped it would be. It was not 
intended at the time, as I informed the committee, to be a perma- 
nent appropriation. It was to go on a year or two until there 
could be such collections and publications of what is known in 
regard to irrigation as could be acquired here by a small appro- 
priation of money. The report of the Secretary of Agriculture 
shows that they have bulletins which contain information as to 
the experiments made in this country, but largely composed of 
publications in regard to irrigation in foreign countries. There 
are many works on the subject. These publications may have ac- 
complished some good, but the Secretary speaks of another sub- 
ject for which there is an appropriation im another bill, and which 
I regard as more important. That is not proposed to be done by 
this appropriation. The Secretary says: 

There is much need of an enlargement of the operations of the Weather 
Bureau so as to include a careful and systematic measurement of the water 
contained in the snow fall and of the rains upon the summits of the various 
mountain ranges within the arid regions. 

Itis from this source that the great bulk of water comes which is used in 
irrigation in the regions under consideration. At present we know little or 
nothing upon this important physical question within the arid regions, for 
the reason that about all the observing stations of tne weather service are 


located in the valleys or else low down on the mountain sides much below the 
snow fields of their summits. 


Mr. PEFFER. From what does the Senator from Nevada read? 

Mr. STEWART. I read from the report of the Secretary of 
Agriculture. Under the head of irrigation he appears to lay spe- 
cial stress upon those measurements and estimates as to the sources 
of the water supply. There is an appropriation for that purpose 
in another bill. The Committee on Irrigation, which has been 
alluded to, published a very large amount of information on the 
subject as well as a good deal derived from foreign sources. I 
hardiy think it is necessary to keep up these publications or com- 
pilations, but if it is necessary onl proper it is much more im- 
po_tant that the matter provided for in the other bill shall be 
carried out. 

Besides, I should like to see the experiments suggested by the 
Senator from South Dakota tried. If any money is to be expended, 
the expenditure of fifteen or twenty thousand dollars in a single 
well in South Dakota might develop and bring into the market a 
large tract of country as to which private individuals are unwill- 
ing to experiment. The Government owns the land, and I think 
that a very worthy object. There may be other instances of that 
kind. I hardly think, although I am entirely indifferent about it, 
that it is necessary to pursue this kind of investigation further. 

Mr. SQUIRE. I should like to ask the Senator from Nevada a 
question, not to protract the debate, but for the sake of actual 
information. 

Mr. STEWART. Certainly. 

Mr. SQUIRE. Does the Senator think the Geological Bureau 
in its work will cover all the und that ought to be covered 
and as to which this paragraph relates? The provision in the 
pending bill reads: 

To enable the Secretary of Agriculture to continue the collection of infor- 
mation as to the best modes of agriculture by irrigation. 

The Geological Survey is not expected to do that which relates 
to agriculture. 

Mr. STEWART. I think the publications upon the subject are 
about enough. We printed avery large amount of matter, for- 
eign Ss etc. It will simply be restating substan- 
tially what already been printed. I only say that the money 
could be more economically used, although I am entirely indiffer- 
ent about it. Ifthe Senate desire this work to goon I have no 
objection, although I do not think it is the best way to spend 
money now. 

Mr. PEFFER. Mr. President, I desire to say a word in addi- 
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tion to what I said Saturday. If this is to be a question of juris- 
diction between two bureaus of the Government or between two 
Departments, I am for the Agricultural Department every time. 
One point that has not been alluded to by any Senator thus far in 
the discussion, which in my judgment is very important, is that 
the farmers of the country for whose benefit, and for whose benefit 
exclusively, in the first instance, irrigation is desired, look to the 
head of their Department. We have now a Department of Agri- 
culture, and to that Department the farmers are in the habit of 
looking. I can remember very well that when Frederick Watts, 
of Pennsylvania, was chosen as Commissioner of Agriculture (I 
think he was the first gentleman who occupied that office) the 
farmers in different parts of the country felt as though they had 
a friend at headquarters with whom they could = satan upon 
terms of equality. Now, we have gone so far that we have a 

rtment, the head of which is a Cabinet officer. Agriculture 
ee been raised to that standard. Our farmers now feel at liber 
at any time and under all circumstances to correspond freely wi 
the Department of Agriculture. 

The matter of irrigation is of special interest to our farmers. 
The farmers of the West have now begun to correspond with the 
Department, as to the magnitude of which the Senator from Cali- 
fornia [Mr. ee gave usa statement on Saturday. Since that 
time I have received some additional information, although I do 
not happen to have the figures at hand, showing the large volume 
of correspondence upon this particular subject and the rapidity of 
its accumulation. Let the Geological Bureau go along with its 
work, but let the Department of Agriculture be gradually strength- 
ened in this great movement until finally it shall have charge of 
the practical operations of agriculture by irrigation. The Geolog- 
ical Bureau can go along with their scientific explorations and can 
be of great assistance, immeasurable assistance, to the Department 
of Agriculture, but I look for a time when the Department of Agri- 
culture will have developed a wonderfully vast system, and when, 
through the efforts of the Department in that direction, ail that 
part of the great West known as the semiarid region will be densely 
populated, and farmers there will be prosperous upon little farms 
of 10, 15, 20, and 35 acres of land. 

Enough has already been shown to demonstrate that a 10-acre 
tract of that fertile soil when properly irrigated is worth more 
than a whole quarter section of land on the outside. 

I know one case that now comes to my mind where a little 
farm of 10 acres produced for its owner last year over a thousand 
dollars clean cash, independently of keeping his family. At the 
time I saw him he told me that the proceeds of his crop then dis- 

of amounted to over $900, and that he had from $150 to $200 
worth yet to dispose of. It is a great question, and I hope we will 
not strip the Department of Agriculture of a single dollar that 
can possibly be used in that direction. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator’s time has expired. 

Mr. KYLE. I wish to ask the Senator from Kansas a question 
before he takes his seat. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator’s time has expired. 

Mr. PEFFER. I can answer it in another five minutes. 

Mr. KYLE. Iask unanimous consent to put a question to the 
Senator from Kansas. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. TheSenator from South Dakota 
asks unanimous consent toask aquestion. Isthereobjection? The 
Chair hears none, 

Mr. KYLE. I understand the Secretary of iculture says he 
has practically completed the work he has been doing, and that he 
— that it shall be turned over to the Geological Department. 

that true? 

Mr. PEFFER. If I may speak without asking unanimous con- 
sent, I will say that Ido not know whether itis true or not. I 
think if it were true the Secretary would have told us. 

Mr. KYLE. I should like to ask in this connection what is the 
character of the work being performed under the former appro- 
priation similar to the one now proposed to be made? 

Mr. PEFFER. Iam not able to give all of it. The Senator 
from California [Mr. WHITE] Saturday gave us some very impor- 
tant information on thatline. My information amounts to about 
this, that under the operation of the appropriation about which 
the Senator from Maryland spoke the Department has started a 
system of inquiry in probably one-half of the States of the Union. 
With so small an appropriation to apply to the entire United 
States the work must be spread very thinly, and there can be but 
small parts done here and there. Now, my ideais that, beginning 
with what we have done, if the Department understands that we 
want the work continued, it will broaden out naturally and logic- 
ally, and that as the farmers become better acquainted with it 
after a while, we will give the Department of Agriculture a great 
deal more work to do than it is now doing along this line. 

Mr. DUBOIS. Mr. President, unfortunately several years ago 
an amendment was slipped into a bill in conference which put the 
disposition of the public lands in the West in charge of Major 
Powell, the Director of the Geological Survey. None of the Sena- 
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tors from that region knew of it until the Commissioner of the Gen- 
eral Land Office sent out circular instructions that no lands could 
be entered until they were released on the order of the President 
of the United States. That incensed the Western Senators against 
Major Powell and the Geological Survey. Their anger has con- 
tinued until this time. They have forgotten, apparently, that the 
Geological Survey and Major Powell were not one and the same. 
So far as my own State is concerned, the Geological Survey has 
done most excellent work. Men build ditches under the surveys 
made by that Burean. The Survey has an establishment there; 
it has a force in the field all the time, and there is not a man in 
Idaho who would not wish to see the appropriation for the Geo- 
logical Survey increased. 





As to the amendment under consideration, I do not think it 


amounts to anything. The true method of irrigation is first to 
ascertain the amount of water in the Western country, and what 
it willdo, The present Committee on Appropriations of the Sen- 
ate has put into a bill an item pro 

gauge the amount of water in the different States. That,it seems 
to me, is the true method. We must first ascertain how much 
water we have, how it can be utilized, and how much land it will 
irrigate. The amendment in the sundry civil bill is, therefore, a 
step in the right direction. I am heartily in favor of it, the com- 
mittee understand it, and I think the Western people generally 
believe it is the true method. While I have no particular objec- 
tion to the pending proposition to appropriate $8,000, I should 
much prefer the doe aes gt of $25,000 contained in the sundry 
civil bill, which wi 

we must work in order to develop that part of the country. 


osing to appropriate $25,000 to 


establish a precedent on the lines along which 


Mr. ALLEN. Mr. President, I am decidedly in favor of the 


appropriation of all the money that may be necessary to make a 
thorough irrigation survey of all the arid lands of the country. 
I think, however, that it is advisable to put this work under the 
charge of oneman. I doubt very much whether it is advisable 
to make an appropriation for an investigation by the Agricul- 
tural Department and then another appropriation for a survey or 
gauging of waters by the Director of the Geologicai Bureau. I 


the work can be done more efficiently by putting the entire 
matter under the charge of one man, letting him understand 
that the responsibility rests with him alone. 

I wish to make arother observation in reply to the senior Sen- 
ator from Maryland [Mr. Gorman]. This country in the last 
twenty-five years has dumped millions of dollars in the harbors, 
rivers, lakes, and ponds of this country. Every little obscure 
creek (in one or two instances I believe where they were not able 
to find it upon the map of any State) has received a liberal appro- 
priation for the purposes of improvement. Over 750,000,000 acres 
of the most productive land in this country is prevented from 
being developed to its fullest extent in consequence of the failure 
of sufficient rainfall. 

The Senator from Maryland says that Congress has dealt very 
liberally indeed with the semiarid regions. He says, ‘‘ We have 
given you millions of acres of this land, and turned it over abso- 
lutely to the States.” What cheerful news, Mr. President [Mr. 
FRYE in the chair], would it be to you to be informed that the 
rivers and harbors of the State of Maine, for instance, had been 
turned over to the State of Maine and you were at liberty to im- 
prove them as you saw fit! What cheerful news it would be to 
this Eastern country and to the Southern States to say, ‘‘ Why, 
gentlemen, Congress has turned the rivers and harbors and ports 
over to your States and you can improve them to your hearts’ 
content! ” 

Mr. HAWLEY. I never heard of the proposition, but it might 
not be a very bad one for us at all if we were at liberty to take the 
rivers and harbors and sell wharfage and privileges of navigation. 
The land was given to you to sell. 

Mr. ALLEN. I have no doubt the Senator would take them 
and sell them to good advantage. I am not speaking, however, 
in a complaining sense of making contributions for the develop- 
ment of rivers and harbors. I believe in that policy. But every 
time we have asked for a dollar to develop the great transmissis- 
sippi country we are met with the parsimonious answer that that 
country has been turned over to us and that we may develop it 
ourselves. 

I was opposed to the passage of what was known as the Carey 


bill, which passed the Senate but a few months ago, because I 
believed it was an attempt on the part of the General Govern- 
ment to shirk responsibility and to give it the oppertunity to say, 


* We have turned that country over to you and you are at liberty 
to develop it.” If it is a part of the duty of this country to con 
tribute money for the development of rivers and harbors, it is as 
much its duty to contribute money to provide for an irrigation of 
the arid lands of this country. What difference is there between 
developing the Mississippi River or the Missouri River or any of 
our other rivers and the appropriation of money for the develop- 
ment of the semiarid regions of this country? 






























































































































































































































































































































































































































































Te ae 


TEE 2 ED oo 


SEERA RR 


ad ae potions 


i ts 


3 é 


' brought up to the splendid eating fruit o 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator’s time has expired. 

Mr. ALLEN. I move to strike out the word “ dollars,” in line 
12 of the bill. 

I think what I have stated is in substance all I desire to say on 
this matter. I hope the subject will be placed under the charge 
of either the Secretary of Agriculture or the Director of the Geo- 
logical Survey. 

; =. CALL. Ihope weshallnow havea vote withoutany further 
debate. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing to 
the amendment. 


Mr. SQUIRE. Will the Chair please state what the amend-’ 


ment is? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment is the commit- 
tees amendment to strike out the clause as amended making an 
‘syppropriation for irrigation purposes. 

he amendment was rejected. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The next amendment passed 
over is the amendment beginning, on page 23, line 3, ‘‘ Investiga- 
tion and experiments with grasses,” etc. 

Mr. HAWLEY. Let the amendment be read. 

Thé PRESIDING OFFICER. The paragraph proposed to be 
stpicken out by the Committee on Appropriations will be read. 


t / The Secretary. After line 2, page 23, strike out: 
4 


Investigation and experiments with grasses and forage plants, division of 
agrostology: Field and laboratory investigations relating to the natural his- 
tory, geographical distribution, and uses of the various grasses ani forage 
plants, and their adaptability to special soils and climates; establishment and 
maintenance of experimental grass stations; employment of local and spe- 
cial agents and assistants; collection of seeds, roots, and specimens for ex- 
perimental cultivation and distribution; materials, tools, a angetine. 
and labor required in conducting experiments; freight and express c ges 
and traveling expenses; the preparation of drawings and illustrations for 
special reports, and the preparation of illustrated circulars of information, 
bulletins, and monographic works on the forage plants and grasses of North 
America, $15,000. 


Mr.HAWLEY. Mr. President, I hope the amendment will fail. 
I think there are few hay ge in the bill, certainly none that I 
know, opening new lines that are so useful as this may become. 
We have spent a great deal of money in scientific pursuits and in- 
vestigations, especially in connection with the Agricultural Depart- 
ment. I think there isno other Government in the world that has 
so honorably distinguished itself in scientific research for the bene- 
fit of the people in general and especially in the agricultural line. 
But here is a neglected field, one upon which there has been very 


little ae. persistent, scientific research or experiment. 


You will find in the catalogues of our Government publications 
some exceedingly interesting literature concerning birds in their 
relation to agriculture. You will find the whole field of insects, 
insects useful as well as mischievous, very well covered by ve 
valuable scientific investigations. So with regard to all varieties 
of fruits. There are illustrated volumes showing careful research 
and investigation in connection with the very enterprising work 
of a great many private citizens. So in the matter of flowers. 
So as to shrubs and trees, in connection with hedges, etc.; and to 

into the animal field, a i deal of learning and investigation 
the matter of horses and bovine cattle, of the different breeds of 
sheep, the grasses which furnish them the best of food, the quantity 
of wool they will bear, etc. Then to over into one of the 
fields of grasses, as they are called, In corn, wheat, and oats 
which are called grain-bearing grasses, our investigation has traced 
the grain feature of the product, and that has been very well 
done indeed. Then, besides, take the tield of vegetables—turnips, 
cabbages, potatoes, and all that great class. To all of that we 
have given much investigation and experiment which heve been 
of t service to the country. 
ut, Mr. President, the hay crop of last year, according to the 
Agricultural Department, was worth $468,000,000. If the cotton 


_ crop was 9,000,000 bales—I do not remember how much—at an 
' average, we will say, of 7} cents a 


und, it makes only about 
$270,000,000. The hay crop was $200,000,000 more than the crop 
of cotton at 9,000,000 bales for the latter. There has been a great 
deal of investigation, a great deal of study, a great deal of import- 
ing and transplanting of seeds, etc., in connection with the cotton 
crop. I spoke of 000,000 as the value of the hay crop. That 
pode no estimate whatever of the pasturage consumed by 14, 
000,000 cattle. There is no coun that has the resources we 
have. The extraordinary sweep and variety of climates and soil 
are obvious to anyone upon reflection. Any man can see upon 
reflection that the probabilities are there are various grasses to be 
found in other countries as well as our own that by improvement 
in cultivation can be as well brought up as the crab = was 

ee ere are, 
the botanists tell us, more than 3,500 different kinds of grasses, of 
which over 700 grow within our territory. That makes no men- 
tion of useful a plants, the clovers and alfalfas, which be- 
long tc another y. A note laid before me says: 


It will be the function of the new division to instruct and familiarize the 
people with the habits and uses of these plants, to conduct investigations 
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relative to their natural history and adaptability to different soils and cli- 
mates, to introduce promising native and foreign kinds into cultivation, etc. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator’s time has expired. 

Mr. KYLE rose. 

Mr. HAWLEY. May I have a minute more? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Connecticut 
asks unanimous consent that he may be allowed to proceed. Is 
there objection? 

Mr. HAWLEY. I am nearly through. I wanted to give the 
reasons for my special interest in this subject. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair hears no objection. 
The Senator from Connecticut will proceed. 

Mr. HAWLEY. It is a fascinating question. I was led into 
listening to it and studying it by the experiments of a citizen of 
Connecticut who belongs to the honorable class of cranks, who is 
a crank upon the subject of grasses. He has traveled the United 
States, he has traveled Europe, he has imported from abroad 
blocks of turf, not the seed bought at seed stores, but the actual 
turfitself. He cut blocks of turf of special grasses from the finest 
lawns in England and elsewhere. He cut them into small pieces 
and stood them in the ground, 5 or 6 inches apart, in large 
squares; and the little blocks united their roots and tops and 
became one fine bed or mat. Now he has a large tract of land 
devoted to that purpose. His neighbors have helped him, but he 
himself has become possessed of the idea that this is the greatest 
field of investigation and improvement in the United States; and 
he has impressed me with that belief. 

I have no doubt the Secretary of Agriculture will take great 
pleasure in administering and expending this appropriation of 
315,000 to best advantage. 

_Mr. KYLE. Mr. President, I was disposed, on iooking over the 
bill in the first place, to favor this provision for agrostology, but 
on looking further I am disposed to oppose it. We have already 
provided in the bill, on page 3, for a division of botany, as follows: 

Division of botany: One botanist and curator of the herbarium, $2,500; one 
assistant botanist, $1,600; one assistant botanist, $1,400; one assistant curator, 
$1,200; one botanical clerk, $1,000; one botanical clerk, $900; in all, $8,600. 

The division of agrostology is a branch of botany. It has here- 
tofore been conducted under the botanical division of the Agri- 
cultural Department. I can see no reason whatever for now sepa- 
rating these two very important branches of investigation. If we 
have special clerks who are doing work along this line why estab- 
lish a second division and pay additional clerks unless it be for 
the purpose of providing certain persons with positions in the Ag- 
ricultural Department? 
I understand that they are paying a man for agrostological in- 
vestigation a salary of $2,500 a year, to do the work which is be- 
ing done at the present time in the botanical division of the Agri- 
cultural Department upon a salary of $1,200. I understand that 
all the work done by this experimenter in agrostology is to collect 
the various grasses from different points on the globe and cata- 
logue them scientifically with botanical names and make pictures 
of them and print them in a book. That is all that is done, I un- 
derstand. ow, I submit that is nothing more than a botanical 
analysis of the plants and placing them before us in the form of 
a herbarium. AsI said, that work is being done already by the 
botanical division of the Agricultural Department. Isubmit that 
those clerks, who are already paid liberal salaries, are amply able 
to make the collections of grasses in any portion of the known 
globe and ascertain all there is about them, whether they are 
suited to wet regions or dry regions, whether they are suitable 
for fora: urposes or for medicinal purposes, or what not. 
In addition to that we have here on page 8 of the bill an appro- 
riation of $25,000 for ‘‘ botanical investigations and experiments, 
ivision of botany, * * $25,000,” that the same botanical 
division Co plants that are useful in the science of 
medicine. e have here separate provision made for the investi- 

ation of plants useful for the science of medicine and those useful 

or farmers as forage, called agrostology—the grasses—and then, 
again, we have a general division of botany which covers the 
whole field. I do not see any reason for separating these various 
appropriations. Let us have it all in one division called the bo- 
tanical division of the Department of Agriculture, and pay no 
persons exorbitant salaries for collecting that which can be just 
as well collected and which is at the present time collected by 
the clerks in the botanical division of that Department. 

Mr.HARRIS. Mr. President, I have not myself had time and 
opportunity to investigate the question involved in the pending 

rovision, but a gentleman of very high character, a scientist who 

iven much thought and much investigation to this matter, 
has furnished me the following memorandum, which I ask to put 
on record as the view I take, and trust—— 

Mr. GEORGE. Let it be read. 

Mr.HARRIS. That is what I ask be read now, that it may be- 
come & of the record of this transaction. 

The P’ INGOFFICER. The Secretary will read the com- 
munication presented by the Senator from Tennessee. 
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The Secretary read as follows: 


Memorandum with regard to the proposed new division of and for- 
f age plants in the Department of Agriculture. 


The Depuctapena of Agriculture has always recognized the importance of 
the investigation of our forage resources. 6 annual hay crop of the coun- 
try has an estimated value of $600,000,000,and more than 14,000,000 head of 
cattle are supported upon our grazing lands. There is no country in the 
world possessing forage resources of such vast extent, and none where the 
plants which compose that forage are more ous. The maintenance and 
continued improvement of these resources is of importance to every citizen 
of the Uni States, and of direct and most vital importance to every 
American farmer. ; 

In a vast country like ours much exploratory work yet remains to be done 
in connection with our native and by continued investigations it can 
not be doubted that useful species new to agriculture will from time to time 
be discovered. They areawaiting ourattention, and the intelligent introduc- 
tion of many of them offers a means of improving our agriculture. In the 
sandy and arid regions of the West and Southwest are nutritious grasses and 
other native forage plants whose introduction into culture, if seriously 
undertaken, could not fail in vastly benefiting those sections. The importa- 
tion of improved and useful forage plants of other countries’ and the testin. 
of their adaptability to our climate and conditions have resulted in muc 
benefit to our agriculture. 4 a 

The study of sses for special purposes, as, for example, the binding of 
drifting sands along our ocean and e shores, the holding of embankments 
liable to wash by swift currents or overflows, and the making of fine lawns, 
materially broadens the interest in grasses, without even considering the 
more important grain-bearing grasses, like corn, wheat, oats, and rye, or 
those yielding special products, as sorghum and sugar cane, or the wonder- 
fully useful bam of the tropical regions. 

e recommendation for the establishment of a division of agrostology 
“for carrying on investigations of grasses and forage plants does not intro- 
duce new lines of work into the Department, but is made to effect a better 
organization of this work and to give to it that recognition which its great 
oo unquestionably deserves. The establishment of such a division 
will demonstrate to the citizens of this and other countries that our Govern- 
ment fully recognizes the primary importance of the grasses in the rural 
economy of the nation. The immense value which this work has for the 
farmers of the United States and the varied and ial lines of inquiry 
which the work necessitates, as well as its broad application to every part of 
eur country, is the justification for this recommendation. 

ere are over 3,500 different kinds of grasses, of which over 700 grow within 
our territory. There are, besides,many useful plants—not grasses—such as 
the clovers and alfalfa. It will be the function of the new division to instruct 
and familiarize the people with the habits and uses of these plants, to con- 
duct investigations relative to their natural history and — bility to dif- 
ferent soils and climates, to introduce promising native and foreign kinds 
into cultivation, to identify all grasses and forage plants sent in for iden- 
tification, and reply to all correspondence relative to these plants. During 
the t season more than 1,000 specimens, coming from all parts of the coun- 
try, have been identified, and a great number of inquiries of a practical sort 
have been answered. 


Mr. PLATT. Mr. President, I hope that the amendment of the 
committee will not prevail. I think that this paragraph, the ap- 
ropriation for this division, is the most important item in the 
ill. I know of nothing in the bill that I should not prefer to 
have stricken out rather than it. The investigation o asses 
with reference to the capability of their improvement and their 
economic value is a matter to which attention has been only re- 
cently turned. One needs only to state that the grass crop of the 
country is the foundation of the life of all the animals of the coun- 
try to show how important itis. What farmers have been doing 
in past years is simply to run out the grasses which they have; 
no attention has been paid to the development and cultivation of 
grasses; and I am glad to see that the Agricultural Department is 
turning its attention to this subject, the most important subject 
within its purview. I hope the clause will not be stricken out. 
Mr. VILAS. Mr. President, I entertain the same view of this 
uestion which the Senator from Connecticut and several other 
mators have taken. I wish to add in reference to it only one 
suggestion, not so much with reference to the value of the subject 
of the investigation in regard to grasses to the agricultural inter- 
ests of the country as that it seems to be to my mind a fair and 
just consideration of the head of that Department to permit him 
to arrange his divisions and conduct his work as seems best to him 
for the management of that work and the accomplishment of the 
ends prescribed to him. It is the ordinary usage in respect to the 
different Departments of the Government that the divisions and 
sections are arranged by the head of the Department. While it is 
true that they sometimes take a certain form of law in the appro- 
priation, and in a very few instances it is true that there are spe- 
cific laws for the establishment of divisions, generally it is a mat- 
ter subject to the sen of the head of the Department; and 
that ought to be the case. 

In the particular matter under consideration the Secretary of 
Agriculture very much desires that this mode of conducting the 
investigation already entered upon and much pursued shall be 
permitted. The other House has to it. ere is no other 
ee in the bill for this investigation if this clause be stricken 
out. 

Mr. KYLE. There is the botanical division. 

Mr. VILAS. The botanical division appropriation does not 
contain any special provision for investigation in regard to grasses 
and plants of that description. It isonly a general appropriation 
for the maintenance of the botanical division. 

Mr. PLATT. And that is limited to investigations relating to 
medicinal and other economic plants. 

Mr, VILAS. Precisely. Here is but a very moderate appro- 
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priation asked for these two ial divisions, which, as the Sena- 
tor from Connecticut well said, are of more importance to the in- 
terests of husbandry in this country than almost any other feature 
in the bill. Seventy million tons of hay are produced in this coun- 
try, the report of the Secretary of Agriculture states; 50,000,000 
acres of land are devoted to it, and that but a small portion of 
what could be profitably employed; while there are known in the 
world as many as 3,000 different kinds of grasses of which we use © 
but half adozen. It is a subject of the very greatest consequence 
to the agricultural interests, as I conceive. 

Let me add, Mr. President, that I supposed there was to be no 
occasion for debate on this subject; that the sentiment which has 
been so generally expressed by different Senators had been recog- 
nized by the committee and that we might expect the committee 
to yield to it. 

Mr. KYLE. If the Senator from Wisconsin will allow me be- 
fore he sits down—— 

Mr. CALL. In view of the expression of Senators on this sub- 
ject I feel justified on the part of the committee in receding from 
its amendment. 

Mr. SQUIRE. Iam very glad to hear that. 

Mr. PLATT. Then let us vote. 

Mr. SQUIRE. Then let us vote. Iam very much in favor of 
the retention of this paragraph in the bill. 

Mr. KYLE. My objection was that we spend now in the neigh- 
borhood of eight or nine thousand dollars a year—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. BLANCHARD in the chair). 
Does the Chair understand the Senator from Florida in charge of 
the bill to recede from the committee amendment? 

Mr. CALL. I suppose it would be better to allow a vote to be 
taken on the amendment. 

Mr. PLATT. Iunderstand the Senator in charge is willing that 
the amendment of the committee shall be disagreed to. 

Mr. CALL. Iam. 

Mr. BUTLER. Then we will vote. 

Mr. SQUIRE. Then we will vote ‘‘no.” 

The P IDING OFFICER. The Chair will put the question. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. Mr. President, I wish to make one further 
suggestion in connection with this paragraph before it is disposed 
of and in favor of it, even though the Senator in charge of the bill 
does consent that the amendment shall be stricken out. I wish to 
call the attention of the Department of Agricuiture to the fact 
that over a vast region of this country east of the Rocky Moun- 
tains, where there is a soil as fertile as there is in the world, the 
rainfall averages only 15 inches per year, and in that part of the 
country vegetation grows rank and plentiful, but that which grows 
is worthless, such as sagebrush and Russian thistle. 

I hope this investigation will result in the discovery of some 
plant that will take the place of this useless vegetation and that 
wiil be of use and profit toman. It seems to me that in the line 
of this investigation, no matter how much it costs, even an appro- 
priation of fifty times the amount carried by the bill could be 
profitably expended if one grass can be obtained of utility to man 
that will flourish as those worthless plants flourish in that dry, 
arid — 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing to 
the amendment of the committee. 

The amendment was rejected. eer 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The next amendmentof the com- 
mittee which was passed over will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. Strike out from line 18, on page 23, to line 4, 
on page 24, inclusive, in the following words: 


Investigations in relation to agricultural soils, division of agricultural soils: 
Investigation of the relation of soils to climate and organic life; for the in- 


vestigation of the texture and composition of soils, in the field and labora- 
tory; the location of stations, and the rent of a building, not to exceed $1,600 
per annum, for office and laboratory purposes; the employment of local and 
special agents and other labor required in conducting experiments; the prep- 


aration of drawings and illustrations; for materials, tools, instruments, ap- 
paratus, and supplies, and for traveling expenses, freight and express 
charges, $15,000. 

Mr. SQUIRE. Mr. President, I have a few brief words to say 
on this amendment of the committee. 

Mr. CALL. Idesire to say that on the part of the committee—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Wash- 
ington yield to the Senator from Florida? 

.SQUIRE. Ido. 

Mr. CALL. I beg to make astatement in regard to this amend- 
ment. In view of the very general expression of opinion on the 
part of the Senate I will not insist upon the amendment of the 
committee, but will allow it to be submitted to a vote. 

Mr. SQUIRE. Mr. President, I simply wish to say in regard 
to this paragraph, as I would have said in regard to the one pre- 
ceding it, that | am in favor of extending the power of the Agri- 
cultural Department; I am in favor of magnifying that great 
office, and giving to it every added facility and all the money 
needful to assist the farmers of this country. I believe, with the 
Senator from Nebraska, that there has been too little done in the 
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way of expenditure in behalf of the great farming interests of the 
United States as compared with other great interests. 

I would not underrate the value of the improvements for rivers 
and harbors. I believethey are for the benefit of all the people, 
and not for the benefit of the particular localities where they hap- 
»en to be established by nature, assisted by art and science through 
Canam agencies; but I believe that there has relatively more money 
been expended in connection with the subject of transportation 


than there has with reference to the development of our soil. | this matter, and do not know to whom the lands belong. 


Therefore, as I said before, lam in favor of every one of these 
appropriations. I do not see one in the bill which has been 
adopted by the House of Representatives that we should omit, 
and I am very glad that the Senator from Florida, in charge of 
the bill, has agreed to permit this amendment to be voted down, 
so as to retain the paragraph as it is in the bill. 

Mr. President, I believe that is the only thing we shall have any 
contention about, and we can get through with this bill immedi- 
ately. I ask the Senate to vote the whole amount without any re- 
duction as to the appropriation as embraced in the paragraph. 

Mr. ALLEN. I have here a paper, which has been very care- 
fully prepared by the Agricultural Department, which I ask to 
have read in this connection. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The paper will be read in the 
time of the Senator from Nebraska. 

The Secretary read as follows: 


DIVISION OF AGRICULTURAL SOILS. 


. 

The division of agricultural soils is to be established to study the condi- 
tions which give each of the principal soil formations of the United States 
their peculiar agricultural value, adapting some to others to wheat, 
truck, tobacco, and fruit. It has been shown that the peculiar adaptation of 
these soils is not due so much to their chemical composition as it is to the 
texture of the soils and their conditions of moisture and temperature. Soils 
adapted to early truck and small fruits, for example, are sandy, open, and 
warm, allowing the rain to pass through them very readily and nnn 
only a small amount of moisture. This dry condition gives them their pecul- 
iar value for forcing vegetables to an early maturity. 

The tobacco soils of Pennsylvania owe their peculiar value to their close 
texture and to the fact that they maintain generally an abundance of mois- 
ture for the crop. This produces a large, heavy type of wrapper which com 
petes with the Cuban tobacco. The tobacco of the Connecticut Valley, on the 
other hand, is grown ona very ao textured sandy loam, and the soil being 
mueh drier the crop is much lighter in color and finer in texture. It com- 
petes with the Sumatra wrappers. 

The work of the division is to be confined eeeeny to the study of the 
texture of the soils adapted to these different interests. The methods for the 
study of the physical conditions of the soilare not very well known, and the ag- 
ricultural co. meen ane experiment stations are not conippee for this work, 
nor do they understand the methods. It would be one of the purposes of the 
division to work out these methods and encourage an extensive study of the 
soils of the country by the experiment stations ae 

These problems, however, could never be su and thoroughly 
worked out by local institutions, for it must be based, in the first place, not 
upon State boundaries, but wpon formations which may cover a 
number of States and may be found in widely aliens country. 
Samples from the same formation and same class of ltural soils must 
be collected from all over the country where they occur, and carefully ex- 
amined and compared. For example, to study tobacco soils of Pennsylvania 
we must study the texture of the tobacco soils of the Connecticut Valley, 
which produces a different type of tobacco, the bright tobacco soils of Vir- 
North Carolina, as well as the conditions in the dark Te to- 
o region of Kentucky and Tennessee, and of the barley distric hio. 
It is only by this extensive study of different soils which are known to give 

erent products that we may nope to understand the conditions in any one 
soil and how these conditions should be changed to improve y or 
increas? the yield of the crop. No State e ment station or agricultural 
college could attempt investigations on such an extensive scale as is neces- 
sary to work out the fundamental principles of crop production. The De- 
nt of Agriculture can send to Cuba or Sumatra for sam of their 

Soils to compare with the soils of Pennsylvania and the Connecticut Valley. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing to 
eens proposed by the Committee on Appropriations. 
he amendment was rejected. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. This ends the committee amend- 


ments. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I should like to ask the Senator in charge of 
the bill, who owns the swamp lands which are named on the twen- 
tieth , in lines 21 and 22, in the San Joaquin and Sacramento 
valleys, in California, on which the Government proposes to expend 
$10,000, or a portion of it? This is a new departure, so far as I 
know, on the part of the Government of the United States to 
——— money in improving the private lands of individuals, and 
I think it might be a curious fact to find out where the ownership 
of those lands resides. 

Mr. CALL. I will answer the question of the Senator. The 
committee made no inquiry as to the ownership of these lands, 
nor did they conceive it was at all important to do so any more 
than to inquire whe owns the sugar cane lands or the are eae 
tree lands. They regarded the development of this into 

roduction of sugar cane and rice as a national measure, and as 

t was insisted upon by the Senators from California and was 

in the bill as it came from the other House it has been retained 
by the Senate committee. That is the whole explanation. 

It is understood that there is a 
ike slapted to tus geunte af caler 

a to the gro sugar cane. 
propriation was made in conformity with 


and 
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the same character as other appropriations in the bill for the pur- 
pose of developing the productions of different parts of the country. 

Mr. ALDRICH. There are millions of acres of land in the 
United States which are now useless for any purpose of cultiva- 
tion, swamp and other lands, belonging to private individuals, 
which I have no doubt they would be very glad to have the Gov- 
ernment spend money in improving. The Senator from Florida 
says the Committee on Appropriations have made no inquiry into 
A prop- 
osition to expend Government money upon a Government reserva- 
tion or upon Government lands might perhaps be tolerable, but for 
the Government of the United States to enter upon the work of 
improving the private lands of individuals in any part of the 
country is a See one, according to my notion. As 
the Senator in charge of the bill seems to have no ne of 
the subject, except a very glimmering idea that theSenators from 
California desire to have the item retained in the bill, I move to 
strike out the proviso. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Theamendment proposed by the 
Senator from Rhode Island will be stated. 

The SecrReTaRY. On page 20, line 18, after the word ‘‘neces- 
sary,” it is proposed to strike out: 

Provided, That so much thereof as may be necessary may, in the discretion 
of the Secretary of Agriculture, be expended in experiments in sugar-cane 
and rice production on reclaimed swamp lands in some suitable place in tho 
San Joaquin or Sacramento Valley, California, to be used by the Department 
free of charge. 

Mr. CALL. That is a provision which came from the House of 
Representatives and which was insisted upon at least by one of 
the Senators from California. I do not know about the other. 

With reference to the proposition of the Senator from Rhode 
Island, all the property in the United States is owned by its citi- 
zens, the people of the United States. There is nothing in his 
argument. e is getting to be more of a State rights man than 
is to be found anywhere when he is not in favor of expending 
money for any purpose except the improvement of the Govern- 
ment property. The Governmentisonlythe people. Thereareno 
distinctions in that respect. Ido notsee that itis atalli necessary to 
know who ownstheland. We are not improving theland. That 
would be a mere incident if it should occur. We are endeavoring 
to introduce and bring into use a great production, precisely as we 
are doing in the tariff, to introduce an industry in manufacture in 
the State of Rhode Island, and the Senator can not distinguish by 
the one-thousandth part of a hair’s breadth a difference in princi- 
ple between this appropriation for the development of a great ag- 
ricultural industry in California and a manufacturing industry 
in Rhode Island. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Will the Senator allow me a moment? 

Mr.CALL. I will. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I understand the Senator from Florida agrees 
with his party generally that it is not constitutional to impose 
duties upon articles of importation on the ground that it may 
prove a benefit to some private individual. 

Mr.CALL. I do not. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Here is a proposition to expend the public 
funds upon the lands of a private individual, to improve those 
lands, and possibly to improve other lands around the same 


rty. 
ana. GALL. I never heard such a proposition as that stated by 
the Senator from Rhode Island from any political party. If there 
be such ideas entertained I do not entertain them. 
Mr. ALDRICH. I have thought the Senator from Florida was 
a little uncertain in his Democracy at times, but I did not expect 
him so open a repudiation of the Chicago platform as he is 
now “poses for the benefit of the Senate. 
Mr. CALL. ido not think I am as unsettled in my Democracy 
as the Senator from Rhode Island is unsettled in his Repub- 


Mr. CHANDLER. If the Senator from Florida will allow me 
on, I — ae entreat Se: Sopetes ene ey Foe delay 
appro on y en g intoa ussion 

either of the tariff or of State rights. 

Mr. CALL. Ihave not done so. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Mr. President, it seems to me, while these 
two subjects may have some possible relation to this clause, yet 
we have not the time, if we are to get this bill through to-day, to 
go into them. Iama faithful coadjutor at this time of the Sen- 
ator from Florida in his efforts to get this bill through, as I have 
been on other occasions, and shall continue to be in the future, so 
long as the Senator occupies a seat on this floor. 

The pending question is a simpler matter than that of State 
— and I think the question which the Senator from Rhode 
I has put ought to be answered either by the Senator from 


California |Mr. PERKINS} or by his collesgue [Mr. Wurre]; that 
question 


is the see pin np et a tm ah ture and rice cul- 
ture upon reclaimed swamp lands belonging to private individuals 
in the State of California. It may be that we ought to doit. I 








do not want to get in the way of any experimentation which the 
Department of Agri may desire to carry forward, but I 
should like to know first whether the Secretary of Agriculture 
wants to make these experiments. ; 

¥ do wish to know what he has said about it; and then I should 
like to know whose lands are to be improved by these experiments. 
If either of the Senators from California can explain what is m- 
tended, or if the Senator from South Carolina [Mr. BuTLER}, who 
I sce has succeesded in getting the little word “‘rice ” inserted in 
the body of this amendment, can satisfy me that this money ought 
to be expended in this manner, and upon these reclaimed swamp 
lands belonging to somebody in California, I shall make no oppo- 
sition to the amendment, and I presume the Senator from Rhode 
Island will not; but we are entitled to some explanation of an 
important item of this kind, and certainly we ought to have it 
without having inflicted upon us a discussion of either State 
rights or the tariff question upon am agricultural appropriation 
bill. 

Mr. BUTLER obtained the floor. 

Mr. PERKINS. Mr. President—— bw 0g 

Mr. BUTLER. The Senator from New Hampshire (Mr. Can- 
DLER} has appealed to me, Mr. President, but I yield the floor to 
the Senator from California [Mr. Perkrys}. 5 

Mr. PERKINS. Mr. President, I fully sympathize with the 
zeal of my friend from New Hampshire and my friend from Rhode 
Island in desiring to urge the passage of this bill, and I have voted 
with them generally, at least on all propositions which tended to 
expedite its passage. 

My friend from Rhode Island seems to have discovered in the 
bill a provision which he believes is caleulated to improve the 
orivate land of some large landowner im the State of California. 
Paesire to state for his information that a year ago, under the 
recommendation of the Secretary of Agriculture, there was placed 
in the agricultural appropriation bill $10,000 for experimental 
stations. Rhode Island would probably have had a part of that 
appropriation if the Senator had been as zealous in looking after 
that State’s interests as Senators from other States have been in 
looking to the interests of their people, who do not, however, get 
more than their quota of the appropriation; but be thatas it may, 
California made application to the Secretary of Agriculture, and 
represented to him that there were in our State many thousand 
i squar- miles of land known as swamp and overflowed lands, and 
a the allnvial lands of the valleys, which were peculiarly adapted 
4 for the culture and raising of rice and sugar cane. 

We have not, however, understood the cultivation of the sugar 
cane sufficiently to experiment with it or demonstrate to the 
farmer that it could be successfully cultivated. But representa- 
tions were made to the Secretary of Agriculture, and he appointed 
the assistant secretary of agriculture of our State University to 
select lands in a proper locality where experimental stations 
might be established, and that money has been expended im ex- 

perimenting in the cultivation of sugar cane and the raising of 

ap rice. The State secretary of agriculture entered upon his mission 

and many propositions were made to him throughout the great 
San Joaquin Valley, the Sacramento Valley, the Santa Clara 
Valley, the Napa Valley, and other great valleys of our State. 

7 After thoroughly reeonnoitering the State and examining the 

a various propositions he selected a place on the San Joaquin 

; River, where 40 acres of land were tendered to the Government 
free of charge. A station was there established and the planting 
of sugar cane and rice commenced. Ten acres, I am informed, 
were placed under cultivation. The iment has been most 
successful. The cost to the Government -~_ been a mere nominal 
sum. This land is at the disposition of the Secretary of Agricul- 
ture for as long a time as he desires it without cost. 

This provision is not for the purpose of improving the land of 
any owner, but it is to demonstrate to the people of California 
that we have a large area of land, more than 3,000,000 acres, which 
is suitable for the cultivation of sugar cane and the raising of rice. 
Therefore I can not see any objection whatever to this provision. 
I trust the Senator from Rhode Island will withdraw his amend- 
ment, or, at least. if he does not, that it will be voted down. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Mr. President, I have finally succeeded in 
getting an explanation from the Senator from California in regard 
to this provision. It seems that the owners of certain lands in 

; aaa through aoe representatives, have succeeded in induc- 

, ing vernmen expend some already upon those 
a private lands. As lunderstand the Senator eum California, there 
are in California millions of acres of swamp lands, which are now 
useless for any purpose, that certain of the owners of those lands 

ae to - Government, very liberally, the right to 
expend a large sum of money upon them to improve them, and 
- they have consented also, liberally, not to charge the Gov- 
ernment avons for the right te expend this money in improv- 

ing those lands, they being valueless otherwise. If that plan is to 

be adopted in regard to the constituents of the Senator from Cali- 

fornia, i hope he will not consider me selfish if I should try to have 


‘ 
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the same rule applied to people who own land in other parts of the 
United States. 

im the State of Louisiana there are millions of acres of swamp 
land; im the State of Florida there are thousands upon thousands 
of square miles of swamp lands upon which the Government 
might experiment for the benefit of their owners. If a man m 
my State desires to have useless land which he owns improved or 
experimented upon to find out whether it has value for certain 
purposes, I am sure he would never think of coming to the Gov- 
ernment of the United States and seriously asking it to make an 
appropriation for that purpose. 

gm a great believer in the national authority of the United 
States and in its power to do almost anything which a great nation 
might do, but it does seem to me we are going altogether too far 
in legislation of this kind in proviting that the Government shall 
expend its money in improving the lands of private individuals, 
whether they are citizens of the State of California or of any 
other State in the Union. 

I hope that my amendment will be adopted. 

Mr. BLANCHARD. Mr. President, it occurs to me that the 
amendment offered by the Senator from Rhode Island to strike 
out the proviso on page 20 is eminently a proper one. There is 
but $10,000, all told, proposed to be appropriated in the item under 
discussion for the ,oses of experiment in the manufacture of 
sugar. This proviso, which appears to have been put on an ap- 
propriation bill in the House of Representatives for the first time 
a year ago, would authorize every dollar of the $10,000 to be ex- 
pended upon one particular 40 acres of ground in the San Joaquin 
and Sacramento valleys, in the Sta‘e of California. 

I am informed by the Secretary of Agriculture that hardly any- 
thing, perhaps not exceeding $100, has been expended in doing any 
work or acquiring any property for the purpose of experimenting 
in the cultivation of sugar and riceim the San Joayuin Valley. 

I am further informed by the Secretary of Agriculture that 
most of the appropriation which was made in the last Agricultural 
appropriation act was not used by him at all for any experimental 
purpose in the production of sngar and rice, but that nearly all 
of it was covered back into the Treasury of the United States. 

If it would be a proper thing to appropriate $10,000 for the 
purpose of experimenting in sugar and rice, why should not the 
place at which those experiments are to be made be left to the 
diseretion of the Secretary of Agriculture? There should not be 


; anything invidious placed im the law itself, as it is songht to be 


placed here now, which would confine him in his operations to 
one particular 10 or 40 acre tractof ground in the San Joaguin 
Vi " 


I doubt very much whether this appropriation will subserve 
any good purpose in any event; but, if it does, it should be general 
in its nature, at least to the extent of permitting the Secretary of 
Agriculture to select the particular spot where these experiments 
shall be made. 

. I think the amendment of the Senator from Rhode Island ought 
to prevail. 

Mr. GORMAN. Isuggest tothe Senator from Rhode Island to 
modify his amendment by striking out the words, in lines 21, 2, 
and 23, ‘‘some suitable place in the San Joaquin or Sacramento 
Valley, California, to be used by the Department free of charge.” 

That is an extraordinary provision ina law fixing the very point 
at which experiments shall be made, and the bill ought to be cor- 
rected to that extent at all events. Afterwards the question of 
whether we shall appropriate $10,000 for experiments will come up. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I should be very glad to have the language so 
modified as to read ‘‘at some place im the United States.” 

Mr. GORMAN. I believe it will be first in order to strike out 
the words after the word ‘‘ lands,” in line 21, down to and includ- 
ing the word “‘ charge,” in line 23. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. It is proposed to amend the text proposed to 
be stricken out by striking out after the word ‘‘ lands,” im line 21, 
on page 20, the following: 

In some suitable place in the San Joaquin or Sacramento Valley, California, 
to be used by the Department free of charge. 

Mr. GORMAN. The fact is, as stated by the Senator from Cali- 
fornia [Mr. Perkins], that the lands have been selected; but as I 
propose to amend the clause. the appropriation of $10,000 for these 
experiments will be expended by the Secretary of Agriculture 
wherever he thinks proper. That is the usual way of making ap- 


nn 
r. CHANDLER. Atsome suitable place in the United States? 

Mr. GORMAN. Yes, sir. 

Mr. CALL. Mr. President, this discussion is entirely without 
any foundation either im the history of appropriation bills, as 
stated by the Senator from Maryland {[Mr. Gorman], or im the 
Treason and propriety of the case; and there is no foundation for 
it im the iati which have been made for the geological 
surveys. edo declare, and we have for years declared, that cer- 
taim portions of these appropriations shall be expended beyond the 
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Mississippi River and in particular sections. What objection can 
anyone te to saying that Congress shall leave to the Secretary 
of Agriculture the discretion that certain portions of this money 
shall be expended in this or that or the other section of the coun- 
— that it may be equally, fairly, and impartially done? 

he Senator from Maryland undertakes to say here—and that is 
the only logical proposition he makes—that the discretion of the 
Secretary is greater than the discretion of Congress. That is no 
foundation for a motion on this subject. I am indifferent about 
the words of the bill, but why should not California have, by di- 
rection of Congress, an equal advantage in this appropriation with 
any other State? Will the Senator from Maryland and the Sena- 
tor from Rhode Island tell me that? Why is it any diferent from 
an appropriation in the river and harbor bill that, for instance, 
the harbor of Baltimore shall be improved? If so, what is the 
difference? 

Mr. GORMAN. The Senatcr asks me a question. 
misapprehends my motive in this matter. I want to put all the 
States on an equality, and give to the Secretary of Agriculture 
$10,000 tomake these experiments, without locating the place where 
it shall be expended. 

Mr. CALL. The Senator from Maryland now says that he 
wants to leave to the discretion of the Secretary of War whether 
he wiil improve Baltimore Harbor or not, and he will not have 
Congress say that the Secretary shall apply the money there. 
That is the Senator’s proposition now. There is no foundation 
for it. . 

The Senator from Rhode Island [Mr. ALDRICH] undertakes to 
ask about who owns this land. It is not material who owns it. 
This provision says the land shall be used by the Government 
free of charge, no matter who owns it. What more do you want? 

Mr. PERKINS. Mr. President, I ——— the kind words said 
by my friend from Florida in favor of this appropriation, and yet 
I am disposed to accept the amendment propo: by the Senator 
from Maryland and leave it to the discretion of the Secretary of 
Agriculture. The only reason why I hesitate to do so is because 
of the amendment proposed by the Senator from Louisiana. He 
is the only one who made such a—— 

Mr. BLANCHARD. I beg the Senator’s pardon. The Senator 
from Louisiana offered no amendment. 

Mr. PERKINS. Then, I will refer to the speech of the Sena- 
tor from Louisiana, made in favor of striking out the provision. 
This Government, if my memory serves me correctly, has appro- 
priated more than a half million dollars for experiments in rais- 
ing sugar in Louisiana. If I had had avote at that time I should 
have voted for it, but the moment I brought forth incidentally 
the inference that California would be a rival of Louisiana in rais- 
ing cane sugar, as she is to-day in beet sugar, he could see no 
merit in the proposition to appropriate a few thousarfd dollars for 
experiments in the great valleys of the State of California. Yet, 
he forgets how much this Government has done, and wisely done 
in my opinion, in making experiments in Louisiana. 

I have confidence, however, in the discretion of the Secretary 
of Agriculture, and I am willing, in the absence of my colleague 
[Mr. Warr], to take the responsibility of accepting the amend- 
ment proposed by the Senator from Maryland to strike out of the 
clause that part relating specifically to experiments in San Joaquin 
or Sacramento Valley. That will satisfy my friend from Rhode 
Island [Mr. ALDRICH], and my friend from New Hampshire [Mr. 
CHANDLER], being cf an amiable disposition, always acquiesces 
when we appeal to him as I now do. Therefore I hope it will be 
made unanimous, that the appropriation will stand, and I will 
take the chances of the Golden State getting her pro rata of the 


ee ‘ 

r. BLANCHARD. [rise forthe purpose of asking the Senator 
from California when and where the Government has expended 
$500,000 in Louisiana for experiments inthe manufacture of sugar 
under the item now under discussion? 

Mr. PERKINS. Perhaps that was a lapsuslinguze. I meant 
the whole country; but Louisiana means the whole country prac- 
pa as to sugar raising, and now she wants a bounty from all 
of us. 

Mr. BLANCHARD. I donot knowof any money that has been 
expended in Louisiana—— 

. a. PERKINS. If the Senator will read the report he will 
nd it. 

Mr. BLANCHARD. One moment. I do not know of any 
money which has been expended in Louisiana in the manufacture 
of sugar under the particular item of appro riation in the bill 
that is under discussion. If the Senator will turn to the next 
page, under the head of ‘Agricultural experiment stations,” 
which is an entirely different matter, where experimental stations 
are established by the Government in the line of the act of Con- 
gress approved March 2, 1887, to establish agricultural experiment 
stations in connection with the colleges established in the several 
States, then I will say that in the cultural experiment stations 
provided for by that clause money been expended in Louisiana 
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as it has been expended in the State of California. But I know 
of not a single dollar that has been expended in Louisiana for 
experiments in the manufacture of sugar under the particular 
item of appropriation in the bill that is now under discussion. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I do not know that I correctly understood the 
Senator from Florida in the statement he has just made. I un- 
derstood him to say that I had no right to offer the amendment; 
that it was not in order, and that I had no right to discuss it. 

Mr. CALL. I never said anything about order. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Iso understood the Senator from Florida. 

‘ ne That is the province of the Senator from Rhode 
sland. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I do not know upon what ground the Senator 
based his suggestion. 

Mr. CALL. I shduld not invade the province of the Senator 
from Rhode Island. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I certainly understood the Senator in that 
way. Ishall be glad if the Senator from Florida will agree to the 
suggestion of the Senator from Maryland, and also to the sugges- 
tion to amend the Se ame ge in line 20, by striking out the word 
‘‘and,” and after the word ‘‘rice” inserting ‘‘or other agricultural 
products,” so that the Secretary of Agriculture shall have a right 
to expend any portion of the money in experiments in the produc- 
tion of sugar cane, rice, or other agricultural products produced 
on reclaimed swamp land. That will enlarge the field of the 
inquiry. I do nct know any reason why it should be confined to 
sugar cane and rice. If we are going into the business of experi- 
menting on swamp lands why not see what other agricultural 
products can be produced on those lands? 

Mr. CALL. I have no objection to extending it if the Senator 
has a particular objection. to rice. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I have no objection to rice. I think we had 
better enlarge the provision and take in all such products. 

Mr.CALL. Ihave not the slightest objection. I will merely 
say in explanation that these experiments have been conducted 
for three years. The late Senator from Kansas, Mr. Plumb, was a 
great advocate of this experimentation not only as to sugar cane 
and the extraction of the juice by cheaper processes, but in respect 
to sorghum and beet sugar. It was chiefly through his efforts 
that for many years an appropriation for this purpose has been 
made in the agricultural appropriation acts. arge sum of 
money, as stated by the Senator from California [Mr. PERKINs], 
has been expended in these experiments not only as to sugar cane, 
but also as to beets, and the endeavor has been to distribute equally 
its benefits upon the different sections of the country. I have no 
—— to accepting the suggestion of the Senator from Rhode 

sland, 

Mr. ALDRICH. I suggest to insert, inline 20, before the words 
‘** sugar cane,” the words ‘‘ the production of.” 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair will state that the ques- 
tion is on the amendment proposed by the Senator from Maryland 
[Mr. oeret 

Mr. ALDRICH. 
agreed to. 

Mr. CALL. I accepted it. The Senator from California [Mr. 
PERKINS], I understand, is willing that the words as to the San 
Joaquin and Sacramento valleys shall be stricken out. 

Mr. PERKINS. I am willing to accept the amendment pro- 
posed by the Senator from Maryland. 

Mr. CALL. I accept it. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT, Without objection, the amendment 
will be considered as agreed to. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I move to amend the proviso so as to read: 

Provided, That so much thereof as may be necessary may, in the discre 
tion of the Secretary of Agriculture, be expended in experiments in the pro- 
duction of sugar cane, rice,or other agricultural products on reclaimed 
swamp 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment of the Senator from Rhode Island. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I am opposed to the amendment. The 
Senator from Rhode Island is too diffusive in his motions. The 
Senator started out to oppose the expenditure of money for sugar 
cane and rice experimentation upon private lands. Heseems now 
to have abandoned his objection to expending money on private 
lands, and seek to have experimentation in regard to sugar cul- 
ture and rice culture and the culture of all other agricultural prod- 
ucts anywhere in the United States where the Secretary of Agri- 
culture chooses to go. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I beg the Senator from New Hampshire not 
to misunderstand my position. I have not abandoned the motion 
to strike out the proviso. I have submitted an amendment merely 
to perfect the text wary to striking it all out. 

r. CHANDLER. I still say the Senator covers too much 
ground. I am opposed to diverting this small sum of money from 
experimentation in the culture of sugar cane to making it em- 
brace other agricultural products. 

I think it was a mistake for the rice producers to procure the 


I understood that amendment had been 







































the first portion of t 


lowed to go on, and that t 
ment will be voted down. 


If after that it is satisfactory to the Senator from California not 
to require the Secretary of Agriculture to expend the money upon 
swamp lands in the San Joaquin or Sacramento Valley, then I 
trust an amendment to that effect may be made. The amount 
of money to be expended is, after all, small, and the number 
of acres that are to be improved by the expenditure of Gov- 
ernment money is not large, and I certainly have no sympathy 
whatever with the objection made to this a ee by the 
Senator from Louisiana [Mr. BLANCHARD]. 
had so many millions of dollars ot Government money expended 
in developing the production of sugar cane in that State it is, I 
think, ungenerous in the Senator from Louisiana to op the 
expenditure of this small sum of money in the State of California. 

e VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the amendment 
roposed by the Senator from Rhode Island [Mr. ALDRIcH]? The 
hair hears none, andthe amendment will be considered as agreed 

to. The question is on the motion to strike out the proviso as 


amended. 


Mr. McPHERSON. The amendment of the Senator from 
Rhode Island, if I understand it aright, will enable the Secretary 
of Agriculture to make these experiments upon a scale as large as 


he pleases. 


r. ALDRICH. Subject to the limitation of $10,000. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 
motion to strike out the proviso as amended. 

The amendment was agreed 

Mr. LODGE. If the committee amendments have been dis- 
posed of, I desire to offer an amendment to the bill. 

Mr. PERKINS. Idesiretomakeaninquiryforinformation. I 
understand the amendment offered by the Senator from Maryland 
[Mr. GorMAN] was agreed to, striking out in line 21, page 20, 
after the word “ place” the words ‘‘in the San Joaquin or Sac 
mento Valley, California, to be used by the Department.” 

Mr.GORMAN. Iunderstand that my amendment was adopted. 

Mr. ALDRICH. The amendment of the Senator from Mary- 
land was adopted; and then the amendment was agreed to, which 
was to strike out the whole proviso. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. That is correct. 

Mr. LODGE. Does this come out of my time? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair will see that the rights of 
the Senator from Massachusetts are protected. The Senator from 
Massachusetts submits an amendment, which will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. Insert after line 10, page 9: 


For the extermination of the gypsy gpa tn to be expended under the direc- 
ure, $50,000. 


tion of the Secretary of Agricul 


Mr. LODGE. Mr. President, I offer that amendment in the 
hope of getting aid from the United States in the extermination 
of one of the worst pests that has ever been imported into this 
country. The first specimens were brought from Europe about 
twenty-five years ago by an entomologist. They were, unfortu- 
nately, allowed to escape, and in thecourse of ten or fifteen years 
in the ae of Boston, particularly in the neighboring 

edford, they assumed great proportions. Their rav- 
became so_extensive that it was n for the State to 
e action, and during the last five years the State of Massachu- 
setts has spent nearly $400,000for the extermination of this moth. 
It comes, asI said, from Europe. Itisextremely prolific. Ithink 
the female lays something like thirteen or fourteen hundred eggs, 
and even after exposure to a New England winter 70 per cent of 
the eggs will survive. In warm climates, such as those of our 
Southern States, they would produce'two broods. They destroy 
thing, particularlytrees. They destro 
all the productsof thetruck farm. They destroy corn. ey will 
Caer. grass if there is nothing better for them to take. 

By the mditure of the large sum of money which I have 
mentioned by the State of Massachusetts the area of the ravages 
of this moth have been checked; that is, it has not been allowed 
to spread beyond the original area, and it is undoubtedly much 
reduced. They are easily carried. They are, as I have said, ex- 


town of 


practically every growing 
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insertion of the one word ‘‘rice.” The Secretary of Agriculture 
with this limited appropriation for all the purposes specified in 
Me paragraph can notdomuch. He certainly 

can not occupy any considerable number of acres with the culti- 
vation of swamp land in California, and if he is to be commanded 
by Congress to experiment upon swamp lands anywhere or 
everywhere in the United States where he may find them, for the 
purpose of determining what agricultural products those lands are 
fitted to produce, the experiment will be so broad that a very 
much larger sum of money ought to be given to it. I think the 
experimentation in sugar culture, which has been going on for 
many years, and for which in the pending bill a very moderate 
amount of money is oe to be appropriated, ought to be al- 
e experimentation ought not to be made 

as extensive as it is now proposed. Therefore I hope the amend- 


to. 
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tremely prolific, and in a warm climate would be particularly so. 
The extent of the damage which this insect does can only be 
judged by those who have seen it. They are more destructive, I 
think, than almost any known insect. They are known in Europe. 
They have been there for many years, especially in the Mediter- 
ranean states, and large sums of money have been expended there 
by the Government in restricting the area and endeavoring to ex- 
terminate the moth. 

The State of Massachusetts has spent the amount I have stated, 
and will spend a great deal more in this work, but the State feels 
that it is entitled to some assistance from the National Govern- 
ment, because it is doing what is really a national work, as the 
extension of the moth to the other States would be of great dam- 
age. It is for this reason that I have offered the amendment. I 
feel about it as I felt about the Russian thistle, that it is some- 
thing to spread from one State to another, inflicting the greatest 
possible da: , and that it is therefore something for the exter- 
mination of which the assistance of the United States should be 
given. 

Mr. GORMAN. I move to lay the amendment on the table. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The questionis on the motion of the 
ng from Maryland to iay the pending amendment on the 
table. 

Mr. LODGE. Let us have the yeas and nays. 

Mr. CALL. I hope the Senator from Massachusetts will not 
call for the yeas and nays. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I was under a misapprehension 

Mr. CALL. If I may be allowed to say a word, I shall be 
very willing to vote any reasonable sum for the purpose the Sena- 
tor mentions, but I do not think there has been any estimate or 
recommendation on the subject. 

Mr. HOAR. I should like to ask the Senator from Maryland, 
if I may have the assent of the Senate, although his motion to 
lay on the table is of course not debatable—— 

fr. GORMAN. I will withdraw the motion. 

Mr. HOAR. Iask the Senator from Maryland whether he wilil 
not consent as a representative of the committee to have this ap- 
propriation or some portion of it at least put at the discretion of 
the Secretary of Agriculture. Our people without any exception 
(I do not think they are apt to be panic-stricken) regard this as a 
great menace to the agriculture of thiscountry. Asmy colleague 
has stated, our Commonwealth alone has spent $400,000 to stop 
this pest. I do not think there is another State in the Union that 
would come to the Senate with that statement made by its Sena- 
tors without receiving aid. If the State of Florida were to come 
here and say that thing, or the State of Colorado or any of the new 
States of the West would come and say they had expended $400,- 
000 to check a which was menacing the whole country and 
should ask moderate aid from the National Government, it would 
be given. Isuppose my ve would accept as an amendment 
the addition of the words ‘‘ to be expended if in the discretion of 
theSecretary of Agriculture itshall seem desirable,” or some phrase 
of that sort. 

Mr. LODGE. Certainly. 

Mr. HOAR. I a tothe Senator from Maryland to let it go. 

Mr. CALL. Will the Senator allow me to ask him a question? 
I ask the two Senators from Massachusetts if they are satisfied 
that the amount named is not unnecessarily large for the work? 

Mr. HALE. Make it $45,000. 

Mr. HOAR. Make it a smaller sum, say $40,000. 

Mr. CALL. I will submit the question to the Senate. As far 
as I am concerned, I attach great importance to the statement of 
the Senators from Massachusetts. 

Mr. HOAR. Iam willing it shall have the responsibility behind 
it of the Secretary of Agriculture, who comes from a distant part 
of the Union, as to the propriety of the expenditure, not making 
it imperative. With that modification I hope my friend from 
Maryland will see his way clear to waive all objection to the 
amendment. 

Mr. GORMAN. Itis difficult to refuse any request the Senator 
from Massachusetts makes about a business matter of this sort; 
but the Senator is perfectly well aware that the present very dis- 
tinguished Secretary of Agriculture and his corps of officials have 
been exceedingly active in looking up every subject, it seems to 
me, on the face of the earth that troubles the soil, or the air, or 
individuals, or cattle. The Secretary has recommended appro- 
priations, and the appropriations are found all through the bill, 
always to be disbursed, however, with a liberal appropriation for 
officers. In this case it seems the Secretary has not made an esti- 
mate. I do not know whether the matter was brought to his at- 
tention, whether it is widespread or troublesome, and he over- 
looked it, or whether it is only beginning. The point I make is 
that it is the beginning of a system of making appropriations for 
stamping out a pest, and it ought to be done pa on the recom- 
waendadion of that Department, and the reasons given by him for it. 
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Mr. LODGE. Will the Senator from Maryland allow me to 
interrupt him? 

Mr. GORMAN. With pleasure. 

Mr. LODGE. The State of Massachusetts undertook alone to 
deal with this pest and has spent $375,000 and will probably spend 
this year twice as much as is asked for here. The matter was not 
presented officially to the attention of the Secretary of Agriculture. 
The entomologist of the Department was brought up there to ex- 
amine the work being done and testified before the Committee on 
Agriculture in regard to it. The State has no desire to ask for 
money if it is not thought on due investigation by the Secretary 
of Agriculture that we are engaged in what amounts to a national 
work, of which we are willing to do and giad todo the larger part. 
But if we are engaged in a national work in preventing the spread 
of a pest which will be of the utmost damage to all the States and 
particularly to the South, where the climate is milder, we feel 
that it is not unfair that we should have in that work some na- 
tional assistance. 

lam perfectly willing to modify the amendment as suggested 
by my colleague and make the sum smaller, and leave it to the dis- 
cretion of the Secretary of Agriculture to make any expenditure 
at all; but I should like to have the amendment in that form go 
in the bill, so that the matter may come before the Secretary of 
Agriculture, and if he is not convinced that the work which is 
being done there is a national work of interest to all the States, 
we will not ask him to spend a dollar of the appropriation. It is 
only on that ground that I desire to put it. : 

Mr. CHANDLER. I attended last summer a meeting of the 
American Forestry Association, where there was a full exhibition 
made of the ravages of this gypsy moth in the State of Massachn- 
setts. It would have been better perhaps for Massachusetts to 
have let the moths get out into warmer regions. Perhaps it would 
have been better to have allowed them to go down South where 
there is a milder climate, and where they would grow, leaving the 
bleak hills of New England for the sunny South. Massachusetts 
did not do that. She spent this money lavishly, as she always ex- 
nds money lavishly for any good work of this kind, and she has 

ited the area of this terrible destroyer. 
I do not believe the Senator from Maryland wants to see those 
moths in Maryland. I do not believe any Senator upon the other 
side of the Chamber wants to see a devastating swarm of gypsy 
moths take possession of the foliage of the magnificent forests of 
the South. When this amount of money has been expended as it 
has been by Massachusetts, and she wants some recognition of 
what she has done by the National Government, I think that Sen- 
ators ought to be willing to allow the amendment to be adopted. 

If the Secretary of Agriculture, who is giving close attention to 
his business, finds, after the amendment has gone with the bill 
into conference, that he does not want it, that it is not necessary, 
that it is not useful, that it is not wise, that it is not within the 
scope of other similar work of the Department, then there will be 
no objection to having the amendment stricken ont in conference. 
But I do ask Senators, ee those from other States and 
other sections, to let us have, amidst the lavish appropriations of 
this bill in behalf of other sections of the country, this little rec- 
ognition and a little help for the work that Massachusetts is doing 
to suppress a pest that will devastate the forests of the whole 
country if it is not checked. 

Mr. GORMAN. After the statement of the Senators from 
Massachusetts, as I see they have modified the amendment so as 
to provide that the money shall be expended in the discretion of 
the Secretary of Agriculture, I shall not press the motion to lay 
the amendment on the table. 

a = LODGE. I ask that the amendment may be read as modi- 
ed. 

Mr. BATE. I should like to say that the pending amendment 
has been before the Agricultural Committee. I believe it was 
stated that it had not been before any committee. I am a member 
of the Committee on Agriculture. There was no final action, how- 
ever, taken upon it, but there was decided opposition shown in the 
committee to it. It was referred to a subcommittee, from which, 
I think, there was no I understand it has not been recom- 
mended by the Secretary of iculture; that no estimate was 
made for it; and no committee recommended it. It comes in 
here de novo. I think it ought not to be adopted. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment of the Senator from 
Massachusetts will be stated as modified. 

The Secretary. At the end of line 10, page 9, insert: 
an mes ene of the fie his} be seeeee — the direc- 

0 Secre Agricu ure, udgmen ma. necessary 
and expedient, $10,000. . 

Mr. CALL. I desire tosay that, so far as I am concerned, not as 
being in charge of this bill, but as a member of the committee, I 
think a statement of fact such as has been made by the two Sena- 
tors from Massachusetts gives them a right to recognition upon 
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the bill. Therefore I make no objection to the amendment as a 
member of the Committee on Appropriations. 

Mr. BATE. Let us have the yeas and nays on agreeing to it. 

The yeas and nays were ordered, and the Secretary proceeded 
to call the roll. 

Mr. BUTLER (when his name was called). 
the Senator from Pennsylvania { Mr. CAMERON]. 
in his seat, and I withhold my vote. 

Mr. COKE (when his name was called). 
Senator from Oregon [Mr. DoLpPx}. 

Mr. BLACKBURN (when Mr. Linpsay’s name was called). 
My colleague {Mr. Linpsay} has been necessarily called from the 
Chamber. I do not know whether he has a pair; but he asked 
me to announce that his absence from the Chamber was owing to 
unavoidable conditions which he could not control. He left just 
now. 

Mr. McLAURIN (when his name was called). I am paired 
with the junior Senator from Rhode Island [Mr. Drxon]. I trans- 
fer that pair to the junior Senator from South Carolina [{Mr. Irnpy] 
and vote “‘ nay.” 

Mr. McMILLAN (when his name was called). I inquire if the 
Senator from Louisiana [Mr. BLANCHARD] has voted. 

Rie VICE-PRESIDENT. He has not voted, the Chair is ad- 
vised. 

Mr. McMILLAN. Iam paired with that Senator. 

Mr. PASCO (when his name was called). I am paired with the 
Senator from North Carolina [Mr. Prirrcnarp]}. I transfer that 
pair to the junior Senator from Kentucky [Mr. Liypsay] fand 
vote ‘‘ nay.” 

Mr. VILAS (when his name was called). I am paired with the 
Senator from Oregon [Mr. on who is absent on official 
business. I do not know how he would vote. 

Mr. PETTIGREW (when Mr. WaSHBURN’s name was called). 
I was requested by the Senator from Minnesota [Mr. WasHBURN] 
to state that he is paired with the Senator from Missouri [Mr. 
Vest}. Ifthe Senator from Minnesota were present he would 
vote * yea.” 

The roll call was concluded. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Iam paired with the junior Senator from 
Texas [Mr. Mitts}. I will transfer my pair to the Senator from 
Vermont [Mr. MorRILL] and vote ‘‘ yea.” 

The result was announced—yeas 34, nays 23; as follows: 


YEAS—34. 


Lodge, Power, 
Me erson, Proctor ’ 
Manderson, uay, 
Mantle, ansom, 
Morgan, Squire, 
Peffer, Stewart, 
ao Teller. 
ettigrew, 

Platt, 

NAYS—23. 


Cockrell, Hunton, 
Faulkner, Jones of Ark. 
George, McLaurin, 
Gorman, Martin 
Harris, Mitchell of Wis. 
Hill, Palmer, 
NOT VOTING—®. 
Mitchell of Oreg. 
Morrill, 
u : 
Pritchard, 
Shon . 
Smith, 
Vest, 
So the amendment as modified was agreed to. 
Mr. ALLEN. I offer an amendment which I send to the desk. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment will be siated. 
The SEorRETARY. Insert after line 15, page 6: 
distributing seeds and seed i 
tie drouchea Oicker tibabitests cf the Unit States by the Secretary o 
Agriculture, un rules as he may prescribe, the sum of $300,000, or so 
much thereof as may be necessary; the same to be immediately available. 
Mr. ALLEN. Mr. President, I desire to state briefly that there 
is very great necessity for the adoption of this amendment. It is 
not for me to stand here and describe as fully as I could 
the distress that prevails in this country in consequence of the 
recent drought. It is sufficient to say that the drought extended 
over a on of my own State, a portion of the Dakotas, Kansas, 
and Colorado. It was not a single drought; it was a drought that 
occurred two different years; so that a great many thousands of 
people will be unable to plant their farms to raise crops of any 
consequence unless some aid is extended to them. I do not pro- 
pe at this time to go into the ramifications of this distress. It 
s sufficient to state that the distress is greater than the press has 
at any time given the world to understand, 
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Aldrich, 
Allen, 


Chandler, 
Clark, 
Davis, 


Bate, 

Biackb 
urn, 

Brice, 


Caffery, 
Camden, 


Pugh 

rs, 
UW 

Walsh.” 


Allison, Gordon, Vilas, 
Voorhees, 
Washburn, 
White, 
Wilson, 
Wolcott. 








Since I introduced this amendment I have been in daily receipt 
of letters from all seetions of the vricken country, not 
from the State of Nebraska alone, but Kansas, from a por- 
tion of Colorado, and a portion of South Dakota. It is something 
exceptional in the history of our State that we should have two 
complete failures of crops, one succeeding the other. The rule 
has been in the State of Nebraska, and especially im the eastern 
rtion of the State, that we have had crops and good a. In 
act the rule has been in the western portion of the State t we 
have had good crops. But it must remembered by Senators 
that the sections of country to which I refer as having suffered 
most in consequence of the droughts are sections of the country 
where the people are living upon homesteads and where they are 


undergoing all of the privations and hardships incident to pioneer 
life. If some measures are not adopted to relieve them the coming 


summer, in the nature of furnishing them seed to some extent, 
there will be a great many hundreds of thousands of acres of land 
that can not be planted, and a great many thousands of people 
will be out of employment. 

This is a delicate matter for me to talk about. Upon one hand, 
are real estate men who are claiming that the credit of the trans- 
mississippi is affected by talking about these matters, which I do 
not believe. Upon the other hand, is the cry of distress of thou- 
sands and tens of thousands of people; and when I am put to the 
test of choosing between following the wishes of a few real estate 
men and answering the cries of distress and hunger of my fellow- 
citizens I prefer to take the latter course. 

There are precedents for this, and I shall detain the Senate but 
@ moment. April 11, 1882, Congress s priated money for a 
similar purpose in an act which will be found in chapter 77 of the 
Statutes at Large, volume 22, as follows: 

That the sum of ,000 be, and the same is hereby, a; 
purchase and distribution of seeds, under the direction of the Commissioner 
ef Agriculture, to the people in lecalities overflowed, who are made desti- 
tute by the present overflow of the Mississippi River and its tributaries. 

There are other precedents which I have examined, but the 
reference to which I have mislaid. Congress and the Government 
have on more than one occasion made contributions to people of 
different sections of the country who have been overtaken with 
some great misfortune. It has been a common thing to contrib- 
ute support to fever-stricken districts, to districts which have 
been overflowed. Where some great misfortune has befallen the 
people of any particular section of the country, which becomes a 
national calamity, it has been the custom of the Government to 
extend relief to them. 

I do not ask that this relief be given absolutely to these people. 
I ask that the sum be placed at the disposal of the Secretary of 
Agriculture, so that in his wisdom he may, if he sees fit, invest 
this sum of money in seed and seed grains for the purpose of re- 
lieving these people to some extent. 

Mr. PEFFER. Mr. President, I wish the Senator from Ne- 
braska would localize the effeet of his proposed amendment, if he 
ean do so, for this reason: While we have not been so fortumate 
in our whole State of Kansas as they have been in some other parts 
of the country, yet our difficulties lie chiefly in the western por- 
tion of the State. The legislature has already taken action look- 
ing toward the supply of those people with seeds of all varieties. 
A hundred thousand dollars has been appropriated. I think the 
act took effect two weeks ago, perhaps a little longer, and the ma- 
chinery of purchase and distribution is now allin effective working 
order. The people who need supplies of this kind are being fur- 
nished right along from day to day, the seeds being distributed 
through the commissioners of the various counties. 

As to the smaller seeds, the garden seeds, flower seeds, and things 
of that kind such as aveusuaily distributed by the National Depart- 
ment of Agriculture, I have borrowed and begged—I shall not say 
‘‘stolen,” for I have not had an opportunity to do that [laughter }|— 
but I have borrowed and in other ways have received from fellow- 
Senators, whose more fortunate neighbors do not need them so 
much as ours, a large amount of , and up to this time I have 
kept pace with the demand for that class of seed. 

At any rate, whether or not the Senator from Nebraska sees 
proper to limit the area of his amendment, I wish him and the 
Senate to understand that, so far as Kansas is concerned, our peo- 
ple have taken care of themselves. 

Mr. ALLEN. Ido not know what the Senator from Kansas 
means by limiting the area of my amendment. Ido know, and Iam 
not going to cavil with him, that there is distressin Kansas. I have 
no sympathy with this false sentiment which witnesses distress in 
a opus ane Le is eos to speak of it for fear somebody may 

: . re is in western 7 i 
wide ee tress Kansas, and there is 

M I know it, but we are taking care of it. That 


r. PEFFER. 
is all I wish to say. ; 
ere is distress in western Nebraska, and it is 


ropriated for the 


Mr. ALLEN. 
Widespread; there is distress in eastern Colorado, and that is wide- 
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spread, and there is considerable distress in North Dakota, all oc- 
casioned by drought. 

It is true, Mr. President, in my State the legislature has en- 
acted a law authorizing counties to bond themselves to provide 
aid in the line of furmishing seed to those who have suffered in 
consequence of the drought and who are unable to procure seed 
for themselves; but I want to say that that is inadequate to the 
demand. I havesent into my State not only my own quotaof seed 
allowed by the mt of Agriculture, but I procured seed so 
far as I have been able from others; but it is a mere bagatelle. I 
say that in the State of Kansas, in the State of Nebraska, and in 
the State of Colorado there will be thousands of acresof land un- 
Planted this year unless some measure of relief be brought to the 
people of those sections of the Union. I do not say that it is ab- 
solutely necessary for Congress to do it, but it must be done by 
somebody and insome manner. We voted into this bill twenty 
minutes ago $40,000 to extinguish the gypsy moth, which I sup- 
pose some one brought into this country to experiment with, and 
it got loose from him and is nowafilicting the Stateof Massachn- 
setts. Here are thousands and tens of thousands of people who 
are at the mercy of their fellow citizens in some form; they must 
have relief at hands of the people of this country, through 
Congress or otherwise, or many of them will be deprived of plant- 


—o= lands. 
VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on the amendment 
braska 


rae by the Senator from Ne . 

. GORMAN. E ask the Senator from Nebraska to modify 
his amendment by inserting the words “‘in the discretion of the 
ae Agriculture.” 

Mr. ALLEN. I aceede to that suggestion. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment will be stated. 

‘ The SECRETARY. As modified the amendment will read as fol- 
OWS: 

For the purpose of purchasing and distributing seeds and seed grainsamon 
the dreastibabianeds inhabitants of the United States by the Secretary ms 
Agrieulture, and in his discretion and under sueh rules as he may prescribe, 
the sum: of $300,000, or so much thereof as may be necessary, the same to be 
made immediately available. 

Mr. SQUIRE. I wish to make an inquiry there as to whether 
the terms used would be such as to include those portions of the 
United States which have been fire swept? The forest fires have 
destroyed many thousand acres. 

Mr. ALLEN. No; it does not cover that case, but I am per- 
fectly willing that those words should come in, so that the amend- 
ment will read ‘‘ drought-stricken or fire-stricken.” 

Mr. SQUIRE. Yes; let it read that way. 

The PRESIDENT. The amendment will be so modified, 

Mr. PASCO. How has the amendment been modified? 

= VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment as modified will be 
stated. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

For the purpose of pene and distributing seeds ‘and seed grains 
among the aught or fire stric inhabitants of the United States by the 
Seeretary of Agriculture, ete. 

Mr. PASCO. Mr. President, if we are going to enter upon this 
line of expenditure, it seems to me that we ought also to include the 
frost-stricken inhabitants of the extreme South. The people of 
my State have been deprived of the means of planting their ground. 
Their truck patches have been ruined by the phenomenal cold of 
the past season, and if we are going to enter upon this line of ex- 

naiture, I suggest that the amendment be further modified by 
ineluding those sufferers also. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is that the motion of the Senator 
from Florida? 

Mr.PASCO. I make that motion. 

Mr.ALLEN. What is the motion? 

Mr. PASCO. That thefrost-stricken inhabitants of the extreme 
South be included. 

Mr. ALLEN. I hope the Senator will not insist upon that 
amendment. 

Mr.CALL. I ask the Senator from Nebraska why not? 

Mr. ALLEN. Simply for this reason: No distress has been 
brought to the people of Florida or any other section in conse- 
quence of frost. There is no loss of crops. 

Mr. PASCO. I will say that there was a total loss of the crop 
in my State om account of the extremely cold weather we have 
had there during the last few weeks. 

Mr. CHANDLER. May I ask the Senator whether there is any 

























































































































































































































































































































































































loss of erop which would require seed such as are described in this 
ap eee bill? 
. PASCO. Exactly. 


Mr. CHANDLER. Will the Senator explain how that is? I 
understood it was the orange trees which were destroyed. 

Mr. PASCO. The entire crop there has been destroyed during 
the severe weather of the past few weeks, which very largely in- 
ereases the demand for the classes of seed which are being distrib- 
uted by the Agricultural Department, and it is difficult to fill the 
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applications made from the regular supply on account of this very 
fact. 

I had not expected to ask for this assistance, but if those who 
have suffered from too much fire and too much dry weather in 
other parts of the country are to be supplied there is no reason 
why the people of Florida should not also be included. 

Mr. ALLEN. Mr. President, I hope the Senator from Florida 
will not insist upon his motion. I can not believe that it is sin- 
cere upon hispart. It seems to me the only purpose is to load this 
amendment down and destroy it. 

There has been no loss of crop in the State of Florida so far as 
past years are concerned. The crop there was perfect last year, 
and it was perfect the year before. There is every reasonable 
probability that it will not be this year; but I want to say to the 
Senator from Florida that if he knew the absolute squalor and 
want and suffering there is in the section of country of which I 
am speaking he would not treat this subject with levity. 

Mr. President, there is no section of this Union to-day where 
an honest, hard-working, Christian people are suffering to the ex- 
tent the people of the Western country are suffering in conse- 
— of the successive loss of their crops. I k of this with 

iffidence; I do not want to talk aboutit; itis a thing which ought 
not to be talked about any more than is absolutely ea) and 
it is a question which ought not to be treated with levity. I state 
to you that these people are appealing to me and they are appeal- 


' ing to other Senators from certain sections of that country for re- 


lief, and they appeal in a manner which leaves no mistake of the 
fact that they are suffering. . 

I do hope the Senator from Florida will withhold his spirit of 
levity and not undertake to load this measure with an amend- 
ment which he must know is designed for the destruction of the 
measure in so far as it makes this appropriation. 

Mr. BUTLER. Are we proceeding under the five-minute rule, 
Mr. President? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair so understands. 

Mr. BUTLER. I shall have to insist hereafter that that rule be 
observed. Several Senators have spoken twice. 

Mr, CALL. I think I ought to say a word about this amend- 
ment, as it applies to the State of Florida. I donot see the ground 
of the opposition of the Senator from Nebraska to this amend- 
ment. lam willing to vote whatever sum of money may be rea- 
sonably ascertained to be necessary for the relief of the people of 
Nebraska or of any other State, and to supply them with seeds 
where they can not otherwise obtain them. 

In reference to Florida there is no question that there has been 
there a vast destruction of the prepeny of these people, and there 
are large numbers of them who be so impoverished that they 
will not be able to purchase the a to grow the products 
necessary to support their families. ere is a great vegetable 
section of country there, and now that their oranges are nearly all 
ruined the people will be compelled to plant largely of the ordi- 
nary crops of vegetables of the country, simply to sustain life. It 
is necessary that there should be an appropriation to furnish these 
people with seeds, as the destruction there has been great, from 
all the information which I can get, and a large part of their crop 
of the present year, upon which they were dependent for the pur- 
chase of supplies, has been absolutely destroyed. 

Mr. KYLE. Mr. President, I should like to say to the Senator 
from Florida that the cases are not lel in any degree. They 
have, to be sure, lost their crop in Florida this present season, or 
a portion of it; but only a portion of it, I believe. During past 
years in South Dakota and in Nebraska we have lost both our 
wheat crop and our corn crop, and during those years we never 
thought of coming to Congress for help; but now for a period of 
four or five years we have had successive crop failures, until now 
the people have mortg: about all they are able to mortgage in 
order to get the grain this year, and it is impossible for them to 
obtain credit in any way. 

I have had letters which are heartrending from the people of 
my own State, as well as from those of other States in that drought- 
stricken region, appealing to the Secretary of Agriculture through 
me to obtain even a small pittance of garden seed, saying they 
have not even 10 cents with which to purchase garden seed this 

ring. It is something which ought not to be talked about in 
this Chamber, as the Senator from Nebraska [Mr. ALLEN] has 
said. 

I do not think there is a parallel between this case and the case 
suggested by the Senator from Washington [Mr. Squire] of those 
who have been burned out by the forest fires. That is a thing 
which occurs only once perhapsinalifetime. The drought in the 
Missouri Valley region has continued now, as I said, for a period 
of five years. In one place in South Dakota I know it has con- 
tinued for seven years, and in no year during that time have they 
had to exceed a half crop, and for the past two years the crop has 
been an absolute failure, the people having been able to raiseonly 
two or three bushels of wheat to the acre, and get for it perhaps 
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35 or 40 cents a bushel. So they are out really as regards money 
when the crop is harvested and gets to market. 

oe the amendment will not be modified in the manner sug- 
gested. 

Mr. SQUIRE. I wish tosayaword. Ihaveno wish to prolong 
this discussion nor to protract the time to be consumed by this bill; 
I wanted it disposed of on Saturday last; but we are now on an 
important matter, which ought to be attended to promptly, and 
then we should finish the bill. 

I am not in favor of discriminating against any part of the 
United States with reference to the appropriations for the relief 
of the people who have had their garden seed and their field seed 
cestroyed by fire. I believe it is right to assist the people of 
Nebraska and Kansas and all those Western States, but I also 
believe it is proper and right to assist the pees of the State of 
Washington who have had their field seed destroyed by fire. I 
am also in favor of assisting the people of Florida, if they need it. 

I believe in being generous and just at the same time. If we 
have the right, as the stewards of the people, to assist the poor and 
afflicted in any section with reference to the future prosperity of 
our country and the maintenance of life, we ought to be fair to 
all portions, and I am willing to vote relief, if it is needed, in be- 
half of the poe of Florida, just as readily as I am willing to 
vote it for the people of Nebraska or the people of the State of 
Washington. I think we ought to be prompt about it, and if the 
amount is not sufficient let it be increased. But let us be fair to- 
ward all parts of the Union. 

Mr. ALLEN. Iam assured by the Senator from Florida [Mr. 
Pasco] that he is sincere in his motion, and that there is really 
suffering in the State of Florida which deserves the notice of Con- 
gress. am, therefore, perfectly willing that the amendment 
offered by that Senator shall be adopted. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on the amendment 
of ~ Senator from Florida to the amendment, which will be 
stated. 

The SEcRETARY. After the word ‘‘fire” in the amendment, it 
is proposed to insert the word ‘‘frost;” so as to read: 


Among the drought, fire, or frost stricken inhabitants of the United States. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment to the amendment. 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question recurs upon the amend- 
ment as amended. 

Mr. VILAS. Iinquire if the amendment was moved by the 
direction of any Bf or standing committee of the Senate? 

Mr. ALLEN. wish to say that the amendment was intro- 
duced and sent to the Committee on Agriculture, and it was 
brought back here a day or two days ago reported adversely. That 
was precisely the condition of the gypsy moth amendment, which 
was placed upon the bill a few minutes ago. 

Mr. VILAS. Neither amendment was in order under the rules 
of the Senate. 

Mr. ALLEN. Very well. I hope the Senator from Wisconsin 
will not make the point of order on this amendment, but let it go 
through. 

Mr. VILAS. Mr. President, I was simply going to add that a 
few years ago when a similar bill was sent to the President of the 
United States it was vetoed on the ground that it was beyond the 
rightful power of Congress to so use the public money of the 
United States. I do not think any oe bill ought to be 
sent to him carrying an appropriation which he holds to be con- 
trary to the Constitution of the United States. If it were to be sent 
to him it should be sent in a special bill by itself, and I feel that it is 
my duty to call attention to the fact that under the rules this 
amendment is not in order. 

Mr. KYLE. Will the Senator allow me a question there? 

Mr. VILAS. Certainly. 

Mr. KYLE. We have had during past years hundreds and 
hundreds of such amendments placed upon appropriation bills, 
and they have become part of the statutes of the United States. 
We have in the sundry civil bill, which will be reported to the 
Senate inside of another day, about two hundred such amend- 
ments, probably affecting the statutes of the United States, which 
might be considered general legislation. Why, then, raise the 
point of order upon this amendment as being in violation of the 
rules of the Senate? They are all in violation of the rules of the 
Senate, and we know it. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I hope the point of order will not be made 
against the amendment. Of course it is true that the President 
vetoed a similar bill, but Presidents change their minds sometimes 
as time pro , and the President may change his mind upon 
this subject. Moreover, if the President has objections to a bi 
of this nature he may not care to veto it. 

Mr. BUTLER. I rise to a parliamentary inquiry. 
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what actuated the committee, of which I am a member, in mak- 
ing an adverse report. 

Mr. ALLEN. I wish to say a word in reply to the Senator 
from Tennessee [Mr. BATE] and the Senator from Wyoming [Mr. 
CarEY]. The Senator from Wyoming sends up and has read a 
veto message from President Clevelan ee several years 
ago, when he was discharging the duties of his first term of office. 
That, so far as I have been able to ascertain, is the only instance 
in the history of the Government where there has been a veto 
message of that kind. By the act of April 11, 1882, $20,000 was 
appropriated upon the same oq < that we ask this appropria- 
tion. The principle is equal in both imstances, although the 
amount is different. 

The condition of a portion of the country of which I have 
spoken is such as to demand at the hands of Congress some recog- 
nition. I am not acting unadvisedly. have been in communi- 
cation not only with the great portion of the po who were 
afflicted, but I have been in communication with the representa- 
tive men of those people and the representative journals which 
are published in that section of the country. I know there is 

eat distress in the transmissouri country. There is no use of 

isguising the fact. There is distress there. It is not confined to 
the State of Nebraska, either. It goes into the State of Dakota, 
the State of Kansas, the State of Colorado, and it goes into the 
State of Wyoming to some extent, or the people in portions of 
that State have misinformed me. ro 

We buta few moments ago agreed to an appropriation of $40,000 


to recapture some gypsy moths. They were brought into this. 


country by a crank for the purpose of rimenting with them. 
They got away from him and are now afflicting the people of the 
State of Massachusetts. I voted for the appropriation because I 
believed it to be proper. 

Is there anything wrong in giving some assistance to these peo- 
ple who are thus reduced? e Senator from Tennessee says it 
was not through want of sympathy that the Committee on Agri- 
culture did not report the amendment favorably. I suppose not; 
but sympathy does not count in a case of this kind. I suppose it 
was on account of the Constitution coming in the road. e Con- 
stitution is made to do duty here on almost every occasion. 
Whenever the representatives of a certain locality think it ought 
to have assistance or aid the Constitution is not infringed upon; 
but the moment some other section of the country desires assist- 
ance then immediately the Constitution comes into view and im- 
mediately there is trouble. 

I recall well when the Government brought relief to the fever- 
stricken —— of aoe in the State of Tennessee, when medi- 
cine and medical attendance, tents, and ey of all kinds were 
furnished them; and I think the good people all over this country 
fully approved of it. I recall the time, also, when there was a 
proposition to establish a fever boat for the purpose of experi- 
menting with the treatment or extinction of yellow fever down in 
that section of the coun I recall numerous instances where 
Congress has extended assistance to people afflicted in this way. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator’s time has expired. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. Mr. President, it seems to me the Senate 
can afford to make the appropriation pro in the amendment. 
In many of the States east of the Rocky Mountains and west of 
the Missouri River great losses have been suffered, and in thou- 
sands of instances those people are without seed grain to sow on 
their farms next year. 

The Senator from Wyoming [Mr. Carry] says the States can 
take care of themselves. I represent in part upon this floor a 
State which unfortunately has reached the limit of indebtedness 
under its constitution, ar that limit is but $1,000,000; and 
we are also unfortunate in the fact that the treasurer of our 
State, as is well known to everyone in this country, disappeared, 
carrying away all the funds which were in the treasury. The 
people of the State are therefore left in a condition where it is 
impossible for them to assist the drought-stricken people and to 
secure seed grain for those who have losttheir crops. I knowit is 
unpleasant to recite these facts before the American public, but 
the newspapers have already advertised them. Whil e it is un- 
pleasant, I feel it a duty to urge this appropriation to relieve the 
ae 9 who are struggling with the wilderness and striving to 
uild up their States on those broad plains. 

Mr. YDERSON,. Mr. President, I wish to say a few words 
only in reference to this matter. Differing as I do from my col- 
league, I find myself a little embarrassed at the fact. I do not 
think I would have presented the amendment, representing as I 
do here in part the State of Nebraska, one of the States that has 
suffered because of the great drought of last year, and from the 
partial droughts of years preceding. The State of Nebraska is 
not only one that is tionally fertile, but it is well if not 
thickly populated, and its citizenship is made up of a people as gen- 
erous as those who exist anywhere in this a 

Last fall I traveled over many milesof that State and found 
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desolation. I saw hundreds of miles of territory that I have seen 
heretofore producing good crops of small grain and corn now pro- 
ducing little or nothing, but at the same time there were the 
abundant evidences from those people of a determination to stand 
by their agricultural guns and hoping for the better times and 
better things sure tocome to them. Isaw in those parts of the 
State where there hadenot been a total loss a determination to help 
their brethren of the drought-stricken portion, and this they have 
done generously, abundantly, perhaps in some instances far more 
abundantly than their share of the world’s goods would justify. 

I have also seen as the result of appeals by letter, walk to some 
extent in the public press, an outpouring from the abundance of 
different parts of our generous country. e South, with fraternal 
feeling and in recognition of a suffering it could assuage, has, from 
many portions of its territory, poured into Nebraska car loads of 
food, and from the East has come money, food, and clothing. 
While I was much grieved and distressed at the accounts that came 
to me by letter and otherwisein the early part of the fall and winter, 
I am glad to say that by this outpouring from their plenty by the 
generous people of the eastern part of our own State, and from 
the rr large the distress is rapidly disappearing. 

re 


I do not the idea that the State which I in represent 


‘here should come in forma pauperis to the United States and ask 


alms from the Government. Ido not think the Stateof Nebraska 
needs assistance of that sort from the United States. At the same 
time I recognize the deplorable condition of other States described 
by their Senators as poorer than we are, which seem to demand 
ald, and if relief is needed, as is suggested by the Senators from 
South Dakota and the Senators from Kansas, if their need is so 
so much greater than ours—— 

Mr. PEFFER. The senior Senator from Nebraska could not 
have been in the Chamber when I addressed the Senate. I stated 
that the State of Kansas has already appropriated $100,000 to take 
care of our own people, and that the machinery of distribution 
has been in operation for several weeks. 

Mr. MANDERSON. Iam glad, then, to exempt the sister State 
of Kansas from the category in which I just placed it, and I am 
pleased to find myself in accord with the Senator from Kansas in 
stating that neither the Commonwealth of Kansas nor the great 
State of Nebraska desire to present themselves in the form of pau- 
pers or beggars to the United States Government. We will both 
take care of the matter at home, and I regret that my colleague 
has seen fit to put us in the attitude of this amendment before the 
American people. 

Mr. President, if the need mentioned by my colleague were so 
gat it seems to me the pending bill would not have come here 

om the House of Representatives without some suggestion being 


made by those who are the more direct representatives of the 
people. The peodins appropriation bill comes to us without any 


provision of this character. Notwithstanding the fact that those 
States have their numerous Representatives in the House there is 
not only nothing of this character in the bill, but I hazard the 
assertion that there was no effort to obtain it by them. We are 
in straits to some extent, we are in distress, but as one citizen of 
the State of Nebraska I say we can take care of ourselves; and if 
the amendment shall pass I do not believe the Secretary of i- 
culture will have a great many demands from the State that I in 
part have the honor to represent. 

But if the condition is so bad as described in other States I shall 
be very glad to lend my vote to the amendment, for no constitu- 
tional aaa troubles me when it comes to relieving those who 
are really in distress or greatly need national aid. So far as that 
is concerned, I might quote from that Hibernian who a short time 
ago a a great district in the other House, who suggested 
when he wanted a bill passed and a member of this body said to 
him he thought it was unconstitutional, ‘‘Why,” said he, with 
his delightful accent, ‘‘ what is the Constitution among friends?” 

Laughter.] I might be willing even to question whether we 
should not somewhat strain constitutional provisions for the pur- 
pose of doing a great good. 

But, Mr. dent, I simply desire to say that so far as the 
State of Nebraska is concerned, I do not think it needs this alms 
at the hands of Congress. The legislature of that State is in ses- 
sion, and I think it has already taken steps toward the relief of 
some of those who are in distress, and I am proud of that self- 
helpfulness. 

. BATE. I merely wish to state that I think the Senator 
from Nebraska [Mr. ALLEN] will find himself mistaken, when he 
looks upon the statute book, in his statement that a statute was 
passed appropriating money for fever sufferers in Tennessee. I 
think that thatisanerror. The most that wasdone, as I recollect, 
was that army tents were loaned to the vast congregation of people 
who came to the valley at the time of the flood, and porhaps an 
amount of rations was given to them. 

The State of Tennessee appropriated her money by State and 
counties when the yellow fever was there, and her active agents 
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were at work to take care of her people. I think that was all that 
was necessary and it was successful; and the General Govern- 
men never appropriated a dollar, so far as I know, for any such 


" Mr. ALLEN. I regret very much that my coll 
MANDERSON] should disagree with mein reference to this matter. 
I am very sorry indeed he did not come to me some weeks ago, 
when I introduced the amendment, if he thoughtit was improper, 
and make a friendly suggestion that he thought it was imp 

to ask Congress for any assistance for the drought-stricken portion 
of this country. I was very much in hope that the time which I 
am to serve with mg colleague in this Chamber should pass with- 
out any interruption of our most friendly relations and of our 
determination to work in harmony for the benefit of our State. 

I have not placed—and I wish to call my coll ‘s attention 
to that fact, so that I may not be misrepresen the State of 
Nebraska here as a supplicant or as suing in forma pauperis. The 
statement is altogether gratuitous. I have said, and I repeat 
whet is the truth, capable of demonstration, that there are thou- 
sands and tens of thousands of persons residing in the drought- 
stricken belt of this country, and that includes more than the 
western half of Nebraska, who must have some help outside of 
that which the States can afford them or they will not be able to 
plant their crops and sustain themselves. It is no part of charity 
and no part of modesty and no part of wisdom, in my judgment, 
for anyone to undertake to secrete the facts which are so well 
known to the world. 

I have in my possession communications from the editors of the 
great journals of my State saying this measure is perfectly proper 
and is needed. Iwas in hope that the matter could pass through 
here without representation upon the one hand that the needs of 
a section of the State were so and so and a contradiction upon the 
other. I was in hope my colleague would join with me in giving 
to the people of the drought-stricken portion of this country some 
measure of relief, a measure of relief which they so sadly stand in 
need of, Iam not mistaken when I say there is distress in the 
drought-stricken portion of the country; and I am sorry my feeble 
efforts here in behalf of those people are to be negatived by the 
action of my colleague. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. ‘The Senator’s time has expired. 

Mr. PASCO. Mr. President, I wish to say one word before the 
question is put to the Senate. I listened with a great deal of 
pleasure to what the senior Senator from Nebraska LP: MANDER- 
son] said. I wish to say now that if Nebraska will take care of 
the sufferers from drought, if Massachusetts will take care of the 
gypsy moth, and if Washington will take care of the sufferers 
from fire, Florida will endeavor to take care of those who have 
suffered from frost. At the time when I made the motion to 
amend, one of these measures had = through by a majority of 
the Senate and the other appeared likely to go through without a 
division even, and I thought it was time that attention should be 
called to appropriations of this class. This is all I wish to say. 

Mr. CALL. My colleague and I differ as do the Senators from 
Nebraska. I desire that every suffering man in the State of 
Florida, who has no means to provide himself with seed for the 
coming year, shall be furnished with it from the Agricultural 
Department of the country. I can see no difference between au- 
thorizing the distribution of seed from the Agricultural Depart- 
ment of those who are not destitute and giving it to those who 
can not obtain it without the action of Congress. There is no 
legislature sitting in Florida. and there will be none until it is 
long past the time when the people whose entire possessions have 
been destroyed will have the opportunity to plant in order to pro- 
duce that which is necessary for their actual subsistence. The 

ple of Florida are as patriotic and generous as any in the world, 

ut they have none of that false sense of pride which will not 

accept that which is their due from the General Government in 
time of distress. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair submits to the Senate the 
question, Is the proposed amendment in order? 

Mr. ALLEN. On that I ask for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered; and the Secretary proceeded to 
call the roll. 

Mr. COKE (when his name was called). I am paired with the 
Senator from Oregon [Mr. Dopu]. 

Mr. DAVIS (when his name was called). I am paired with the 
Senator from Indiana [Mr. TurPie]. 

Mr. GORDON Lane his name was called). I am paired with 
the Senator from Iewa [Mr. Peo 
_ Mr. HILL (when his name was called). Iam paired with the 
junior Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. Loper}. 

Mr. MCPHERSON (when his name was called). I am paired 
with the Senator from Delaware [Mr. Hreers}. 

Mr. PASCO (when his name was called). I am paired with the 

: orth Carolina [Mr. Prrrconarp]. I transfer my 
pait to the Senator from Kentucky [Mr. Linvsay], and vote “nay.” 
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Mr. QUAY (when his name was called). Iam paired with the 
tor from Alabama [Mr. MorGan}. 
Mr. VILAS (when his name was called). I have a general pair 


with the Senator from Oregon [Mr. MircHEL.], and will with- 
hold my vote unless there is a necessity for it in order to make a 
uorum. 

Mr. WHITE (when his name was called). 
the Senator from Idaho [Mr. SHovrp]. 
vote ‘‘ yea.” 

The roll call was concluded. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I announce my pair with the junior Sena- 
tor from Texas [Mr. MILLs]. 

The result was announced—yeas 21, nays 28; as follows: 


I am paired with 
Were he present I should 


YEAS—21. 
Allen, Clark, MeMillan, Squire, 
one | 
nc nsbroug’ antle, eller. 
Call, Hoar, Peffer 
Cameron, Jones of Nev. Perkins, 
er, Kyle, Pettigrew, 
NAYS—28. 
Bate, Cockrell, Gorman, Mitchell of Wis. 
Berry, Daniel, Gray, Palmer, 
Blackburn, . Hale, Paseo, 
Brice, Faulkner, Hunton, Platt, 
Batler, Frye, Jones of Ark. Pugh, 
Cam George, McLaurin, Sherman, 
Carey, Gibson, Martin, Walsh. 
NOT VOTING—338. 

Aldrich, Hawley, Morrill, Turpie, 

TTOWS, Hi Murphy, est, 
Caffery, Hill, wer, Vilas, 
Joke, Irby, Pritchard, Voorhees. 
Cullom, Lindsay, Proctor, Washburn, 

vis, Lodge. goay, White, 
Dolph, Me ib om, Wilsor, 
Gallinger, Mills, Roach, Wolcott. 
Gordon, Mitchellof Oreg. Shoup, 
Harris, Morgan, Smith, 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senate decides that the amend- 
ment is not in order. 

Mr. PEFFER. Saturday, in the hurry of preparation, an 
amendment was adopted on my suggestion on page 16, coming in 
after line 15. Upon looking it over I find that there are a few 
words that ought not to have been incorporated. The words are, 
‘or the edible products of the same.” In order that I may make 
it clear to the Senate I want to have those words stricken out. I 
will read the paragraph. 

Mr. CALL. What is the page? 

Mr. PEFFER. Onpage 16. It was the amendment adopted on 
my suggestion concerning meat products. I will read the amend- 
ment as it was adopted, and then call the attention of Senators to 
the particular words: 

The Secretary is hereby authorized to make such rules and regulations as 
he may decide to be necessary to prevent the transportation from cne State 
or Territory or the District of Columbia into any other State or Territory 
or the District of Columbia, or to any foreign country, of the condemned 
carcasses or parts of carcasses of cattle, sheep, and swine. 

Now, I want the next words that I now read, ‘‘or the edible 
products of the same,” to be stricken out. Of course if the car- 
casses have been condemned there would not be any edible por- 
tion of them. 

Mr. CALL and Mr. GORMAN. That is accepted. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Without objection, the amendment 
will be modified as suggested by the Senator from Kansas. 

Mr. GORMAN. On page 23 of the bill, at the end of line 17, I 
move to insert the following proviso: 

Provided, That not more than $1,200 of said amount shall be expended for 
compensation and traveling expenses of local or special agents. 

Mr. CALL. I do not see any propriety in that amendment. 
The matter is left to the Secretary of Agriculture. 

Mr.GORMAN. That is precisely whatI want to guardagainst. 
The provision as it here stands is the appropriation of alumpsum 
of $15,000 for examinations. In every bill we fix the amount that 
ought to be allowed for the compensation of special agents, so as 
to have the money used for what it is intended and not disposed 
of in the employment of people. 

Mr. CALL. e have no information here that $1,200 will be 
sufficient compensation for the number of agents who are to go 
over this country, and it may entirely paralyze the appropriation. 

Mr. GORMAN. Question. 

Mr. KYLE. I submit thatat the bottom of page 3 the salary of 
each one of these persons is fixed in the bill. It is done every- 


where. These persons are to travel over the country and collect 
grasses. They are practically inspectors, so to speak, and $1,200 
and expenses is sufficient. 


Mr. CALL. Let us have a vote. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on the motion of the 
Senator from Maryland [Mr. Gorman]. 
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The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. GORMAN. On 24, at the end of line 4, I move to in- 
sert the following proviso, which is the same exactly as the one 
just offered: 


Provided, That not more than $1,200 of said amount shall be expended for 
compensation of local and special agents. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended. 

Mr. PASCO. lask that there be a separate vote taken upon 
the gypsy-moth amendment, the amendment offered by the 
junior Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. Lop@E]. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment indicated will be 
reserved for a separate vote. The question is on concurring in 
the other amendments made as in Committee of the Whole. 

The amendments were concurred in. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on concurring in the 
reserved amendment adopted on motion of the Senator from 
Massachusetts [Mr. LODGE]. 

ae coments he Senator from Massachusetts does not appear 
to 1ere. 

Mr. CHANDLER and Mr. PETTIGREW. Let us have the 
yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered; and the Secretary proceeded 
to call the roll. : ’ 

Mr. COKE (when his name was called). I am paired with the 
Senator from Oregon [Mr. DoLPH]. ; 

Mr. DAVIS (when his name was called). Iam paired with the 
Senator from Indiana [Mr. TuRPIE]. " 

Mr. McPHERSON (when his name was called). I am paired 
with the Senator from Delaware [Mr. Hicains].  __ ; 

Mr. VILAS (when his name was called). Iam paired with the 
Senator from Oregon [Mr. MITCHELL], but I suggest to the Sena- 
tor from Minnesota [Mr. Davis] that we exchange our pairs and 
vote. 

Mr. DAVIS. Very well. 

Mr. VILAS. I vote ‘‘nay.” : : 

Mr. WHITE (when his name wascalled). Iam paired with the 
Senator from Idaho [Mr. SHovup]. 

The roll call was concluded. 

Mr. DAVIS. I vote ‘‘yea.” ae 

Mr. GALLINGER. 1 have a general pair with the junior Sen- 
ator from Texas [Mr. MILs]. : 

Mr. HALE (after having voted in the affirmative). I am paired 
with the Senator from North Carolina [Mr. Ransom] and with- 
draw my vote. 

Mr. CAFFERY (after having voted in the negative). I havea 
general pair with the Senator from Montana [Mr. Power]. I 
voted, but I do not see the Senator from Montana in the Chamber, 
and I withdraw my vote. 

Mr. HARRIS. I ask if the Senator from Vermont [Mr. Mor- 
RILL] is recorded as voting? phe 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. He has not voted, the Chair is ad- 


vised. 

Mr. HARRIS. I am paired with that Senator, but I will trans- 
fer my pair to the Senator from Indiana [Mr. VOORHEES], who is 
absent, and let my vote stand. 

The result was announced—yeas 29, nays 21; as follows: 


YEAS—29. 
McMillan, 
Manderson, 
Mantle, 


Allen, 
Allison, 
Call, 
Cameron, 
Carey, 
Chandler, oar, 

Clark, Jones of Nev. 
Davis, Kyle, 


Bate, Cockrell, 
Berry, Daniel, 
Blackburn, Faulkner, McLa 
Batis : Gorman, | eng 
atier, er, 
Camden, Harris, Pasco, 
NOT VOTING—37. 


Aldrich, Mitchell of Oreg. 

Blanchard, Morrill, 

Burrows, iggins, Murphy, 

Caffery, H Power, 

Coke, Pritchard, White, 

Cullom, Ransom, Wilson, 
Lodge, Wolcott. 


Dolph, Roach, 
flee. em, 
aan" Smith, 
So the amendment was concurred in. : 
Mr. ALLEN. I nowrenew the amendment I offered as in Com- 
mittee of the Whole. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment proposed by the 
Senator from Nebraska will be stated. 
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The Secretary. Insert after line 15 on page 9: 


For the paxpose of purchasing and distributing seeds and seed ins 
among the drought, frost, or fire stricken inhabitants of the United States by 
the Secretary of Agriculture,and in his discretion, under such rules as he 
may prescribe, the sum of ,000, or so much thereof as may be necessary; 
the same to be made imm: tely available. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair will state to the Senator 
from Nebraska that the Senate has passed upon the amendment 
and determined that it is not in order. 

Mr. ALLEN. I supposed it would be held to be not in order. 
I desire to call attention to the distinction made between the moth 
amendment and the seed amendment. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair has stated the action of 
the Senate in regard to it. 

The amendments were ordered to be engrossed and the bill to be 
r a third time. 

The bill was read the third time, and passed. 


COINAGE OF SILVER, 


Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I move that the Senate proceed to 
the consideration of Senate bill 2642, Order of Business 958, 

Mr. HALE (at 5 o’clock and 50 minutes p. m.). . Pending that 
motion, I move that the Senate do now adjourn. 

Mr. BUTLER. Let us have the yeas and nays on the motion 
to adjourn. 

Mr. HOAR. The first motion has not yet been stated from 
the Chair. The title of the bill moved by the Senator from Ar- 
kansas should be stated. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair will state the pending 
question. The Senator from Arkansas moves that the Senate pro- 
ceed to the consideration of the bill indicated by him. 

Mr. HOAR. What is that bill? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. For information the title of the bill 
will be read. 

The Secretary. A bill (S. 2642) providing for the issue of 
bonds, the coinage of silver, and for other purposes. 

Mr. HALE. That would displace the regular order of business. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on the motion of the 
Senator from Maine that the Senate do now adjourn. 

Mr. BUTLER. On that I call for the yeas and nays. 

Mr. CALL. Iask the Senator to withdraw the motion that I 
may move to take up the Indian appropriation bill. 

r. JONES of Arkansas. There is a motion pending. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair can not entertain that 
motion at this time. The motion of the Senator from Maine is 
the pending —. 

Mr. BUTLER. On that I call for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered; and the Secretary proceeded 
to call the roll. 

Mr. COKE (when his name was called). Iam paired with the 
Senator from Oregon [Mr. DoLPH]. 

Mr. DUBOIS (when his name was called). I am paired with 
the junior Senator from New Jersey [Mr. Smitu], but I will trans- 
fer that pair to my colleague [Mr. SHovup] so as to enable the 
Senator from California [Mr. WHITE] and myself to vote, I vote 
“nay.” 

Mr. GALLINGER (when his name was called). I will —_ 
announce my pair with the junior Senator from Texas [ Mr. 


MILLs}. 

Mr. HARRIS (when his name was called). I am paired with 
the Senator from Vermont [Mr. MorriLu], but I transfer that 
pair to the Senator from Indiana [Mr. VoorHEEs]. I vote ‘‘nay.” 

Mr. HILL (when his name was called). I am paired ordinaril 
with the junior Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. LopGe], but 
am assured by his colleague that he would vote ‘‘ yea” if present, 
and I will therefore vote. I vote ‘‘ yea.” 

Mr. McMILLAN (when his name was called). I shoutd like to 
inquire if the Senator from Louisiana [Mr. BLANCHARD] has voted. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. He has not voted, the Chair is ad- 


Mr. McMILLAN. I vote ‘‘ yea,” transferring my pair with the 
Senator from Louisiana [Mr. BLANCHARD] to my colleague [Mr. 
Burrows}. 

Mr. PASCO (when his name was called). I am paired with the 
Senator from North Carolina [Mr. PrircHarpD}. 

Mr. VILAS (when his name was called). I will transfer my 
~ with the Senator from Oregon [Mr. MiTcHELL] to the junior 

nator from Massachusetts [Mr. LODGE] and vote. Ivote ‘' yea.” 

Mr. BERRY. The Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. LopGE] 
is paired, by an arrangement with his colleague, with the Senator 
from Kansas [Mr. Martin]. 

Mr. VILAS. This pair was announced with the Senator from 
New York [Mr. Hrt1j, and the Senator from New York voted 
because the Senator from Massachusetts agreed with him. 

Mr. BERRY. An arrangement was made by which the junior 





ae a ee ee 
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Senator from Massachusetts and the junior Senator from Kansas 
stand paired. : 

Mr. HOAR. The arrangement to pair my colleague was just 
made, wiih seconds ago. 

Mr. VILAS. Oh. 

Mr. HARRIS. I su ted that the Senator from Massachu- 
setts be paired with the Senator from Kansas. 

Mr. VILAS. At the suggestion of his colleague [Mr. Drxon] I 
will transfer my pair with the Senator from Oregon [Mr. Mrrcu- 
ELL] to the Senator from Rhode Island [Mr. ALDRICH] and vote 
“c ea.” 

Mr. HOAR. I understand that my collea Des LoDGE] 
stands paired with the Senator from Kansas [Mr. MARTIN]. 

The roll call was concluded. : 

Mr. BRICE (after having voted in the affirmative). I voted 
when my name was called, but I am paired with the junior Sena- 
tor from Colorado [Mr. WoLcott]. Unless a transfer of pairs 
can be arranged I withdraw my vote. : 

Mr. HARRIS (after having voted in the negative). The Sena- 
tor from Indiana [Mr. VooRHEES] has come into the Chamber and 
voted. I withdraw my vote. 

Mr. PERKINS (after having voted in the negative). I a 
paired with the Senator from North Dakota [Mr. Roacu], but 2 
understand if he were present he would vote ‘‘ nay.” 

Mr. TELLER. He would vote “nay” if present. ; 

Mr. PERKINS. Iwill permit my vote to stand unless his col- 
league advises me that I ought to withdraw it. 

The result was ‘anouncel yoke 17, nays 36; as follows: 


ng = motion to proceed to the consideration of an appropriation or rev- 
enue bill. 


Second. A motion to proceed to the consideration of any other bill on the 
Calendar, which motion shall not be open to amendment. 

Mr. BUTLER. Let me make an inquiry. The rule which the 
Senator from Maryland has just read states that a motion to pro- 
ceed to the consideration of an a pe bill or a revenue bill 
takes precedence of any other. ow, the point I wish to make is 
this: The motion to take up an appropriation bill having come in 
after a motion made by the Senator from Arkansas, does that rule 


apply? 
. HALE. Undoubtedly. 
Mr.BUTLER. That motion of the Senator from Arkansas was 
pending at the time the Senator from Florida made his motion. 
Mr. RMAN. If the Senator will permit me, I will read the 
last clause of the rule, which answers the Senator’s question: 


Each of the foregoing motions— 
A motion to take up an appropriation bill being first— 


shall be decided without debate, and shall have precedence in the order above 
named, and may be submitted as in the nature and with all the rights of 
questions of order. 


Mr. BUTLER. Does that rule mean that that motion shall 
— while another motion is pending and the Senator is on the 

oor? 

Mr. GORMAN. It means that a motion to proceed to the con- 
sideration of an appropriation bill or a revenue bill is in order, 
and takes precedence of any other motion in this body, and it 
must be decided in that way. 


YEAS—Ii. Mr.HALE. And is almost always made pending some other 
et cee MES mation 
ey, wiey, anderson, ° : . : ° 
Chandler, Hil Mitchell of Wis. _ Mr. GORMAN. Yes, always. It is just like a motion to ad- 
vis, Hoar, Platt, journ. 4 s 
Dixon, McMillan, Proctor, Mr. BUTLER. I did not understand the.Senator from Maine. 
NAYS—36. Mr. HALE. Following the same line of thought as the Senator 
Allen, Daniel, Jones of Nev. Pugh, from Maryland [Mr. Gorman], I said that the motion to proceed 
Bate, oo en ai — to the consideration of an appropriation bill or a revenue bill is 
Berry, ee almost always made, because it is privileged by the rules, pending 
Blackburn, George, Mantle, Stewart, MW . ; § 
Butler, Gibson, Morgan, Teller, some other motion when the Senate has another bill under con- 
Call, Gorman, eal oon sideration or when a motion is made to take up another bill. I 
Toeaneets oa Perkin Walsh, think there can be no doubt about it. 
Clark, Jones of Ark. Pettigrew, White. Mr. HILL. The rule says that such a motion shall have pref- 
NOT VOTING—#. rence. ' 

Aldrich Gallinger, Martin Sherman, Mr. CHANDLER. I desire to call the attention of the Chair to 
+ ' a . . ® . 
Blanchard, Gordon, Mills, Shoup, the language of Rule XXII, under which a motion to adjournhas 

Brice, Gray, ee of Oreg. wa . wngeotines, and where various motions are recited. 

BELO WS, , . ; \ AR. And it is in order pending other motions. 

, rris, hy, Washburn, 2 : P 
Gockrall, Higgins, Panc, 2 Wilson, _ Mr. CHANDLER. Yes, pending other motions. After recit- 
Coke, Irby, Power, Wolcott. ing motions in their order the rule says: 

Cullom, Lindsay, Pritchard, 
Dolph, Lodge, Roach, Which several motions shall have precedence as they stand arranged. 














So the Senate refused to adjourn. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I now ask for a vote on my motion. 

Mr. HALE. Let us have the yeas and are on that. 

Mr. BUTLER. ILobject to taking up the bill moved by the Sen- 
ator from Arkansas. . 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Let us have the yeas and nays. 

Mr. GORMAN. Irise to a question of aa. The Senator 
from Arkansas has moved to proceed to the consideration of the 
bill designated by him. The Senator from Florida [Mr. CaL1] 
ie to proceed to the consideration of the Indian appropriation 


Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Isuggestthat the Senator from Florida 
has made no such motion. He not had the floor. I had the 
floor and made the motion, and I am entitled to a vote on the mo- 
tion I have made. 

Mr. GORMAN. That is the ve oint I raise. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. TheC will hear the point of order. 

Mr. GORMAN. I understood the Chair to decide that the mo- 
tion of the Senator from Florida was out of order. Am I correct? 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. There.was no motion made by the 
Senator from Florida. 

Mr. GORMAN. Isubmit it to the Chair. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair will ask for information, 
what was the motion of the Senator from Florida? 

Mr. CALL. After the Senator from Arkansas had made his 
motion to proceed to the consideration of the silver bill, I moved 
to take up the Indian appropriation bill, and the Chair replied 
_— he could not entertain the motion. That is the statement of 

act. 


Mr. GORMAN. I submit that under Rule IX the motion to 
proceed to the consideration of an a bill takes preced- 
ence of the motion of the Senator from Arkansas. I read 
from the rule as follows: 

The following motions shall be in order at any time as privileged motions, 


save as against a motion to adjourn, or to proceed to the consideration of ex- 
ecutive business, or questions of privilege, to wit: 


The rule from which the Senator from Maryland has read uses 
these words: 


And shall have precedence in the order above named. 


And the idea that this precedence is blotted out if a subsidiary 
or inferior motion is first made, which seems to be the suggestion 
of the Senator from South Carolina [Mr. BuTLER], is not tenable. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I presume the Chair would hold if 
the motion of the Senator from Florida to proceed to the consider- 
ation of the Indian a bill should be voted down by 
the Senate, that then the Senate can proceed to the consideration 
of the Senate bill 2642 on my motion, if a majority of the Senate 
should favor that action? 

Mr. HALE and others. Undoubtedly. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Under the rule to which the atten- 
tion of the Chair has been called by the Senator from Maryland 
Low GORMAN] and other Senators, the Chair is compelled to hold 
that the motion of the Senator from Florida is a privileged motion, 
which takes precedence under Rule [X of any other motion ex- 
cept a motion to adjourn. That isso clear that there can be no 
controversy about it, and the Chair, therefore, entertains the mo- 
tion of the Senator from Florida. 

Mr. BUTLER. Then, Mr. President, upon that motion of the 
Senator from Florida I call for the yeas and nays. 

Mr. VOORHEES. Would that motion made by the Senator 
from Florida be good as against the motion of the Senator from 
Arkansas if the Senator from Arkansas was on the floor? The 
Senator from Florida did not have the floor to make any motion. 

Mr. BUTLER. That is the inquiry I made. 

Mr. VOORHEES. That is a question of fact. I understand 
the fact to be that the Senator from Arkansas had the floor, and 
that the Senator from Florida does not contend that he had the 
floor over the Senator from Arkansas to make any motion. 

Mr. HILL. He can now make it. 

Mr. HOAR. The Senator from Arkansas had exhausted his 
privilege when he made his motion. 
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Mr. VOORHEES. These are questions of fact. I have heard 
the statements of both Senators, and I state the facts correctly. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Lrise to a question of order. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator will state his point of 
order. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. In case the majority of the Senate 
should vote down the motion of the Senator from Florida, then 
the motion which I have presented, I presume, will be before the 
Senate for its action. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair has no doubt that is cor- 
rect. The Chair desires to say in response to the parliamentary 
inquiry of the Senator from Indiana [Mr. VoornEss]} that the 
Chair was addressed by two Senators, and perhaps ge than 
two, at the same time. The Senator from Arkansas [Mr. Jones} 
Was recognized and made his motion. The Senator from Florida 
{Mr. CAL] then stated the motion, which was afterwards stated 
by the Senator from Maryland [Mr. GORMAN]. The Chair was 
compelied to recognize the motion to which the rule gives prece- 
dence, and submits that to the Senate itself for the determination 
of the Senate as to whether it will entertain the motion of the 
Senator from Florida or that of the Senator from Arkansas. 

Mr. BUTLER. Ido not think there is any question about it. 
I think it is generally conceded that a motion to proceed to the 
consideration of an appropriation bill takes precedence, and if that 
be the view of the Senate, upon the motion of the Senator from 
Florida I call for the yeas and ~« e 

The yeas and nays were order 

Mr. BATE. As to the status of the particular point ‘involved I 
wish to say that I was close to the Senator from Ar and the 
Senator from Florida. I was struggling to get the attention of 
the President of the Senate to introduce a bill. The Senator from 
Arkansas had the floor, having been recognized by the Chair, and 
I failed to secure recognition to get my bill introduced because of 
the fact that that Senator had the floor. Meanwhile the Senator 
from Florida rose and made his motion to take up the Indian ap- 
—— bill, but the Chair had already recognized the Senator 

om Arkansas, who still remained stan ng. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair has stated the rule as he 
understands it. It is for the Senate to decide. On the motion of 
the Senator from Florida the Secretary will call the roll. 

Mr. BUTLER. Mr. President—— 

Mr. FRYE and others. Regular order. 

Mr. BUTLER. Before the vote is taken I desire to announce 
the fact that if the motion of the Senator from Florida shall be 
voted down I shall move the consideration of House bill 7273, to 
amend the interstate-commerce law. 

Mr. HALE. The Senator has not the floor to do that. The 
Senator from Arkansas has the floor. 

Mr. BUTLER. I understand the Senator from Arkansas has 
the floor, but I think perhaps I may be able to get it before this 


time to-morrow. 

Mr. FRYE and others. Regular order. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Secretary will call the roll. 

Mr. GEORGE. Mr. President—— 

The Secretary called the name of Mr. ALDRICH. 

Mr. GEORGE. I addressed the Chair before any response was 
made to the roll call. 

Mr. FRYE and others. Too late. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair will recognize the Sena- 
tor from Mississippi. 

Mr. GEORGE. I rise to make a parliamentary aera? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The C hear the Senator's in- 
quiry 

Mr. GEORGE. I in uire, first, what is the  peoting ee 
= ~ Calendar, the unfinished business; is it not the bankruptc 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. That bill is the unfinished business. 

Mr. GEORGE. I desire to make a further inquiry: If the 
pains motion prevails, will not that displace the bankruptcy 

from being the unfinished business? 

Several Senators. Certainly. 

Mr.GEORGE. If that be so, yt desire the Senate to understand 
what they are doing. 

Mr. HALE. It would be equally true that the bankruptcy bill 
would be displaced if the motion of the Senator from Arkansas 
should prevail. 

Mr. GEORGE. I understand that. i 

a HALE. That will dispiave the bankruptcy bill just the 
i FRYE. 
Mr. CALL. I 


order. 

to say a single word. 

Mr. STEWART. Lobject to debate. Debate is out of order. 
Mr. CALL. I do notwanttedebate. I rise to aquestion of per- 


sonal parliamentary privile; 
Objection is made. 


Mr. att tT. 
Mr. CALL. 
ment. 
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The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair will hear the Senator, if 
there be no objection. 

Mr. CALL. Iwascharged by the Committee on Appropriations 
with the duty of making the motion I have made, and to press the 
appropriation bills until they are completed. I ‘should not have 
any objection to the consideration of the bill which the Senator 
from Arkansas has moved to take up but for the instructions of 
the committee. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Secretary will call the roll. 

The Secretary proceeded to call the roll. 

Mr. COKE (when his name was called). 
Senator from Oregon [Mr. DoLPH]. 

Mr. DUBOIS (when his name was called). I transfer my pair 
with the Senator from New J ersey [Mr. Smitu] to my colleague 
[Mr. SHoup] and vote ‘‘ nay.” 

Mr. FAULKNER (when his name was called). 
with the Senator from Delaware [Mr. Hicains]. 

Mr. GALLINGER (when his name was called). I will an- 
nounce my omy pes ir with the junior Senator from Texas [Mr. M1L1s}. 

Mr. HARRIS (when his name was called). I have a general 

air with the Senator from Vermont [Mr. Mori], but I trans- 
er that yy to the junior Senator from South arolina [ Mr. 
IrnBy] and I vote ‘‘ nay.” 

Mr. HOAR (when Mr. Lopar’s name was called). My col- 
league [Mr. LoDGE], who is absent from the Chamber, is paired 
with the Senator from Kansas [Mr. Martin]. If my colleague 
were here he would vote “ yea.” 

Mr. McMILLAN (when his name was called). I transfer my 
pair with the Senator from Louisiana (Mr. BLANCHARD] to my 
colleagu ae ‘tr, BuRRows] and I vote “ yea.’ 

Mr. PASCO (when his name was called). I transfer my pair 
with the Senator from North Carolina [Mr. PrircHarp] to the 
Senator from Kentucky — LINDSAY] and vote ‘‘ yea.” 

Mr. PERKINS (when his named was called). I atm paired with 
the Senator from North Dakota [Mr. Roacu], but I am informed 
that he would vote ‘‘nay” on this question if present, and I vote 
“nay. ” 

Mr. VILAS (when his name was called). I transfer my pair 
with the Senator from Oregon [Mr. MITCHELL] to the Senator 
from Rhode Island [Mr. ALDRICH] and vote “ yea.” 

The roll call was concluded. 

Mr. BRICE yee having voted in the affirmative). I voted in- 
advertently. Ihave a general pair with the junior Senator from 
Colorado [Mr. WoLcoTT], who I observe is not present, and there- 
fore I withdraw my vote. 

Mr. PETTIGRE IT have been requested by the Senator from 
Minnesota [Mr. WASHBURN a nacre that he is paired with 
the Senator from Missouri [Mr. Vest}. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I will Meanatex my pair with the Senator 
from Texas [Mr. MIL xa} ito the Senator from Ohio [Mr. SHERMAN] 
and vote. I vote ‘* yea 

The result was announced—yeas 26, nays 30; as follows: 


YEAS—26. 


ee Hoar, Platt, 
Gallinger, McMillan, Proctor, 
Gibson, McPherson, ay, 

; Manderson, nsom, 
Hale Mitchell of Wis. Vilas. 
Hawley, Palmer, 
Hill Sco, 


I am paired with the 


I am paired 


Allison, 
Blackburn, 


NAYS—30. 

Dubois, McLaurin, Stewart, 
te, George, Mantle, Teller, 

Berry, Hansbrough, Morgan, Turpie, 
Butler, Harris, Peffer, wo 
Camden, Hunton, Perkins, Walsh 
Jones of Ark. Pettigrew, 
Jones of Ney. Pugh, 
Kyle, Squire, 


NOT VOTING—431. 
Dol Tertin, 


Fau Tr, Mills 
Gordon, Mite hell of Oreg. 
Morrill 
Murphy , 
Pee 
Roach, 


Cameron, 


So the motion was not agreed to. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Now I ask for a vote on my motion 
that the Senate proceed to the consideration of the bill (8. 2642) 
providing for issue of bonds, the coinage of silver, and for 
other purposes. 

Mr. HALE. Let us have the yeas and nays on that motion. 

The and nays were ordered. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Secretary will call the roll. 

Mr. HALE. T rise to a parliamentary question. 

Mr. GEORGE. I rise to a parliamentary question. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Chair will entertain one at a 
time. The Senator from Maine is first recognized. 











1895. 





Mr. HALE. The pending business, the unfinished business 
before the Senate, is the bankruptcy bill, so known. I ask the 


Chair, if the motion of the Senator from Arkansas shall prevail, 
whether the bill he has in charge,and which he has moved to take 
up, will not take the place of the bankruptcy bill and become the 
unfinished business? 

Mr. BLACKBURN and Mr. PUGH. We understand that. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair thinks there is no doubt 
the statement of the Senator from Maine is correct. 

Mr. HALE. The Senate ought to understand it. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. We do fully. : 

Mr. HALE. Then the bill for the coinage of silver will be the 
unfinished business? 

Mr. PUGH. That is just what we are voting for. _ 

Mr. GEORGE. I was about to make the same parliamentary 
inquiry which has been made by the Senator from Maine. 

twish to be indulged to say that, while I am in favor of the 
silver bill, I am also in favor of the bankruptcy bill and shall 
vote ‘“‘nay ” on the pending motion. : E 

Mr. VOORHEES. I am in favor of the bankruptcy bill as it 
came here from the House of Representatives for the first time 
in my life, but the vote which takes up the bill referred to by the 
Senator from Arkansas and passes it can restore the bankruptcy 
bill to its place as the regular order. 

Mr. PUGH. Yes. 

Mr. HALE. At some time. 

Mr. BUTLER. I am in favor of the bankruptcy bill and I am 
also in favor of the bill of the Senator from Arkansas; but I de- 
sire to give notice that if the motion of the Senator from Arkan- 
sas shall orevail I shall ask that that measure be temporarily laid 
aside with a view of taking up House bill 7273 to amend an act 
to regulate commerce, and upon that I shall ask for the yeas and 


nays. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. That is not in order. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. I make the point of order that debate is 
not in order. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Secretary will call the roll on 
the motion of the Senator from Arkansas to proceed to the con- 
sideration of the bill named by him. 

The Secretary proceeded to call the roll. ; 

Mr. BRICE (when his name was called). I transfer my pair 
with the Senator from Colorado [Mr. WoLcotTT] to the junior 
Senator from New York |Mr. MurpHy] and vote “nay.” — 

Mr. COKE (when his name was called), I am paired with the 
Senator from Oregon [Mr. DoLpuH]. : 

Mr. DUBOIS (when his name was called). I transfer my pair 
with the junior Senator from New Jersey [Mr. SurrH} to my col- 
league [Mr. Shoup] and vote. I vote “‘yea.” If my colleague 
were present he would vote ‘‘ yea.” : 

Mr. FAULKNER (when his name was called). I am paired on 
this question with the Senator from Delaware [Mr. Hiaarns}. 

Mr. GALLINGER (when his name was called). I am paired 
with the junior Senator from Texas [Mr. Raa. 

Mr. GORMAN (when his name was called). On this vote Iam 
paired with the Senator from North Dakota [Mr. Roacu}. 

Mr. HARRIS (when his name was called). I transfer my pair 
with the Senator from Vermont [Mr. MorRiL1] to the junior Sena- 
tor from South Carolina [Mr. IrBy] and vote ‘‘ yea.” 

Mr. McMILLAN (when hisname was called). Under the trans- 
- of pairs I have heretofore announced I am at liberty to vote. 

vote ‘* nay.” 

Mr. PASCO (when his name was called). I again announce 
the transfer of my pair with the Senator from North Carolina 
[Mr. PRITCHARD] to the Senator from Kentucky [Mr. Linpsay] 
and vote ‘‘ ner 

Mr. PERKINS (when his name was called). I am paired with 
the Senator from North Dakota oe Roacu]. I am informed 
that if that Senator were present he would vote in the affirma- 
tive. I therefore vote. I vote “‘ yea.” 

Mr. VILAS (when his name was called). On this vote I trans- 
fer the pair I had with the Senator from Oregon [Mr. MITCHELL} 
to the Senator from Rhode Island [Mr. ALDRICH] and vote “ nay.” 

The roll call was concluded. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I will transfer my pair with the junior 
Senator from Texas [Mr. Mriis] to the Senator from Ohio [Mr. 
SHERMAN] and vote “nay.” 

Mr. DIXON. My colleague [Mr. ALDRICH], who is absent, is 
oe on this vote with the Senator from Oregon [Mr. MiTcHELL]. 

f present — coll would vote “nay.” 
r. ALLISON (after voting in the negative). I am paired with 
uri [Mr. COCKRELL] and voted under 


the senior Senator from Misso 
&@ misapprehension; but I will allow my vote to stand and transfer 
= = to the Senator from Illinois [Mr. CuLLom] if he is not 
red. 
Mr. FRYE. Iwish toannounce that the Senator from Missouri 
Mr. Vest] has been paired on all these votes for the last two 
urs with the Senator from Minnesota (Mr. WASHBURN). 
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Mr. CAFFERY. I have a general pair with the Senator from 
Montana [Mr. Power], and in his absence I withhold my vote. 
The result was announced—yeas 30, nays 27; as follows: 


YEAS—20. 
Allen, Daniel, MecLauri Stewart, 
Bate, —, Teller, 
Berry, Hansbrough, Morgan, Turpie, 
Blackburn, Harris, Peffer, Voorhees, 
Butler, Hunton, Perkins, Walsh, 
Call, Jones of Ark. Pettigrew, White. 
Cameron, Jones of Nev. Phgh, 
Clark, Kyle, Squire, 

NAYS—27. 
Allison, =z>. Hill, Pasco, 
Brice, Gallinger, Hoar, Platt. 
Camden, George, McMillan, Proctor, 
Carey, Gibson, McPherson, uay, 
Chandler, Gray, Manderson, nsom, 
Davis, Hale, Mitchell of Wis. Vilas. 
Dixon, Hawley. imer, 

NOT VOTING—3. 

Aldrich, Faulkner, Milis, Shoup, 
Blanchard, Gordon, Mitchell of Oreg. Smith, 
Burrows, Gorman, Morrill, Vest, 
Caffery, Higgins, Murphy, Washburn, 
Cockrell, Irby, Power, Wilson, 
Coke, Lindsay, Pritchard, Wolcott. 
Cullom, Lodge, Roach, 
Dolph, Martin, Sherman, 


So the motion was agreed to. 

oun JONES of Arkansas, Mr. PALMER, and others addressed the 
‘hair. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Arkansas is recog- 
nized. The bill which the Senate has just voted to take up will 
be stated by title. 

The SEcrRETARY. A bill (S. 2642) providing for the issue of 
bonds, the coinage of silver, and for other purposes. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. In view of the lateness of the session 
and the necessity for economizing time as much as possible, and 
in view of the fact that every member of the Senate has his mind 
made up whether he will or will not vote for this bill, I ask unani- 


| mous consent thatsome hour may be fixed on to-morrow at which 


a vote may be taken. 

Several Senators. Now! Now! 

Mr. HALE. There are too many absentees to vote now. 

Mr. BUTLER. Oh, no. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I should be glad to have a vote now, 
as there isa ——— present. 

Mr. DAN . Every Senator is paired who is not. here. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I should be glad to have the vote 
taken now. 

Mr. HALE and Mr. FRYE. Say 1 o’clock to-morrow. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I am willing to have it fixed for to- 
morrow at 1 o’clock. 

Mr. HOAR. I think the Senator had better ask that consent 
to-morrow. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I ask unanimous consent that at 2 
o’clock to-morrow the vote be taken on this bill and the amend- 
ments to it without further debate. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection? 

Mr. PLATT. Yes. 

Mr. VILAS. I object. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. There is objection. 

a oo BUTLER. Thenlet us havea vote this evening, Mr. Presi- 
ent. 

Mr. GEORGE. Let us vote before adjourning. 

Mr. HALE. The Senator sees that of course it will be impossi- 
ble to get a vote to-night, beginning the consideration of the pill 
at this hour. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I recognize that fact and I was just 
going to say that I shall move that the Senate adjourn, and that 
to-morrow I shail ask the Senate to remain in session until there 
is a vote on this bill. 

Mr. GORMAN, Mr. PLATT, and others. That is right. 

Mr. HALE. You can not get a vote to-night. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. T move that the Senate adjourn. 

Mr. BUTLER. Will the Senator withdraw that motion one 
moment? 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. For what purpose? 

Mr. HALE. Regular order. 

Mr. BUTLER. I ask the Senator from Arkansas to withdraw 
his motion for one moment. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I think that the Senate ought to ad- 
journ. I-move that the Senate adjourn. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on the motion of the 
Senator from Arkansas. 

The motion was agreed to; and (at 6 o’clock and 27 minutes 
p. m.) the Senate adjourned until to-morrow, Tuesday, February 
19, 1895, at 12 o’clock m. 
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HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 


MonpDaAy, February 18, 1895. 
The House met at 12 o’clock m. Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. 
E. B. BaGsy. 
alg ournal of the proceedings of Saturday was read and ap- 
proved. 
REPRESSION OF THE AFRICAN SLAVE TRADE. 


The SPEAKER laid before the House a letter from the Acting 
Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting an estimate of appropri- 
ations submitted by the Secretary of State to meet the s of 
the United States in the repression of the African slave trade; 
which was referred to the Committee on Appropriations, and 
ordered to be printed. 


TERRITORIAL COURTS, UTAH. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the Housea letter from the Act- 
ing Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting estimate of deficiency 
in apes for expenses of the Territorial courts of Utah; 
which was referred to the Committee on Appropriations, and or- 
dered to be printed. 

WOODS HOLL, MASS. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the Act- 
ing Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting estimate of appropria- 
tions for repairing the harbor of refuge at Woods Holl, ion.. 
submitted by the Fish Commission; which was referred to the 
Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 

PRELIMINARY SURVEY, RIVER AND HARBOR IMPROVEMENTS. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House communications from 
the Secretary of War, transmitting reports of preliminary exam- 
ination by the Chief of Engineers of the following river and har- 
bor improvements; which were referred severally to the Commit- 
tee on Rivers and Harbors: 

Cape Lookout Harbor, North Carolina; North East River, North 
Carolina; Nanticoke River, Delaware; Canaveral Harbor, Florida, 
and mouth of Cranes Creek, Florida. 

DONATION OF CONDEMNED CANNON. 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House the amendments of 
the Senate to the joint resolution (H. Res. 209) authorizing the 
Secretary of War to deliver condemned cannon to Asher Gay- 
lord Post, Grand Army of the Republic, of Plymouth, Pa., and 
to Eckley B. Coxe Post, Grand Army of the Republic, of Free- 
land, Pa. 

The SPEAKER. The amendments of the Senate will be read. 

The amendments were read at length. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. I move to concur in the Senate amend- 
ments. 


The motion was nace to. 
On motion of Mr. OUTHWAITE, a motion to reconsider the last 
vote was laid on the table. 
REFERENCE OF SENATE BILLS. 


The SPEAKER laid before the House bills of the Senate of 
the following titles; which were severally referred as indicated, 


namely: 

A bill (S. 2726) to amend an act entitled ‘“‘An act to authorize 
the construction of a bridge over the Missouri River at or near 
the city of Lexington, Mo.,” approved July 26, 1894—to the Com- 
mittee on Commerce. 

A bill (S. 2365) for the relief of Northup & Chick—to the Com- 
mittee on Claims. 

A bill (S. 2877) for the relief of H.F. a postmaster 
at Rock Springs, Wyo.—to the Committee on Claims. 

THOMAS CORRIGAN. 


The SPEAKER. The Chair will also lay before the House at 
this time the action of the Senate on a House resolution recalling 
a bill. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of the Senate be directed to return to the 
House of Representatives, in compliance with its request, the bill (H. R. 5260) 
granting an increase of pension to Thomas Corrigan. 

Mr. HULL. Mr. Speaker, I have ae been talking with the 
chairman of the Committee on Invalid Pensions with reference 
to this bill, and I ask that it be withheld for a few minutes. 

The SPEAKER. The bill will be withheld temporarily on the 
table. 

MOUNT VERNON MILITARY BARRAOKS, ALA. 

Mr.CLARKE of Alabama. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous con- 
sent for the present consideration of the bill (H. R. 8680) grantin 
the Mount Vernon Military Reservation to the State o 
Alabama for public uses. 

The SPE . This bill was read on Saturday, but objection 
was made to its consideration at that time by the gentleman from 
New York [Mr, Payne]. The Chair is informed that the objec- 
tion is now withdrawn. The Clerk will report the bill. 

The bill was again read. 
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The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present considera- 
tion of the bill? 

There being no objection, the bill was considered, and ordered to 
be engrossed and read a third time; and being engrossed, it was 
accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

On motion of Mr. CLARKE of Ala a, a motion to reconsider 
the last vote was laid on the table. 


EUNICE TAYLOR. 


Mr. VAN VOORHIS of New York. Mr. Speaker, I ask unani- 
mous consent for the present consideration of the bill (H. R. 4792) 
granting a pension to Eunice Taylor, reported by the Committee 
on Pensions. 

The SPEAKER. The bill will be read, subject to the right of 
objection. 

The bill was read at length. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present considera- 
tion of the bill? 

Mr. JONES. I object. 

Mr. VAN VOORHIS of New York. I ask the gentleman to 
withhold his objection, at least for the present, to permit me to 
make a brief statement. 

Mr. JONES. Ihave no objection to that. 

The SPEAKER. Without objection, the gentleman from New 
York will be permitted to make a brief statement. 

Mr. VAN VOORHIS of New York. Mr. Speaker, Eunice Tay- 
lor, the beneficiary, served as a hospital nurse in the Army for over 
twelve months, seven months in the brigade hospital at Union 
Mills and Centerville in the latter part of 1862 and for part of 1863, 
and also five months and eighteen days at Fairfax Seminary Hos- 
pital, ending in June, 1875. A law was passed in 1892 ee to 
nurses who served six months a pension. It was found, by ae 
ence to the War Department, that she had served in Fairfax Semi- 
nary Hospital for five months and eighteen days, and she proved, 
by evidence beyond question, that she served in the Union Mills 
and Centerville brigade hospital for seven months. This seven 
months’ service did not appear in the War Department records, 
and was not counted by the Commissioner of Pensions, and as her 
services in the other hospital lacked twelve days of six months her 
pension wasrefused This brings the case squarely within the rules 
which govern Congress in passing pension bills. 

Now,some member of the minority of the committee thought 
she might have served asacook. There is no such evidence. 
have a letter from Dr. Charles 8. aa who is now the secretary 
of the Board of Charities of New York, one of the best Known 
and most reputable men in the United States, who was an assist- 
ant surgeon at the Union Mills and Centerville hospital and knew 
this lady, stating that he often saw her in the wards of the hos- 
pital ministering to the sick and wounded, and that it was neces- 
sary for her or any nurse to go to the kitchen occasionally to pre- 
pare diet for the sick people. He says Dr. Hammond, who had 
charge of the hospital, often spoke of the valuable services of this 
nurse, and he often heard the wounded and sick soldiers commend 
her very highly for her services as a nurse. This old lady is now 
sick and paralyzed, and completely helpless and destitute. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, there ought not to be any objection to the 
consideration of this bill. I believe that every member in this 
House indorses the sentiment of John Tobin, that— 

The man that lays his hand upon a woman, 


Save in the way of kindness, is a wretch 
Whom "twers gross flattery to name a coward. 


If there is such a man here, let him object to this bill. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present considera- 
tion of the bill? 

Mr. JONES. I — 

The SPEAKER. e gentleman from Virginia objects. 

Mr. VAN VOORHIS of New York. Shade of Martha Wash- 
ington; the man hails from Virginia. 

LIEUT. ROBERT B, TUBBS. 


Mr. WEADOCK. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for 
the present consideration of the bill (H.R. 5206) for the relief of 
Robert B. Tubbs. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Whereas on or about the 22d Gey of August, A. D. = Robert B. Tubbs, as 
lieutenant of Com lof the Eighth Regiment of Mic n Cavalry, was 
dishonorably d from the service of the United States by General Field 
et No. 7 of the Army of Ohio, with a forfeiture of all pay and allowances 
en due; an 
Whereas said order was based on the finding of a court of inquiry at which 
no opportunity was allowed said Tubbs to either disprove the es alleged 
t+ him or to produce any witnesses in his defense: Therefore, 
Be it enacted, ete., That said Robert B. Tubbs is hereby relieved from such 
dishonorable dismissal from the service of the United States, and such dis- 
missal and the finding of judgment of said court-martial and the said General 
Order No. 7is hereby declared void so far as it affects the said Robert B. 
Tubbs; and said Robert B. Tubbs shall be entitled to receive the pay and 
allowances of his rank due to him at the date of his dismissal, with pay and 
allowances of his rank for three months after the date of such dismissal from 
such service. And the Treasurer of the United States is ner authorized 
to pay the said Robert B. Tubbs the amount thatshall be found due him from 
any moneys in the Treasury of the United States not otherwise appropriated. 
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having been three years’ on duty at sea, three years shore duty. 
That is practically three years at home with his family, when he 
can set up housekeeping with the almost certainty of not being 
called to duty within that time; and so he alternates in periods of 
sea duty and three years at home until he is placed on the retired 
list by operation of law. The same is true of the army officer. 
Three years on duty on the frontier and then three years at some 
city post or at the capital; and how does the duty compare, even 
when the army officer is on the frontier? He has comfortable, 
roomy quarters, and if in command of the post he goes to sleep at 
night with the comfortable consciousness that his post is safely 
anchored and will not run on any rock and be wrecked whiie he 
sleeps, while the cutter officer must exercise almost constant vigi- 
lance to keep his vessel from being wrecked by icebergs or upon 
a rocky shore. Thereis no comparison between theservices. ‘The 
Revenue-Cutter Service is much more exacting and arduous, and 
requires much more care and responsibility. 

e highest grade in the cutter service is captain. The pay is 
$2,500 a year while on duty; eighteen hundred on waiting orders. 
This rank is equivalent to that of lientenant-commander in the 
Navy, which officer receives the first four years $2,800 per year, 
and after that three thousand, and goes on the retired list at 62 
years of age by operation of law, a forced retirement. ; 

A major in the Army is equivalent in rank to a captain in the 
cutier service. His pay is $2,500 for the first five years and 10 
per cent added for each five years’ service for twenty years, mak- 
ing his pay, after twenty years’ service, $3,500, and he goes on the 
retired list at 64, although he may be in the very prime and vigor 
of his usefulness. I find by hasty perusal of the Army Register 
that there are 476 officers of the Army on the retired list, not in- 
cluding 17 chaplains who are on the retired list, all of the latter 
class except three having been appointed since the war, and each 
drawing from $123 to $147 per month. It does seem to me that a 
revenue-cutter officer who has served for from twenty-five to 
sixty years is better entitled to go on a retired list with three- 
quarters pay than a chaplain who served nine years at some com- 
fortable post and goes on the retired list at almost full pay at his 
own request. 

The following is a list of the chaplains on the retired list of the 


Army 


| Appointed. Retired. | Service. 


Years. 


I find also on the retired list: 7 medical inspectors, 4 pay in- 
spectors, 7 paymasters, 3 assistant paymasters, 6navalconstructors, 
14 carpenters, 4 professors of mathematics, 1 civil engineer, 13 sail- 
makers. And yet, in view of this list, members are holding * 
their hands in holy horror at the idea of putting on the retire 
list a few old officers who have served for from twenty to fifty 
years in command of United States vessels and are now incapaci- 
tated. 

There are 87 vesscls in the Revenue-Cutter Service, of which 
number 6 are on the Pacific coast, namely, the Bear, Corwin, 
Rush, Grant, Hartly,and Walcott. The latter vessel has recently 
been stationed at San Diego; is a small vessel and unfitted for the 
rough northern waters. The Hartly is used as a boarding vessel 
at San Francisco, is in constant use from one year’s end to the 
other. The cther four are in almost constant and arduous serv- 
ice in the open sea on the North Pacific coast. I am not qualified 
to speak of the vessels in this service on the Atlantic and Gulf 
coasts, but I apprehend that the service on the New England 
coast is often as hazardous and attended with as great hardships 
as service on the North Pacific; but when I he sr one talking about 
these vesseis on the Pacific coast lying in port most of the time, 
and the officers dancing attendance on society, and ndin 
their time drinking wine, etc., I know he is talking throu 
his hat. There are 37 of these vessels in commission, but 211 offi- 
cers of all grades, including the su uated and disabled, who 
are on waiting orders. Only 8, or than 4 per cent, are on spe- 
cialduty. Nine are incharge of life-saving stations, the most dan- 

ous service of all. There are but 160 of all grades on vessels. 
Thirty-two are incapacitated for duty by reason of age or disabili- 
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ties incurred in the service; and yet we have the assurance of the 
Secretary of the Treasury, indeed of several Secretaries, that these 
revenue vessels have sailed more miles in the open sea than the 
whole Navy of the United States manned by 1,674 officers. But 
perhaps the Secretary of the Treasury is not as well posted on this 
service as some of the honorable members from the interior. 

Mr. Speaker, if it were desirable and for the efficiency of the 
Army and Navy that officers be retired when they become old, dis- 
abled, or have reached a certain age, that younger, more vigorous 
men might take their places, is it not equally desirable that this 
same rule be applied to the Revenne-Marine Service? Shall we ap- 
ply common sense to oneserviceand not toanother? Aman disabled 
in theline of dutyin the Army or Navy isplaced upon the retired list. 
Here we have a chaplain who has performed the arduous duty of 
that position for seven years placed on the retired list, because, 
forsooth, he had reached a certain age. But the captain who has 
been in the revenue service for sixty-three years, and is now 
94 years of age, having been in active service over forty years, 
can not be put upon that list, but must be kept on waiting 
orders while some heutenant is performing a captain’s duty. The 
officer that has been utterly disabled in this service for life can not 
beretired. Whatshall we do with such officers? Discharge them? 
Turn them off in their old age and helplessness? Common hu- 
manity forbids that. Why not apply sound common-sense rules 
tothis service as we doto the Army and Navy? If the retired list is 
necessary and proper for one to secure efficiency, the same neces- 
sity exists for extending it to the Revenue-Marine Service. 

Mr. MALLORY. Mr. Speaker, I reserve the balance of my five 
minutes. 

Mr. BRETZ. I yield ten minutes to the gentleman from Mis- 
souri [Mr. CLARK}. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Mr. Speaker, I want to say a few 
words to the Democratic side of this House. Iam neither the 
spiritual nor legal adviser of my Republican friends. They can 
do as they please. I am in no way responsible for their acts; but 
I have a rignt to appeal to Democrats. I will not be particeps to 
suck reckless extravagance, I care not who recommends it or 
from what source it emanates. It is wrong in principle and ruin- 
ous in its consequences. 

It has been so long since this bill has been discussed here that 
members are liable to forget what it is. If any Democrat on this 
floor votes for this bill, I intend that he shall distinctly under- 
stand that he is taking the initial step in laying the foundations 
for a pension roll from the civil list of this country, the ultimate 
expenditure for which no man can measure. The people of the 
United States are not ready for that step, wrong in theory and 
burdensome in practice. The generosity of this Government to- 
ward its soldiers and its sailors has been unexampled in the his- 
tory ef nations. We have a law that retires officers of the United 
States Army at the age of 64; we have another law that retires offi- 
cers of the Navy at the age of 62. Whatever gratitude the people 
of the United States may feel toward the Army and Navy has cer- 
tainly made itself abundantly manifest in those two laws. Now, 
here comes this bill and proposes to vest in the Secretary of the 
Treasury the power to call a board and retire aman of this Reve- 
nue-Marine Service and put him on three-fourths pay at any age, 
— the Secretary of the Treasury happens to think it advis- 
able. 

My friend from California [Mr. Bowers] says that this bill will 
not cost over $40,000 a year. Thatisonlyastarter. It will grow 
as the years go by. I appeal to the experience of the older mem- 
bers on this oct to testify that this is the same tale which has 
been told about every billintroduced in this House to begin a new 
raid upon the Treasury of the United States. The first demand 
eer nr moderate. Give them an inch and they will take 
anell. Now is the time to kill it. These men are aay in the 
civil service. They may be very estimable gentlemen; I do not 
dispute that; but ew do not deserve any more consideration at 
the hands of the American people than a man who drives a mule 
team upon the highway, than a man who runs a reaper in his 
meadow, than a man who delves in the mines of the earth, than 
aman who runs an engine upon a railroad track. So far as I 
have been able to ascertain by inquiry and by listening, these 
—- have a decidedly ‘‘soft snap” in this life. My friend 

rom California says that one of them is 94 yearsold. Mr. Speaker, 
it appears that some of these men in those soft berths will live so 
long that they will have to be taken out on the day of judgment 
and shot to get rid of them. [Laughter and applause. ]} 

Mr. BOWERS of California, Does the gentleman begrudge 
such men their length of life? 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. I say this in answer to that question: 
When a man gets too old to labor on a farm he quits; he does not 
ask for a pension. When he gets too old to serve as a clerk in a 
store he quits, and does not for a pension. 

Mr. BOWERS of California. This bill does not add a cent of 
pay to the income of any one of these men. 

. CLARK of Missouri. But it adds from $40,000 to $100,000 
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a year to the amount of money the taxpayers of this country will 
have to pay. And that is only the entering wedge. af 

Mr. BOWERS of California. What is thatwhen we are issuing 
fifty millions of bonds every three months? 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. And I am opposed to ‘issuing fifty 
miilions of bonds every three months,” or any other sum. [Ap- 
plause.] . I will never vote to issue a bond in a time of profound 
peace, never. [Applause.] : 

Mr. BOWERS of California. I would not talk about a little 
thing like that. {Laughter.] 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. I suppose you would not. If I were 
on that side I would not talk about it, either. 

As I was saying, when a man gets too old to teach school he 
quits; he does not ask for a pension. When he gets too old to 
practice law he quits; he does not ask fora pension. When he 
gets too old to practice medicine he quits; he does not ask for a 
pension. Nobody on earth seems to have any need for a pension 
except the men who have been billeted on the United States Treas- 
ury. These men run no risks; they take no extra hazards; they 
are well paid; and when they become too old for service, as hon- 
est men they ought to resign. 

Mr. BOWERS of California. No one of these men has been ask- 
ing for the passage of this bill. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Who has been asking for it? 

Mr. BOWERS of California. It isfor the benefit of the service; 
it has been recommended by the Secretary cf the Treasury. 

Mr. BOEN. Is it not a fact that the chief engineer of the Rev- 
enue- Marine Service has been here for months lobbying in favor 
of this bill? I refer to Mr. Collins. 

Mr. BOWERS of California. I will answer that question, if 
you will give me time. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Yes, it is recommended by the Secre- 
tary of the Treasury. But he has recommended several things 
which have not passed here. Consistency isarare jewel. Iwish 
to remind my Democratic friends that on every stump in the 
United States for thirty years we have talked about the extrava- 
gance of the Republican party. We have made the weikin ring 
with that cry. We have smitten them hip and thigh. We were 
elected on pledges of economy. Yet day after day and week after 
week some of the Democrats on this floor have stood here, or sat 
here, and voted for measures of extravagance which ought to make 
the hardest cheek on the Republican side of that aisle blush for 
shame. [Applause. | 

Be ye not deceived. You can not delude the American people. 
Just as sure as you live, if you pass this bill it is but the setting in 
motion of a force that you can never resist, to place the clerks in 
the Departments on the pension roll when they get so old that 
they can not do anything; to place on the pension roll every man 
that is in Government employ—letter carriers, mail carriers, 
postal clerks, messengers—every class of officers. And in the days 
to come, when the Democratic party shall return to power in this 
House, and some man bobs up here with a bill to pension these 
departmental clerks and railway clerks and all the rest of such 
employees, and the Democrat who has voted for this bill gets up 
to oppose that measure he will be hooted down, as he will deserve 
to be. There is no trouble to stop a stream when it is only a 
small rivulet in the mountains, but when it has become a mighty 
torrent you can not dam it up or arrest its resistless flow. The 
place to stop this pension system, this civil-pension list, is at the 
very beginning, before it becomes a power in the land; in its very 
inception, before the first step is taken. 

Mr. BOWERS of California. There is no question of pensions 
in this bill. It pensions no one, nor leads to any pensions. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. I donot object to the Republicans 
voting for it. They have a right to do as they choose, and they 
have championed many bad bills before. but they never passed 
any bill as bad, as extravagant, as uncalled for, as far-reaching 
in its evil consequences as this. 

Mr. HOLMAN, And this legisiation, let me say, was before 
= House in a Republican Congress, but never was enacted into 

aw. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. While this Congress has rendered 
some important services to the country, it may as well recognize 
the fact now that the dominant party here in control of this House, 
if it enacts such an infamous piece of legislation as this, will have 
to answer at the bar of public opinion in the years to come for 
this outragecommitted upon the rightsof the people. [Applause.] 

Here the hammer fell. } 
r. BRETZ. Mr. Speaker, I yield five minutes to the gentle- 
man from Missouri [Mr. DockERY]. 

Mr. DOCKERY. I yield three minutes of my time to the gen- 
tleman from Illinois ou CANNON]. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. Mr. Speaker, in the three minutes 
accorded to me I want to say that 1 understand this bill, if it be 
enacted into law, will place 30 men now in the Revenue-Marine 
Service on waiting orders and at full pay. 
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Mr. BOWERS of California. No, not at full pay. 
Mr. CANNON of Illinois. I have but a moment or two, and I 
can not yield to the gentleman for an interruption. 

I understand it will beget promotions to fill their places all 

along the line, getting increased rank and increased salary. I 
understand, further, that it will make 30 vacancies for new offi- 
cers in the Revenue-Marine Service. 
_ Now, I doubt very much the propriety of enacting any such leg- 
islation as this. We have the Army and we have the Navy repre- 
senting the armed forces of the Government. Whileitis true, no 
doubt, that this is an exceedingly meritorious service, yet it is after 
all a civil service, and under the control of the Treasury Depart- 
ment. It may be that we are approaching the time when we must 
come to the English system. If that be true, let us have the Eng- 
lish system at a decreased expense. 

Let us commence it at the lower salaries and quit at the lower sal- 
aries, and then retire the officials on half pay. But there is no 
more reason, in my judgment, that a provision of this kind should 
be made with reference to the Revenue-Marine Service than in 
regard to the postal service. Besides that, the railway postal 
employees are not nearly so well paid. It is also a more danger- 
ous service; it is a service that requires more industry and neces- 
sitates as much discipline with equal ability on the part of the 


men to make it a success. I think, therefore, that we had better 
halt and consider a little while before taking this step. But if 
we do take a new departure and go to the English system, let us 
have the virtues as well as the evils of the system at the same 
time. 


For these reasons, and for others which might be urged if the 


time allowed, I shall vote against this bill. 


Mr. DOCKERY. Mr. Speaker, some reference has been made 


to the position of the Republican party in respect to certain public 
questions. I want tosay this inanswer tothe suggestion, that so 
far as I can recall the legislation of this country that great party 
has never enacted any measure looking to the establishment of a 
civil pension list. 


In the few moments remaining I do not desire to make any par- 


tisan appeal to the House on this question. My appeal is rather 
to the conscience and good judgment of members on hoth sides of 
this Chamber. I ask them to vote against this measure, which is 
but the initial step beckoning us to the establishmens of a civil 
pension list not only in the Revenue-Marine Service, but if this 


bill becomes a law it will be followed by others in the same line 


in behalf of the Railway Mail Service, as well as other branches 


of the civil service. I submit, sir, that the gereens is not an op- 
portune time to inaugurate a policy that will establish an enor- 
mous civil pension list. 

Mr. MALLORY. Mr. Speaker, I yield the remainder of the 
time to which I am entitled to the gentleman from New York 
[Mr. CovERT}. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman has five minutes of his time 
remaining. 

Mr. COVERT. Mr. Speaker, it seems an exceedingly easy mat- 
ter for gentlemen from their places on this floor to indulge in 
impassioned appeals to their political associates for party action 
upon a measure like this, a measure absolutely devoid of even the 
slightest partisan feature. 

It is matter of infinite surprise that gentlemen who are ordi- 
narily just in their treatment of public matters and conservative 
in their utterances concerning them should take occasion, as they 
have just done, to denounce in the strongest terms this measure 
designed to promote the efficiency of the Revenue-Marine Service. 

The gentleman from Missouri [Mr. CLARK] has made his appeal 
to the Democratic side of this Chamber. My appeal shall not be 
to party associates alone, but to fair-minded members on both 
sides of the House, whose only desire is to determine this measure 
simply and solely upon its absolute merits. 

Nor shall this appeal be mine alone. A distinguished Demo- 
cratic statesman, who, from his official position and his close knowl- 
edge of the subject, speaks with authority, asks this House to-day 
to adopt this measure as a matter of simple justice to the Revenue- 
Cutter Service. Secretary Carlisle sends to us over his own sig- 
nature a statement to the effect that the necessities of the service 
are constantly increasing, while its effective force is constantly 
decreasing. Hetells usin no uncertain terms that unless affirma- 
tive action is taken by Congress he will be compelled to turn away 
in their old age a number of superannuated and infirm officers and 
to fill their places with others more competent to discharge th: 
duties of the positions they now hold. 

There is, I submit, something of pathos in Mr. Carlisle’s state- 
ment. These worn-out veterans were appointed for life. They 
haye served their country faithfully and well. The Secretary 
tells us in substance—and I affirm the justness of the statement— 
that it would be a grievous wrong to drop these gallant men out 
of the service now in their season of old age and physical infirm- 
ity without making some provision for them. 
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But, Mr. Speaker, this is not by any means a matter of se 
ment alone. This feature isonlysecondary. The interests of the 
Government are involved here, and the title of this measure, ‘‘A 
bill to promote the efficiency of the Revenue-Marine Service,” is 
not a misnomer. Let us impartially consider the conditions as 
they present themselves to us. Some thirty of the officers of this 
service have become too old or infirm for active duty. They are 
borne on the rolls of the Government and receive full pay. 

The Government is not receiving the full benefit of their serv- 
ices, and younger and more active men, able and P perly ambi- 
tious to take their places, are kept in the background. The propo- 
sition is to place these superannuated officers on waiting orders out 
of the line of promotion, with the pay which would accrue to 
them under these conditions. The promotion of younger officers 
in the order of seniority, as now provided by law, would follow 
and would naturally make this important service much stronger 
and much more efficient. But all this will cost the Government 
something, say our friends on the other side. 

Why, of course it will. Nothing good or beneficial comes either 
to governments or individuals without something in the way of 
cost. There is no concealment about the figures here. It will 
entail a charge for the first year of the operation of this measure, 
if enacted into law, of $45,000. 

Each year thereafter the expense will decrease in the natural 
order of things, until in a very few years the annual cost will not 
exceed one-half the sum named. 

Mr. Speaker, always in the past, Federal legislation has dis- 
criminated against this branch of the sea service. Solely by rea- 
son of the fact that it is under the direction of the Treasury De- 
partment, it is not accorded many of the benefits accruing to the 
Army and Navy. And yet the service is essentially a naval serv- 
ice, as I shall hope to demonstrate to the gentlemen from Missouri 

Mr. CLarK and Mr. DocKERY] and the gentleman from Illinois 
Mr. CANNON], who have so vigorously opposed this measure. 

This service has no retired list such as the Army and Navy have. 
It has no longevity pay. No vacations or furloughs with full pay 
are granted to its officers such as are accorded to the officers of 
the Army and Navy. If an officer of the Revenue-Marine Serv- 
ice falls illand is thus prevented from the performance of his 
work, his pay is docked until his return to duty. In the matter 
of compensation for services faithfully performed his pay is less 
for his grade than that granted to an officer of similar rank in 
the Navy. Buffeted by winds and waves and exposed to all the 
dangers of the ocean in times of peace, and suffering all the hard- 
ships of the naval officer in time of war, the very highest rank a 
revenue-marine officer can obtain after years of conscientious 
duty is that of captain. 

While the upbuilding of the American Navy has been a labor 
of love with many patriotic lawmakers, next to nothing has been 
done during the last quarter of a century to strengthen the Reve- 
nue-Cutter Service. Why this undue partiality has been exhibited, 
why this unjust discrimination has prevailed, can only be ac- 
counted for upon the theory that potential social forces have been 
behind the Navy and that these aids have been wanting in the 
case of the service now under discussion. I maintain, Mr. Speaker, 
that this unfair distinction has been continued longenough. The 
claims of a most gallant and meritorious class of officers should 
receive at the hands of Congress the measure of simple justice 
which their deserving demands. 

Do gentlemen who are hostile to this measure realize what this 
service really is? The assertion has been broadly made to-day 
that it is but a part of the civil branch of the Government. I 
challenge the correctness of this statement. The aa reverse of 
itis true. No one not fully qualified as a sailor can hold a com- 
mission in this service. o officer is permitted to enter it, and 
none can receive promotion in it until he has passed a most rigid 
professional examination. 

Officers of the Army and Navy are commissioned for life, and 
so, too, are the officers of the revenue marine. Just as officers 
enter the Army or the Navy, so entrance is gained in this service. 
Political influence has absolutely nothing to do with it, and merit 
alone governs promotion from the lowest to the highest grades. 
The officers and men thus enlisted, even in times of peace, are 
called upon to peril their lives in the performance of their duties. 
The customary cruising grounds of the cutters are along the coast 
lines—admittedly the most dangerous to navigators. Much of 
the work of the service is done in the most inclement seasons, 
when the duty of rendering aid to crews and vessels in distress is 
enjoined upon this service by the statute law of the land. 

All this, Mr. Speaker, would not, perhaps, relieve the men of the 
cutter service from the of being a part of the civil force of 
the Government. But there are other features which clearly 
mark the service as part and parcel of the military establishment. 
From the very earliest years of our national existence, antedating, 
in fact, the formation of our Navy, the vessels of the revenue 
marine have been, as they are to-day, armed cruisers. They have 
always been, as they are to-day, manned by regularly enlisted and 


uniformed men, commanded by officers who are commissioned 
under official titles by the President of the United States, by and 
with the advice and consent of the Senate. 

A discipline as strict as that prevailing on board a man-of-war 
is observed on the deck of every revenue cutter. Proficiency in 
naval drills and the knowledge of the use of arms are required on 
the part of oe one of these enlisted men. What are the ordi- 
nary duties of this service, which gentlemen have persisted in say- 
ing is a part of the civil establishment? The law of the land en- 
joins upon it the work of enforcing the quarantine laws, the sup- 
pression of mutinies, the enforcement of the neutrality laws, the 
suppression of piracy, and the use of its armed force in the pro- 
tection of the revenue. By a simple order, issued at any time, 
either during a period of peace or in a season of warfare, the 
President of the United States may order this service to act in con- 
junction with the Navy in offensive or defensive operations upon 
the coast lines or upon the high seas. This authority conferred 
by law upon the Chief Executive has been ae exercised. 

The pen of the historian has again and again told the story of 
gallant deeds performed by the officers and men of this service in 
many a scene of danger and destruction. From the very incep- 
tion of our Government, in every warfare on the ocean in which 
this country has been engaged, the crews of the fleet revenue cut- 
ters have joined with the men on board our battle ships in loyal 
service for the supremacy of the flag under which they sailed. 
[Loud applause. | 

Do you deny it, you gentlemen from Missouri, who have claimed 
that this service is but a part of the civil establishment? Do you 
deny it, my friend from Illinois [Mr. Cannon], who has ex- 
pressed the fear that this measure is but the initiation here of the 
English method of retirement? 

In the face of the facts here presented, can you see nothing about 
this service which entitles it to the relief now sought to be ex- 
tended? 

‘*The initiation of a general system of retirement,” say some of 
the gentlemen who have opposed this measure. ‘The eventual 
pensioning of the men of the Railway Mail Service and of all other 
civil employees of the Government,” says the gentleman from Mis- 
souri [Mr. Dockery]. Why, Mr. Speaker, what man in the civil 
service is compelled to work more than a fixed number of hours 
each day? The law and departmental regulations provide for 
this. In fact, the law prohibits the labor of many civil employees 
beyond a fixed limit of time each day. 

What man in the civil service can, solely by reason of his public 
employment, be compelled by a simple order of the President to 
summarily leave home and family and bear arms upon the high 
seas in defense of hiscountry? Notone. And yet the officers and 
men of the Revenue-Cutter Service are very often by the exigen- 
cies of the occasion compelled to the severest labor continuously, 
by night as by day, amid storm and danger, without rest,and at 
the risk of their lives,and all this during seasons of profound 
peace. 

And if war should come again they would undoubtedly be 
called, as they have been repeatedly called in the past, to the same 
heroic endeavor that has brought to them abundant honor and 
glory, but no substantial benefit or advancement. 

Can any further evidence be demanded, Mr. eae, to estab- 
lish conclusively the military character of the Revenue-Marine 
Service? If such evidence were needed, it is, I submit, found in 
the fact that among the superannuated officers sought to be placed 
on waiting orders by the terms of this bill are some who are to-day 
suffering from wounds received in the discharge of duty and in 
the service of their country. 

No plea goes up from any source that this House shall be un- 
duly generous in this regard, but I beg that it may at least be just 
in the action it shall take to-day. 

The adoption of this provision is demanded alike in the best in- 
terests of the public service and as a measure of simple justice te 
a body of most faithful and deserving men. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on the motion of the gentle- 
man from Florida, to suspend the rules and pass this bill. 

The question was taken; and the Speaker announced that the 
ayes seemed to have it. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Division. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 85, noes 86. 

So the motion to suspend the rules and pass the bill was lost. 


SURVIVORS OF MEXICAN AND INDIAN WARS AND THEIR WIDOWS, 


The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Georgia [Mr. Mosgs], 
from the Committee on Pensions, is recognized, at the instance of 
that committee, to move to suspend the rules and pass a bill which 
the Clerk will read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

A bill (H. R. 7414) granting increase of pension to survivors of the Mexican 
and Indian wars and to their widows. 


Be it enacted, etc., That from and after the passage of this act all pensions 
which have been, or which may hereafter be, allowed to Mexican and Indian 
war survivors and their widows, under the provisions and conditions con- 
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tained in the act granting pensions to soldiers and sailorsof the Mexican 


war, and for other purposes, approved Jan 29, 1887, the act gran pen- 
sions to Powell’s Battalion, Missouri Moun’ Vem, oe roved March 
3, 1891, and the act granting pensions to the survivors of the Indian wars of 


1832 to _ inclusive, approved July 27, 1892, shall be rated and paid at $12 
per month. 

mii _— Mr. Speaker, I move to suspend the rules and pass 
that bill. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Georgia asks that a sec- 
ond be considered as ordered. 

Mr. SAYERS. Mr. Speaker, let us have a second. ; 

TheSPEAKER. Asecondisdemanded. TheChairwillappoint 
the gentleman from Texas, Mr. SAYERS, and the gentleman from 
Georgia, Mr. Mosss, to act as tellers. 

The tellers proceeded with the count. 

Pending the count, 

Mr. SAYERS. I withdraw the demand for a second. 

The SPEAKER. The question is upon the motion to suspend 
the rules and pass this bill. ; 
‘: SAYERS. Let us have an explanation of the effect of this 

ill. 


[Mr. MOSES withholds his remarks for revision. 
pendix. ] 


The SPEAKER. The question is on the motion of the gentle- 
man from Georgia [Mr. MosEs] to suspend the rules and pass the 
bill. 


See Ap- 


The question was taken; and two-thirds voting in favor thereof, | 


the rules were suspended, and the bill was passed. 
INSPECTORS OF STEAM VESSELS. 


Mr. WISE. By direction of the Committee on Interstate and 
Foreign Commerce, I move to suspend the rules and pass the bill 
(H. R. 2377) to amend ‘‘An act to amend section 4400 of Title LII 
of the Revised Statutes of the United States concerning the regula- 
tion of steam vessels,” approved August 7, 1882; and also to amend 
section 4414, Title LII of the Revised Statutes, ‘‘Regulation of 
steam vessels.” 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Virginia (Mr. Wisk], by 
direction of the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce, 
moves to suspend the rules and pass the bill which the Clerk will 
report. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the “* Act to amend section 4400 of Title LII of the 
Revised Statutes of the United States,” approved August 7, 188, be, and the 
same is hereby, amended by striking out from the first section thereof all 
after the word “aforesaid,” in the fourteenth line of said section, also section 
2 to 6, inclusive, of said act. 
Sec. 2. That section 4414 of the Revised Statutes be amended to read as 
follows: 
“Suc. 4414. There shall be, in each of the following collection districts, one 
inspector of huils and one inspector of boilers, namely: The districts of New 
York, N. Y.; Boston, Mass.; Philadelphia, Pa.; San Francisco, Cal.; Albany, N. 
Y.: New London, Conn.; Baltimore, Md.; Buffalo, N. Y.; Cleveland, Ohio; New 
Orleans, La.; Norfolk, Va.; St. Louis, Mo.; Dubuque, Iowa; Detroit, Mich.; Chi- 
cago, Ill.; Michigan, Mich.; Milwaukee, Wis.; Port Huron, Mich.; Willamette, 
Oreg.; Portland, Me.; Puget Sound, Washington; Savannah, Ga.; Pittsburg, 
Pa.; Oswego, N. Y.; Charleston, 8. C.; Duluth, Minn.; Louisville, Ky.; Evans- 
ville, Ind.; Memphis, Tenn.; Nashville, Tenn.; Cincinnati, Ohio; Gallipolis, 
Ohio; Wheeling, W. Va.; Superior, Mich.; pom Vt.; Apalachicola, Fila. ; 
Galveston, Tex.; Mobile, Ala.; and Providence, R. I. 
“The inspector of hulls and the inspector of boilers in the districts enu- 
merated in the preceding paragraph shall be entitled to the following sal- 
areege be paid under the direction of the Secretary of the Treasury, 
namely: 
“Tn Yistricts inspecting less than 150 steamers, to a salary of $1,500 per year 
each. 

“Tn eee 150 and less than 200 steamers, toasalary of $1,800 per 
year each. 
bi In districts inspecting 200 and less than 300 steamers, to a salary of $2,000 
per year each. z 

“In districts inspecting 300 and less than 500 steamers, to a salary of $2,250 
per year each. 

“In een inspecting 500 steamers and upward,to a salary of $2,500 per 
year each. 

“The Supervising Inspector-General shall report to the Secretary of the 
Treasury, at the end of each fiscal year, the number of steamers inspected in 
each local district in that year, which number shall be the basis upon which 
shall be determined the salaries to be paid to local inspectors for the follow- 
ing fiscal year, in the ratio described in the preceding paragraphs of this sec- 
tion. And, in addition, the Secretary of the Treasury may appoint upon the 
nomination of the supervising inspector of the district, in collection districts 
where there are 225 steamers and upward to be inspected annually, assistant 
inspectors, at a salary, for the district of New York, of $2,000 a year each; for 
the district of New Orleans, La.; Philadelphia, Pa.; Baltimore, Md.; Boston, 
Mass., and San Francisco, Cal., at $1,800 per year each; and for all other dis- 
tricts at a salary not exceeding $1,600 a year each; and he may appoint a clerk 
to any such board at a compensation not exceeding $1,200 a year to each per- 
son so appointed. Every inspector provided forin this or the preceding sec- 
tions of this title shall be paid for his actual and reasonable traveling ex- 

mses at the rate of 8 cents per mile, incurred in the performance of his duty, 

ther with his actual and reasonable expenses for transportation of instru- 
ments, which shall be certified and sworn to under such instructions as shall 
be given by the Secretary of the Treasury.” 


Mr. WISE. I ask that asecond be considered as ordered. 

Mr. CARUTH. I demand a second. 

The SPEAKER appointed Mr. Wisk and Mr. CarurTH as tellers. 

Pending the division, 

Mr. WISE said: Mr. Speaker, the gentleman from Kentuck 
(Mr. CaRUTH] agrees that a second may be considered as ordered. 
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| Louisville, Ky.,is receiving a salary of $2,000 per annum. 
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The SPEAKER. The Chair will then recognize the gentleman 
from Virginia [Mr. a to control the time in favor of the 
proposition, and the gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. CaruTH] 
against it. 

Mr. WISE. Mr. Speaker, I will make a statement which I 
think will convince every member of this House on both sides that 
this bill ought to be passed, and I will say here that itis opposed 
by the gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. Carutu] only because 
a citizen in his district will not get under this bill quite as much 
salary as he is now drawing. I think I will convince every 
gentleman who will give me his attention that the constituent 
of my friend ought not to receive as much salary as he has been 
drawing—— 

Mr. GROUT. If the gentleman will allow me- 

Mr. WISE. One minute. Let me explain this bill. 

The purpose of this bill is to equalize the salaries of inspectors 
of boilers and hulls in the various districts of the United States. 
They were fixed in 1871, more than twenty years ago, and then 
they were fixed equitably, upon the basis of inspections then made 
in the various districts. But greatchanges have taken place since 
then, and I will illustrate so that the members of this House will 
see the attitude of my friend from Kentucky. The inspector at 
He in- 
spects 57 vessels andthat is all. The inspector at Cleveland, Ohio, 
inspects 308 vessels, doing almost six times as much work, and he 
only receives $1,500. 

The inspector at Louisville—I want the members of this House 
to keepin mind that officer, sothat they can understand the argu- 
ment of the gentleman from Kentucky when he rises—the in- 
spector at Louisville, who only inspects 57 vessels, gets $2.000 a 
year, and the inspector at Oswego, N. Y., inspects 129 vessels, or 
mcre than twice as many, and he only gets $800 salary. These 
inequalities are so glaring, they are so unjust, that the Supervising 
Inspector-General of Steam Vessels has for years called upon Con- 
gress to equalize these salaries. The purpose of this bill is to do 
that, and to keep them in a state of equalization. If you pass this 
y with, 





and it can never again exist. 

Mr. GROUT. Mr. Speaker 

Mr. WISE. One moment, if the gentleman will allowme. We 
abolish the office of inspector of foreign vessels, because it is a 
sinecure, and ‘if any duties of that kind are to be performed we 
impose them upon the local boards. Now, one word for the ears 
of my friend, the gentleman from Texas [Mr. SAYERs], the gentle- 
man from Missouri [Mr. DocKEry], the gentleman from Indiana 
[Mr. HoLMAN], and all the watch dogs of the Treasury. [Laugh- 
ter.]} AndIwantmy honorable friend from Missouri | Mr. CLark] 
to hear this statement, too, because I want him to have an oppor- 
tunity to go to his home and tell his people that one Democrat 
from Virginia did introduce a bill which would reduce expenses. 
This bill not only does justice, but it saves to the Government 
about $18,000 per annum. 

Mr. GROUT. That is what I wanted to know. 

Mr. WISE. I thought if you would let me make my statement 
I would get to that. I say it saves $18,000 perannum. Now, gen- 
tlemen, I have explained this bill. It has passed the Senate in 
four or five Congresses, and has failed to pass the House because 
you would not give me an opportunity to present it. 

You will hear from two gentlemen from Kentucky in opposi- 
tion to this bill, because both of them have constituents who will 
have to stand a reduction because they do not do the necessary 
amount of work. I beg you, in the name of justice and in the 
name of economy, all of you, to rally to my support this time and 
give me a two-thirds vote. [Applause. ] 

I reserve the balance of my time. 

Mr. CARUTH. I now yield five minutes to my colleague [Mr. 
es 

Mr. WISE. One moment before the gentleman from Kentucky 
proceeds. I wish to say to the gentleman from Vermont [Mr. 
Grout] that I always desire to treat him with perfect respect, 
and I intended before taking my seat to offer him the opportunity 
for the question which he intimated he wished to ask. What is 
the gentleman’s question? 

Mr. GROUT. Some of us would like to know what tl» effect 
of this bill will be upon the inspector in the district of the gentie- 
man from Virginia [Mr. WIsE]}. 

Mr. WISE. We have none there. But, sir, it does not make 
any difference what the district may be. The salary is graduated 
every year by the number of inspections the officer makes. 

Mr. GROUT. That is right. 

Mr. TRACEY. Are we to understand that the Department has 
recommended the passage of this bill? 

Mr. WISE. Oh, yes, sir. 

Mr. CARUTH. I would like to ask the gentleman whether the 
minimum salary under this bill is to be $1,200 or $1,500? 

Mr. WISE. One thousand five hundred dollars is an amend- 
ment of the committee. 
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Mr. CARUTH. Ido not understand this is the bill as it comes 
from the Committee en Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

Mr. MALLORY. The committee has recommended an amend- 
ment fixing the minimum salary as $1,500. 

Mr. WISE. The gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. Carvurs] 
ought not to misstate the action of the committee. The amend- 
ment recommended will be found in the report. The gentleman 
from Kentucky is so anxious about his constituents that he has 
not examined the bill. 

Mr. McCREARY of Kentucky. Then I understand the com- 
mittee has offered an amendment fixing the salary at $1,500? 

Mr. WISE. Making that the minimum. 

The SPEAKER. Tne gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. Brrry] 
is recognized for five minutes. 

Mr. BERRY. Mr.Speaker,it is very true that the distinguished 
gentleman from Virginia, in a spirit of liberality, has offered to 
amend this bill so as to increase the salaries of the inspectors at 
Louisville and Cincinnati from $1,200 to $1,500. But that is not 
the increase that we want in order to enable us to support this 
bill. We want the salaries of our inspectors of boilers and hulls 
to remain at $2,000 a year, because a less salary than that will not 
secure the experience and the ability necessary for the perfect in- 
spection of vessels. If there be any purpose at all in the institu- 
tion of the inspection service as now existing under the laws of the 
United States, itis to secure from danger the property and the per- 
sons passing over the rivers of this country as well as the high seas. 

It takes as much ability to determine whether one steame? is in 
condition to ply upon the waters of the country as it does to in- 
spect a hundred steamers; and whether the officer inspects fifty 
or one hundred vessels or any other number, he must always be 
there ready to perform duty. The amount of time taken in actual 
inspection of vessels is not the controlling consideration. I have 
for years been the owner of steamers on the Ohio River; and I 
understand the methods of inspection. Notification is sent to the 
inspector that he is needed upon a particular steamer, the inspec- 
tion of which is due; it must occur once a year. The boat is pre- 
pared for the inspection. Her boilers are cleaned out and filled 
with cold water. Another steamer comes alongside and attaches 
her pumps. The inspector puts his gauge upon the end of the 
boiler, and as thesteam is applied from the other vessel he watches 
to see the effect upon that boiler, its valves, etc. 

When it reaches, we will say, 175° the inspector directs the engi- 
neer to stop the machinery at that point; and he examines how 
much pressure the boiler of thatsteamercanstand. Thisisthe work 
of only two or three minutes. An engineer appointed to inspect 
boilers can inspect one hundred in a day if they are ready for the 
inspection. But he must be able to determine whether the boilers 
are in good condition. He must empty the boilers of water; and 
then he must pass a light around to see that the iron is not blistered 
in any way, so as to determine whether the boiler is safe. In ad- 
dition to that the man who inspects the hulls has unlimited power 
to go upon any vessel on the Ohio or the Mississippi rivers, cost- 
ing, we will suppose, $100,000, and taking his chisel he may go 
through the woodwork and determine whether the gallows frame 
or the water beam or any other piece of the boat’s hull should be 
taken out; and if he says so the boat is required to go tothe ways 
that the proper repairs may be made. Thus the power of an offi- 
cer of this kind is almost arbitrary. He ought, therefore, to be a 
man of fine judgment. 

If the gentleman wants to increase the salary of this official at 
Norfolk in which he is interested —because every Virginian is inter- 
ested in anything pertaining to that city—let him bring in a bill 
to increase the compensation at Norfolk from $1,200 to $2,000—— 

Mr. WISE. Iam not proposing to increase anything. 

Mr. BERRY. I will aid the gentleman in his endeavors to se- 
cure a compensation for this official at Norfolk which will be 
adequate if the present salary is not enough. But do not come 
into Kentucky, where we have the very best inspection service 
that the country can preduce anywhere, and interfere with the 
officials at Louisville and Cincinnati and cut their salaries down 
as this bill proposes. Why, at Cincinnati alone, and between there 
and the pleasure grounds near the city, 100,000 ple are trans- 
ported every summer on these river steamers, and we need an ade- 

uate inspection of the vessels to insure their safety. Do not come, 
therefore, and cut down our salary. We are perfectly willing to 
help you with your Norfolk increase. I wenldoggtes to vote either 
the steamboat inspector or the inspector of hulls and boilers at 
that place a salary of $2,000 if he is a competent man. 

Mr. NOR THWAY. Does not the gentleman think that the in- 
spectors at Cleveland and Buffalo and Detroit ought to have their 
salaries increased, too? 

Mr, BERRY. Well, increase them all if you think it necessary. 
I think, if they are competent men, they ought to have good sal- 
aries. None of these men who are able to do the work receive 
more than they ought to. Why, this inspector at Cincinnati was 
subjected to some sort ofa civil cucrice examination before some 
commission. I do not know whether it was sent out by the Civil 
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Service Commission or not, but he was compelled to answer very 
difficult questions, and had to be able to extract cube root, the 
square root, and other roots of numbers, and the Secretary of the 
Treasury himself conld not have answered the questions pro- 
pounded to that man; and yet he made asatisfactory showing and 
passed the examination. Several were rejected who could not pass 
at all. Itis an office requiring a great deal of judgment and skill. 
I am ready now, I repeat, to help the gentleman from Virginia to 
increase the salary of the Norfolk official, in whom he takes a 
special interest, and am willing to vote $800 more for the Norfolk 
man if he will not interfere with our service. 

For twenty years at Cincinnati we have had the very best steam- 
boat-inspection service that the country could afford. 

Here the hammer fell. | 

Mr. CARUTH. Mr. Speaker, my friend from Virginia, chair- 
man of the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce, in 
his very calm and quiet manner [laughter] has addressed the 
House upon this subject and has taken occasion to refer to me per- 
sonally. Hesays that my opposition to this bill simply arises from 
the fact that one of my constituents would be cut down in his 
salary $500 a year. 

I will see his one and go him one better. Two of my constitu- 
ents would be cut down $500 each, and I think that would be a 
sufficient reason for me, as the local representative of that dis- 
trict, to oppose this bill. But that is not the main objection I have 
to the passage of the measure. I may turn with as much truth 
upon him; I may say with as much earnestness as the gentleman 
from Virginia, though I could not possibly use such earnestness 
as he does—no man can—but I might turn to the gentleman from 
Virginia and say that his enthusiasm in the cause of the inspec- 
tion of steam boilers and the hulls of steam vessels is not from 
any patriotic desire to serve the gentleman from Texas [Mr. Say- 
ERS], who owns all the money in the Treasury of the United 
States [langhter}]—— 

Mr. BOATNER. Do not forget the gentleman from Missouri, 

Mr. CARUTH. Or the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. Doc- 
KERY], his able lieutenant on the floor, but it comes from a patri- 
otic desire to increase the pay of the inspector of steam boilers at 
Norfolk from $1,200 to $2,000 a year. In other words, the gentle- 
man from Virginia is anxious to take off of Kentucky and put on 
to Virginia, and I am opposed to that. 

Now, the people of Kentucky have done more for the people of 
Virginia than any — on the face of the earth. The first 
families of Virginia have all migrated to Kentucky. [Laughter.] 
And I want to tell you, and I want the chairman of the Committee 
on Interstate Commerce to hear me—I insist on your hearing 
this—[laughter]—that the people of Kentucky have been very 
kind to the ple of Virginia. No sooner had the war ended 
than every able-Dodied man who could get out of Virginia started 
over into Kentucky, and as soon as his foot touched the other side 
of the Alleghanies each one immediately announced himself as a 
candidate for some lucrative office, and by the eternal he got it. 
[Laughter and applause. | 

Mr. WISE. wil you permit me just there? 

Mr. CARUTH. Certainly. 

Mr. WISE. They went to Kentucky to have a good time, and 
they all returned home drunk in the morning. [Laughter.] 

Mr. CARUTH, Well, that shows the truth of the statement 
that Hon. James A. McKinzie made on the floor of the Chicago 
convention, that the liquor of Kentucky is so good that intem- 
perance is a virtue. [Laughter.] 

But this is not a fight between the State of Virginia and the 
State of Kentucky, as the gentleman from Virginia would try to 
make us believe; this is a fight against a system that has existed 
in this country for twenty years and more. The inspectors of 
steam vessels, boilers, and hulls at the ports of Louisville, Ky., and 
Cincinnati, Ohio, ever since the inauguration of this system, have 
been paid $2,000 a year for their services, and they have earned it. 

The reason why that salary was put at $2,000 a year was be- 
cause of the important service rendered by these officials, and it 
was because of the efficiency and the zeal of these men in the dis- 
charge of their duty. It was because the craft that ply the Ohio 
River and the Mississippi River were greater than the small craft 
that sail around and about Norfolk, Va. It was in order that the 
lives, and the limbs, and the property of the citizens traveling by 
vessels upon the Ohio and Mississippi rivers might be preserved, 
that it was deemed necessary that they have an efficient inspection 
of the steam vessels. Why was the distinction made if that is 
not the reason? The statute of the United States fixed the com- 
pensation many years ago. 

Gentlemen will find it in the Revised Statutes, and if the price 
was fixed more at Louisville and more at Cincinnati in eo ep 
to the number of vessels inspected it was because the vessels there 
inspected were more important than the small vessels that ply the 
waters referred to. The vessels inspected .at Louisville and Cin- 
cinnati are large water craft, large freight carriers, and large 
passenger boats that go down the Ohio and ovt to and down the 
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Mississippi River to the city of New Orleans. The work the in- 
spectors of these vessels are called upon to perform is important 
work, and §2,000 a year is little enough to pay for their services. 
If the gentleman is not satisfied with the compensation paid for 
the inspection of steam boilers at Norfolk, and can show that the 
Norfolk men should receive more money, I will unite with him to 
raise the price, but I am not willing that what is taken off of Ken- 
tucky shall go to theStateof Virginia. Wehave beengood enough 
to the Old Dominion, I believe; and when we come to take a vote 
upon this bill I do not think it ought to pass. 

I reserve the balance of my time. . 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Virginia has four min- 
utes and the gentleman from Kentucky has two minutes. 

Mr. WISE. I yield threeminutes to the gentleman from Florida. 

Mr. MALLORY. Mr. Speaker, this is simply a bill for the 
equalization of the pay of inspectors of boilers and hulls, and at 
the same time it reduces the expenses of the United States Gov- 
ernment. As itis now, as referred to by the gentleman from 
Virginia, the inequalities of the pay of these inspectors at a num- 
ber of points is so great that it is necessary that something be 
done to equalize them. Take, for instance, Seattle, in Washington. 
The inspectors at Seattle, Wash., inspect 206 vessels per annum, 
and they receive for that service only $800 a year; whereas the 
inspectors at Cincinnati inspect 93 vessels and receive $2,000 a 
year. The inspectors at Nashville inspect 77 vessels and receive 
$1,200. At Louisville, as has been said, they inspect 57 vessels 
and receive $2,000. 

Now, the argument of the gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. 
Berry | is undoubtedly a very strong one so far as it goes. It is 
necessary that these inspections should be done by competent 
men. They should be qualified in all particulars for the duty, 
and they should give thorough and careful inspection. But while 
no one will dispute, the probability is, that the inspectors at Louis- 
ville in inspecting the 57 vessels that they do inspect give good 
service, and that they are careful, painstaking, and very observant. 
It must also be admitted that the inspection of these 206 vessels 
that are inspected at Seattle, where the compensation is $800, or 
the 485 vessels that are inspected at Boston, where the inspector 
receives $2,000 salary, is of exactly the same careful character. 

Mr. BERRY. Will the gentleman allow me to call his attention 
to the fact that there are vessels plying between Cincinnati and 
the city of Louisville, and from Madison to Cincinnati, and Cin- 
cinnati, Louisville, and Madison, that carry probably every day 
1,500 passengers; and they, of course, require very careful and re- 
peated in tions. 

Mr. LORY. Ihave but two or three minutes, and I hope 
the gentleman will not interrupt me. Thatmay be. But there 
will also be found large vessels at many of these ports, even larger 
than those inspected at Louisville. Now, there certainly can be 
no question as to the advisability of the passage of this bill. It 
equalizes but does not reduce the pay beyond a legitimate and 
proper compensation. It seeks to procure competent men; and 
the bill provides, in the amendment inserted, that the minimum 
for any of the inspectors shall be $1,500, instead of $800 as now. 

Mr. SIMPSON. Will the gentlemanallow me to ask a question 
for information? What means is taken for the selection of these 
men, and who are they selected by? 

Mr. MALLORY. They undergo an examination. 

The SPEAKER.. The time of the gentleman has expired. The 
gentleman from Kentucky has two minutes. 

Mr. CARUTH. Mr. Speaker, in response to the statement of 
the gentleman from Florida, that the in: r at Louisville was 
contined to 57 vessels, I desire to call the gentleman's attention to 
the fact that it is not the number of vessels that are inspected, 
bat it is the number of inspections made. Now, in the city of 
Louisville we have a large boat-building establishment that 
builds steamers for use on the Ohio and Mississippi rivers; and 
while the number of these vessels inspected may be 57, that does 
not mean the number of inspections, because some of these vessels 
may require an a several times each season. A good 
many of these vessels are employed in the pleasure trade, carry- 
ing people on excursions, and very frequently these vessels have 
to be inspected every day or every week or so. 

So the number of vessels inspected is not a fair criterion. They 
ought to give the number of inspections made, in order that we 
might know whether this work at Louisville is in proportion to 
the work at other places. 

Mr. HENDERSON of Iowa. Is one inspection a year a safe test? 

Mr. CARUTH. No, sir; once a year is not a safe test, and I 
will say to the gentleman from Iowa that it is made more fre- 
quently than that. There is no day in the week that some inspec- 
tion of vessels is not made in the city of Louisville. I state that 
from my personal knowledge. 

Mr. STEPHENSON. The law only requires one inspection a 
year. 

Mr. WISE. Mr. 


eaker, I believe [ have one minute remaining. 
The SPEAKER. 


e gentleman has one minute remaining. 
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Mr. WISE. In that one minute I want to say that this bill treats 
the imspector at Louisville, Ky., exactly as the inspectors every- 
where else are treated. We give him a salary for the work he per- 
forms and we give every other inspector a salary for the work he 
performs. This bill makes equal the salaries of these inspectors, 
which have been unequal for a period of twenty years. 

Mr. SIMPSON. This bill pays them in proportion to the work 
they do. 

Mr. WISE. It pays them in proportion to the work done, and 
the Government will save $18,000 per annum. 

Mr. BERRY. Would it not be just as well to equalize up as 
to equalize down? 

Mr. WISE. We want to equalize the thing squarely. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on the motion of the gentle- 
man from Virginia [Mr. WISE] to suspend the rules and pass the 


bill. 
The question being taken, the Speaker announced that the ayes 
ap to have it. 


. CARUTH demanded a division. 
The House divided; and there were—ayes 118, noes 12. 
Mr. BERRY, Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE, and others made the 


point of no quorum. 

Mr. WISE. Let us have the yeas and nays. 

Mr. BERRY. I withdraw the point. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. Berry} 
withdraws the point of no quorum. Two-thirds having voted in 
the affirmative, the rules are suspended and the bill is passed. 

Mr. LYNCH. Mr. Speaker, I am directed by the Committee on 
Indian A ffairs—— 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. Mr. Speaker, at the time the gen- 
tleman from Kentucky rose to make the point of no quorum I 
also rose and made the point of no quorum, and I have not with- 
drawn the point. 

Mr. HENDERSON of Iowa. Two or three gentleman made 
the point. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair did not understand the gentleman 
to make the point. 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. I was one of those who made the 


int. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will, of course, recognize thestate- 
ment of the gentleman. 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. I desire toinsist upon the point of 


no quorum. 

The SPEAKER. The a of no quorum being made, the 
Chair will appoint as tellers the gentleman from Virginia, Mr. 
Wisk, and the gentleman from Pennsylvania, Mr. WILLIAM A. 
STONE. 

The House divided; and the tellers reported—ayes 167, noas 13. 

Accordingly, two-thirds voting in favor thereof, the rules were 
suspended, and the bill was passed. 


ALTAMONTE WATER COMPANY. 


Mr. LYNCH. Mr. Speaker, by direction of the Committee on 
Indian Affairs, I move to suspend the rules and pass the bill which 
I send to the Clerk’s desk. * 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Wisconsin, by direction 
of the Committee on Indian Affairs, moves to suspend the rules 
and pass a bill which the Clerk will report. 

The Clerk read as follows: 





A bill (H.R. 7956) to authorize the Altamonte Water Company to flood ce 
tain lands on the Fond du Lac Indian Reservation, in the State of Minne- 
sota, pursuant to authority granted by the Secretary of War to erect a 
dam across the St. Louis River, in said State, upon payment of the value 
of same, to be fixed by the Secretary of the Interior, the money to be paid 


into the Treasury of the United States for the use and benefit of the Fond 

du Lae tribe of Indians. 

Whereas the Altamonte Water Company, a corporation organi 
the laws of the State of Minnesota, propoes to erect certain da 
St. Louis and Cloquet rivers in said State, for the purpose of ig 
ervoir to furnish water and water power for the city of Duluth and other 

laces, and to increase the navigability of said streams, and said company 
~ obtained the permission of the Secretary of War of the United States, 
pasenaes to the statutes in such cases made and provided, to erect said dams; 
am 

Whereas the construction of one of said dams across the St. Louis River, 
as prepsees. will flood certain lands of the Fond du Lac Indian Reservation, 
and will necessitate the removal of the tracks of the Duluth and Winnipeg 
Railway Company for a long distance along the said river, and the consent 
of the Indians thereto has been duly obtained in open council: Therefore, 


Be it enacted, etc., That said Altamonte Water Company, pursuant to au 





thority granted by the Secretary of War to erect a dam across the St. Louis 
River above the town of Cloquet, Minn., is hereby authorized to take and use 
for the pupae aforesaid, and for no other ae, such lands of the Fond 
du Lac Indian Reservation in said State o 


Minnesota adjacent to said St. 
Louis River as shall be overflowed and which shall be necessary in t n- 
struction and maintenance of said dam, according to the permi 

by said Secretary of War. And in lieu of the lands nowoccupi 
ing to the said Duluth and Winnipeg Railway Company i: tio 
which will be overflowed by reason of the construction of said dam, said rail- 
way company is hereby authorized to take other lands in said reservation 
which shall be necessary for a new right of way and connection with the Du- 


sd and b 





luth, Missabe and Northern Railroad and depot grounds; said right of way to 
be £00 feet.in width and not to exceed in amount 200 feet in width and 3,000 
feet in length for each station, to the extent of twostations within the limits 
of said reservation: Provided, That the remains of those buried in the Indian 
burying ground above the town of Cloquet, near the St. Louis River, shall be 
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disinterred and reburied ina new burying ground to be selected by the Fond du 
Lac Indians, and inclosed by a good and substantial fence, at the expense of said 
water company and in accordance with the wishes and under the supervision 
of a committee of two Indians to be appointed in open council: A ovided 
Surther, That said water company shal — the Indians to cut and remove, 
free of charge, whatever timber they like from the lands purchased from 
them under the provisions of this act. 

Sxc. 2. That nothing herein shall be construed to give said Altamonte 
Water Company any right to take the property of said tribe of Indians, or of 
any individual member thereof, or of said —o company, without first 
making just and full compensation therefor, and said Altamonte Water Com- 

vany shall ay. the Secretary of the Interior, for the use and benefit of the 
Yhippewa Indians of Minnesota and of the Fond du Lac band thereof, and of 
the individual members of said band, just and full compensation for all lands 
taken and for all damages sustained by reason of the location and construc- 
tion of a new line of road through the reservation. 

Szc. 3. That before said dam shall be constructed, or any work done thereon, 
said Altamonte Water Company shall file with the Secretary of the Interior 
an accurate sectional map, on a scale not less than 2 inches to the mile, under 
the corporate seal of the company and duly sworn to by the chief engineer 
respecting the accuracy, and certified to 7 Secretary, showing the sec- 
tions and parts of sections of land that will be overflowed on said reservation 
by reason of the construction of said dam as permitted by the Secretary of 

ar, said line of overflow to be accurately traced by a line on said map; and 
the settlement of damages as herein provided for overflowed land shall be 
based seen said map, after its approval by the Secretary of the Interior: 
Provided, That nothing herein shall be construed to prevent the assessment 
and collection of damages for other lands that may actually be overflowed 
which are not represented on said mapasoverflowed lands. For all of which 
land the Secretary of the Interior shall, pen payences, issue to said Alta- 
monte Water Company and to said Duluth and Winnipeg Railroad Company 
letters patent. , 

Suc. 4. That the amount of damages resulting to the Chippewa Indians of 
Minnesota and to the Fond du Lac tribe of Indians, in their tribal capacity, 
and to the individual members of said tribe by reason of the construction of said 
dam and of the location and construction of said new line of railway through 
the reservation and through the allotments of the individual Indians, shall be 
ascertained and determined in such manner asthe Secretary of the Interior 
may direct, and shall be subject to his final approval; but no right of any kind 
shall yest in said Altamonte Water Company in or to any part of the lands 
mentioned herein until said map showing the lands that will be overflowed 
shall be filed with and approved by the Secretary of the Interior, and until 
all the damages resulting from the construction of said dam and the location 
and construction of said new line of railroad through the reservation shall 
have been ascertained and paid; and no right of any kind shall vest in said rail- 
way company in or to any part of the new right of way herein provided for 
until meyer thereof, made upon actual survey, for the definite location of such 
new line of road, including the = for station purposes, shall have been 
filed with and capesees by the retary of the Interior. Said railroad to be 
located, constructed, and operated with due re to the rights of the Indians 
and under such rules and regulations as the retary of the Interior shall 
prescribe. Said water company is hereby authorized to enter upon said res- 
ervation for the purpose of surveying and locating said line marking the over- 
flowed land immediately after the passage of this act; and said railway com- 
pany is hereby authorized to enter upon said reservation for the purpose of 
surveying and locating its new line of road immediately after the approval 
of the map required to be filed by said water company. 

Sec. 5. That the ripnte herein granted said water company shall be forfeited 
uniess said dam shall be constructed within three years after the passage of 
this act; and the rights herein granted said railway company shall be for- 
feited unless the road through the reservation s be constructed within 
the same time: Provided, That the time, if any, lost by unavoidable delays 
occasioned by strikes, arenes suits, or the act of God, shall be excluded 
from the operation of this section. 


Mr. TAWNEY. I demand a second on the motion to suspend 
the rules. 

‘ The SPEAKER appointed as tellers Mr. TAWNEY and Mr. 

YNCH, 

The question being taken, there were—ayes 165, noes 15. 

So the motion to suspend the rules was seconded. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair recognizes the gentleman from 
Wisconsin [Mr. Lyncu] to control the fifteen minutes in favor of 
the proposition, and the gentleman from Minnesota [Mr. TAWNEY] 
to control the fifteen minutes in opposition. 

Mr. LYNCH. Mr. Speaker, about a year ago the Secretary of 
War granted permission to the Altamonte Water Company to 
build a dam across the St. Louis River west of Duluth for the pur- 
pose of carrying the water through a canal from that point to the 
city of Duluth and West Superior. Sothat this company has the 
authority now to build the dam. In order to make a reservoir 
large enough to carry on the project as they intended to do, the 
company will be obliged to flood a part of the Fond du Lac Indian 
Reservation adjacent to the dam. About 5,000 acres of that res- 
ervation will have to be flooded. The purpose of this bill, and its 
sole purpose, all reports to the contrary notwithstanding, is to 
enable the Secretary of the Interior to sell to this company so 
much of the Indian reservation as may be flooded by that reser- 
voir, 

The bill provides that the Secretary of the Interior shall fix a 
price upon the Indian lands so flooded and that this company shall 
pay for the lands whatever price may be so fixed, and the money 
must be paid before the work can proceed. The Indians are to 
have permission, in the first place, to take all the timber there is 
on the land that will be flooded and to sell it. After that this 
company must pay the price fixed for the land by the Secretary 
of the Interior before they can go anyfurther. This bill a 
to grant authority to the Secretary of War to do just that thing 
and nothing more. 

Mr. STEPHENSON. Who pays the people below the dam? 

Mr. LYNCH. They do not come in question here at all. The 
giving of authorit y to sell the flooded part of the Indian reserva- 
tion is all that we have to do with this matter. This is all bottom 
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land along the river, pee of little or no value. The Indians 
have already given their consent. The Commissioner of Indian 
Affairs has approved the bill, and in fact he drew it. The Com- 
mittee on Indian Affairs heard this matter discussed for six or 
seven days. 

Mr. BAILEY. Will the gentleman allow me for a moment? 

Mr. LYNCH. I will yield for a short question. 

Mr. BAILEY. I wish to ask the gentleman from Wisconsin 
whether there is any provision in this bill to protect the rights of 
the a who reside just below where this dam is to be con- 
structed. 

Mr. LYNCH. Iwill say to the gentleman that the specifica- 
tions for the dam have been drawn up by the War Department 
with all the precautions which the Department has deemed neces- 
sary, and the dam will be built under the direction of one of the 
engineers of that Department. I assume that the Department 
will not allow any dam to be built in such a way as to endanger 
the lives or property of residents below the dam. 

Mr. BAILEY. My information is that if this dam should give 
way the homes of the large number of people residing below it 
would be destroyed and their lives endangered. This danger 
would very materially affect the value of all property situated just 
paid the dam, and [ think they ought to be entitled to recover 

amages. 

Mr. LYNCH. I assume that that matter weuld be governed 
entirely by the laws of Minnesota. 

Mr. BAILEY. But this company would plead the act of Con- 

ess. 

Mr. LYNCH. We are not giving them any authority of Con- 
gress for the construction of thisdam. They have that authority 
now under the action of the Secretary of War. 

Mr. BAILEY. Then thiscompany has, in the first place, special 
authority for the construction of this dam, and now an act of 
Congress Propo es to authorize the company to obtain these lands. 
In other words, the Secretary of War gives the power and Con- 
gress sanctions it. 

Mr. LYNCH. We donot sanction it; this bill does not sanc- 
tion it. 

Mr. HAUGEN. My colleague [Mr. aera will allow me to 
say that all questions of damages which might arise would be 
relegated for settlement to the State courts acting under the laws 
of Minnesota. 

Mr. BAILEY. Iam not sure but that this company could plead 
the authority of the United States for what they had done. I 
think the bill ought to provide, as many of the State constitutions 
provide in similar cases, that whatever damages may result to 
adjacent owners shall be compensated by the company which con- 
structs the dam. 

Mr. HUNTER. That would be done at any rate. 

Mr. LYNCH. I reserve the residue of my time. 

Mr. TAWNEY. Mr. Speaker, the gentleman from Wisconsin 
[Mr. Lyncu] has stated to the House that the private corporation 
interested in the passage of this bill comes here with the authority 
of the State of Minnesota to construct the proposed dam. I desire 
to say that I have here copies of all the papers which were submitted 
to the Secretary of War on which the permit to build these dams 
was granted, and they show that this company has not applied to 
the legislature of the State of Minnesota to obtain the right to 
dam the St. Louis and Cloquet rivers, and there is no general law 
of the State giving them that right. These rivers are wholly 
within the State of Minnesota, with the exception of about 20 
miles from Fond du Lac down to the mouth of the St. Louis River, 
and for that distance the St. Louis River forms the boundary line 
between Minnesota and Wisconsin. This company is a private 
corporation created under the general law of our State fo: a pri- 
vate purpose. Itsincorporatorsare just five persons, four of whom 
reside in Chicago and one in Minnesota. 

I wish to call attention to one section of {he law of that State 
under which this company is incorporated to show to the mem- 
bers of this House how careful the legislature of Minnesota has 
been to prevent the obstruction of these rivers and to preserve 
them in their natural condition for the benefit of the commerce 
which, in the form of loose logs, is floated down those rivers every 

ear. 
. Section 2633 of Kelley’s Statutes of Minnesota provides: 


Any corporation formed under this title— 


And I want to say that this is a provision of the law under 
which this company is incorporated, and is cited in these papers 
submitted to the Secretary of War as its authority for the build- 
ing of these dams and on which they based their application for 
the Federal permit to build the same— 

Any corporation formed under this title in whole or in part for the im- 
sp eee of any stream and driving logs therein, or for holding or handling 
ogs therein which shall have taken prior possession of such stream, or any 
considerable portion thereof, upon which portion no other person or corpo- 
ration has erected any Gams or other improvements and which may have 
need of improvement for that purpose, shall have power to improve such 
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stream and its tributaries by clearing and straightening the channels thereof, 
closing sloughs, erecting sluiceways, booms of all kinds, side-rolling sluicing 
and flooding dams, or otherwise if necessary— 


But not to build a dam a hundred feet high— 


but shall in no case, in any manner, materially obstruct or impede naviga- 

tion upon such stream, or erect any dam or other obstruction below the head 

of steamboat navigation. | 
To this act there is the following proviso: 


Provided, That all dams and other works erected under the authority given 
by this act shall be so constructed, used, and operated, as to facilitate and 
expedite the driving and handling of logs and lumber upon the stream upon 
which the same may be erected, and the corporation making such improve- 
ment hereunder shall have no right to stop logs destined for points below its 
works on said stream except where dams have been constructed to accumu- 
late water for oes and flushing the river below the same, and in 
such case shall not detain logs in any part of the river so as toform a jam, or 
prevent the ees aay of logs destined for points below the works con- 
structed under authority of this act. 

That is in the act under which this company is incorporated, and 
how they can hope to construct a dam 100 feet high, 14 miles long, 
holding 80 feet of water which will extend back from the dam a 
distance of 60 miles, and comply with the provisions of the law 
under which the company is incorporated is something that no 
man can possibly explain. I say, therefore, that they have no 
authority from the State of Minnesota for the construction of the 
dams proposed in this bill. 

I notice from the papers here that they do not propose to have 
a sluiceway in this dam through which the millions of feet of 
lumber and logs on these streams could pass without delay. But 
they propose to build a by-pass a half mile up from the dam through 
which they hope to be able to transport these logs to the mills or 
to market. Any man acquaintedat all withthe logging and lum- 
bering business knows that this is wholly impracticable; that this 
could not be done without maintaining a boom, and that in a body 
of water 80 feet deep and two or three miles wide a boom could 
not be constructed nor maintained. The proposed dam will there- 
fore entirely destroy the lumbering business on these rivers. 

But the gentleman who has just addressed the House says that 
the sole and only object of the billis togive tothe Altamonte Water 
Company the power and right, in the construction of this dam, 
to overflow certain lands in the Fond du Lac Indian Reservation. 
If gentlemen will take the time to read the bill carefully they 
will see that the statement is entirely erroneous. The title of the 
bill itselfis, ‘‘ To authorize the construction of certain dams across 
the St. Louis and Cloquet rivers, in the State of Montana, and 
for other purposes,” and in the body of the bill it is expressly 
provided that— 

Said Altamonte Water Company, pursuant to authority granted by the 
Secretary of War to erect adam across the St. Louis River above the town 
of Cloquet, Minn., is hereby authorized, etc. 

This expressly recognizes and confirms the act of the Secretary 
of War and could be pleaded in any court as an authority granted 
by Congress for the building of these dams. Then, again, you will 
see, in speaking of these lands, that it refers to— 

Such lands as shall be overflowed and which shall be necessary in the con- 
struction and maintenance of said dam, according to the permission granted 
by the Secretary of War. 

Why the mere right to overflow these lands would by implication 
allow the erection of a dam for that purpose. Theprimary object 
of the bill is to ratify and confirm the unauthorized interference 
by the Secretary of War with the rights of the State of Minnesota to 
govern, control, and regulate these two rivers, which lie almost 
wholly within our State, and which are not navigable waters, as 
that term is used in the Constitution of the United States, but 
which are, under the laws of Minnesota, public highways of that 
State. The Secretary of War very wisely, in the second permit 
granted, took occasion to say: 

That it is understood that the United States shall not be liable for damages 
by overflow or otherwise, and makes no guarantee whatever as to the sta- 
bility of the dam. 

That is a wise precaution and one that was not taken in the first 
permit, which was obtained in February, 1894. 

Permit me to say in passing that this permit was granted since this 
bill was reported to the House. The permit allows this company 
to erect a dam anywhere within certain limits, while the former 
perme specified the exact place for the building of these dams. 

nder the last permit granted by the War Department it is pro- 
posed to confer upon this private corporation not only right to ob- 
struct these rivers, but to obstruct them at any point it mayselect 
within certain specified limits. 

In regard to the authority of the Secretary of War to authorize 
the building of these dams I want to call attention to a letter 
written by Brig. Gen. Thomas Lincoln Casey, Chief of the Engi- 
neer Department: 

In my apa there is no objection, so far as the interests of navigation are 
concerned— 

He might well have said that, because there is no navigation on 
either of those rivers, except the floating of loose logs— 


to the construction of the dams on the conditions named by Major Sears, 
but I know of no law empowering the Secretary of War to authorize the 





building and maintenance of dams across navigable rivers. If this application 
is made under section 3 of the act of Congress of July 13, 1892, it should be 
noted that the St. Louis River is a navigable water not wholly within the 
limits of a single State, and consequently does not come within the purview 
of that section. A franchise for the purpose in question should be obtained 
from Congress. 

Under the cover of claiming to simply ask for the right to over- 
flow the land in that Indian reservation they come in here and 
seek to ratify and confirm by Congressional enactment the au- 
thority of the Secretary of War for the building of these three 
dams in that State. 

I want to call attention to just one further fact, Mr. Sneaker. 
Immediately below this dam, in the town of Cloquet, reside 5,000 
people. Their only means of support, and the principal business of 
the place, is thatof lumbering. There are fivesawmills and three 
planing mills, which maintain that town. Think, Mr. Speaker, of 
the constant menace to the lives and the property of those people, 
living right there under the breast of that dam, holding a body of 
water 80 feet deep and 60 miles long, in a climate the most severe, 
I might say, of any in the United States. That of itself ought to 
cause the members of this House to hesitate before voting in favor 
of a proposition of this kind, and to look for some other means of 
utilizing this magnificent water power, one that will not put in 
jeopardy the lives and property of 5,000 people who happen to live 
immediately below this proposed dam, and 20,000 people who live 
along the banks of that river, between there and the cities of Du- 
luth and Superior. I think that of itself ought to have great 
weight with the members of this House, and I trust, Mr. Speaker, 
that no man will vote in favor of putting those people in a posi- 
tion where he would not voluntarily place himself, nor permitany 
others to place him, or the members of his family. 

I reserve the remainder of my time. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman has four minutes. 

Mr. LYNCH. I yield five minutes to the gentleman from Wis- 
consin [Mr. HAUGEN}. 

Mr. HAUGEN. Mr. Speaker, this bill has been pretty thor- 
oughly discussed before the Committee on Indian Affairs, and it 
has also been discussed before the Committee on Rules of the House. 
Besides that, there has been a strong lobby here, both for and 
againstit, forsome time, so that nearly every member of this House 
has, I believe, received some information from some source or an- 
other in regard to this bill. I cansay for myself that I reserved 
an yen on this subject until I had investigated it thoroughly; 
and I believe now that it possesses substantial merits and that the 
bill ought to pass. 

Besides its inherent merits, such investigation as I have been 
able to make convinces me that only a very small fraction of the 
people at the head of Lake Superior—the people directly inter- 
ested—is opposed to it. The Altamonte Water Company is a 
corporation organized under the laws of Minnesota, and is liable 
under those laws for any damage it may inflict on other corpora- 
tions or on individuals. It comes here for one purpose only, to 
secure the right to flood certain landsof the Fond du Lac Indian 
Reservation. 

As far as the direct influence of our action to-day is concerned, 
it does not reach beyond the district of the gentleman from Min- 
nesota [Mr. BALDWIN] and the district which I have the honor to 
represent; and the people in those two districts, in the communi- 
ties directly affected by this vast enterprise, if it is carried out, are 
almost to a man in favor of this bill. Now, where does the cppo- 
sition come from? 

Mr. KEM. Are there any residents of the town of Cloquet who 
are in favor of the passage of this bill? 

Mr. HAUGEN. I was going to speak of the town of Cloquet. 
The town of Cloquet is the town which the gentleman from 
Minnesota [Mr. TAWNEy] told us is located below the proposed 
dam and the inhabitants of which are almost exclusively engaged 
in lumbering. It exists almost entirely because of certain large 
lumbering institutions which are carrying on their business at 
that point. But this dam, if built, will not destroy the town of 
Cloquet. If built it will be built under the supervision of the 
Secretary of War, and I take it for granted that no dam will be 
permitted to be built at this place that will not be absolutely safe. 

Gentlemen are reminded in the pamphlets which have been sent 
to them of the disaster at Johnstown. People living in the nar- 
row valleys of Pennsylvania might suffer from such a disaster as 
that, but it is absolutely impossible that that disaster can be re- 
peated at this place. 

At Johnstown the dam was washed away by the water flowing 
over the top of it. 

If this structure is built according to the plans submitted no 
such accident can occur to the people of Cloquet. There was no 
supervision on the part of the public in the construction of the 
Johnstown dam, while here no step can be taken without the sanc- 
tion and approval of an engineer of the War Department, who will 
see that all the conditions are complied with. 

The dam as proposed to be constructed will be 700 feet wide at 
the bottom, coming up by a gradual slope to the top; and the dam 
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2. That the reservoir produced by a 30-foot dam at Cloquet will back the 
water toa point only 4} miles distant from the Mississippi River, and will 
thus constitute a continuous waterway from the top of the hill at Duluth to 
a point so near the Mississippi. 

3. That, allowing two anda half million dollars for the cost of improve- 
ments, including the dam, canal, land, damages to riparian rights,and power 
plant, the power could and would be sold at a yearly rental of $10 per horse- 
power. 

Regarding these estimates and claims, my opinion, based on the facts and 
authorities which are mentioned to support them, is as follows: . 

1. The total amount of power that can be developed at Duluth under a 600- 
foot head (which is all that can be possibly obtained), using all the water in 
the river at ordinary low state, is 96,377 horsepower. Of this, at an efficiency 
of 75 per cent, there would be an available power of 72,282 horsepower. In 
computing this I take the area of watershed at 3,500 square miles, the rain- 
fall at 30 inches annually, the minimum volume of water in the river at about 
20 per cent of the rainfall of four-tenths of a cubic foot for each square mile 
of watershed. ‘ 

Bearing on this very point, I find the estimate of James L. Greenleaf in the 
seventeenth volume of the Tenth Census of the United States. He gives the 
average rainfall on the St. Louis River_basin as 30 inches, the average flow 


per square mile of drainage area in ordinary low water as four-tenths of a 


cubic foot, and makes the following succinct statement: 
“The drainage area alors to the river above Knife Fall is 2,926 square 
miles; the estimated ordinary low-water flow, 1,170 cubic feet per second, and 


the resulting theoretical power, under 10 feet head, 1,823 horsepower. ‘This 


‘would make the total power with the 154 feet head (from Cloquet to Thom- 


son) 20,451 horsepower. Under 600 feet head this would amount to 79,680 


theoretical horsepower, and with an efficiency of 75 per cent would leave 69,- 
760 horsepower available.” 

In order to be on the safe side I have figured the watershed at 3,500 square 
miles, instead of 2,926 as given by Greenleaf. This accounts for the difference 
in our estimates. 

2. If twice the minimum flow is allowed to pass through the regular chan- 
nel from Cloquet to Lake Superior the power that can be developed theoret- 
ically at Duluth with the water that is left over will not exceed 30,000 horse- 

ower, or 22,500 horsepower at an efficiency of 75 percent. This statement is 

yased on an average low-water flow of 1,400 cubic feet per second (Greenleaf 
puts it at 1,170), and an average flow the year round of 3,200 cubic feet per 
second. It does not take into account the loss of wate? by leakage, by greater 
evaporation from the reservoir, nor by locking vessels through at each end 
at Cheaest, as proposed. ; ; 

3 The between the proposed reservoir and the Mississippi River will 
be seve imes greater than 4} miles. It is only at the highest state of 
water in the reservoir that the water is =T to back up so near the 
Mississippi. As the water in the reservoir is lowered by using in time of low 
water the distance between its outer margin and the ‘ppi will rapidl 
increase, that being the shallowest of the reservoir. Consequently a ca 
connecting the Altamonte reservoir and the Mississippi River will not’ 
appreciably shortened by the construction of a dam at Cloquet from which 

water is to be used in the summer season. 

4. It is unreasonable to expect to find a market within the next decade; 
and simply preposterous to talk about selling 100,000 horsepower there. Ac- 
cording to t enth Census report and other authorities, the power, both 
steam and water power, used in United States amounts to Lhorsepower for 
about every 12 of our inhabitants, and in cities may run as high as | horse- 

wer to every six or eight of the ulation. If there are 150,000 people in 
Duluth and vicinity there may be at present 20,000 or 25,000 horsepower. 
it would be impossible to supplant all this er by electric power or by 
water power, no matter how cheaply it is offered. But even this estimate is 
probably too high for the power used in the neighborhood of Duluth, for ac- 
cording to the Census report, the entire State of Minnesota only used 53,580 
horsepower of all kinds in 1880, which was an increase of 167 per cent over 
that used in 1870. A proportionate increase since the Tenth Census would 
ive 131,868 horsepower as the amount of steam power and water power used 
nm Minnesota in 1894. Of this Duluth, with 2} per cent of the ulation of 
the State, can hardly use more than 5 per cent of the power of 6,550 horse- 
wer. Allowing the same liberal amount for West Superior and adjacent 
wns, and we have 13,000 horsepower used at the head of Lake Superior. 
And, as before stated, only a portion of this power could be diverted into the 
new scheme to make use of its power. 

5. With only 22,500 horsepower available at Duluth,and,as admitted by 
their own representatives, an imitial cost of construction of $2,500,000, it is 
self-evident t the power can not be sold for $10 per horsepower per an- 
num. That would not pay the requisite interest on the investment, to say 
nothing of depreciation, repairs, or cost of operation. 

Other statements made by agents or representatives of the Altamonte Canal 
Company do not bear investigation any better thanthe foregoing. ButI have 
probably said enough to convince you that their scheme is visionary and even 
chimerical, and can not be carried to any kind of successful termination. 


Yours very truly, 
HORACE V. WINCHELL. 

Mr. C. N. NELSON, Cloquet, Minn 

During the reading of the above petition the time of Mr. 
KigFEerR expired, and, by unanimous consent, leave was granted 
toextend his remarks in the REcorD. 

Mr. BAILEY. I merely wish to emphasize the question which 
I — a few moments ago to the gentleman from Wiscon- 
sin [Mr. Lynon]. My objection to this bill is that it sanctions 
the construction of a dam immediately above a town containing 
something like four or five thousand people; and it makes no pro- 
vision for compensating those people for whatever damage their 
property may suffer in consequence of the construction of this 
dam. If they should institute a suit against the company con- 
structing the dam in the courts of Minnesota the company would 
file in the Federal court a petition for the removal of the cause, 
alleging that they had a defense arising under the Constitution 
and laws of the United States. They would thus carry their case 
into the Federal courts, and there they would plead that if those 
people below the dam had suffered any injury to their property 
it was an injury for which they could not obtain compensation, 
because under the Federal Constitution persons can not recover 
for damages to their property; they can only recover the value of 
7 which is actually taken. 

r. Speaker, I should like to see this bill safeguarded in this 

respect. Most of the States which have in late years adopted con- 
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stitutions have acted upon the theory that it is as indefensible to 
damage a citizen’s property without compensation as it is to take 
it, and they have enlarged the prohibition so that where the Fed- 
eral Constitution and all of the early State constitutions only pro- 
hibited the taking, it is now provided that private property shall 
not be ‘taken, damaged, or destroyed without just compensa- 
tion.” Isimply ask that the present bill shall conform to this 
requirement. 
Here the hammer fell. ] 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Wisconsin [Mr. Lynen} 
has three minutes remaining. ‘ 

Mr. LYNCH. I yield the residue of my time to the gentleman 
from Minnesota [Mr. BALDWIN]. 

Mr. BALDWIN. Mr. Speaker, the principal objection to this 
measure comes from the lumber ring of Minnesota and Wiscon- 
sin. They claim that this dam is a menace to their property at 
Cloquet and to the lives of individuals living in the village. 
That is a mere pretext. This lumbercompany owns and controls 
a boom monopoly granted it by the legislature of Minnesota some 
twenty yearsago—a monopoly of that river for booming and logging 
purposes. Thatis wherethe opposition comes from. For twenty 
years we of Duluth and that section of country have been trying 
in the legislature to break or modify that monopoly. But so 
powerful has been thatinterest in money and legislative influence 
that we have not succeeded. If this project is carried out we de- 
prive that monopoly of none of its privileges with respect to run- 
ning logs on that stream, but we permit every other lumberman 
to run logs there. 

As to the legal points which have been raised by gentlemen in 
opposition to this measure, if they are sound, then the courts will 
sustain them, and the Altamonte Company can never lay a stick 
of lumber or put down a stone in the construction of that dam. 

The opposition to this bill from all quarters originates with 
monopolies and is vicious. The Jay Cooke monopoly, which con- 
trols the dalles of the St. Louis below the site of this proposed 
dam, has held that property for twenty years—acting the part of 
the dog in the manger, refusing to develop it themselves and pre- 
venting anybody else from doing so—putting a fictitious value of 
a million dollars upon their franchise. 

Now, the people of Duluth and Superior, aggregating a popula- 
tion of 100,000, are unanimous in favor of this legislation. I¢ 
means more to them than all the other factors combined in the 
development and upbuilding of those two greatcities. Iheld this 
measure here in committee for three months until I could satisfy 
myself ing the Altamonte Company and its financial abii- 
ity, and with regard to the wishes of my constituency. When 
satisfied beyond any doubt that the measure had their unanimous 
approval I gave it my support. I appeal to members of this 

ouse to vote for as just and as righteous a measure as ever was 
presented to this Congress. 

ere the hammer fell. } 
he SPEAKER. The question is now on the motion of the gen- 
tleman from Wisconsin {[Mr. Lyncu]} to suspend the rules and 
pass the bill. 

The question being taken, there were—ayes 90, noes 68. 

bo SPEAKER. Two-thirds have not voted in favor of the 
motion. 

Mr. BALDWIN and others. Yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. Lyncn and Mr. TAWNEY were appcinted tellers. 

The question was taken; and there were—yeas 123, nays 99, 
answered ‘‘ present” 2, not voting 125; as follows: 


YEAS—12. 
Aldrich, Cooper, Wis. Ikirt, Rusk, 
Allen, Covert, Johnson, N. Dak. Russell, Ga. 
Arnold, Crain, Jones, Ryan, 
Baldwin, Dalzell, Kilgore, Schermerhorn, 
Bankhead, De Forest, Lawson, Settle, 
Barnes, Dinsmore, Little, Shell, 
Bartlett, Dockery, Loud, Sorg, 
Beckner, Durborow, Lynch, Sperry, 
Bell, Tex. Edmunds, addox, Springer, 
Beltzhoover, Ellis, Ky. Mallory, Stallings, 
Berry, English, Cal. Marshall, Stone, Ky. 
Black, Epes, Martin, Ind. Storer, 
Blair, Everett, McCreary, Ky. Swanson, 
Boatner, Forman, MeCulloch, Talbott, Md. 
Breckinridge, Geissenhainer, McDearmon, Tate, 
Bretz, Goldzier, McEttrick, Terry, 
Brookshire, Gorman, McKaig, Tracey, 
Brown, Grady, Meredith, Tucker, 
Bryan, Graham, Meyer, Turner, Ga. 
Bynum, Gresham, Money, Tyler, 
Cabaniss Griffin, Mich. Moore, Warner, 
Campbell, Hager. Moses, Washingion, 
Caruth, Halil, Minn. Neill, Weadock, 
Catchings, Hall, Mo. Northway, Wever, 
Causey, Hammond, Ogden, Wheeler, Ala. 
Clancy Hare, O'Neill, Mo. Williams, Tl. 
Clark, Mo. Harrison, Page, Williams, Miss. 
Clarke, Ala. Haugen, Pendleton, Tex. Wilson, W. Va. 
Cobb, Mo. Henderson, N.C. Reed, Wise, 
Cockrell, Hitt, Richardson, Tenn. Woodard, 


Coopers, Tex. Hunter, Robbins, 












































































































































NOT VOTING—12. 





































to suspend the rules and pass the bill was rejected. 
The following pairs were announced: 
Until further notice: 
Mr. Apsott with Mr, Payne. 
Mr. HuTCHESON with Mr. DRAPER. 
Mr, O’NetL of Massachusetts with Mr. CoGSWELL. 
Mr. WooparpD with Mr. Taytor of Tennessee. 
For this day: 
Mr, SomERs with Mr. Houx. 
Mr. McLaurin with Mr. Quiaa. 
Mr. Hatcu with Mr. HARMER. 
Mr. RAYNER with Mr. Sweet. 
' Mr. HARTER with Mr. HENDERSON of Illinois. 
Mr. SICKLEs with Mr. GROSVENOR. 
Mr. TURNER with Mr. Jonnson of Indiana. 
Mr. CapMvus with Mr. HeIner of Pennsylvania. 
Mr. McM1r.uin with Mr. Moon. 
Mr. STOCKDALE with Mr. GRAR. 
Mr. McDANNOLD with Mr. BELDEN. 
Mr. Enauisa of New Jersey with Mr. SHERMAN, 
Mr. ALDERSON with Mr. Wriu1am A. STONE, 
Mr. Stern with Mr. Hutu. 
Mr, McRak with Mr. Scranton. 
Mr, TARSNEY with Mr. Lockwoop. 
Mr, OUTHWAITE with Mr. CRAWFORD. 
Mr. CULBERSON with Mr. MILLIKEN, 
Mr. Ropertson of Louisiana with Mr. HuLick. 
Mr. MontTGomery with Mr. Hopxrys of Illinois. 
On this vote: 
Mr. HERMANN with Mr. Curtis of New York. 
Mr. Burnes with Mr, Cannon of Illinois, 
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I withdraw my vote. 
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grass, 


Van Voorhis, Ohio 


; NAYS—9. 
Alexander, Draper, Latimer, Richards, 
Apsley, Ellis, Oreg. Lefever, Robinson, Pa. 
Avery, Fletcher, Lester, Russell, Conn. 
Babcock, Funk, Livingston, Sayers, 
Bailey, Fyan, Lucas, Simpson, 
Baker, Kans. Gillet, N. Y. Marsh, Sn 
Baker, N. H. Gillett, Mass. Marvin, N. Y. Stephenson, 
Bartholdt, Griffin, Wis. McAleer, Stevens, 
Barwig Grout, McCall, Stone, C. W. 
Bell, Colo. Hainer, McCleary, Minn. Strait, 
Boen, Hartman, McDowell, Strong, 
Brickner, Hayes, McKeighan, Talbert, 8. C. 
Broderick, Henderson, Iowa Meiklejohn, Tawney, 
Bromwell, Hepburn, Mercer, Thomas, 
Brosius, Hicks, Morse, Turpin, 
Bundy, Hooker, Miss. Murray, Updegraff, 
Cannon, Cal. Hopkins, Pa. Mutchler, Van 
Chickering, Hudson, Pearson, 
Cobb, Ala. Izlar, Pendleton, W. Va. Walker, 
Cousins, Kem, Perkins, Wanger, 
Curtis, Kans. Kiefer, Phillips, Waugh, 
Daniels, Kribbs, Powers, Wheeler, Tl. 
Davis, Kyle, Randall, Wilson, Ohio 
De Armond, Lacey, Ray Wright. 
Dolliver, Lane, Reyburn, 
ANSWERED “PRESENT ’—2. 
Crawford, Pickler. 


Abbott, Denson, Houk, Price, 

Adams, Ky. Dingley, Hulick, Quigg, 
Adams, Pa. Donovan, Hull, yner, 
Aitken, Doolittle, Hutcheson, Reilly, 
Alderson, Dunn, Johnson, Ind. Richardson, Mich. 
Belden, Dunphy, Johnson, Ohio Ritchie, 
Bingham, English, N. J. Lapham, Robertson, La. 
Bland, Enloe, Layton, Scranton, 
Boutelle, Erdman, Linton, Sherman, 
Bower, N. C. Fielder, Lockwood, Sibley, 
Bowers, Cal. Fithian, Loudenslager, Sickles, 
Branch, Gardner, Magner, Sipe, 

Bunn, Gear, Maguire, Smith, 
Burnes. Geary, Mahon, Somers, 
Cadmus, Goodnight, McDannold, Stockdale, 
Caminetti, Grosvenor, McGann, Stone, W. A. 
Cannon, IL Grow, McLaurin, Straus, 
ances, Haines, McMillin, Sweet, 
Childs, Harmer, McNagny, Tarsney, 
Cockran, Harris, McRae, Taylor, Ind. 
Coffeen, Wyo. Harter, Milliken, Taylor, Tenn. 
Covfin, Md. Hatch, Montgomery, Turner, Va. 
Cogswell, Heard, Moon, Wadsworth, 
Conn, Heiner, Morgan, Wells, 
Coombs, Henderson, Il. Newlands, White, 
Cooper, Fla. Hendrix, O'Neil, Mass. Whiting, 
Cooper, Ind. Henry, Outhwaite, Wilson, Wash. 
Cornish, Hermann, Paschal, Wolverton, 
Cox, Hines, Patterson, Woomer. 
Culberson, Holman, Payne, 

Curtis, N. Y. Hooker, N. Y. Pence, 

Davey, Hopkins, Ill. Pigott, 


So (two-thirds not having voted in the affirmative) the motion 


Mr. HATCH. Mr. Speaker, I voted to insure a quorum, but as 
Tam paired with the gentleman from Pennsylvania {Mr. HARMER] 


The result of the vote was then announced as above recorded, 





FEBRUARY 18, 


RESIGNATION OF A MEMBER. 
The SPEAKER laid before the House the following communi- 


cation; which was read, and ordered to lie on the table. 


HouSsE OF REPRESENTATIVES, February 18, 1895. 
Dear Sir: I have the honor toinform you that I have forwarded to the 


Gossamer of the State of Washington my resignation as a member of the 


fouse of Representatives from that State at large, to take effect to-day. 


Very respectfully, 
séegi JOHN L. WILSON. 
Hon. CHARLES F. CRISP, 
Speaker House of Representatives. 


LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 
By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted as follows: 


To Mr. STOCKDALE, indefinitely, on account of sickness. 
To Mr. TURNER of Virginia, for three days,on account of sick- 


ness. 


To Mr. Hotman, for this day, on account of sickness in his 
family. 
COMMITTEE ON INVALID PENSIONS. 
By unanimous consent, on motion of Mr. MARTIN of Indiana, 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions was granted leave to sit con- 
tinuously during the session of the House to-morrew. 


CONDITION OF BUSINESS, GOVERNMENT DEPARTMENTS. 
Mr. DOCKERY, from the Joint Commission of Congress on 


the Status of the Executive Departments, etc., submitted a report 


on the condition of business in the Departments of the Govern- 


ment in Washington: which was ordered to be printed. 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE, 


A message from the Senate, by Mr. PLatTt, one of its clerks, an- 
nounced that the Senate had passed with amendments the bill 
(H.R. 5624) to authorize the Oklahoma Central Railroad to con- 
struct and operate a railway through the Indian and Oklahoma 
Territories, and for other purposes, asked a conference with the 
House of Representatives on the bill and amendments, and had 
appointed Mr. Jonrs of Arkansas, Mr. PLatrt, and Mr. BLANCH- 
ARD as the committee on the part of the Senate. 

The message also announced that the Senate had agreed to the 
report of the committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of 
the two Houses on the amendment of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 
3476) to provide for the examination and classification of certain 
mineral lands in the States of Montana and Idaho. 

The message also announced that the Senate had insisted upon 
its amendments to the bill (H. R. 8272) making eppre riations for 
the service of the Post-Office Department for the fiscal year endin 
June 80, 1896, disagreed to by the House of Representatives, h 
agreed to the conference asked by the House on the disagreeing 
votes of the two Houses thereon, and had appointed Mr. BLack- 
BURN, Mr. GORMAN, and Mr. CULLoM as the conferees on the part 
of the Senate. 

A further message from the Senate, by Mr. PLATT, one of its 
clerks, announced that the Senate had disagreed to the amend- 
ment of the House of Representatives to the bill (S. 1969) granting 
a pension to Harrison C. Hobart, brevet brigadier-general of vol- 
unteers, asked a conference with the House on the disagreeing 
votes of the two Houses thereon, and had appointed Mr. Vinas, 
Mr. PALMER, and Mr. GALLINGER as the conferees on the part of 
the Senate. 

The message also announced that the Senate had agreed to the 
amendment of the House of ss resentatives to the bill (S. 2599) 
granting a pension to Caroline E. Wessels. 


ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


Mr. PEARSON, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, reported 
that they had examined and found truly enrolled joint resolution 
and bills of the following titles; when the Speaker signed the 
same: 

Joint resolution (H. Res. 252) relative to the British Guiana- 
Venezuela boundary dispute; 

A bill (H. R. 4952) to amend section 2455 of the Revised Statutes 
of the United States; and 

A bill (S. 2589) granting cannon to the Historical Museum, Des 
Moines, Lowa. 


REPORT OF COMMITTEE. 
The following report of committee was handed in at the Clerk’s 


desk, referred toits appropriate calendar, and otherwise disposed 
of as indicated below. 


PUBLIC BUILDING, PARIS, KY. 


Mr. BERRY (on the 16th of February), from the Committee on 
Public Buildings and Grounds, reported the bill (S. 2576) for the 
erection of a public building at Paris, Ky.; which was referred to 
the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union, 
and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 





























































ADDITIONAL MESSENGERS, CLERK’S OFFICE. 


Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Mr. Speaker, I ask consider- 
ation of a resolution which I send to the desk in connection with 
the business of the House. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, by the House of Representatives, That the Clerk of the House be 
authorized and empowered to employ for the remainder of the session two 
bicycle messengers for — and night service between the enrolling room of 
the Clerk's office and the Government Printing Office, to be paid each out of 
the contingent fund of the House of Representatives, at $5 per day. 

Mr. REED. What is the object of this resolution? 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. The Clerk of the House 
needs a couple of messengers between the enrolling room and the 
Government Printing Office during the last few days of the ses- 
sion in order to e ite the engrossing and enrollment of bills. 

Mr. REED. This is only for a few days. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Only for the remainder of 
the session. 

Mr. HITT. Has the price of labor gone up so that these mes- 
sengers must receive $5 a day each? 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. That also includes the 
bicycle. 

Mr. HITT. That means a rental of $3 or $4 a day for the bi- 
cycle. Men are begging for work now at $1 per day. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. The service is needed, and 
I ask a vote upon the resolution. 

The resolution was agreed to. 


MEXICAN FREE ZONE. 


Mr. BYNUM. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to make 
a report from the Committee on Ways and Means, a bill of a local 
character. 

I am directed by the committee to report a joint resolution (H. 
Res. 277) in reference to the free zone along the northern frontier 
of Mexico and adjacent to the United States. 

The SPEAKER. This joint resolution will be printed and re- 
ferred to the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the 
Union. 


FUR-BEARING ANIMALS, ALASKA, +~ 


Mr. WILSON of West Virginia, from the Committee on Ways 
and Means, by unanimous consent, reported in lieu of the bill H. 
R. 8633 a bill (H. R. 8909) to amend an act entitled ‘‘An act to pre- 
vent the extermination of fur-bearing animals in Alaska, and for 
other purposes;” which was referred to the Committee of the 
Whole House on the state of the Union, and, with the accompany- 
ing report, ordered to be printed. 


NAVAL APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. TALBOTT of Maryland. I move that the House resolve 
itself into Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union for 
the further consideration of the naval appropriation bill. 

The motion was agreed to. 
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The House accordingly resolved itself into Committee of the | 


Whole, Mr. O’Net. of Massachusetts in the chair. 


The CHAIRMAN. By unanimous consent all general debate | 


on the bill is closed, and the Clerk will now report the bill by 
paragraphs for debate and amendment under the five-minute rule. 

The Clerk, proceeding with the reading of the bill, read as fol- 
lows: 

PAY OF THE NAVY. 

For the pay of officers on sea duty; officers on shore and other duty; officers 
on waiting orders; officers on the retired list; clerks to commandants of 
~ and stations; clerks to Sees at yards and stations; general store- 

eepers; receiving ships and other vessels; extra pay to men reenlisting 
under honorable tharge; interest on deposits by men; pay of petty officers, 
seamen, landsmen, and boys, including men in the engineer’s force and for 
the Coast Surve Service and Fish Commission, 8,250 men and 750 boys, at the 
pay. prescribed by law; and the Secretary of the Navy is hereby authorized 

enlist as many additional seamen as in his discretion he may deem neces- 
sary, not to exceed 2,000; in all, $7,824,329: Provided, That hereafter no officer 
of the Navy shall be deprived of sea-duty pay while attached to a vessel in 
commission by reason of assignment to duty as a member of a nayal court- 
martial, court of inquiry or board, or to other temporary duty, or by reason 
of being sent to a naval hospital for temporary treatment. 


Mr. SAYERS. I desire to raise a point of order upon all after 
the word ‘‘law,” in line 6,down to and including the word ‘“‘ thou- 
sand,” in line &, on page 2. 

I have another point of order, but will reserve it. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will suggest to the gentleman 
from Texas that if any debate should take place on the balance of 
the paragraph, it would be too late for him to make the point of 
order on that paragraph. 

Mr. SAYERS. Then, Mr. Chairman, in addition, I will also 
reserve a point of order upon the words ‘“‘eight thousand two 
hundred and fifty men, and seven hundred and fifty boys,” in 
lines 4 and 5 of the same page; and also, commencing with the 
——— ‘“‘provided,” in line 10, down to and including line 15 of 
said page. 


- 





The points of order are that the language named is new legis- 
lation, and that it does not decrease, but it does increase expend- 
itures. 

Mr. SPRINGER. How many men are now authorized? 

Mr. SAYERS. Nine thousand only. 

Mr. HALL of Missouri. Mr. Chairman-—— 

The CHAIRMAN. For what purpose does the gentleman rise? 

Mr. HALL of Missouri. For the purpose of offering an amend- 
ment. 

Mr. TALBOTT of Maryland. I think the point of order should 
be settled now. 

Mr. HALL of Missouri. I understood the point of order was 
reserved. Of course my amendment is not in order until the point 
of order is disposed of. 

Mr. SAYERS. Mr. Chairman, referring to the point of order 
which covers parts of lines 4 and 5 of page 2 of the bill, I desire to 
call the attention of the Chair to the existing law. The naval ap- 
propriation act approved March 8, 1593, reads as follows: 

And the number of persons who may at one time be enlisted in the Navy of 
the United States, including seamen, ordinary seamen, landsmen, mechanics, 
firemen, and coal heavers, and including 1,500apprentices and boys, hereby au- 
thorized to be enlisted annually, shall not exceed 9,000. 

Now, the paragraph to which I except, instead of reciting the 
pay of 7,500 men and 1,500 boys, provides for 8,250 men and 750 


ys. 
This is all I have to say in reference to the particular portion of 


the clause. 


Mr. TALBOTT of Maryland. Mr. Chairman—— 
The CHAIRMAN. Before the gentleman from Maryland be- 


gins the Chair would like to call the attention of the gentleman 


from Texas to the fact that it has been repeatedly held in this 
House by es Carlisle; by Mr. McCreary of Kentucky, as 
Chairman of the Committee of the Whole; by Mr. RICHARDSON 
of Tennessee, as Chairman of the Committee of the Whole, that 
it would be competent for the Committee of the Whole to accept 
an amendment authorizing the construction of new ships; that 
the provision of the rule that refers to works and objects already 
in progress would amply cover that. 

Mr.SAYERS. Mr. Chairman,one moment. Thereisno statute 
which limits the number of vessels in the Navy, but there is a 
stutute, however, which limits the number of men and boys in 
the Navy—that is, to 9,000. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair would call the attention of the 
gentleman from Texas to the fact that the law authorizing the 
construction of certain vessels is as much a limitation on the num- 
ber of vessels as if they were specified by number. 

Mr. SAYERS. Mr. Chairman, the point that I wish to make is 
that in the case suggested by the Chair there was no limit fixed by 
law; but in the matter of seamen and boys a limit is fixed by law. 
The law especially says that the number of men and the number 
of boys shall be 9,000,and no more. The Committee on Naval 
Affairs violate the law in this bill and also change the number of 
men and the number of boys. 

Mr. DOLLIVER. Is not the law my friend refers to the cur- 
rent appropriation bill, from year to year? 

Mr. SAYERS. No; it is not simply current law. 

Mr. TALBOTT of Maryland. Whether it is or not, under au- 
thority of Congress we have in course of construction the Jowa, 
Indiana, Massachusetts, Oregon, Maine, Texas, Brooklyn, Puritan, 
Amphitrite; Terror, Monadnock, the Olympia just finished, and 
the Marblehead, and three gunboats. 

Now, under the ruling, first, of Mr. Wellborn, of Texas, in the 
Forty-eighth Congress, the ruling of the gentleman from Ken- 
tucky [Mr. McCreary] in the Forty-ninth Congress, and other 
similar rulings, it has been held that this is nothing in the world 
but a continuation of public work. 

Mr. SAYERS. This is not a continuation of public work. 

Mr. TALBOTT of Maryland. If it is not, I should like to* 
know what constitutes a continuation of public work. 

The CHAIRMAN. Will the gentleman from Texas inform the 
Chair how it would be possible to continue these vessels unless you 
have men to man them? 

Mr. SAYERS. It is for Congress to say whether the vessels 
shall be put in commission or not. Now, I would ask the Chair, 
unless the mind of the Chair is fully settled upon the proposition, 
to withhold his ruling upon these points until to-morrow. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair would be glad to do that if there 
be no objection. 

Mr. SAYERS. I will call the attention of the Chair to lines 6, 
7, and 8: 

And the Secre of the Navy is hereby authorized to enlist as many addi- 
tional seamen as in his discretion he may deem necessary, not to exceed 2,000. 

The naval appropriation bill approved March 3, 1893, provides 
that the number of persons who may at any one time be enlisted in 
the naval force of the United States, including seamen, ordinary 
seamen, landsmen, mechanics, firemen, coal heavers, and 1,500 ap- 
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I would like to have some one tell me, if he can, what an ap- 
propriation bill, which, by its specific terms as well as by the 
rules of the House, is declared to be a bill ere the an- 
nual funds necessary to carry on the naval esta ent, is in- 
tended for if it is not intended to provide for the navy-yards and 
to provide for manning and equipping the vessels of the Navy? 
If, in a bill appropriating for the naval establishment of the Gov- 
ernment for the next fiscal year, a bill covering every legitimate 
expenditure attaching to the Navy Department for the twelve 
months of the next fiscal year, we can provide in that bill for 
every detail of the naval establishment for the construction of 
ships and for the completion of ships partly built, and if we can pro- 
vide for launching ships and putting in commission ships already 
built and launched, it seems to me a most remarkable thing that 
we are there to stop absolutely and make no use whatever of the 
expenditure by being prevented from providing the men who are 
absolutely essential to utilize them. 

Why, Mr. Chairman, it is just as much a part of the naval es- 
tablishment to have men to sail the ships as it is to have the ships 
to sail. We have made great progress of late years, it is true, but 
ships are not as yet entirely automatic; we have to put men on 
them to manage them, and with a situation as flagrant as it isnow, 
as notorious as it is now, as exigent as it is to-day in regard to the 
lack of men, it seems to me that in the closing hours of this session 
for this House to be stampeded or obstructed or turned aside from 
a manifest duty by amere technical [agen that this is legislation 
upon an appropriation bill, a principle which has been recognized 
as legitimate and proper in dealing with all of these subjects in 
the past, strikes me as being an exceedingly small business. 

I undertake to say that the rulings are ample and convincing on 
this point that this is as much a legitimate part of the business of 

roviding for the naval establishment as any other item carried 
t the bill; and there is not an item in it,from the beginning to 
the end, that is more important. Indeed, I donbt if there is one 
of so much importance as this provision making appropriation 
for the additional number of men that we know we must have, 
or else there has been a waste of the public money and we have a 
number of new ships which we can not utilize and which are an 
unnecessary burden to the public service. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. I wish to saya word, Mr. Chairman, 
touching the point of order, and in that if I say a word as to the 
merits of the proposition I will base my excuse for so doing upon 
the remarks of the gentleman from Maine [Mr. BouTELLE}. 

I donot stand here to deny for a moment but what more seamen 
and more ee are necessary in the Navy. I stop there, 
though. I have more respect for my honorable friend’s judgment 
in a matter that he is charged with than he seems to have for 
mimne—— 

Mr. BOUTELLE. That you are not charged with. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. Touching the public business of this 
House concerning the Navy. 

But the gentleman from Maine should remember that after all I 
have the honor to be a member of the House. I helped to adopt 
its rules, and when a question of procedure comes up it is quite 
oe that I should have an opinion, and proclaim it if I do 

ve it. 

Now, what is the proposition presented here? The proposition 
is to increase the personnel of the Navy upon the general appro- 
priation bill; that is all. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. I hope my friend from MDlinois will permit 
me to suggest that in making use of that word “‘ personnel,” which 
is now becoming somewhat chronic in this House, he will not allow 
any member to be confused with the idea that we are endeavoring 
to inject into this bill an additional official corps for the Navy. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. Oh, Mr. Chairman, it may be the 
official corps of the Navy — to be changed, perhaps increased. 
Iam not saying that it ought not to be. ButIdo say that the 
general law, wholly independent of appropriation bills, the stat- 
utory provision, the fixed law, says how many there shall be of the 
staff and how many of the line in the Navy. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. Will the gentleman permit a question? 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. Oh, yes. 

_Mr. BOUTELLE. The gentleman says the statutory law pro- 
vides it. Does the gentleman not know that that was fixed in 
just such a clause of an appropriation bill as this? 

on CANNON of Illinois. If the gentleman from Maine was 
a& lawyer—— 

Mr. BOUTELLE. Ah! 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. I would say he was pettifogging. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. Well, you ought to know. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. General legislation has been in 
years = enacted on appropriation bills, so far as that is con- 
cerned. 

Mr. TALBOTT of Maryland. Now, will the gentleman—— 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. Now, Mr. Chairman, I must decline 
to yield. I would be very glad to be able to conclude at least one 
sentence. {Laughter.] If these bees of the Naval Committee can 





cease depositing their honey until I can complete a sentence I shall 
be very glad. [Laughter.] 

The Navy exists by positive provision of law—the staff, the line, 
the seamen, and the apprentices. The whole establishmentexists, 
as the gentleman from Maine must know, entirely independent of 
any appropriation bill. 

Now, I think quite likely it ought to be changed, and ought to 
beincreased. I am nothere to antagonize that; but I do say when 
Rule XXI declares that no appropriation shall be in order which 
changes existing law that that means something. 

Mr. TALBOTT of Maryland. I am willing to follow the ruling 
of the Chair. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. The gentleman still can not hold his 
peace until I state the proposition. I do say that when the rule 
- a method of procedure that the Committee of the Whole 

ouse is bound by it. 

Mr. DOLLIVER. Will my friend permit me? 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. Justin one minute. Let me state 
the proposition. Now, what isthe proposition? Upon ageneral 
appropriation bill it is proposed to change existing law. 

r.OUTHWAITE. Will the gentleman yield for a moment to 
allow me to ask him to point out what law it is that limits the 
number of enlisted men in the Navy? There is a law that limits 
the number of men in the Army, andI should like to know if there 
is any law that limits the number of men in the Navy? 

Mr. SAYERS. I will read thelaw. The act of March 3, 1893, 
reads as follows: 

And the number of persons who may at one time be enlisted into the Navy of 
the United States, including seamen, ordinary seamen, landsmen, mechanics, 
firemen, and coal heavers, and including 1,500 apprentices and boys, hereby 
authorized to be enlisted annually, shall not exceed 9,000. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. The gentleman from Texas produces 
the law. He might read further and produce the law that fixes 
the number of officials. 

Now, the Naval Committee proposes to change existing law upon 
this bill. I will vote for a resolution suspending the rules and 
making it in order for them to report the proposed legislation. I 
suppose it is necessary to have it, and that it ought to be had; but 
nevertheless the rules, standing as they are, and the point of order 
being invoked by the gentleman from Texas, I insist that this pro- 
vision is subject to the point of order. 

Why, where will this take us to if this provision is not subject 
to the point of order? It would bein order for any member of this 
Committee of the Whole House to rise and move to double the 
number and salaries of the officialsof the Navy. It would no more 
change existing law than does this provision. It would be in order 
to move the Navy personnel bill. It may be that is a desirable 
thing todo. Iam not combating it. I am not opposing it, and 
it is with poor grace, in my judgment—and I speak respectfully— 
that the gentleman comes in, and when a member of this House 
sees proper, in the exercise of his right, to invoke the rule of the 
House in favor of orderly proceedings touching appropriations, to 
make an attack either upon that member or upon other committees. 

Tf I was inclined to reply, I would say that it would have been 
far better for the Committee on Naval Affairs to mature a bill 
containing this proposed legislation that would stand by itself, 
upon its own merits, and let us consider it in the ordinary way, 
instead of seeking to attach it to a great money bill for the sup- 
port of the Navy, under the law, and thereby to buy its way 
through the House, because the money bill must pass. That is ail 
I have to say. 

Mr. LACEY. I should like to ask the gentleman a question, 
and that is, when Congress changed the law in relation to the 
number of ships, whether they did not change existing law in- 
dependently of the appropriations, and the appropriations to build 
those ships simply followed as a matter of course? 

Mr. CKERY. Mr. Chairman—— 

Mr. TALBOTT of Maryland. Mr. Speaker, in discussing this 
point of order I think gentlemen should be recognized alternately. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair recognizes the gentleman from 
Missouri [Mr. eee 

Mr. BO LLE. e ought not to have the whole of this dis- 
cussion conducted by the Appropriations Committee. 

Mr. DOCKERY. I am entirely willing to yield to allow the 
gentleman from Maine to speak. 

Mr. TALBOTT of Maryland. I want to submit a question be- 
fore the gentleman commences the discussion. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair now recognizes the gentleman 
from Maine. 

Mr. TALBOTT of Maryland. I want to submit a question be- 
fore the gentleman begins. Under clause 3 of Rule XXI-—— 


The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Missouri [Mr. Dock- 
ERY] has waived his right and the Chair has recognized the gen- 
tleman from Maine {[Mr. BouTe.L_e}, who has the floor. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. Mr. Chairman, the gentleman from Illinois 


hog Cannon], my distinguished and esteemed friend, seems to 
laboring under one mistake. He has assumed that I and my 
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colleagues on the committee have been advocating some infrac- 
tion of the rules. On the contrary, I have been endeavoring in 
my usual feeble way to convey to the House the impression that 
I believe that we are acting exactly in accordance with the 
rules. 

I can understand how natural it is for my friend to take the 
view that hedoes, when he thinks differently from what Ido, but I 
understand that the naval appropriation bill, in making this pro- 
vision, is proceeding entirely in accordance not only with the rules, 
but with the custom of this House, absolutely. I believe there 
would be just as much propriety and just as much force in the ac- 
tion of any gentleman on this floor who should get up here and 
make a point of order upon any clause in this bill providing for an 
additional 50 shells, or for half a dozen more percussion primers, or 
for any other little technical detail that is not exactly like what 
was in the former appropriation bill, and claim that it changed ex- 
isting law. Of course it does, in that technical sense. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Will the gentleman allow me—— 

Mr. BOUTELLE. There is a broader sense of the rule than 
mere technicality. I want to say to my distinguished friend that 
there are other methods of invoking the law than the methods of 

ttifogging, even though he suspects me of doing so. I can un- 

erstand that a broad view of the law may be taken, that the 
general trend and purpose of the law, the general object and the 
underlying principle of the rule may have something to do with 
its operation and be quite as useful in the body as the mere micro- 
scopical and technical use of the rules as obstructive to public 
business instead of facilitating public business. 

I belong to a political organization that has made a point before 
the country for several years in upholding the principle that the 
rules of a parliamentary body should be construed for the purpose 
of connaiikine things instead of being construed for the pur- 
pose of preventing things. Now, this rule in its inception was 
made for the purpose of preventing things; and my friend knows 
it. This rule was born of that spirit which dominated the Demo- 
cratic party for many years, of being absolutely distrustful not 
only of the people, but of Congress itself. It was born for the pur- 
pose of preventing legislation. I believe the rules ought to be con- 
strued to facilitate legislation; and if I ever had any doubt ona 
technical point in regard to the rule I could have no doubt in this 
case. Ihave heard, as you have, such an absolute admission on the 
part of my distinguished friend that the underlying purpose of 
the American people, the fundamental object of this bill, the 
desirable thing to do, the thing that we want to accomplish, and 
a thing which he says he will help us to accomplish, and as you 
know we will accomplish if he does not invoke and persist in inter- 
posing this technical point of order. 

Now, it is a very simple thing. The Chair may go on trying 
and persuading this country that he is administering the rules of 
the House in the interest of public business instead of recognizing 
and allowing an opportunity for the presentation of every obstruc- 
tive point of order that may be offered on every opportunity that 
arises here, or he may find that there is some slight technical dif- 
ferences or provisions along other minor lines; but I opine from 
his experience and knowledge of the precedents that the Chair 
will take a different view of his duty and the interest of the pub- 
lic business. My judgment is that any man presiding in this 
House, having a great appropriation bill pending, as this one is, 
will look at the fundamental proposition involved in it; and that 
he will recognize the fact that under this bill providing for the 
naval establishment it has been ruled time and again that not 
only can we provide for additional buildings at navy-yards, but 
also for new dry docks and may order the building of new ves- 
sels. 

When we are providing for the naval establishment we can go 
on and do any of these proper and legitimate things which are 
not only essential, but necessary and desirable to promote the ef- 
ficiency of that establishment. They can be provided in this bill, 
and that is a proper method of legislation. is measure is pre- 
sented here by a committee having this particular matter in 
charge. It is here with the recommendation of the President of 
the United States and the heads of the bureaus, and it has received 
the indorsement and careful consideration of the Committee on 


‘Naval Affairs. I hope, Mr. Chairman, the point of order will be 


overruled. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Mr. Chairman, I desire to be heard but a 
moment. I have no purpose to discuss the merits of the proposi- 
tion under consideration. It is hardly necessary for me tosay that 
the few remarks I shall make upon the point of order are predi- 
cated upon the absolute confidence I have in the ability and fair- 
ness of the present occupant of the chair. We have a system of 
rules, a wise or unwise, that have been adopted by the 
House and each member owes it to himself and the Chair owes 
it = the high position he holds to maintain the integrity of those 
rules. 

Now, then, the gentleman from by par a ee SAYERS] raises the 
question of order that under clause 2 of Rule XXI this provision 
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under consideration changes existing law and increases expendi- 
tures. Clause 2 of Rule XXI authorizes a change of existing law— 


Provided that such change is germane to the subject-matter of the bill, shall 
retrench pene et by the reduction of the number and salary of the offi- 
cers of the United States, by the reduction of the compensation of: any person 
paid out of the Treasury of the United States, or by the reduction of amounts 
of money covered by the bill. 


In other words, the point of order is this: That the provision 
changes existing law and increases expenditures. The existin 
law is found in the naval appropriation act of March 8, 1893, whic 
has been read by the chairman of the Committee on Appropria- 
tions, and I will not repeat it. That law specifically limits the 
ene of seamen that can be enlisted in the Navy of the United 

ates. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair wishes to call the attention of the 
gentleman from Missouri to the fact that that was contained in the 
naval appropriation bill. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Certainly; and would have been subject to 
the point of order if the point of order had been made against it. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. Nobody made such a point of order. 

Mr. DOCKERY. The legislative appropriation bill which has 
just been passed by the House bristled with administrative legis- 
lative paragraphs, but the ‘‘technical point of order ” referred to 
by the gentleman from Maine was either not invoked or else the 
House anticipated that the legislation would be obnoxious to points 
of order and directed the legislation to be incorporated in the legis- 
lative eqgreuntin: bill, 

Now, the gentleman from Maine talks about ‘a technical point 
of order.” J submit in all candor, Mr. Chairman, that we can not 
characterize any point of order other than as a ‘‘ technical point 
of order.” All points of order are technical. This point raised 
by the gentleman from Texas is technical; that is to say, he alleges 
that the provision of the bill changes existing law and increases 
expenditures. 

Mr. TALBOTT of Maryland. But there are exceptions to the 
rule, and this is one of them. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. I want to see whether this House can not 
rise above the level of the lawyer to that of the statesman— 
whether it can not override the technicality in order to reach the 
substance. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Mr. Chairman, no member of this House can 
afford to ‘‘ rise” above the law; and the rules of this House are 
the law until repealed or modified. When the rules of the House 
are invoked—when a ‘‘technical point of order” is made—the 
Chair must maintain the integrity of the rules independently of 
~ views as to the propriety or impropriety of the proposed legis- 

ation. 

Mr. LACEY. At the time of the passage of the naval appropri- 
ation bill which has been referred to, the number of vessels had 
previously been provided for by separate acts. Since that time 
the number has been increased. Now, has not “ the existing law ” 
been already changed, and does not this provision simply carry 
out existing law by providing for the manning of vessels already 
provided for? 

Mr. DOCKERY. That is in pursuance of another clause of the 
rule which speaks of ‘‘ public objects.” I think a very broad con- 
struction of the rule was adopted by the gentleman from Ken- 
tucky [Mr. McCreary] when he admitted as in order a proposi- 
tion for the construction of new ships. Still, that ruling has been 
made and the construction of new ships allowed. But when that 
ruling was made the Chair was not confronted with an express 
provision of the statute limiting the vessels of the Navy to a cer- 
tain number. Again, Mr. Chairman, the gentleman from Maine 
has just stated that a point of order might be made ona provision 
for 50 percussion primers. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. If there is such a thing in the bill. 

Mr. DOCKERY. No doubt such a point of order could be 
made on a ere of that kind if carried in the bill, provided 
the statute limited the appropriation to a certain number, and the 
bill exceeded the number authorized. But there was no such 
statutory provision as to ships, and therefore the appropriation 
was in pursuance of a public object authorized by law. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. oes the gentleman hold for one moment 
that because the naval appropriation bill of one year has provided 
for buying 500 barrels of pork as provisions for the Navy, it would 
therefore be out of order to provide in the next appropriation bill 
for the purchase of 550 barrels? 

Mr. DOCKERY. Certainly not. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. Why not? 

Mr. DOCKERY. If there was a statute limiting the appro- 
priation to 500 barrels of pork, then you could not provide for 550 
if a question of order was raised. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. But the gentleman must bear in mind that 
the ‘‘statute” he talks so much about has no more force to-day than 
any other provision of an gh ag ca bill. It was a provision 
of a naval a ae bill for the time being. 

: Mr. DOCKER . The provision to which I refer is permanent 
aw. 
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it becomes law. 


Mr. DOCKERY. Here isa provision that the number of sea- 


men shall be limited to 9,000. 


Mr. BOUTELLE. And this bill does the same thing. 


Mr. DOCKERY. No; this bill 


additional seamen in the discretion of the Secretary of the Navy. 


Mr. BOUTELLE. Just as the 


visions of previous naval appropriation bills. ; 
Mr. DOCKERY. Now, 1 want to address myself more especially 

tothe Chair. I wish to call attention to a statute in respect to the 

police force of the District of Columbia. The Chair is familiar 


with that statute. He will recall 


of Columbia appropriation bill is reported to the House each year 
we report in that bill provisions for the exact number of officers 
and privates fixed by law, because under the statute fixing their 
number we are not authorized to exceed that limit. But the Sen- 
ate, not being hedged about by just such rules as we have here, in- 
creases the number to whatever may seem to be necessary for the 


interests of the public service. 
Mr. BouTELLE rose. 


Mr. TALBOTT of Maryland. I submit to the Chair that this 


discussion has gone far enough. 


decide the point. It is too plain for discussion. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. I want to make merely one further sugges- 
tion. The gentleman from Missouri stated very explicitly that 
many of the other appropriation bills have carried provisions 
which he thinks would have been obnoxious to the point of order 
if such a point had been made. But no point was made; and un- 
doubtedly my vigilant friend refrained from making it because he 
believed the public interests would be subserved by refraining. 
Now, he can serve the public interest in the same way, if he 
wants to satisfy his own mind and the mind of everybody else 
who isin trouble. Here is a provision that all want. Let him 
then withdraw his point of order and let us go on with the bill. 

Mr. DOCKERY. I did not raise the question of order. 

Mr. DOLLIVER. Mr. Chairman, it seems to me that this whole 
matter was settled in the decision of Governor McCREARY when 
Chairman of the committee in 1887. The exception provided in 
clause 2 of Rule XXI takes out from under the operation of the rule 


appropriations— 


For such »,ublic works and objects as are already in progress. 
Governor McCreary, applying that rule to the construction of 


new ships, has declared— 


That the public object involved in the building of anew ship isthe mainten- 


ance of the Navy. 


Now, it seems to me nobody can deny the fact that the manning 
of the ship is as distinctly the maintenance of the Navy as any 
other public function connected with it, even the construction of 


the ship. 


The CHAIRMAN. In accordance with the suggestion of the 
chairman of the Committee on Naval Affairs, as well as of the 
gentleman from Texas who makes the point of order, the Chair 
will be pleased to have this go over until to-morrow and let the 


point of order be pending. 


_Mr. TALBOTT of Maryland. I move that the committee now 


rise. 
The motion was agreed to. 


The committee accordingly rose; and the Speaker having re- 
sumed the chair, Mr. O’NeEIL of Massachusetts reported that the 
Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union, having 
had under consideration the naval appropriation bill, had come to 


no resolution thereon. 
WITHDRAWAL 


On motion of Mr. W ASHINGTON, by unanimousconsent, leave 
was granted to withdraw from the files of the House, without 
leaving copies, papers in the case of Henry D. Piummer, there be- 


ing no adverse report. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. TALBOTT of Maryland. Mr. Speaker, I move that when 
the House adjourns to-day it be to meet to-morrow at 11 o'clock. 
Mr. SAYERS. I trust the gentleman from Maryland will not 
do that. Twelve o’clock is early enough, in view of the fact that 
members have committee matters and other things to attend to. 
The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request of the gen- 


tleman from Maryland? 
Mr. SAYERS. I object. 


Mr. TALBOTT of Maryland. I make that motion, Mr. Speaker. 
The question was taken; and on a division there were—ayes 50, 


noes 47, 


Mr, TRACEY and others. No quorum. 

Mr. TALBOTT of Maryland. I do not want to keep the mem- 
bers here at this late hour, and I withdraw the motion. 

Mr. REED. I move that the House do now adjourn. 


The motion was agreed to. 


Mr. BOUTELLE. No more permanent than this will be when 
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And accordingly (at 5 o’clock and 9 minutes p. m.) the House 
adjourned until 12 o’clock to-morrow. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PRIVATE BILLS. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, Mr. Hurcueson, from the Com- 
mittee on Claims, reported the bill (H. R.7000) for the relief of 
Robert Brigham, late postmaster at Franklin, Pa.; which, with 
the accompanying report (No. 1847), was ordered to be printed, 
and referred to the Committee of the Whole House. 


authorizes the employment of 


ill modifies many other pro- 


CHANGE OF REFERENCE. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXII, the Committee on Pensions was 
discharged from the consideration of the bill (H.R.7444) to in- 
crease the pension of Mary A. Wilkins; and the same was referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


the fact that when the District 


PUBLIC BILLS, MEMORIALS, AND RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, bills, resolutions, and memorials 
of the following titles were introduced and severally referred as 
follows: 

By Mr. REED: A bill (H.R.8904) for the erection of a public 
building at Biddeford, Me.—to the Committee on Public Build- 
ings and Grounds. 

By Mr. CRAIN: A bill (H. R. 8905) to change the day for the 
first annual meeting of Congress from the first Monday in Decem- 
ber to the first Tuesday after the 4th day of March, and to provide 
for a meeting of Congress tocount the electoral vote for President 
and Vice-President and to transact no other business, and fer other 
purposes—to the Committee on Election of President and Vice- 
President and Representatives in Congress. 

By Mr. HICKS (by request): A bill (H.R.8906) for the relief 
of persons who served ninety days or more in the various con- 
struction corps attached to the.United States Army on railroads 
operated by the military authorities of the United States from 
April, 1861, to June, 1865—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8907) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
procure medals for those who responded to and enlisted under the 
first call of President Lincoln for 75,000 troops to aid in the pres- 
ervation of the Union—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. HERMANN: A bill (H. R. 8908) to amend section 2324 
of the Revised Statutes of the United States relating to mining 
claims as amended by act of Congress approved July 18, 1894—to 
the Committee on Mines and Mining. 

By Mr. RUSK: A resolution to print digest of contested-elec- 
tion cases and to pay Alfred J. Stofer for the compilation of said 
digest—to the Committee on Accounts. 

y Mr. DOCKERY: A resolution of the legislature of Missouri, 
requesting the Missouri members of Congress to vote to foreclose 
mortgage on Union Pacific Railroad—to the Committee on the 
Pacific Railroads. 

By Mr. CRISP (by request): A memorial from the legislature 
of Kansas, relating to the Eighteenth and Nineteenth Kansas Vol- 
unteer Cavalry—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also (by request), a memorial from the legislature of Arizona, 
requesting the withdrawal from public entry the lands within the 
‘“* Petrified Forest ”—to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

By Mr. GRAHAM: A memorial of the joint assembly of the 
State of New York, favoring the passage of the bill (H. R. 56) 
classifying clerks in postal service, and bill (H. R. 6685) fixing 
the salaries of letter carriers—to the Committee on the Post-Office 
and Post-Roads. 


The Chair ought to be able to 


OF PAPERS. 
PRIVATE BILLS INTRODUCED. 


Under clause 1 cf Rule XXII, private bills of the following 
titles were presented and referred as follows: 

By Mr. ADAMS of Pennsylvania: A bill (H. R. 8910) for the 
relief of Nicholas Marshall—to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R.8911) to enable Nicholas Marshall to bring 
suit against the United States—to the Committee on the Judi- 
ciary. 

By Mr. ELLIS of Oregon: A bill (H.R. 8912) for the relief of 
Margaret C. McKay, widow of the late William C. McKay, of 
Oregon—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. PASCHAL: A bill (H. R. 8913) for the relief of the heirs 
of O. B. Brackett, of Texas, for Indian depredations—to the Com- 
mittee on Claims. 


PETITIONS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, the following petitions and papers 
were laid on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows: 

By Mr. CURTIS of Kansas: Resolution adopted by Division No. 
161, Order of Railway Conductors, of Parsons, Kans., favorable 
to the Wright labor arbitration bill—to the Committee on Labor. 
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By Mr. DURBOROW: Petition for the passage of House reso- 
Intion of January 19, 1895, for the ratification of a permanent 
treaty of arbitration between the United States and Great Brit- 
ain—to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. GRAHAM: Petition of F. M. Keller, president, and H. 
M. Senior, secretary, and 46 citizens of Brooklyn, favoring an 
amendment to the Constitution of the United States, to be known 
as the seventeenth amendment, that ‘‘no State shall grant the 
right of franchise to any person who is not a citizen of the United 
States ’—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. GROUT: Memorial of Frederick K. Dutcher Drug Com- 
yany, in behalf of sugar bounty—to the Committee on Ways and 

feans. 

By Mr. HOPKINS of Illinois: Petition of Philip Treiler, presi- 
dent, and Louis J. Althen, secretary, Liquor Dealers’ Association 
of Elgin, l., against the proposed tax on beer or malt liquors—to 
the Committee on Ways snd aieeant 

By Mr. HITT: Petition of Charles Mayer and 52 others, dealers 
in malt liquors, dated Rockford, Ml., January 16, 1895, against the 
proposed increase of the tax on beer or malt liquors—to the Com- 
mittee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. HICKS: Petitions of 75 citizens of Ursina, 65 of Lam- 
bertville, 47 of Vinco, 150 of South Fork, 40 of Kingwood, 45 of 
Nicolay, 178 of Morrellville, 86 of Shanksville, and 150 of Tyrone, 
all of Pennsylvania, for a constitutional amendment prohibiting 
the granting of the right of franchise to persons not citizens of the 
United States—to the Committee on the Jadiciary. 

Also, petitions of 150 citizens of Tyrone, 47 of Vinco, 150 of 
South Fork, 65 of Lambertville, 45 of Nicolay, 178 of Morrell- 
ville, 86 of Shanksville, and 75 of Ursina, all of Pennsylvania, for 
a constitutional amendment respecting the establishment of re- 
ligion and preies the use of public money for sectarian pur- 
poses—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. IKXIRT: Resolution from 53 citizens of Beach City, pro- 
testing against the appropriation of public funds for sectarian pur- 
poses—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. LAYTON: Petition of Buckeye Stove Company, of Leip- 
sic, Ohio, asking Congress to pay sugar bounty to sugar growers 
for year 1894—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. McGANN: Petition of Shipmasters’ Association of the 
Great Lakes, urging extension of hydrographic offices on the 
Great Lakes—to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

Also? petition of Chicago Lumber Vessel Unloaders’ Union, In- 
ternational Association of Machinists, B. of P. and D. of A. L. U., 
No. 184, Chicago; United Type Founders, Carriage and Wagon 
Workers’ Union, Cigar Makers’ Union No. 15, and the Women’s 
Federal Labor Union, all of Chicago, urging the passage of House 
bills 5601, 5602, 5603, 5604, 5605, and 5606—to the Committee on 
Merchant Marine and Fisheries. 

By Mr. PERKINS: Petition of citizens of Peterson, Iowa, urg- 
ing the passage of Senate bill 1620 for suppression of the lottery 
trafiic—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. PIGOTT: Petition of Timothy Dwight, president of 
Yale University, and others, for the passage of Senate biil 1620 
to suppress lotteries through national, interstate, and postal laws— 
to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. REED: Petition of Jeremiah G. Shaw, postmaster of 
Biddeford, Me., and others for a public building in Biddeford, 
Me.—to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. REYBURN: Resolution adopted at a meeting of West 
Philadelphia citizens against granting the right of franchise to 
aliens—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, resolution adopted at a meeting of West Philadelphia cit- 
izens against appropriating public money to sectarian institu- 
tions—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

3y Mr. RUSK: Petition of Maryland State Temperance Alli- 
ance, protesting against passage of House bill 8465 repealing 
rohibitory law of Alndkes indorsed by Religious Society of 
‘riends, Woman’s Christian Temperance Union of Maryland, and 
Presbyterian Ministers’ Association of Baltimore, Md.—to the 
Cominittee on the Territories. 

By Mr. UPDEGRAFF: Petition of the State board of health of 
the State of Iowa, for legislation on the pollution of water in the 
interstate waterways—to the Committee on Interstate and For- 
eign Commerce. 

By Mr. WALKER: Resolutions adopted at a meeting of 197 citi- 
zens of Worcester, Mass., protesting against granting the right of 
franchise to any person not a citizen of the United States—to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, resolution adopted at a meeting of 197 citizens of Worces- 
ter, Mass., against appropriating public money, and in favor of a 
law prohibiting an establishment of religion—to the Committee 
on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. WARNER: Petition of Elizabeth Hilz, that bounty be 
paid Louis Hilz, or Helt, who served throughout the war of the 
rebellion in the Regular Army of the United States—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 
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Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. W. H. Miusury, D. D. 

The Secretary proceeded to read the Journal of yesterday's pro- 
ceedings, when, on motion of Mr. MARTIN, and by unanimous 
consent, the further reading was dispensed with. 


SENATOR FROM WASHINGTON. 


Mr. VOORHEES. Mr. President, I take great pleasure in pre- 
senting the credentials of Hon. John L. Wilson, a Senator-eleci 
from the State of Washington for the term commencing March 4, 
ene I send the credentials to the Chair and ask that they be 
read. 

The Secretary read the credentials of John L. Wilson, chosen 
by the legislature of the State of Washington a Senator from that 
State for the term commencing March 4, 1893. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The credentials will be placed on 
file. The Senator-elect will please come forward and receive the . 
oath of cffice. 

Mr. Wilson advanced to the Vice-President’s desk, escorted b 
Mr. VooRvEES, and the oath prescribed by law having been ad- 
ministered to him, he took his seat in the Senate. 


CONDITION OF THE TREASURY. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate the following 
communication from the Secretary of the Treasury; which was 
read, and, with the accompanying papers, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Finance, and ordered to be printed: 


TREASURY DEPARTMENT, OFFICE OF THE SECRETARY, 
Washington, D. C., February 18, 1895. 

Sir: The following Senate resolution has been received: 

“Resolved. That the Secretary of the Treasury be. and he is hereby, directed 
to inform the Senate whether it is necessary or desirable that legislation 
should be had authorizing the issuing of bonds, Treasury notes, or other se- 
curities to realize moneys for the purpose of paying current deficiencies in 
the revenue; and, if so, the nature and substantial details of such legislation.” 

In response to the inquiries contained in the resolution, I have the honor to 
say that the available cash balance in the Treasury at the close of business 
this day, exclusive of $55,101,704.68 gold reserve, is $90,875,284.32, as shown by 
the inclosed statement. 

It is my opinion that the Secretary of the Treasury ought to be perma- 
nently invested with authority to issue and sell short-time bonds, or other 
obligations of the Government, for the purpose of raising money to meet 
such deficiencies in the ordinary revenues as may occur from time to time; 
but I do not think that there is any necessity at the present time for the 
exercise of such authority if it existed. 

It is not probable that such deficiencies will occur during the remainder of 
the current fiscal year as will exceed the available balance now on hand, and 
it is estimated that during the next fiscal year the receipts will exceed the 
expenditures. 

I have the honor to be, very respectfully, yours, 
J. G. CARLISLE, Secretary. 
The PRESIDENT OF THE SENATE. 


HOUSE BILL REFERRED. 


The bill (H.R. 8264) granting a pension to Saloma Mangold 
a read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 
ensions. 


METROPOLITAN STREET RAILROAD COMPANY. 


Mr. FAULKNER. I ask the Chair to lay before the Senate the 
amendment of the House of Representatives to Senate bill 252. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate the amendment 
of the House of Representatives to the bill (S. 252) to amend the 
charter of the Metropolitan Railroad Company of the District of 
Columbia; which was to add to the bill the following additional 
section: 


Suc. 5. That the Brightwood Railway Company, the Rock Creek Railwa 
Company, and the Georgetown and Tennallytown Railroad Company be, an 
they are hereby, respectively authorized and required to sell four coupon 
tickets for 25 cents, good for one continuous ride in the District of Columbia 
over the lines of said companies respectively and the lines of the Metropolitan 
Railroad Company, and the said suburban roads shall redcem the tickets col- 
lected by the Metropolitan Railroad Company at the rate of 2} cents for each 
coupon ticket presented by the said Metropolitan Railroad Company. Any 
of the aforesaid railroad companies which shall refuse to make sale of tickets 
or to accept tickets so sold as herein provided for shall be liable to a fine of 
$50 for each such violation, to be recovered in the police court of the District 
of Columbia as other fines are recovered: Provided, That the proceeding for 
the collection of such peng shall be commenced within thirty days from 
the date of the alleged refusal. The supreme court of the District of Colum- 
bia shall have, and it is hereby given, authority and jurisdiction to enforce 
the requirements and provisions of this section in respect of the sale of tickets 
on the petition of either of the aforesaid railroad companies or any citizen of 
the District of Columbia. And power is hereby given to the Metropolitan 
Railroad Company and the Rock Creek Railway Coupe to contract with 
each other for the purchase, sale, lease, or joint operation of the line of said 
a Creek Railway Company on Florida avenue and U strect, or any part 
thereof. 

Suc. 6. That this act shall take effect in thirty days after its passage. 

Mr.FAULKNER. Imove that the Senate concur in the amend- 
ment of the House of Representatives. : 


The motion was agreed to. 

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 

A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. James 
KERR. its Clerk, announced that the House had agreed to the 
amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 5624) to authorize the 
Oklahoma Central Railroad to construct and operate a railway 
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through the Indian and Oklahoma Territories, and for other pur- 
oses. 

. The message also announced that the House had passed the bill 

(S. 1483) to correct the military record of Elisha B. Bassett. 

The message further announced that the House had disagreed 
to the amendments of the Senate to the bili (H. R. 8727) making 
appropriations for the Department of Agriculture for the fiscal 
year ending June 30, 1896, asked a conference with the Senate on 
the disagreeing votes of the two Houses thereon, and had appointed 
Mr. Hatou, Mr. Forman, and Mr. WavuGH managers at the con- 
ference on the part of the House. ; 

The message also announced that the House insisted upon its 
amendment to the bill (S. 1969) granting a pension to Harrison C. 
Hobart, brevet brigadier-general of volunteers, disagreed to by 
the Senate, agreed to the conference asked for by the Senate on 
the disagreeing votes of the two Houses thereon, and had appointed 
Mr. Martin, Mr. Batpwry, and Mr. PICKLER managers at the 
conference on the part of the House. 

The message further announced that the House had passed the 
following bills; in which it requested the concurrence of the 
Senate: 

A bill (H. R. 2377) to amend ‘‘An act to amend section 4400 of 
Title LII of the Revised Statutes of the United States concerning 
the regulations of steam vessels,” approved August 7, 1882; and 
also to amend section 4414, Title LI, of the Revised Statutes, ‘‘ Reg- 
ulations of steam vessels; ” and Re 

A bill (H. R. 8680) granting the Mount Vernon Barracks Mili- 
tary Reservation to the State of Alabama for public uses. 


PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 


Mr. QUAY presented petitions of 50 citizens of Roaring Branch, 
of 43 citizens of Watsonville, of 374 citizens of Philadelphia, and 
of 112 citizens of Mount Morris, all in the State of Pennsylvania, 
praying for the adoption of an amendment to the Constitution of 
the United States providing that ‘‘ no State shall grant the right 
of franchise to any person who is not a citizen of the United 
States;” which were referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

He also presented petitions of 374 citizens of Philadelphia, of 43 
citizens of Watsonville, of 100 citizens of Normalville, of 227 citi- 
zens of Philadelphia, of 112 citizens of Mount Morris, of 106 citi- 
zeus of Pittsburg, and of 50 citizens of Roaring Branch, all in the 
State of Pennsylvania, praying for the adoption of an amendment 
to the Constitution of the United States prohibiting the ee 
ation of moneys for sectarian institutions; which were referred to 
the Committee on the Judiciary. 

He also presented a petition of the Dairymen’s Association of 
the State of Pennsylvania, praying for the publication and distri- 
bution of the World’s Fair dairy tests; which was referred to the 
Committee on Printing. 

Mr. McMILLAN presented a petition of Branch No. 7, Ship- 
masters’ Association of Detroit, Mich., praying for the establish- 
ment of branch hydrographic offices at each of the principal lake 
ports; which was referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. WILSON of Iowa presented a petition of 127 citizens of 
Council Bluffs, Iowa, praying for the adoption of an amendment 
to the Constitution of the United States prohibiting the appropria- 
tion of moneys for sectarian institutions; which was referred to 
the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. PEFFER. I have two communications from the legisla- 
ture of Kansas. To one of them I wish to call attention particu- 
larly. It isa resolution asking legislation prohibiting the Com- 
missioner of Internal Revenue from issuing receipts for liquor 
taxes to persons who are not authorized to sell liquors in the State 
of Kansas. Two years ago or more (it was, I think, in the first 
session of the Fifty-second Congress) I introduced a bill on this 
general subject, and it was referred to the Committee on Finance. 
The high-license States are just as much interested in this matter 
as the prohibition States. 

While I do not expect any legislation on this subject this year, 
I hope the Committee on Finance next year, when the subject will 
be ——— to them, will give us some favorable action upon it. 

Th - VICE-PRESIDENT. The Secretary will read the me- 
morial. 

Mr. HARRIS. What is the paper proposed to be read? 

Mr. PEFFER. A resolution of the State legislature of Kansas. 

Mr. HARRIS. Then of course it is right to have it read. 

The memorial was read, and referred to the Committee on Fi- 
nance, as follows: 

House concurrent resolution No. 8. 


Resolved by the house of representatives (the senate concurring therein) 
That the Senators in Congress from this State be instructed, and the Repre- 
sentatives be requested, to secure such legislation as will require the collector 
of 1 revenue for this State to refuse to issue receipts for special 
tax to retail dealers in intoxicati liquors to any person or persons except 
—- hole proper permits to intoxicating liquors under the laws of this 


I hereby certify that the foregoing house concurrent resolution the 
house of re ee of the State of Kansas on the 6th day of Feb 
1895, and the senate of the State of Kansas on the 6th day of February, 

FRANK L. BROWN, 


Chief Clerk House of Representatives. 
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Mr. PEFFER presented a concurrent resolution of the legisla- 
ture of the State of Kansas; which was read, and referred to the 
Committee on Military Affairs, as follows: 


Concurrent resolution No. 17 (by Mr. Street). 


Whereas the State of Kansas furnished troops for the protection of the 
frontiers against the frequent raids of Indians and for the subjection of the 
same; these troops were known as the Eighteenth and Nineteenth Kansas 
Volunteer Cavalry. 

Whereas these regiments of troops did noble service for the protection of 
the settlers on the frontiers of Kansas. Colorado. Nebraska, and Texas 

Whereas the Nineteenth Kansas suffered great privations of cold and hun- 
ger, whereby many members of said regiment were severely frozen during 
the winter campaign of 1868 and 1869, and the health of many were perma- 
nently ruined by want of sufficient rations, especially those at camp known 
as Camp Starvation, on the Cimarron River, where the frozen and disabled 
were compelled to subsist upon hackberry seeds for 2 period of many days, te 
the great injury of many; and 

Whereas, during a campaign of nearly thirty days on the Staked Plains (the 
Llano Estacado) of Texas, great suffering was again encountered for want of 
rations, and ty reason of the failure of transportation all the property of the 
men and all stores were abandoned and burned; and 

Whereas no adequate provisions have ever been made for pensioning these 
troops and ne provisions have ever been made for the care of any of the 
soldiers at the homes provided for Union soldiers: Therefor 












Be it resolved by the house of representatives of Kansas (the senate concurring 
therein), That our Senators be instructed, and our Representatives in Con- 
gress be rea , tosecure the passage of such legislation as will pension 


the members of these organizations of Kansas volunteers, and that the 
same provisions may apply to their admission to soldiers’ home, and that 
the same ag a now applying to admission of Union soldiers to the home 
at Dodge ty Kans., be ie to apply to the soldiers of these regiments; 
and that the State be allowed $100 commutation for each of these under the 
same conditions that apply to the soldiers of the Union Army. 

Resolved, That the secretary of state is hereby instructed to forward a 
copy of these resolutions to each of our Senators and Members of Congress, 
and to the Secretary of the Senate and Clerk of the House of Representatives 
at Washington, D. C. 

I hereby certify that house concurrent resolution No. 17 passed the house 
January 31, 1885, and passed the senate February 5, 18%. 

FRANK L. BROWN, Chief Clerk. 
STATE OF KANSAS, OFFICE OF THE SECRETARY OF STATE. 

I, W. E. Edwards, secretary of state of the State of Kansas, do hereby cer 
tify that the following and annexed is a true and correct copy of the original 
instrument of writing filed in my office February 6, 1895. 

In testimony whereof,I have hereunto subscribed my name and affixed my 
official seal Done at Topeka, Kans., this 6th day of February, 1895. 

[SEAL] W. E. EDWARDS, Secretary of State. 


Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. I present a memorial of the leg- 
islature of the State of Oregon, which I ask to have read. ‘ 

The Secretary proceeded to read the memorial. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Iask what document is being read? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Itis a memorial of the State legisla- 
ture of Oregon. 

Mr. SHERMAN. It is rather unusual to have so long a docu- 
ment read. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. 


State legislatures read. 

Mr. HARRIS. If it is agreeable to the Senator from Oregon, I 
suggest that the memorial be printed in the REcorp instead of 
proceeding with the reading. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. I have no objection to that course, 
if it is printed in the Recorp in full 

The memorial was referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, 
and ordered to be printed in the Recorp, as follows: 

House joint memorial No. 6. 
To the Congress of the United States : 

By the house of representatives of the legislative assembly of Oregon 
senate concurring )— 

We, your memorialists, respectfully represent that during the years 1855 
and 1856 war was made upon the white settlers of the Territories of Oregon 
and Washington, which, though known locally as the Yakima and Rocue 
River wars respectively, was in fact a collusive effort on the part of the nat 
race to exterminate the American settlers of the north Pacific Coast, during 
which volunteers were called out to assist the regular si sof the United 
States, and men and property were furnished by the set of Oregon and 
Washington (as found by a commission appointed by act of Thirty-fourth 
Congress. chapter 129, section 11) to the aggregate amount of $6,011,459.36 

That this sum found due by the commission. consisting of Gen. Rufus In 
galis, United States Army, Capt. A.J.Smith, United States Army,and L. F 
Grover, since governor of Oregon and United States Senator.-was scaled 
down arbitrarily and unjustly by the Third Auditor of the United States 
Treasury the full difference between the prices of labor and property on 
the Pacific and Atlantic sides of the continent at that time to the scales of 
the latter, thus withholding the sum of $3,296,643.41 lawfully and justly due 
the people of Oregon and Washington for the services rendered and property 
furnished. 

The following is section 4of an act passed by the Oregon Territorial legisla 
ture at its sessior of 1855-56, fixing the rate of pay for the volunteers called for, 
showing the local valuation of the service and property: 

“Suc. 4. Whenever such volunteers are called and received into the service 
of the Territory by virtue of this act, each noncommissioned office 
vate shall be entitled to receive $2 per day and rations, and $2 per day 
use and risk of his horse and equipments, except for horses actually killed 
action, unavoidably lost, or reported unfit for service and turned over to 
quartermaster, in which case the owner shall receive the appraised value 
thereof. And all commissioned officers shall receive the same pay as off 
of the same rank in the Army of the United States: Provided, That commi 
sioned officers shall receive the same pay for use and risk of horses as non 
commissioned officers.” 

The act of which the above is an extract contained an emergency clause, 
and the men who responded to the call were mainly of the patriotic frontier 
class, to whom the wealth winners of the nation are much indebted. They 
are now nearing the end of lifé, and only ask at your hands what was foun 
to be justly due and arbitrarily and unjustly withheld. 

The men thus served are many of them old and needy, and can therefore 
add necessity to their plea for justice. Moreover, they do not understand 
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why as soldiers they are not as well entitled to ons and land warrants 
for services rendered and risks incurred as any other soldiers of the Republic. 

We would also submit that the soldiers who served in the Cayuse war of 
1847 and 1848 under the provisional government of Oregon should receive 
pension on the same basis as the soldiers of the Mexican war. 

In the preparation of a bill in accordance with the ae of this memorial 
our delegation in Congress is respectfully requested to make provision for 
the payment of any sum of ae may be awarded by this act direct to 
each individual for whom it is intended by the issuance in each case of a 
Treasury warrant payable to the order of each person above named or their 
assigns, said warrants to be forwarded to the treasurer of the State of Oregon, 
to be handed to such persons upon satisfactory proof that he or she is the 
person for whom the said warrant is intended. 

Whereas the subjects of the foregoing claim are preferred by men widely 
scattered and are therefore unable to present their claims as individuals in 
the Court of Claims: Therefore, 

Resolved, That our Representatives in Congress be forwarded each a copy 
of Samaoencent and ask their earnest service in securing the justice herein 

rayed for. 

- Adopted by the house January 30, 1895. 
CHAS. B. MOORES, 
Speaker of the House. 


JOSEPH SIMON, 
President of the Senate. 
UNITED STATES OF AMERICA, STATE OF OREGON, 


OFFICE OF THE SECRETARY OF STATE, 
Salem, Oreg., February 11, 1895. 


I, H. R. Kincaid, do hereby ony that Iam the secretary of state of the 
State of Oregon and custodian of the seal of said State; that the foregoing 
transcript of house joint memorial No. 6,as unanimously adopted by the sen- 
ate and house of representatives of the eighteenth biennial legislative assem- 
bly of the State of Oregon, has been by me coneparen with the orjginal copy 
of the said house joint memorial No. 6 now on file in this office, and that it is 
a true and correct transcript thereof and the whole of said original house 
joint memorial No. 6. 

In testimony whereof I have hereunto set my hand and affixed hereto the 
seal of the State of Oregon. 

Done at the capitol, at Salem, Oreg., this llth day of vokewert, A. D. 1895. 

[SEAL] H. R. KINCAID, 

Secretary of State. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon presented a petition of the Cham- 
ber of Commerce of Portland, Oreg., praying for the passage of 
the bill introduced by Senator LopGE providing for the reorgani- 
zation of the consular and diplomatic service of the Government; 
which was referred to the Committee on Foreign Relations. 

He also presented a petition of 45 citizens of Woodlawn, Oreg.., 
praying for the adoption of an amendment to the Constitution of 
the United States providing that ‘‘no State shall grant the right 
of franchise to any person who is not a citizen of the United 
States;” which was referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. SHERMAN presented a petition of 40 citizens of Solon, 
Ohio, and a petition of 53 citizens of Beach City, Ohio, praying 
for the adoption of an amendment to the Constitution of the 
United States prohibiting the appropriation of moneys for secta- 
rian institutions; which were referred to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

He also presented a petition of 40 citizens of Solon, Ohio, and a 
petition of 50 citizens of Holmesville, Ohio, praying for the adop- 
tion of an amendment to the Constitution of the United States 
providing that ‘‘no State shail grant the right of franchise to any 

rson who is not a citizen of the United States;” which were re- 

erred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

He also presented a petition of John C. Frémont Post, No. 729, 
Department of Ohio, Grand Army of the Republic, of Alliance, 
Ohio, praying for the ae of Senate bill No. 2633, restoring to 
their positions in the Government Printing Office certain persons 
dismissed from said positions in violation of law, and for other 
pu es; which was referred to the Committee on Printing. 

r. CAMERON presented ve of Thomas J. Triece Divi- 
sion, No. 310, Brotherhood of motive Firemen, of Derry Sta- 
tion; of West Branch Lodge, No. 388, Brotherhood of Locomotive 
Firemen, of Renova; of Lodge No. 210, International Association 
of Machinists, of Wilkesbarre, and of Lackawanna Lodge, No. 
95, Brotherhood of Railroad Trainmen, of Scranton, all in the 
State of Pennsylvania, praying for the passage of House bill No. 
5603, to ameliorate the condition of American seamen; which were 
ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented a petition of Hazel Glen Council, No. 208, 
Junior Order of United American Mechanics, of Pittsburg, Pa.., 
praying for the passage of the so-called Stone immigration bill; 
which was referred to the Committee on Immigration. 

He also presented petitions of 54 citizens of Troy Township, of 
75 citizens of Bellwood, and of 42 citizens of Edenville, all in the 
State of Pennsylvania, praying for the adoption of an amendment 
to the Constitution of the United States prohibiting the appropri- 
ation of public moneys for sectarian institutions; which were re- 
ferred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

He also presented petitions of 50 citizens of Mount Jackson, of 
54 citizens of Troy, of sundry citizens of Carbondale, of 106 citi- 
zens of Pittsburg; of 241 citizens of Myerstown, of 100 citizens of 
Normalville, of 277 citizens of Germantown, and of 42 citizens of 
Edenville, all in the State of Pennsylvania, praying for the adop- 
tion of an amendment to the Constitution of the United States 
providing that ‘‘ no State shall grant the right of franchise to any 


Concurred in by the senate January 31, 1895. 
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rson who is not a citizen of the United States;” which were re- 

erred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. VEST presented resolutions adopted by the Commercial 
Club, of Kansas City, Mo., favoring the ratification of pending 
treaties with the Wichita, Comanche, Kiowa, and Apache Indians, 
and praying that Oklahoma Territory be admitted into the Union 
as a State; which were referred to the Committee on Territories. 

Mr. HIGGINS presented a petition of sundry citizens of Del- 
mar, Del., praying for the passage of the so-called Stone immi- 
— bill; which was referred to the Committee on Immigra- 

ion. 

He also presented a petition of Cigar Makers’ Union No. 296, of 
Wilmington, Del., praying for the passage of House bill No. 5603, 
to ameliorate the condition of American seamen; which was or- 
dered to lie on the table. 

Mr. CALL. Mr. President, I present a petition to the Senate 
and House of Representatives of the United States of the World’s 
Arbitration League, incorporated by an act of Congress, compris- 
ing citizens of the United States, and with honorary membership 
in foreign lands, which respectfully prays for action by Congress 
in accord with the annexed memorandum, signed by honorar 
members of the league in foreign countries, and offered as a peti- 
tion of the World’s Arbitration League in pursuance of a resolu- 
tion ee by the league on the 15th of February, 1895, at Wash- 
ington, D. C., signed ‘‘John P. Newman, per William Wheeler 
Hubbett, vice-president, president pro tempore.” 

I ask that the petition may be printed in the REcoRD, as it con- 
tains the names and the request of 354 members of the British 
Parliament, in response to a resolution of Congress asking for 
action upon the subject of international arbitration. 

By unanimous consent, the petition was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Foreign Relations,and ordered to be printed in the 
RECORD, as follows: 

PETITION. 
To the Senate and House of Representatives of the United States in Congress 
assembled— 


Petition of the World’s Arbitration League, incorporated by act of Con- 
gress, comprising citizens of the United States, and with honorary member- 
ship in foreign Jands, respectfully represents and prays for action by Con- 
gress in accord with the annexed memorandum, signed by honorary members 
of this league in foreign lands, and offered as the petition of the aforesaid 
World’s Arbitration League, in pursuance of a resolution adopted by the 
league February 13, 1895, at Washington, D. C., a copy of which resolution is 


hereto annexed. 
JOHN P. NEWMAN, President, 
Per WM. WHEELER HUBBETT, 
Vice-President, President pro tempore. 


WorLD’s ARBITRATION LEAGUE, 
Washington, D. C., February 13, 1895. 
Resolved by the board of managers, That the signers of the petition for ar- 
bitration from Great Britain, now on file, laid over in the Senate under the 
rules, be,and are hereby, elected honorary members of the World’s Arbitra- 
tion League, incorporated by act of Congress, and that their names be tran- 
scribed on the records of the league; 
And that this engae ‘jon inthe presentation of their petition as a corpora- 
— of citizens of the United States, with honorary membership in foreign 
s. 
WM. W. HUBBETT, 
5. M. BALDWIN, 
LEE CRANDALL, 
Corporate Board, 


WM. W. HUBBETT, 
President pro tempore. 


{From W. Randal Cremer, M. P.] 


Str. PAuL’s CHAMBER, 23 BEDFORD STREET, STRAND, 
London, W. C., Janury 1, 1895. 
DEAR Sir: I have the honor to forward you a copy of a memorial signed by 
354 members of the British House of Commons. 
As the object of the memorial is of the highest importance, and the signa- 
tories represent all shades of political opinion in the British Parliament, I 
venture to ask for the prayer of the memorialists your earnest consideration. 


Respectfully, yours, 
ah ie W. RANDAL CREMER. 


Approved: 


Hon. WILKINSON CALL, Senator. 
To the President and Congress of the United States of Amerioh: 


In response to the resolution adopted by Congress on April 4, 1890, the Brit- 
ish House of Commons, supported in its decision by Mr. Gladstone, on June 
16, 1893, unanimously affirmed its willingness to cooperate with the Govern- 
ment of the United States in settling disputes between the two countries b 
means of arbitration. The undersigned members of the British Parliament, 
while cordially thanking Congress for having, by its resolution, given such 
an impetus to the movement and called forth such a response from our Gov- 
ernment, earnestly hope that Congress will follow up its resolution, and 
crown its desire by inviting our Government to join in framing a treaty 
which shall bind the two nations to refer to arbitration disputes which di- 
emery fails to ust. Should sach a proposal be made, our heartiest ef- 

orts would be used in its support, and we shall rejoice that the United States 
of America and the United Kingdom of Great Britain and Ireland have re- 
solved to set such a splendid example to the other nations of the world. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 

Mr. PEFFER, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was 
referred the bill (H.R. 2118) to pension John B. Leach, reported 
it without amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the 
bill (H. R. 4985) granting a pension to Louisa C. Conwell, reported 
it without amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 
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Mr. McMILLAN, from the Committee on Post-Offices and Post- 
Roads, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 3724) for the relief of 


Dennis McIntyre, reported it without amendment. 

Mr. GALLINGER, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom 
was referred the bill (H.R.8401) for the relief of Elizabeth J. 
Cook, of Arkadelphia, Clark County, Ark., widow of Robert T. 
Cook, reported adversely thereon, and the bill was postponed in- 
definitely. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the 
bill (H. R. 575) granting a pension to Charity Ann Smith, reported 
it with amendments, and submmitted a report thereon. 

He also, from the. same committee, to whom was referred the 
bill (S. 2781) for the relief of H. K. Palmer, reported it with amend- 
ments, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. HAWLEY, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was 
referred the bill (H. R. 8099) to increase the pension of Alexander 
Williamson, reported it without amendment, and submitted a re- 
port thereon. 

Mr. VOORHEES, from the Committee on Finance, to whom 
was referred the bill (H.R.8572) for the relief of Glenmore Dis- 
tilling Company, of Daviess County, Ky., reported it without 
amendment. 

Mr. CAFFERY, from the Committee on Claims, to whom was 
referred the bill (S,584) for the relief of Goff A. Hall, submitted 
an adverse report thereon, which was agreed to; and the bill was 
postponed indefinitely. 

Mr. MARTIN, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was 
referred the bill (H. R. 5565) pa a pension to Joseph R. 
Brooks, father by adoption of Henry M. Brooks, reported it with- 
out amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. VEST, from the Committee on Commerce, to whom was re- 
ferred the bill (H.R. 8459) to amend an act entitled ‘‘An act to 
authorize the Biloxi and Back Bay Bridge Company to construct 
and maintain a bridge over that portion of the bay of Biloxi, in 
the State of Mississippi, known as Back Bay,” reported it without 
amendment. 

Mr. FAULKNER, from the Committee on Territories, to whom 
was referred the bill (S. 692) for the relief of James C. McCartney, 
of Gardiner, Mont., reported it without amendment. 

Mr. PALMER, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was 
referred the bill (H.R.6659) to increase the pension of Capt. 
Isaac D. Toll, reported it with an amendment. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom were referred the 
following bills, reported them severally without amendment, and 
submitted reports thereon: 

A bill (H. R. 6646) to pension Albert Munson; 

A bill (EI. R. 6901) to increase the pension of Maj. Gen. Julius 
H. Stahel; ’ 

A bill (H. R.1716) granting a pension to Elien Carney; and 

A bill (H.R. 8811) granting a pension to James Jones. 


REPORT OF NATIONAL ACADEMY OF SCIENCES, 


Mr.HAWLEY. Iwas requested by the president of the Na- 
tional Academy of Sciences to present the report, which the 
academy makes in accordance with statute, upon the standards 
for electrical measure. The existing statute provides for the 
printing of the report, so that no action is necessary. 


MRS. EVALYN N, VAN VLIET. 


Mr. GALLINGER. The bill (8.684) for the relief of Mrs. 
Evalyn N. Van Vliet, which passed the Senate, was amended by 
the House of Representatives and the amendments referred to the 
Committee on Pensions. I report back thebill, and move that the 
Senate nonconcur in the amendments of the House of Represent- 
atives, and ask for a conference on the disagreeing votes of the 
two Houses. 

The motion was agreed to. 

By unanimous consent, the Vice-President was authorized to 
appoint the conferees on the part of the Senate, and Mr, PALMER, 

. GALLINGER, and Mr. HAWLEY were appointed. 


PREVENTION OF DESECRATION OF GRAVES. 


Mr. GALLINGER. I am directed by the Committee on the 
District of Columbia, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 4693) 
for the promotion of anatomical science and to prevent the dese- 
cration of graves in the District of Columbia, to report it favora- 
bly without amendment. Inasmuch as a bill in its express terms 
has passed the Senate, but the other House passed a bill of their 
own, and as it is a matter of importance to the medical profession 
of the District, I ask for the immediate consideration of this bill. 

Mr. BATE. Are we through with the morning business? 

re VICE-PRESIDENT. The morning business is not con- 
cluded. 

Mr. BATE. I must object. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I suggest to the Senator from Tennessee 
that this is a measure which theSenate. The other House 
in place of passing the Senate bill passed a House bill in the same 
terms. It is a matter that the medical fraternity of the District 
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are yy See cree in, and it will only take a moment to pass 
the bill. The Senator does not object, I understand. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. 
sideration of the bill? 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

VOLLEY P. HART. 

Mr. WOLCOTT. I am directed by the Committee on Post- 
Offices and Post-Roads, to whom was referred the bill (S. 2745) to 
authorize the Postmaster-General to refund to Volley P. Hart, 
postmaster at Sedalia, Mo., moneys sent him by the Post-Office 
Department for disbursement and lost by the failure of the First 
National Bank of Sedalia, to report it favorably, without amend- 
ment. I ask unanimous consent that the bill be put upon its 
passage, as its passage will involve some further action, which it 
is necessary, if done at all, should be done at thistime. 1 call tke 
attention of the Senator from Missouri to the report. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the present con- 
sideration of the bill reported by the Senator from Colorado? 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. It authorizes the Post- 
master-General to refund to Volley P. Hart, postmaster at Sedalia, 
Mo., the balance of the $9,000 received by him on the 13th of April, 
1894, from the Post-Office Department to pay postal clerks and 
office force for the months of April, May, and June, 1894, and de- 
posited by him in the First National Bank of Sedalia, which re- 
mained in the bank at the date of its failure, on May 4, 1894, not 
to exceed $6,000; but before the balance shall be so refunded Vol- 
ley P. Hart shall assign and transfer to the Postmaster-General 
his claim against the First National Bank of Sedalia for the bal- 
ance of $9,000 and all dividends thereon. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and 
passed, 


Is there objection to the present con- 


Cc, F. LYNCH. 
Mr. CAMDEN. On the 22d of January there was referred to 
the Committee on Appropriations a resolution submitted by me, 
the consideration of which that committee desire to be relieved 
from, and that it be referred to the Committee to Audit and Con- 
trol the Contingent Expenses of the Senate. 
By unanimous consent, the Committee on Appropriations was 
discharged from the further consideration of the resolution, and 
it was referred to the Committee to Audit and Control the Con- 
tingent Expenses of the Senate, as follows: 
Resolved, That the Secretary of the Senate be, and he is hereby, authorized 
and directed to pay, C. F. Lynch the difference between the amount of com- 
pensation received by him as an employee of the Government on the riding 
page roll of the Senate and the salary of messenger, which duty he has per- 
ormed from the 16th day of December, 1893, to the present time, and as long 

as he continues to perform the duties of messenger, to be paid out of the ap 
ropriation for salaries of officers, clerks, messengers, and others, Senate, for 
he fiscal year ending June 30, 1895. 


JOSEPH W. ADY. 


Mr. CAMDEN. Iam instructed by the Committee to Audit and 
Control the Contingent Expenses of the Senate, to whom was re. 
ferred the resolution submitted by the Senator from Delaware 
[Mr. GRAY] on the 12th instant, to report it favorably, without 
amendment. I ask for its present consideration. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The resolution with be read, subject 
to objection. 


The Secretary read as follows: 


Resolved, That the Secretary of the Senate be, and he is hereby, authorized 
and directed to pay, out of the contingent fund of the Senate, to Joseph W. 
Ady, the contestant of the seat of JoHN MARTIN, a Senator from Kansas, the 
sum of $2,000, in full of expenses incurred by the said Joseph W. Ady in his 
said contest. 

Mr. CAMDEN. I will state that the resolution was approved 
by the Committee on Privileges and Elections and referred to the 
Committee on Contingent Expenses. I ask for its immediate con- 
sideration. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. 

Mr. KYLE. I object. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Objection is made, and the resolu- 
tion will go to the Calendar. 

JOSEPH M’GUCKIAN,. 

Mr. CAMDEN. I am instructed by the Committee to Audit 
and Control the Contingent Expenses of the Senate, to whom was 
referred the resolution submitted by the Senator from Delaware 
{[Mr. GRAY] on the 13th instant, to report it favorably, without 
amendment. 


Is there objection? 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The resolution will be read. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

Resolved, That Joseph McGuckian be placed on the messenger roll of the 
Senate at a salary of 
fund of the Senate, and that he be assigned to one of the committees of the 
Senate now without a messenger. 


rannum, tobe paid monthly out of the contingent 
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‘Mr. CAMDEN. I ask for the present consideration of the reso- 
lution. I will state that it has been reported favorably on the 
recommendation of a large majority of Senators in this Chamber. 
The man to whom the resolution refers has been in the employ of 
the Government about thirty years, and is now old; he has been 
thrown out of employment, and it has been recommended that he 
be placed on the roll of the Senate at $600 per annum. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the present con- 
sideration of the resolution? 

Mr, PLATT. Ido not wish to object, but I want.to make an 
inquiry. When we authorize an individual by name to be put on 
the Senate roll, does that put him out of the power of the Ser- 
geant-at-Arms? Can the Sergeant-at-Arms remove him if he 
thinks it necessary, or appoint some one else in his place? 

Mr. CAMDEN. Ithink not. 

. Mr. PLATT. I think we ought to go very carefully about such 
nsiness. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the present con- 
sideration of the resolution? 

Mr. McLAURIN. I object. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. There is objection, and the resolu- 
tion will go to the Calendar. 


ADVANCES BY CERTAIN STATES FOR WAR OF 1812. 


Mr. GORMAN, from the Committee on Printing, reported the 
following resolution; which was considered by unanimous consent, 
and agreed to: A 


Resolved, That 500 copies of Senate Executive Document No. 17, Fifty-first 
Congress, second session, ‘‘ Letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, trans- 
mitting, in answer to Senate resolutions of July 16, 1890, and December 13, 1890, 
reports of the Third Auditor and Register o the Treasury in regard tocer- 
tain advancesand expenditures made in the war of 1812 b e States of New 
York, Pennsylvania, Delaware, Virginia, and South Caroli ina, and the city of 
Baltimore,” be printed for the use of the,Senate. 


BILLS INTRODUCED, 


Mr. BATE introduced a bill (S. 2778) to aid and encourage the 
holding of the Tennessee Centennial Exposition at Nashville,Tenn., 
in the year 1896, and making an appropriation therefor; which 
was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 
Education and Labor. 

Mr. BERRY introduced a bill (S. 2779) granting a pension to 
Joseph 8S. Bunker; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. GORMAN intreduced a bill (S. 2780) to authorize the Court 
of Claims to hear and adjust the claims of Francis O. Medley, of 
Charles County, State of Maryland, for damages done and sup- 

lies taken during the war of the rebellion; which was read twice 

»y its title, and, with the accompanying paper, referred to the 
Committee on Claims. 

Mr. POWER introduced a bill (8.2781) to amend section 34 of 
an act entitled ‘‘An act making appropriations for the current and 
contingent expenses of the Indian department, and for fulfilling 
treaty stipulations with various Indian tribes, for the year ending 
June 30, 1892, and for other purposes,” approved March 8, 1891; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee 
on Public Lands. 

Mr. MANDERSON introduced a bill (S. 2782) to refer certain 
claims for excessive postage paid to the Court of Claims; which 
was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Claims. 

AMENDMENTS TO APPROPRIATION BILLS. 


Mr. WOLCOTT submitted an amendment intended to be pro- 
posed by him to the Indian a en bill; which was referred 
to the Committee on Indian airs. 

Mr. PEF FER submitted an amendment intended to be proposed 
by him to the Indian appropriation bill; which was referred to 
the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

Mr. PROCTOR submitted an amendment intended to be pro- 
posed by him to the legislative, executive, and judicial appropria- 
tion bill; which was referred to the Committee on Appropriations, 
and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. BLANCHARD submitted an amendment intended to be 
proposed by him to the legislative, executive, and judicial appro- 
priation bill; which was referred to the Committee on Appropria- 
tions, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. GRAY submitted an amendment intended to be proposed 
by him to the general deficiency appropriation bill; which was 
referred to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be 

rinted. 
7 Mr. McPHERSON submitted an amendment intended to be 
proposed by him to the sundry civil appropriation bill; which was 
referred to the Committee on Appropriations. 

Mr. PEFFER. I submit an amendment, which I heretofore 
resented, intended to be pro to_ the Indian appropriation 
vill, but which was printed and referred to the Committee on Ap- 

propriations instead of being referred to the Committee on Indian 
Affairs. {[ now offer the same amendment, and ask that it be re- 
ferred to the Committee on Indian Affairs without further printing. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. That order will be made, in the 
sence of objection. 


FEBRUARY 19, 


Mr. KYLE submitted an amendment intended to be proposed 
by him to the legislative, executive, and judicial appropriation 
bill; which was referred to the Committee on Education and La- 
bor, and ordered to be printed. 

He also submitted an amendment intended to be proposed by 
him to the sundry civil appropriation bill; which was referred to 
the Committee on Education and Labor, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. PETTIGREW submitted an amendment intended to be 
proposed by him to the sundry civil appropriation bill; which was 
referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be 
printed. 

Mr. MANDERSON submitted an amendment intended to be 
proposed by him tothe sundry civil appropriation bill; which was 
referred to the Committee on Finance, and ordered to be printed, 

AGRICULTURAL APPROPRIATION BILL. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate the action of the 
House of Representatives disagreeing to the amendments of the 
Senate to the bill (H.R. 8727) making appropriations for the De- 
partment of Agriculture for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1896, 
end asking a conference with the Senate on the disagreeing votes 
ot the two Houses thereon. 

Mr. GORMAN. I move that the Senate insist upon its amend- 
ments and agree to the request of the House of Representatives 
for a conference. 

The motion was agreed to. 

By unanimous consent, the Vice-President was authorized to 
appoint the conferees on the part of the Senate,and Mr. Cat, 

r. Brice, and Mr. CuLLOM were appointed. 


HOUSE BILLS REFERRED. 


The bill ‘es R. 2377) to amend ‘“‘An act to amend section 4400 of 
Title LIT of the Revised Statutes of the United States, concerning 
the regulations of steam vessels,” approved August 7, 1882; and 
also toamend section 4414, Title LIT, of the Revised Statutes, *‘Reg- 
ulation of steam vessels,” was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Commerce. 

The bill (H. R. 8680) granting the Mount Vernon Barracks Mili- 
tary Reservation to the State of Alabama for public uses was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Military Af- 
fairs. 

PROPOSED EVENING SESSIONS. 

Mr. CALL submitted the following resolution; which was read: 

Resolved, That the Senate meet at the hour of Ul in the morning and re- 
main in session until 5 p. m., then take a recess until the hour of 8 p. m. 

Mr. CALL. I ask that the resolution lie over and be printed. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. It will be so ordered. 

INDEX TO COTTON REPORT. 


Mr. GEORGE submitted the following resolution; which was 
referred to the Committee to Audit and Control the Contingent 
Expenses of the Senate: 

Resolved, That the Committee on Agriculture and Forestry be authorized 
to employ a competent person to make an index to volumes i and 2 of the re- 
port of said committee on cotton, and the expense thereof be paid out of the 
contingent fund of the Senate. 


PRESIDENTIAL APPROVALS. 


A message from the President of the United States, by Mr. O. 
L. PRUDEN, one of his secretaries, announced that the President 
had on the 18th instant approved and signed the following acts 
and joint resolution: 

An act (S. 814) for the relief of the representatives of Daniel C. 
Rodman, deceased, and others; 

An act (S. 1813) providing an additional circuit judge in the 
ninth judicial circuit; and 

A joint resolution (8. R. 113) instructing the Secretary of War 
to return to the State of Michigan the flags of certain regiments 
of Michigan Volunteer Infantry. 

The message also announced that the President of the United 
States had on this day approved and signed the act (S, 655) to ex- 
tend the jurisdiction of justices of the peace in the District of 
Columbiz, and to regulate the proceedings before them. 


DIPLOMATIC AND CONSULAR APPROPRIATION BILL, 
Mr. BLACKBURN submitted the following report; 


The committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses 
on the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 8234) making appropria- 
tions for the diplomatic and consular service for the fiscal year, ending 
June 30, 1896, having met, after full and free conference have agreed to ree- 
omm and do recommend to their r ctive Houses as follows: 

That the Senate recede from its amendment numbered 15. 

That the House recede from its di ment te the amendments of the Sen- 
ate numbered 1, 2, 3, 4, 6, 7, 8, 9, 10, 11, 12, 13, and 14, and agree to the same. 

On amendment numbered 5 the committee of conference have been unable 


to agree. 

JO. C. 8. BLACKBURN, 
CALVIN 8S. BRICE, 
EUGENE HALE. 

Managers on the part of the Senate. 
JAMES B. McoCREARY, 
CHAS. E. HOOKER 
ROBERT R. HITT 

Managers on the part of the House. 





Mr. BLACKBURN. I will simply say that the conference 
committee has agreed upon every matter in dispute, except Senate 
amendment numbered 5, which is the a of $500,000 to 
begin the building of the Hawaiian e. Upon that the con- 
ferees were unable to agree. 2 

Mr. HAWLEY. I ask the Senator what amendment No. 15 is. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. That is an amendment offered by the 
Senator from Mississippi [Mr. Groree], providing for the pay- 
ment of small sums to a half dozen or more consuls, amounting In 
the aggregate to five or six hundred dollars. 

Mr. HAWLEY. The Senate recedes from that amendment? 

Mr. BLACKBURN. The Senate recedes from that amendment, 
with the understanding that it is properly a deficiency; that it 
should be in the deficiency bill, and is out of place im this bill. 

Mr. FRYE. I wish to ask the Senator what was done with the 
Senate amendment making appropriations for Samoa. 

Mr.BLACKBURN. That amendment was agreed to by the 
House of Representatives. 

I ask for the adoption of the report, Mr. President. : 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on concurring in the 

rt of the committee of conference. 
he report was’concurred in. “ae 

Mr. BLACKBURN. I now move that the Senate insist upon 
its amendment disagreed to by the House of Representatives, 
and ask for a further conference upon the item left open to dis- 
pute between the two Houses. 

The motion was agreed to. . 

By unanimous consent, the Vice-President was authorized to 
appoint the conferees on the part of the Senate, and Mr. BLacK- 
BURN, Mr. Brice, and Mr. HALE were appointed. 


FRED KORMANN. 


Mr. WASHBURN. I ask unanimous consent for the present 
consideration of the bill (S. 2388) for the relief of Fred Kormann. 

By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committee of the | 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. It proposes to confirm the 
cash entry numbered 8309, of lot 4 in section 23, lot 3 in section 24, | 
lot 1 in section 25, and lot 5 in section 26, in township 110 north of | 
range 29 west, in the district of lands subject to entry at the 
United States local land office at Marshall, Minn., made by one 
Fred Kormann on the 6th of March, 1891, and directs the Com- 
missioner of the General Land Office to issue a patent therefor. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


MONUMENT TO MARYLAND REVOLUTIONARY SOLDIERS. 


Mr. HILL. Iask unanimous consent for the present consider- 
ation of the bill (S. 1795) to aid in the erection of a monument to 
the Maryland heroes of the Revolutionary war. Iam advised that 
the Senator from Maryland {Mr. Gipson] would like to make a 
few remarks upon the bill, and as he does not often ask the indul- 
gence of the Senate I trust he may be allowed to proceed at this 
time. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the Senator from 
Maryland proceeding at this time? The Chair hears none. 

Mr, GIBSON. Mr. President, I desire to return my acknowl- 
edgments to the Senator from New York for his valuable offices 
in my behalf in this connection. : A 

Before proceeding with the remarks I desire to submit, I ask 
that the bill may be read at length. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill will be read. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

Whereas the Maryland Society of the Sons of the American Revolution, a 
corporation duly incorporated under the laws of the State of Maryland, is 
engaged in the praiseworthy effort to erect in the State of Maryland a mon- 
ument to all patriots of said State who aided during the Revolutionary war 
to establish the independence of Maryland and of the United States; and 

Whereas the services and sacrifices of the patriots of Maryland in said war 
are eminently worthy of commemoration: Therefore, 

Be it enacted, etc., That the sum of $40,000 be,and the same is hereby, ap- 
propriated, out of any money in the easury not otherwise appropriated, 
to be expended by the said Maryland Society of the Sons of the American 
Revolution to aid in erecting in the city of Baltimore, Md.,a suitable monu- 
ment to the memory of the patriots of Maryland who aided in establishing 
the independence of the United States, the money to be paid tothe society 





aforesaid under the order of the Secretary of War: Provided, That the de 
sign for the said monument shall be approved by the Secretary of War; and 
the sum hereby appropriated shall not be available until a contract shall 
have been made for the completion of the work. 

Mr. GIBSON. Mr. President, the Maryland society of the 
‘Sons of the American Revolution” is engaged in the praise- 
worthy effort to erect in the city of Baltimore, in the State of 
enea & monument to commemorate the services of General 
Smallwood and the officers and men of the “‘ Old Maryland Line 
of the Continental Army in the Revolutionary war.” It is for 
this purpose this appropriation is asked. 

The national congress of the Sons of the American Revolution, 
com of delegates from 30 States of the Union, have petitioned 
the Congress of the United States for the passage of this bill. 

_ On the 19th of April, 1775, the first blood shed in the Revolu- 
tionary war was poured out at Lexington. 
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North and south went the news, upon the wings of the wind! 

“‘ The voice of Patrick Henry from the mountains answered that 
of James Otis by the sea.” 

** Paul Revere’s lantern shone through the valley of the Hudson 
and flashed along the cliffs of the Blue Ridge.” 

Although the despot’s heel was not upon the shores of the Prov- 
ince of Maryland, his touch not at her temple doors, and no ene- 
my’s sword unsheathed within her borders, yet the tocsin of war 
found a prompt response in the hearts of her sons! 

Then it was that the ‘Old Maryland Line” sprung into exist- 
ence. 

One battalion of 1,444 men was at once formed; they were of 
the best and the flower of the young men of the Province. Col- 
onel Smallwood commanded thein. 

This Old or First Line was recruited from time to time until the 
Colony of Marylaad had furnished to the Continental Army more 
than 20,000 of the best of her sons. The Old Line of Maryland 
was no ordinary body of men. In the very beginning of the war 
they distinguished themselves in a manner that elicited the high- 
est praise and approval of General Washington, and ever after 
secured to themselves his absolute confidence in their valor. 

No troops in the Continental Army rendered better service, en- 
a more fatigue, or won greater glory than the ‘‘ Maryland 

ine.” 

In July, 1776, General Howe conceived the design of seizing 
New York and annihilating the main body of the American 
Army, and thus cut off all communication between the Northern 
and the Southern Colonies. The success of this endeavor would 
settle the fortunes of the Colonies in their struggle for independ- 
ence, 

The struggle was at hand. 

On the 25th of August, 1776, the British landed on Long Island 
a force of 20,000 men and 40 cannon. It was, says Bancroft, the 
most perfect army of that day in the world for experience, disci- 


| pline, equipment, and artillery, and was supported by more than 


400 ships and transports in the bay, by 10 ships of the line, 20 
frigates, and many small vessels. 

Against this vast armament the Americans on the island were 
no more than 8,000 men, most of whom were volunteers or militia, 
and they had not the aid of a single platoon of cavalry nor one 
ship of war. 

Washington’s address to the Army before the battle proclaimed 
only too fully his deep solicitude as to the result, 

The time is now at hand— 

He said— 
which must determine whether Americans are to be freemen or slaves 

The fate of unborn millions will now depend, under God, on the courage 
and conduct of this army. 

Our eruel and unrelenting enemy leaves us only the choice of a brave re- 
sistance or the most abject submission. _ 

We have, therefore, to conquer or todie. Our own—our country’s honor— 
calls upon us for a vigorous and manly exertion. 

The eyes of all our countrymen are now on us, and we shall have their 
blessings and praises if happily we are the instruments of saving them from 
the tyranny meditated against them. 

Life, liberty, property, and honor are all at stake; upon your courage and 
conduct rest the hopes of our bleeding and insulted country. 

It was in this dark hour that the Maryland Line was destined to 
enter the field and bear its first shock of battle. 


Cornwallis had taken possession of the Cotelyou house, in the rear of Stir- 
ling, and the latter saw that if he could not drive him back, or at least hold 
him where he was, his whole command would suffer death or capture. He 
resolved upon a costly sacrifice to save his retreating columns, which were 
now toiling through the salt marshes and across the deep tide-water creek in 
their rear. Changing his front and taking with him lessthan 400 of the Mary- 
land regiment, under Major Gist, Stirling ordered the rest of his force to re 
treat across the Gowanus marsh and creek, which the rising tide was making 
every moment less and less passable. 

Smallwood's regiment, composed in a large part of the sons of the best fami- 
lies of Maryland, nicknamed the “ Macaroni’ by the Tories of New York, due 
to perfect apne and proud of being distinguished as the best drilled and 
disciplined o e American forces, were now to have their courage, their self- 
devotion, and their discipline proved amidst slaughter and murder. 

General Lord Stirling placed himself at the head of these sons of Maryland, 
and ‘the little band,”’ now hardly numbering 400 men, prepared for an as- 
sault upon five times their number of the troops of the invading army, who 
were inflamed with all the arrogan:e of successful combat. 

Forming hurriedly on ground in the vicinity of Fifth avenue and Tenth 
street, the light columnadvanced along the Gowanus road into the jaws of bat 
tle with unwavering front. Artillery plowed their fast-thinning ranks with 
the awful bolts of war, infantry peared its volley of musket balls in almost 
solid sheets of lead upon them, and from the adjacent hills the deadly Hes 
sian Jagers sent swift messengers of death into many a manly form. Still, 
above the roar of cannon, musketry, and rifles, was heard the shout of theiz 
brave leaders, “Close up!" “Close up!” And again the staggering, yet un 
flinching, files, grown fearfully thin, drew together and turned their stern 
young faces to their country’s foe. 

At the head of this devoted band marched their general, to whom even vic- 
tory had now become less important than an honorable death, which might 

urchase the safe retreat of his army. Amid all the terrible carnage of the 

our there was no hurry, noconfusion, only a grim despair, which their cour 
age and self-devotion dignified into martyrdom. The advance bodies of the 
enemy were driven back upon the Cortelyou house, now become a formidable 
redoubt, from the windows of which the leaden hail thinned the patriot ranks 
as they approached. Lord Cornwallis hurriedly brought two guns into posi- 
tion near one corner of the house, and added their canister and grape to the 
tem of death. 

At last the little column halted, powerless to advance in the face of this mur- 
derous fire, yet disdaining to retreat with the disgrace wf a flight. Again and 
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again these self-devoted heroes closed their ranks over the bodies of their dead 
comrades, and still turned their faces tothe foe. But the limit of human en- 
durance had for the time been reached, and the shattered column was driven 
back. Their task was not, however, yet fully performed. 

As Stirling looked across the salt meadows, away to the scene of the late 
struggle at Buckie’s Barracks, and saw the confused masses of his country- 
men crowding the narrow causeway over Freek's mill pond, or struggling 
through the muddy tide, he felt how precious to their country’s liberty were 
the lives of his retreating soldiers, and he again nerved himself fora combat 
which he knew could only rove a sacrifice. Once more he called upon the 
survivors of the previous dreadful assault, and again the noble youn 
gathered around their general. How sadly he must have looked upon them— 
— Y more than boys—so young, so brave, and to meet again the pitiless 
iron hail! 

The impetus and spirit of this charge carried the battalion over every ob- 
stacle quite to the house. The gunners were driven from their battery, and 
Cornwallis seemed about to abandon the position; but the galling fire from 
the interior of the house and from the adjacent high ground, with the over- 
whelming numbers of the enemy who were now approaching, again com- 
pelled a retreat. 

Three times more the survivors rallied, flinging themselves upon the con- 
stantly reenforced ranks of the enemy; but the combat, so long and so un- 
equally sustained, was now hastening to its close. A few minutes more of 
this destroying fire and 256 of the noble youth of Maryland were either pris- 
oners in the hands of the enemy or lay side by side in that awful mass of dead 
and dying. The sacrifice had been accomplished, and the flying army had 
been saved from complete destruction. Amidthe carnage Stirling was left 
almost alone, and scorning to yield himself to a British subject, he sought 
the - ens General De Heister, and only to him would he surrender his 
sword, 

On the conical hill, within the American lines, stood the Commander in 
Chief, General Washington, and, as he witnessed the assault, the repulse, and 
the massacre, he exclaimed, in agony of heart, ‘‘Great God, what must my 
brave boys suffer to-day!” From the eminence on which he stood the termi- 
nation of the last struggle of the brave Marylanders was plainly gnd pain- 
fully visible to him. : : 

A ae of three of the companies broke the enemy’s lines and 
fought their way through the woods, where they were either 
killed or captured. Only Major Gist and 13 of his men made 
their cooupe across the creek to the American lines. The rest, 
when the long muster roll next was called, were answered for, as 
was De la Tour d'Auvergne, ‘‘ dead upon the field of battle!” 

Mr. Field, the historian of that day, says: 

The sacrifice of their lives, so freely made by the generous and noble sons 
of Maryland, had not been made in vain. An hour, more precious to Ameri- 
can liberty than any other in its history, had been gained. 

The ‘‘hour” thus gained, through this fearful sacrifice of Mary- 
land’s sons, saved the fortunes of the day to the Continental Army 
of the American Colonies. , ; ; : 

The “hour” thus gained, with the aid of Providence in the 
shape of a fog which had swept in from the sea, enabled Wash- 
ington, barely under cover of that fog, to make the most memor- 
able retreat in history. The retreat of Xenophon with his 10,000 
Greeks was a signal military achievement of its day. It more 
than found its parallel in Washington’s retreat from Long Island. 

‘‘As Washington landed in New York the cheers of his thou- 
sands of redeemed soldiers greeted him as the deliverer of the pa- 
triot army and the savior of his country.” 

The hour thus gained made possible the surrender of Burgoyne 
at Saratoga and insured that of Cornwallis to Washington at 
Yorktown. 

‘‘During more than twenty centuries of war and bloodshed 
scarce a score of battles have been decisive of lasting results!” 
The battle of Long Island is one of these. From Marathon to the 
field of Waterloo, from_Thermopyle to Balaklava there was no 
martial event which hada greeter influence than that which took 
place on the plains of Long Island. : 

To this day the people of Long Island point out to strangers 
where half of the Maryland battalion stemmed the advance ‘of 
the whole left wing of the British army, when no other troops 
were left upon the field, and where the best blood of the State was 
poured out like water.” : , i 

Afterwards at Harlem Heights and at White Plains the Mary- 
land troops displayed their valor; they fought five battles in three 
months, and were the first of the Revolutionary troops to use the 
bayonet against British regulars with success, again and 
again won imperishable renown. ‘ 

In the many battles which followed the } land line main- 
tained the high reputation they had won in these I have men- 
tioned. The evidence which has come down to us from con- 
temporaneous and competent authority proves this fact. : 

The account of different battles in which they took , written 
at the time or shortly afterwards by men like . all, and 
Washington, can not be questioned. These accounts may be 
found in the collected writings of these and other eminent men, or 
most ably summarized in the histories from which I have quoted 
of the Maryland Old Line, by McSherry and Scharf. They un- 
mistakably show that beg Fr var of the Continental Army was 


men 


specially relied upon by , and was repeatedly called 
upon by him when more than ordinary effort was required. 

At Monmouth they were sent to “restore the fortunes of the 
day,” and did it! At Germantown their conduct won the highest 
encomium of General Sullivan. 

Their stubborn defense of Fort Mifflin received the praises of 
the Continental Congress. It must not be imagined that I mean, 
in thus speaking of the ‘‘ Old Line,” to detract even by implica- 
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tion from the merits of the other forces in the Continental Army. 
Far from it. ‘Fortes fuerunt praeter Agamemnona.” 

When I speak of these I speak as only of a part of the great, the 
noble army which fought for and secured our liberties. I feel 
and acknowledge the debt, due to all alike, whether they came 
from the granite hills of the North or from the level rice fields of 
the South. I stand ready now and at all times to join in doing 
honor to them, each and every one, and what faint praise my lips 
can utter shall always be given to express the great love I bear 
them all. 

Most of the Maryland Line were infantry; there were some artil 
lery, and afew dragoons. The last were sent to the Carolinas 
and incorporated in the cavalry of Col. William Washington. 
They were with him when he beat Tarleton and carved with his 
sword a perpetual reminder of America on that ruffian’s hand. 

The last encounter of the Old Line with the British in the North 
was at Stony Point, where Maj. John Stewart and 100 men greatly 
distinguished themselves. Major Stewart was for this voted a 
sword by Congress. 

Shortly after the Old Line was reorganized and ordered to join 
the Southern army. Colonel Smallwood was promoted to be gen- 
eral and made second in command of the Southern forces. At 
the battles of Cowpens and Camden the brunt oj the fighting fell 
to the share of the Maryland Line, and their conduct added fresh 
brightness to their fame. Col. John Eager Howard at Cowpens, 
by an opportune and daring charge, revived the failing hopes of 
the Americans, and converted an impending disaster into a glori- 
ous victory. 

The superiority of the British forces in the Carolinas forced 
General Greene, the American commander, to retreat toward 
Virginia. During the whole of this movement, which was marked 
by great skill and ability, the larger part of the responsibility 
fell upon Col. Otho H. Williams, of the Maryland forces, and the 
final success of this movement was held to be particularly due to 
his fine soldierly qualities and to the bravery and steadiness of 
the men he commanded. 

At Guilford Court-House, under Gunby, at “Augusta” and 
Ninety-Six under Duval, the Old Line added another ray to the 
halo of glory about it. 

At Eutaw the Old Line once for all settled the question as to 
the ability of any troops in the wide world to stand against the 
British infantry charging home with the bayonet. On the Brit- 
ish side was the regiment of the Buffs, one of the most splendid in 
the British army; it had won renown on all the fields of Europe. 
It was fresh from home. Its muster rolls were full. It was abun- 
dantly supplied with all the munitions that experience could sug- 
gest and wealth provide. Its men were mostly Irish—the best 

ghting men of Europe—and both officers and men full of confi- 
dence in themselves and in each other. The British army was 
well represented by it. 

On the other side what a contrast! Save in the quality of the 
men and officers, how inferior to the first! Badly armed, badly 
equipped, poorly fed, the Continental troops on one side of the 
open battlefield made a poor show compared with the brilliant 
‘* Buffs” on the other. 

The battle began and was fought with varying success, until 
Rawdon, the British commander, ordered a charge along the 
whole line to sweep the field. On the British troops came, with 
leveled bayonets—steady, swift, and apparently irresistible! 

General Greene met the charge with two brigades of Maryland 
and Virginia troops. Immediately in front of Howard’s regiment 
were the “‘ Buffs.” Howard sprang forward to meet them, bay- 
onet crossed bayonet, and for a fewseconds the strife was terrible. 
It could not last. One or the other must ere way. The ‘‘ Buffs” 
broke. The Marylanders pressed forward. The battle was won. 
Before the ‘‘ Old Line” Tyranny fled abashed; behind it Freedom 
marched serene. 

With this fight it may be said the work of the Old Line ended. 
It went to Virginia and was present at Yorktown. 

‘*The drama of the Revolution opened in New England, cul- 
minated in New York, and closed in Virginia.” 

The Old Line fought in seven different States, from Massachu- 
setts to Georgia, in eight campaigns, and in twenty-four battles. 

In their own State no clash of resounding arms was heard. 
Long Island, Brooklyn Heights. Harlem, Fort Washington, Frogs 
Neck, Trenton, Princeton, Camden, Germantown, Cowpens, Guil- 
ford, come Ninety-six, Eutaw Springs, Yorktown! 

What erican’s heart does not burn within him as he calls 
the glorious battle roll of the Revolution? 

Monuments, Mr. President, make the civilization and mark the 
gratitude of a people. , 

It is not necessary to argue the propriety of the erection of me- 
morials of great deeds and great men by the nation. 

The best memorial is the grateful recollection of succeeding 
generations. 

If mankind were as they should be, none other perhaps would 
be required. Butcommon opinion approves, and a universal feel- 
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ing demands, that enduring monuments should be erected as visi- 
ble evidence of our gratitude. 

Such structures keep fresh in men’s minds names that should 
not be forgotten, and make continual public proclamation of 
splendid and noble actions. 

They teach in the most impressive manner lessons fit for the 
highest and lowest alike. They incite to great achievement, in- 
culcate the highest virtues, and stimulate patriotism. — cee 

The pillar at Thermopyle! What Greek ever read its brief in- 
scription unmoved? 

What dweller amid the crags and peaks of Switzerland but 
thrills when he stands before the statue of Tell? 

What is the message to a Frenchman from the column in the 
‘Place Vendome?” 

What Englishman can view Nelson’s Column without recalling 
the glory and the triumph of Trafalgar? 

hat one of us can stand within the shadow of the shaft at 
Bunker Hill without feeling his bosom swell with patriotic emo- 
tion and grateful remembrance of the deeds of the brave men in 
whose memory it was erected? 

We can not, Mr. President, have too many reminders in these 
loose days of the simple faith, the incorruptible integrity, the 
jealous honor, and the indomitable courage of our ancestors. 

Contemplate this country, the birthplace of government by the 
people, the home of the free, the refuge of the oppressed! 

With what wisdom were its foundations laid and the laws of its 
development devised. At once the youngest nation became the 
foremost, and its institutions the model by which the oldest and 
the proudest reformed their own. 

Macaulay truly said that ‘‘they who do not value the deeds of 
their ancestors will do nothing to give pride to their descend- 
ants.” 

Let us be careful to preserve their names and the record of their 
deeds from oblivion. 

Let us be careful to write them up in proper manner, so that not 
merely the student of history may be familiar with them, but that 
the crowds in the streets, our own people, and the stranger in the 
land may know them well. 

This bill, Mr. President, proposes to aid in erecting a monu- 
ment to General euaitwenk and the soldiers of the ‘‘ Maryland 
Line” in the war for independence, who, together with other 
equally brave men, maintained in the field the patriotic resolu- 
tions of their brothers in council. 

What the ones devised the others made possible, ‘‘ useless each 
without the other.” It is time such action be taken. 

Already the names and deeds of these men are dim in the recol- 
lection of the people, and are familiar only to those who search 
the dusty records of the past. 

As to most of them no memorial now exists; as to some, only a 
moss-covered tombstone in an out-of-the-way locality. 

Smallwood’s grave is on the north bank of the Potomac, almost 
within sight of the tomb of his great leader at Mount Vernon; but 
how few could find it; how fewer still have seen it! 


Mr. President, these men were from the State which I share the | 


honor of representing in this body; and for that reason it has been 
thought proper that I should advocate the passage of this bill. 

I am proud of them, Mr. President, as fellow-citizens. 

Iam glad to know that the men of my State rendered such dis- 
tinguished services to our common country. 

But it is not because they were Marylanders that this monu- 
ment is to be erected. 

Maryland remembers and takes care to demonstrate that she is 
grateful to her loving and devoted sons. Through the neighbor- 
ing city you can not pass without visible evidence of that honor- 
able fact. 

This memorial is specially to the ‘‘ Continental soldiers "—the 
‘*Old Line ”’—for services not to Maryland alone but to the whole 
country. 

It is to be asymbol of the Revolution, of a common cause, a 
common strife, a common triumph; of the cause, not of a class, 
but of human nature; of the triumph, not of a colony, but of 
United America! 

All who have benefited by the exertions of Continental soldiers, 
all for whom they fought and bled and died, to whom their mem- 
ory is precious, should be proud to take part in the erection of this 
monument. 

The services of these men were to the whole country, to all the 
Colonies, and for the common benefit of mankind. 

It was that the right of men to live freely under laws of their 
own making might be maintained. 

And 
unquestioned in all parts of the civilized world, save one, and be- 
cause we now enjoy all the blessings of civil liberty, won by their 
courage, their devotion, their suffering, and their blood, that the 
passage of this bill is asked. 

The appropriation asked for, Mr. President, in this bill will not 
merely minister to local pride, it will not foster sectional preju- 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


it is because this right has been maintained and is now | 


2373 


dice; every citizen of this fair land of ours, not of Maryland alone, 
nor yet of the 13 original States, but every citizen of every State 
in the Union will feel, as he looks upon the monument which the 
sum asked for will contribute so much to erect, that he hasa right 
to stand upon the ground where it stands. ; 

It will speak to him not alone of the valor of Smallwood and the 
Old Maryland Line, but it will speak to him as well of the common 
sacrifices and the trials of the fathers of the Republic. 

Mr. President, Inow ask unanimous consent for the present con- 
sideration of the bill. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection? 

Mr. McLAURIN. [am not quite ready to vote for the passage 
of the bill, and I object. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. There is objection. 

Mr. McPHERSON. I wish to ask the Senate to take up a bill. 
Has the bill in charge of the Senator from Maryland been acted 






































































upon? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill has gone over under ob- 
jection. 

Mr. McLAURIN. I withdrawthe objection I made just a mo- 
ment ago. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. Objection is withdrawn. 

By unanimous cons:nt, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill, which was reported from 
the Committee on the Library with an amendment, in line 5, be- 
fore the word “‘ Maryland,” to strike out “said,” and in line 8, 
after the words ‘‘memory of,” to strike out ‘‘ the patriots of Mary- 
land who aided in establishing the independence of the United 
States,” and insert ‘‘Gen. William Smallwood and the soldiers of 
the Maryland Line in the war for American independence;”’ 
to make the bill read: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the sum of $40,000 be, and the same is hereby, ap- 
preorsees, out of “yy money in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, to 
ye expended by the Maryland Society of the Sons of the American Revolution 
to aid in erecting in the city of Baltimore, Md., a suitable monument to the 
memory of Gen. William Smallwood and the soldiers of the Maryland Line in 
the war for American independence, the money to be paid to the society 
aforesaid under the order of the ae War: Provided, That the design 
for the said monument shall be approved by.the Secretary of War: and the 
5 not be available untila contract shall have 

been made for the completion of the work. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 

ment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 
| 
| 
| 
| 
| 


SO as 


sum hereby appropriated shall 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The committee report to strike out 
the preamble. 
objection. 

The title was amended so as to read: ‘‘A bill to aid in the erec- 
tion of a monument to the memory of Gen. William Smallwood 
and the soldiers of the Maryland Line in the war for American in- 
dependence.” 


The preamble will be stricken out if there be no 


JAMES CURRAN. 


Mr. McPHERSON. Iask unanimous consent for the present 
consideration of the bill (S. 2503) for the relief of James Curran. 
There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. It directs the Postmaster- 
General to give credit to James Curran, postmaster at Hoboken, 


N. J., in the sum of $6,566 for postage stamps stolen from that 


ol ft 


office December 3, 1894, through no fault of James Curran. 
The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time. and passed. 





SALE OF BONDS. 


Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I ask the Senate to proceed to the 
consideration of the regular order, being Senate bill 2642. 

Mr. HILL. What is the bill? 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. It isthe regular order. I ask unani- 
mous consent that the Senate now proceed to its consideration. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the request of 
the Senator from Arkansas? 

Mr. HILL. There are some bills on the Calendar which 
be taken up. 
quest. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair will state the morning 
business has not closed. The resolution of the Senator from Rhode 
| Island [Mr. ALDRICH], coming over from a previous day, is laid 
| before the Senate. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Itisin order at 1 o’clock, I under- 
stand, to move the consideration of any bill on the Calendar 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair did not understan 
Senator from Arkansas to make such a motion. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I asked unanimous consent to avoid 
making a motion, but if there is objection I will move that the 
Senate proceed to the consideration of the bill. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I hope the Senator from Arkansas will allow 
morning business to be disposed of first. 





should 
I trust the Senator from Arkansas will defer his re- 








i the 
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Mr. HOAR. I understand the order of proceeding is that the 
Chair first lays the regular business before the Senate as a mat- 
ter of course, so that we may know what we are displacing. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair has laid the order before 
the Senate. 

Mr. HOAR. Let it be read. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair lays before the Senate a 
resolution submitted by the Senator from Rhode Island [Mr. AL- 
DRICH}| coming over from a previous day, which will be read. 

The Secretary read the resolution submitted by Mr. ALDRICH on 
the 13th instant, as follows: 

Resolved, That the President of the United States be requested, if not in- 
compatible with the public interests, to send to the Senate a copy of the con- 


tract recently entered into between the Treasw tment and the rep- 
resentatives of certain banking houses for the sale of United States bonds. 


Mr. JONES of Arkansas. If the resolution will not provoke 
debate I have no objection to its consideration, but if there is to 
be debate I will move that the Senate proceed to the consideration 
of the silver bill. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Isee no good reason why the resolution should 
be passed now. The contract has been made public and is a mat- 
ter of notoriety. 

Mr. HOAR. The contract should be printed as a document. 

Mr. GRAY. It has been printed as a document. 

Mr. MANDERSON. As a House document. 

. The VICE-PRESIDENT. What does the Senator from Rhode 
sland suggest? . 

Mr. ALDRICH. I withdraw the resolution, with the consent 
of the Senate. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Without objection, the resolution is 
withdrawn. 

HOUR OF MEETING. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair lays before the Senate a 
resolution of the Senator from Maryland [Mr. GorMAN], coming 
over from a previous day, which will be read. 

The Secretary read the resolution submitted by Mr. Gorman 
on the 13th instant, as follows: 


Resolved, That on and after Friday, the 15th day of February, 1895, and un- 
til otherwise ordered, the daily sessions of the Senate shall begin at 11 o'clock 
a.m.,and the morning hour shall terminate at the expirrtion of one hour 
thereafter. 


| 
Mr. GORMAN. I will modify the resolution so as to read 


** Wednesday, the 20th day of February.” : : 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The resolution as modified will be 
stated. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

Resolved, That on and after Wednesday, the 20th day of February, 1805, and 
until otherwise ordered, the daily sessions of the Senate shall begin at 11 
o'clock a. m., and the morning hour shall terminate at the expiration of one 
hour thereafter. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 
resolution as modified. 
The resolution as modified was agreed to. 


OFFICERS ON RECEIVING AND TRAINING SHIPS, 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair lays before the Senate a 
resolution submitted by the Senator from New Hampshire io 
CHANDLER], coming over from a previous day, which will be 
read, 

The Secretary read the resolution submitted by Mr. CHANDLER 
on the 15th instant, as follows: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of the Navy be directed to inform the Senate 
whether or not during the last four years officers of the Navy attached tothe 
ships Richmond and Constellation, stationed at Newport, BR. L, and drawing 
sea pay and commutation for rations at sea, have been furnished and assigned 
and have occupied quarters for themselves, or their famiiies, or for both, on 
shore in public buildings or elsewhere, at the expense of the Government, 
and if so, to state the nature and extent to which this practice has prevailed, 
: and whether or not it is in accordance with any authority of law. 


Mr. CHANDLER. I ask for the adoption of the resolution. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 
resol ation. 

The resolution was agreed to. 

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 

A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. JAMES 
Kerr, its Clerk, announced that the House had passed a bill (H. 
R.7414) granting increase of pension to survivors of the Mexican 
and Indian wars and to their widows; in which it requested the 
concurrence of the Senate. 

The message also announced that the House had agreed to the 
report of the committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of 
the two Houses on the amendments of the Senate to the joint res- 
olution (H. Res. 273) extending from March 1, 1895, to — 15, 
1895, the time for making returns of income for the year 1894. 

ENROLLED BILL SIGNED. 


The message further announced that the Speaker of the House 
had signed the enrolled bill (8. 2599) granting a pension to Caro- 
oe Wessells; and it was thereupon signed by the Vice-Presi- 

en 
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HOUSE BILL REFERRED. 


The bill (H. R.7414) granting increase of pension to survivors 
of the Mexican and Indian wars and to their widows was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 


COINAGE OF SILVER, 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. Morning business has closed. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I move that the Senate proceed to 
the consideration of the bill (S. 2642) providing for the issue of 
bonds, the coinage of silver, and for other purposes. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 
motion of the Senator from Arkansas. 

Mr. LODGE. On that I ask for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered, and the Secretary proceeded 
to call the roll. 

Mr. COKE (when his name was called). 
Senator from Oregon [Mr. DoLpx]. 
vote ** yea.” 

Mr. COKE (when the name of Mr. MILs was called). 


| I am paired with the 
league [Mr. MILts] is detained at home by sickness. 
| 


If he were here I should 
My col- 


Mr. DUBOIS (when Mr. SHovup’s name was called). Iannounce 
the pair of my colleague [Mr. SHoup] with the junior Senator 
from New Jersey { Mr. SmirH]. If my colleague were present he 
would vote ‘* yea.’ 

The roll call was concluded. 

Mr. WILSON of Iowa. I inquire whether the Senator from 
Georgia [Mr. Gorpon] has voted? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. He has not voted, the Chair is ad- 


vised. 
Mr. WILSON of Iowa. I am paired with the Senator from 
Georgia [Mr. GorDoN], who is absent, and therefore withhold my 


vote. 

Mr. GALLINGER,. Iam paired with the junior Senator from 
Texas [Mr. Mitts]. Not knowing how he would vote on this 
question I withhold my vote. I should vote ‘‘nay” if I were at 

| liberty to vote. 

Mr. WOLCOTT (after having voted in the affirmative). I rise 
to inquire if the junior Senator from Ohio [Mr. BricE] has voted. 

ome VICE-PRESIDENT. He has not voted, the Chair is ad- 
vised. 
| Mr, WOLCOTT. Iwithdraw my vote, as I am paired with the 
Senator from Ohio [Mr. Brice}. 
| Mr. BATE. I desire to announce that the Senator from Ohio 
| Mr. SHERMAN] is paired with the Senator from Virginia |[Mr. 

ANIEL], both of whom are necessarily absent at this time. 

Mr. 4L. I desire to state that my colleague [Mr. Murpny] 
ired with the Senator from South Carolina [Mr. Irpy]. 

fr. PASCO. Iam paired with the Senator from North Caro- 

lina [Mr. r- CuLstow} I transfer my pair to the Senator from 


is 


Illinois [Mr. CuLLom] and vote ‘‘ yea.” 

Mr. WOLCOTT. ask if the Senator from Nevada [Mr. 
JONES] has voted, or if a pair with him has been announced? 

— ICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair is advised that he has not 
voted. 

Mr. WOLCOTT. Hasa pair with him been announced? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. No pair has been announced. 

Mr. WOLCOTT. Then, if I may, I transfer my pair with the 

Senator from Ohio [Mr. Bricr] to the Senator from Nevada [Mr. 

JONES] and vote. I vote ‘‘yea.” 

The result was announced—yeas 36, nays 27; as follows: 


YEAS—3s. 
Martin, 
Mitcheli of Oreg. 
organ, 
Pasco, 
Peffer, 
Perkins, 
Pettigrew, 
Power, 
Pugh, 
NAYS—27. 
Lindsay, Palmer, 
Lodge, Platt, 
eee Proctor, 
2, cPherson, Ransom, 
Carey, inet Manderson, Vilas, 
Chandler, Mitchell of Wis. Washburn. 
Dixon, . H Morrill, 
NOT VOTING—2. 
oa. Mantle, 
Gallinger, 


Mills, 
Gibson, Murphy, 
Gordon, Prite 


Calls, Seem = 
Davis, Jones of Nev. 

So the motion was eed to; and the Senate, as in Committee 
of the Whole, to consider the bill (8. 2642) providing 
for the issue of bonds, the coinage of silver, and for other purposes, 

reported Finance 


which had been from the Committee on with 
amendments. 


Roach, 
Stewart, 
Teller, 
Mem 
Voorhees, 
Walsh 


White. 
Wilson of Wash. 
Wolcott. 


Allen, 
Bate, 
ackburn, 
Blanchard, 
Butier, 
—. 
‘ameron, 
lark, 


Dubois, 
Faulkner, 
George, 
Hansbrough, 


Aldrich, 
rrows, 

Caffery, 

Camde 


Allison, Smith, 


Squire, 


a ie, 
Coke, Wilson of Iowa. 











Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Let the bill be read at length. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill will be read. ! 

The Secretary. The Committee on Finance report to strike 
out all after the enacting clause of the bill down to and including 
the words “‘ Sec. 9,” on page 5, in the following words: 


That authority is hereby given to the Secretary of the Treasury to issue 
bonds of the United States to the amount of $500.0 , coupon or see, 
at the option of the buyer, payable, principal and interest, in coin of pres- 
ent standard value, and bearing interest at the rate of 3 per cent per annum, 
—— quarterly, and not to sold at less than par, the bonds to mature 

rty years from date, and be redeemable at the option of the Government 
after twenty years; and that the Secretary of the Treasury be, and heishereby, 
authorized to use the pr s of the of said bonds to defray current ex- 

of the Government, and for the redem m of United States legal- 
tender notes and of Treasury notes issued under the act of July M, 1800, as 
hereinafter provided. That said bonds shall be of the denominations of $20 
and $50, and multiples of said sums, respectively, at the option of the pur- 
chasers thereof, and shall be in such form as may be prescribed by the Secre- 
tary of the Treasury: and said bonds and the interest thereon be exempt 
from the papment of all taxes and duties to the United States, and from all 
taxation by or under State, municipal, or other local authority, and said bonds 
and coupons shall be made payable at the Treasury of the United States. 
Whenever the Secretary of the Treasury shall offer any of the bonds herein 
authorized for sale, he shall advertise the same and authorize subscriptions 
therefor to be made at the Treasury De ment, and at any subtreasury, 
and any bank in which United States funds are deposited, it being the inten- 
tion of this act to give full and free opportunity for general subscription, and 
payment therefor may be made in gold coin, but the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury may, in his discretion, accept In payment therefor United States legal- 
tender notes and ry notes issued under the act of July 14, 1890. 

Sec. 2. That national banking associations are hereby authorized and per- 

mitted to issue circulating notes to the par value of United States bonds de- 

ited with the Secretary of the Treasury, and the tax on such circulation 

hereby reduced to one-fourth of 1 per cent per annum, payable semi- 
annually on the ist — ¥ of January and July of each year. 

Sxc.3. That section 9 of the act approved July 12, 1882, entitled “An act to 
enable national banking associations to extend their corporate existence, and 
for other pw ses,”’ be, and the same is hereby. re ed, and hereafter no 
national banking association continuing to transact business as such shall 
retire the whole or any part of its circulation without written authority 
therefor from the Secretary of the Treasury; and so much of section 12 of 
the said act as authorizes and directs the Secretary of the Treasury to re- 
ceive deposits of gold coin with the Treasurer or Assistant Treasurers of the 
United States and to issue certificates therefor be, and the same is hereby, 
repealed; but this repeal shall not in any manner affect the validity or use of 
such certificates heretofore issued. : 

Sec. 4 That hereafter national banking associations desiring to retire the 
whole or any part of their circulating notes shall, if so required by the Sec- 
retary of the Treasury, deposit with the Treasurer of the United States gold 
coin equal to the amount of notes to be retired, and each of said banking as- 
sociations shall at all times keep on deposit with the Treasurer of the United 
States, in gold coin, a sum equal to 5 per cent of its outstanding circulating 
notes, and the same shall be held and used for the redemption of such notes, 
and for no other purpose. 

Sec. 5. That not exceeding one-half of the lawful reserves on account of 
deposits now required by law to be kept hy national banking associations 
may consist of bonds of the United States issued under this , the same to 
be estimated at their par value. 

Src. 6. That no national-bank note shall be hereafter issued of a @enomina- 
tion less than $10, and all notes of such banks now outstanding of denomina- 
tions less than that sum shall be, as rapidly as practicable, taken up, redeemed, 
and canceled, and notes of $10 and larger denominations shall be issued in 
their stead under the direction of the Comptroller of the Currency. 

Sec. 7. That the Secretary of the Treasury is hereby authorized and di- 
rected, out of the proceeds of the sale of bonds as hereinbefore provided, to 
cancel and destroy all United States legal-tender notes and Treasury notes 
issued under the act of July 14, 1899, of denominations less than $10, and to 
issue alike amount of silver certificatesin denominations of $1, $2, and $5, 
which said certificates shall be payable to bearer in silver, it being the inten- 
tion of this act that neither the Treasury Department nor national banks 
shall issue or keep in circulation any notes, other than silver certificates, of 
a less denomination than $10; and the Secretary of the Treasury is authorized, 
at the request of any holder, to receive Treasury notes and United States 
legal-tender notes, and to issue in lieu thereof silver certificates in denomina- 
tions less than $10, and he shall cancel and retire the legal-tender notes and 
Treasury notes so received. 

Szc. 8. That the Secretary of the Treasury is hereby authorized and di- 
rected, out of the proceeds arising from the sale of the bonds hereinbefore 
authorized, and from any surplus revenues, to redeem and cancel, and not 
reissue, said United States legal-tender notes and Treasury notes whenever 
andas fast as the aggregate circulation of United States legal-tender notes, 
Treasury notes, silver certificates, and national-bank notes shall be in excess 
of the aggregate amount of United States notes, Treasury notes, national- 
— — and silver certificates in circulation at the date of the passage of 

is ac 

Sec. 9, 

The committee also report, on page 6, line 8, before the word 
“price,” to insert the word ‘‘market;” in line 9, after the word 
“in,” to strike out ‘*‘ London” and insert “‘ New York;” and in line 
16, before the word ‘‘ may,” to strike out “in denominations of 
less than $10;” so as to read: 


That from and after the passage of this act the Secretary of the Treasury 
is hereby authorized and directed to receive at any United States mint, from 
any citizen x > ee Tene ae of The enc fineness, — ror - 

e same in ver grains eac iorage on the sai 
bullion shall aan 8s the United States, and shall be the difference between 
the coinage value thereofand the market price of the bullion in New York on 
the day the deposit is made, and all expenditures for coinage done under the 
provisions of act shall be paid out of said seigniorage: and the Secretary 
of the Treasury shall deliver to the depositors of such bullion standard silver 
dollars equal in amount to the price thereof as aforesaid; and whenever the 
said coins herein provided for shall be received into the Treasury, certificates 
may be issued thereon, in the manner now provided by law. 


_The committee also report to strike out the remainder of the 
bill, in the following words: 

Sec. 10. That the Secretary of the Treasury shall make such rules and regu- 
oe, and em. - such clarion’ and other foe as may be necessary to carry 


and a sum sufficient for that purpose is hereby appro- 
priated out of any money in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated. 
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Mr. BUTLER. Will the Senator from Arkansas yield to mea 
moment? 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Certainly. 

Mr. BUTLER. I wish to give notice that after the disposition 
of the present bill I shall ask the Senate to proceed to the consid- 
eration of the bill (H. R. 7273) to amend an act entitled “An act 
to regulate commerce,” approved February 4, 1887. 

Mr. HIGGINS. We could not hear the Senator from South 
Carolina on this side. 

Mr. BUTLER. I simply gave notice that when the pending 
bill is —— of I shall ask the Senate to proceed to the consid- 
eration of House bill 7273, with which the Senator is familiar. 

Mr. HALE. The Senator from South Carolina will not under- 
take to interfere with appropriation bills. 

Mr. BUTLER. I will not commit myself to any agreement on 
that subject. 

Mr. HALE. Then the Senate will have to settle it. 

Mr. BUTLER. Then the Senate will have to settle it. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. In view of the lateness of the session 
and the fact that doubtless every member of the Senate has his 
mind made up as to the bill which has just been taken up,and in 
view of the further fact that the friends of the bill do not propose 


to occupy the time of the Senate by discussion,I ask unanimons 


consent that we fix an hour to-day at which we may have a vote 
on the bill. I will suggest 4 o'clock. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection? 

Mr. ALDRICH After conference with many Senators upon 
this side of the Chamber I am satisfied that it will be impossible 
to get an agreement to vote upon the bill to-day. There is a very 


strong and a very natural feeling that in the present condition of 
the country a bill of such importance ought not to be passed or 


voted upon except after the fullest discussion. 
to the proposed agreement. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. There is objection to the request of 
the Senator from Arkansas. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I regret very much that some time 
can not be fixed upon for a vote in the Senate. The friends of the 
measure are perfectly willing to submit the matter to a test at 
any hour. I regret that the minority of the Senate should think 
it necessary to resort to dilatory tactics to avoid a vote on this 
question. Of course,owing to the shortness of time,it will be 
impossible to press a vote for a very great length of time, but I 
will ask the Senate to remain in session to-day until we reach a 
vote on the bill, if it is possible to get it. 

Mr. HALE. In view of the fact that only eight or nine days 
remain for the consideration of the business that must be done by 
the Senate, let me ask the Senator whether he thinks it is now 
good policy to bring up this bill, which will give rise to long and 
perhaps heated discussion and engross the time of the Senate, and 
thereby endanger the passage of the appropriation bills, which 
surely would result in an extra session of Congress. I know in 
asking this question that the Senator is a calm-minded man and 
contemplates things that will come up in the future, and I should 
be glad to have him give us some indication as to whether it is his 
intention to hold the bill here day and night, to the exclusion of 
appropriation bills. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I should be glad to avoid exactly the 
contingency that has been suggested by the Senator from Maine, 
and for that reason I suggested that an hour should be fixed for 
a vote in the Senate. There is not a man in this body who does 
not know how every other man in the body will vote on this ques- 
tion. A discussion of an hour, a day, or a week will change no- 
body’s conviction. It is a matter that has been fully and fairly 
discussed and understood. It has been weighed and considered 
by every member of the body. Every man has his mind already 
made up. Iam willing and the friends of the measure are willing 
to put the matter to a test now without a word of debate. 

If the opponents of the bill, for the purpose of avoiding a vote, 
see fit to resort to a discussion or debate which will look to us as 
having for its prime purpose to avoid a vote at all, of course we 
can not help it; but we must make an earnest effort to reach a 
vote on the bill. 

I do not propose to jeopardize the passage of an appropriation 
bill. There will be plenty of time, in my judgment, to pass the 
appropriation bills if there is no time wasted. The friends of the 
measure do not propose to run the risk of an extra session by pro- 
longing its consideration if the minority, as I believe, in the Sen- 
ate manifest a disposition to prevent the passage of the bill. Of 
course we can not help it if they choose to do it. 

Mr. HALE. Now, if the Senator will allow me, he is shifting 
the burden. It is not dilatory tactics for the minority, or for any 
portion of the Senate, to insist that the bills which must be passed 
to complete the business of this Congress shall be considered. 
The Senator himself and those who have joined with him in 
bringing this matter before the Senate have created this situa- 
tion. It is they who have obtruded this bill here, I do not say it 
in an offensive sense, because the majority has the right to take 


I therefore object 
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up any bill; but it is they who have made the situation and have 
made the danger. 

It seems to me that it is going a little too far when a disposition 
is manifested, as is always manifested when this subject is up for 
a fair debate, for the Senator to intimate that it is dilatory in its 
purpose and nature, and is meant for delay. The Senator knows 
that in all forms when this great question has come up heretofore 
there has been plenty of debate. Senators have expressed them- 
selves freely upon both sides of the question. There can not be a 
resolution cffered in the morning hour on the subject that does 
not go over and give rise day after day to debate much of the day. 
The Senator will not himself intimate, because he is a fair-minded 
man, that reasonable debate upon this question is dilatory in its 
nature. 

Mr. HARRIS. Will the Senator from Maine allow me to ask 
him if he can name any number of hours that the opponents of 
the bill will require for debate? I do not think there is a single 
friend cf the bill who is disposed to consume a minute’s time in 
debating it. 

Mr. HALE. I have heard the Senator ask that question a great 
many times in reference to another bill that we had up in the last 
session of Congress. I heard that question asked when the ma- 
jority was attempting to repeal the purchasing clause of the Sher- 
man Act. But, if I may say so, it is not a real, pertinent, square 
question. I can not tell you. It may be that I shall not want to 
debate the bill one moment. 

Mr. HARRIS. Will the Senator suggest to me how I can 
square it better than it is squared? 

Mr. HALE. The truth is that whenever Senators want to get 
a measure through that suits them they turn around and accuse 
the other side of dilatory tactics. Now, that is not so. Only a 
fair measure of debate is all that anybody wants. I know that 
the Senator from Arkansas in managing this bill will manage the 
bill carefully und will handle the Senate carefully. I am willing 
to trust to his management. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I should like to ask the Senator a 
question in this connection. Does he believe any amount of de- 
bate would change any vote from the present intention of the 
Senate if we were to vote right now, even if the discussion of the 
bill should continue for a month?, 

Mr. HALE. I suppose that may be true about almost all meas- 
ures we debate and discuss here. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Then I do not see any good reason 
why we may not vote now, except that tne minority fear they will 
be beaten on the vote; that is all. 

Mr. HALE. If the Senator were in the minority and objecting 
to this bill, he would want the privilege of debate. He knows he 
would, 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Certainly; and we do not propose to 
deny that privilege. 

Mr. HALE. I hope the Senator will go on with the bill, and 
that it will not be intimated there are any dilatory tactics here. 
There is no disposition to resort to dilatory tactics. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. 1 do not think it will require an in- 
timation for everybody to understand the purpose of a protracted 
debate on the bill. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Mr. President, there are some facts in connec- 
tion with this bill that I think ought to be stated. Of course they 
are apparent to everyone, but it would do no harm to state them. 

There is no member of the Senate and no person in the United 
States who expects that the bill will become a law if it passes the 
Senate, and any time spent here in pressing it for consideration 
will certainly, so far as any practical results are concerned, be 
entirely wasted. But when the Senate of the United States is 
called upon to express its opinion upon a question of such im- 
portance, it is not right that the Senator from Arkansas or any 
other Senator should suggest that it be passed upon without dis- 
cussion. An innumerable number of amendments will be offered 
to the bill. Thatcan not be helped. You can not expect Sena- 
tors to vote upon a single proposition involving the whole finan- 
cial question without amendment and without debate. 

If there was any real benefit to come to the country or any re- 
sult to be reached by pressing the bill for consideration that would 
be one thing; but the Senator from Arkansas, if he is frank to the 
Senate and the country, must admit that he does not expect the 
bill to pass the coordinate branch of Congress and receive the 
"xecutive approval. Therefore I think it comes with ill grace 
from that Senator to suggest that a bill of such importance should 
be hurried through the Senate without discussion at this hour of 
the session. 

Mr. GRAY. Mr. President, I mer | ae with the Senator 
from Arkansas thatin all human probability debate will not change 
a vote in this body, but perhaps there is another function of de- 
hete which has not been alluded to by him or by any other Sena- 
aor which is as important as the supposed capacity of debate to 
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influence votes. The country expect, and I think will demand, 
that a measure so important and far-reaching as this should not be 
passed (if it is true, as the Senator from Arkansas thinks, that it 
will be passed) without an exposition of the objections to the 
measure by those who differ from him, and who represent a very 
large constituency in the country. 

It will be necessary, I think, before the bill passes to inquire 
why it is that after having spent the long weary weeks of the 
summer of 1893 in the attempt that was finally successful to re- 
peal the purchasing clause of the Sherman Act the same Senate 
or the same Congress is asked to restore that purchasing clause in 
an intensified form; that is, intensified as it seems to many who 
are opposed to the bill brought forward by the Senator from 
Arkansas. Therefore I donot think it is unreasonable to say that 
before the bill passes it should receive such debate and discussion, 
if not by its friends by those who oppose it, as will give to the 
country a thorough understanding of what objection there may 
be to the measure. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Mr. President, of course I have no 
objection to debate. In reply to the suggestion made by the Sen- 
ator from Rhode Island [Mr. ALDRICH] a moment ago, I have to 
say that we are in no sense the guardians of those who constitute 
another body here. We are not responsible for the action of the 
Executive. Our business is to discharge cur duty as we see it. 
The majority of the Senate are ready and willing to act on this 
question. We would be glad to doit. We have no power to cut 
off debate and no wish to cut off debate. Our only request is that 
the debate shall proceed as rapidly as possible, and that we may 
have a vote at the earliest possible hour. I shall ask the Senate to 
remain in session until we reach a vote, if it can be accomplished. 

Mr. VILAS. Mr. President, the recent transaction between the 
Treasury and certain contractors for the purchase of gold on the 
part of the Government has been the subject of considerable dis- 
cussion on this floor and elsewhere, and it is as pertinent as 
probably anything that could be offered in the discussion of this 
bill, to consider somewhat the circumstances under which the 
Treasury was placed and which led to and demanded the making 
ot that contract. 

I do not enter into an explanation of the transaction with any 
expectation that the opinions of those who from political parti- 
sanship or difference upon the silver question have chosen to take 
ground against the contract will be affected by it. Itis not to be 
expected that anything will alter in this Congress the probability 
or possibility of result. A sufficient number to prevent any such 
action as the President suggested to be desirable for the benefit of 
the country has already disclosed itself, and I presume I shall 
violate no rule of propriety if I recur to a fact stated the other 
day by the Senator from Colorado [Mr. WoLcorttT], that we know 
the House of Representatives has refused even the least relief. 

I am entitled to read, I believe, from a document which I find 
printed, in which are set forth the views of the minority of a cer- 
tain committee in respect to a proposal to meet the opportunity 
which was reserved as a privilege to the United States in the con- 
tract to which I have alluded. It presents at once in a summary 
fashion the ground upon which, in great part, the successful oppo- 
sition has stood. It is there written: 

Believing that. the Secretary of the Treasury has now by law the right to 
redeem legal-tender notes by the os of either gold or silver coin, which- 
ever is most convenient for the Government, and believing that the exercise 
of this discretion by the Secretary of the Treasury is absolutely necessary to 
protect the Government from organized and unorganized raidsupon the coin 
reserve, we are not willing to indorse, directly or by implication, the admin- 
istrative policy which has precipitated the present financial conditions. 
Neither are we willing, by authorizing bonds for the purchase of gold, to 
pledge the Government to a policy which discriminates against silver as a 
standard money and recognizes gold as the only money of ultimate redemp- 
tion. So longas the note holder is allowed to choose the coin in which he is 
to be paid, so long will it be futile to attempt to maintain a gold reserve. 

That quotation speaks of an administrative policy. It is the 
peer which was adopted by the Secretary of the Treasury per- 

1aps fifteen years ago, or more, and which has been continuously 

maintained by every Secretary of the Treasury since; which re- 
ceived in 1890 the explicit sanction of Congress by its declaration 
in an act that itis the established policy of the Government— 
the policy pursued by the Treasury to maintain the parity between 
the two metals. This quotation declares the readiness of those 
who oppose acceptance of the advantage secured to the United 
States by the contract mentioned, to see the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury proceed to pay out in redemption of the notes of the United 
States silver, as now coined, worth but one-half the gold coin, 
which is the standard of value. 

Mr. STEWART. Will the Senator allow me to interrupt him- 

Mr. VILAS. I hope the Senator will not insist upon interrupt- 
ing me. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. GALLINGER in thechair). The 
Senator from Wisconsin declines to yield. 

Mr. VILAS. I desire to lay before the Senate some facts, and I 
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wish not to have the discussion turned intothecustomary colloquy. 
Iam sure the Senator from Nevada will recognize that I have 
always been in the habit of allowing interruptions, and if I were 
not justified by good reasons in what is before me I should not now 
depart from my custom. 

r. President, I wish to call attention to the remarkable state- 
ment which follows in that same document this declaration of 
readiness to compel the Secretary of the Treasury to proceed toa 
silver redemption of the public debt of the United States. Says 
this document: 


It is urged that a change of policy at this time will cause embarrassment. 

Does the document dispute it? No; but it adds: 

If that be true, the blame must be borne by those who first inaugurated the 
avon f and by those who have adhered to it in spite of the clear intent and 
etter of the law. 

Thus it is declared by those who subscribe that document that 
they are willing that the United States and the people of this 
country shall proceed to encounter the evils and perils which 
would follow such a step, which they are pleased to speak of 
as likely to cause ‘“‘embarrassment.” Mr. President, there is a 
large body of people in the United States who believe that the 
‘‘embarrassment” which would follow would be simply the sus- 

nsion of specie payments, because to suspend gold payments and 
in place of the gold coins of the United States to tender silver 
coins, worth but half as much, would be equivalent to specie sus- 
pension, for it would be no less than the complete departure from 
the standard of money by which the Government has measured 
the value of all its obligations in the past. 

We might as well tender = other promise of the United States 
to pay as to tender a silver dollar in payment of a dollar of pres- 
ent Government indebtedness. The silver dollar of the present 
time derives all its power to discharge a debt of a hundred cents 
by reason of the fact that our policy is declared and hitherto has 
been maintained to hold up that dollar to the equal of a gold dol- 
lar. Itis as if a promise were written upon it to pay upon the re- 
turn of that piece of metal a hundred cents of money of the stand- 
ard which measures contracts at the présent time. 

Mr. President, there are those who believe that such an act 
would be followed immediately by a premium upon gold, an in- 
creasing premium, until at length, unless some power interposed 
to resist and check the fall, we should reach the single standard of 
silver monometallism; to the destruction of one-half of the credits 
of the Government, and of all credits which have depended upon 
the good faith and stability of the laws of the United States for 
the maintenance of the values which rest upon them. There are 
those who will recall, as the prototype of the conditions to ensue, 
the events that followed the decline of our money during the war, 
and will remember how amidst falling houses and commercial 
ruin, in general financial devastation, this country bore evils which 
the people ought never to be called upon to sustain, except to meet 
such a necessity as was then imposed to save their country. 

Without enlarging at this time upon the particular results which 
would follow, I desire to address my observations to that class of 
men who believe that the standard of values in our country ought 
not to be so destroyed. They happen to be, I am well assured, a 
very large part of the people of the UnitedStates. They are rep- 
resented in all the great financial institutions of the United States, 
in the trust companies, the banks, the insurance companies, the 
great mercantile houses, and boards of trade in thecities; especially 
by those to whom, by common consent, the citizens of this coun- 
try commit in business the guidance of their financial affairs, 
wh on voice we have everywhere heard protesting against this 
evil. 

We have seen already in 1893 what may be expected from the 
mere approach to such a contingency. We saw this country 
ws in the shudder of panic, fear fall upon the land, hun- 
dreds, yea, thousands of millions in values blotted out, merely 
because we were driven to the brink of the abyss, and the eye 
of the country but looked beyond the precipice over which it 
seemed we might be about to fall. 
in discussion of the causes or effects of that panic. Its general 


consequence we all know, a diminution in great part of im-| 
We know that | 


portations, with the consequent loss of revenue. 
from one end of the country to the other the cry was for the 
repeal of the purchasing clause of the Sherman law. But that 
repeal merely checked the further inflow of the poison which was 


destroying our financial system and the strength of our currency. | 
been introduced | 


_ It did not remove the evil which had alread 
into the system. There, still contending for place, according to 
the operation of that inevitable and irresistible law of finance, 
which long ago Sir Thomas Gresham pointed out to the British 
Government, have been hundreds of millions of silver exerting 
their force to expel gold. Wedid not withdraw that influence by 
the repeal of that law, but have felt ever since its steady pressure. 

A year ago the Secretary of the Treasury borrowed $58,000,000 
for bonds at 5 per cent, of which the principal sum was $50,000,000. 


I do not care to spend time | 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 





ne! 








2 


377 
, 

He replenished the stock of gold in the Treasury by that trans- 
action. Later in the same year it became necessary to repeat it, 
and substantially the same transaction took place again. It failed 
to meet the evil which confronted us. 

_ Then the President, in his message at the opening of this ses- 
sion, called in most earnest words the attention of the Congress 
and the people to the trouble which was upon us, and the conse- 
quences which appeared sure to follow. And he said plainly and 
unequivocally, after a full discussion of the circumstances: 

It is perfectly and palpably plain that the only way_under present con- 
ditions by which this reserve when dangerously depleted can be replenished 
is through the issue and sale of the bonds of the Government for gold; and 

et Congress has not only thus far declined to authorize the issue of bonds 

t suited to such a purpose, but there seems a disposition in some quarters 
to deny both the necessity and power for the issue of bonds at all. 

Ican not fora moment believe that any of our citizens are deliberately 
willing that their Government should default in its pecuniary obligations or 
that its financial operatiors should be reduced toa silver basis. At any rate 
I shoula not feel that my duty was done if I omitted any effort I couid 
make to avert such acalamity. As long, therefore, as no provision is made 
for the final redemption or the putting aside of the currency obligation now 
used to repeatedly and constantly draw from the Government its gold, and 
as long as no better authority for bond issues is allowed than at present 
exists, such authority will be utilized whenever and as often asit becomes nec- 
essary to maintain a sufficient gold reserve, and in abundant time to save the 
credit of our country and make good the financial declarations of our Govern- 
ment. 

Mr. Presiaent, there was not only this declaration by the Exec- 
utive as to the course he should pursue, but there was equally the 
submission of the Executive to Congress, in the invitation to Con- 
gress to exercise the functions which the Constitution devolve 
upon it, and provide against the peril to the national Treasury 
and the happiness of our people. But what followed? Nothing, 
nothing but the fruitless distraction of faction and factional cries. 
We have had in result only manifestation of the impotence of 
Congress to meet the condition of peril in which the nation was 
placed. 

But again, after full waiting, when in less than two months 
from the last purchase of gold it became apparent that but a short 
time would suffice to remove from the Treasury its entire stock 
of gold for redemption, the President, not yet resorting further 
to the power lying in the old statutes of the United States, 
appealed anew to Congress, and on the 28th of January, with 
words of solemnity, yes, as was said by the Senator from Dela- 
ware [Mr. Gray] yesterday, with an appeal almost pathetic, he 
solicited afresh the legislation which might preserve the coun- 
try against the sce before it, from the patriotism and high sense 
of duty of men charged with legislative responsibility. Hepointed 
out that in the year preceding his message $172,000,000 of gold had 
been drawn from the Treasury, of which over $69,000,000 had been 
taken within two months, and he freely proffered again, with all 
the experience he had had, his own candid opinions of the course 
which ought to be taken, and again he submitted the subject to 
Congress and again invoked its counsel, its governing direction. 
And he added: 


In conclusion, I desire to frankly confess my reluctance to issuing more 
bonds in present circumstances and with no better results than have lately 


followed that course. I can not, however, refrain from adding to an assur- 
ance of my anxiety to cooperate with the present Congress in any reason- 
able measure of relief, an expression of my determination to leave nothin 


undone which furnishes a hope for improving the situation or check 
suspicion of our disinclination or disability to meet with the strictest hono 
every national obligation. 


Mr. President, I invoke the candid judgment of all upright 
men that the President of the United States in these communica- 
tions not only delivered to the legislative body a complete under- 
standing of the circumstances in which the Treasury and the 
national honor were placed, not only freely tendered his own ad- 
vice and opinions—as freely as if he was dealing with a Congress 
of the safe friendship which its party denomination ought to have 





g 
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r 


| assured him he might expect—not only proffered his willingness 





to cooperate in any reasonable measure, but he plainly, openly, 
honestly, manfully advised this Congress and the people of the 
United States that he should execute all the power that was given 
him by law to carry forward the historic honor of the country 
and preserve the Treasury from reproach, by maintaining th 
demption of the bonds and the notes of the United States, as they 
should be claimed for payment, according to the good faith of the 
laws under which they were issued. 
Mr. President, we all know the result. 


e Tre- 


The measure which was 


proposed for the relief of the Treasury in the House of Representa- 
tives failed to receive sanction; and although there was a sirong 
majority against it, nothing was substituted by that majority in 


its stead; nothing was brought forward to meet the invitation of 
the President to provide some reasonable measure of relief. The 
hopes of the country were crushed to earth; and there remained 
for the Executive, in order to avert the impending calamity of 
gold suspension, nothing but to exert the authority given by the 
statutes, and accompanied by obligation to use it in necessity. 
But, sir, few even among those who agree with the President 
in the general policy which he has pursued, have perhaps realized 
how greatly he felt the reluctance expressed in that message to 
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the issuance of bonds; how long, how anxiously, he hoped that a 
patriotic sense of duty would propose to him from the Legislature 
some reasonable measure of relief. Few have known the immi- 
nence of disaster to which the Treasury came to be exposed before 
-* length the action was taken which has at last saved the na- 
tional credit. 

I ask attention to some of the figures which the Treasury De- 
partment furnishes, that I think will be interesting to the coun- 
try and to those who desire to maintain the good faith we have 
always hitherto supported. I shall present,and ask to print in 
connection with my remarks, a table which sets forth, first, the 
withdrawals of gold from and including Janitary 17, 1895, up to 
the 13th of February, the latest figures obtainable when this state- 
ment was Surntied. 


Withdrawals of gold from January 17, 1895, by days. 


ad 
Ve Treasury 
notes. notes. 


$1, 614, 333 


Total. 


January $1, 535, 813 
January a 3, 590, 565 
January If 162, 095 
January 2 5238, 599 
January ¢ 1, 665, 800 
January * 1, 675, 535 
January ° 8, 278, 507 
January 6, 899, 681 
January 26 $31,575 
January 28* 3, 811, 782 
8, 120, 695 


1,718,175 
8, 308, 552 
7, 156, 046 
* 095, 135 
4, 116, 067 
3, 217, 065 
3, 992, 575 
2, 359, 928 
1, 464, 885 

67, 389 

63, 374 
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* President's first message. + First publication of negotiations. +{‘ Hitch” 
reported. §Second message and contract signed. 

OFFICE OF THE TREASURER UNITED STATES, 

February 14, 1895. 

It begins with the 17th of January, because on that day it was 
first made perfectly apparent to the Treasury that what is known 
in bank parlance as “‘a run” had begun upon it. Large amounts 
had been withdrawn, as I shall later show, before that time; but 
much had been withdrawn for exportation, much drawn, in real- 
ity, topay for the bonds which had been purchased from the United 
States in November, and it was only on the 17th day of January 
that it became obvious to the Treasury Department that a run 
was in pare to drain it of its gold. 

On that day were taken $1,614,000—I shall not read the exact 
figures, but give only millions and hundreds of thousands—on 
the 18th, $3,600,000; smaller sums on the 19th and 21st, less than 
$1,000,000; on the 22d it reached nearly $1,700,000; on the 234d, 
over $1,700,000; on the 24th, $3,300,000; on the 25th, $7,150,000; 
and there was comparative cessation the next day, the demand 
being but about a million; but on the following day, the 28th, the 
very date when the President’s message was sent to Congress, four 
million one hundred thousand and upward were withdrawn, fol- 
lowed the next day by over $3,200,000, by nearly $4,000,000 the 
succeeding day, and $2,300,000 on the 3ist day of J anuary. 

So, sir, on the last four days of January there were drawn from 
the Treasury in gold, under stress of the run upon it, $13,685,635. 
That last day some check was felt. It was occasioned by a fact 
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to which I shall advert more at length alittle later, the announce- 
ment that the Government had entered into negotiations with 
great banking houses of Europe to bring gold to this country. And 
on the ist day of February the demand was so much reduced that 
but $1,400,000 were taken. That day the announcement had sup- 
plemental assurance of its probable final execution and confidence 
resumed its sway, so that only $67,000 were withdrawn the Sat- 
urday succeeding. Monday, still less; but on the 5th there was 
resumed demand, and the fact was reported in the newspapers of 
some interruption of the negotiations. At once the run seemed 
to start again, over $700,000 being withdrawn;. but the fact was 
explained away, and diminishing withdrawals of gold continued 
until the 8th of February, when the message of the President an- 
nounced to Congress the completed execution of the contract. 
Withdrawals continued to diminish, so that on the 12th of Feb- 
ruary but $27,000 were withdrawn, on the 13th $36,000, sums 
little above those ordinarily drawn in the course of business. 

Let me now call attention to the condition of the Treasury on the 
2d day of February, following the announcement of the execution 
or probable execution of the contract for the importation of gold 
from Europe. I wish to have these facts so set before the people 
of the country, who are willing to think fairly upon this subject, 
that there can be no misunderstanding of the imminence of the 
peril before which we stood. I present a table, which I shall ask 
to have printed with my remarks, showing the amount of gold in 
the Treasury, the various subtreasuries, mints, and assay offices 
of the United States on the 2d day of February, counting in New 
York and the other subtreasuries as present all the gold which 
had been ordered shipped to those places and was then in transit, 
soon to arrive. For, Tot me say, the condition of the Treasury 
with respect to gold coin was such that for some time previously 
the Secretary of the Treas had been gathering there all the 
= he prudently could to meet the great demand in New 

fork. 

On that day the total amount of the net gold coin and bullion 
held by the United States in its Treasury, its nine subtreasuries, 
its five mints and five assay Offices, was but $79,509,381.20, against 
which there were outstanding of demand gold certificates $36,896,- 
949, leaving in the Treasury of net gold but $42,612,4382.20. At- 
tention is first called to the fact that more than all of the net gold 
that belonged to the United States was in the form of bullion, 
nearly $44,000,000, while the United States owned but $42,600,000 
over and above the aggregate coin certificate of deposit. 

When I speak of this let me note for a moment that the 
utmost capacity to which for some months past it has been 
possible to crowd the mints of the United States in the manufac- 
ture of available coin forredemption is about $5,000,000 per month, 
making the largest pieces, $20 gold pieces. In Philadelphia, the 
largest mint, less than $1,700,000 were coined in the first thirteen 
days of this month, $742,000 in the mint at San Francisco, only 
$37,000 at New Orleans; none at the other mints, which are not 
especially adapted to the coinage of gold. So to reduce the gold 
bullion to a form available for the redemption of notes in gold 
coin would have taken about eight months. It was available, of 
course, in one form. Whoever would accept the gold bars from 
the United States might be tendered them, but at a loss. As 
much as possible that has been done whenever the loss could be 
avoided. 

But, sir, the interesting part of this table to the point I am dis- 
cussing is how the free gold coin in New York had become reduced. 
The table sets forth the amount of gold coin in each of the places 
where it was held, as well as the amount of bullion. Itsets forth, 
also, the gold certificates of the particular holding of which the 
Treasury had been notified, so that at any moment the Treasury 
might be called upon to turn over the gold, and gold had to be 
regarded as set apart specifically for those certificates, held to 
aie That left in the New York subtreasury but $9,700,334.59 
of gold coin. 


Statement showing the amount of gold in Treasury offices and demands against same on February 2, 1895. 
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1895. 
Feb. 2/| Mint United States, San Francisco. ...............-..--...----+--0.----- 
Feb. 2) United States assay office, New York 
Jan. 31 | United States assay office, Boise City 
Jan. 31 | United States assay office, Charlotte 
Jan. 26/| United States assay office, Helena --.-.-...----.----.-- --- 22 e enen en nne eee 
Jan. 31 | United States assay office, St. Lomis ..............-.....-..---2..--20---- 
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Let me advert for a moment to what that means in respect to 
the run for gold. I have in my hand a table not perfectly ac- 
curate, but which sets forth with the best approximate accuracy 
a at this time the amount of gold redemption at the New 

ork subtreasury, at Boston, Baltimore, Philadelphia, Chicago, 
and the other subtreasuries. Between the 14th of January and 
the ist of February, inclusive, there were paid out by the sub- 
treasury at New York $36,561,905 of gold; at Boston only $994,000; 
at Baltimore, $22,000; at Philadelphia, $248,000; at Chicago, $101,- 
000; at New Orleans, $5,000; St. Louis, $2,000; San Francisco, less 
than $1,000, and Washington, $5,540. I give round numbers an 
not the exact figures. 

Mr. PEFFER. Has the Senator from Wisconsin the totals for 
the cities outside of New York? 

Mr. VILAS. I was just reading the figures. 

Mr. PEFFER. But the Senator was giving them separately. 
I mean the totals. 

Mr. VILAS. Iwill give them to the Senator. Thus during 
those seventeen days there was drawn from the subtreasury in 
New York $36,561,905, and from all the other subtreasuries but 
$1,380,235. 

Mr. President, that shows that after hurrying such gold as they 
thought prudent to remove from other subtreasuries to New York, 
there was left there on the 2d of February but about one-quarter as 


much as had been drawn from that subtreasury in the previous | 


seventeen days. 
Could anything show more perfectly and satisfactorily the im- 
minence of the disaster which impended over the nation? 


ment of the negotiation of that contract and its probable comple- 
tion, during the days that the President was waiting after his 
message of the 28th for action in Congress, we should have been 


flung to the silver basis or to the suspension of gold, or spevie, | 


payments, for the suspension of gold payments is practically the 
same, as I have said. 

On the 30th of January, not yet reinforced to the full extent to 
which he subsequently was by removals from other subtreasuries, 
the assistant treasurer at New York gave notice to his official 
superior in these words, that ‘‘ he doubted whether he could hold 
on until Saturday, and the very next day might decide;” as it 
would have decided, if that day had been followed by such a de- 
mand as a single day had once already thrown upon the subtreas- 
ury, for on the 25th of January there lacked less than $100,000 of 
$7,000,000 of gold coin paid out by the subtreasury in New York. 

I said that few were aware of the imminence of the peril. 
There were men in the world aware of it, or who shrewdly guessed 
it; and I shall now present a telegram addressed to the Secretary of 
State by the American minister to the Argentine Republic, which 
will show that the great houses of Europe knew how very near 
to the edge of the gulf the American nation had come. That 
telegram is as follows: 


Buenos Ayres, February 4, 1895. 
GRESHAM, Washington: ud -~ 


London and River Bank, the largest in South America, under orders from 
mdon to-day refuses all classes of United States exchange. Have you had 
information of this from London? 


‘ BUCHANAN. 

Mr. President, it shows the measurement by the great financial 
establishments of London of the number of days they could trust 
us. They could no longer wait until bills of exchange negotiated 
in Buenos Ayres could be ship to the United States for pay- 
ment. The time had come when the prudent financiers of the 
world were driven to the necessity of discrediting all classes of 
United States exchange. We should have heard of it in but a few 
days more from London, from Paris, from Berlin, from Vienna, 
and from every place in the world where commercial honor is 
valued, as it came to the Secretary of State on the 4th of Febru- 


If that | 
drain had not been checked, as it was cheeked by the announce- | 
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ary from that Republic of South America which has hitherto made 
it a boast that she imitates and patterns after the institutions of 
the United States. 

Now, Mr. President, I think no man who loves his country, no 
man who would not be willing to see its financial honor defamed, 
will fail to recognize that here was a situation which demanded 
of the American Executive instant action, action adequate to the 
danger which confronted the country. The President and Secre- 
tary of the Treasury took it! And how was this calamity averted? 
As [ have already shown, at first by the announcement of the en- 
trance upon a negotiation, with the probability of its success, 
whereby gold was to be transported immediately from Europe to 
meet our condition, and, secondly, by the completion of the con- 
tract. 

I shall after a little advert in more detail to the terms of the 
contract and the effect which it necessarily caused, but a mere 
reference to that table, which I have already asked leave to print, 
will show how quickly public confidence responded to the condi- 
tions established. I called attention to the fact that in the last 
four days of January over thirteen and one-half million dollars 
were withdrawn. On that last day the announcement was made. 
lt was followed by confirmatory information the next day, and 
on the 24 day of February, the time when I have exhibited the 
condition of the Treasury in detail, there were but $67,000 with- 
drawn from the subtreasuries of the United States and the Treas- 
ury as well. Afterwards, when it was said that a bitch, as it 
was called in the newspapers, I believe, had occurred in the nego- 
tiation, the run began again moderately to reappear, but on the 
completion of the arrangement it dropped, the nominal amount 
of $27,000 only being taken on the 12th, and $36,000 on the 15th. 
It was a sympathetic response of public trust, a measure of 
honor to the Executive in itself. 

Mr. President, having shown the conditions by which this con- 
tract was demanded, the intense urgency of that demand, let us 
see what was the remedy which was available to the President 
The first and most important question to be inquired into is from 
what source he should seek the gold. 

I said “‘to the President.” Iam aware that it is the Secretary 
of the Treasury who by law is enjoined to administer the publi 
finances, and that itis the Secretary of the Treasury who signed, as 
the law requires and authorizes him to do, the contract which was 
ultimately made, as was suggested by the distinguished Senator 
from Ohio [Mr. SHERMAN] on yesterday. But to affirm that the 
President of the United States is to escape a particle of responsi- 
bility because his Cabinet officer, a member of his official family, 
did the act, as if to exonerate him, would be something that he 
would never tolerate in his defense, Iam well aware. Nor could 
he, for the Constitution enjoins upon him to see that the laws are 
faithfully executed. He is head and chief of the executive admin- 
He it is who communicates with 
Congress in his messages upon the state of the public finances, and 
is bound to do it, and take every care of the public interest. 

Mr. GRAY. MayI call the Senator’s attention to the language 
used by the distinguished Senator from Ohio yesterday? He said 


And almost in the next he said: 


I believe them both to be honorable men in every sense of the word; 
must confess that in my-view of the matter they made a very fauity 
tract for the United States. 


Mr. VILAS. To the criticisms upon that contract I am about 
to draw attention. I make allowance, as every Senator will, for 
naccuracy of speech not written. Perhaps the idea or intimation 
there conveyed might not have been fully intended by the Senator 
from Ohio. 

I wish now to inquire particularly from what source ought the 


but I 





2380 


President and the Secretary of the Treasury to obtain the gold that 
- ‘Was necessary to meet the impending disaster and avert it? Sir, 
we have heard it stated upon this floor and elsewhere, iterated 
and reiterated as an accusation, that it ought to have been by a 
opular loan. I should give greater heed to that criticism if it 
1ad not come from the very interest that stood across the path of 
a popular loan. In the last session of the Fifty-second Congress 
it was popes to authorize the Treasury to make a popular loan. 
It would not be permitted. All through this Fifty-third Congress 
we have had the legislation necessary for a popular loan pre- 
sented and urged, but always it has been met in such a way that 
only the impotence of Congress was demonstrated, not its patriot- | 
ism. 

The criticism that this gold should have been obtained by a 

pular loan comes, it seems to me, with ill grace from those who 
1ave steadily opposed popular loans when they were needed and 

available for the uses of the Treasury. 

But, sir, let us think a moment about a popular loan in refer- 
ence to its availability for this particular condition. The Secre- 
tary was bound to issue bonds under the act of 1870. He could 
not issue a bond bearing a less rate of interest than 4 per cent. 
Such a bond could not be sold so as to realize a rate of interest 
less than that borne upon its face unless a high premium were 
paid for it. Now, when we talk of popular loans it will be recog- 
nized at once, I think, by all men that the ple who have small 
savings and wish to invest them know but little about premiums 
and the rates of interest fixed by premiums. 

If they invest they wish toinvest dollar fordollar. Itwasa wise 
rovision that was proposed by the Senator from Ohio, if Iremem- 
er rightly, toward the end of the Fifty-second Congress, that 

small certificates issued at not more than 3 per cent interest 
payable in no long time should be offered to the people. They 
would have been readily taken, no doubt, in that way, a safe invest- 
ment and a convenient one. They who invest in Government 
bonds by paying high rates of premium make a computation run- 
ning through a long series of years upon a rule that but a few of 
us perhaps could readily apply. At least they are men who have 
considerable means and make large investments, not the ordinary 
plain people whose money is commonly stored in savings banks for 
security. 

But there is another thing to be said in respect to a popular loan. 
Where is the gold to come from? Have the people hoarded away 

old in the stocking, and are we to withdraw it by a popular loan? 

mpossible. Very little gold isto befoundamongthe people. The 

old is in the institutions which have such facilities for collecting 
it and opportunities for keeping it in safety. Not much gold is to 
be found in the ordinary movement of trade and commerce even 
in the larger cities. 

But, sir, lei me show another fact, which I will summarize in 
this way: To have invited a popular loan under the circumstances 
in which we were placed would have precipitated the evil which 
it sought to avert. Before the number of days would pass when 
the bonds could be issued the Treasury would have suspended 
payment. Iam going to try to make that plain by figures. 

ask attention, first, to the issue of bonds proposed in January, 
1894, It was the first of the two preceding loans which the Secre- 
tary of the Treasury made to sustain the public credit. That loan 
was invited on the 17th of January. The bids were to be and were 
pp at 12 o’clock noon of the ist of February, and the award 
of the bonds was made on the 8dof February. The final payment, 
when they were to be delivered, was after ten days, I believe—ten 
days on the average, though in fact final payments were not re- 
ceived until the 5th of last March. 

Now, let me offer this table to be printed with my remarks. It 
is a table showing the daily withdrawals of gold for United States 
notes and Treasury notes between the date of the announcement 
and final payment for the first issue of bonds in 1894, On the 18th 
of January there was very little withdrawn, $21,000. It ran 
along until the 23d, when there was a withdrawal of $105,000. 
Then followed the usual business of the office in small sums until 
the 3d of February, when award was made of the bonds, pursuant 
to the invitation and the bids. On that Saturday was suddenly 
drawn, as against $3,800 the third day before, $5,000 the second day 
before, $21,000 the day preceding, the large sum of $2,256,380. 
On Monday, the 5th, $5,980,000; on the 6th, $5,076,000; on the 7th, 
$1,002,000; on the 8th, $1,152,000; on the 9th, $1, 108,000. 

Daily withdrawals of gold for United States notes and Treasury notes between 


the date of the announcement and final payment for the first isssue of bonds 
in 1894. 
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Daily withdrawals of gold for United States notes, etc.—Continued. 
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First money deposited February 1; final payment, March 5. 
OFFICE OF TREASURER UNITED STATEs, 
February 4, 1895. 

So that in six days, beginning with the day of the award of the 
bonds, and before the time when payment was to be made for 
them, there was drawn out from the Treasury $16,576,015. What 
would have been the condition of the subtreasury with its $9,700,000 
only of available gold coin on the 2d day of February if, instead 
of making a contract with Europe, the Secretary had invited a 

opular loan, to effect which every dollar of gold would have gone 
xefore he would have had returns? The popular loan would in 
all probability have precipitated calamity. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Will the Senator allow me to make a sugges- 
tion there, if I do not interrupt him? 

Mr. VILAS. Certainly I will. 

Mr. SHERMAN. In all the propositions I have made for a 
soeee loan I have connected with it also a loan to be made for 
gold coin in aid of resumption. At every session for the last four 
or five sessions I have endeavored to have that proposition carried 
into law, so that the Department would have not only the three 
classes of bonds provided by the refunding act but would have a 
gold bond payable at 3 per cent interest upon which the Secretary 
of the Treasury could have readily negotiated at any time during 
his term and he could have connected with it a popular loan, in- 
tended to supply a deficiency in the revenue and not in aid of the 
resumption fund. I will add that it is the fault of both parties 
that this authority has not been granted, but it is chiefly the fault 
of the Democratic party. 

Two-thirds of the members on this side have been at all times 
ready to vote for such a bill, which would have provided ample 
means for the supply of gold for resumption and for the deficien- 
cies of the Government. I was not present awhile ago, but I un- 
derstood the. Senator referred to mein regard to this matter. I 
wish it to be distinctly understood that the burden, the onus, I 
may say, of this condition of affairs rests with the majority on the 
other side of the Chamber and not on this side. 

Mr. VILAS. Mr. President, it is one of the pitiful things about 
all our discussions in respect to the finances that we can not talk 
for a moment about conditions but what somebody says from one 
side or the other, ‘It is your fault and not ours.” Whose fault it 
was I do not care to discuss, but I think, if we should enter into 
that discussion, the whole consequences the nation has endured 
can be charged directly to the vicious legislation of the Repub- 
lican party with which we have had to struggle in the last two or 
three years. I do not care to discuss that question. Idonotcare 
to enter into this line of controversy. I was alluding to the facts. 
I had drawn no question between parties at that time, but I called 
attention to events then eminently pressing upon the President 
and the Secretary of the Treasury. 

Mr. President, I have already stated, perhaps during the absence 
of the distinguished Senator from Ohio, that he had offered meas- 
ures of relief which I heartily wish had been adopted. I believe 
if the Secretary of the Treasury had been equipped with the au- 
thority mentioned by the Senator from Ohio at an earlier date, in 
ample time, as he ought to have been, he might have made popular 
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loans sufficient to meet the contingency long in advance. I have 
shown already that such is not at all the condition now. Ihave 
carefully shown how, while Congress was in session and the Presi- 
dent was appealing in successive messages for a suitable measure 
to enable such action without the thought of a foreign loan, re- 
sistance to every suggestion, the impossibility of any legislative 
aid, had finall iven us tothe condition when the subtreasury in 
New York did not contain gold enough to last for the first three 
days under the demand precipitated upon the Treasury by the loan 
beginning in January, or notified first in January, 1894. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Will the Senator from Wisconsin allow me 
to ask him a question? 

Mr. VILAS. Yes, sir; although 1 hope not to be too much in- 
terrupted, because I want to present what I have to say with the 
least interference. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I think the question will be along in the line 
of the Senator’s argument. Does he believe that at the time this 
loan was negotiated a eer loan of a4 percent bond upona 
8 per cent basis would have been a successful one? 

r. VILAS. I have already been arguing upon that point, 
rhaps during the Senator’s absence; I have been arguing that 
in their nature bonds which could only be sold at a high premium 
in order to adjust a certain rate of interest can not be available 
for a pe loan. The people do not want such bonds, nor will 
usually accept that kind of security. Itis men of large means, 
accustomed to considerable investments, who make such loans. 

Mr. ALDRICH. If the Senator will permit me another re- 
mark, when he considers tne fact that in November people were 
ready to take $154,000,000 of bonds on a 2} basis or a 2} basis, 
dces he not believe that they would have been willing to have 
taken $60,000,000 of bonds, at least, upon a 3 per cent basis, two 
months later? 

Mr. VILAS. No, sir. 

Mr. ALDRICH. A better bond and a much more desirable 
bond for investment? 

Mr. VILAS. No, sir; to have called for a popular loan on 
that basis at the time when this loan ‘was made would have 
brought about ec suspension in three days. 

Mr. ALDRICH. How? 

Mr. VILAS. By the demands upon the Treasury to get the 
gold to pay for it. 

The trouble is that the Senator from Rhode Island was not pres- 
ent, and I do not wish to repeat my argument, but I have already 
shown that there was available less than $10,000,000 in coin money, 
and even that was all subject to demand upon certificates of de- 
posit, and that during the first three days after award of the bonds 
under the loan of last year, when there was no such condition of 
alarm or excitement as there is this year, more by $3,000,000 than 
that amount of money was withdrawn from the Treasury. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I want to call the attention of the Senator to 
the fact that he leaves out of his calculation two very important 
elements in the consideration of this quesiion. In the first place, 
he excludes the gold bullion, which the Treasury Department 
naturally and properly considers more valuable than gold coin, 
from the fact that that Department has been perfectly willing to 
allow gold coin to go outof the Treasury and has been holding on 
to that bullion to the extent that it was possible to do so. 

Mr. VILAS. Iam not willing to be called upon again to repeat 
argument. I have already set forth the entire particulars in re- 
spect to the gold bullion in a table which has been presented that 
gives every item. 

Mr. ALDRICH. But the Senator is willing to admit, I sup- 
pose, that for the purposes of redemption of United States notes 
gold bullion was equally valuable with gold coin. 

Mr. VILAS. Equally valuable, but not equa!y available. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Equally available. 

Mr. VILAS. No. 

Mr. ALDRICH. It could be exchanged in twelve hours in New 
York City for coin at any of the banking institutions in that me- 
tropolis. The Senator knows that, suppose, as well as anyone else. 

Mr. VILAS. The Senator from Rhode Island knows that it 
could be done only by a loss to the Government. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Certainly there is no loss to the Government. 

Mr. VILAS. Certainly there has been in some cases. 

Mr. ALDRICH. There is not a bankinginstitution in the United 
States which holds gold coin which would not be glad to exchange 
it for gold bullion and prefer to do it. 

Mr. VILAS. That fact shows that the bars are worth more 
than the coin. 

Mr. ALDRICH. They are worth more than coin. 

Mr. VILAS. To redeem with them would therefore impose a 
loss. Besides, gold bars are not available to the use of the people 
if appealed to for what is called a popular loan. 

r. ALDRICH. Mr. President—— 

Mr. VILAS. I decline to be interrupted further. 
ceed with the discussion. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Will the Senator allow me to have a dispatch 
read which has just been received? 
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Mr. VILAS. I do not wish to be interrupted in my argument 
and turn it into a colloquy upon something Iam not discussing, 
and to be called upon to repeat what took place while the Senator 
from Rhode Island was not in the Chamber. 

Mr. ALDRICH. It is a dispatch in regard to the present price 
of these bonds in London. 

Mr. VILAS. Iam coming to that subject by and by, and shall 
be very glad to have the Senator’s statement then. I will pres- 
ently reach that. 

Mr. President, I proceed on the line in which the Senator 
from Rhode Island interrupted me. Let me further press the 
fact that a loan in this country would have been of no avail to as- 
sist the Treasury in its difficulties. It is to be noted by the table 
I en of the withdrawals in February, 1894, that between the 
3d day of February and the 5th day of March, inclusive, when 
final payments were made, the Treasury had to give up $20,211,000 
of the very money which was borrowed, more than one-third of 
the $58,000,000; so that in reality less than two-thirds of the 
amount agreed was actually realized for the loan made. Worse 
still was the result of the next loan, the loan of November, 1894. 
On the 13th the Secretary of the Treasury invited bids to be re- 
ceived until the 24thof November. On that day bids were opened 
and the loan awarded. It was awarded in one sum; but, as every- 
body knows, the bidder was a syndicate of bankers, who were rep- 
resentatives of investors, combined merely for convenience. 

Between the 14th of November and the 4th of December—that 
was the date on which payment was to be made for the bonds— 
there were drawn out aimost $10,000,000. Itwould have been much 
more but for the reason that it was understood and agreed with 
the Secretary of the Treasury when that loan was made that there 
should be no such resort to the Treasury as had been experienced 
during the previous loan. That was an understanding, of course, 
difficult for the syndicate to carry out, difficult for them to enforce 
upon all who were beneficiaries of their combination. 

The Secretary himself put a check on withdrawals for the time 
being by giving out his purpose to advertise the names of those 
who should withdraw gold in large amounts pending the transac- 
tion. Iam uncertain astothe date. Intimation of his purpose to 
advertise to the public the names of those financial institutions 
which thus made a run, as it were, upon the Treasury produced 
some temporary effect. Ten millions only were withdrawn dur- 
ing the currency of the arrangement. That sum would have ex- 
hausted the coin in New York on the 2d of February. 

But, after all, what good did it really do? 

I offer a table which completes the one I first introduced, show- 
ing the entire withdrawals of gold from the ist day of December 
to the 16th day of January, inclusive: 

United States notes and Treasury notes redeemed in gold from December 1, 
1894, to January 16, 1895. 


United 





} 
| Treasury | 








Date. States Seinen Total. 
1894. | 
a ee $817, 656 $12, 056 | 29, 712 
ETE cnidwinticninntingan anne witind aunienael 808, 698 33, 283 | 841, 981 
ON SRR EES SE IRS 1, 623, 673 57,100 | 1,680,773 
I nk, sienine pnduridadcibnniguiniialen 1, 144, 622 40, 535 1, 185, 157 
6 15, 160 1, 275, 331 
, O17 20, 870 1, S04, 887 
¢ 3, 425 831, 972 
; 17,175; 1,374,054 
5,3 150, 300 | 966, 648 
Se eee Sane 14,175 | 2,191, 884 
Nene ee egeon , 486, 770 23, 273 1, 510, 043 
0 Ea aa ss | 378, 250 4, 948, 238 
I i ell samen 273, 229 10, 870 ! 284, 089 
ie ihnntiiictsn inseam canitasin 3, 411, 504 24, 995 3, 436, 499 
1894. i 
DCCMDOP TB. «0.004. 22 2ow ccncccwnccee on eesoe~ 1, 863, 311 26, 770 1, 890, 081 
December 19. ...... canbedactesagschcsandeers 818, 675 31, 033 849. 708 
ee 581, 127 21, 050 602, 17 
a a wiieiitinontiatrenn dnatneedel 1, 443, 390 29,370; 1,472,700 
ED akktdtittinmens cinema ececesoerennts 29, 267 3, 450 | 32, 717 
SESE dant bddidh bosadubatnenctcccose | 47, 200 9, 932 57, 132 
NR 6 a lets cidadBicdninnddedcns | §85, 257 64,710 649, 967 
Se ik incrnssinies csmnsisnititansiniatredsiinhin 320, 160 5, 305 325, 465 
EE chang drenconcunds amneutiontedtine 1, 455, 690 32, 080 1, 487, 770 
ati. o 5 <neccudchadabiesessccagee 508, 565 45, 000 548, 565 
iii adinncdctcncnidvedaneenceesoen 811, 669 7, 350 | 829,019 
1895. 
I Giviiiicirrnccdupetecun casesesnsoweess’ 1, 728, 028 22,205 | 1,750,233 
NT cinta navctnitgonsceHidudeecese | 7, 546 18, 185 425, 731 
SEE Wo <cnasachineco<enqquaneancstenecosce | 2,319, 560 41, 900 2, 361, 460 
ci nindbengediinguetedennesoese 1,350 30, 760 22,110 
Td isc cae tiled Sumecinente 23, 708 15. 545 | 39, 253 
ce 94. 140 16, 235 110, 375 
i iinamvdmnsgsathienpescisaslerncnes 16, 802 52, 600 | 69, 402 
ET Bi ddstdiintinenatiéignhinen cece satese | 1,215,508 4,550 | 1,260,053 
_ _, 3 See 2, 455, 660 122,285 | 2,577,945 
GLA, tnnicnntineiaiinaiimeninne weneee 5, 861 21, 405 27,26 
st oitnidegtebatacnidenewnsese | 76, 815 25, 005 101, 820 
FO, I | 1,200,953 10, 200 1,301, 3 
PEE pitatictdutiimbabictctamnneeooenen 539, 642 20, 100 , 742 
a | 40,905,180 | 1,528,582 | 42,523, 769 
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Total withdrawals of gold from December 1, 1894, to February 13, 1895. 


United States notes 
PRAY WUD cdcnicciinan ietbidvnaiicinthedaiahwisdi titted 3.218" 922 


Total ..cccevcccxccshaskntgedibnelenibiaeaabaseamaias-bliilis i 
Exports of gold during same period. 

1894. December ... 9, 802, 389 

1805. January (about) 26, 000, 000 
February (about) - 1,050,000 
Total 

OFFICE OF THE TREASURER OF THE UNITED STATES, 
February 16, 1895. 

From this it appears that, although purchasers of bonds mainly 
withheld their withdrawals until after the bonds were issued, pro- 
curing gold elsewhere for payment for the bonds on the 3d and 4th 
of December, yet during the month of December about $32,000,000 
were taken from the Treasury while the amount exported was less 
than $10,000,000. The total amount taken from the Treasury be- 
tween the ist day of December and the 13th day of February was 
$80,786,000, as stated yesterday by the Senator from Delaware 

Mr. Gray], although T then answered him by mistake—thinking 
1e inquired only up to the time of the President’s message—sixty- 
nine or seventy million dollars. The amount of exports during 
that — of time was but $36,852,000. 

Before the Treasury was aware of anything like a run being 
made upon it over $42,000,000 of gold had been withdrawn. For 
what? Not for hoarding. It was not in the banks. On the ist 
of December the banks held gold to the amount altogether of 
$96,000,000, and on the 1st of February they held only $83,000,000— 
$13,000,000 less. This money was withdrawn by those who had 
invested in the bonds, who had furnished gold for the time being 
to the syndicate, borrowing it somewhere, and proceeded to the 
Treasury to take it back again to return to the temporary lenders. 

Thus in two months more gold was withdrawn from the Treas- 
ury than had been loaned to it in November by $22,000,000, yet 
but $36,000,000 were withdrawn for export. More than $43,000,000 
were withdrawn in that period either to replace the gold which 
had been borrowed in order to take the bonds issued in November 
or for the purpose of hoarding when the run began. It is per- 
fectly clear that of the $58,000,000 nominally borrowed upon the 
bonds issued, the Treasury did not get actually one-half in genuine 
addition to its stock of gold. 

Mr. President, is it not entirely obvious that here was an im- 
ossible mode of relief to the Treasury for its real necessity? This 
as been matter of continual assertion by the very gentlemen 

who now criticise. The distinguished Senator from Colorado 
Mr. TELLER], whom I see in his seat, I remember well, criticised 
he first issue of bonds, because it would amount to only taking 
gold out with one hand and putting it in with the other, an end- 
less chain of operation. So it has been; simply taking out gold 
and then putting it back, but with a new issue of bonds required 
for each revolution of the chain. 

Mr. TELLER. That is the case now. 

Mr. VILAS. Mr. President, whatever may be the future, that 
was assuredly the result of the two loans which were made, and 
there is but one way in which a popular loan could have averted 
the impending calamity. If we could have issued perhaps two 
hundred and fifty or three hundred million dollars, and had that 
amount of money poured into the Treasury, although in the form 
of greenbacks, the greenbacks could have been held there, and the 
amount would have probably been sufficient, with what banks 
held in reserve, tostop the means of drawing the gold. It would 
have been, in other words, the forced retirement of the green- 
backs to a practically sufficient amount by the Executive. In 
that manner perhapsa — loan might have resulted in check- 
ing the drain of gold, though at the cost of great and sudden con- 
traction of the currency. But for the purpose in view a popular 
loan would have been as futile as it is to argue with anybody 
whose mind is fixed on this subject of silver. 

What was the trouble, or the main trouble, of the Treasury? 
It is forced by our laws to stand as the great supplier of gold for 
export. We have so depraved our currency that everybody who 
wants gold proceeds at once to strip it from the Treasury of the 
United States. We oblige the Government to furnish gold for 
export whenever the rate of exchange makes it profitable for bank- 
ers to export gold. There are men who are ready to take advan- 
tage of every turn in the rate of exchange; their business is to 
make $1,800, as the Senator from Delaware said — when 
they can make it by exporting a million dollars of gold. 

What do they care that the Treasury of the United States loses 
$20,000,000 of money if they can make $36,000? That is not their 
care. Their business is to deal in the exchanges of the world, and 
it is the duty of those who regulate banking institutions, like the 
Treasury of the United States, to guard against it. We have no 
oo complain of it. Itis not their fault; it is our fault that 
w the conditions make it favorable to export gold they can 
take it from the Treasury to export. So the very first element for 
& successful contest which should countervail the afflictive condi- 
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tions presented to the Treasury was that the rate of exchange 
should be set the other way. It required the Secretary to esta 
lish a Government credit in Europe; that was as necessary to ef- 
fective relief as it was necessary to do anything at all. There was 
no relief open to him otherwise. It must be done by withstanding 
the tide of exportation. 

Mr. President, was not that the common speech of intelligent 
financiers whose attention was attracted to our condition during 
the month of January? Was not everybody who was capable of 
thinking upon the subject ready to say at once, ‘‘ There is but one 
remedy for the United States; this endless chain will move every 
dollar of its rold unless a credit is established on the other side of 
the water, wither the exportation goes?” 

Sir, there was another reason why a popular loan would have 
had considerable difficulty in this country. I do not look upon it 
as a reason so important as the last which I mentior«<! and dis- 
cussed, but one of much weight. Both the preceding loans had 
inflicted substantial losses upon the men who furnished money to 
the Government. The first loan, in February, 1894, was made at 
the rate of $117.223 for every $100 bond. 

Mr. McPHERSON. What was the interest? 

Mr. VILAS. The interest being 5 per cent on $100, but in reality 
producing to the purchaser of the bond an interest of the slightest 
shade under 3 per cent. 

But though the holders of those bonds had bought them at that 
rice, it did not help the United States except to temporary relief. 
he Government was = to go again to the market, and like 

many a spendthrift heir of a rich ancestor, it found itself obliged 
to pay more the second time. It offered bonds of the same char- 
acter as before, and the bid was $117.07. So there was a differ- 
ence of 15 cents on the $100 in that loan between what was offered 
then and what had been given before; but the loan operated some 
temporary effect, and purchasers of those bonds thought they had 
done pretty well. The bonds went up to 119. 

That price held but a few days, and then down went the bonds 
as out went the gold, and by the time we realized the necessity for 
further action, the priceof those bonds was 114inthe market. So, 
for every man who had invested $117.22 there was already a loss 
of $3.22; for every man who had invested in December $117.07 
there was a loss of $3.07; going into many thousands of dollars 
upon the total amount of $58,000,000 received on each loan. 

Mr. President, that was not a comfortable outlook for a popular 
loan. True, in November there were offered $178,000,000. But 
the conditions had much changed; and if the amount to be taken 
was limited to the immediate need, so as to impose the least bur- 
den of interest upon the people, it was necessary to go abroad. 

But there was another thing to consider. The chance for a suc- 
cessful popular loan was then, is now, matter of speculation. No 
one can fail to answer what would have been the consequence of 
its attempt and its failure—our calamity would have been utter 
and complete. 

I spoke of the advantage of controlling the rate of exchange. 
That advantage has already been enjoyed. By the terms of this 
contract it is provided that for a considerable period, six months, 
long enough, itis to be hoped, to cover all the needs of the country, 
300,009 ounces of gold are to be shipped to usevery month. Thus, 
there will stand the coming of 300,000 ounces of gold month after 
month against the tendency to an unfavorable rate of exchange. 
The effect has already been felt. There has been a cessation of 
demand—that is perhaps too absolute a word—but a vast diminu- 
tion of gold exportation. 

Another result is fairly to be expected, and so far has been en- 
joyed, a result which will extend its benefits to a great many peo- 
ple in this country as well as to the Treasury itself. If we re- 
store abroad confidence in the purpose and the power of the United 
States to maintain the standard of value upon which our debts 
are based there will be a cessation of the return of American se- 
curities. American securities have been coming back upon our 
market ever since the panic of 1893. It has largely contributed 
to cause the unfavorable rate of exchange, causing gold exporta- 
tion. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. Ishould like to ask the Senator a question. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Wisconsin 
yield to the Senator from South Dakota? 

Mr. VILAS. Yes,sir. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. I should like to know if the Senator can 
inform the Senate of the amount of American securities which 
have been returned to this country, and as to whether they exceed 
the amount taken on the other side during the last few years. 

Mr. VILAS. I am not able to give the distingnished Senator 
an answer to the question except that I saw it estimated by an ex- 
—s banker in New York at $80,000,000 in the year. Itisa 

ifficult thing to estimate—I suppose impossible of accurate ascer- 
tainment with any means of statistical information at hand. 

The tables which I have introduced show, and it is the under- 
standing of all financiers, that there is one thing especially neces- 
sary to our financial ease, 
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This Government is able to support the four or five hundred 
millions of promises to pay which we have printed on silver discs 
instead of paper flats. It is able to support and carry all the 
promises which it has issued, but it can not continually maintain 
geld redemption without the aid of Congress and the people. It 
can not maintain that gold redemption under such circumstances 
as we have been passing through without an immense supply 


of gold, nor finally unless confidence shall be restored in the 
wueloets of the world. It is necessary that the markets of Lon- 
don, Vienna, Paris, Berlin, Brussels, or wherever else American 
securities are offered at the boards of trade shall be unaffected by 
fear that what is promised to be paid in gold is to be discharged 
in silver worth but half as much. If that element is eliminated 
from the markets of the world, American securities will be valued 
there, as here, by a correct and just understanding of what is at 
the bottom of them financially. 

There has been much criticism of the price which was paid for 
the gold, or received for the bonds. I believe never were bonds 
issued by the United States without that criticism being made. 
Nobody as Secretary of the are in the history of our Goy- 
ernment has ever issued bonds but that he was subjected to the 
unjust suspicions which, in the minds of some people, are likely 
to attach to large transactions. It is almost inevitable that any 
transaction of this kind shall be followed by an improvement in 
the price of the securities. If it be not, then the Government 
would have made a bargain that it ought not to desire. The Gov- 
ernment of the United States ought not to wish to obtain money 
from those who supply its necessities on such terms as will im- 

ose loss. It would be degrading if it were so. Always it is to 
9e expected that bonds will rise if the credit of the Government 
is maintained. That is peculiarly the condition in this transac- 
tion. Here we had a very perilous exigency, naturally depressing 
price at the time. 

I ask the Senator from Rhode Island now to give me the infor- 
mation as to price he wished to. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I will say to the Senator that the issue price is 
1134 plus commission. : 

Mr. VILAS. That was met fairly by the New York Tribune 
article read yesterday, which says that 112} in London is equiva- 
lent to only 1094 in New York. If those bonds do not go up in 
London to 120 the advantage derived from this contract will be 
less than I now expect. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Do I understand the Senator from Wisconsin 
to confend that the advantages to the Government and the people 
of the United States would not have been so great if the bonds 
had been sold at the market price instead of being sold to this syn- 
dicate at 8 or 9 or 10 per cent less than the market price? 

Mr.GRAY. What is the market price? 

Mr. VILAS. The Senator from Rhode Island assumes at once 
that the market price was more than the bonds were sold for. It 
was not. It was just what they were sold for. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I believe that athousand millions of the bonds 
of the United States could upon that day have been sold by public 
subscription for 10 per cent more than the price which the Presi- 
dent received. 

Mr. GRAY. There is the Senator’s belief again. 

Mr. VILAS. 
had only happened to have been in the 
Treasury perhaps his belief would not have been so buoyant as it 
is when it is announced under the influence of partisan criticism. 
There is no justification for the proposition that the market price 
was a particle above what was paid, and I will prove it by the 
history of the negotiation. I have already called attention to the 
fact that the 5 per cent bonds of the United States had fallen in 
value until there was a loss of $3 and upward on every hundred 
dollars invested. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Will the Senator from Wisconsin be kind 
enough to suggest to the Senate why they had fallen in value? 

Mr. VILAS. If what has been said here in respect to the con- 
dition of the loan last made and the way in which it was made 
does not explain it, it is impossible to explain it. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Is not the Senator from Wisconsin aware that 
the Administration, after having sold those bonds to certain 
bankers in New York, made a proposition that all the bonds which 
were then held as security for national-bank circulation should 
be — a the market within three or four months? 

. VILAS. Oh, I decline to be interrupted by that sort of 
talk. Ifthe statement be founded on fact, the fact had no more 
influence on the price of bonds as compared with the conditions 
which I have been exhibiting to affect that price than a zephyr 
would have against thenorth wind. I think the criticism not sup- 
ported by substantial fact. 

Now, I wish to go a little further into the question of price. I 
have shown the fall of the bonds previously issued. I ask anyone 
who observed the newspapers during the time if it was not the 
common talk in the financial centers of the country that the next 
loan of the United States would have to be at 3} per cent. It was 
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the rate generally spoken of, in recognition of the conditions which 
had ensued to the purchasers of the former bonds. 

Mr. President, let us look at another matter. At the time when 
this contract was made, it was a part of its value, one of the neces- 
sary conditions, as I have shown, that the gold should come from 
Europe. Now, at that time, the rate of exchange was about 1 

rcent against the movementof gold from Europes to the United 
States. It was stated in the article in the New York Tribune at 


1} percent. Therefore if the Tribune is correct I put it moder- 
ately. At 1 per cent the persons who agree to move $32,500,000 of 
gold to the United States will be obliged to pay $325,000 for that 


loss, besides expensesof transportation. More than that they un- 
dertook practically—and that was explained in the article read 
yesterday—during a period of six months from the date of the 
contract, or from the ist of February until the Ist of August, to 
maintain as far as possible a rate of exchange that would not ex- 
port gold from the United States. They had to take the chances 
of encountering the financiers, the bankers of the world, the mis- 
chances and misfortunes that might befall any such transaction. 

Of course, men abroad would not look at this without contem- 

lating some element in the price that would cover those risks. 

oreover, we were going into the markets of Europe to buy gold, 
and what they were willing to fix as the price for what we had to 
offer, we had to pay. We to give them coin bonds, and they 
were not willing to pay us more gold for the coin bonds than at 
the rate named. We were not making a loan; we were not bor- 
rowing money; we were not simply seeking to get money into our 
Treasury. We were asking those men in Europe who had gold 
in their coffers to sell us that gold at once. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Does the Senator from Wisconsin think the 
Secretary of the Treasury or the President would have been justi- 
fied in paying $16,000,000 premium for $62,000,000 of gold which 
they ire to get at this time? 

Mr. VILAS. Mr. President, whatever premium the Secretary 
of the Treasury was obliged to pay in order to get gold under 
those circumstances it was his duty to pay. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Does the Senator think that it was necessary 
to pay $16,000,000 premium? 

Mr. VILAS. I have not the slightest doubt of it, with the coin 
bonds only to offer. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Suppose the President had 

Mr. VILAS. And if the Senator from Rhode Island, instead 
of standing here to carp at a transaction already completed and 
finished, had put himself at one end of the Atlantic cable,as the 
Secretary of the Treasury practically did, through and with the 
aid of the greatest bankers in New York, and had cabled,as was 
done for days, to every money market in the word, trying in every 
way possible to get a reduction of the rate, he would perhaps have 
hada different opinion himself in regard to the possibility of get- 
ting the gold at such prices as he wanted it. 

Mr. ALDRICH. If I asa business man had $86,000,000 of legal- 
tender notes in my treasury and desired $62,000,000 of gold from 
Europe or anywhere else, and if I could not have secured it by the 
payment of less than 1 per cent premium I should have felt like re- 
tiring from business. 

Mr. VILAS. Mr. President, it is always the misfortune of the 





If the distinguished Senator from Rhode Island | world that the ablest men are those who are not employed to dis- 
ition of Secretary of the | charge its great transactions. 


Mr. ALDRICH. Does the Senator mean to say that the Secre- 
tary of the Treasury, having $86,000,000 of legal-tender notes in his 
possession and subject to his use,could not have bought gold in 
any market of the world at less than 1 per cent premium? 

Mr. VILAS. The Senator from Rhode Island can indulge in 


whatever speculation he sees fit. 
Mr. ALDRICH. I ask the Senator from Wisconsin for his 
opinion. He is expounding this question fromi the Administra- 


tion standpoint, and I desire to ask him whether he believes 
that the Secretary of the Treasury could not have obtained gold 
at less than 1 per cent premium if he had attempted it? 

Mr. VILAS. The Secretary of the Treasury did not pay one 


fraction of 1 per cent premium for gold. 
Mr. ALDRICH. e Senator from Wisconsin has just been 


saying that this was not a borrowing transaction; that the Secre- 
tary was not desiring to negotiate bonds, but that he desired 
gold to increase his reserve. I say that he could have gone into 
the market and obtained gold from the Bank of France, or the 
Imperial Bank of Germany, or the Bank of England with the 
legal-tender notes in the Treasury at less than 1 per cent premium, 
including all the expenses of the transaction. 

Mr. V Ido not see that the opinion the Senator from 
Rhode Island may hold on that subject affects it. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Gold is not at a premium in any country of 
the world as compared with the notes of the United States. 

Mr. VILAS. I do not mean the slightest disrespect for the Sen- 
ator’s opinion when I say it does not make a particle of difference. 
The Secretary of the Treasury was not equipped with his judg- 
ment or opinion or with hishelp. The Secretary of the Treasury 
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‘stood in the face of a disaster impending upon the country soim- 


minent that from the black thunder cloud the lightning stroke 
was almost ready to descend. Was he, undersuch circumstances, 
to delay more days before he concluded this transaction lest there 
should be a fraction of a cent per cent somewhere that he could 
have saved? There are times in the history of nations,in peace 
not less than in war, when great consequences to a people depend 
upon instant, prompt action, and he whosearm is palsied or whose 
judgment flinches or quivers from decision under such circum- 
stances is not worthy to be intrusted with high power. 

I, sir, am one of those who believe that we owe a debt to the 
Secretary of the Treasury and the President and his Cabinet for 
assuming under the conditions in which they were placed to take 
the action they did, aware as they must have been that they wov'd 
be held up afterwards to every criticism and charge that partisan- 
ship could aim against them. Sir, I am handed to read what even 
the New York Tribune says in an article read yesterday, and I re- 
peat it, it is so direct, for it serves to show that other men, even in 
the party of which the Senator from Rhode Island is such an able 
and distinguished leader and representative, hold different opin- 
ions: 

o plan i © i ) rope, and that did 
ot aheo as ae, ae 6 Sf ‘gold yt oy contd he the 
Treasury one dollar of permanent relief. This undertaking to change the 
whole course of exchange must necessarily be expensive, but the syndicate 
can do it, and the Treasury is accordingly benefited. 

Mr. ALDRICH. The note read by the Senator from Wisconsin 
is not the language used by the New York Tribune, but is a quo- 
tation from a statement furnished by the syndicate in justification 
of their sale of gold to the Government at thisprice. Itisasemi- 
official statement furnished the newspapers, and the Tribune pub- 
lished it as a matter of news, as all the other papers did. 

Mr. GRAY. The Tribune indorsed it, if the Senator will read 
the rest of the article. 

Mr. ALDRICH. There is no indorsement of it. 
what the Tribune says about it: 


I will read 


The work that the Belmont-Morgan syndicate will have to accomplish in 
order to control the foreign exchange market so that rates will be kept below 
the gold-exporting point is explained in the following paragraphs, which 
were obtained from a member of the syndicate and circulated by a financial 
news agency. 

Mr. GRAY. Does not that give the judgment of the New York 
Tribune that the transaction is explained by that statement. _ 

Mr. ALDRICH. If that is a justification and a commendation 
the language is certainly not very emphatic nor very definite. 

Mr. GRAY. Explanation and justification are two different 


things. 

Mr. VILAS. A word now in respect to the history of the nego- 
tiation. 1 called attention to the fact that on Thursday, the 31st 
day of January, announcement was made in the papers of New 
York that the Assistant Secretary of the Treasury, Mr. Curtis, 
was in that city engaged in negotiations with asyndicate represent- 
ing foreign bankers. From that time on until the 8th day of 
February, when the contract was signed, that negotiation was in 
progress. During that period of time, from the are of it, 
cablegrams were sent to Europe, to London, Paris, , Ber- 
lin, Wieaza. to every seat of the great money exchanges of Eu- 


rope. 

fnvitation was extended to every source from which it was 
thought possible that gold might be obtained. They were asked 
to take the 5 per cent bonds and name what possible price was the 
lowest that would be received. They re those bonds. They 
were asked to name it inthe 4 per cent bonds. The answer came, 
and it came without exception from four or five different cities— 
there was no underbid—that the 4 per cent bonds of the Govern- 
ment so computed as to make an interest of 33 og cent was the 
lowest price that would be accepted for their gold. 

Now, Mr. President, that was resisted—resisted, perhaps, be- 
cause there was a belief entertained, such as the Senator from Rhode 
Island so oer “ae as his own, that there might be better 
terms achieved by longer continuance. It resulted as has already 
beenshown. The press knew it, and the result of what was called 
a “hitch” in the negotiations instantly affected the market and 
renewed the run on the Treasury, although arene It seemed 
for a time that they were to be pe a toe It was feared, let me 
say, that, in the language of one of the bankers, the United States 
had already overstayed its time, and that it was too late to save 
the country from specie suspension. That entered into the ele- 
ment of price. Finally, on the 7th day of February, it was de- 
manded, asa last attempt on the part of the United States, that the 

rice should be 8§, which was refused. They would not furnish 
he gold for less than 3. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Was that mogcaie submitted to anybody 

except to Mr. Belmont and Mr. hild? 


Mr. VILAS. Oh, it was submitted to the great money kings of 


Europe. 
Mr. TELLER. There was no such submission whatever. 
Mr. VILAS. In respect to this matter I am giving information 
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which was furnished me directly from one who participated in 
the negotiation and whose word I believe implicitly. 

Mr. TELLER. I should like to ask the Senator how then the 
bonds are worth 112 now? 

Mr. VILAS. I will come to that in one moment and I think I 
shall make it perfectly plain. There was no man engaged in that 
transaction who did not desire to help the credit of the United 
States. The nature of the transaction was, one element of chiefest 
value was, that the Treasury of the United States did engage by the 
nature of the contract the aid of the great financiers of Europe to 
the support of the credit of the United States. What did they take 
those bonds for? To hoard? As is the way of their trade, they 
took those bonds to sell again. They are to be delivered from 
month to month during the six months of the performance of that 
contract; of course with allowance of interest during that time. 
They are thus to make their profit to compensate them for the 
cost of the shipment of gold to the United States, for holding the 
rate of exportation favorable to us, for all the risks and labor they 
undertake, they are to make their profit in the price at which they 
will sell their bonds to others. 

Is it to be =e that the United States were to go to Roths- 
child & Sons in London, or to the great bankers represented by 
Morgan & Co., of New York, and implore them to perform as a 
patriotic duty to the United States what her Representatives in 
Congress had failed to do? No. The Government of the United 
States was obliged to go to these bankers to buy gold, and it had 
to deal with them according to the exigencies of the situation. Of 
course it could not have been expected on the part of the Sec- 
retary of the Treasury that these bankers should not sell their 
bonds for more than they received. If they sold them for 1094 it 
would but pay a rate of interest equivalent to what other bonds 
of the United States were bearing, just about that. They would 
then have made but 5 per cent on the transaction as against the 
expenses of the shipment of gold, as against all the risks, as against 
all the necessary profits which such a transaction involved. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Why does the Senator say these bonds would 
have sold at 109 if they had sold at the same rate other bonds of 
the United States were selling? On the day that transaction was 
made the fours of 1907, with twelve years to run, were selling at 
110 to 1103. If these bonds had been sold at the same rate of in- 
terest, considering the length of time they had to run, they would 
have sold for 119 instead of 1044. 

Mr. VILAS. That is a mere assertion on the part of the Sena- 
tor from Rhode Island. 

Mr. ALDRICH. It is an assertion capable of mathematical 
demonstration. 

Mr. VILAS. It is an assertion. It is a mere opinion as to 
what those bonds were worth. The bonds which had been pre- 
viously purchased from the United States under former loans had 
depreciated after they were purchased. Every banker who bought 
at either of the two former sales had met a loss if he had not first 
sold his bonds, and then the holder had. Of course, with the con- 
ditions in Congress the investment was a speculation, and neces- 
sarily so. The Secretary of the Treasury was not to blame for the 
fact that it was speculative. The result to their price depended 
on future contingencies. The bonds might fall as others had. It 
was one of the advantages of the transaction that the aid of great 
financiers was surely engaged to elevate our credit. 

But, Mr. President, the Senator says the bonds have risen in 
value. 1 certainly hopethey have. Let me say to him that other 
bonds have risen in value. All the bonds of the United States 
have appreciated since this transaction. The credit of the United 
States has ascended also. 

Mr. ALDRICH. There has been no change, practically, in the 
quotation of bonds in the New York market or the London market 
since this contract was made. 

Mr. VILAS. I think the Senator will find that he is mistaken; 
that they have risen from 1 to 1} per cent. 

Mr. WOLCOTT. Ishould like to ask the Senator if he thinks 
the price of fours has gone up because these bonds were sold at such 
a discount? 

Mr. VILAS. These bonds were not sold ata discount. They 
were used to purchase gold at the best market price of the gold at 
that time in such bonds, It is a mere play upon words. 

Mr. WOLCOTT. But were they not sold at 104.49? 

Mr. VILAS. What is known in respect to the details of the 
transaction need not be repeated continually. Of course they 
were sold at 104}; that is to say, that was the price fixed as cor- 
responding to a certain price fixed per ounce of gold; but the 
transaction was in every ope gg just what the statute author- 
ized, a purchase of the gold coin. 

Mr. ident, one word in reference to this matter that was 
called to my attention in part by what the Senator from Ohio read 
yesterday. With whom were we dealing in this contract? With 
the house of August Belmont & Co. and with the house of J. Pier- 
pont Morgan & Co. The house of August Belmont & Co. for 
many and many a year has been backed in this country by the 






great banking house of Rothschild & Sonsin London. The house of 
August Belmont & Co., headed then by the distinguished and able 
father of the present worthy son of the same name, stood by the 
people of this country in their time of great trouble; and also after 
the war, when we needed gold from Europe, the Secretary of the 
Treasury contracted with August Belmont & Co. to bring it to us 
from Europe. On the other hand its coadjutor in the negotiation, 
the partner of that house it might be said, was J. Pierpont Morgan 
& C 


0. 

Whois Mr. Morgan? One of the foremost Republican financiers 
in the United States, a liberal and generous.contributor, I have 
heard, to the campaign fund that was used to attempt to defeat 
the election of the present Executive in 1892, a leader in his party. 
I mention the fact only to show that in this whole business it was 
not politics, it was business, that the Secretary of the Treasury 
was conducting. He was not striving tomake any political trans- 
action, to get any political advantage. He was applying to the 
leading financiers of this country who are supported by the great 
houses of the world, and he had both sides to assist him in the 
transaction of business. He was dealing, sir, with as honora- 
ble men, as just, as upright, as trustworthy men in finance as 
this world knows. But, sir, it was business that was to be con- 
ducted; it was a necessity to be met, and the only available means 
were taken to meet it. 

Mr. President, with what credit shall they be heard to criticise 
the terms of this contract who refuse to the people of the United 
States the saving of $16,174,770 reserved to saved in it at the 
option of the Congtess of the United States? If a bond was worth 
but 3 per cent interest, if we ought to have paid but 3 per cent, 
why did we not accept the proffer at 3 per cent? How is it that 
men stand here to complain that the Secretary of the Treasury 
has sold a bond at 3% per cent, when but for their refusal to ac- 
cept the terms secured it would have been at 3 per cent? Is it to 
be believed that the people of the United States, realizing the ex- 
igency in which the Administration was placed, are going to con- 
demn them at the hands of critics of that character, who refuse 
these very millions that were stipulated for the benefit of the 
United States, as a privilege to be enjoyed at their option? 

Mr. GRAY. Will the Senator from W 
to the attention of the Senator from Rhode Island the remark he 
made a while ago in reference to the article that was read by me 
yesterday from the New York Tribune, and which is found in the 
Post? He said that that was an explanation given by a promi- 
nent banker connected with the syndicate and did not express the 
views of the Tribune. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I said there was no evidence that it did in the 
paper itself. 

‘Mr. GRAY. Since then the junior Senator from Kentucky 
we LinpsaY] has handed me a clipping from an editorial in the 

ribune of Sunday, which, if the Senator from Wisconsin will 
allow me, I will read for the benefit of the Senate and the Senator 
from Rhode Island. This is the editorial: 

“SOME RESULTS.” 

The first effect of the bond transaction has been to put a premium on gold. 
By this one fact light is cast both on the expenses which the syndicate has 
undertaken to meet and on the probable effect of its operations upon the 
Treasury reserve. In order to get together the gold to be sold for bonds, the 
syndicate has to buy gold in open market here or abroad, and to pay &@ pre- 
mium, which increases the cost of the bonds. It has also to regulate the 
market for foreign exchange, and to that end is liable at any time to be com- 
pelled to sell exchange at prices below those of other bankers, thus sustain- 
ing a loss which has also to be char as part of the cost of the bonds. No 
doubt the able bankers who are in charge calculated on these and other 
losses and risks in fixing a price which they hoped would in the end brin 
them a profit, but it is only right to have in mind these with other items o 
the cost of replenishing the Treasury by such a process. 

Mr. VILAS. Mr. President, I shall not occupy any more time 
in respect tothe price of the bonds, except simply to refer to an 
observation of the Senator from Colorado who the other day quoted 
the price of bonds of some other countries, and concluded that the 
price at which our bonds were negotiated was lower, or the rate 
of interest was higher than that obtained in some other countries. 

Mr. President, but a very few years ago, when the present Ex- 
ecutive was in the same seat of office before, there was no country 
on the face of the earth whose credit rose higher than that of the 
United States under his Administration. If it be true that since 
that time, in the few years which have passed, the United States 
can not obtain money in Europe as cheaply as Egypt can, let them 
answer for it who have destroyed the national credit, or rather 
impaired it to that degree. 

It was not the President of the United States or the Secretary of 
the Treasury, who, since their advent to office, have been forced 
to stand breast deep in the surge of trouble rolling over them and 
the National Treasury from causes engendered before their day of 
service began, that have destroyed tbe national credit. If, indeed, 
Egypt can borrow for less than we, it is because Egypt gives no 
uncertain sound in the honest promise she makes to pay. The 
United States can go into Europe to-day and borrow as cheaply 


as any country in the world, but if we will compete with others | 


we have got to say in our words of promise what they say; we 
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isconsin allow me to call | 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


















































must offer to pay in money which all the world knows to be good, 
dollar for dollar and cent for cent, with the promise. 

Mr. WOLCOTT. I shall not interrupt the Senator again, but 
I wish to ask him this question: If it be true, as the Senator has 
stated, that other Governments can borrow money cheaper by 
agreeing to pay in gold, and we have to pay more because our se- 
curities are payable in coin, will not the Government of the United 
States be entirely justified in paying these particular bonds in 
silver or the money which is cheapest? 

Mr. VILAS. Oh,no. Mr. President, I am astonished that the 
Senator from Colorado would even ask a question which I know 
he never would answer in the affirmative. 

Mr. WOLCOTT. Did we not pay this enormous premium for 
this option? If not, for what did we pay it? 

Mr. VILAS. We paid it because we had discredited to that 
degree our own promise. 

Mr. WOLCOTT and Mr. TELLER. How? 

Mr. VILAS. We had discredited it by casting a fear upon it, 
a fear in the money markets of the world in respect to tl!s money 
of payment. To illustrate that, this very contract contains the 
agreement that if we would simply say ‘‘ gold” we should have 
that money at 3 per cent flat. 

Mr. President, notwithstanding these bankers manifest a shade 
of fear over their confidence, yet they have trusted us. Does the 
Senator from Colorado, does any man in the world, believe that 
they would have trusted us with this $65,000,000 if they deemed 
it possible that the United States could return to them silver in- 
stead of gold? They had the word of the United States in this 
contract, given by the Executive so far as he could give it; they 
had it written in the statutes of the United States requiring al- 
ways gold for loans; they had it in the statutes of the United States 
declaring it the established policy to maintain the parity of the 
two metals; they had it in the unblemished history of the United 
States through all the course of its years of honor. 

Mr. President, I have heard criticisms of the fifth and last clause 
in the contract, which provides: 

Fifth. In consideration of the purchase of such coin, the parties of the sec- 
ond part, and their associates hereunder, assume and will bear all the expense 
and inevitable loss of bringing gold from Europe hereunder; and, as far as 
lies in their power, will exert all financial influence and will make all legiti- 
mate efforts to protect the Treasury of the United States against the with- 
drawals of gold pending the complete performance of this contract. 

I have heard that criticised. I think the Senator from Massa- 
chusetts said that that was for the United States to ask Rothschild 
& Sons to assist in maintaining our credit, and it was a dreadful 
thing to do. 

Mr. LODGE. Does the Senator from Wisconsin refer to me? 

Mr. VILAS. No; it was the Senator’s colleague [Mr. Hoar] of 
whom I was speaking. 

I have already pointed out in the tables introduced that when 
the former loans were made there were drawn out in both in- 
stances a very large share of the gold which was to be loaned from 
the Treasury itself. So,instead of deriving relief to the extent of 
the contract, the Treasury got not more than half of the relief 
stipulated, and perhaps not so much as that in the last instance. 

In this case the contract provides within itself that it shall take 
six months to execute it. Would it have been anything but rep- 
rehensible in the Secretary of the Treasury not to have stipulated 
with these parties, in the light of his former experience, that they 
should not withdraw gold from the Treasury itself in order to 
execute the contract; that, on the contrary, they should assist to 
protect the Treasury in the benefits which the Treasury was con- 
tracting for? That mere suggestion answers all there is of such a 
criticism, and I pass from that. 

Another point of criticism much insisted upon arises on that por- 
tion of the contract which provides that: 


























Second. Should ‘the Secretary of the Treasury desire to offer or sell any 
bonds of the United States on or before the Ist day of October, 1895, he shall 
first offer the same to the parties of the second part; but thereafter he shall 


be free from every such obligation to the parties of the second part. 

That was only a fair, a just consideration to the men who were 
purchasing this gold. This contract provided that they should 
not be required to deliver the last of the gold until August next. 
They would not receive the last installment of bonds until the last 
installment of the gold was delivered. They had seen the United 
States driven to new bonds within almost two months of a former 
sale, and the price of the bonds had gone down within two months 
of the sale. ie the United States should, therefore, put into the 
market, in competition with the bonds they offered, a new issue of 
bonds, they might depreciate the market. 

They asked only for two months after they had received the | 
installment of their bonds for an opportunity to sell them, « 
give the United States at least as much for the bonds which might 
thereafter be sold as they could receive from anybody eise, their 
purpose being necessarily to protect themselves in the market 
from a depreciation of the bonds they had purchased and which 
they had but two months to sell. It was a stipulation to guar 
antee the price of future bonds, not to lower it. 
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Mr. President, when the Senator from Colorado [Mr. WoLcorTt] | the interest from time to time, money less valuable than gold, and 


in his usual eloquent and captivating fashion, assailed the Presi- 
dent of the United States a day or two ago, and criticised the 
action taken because the price of the bonds was too low, and also 
because this was an attempt not to improve but to blacken our 
credit, to use his own words, I recognized that it was not unnat- 
ural, in the ardor of feeling for the cause which he has so long 
espoused, and with so much power and zeal, that he should be 
somewhat intemperate in the language he employed to criticise 
one who had done so much to prevent the country from going to 
the silver basis; but when the Senator from Massachusetts | Mr. 
ee followed the Senator from Colorado, and again insisted 
upon the self-same points of objection which the Senator from 
Colorado had urged, only intensifying his language by using the 
superlative, | was not prepared tothink so charitably of his phrase. 

The Senator from Massachusetts represents a portion of the 
country which is as deeply interested in the maintenance of gold 
payments as any.portion of the United States, a section of the 
country which as cordially upholds, I verily believe, in the hearts 
of all the people as in all its financial institutions, the action which 
the Secretary of the Treasury has taken as any other. He did not 
justify that portion of the people of this country when he, recog- 
nizing the duty to maintain gold payments, spoke of this contract, 
S80 necessary to that result, as the blackest public contract ever 
made. In what was it black? In no points of his suggestion 
black, save only what he iterated after the Senator from Colorado. 

It is no blacker contract than those objections make it, if well 
taken. But they would not, if true, make it a black contract. If 
the price paid were high there would be no justification for call- 
ing it ‘‘ black.” If the price were inadequate criticism of the wis- 
dom of the contract depends upon the circumstances under which 
it was made, and which I have tried to explain, as sufficient to 
justify whatever was necessary to make it. 

I shall not detain the Senate much longer. I have already con- 
sumed much more time than I supposed would be necessary, but 
there is one feature of this contract to which I must make a pass- 
ing and brief allusion. 

Criticism has been made—I do not think I remember to have 
heard any member of the Senate do himself the discredit of mak- 
ing it here, but elsewhere it has been urged—that Mr. Stetson was 
concerned in this contract, and that Mr. Stetson was at one time 
a partner of the President in the profession of the law. Mr. Stet- 
son is the head of the great law firm of Stetson, Bangs, Lynde & 
MacVeagh—if I give the names in their proper order—in New 
York. 

One of the members of that firm is, I am informed—I know 
nothing more of it—a relative of Mr. Morgan, but, whatever the 
fact in that respect is, the firm has been for some time the ordi- 
nary legal advisers of the banking house of J. P. Morgan & Com- 

any. When this bargain was concluded, for the first time in its 
history Mr. Stetson, as the lawyer of the banking house, was 
called in to overlook the legal sufficiency of its formal enrollment 
and execution, simply to see that it was done in such manner as 
the law authorizes and would support in order to maintain the 
interest of his clients, and for no other purpose, and of course, as 
he was present at its conclusion, he signed his name as a witness. 

This simple statement of facts is all that ought to be made. If 
it had not been that the thing has been the subject of the reckless 
tongue of slander, which loves to deal with great names, it should 
not have been mentioned here at all. 

Mr. President, I introduced a bill here some days since in the 
hope that it might receive consideration. We need not say why 
it has not; and yet I think the bill which I introduced, fairly con- 
sidered, requires no surrender of any principle or opinion in re- 
spect of the financial policy of the United States. It avoidsevery 
theory, every other plan or scheme of relief; itis addressed to the 
particular transaction already consummated in the contract by 
the Secretary of the Treasury, and, in words directly taken from 
the statutes of the United States, by which that transaction was 
authorized, and under which it proceeds, it simply proposes to 
transform the bonds to be issued te bonds at 4 per cent, pay- 
able in coin, to bonds at 8 per cent, payable in gold coin, with 
otherwise all and the same consequences. 

It deals with no theory; it simply seeks to secure to the people 
of the United States the utmost ible saving in the circum- 
stances in which the Treasury is placed by the agreement. The 
condition is inevitable, and no matter what opinion anyone may 
have of the contract it is surely to be carried out. Therefore, an 
opportunity was presented, on the one hand, to save to the people 
of the United States $16,000,000 and upward, or, on the other, 
needlessly to lose it. 

Mr. President, in what possiblecontingency alonecan the United 
States regain that particular loss which has been inflicted upon 
the er by the refusal of Co to authorize the bonds to be 
made at 8 per cent payable in gold coin, instead of 4 per cent pay- 
able in coin? In the one sole contingency that the United States 
shall repay to the holders of these bonds thirty years hence, with 
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less valuable than gold by more than $16,000,000. There is no 
other possibility of escape from it. 

But, sir, we are not asking or receiving money less valuable than 
gold. We demand specifically gold, not money less valuable, and 
can it be that any Senator of the United States could contem- 
plate as possible, much more that he could calculate coolly, upon 
such an act of national dishonor and shame as that this country 
would force upon its creditors money less valuable than that 
which we receive; that we would compel the discharge of a debt 
for less than we took? I know it can not be possible. I know 
that no man in this Chamber would in sober judgment avow such 
a thing. To none should it be imputed. I wish not to debate 
what debate can only weaken, rather than strengthen. Yet, if 
in any quarter it shall be thought possible, let the great facts of 
our history be recalled. 

When our forefathers, in comparative poverty, exhausted by 
seven long yeats of war with the greatest power which earth 
could send against them, took their first great step of character 
and policy in national finance under their new formed Govern- 
ment, what was it? To assume at their full face obligation all 
debts of every State which had been contracted in defense of in- 
dependence, regardless of the hard terms of their origin, their 
depreciated market value, of all the sophistries or reasons which 
might support the gain of their dishonor, and the nation paid 
them all in full, to its honor and glory. 

Again, sir, when the trials, the charges, and burdens of our late 
civil war had stripped our people so largely of the gathered fruits 
of years, and piled what seemed such a mountain weight of debt 
upon our backs, in the very hour of its heaviest oppression, this 
Congress responded to the patriotic pride of our citizens with the 
act of 1869, to declare that the public debt should be paid in the 
best money known to the civilized world, glorifying our national 
honor, our national good faith, and unflinching integrity. 

Mr. TELLER. Will the Senator from Wisconsin allow me to 
call his attention to the fact that the public-credit act of 1869 pro- 
oe for the payment of the debt in coin, exactly as our bonds 
call for? 

Mr. VILAS. The public-credit act of 1869 did just what I said. 
It promised to pay the bonds of the United States in the best 
money known to the civilized world. 

Mr. TELLER. Coin. That is what it promised. 

Mr. VILAS. It was coin then indiscriminately. To pledge it 
now in coin and mean silver when you borrow gold is to ruin and 
destroy the public credit. 

Mr. UIRE. I should like—— 

Mr. VILAS. I decline to be further interrupted. I am already 
— with the time I have been on the floor, and I desire to fin- 
ish. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Wisconsin de- 
clines to be interrupted. 

Mr. SQUIRE. I do not desire to take anytime. I merely wish 
to ask one question. I would ask the Senator if he is aware of a 
concurrent resolution which passed both Houses of Congress au- 
thorizing the payment of bonds in silver as well as in gold. Is he 
familiar with the fact? 

Mr. VILAS. Oh, Mr. President, I do not want to stop—— 
Mr. SQUIRE. That is the concurrent resolution which was 
passed in 1878. 

Mr. VILAS. I donot want to stop to discuss the details of a 
transaction the whole substance and effect of which was to de- 
clare the public faith of the United States pledged to pay in the 
best money then known to the world. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Wisconsin declines 
to be interrupted. 

Mr. VILAS. The Senator from Washington can have the floor 
in a very few moments. 

Mr. President, it is perhaps no time now, in the circumstances 
in which we are placed, to draw comparisons with other nations 
of the world. But let it be said, sir, for the people of the United 
States that they love their honor as they prize their liberty, and 
their sober ee has never tolerated, it never will tolerate, 
the national reproach of the least equivocation in the nation’s 
dealings with its creditors. That gentleman never lived, however 
high bred, honorable, and chivalrous, whose sense of honor and of 
shame was keener, higher, more sensitive than the public opinion 
of the freemen of America when challenged to activity by any 
— of its integrity. Itsometimes takes great pain to awaken 
the quiet slumbering public opinion of the United States, not eusily 
aroused to express itself, but in conclusion upon every great topic 
the public judgment of the people of the United States may be 
trusted for a sure result. 

Sir, high in the heavens our country in its very youth flung out 
the declaration of its policy in national finance, blazoning like the 
cross in the clouds of Constantine’s vision, in the words of 
faith and honor; there it has since remained, there still it stands 
as yet undimmed, unsullied. And by that sign, sir, we have con- 
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quered—conquered our way in the world in all the peaceful strug- 
gle for supremacy, risen in rank, in power, in consideration, until 
now no nation looks down upon us from higher rank. « Is it to be 
believed that the people of the United States will, for the gain of 
defrauding this particular creditor, now descend, in degradation, 
that scale of national place anc honor? 

Sir, thirty years must pass before these bonds shall come due, 
and upon another generation will rest the duty to maintain the 
unbroken faith and honor of our country. I have an implicit 
faith in that generation, sure that this is te be a rising, not a sink- 
ing world. But, sir, if, as mrust be thought possible, in order to 
reject for the gain of our country the privilege reserved in this 
contract, it lies in her future to return to her creditor less than 
was received, if indeed this great nation shall become capable of so 
debauching the national credit, repudiating good faith and defil- 
ing national honor, and so is to sink from its great place in the 
forefront of earth’s family of States, I for one may thank God 
that I have not to live to see her shame. 

Mr.SQUIRE. Mr. President, I do not intend to make a speech. 
i simply rose to refer to a matter which I mtended to introduce 
by way of colloquy during the speech of the Senator from Wis- 
consin [Mr. Vu.as] on the question of the payment of United 
States bonds. I merely wish to make the point that the claim on 
the part of the bondholders that it would be dishonest or dis- 
«creditable to pay the bonds in silver is without foundation. The 
bondholders can not claim ignorance, as a concurrent resolution 
was passed by both Houses of Congress expressly declaring that 
all bonds payabie in coin should be paid in gold or silver at the 
option of the Government. : 

The concurrent resolution was introduced in the Senate by Mr. 
Stanley Matthews, of Ohio, and passed on January 25, 1878, by a 
vote of yeas 42, nays 20. lt was passed by the House of Repre- 
sentatives on January 28, 1878, by a vote of yeas 189, nays 79. 
Thus we see that by more than a two-thirds vote in each branch of 
Congress, the policy of the Government, at least so far as relates 
to the lawmaking power, was distinctly declared in this concur- 
rent resolution. This was done after a full and fair discussion, 
lasting through many days, and there is no reason to suppose, so 
far as I have ascertained, that the executive department of the 
Government was not in full sympathy with the Congress of the 
United States on this subject. The relations, between Stanley 
Matthews and President Hayes certainly were most intimate, and 
were known to be intimate. ‘ 

I have in my hand the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD, and I send it 
to the desk and ask that the preamble and resolution as adopted 
be read. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

Whereas by the act entitled “An act'to strengthen the blic credit,” ap- 

roved March 18, 1869, it was provided and declared that the faith of the 

Jnited States was thereby solemnly pledged to the payment, in coin or its 
equivalent, of all the interest-bearing obligations of the United States, ex- 
cept in cases where the law authorizing the issue of such obligations had ex- 
pressly provided that the same might ‘be paid in lawful money or other cur- 
rency than gold and silver; and 

Whereas all the bonds of the United States authorized to be issued by the 
act entitled “An act to authorize the refunding of the national debt,” ap- 
proved July 14, 1870, by the terms of said act were declared to be redeemable 
im coin of the then present standard value, bearing interest payable semi-an- 
nually in such coin; and 

Whereas all bonds of the United States authorized to be issued under the 
act entitied “An act to provide for the resumption of specie payments,”’ ap- 

oved January 14, 1875, are required to be of the description of bonds of the 

Inited States described in the said act of Congress approved July 14, 1870, en- 
titled “An act to authorize the refunding of the national debt;”’ and 

Whereas at the date of the passage of said act of Congress last aforesaid, to 
wit, the 14th day of July, 1870, the coin of the United States of standard value 


of that date included silver dollars of the weight of 412} grains each, declared | 


by the act approved January 18, 1837, entitled “An act supplementary to the 
act entitled ‘Am act establishing a mint and regulating the coins of the United 
States,’ to be a legal tender of payment, according to their nominal value, 
for any sums whatever: Therefore, 

Resolved by the Senate (the House of Representatives concurring therein), 
That all the bonds of the United States issued or authorized to be issued 
under the said acts of Congress hereinbefore recited _are payable. principal 
and interest, at the option of the Government of ‘the United States, in silver 
dollars of the coimage of the United States, containing 412} grains each of 
standard silver; and that to restore to its coinage such silver.coins.as a legal 
tender in payment-of said bonds, principal and interest, is not in violation of 
the public faith nor in derogation of the rights of the public creditor. 


Mr. SQUIRE. AsT said before, I didnot rise to make a speech. 
I merely wish to make one remark. That the concurrent resolu- 
tion was adopted by both Houses of Congress is a plain indication 
that it was the intention of the Government to give the bondhold- 
ers to understand that they could be paid im either silver or gold 
dollars at the option of the Government. 

While Ihave listened with great imterest to the eloquent and 
forcible speech of the Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. Vins], for 
whom I have great personal admiration, Imay be allowed, with- 
out discourtesy, to say to him and the Senate that I believe the 
document just read isa full and complete answer to his entire 
en no further words are needed in reference to the 
subject. 


Mr. HAWLEY. I may be mistaken, but I think I am not, in 
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the statement that the Government of the United States never 
dared to offer payment of a single war bond in silver. 

Mr. PLATT. Mr. President, the controversy of this debate for 
the last two or three days has drifted and surged backward and 
forward over the wounded body of our national credit. I shall 
| not enter into that controversy. I shall not inquire as to who has 
been responsible for the wounds inflicted upon our national credit. 
I desire, however, to make some remarks im reference to the pend- 
ing bill, and I think it may not be amiss to cail the attention ef the 
Senate back from the somewhat heated and, indeed, acrimonions 
controversy which it has been engaged in as to the responsibility 
for the sad collapse of our financial system. 

The bill was introduced by the Senator from Arkansas [Mr. 
JONES] on the 23d of January, 1895. It was referred on that day 
to the Committee on Finance. It was reported on the 12th of Feb- 
ruary, only seven days ago. As originally introduced it provided 
in the first section that authority be given the Secretary of the 
Treasury to issue bonds of the United States to the amount of 
$500,000,000, bearing interest at the rate of 3 per cent per annum, 
and to mature in thirty years from date, redeemable at the option 
of the Government after twenty years. 

The second section provided that national banks might issue 
circulating notes to the par value of United States bonds depos- 
ited with the Secretary of the Treasury, and that the tax on cir- 
culation should be reduced to one-quarter of 1 per cent. 

The third section provided that the national banking associa- 
tions should not retire the whole or any part of their circulation 
without written authority from the Secretary of the Treasury. 

The fourth section provided that hereafter national banking 
associations desiring to retire the whole or any part of their cir- 
culating notes shall, if so required by the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury, deposit with the Treasurer of the United States gold coin 
equal to the amount of notes to be retired, and each of the bank- 
ing associations should at all times keep on deposit with the Treas- 
urer of the United States, in gold coin, a sum equal to 5 per cent 
of its outstanding circulating notes, and the same to be held and 
used for the redemption of those notes. 

The fifth section declared that not exceeding one-half of the law- 
ful reserves on account of deposits now required by law to be kept 
by national banking associations might consist of bonds of the 
United States issued under the proposed act. 

The sixth section provided that nationmai-bank notes should not 
be issued of a less denomination than $10. 

The seventh section provided for the use of silver certificates of 
a less denomination than §10. 

The eighth section provided for the redemption and cancellation 
of United States legal-tender notes, whenever and as fast as the 
aggregate circulation of United States legal-tender notes, Treas- 
ury notes, silver certificates, and national-bank notes should be in 
excess of the aggregate amount of United States notes, Treasury 
notes, national-bank notes, and silver certificates in circulation 
at the date of the passage of the act. 

But when the report is made, Mr. President, all those provisions 
disappear from the bill. It does not provide for the issuing of any 
bonds. No provisions are in it relating to the circulation of na 
tional banks. There are no provisions relating to the retirement 
or cancellation of United States notes. None of the provisions 
which were important features of the bill at the time when it was 
proposed as the financial measure of the Senator from Arkansas 
{ Mr. Jonzs] and the parties whom he represented, or was sup- 
| posed to represent, are retained in the bill except section 9. That, 
and that alone, ismow reported favorably by the committee. I 
will ask the Secretary to read it. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Berry in the chair). 
Secretary will read as indicated. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

_ That from and after the passage of this act the Secretary of the Treasury 
is hereby authorized and directed to receive at any United States mint, from 
any citizen of the United States, silver bullion of standard fineness, and coin 
| the same into silver dollars of 412} grains each. The seigniorage on the said 
bullion shall belong to the United States, and shall be the difference between 
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the coir value thereof and the wnarket price of the bullion in New York on 
| the day the deposit is made, and all expenditures for coinage done under t 
provisions of this act shall be paid out of said seigniorage; and the S 


of the Treasury shall deliver to the depositors of such bullion standard ! 
dollars equal m amount to the price thereof as aferesaid; gnd whenever th» 
said coins herein provided fershall be received into the Treasury, certificates 
may be issued thereon, in the manner now provided by law. 

Mr. PLATT. That section translated into English means and 
provides for this, that any owner of silver bullion may sell it to 
the United States at its market price, receiving for it silver dol- 
lars or certificates issued upon the silver dollars; that the United 
States shall make a profit, as it is called, upon its purchase, of the 
difference between the market value and the coinage value of the 
silver which it purchases. Thereis no limitation as tothe amount 
of silver which may thus be presented to the United States for pur- 
chase. 

To illustrate its working: It may be supposed that a man has 
$1,000 worth of silver bullion at the market rate. He can bring 
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it to the United States mint and receive for it a thousand dollars 
in silver certificates, and as the market rate now is about 50 per 
cent of the coinage value the United States will, after naving 
paid him for it, have what it can coin into silver dollars for an- 
other thousand dollars. So the United States pays him a thousand 
dollars for it, and has silver enough on hand to coin another 
thousand dollars which shall belong to the Government. That is 
the plain English of the proposition of the ninth section of the bill. 

Mr. VEST. Will the Senator from Connecticut yield to me to 
submit a conference report? 

Mr. PLATT. I will. 


INCOME RETURNS FOR 18%. 
Mr. VEST submitted the following report: 


The committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses 
on the amendments of the Senate to the jomt resolution (H. Res. 273) extend- 
ing from March 1, 18%, to April 15, 1895, the time for making returns of in- 
come for the year 1894, having met, after fulland freeconference have agreed 
to recommend and do recommend to their respective Houses as follows: 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the 
Senate numbered 1, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: 
Strike out all after the words “ ordinary repairs” and insert ‘shall be de- 
ducted,” and the Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the Sen- 
ate numbered 2, and agree tothe same with an amendment inserting at the 
ond of the amendment the following: 

“‘And returns or reports of the names and salaries of employees shall not be 
required from employers unless called for by the collector in order to verify 
the returns of employees.” 

And the Senate agree to the same. 

That the Senate recede from its amendment numbered 3. ° 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the 
Senate amending the title to said joint resolution 273, and agree to the same. 

G. G. VEST, 

STEPHEN M. WHITE, 

W. B. ALLISON, 
Managers on the part of the Senate. 


BENTON McMILLIN, 
A. B. MONTGOMERY, 
A. J. HOPKINS, 
Managers on the part of the House of Representatives. 

Mr. VEST. It is possibly necessary to make a brief statement 
in regard to the effect of this agreement. 

In the first place, that portion of the joint resolution of the 
House which extended the time for making returns under the in- 
come-tax law to April 15 has been agreed upon. 

In the second place, the first of the Senate amendments, which re- 

uired that fire insurance and necessary repairs upon real estate 
should not be included in the returns of the taxpayer, has been 
modified to this extent, that the taxpayer now under the confer- 
ence report is not required to return the amount of any fire in- 
surance either upon real or personal propertv or any necessary 
repairs either upon real estate or upon personal property. 
he next amendment, as the Senate will recollect, refers to the 
language of the law, which requires that where a corporation has 
paid taxes.upon the dividends allowed to stockholders then the 
individual taxpayer is not required to make a return as to those 
dividends. The Senate amended the present income-tax law so 
that the word ‘‘ paid” was changed to the words ‘‘to be liable 
for,” and under the report where the corporation is now liable for 
the dividends, whether they are actually paid or not, the indi- 
vidual taxpayer is not required to include that in his return. 

The next important amendment was an addition to the second 
amendment of the Senate, which does away with the requirement 
of the law to the effect that all corporations shall return a list of 
their salaried employees, with the names of the employees, the 
amount of the salary, and the addresses of the employees. That 
provision is modified to this extent, that a corporation is not now 
required to make these returns unless the Commissioner of Inter- 
nal Revenue requires the return in order to verify the individual 
statements or returns of the employees. This amendment is 

roper, because in the bill as it originally came to the Senate 
rom the other House it will be remembered that the corpora- 
tions themselves paid the tax upon all dividends and upon the 
salaries of all employees and deducted the amount from the divi- 
dends and the salaries. The Senate chan that provision of the 
bill as it came from the House, and provided that every individual 
employee should return his own salary and pay his cwn tax. 
he last amendment made by the Senate to the joint resolution 
was in regard,to the questions which under the regulations of the 
Internal-Revenue Bureau are prescribed to be asked of the tax- 
payer. The House conferees refused peremptorily to accede to 
this amendment, and we were compelled to agree with the House 
in its action. The collectors will ask such questions as the law 
permits. 

Mr.HALE. Letmeask the Senator himself whether after more 
full examination and scrutiny the Senator believes that those ques- 
tions would be so troublesome as was at first indicated by the 
course of the debate here? I know for myself that while it seemed 
to me that there ought to be no questions asked until the return 
was under suspicion, on examining more fully the questions them- 
selves it occurred to me that it might perhaps be fully as well that 
the taxpayer should have the opportunity of answering the ques- 
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tions at first, and thereby close the matter and not be open to gen- 
eral questioning afterwards. So for one I have given up my oppo- 
sition to those questions. 

Mr. VEST. That was the conclusion to which the conferees on 
the part of the Senate came after consultation with the House 
conferees. We have no doubt that in any case where the tax- 
payer honestly desires to make a return and to pay the tax due 
there will be no oppression and very little annoyance by reason 
of the questions. I do not know that as an original proposition I 
would have formulated these questions as they come now from 
the Internal Revenue Bureau; but as a matter of course the lawis 
a new one, in a great many of its details at any rate, and there 
will be more or less friction here and there in regard to its opera- 
tion. But the conferees on the part of the House were so deter- 
mined on this point that we thought it better under all the cir- 
cumstances to give them the benefit of any doubt, and to make 
the report as it stands. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I understood the joint resolution as the 
Senate amended it, and I understand now from the Senator that 
the Senate amendment as to prohibiting the asking of questions 
is receded from. But I do not understand (perhaps because I 
listened inattentively) what other concessions from the Senate 
amendments the Senate conferees have made. Will the Senator 
state that again? 

Mr. VEST. They made none. The House conferees acceded 
to all the amendments of the Senate except the amendment in re- 
gard to questions. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Allthe Senate amendments are agreed to 
except that one? 

Mr. VEST. Yes; they are modified to some extent, but they 
are substantially as the Senate agreed to them, and in fact one of 
them is enlarged. 

Mr. CHANDLER. That is, the deductions of the first amend- 
ment are enlarged? 

Mr. VEST. Yes, sir. 

Mr. HILL. Mr. President, there is no complaint to be made 
of the Senate conferees so far as their action relates to the first 
two amendments. Iam inclined to believe that the verbal amend- 
ments which they have made (they are in fact more than verbal 
amendments; the substantial amendments which they have made) 
have improved the joint resolution and improved the amendments 
which the Senate placed upon the House joint resolution. The 
objection arises to the last amendment from which the Senate 
conferees have wholly receded. 

I do not intend to enter upon the argument again. The Senate 
seemed to be entirely unanimous upon the point that the Com- 
missioner of Internal Revenue had no right to ask these ques- 
tions in the original return. Nearly every lawyer in the Senate 
so asserted; and it was explained that the questions had inadver- 
tently crept into the form of return established by the Commis- 
sioner of Fotornal Revenue, taking them, it was said, as an excuse 
for action, from the old forms and returns under the old war in- 
come tax, and that they would not be insisted upon. The Senator 
from Ohio [Mr. SHERMAN], in excusing the action of the previous 
conference committee, endeavored to exculpate the Commissioner 
of Internal Revenue, and made the broad statement that in future 
returns the Commissioner of Internal Revenue assured the Sen- 
ate that those blanks would be changed. The only objection that 
he urged was that he had the blanks printed, that it would be an 
expense of some fifteen or twenty thousand dollars to reprint 
them, and that it ought to be avoided. 

Mr. President, upon the faith of that statement or statements, 
equally as conclusive, the Senate concluded to allow the questions 
to remain. Then when the joint resolution came up the Senate, 
with great propriety in my judgment, insisted upon having the 
amendment placed upon the joint resolution where it was clearly 

ermane and could not be disposed of by any point of order, 

ence we inserted a clause in the amendment that the Commuis- 
sioner of Internal Revenue, or the Collector, acting through him, 
should not have a right to ask any questions in the original re- 
turn; that the taxpayer should simply make a statement of the 
various items ’of income, and the various items of deductions 
claimed, and that was all. That the income-tax law provides for 
nothing else is clear. That these questions are illegal is clear, 
and they will lead t6 litigation. The Senator from Ohio in his 
speech on the first conference report, said openly that he should 
refuse to answer them, and that every other Senator was at liberty 
to do the same. Every taxpayer can follow his example. 

I had hoped, Mr. President, that we might have insisted upon 
this elimination; that we might have determined that those ques- 
tions should not be insisted upon; that we should not put the peo- 
le of the country in peril by reason of having them insisted upon 
in these returns. As I said, the first argument put forth was that 
they crept in inadvertently. Then a resolution was passed acne | 
the Secretary of the Treasury by what authority they were place 
in. He reversed the position of the Commissioner of Internal 
Revenue and made the broad statement that they were so inserted 
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and insisted upon because they were based upon the general pro- 
visions of the income-tax law. He pointed out no specific provi- 
sion. He did not attempt to define that it could be done under 
the power to make forms and regulations, and thereby claim that 
he had a right to ask the questions, but he based it simply upon 
the broad power that was given by the income-tax law. 

Now, Mr. President, what will be the practical effect? Some 
will answer them and some will not. Citizens who are not willing 
to accept the dangers of litigation will have to answer them. 
Other citizens who do not care and are willing to incur the dis- 
pleasure of the collector can refuse to answer at their peril. If 
they refuse to answer the Commissioner of Internal Revenue or 
the collector can place a penalty of 50 per cent upon them. We 
leave the taxpayer subjected to this standing peril all the while. 

Mr. President, I do not believe that this provision of the law will 
stand. I believe that under the decision of The People vs. Boyd, 
in the one hundred and sixteenth Supreme Court Reports, it will 
be held that the only object of the questions is for the purpose of 
paving a way by virtual examination under oath of the citizen to 
incur a penalty, and that under that decision there is no power to 
enforce the questions. But, nevertheless, the citizen is subjected 
to this penalty, and he must apply to the courts of the country to 
be relieved from it. 

But, Mr. President, I retract nothing from my views which I 
entertained previously and which I expressed. I take the same 

sition that I took then. I believe it is unfortunate that the 

ouse conferees insisted upon retaining these questions as the 
price of their consent to this very reasonable and proper extension 
of time in which to make returns. However, we must be practi- 
cal as legislators. Many Senators here and many members of the 
other House, unfortunately or fortunately, have incomes. We 
can not return to our homes to get our books and papers before 
the ist Monday of March if we desire to make accurate returns. 
Every member of Congress is so situated. Thousands of people 
are at the South, in Florida, and all the Southern States, visiting 
there, and they do not wish to return to the North until after the 
ist Monday of March. . 

It is important for the business community who are not fully 
prepared for this law that this extension should be made. The 
other amendments which have been disposed of will be reason- 
ably satisfactory. I donot think it wise to interpose any objec- 
tion at this time to the approval of this conference report. ‘The 
extension of time being most valuable and important I think it 
overshadows the other points involved. Each citizen must fight 
this out for himself in the courts and defend himself as best he 


can. ‘ 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The questionis, Will the Senate 
concur in the report of the committee of conference? 

The report was concurred in. 


COINAGE OF SILVER, 


The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the con- 
sideration of the bill (S. 2642) providing for the issue of bonds, 
the coinage of silver, and for other purposes. 

Mr. PLATT. Mr. President, I think that of all the measures 
which have beer. suggested to Congress for a larger use of silver 
in our currency this is the most indefensible. I do not believe 
that it really meets the approval of any Senator who desires the 
increased use of silver. We ought not to make money as a 
Government out of what is called seigniorage. The provision of 
this bill by which the Government of the United States is to pay 
for the silver delivered to it, and the moment that it pays for it 
have it worth twice as much as it was in the hands of the seller, 
is nota seigniorage. Calling it seigniorage in the bill does not 
make it seigniorage. 

Seigniorage, as has always been understood with reference to 
the coinage of money, is a charge made by the Government suffi- 
cient to meet the expenses of thecoinage. No Government in the 
world has ever, to my knowledge, attempted the making of money 
out of the business of coining money except the Government of 
a United States. It would not be tolerated, I think, anywhere 
else. 

This so-called seigniorage, this profit of 100 per cent at the 
present price of silver to the Government for coining it, is en- 
tirely delusive. There is an old saying that a man can not lift 
himself over a fence by his boot straps. 
you can not create something out of nothing. Thisis an attempt 
on the part of the Government to create an additional value in 
what it purchases, by the act of purchase, equal to the value of 


the thing in the hands of the seller; that is, at the present price | 


of silver bullion. 
If this were a measure for the free and unlimited coinage of sil- 


ver in which the seller, the holder of the silver, was to receive the | 


coinage value of the silver when delivered to the mint, I could see 
how it might be supported by our friends who believe in the un- 


ited coinage of silver. But what object is this to them? For 
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a silver owner in New York, or Denver, who can instantly con- 
vert his silver bullion into United States silver certificates at the 
market price of the bullion to take his silver to a mint, pay the 
charges of transportation to realize upon it, and then get only 
what he could get instantly in the markets where silver is sold, 
seems only an act of folly. I say, therefore, that I do not believe 
this bill is in any sense acceptable to our friends who desire the 
free and unlimited coinage of silver, where the holder is to re- 
ceive the full benefit o° what is called the coinage value of the 
silver. 

The transportation tothe mint, in order to get silver certificates 
for it, will be a matter of considerable expense and considerable 
annoyance to the holder of silver bullion. Suppose that he has 
$100,000 worth of silver bullion in New York. where there is a 
market for it. He can sell it there any day at the market price. 
He can receive pay for it in silver certificates, or in other cur- 
rency of the Government, as he may desire, at its market price. 

Suppose, however, that this bill passes and he wants to take to 
the mint $100,000 of silver bullion. What would net him $100,000 
for his bullion at the mint would be a quantity of silver which 
would weigh, I think, somewhere about 3 tons. So that, while 
now he may sell it in the New York market and get his pay for it 
instantly, under this bill he would have to pay transportation 
charges upon, say, 3 tons of silver bullion to the mint, and then, 
if he took it away in silver doliars, he would have to pay as much 
more to transport it to the place where he desired to use it. If he 
got his certificates, to be sure he could carry them away in his 
vest pocket. 

Therefore, Ican not conceive why it is that this measure is 
brought forward at the close of the session, with appropriation 
bills pressing. and the fear beginning to be felt that they can not 
be properly considered and passed before the close of the session. 
I can not see why this measure should be brought here. 

Nobody believes in it, Mr. President. The men who fear that 
the unlimited coinage of silver would lead to an appreciation of 
our gold dollar and put it at a premium do not want this measure; 
and the men who believe in the unlimited coinage of silver, I ven- 
ture to say, do not want it except for some sentimental influence 
which they suppose it may exercise upon the future of the silver 
question. 

It is not a practical measure. To find favor with Senators it is 
presented as a measure which apparently, in terms, on the face of 
it, is going to enable the Government to make 100 per cent profit 
upon every transaction that it makes in the purchase of silver 
bullion. But as I remarked a few moments ago, that will sooner 
or later prove delusive. All the so-called seigniorage which the 
Government has made in its course with relation to silver coinage 
has not been a real profit, but there are compensations and disad- 
vantages which even now have equaled the apparent profit to the 
Government arising from the purchase of silver at one value and 
coining it at another value. 

So if the bill should pass, Mr. President, the very pleasing fiction 
that by thus dealing with silver bullion the Government is mak- 
ing 100 per cent profit at the present price of silver will disappear. 
It will prove not to have been a profit at all. If the time should 
ever come when, by reason of the extent of its purchases of silver, 
gold and silver should part company as to value, and the gold dol- 
lar should become more valuable in purchasing and debt-paying 
power than the silver dollar, the moment that occurs, if it does 
occur, then it will be seen that all this supposed advantage of 100 
per cent profit in the purchase of silver was not a profit after ail; 
and the loss will fall not upon the Government, not upon the man 
who sold the silver to the Government, but the man who holds the 
coins which the Government issues in the purchase of the silver, 
or which it coined after having paid for the silver and used it, for 
other purposes. 

Now, I do not say that that time will ever come. 
not, for I claim to be a bimetallist. 

I believe, however, Mr. President, that gold coin is good money. 
I wonder if we can not get an agreement with all Senators on 
that proposition? Sometimes I have thought that some Senators 
did not think that gold coin was good money, but I think when 
they come to consider that question we can have a consensus of 
opinion as to that—that gold coin is good money. 

Mr. CHANDLER. May Lask the Senator if gold coin is any 
better money than silver coin, provided that gold and silver have 
behind them the pledge of the United States that the parity of the 
two metals shall be maintained? 

Mr. PLATT. Well, Mr. President, I was just about to answer 
that interrogatory in the course of what I was saying. 

I want to know if we are not all agreed upon that proposition? 
Whatever the contention may have been in this currency matter 
with all these questions of gold monometallism and silver mono- 
metallism, can we not all agree that gold money is good money? 
I think we may. Silver money is just as good money as gold 


I hope it will 
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- money so long as it buys as much and pays debts to the same ex- 
tent gold coin does. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Will the Senator yield to me for a minute? 

Mr. PLATT. Ishould like to say one other thing which will 
take but a moment. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator declines to yield. 

Mr. PLATT. And paper money which pays the same amount 
of debts and buys the same amount of property as gold coin does, 
being of the same denomination. is just as good while it continnes 
to do so as the gold coin is. Now I yield to the Senator from 
Rhode Island. 

Mr. ALDRICH. If it will be convenient for the Senator from 
Connecticut to finish his speech to-morrow, as we evidently can not 
get a vote upon this proposition to-night, I move that the Senate 
do now adjourn. 

Mr. HARRIS. I hope that the Senator from Rhode Island, in 
the absence of the Senator in charge of the bill, will not now make 
that motion. 

Mr. ALDRICH. The Senator from Arkansas will probably be 
here before the voting is concluded. 

Mr. HARRIS. I hopethe Senator will not take the time to take 
the vote. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I join in the request of the Senator from 
Tennessee, and suggest to him to send for the Senator in charge 
of the bill and have him here, so that he can see that nothing is 
done with this bill in his absence. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I thought the Senator from Tennessee might 
have charge of the bill temporarily. 

Mr. HARRIS. The Senator from Tennessee is not in charge 
of the bill, temporarily or otherwise; but I think it would be proper 
for the Senator from Rhode Island to withdraw his motion until 
the Senator from Arkansas appears. I have sent for him, and I 
think he will be here in a few moments. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I think the Senator from Rhode Island 
ought to withdraw his motion until the Senator from Arkansas 
gets here. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I withdraw my motion for the present, until 
the Senator from Arkansas can get here. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The motion is withdrawn. The 
Senator from Connecticut is entitled to the floor. 

Mr. PLATT. Mr. President, to return to what I was saying. 
Having established one proposition to which we are all agreed, and 
that is, that gold coin is good money and that silver coin of the 
same denomination is good money so long as it buys as much as 
gold coin, and that paper money of the same denomination is good 
money so long as it buys and pays the same as the gold money, 
the question comes whether we can maintain this parity, for the 
moment a silver dollar does not buy as much as a gold dollar or 

debts to the same extent as a gold dollar, or when the paper 
Solar does not buy as much or pay as much of debts as the gold 
dollar, then it is not as good money as the gold. 

We have been able thus far, Mr. President, to maintain all our 
money at an equal debt-paying and purchasing power. We have 
been able thus far to have all our silver money and our paper 
money just as good as gold money. It is so for all uses in this 
country, and I do not know-but I might be prepared to admit for 
all uses in any country—as good as our gold money; but the 

uestion is whether we are going to be able to maintain that. 
at is a very serious question which arises upon the considera- 
tion of this bill. 

As I said, I ama bimetallist. I believe that if we could have 
an international agreement among the commercial nations of the 
world, the world could use as money all the silver which is pro- 
duced in the world, without in any way impairing the value of 
the silver money, without any prospect of such impairment, and 
I have not lost hope of international bimetallism. I think we 
may be very much encouraged at the a time to hope that 
international bimetallism is a thing of the not very remote future. 
The Senator from Iowa who sits before me [Mr. ALLISON] was a 
member of the last international monetary conference. think 
he must be agreeably surprised at the change of sentiment which 
apparently has taken place among the commercial nations of the 
world since the close of that conference. If I understand the 
condition while that conference was in progress, any agreement 
for the further use of silver by Germany or England seemed to be 
entirely hopeless; and I think the Senator from Lowa, a member of 
that conference, would bear me out in saying that when the com- 
mission adjourned he had practically lost hope that either then or 
at any other time would England or Germany ever listen to pro- 
posals for an unlimited or enlarged use of silver for coinage as 
money. 

But, Mr. President, events move pretty rapidly. That interna- 
tional monetary conference closed its labors in 1892; it is now 
1895; and what seemed to be impossible has sepenenily arose 
Here within two or three days the German Reichstag has adopted 
by a majority vote a resolution asking Germany to move in the 
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matter of calling another international monetary conference with 
reference to the use of silver as money. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. I should like to ask the Senator from Con- 
necticut a question. 

Mr. PLATT. Let me finish my sentence. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Connecti- 
cut yield to the Senator from South Dakota? 

Mr. PLATT. In a moment. 

But wonder of wonders, it seems almost probable that England 
at no distant day will be quite willing to join in such an interna- 
tional monetary conference. The present ministry in England, 
which was in power at the time of the last monetary conference, 
apparently is going out of office. A dispatch in the paper of this 
afternoon shows that it had only eight majority upon the last vote 
of confidence, and that Lord Roseberry, the prime minister, has 
summoned hastily a council of the cabinet, and that there is every 
reason to believe that Parliament is to be dissolved and a new elec- 
tion to take place. 

Mr. STEWART. I should like to ask the Senator a question. 

Mr. PLATT. One moment, please. 

If that should be so, we can not forecast what the new ministry 
will be, but itis generally understood, I think, in this country, 
that it is likely to include the names of such men as Lord Rose- 
berry, Mr. Goschen, and Mr. Balfour, all of whom are understood 
to be favorable to the joining of England in an international mone- 
tary conference. So the conditions have entirely changed, and 
we have to-day the bright hope of those commercial nations join- 
ing with us if we are ready in some proposition to establish inter- 
national bimetallism. 

Now, I will listen, first, to the Senator from South Dakota. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. The Senator says he is a bimetallist. I 
wish to inquire whether he would be willing to join in a bimetallic 
agreement without an international agreement? 

Mr. PLATT. Before I get through with what I have to say I 
shall try to make my position plain. I will say this, though, just 
here in answer to the Senator from South Dakota: I think that 
if it shall be shown that England and Germany utterly and abso- 
lutely for all time refuse to engage with the United States in an 
international agreement for the enlarged use of silver, I should be 
willing, and would advocate, that the United States join with 
such commercial nations as are willing to engage in an interna- 
tional monetary conference for that purpose. I think that an- 
swers the Senator’s question. 

Now, I will hear the Senator from Nevada. 

Mr. STEWART. Ishould like to inquire of the Senator whether 
he has kept account of how many times the gold combination has 
got out of a tight place in the silver war by raising the cry of an 
international conference? 

Mr. PLATT. Oh, Mr. President, the Senator from Nevada is 
troubled not only nights, but days as well, with this specter of a 
gold combination. I can not stop to answer him along that line. 

Mr. STEWART. Iwas not asking about that. I asked how 
many times this promise has been heid up for political purposes? 
When the gold porte were liable to lose ground in this country 
they have never failed to call attention to the prospect of an inter- 
national monetary conference. 

Mr. PLATT. No great world-wide movement in finance ever 
makes progress immediately. These questions have to be settled 
slowly, especially if they are to embrace the sentiments and the 
— of men throughout the commercial nations of the earth. 

hile I have despaired at times of reaching any agreement for 
international bimetallism, I think that the prospect now grows 
bright, and I do not think even the Senator from Nevada thinks 
that it was the gold combination which succeeded in passing that 
vote in the German Reichstag asking for such an international 
bimetallic conference. 

Mr. ALDRICH and Mr. StEwartT addressed the Chair. 

Mr.WOLCOTT. I hope the Senator from Rhode Island will 
give the Senator from Nevada a chance to ask a question. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. FAULKNER im the chair). 
Does the Senator from Connecticut yield to the Senator from 
Nevada? 

Mr. ALDRICH. I do. 

Mr. STEWART. The Senator from Connecticut [Mr. anes 
wants to know what I think about this question of internationa 
monetary conferences. I think it is the gold combination and 
the gold manipulators who have got every vote and do everything 
to get international monetary conferences in order to obtain more 
time; and whenever we were invited over there it appeared to 
be the understanding that we should be kicked out every time. 
That is always a very ‘‘ good Morgan” for a political campaign. 
Always just before a Presidential campaign is coming on we hear 
about an international monetary conference. 

It is the same old chestnut we have heard in every campaign for 
a great many years. It was used in the campaign of 1892, and 
will be used in in the campaign of 1896. 

Mr, PLATT. Ido not think anyone but the Senator from Ne- 








vada, either in the Senate, or in this country, or in England, or in 
Germany, thinks it was the gold combination which procured 
that vote in the German Reichstag. 

Mr. ALDRICH (at 6 o'clock and 18 minutes p.m.). As the 
Senator from Arkansas [Mr. Jonzs] is now in his seat and it has 

d the usual time for adjournment, I will renew the motion 
i made in his absence. I move that the Senate do now adjourn. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. On that motion I ask for the yeas 
and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered; and the Secretary proceeded 
to call the roll. 

Mr. COKE (when his name was called). 
Senator from Oregon [Mr. DoLpxH]. ‘ 

Mr. DUBOIS (when his name was called). I transfer my pair 
with the Senator from New Jersey [Mr. Smits] to my colleague 
[Mr. SHour] and vote ‘‘nay.” My colleague, if present, would 
vote ‘‘nay.” 

Mr. GALLINGER (when his name was called). I am paired 
with the junior Senator from Texas [Mr. MILLs], and will with- 
hold my vote. 

Mr. GORDON (when his name was called). 
the junior Senator from Iowa [Mr. WILSON]. 

Mr. HARRIS (when his name was called). I am paired with 
the Senator from Vermont [Mr. MorriL1}|, but I will transfer that 
pair to the junior Senator from South Carolina [Mr. Irpy], and 
vote ‘‘ nay.” 

Mr. HILL (when his name was called). I am paired with the 
Senator from Nebraska [Mr. ALLEN], and therefore withhold my 


vote. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon (when his name was called). I am 

— with the senior Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. Viuas]. If 
e were here, he would vote ‘‘ yea” and [ should vote “ nay.” 

Mr. PETTIGREW (when his name was called). Iam paired 
with the junior Senator from West Virginia [Mr. CampEnN]. 

Mr. GALLINGER (when Mr. PrRITCHARD’s name was called). 
I have been requested to announce that on the remaining votes of 
the day the Senator from North Carolina [Mr. Prircuarp] is 
paired with the junior Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. Lopae}. 

Mr. PUGH (when his name was called). I am paired with the 
senior Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. Hoar]. If he were pres- 
ent I should vote ‘‘ nay.” 

Mr. QUAY (when his name was called). Iam paired with the 
Senator from Alabama [Mr. MorGan}. 

Mr. ALDRICH (when Mr. SHERMAN’S name was called). The 
Senator from Ohio ar. SHERMAN] requested me to announce 
that he is paired on all questions connected with this bill with the 
Senator from South Dakota [Mr. Kye}. 

Mr. VEST (when his name was called). 
Senator from Minnesota [Mr. WASHBURN]. 
if he were present. 

The roll eall was concluded. 

Mr. POWER. Ihave a general pair with the senior Senator 
from Louisiana [Mr. CarreRy],and therefore withhold my vote. 

Mr. BLANCHARD (after having voted in the negative). I in- 
quire whether the senior Senator from Michigan | Mr. McMILLan} 
has voted. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The senior Senator from Michi- 
gan has not voted. 

Mr. BLANCHARD. Iam paired with that Senator, and with- 
draw my vote. If he were present I understand he would vote 
** Yea,’ 

Mr. HARRIS. I transferred my pair with the Senator from 
Vermont {Mr. MorrILv] to the junior Senator from South Caro- 
lina [Mr. Inpy], not knowing that the Senator from South Car- 
olina had returned to the Chamber. He is now here and has 
voted. I transfer my pair with the Senator from Vermont to my 
colleague {Mr. BATE], who is absent for the moment, but who 
will be here very soon. 
on this vote with the Senator from Vermont, and I will allow my 
vote to stand. 

Mr. PUGH. I transfer my pair with the Senator from Massa- 
chusetts [Mr. Hoar] to the junior Senator from Nebraska [{Mr. 
ALLEN], and vote “ nay.” 

_ Mr. HILL. Ihave myself already announced a pair with the 
junior Senator from Nebraska. 


I am paired with the 


I am paired with 


Iam paired with the 
I should vote ‘‘ nay” 


tr. PUGH. Then I will transfer my pair to the Senator from | 


South Dakota [Mr. Ky.x}. 

Mr. ALDRICH. The Senator from South Dakota is paired 
with the Senator from Ohio [Mr. SHermMan], as I have already 
announced. 

Mr. PUGH. Then I am compelled to withhold my vote, Mr. 
President. 

Mr. PALMER (after having voted in the affirmative). Has the 
senior Senator from North Dakota {[Mr. HaANsBrouGH] voted? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. 
Dakota has not voted. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 






























































My colleague will therefore stand paired | 


| here all night? 
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Mr. PALMER. Then I withdraw my vote, as I am paired with 
that Senator. 

Mr. BURROWS (after having voted in the affirmative). I voted 
inadvertently. Iam paired with the junior Senator from Mary- 
land [Mr. Gipson], and desire to withdraw my vote. 

Mr. BLANCHARD. I transfer the pair I have with the senior 
Senator from Michigan [Mr. McMii.an] to my colleague [Mr. 
CAFFERY], who is paired with the Senator from Montana ie 
PowER], which will allow the Senator from Montana and me to 
vote. vote *‘ nay.” 

Mr. POWER. Under that arrangement I vote ‘‘ nay.” 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. I understcod the Senator from 
Michigan [Mr. Burrows] to vs that he was paired with the 
junior Senator from Maryland [ Mr. Greson}. suggest to the 
Senator from Michigan that we transfer our pairs respectively, so 
that the Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. Vias], with whom I have 
a general pair, will stand paired with the Senator from Maryland. 

Mr. BURROWS. I should be very glad to do that. if it be 
proper. 


. MITCHELL of Oregon. I vote ‘‘ nay.” 

Mr. BURROWS. I vote “‘ yea.” 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. I find, on consultation, that the 
arrangement I made with the Senator from Michigan will not 
work, as I understand from the Senator from Maryland [Mr. 
GorMAN]| that his colleague [Mr. Gipson] would vote “ yea” if 
he were here. Consequently I withdraw my vote. 

Mr. BURROWS. Under those circumstances I withdraw my 
vote. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The vote of the Senator from 
Oregon [Mr. ae and the vote of the Senator from Michi- 
gan [Mr. Burrows] will be withdrawn. 

Mr. BLANCHARD. I find there is an error about the transfer 
of pairs I announced. I desire to withdraw my vote, and an- 
nounce that I stand paired with the Senator from Michigan [Mr. 


eee 
Mr. POWER. I withdraw my vote. 

Mr. WOLCOTT. I wish to suggest that if the senior Senator 
from Louisiana [Mr. CAFrERY] stands now unpaired, possibly 
that may permit a transfer of a pair to the Senator from Alabama 


[Mr. Puer]. 
The result was announced—yeas 15, nays 32; as follows: 
YEAS—b. 
Aldrich, Chandler, Gorman, MePherson, 
Allison, Davis, Hale, Manderson, 
Brice, Dixon, Hawley, Platt. 
Carey, Frye, Higgins, 
NAYS—2®. 
Berry, Faulkner, MeLaurin, Stewart, 
Blackburn, George, Mantle, eller, 
Butler, Harris, Martin, Turpie, 
Cameron, Hunton, Pasco, Voorhees, 
Clark, Irby, Petter, Walsh, 
Cockrell, Jones of Ark. Perkins, White, 
Daniel, Jones of Ney. Roach, Wilson of Wash. 
Dubois, Lindsay, Squire, Wolcott. 
NOT VOTING—4L. 
Allen, Gibson, Mitchell of Wis. Ransom, 
Bate, Gordon, Morgan, Sherman, 
Blanchard, Gray, Morrill, Shoup, 
Burrows, Hansbrough, Murphy, Smith, 
Caffery, Hill, Palmer, Vest, 
Call, Hoar, Pettigrew, Vilas, 
Camden, Kyle, Power, Washburn, 
Coke, Lodge, Pritchard, Wilson of lowa. 
Cullom, Me Millan, Proctor, 
Dolph, Mills, Pugh, 
Gallinger, Mitchell of Oreg. Quay, 


So the Senate refused to adjourn. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Connecticut 
{Mr. Piatt] is entitled to the floor. 

Mr. FRYE. With the permission of the Senator from Connec- 
ticut, I desire to ask the Senator from Arkansas [Mr. Jonzs] if, 
in view of the last vote, he thinks it is of any use to try to keep us 
There was just a quorum on that vote, and that 





was all. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Ishould be very glad to have a vote on 
| this bill, and I hope we can have a vote very soon. There are 
certain Senators who are absent temporarily from tke Capitol 
now who will be here in a few minutes, and I think there will no 

| be the slightest difficulty about having a quorum here until! 
| time as Senators who wish to put themselves on record shall be 
| ready to vote on the bill, which I hope will not be beyond an h 
|or two. I should be glad to have an hour fixed, in order to avoid 
| inconvenience to Senators, at which we can take the vote. 
| Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. Say 10 o’clock 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I will ask unanimous consent that 
| we vote at 10 o'clock. 
Mr. ALDRICH. Ten o'clock of what day? 
Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Ten o'clock to-night. 


en 


it 
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‘Mr. FRYE. Does the Senator expect us to sit here until 10 
o’clock to-night in order to vote on this bill? 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. It being the duty of all Senators to 
be in the Senate when it is in session, I assume that every Senator 
will be in his place. 

Before the Senator from Connecticut proceeds, for the purpose 
of being as liberal as possible with Senators who are unwilling to 
vote to-night and to avoid the necessity for a night session, I will 
ask unanimous consent that we may vote on this bill to-morrow 
at 1 o’clock. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I object. I want to call the attention of 
the Senator from Arkansas to the fact that he has not been pres- 
ent here all the time, and that there has been a long speech made 
here, a very able speech, a very interesting a. which had no 
relation whatever to the bill, and it can hardly be expected that a 
bill of this character can be voted upon without some debate. 

So far as I am concerned I disclaim any desire to delay the pas- 
sage of this bill by filibustering methods. The Senator from 
Arkansas very unkindly suggested that there was some intention 
of that kind before a word had been said on the bill at all and be- 
fore any indication had been given as to what would be the course 
of the —— of the bill. The Senator seemed to think it un- 
reasonable that he could not bring this bill forward yesterday 
afternoon and get a vote upon it when Senators were not here. 

The vote which has just been taken shows that a large number 
of the opponents of the bill have gone away, not expecting that 
it would be voted upon to-night, and the Senator can hardly ex- 

ct that the bill will be voted upon without some little debate. 

Vhen reasonable debate upon the merits of the bill ends, such as 
is the speech of the Senator from Connecticut [Mr. PLatT], and 
such as was not, Iam free to admit, the speech of the Senator 
from Wisconsin [Mr. Vi.as], there will be no objection to a vote 
being taken upon the bill. 

I call the Senator’s attention to another fact, that there has not 
been any speech made in behalf of the bill which reconciles this 
bill with the bill which kept us so long here some three months in 
1898. The Senator from Indiana [Mr. VooRHEES], who I am 
glad to see in his seat, led the majority of the Senate, I being at 
that time his willing follower, in the repeal of the purchasing 
clause of what was called the Sherman silver act. 

After three months that law was repealed. We were told that 
prosperity was to come to the country. Now, time has passed, 
and the Senator from Indiana stands here advocating the unlim- 
ited coinage of silver—the same Senator who thought the monthly 
purchase of 4,500,000 ounces of silver bullion was destroying the 
ey: ruining us all. To-day the Senator from Indiana is for 
the bill reported by the Senator from Arkansas, although the Sen- 
ator from Indiana perhaps does not feel well, and does not lead in 
the advocacy of the bill, but turns it over to the Senator from 
Arkansas. 

I really think that somebody who is in favor of the bill ought 
to give us some explanation of this change of front on the part of 
the Finance Committee. I myself am greatly puzzled. then 
followed the majority of the Finance Committee. Now Iam com- 
pelled to differ with the majority of the Finance Committee, and 
the Senator from Arkansas is not willing to have a few hours de- 
bate, but wants to force us into a vote to-night. He says the 
friends of the bill have no explanation to make. I think the Fi- 
nance Committee ought to make some explanation of the reasons. 
We were kept here from August until November, with no chance 
to visit the World’s Fair unless we abandoned our duties in the 
Senate, in order to remove the terrible inj to the country. that 
was inflicted by buying 4,500,000 ounces of silver a month. Now, 
forsooth, the country is to be saved and prosperity is to be restored 
by the unlimited coinage of silver. 

Now, I want to hear briefly from the Senator from Arkansas 
the reason why this position has been taken; and I certainly ho 
my good-natured friend, the chairman of the Committee on Fi- 
nance, who has presided over the committee on both occasions, 
when both reports have been made to the Senate, and who has 
been upon both sides of this question, will kindly tell us what he 
himself thinks. I do not understand it. 

Mr. WHITE. Will the Senator from Arkansas permit me? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Connecti- 
cut yield to the Senator from California? 

Mr. PLATT. I was quite willing—— 

Mr. WHITE. I was not aware that the Senator from Connecti- 
cut had the floor. I desired to make an observation. 

Mr. PLATT. I was quite poke I to P pp to any conference 
between Senators as to whether I should be permitted to finish 
my speech to-morrow rather than this evening. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. If the Senator from Connecticut 
will yield to me just one moment I will state that I have made a 
number of efforts to have an understanding as toatime for a vote 
on the bill. If the Senator from New Hampshire is sincere when 
he says that those who are opposing the passage of the bill have 
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no disposition to resort to dilatory tactics or to delay the passage 
of the bill, I propose to make another proposition. I ask unani- 
mous consent that the Senate shall take a vote on the bill to-mor- 
row afternoon at 3 o’clock. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Arkansas asks 
unanimous consent that the Senate take a vote on the bill at 3 
o'clock to-morrow. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I object, and I object for the reason I shall 
state, among others. I desire to supplement what has been stated 
by the Senator from New Hampshire [Mr. CHANDLER]. The bill 
as it was originally presented to the Senate by the Senator from 
Arkansas [Mr. JoNEs] contained nine sections, all of which were 
important in their bearing upon the financial situation of the 
country. When the bill comes back from the committee it is 
shorn of eight sections, and only one is presented for the action 
of the Senate. The eight sections which are stricken out included 
provisions for the sale of $500,000,000 of bonds, for the retirement 
of legal-tender notes, and various other propositions of that kind 
which were understood at the time to have the Executive approval. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Will the Senator from Rhode Island 
allow me? 

Mr. ALDRICH. I think the Senator from Arkansas is bound 
not only to explain the section which is presented here, but also to 
explain why there has been an abandonment of the other eight 
sections. Why is it that those eight sections which a large ma- 
jority of the Democratic majority at that time thought were nec- 
essary for the salvation of the country are not as necessary now 
as they were then? The Senator from Arkansas, as the Senator 
from New Hampshire has very well said, comes in here on a mat- 
ter of this importance and expects us to vote without any explan- 
ation on his part or the part of any friend of the bill as to what 
its purpose is. 

I have heard the Senators upon this side of the Chamber and 
the other side who are in favor of silver say they were not in 
favor of treating silver as a commodity and having it purchased 
as merchandise. Yet here we have a proposition to commit every 
silver man in this body to a proposition to purchase an unlimited 
amount of silver as a commodity and as merchandise; and not 
only that, but to base the price of it upon gold. If there ever was 
a proposition to maintain and continue the gold standard it is con- 
tained in the pending bill. 

Mr. STEWART. Does the fact that you charge a royalty make 
it merchandise? If it does, gold has been made a merchandise fre- 
quently, because there has been a royalty upon it. 

Mr. ALDRICH. The Sherman Act, so called, provided for the 
purchase of 4,500,000 ounces of silver per month at the market 
price. The oe bill provides for the purchase at the market 
price of all the silver offered. The only difference is—— 

Mr. STEWART. And its coinage. 

Mr. ALDRICH. The purchase: exactly so. I think when I 
have time to explain the bill I will convince even the Senator 
from Nevada that I am right and that this is simply a proposition 
for the unlimited purchase of silver and nothing else. 

Mr. WOLCOTT. Will the Senator from Arkansas permit me 
to ask the Senator from Rhode Island a question? If the Senator 
from Arkansas will consent to modify the bill so that it shall be 
an out-and-out unlimited coinage of silver measure, will the Sena- 
tor from Rhode Island then consent to vote upon it? 

Mr. ALDRICH. I will then consent to discuss that measure. 

Mr. WOLCOTT. Is there any measure which relates to the 
coinage of silver that the Senator from Rhode Island will not con- 
sent to discuss? 

Mr. ALDHICH. No, sir; I think not. I have never seen one. 

Mr. WOLCOTT. Is there any bill as to silver on which he will 
permit a vote? 

Mr. ALDRICH. I will permit a vote on it after proper discus- 
sion. So far as I am concerned, I will permit a vote on this meas- 
ure after roper discussion. 

Mr. WOLCOTT. I ask, with due deference to the Senator from 
Arkansas, what the Senator from Rhode Island considers proper 
discussion? 

Mr. ALDRICH. Discussion until every Senator who has views 
on the subject has had time to express them. 

Mr. WO TT. Is the Senator from Rhode Island aware of 
any Senator besides himself who has views to express on the sub- 


ject? 

Mr. ALDRICH. I tried to get a chance to speak upon the bill 
this afternoon, and I found seven Senators ahead of me upon the 
Vice-President’s list. 

Mr. WOLCOTT. The Senator from Rhode Island has been 
very industrious. ; 

r. JONES of Arkansas. The Senate can remain in session, I 
think, without difficulty until 10 o’clock this evening, which will 
be three hours and a half from this time. I ask the Senator from 
Rhode Island if he and the minority, those who are opposed to 
the bill, will consent to take a vote to-morrow at 4 o’clock. That 
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will allow five hours’ time for discussion to-morrow and three and 


a half hours to-night. It seems to me that would be full time for 
reasonable discussion. 


Mr. FRYE (toMr. Piatt). Consent to that, and then none of 
us will be obliged to stay here to-night to hear the discussion. 
Mr. PLATT. Ican not consent to that. [Laughter.] 


Mr. HALE. The Senator from Connecticut [Mr. PLattT] has 
thé floor. [Laughter. ] 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Then all I have to say is that the 
comments made by the Senator from New Hampshire and the 


Senator from Rhode Island distinctly show that the minority do 
not intend to have a test of strength in the Senate upon this ques- 
tion. That is all; and of course they will delay the bill as much 
as they choose to bring about that result. 

Mr. CHANDLER. [I have not said a single word to justify the 
remark of the Senator from Arkansas. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Connec- 
ticut yield to the Senator from New Hampshire? 

Mr. PLATT. No, Mr. President; I think I will go on. 

Mr. HILL. Will the Senator from Connecticut allow me a mo- 
ment on the mere question of speaking? I will state that I visited 
the Vice-President’s desk this afternoon to see whether there would 
be an opportunity for me to express my views upon the subject. 
I had desired to wait until to-morrow, if I could. I looked at the 
list and I found that a half dozen gentlemen had entered their 
names for speeches to be delivered this afternoon, among them 
both Senators from Colorado—— 

Mr. WOLCOTT. Oh, no. ba 

Mr. HILL. And other Senators; and I had a right reasonably 
to suppose that they would take the afternoon. I submit that in 
common fairness Senators who do not propose to speak ought not 
to go there and enter their names on the list and exclude others. 

Mr. WOLCOTT. If I may interrupt the Senator from New 
York, I will state that I have not the slightest intention of speak- 
ing at the present time and have had none. I suspect that my 
name was put on the list by the Senator from Rhode Island, per- 
haps, as one of the seven names hesaw. I assure the Senator from 
New York that I had not the slightest intention of speaking. 

Mr. HILL. The Senator from Rhode Island seems to be re- 
sponsible for everything. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I saw the Senator’s nameon the list the Vice- 
President had, I am free to state. I suppose the statement of the 
Senator from Arkansas that none of the friends of the bill would 
speak upon it probably precluded the Senator from Colorado from 
carrying out his idea. 

Mr. WOLCOTT. I had not the slightest disposition to speak 
at any time. 

Mr. HILL. Ihave no knowledge as to how the names got on 
the list. Iwas informed by the Vice-President that those gentle- 
men said they wished to speak, and they had the right of way, of 
course. I suggest that in the future Senators who have no idea 
of speaking ought not themselves to place their names on the list 
or allow their names to be put on thé list with their consent. 

Mr. WOLCOTT. May I ask the Senator from New York if he 
added his name to the list? 

Mr. HILL. I did not, because there are six or seven ahead 
upon the list. 

Mr. WOLCOTT. I think I can inform the Senator from New 
York as to how the names came upon the list. 

Mr. HILL. I do not know. 

Mr. WOLCOTT. They were put on the list with reference to 
discussion on the bond resolution, not having the slightest refer- 
ence to the bill brought in by the Senator from Arkansas. 

Mr. HALE. It is in the line of the pending bill. 

Mr. TELLER. I should like to say that I intended to speak 
very briefly wpon the bond-contract question, but I have never had 
any idea at all of discussing this question. 

Mr. HALE. It uses up the time. 

Mr. HILL. Was not the Senator’s name put down? 

Mr. TELLER. I supposed the Senator from Wisconsin would 
quit by 4 or 5 o’clock, and then I would take a few minutes. But 
as he did not. I concluded I would not discuss the question. 

Mr. WHITE. If the Senator will permit mesimply to make an 
inquiry, I desire to ask whether,in addition to the rules of the 
Senate, which are written or printed, there is also a common-law 
rule that it is necessary to put your name upon a list in order to 
obtain recognition? The obscurity prevailing in parliamentary 
interpretation here a to be intensified as we proceed. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair will state to the Sen- 
ator from California that there is no rule governing the matter. 
. Mr. a That is what I supposed with reference to all 

1e rules. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Connecticut 
will proceed. 

Mr. PLATT. Mr. President, it occurs to me that perhaps I am 
a little interested personally in the matter which there has been 
an effort to arrange in the Senate, and I wish to suggest to the 





Senator from Arkansas that he can hardly expect to bring a 
measure of this importance before the Senate and ask that the dis- 
cussion be sat out the first night. When the Senator comes to 
think of it I am sure he will feel that he is crowding not only the 
convenience but almost the rights of Senators who desire to be 
heard upon the bill. 

I suggested to friends yesterday that I should like to be heard 
on the bill to-day. I supposed I would have an opportunity by 
2 or 3 o’clock in the afternoon and that we should have time 
during the rest of the afternoon for discussion upon the bill, but 
the Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. Viias], and very properly, took 
¥ all the time from 1 o’clock until after 5 o'clock in the discussion 
of the matter. 

I suggest to the Senator from Arkansas that he had better let 
the Senate adjourn at a proper and reasonable time, which I think 
this is, and come here to-morrow and see what is the prospect of 
having a debate upon this bill, the most important measure, I ven- 
ture to say, which has been brought before either House of Con- 
gress this session, and then see if he can get an agreement to-mor- 
row. Ofcourse I am making a speech to-night under great diffi- 
culties. It is hard to remember what I was saying when the in- 
terruption occurred ahalf hour ago. But, struggling to resume 
the thread of thought, 1 believe I was saying that I had great hope 
of international bimetallism. 

Mr. ALLISON. I ask the Senator from Connecticut to yield 
to me for a moment before he begins the thread of which he speaks. 

Mr. PLATT. Certainly. 

Mr. ALLISON. This bill was taken up last evening at 6 o'clock. 
If any notice was given by the Senator from Arkansas [Mr. JonEs] 
that he would ask the Senate to remain here to-night until this 
bill was di of it escaped my attention. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I certainly gave it distinctly and 
clearly at the time the vote was taken. 

Mr. STEWART. He gave it then and this morning again. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. It is in the Recorp. 

Mr. ALLISON. Thiscertainly isan important bill that we have 
under consideration. It relates to a question that certainly inter- 
ests the people of the United States very greatly; although I agree 
that with the waning hours of this Congress it is important we 
should occupy every possible moment in the consideration of the 
questions we ought to consider before we adjourn. But it does 
seem to me that a question of this importance ought to have more 
time for its consideration than can be given to it to-night. If we 
are to have a vote by unanimous consent at any time we should 
have coupled with it some understanding as to how that time shall 
be occupied. I do not know that I will wish to engage at all in 
the debate. If I do, it will be but briefly. 

But I submit that when a Senator takes the floor and occupies 
two, three, or four hours in debate, whether he confines himself 
strictly to the question under consideration or deals with impor- 
tant collateral questions, it is scarcely fair to all the other Sena- 
tors that they shall be forced into a vote upon this important 
measure without at least one day of debate wherein an oppor- 
tunity will be given to Senators to discuss the question before us. 
As for myself, I have been compelled, as Senators know, for a day 
or two, perhaps for three days, to be almost wholly absent from 
this Chamber. 

I should like very much to have the Senator from Arkansas con- 
tinue this session, if he chooses to continue it, for some little time 
for debate, and then adjourn until 11 o’clock to-morrow. So far 
as Iam concerned, I shall be glad to stay here to-morrow if we 
can have a legitimate debate upon this question, in which all Sen- 
ators may have an opportunity of participating, and come to a 
vote at a reasonable time to-morrow. 

Mr. HARRIS. Will the Senator from Iowa designate a time? 

Mr. ALLISON. Iwillnot. Iwill not designate a time, because 
this is not the time to agree to fix an hour for the vote. Here isa 
question certainly as important as any question that has engaged 
the attention of the Senate at the present session. It is a question 
that engaged our attention two years ago for three months. This 
bill a as far reaching as that bill, and more so, as has been sug- 
gested. 

Therefore, I submit in all seriousness to the Senator from Ar- 
kansas having charge of this bill that he can not expect us now 
to agree to a time for a vote upon the bill, and such an agreement 
will not be made with my consent. After a fair opportunity be 
given for debate I will agree that a vote may be taken upon the 
bill, but I will not do it to-day. 

Mr. HARRIS. I should like toask the Senator from Iowa if he 
believes that anything any Senator on this floor may say in debate 
will change a single vote upon the pending question? 

Mr. ALLISON. I will answer that question by asking the 
Senator from Tennessee another. He represents here upon this 
floor one of the States of this Union—— 

Mr. HARRIS. Yes; in part. 

Mr. ALLISON. In part. Itmay be important to him or it may 
be unimportant to him to express on this floor the reasons which 
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. actuate him in casting his vote for this measure or against the 


measure. Here is a proposition that has never yet been debated 
in this Chamber until to-day, and I am told that it was debated to- 
day ina verylimited way. Whilst it may be that nothing the Sena- 
tor from Tennessee may say or nothing that I may say or omit to 
say will change a single vote, nevertheless we have a right as Sen- 
ators upon this floor to have at least a reasonable debate upon every 
important public question. That is my answer to the Senator. 
Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I wish to call the attention of the 
Senator from Iowa to the fact that there has been no disposition 
manifested on the part of the friends of this bill to prevent a fair 
and full debate. On the contrary, we have from the beginning 
offered to agree to any length of time that the opponents of the 
bill might suggest as being reasonable for full and complete de- 
bate. The fact that one of the opponents of the bill took the floor 
when the bill was taken up to-day and occupied the whole after- 
noon in discussing an irrelevant matter, a matter that had no re- 
lation to the bill, is certainly a thing we can not be held responsi- 
ble for. It seems to me that would be only a proof of what I sug- 
ested to-day might be the tactics of those who did not intend to 
ve a vote on the bill, simply because they were opposed to it 
and they did not propose to allow the majority to say what they 
see 


fit. 

Mr. HALE. Let me ask the Senator one question. There is 
not any disposition on this side to delay a vote unduly. There is 
not any doubt as to the result. The Senator and his associates 
have the power. They can pass this bill that is believed by very 
many Senators to be fraught with calamity. The Senator can not 
deny that it is a measure of almost supreme importance. Has he 
ever known in his service here any measure of commensurate im- 
portance to this where within one hour after it was put upon the 
Senate it began to be insisted that a time for voting should be 
named? I neverhave. That is not the process by which the Sen- 
ate does business. Senators reporting an important measure like 
this allow the debate to go on, and the debate does £ on some- 
times for days. Here it can not go on for many days, because 
—— are other questions coming up and the time of the session is 
snort. 

The Senator ought not, I think, at once to begin to insist that 
we shall fixa time. The Senator is safe and his bill is in the hands 
and the good sense of the Senate if he never got an agreement. 
On the tariff measure the Senator from Tennessee was constantly 
asking that the time be fixed. No time was fixed, but when the 
debate was ended the good sense of Senators in the minority as- 
serted itself, as it always does,and avote was taken. I have never 
known under the rules that are so much denounced any measure 
of public importance that did not in the end get a vote and the 
majority did not have its way and pass the bill. 

There is great feeling in the country about this bill; there is great 
alarm about it. Whether or not some of us participate in the ex- 
tent of that alarm I wil! not say, but there is great alarm about it; 
and the Senator ought not now at this short time, at this late hour, 
insist upon this side fixing atime. Let him take his chance, and 
when the debate is fairly over, as the Senator from Iowa says, he 
will get a vote. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Let me remind the Senator that 
when the bill was first proposed to be taken up the very first 
member of the Senate to suggest that on account of the shortness 
of the time we could not haps enter into a discussion of this 
kind was the Senator from Maine. 

Mr. HALE. Undoubtedly. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. The importance of disposing of the - 
propriation bills makes it a reason why we shall proceed promptly 
with whatever we have in hand. This question is not a new one. 
It has not been sprung within an hour. It has been discussed by 
everybody in the United States for the last twenty years. 

Mr. HALE. This bill is new. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Everybody here has his mind made 
up, and everybody now knows just how he will vote. 

Mr. HALE. My suggestion was made to the Senator in the 
hope that he would not emberrass the business of the Senate and 
would withdraw it. But the Senator I think will see that he will 
gain nothing at this late hour by insisting upon a prolonged ses- 
sion and imsisting upon anagreement. He will get a vote quicker 
if he does not insist upon it. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Will the Senator suggest any hour 
or any day between now and the 4th of March when we will take 
a vote? 

Mr. HALE. Does not the Senator know that if we shonld now 
agree upon a time when the vote should be taken the benches 
here would be vacant within three minutes? There would be no 
debate? 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Simply because everybody's mind is 
made up. 

Mr. HALE. There would be no attention given, and nobody 
would be here except at the time when the vote is taken. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. That would only show that there is 
no necessity for debate. 


Mr. HALE. Notin the slightest degree. There ought to be 
fair debate; there ought to be a questioning; there ought to be 
views interchanged, and the country ought to see—there is the 
point—that we do not prematurely agree upon a time. When the 
time has come, and it will not be very far distant, the Senator will 
get his vote. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I will agree to a vote atany hour to- 
morrow, and will agree that the whole time shall be occupied by 
the opponents of the bill between now and then, so far as I am 
concerned, and I believe that everybody on my side of the question 
will agree to that. 

Mr. ALLISON. I shall object to making any agreement to- 
night as to when the vote shall be taken. 

Mr. WHITE. Will the Senator from Arkansas yield to me for 
@ moment? 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Certainly. 

Mr. PLATT. I believe I have the floor. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Connecticut 
has the floor. 

Mr. WHITE. I wish to make an apologetic statement with 
reference to the Senator from Connecticut. Irosesometime ago. 
Seeing two or three Senators upon the floor, I mistook a gentle- 
man who had the floor for the one who was entitled toit and 
asked his permission to resign the floor. After wating a while I 
came in and found a similar condition, not noticing even the 
Senator from Connecticut in his seat; and I may be pardoned for 
supposing that he had not the floor when he was not even within 
the Chamber. That is not what I would like to say, but I do not 
wish to ern him. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Will the Senator from Connecticut permit 
me to say a single word in regard to the suggestion last made by 
the Senator from Arkansas? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Con- 
necticut yield to the Senator from Rhode Island? 4 

Mr. PLATT. Yes, sir. 

Mr. ALDRICH. The Senator from Arkansas says this is not a 
new question. I submit that the proposition made by the Senator 
from Arkansas is an entirely new one. In the wide range of im- 
agining of the Senator from Nevada [Mr. Stzwart] he never 
suggested any scheme like this. 

Mr. WHITE. I rise to a parliamentary inquiry. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I think the Senator from Arkansas is entitled 
to a patent on the scheme. 

.Mr. WHITE. Mr. President, I rise to a parliamentary inquiry. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from California 
will state his inquiry. 

Mr. WHITE. I desire to ascertain who is entitled to the floor. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Connecticut 
is entitled to the floor, and yielded to the Senator from Rhode 
Island. The Senator from Connecticut will proceed. 

Mr.PLATT. Mr. President, I trust I raay be permitted to pro- 
ceed; bunt before even | the thread of my argument I wish to 
say that the remark made by the Senator from Tennessee [Mr. 
HARRIs] struck my ears harshly. I do not think that Senator, if 
he was opposed to a bill and desired to be heard upon it, would 
relish a question on my part addressed to him or to the Senate as 
to whether debate was any use, as to whether every member of 
the Senate had not his mind made up. Mr. President, we might 
as well abolish all rules for debate if that is to be the way in 
which debate, and legitimate debate, is to be treated in the Senate. 

Mr. HARRIS. I hope the Senator from Connecticut will allow 
me to say that I certainly meant no discourtesy to him. There is 
no member in this body tc whom I would not sooner be guilty of 
a discourtesy than to him. But I did mean that after the fifteon 
or twenty years of discussion of every phase of this question there 
is nothing that he or I or anyone else can say that will change a 
vote on this floor. 

Mr. PLATT. When the dark shadow of this Administration 
shall have passed away from the Senate Chamber and the light of 
anew Administration shall have penetrated these walls it may be 
that the tariff question will come under discussion again. Ido 
not think the Senator from Tennessee will then relish anyone 
telling him from this side of the Senate Chamber that we all have 
ae minds made up and that nobody’s mind is to be changed by 

ebate. 

Mr. MANDERSON. The tariff has been debated fora hundred 
years. 

Mr. PLATT. It has been debated for a hundred years, and yet 
when it comes up it will be a proper subject for debate. It will 
be proper for Senators to express their opinions upon it, and if 
they fail to doso they will not be doing their duty to their State or 
their country. 

Mr. President, I have no desire to detain the Senate here this 
evening. I did hope to have the opportunity of expressing my 
views upon this bill without interruption in an earlier portion of 
the day, but I commenced to speak at a very unfortunate time, 
unfortunate for myself as weli as unfortunate for the Senate. 
Ordinarily when there was no such hot haste and no such coer; 
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cion attempted of the Senate as is attempted now, as a simple 
matter of courtesy I would have been permitted to continue my 
remarks in the morning. But I do not ask forany courtesy. We 
understand perfectly well that no courtesy is to be extended to 
Senators who do not believe that this bill is a good bill for the 
country. We donot propose to retaliate by endeavoring to defeat 
the bill by discussion or by taking the time of the Senate, but we 
do wish to have a fair opportunity to express our views in rela- 
tion to it. 

I can not understand the remarkable haste and the remarkable 
pressure which is evidenced from the other side of the Chamber 
in relation to the bill, especially in view of the fact that they 
know it can not become a law at this session of Congress. The 
trouble about it is just what I said before my remarks were inter- 
rupted. There is not a Senator in this Chamber who wants this 
bill to be passed into a law—not one. It is a playing for position 
on the part of Senators who bring this bill forward. It is to 
make a record by apparent sympathy with the further use of sil- 
ver when they do not believe that this is a proper or profitable 
use of silver in the country. 

Mr. President, if on the other side there was the slightest belief 
that this could be passed into law and the Senators who brought 
it forward desired that it should be enacted into law there would 
be a little more reason for pressure that there should be a vote 
without debate upon it. r submit that from the time this bill 
was taken up until I rose to try to express some views in opposi- 
tion to it there had been no debate whatever upon the bill. It 
may possibly be thought that I am not débating it, and yet I an- 
nounced that I would éndeavor to confine myself in the remarks 
which I might make to the bill. 

As I said,I am in favor of bimetallism, first international bi- 
metallism, which I believe that we have a fair opportunity to-se- 
cure now, and which I believe just such bills as this introduced 

’ into the Senate of the United States are more calculated to hinder 
than the efforts of those gentlemen whom the Senator from Ne- 
vada [Mr. STEw ArT] delights to call the gold combination. If we 
can not have international bimetallism, involving the fullest use 
of silver as money, I am for bimetallism in the sense that I am 
willing that silver shall be used in this country as money just so 
far as it is safe to do it without endangering bimetallism. I am 
not a monometallist. 

Mr. STEWART. I should like to inquire of the Senator from 
Connecticut what he means by a monometallist. 

Mr. PLATT. I decline to be interrupted. I ‘wish to be per- 
mitted to finish. 

Mr. STEWART. Good. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Connecticut 
declines to yield. 

Mr. PLATT. I amnotamonometallist. Iam nota gold mono- 
metallist nor a silver monometallist. The time was when the men 
who desired the unlimited coinage of silver said they did not wish 
to drive gold out of the country; that they did not wish to go to a 
single silver standard. I trust that they have not yet abandoned 
that position. I trust that the friends of silver, as they are 
calle, the men who wish the largest use of silver, have no desire 
to put this country on a silver basis. If they do now desire it they 
have within a few years changed fronts. What they used to tell 
us _ the discussion on this subject was that there was no danger 
of that. 

Mr. President, I am willing to go just as far in the direction of 
the use of silver as money in this country as it is safe to go, and 
beyond that I do not think I ought to be asked togo. I do not think 
the friends of silver ought to desire that I should gofurther. The 
trouble, the difficulty, the reason why we do not agree is that we 
can not agree as to the effect of the unlimited use of silver. 
have faith to believe that if the advocates of silver thought that 


single silver standard they would not desire unlimited silver coin- 
age. IfI believed that it would not put this country upon a silver 


basis, where silver should be the only standard money in use, I | 
There is the | 


would be in favor of the unlimited coinage of silver. 
difference between us. It is an honest difference. I am willing 
to go just as far in the use of silver as money as we can go with- 
out the immediate danger of putting this country upon a single 
silver standard and making it a country where silver is the only 
metal used for money. Now,I am not prepared to say how far 
we can go, but I am pretty sure we can not go to the extent of 
this bill. To my mind there is no surer inethod of reaching silver 
monometallism than the adoption of this bill. 

If the question of silver coinage, limited or unlimited, free or 
restricted, were a question of coinage merely, there would not be 
so much danger in it; but the old idea of coinage has all been 
eradicated from this question. Nobody wishes silver to be coined 
now a°:d the dollars taken away from the mint by the person who 
bring.; silver to the mint for coinage. 

It is the new invention of paper money issued upon the silver 
coined which accounts for all the desire for unlimited silver coin- 
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I | 
| ness man who was dissatisfied with his business, who began to 
this unlimited coinage would result in putting this country upon a 












age. t venture to say that no holder of silver bullion would, if 
this bill passed and he had not the opportunity of turning his silver 
dollar into certificates, bring one dollar of silver bullion to the 
Treasury to be coined into silver dollars under it. We have already 
used silver in this country as money beyond any possibility of the 
use of the actual silver coin asmoney. We have 331,000,000 silver 
dollars, if I am correct in my figures, which circulate by means of 
paper tokens or representatives. We have about $90,000,000 for 
which no silver certificates have been issued, say $30,000,000 of 
which are lying in the Treasury unused, and $60,000,000 of which 
are in actual circulation among the people. 

Now, Mr. President, that amount can not be greatly increased 
so far as actual circulation of silver is concerned. It may be 
increased somewhat, but our present use of silver is far beyond 
what the people would use if they had to use the silver dollar. So 
that all this contention for free coinage, all this contention for the 
unlimited coinage of silver, simply means that more paper money 
is to be issued by the Government. 

That leads me to say that I believe the vice of our whole finan- 
cial situation lies in our paper currency. I know that in saying 
this I shall not meet with the approval of a good many of my 
associates, but I regard it as one of the most unfortunate epochs 
in the history of the United States when under a supposed and 
a real necessity we departed from the ancient methods and prac- 
tices and customs of the Government to simply coin the metals, 
silver and gold, and resorted to a paper currency. No country 
ever did it, whether the paper was redeemable or irredeemable, 
that did not suffer for it in the end. 

When we resorted to the greenback I venture to say that there 
were not ten public men in the United States who claimed that 
it was a sound financial measure. The men who advocated it, 
the men who insisted upon it, resorted to it upon the plea of 
necessity only, savanarhalielen that it was unsound finance, prom- 
ising that when the war should be over and our great expenses 
arising from the war should no longer have to be met, green- 
backs would be retired from circulation, never for a moment ad- 
mitting or supposing that they could pass into our financial sys- 
tem; but they have been incorporated in our system. 

In addition to that amount of paper money, the greenbacks, we 
have about $480,000,000 of silver paper, speaking in round num- 
bers. We have in this country, then, about $875,.000.000 of paper 
money. That money is responsible for the growth of paternalism 
in this country. The people from coming to believe that it was 
not sound finance, that the only function of Government with 
regard to money was to coin gold and silver, placing the Govern- 
ment stamp upon the metal and delivering it to the person who 
should bring it to the mint, and regulating the value of it, have 
come now to believe that in some way or other it is the function 
of Government to furnish money to the p2ople, to believe that it 
is one of the functions of Government to make every man’s bus- 
iness as profitable as the man himself shall desire it to be. It is 
the inherent vice of Government paper money that the people 
look to the Government to furnish them with money and to reg- 
ulate the money of the Government so that they can be prosperous 
in their business. 

The sentiment first began to appear, Mr. President, when we 
had the greenbacks only in circulation. Then there came to be 
an idea that if there happened to be a little squeeze of the money 
market in New York the Treasury must relieve it by the manipu- 
lation of its paper money. It was the speculators of Wall street 
who first conceived the idea that it was the duty of the Govern- 
ment, by the regulation and management of its paper money. to 
make good times in Wall street. Then, as time went on, the sil- 
ver certificates were issued and another class of people caught 
up the idea of the Wall street speculators. The banker, the busi- 


feel the pinchings of his exhausted credit, thought that the Govern- 
ment must do something with the money in its Treasury to relieve 
the times, to restore confidence, to rehabilitate business. The fe- 
ver spread from the speculator to the banker, from the banker to 
the business man, and then to the general community engaged 
in mercantile or business transactions. The moment there came 


| to be a pressure the idea was boldly put forth that the Govern 
| ment was responsible by its money transactions, by its regulation 
| of money in its Treasury, for all the conditions of business—for 
| all distress. 


It spread still further, till the farmer on his farm, conceiving 
the idea that the Government, through its manipulation of it 
paper money, had been favoring the Wall street spéculator, the 
Sosker, the merchant, and the whole class of people engaged in 
other business than that of production, conceived the idea that it 
was the duty of the Government to help him with its paper money. 
The farmers wanted it issued on real estate, or they wanted that 
money should have no security behind it, and the cry went up, 
** Why should not the Government furnish us with money and help 
us out in our distress just as much as it helps the speculators in 
Wall street or the bankers of the East?” 
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_ So, Mr. President, the whole country has become demoralized 
with this idea that the Government may properly and wisely issue 
paper money, and regulate not alone the value of money, but the 
value and conduct of all business throughout the country thereby. 
There never was a more fatal governmental heresy than that 
national benefit is to be derived from issues of governmental 
paper. There is not another solvent nation in the world which 
does it, or which would think of doing it. Perhaps that state- 
ment is a little too broad. Canada, I think, has a few millions of 
paper money which it assumed upon the consolidation of the dif- 

erent provinces into one government. Itis possible that in Ger- 
many there is a little paper outstanding, which the consolidated 
German Government assumed when it took in its provinces; but 
any nation that issues its promise to pay as money has embarked 
on a road where it is almost impossible to turn about, the end of 
which is in disaster and financial distress and ruin. 

My greatest objection to the use of silver is in the issuing of 
paper money upon it. There is where the danger lies, Mr. Presi- 
dent. We can maintain at a Pes with gold coin all the silver 
coin at a ratio of 16 to 1 which the people will use as coin, but I 
firmly believe that we can not maintain at a parity with gold all 
the silver upon which we can issue paper money in this country. 
Why? I do not stop to discuss the old theory of the intrinsic 
value of money: but one thing is true, and that is that if there 
are two kinds of money the bullion value of which differs mate- 
rially the cheaper kind will drive out the more valuable kind if 
it becomes sufficiently redundant. That is denied by no qne. If 
we continue the purchase of silver, the bullion of which has only 
a gold value of 50 cents to the dollar, and continue putting out 
paper upon it without limitation, we shall finally arrive at that 
point where the cheaper money will drive out the more valuable 
money and where gold will go toa premium. I do not say when 
that point will be reached; but that it will be eventually reached, 
if this process goes on, I can not doubt. 

Mr. PEFFER. If the Senator insists upon maintaining the 
Gresham law, how can he reconcile that with his declaration that 
he is a bimetallist? In other words, how can we establish bimetal- 
lism if one of the metals only can be with us at a time? 

Mr. PLATT. The Gresham law does not. say any such thing, 
Mr. President. 

Mr. PEFFER. I understood the Senator was arguing that the 
cheaper metal would drive out the dearer metal. 

Mr. PLATT. It will if the cheaper metal becomes too redun- 
dant. To that every financier agrees. You can use two metals of 
different bullion value together toa certain extent. If the United 
States Government should stamp 412} grains of copper as a dol- 
lar, receive it for Government dues, make it a le tender, and 
put no more of it in circulation than was fairly required for the 
payment of Government dues, and to meet perhaps the views of 
some few people who believe that the stamp of the Government 
is all that is needed, it could carry copper dollars of 412} grains 
to a certain extent just as well as it can silver dollars of 412} 
grains when the bullion in the dollar is only worth half as much 
as the gold dollar. Butif you kept that process up, and issued 
those copper dollars until they were vastly in excess of what was 
required to be used for the ey ore of the Government dues, and 
in excess of the amount used i who believed that the Gov- 
ernment stamp will carry anything as a dollar, when the amount 
exceeded those requirements, then those dollars would become 
valuable only as copper. So, if by this system of issuing paper 
upon silver you get into circulation more silver than is required 
for the use of payments to be made to the Government, and up 
to a point where a majority believe that there is too much of it, 
then = silver which the paper represents will be valuable as sil- 
ver only. 

I may be old fashioned, Mr. President, in these ideas, but they 
were learned in my youth, and I have not been able, with all the 
attention which I have given to this subject, to divest myself of 
them. You can use two metals together where the bullion value 
differs, but if you use the cheaper metal too long and to too Great 
an extent, then the money coined from the cheaper metal will be- 
come valuable only as metal. 

Mr. QUAY. Will the Senator yield to an interruption? 

Mr. PLATT. Notnow. Let me go on. 

Mr. QUAY. If the Senatordeclines to yield to an interruption, 
of course I shall not interfere with him. 

Mr. PLATT. Mr. President, the trouble is that the Govern- 
ment has gone into the banking business, and no financial meas- 
ure which does not look to the retirement of the Government from 
the banking business is going to be of ae temporary 
avail. When we settle thisquestion, we must settle it upon sound 
financial principles. Thatis ourtrouble now. With $875,000,000 
of paper money out, $346,000,000 of which is directly redeemable, 
if not by law, our custom, in gold, and $155,000,000 more of what 
are called the Sherman purchase-act notes which have also been 
treated as being redeemable in gold, we have in round numbers 
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nearly $500,000,000 of paper money to be redeemed in gold, and 
in addition to that are the national-bank notes, which may come 
in for gold redemption. I do not speak of that, however, because 
1 am speaking of the absolute Government paper money. What 
does that involve, Mr. President? It involves our keeping a fund 
of gold in the United States Treasury all the while lying idle, 
until demand may be made upon the Treasury for redemption. It 
involves our keeping sufficient gold there so that everybody will 
be satisfied that there can be redemption under all circumstances. 

We have by law put it out of our power to get a dollar of gold 
into the Treasury except by borrowing it. Then comes the neces- 
sity of meeting a demand for gold in our foreign payments, and 
so the gold is gradually or rapidly depleted from the Treasury, 
when we fill it up, as it were, with a sufficient reserve fund. 
This thing is to go on forever. So long as our present system of 
paper money continues there is no relief from it. 

This rare law would simply add to the difficulty. Wehave 
demands upon us for gold, and we shall have so long as we trade 
with any foreign country which uses gold. It is unavoidable. 

People think very often when we reckon up what is called the 
balance of trade, of merchandise trade, and find that we have sold 
so many goods abroad and we have bought so many goods from 
abroad, that we have struck the balance of trade, and that if it 
comes to ten, fifteen, twenty, or fifty million dollars in a year that 
that is all the demand there is upon this country for gold. That 
is a very great mistake. What is called the balance of trade, 
meaning merchandise trade, is ordinarily the factor of least im- 
portance in the question of the foreign demand for gold. All that 
our people abroad spend in foreign lands goes abroad as gold; all 
that we owe as interest upon our Government bonds and the gold 
securities which are held abroad has to go in gold; all that we pay 
in freights carried in foreign bottoms has to be paid in gold. The 
balance of securities which may be sold in this country by foreign- 
ers over and above the securities which are purchased in this coun- 
try by foreigners has to be paid in gold. All these are uncertain 

uantities, but they continually help to deplete the Government 
Drensery of gold. 

If it were not for this oe gd money no gold could be taken from 
the Treasury of the United States. The outgo of gold from the 
United States Treasury to a foreign country is possible only as a 
result of this system of paper money, which has been so unfor- 
tunately fastened upon the country. Then we have to resort to 
borrowing. We think that gold redemption must be maintained. 
The most extreme silver advocates, I think, will agree that it is 
for the interests of the country that gold redemption should be 
maintained, that we should not, by a failure to maintain gold re- 
demption, be thrust upon a silver basis. So, Mr. President, the 
drain goes on; and when there is a large drain of gold to foreign 
countries, the timid people in our own country begin to be fright- 
ened and they — to draw gold from the Treasury by present- 
ing paper money for redemption. 

If we had not departed from the old system of coining gold and 
silver for the persons who brought it to the mint and in paying 
our own obligations in coin, or in the checks and bills of exchange 
which make up so large a proportion of the payments of this cbun- 
try, we should have notrouble. All this idea that the people have 
a right to depend upon the Government through its money trans- 
actions and its issue of paper money to regulate their affairs to 
their liking, would not be present, and this paternalism, socialism, 
and populism, latent or rampant, would never have got such a 
foothold in this country if it had not been encouraged by the 
false financial system of paper money which we have inaugurated. 

I know that in the minds of a great many people I am talking 
financial heresy. I remember when I first came into the Senate 
&@ message was received from the President in favor of the con- 
tinued retirement of greenbacks, and I saw the remarkable spec- 
tacle of the Secretary of the Treasury recommending that there 
should be no further retirement of greenbacks. 

The difficulty with this question is to get rid of our paper money 
without disturbing the financial condition of the country. That 
is a serious question. It requires the attention and study of the 
best, the most careful, and most thoughtful financiers; but that 
we ought to do it in such a way and as 0 ow as possible, with- 
out disturbing the financial conditions and dealing a serious blow 
to business, I have not the least doubt, Mr. President. 

This road of Government paper issues, as I remarked awhile 
ago, can lead only to disaster in the end, and the worst feature 
about this bill is that it goes on adding, adding, forever adding, 
to the volume of our paper money. 

Something was said within a day or two past in the Senate 
about paying off the bonds in silver, as if that were practicable. 
I think, in a rough calculation which I made while on my feet, 
that I said that 100,000 silver dollars would weigh about 3 tons. I 
do not think I was far out of the way. A million silver dollars 
would weigh 30 tons. Now, suppose—and it is not an unusual 
supposition at all—that a man in some institution has a million 
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dollars in bonds coming due to be paid. Who supposes that they 
could ever be paid at the Government Treasury or at the sub- 
treasury by the passing over of 30 tons of silver? 

Mr. COCKRELL. Are they ever paid by passing the actual 
gold over? 

Mr. WOLCOTT. What is the weight of the gold? 

Mr. PLATT. The weight of the gold is one-sixteenth as much 
as that of the silver, I think. 

Mr. TELLER. No; that is the value. 
in proportion. 

Mr. PLATT. 
be more or less, we have the s 
coming by every ship from 
by every ship to Europe. 

I agree that neither gold nor silver are to be used fully in the 
payment of debts and of bonds; that the method and practice of 
paying by bills of exchange, checks, and drafts meets generally 
the requirements of business. 

Mr. President, if I had not been interrupted I should have been 
able to state the views which I have upon this subject in very 
much less time. Iam willing, I es to go as far as I believe 
it will be safe to go in the use of silver, and I believe it is safe to 
continue its use until it is made certain or probable that we are 
going upon a basis of silver alone, and I believe that we have 
more trouble to-day and thereis more fear of future trouble from 
our paper money than from any coinage of silver which could 
possibly be utilized in this country in any other form except by 
the use of paper money. 

How much bullion would this bring to the mint? No one 
knows. It might bring the entire American product not required 
for use in the arts; it might even bring the foreign product if 
there was a surplus not needed for use in foreign countries; but 
to what extent it would bring bullion to the mint I can not fore- 
see, nor can anyone; but the possibilities are that it may increase 
our silver paper currency even at the rate of $50,000,000 a year. 

We can not afford to trifle with such possibilities. If the bill 
were enacted into law and the silver certificates issued in pur- 
suance of it which might be issued upon the silver bullion that 
might be brought to the mints, I have no doubt that in a short 
time it would drive gold to a premium and put the country upon 
a purely and exclusively silver basis. 

Tt we are to have a greater use of silver there are a great man 
better ways in which it can be done than is proposed by the pend- 
ing bill. [am not wise enough nor is there time enough for me 
to outline such methods here this evening at this late hour. But 
of all the foolish, illogical, impracticable methods for the use of 
silver none has ever surpassed or equaled the measure which is 
being pressed by the Senator from Arkansas as the deliberate 
judgment of the majority of the Finance Committee of the Senate. 

Mr. QUAY (at 7 o’clock and 47 minutes p.m.). Isuggest the 
absence of a saree Mr. President. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. TheSenator from Pennsylvania 
suggests the absence of aquorum. The Secretary will call the 
roll. 

The Secretary called the roll; and the following Senators an- 
swered to their names: 


The weight is greater 


I am not able to state what it is; but whether it 
tacle now before our eyes of gold 
urope, and a little while ago going 


Allen, Daniel, Jones of Ark. Power, 
Allison, Davis, Fyh. Pugh, 
te, Dubois, Lindsay, uay, 
Berry, Faulkner, McLaurin, oach, 
Burrows, Frye, McPherson, Squire, 
Butler, Gallinger, Manderson, Stewart, 
Caffery, George, Mantle, Teller, 
Camden, Gibson, Martin, Vest, 
Carey, Gordon, Morgan, Walsh, 
Chandler, Hale, Peffer, White, 
Clark, Harris, Perkins, Wolcott. 
Cockrell, Hunton, Pettigrew, 
Coke, Irby, Platt, 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. Fifty Senators have answered 
to their names. A quorum is present. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I move that the Senate proceed to the consid- 
eration of executive business. I am in hopes that if that is done 
we will be able to dispose of this question. 

Mr. VEST. Will the Senator from Rhode Island allow me to 
make a report? 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I ask for the yeas and nays on the 
motion to proceed to the consideration of executive business. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I am willing to yield to the Senator from Mis- 
souri. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Rhode Island 
pemmeneealy withdraws the motion, and yields to the Senator from 

issouri, 


REGULATIONS TO PREVENT COLLISIONS AT SEA. 
Mr. VEST. I am directed by the Committee on Commerce to 


report a bill, and I ask for its present consideration. 
e bill (S. 2783) to postpone the enforcement of the act of Au- 


gust 19, 1890, entitled ‘‘An act to adopt regulations for preventing 
collisions at sea;” was read the first time by its title and the second 
time at length, as follows: 

Whereas the President,in accord with the proposition of Great Britain 
to enforce on March 1, 1895, the revised international regulations for prevent- 
ing collisions at sea, and on the representations of that Government that 
those regulations had received the general approval of the several foreign 
maritime powers, pursuant to section 3 of the act of August 19, 1890, entitled 
** An act to adopt regulations for preventing collisions at sea,” issued on July 
13, 1894, his proclamation fixing March 1, 1895, as the time when the provisions 
of said act, as amended, embodying said revised international regulations 
shall take effect; and 

_ Whereas the Government of Great Britain has withdrawn from the posi- 
tion, communicated to this Government on April 25, 1894, that no time should 
be lost in carrying those regulations into effect, and on January 16, 1895, an- 
nounced to this Government that the Government of Great Britain now 
finds it impossible until Pariiament has been consulted to fix a date for 
bringing the regulations into force, and earnestly requests this Government 
be — to a temporary postponement of the enforcement of said regula- 

1ons; an 

Whereas it is desirable that the revised international regulations for pre- 
venting collisions at sea shall be put into force simultaneously by the mari- 
time powers: Therefore, ; 

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Representatives of the United States 
of Americain et a assembled, That said act of March 19, 1890, take effect 
not on March 1, 1 but at a subsequent time, to be fixed by the President by 
proclamation issued for that purpose. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. 
consideration of the bill? 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. 

Mr. FRYE. Mr. President, in this matter Great Britain has 
pursued her usual entirely selfish course. She has disregarded 
entirely every nation but herself. A maritime congress assem- 
bled in Washington in 1889 at the suggestion of Great Britain. 
Her delegates appeared, and they were the chief instruments in 
procuring from that congress the rules of the sea which have be- 
come a law by the proclamation of the President of the United 
States. Very early the British minister called upon the President 
of the United States and requested him to issue a proclamation 
and make the regulations a law. He says: 

In this form the regulations have received the general approval of the sev- 
eral foreign maritime powers, and Her Majesty’s Government consider that 
no time should now be lost in taking steps to carry them into effect, and 
they now propose, after careful consideration, to enforce the regulations 
shown in the inclosed paper on and from the Ist of March, 1895. 

Having regard to the paramount importance of securing international 
agreement with regard to these regulations, I am instructed to express a 
hope that the same course will be adopted as that determined on by Her 
Majesty's Government, in order that the rules may become law in both coun- 
tries on the same day. 

The President of the United States issued his proclamation at 
the request of Great Britain, and the regulations were to become 
effective on the lstdayof March. Then, after the proclamation had 
been issued, Great Britain notified the President of the United States 
that she did not desire those laws to go into force; that she desired 
further time for consideration. That of course compelled France, 
who had agreed to the propositions and had published her proclama- 
tion, to withdraw, because, as a matter of course, in a law of the 
sea where both nations occupy to such an enormous extent the 
British Channel, France could not agree to regulations unless 
they were also agreed to by Great Britain. Great Britain com- 
pelled Belgium to withdraw. The result is that we are compelled 
to-day, simply on account of Great Britain’s utter disregard of 
everybody in the world but herself, to enact this measure into iaw 
to save human life. If no human life were in danger I for one 
never would consent to any such performance. 

Mr. WHITE. Mr. President, I desire to add to the remarks of 
the Senator from Maine [Mr. FRYE], in which I fully concur, the 
statement that in the Washington conference of 1889 there were 28 
nations represented. Those 28 nations in 1894 owned a total ton- 
nage of more than 24,000,000 tons, while the nations not repre- 
sented owned only 127,000 tons. When the President issued his 
proclamation in July, 1894, enforcing the rules on March 1, 1895, 
the assent of the United States, Great Britain, and France carried 
with it 16,230,000 tons, or two-thirds of the tonnage of the world. 
There was a further assurance by Great Britain that the approval 
of several foreign maritime powers would be procured. 

I might add that in April we were informed by Great Britain 
that it was desired that the rules should be put into effect upon 
March 1 of the present year. We were never notified to the con- 
trary until a very late date. Yet it appears from correspondence 
contained in the document referred to by the Senator from Maine 
that the Government of Belgium had been apprised in 1894 by the 
British Government that the rules referred to would not go into 
effect upon March 1, 1895, thus disclosing that although Great 
Britain had informed us in 1894 that she would acquiesce, and 
even suggested the adoption of these rules, to go into effect on the 
ist of March, 1895, nevertheless she had apprised her representa- 
tives in Belgium that they would not go into effect upon that 
date. 

Mr. President, I agree with the Senator from Maine that if it 
were simply a matter of diplomatic controversy I should be op- 


Is there objection to the present 
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posed to acceding to any such request, or rather to the circum- 
stances created by the English refusal to agree to those rules. 
But lifeand property being involved, it passing unchallenged that 
Great Britain possesses such control of the sea, there is nothing 
left for us but to pass the bill and place within the proper juris- 
diction the power to put the rules in force, which, if the great 
maritime powers of the world, and especially Great Britain, had 
acted in good faith, would without controversy be the dominating 
rule of conduct on the seas upon the ist of March. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Is the consideration of this bill open 
to objection? I did not understand that there was to be any de- 
bate upon it at the time it was taken up. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair understands that the 
bill is before the Senate by unanimous consent. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I would not have consented to its 
consideration if I had known that it was to be debated. I did 
not understand it. 

Mr.CHANDLER. Ithink the bill will take but a few minutes. 

Mr. STEWART. If there is going to be any more debate I will 
object to its further consideration. 

Mr. CHANDLER. [had observed from time to time the pro- 
ceedings by means of which, as aresult of international confer- 
ence, the new rules of the sea have come to be embodied in an in- 
ternational code. It has taken,I think, several years from the 
time of the first conference. 

Mr. WHITE. Since 1889. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Since 1889, when the movement originated. 
I had supposed that the thing was au fait accompli. I had sup- 
posed that there was no mors possibility of delay. Iam very much 
surprised at the condition of affairs which has led to the proposi- 
tion to repeal the code which we so lately enacted. I rose, there- 
fore, for the purpose of asking some one of the Senators who are 
familiar with this subject whether the objections of Great Britain 
were specific to parts of the code or whether their objections are 
general to the whole of it. What is the specific trouble? Is it 
likely to be obviated; and, if so, how soon? 

Mr. FRYE. Great Britain says that it is desirable that these 
rules shall be submitted to the Parliament; that is, they will be 
submitted and there considered before a great while; and the 
probabilities are that no longer than six months’ delay will be re- 
quired. But Great Britain will pursue her own course, utterly 
regardless of us, of course. 

Mr. CHANDLER. She specifies no particular objection to the 
rules? 

Mr. WHITE. With the permission of the Senator,I desire to 
state that on February 14, 1895, Mr. Gibson Bowles, Conservative 
member of Parliament, made a motion in the House of Commons 
hostile to the new rules adopted here at the conference, and Pro- 
fessor Bryce, president of the board of trade, said that as most 
other countries had agreed to these rules it was not desirable to 
reopen the subject. Nevertheless he was willing that a special 
committee be appointed to inquire into the objections to the de- 
cision of the conference. Mr. Bowles eventually withdrew his 
motion. The matter is pending now,owing to the dispute in 
England as to whether she should or should not acquiesce. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

The preamble was agreed to. 


Cc. F, LYNCH. 


Mr. CAMDEN, from the Committee to Andit and Control the 
Contingent Expenses of the Senate, reported the resolution sub- 
mitted by himself on the 22d ultimo, to pay C. F. Lynch the dif- 
ference between the amount of compensation received by him as 
an employee of the Government on the riding page roll of the Sen- 
ate and the salary of a messenger, intended to be proposed as an 
amendment to the general deficiency appropriation bill, and moved 
that it be referred to the Committee on Appropriations and that 
it be printed; which was agreed to. 


COINAGE OF SILVER. 


The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the consid- 
eration of the bill (S. 2642) providing for the issue of bonds, the 
coinage of silver, and for other purposes. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I renew my motion. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Rhode Island 
moves that the Senate preceed to the consideration of executive 
business. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I hope that motion will be voted 
down, and Lcall for the yeas and nays. 

Mr. GORDON. Mr. ident—— 

Mr. ALDRICH. I am willing to yield to the Senator from 
Georgia. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I object to any other business being 
injected into this debate. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Rhode Island 


moves that the Senate proceed to the consideration of executive 
business, on which the Senator from Arkansas demands the yeas 
and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered; and the Secretary proceeded to 
call the roll. 

Mr. DUBOIS (when his name was called). I announce the pair 
of my colleague [Mr. SHoup] with the junior Senator from New 
Jersey [Mr. SmirH]. If my colleague were here he would yote 
“nay.” I vote “nay.” 

Mr. GALLINGER (when his name was called). I announce 
my pair with the junior Senator from Texas [Mr. Mri1s]}. 

Mr. GORDON (when his name was called). Iam paired with 
the junior Senator from Iowa [Mr. W11son]. 

Mr. HARRIS (when his name was called). Iam paired with 
the Senator from Vermont [Mr. Morrt.1}, but I transfer that 
pair to the Senator from Indiana [Mr. Voorners]. I vote “nay.” 

Mr. GALLINGER (when Mr. Haw.ry’s name was called). 
The Senator from Connecticut [Mr. HawLey] and the Senator 
from Florida [Mr. Pasco] are both temporarily absent from the 
Chamber, and I was asked to announce the fact that they stand 
paired on this question. 

_ Mr. HILL (when his name was called). Iam paired with the 
junior Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. Lop@r}. 

Mr. McLAURIN (when his name was called). I am paired 
with the junior Senator from Rhode Island [Mr. Drxon], but I 
have reserved the right to vote to make aquorum. I vote *‘ nay.” 

Mr. GALLINGER (when Mr. Prircuarp’s name wascalled). I 
was requested to announce that the junior Senator from North 
Carolina [Mr. PritcHaRD] is unavoidably absent from the city, 
and is paired with the junior Senator from Massachusetts { Mr. 
Lopar} on all = tions relating to this subject. 

Mr. ALDRICH. The Senator from South Dakota [Mr. Ky.e] 
has voted. I understood that the Senator from Ohio [Mr. SHer- 
MAN] was paired with him. When the Senator from Ohio went 
away he left word with me to that effect. 

Mr. PUGH (when his name was called). I am paired with the 
Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. cone 

Mr. ROACH (when his name was called). I am paired with 
the Senator from Maryland [Mr. Gorman], and withhold my vote. 

Mr. VEST (when his name was called). I am paired with the 
Senator from Minnesota [Mr. WasHBURN]. 

The roll call was concluded. 

: . Lam paired with the Senator from Connecticut 
[Mr. Haw ry]. In his absence I withhold my vote. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. Iask if thesenior Senator from Nebraska 
[Mr. ManprErson] has voted? : 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The senior Senator from Ne- 
braska has not voted. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. I withhold my vote for the present. Were 
the senior Senator from Nebraska present I should vote “ nay.” 

Mr. COKE (after having voted in the negative). Iam paired 
with the Senator from Oregon [Mr. DoLpPH]. ‘I therefore with- 
draw my vote. 

Mr. TELLER. I desire to announce that the senior Senator 
from Oregon [Mr. MITCHELL] is paired with the senior Senator 
from Wisconsin [Mr. Vi.as}. 

Mr. BUTLER (after having voted in the negative). Iam paired 
with the Senator from Delaware [Mr. Gray], and therefore with- 
draw my vote. 

. Mr. DAVIS. Iam paired with the Senator from Indiana [Mr. 

URPIE]. 

Mr. HANSBROUGH (after having voted in the negative). I 
am paired with the junior Senator from Illinois [Mr. PALMER]. 
I voted inadvertently, and therefore withdraw my vote. 

Mr. KYLE (after having voted in the negative). Upon this 
question I am paired with the senior Senator from Ohio [Mr. 
SHERMAN]. I voted inadvertently, and therefore wish ‘to with- 
draw my vote. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. I suggest that the Senator from Minne- 
sota [Mr. Davis] and myself exchange our pairs, so as to enable 
us to vote. 

Mr. DAVIS. Very well. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. I vote “nay.” 

Mr. DAVIS. I vote ‘‘ yea.” 

Mr. BURROWS. I desire to announce that my colleague [Mr. 
McMILian] is paired with the Senator from Louisiana br 
BLANCHARD]. 

Mr. HARRIS. I desire to ask if the Senator who made the mo- 
tion is recorded as voting? 

hs ALDRICH. Is debate in order in the course of the roll 
call? 

Mr. HARRIS. Iam asking a question. I wanted to knowif 
the Senator who made the motion bad voted upon it. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I object to debate. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair does not consider that 
a parliamentary inquiry to the Chair. 

r. GALLI GER. Regular order. 
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The result was announced—yeas 6, nays 29; as follows: Mr. VEST (when his name was called). Iam paired with the 
Senator from Minnesota [Mr. WasHeurn]; but I have a right to 





Tears. vote to make a quorum. I vote “‘ nay.” 
ee Javis. indsay ‘Pherson. = 7 : ae 
aaeres noe es - The roll call was concluded. 
, NAYS—29 _ Mr. GALLINGER. _[ desire to announce that on this vote the 
ll Faulkne ? Martin Teller junior Senator from North Carolina [Mr. PrircHarp] is paired 
Ng Soeete. " ene Walsh, with the Senator from Wisconsin {Mr. MircHe.t | 
Berry, Harris, Pefter, White, Mr. BLANCHARD. Iam paired with the senior Senator from 
Blackburn, Henton, nine, ba ag Wash. Michigan [Mr. McMILLAN], but inasmuch as a quorum has not 
= a —-r voted, having reserved the right to vote in that case, I vote ‘‘ nay.” 
Daniel, McLaurin, Squire, Mr. BURROWS. Iam paired with the junior Senator from 
Dubois, Mantle, Stewart, Maryland _— Gipson] and I did not vote. 
NOT VOTING—353. The result was announced—yeas 7, nays 31; as follows: 
Aldrich, Gotingm, euiine. panes, YEaAS—7. 
Allison, tibson, anderson oach, = fiat 3 2 ie 
Blanchard, Gordon, Mills, : Sherman, aa [inioes, Pelmer, Quay. 
Brice, Gorman, Mitchell of Oreg. Shoup, arey, cr herson, att, 
Burrows, Gray, a of Wis. ao NAYS—31. 
Butler, Hale, orrill, urpie, / + arti ie” 
Call, Hansbrough, Murphy, Vest, a. panel, i ren Tee t 
Cameron, Hawley, Palmer, Vilas, ieee acm ~~ r, Por — 
Chandler, Higgins, Pasco, Voorhees, Black} i F Sate Perkins Watsh 
Cockrell, Hilt Platt, Washburn, Blas oon ; SnSsorougs, P, ome, wo 
Coke, Hoar, Pritchard, Wilson of Iowa. a _ — Wilson of Wash 
ee a of Nev. — Clark, * Jones of Ark. Roach, Wolcott. 
Dolph, isaee Quay. Cockrell, McLaurin, Squire, 
fans NOT VOTING—w0. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. A quorum not having voted, the | ,13,; ch, Dubois, aaa satin Pritchard 
Secretary will call the roll. P Allison, Frye. Kyle, Sensber. 
The Secretary called the roll, and the following Senators an- | Brice, Gallinger, Lodge, Ransom, 
rered to their names: Burrows, Gibson, Me Millan, Sherman, 
BW , . me Caffery, Gordon, Manderson, Shoup, 
Aldrich, Coke, Irby, Platt, Call, Gorman, Mantle, Smith, 
Allen, Daniel, Jones of Ark. Power, Cameron, Gray, Mills, : Turpie, 
Bate, Davis. Kyle. Pugh, Chandler, Hale, Mitchell of Oreg. Vilas, 
Berry Dixon Lindsay, uay, Coke, Hawley, Mitchell of Wis. Voorhees, 
Blackburn Faulkner McLaurin oach, Cullom, Higgins, Morrill, Washburn. 
Blanchard, Frye, : McPhersc n, Squire, Davis, Hill, Murphy, Wilson of Iowa. 
Burrows, Gallinger, Martin, Stewart, Dixon, Hoar, Pasco, 
Butler, George, Morgan, Teller, Dolph, Hunton, Power, 
Caffery, Gordon, Palmer, Vest, The PRESIDING OFFICER. No quorum having voted, the 
Camden Hansbrough Pasco, - Walsh, a .: ; " 
Carey, ' Harris ; Peffer White Secretary will call the roll. 
Chandler, Higgins, Perkins, Wilson of Wash. The Secretary called the roll, and the following Senators an- 
Clark, Hunton, Pettigrew, Wolcott. swered to their names: 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. Fifty-two Senators having an- Apt, Pentel. Kyle, Pugh, 
swered to their names, a quorum is present. The question re- | p,¢." Dixon. MeLausin, ne 
curs on the motion of the Senator from Rhode Island [Mr. AL- | Berry, Faulkner, Martin, Stewart, 
DRICH], that the Senate proceed to the consideration of executive ee PAL” a am, =e. 
: . rons ¢ av avi vr . anchard, allinger, -almer, est, 
business. The yeas and nays having been ordered, the Secretary | porrows. Geares, Saat. Walsh, 
will call the roll. Butler, Gibson, Peffer, White, 
The Secretary proceeded to call the roll. Camden, Gordon, Perkins, : Wilson of Wash 
Mr. BUTLER (when his name was called). In order to make aaa arene, tag ow, olcott 
a quorum I reserved the right to vote. I will vote as the Senator | Cockrell, Higgins, Power. 
from Delaware [Mr. GRAY], with whom I am paired, would vote. | Coke, Jones of Ark. Proctor, 
I vote ‘* yea.” The PRESIDING OFFICER. Forty-nine Senators having an- 


Mr. HILL (when Mr. CAFFERY’s name wascalled). The Sena- 
tor from Louisiana [Mr. CAFFERY] is not feeling well and was 
obliged to leave the Chamber. 

Mr. COKE (when his name was called). Iam paired with the 
Senator from Oregon {[Mr. DoLPx], or I should vote ‘‘nay.” 

Mr. FRYE (when his name was called). I am paired with the 
senior Senator from Maryland [Mr. GorMAN]}. 

Mr. GALLINGER (when his name was called). Iwill announce 
my pair with the junior Senator from Texas [Mr. MILs}. 

Mr. GORDON (when his name was called). I am paired with | “nay.” 
the junior Senator from Iowa [Mr. WILson}. Mr. COKE (when his name was called). I am paired with the 

Mr. HARRIS (when his name was called). Being paired with | Senator from Oregon [Mr. Dorn]. If he were here I should 
the Senator from Vermont ag Morr}, I transfer that pair to | vote ‘‘nay.” 
the Senator from Indiana |Mr. VooRHEES]. Imakethisannounce-| Mr. DAVIS (when his name was called). I am paired with the 
ment for the rest of to-day’s session. The Senator from Vermont | Senator from Indiana [Mr. Turpie}. 

Mr. Morrit1.} will stand paired with the Senator from Indiana | Mr. DUBOIS (when his name was called). I announce thepair 
Mr. Vooruesks]. I vote “nay.” of my colleague | Mr. SHoup] with the junior Senator from New 

Mr, HIGGINS (when his name was called). Iam paired with | Jersey [Mr. Smitn]. If my colleague were present he would vote 
the senior Senator from New Jersey [Mr. McPHERSON] and with- | “nay.” I vote “nay.” 
hold my vote. Mr. FRYE (when his name was called). I am paired with the 
_ Mr. HILL (when his name was called). Iam paired with the | senior Senator from Maryland [Mr. GorMaAN}. 
junior Senator from Massachusetts {[Mr. LopGE]}. Mr. GORDON (when his name was called). Iam paired with 

Mr. KYLE (when his name was called), Iam paired upon this | the junior Senator from Iowa [Mr. WILson}. 
question with the Senator from Ohio [Mr. SHERMAN] and with- Mr. KYLE (when his name was called). I am paired with the 
hold my vote. | senior Senator from Ohio [Mr. SHERMAN}. 

> Mr. PASCO (when his name was called). I am paired with the Mr. PASCO (when his name was calied). I announce my pair 
Senator from Connecticut [Mr. HawLEy]}. If he were present I | with the Senator from Connecticut {[Mr. HawLey]. If he were 
should vote ‘‘ nay.” present I should vote ‘‘ nay.” 

Mr. POWER (when his name was called). I have a general Mr. POWER (when his name was called). I have a general 
pair with the senior Senator from Louisiana [Mr. Carrery]. air with the Senator from Louisiana [Mr. Carrery}, and with- 

Mr. PUGH (when his name was called). I am paired with the hold my vote. 
senior Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. Hoar]. I have reserved The roll call was concluded. 
the right to vote to make a quorum. I vote “nay.” Mr. BLANCHARD. I wish to announce my pair with the sen- 

Mr. ROACH (when his name was called), I am paired with | ior Senator from Michigan [Mr. McMiLLAn]; but inasmuch as a 
the Senator from Maryland [Mr. eran I have the privile quorum has not voted, Trois to make aquorum. I yote *‘nay.” 
of voting to make a quorum, and, as it will not change the roma, Mr.GALLINGER. Idesire toannounce my pair with the junior 
I vote ‘‘ nay.” Senator from Texas [Mr. Mrs]. I will also announce the pair 


swered to their names, a quorum of the Senate is present. The 
question recurs on the motion of the Senator from Rhode Island 
| Mr. ALDRICH], that the Senate proceed to the consideration of 
executive business, on which the yeas and nays have been ordered. 

The Secretary proceeded to call the roll. 

Mr. BUTLER (when his name was called). I have a pair with 
the Senator from Delaware | Mr. Gray], but [am at liberty to vote 
to make a quorum, and I will vote as the Senator from Delaware 
wonld vote. I vote ‘‘yea.” If he were present I should vot 
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’ of the Senator from North Carolina [Mr. PrRiTcHARD] with the 


Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. MITCHELL]. 
The result was announced—yeas 7, nays 33; as follows: 


YEAS—7. 


Butler, Lindsay, Palmer, Quay. 
Carey, McPherson, Platt, 


NAYS—33. 
Allen, Dubois, Teller, 
Bate, Faulkner, Vest, 
Berry, Bocrge. 
Blackburn, Hansbrough, 
Blanchard, Harris, Pettigrew, 
Camden, Irby, Pugh, Wolcott. 
Clark, Jones of Ark. Roach, 
Cockrell, McLaurin, Squire, 
Daniel, Mantle, Stewart, 


NOT VOTING—48. 


Aldrich, Dolph, Hunton, Power, 
Allison, Prye: Jones of Nev. Pritchard, 
Brice, Gallinger, Kyle, Proctor, 
Burrows, Gibson, Lodge, Ransom, 
Caffery, Gordon, McMillan, Sherman, 
Call, Gorman, Manderson, Shoup, 
Cameron, Gray, Mills, Smith, 
Chandler, Hale, Mitchell of Oreg. Turpie, 
Coke, Hawley, Mitchell of Wis. Vilas, 
Higgins, Morrill, Voorhees, 
Hill Murphy, Washburn 
Hoar, Pasco, Wilson of lowa. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. No quorum having voted, the 
Secretary will call the roll. ; 

The Secretary called the roll,and the following Senators an- 
swered to their names: 
Aldrich, Davis, Hill, Platt, 
Bate, Dixon, Jones of Ark. gney, 
Blanchard, Faulkner, ve, tewart, 
Carey, Frye, cPherson, 
Chandler, Gallinger, Palmer, 
Clark, Hansbrough, Pasco, 


Teller, 

Vest, 

Wilson of Wash. 
Cockrell, Harris, Peffer, Wolcott. 
Daniel, Higgins, Per 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Thirty-one Senators have an- 
swered to their names. A quorum is not present. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I move that the Sergeant-at-Arms 
be directed to request the attendance of absent Senators. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Arkansas 
moves that the Sergeant-at-Arms be directed to request the at- 
tendance of absent Senators. 

Mr. KYLE. Would it not be better to say ‘‘compel the at- 
tendance of absent Senators? ” 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The motion of the Senator from 
Arkansas is in accordance with the rule of the Senate. The ques- 
tion is on that motion. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sergeant-at-Arms will exe- 
cute the order of the Senate. 

At 8 o’clock and 54 minutes p. m. Messrs. ALLEN, BERRY, 
BLACKBURN, BUTLER, CAMDEN, COKE, IRBY, JONES of Nevada, Mc- 
LAURIN, MARTIN, PuGH, RANsoM, and ROACH entered the Cham- 
ber and answered to their names. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I ask that the names of absentees be called. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. TheSecretary will call the names 
of the absentees. 

The Secretary called the names of Messrs. ALLISON, BRICE, Bur- 
Rows, CAFFERY, CALL, CAMERON, CULLOM, DoLpx, DuBois, 
GrorGE, GrIBson, GORDON, GORMAN, GRAY, HaLE, Haw ey, 
Hoar, Hunton, Linpsay, Lop@r, McMILLAN, MANDERSON, 
MANTLE, MILs, MITCHELL of Oregon, MITCHELL of Wisconsin, 
MorGa™, MorriILL, MurPHY, PETTIGREW, POWER, PRITCHARD, 
Proctor, SHERMAN, SHOUP, SMITH, SQUIRE, TURPIE, VILAS, VOOR- 
HEES, WALSH, WASHBURN, WHITE, and WILSON of Iowa. 

At 8 o’clock and 57 minutes p. m. Messrs. BuRROws, MORGAN, 
and Power entered the Chamber and responded to their names. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Forty-seven Senators have an- 
swered to their names. A quorum is present. The question re- 
curs on the motion of the Senator from Rhode Island [Mr. AL- 
DRICH]| that the Senate proceed to the consideration of executive 
business. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I ask unanimous consent to withdraw that 


motion. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Rhode Island 
asks unanimous consent that the motion submitted by him be 
withdrawn. Is there objection? The Chair hears none, and the 
motion is withdrawn. 

Mr. WOLCOTT. I offer the resolutions which I send to the 
desk, and I ask to have them read. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The resolutions will be read, if 
there be no objection. The Chair hears none. 

The Secretary read the resolutions, as follows: 

Resolved, That it is the sense of the Senate that the welfare and prosperity 


of the United States require the enactment of a law for the free and un- 
limited coinage of silver at the ratio of 16 to 1. 


FEBRUARY 19, 


Resolved, That in view of the fact that this Congress will expire by law on 
March 4, and that there are important spree riation bills requiring the 
attention of the Senate, it is the sense of the Senate that consideration of 
such a law be not entered upon at this session of Congress. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Let those resolutions lie over. 

Mr. COCKRELL. And be printed. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The resolutions will lie over, 
and be printed. 

Mr. PASCO. I move that all proceedings under the recent call 
be suspended. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Florida moves 
that further proceedings under the call of the Seriate be dispensed 
with. Is there objection? The Chair hears none, and it is so 
ordered. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I move that the Senate adjourn. 

The motion wa. agreed to; and (at 9 o’clock p. m.) the Senate 
adjourned until t » ..orrow, Wednesday, February 20, 1895, at 11 
o’clock a. m. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
TuESDAY, February 19, 1895. 


The House met at 12 o’clock m. Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. 
E. B. Baasy. 
The Journal of the proceedings of yesterday was read and ap- 
proved. 
JOHN L, BULLIS. 


The SPEAKER laid before the House a letter from the Acting 
Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting a communication from 
the Attorney-General, looking to an appropriation to reimburse 
John L. Bullis, Indian agent at the San Carlos Agency, for expenses 
incurred in the United States district courts; which was referred 
to the Committee on Claims. 


EXPENDITURES COAST AND GEODETIC SURVEY. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the Sec- 
retary of the Treasury, transmitting detailed estimate of expendi- 
tures of the Coast and Geodetic Survey for the fiscal year ended 
June 30, 1894; which was referred to the Committee on Expendi- 
tures in the Treasury Department. 


OKLAHOMA CENTRAL RAILROAD, 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House the amendments of 
the Senate to the bill (H. R. 5624) to authorize the Oklahoma Cen- 
tral Railroad to construct abridge and railway through the Indian 
and Oklahoma Territories, and for other purposes. 

The Senate amendments were read at length. 

Mr. FLYNN. I move concurrence in the amendments of the 
Senate. 

The motion was agreed to. 


LEAVE OF ABSENCE, 


By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted to Mr. Mc- 
RAE indefinitely, on account of sickness in his family. 


REPRINT OF A BILL. 


On motion of Mr. BARTHOLDT, by unanimous consent, a re- 
print of the bill (H. R.8481) providing for the appointment of a 
commission to investigate the pollution of water supplies was 
ordered. 

WILLIAM MOSS. 


Mr. McRAE. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for the 
present couasideration of the bill (H.R.1126) making an appro- 
priation for the benefit of the estate of William Moss, deceased. 

Mr. STONE of Kentucky. Mr. Speaker, I wish to state that I 
made an objection last evening to the consideration of a bill called 
up by the gentleman from Michigan [Mr. WrApDocK}. The ob- 
jection was made under a misapprehension, and I desire now to 
withdraw it. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Arkansas, who is com- 

lled to be absent, has been recognized to ask unanimous consent 
for the consideration of a bill which will be read. 

The bill H. R. 1126 was read at length. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present consideration 
of the bill? 

Mr. SAYERS and others objected. 

Mr. McRAE. This is a very meritorious bill and one that ought 
to be passed. I hope the objection will be withdrawn. 

The SPEAKER. Objection is made. 


DONATION OF CANNON TO SOLDIERS’ HOME, ROSEBURG, OREG. 


Mr. HERMANN. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for 
the present consideration of House joint resolution 227, authoriz- 
ing the donation of certain cannon to the Oregon State Soldiers’ 
Home, at Roseburg. 
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The joint resolution was read, as follows: 


Joint resolution (H. Res. 227) authorizing the Secretaries of War and of 
the Navy todonate to the Oregon State Soldiers’ Home, at Roseburg, Oreg., 
certain cannon, etc. 

Resolved, etc., That the Secretary of the Navy be, and he is hereby, author- 
ized to donate and deliver, under such conditions as he may deem necessary in 
order to insure the proper fulfillment of the pape of this resolution, to 
the Oregon State Soldiers’ Home, at Roseburg, g., such old and unused 
cannon, muskets, swords, and other implements of war, of copper, tin, bronze, 
iron, and steel, as are not now and will not hereafter be required for naval 
uses, for the pu of being used for parades, anniversary celebrations, and 
salutes: Provided, That such articles only be donated, under the authority 
herein contained, as in the judgment of the Secretary of the Navy may be 
spared without detriment to the public interests. 


The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the consideration of the 
joint resolution? 
There was no objection. 


The joint resolution was ordered toa third reading; and being | 


read the third time, was agreed to. 

Mr. HERMANN. I move to amend the title by striking out 
the words “Secretaries of War and” and inserting the word 
** Secretary;” so that it will read: ‘‘ authorizing the Secretary of 
the Navy to donate to the Oregon State soldiers’ home.” 

The SPEAKER. Without objection that amendment will be 
agreed to. 

There was no objection. 


LIEUT. ROBERT B. TUBBS. 


Mr. WEADOCK. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for 
the present consideration of the bill (H. R. 5206) for the relief of 
Robert B. Tubbs. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the title of this bill. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

A bill (H. R. 5206) for the relief of Robert B. Tubbs. 

The SPEAKER. This bill was read on yesterday, and objection 
was made to its consideration. The gentleman who objected now 
withdraws the objection. The Clerk will again report the bill. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Whereas on or about the 22d day of August, A. D. 1863, Robert B. ‘Tubbs, as 
lieutenant of Company I, of the Eighth Regiment of Michigan Cavalry, was 





| 





Mr. LOUD. 
object. 

Mr. WEADOCK., I will agree to that amendment. 

Mr. LOUD. That no pay or allowances shall accrue by reason 
of the passage of this act. 

The SPEAKER. That amendment can be considered after the 
submission of the request. Is there objection to the request for 
the consideration of the bill? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. SAYERS. Now, I move to strike out all after the word 
‘* Tubbs,” in line 7. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the language proposed 
to be stricken out. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

On 2, 

“And said Robert B. Tubbs shall 


Unless that amendment is included I shall have to 


strike out the following 


t 


language: 
entitled to receive the pay and allow- 


' ances of his rank due to him at the date of his dismissal, with pay and allow- 


dishonorably dismissed from the service of the United States by General Field | 
Order No. 7 of the Army of Ohio, witha forfeiture of all pay and allowances | 


then due; and : ; 
Whereas said order was based on the finding of a court of inquiry at which 


no opportunity was allowed said Tubbs toeither disprove the charges alleged | 


against him or to produce any witnesses in his defense: Therefore, 

Be it enacted, etc., That said Robert B. Tubbs is hereb relieved from such 
dishonorable dismissal from the service of the United States, and such dis- 
missal and the finding of judgment of said court-martial and the said General 
Order No.7 is hereby declared void so far as it affects the said Robert B. 
Tubbs; and said Robert B. Tubbs shall be entitled to receive the pay and 
allowances of his rank due to him at the date of his dismissal, with pay and 
allowances of his rank for three months after the date of such dismissal from 
such service. And the Treasurer of the United States is hereby authorized 
to pay the said Robert B. Tubbs the amount that shall be found due him from 
any moneys in the Treasury of the United States not otherwise appropriated. 


The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the consideration of the 
bill? 


| 
| 


Mr. KILGORE. I should like toknow whoit was that objected 


yesterday? 

Mr. WEADOCK. The gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. STone]. 

Mr. KILGORE. Has that objection been withdrawn? 

Mr. WEADOCK. The gentleman withdraws it. 

Mr. KILGORE. Do I understand from the reading of that bill 
that it carries the pay and allowance that this man would be en- 
titled to from the time that he was dismissed by the court-martial 
up to this time? 

Mr. WEADOCK. What he was entitled to at the time of his 
dismissal. He was not tried by a court-martial. He was dis- 
missed on the finding of a court of inquiry, at which no oppor- 
tunity was given him to be heard. He was never tried by acourt- 
martial. He never had any hearing. 

Mr. KILGORE. Do you expect to pay him all the pay and 
allowances he would be entitled to? 

Mr. WEADOCK. Simply what was due him at the time he 
was dismissed. 

Mr. LOUD. This bill does not say that. 

Mr. WEADOCK. Weare going to amend it. 

Mr. SAYERS. I understand that the gentleman agrees that 
we may strike out all after the word ‘‘ dismissal,” in line 10, which 
eliminates from the bill the pay and allowance of his rank for 
three months after the date of his dismissal from the service. 

Mr. WEADOCK. I will accept that amendment. 

Mr. LOUD. He would be entitled to his pay and allowances 
regardless of your striking that out. 

r. WEADOCK. All we ask is what was due to him at the 
time of his dismissal. 

Mr. LOUD. He would be entitled to it up to the time of the 
discharge of the regiment anyway, unless there is a special provi- 
sion in the bill. 

Mr. WEADOCK. He does not ask that. 

Mr. LOUD. You should say that he shall not be entitled to 
a or allowances. 

e SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request for the pres- 
ent consideration of the bill? 
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ances of his rank for three months after the date of such dismissal from such 
service. And the Treasurer of the United States is hereby authorized to pay 
the said Robert B. Tubbs the amount that shall be found due him from any 
moneys in the Treasury of the United States not otherwise appropriated.” 


Mr.SAYERS. Now, instead of that, I move to insert the words: 


Provided, That said Tubbs shall not be entitled to receive any pay or allow- 
ances by reason of the passage of this act. 

Mr. LOUD. That is right. 

Mr. WEADOCK. That will be accepted. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Strike out all after the word “ Tubbs," in line 7, and insert the following: 

‘** Provided, That said Tubbs shall not be entitled to receive any pay or 
allowances by virtue of the passage of this act.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a 
third time; and being engrossed, was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

On motion of Mr. WEADOCK, a motion to reconsider the last 
vote was laid on the table. 


FORFEITURE OF CERTAIN LANDS. 


Mr. ELLIS of Oregon. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent 
for the present consideration of the bill (H.R. 8097) to amend an 
act entitled ‘‘An act to amend an act entitled ‘An act to forfeit 
certain lands heretofore granted for the purpose of aiding in the 
construction of railroads, and for other purposes,’ approved Sep- 
tember 29, 1890, and the several acts amendatory thereof.” 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That “An act to amend an act entitled ‘An act to forfeit 
certain lands heretofore granted for the purpose of aiding in the construc- 
tion of railroads,and for other purposes,’ approved September 29, 1890, and 
the several acts amendatory thereof,’ approved December 12, 1893, be, and 
the same is hereby, amended so as to read as follc ws: 

“That section 3 of an act entitled ‘An act to forfeit certain lands heretofore 
granted for the purpose of aiding in the construction of railroads, and for 
other purposes,’ approved September 29, 1890, and the several acts amenda- 
tory thereof, be, and the same is, amended so as to extend the time within 
which persons entitled to purchase lands forfeited by said act shall be per- 
mitted to purchase the same, in the quantities and upon the terms provided 
in said section, at any time prior to January 1, 1897: Provided, That actual 
residence upon the lands by persons ciaiming the right to purchase the same 
shall not be required where sach lands have been fenced, cultivated, or oth- 
erwise improved by such claimants, and such persons shall be permitted to 
purchase two or more tracts of such lands by legal subdivisions. whether con- 
tiguous or not, but exceeding 320 acres in the aggregate: And provided fur- 
ther, That nothing herein contained shall be so construed as to interfere with 
any adverse claim that may have attached to the lands or any part thereof.” 

The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
follows: 

On page 2,line 25,after the word “ but" strike out the word “ exceeding,” 
and insert the words “ not to exceed.” 

Mr. SAYERS. Mr. Speaker, let us have an explanation of this 
bill. 

The SPEAKER. Without objection, the gentleman may make 
a short oer of the bill. 

Mr. ELLIS of Oregon. Mr. Speaker, under the provisions of the 
bill here sought to be amended many have already secured patents 
for their lands = precisely the same terms this bill seeks to 
extend to those who were not able, for want of the necessary funds, 
to pay for their lands within the time those who have received 
patents did. 

Mr.McMILLIN, If the gentleman will pardon me, we can not 
hear a word he is saying. 

Mr. ELLIS of Oregon. Probably about two-thirds of the set- 
tlers under the law as it now stands have secured patents to their 
lands, but A emma ruling of the Department it is now held 
that those who have not completed title can not do so, for the rea- 
son that their lands do not lie contiguous, although they have not 
filed upon an amount in excess of the maximum amount allowed 
by existing law. But in some instances the lands do not lie con- 
tiguous and the claimant does not actually reside upon each tract, 
and the Department has held that they must do so in order to en- 
able them to complete their title to the land which they claim 
under the act of September 29, 1890. Probably about two-thirds 
of those who had these claims have been able to perfect their 
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titles under the law, and this bill gives the other third the oppor- 
tunity to complete their proof, but they can not under the ruling 
mentioned do this unless this act is passed. 

The Commissioner of the General Land Office recommends the 
passage of the bill. There are a large number of claims hung up, 
patents suspended, and contests pending, awaiting action upon 
this bill, or some legislation of a similar character. If some action 
is not taken final disposition can not be made of them at this time, 
and a great hardship will be done, many worthy and deserving 
settlers, who are seeking in good faith to perfect title to their 
homes under the construction placed upon the act at the time 
they made settlement. This bill does not enlarge therights of any 
one, but is simply to meet a construction which has been placed 
upon existing law by a recent ruling of the Department. If the 
title to these lands is not allowed to be perfected in this way the 
lands will revert to the Government, and instead of the Govern- 
ment receiving the $1.25 an acre for them, as it will if the set- 
tler is permitted to perfect title as this bill contemplates, the land 
will be open to settlement under the homestead laws, and these 
lands, which are in many cases highly improved, will be lost to the 
man making the improvement and $1.25 per acre to the Govern- 
ment. 

Mr. HERMANN. And the settlers have improved the lands. 

Mr. ELLIS of Oregon. The settlers have improved the lands 
and are living upon one tract or in close proximity, but it is held 
that they can not complete the title because the land is not con- 
tiguous, notwithstanding the fact they have done all ,that has 
been done by a great many who have heretofore obtained title. 

Mr. LACEY. What is the maximum amount? 

Mr. ELLIS of Oregon. Three hundred and twenty acres; and 
this does not remove that restriction or in any way enlarge the 
provisions of the original act, but seeks to put all upon an even 
standing. 

Mr. STONE of Kentucky. Mr. Speaker, this seems to be too 
large a question to be considered on a request for unanimous con- 
sent. 

Mr. LAC#Y. It does not cover very many cases. 

Mr. ELLIS of Oregon. It does not cover many cases, but works 
a great hardship against those who were so unfortunate as to be 
unable by reason of poverty to obtain title prior to the ruling 
which cuts them off fee the privileges enjoyed by those who 

rfected title before the ruling cutting off their less fortunate 

rethren was made. The Committee on the Public Lands unani- 
mously reported in favor of the passage of this bill. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Kentucky objects. 


ABRAHAM O. WAUCOP., 


Mr. LAYTON. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for the 
present consideration of the bill (H. R. 2130) for the relief of 
Abraham O. Waucop. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of War be, and hereby is, directed to 
correct the military record of Abraham O. Wanucop, late ow teen Company F, 
One hundred and eighteenth Regiment Ohio Volunteer Infantry, by remov 
ing the charge of absence without leave and dishonorable dismissal from the 
service and ages him an honorable discharge as of the date of May 15, 1865: 
Provided, That no pay, pension, or emoluments shall become due the said 
Abraham O. Waucop by virtue of this act. 

The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
follows: 


In line 10, strike out the word “pension” and insert the word “ bounty.” 


Mr. TALBERT of South Carolina. I would like to ask the gen- 
tlemun if that bill has been considered by the Committee of the 
Whole at the Friday night sessions. 

Mr. LAYTON. nder the rule, it can not be considered at the 
Friday night sessions, as the Chairman has ruled that it does not 
come within the jurisdiction of the Friday night sessions. That 
has been ruled on. 

Mr. TALBERT of South Carolina. I object. 

Mt. LAYTON. IL hope the genileman will permit me to make 
a short statement. It is a very meritorious case. 

Mr. TALBERT of South Carolina. I have no objection to the 
gentleman making a short statement. 

Mr. LAYTON. The beneficiary of this bill, Captain Waucop, is 
a reputable gentleman, living in my district, where he has always 
resided except the four years during which he was in the civil war. 
He enlisted three different times as a private; first on the 16th of 
April, 1861, in the Fifteenth Ohio Regiment; and he continued 
with that command tntil the 27th day of A in the same year, 
and received an honorable discharge. In a day or two thereafter 
he again enlisted in the Benton Cadets, of St. Louis, and served 
with that organization until January, 1862, and was — honor- 
ably discharged with the o ization at that time. In the sum- 
mer of 1862 he again, for the third time, reenlisted in the One 
hundred and eighteenth Ohio Volunteers, and served with that 
command continuously—in fact, to the close of the war. 

Mr. TALBERT of South Carolina. Did he get a bounty every 
time he enlisted? 
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Mr. LAYTON. On the 28th of March his regimental com- 
mander reported that he had rendered himself unfit for duty and 
had been absent without leave since March 6, 1865, and recom- 
mended his dismissal from the service. 

Mr. TALBERT of South Carolina. 
adduced except his own statement? 

Mr. LAYTON. Nothing except the statement of his comrades 
who served with him. 

Mr. TALBERT of South Carolina. The only point is this: I 
think the matter is one which ought to be investigated by the Com- 
mittee of the Whole at the Friday night session. 

Mr. LAYTON. The gentleman understands that it can not be 
considered in the Committee of the Whole on the Friday night 
meetings, because the chairman of the committee at the Friday 
night sessions has held that it does not come within the jurisdic- 
tion of those meetings. The chairman of the committee has con- 
tinuously ruled that they can not be considered during the Friday 
night sessions, and that is the reason why it has not been so con- 
sidered. 

Mr. PICKLER. 
mittee. 

Mr. TALBERT of South Carolina. 
moval of a charge of desertion. 

Mr. LAYTON. No, sir; he is not charged with desertion. He 
is only marked as absent from the command. He served nearly 
four years, and was dishonorably dismissed from the service for 
being absent without leave for about fourteen days, without trial, 
and that happened three or four days after he was promoted to a 
captaincy for gallant services. He participated in many engage- 
ments and was wounded at the battle of Resaca, Ga. I assure 
the gentleman that this is one of the most meritorious cases of 
this kind ever presented to the House. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present considera- 
tion of this bill? 

Mr. LOUD. Mr. Speaker, the gentleman presents so strong a 
case that I think he had better let the bill lie over until to-morrow. 
[Laughter.] This is a case that comes within the law if the facts 
are as stated. 

Mr. LAYTON. I will say to the gentleman that I submitted 
the question to Colonel Ainsworth himself and he told me that it 
did not come within the statute, because this man was dismissed 
by order of the Secretary of War. Colonel Ainsworth said that 
if he had had a trial by court-martial and had been charged with 
desertion then the case would come within the statute, but that 
as he was dismissed by the order of the Secretary of War it did 
not come within the statute. Application was made to the War 
Department for relief in the first instance and the application was 
rejected for that reason. 

e SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present considera- 
tion of this bill? 

There was no objection. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a 
third time; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

On motion of Mr. LAYTON, a motion to reconsider the vote by 
which the bill was passed was laid on the table. 


ELISHA B, BASSETT. 


Mr. THOMAS. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for the 
pat consideration of the bill which I send to the desk, being 

mate bill 1483 to correct the military record of Elisha B. Bas- 
sett. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the President of the United States be, and hereby 
is, authorized to revoke, disapprove, and set aside so much of General Or- 
ders No. 253, Headquarters partment of the Cumberland, Chattanooga, 
Tenn., dated October 23, A.D.1863, by command of Maj. Gen. George H. 

omas, eral in command, as confirms so much of Special Field Orders 
No. 171 eadquarters Department of the Cumberland, Murfreesboro, 
Tenn., dated June 23, A. D. 1863, Major-General Rosecrans commanding, as 
dismissed Capt. Elisha B. Bassett, captain of Company B, Nineteenth Michi- 

n Volunteer Infantry, from the service for cowardice exhibited by desert- 

ng his command while engaged with the enemy at the affair of Thompsons 

Station, and to grant and cause to be issued and delivered to the widow of 
said Elisha B. Bassett a certificate of honorable muster out of the service as 
of the 23d day of June, A. D.1863. And the widow and heirsof the said Elisha 
B. Bassett shall not be entitled by virtue of this act to any pay or allowance 
subsequent to said 23d day of June, A. D. 1863. 


Mr. THOMAS. I ask that the report, which was made by Gen- 
eral Black, of Illinois, be read. 

The SPEAKER. Without objection the report will be read. 

There was no objection, and the report was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Military Affairs, to whom was referred the bill (S. 1483) 
to correct the military record of Esha B. Bassett, have had the same under 
consideration and beg leave to report: 

The said Bassett, now deceased, was in the year 1863 captain of Company B, 
of the Nineteenth Regiment of Michigan Volunteer Infantry; in the early 
pert of March of that year Captain Bassett was in command of his 

u of his regiment from Brentwood to Frankli 
the 5th of that month the enemy were encountered near Thom 
Tenn., and during the engagement that followed Captain Bassett turned over 
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the command «f his company to the first lieutenant and retired to the rear; 
the colonel of the regiment thereupon reported Captain Bassett for coward- 
ice and recommended his dishonorable dismissal from the service, which rec- 
ommendation was carried into effect. The purpose of the bill is to correct 
the military record of Captain Bassett, and to cleanse his memory from the 
stain of cowardice. q 

In support of the bill there was laid before the committee the affidavits of 
Clark, surgeon, and Bennett, assistant surgeon of the regiment; Adams, 
regimental adjutant, and afterwards assistant adjutant-general of brigade; 
Anderson, first lieutenant Company H, and afterwards major and colonel of 
regiment; Shaffer, first lientenant Company A, and afterwards colonel and 
brigadier-general; and Privates Bellinger, Beverly, and Ely, of Captain Bas- 
sett’s company. The facts sustained by this mass of testimony, based on 

srsonal and professional knowledge, are, in substance: That in the fall prior 
yO the engagement near Thompsons Station Captain Bassett was attacked 
with tuberculosis and so prostrated that he was ordered on leave to recu- 
perate, and went to his home, in charge of his wife, who had been sent for to 
nurse him. 3 

After an absence of two months he rejoined and took command of his com- 
pany, though greatly emaciated, and remained in service thereafter against 
the advice of the regimental surgeon. From this until the following spring 
he spent a portion of the time in hospital, leaving it only a few days before 
the march to Franklin and the engagement near Thompsons Station. Dur- 
ing the march he was obliged to ride in an ambulance; but on meeting the 
enemy he took personal command of his company and a in the en- 

agement until,a movement up a hill being ordered at double-quick, he 

ound himself too weak to lead his m@n, and turned his command over to his 
first lieutenant. This action coming to the notice of the colonel of the — 
—— Captain Bassett was regextell for cowardice, with the result already 
stated. 

The colonel who preferred the charge and the captain who suffered dis- 
grace are both dead. Were both alive the committee would be justified in 
reflections in which it now forbears to indulge, for the affiants agree in tes- 
tifying to the high moral and soldierly qualities of Captain Bassett, and es- 
pecially to his conduct in the engagement near Thompsons Station, where he 
remained in command of his company as long as he was able, The affiants 
also agree in attributing the colonel’s charge of cowardice to personal dislike 
of Captain Bassett, which this superior officer took no care to conceal. This 
animus is sworn to by all these afiants as of their personal observation and 
knowledge; and their character and opportunities compel belief on the part 
of the committee. 

It is therefore considered an act of the merest justice that the cloud of dis- 
honor which shadowed Captain Bassett to his grave should now be lifted from 
his memory; and the committee heartily approve the bill, and recommend 
its passage. 


Mr. LOUD. Ishould like to know if that was the first engage- 
ment that this brave captain ever participated in? 

Mr. THOMAS. I think it was. : 

Mr. LOUD. And he immediately had business to the rear. I 
know how it was, for I have experienced those feelings myself. 
{Laughter.] The man himself is dead, I understand from the 
report. 

r. THOMAS. Yes, sir. 

Mr. LOUD. And this is simply to enable his widow to get a 
pension? 

Mr. THOMAS. This is to correct his military record, and the 
bill expressly provides that there shall be no pay or allowance 
subsequent to the date of his dismissal. 

Mr. LOUD. Oh, they will get a pension in some way; but it is 
so unpopular to object to these bills, Mr. Speaker, that I shall not 
object in this case although I believe it is a bad bill. 

There being no objection, the bill was ordered to a third read- 
ing; and it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

On motion of Mr. THOMAS, a motion to reconsider the vote by 
which the bill was passed was laid on the table. 


TRANSPORTATION OF MERCHANDISE IN BOND. 


Mr. COCKRELL. Mr. Speaker, lask unanimous consent for 
the present consideration of House joint resolution 277. 
The joint resolution was read, as follows: 


Resolved by the Senate and House of Representatives, etc., That the Secre- 
tary of the Treasury be, and he is hereby, authorized and directed to suspend 
the operation of section 3005 of the Revised Statutes, in so far as the same 

rmits goods, wares, and merchandise to be transported in bond through 

he United States into the free zone of Mexico, so long as the Mexican free- 
zone law exists, at any point between the western boundary of the city of 
Laredo, in the State of Texas, and the Pacific Ocean: Provided, That nothing 
herein contained shall be construed so as to prevent the transportation of 
merchandise in bond to be delivered at points in the territory of Mexico be- 
yond the limits of said free zone. 


Mr. COCKRELL. Mr. Speaker, I ask that the report of the 
committee be read. 


Mr. DINGLEY. Mr. Speaker, this is an important measure, 
and I reserve the right to object. 


The report (by Mr. BynuM) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Ways and Means, to whom was referred the House res- 
olution (H. Res. 260) entitled “A joint resolution in reference to the free zone 
along the northern frontier of Mexico and adjacent to the United States,” hav- 
ing had the same under consideration, respectfully report the same back with 
= | scnpnqumpemmmessr: that the accompanying substitute be adopted in its 
stead. 

‘The design of the resolution was to prevent the transportation of merchan- 
dise in bond through the United States into the free zone of Mexico. The 
free zone of Mexico is a narrow strip extending along the northern boundary 
of Mexico from the Gulf of Mexico to the Pacific Ocean. The Government 
of Mexico does not allow shipments in bond through its territory into the 
free zone, hence all shipments into this territory are made through the 
United States. The sparsely settled country along the line between the 
United States and Mexico makes smuggling easy, and the officers of the Gov- 
ernment have found it impossible to prevent the same. The exemption of 
that portion of “Zona Libra” between the Gulf of Mexico and Laredo is 
deemed advisable by reason of the navigability of the river between those 
— There is no objection upon the part of the Mexican Government to 


e of this resoluti i to be b i 
Socunine ution and the action proposed taken by this 
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The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present consideration 
of this joint resolution? 

Mr. BYNUM. Mr. Speaker, this is reported by the commit- 
tee as a substitute for House joint resolution 260, and the original 
resolution should lie on the table. 

The joint resolution was ordered to be engrossed and read a third 
time; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, 
and passed. 

On motion of Mr. COCKRELL, a motion to reconsider the vote 
by which the joint resolution was passed was laid on the table, 

The original resolution (H. Res. 260) was laid on the table. 


CLARA A. GRAVES AND OTHERS. 


Mr. WARNER. Iask unanimous consent for the present con- 
sideration of the bill, which I ask the Clerk to read. 
The bill was read, as follows: 
A bill (S. 288) for the relief of Clara A. Graves, Lewis Smith Lee, Florence Lee, 
Mary F. Sheldon, and Elizabeth Smith, heirs of Lewis Smith, deceased. 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Treasurer of the United States shall pay, ont of 
any money in his hands not otherwise appropriated, to Clara A. Graves, Lewis 
Smith Lee, Florence P. Lee, Mary 8. Sheldon. and Elizabeth Smith, heirs of 
Lewis Smith, the sum of $2,317.77, being their father’s and grandfather's por- 
tion of prize money as first lieutenant of the brig Warrior, due and unpaid 
on or about July 17, 1815. 


Mr.WARNER. Mr.Speaker, this is the prize-money case that 
was fully explained here the other morning. The gentleman from 
Missouri [Mr. DocKERY] at that time asked that the bill lie over 
until it could be examined, which has been done. I hope there 
will be no objection to the present consideration of the bill. 

Mr.SAYERS. Mr.Speaker,I should like to hear some explana- 
tion of this bill. 

Mr.WARNER. Thisis a case of prize money that was due to 
the ancestor of these claimants—the claim never having been as- 
signed, which was deposited with the United States court and for 
which indemnity was offered—which was withheld by the court, 
and which formed a part of the sum with which the clerk ab- 
sconded, the clerk having afterwards repaid a large portion of his 
liability. The bill was brought up here about two weeks ago. 
At that time the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. DocKERY], amem- 
ber of the Committee on Appropriations, asked that it might lie 
over until it could be examined, as did several others. The papers 
have been furnished to all of them, and I understand they have ex- 
amined them, and they have had notice for the last three days that 
the bill would be called up. I trust there will be no objection to 
its consideration. 

Mr. BROWN. This was paid out of the prize fund. 

Mr. WARNER. This was a part of the prize fund. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present consideration 
of this bill? 

Mr. SAYERS. I object. 


ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED, 


Mr. PEARSON, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, reported 
that they had examined and found truly enrolled a bill of the fol- 
lowing title; when the Speaker signed the same: 

A bill (S. 2599) granting a pension to Caroline E. Wessells. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 


The following reports of committees were handed in at the 
Clerk’s desk, referred to their appropriate Calendars, and other- 
wise disposed of as indicated below: 

SETTLEMENT OF CLAIMS OF OFFICERS AND ENLISTED MEN OF THE 
ARMY. 


Mr. OUTHWAITE, from the Committee on Military Affairs, 
reported, in the nature of a substitute to House bill 8387, the bill 
(H. R. 8914) to amend an act entitled ‘‘An act to provide for the 
settlement of the claims of officers and enlisted men of the Army 
for the loss of private property destroyed in the military service 
of the United States,” approved March 3, 1885; which was referred 
to the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union, 
and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

House bill 8387 was laid on the table. 


INSANE ASYLUM, NEW MEXICO. 


Mr. JOSEPH, from the Committee on the Territories, reported 
back favorably the bill (H. R. 8899) approving an act entitled ‘‘An 
act to provide an addition to the insane asylum of New Mexico, 
and for other purposes;” which was referred to the House Calen- 
dar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

CENTENNIAL EXPOSITION, NASHVILLE, TENN. 


Mr. WASHINGTON, from the Committee on Appropriations, 
reported, in the nature of a substitute for House bill 8109, the 
bill (H. R. 8916) to aid and encourage the holding of the Tennes- 
see Centennial Exposition at Nashville, Tenn., in the year 1896, 
and making an appropriation therefor; which was referred to the 
Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union, and, 
with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

House bill 8109 was laid on the table. 
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MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


A message from the Senate, by Mr. PLATT, one of its clerks, an- 
nounced that the Senate had passed with amendments the bill 
(H. R. 8277) making appropriations for the Department of Agri- 
culture for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1896; in which the con- 
currence of the House was requested. 

The message also announced that the Senate had further in- 
sisted upon its amendment numbered 5 to the bill (H.R. 8234) 
making appropriations for the diplomatic and consular service for 
the fiscal year ending June 30, 1896, disagreed to by the House of 
Representatives, had asked a further conference with the House 
on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses, and had appointed 
Mr. BLACKBURN, Mr. Brick, and Mr, Hak as the conferees on 
the part of the Senate. 

The message also announced that the Senate had passed with- 
out amendment the bill (H. R. 4693) for the promotion of anatom- 
ical science and to prevent the desecration of graves in the District 
of Columbia. 

The message also announced that the Senate had disagreed to 
the amendment of the House of Representatives to the bill (S. 684) 
for the relief of Mrs. Evalyn N. Van Vliet, had asked a conference 
with the House on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses thereon, 
and had appointed Mr. PALMER, Mr. GALLINGER, and Mr, Haw- 
LEY as the conferees on the part of the Senate. 

The message also announced that the Senate had agreed to the 
amendment of the House of Representatives to the bill (S. 252) to 
amend the charter of the Metropolitan Railroad Company of the 
District of Columbia. 


MESSAGE FROM THE PRESIDENT. 


A message in writing from the President of the United States 
was communicated to the House of Representatives by Mr. 
PRUDEN, one of his secretaries, who also announced that the 
President had approved and signed bills anda joint resolution of 
the following titles: 

On February 18, 1895: 

An act (H. R. 5603) to amend an act entitled ‘‘An act to amend 
the laws relative to shipping commissioners,” approved August 
19, 1890, and for other purposes; 

An act (H. R. 7839) to bridge the Newark Bay; 

An act (H. R. 5216) to amend the act entitled ‘‘An act to estab- 
lish circuit courts of appeals and to define and regulate in certain 
cases the jurisdiction of the courts of the United States, and for 
other purposes,” approved March 8, 1891; and 

Joint resolution (H. Res. 261) authorizing the Secretary of War 
to expend a portion of the appropriation made in the river and 
harbor act of 1894 for St. Joseph Harbor, in the State of Michigan, 
to complete the connection between St. Joseph Harbor and Benton 
Harbor. 

On February 19, 1895: 

An act (H.R. 7020) to readjust the salaries and allowances of 
the tmasters at Guthrie, Oklahoma City, and Kingfisher, in 
Okiahoma Territory; 

An act (H. R. 8486) to relieve Abraham D. Prince; and 

An act (H.R.8563) to adopt special rules for the navigation of 
harbors, rivers, and inland waters of the United States, except the 
Great Lakes and their connecting and tributary waters as far east 
as Montreal, supplementary to the act of August 19, 1890, entitled 
*‘An act to adopt regulations for preventing collisions at sea.” 


ANTITOXINE., 


Mr. BRYAN. Mr. 8 er, [ask unanimous consent for the 
present consideration of House bill 8695, which I send to the desk. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That on and after the of this act antitoxine im- 
from any foreign country shall be itted free of all customs duties. 


ae — Is there objection to the present consideration 
of this bill? 
Mr. SAYERS. Mr. Speaker, I think there ought to be some 
explanation of the bill. 
r. BRYAN. Let the report be read. 
The report (by Mr. Bryan) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Ways and Means, to which was referred the bill (H.R. 
8695) to admit antitoxine free of dar, ben leave to report: 

The evidence in favor of antitoxine as a remedy for the dreaded scourge 
of the race, diphtheria, which has so } defied the skill of medicine, seems 
to be preponderating, and the few cases in which the remedy has failed may 


2 peoperty attributed to impurity in the drug. The demand is great and the 


ties for its manufacture thus far are not numerous. In time doubtless 
we shall make it here as pure and as cheaply as elsewhere. That manufac- 
tured abroad is mostly under government supervision and with care that 
tees its purity. It should be allowed admission free of duty for the 
resent at Neamt. It % estimated that the loss to the revenue by placing anti- 
xine on the free list would not approach ee but if it were much greater 
than that sum and a single life were saved thereby, and the cost of the remedy 
reduced to the pace it would justify the loss. , 
Your committee therefore recommend that the bill do pass. 


Mr. SAYERS. I do not object, Mr. Speaker. 
Mr. DALZELL. I object. 
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DON CARLOS BUELL. 


Mr. GOODNIGHT. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for 
the present consideration of the bill which I send to the desk. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the President be, and he is hereby, authorized to 
nominate and, kf and with the advice and consent of the Senate, to appoint 
Don Carlos Buell, late a major-general of United States Volunteers and a 
colonel in the Regular Army of the United States, to the position of brigadier- 
a in the Army of the United States, and to = him upon the retired 

ist of the Army as of that grade, the retired list being thereby increased in 
number to that extent; and all laws and parts of laws in conflict herewith are 
suspended for this purpose only. 

The amendment reported by the committee was read, as follows: 

Strike out “ brigadier general” and insert “ colonel;’’ so as to read, “ the po- 
sition of colonel in the Army of the United States.” 

There being no objection, the House proceeded to the considera- 
tion of the bill. 
The amendment reported by the committee was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a 
third time; and it was accordingly read the third time, and — 

On motion of Mr. GOODNIGHT, a motion to reconsider the 
vote by which the bill was passed was laid on the table. 


BRIDGE OVER ST. LOUIS RIVER. 


Mr. HALL of Minnesota. I ask unanimous consent for the 
present consideration of the bill (H. R. 8327) to authorize the Wis- 
consin and New Duluth Bridge Company to construct a bridge 
over the St. Louis River, between the States of Wisconsin and 
Minnesota. 

The bill was read. : 

There being no objection, the House proceeded to the considera- 
tion of the bill. 

The following amendments reported by the Committee on In- 
terstate and Foreign Commerce were read and agreed to: 

After the word ‘“‘ Wisconsin,” in line 8, insert ‘tat such point as the Secre- 
tary of War may determine.” 

Strike out ‘10,” in line 5, of section 2, and insert “25;” so as to read 
‘spans of not less than 25 feet in length.” 

fter the word “draw,” in line 7 of section 2, insert “and also a fixed span 
with a clear length of not less than 200 feet between piers at the low-water 
line, to permit the passage of rafts under said bridge; and the clear height of 
said ~~ and draw spans above low water shall be determined by the Secre- 
tary o ar.” 

At the end of section 2 insert the following: ‘‘and that the approaches to 
said bridge which cross the marshy flats adjoining the channel and which 
are overflowed at high water shall be upom open pile work consisting of 
bents not less than 15 feet between centers measured parallel to the axes 
of the approaches.” 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a 
third time; and it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

On motion of Mr. HALL of Minnesota, a motion to reconsider 
the vote by which the bill was passed was laid on the table. 


ENGINEER SERVICE OF HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 


Mr. SHELL, from the Committee on Ventilation and Acous- 
tics, reported the following resolution: 

Resolved, That in addition tothe sum of $300 to be paid out of the contingent 
fund of the House of Representatives for an assistant engineer and three 
additional laborers, under resolution of January 2, 1895, the Clerk of the 
House is hereby authorized and directed to pay from the contingent fund of 
the Ee gn for the same purposes, and at the same rates of pay, the further 
sum 0 . 


28. 
Mr. SAYERS. I should like to know when we are going to 
~- appropriating for this engineer down below. 
r. SHELL. On the 4th day of March next. Soe een 
There being no objection, the House proceeded to the considera- 
tion of the resolution; which was agreed to. 


HARRISON B, HOBART. 


Mr. TALBOTT of Maryland. I call for the regular order. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will dispose of the business on the 
Speaker’s table. 

The bill (S. 1969) granting a pension to Harrison B. Hobart, 
brevet bri ier general of volunteers, was laid before the House. 

The SP AKER. This bill was by the House with an 
amendment. The Senate has disagreed to the amendment, andasks 
for a conference. The amendment will be read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

On page 1, in line 6, strike out “ fifty ’ and insert in lieu thereof “ thirty.” 

Mr. MARTIN of Indiana. I move that the House insist on its 
amendment and agree to the conference asxed by the Senate. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The SPEAKER announced as conferees on the part of the House 
Mr. MARTIN of Indiana, Mr. BALDwin, and Mr. PICKLER. 


MINERAL LANDS IN MONTANA AND IDAHO, 


Mr. MCRAE. I desire to submit a conference report on the bill 
(H. R. 3476) to provide for the examination and classification of 
mineral lands in the States of Montana and Idaho. 

Mr. TALBOTT of Maryland. I should like to know whether 
the gentleman from Arkansas asks for the immediate considera- 
tion of this report. If he does,I shall have to antagonize it, be- 
cause I want the House to go on with the consideration of the 
naval appropriation bill. 








1895. 





Mr. McRAE. I have no disposition to have any contest over 
the consideration of this matter; and therefore I ask leave that the 
conference report, with the statement of the House conferees, be 

rinted in the Recorp, and that the gentleman from Oregon [Mr. 

LLIs] be permitted to call it up as soon as the naval bill is fin- 
ished. 

Mr. TRACEY. If the naval bill should be finished to-day and 
this report should be called up immediately afterwards we should 
then know nothing more about it than we do now. On that 
ground I object to the request. If the intention is not to call up 
the report until to-morrow—— ; : 

Mr. TALBOTT of Maryland. There is no danger of its being 
called up to-day. 

Mr. TRACEY. Then I withdraw my objection. 

Mr. McRAE. The request eo the report in the RECORD 
would hardly imply that I wanted to call it up to-day. 

Mr. CAMINET TT. As one of the committee I dissent from this 
report; and I ask permission to file my reasons for dissenting. 

e SPEAKER. The only way to dissent on a conference re- 
port is to do so orally in the House. 

Mr. CAMINETTI. Let that be the understanding, then. 

The SPEAKER. In theabsence of objection, this report and the 
accompanying statement of the House conferees will be printed in 
the REcoRD, and the matter will go over, subject to be called up 
by the gentleman from Oregon [Mr. EL.Is]. 

Mr. McRAE. I have made the request that the gentleman from 
Oregon be permitted to call this up, because when the time comes 
to do so I shall perhaps not be here. I wish to say now that I 
hope the report will be adopted. This is an important matter and 
ought to be disposed of as speedily as possible. 

he SPEAKER. The Chair hears no objection to the request. 
The conference report is as follows: 


The committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on 
the amendment of the Senate to the bill (H. R.3476) to provide for the ex- 
amination and classification of certain mineral lands in the States of Montana 
and Idaho having met, after full and free conference have agreed to recom- 
mend and do recommend to their respective Houses as follows: 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the Sen- 
ate and agree to the same with the following amendments: 

In line § of section 2, after the word ‘“‘and,” strike out the words “two of 
whom at least residents’ and insert in lieu thereof the words “a resident;"’ 
and the Senate agree to the same. : : 

In lines 15, 16, 17, 18, and 19 of section 3, after the word “ determine,” strike 
out the words “and to enable the Northern Pacific Railway Company to se- 
lect the indemnity for mineral lands, as provided in its charter, the sur- 
veyor-general for said State or States shall compute the area of said unsur- 
veyed tract or tracts so classified as mineral,*’ and the Senate agree to the 


same. 

In line 23 of section 5, after the word “ published,” strike out the words “in 
the capital cities of Montana and Idaho” and insert in lieu thereof the words 
“at the capital city of the State in which the lands may be situated;”’ and 
the Senate agree to the same. 

In lines 43, 44, and 45 of section 5, strike out the. words “‘or by some proper 
officer of the Interior Department, detailed by the Secretary of the Interior 
for that purpose, who shall receive a compensation not ex ing,’’ and insert 
in lieu thereof the words “unless the Secretary of the Interior shall detail 
some proper officer of the Department of the Interior for that purpose. The 
compensation for such service shall not exceed;”’ and the Senate agree tothe 


same. 
THOMAS C. MoRAE, 
W. R. ELLIS 


Conferees on the part of the House. 


JAMES H. BERRY, 

T. C. POWER, 

FRED T. DUBOIS, 
Conferees on the part of the Senate. 


The statement of the House conferees is as follows: 


The Senate amendment or substitute in many respects is identical with the 
bill as it passed the House. Both provide for the examination, classification, 
and segregation of the mineral lands within the limits of the Northern Pacific 
Railroad nt in four land districts in the States of Montana and Idaho by 
a board of three commissioners for each district. The Senate amendment 
requires that the examination and classification shall be fully completed in 
four years from the date of this act. The House bill fixed no limitation. 

The most important change is in section 3, which defines what shall be 
classified as mineral lands. The House provision on this point is as follows: 

“That all lands shall be classified and en to be mineral lands under this 
act which prior to the passage of this act have been located or patented as 
mineral lands, or which have, or probably will have, a market value by rea- 
son of the minerals which they contain, or which show such indications of 
valuable mmeral deposits as would induce a miner to spend his time or money 
upon them with the reasonable expectation of finding mineral in paying quan- 
tities, or which from their geological formation, or their situation or propin- 
quity or relation to known mineral lands, are or probably will be valuable 
for the mineral therein; and all of these matters shall be considered by the 
commissioners in determining the mineral or nonmineral character of such 
lands and in classifying the same.” 

The Senate amendment on this point is as follows: 

““SEc. 3. That all said lands shall be classified as mineral which, by reason of 
valuable mineral deposits, are open to exploration, occupation, ced purchase 
under the provisions of the United States mining laws, and the commission- 
ers in making the classification hereinafter provided for shall take into con- 
sideration the ‘mineral discovered or developed on or adjacent to such land, 
and the logical formation of all lands to be examined and classified, or the 
lands adjacent thereto, and the reasonable probabilities of such land contain- 
ing Sejnabls mineral deposits because of its said formation, location, or char- 
acter.” 

The purpose of the change is to make the definition conform to the estab- 
lished practice of the Department and the decisions of the courts as to what 
should be classified as mineral lands, and has been approved by the Interior 

ment. The Senate amendment give the De ment full power and 


wuthority to direct the work of the commissioners and limits the total amount 
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of compensation to be paid each commissioner annually, including transpor- 
tation and subsistence expenses, to $2,500. It reduces the compensation of the 
district attorney or his assistant from $15, as provided in the House bill, to 
$10, and provides that the Secretary of the Interior may detail some proper 
officer is Department for;the purpose'of representing the United States at 
hearings before said commissioners, with like compensation. 

The ore of the House bill which declares that nothing contained in 
this act shall be taken or construed as recognizing or confirming any grant 
of land or the right to any land in the said Northern Pacific Railroad Com- 

any, or as waiving, or in ony wae affecting any right on the part of the 

Jnited States against the said Northern Pacific Railroad Company to claim a 
forfeiture of any land grant heretofore made to said company, is contained 
in the Senate amendment. That provision of the Senate amendment relat- 
ing to indemnity to said road for mineral land, which is apparently in con- 
flict with the spirit of the said reservation of the right to Lorteit the grant, 
is to be stricken out by the adoption of this report. 
THO. C. McRAE. 


W. R. ELLIS. 
ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. TALBOTT of Maryland. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous 
consent to dispense with the call of committees to-day, and that 
the ——e be accorded to members having reports to file to 
hand them in at the desk. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

Mr. TALBOTT of Maryland. I move that the House resolve 
itself into Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union 
for the further consideration of general appropriation bills. 

Mr. BROWN. Mr. Speaker, I rise for ‘the purpose of antago- 
nizing that motion with a contested-election case, the case of Wil- 
liams vs. Settle, from North Carolina. I do so with considerable 
reluctance. If I can have the assurance that the House, after 
this appropriation bill has been disposed of, will take up that elec- 
tion case and dispose of it, I will not make any objection. I ask 
unanimous consent, therefore, that it be taken upimmediately after 
the close of the consideration of the naval appropriation bill and 
disposed of. 

The SPEAKER. ‘The matter is a privileged one, and the gen- 
tleman can call it up whenever he desires. 

Mr. BROWN. I call it up now; but ask unanimous consent 
that its consideration be postponed until after the completion of 
this bill, and that it be then taken up and disposed of. 

Mr. SAYERS. I would like to state to the gentleman that the 
general deficiency bill ought to be disposed of immediately. 

Mr. BUNN. I hope, Mr. Speaker, that this case will not be 
further antagonized by appropriation bills. It has been postponed 
for many months, and we are very near the close of the session. 


Mr. BROWN. I would ask, Mr. Speaker, if there is objection 
to taking it up at the close of this bill? 


Mr. B N. Ihave no objection to that, and hope the House 
will agree to it. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair supposes the gentleman from In- 
diana desires to make a special order, and will submit the request. 
The gentleman asks unanimous consent that the House make a 
special order to dispose of the contested-election case from North 
Carolina, to which he has referred, immediately after the conclu- 
sion of the naval appropriation bill. Is there objection? 

Mr. SAYERS. I must object for the present. 

Mr. BROWN. Then I insist on the consideration of the case 
now. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman calls up the contested-election 
case from North Carolina; and the Clerk will report the resolu- 
tions reported from the Committee on Elections. 

‘The resolutions were read. 

Mr. TALBOTT of Maryland. I am constrained to antagonize 
that motion by raising the question of consideration. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Maryland raises the 
question of consideration as against this election case, and the 
question is, Will the House now proceed to consider it? 

The question was taken; and on a division (demanded by Mr. 
Bunn) there were—ayes 50, noes 81. 

So the House refused to consider the election case. 

Mr. BROWN. I desire to give notice, Mr. Speaker, that I will 
ask the House to take up and consider this case at 1 o'clock to- 
morrow. 

NAVAL APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. TALBOTT of Maryland. I move that the House resolve 
itself into Committee of the Whole House on the state of the 
Unipn to consider the naval appropriation bill. 

e motion was agreed to. 

The House accordingly resolved itself into Committee of the 
Whole, Mr. O’NEIL of Massachusetts in the chair. 

The CHAIRMAN. When the committee rose on yesterday 
afternoon a point of order was pending, made by the gentleman 
from Texas [Mr.SaYErs], on a provision of the bill which the Clerk 
will now report. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


On page 2, lines 4, 5, and 6, “‘8,250 men and 750 boys. * * * And the Sec- 
retary of the Navy is hereby authorized to enlist as many additional seamen 
as in his discretion he may deem necessary, not toexceed 2,000. * * * Pro- 
vided, That hereafter no officer of the Navy shall be deprived of sea-duty 
pay while attached to a vessel in commission by reason of asgignment to duty 
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_ a8 a member of a naval court-martial, court of inquiry, or board, or to other 
temporary duty, or by reason of being sent to a naval hospital for temporary 
treatment.” 


The CHAIRMAN, The first point point of order made by the 
gentleman from Texas was on the language which has jfst been 
reported, beginning with the word “and,” in the sixth line, down 
to and including line eight, ending with the words ‘‘two thou- 
sand.” The point of order was made by him that this changes 
existing law and does not retrench expenditures. 

The rulings which have been made from time to time on points 
of order raised on the naval appropriation bill have established a 
pretty clear line of precedents; and whatever may have been the 
opinion or feeling of the Chair on the original proposition, yet in 
pursuance of the practice of the House he feels bound to follow 
the precedents established by previous presiding officers. So that 
when a provision is offered to a bill providing for an additional 
ship to the Navy, notwithstanding the fact that it added to the 
Navy and increased the expenditure, it has been uniformly held 
that it was in continuation of existing works or objects already in 
progress, and was not subject to the point of order. 

Now, the point is made that this provision in the bill is obnox- 
ious to Rule XXJ, and many instances have been cited in support 
of that position. For instance, it is claimed that the Committee 
on Military Affairs, if this provision shall be held in order, might 
properly bring in an amendment or a provision in their bill in- 
creasing the military strength of the United States. And yet it 
seems to the Chair that a moment’s reflection will convince any 
person that the Military Committee and the Naval Cominittee do 
not stand on the same footing in that regard. 

For instance, the Appropriations Committee of this House has 
charge of two bills which carry large amounts of money for the 
maintenance of the Army and ‘the defenses. The fortifications 
bill carries, for instance, the appropriation for the coast and har- 
bor defenses, and the sundry civil bill carries also large appropria- 
tions for the maintenance of the army posts and other expenses of 
the Army, and the Military Committee brings in the bill provid- 
ing for the maintenance of the military force of the United States. 
Now, it would seem to the Chair that under the rulings which 
have been made it is entirely competent for the committee to 
bring ina provision in continuation of any public work or object 
already in progress; that when it is admitted, as it has been by 
the practice of the House, that it is competent to bring in a pro- 
vision authorizing the construction of a new ship, that it carries 
with it also the mght to maintain that ship, or to continue and 
maintain work already in progress. This seems to the Chair to 
be very clear, and after giving a great deal of consideration to the 
question, he is obliged to overrule the point of order. 

Mr. SAYERS. I appeal from the decision of the Chair. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Texas [Mr. SaYErs] 
appeals from the decision of the Chair. The question is, Shall the 
decision of the Chair stand as the judgment of the committee? 

The question was taken; and on a division there were—ayes 
116, noes 30, 

Mr. SAYERS. No quorum, Mr. Chairman. 

The Chairman appointed as tellers Mr. Sayers and Mr. Tat- 
Bott of Maryland. 

Pending the division 

Mr. BOUTELLE said: Mr. Chairman, I hope the gentleman 
from Texas will withdraw this point. 

Mr. SAYERS. Mr. Chairman, I know what I am doing. 

The CHAIRMAN, The House is dividing, and debate is not in 
order. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. There are several other appropriation bills 
still to be passed, and the example the gentleman is setting is a 
very undesirable one, 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair hopes the gentleman from Maine 
will be in order. 

The House divided; and the tellers reported—ayes 143, noes 87. 

Accordingly, the decision of the Chair was sustained. 

soe CHAIRMAN, There are several other points of order still 
pending 

Mr.SAYERS. The gentleman from New Jersey [Mr. GrissEn- 
HAINER| applauds the decision of the committee. I enter my pro- 
test against the ruling. 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the Chair understand the gentleman 
from Texas to insist on his other points of order? ® 

Mr. SAYERS. I insist on them all. 

The CHAIRMAN. The next point of order is, beginning with 
the word ‘‘eight,” in line 4, and running down to the word ‘‘ boys,” 
in line 5. Will the gentleman from Texas please state on what 
he bases his point of order against that provision? 

Mr. SAYERS. Inasmuch as the Chair has ruled upon the a. 
tion involved in this, it is not necessary for me to state anything 
further, because the committee, on this bill, under the ruling can 
change from officers to privates and from privates to officers 
without any restriction. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. That is a reflection on the Chair. 

Mr. SAYERS. I do aot reflect on the Chair. 
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The CHAIRMAN. The Chair does not consider it a reflection. 
The committee have decided this question. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. I should have said a reflection on the House, 

Mr. SAYERS. Nor on the House either. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair understands the gentleman from 
Texas to insist upon his point of order against the proviso begin- 
ning in line 10, down to and including the word “treatment,” in 
line 15. 

Mr. SAYERS. Mr. Chairman, of course after the ruling of 
the Chair, as stated in the first instance, the Chair is bound to 
overrule the other point of order, because it gives the power to 
this committee to do just as it pleases upon an appropriation bill. 

The CHATRMAN, The Chair will state to the gentleman that 
the Chair has made no such ruling. 

Mr. SAYERS. But that is the effect of it? 

The CHAIRMAN, The Chair does not think so. 

Mr. SAYERS. I insist on the point of order. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. What is the point of order? 

Mr. TALBOTT of Maryland. I will say to the gentleman from 
Maine that the point of order is against the following proviso, 
beginning in line 10, on page 2: 

Provided, That hereafter no officer of the Navy shall be deprived of sea-duty 
pay while attached to a vessel in commission by reason of assignment toduty 
as a member of a naval court-martial, court of inquiry, or board, or to other 
temporary duty, or by reason of being sent to a naval hospital for temporary 
treatment. 

I will say to the House that the practice of the Treasury De- 
partment was formerly that officers transferred from assignment 
to sea duty temporarily received their sea pay; but recently the 
Departinent has decided otherwise, and the Secretary of the 
Treasury recommends this change in the law, so as to allow the 
accounting officers of the Treasury Department to settle with 
these officers as heretofore. 

I will read what the Secretary of the Navy says: 

The accounting officers of the Treasury have recently decided that when 
naval officers attached toa vessel are assigned to temporary duty as mem- 
bers of examining boards, courts-martial, etc., they shall receive shore pay 
only. Such assignment to temporary duty, which does not detach them from 
their vessels, in most cases entails additional expense upon the officers con- 
cerned, inasmuch as they continue to pay their shares of the ship's mess bills 
in addition to their hotel bills on shore. In view of this double expense for 
subsistence, necessarily imposed upon officers in such cases, it does not seem 
proper that their sea pay should be checked in addition. Itis therefore respect- 
tully recommended that such a provision as was inserted in the naval appro- 
priation bill for the current fiscal year, subsequently stricken out, stipuiat- 
ing that the pay of officers shall not be checked in such cases, be commended 
to the favorable consideration of Congress. 

The CHAIRMAN. It seems that this changes the existing law. 

Mr. TALBOTT of Maryland. I will state to the Chair that 
there is no existing law on the subject. 

The CHAIRMAN. But the gentleman from Maryland in his 
opening statement said that it was necessary to change the law. 

Mr. TALBOTT of Maryland. I did not say it was necessary 
to change the law, but that there should be a change made to meet 
this decision of the accounting officers of the Saaeeee 

The CHAIRMAN. The Treasury has construed thelaw. The 
Chair will sustain the point of order. 

Mr. SAYERS. Ihave an amendment to offer. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will recognize the gentleman 
from Texas after he has recognized the gentleman from Iilinois. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Mr. Chairman, I offer the following amend- 
ment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Add to the paragraph on page 2, at the end of line 10, the following: 

‘“* Provided, That any retired officer of the Navy or Marine Corps may, on 
his own application, be detailed to service as a teacher or professor in any 
school or college, but while so serving such officer shall be allowed no addi- 
tional compensation; and ordnance and ordnance stores may be loaned to the 
colleges and schools where such officers are employed under the same con- 
ditions and lations as such ordnance and ordnance stores are loaned to 
colleges and schools at which retired officers of the Army are employed.” 


Mr. SAYERS. If the gentleman will omit the latter portion of 
his amendment I will not raise a point of order against it; but if 
he does not, I will submit a point of order against the whole 
amendment. 

Mr. SPRINGER. What is the point? 

Mr. SAYERS. Ido not object to the detailing of retired offi- 
cers, but I do object to the Secretary of the Navy having author- 
ity to distribute ordnance and ordnance stores all over this coun- 
try at the will and pleasure of any officer. 

ir. SPRINGER. Will the gentleman allow me to have the 
letter of the Secretary read? 

Mr. SAYERS. I reserve the point of order. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I was about to say, Mr. Chairman, Iam per- 
fectly willing if the Chair thinks the point of order lies. But it 
does not cost anything, and it simply puts the retired officers of 
the Navy on the same footing as army officers on the retired list. 

Mr. SAYERS. Iam perfectly willing to do that. 

Mr. SPRINGER. And the next part puts them on the same 
footing as the Army. Wherever army officers are detailed as in- 
structors to coil or schools the Army may loan to that college 
or school such or ordnance stores as are not needed for 





the use of the Army—all at the expense of the college taking them, 
and they furnish bond. This simply puts the retired officer of the 
Navy in this respect upon the same footing as the officers on the 
retired list of the Army. The gentleman will permit me to have 
read a letter from the Secretary of the Navy on the subject as a 
part of my remarks. 

The letter is as follows: 


NAVY DEPARTMENT, Washington, January 23, 1895. 

Sir: I have the honor to acknowledge the zeostes of your reference of the 
letter of Charles A. Barnes, esq., dated the 18th instant, relative to the pro- 
posed amendment of the existing law relative to the detail of officers of the 
Army and Navy to duty as instructors at comege, so as to permit retired 
officers of the Navy to detailed for such ay and requesting to be ad- 
vised whether this Department can recommended legislation as to retired 
naval officers similar to that which has been made for retired army officers. 

In reply you are informed that the last annual report of the Secretary of 
the Navy embodied a recommendation that Congress be asked to authorize 
the detail of officersof the Navy cn the retired list to duty at colleges as in- 
structors when application for assignment as such may be made. © para- 
graph containing this recommendation was as follows: 

“The detail of officers of the Navy on the active list and of officers of the 
Army, either active or retired, to duty as instructors at colleges, under cer- 
tain conditions, is authorized by existing law. It frequently occurs that, by 
reason of the exigencies of the service, officers on the active list can not be 
spared from their regular duties and assigned to colleges when asked for. 

e Department fully recognizes the advantages resulting from details of 
this character, and it is recommended that Congress be asked to authorize 
the detail to this duty of officers of the Navy on the retired list who may 
make —— for such assignment. Authority to detail officers on the 
retired list of the Army to duty at colleges has been conferred by Congress 
on the Secretary of War, and it seems that a like provision respecting retired 
naval officers would be just and proper, and would result beneficially to the 
educational work of the colleges concerned and to the naval service. 

“Itis further recommended that Congress be asked to amend the act au- 
thorizing the Secretary of War to loan ordnance and ordnance stores to cer- 
tain collegesand schools, so as to accord to such institutions the same privi- 
leges when a retired naval officer is employed as that act confers when re- 
tired —— officers are assigned to such institutions.” 

You will see from the foregoing extract that it is the sincere wish of this 
Department that this apparent discrimination against the retired officers of 
the Navy be removed and that such officers be placed on the same footing 
with the retired officers of the y respecting these college details. 


Very respectfully, 
W. McADOO, Acting Secretary. 
Hon. W. M. SPRINGER, 
House of Representatives, Washington, D. C. 


Mr. SAYERS. If the gentleman will understand me, I have no 
objection to the first part of hisamendment. It is the latter part 
of the amendment I object to. If the gentleman will eliminate 
that I will withdraw the point of order against the amendment. 

Mr. SPRINGER. To accommodate the gentleman I will 
modify my amendment in the manner suggested. 

The CHAIRMAN, The Clerk will report the amendment as 
modified. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Add to the paragraph, on page 2, at the end of line 10, the following: ‘* Pro- 
vided, That any retired officer of the Navy or Marine Corps may, on his own 
application, be detailed to service asa teacher or professor in any school or 
college, but while so serving such officer shall be allowed no additional com- 
pensation.” 

The amendment as modified was agreed to. 

Mr. HATCH. Mr. Chairman, I ask the gentleman from Mary- 
land to make a motion that the committee rise, in order that I 
may get the agricultural appropriation bill, which has just come 
over from the Senate, disposed of. 

Mr. TALBOTT of Maryland. Mr. Chairman, I move that the 
committee rise. . 

The motion was agreed to. 

The committee accordingly rose; and Mr. SPRINGER having 
taken the chair as Speaker pro tempore, Mr. O’NEIL of Massachu- 
setts, from the Committee of the ole, reported that they had 
had under consideration a bill (H.R. 8665), the naval appropria- 
tion bill, and had come to no resolution thereon. /” 


AGRICULTURAL APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. HATCH. Mr. Speaker, I call up the bill (H. R. 8727) mak-. 


ing appropriations for the Department of Agriculture for the fis- 
cal year ending June 30, 1896, and for other purposes, and Imove 
to nonconcur in the amendments of the Senate thereto and agree 
to the conference asked for on the disagreeing votes of the two 
Houses. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Speaker pro tempore ap- 

inted a#eonferees on the part of the House Mr. Hatcs, Mr. 

ORMAN, and Mr. WauGH. 

Mr. TALBOTT of Maryland. Mr. Speaker, I move that the 
House now resolve itself into Committee of the Whole on the 
state of the Union for further consideration of the naval appro- 
priation bill. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The House accordingly resolved itself into Committee of the 
Whole, Mr. O’NeEt. of Miisaskenthe in the chair. 

NAVAL APPROPRIATION BILL. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. 
Morsk} is recognized. 

Mr. MORSE. Mr. Chairman, I had no idea of offering any 
remarks on the pending bili, but there was a single remark made 
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most wonderful memorial argue nothing against the statement 
made by the gentleman from New York? 


dian fishery dispute by the treaty of Washington, the arbitration 
of the Bering Sea dispute, are triumphs of peace instead of war, 
all fresh in the memory of the living generation. 


meeting in Convention Hall in this city, which seats 8,000 persons, 
and in that monstrous hall, festooned from its domes and arches, 












by my friend the gentleman from New York [Mr. BartLett}, in 
the course of his speech on Saturday, which I can not allow to go 
unchallenged. He said “Nineteen hundred years have passed 
since the advent of the Man of Nazareth, and instead of growing 
nearer and more near to a universal era of peace, all the ener- 
gies, all the inventive talent, all the genius of the human mind 
are now devoted to the manufacture and construction and sug- 
gestion of implements of war more horrible, more fatal in the 
power of execution, than any which the world has heretofore 
seen;” by which I understand the gentleman to mean that no 
progress has been made sinve the lowly Nazarene was upon earth 
in the direction of disarmament or of settling disputes among 
nations by peaceful methods. 

Now, I can not subscribe to that statement. Why, Mr. Chair- 
man, a most wonderful event in the history of the world has just 
here and now happened. It is only a few days since W. Randal 
Cremer, a member of the English Parliament, appeared in this 
capital city of the nation bearing a memorial addressed to the 
Government and Congress of the United States and signed by no 
less than 354 members of the British House of Commons, asking 
this Government to join with the Government of Great Britain 
in framing a treaty to refer to arbitration disputes which diplo- 
macy fails to adjust. 

Mr. Chairman, does this most wonderful messenger and this 































The settlement by arbitration of the Alabama dispute, the Cana- 











Why, Mr. Chairman, only Friday evening last I attended a 








was exhibited a monster petition, the like of which was never 
seen on the face of the earth, 5 miles long, and signed by 1,150,000 
persons, and further signed by officers of societies representing a 
grand total of 7,000,000 signatures, from citizens not only of this 
country and England, but of Burmah, Ceylon, Australia, Den- 
mark, China, India, Mexico, Alaska, Nova Scotia, New Brunswick, 
Prince Edward Island, Newfoundland, Belgium, Holland, Sweden, 
Spain, Uruguay, Brazil, Japan, Corea, Egypt, Finland, Russia, 
Turkey, Hawaii, Siam, and other nations and peoples speaking no 
less than fifty languages and dialects. 

What does this monster petition pray for? It prays the legisla- 
tors, monarchs, and rulers of the earth to suppress the drink and 
opium traffic. A herald of the cross, a weak woman, Mary 

ement Leavitt, went forth with this petition in her trip around 
the world and has been eleven years in collecting these signa- 
tures. 

Mr. Chairman, does this great movement, championed in Eng- 
land by Lady Henry Somerset, and in this country by that queen 
of American women Miss Frances Willard, and known as the 
white-ribbon movement, which has circled the world in its errand 
of love, mean nothing? 

I say, does this argue nothing in favor of disarmament and the 
ushering in of that glorious day so long predicted in God's Word, 
when men shall beat their swords into plowshares and their spears 
into pruning hooks, and when nation shall not lift up sword 
against nation nor learn war any more? 

The gentleman from New York says we should have such a 
navy, and that one of the objects of these battle ships is to place 
ourselves in a position to demand our rights in Bering Sea at 
the cannon’s mouth, if necessary. 

Mr. Chairman, I believe in an American Navy and will vote for 
this bill, but I will never vote to use that Navy except as a last and 
dire resort; only when arbitration and all peaceable methods of 
settlement of a great wrong have been exhausted. 

The principal business of an American navy at present, and I 
hope ii may continue to be its business in the future is a police 
duty, and by a show of force to represent this Government and 
protect its citicizeus and their rights in foreign countries, and 
especially in semi-civilized countries, as in the recent outbreak 
in the Sandwich Islands, and in the waters of Brazil and Chile. 
We need to continue a man-of-war at the present time at Hawaii, 
not — to defend American citizens in that country and their 
rights, but to give moral support to the cause of Republican 
government and good government iu those islands, and such an 
exigency is likely to arise at any time, and hence patriotism dic- 
tates that our country should be equipped with a first-class navy 
that will command the respect of the world. I confess to some 
misgivings, however, in regard to these great unwealdy, topheavy, 
heavy-plated battle-ships. The evperience of China and Japan 
show that the swift armor-plated cruiser is more than than a 
match for the battleship. While I take this patriotic position 
in regard toa navy until such time as the nations of the earth 
will consent to a disarmament it argues nothing to my mind 
against peace and arbitration for the settlement of national dis- 
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putes, instead of bloodshed and war, the horrors of which we as 
a nation and the living generation know too well. 

Why, Mr. Chairman and gentlemen of the House of Repre- 
sentatives, all the seals that ever swam in Bering Sea or in the 
waters of Alaska, all the fish that ever swam in the waiters of 
Canada, are not worth one day’s fighting between these two great 
Christian, English-speaking nations. God forbid that it should 
ever come to that. 

No, Mr. Chairman, the gentleman from New York is wrong. 
Iam one of those who believe that the world is growing better. 
There never were upon the face of the earth so many good men 
and women as now. Never was the disposition so strong to settle 
national disputes by arbitration as now. 

Never were the conditions of war, even among semicivilized 
countries like the present war between China and Japan, miti- 
gated by so much mercy and humane methods as now, notwith- 
standing the blot on the record of Japan at Port Arthur. On the 
field of battle in far off China is seen the flag of the Red Cross 
eee the herald of the Prince of Peace. 

In Nebuchadnezzar’s dream he sawa stone cut out of the moun- 
tains without hands that smote the image, which Daniel inter- 
preted by saying, “In the days of the years of these kings shall 
the God of Heaven set up a kingdom that shall break in pieces 
and consume all other kingdoms and stand forever.” That king- 
dom has been set up; it is the Kingdom of Prince Immanuel; its 
banner is the cross; its rallying cry is,‘‘ Peace on earth and good 
will toward men.” And its final triumph and success*comes on 
[Applause. } 

On the morning of a memorable battle Napoleon Bonaparte 
pointed his gleaming sword toward the morning sun, and said to 
the officers that stood about him, ‘‘ Behold, behold, the sun of 
victory!” 

Mr. Chairman, methinks I behold the sun of victory, methinks 
that I behold the dawn of a better understanding among the 
family of nations, the dawn of peace and arbitration, in place of 
bloodshed and cruel war. 

And I firmly believe that we have seen the last appeal to arbi- 
tration by the sword among English speaking people. 

The following is the letter and accompanying petition from the 
members of the British House of Commons to which I have re- 
ferred, and is altogether the most wonderful memorial that ever 
crossed the ocean: 


[From W. Randal Cremer, M. P., St. Paul's Chambers, 23 Bedford street, 
Strand, London, W. C.] 


LONDON, January 1, 1895. 


DzAr Srp: I have the honor to forward you a copy of a memorial signed by 
854 mem bers of the British House of Commons. As the object of the memo- 
rial is of the highest importance, and the signatures represent all shades of 
political opinion in the British Parliament, I venture to ask for the prayer of 
the memorialists your earnest consideration. 

Respectfully, yours. W. RANDAL CREMER. 

Hon. E. A. Morse, M. C. e 


To the President and Congress of the United States of America; 


In response to the resolution adopted by Congress on April 4, 1890, the Brit- 

ish House of Commons, supported in its decision by Mr. Gladstone on June 16, 

unanimously affirmed its willingness to cooperate with the Government 

of the United States in settling disputes between the two countries by means 

of arbitration. The undersigned members of the British Parliament, while 

cordially thanking Congress for having, by its resolution, given such an im- 

petus to the movement and _ called forth such a response from our Govern- 

ment, earnestly hope that Congress will follow up its resolution, and crown 

its desire by inviting our Government to join in f a treaty which shall 

bind the two nations to refer to arbitration utes which diplomacy fails to 

just. Should sucha propoel be made, our heartiest efforts would be used 

in its support. and we shall rejoice that the United States of America and the 

United Kingdom of Great Britain and Ireland have resolved to set sucha 
splendid example to the other nations of the world. 

William Abraham (Limerick), William Abraham (Rhondda), 

James T. Ags Gener David Ainsworth, William Allan, 

C.F. Egerton Allen, William Allen, Robert A. Allison, Dr. Dan- 

iel Ambrose, Robert Ambrose, Joseph Arch, Hugh O. Arnold- 

Foster, Alexander Asher, Llewellyn Atherley ones, Sir John 

Austin. Bt.; Michael Austin; Sir George Baden-Powell, K.C. 

M. G.; John Baker, W. H. Walter Ballantine, J. Emmott Bar- 

low, John Barran, Reuben V. Barrow, Edward Barry, Edw. 

Hodson Bayley. Thomas Bayley, Mark H. Beaufoy, Gilbert 

Beith, John Williams Benn, Joseph Bennett, Godfrey R. Benson, 

Michael Biddulph, James gros. Alfred Billson, William 

Birkmyre, Augustine Birrell, Edward Blake, Matthias M. Bod- 

kin, T. B. Bolitho, Thomas Doliag Baece, Hon. Arthur G. 

Brand, Right Hon. Jacob Bright, John Albert Bright, Harring- 

ton Evans Broad, Henry Broadhurst, Alex. Hargreaves Brown, 

John Tomlinson Brunner, Thomas R. Buchanan, Robert J. 

D. Burnie, Thomas Burt, William P. Byles. Wm. Sproston 

Caine, James Caldwell, Sir Charles Cameron, Bt.; Sir James 

M. Carmichael, Bt.; Patrick G. H. Carvill, Francis A. Chan- 

ning. Joshua M. Cheetham, John J. Clancy, Dr. Gavin B. 

Clark, Walter Owen Clough, Henry P. Cobb, Hon. Thos. H. 

Cochrane, Francis M. Coldwells, Jeremiah J. Colman, Andrew 

Commins, LL. D.; Earl Compton, Thomas J. Condon, C. Aug. 

V. Conybeare, Arch. Cameron Corbett, Right Hon. Leonard H. 

Courtney. Herbert H. Cozens-Hardy, Donald Crawford, Eugene 

Crean, William Randal Cremer, Daniel Crilly, John William 

Crombie, William Crosfield, Sir Joseph and. Alexander 

Cross, H. Shepherd Cross, Thomas B, Curran, Thomas Curran, 

Henry J. C. Cust, James H. Dalziel, Maj. Leonard Darwin, 

William Rees Davies, C. Diamond, Right Hon. Sir Charles W. 

Dilke, Bt.: John Dillon, George Dixon, Cyril J. 8. Dodd, Capt. 

A. J. C. Donelan, William Dunn, Frank Edwards, John . 
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ward Eliis, Sir. T. Grattan Esmonde, Bt.; Sir Francis H. Evans. 
K. C. M. G.; Samuel Thomas Evans, Robert Lacey Everett, 
cpaney Evershed, Dr. Robert Farquharson, Charles Fenwick, 
illiam Field, Charles James Fleming, James C. Fl oe 
James Foley, Matthew Fowler, Dr. Joseph Francis Fox, Sir 
Theodore Fry, Bt.; Frederick C. Frye, George P. Fuller, Chris- 
topher Furness, J. Lawrence Gane, James Gibney, James Gil- 
hooly, Edward T. Gourley, Geo. G. Leveson-Gower, Thomas 
N. Archibald Grove, William Court Gully, David C. Guthrie, 
Richard B. Haldane, Sir Charles Hall, K.C M. G.; John Ham- 
mond, Timothy Harrington, Luke P. Hayden, Right Hon. 
Charles Seale-Hayne, Walter Hazell, Right Hon. Sir A. D. Hay- 
ter, Bt.; Maurice Healy, Thomas J. Healy, Timothy M. Healy, 
James Heath, Clement Higgins, Sir Benjamin Hingley, Bt.; E. 
Brodie qoare. eee E. Hoare, Samuel Hoare,Chas. Edw. H. Hob- 
house, Henry Hobhouse, James Francis Hogan, Anes Holden, 
Sir Isaac Holden, Bt.; William H. Holland, Charles H. ae 
wood, Joseph Howard, George Howell, Sir Henry H. Howorth, 
K.C.LE.: Arthur C. Humphreys-Owen, William A. Hunter- 
Charles P. Huntington, John Husband, Alfred E. Hutton, Al- 
fred Illingworth, Sir William J. Ingram, Bt.; William Jacks, 
James A. Jacoby, Right Hon. Sir Henry James, Sir James 
Joieey, Bt.; David Brynmoor Jones, Maj. Evan R. Jones, Jere- 
miah Jordan, Hudson E. Kearley,J. Seymour Keay, Sir John 
H. Kennaway., Bt.; Patrick J. Kennedy, Dr. Joseph E. Kenny, 
Matthew J. Kenny, William Kenny. Denis Kilbride, Sir H. Sey- 
mour King, K.C.I.E.; Sir John G. 8. Kinloch, Bt.; Sir James 
Kitson, Bt.; Henry Labouchere. George Lambert, J. Batty, 
Langley, Harry L. W. Lawson, Sir Wilfrid Lawson, Bt.; Robert 
Leake. Thomas Wodehouse Legh, Joseph Leigh, Sir John 
Leng, Herbert S. Leon, Joseph F. Lesse, John Herbert Lewis, 
Thomas Lewis, Thomas 8. Little, David Lloyd-George, Frank 
Lockwood, John William Logan, Thomas Lough, Right Hon. Sir 
J. Lubbock, Bt.; H.C. Fownes Luttrell, Sir Leonard Lyell, Bt.; 
John A. M. Macdonald. Sir Donald H. Macfarlane, Dr. Donald 
Macgregor, Miles MacInnes, Michael McCartan, Justin McCar- 
thy, atrick McDermott, Dr. Mark A. McDonnell, William Mc- 
Ewan.Patrick McGilligan,Edward M’Hugh,Patrick A.M’Hugh, 
Charles P. Bright McLaren, Walter 8.B.McLaren,John McLeod, 
John Henry Maden, John Mains, W. F. Maitland, Richard Mal- 
lock, Francis Mandeville, Sir Moses Philip Manfield, Sir Fred- 
erick T. Mappin, Bt.,Richard Biddulph Martin, William Mather, 
William Jardine Maxwell. Francis B. ne smeig Matthew J. 
Minch, Bernard C. Molloy, Sir Samuel Montagu, Bt.; James M. 
Moorsom, Robert Jasper More, Right Hon. Sir G. Osborne Mor- 
n, Bt.; John Lloyd Morgan, W. Pritchard Morgan, Alpheus C. 
orton, Edward J. C. Morton, John Fletcher Moulton, Right 
Hon. Anth. J. Mundella, Dadabhai Naoroji, Hon. Mark F. Na- 
ier, Ralph Neville, George Newnes, Col. John P. Nolan, Hon. 
Bir Stafford Northcote, Bt.; Capt., Cecil W. Norton, Thomas- 
Willans Nussey, P. J. O’Brien, William O’Brien, Arthur O’Con- 
nor, James O’Connor, Florence O'Driscoll, Francis A. O'Keeffe, 
Mark Oldroyd, Thomas Owen, Sir Charles M.Palmer,Bt.; George 
W. Palmer, Herbert W. Paul, James M. Paulton, Henry Fell 
Pease, Joseph A. Pease, Sir Joseph W. Pease, Bt., Sir John 
Pender, Robert W. Perks, Benjamin Pickard, Edward H. Pick- 
ersgill, John Pinkerton, Thomas B. Potter, Patrick J. Power, 
Robert John Price, Thomas P. Price, Briggs Priestley, An- 
drew D. Provand, W. Cuthbert Quilter, David Randell, Wil- 
liam Rathbone, John E. Redmond, William H. K. Redmond, 
Sir Edward J. Reed, K.C.B.; R. Threshie Reid, Joseph Richard- 
son, John Bryn Roberts, John Herbert Roberts, Sir Thomas 
Robinson, Henry J. Roby, John Roche, Sir Thomas Roe, Sir Al. 
bert Kaye Rollit, Sir Henry E. Roscoe, Chas. Savile Roundell, 
James Rowlands, W. Bowen Rowlands, Thomas W. Russell, 
Sir Bernard Samuelson, Bt.; William Saunders, Col. Chas. Seely 
Thomas Sexton, Charles Edward Shaw, W. Rawson Shaw, 
Jeremiah D. Sheehan, David Sheehy, Capt. John Sinclair, Clar- 
ence Smith, Harry Smith, James Parker Smith, Samuel Smith, 
William Smith, Thomas Snape, Albert Spicer, Hon. Philip J. 
Stanhope, Right Hon.James Stansfeld, Henry Charles Stephens, 
Sydney J.Stern, Francis 8. Stevenson, James ©. Stevenson,Sam- 
uel etd ames Stuart, Donal Sullivan aenreay D. Sullivan, 
Sir Thos.Sutherland, Charles K.Tanner,Francis aylor, Harold 
John Tennant, Abel Thomas, Alfred Thomas, David Alfred 
Thomas, Walter Thorburn, Charles Townsend, Charles Ernest 
Tritton, James Tuite, Jasper Tully, Right Hon. C. P. Villiers, 
John Stewart Wallace, Robert Wallace, J. Lawson Walton, Cor- 
nelius M.Warmington,Thos. Courtenay T.Warner, Eugene Wa- 
son, Sir Edward W. Watkin, Bt.; Thomas Wayman,Alfred Webb, 
Sir Richard E. Webster. G:C. M.G.; Sir Wm. Wedderburn, Bt.; 
James Galloway Weir, Sir Joseph D. Weston, Samuel Whit- 
bread, 8. Howard Whitbread, os. P. Whittaker, J. Shiress 
Will, Arthur John Williams, John Carvell Williams, William 
Williams, James Williamson, Stephen Williamson, Charles H. 
Wilson, Henry Joseph Wilson, John Wilson (Durham), John 
Wilson (Govan), Joseph Havelock Wilson, Samuel Woods, Ca- 
leb Wright, Samuel Young, 


I take the liberty to pepens here also a copy of my reply to the 
bearer of this wonderful memorial, which was sent to every Sen- 
ator and Member of Congress: 


Houses OF REPRESENTATIVES, UNITED STATEs, 
Washington, D. C., January 18, 1895. 


DEAR Srr: I have the honor to acknowledge the receipt of your communi- 
cation of the Ist instant, inclosing a copy of a memorial signed. 354 mem- 
bers of the British House of Commons, in favor of the framing of a treaty 
which shall leave to‘arbitration matters between the Government of the 
United States and your Government which can not be settled by diplomacy. 
beg to assure you that this movement has my most hearty sympathy, and 
will receive my cordial and earnest re whenever it shall reach con- 
sideration in the Congress of the United States. The importance of such a 
measure to the welfare of the present generation in both countries and to 
les and generations yet unborn can not be overestimated, and is a step 
in the direction of ushering im that glorious day, so long predicted in God's 
Word, “when nation shall not lift up sword against nation, nor learn war 
any more.” 
uring you of my consideration, I have the honor to be. 


Your most obedient servant, 
ELIJAH A. MORSE, 


Member of Congress, Twelfth District, Massachusetts, 


To Hon. W. RANDAL CreMER, M. P., 
Riggs House, Washington, D. C. 
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Mr. SAYERS. Mr. Speaker, I move to strike out all after the 
word “law,” in line 6, page 2, down to and including the word 
‘‘thousand,” inline 8. The words that I pro to strike out are 
these: ‘‘And the Secretary of the Navy is hereby authorized to 
enlist as many additional seamen as in his discretion may be 
deemed necessary, not to exceed 2,000.” I desire every member 
of the committee to understand that the provision which I have 
moved to strike out increases the naval force by 2,000 men, and 
that an expenditure of nearly $700,000 will be entailed to support 
this increase if it should become law. 

There are 2,000 marines, one-half of whom are eeey doing any- 
thing, and my purpose is, if the amendment which I have offered 
be sustained, to offer another amendment, authorizing the Secre- 
tary of the Navy to assign to the secondary batteries such officers 
and men of the Marine Coen as in his discretion way be deemed 
necessary. That will furnish a force sufficient for all of the ships 
that have been authorized. The Secretary of the Navy says that 
he wants only 1,000 additional men for the ships that have been 
authorized, and that the remaining thousand of the 2,000 here pro- 
vided for are intended for the battle ships and the other vessels 
that are carried in this bill. I desire the members of the commit- 
tee to understand that when they vote against this amendment 
they vote to increase the naval force by 2,000 enlisted men. 

Mr. BARTLETT. Will the gentleman allow one question? 

Mr. SAYERS. No. Mr. Chairman, the question before this 
committee is whether, in the closing hours of this Congress, it will 
vote an increase in the number of enlisted men in the Navy. Why 
did not the committee bring forward this proposition before the 
last election? 

Mr. McALEER. It was bad enough asit was. [Laughter. ] 

Mr. SAYERS. And you now wish to make it worse. 

Mr. McALEER. You can not make it any worse. 

Mr. SAYERS. It is nearly two years until the next election, 
and gentlemen may think that the people will forget the action 
of this Congress in increasing the naval force in a time of pro- 
found peace; a time, too, when there is so much distress through- 
out the country. : 

Mr. SPRINGER. How many men does the Secretary of the 
Navy estimate are necessary to man the new vessels that are com- 
ing into service this year and next year? 

Mr. SAYERS. I understand from the Secretary of the Navy 
that for the ships that are authorized to be be built he needs only 
1,000 men, but he wants an additional thousand for the battle 
ships that are proposed to be constructed under this bill. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. When are those men required? 

Mr. SAYERS. When the ships shall be built; but at any time 
after this bill becomes law he is authorized to enlist them, and 
there is nothing to restrain his action. 

Here the hammer an 
r. RAY. I would like to know what the gentleman from 
Texas expects to gain by cutting down the efficiency of the Navy 
in these times. 

Mr. SAYERS. 
will permit me. 

Mr. RAY. You will occupy my time in answering it. 

Mr. SAYERS. Notatall. I will answer it very briefly. 

Mr. RAY. Well, I prefer to occupy my own five minutes, and 
the gentleman can answer later. 

Mr. Chairman, the condition of things all over the world is such 
that the United States is called upon to maintain its dignity and 
its character as one of the powers of the earth. We ought to have 
a war ship in every American port and in every foreign harbor of 
importance. Whenever trouble arises in any foreign port where 
we trade, or where American citizens go, we need to be in a con- 
dition to send thither a vessel of war carrying the American flag 
and with force sufficient to maintain the character and dignity of 
this nation and protect the rights of the Republic and all its citi- 
zens. We do not invite war by preparing for it; but we do invite 
insult and war if we assume a cowardly attitude and refuse to 
provide a suitable naval armament, so as to let the world see our 
power. 

We are building war ships; why should we not supply them 
with men? 
we have not a sufficient number of enlisted men now to man the 
vessels already constructed. There is no sensein his appealing to 
the Democratic heart and asking his fellow Democrats here why 
they did not do this or that before election. The Republican party 
has always been ready to appropriate money to maintain the Navy 
of the United States; and after being out of power in this House 
for two years or a little longer, the people of the United States, 
with full knowledge of the record we had made upon all these 

uestions, with full knowledge that the Republican party is in 

avor of enlarging the Navy and making liberal appropriations for 
its support, have seen fit toreturn us to power here. And I dare 
say now, and I do say, that if our Democratic friends in making 
appropriations for this Government had been a little more patri- 
otic, had been a little more liberal, there would be more Democrats 


I will answer that question if the gentleman 


The gentleman from Texas knows perfectly well that. 
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in the Fifty-fourth Congress than the gentleman from Texas will 
see here when we assemble in December next. [Applause on the 
Republican side. } 

Mr. SAYERS. My friend from New York [Mr. Ray] ought 
not to forget that with all the boasted liberality and patriotism of 
the en party, that party, after having complete control 
in the Fifty-first Congress, was swept away in the Fifty-second. 

Mr. Chairman, this is no political question—— 

Mr. RAY. You have made it political. 

Mr. SAYERS. No, sir; not at all. 

Ido not desire to cripple the Navy; but the Secretary of the 
Navy has written a letter in which he says that 1,000 men are suf- 
ficient to man all the vessels that have been authorized to be con- 
structed. 

Mr. DOLLIVER. 
2,000 men. 

Mr. SAYERS. It may be so; but nevertheless he says that he 
will need only 1,000 men to man the ships which have been author- 
ized to be constructed. 

Mr. DOLLIVER. This clause simply gives him a discretion. 

Mr.SAYERS. Oh, discretion! Secretaries have too much dis- 
cretion already. 

‘Now, what I propose, Mr. Chairman, is this—and there are 
many officers of the Navy who agree with me—that we utilize a 
portion of the marine force by assigning that force, or so much of 
it as may be necessary, to manning the secondary batteries on the 
vessels in commission. 

Mr. TALBOTT of Maryland. It is remarkable that no member 
of the Committee on Naval Affairs has ever heard of that proposi- 
tion. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. I wish to ask the gentleman from Texas 
what he means by the statement that naval officers have suggested 
that we could get along with fewer men if marines were assigned 
to the secondary batteries. 

Mr. SAYERS. Some have been to see me about it. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. Does not the gentleman know perfectly well 
that there is not a man-of-war in commission to-day on which the 
marines are not assigned to the secondary batteries? 

Mr. SAYERS. Ido not. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. There is no manona man-of-war who is not 
assigned to the guns. 

Mr. SAYERS. Now, if 1,000 marines be put in charge of the 
secondary batteries under competent officers, there will be no ne- 
cessity for increasing the wave force. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. The gentleman is entirely mistaken. 

Mr. SAYERS. That may or may not beso. But I make the 
statement; and I generally try to inform myself before making a 
statement. 

Mr. MONEY. L[riseto a parliamentary inquiry. Before this 
debate goes further, I want to know how many times a member 
may speak to one amendment under the rules. 

The CHAIRMAN. Once. 

Mr. MONEY. The Chair has twice recognized the gentleman 
from Texas, while only one member has spoken on the other side. 
I would like to know whether the gentleman from Texas is going 
to have simply the same time that is allowed tc any other mem- 
ber, or whether he is going to occupy all the time. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair has answered the gentleman's 
‘*parliamentary inquiry.” 

Mr. TALBOTT of Maryland. Mr. Chairman, the gentleman 
from Texas—I am sorry to say it—does not treat this committee 
right. Heisunfair. I havein my hand a communication on this 
subject from the Secretary of the Navy. But before reading it | 
will call the attention of the committee to the annual report of 
the Secretary, in which he asks for these 2,000 men. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Let it be read. 

Mr. TALBOTT of Maryland. It would take too much time 
just now. It can be printed in the Recorp. 

The statement is as follows: 

ITagain renew my recommendation of last year that the enlisted force be 
increased by 2,000men. A careful study of the services of the Navy for sev- 
eral years past convinces me that the number of vessels which must be kept 
in commission and ready for service is greater than the present enlisted force 
allowed the Navy will suffice to man. Calculations place this increase at not 
less than 2,000 men, and the law to authorize such increase should be so 
worded as to permit the Department to enlist them whenever needed 

An efficient and economical service can not be carried on without a fair 
margin between the number of men absolutely necessary to man the ships in 
commission and the limit as fixed by law. Newships getting ready for serv 
ice and constantly recurring emergencies necessitating the dispatch of ves 
sels to foreign waters are causing demands upon the enlisted forve which the 
Department will very shortly be unable to meet. The expense of maintain- 
ing the additional number of men asked for will be small in comparison with 
the results to be obtained and the value of public property of whick they be- 
come the care takers and defenders. 

Our new ships, too, will be of little value without officers and men trained 
in exercising them. This should not, however, be fora moment understood 
to mean that the vessels now building and those the Department is asking for 
in this report ought all of them to be kept constantly in commission. Battle 
ships and coast-defense vessels, as well as other ships, should be kept as nearly 


as may be always ready for service. Armored ships, however, and some of 
the larger cruisers, like the Minneapolis and the Columbia, it would be desir- 


In his annual report he expressly asks for 
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able to keep cruising in our own waters for not less than one year outof three. 


-When not cruising they might be laid up in fresh water under care takers 


who would maintain them in condition. 

Experience isdemonstrating that long cruises by our largest vessels are ex- 
pensive, and there is no question but that smaller vessels better subserve all 
the purposes of cruising In foreign waters for the protection of American in- 
terests in time of peace. Economy is not to be lost sight of by those who 
would befriend the Navy. Its affairs should be so administered as to entitle 
it to the continuing support of a people whose patriotism may always be 
relied upon to respond to every reasonable demman4. 

If the naval policy I have here ventured to indicate and briefly outline be 
carried out, there will be no necessity, unless in case of war, to increase the 
force of enlisted men beyond that now requested for many years to come. 
This will make the total number of men authorized 11,000. 


Mr. TALBOTT of Maryland. Now, Mr. Chairman, I have in 
my hand a communication from the Secretary of the Navy, which 
any other member could have had if he had asked for the infor- 
mation: 

NAVY DEPARTMENT, Washington, February 8, 1895. 

Srr: Replying to your letter of the 6th instant, I have the honor to inform 
you that the accompanying list gives the vessels that will be completed and 
should be placed in commission before June 30, 1896. 


Probable |No. of men 
date of | required 
comple- for each 

tion. vessel. 


Names of vessels. 


a st eacl lin ein ctiblilicaeh hina Nibibioneipdiaaiananies Mar., 1895 149 
Maine July, 1895 310 
i 186 


Katahdin. ...... 
Ericsson 

Texas . 
Monadnock 
Boston 

Indiana 
Massachusetts 
Oregon + 
Gunboat No.7.... 
Gunboat No.8... 
Gunboat No.9 


Total number required to man vessels_............. 
Total number prebably available June 30, 1896 


Number required 


~ Tt thus appears that the number of men that the Secretary of 
the Navy estimates may be required is greater than the number 
we have authorized in this bill. 


The present strength of our squadrons is not sufficient to meet the con 
stant demands for vessels to protect the interests of our citizens. 

It will be seen that if all these ships should be kept continuously in com- 
mission, together with those now in service, the number of men provided 
for in the appropriation bill would not be sufficient, but it is not the inten- 
tion or expectation of the Department that all the ships belonging to the 
Navy are to be, in times of peace, in commission. The coast-defense ships 
are not intended to cruise abroad at any time, nor will the battle ships make 
distant cruises. In times of »© these two classes of ships are to be kept in 
commission only a portion of each year. All, however, require to be kept in 
order and ready for any demand that may be made upon them, and it is es- 
sential that as they are completed and delivered to the Navy, they shall each 
be commissioned and do sufficient cruising to thoroughly test the condition 
and efficiency of their machinery, battery, and fittings. 

It is believed that if the bill passes as it has been reported, authorizing the 
enlistment of 2,000 men as they may be needed, it need only appropriate for 
1.000 men. A proper selection of the ships to be kept in commission, and a ju- 
dicious distribution of crews among them, will, it is thought, enable the De- 
partment to render these 1,000 men sufficient for the present needs. 

It isalso believed that the increase of 2,000 men now pro will, properly 
administered, be sufficient for the wants of the Navy in eof peace, even 
after the ships provided for in the present bill shail have been constructed. 

The vessels now in commission have the minimum number of men on board 
for efficient handling. Reports from some of the vessels state that more men 


are needed. 
Respectfully, H. A. HERBERT, Secretary. 
Hon. J. Freperick C. TALBOTT, 
Chairman of Subcommittee on Naval Affairs, 
House of Representatives, Washington, D. C. 

It is also believed that the increase of 2,000 men now pro will, properly 
administered, be sufficient for the wants of the Navy in time of peace, even 
after the ships provided for in the present bill shall have been constructed. 

The vessels now in commission have the minimum number of men on board 


for Ciciens handling. Reports from some of the vessels state that more men 
are needed. 


The Secretary has asked for authority to enlist 2,000 additional 
men, but the Committee on Naval airs concluded that very 
probably, as we are at peace, he could get along with 1,000; hence, 
although we have authorized him in his discretion to enlist 2,000, 
we have appropriated for only 1,000, the amount of the appropria- 
tion being $349,000. 

But, Mr. Chairman, it is not worth while for the American peo- 

le to adopt a policy of preening with the construction of a 

avy if they do not intend at the same time to provide means for 
manning it or authorizing the Secretary of the Navy to enlist men 
as the necessities of the case require. t is all that is proposed 
here, anfl I think that is a sufficient answer to the argument of 
the gentleman from Texas. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on agreeing to the amend- 
ment proposed by the gentleman from Texas. 

The question was taken; and on a division (demanded by Mr. 
Savers) there were—ayes 21, noes 51. 
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So the amendment was rejected. - 
Mr. SAYERS. I offer a further amendment to this paragraph. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


Strike out all after the word “law,” in line 6, down*to and including the 
word “ thousands,” in line 8, page 2, and insert: 

‘And the Secretary of the Navy is hereby authorized to assign as many 
officers and enlisted men in the Marine Corps to man the secondary batteries 
of ships in commission as he may deem necessary.” 


Mr. BOUTELLE. Mr. Chairman, the gentleman from Texas, 
chairman of the Committee on Appropriations, who seems to 
have given a great deal of temporary thought to the organization 
of the Navy, has stated to the committee this morning that he has 
received communications from some officers in the Navy who 
have informed him that some special disposition of the Marine 
Corps would enable the Secretary of the Navy to man the ships 
without the necessity of the enlistment of any additional men. I 
do not know, of course, who these anonymous correspondents of 
the gentleman from Texas are. I do not know, however, any offi- 
cer in the American Navy who I think would be willing to have 
his name used as a sponsor for that sort of a proposition. 

The suggestion of the gentleman, or rather his positive state- 
ment, that if men of the Marine Corps, who, it is suggested, are 
now unused in the service, should be assigned to the duty of man- 
ning the secondary batteries on the ships of war they would take 
the place of the proposed enlisted men, is so amazing a statement, 
that [ am cual to express surprise that a gentleman of the 
standing of my friend from Texas would be willing to make it 
upon the floor of the House of Representatives to become its spon- 
sor. Nothing is better known to those who are familiar with this 
subject than the fact that all persons on board of a naval vessel in 
time of war, or in the military exercises of the service, are assigned 
to some station and duty. 

There is not a marine afloat to-day who has not his regular sta- 
tion assigned to him in time of battle or in time of the general 
exercises on board a man-of-war. That condition runs back to 
the earliest period in the history of the Navy. 

Now, if this were a proposition to enlist some more marines, 
and thereby avoid the enlistment of more seamen, I could under- 
stand it, although I can see no reason for it. But the House 
knows and the country knows that the Secretary of the Navy, 
who is the authorized and official exponent of that branch of the 
service, and who, I desire to say to the gentleman from Texas, has 
at all times the advantage of the advice, counsel, and suggestion 
of all the officers of the Navy and who, it is to be presumed, has 
consulted with the officers of the Navy before he made his recom- 
mendations to Congress, has stated in his annual report year 
after year the obvious fact that we must have more seamen to 
man the ships we are building and putting into service. 

In addition to that, I think, my friend from Texas was not quite 
ingenuous when he undertook to lay such stress on the outside limit 
of 2,000 additional men fixed in the bill. We have fixed the limit 
there it is true, but it by no means carries with it the necessity of 
enlisting that number. On the contrary, he must know, as mem- 
bers who have read the bill must know, that in this matter we 
have only provided for the enlistment of a portion of the 2,000, 
and have made provision for the pay and subsistence of but a por- 
tion of the 2,000, about 1,000 in all, during the next fiscal year. 
But we have increased the limit of enlistment 2,000 beyond the 
present number, because it is obvious that in the near future we 
will require more men. But there is no more necessity of enlist- 
ing the full number now than there was four or five or six years 
ago, when the maximum was at the present figure. 

It was not done then, for the necessity had not arrived. But 
we have been warned by the obstructive tactics that have been 
employed whenever the point of increasing the number of seamen 
was brought before the House that it is desirable in fixing a new 
limit to place it not at a point to be reached in the next six months 
and which may have to be changed next year, but to make a rea- 
sonable provision for the future, in consideration of the number 
of vessels provided for and to be put in commission as the public 
service may require. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. Ishould like to have a minute or two longer. 

The CHAIRMAN. Without objection the gentleman will pro- 

ceed. 
Mr. BOUTELLE. We aresimply thrashing over now the straw 
which we have been pounding in the House ever since yesterday 
afternoon. This is the identical proposition my friend from Texas 
sought to eliminate by raising a point of order that has been over- 
ruled not only by the Chair, but by the approving judgment of 
the Committee of the Whole on that ruling. We have also had 
admissions from every member who has spoken, except the gentle- 
man from Texas, that there is need of the additional men. This 
Committee of the Whole has emphatically voted that it believes 
in responding to the call of the Secretary of the Navy for these 
additional seamen. 

And I desire to say, in yiew of the political situation which has 

. 














1895. 





been adverted to here, that I think, when the Republican side of 
this House, standing here on the very threstiold of their new re- 
sponsibility that is to come to us within a few weeks—when we 
are willing to stand, as we have always stood, for liberal provi- 
sions for all of those agencies of government which tend to uplift 
and maintain the dignity and power of our country, when we are 
willing to assume responsibility for the future, I think ?% is re- 
markable that gentlemen from whose shoulders responsibility is 
now dropping should resort to the extraordinary obstructive fili- 
bustering tactics that we have met here to-day to prevent the re- 
sponse which this House is trying to make to the official appeal 
of that executive officer of the Government who is charged with 
recommendations as to the needs of the Navy of the United States. 

Mr. MONEY. Mr. Chairman, the amendment of my distin- 
guished friend from Texas is of no utility, because of the fact that 
the marines are already used to man the secondary battery. 
is full authority to do that,and they are manning the secondary 
battery, and as a matter of fact it is inconceivable to my mind that 


There 


an officer in command of a ship of the United States, responsible | 


for the dignity of the flag, the honor of the nation, the safety of 
every life on board, and the property of the United States, should 
do otherwise than make the most proper and efficient distribution 
of the fighting force under his command. And you will always 
find that that commanding officer, responsible for the result of 
the engagement, will put the marines just where they ought to be, 
and that is in charge of the secondary battery. 

Now, as regards the number of the enlisted men, there is a provi- 


sion here exactly in accordance with the demands of the Secretary | 


for authority to enlist 2,000 men, but provision is made only to pay 
1,000, because we believe and the Secretary believes that that is 
enough for this fiscal year. 

Mr.BLACK. What is the necessity for providing for the enlist- 
ment of these men if you do not make any appropriation to pay 
them? 

Mr. MONEY. The necessity is just this: Now, in a time of 
profound peace many of our vessels will be lying in commission 
and not at service, but the gentleman does not know, nor does any 
other man know, that in the next nine months we may not havea 
war. There may be a necessity, as there was in the Brazilian 


affair, to man and hastily send every available vessel to Rio or | 


some other port. 
Mr. BLACK. Why do you not make an appropriation, then, to 
meet that possible emergency? 
Mr. MONEY. 


will come afterwards if there is a necessity for it. This recom- 


The men will be enlisted, and the appropriation | 
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mendation has been made by a Secretary who in a long and hon- | 


orable career in this House distinguished himself for economy in 
the management of bills in this committee. He is supported by 
one of the most brilliant young men ever in this House, his accom- 
plished Assistant Secretary, who in his career here also made a 
great reputation for economy. These two men know what they 
are doing. They have bothserved on the Naval Committee. They 
know what the necessities of the service are, and they would not 
have recommended it if it had not been necessary. 

The committee have gone into the subject and havemade an ex- 
amination that it is impossible for my distinguished friend [ Mr. 
SAYERS] to make, because other and veryserious duties have been 


devolved upon him by the order of the House, and he can not | 


know as well as we do and as well as the Secretary and Assistant 
Secretary know what the demands of the service are. 

As to the special amendment, it is wholly unnecessary. The 
Secretary and the officers in charge of the ship will place these 
men where they belong. I myself believe they ought to man the 
secondary battery. The Marine Corps has been distinguished not 
only for its drill but for its exceedingly fine marksmanship, which 
has taken the prize at every competitive firing in the world, and 
therefore no man need be uneasy that the marines will not be put 
where they will do the most good. 

Mr. SAYERS. Now, Mr. Chairman—— 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will recognize the gentleman 
from Texas, after which he will recognize some gentleman in op- 
position to the amendment. 

Mr. SAYERS. Mr. Chairman, I have not unadvisedly offered 
this amendment. I too have served on the Committee on Naval 
Affairs, both with the Secretary and Assistant Secretary of the 
Navy, and while I accord to them entire honesty of purpose, yet I 
do not accord to them complete exemption from all the influences 
that smound official life. 

I know those gentlemen; I know them to be honorable men. 
There is a struggle going on in the Navy leading toward the tak- 
ing away of the marines from vessels when they are in commis- 
sion. I know the effort has been made and will continue to be 
made. I will say to the gentleman from Maine [Mr. BouTe..e] 
that officers who were in the Navy long before he entered the na- 
val service have spoken to me upon this subject and have said that 
instead of taking the marines from aboard these ships when in 
commission, they ought to be assigned to the secondary batteries, 


| emphasis than that relating to the pay of the Navy. 
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thereby saving the necessity of enlisting 1,000 additional seamen. 
Gentlemen may do as they please; they may close their eyes to 
the true condition of this service, and they may vote this increase 
of enlisted men. Believing it is for the good of the service and 
that the public expenses may be curtailed,I have offered this 
amendment and shall insist upon a vote being taken. 


[Mr. COVERT addressed the committee. 


Mr. TALBOTT of Maryland. Just one word, Mr. Chairman. 
I desire to call the attention of the committee to the report of the 
commandant of the Marine Corps. 

On October 1, 1894, there were 2,097 enlisted men in the corps, only : 
of theauthorized number. Of these, 1,195 were on duty at the different sho 
stations and 901 on board ships in commission. 

Now, he says, in addition: 

The demand increases every day, both on shore and afloat, particulary in 
view of the many new vessels which will soon be placed in commission, and I 
again earnestly request that the Department will take the necessary action 
to have the appropriations increased for more men, in accordance with my 
many previous recommendations. 

The Secretary of the Navy did not recommend an increase; but 
the committee will understand that there are 901 of the Marine 
Corps now serving on ships in commission. 

The question was taken, and the amendment was rejected. 

Mr. BELTZHOOVER. Mr. Chairman, I offer the amendment 
which I send to the desk. 

The amendment was read, as follows: 

Add at end of line 15, page 2: 

‘“‘ Provided also, That hereafter the pay of all officers of the line, Medical 
Corps, Pay Corps, Engineer Corps, and chaplains shall be that now provided 
by the law for officers of the line of equal rank.” 

Mr. TALBOTT of Maryland. Mr. Chairman, I make the point 
of order against that amendment that it changes existing law. 
Furthermore, there is a bill pending which deals with that subject. 

Mr. BELTZHOOVER. Mr. Chairman, I desire to be heard on 
the point of order. Under a joint resolution passed by the present 
Congress and approved on January 12, 1894, subcommittees of 
three members of the Naval Committee of the Senate and a sim- 





See Appendix. ] 





| lar number from the Naval Committee of the House were ap- 


pointed ‘to fully investigate and consider the entire subject of 
the rank, pay,and all other matters relating to the personnel of 
the Navy, and to report what legislation, if any, is necessary in 
the premises.” These subcommittees have attended to the duties 
assigned them, and their report, unanimously approved by the Na- 
val Committees of the Senate and House, is now before us. Their 
report covers numerous matters, but there is no one which they 
have considered more fully and upon which they speak with more 
This subject 
of the pay of the Navy has been regulated for twenty-five years 
by a law which was passed as a rider on the naval appropriation 
bill of 1870. The committee say that they have patiently studied 
this law and find unanimously— 

1. That it is mequitable in many of its features. 

2. That the system of paying officers of the staff more than 
their immediate commanding officer is subversive of discipline 

3. That the Commission is unable to find among the navies of 
civilized nations any similar departure from true military princi- 
ples. 

4. They propose an amendment of the existing lawin the exact 
language of that which I have sent to the Cierk’s desk, and which 
they say will remedy the evil. 

5. That this amendment if adopted will save the Government 
$195,000 annually. 

This statement, embracing unanimous findings of facts by a 
committee of this House having full jurisdiction of the subject, 
it seems to me should be sufficient not only to enable the Chair- 
man to hold that the proposed amendment isin order, but to induce 
every member of the House to give it his unhesitating support. 

The instances of inequality and injustice prevailing in the pay- 
ment of salaries between the line of the Navy, which constitutes 
its fighting force, and the staff. which is the ornamental featare 
of the service, are too numerous to be given in the limited time 


| allowed to me. 


(etc 





There is only one out of all the navy-yards of the United States 
wherethe commanding officer, who has all the responsibility, gets 
as much pay as numbers of the subordinates under him. In all 
the rest of these great naval institutions the paymaster, whose 
duties are only clerical, gets more pay than the officer in charge. 

Perhaps there is no more striking illustration than in the case 
of the navy-yard at Washington, where the inspector of ord- 
nance, who superintends and directs the construction of all our 
immense guns, receives a thousand dollars a year less than the pay- 
master, whose sole duties are to disburse the stipend to the work- 
men periodically. The same occurs with the commandant, who 
also receives less than the paymaster and storekeeper. 

There is no greater responsibility placed upon any officer of this 
Government than upon the commandants of the great cruisers and 
battle ships of which we are so proud and upon which we are 
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: se many millions of dollars. These commandants have in 
t 


eir hands not only the great ships which they command and 
their enormous equipments and the lives of the thousands of men 
in their forces, but they are representatives of this Government 
inall the foreign ports of the world—-at Honolulu and Wei Hai Wei 
and wherever our interests are imperiled—and upon them de- 
volve still vaster responsibilities in the protection and defense of 
the country in the event of war. Isit not astriking commentary 
on our legislation on this subject that these high officers intrusted 
with such momentous interests are each paid less than two or 
three subordinates under their command? 

Why should the physicians and paymasters and preachers get 
more pay than the commanders, upon whose skill and learning 
and prudence the destinies of the nation depend? No naval sys- 
tem in the world tolerates such an injustice. No steamship com- 
pany among all the hundreds of great lines whose mighty fleets 
traverse the seas, carrying millions of passengers and hundreds of 
millions of dollars of freight, pays its force except on the broad, 

uitable principle which provides compensation in accordance 
with the value of the service. Why should not all commissioned 
officers on the active list of the Navy of equal rank receive the 
same pay? 

This amendment must commend itself to the considerate judg- 
ment and approval of every intelligent and fair-minded person, 
and I sincerely trust it will be held to be in order, and that it may 
be submitted to the decision of the House. 

he section of the bill now under consideration is forsthe ‘‘ pay 
of the Navy.” This amendment provides for the equalization of 
that pay and the correction of manifest wrongs which have long 

revailed in the system under which the Government’s money has 
yeen disbursed. The amendment is therefore clearly germane 
to the bill. 

The law of 1870 provides for the payment of larger compensa- 
tion to the staff of the Navy than it does to the line. The amend- 
ment provides clearly for the reduction of this excess of pay for 
the staff to the same amounts that are paid to the line. This 
amount of reduction the Committee on Naval Affairs have found 
will be at least $195,000, and I have information that the amount 
will be more than $250,000. The amendment, therefore, with any 
degree of liberality in the construction of the rules, can be fairly 
held to reduce expenditures. 

This amendment if adopted will promote economy, restore 
equality and fairness in the payment of our naval force, remove 
the most potent causes which tend to destroy discipline, and bring 
our system into accord and harmony with all the naval establish- 
ments of the world. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair would suggest to the gentleman 
that that isa matter of fact which has no relation to the parlia- 
mentary status. 

Mr. BELTZHOOVER. Then I will confine myself now to 
merely saying that I understand the rule of the House to be that 
an amendment is in order although it does change existing 
law, if at the same time it clearly and unquestionably reduces ex- 
penditure. 

The CHAIRMAN. On its face. 

Mr. BELTZHOOVER. This amendment, I beg the Chair to 
notice, has been reported by the Naval Committee, and in their 
report, which is before the House, they declare that it will reduce 
the expenditures of the Government $195,000 a year. The law 
fixes the pay of the staff of the Navy higher than the pay of the 
line, and therefore an amendment which proposes to reduce the 
pay of the staff must on its face reduce public expenditures. 

r. Haut of Missouri.rose. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Missouri will be recog- 
nized for five minutes. 

Mr. HALL of Missouri. I do not rise to speak on the point of 
order, Mr. Chairman, 

The CHAIRMAN. That is the only question before the com- 
mittee. 

Mr. HALL of Missouri. I want to speak on the amendment 
itself when it is in order to do so. 

Mr. BELTZHOOVER. Of course, Mr. Chairman, if the amend- 
ment is held to be in order I shall desire to be heard further on the 


merits. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair has not yet ruled on the point of 
order. Does the gentleman from Maryland [Mr. TaLsorr] desire 
to be heard on the question of order? 

Mr. TALBOTT of Maryland. Ido not pro to argue it, Mr. 
Chairman. I make the point that the amendment changes exist- 
ing law, and also that there is a bill pending which deals with 
this subject. 

Mr. BELTZHOOVER. If the Chair will pardon one more ob- 
servation, although there is a bill pending which deals with this 
subject, and although at one time, under the rules, that would 
have rendered this amendment not in order, that is no longer 
the rule. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair is very clear on this point of 
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order. The gentleman from Pennsylvania himself admits that 
this amendment changesexisting law and on its face it does not re- 
duce expenditures. erefore it is clearly obnoxious to every 
provision of Rule XXI, and the Chair sustains the point of order. 

Mr. HERMANN. I offer the amendment which I send to the 

desk. 
The Clerk read as follows: 

After line 10, page 2, add: 

“Any officer while within the regular retiring age of 62 years, who has been 
transferred from the active list tothe retired list for disability ibly cura- 
ble shall be subject to examination, at Navy Department discretion, as to abil- 
ity_to resume the duties of his existing commission; and if found thus able, 
and there be nofurther necessity for his continuance as a supernumerary offi- 
cer, he shall be ordered back to the active list, according to his existing com- 
mission, when the next vacancy occurs in that grade.”’ 


Mr. TALBOTT of Maryland. I raise a point of order on that 
amendment. 

Mr. HERMANN. What is the point? 

Mr. TALBOTT of Maryland. That it would restore a number 
of officers to the active list and thereby increase expenditures. 

Mr. HERMANN. I desire, then, to address myself to the point 
of order. 

Mr. Chairman, under the law as it now exists, if an officer of the 
UnitedStates Navy whois under sixty-two years of age becomes dis- 
abled to a degree supposed at the time to be incurable, he is trans- 
ferred from the active list and placed upon the retired list. Now, 
this amendment proposes to require that if at any time after such 
transfer it can be shown that the disability which had been sup- 
posed to be incurable is curable, and if the officer becomes relieved 
from the disability, he shall then be ordered back to active service, 
and take the place which he occupied under his commission pre- 
vious to the order for his retirement. 

It is shown that a great many officers now on the retired list 
are in this situation: While they are drawing half pay and per- 
forming no service, many of them are active, energetic, patriotic 
officers, who are exceedingly desirous to be reinstated in active 
service under their old commissions. Under the law as it now 
exists they are debarred from this privilege. 

There is another class of officers who may be said to be indo- 
lent, who are disinclined to go upon the active list, though the 
disability for which they were retired has been entirely cured and 
they are physically able te return to their original places. Indi- 
viduals of this class should be compelled to take their former posi- 
— and be subject to the orders of the Department on the active 

ist. 

If this amendment be adopted, it will exercise a most excellent 
influence upon both these classes of officers. The officer who, his 
disability being removed, desires to return to active service will 
be permitted to do so; an officer of the other class who is indis- 
posed to return to active service, although physically qualified to 
do so, will be required to return to active duty under the orders 
of the Secretary of the Navy. 

As to the position taken by the acting chairman of the commit- 
tee [Mr. TaLBoTT], that this amendment increases expenditures, 
allow me to say that it does just the reverse; it decreases expendi- 
tures to this extent: If an officer who has been retired is reinstated 
upon the active list he takes the place which would otherwise re- 

uire another officer drawing full pay, and the Government 
thereby saves the amount of the retired pay. I submit to the 
Chair that this explanation is sufficient to justify the overruling 
of the point of order. Having briefly stated the merits of the 
amendment and also my position in reference to the point of or- 
der, I submit the matter to the Chair. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair is very clearly of the opinion 
that the point of order is well taken, and sustains it. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Naval Training Station, Coasters Harbor Island, Rhode Island (for appren- 
tices): For dredging channels, repairs to main causeway, roads, and grounds, 
extending sea wall, and the employment of such labor as may be necesvary 
for the proper care and preservation of the same; for repairs to wharf and 
sea wall: for repairs and improvements on buildings, heating, lighting, and 
furniture for same; bocks and stationery, freight, and other contingent ex- 
penses; purchase oi food and maintenance of live stock. and mail wagon, and 
attendance on same, $30,000; for hospital for station, $20,000; in all, $50,000. 


Mr. SNODGRASS. _ I hope the chairman of the committee 
[Mr. TaALBottT of Maryland] will explain the paragraph just read. 

Mr. TALBOTT of Maryland. I suppose that the item which 
the gentleman. wants explained is the appropriation of $20,000for 
‘hospital for station.” This hospital is designed for naval ap- 
prentices. There is a training ship for these boys; and they are 
also sometimes keptonshore. Some time ago an epidemic broke 
out at this training station, where these boys are kept until they 
are detailed to duty on shipboard. In view of the sicknesses 
which sometimes occur, it has been deemed necessary to build 
a hospital for these boys; and we propose to appropriate for that 
— $20,000. 

The estimate of the Bureau covered $125,000 for barracks and 
$20,000 for a hospital. We disallowed the item for barracks, but 
allowed this for the hospital, because we did not think it proper 
that these boys when sick should be kept on the training ship or 
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in the barracks. Sometimes, when sick, they have been cared for 
in an old poorhouse, which was fitted up for the purpose. We 
think this appropriation for a hospital is entirely proper. This is 
the only new item in this paragraph. 

The Clerk resumed the reading of the bill, but was interrupted 


Mr. SAYERS. I wish to ask the gentleman in charge of this 
bill (because I feel quite sure that he would not have the committee 
vote upon anything that has not been explained) why it is that 
the appropriation under the head of ‘‘ Equipment of Vessels ” on 
page 10 has been increased $188,000 over the appropriation for 
the current fiscal year. 

A MEMBER. e have passed that long ago. 

Mr. SAYERS. I know that; but I suppose the gentleman will 
not hesitate to inform the committee why it has been asked to 
vote this increased expenditure. 

Mr. TALBOTT of Maryland. I am frank to state in about half 
a second to the gentleman from Texas that it is because of the 
new vessels going into commission in the Navy. 

Mr. SAYERS. Is that the only reason? 

Mr. TALBOTT of Maryland. Well, that ought to be sufficient. 

Mr. SAYERS. Not at all. 

Mr. MONEY. Well, we have passed over it anyway. 

Mr. SAYERS. Very well. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will proceed with the reading. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Naval station, Sacketts Harbor, N. Y.: For one ship keeper, at $366 per an- 
num. 

Mr. SIMPSON. Mr. Chairman, I would like to make some in- 
quiry as to this naval station at Sacketts Harbor, for which an 
appropriation is made here of $366 per annum. I ask the chair- 
man of the committee if, as a matter of fact, there is a naval 
station there, or dockyard, or anything of the kind, or any need 
for the ship keeper? 

Mr. TALBOTT of Maryland. This is the provision for a ship 
keeper at Sacketts Harbor? 

Mr. SIMPSON. Yes. . 

Mr. TALBOTT of Maryland. Well, I will be very frank with 
the gentleman from Kansas, and tell him that I have not person- 
ally examined the matter. This is the usual appropriation that 
comes recommended by the Department. I did not make personal 
inquiry, but suppose the ship keeper is there. 

Mr. SAYERS. I hope the gentleman from Kansas will move 
to strike it out unless some .reason can be assigned for retaining 
it in the bill. 

Mr. SIMPSON. I do not believe there is any ship there to keep, 
and hence no need for the ship keeper. 

Mr. TALBOTT of Maryland. Iam just told by a gentleman 
who knows, that there is a ship keeper there and a ship. 

Mr.SIMPSON. Under our revised treaty with Great Britain 
and Canada we have but one vessel on the lakes; that is the 
steamer Michigan—— 

Mr. MONEY. That is the vessel. 

Mr. SIMPSON. But she is never at Sacketts Harbor, I think. 

Mr. TALBOTT of Maryland. That is the ship to which refer- 
ence is made in this provision. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the motion to strike out. 

Mr. BARTLETT. Mr. Chairman, I object in the name of the 
State of New York to striking out an appropriation of this kind 
without being able to say a word in defense of the proposition. 
Why should it be stricken out, I ask the gentleman from Kansas? 

Mr. SIMPSON. Why, there is no ship there, and no need of a 
keeper. It seems plain enough. 

r.BARTLETT. Howdoyou know that there is no ship there? 

Mr. SIMPSON. I have just been trying to get the information. 

Mr. BARTLETT. Do you of your own knowledge say that 
there is no ship there? ° 

Mr. SIMPSON. I have asked the chairman of the committee, 
and got the information from him that there was not. 

Mr, TALBOTT of Maryland, No; the gentleman asked me if I 
knew the facts in connection with this matter, and at the moment 
I stated that I had not made personalinquiry; but have since been 
informed that there is a ship there and that the amount recom- 
mended here is nece , 

Mr. SIMPSON. _I would like to know what ship is there? 

Mr. BARTLETT. If the gentleman from Kansas is so strenu- 
ous a guardian of the public moneys, how does it happen that he 
allowed a million dollars to be passed through the House yester- 
day without raising his voice in opposition to the increase of pen- 
sions to the Mexican and Indian soldiers? 

Mr. SIMPSON. Because I ¢hought that a just proposition. 
These men are in life—in existence. But here is a provision to 
5 3 ship keeper where there is no ship. 

tr. BARTLETT. Why should pensions be increased forty- 
five years after the close of the war? Is it not simply taking the 
money from the taxpayers and giving it away where there is no 
necessity for it? 


Mr. SIMPSON. Well, that is a question for each man to deter- 
mine for himself when he comes to yote on the proposition. 

Mr. BARTLETT. And yet you think proper to rise and object 
to so small an appropriation as $366 a year for the services of a 
man to take charge of this establishment at Sacketts Harbor. 

Mr. SIMPSON. Let me ask the gentleman this question, since 
he has referred to pensions: Does be think it wrong to pay these 
pensions? 

Mr. BARTLETT. I think it wrong to increase a pension from 
$8 to $12 a month nearly half a century after the close of the war, 
and for that reason I voted against it. 

-Mr. SIMPSON. Does the gentleman think it will make it right 
to vote for another wrong? According to his logic that would 
seem to be a necessary result. 

Mr. BARTLETT. I think it right in this case. But the gen- 
tleman from Kansas poses as the guardian of the Treasury, and 
yet he allowed this vast sum to be taken out without a protest. 

Mr. SIMPSON. I would like to ask the gentleman from New 
York also what he knows personally of the ship at this point. 

Mr. BARTLETT. I know that the presumption is in favor of 
the report of the committee, and the onus is on you to show that 
it is not. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. SIMPSON. Iask a vote on the amendment. 

Mr. PICKLER. Mr. Chairman, I desire to be heard briefly on 
this question. 

I expect, after listening to the discussion on this bill, to vote for 
the provision for battle ships. That we may have lasting peace, 
that we may care for and protect our citizens in all lands, that 
we may uphold and sustain the dignity of the Government, we 
must have a Navy that will command respect; arbitration is 
then practical, and peace largely assured. I desire to call the 
attention of the committee to the declaration of the gentleman 
from Massachusetts [Mr. EVERETT] the other day, that it is 
greater to live for one’s country than to die for one’s country. 
While we all concede that the highest civilization comes from 
peace and its pursuits; while all concede that the highest point 
that the human race can attain must come with the development 
of peace and in times of peace, yet I can not subscribe to the sen- 
timent, as I understand it, expressed by the gentleman from Massa- 
chusetts that. it is greater to live for one’s country than to die for 
one’s country. 

The doctrine that the gentleman asserts, taken in a general 
sense, is the doctrine that leads to servitude. Never has a people 
been rescued from servitude, from bondage, from tyrannical rule, 
from slavery, by advocating the doctrine that to live in peace is 
greater honor than to die for country. 

Mr. Chairman, I believe, in the first place, for it to be an honor 
to live for a country it must be a government that is worth living 
for, anda government that is worth living for to save is worth 
dying for, and to die for it is the greater honor. A government 
is not worth living for that does not bring freedom to its people, 
that does not give every man an equal chance with every other 
man, that isnot a government of the people, by the people, and for 
the people. It is no honor to live for a tyrannical and oppressive 
government, and to overthrow such a government is, in my opin- 
ion, the greatest honor. 

The CHAIRMAN. The timeof the gentleman from South Da- 
kota has expired. 

Mr. PICKLER. I should like to have five minutes more. 

Mr. PAYNE. I ask unanimous consent that the gentleman 
have five minutes. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. PICKLER. I simply want to call the attention of the gen- 
tleman from Massachusetts [Mr. EVERETT] to a few of the dec- 
larations of our forefathers and our patriots in regard to the honor 
due to men who die for their country. It is simply the gentle- 
man’s proposition which he here asserted, that it is more honorable 
to live for one’s country than to die for one’s country, that I desire 
to combat. I can do it in no other way so well as by calling at- 
tention to sentiments expressed upon this question by men whose 
memories we honor. I simply desire to reiterate the proposition 
that it is no honor to live for a government that is tyrannical 
and oppressive, and that it is an unparalleled honor to die to over- 
throw such 2 government in order that we may have freedom 
for a people. 

I believe rather in the sentiment expressed by Sir William Jones 
than the sentiment expressed by the gentleman from Massachusetts 
as His words are that a true government is made 
up of— 

Men who their duties know, 
But know their rights, and knowing, dare maintain; 
Prevent the long-aimed blow, 
And crush the tyrant while they rend the chain— 
These constitute a state. 
‘ I would rather adopt the sentiments of Daniel Webster concern- 
ing Bunker Hill Monument in that immortal speech made at its 
completion, and I commend it to the gentleman from Massachu- 
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setts. Speaking to the vast concourse of people there assembled 
Mr. Webster said: 

Its future auditories will be through successive generations of men as they 
rise up before it and gather around it. 

Its speech will be of peteioie. and courage; of civil and religious liberty; 
of free government; of moral improvement and elevation of mankind, and 
of the immortal memory of those who with heroic devotion have sacrificed 
their lives for their country. 

I commend the sentiment of Jo iah Quincy, jr., at the second 
Boston centennial, September, 1830, that— 

Human happiness has no perfect security but freedom, freedom none but 
virtue, virtue none but knowledge. 

Especially would I call attention to and warmly indorse, in 
conclusion, the words and sentiments of that distinguished Ameri- 
can orator George William Curtis as to the minutemen of the 
Revolution, men who battled and died for liberty at the very 
threshold of the home of the gentieman from Massachusetts [Mr. 
Everett}. Breaking forth in eloquent inquiry, he proceeds to 
patriotically answer the same: 

The minuteman of the Revolution, who was he? 

He was the husband and father, who, bred to love liberty and to know that 
lawful liberty is the sole guarantee of peace and progress, left his plow in the 
: — ond Bes hammer on the bench and, kissing wife and children, marched 

© die or to be free, 

He was the son and lover, the plain shy youth of the singing school and vil- 
lage choir, whose heart beat to arms for his country, who fell, though he 
could not say, with the old English cavalier— 


“IT could not love thee, dear, so much, 
Loved I not honor more.” 


He was the old, the middle-aged, and the young. is 
= wee Captain Miles, of Concord, who said that he went to battle as he went 
oe “hn. 
’ He wan Captate Davis, of Acton, who reproved his men for jesting on the 
i was Deacon Josiah Haines, of Sudbury, 80 years old, who marched with 
his company to the old South Bridge at Concord, then joined in the hot pur- 
suit to Lexington, and fell as gloriously as Warren at nker Hill. 

He was James Hayward, of Acton, 22 years old, who marched with his com- 
pany from Concord to Lexington, who raised his piece at the same moment 
with a British soldier. each exclaiming, ‘*‘ You are adead man.” The Britton 
dropped, shot through the heart, and James Hayward fell portaly wounded. 
*“ Father,” he said, “I started with 40 balls, I have three left. Teli mother 
not to mourn too much for me, and tell her whom I love more than my mother 
Iam not sorry I turned out.” * 

Mr. Chairman, I believe that the death of these men and those 
like them who die for free government, who die that their own 
and succeeding generations may escape tyranny and oppression 
and thus develop the only true and highest Christian civilization 
known to men, perform the greatest, grandest, holiest service that 
falls to the lot of man. 

It is only in such a government that the golden rule can truly 

rovern the actions of men. And while I join the gentleman of 
assachusetts in his desire for the victories of peace on earth and 

good will to men, and while I grant that this is the great goal 

toward which all nations and men should tend, because righteous- 

ness exalts nations and men, I can not agree that any greater 

honor can come to man than to die for his home and country. 
iene the hammer fell. } 

r. BRECKINRIDGE. I would like to ask whether the ques- 
tion or the fact has been settled that there is a ship at Sacketts 
Harbor? 

Mr. TALBOTT of Maryland. They ask for this amount for this 
man and I presume there is one there. 

The CHAIRMAN. Debate on this amendment is exhausted. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE. I move to strike out the last word, so 
as to ascertain the fact. The question is whether there is a ship 
for that man to keep or not. 

Mr. MONEY. I wish to say they have asked for $365 for years, 
and the commodore asks this year for $366 because there are more 
days, the next year being leap year; consequently there must be a 
man there or he would not want this appropriation made. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE. Thereisnodoubtabouttheman. The 
question is whether there is a ship. 

Mr. MONEY. We are not paying the ship; we are paying the 


man. 
= BRECKINRIDGE, You are paying a man to keep the 
ship. 

Mr, MONEY. Certainly. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE. Now, is there any ship? There are 
four or five gentlemen on the committee present; can some one 
state whether we have any ship there? Now, I want to move to 
put in the word ‘ not,”so that the provision shall be $366 to the 
man for ‘ not” keeping the ship. 

Mr. MONEY. I accept the amendment. 

Mr. SAYERS. The gentleman has accepted the amendment. 

Mr. TALBOTT of Maryland. We do not accept the amend- 
ment, 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE. My amendment takes precedence of 
the amendment that has been offered. The gentleman's amend- 
ment is to strike out, and mine is to make it read $366, for ship 
ke ‘*not ” to keep the ship. 

r. SAYERS. The canadian of the gentleman from Ken- 
tucky was accepted by the gentleman from Mississippi. 
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Mr. MONEY. But that was all jocular. 
of the bill. , 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE. I will withdraw my amendment. 

Mr. TALBOTT of Maryland. Mr. Chairman, [ ask unanimous 
consent to let these two lines, 20 and 21,on page 14, go over, so 
that I may have an opportunity to make the inquiry; and if there 
is no ship there I will move to strike it out. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Navy-yard, Washington, D. C.: For one clerk, at $1,400; one messenger, at 
oer = one foreman laborer, at $4 per diem; one electrician, $1,000; in 
all, $4,284. 


Mr. SAYERS. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the last 
word, for the purpose of asking the gentleman in charge of the 
bill to explain why the appropriation of $500,000, which is a new 
one, is made, on page 7. I ask for an explanation. 

Mr. TALBOTT of Maryland. We have passed that. 

Mr. SAYERS. I ask for an explanation. Now, I think when 
a committee calls upon us to appropriate $500,000 for a new pur- 
pose that the chairman of the committee ought to be willing to 
give an explanation. 

Mr. TALBOTT of Maryland. Now, Mr. Chairman, I do not 
believe the gentleman is kind to this House. 

Mr. SAYERS. I will say that if the gentleman does not wish 
the question asked I will withdraw the request. 

Mr. TALBOTT of Maryland. Then I beg the gentleman’s par- 
don. I have made that explanation to this House. I have told 
the House that under the acts of 1890, 1891, and 1892, this Govern- 
ment subsidized certain vessels—the City of New York and City 
of Paris are two of them—at $2 a mile to carry the mails, with 
the proviso that, in case the Government needs them for war pur- 
poses, either as cruisers or transports, they shall be transferred to 
the Government upon a valuation to be ascertained by appraisers. 
I have told this House all that. Now, I told the committee that in 
case of an emergency and we wanted to use these vessels for 
naval purposes there is not a single gun at the disposal of the 
Navy Department to place upon them. 

Mr. SAYERS. How many vessels are subsidized and between 
what ports are they sailing? 

Mr. TALBOTT of Maryland. The City of New York and the 
City of Paris are now in commission, and I think the St. Louis 
will besoon. Itisbeing built forthe same purpose. It is to be sub- 
sidized. So is the St. Paul. I made that explanation to the House 
the other day. . 

Mr. SAYERS. I didnot hear it. It must have been very brief. 
I have asked an explanation because it is an important question. 

Mr. TALBOTT of Maryland. In other words, it is nonsense to 
subsidize these steamers and give authority to get control of them 
if we are not to be in a condition to use them and can not supply 
them with guns and gun carriages. 

Mr. SAYERS. Can the gentleman inform us as to the size of 
the guns they are to carry? 

Mr. TALBOTT of Maryland. I am told by the gentleman from 
New Jersey [Mr. GEISSENHAINER] that they are to be 6-inch guns. 
I did not inquire very thoroughly into that. 

Mr. SAYERS. Are these guns to be put upon these vessels as 
soon as they are made? 

Mr. TALBOTT of Maryland. My dear sir, you know they are 


not. 

Mr. SAYERS. I did not know. 

Mr. TALBOTT of Maryland. We mean just exactly what this 
bill means, and what common sense means, that they are to be 
re. as reserve guns for the use of these vessels in case we need 
them. 

Mr. SIMPSON. I move to strike out the last two words. 

Mr. TALBOTT of Maryland. I will ask the gentleman to make 
his motion with reference to some paragraph pending. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Kansas is recognized. 

Mr. SIMPSON. Mr. Chairman, this shows how much a Naval 
Committee with eight lawyers on it knows about the shipping inter- 
ests of the United States, including the Navy. [Laughter.] They 
appropriate money for a ship keeper at Sacketts Harbor when they 
do not know whether there is a ship there or not; and now I pro- 
pose to give another illustration of their knowledge in regard to 
these subsidized vessels that they want to appropriate half a mil- 
lion dollars to arm. What is the history of these four ships for 
which this armament is to be provided? We have two of them 
already nationalized by an act of Congress introduced by the gen- 
tleman from New York, Mr. Cockran. What does that mean? 
It means that those vessels, including the two that are to be 
built in the United States, are to receive as a subsidy from the 
Government of the United States $4 per mile, instead of $2, as stated 
by the chairman of the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

Mr. GEISSENHAINER. Two dollars. 

Mr. SIMPSON. No,sir; $4amile. Now, what does that mean, 
Mr. Chairman? The distance between New York and Southamp- 
ton is 3,047 miles. This subsidy will give $12,188 for every voy- 


Iam not in charge 
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age that one of these steamers makes. If they make 52 voyages 
4uring the year that will produce $633,776. But suppose they do 
not make 52 voyages per year, or one voyage a week, the amount 
will probably be at least half a million dollars of subsidy which 
is to be paid by the taxpayers of the United States. Is not thata 
costly navy? Is not that a costly experiment in getting transports 
for time of war? 

Mr. TALBOTT of Maryland. The legislation the gentleman 
refers to was not reported from the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

Mr. SIMPSON. Iam aware of that. 

Mr. TALBOTT of Maryland. It was reported from another 
committee. 

Mr. SIMPSON. Iam aware of that; but I want to draw atten- 
tion to the fact that after all that the Democrats have said about 
the Republicans passing subsidy bills they have outsubsidied the 
Republicans. By that legislation you have given a greater sub- 
sidy to this international line than was ever given by any gov- 
ernment on the face of the earth. You have put to shame all the 
Republican legislation along that line; and now come the Com- 
mittee on Naval Affairs proposing to add another half million dol- 
lars to arm these subsidized ships. 

Mr. SAYERS. Mr. Chairman, I desire to say that I have a tele- 
gram from the Postmaster-General stating that the amount of 
contracts with these subsidized lines rescinded since March 4, 1893, 
is $1,398,528. 

Now, the question I propound to the gentleman is this: If it be 
the policy of the Postmaster-General to rescind those contracts, 
why is it that the Committee on Naval Affairs report in this bill 
an item of $500,000 to arm those vessels? 

Mr. TALBOTT of Maryland. I will answer that when the 
proper time comes. Meanwhile,I wish to say to the gentleman 
from Kansas that he is entirely mistaken im what he has said about 
the subsidy legislation. When the bill to which he refers was 
passed the Senate was controiled by Republicans, and the House too. 

Mr. SIMPSON. Does that excuse the Democrats who control 
this House? 

Mr. TALBOTT of Maryland. My dear sir, I do not want to 
make any excuses for anybody or for doing what I cogsider to be 
my duty. I consider it to be my duty to report bills to maintain 
the American Navy, and I will do it whenever I have an oppor- 
tunity. [Applause.]} 

Mr. SIMPSON. Lammerely drawing the attention of the House 
to what has been done. I am sure that very few members realized 
at the time of the passage of that bill naturalizing those vessels 
what it really meant. So here to-day we have passed this impor- 
tant paragraphin this bill with very few people on this floor realiz- 
ing its meaning, yet it is an appropriation of another half million 
dollars to arm these subsidized vessels. 

Mr. SAYERS. Mr. Chairman, I move tostrike out the last two 
words. I wish to call the attention of members to the fact that 
here is an item which appears for the first time on an appropria- 
tion bill from the Committee on Naval Affairs—an item to appro- 
priate $500,000 to arm ships which may never need artillery. 
Gentlemen have denounced the subsidizing act of the Fifty-first 
Congress, and the Postmaster-General has rescinded contracts 
made under it; yet this committee, upon the request of the Sec- 
retary of the Navy, proposes to expend $500,000 to arm these fast- 
going ocean steamships belonging to private companies. Gentle- 
men do not object to paying Carnegie and the Bethlehem Iron Com- 
pany five or six millions more and Cramp & Sons probably ten 
or oe millions more for material and work that may never be 
utilized. 

Mr.SIMPSON. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent to re- 
turn to that paragraph and have a vote upon it. 

Mr. TALBOTT of Maryland. I object. 

The CHAIRMAN. Objection is made tothe request of the gen- 
tleman from Kansas. The pro forma amendment will be regarded 
as withdrawn and the Clerk will read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Navy-yard, Boston, Mass.: To complete the electric plant at the Boston 
Navy-Yard, including United States steamer Wabash, $1500. 

Mr. TALBOTT of Maryland. I move to amend by adding to 
this paragraph the words ‘‘to be immediately available.” 

Mr. SAYERS. I observe the language of this paragraph is 
‘*to complete the electric plant at the Boston Navy- Yard, includ- 
ing United States steamer Wabash.” Does that mean to complete 
the Wabash and also the electric plant? 

Mr. ne The electric plant is on the Wabash and in the 
navy-yard. 

Mr. SAYERS. It does not so read. 

Mr. MONEY. Oh, yes; it does. The Wabash is the receiving 
ship. and the electric plant supplies her with light. 

he amendment was agreed to. 
The Clerk read as follows: + 


Navy-Yard, League Island, Pa.: For 200 linear feet of sea wall (continua- 
tion), 2,000 linear feet of light re wall (continuation), $20,000; dredging, 
ee artesian wells, $9,000; sidewalks, oe one deck scow, $2,000; for the 

ction of one steam tug, $30,000; in $74,500. 
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Mr. TALBOTT of Maryland. Imovetoamend by striking out 
lines 16 and 17, down to the word ‘“‘twenty,” and inserting the 
words ‘‘ continuation of sea wall.” 

Mr. SAYERS. Iremember that in the Forty-ninth Congress 
the establishment of a navy-yard at League Island was refused. 
I wish to ask the gentleman in charge of this bill whether he can 
inform the Committee of the Whole how much money has been 
expended up to this time for that navy-yard and what will be the 
probable cost of completing it? 

Mr. TALBOTT of Maryland. I could get the information for 
the gentleman, I suppose; but he has been here since the Forty- 
ninth Congress, and he ought to be better posted on these mat- 
ters than I am. 

Mr. SAYERS. That might be so if I were a member of the 
Committee on Naval Affairs. The chairman of the committee 
ought to be able to give us this information. 

Mr. TALBOTT of Maryland. I do not suppose that any gen- 
tleman could answer offhand such a question. 

Mr. SAYERS. I observe that the chairman of the committee 
[Mr.GEISSENHAINER] remains silent and does not inform us upon 
the subject. 

The question being taken, the amendment of Mr. TaLsorr of 
Maryland was agreed to. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Navy yard, Norfolk, Va.: For extension of quay wall, $20,000; sand lighter, 
$2,000; derrick car, $1,000; repairs to granite dock, $15,000; one deck scow, 
$2,000; dredging in front of the navy-yard dock, $5,012; in all, $46,012. 

Mr. TYLER. I offer the amendment which I send to the desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

On page 19, line 15, after the word “ dollars,” insert the following: 

‘The Secretary of the Navy is hereby authorized to exchange such of the land 
at the navy-yard, Norfolk, Va., being part of a tract known as St. Helena (on 
the east side of the Elizabeth River), which the Government does not need, 
for a part of the adjoining tract known as Cedar Grove, and now belonging 
to private parties, upon such terms as may be determined upon by a board of 
officers accepted by the present owners of Cedar Grove, and approved by 
them, as may, in his opinion, serve the best interests of the Government.” 

Mr. SAYERS. If no member of the Committee on Naval Af- 
fairs will raise a point of order on this amendment, I will do so. 

Mr. TALBOTT of Maryland. The commitice does not object 
to it. 

Mr. TYLER.. I hope the gentleman from Texas will not press 
his point of order. The effectof this amendment is to save ex- 
pense. Thereisno appropriation coupled with the amendment; 
and its object is to prevent the necessity of an appropriation for 
the purchase of property which the Government should have. It 
now owns property there for which it has no use at this time. 

Mr. SAYERS. I did not catch the language of the amend- 
ment, but—— 

Mr. TYLER. If the gentleman had understood the amend- 
ment T am quite sure he would not object. 

Mr. SAYERS. Does it not provide that an exchange be made 
upon such terms as the Secretary of the Navy may think proper? 

Mr. TYLER. It authorizes him, in his discretion, to make a 
certain exchange—to acquire other property, not by the expendi- 
ture of money, but by an exchange. 

Mr. SAYERS. I object to giving so much “ discretion.” 

Mr. TYLER. If the gentleman had heard the amendment he 
would have recognized that it is not open to objection. 

Mr. MONEY. It does not involve the expenditure of a dollar. 

Mr. SAYERS. I withdraw the point of order. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

5 The Clerk resumed the reading of the bill, but was interrupted 

—— 

Mr. SAYERS. I want to ask the gentleman in charge of the 
bill as to the proposed dry dock at Algiers, La. 

Mr. MONEY. We have passed that. 

Mr. SAYERS. I know; but there is in the bill an appropria- 
tion of $100,000 for that purpose, and I see that it is to cost ulti- 

} mately $1,200,000. I want to know what is the necessity for ex- 

pending this money for a dry dock at that location. 

Mr. MEYER. I will state the reason. For many years it has 
| been thought that the establishment of a dry dock somewhere on 
| the Gulf coast was a military necessity, and would further afford 
| vastly favorable facilities to the commercial marine which gath- 

ers there and plies its commerce from all parts of the world. 

Mr. SAYERS. Is Algiers on the Gulf coast? 

Mr. MEYER. It is opposite New Orleans, the greatest port of 
| the Gulf of Mexico. 

Mr. SAYERS. How far is New Orleans from the Gulf coast? 


| Mr. MEYER. One of the main advantages of this site is that 


| it ison the Mississippi River, 110 miles above its mouth; and this 
great stream brings to it every article of material for the construc- 
tion, the provisioning, and the fitting out of ships, and its pe 
imity to our great city insures it plenty of labor, both skilled and 
ordinary, and ample railway facilities. Being well up the river, 
it can easily be defended against hostile ships or troops, and the 
establishment will be one more step toward the protection of our 























































seaboard, the need of which is daily becoming more impressively 
obvious. 

Mr. SIMPSON. Vessels of how deep draft can go upto Algiers? 

Mr. MEYER.. Thirty feet. 

Mr. SIMPSON. Doyou mean 30feetof water at the bar in high 
water? 

Mr. MEYER. Thirty feet of water at all times. 

Mr. SIMPSON. Not 30 feet? 

Mr, MONEY. Yes,sir; 30 feet. I have seen myself a vessel 
drawing 27 feet go up there without trouble. 

Mr. MEYER. The contract under which the Government is 
operating now with the successors or heirs of the late Capt. J. B. 
Eads requires a channel of not less than 27 feet at all times. 

Mr. SAYERS. I wish to say a word about this matter-—— 

Mr. MEYER. I have not yet yielded the floor. 

I wish to say, Mr, Chairman, in connection with this, that there 
were two commissions appointed by Congress in pursuance of the 
widespread demand for a dry dock somewhere along the Gulf 
coast. The first of these commissions examined every point on 
the coast—Galveston, Mobile, Pensacola, Sabine Pass, and points 
on the South Atlantic coast—and, after a careful and thorough in- 
vestigation, they submitted a very exhaustive and able report 
and made the following recommendations on November 19, 1889: 


After carefully weighing all the advant and disadvantages of Algiers 
as a site for a naval station the commission is of opinion that, while the spot 
is not an ideal one, no other place in the Gulf compares with it in the advan- 
tages offered, and that the advantages are so many and so great and outweigh 
the disadvantages to such an extent that the commission no hesitation in 
recommending the location of a navy-yard and dry docks at the present Gov- 
ernment reservation at Algiers, La. 


Shortly after this report had been made the Secretary of the 
Navy, Hon. B. F. Tracy, appeared before the Committee on Naval 
Affairs, and recommended that a dry dock be established at Al- 

iers. A bill making an appropriation for the establishment of a 

y dock at Algiers was thereupon reported from the Committee 
on Naval Affairs. 

By virtue of a provision in the navalappropriation act approved 
June 30, 1890, another commission was appointed by the President 
‘to select a suitable site, having due regard to commercial and 
navai interests, for a dry dock at some point on the shores of the 
Gulf of Mexico or the waters connected therewith.” 

The President appointed upon this Commission Capt. Francis 
M. Bunce, United States Navy; Maj. H. C. Hasbrouck, Fourth 
Artillery, United States Army; R. M. G. Brown, United States 
Navy, and Messrs. Sidney Perham and David T. Littler. 

The Commission was organized on December 5, 1890, and after 
visiting the various points which they deemed advisable in order 
to carry out intelligently the requirements of the order for their 
appointment, and having due regard for commercial and naval 
interests and the emergencies which might arise in the event of 
war, they submitted their report on March 9, 1891. The commis- 
sion say they made a careful study of the commercial routes to 
and from the Gulf of Mexico, and searched for the best position 
for a naval defense of them and of its coasts. They learned from 
the Bureau of Yards and Docks of the Navy Department that— 


In view of the increased size of the vessels now being constructed and con- 
templated, a dry dock must be at least 600 feet long, 97 feet wide at the top, 66 
feet in the clear at the entrance, with a depth of at least 26 feet, and of suffi- 
cient stability to support a load of 15,000 tons. 

Upon inquiry of the Chief of Ordnance of the Navy Depart- 
ment it was ascertained that— 

The larger guns of a modern battle ship will range upward of 8 miles at the 
extreme elevation permitted by the mounting, the ship being on an even keel, 
and by heeling the ship to increase the elevation this range could probably 
be increased to at least 10 miles, and, with the largest guns afloat, even to 12 


es. 
Whence the commission concluded that the requisites for a dry 
dock were— 


A clear channel to the sea of a depth of at least 26 feet, stability of founda- 
tion to epee a load of 15,000 tons, and protection by a ce of 12 miles, 
or by an intervening elevation of the ground from gun fire from the sea. 


After a careful study of the charts of the Gulf of Mexico and the 
waters connected therewith the commission proceeded to visit Ke 
West, Tampa, Pensacola, Mobile, Port , New Orleans, Gal- 
veston, and Aransas Pass. They declare that everywhere the 
greatest interest was manifested in the work of the commission; 
that they were received by committees of citizens and furnished 
with every facility to aid them in their investigations. 

The report contains a clear statement of the advantages and 
disadvantages of seventeen different points on the Gulf of Mex- 
ico, and after a full examination the commission reached the con- 
clusion that— 

The South Pass of the Mississippi River affords the only entrance 26 feet 
deep toa port or harbor on the Gulf of Mexico or waters connected there- 
with far enough from the sea to be safe from gun fire. 

They quote the opinion of Gen. C. B. Comstock, colonel of en- 

tasers, ated ‘States Army, and president of the Mississippi 

iver Commission, to the effect that ‘‘the channel at the South 
Pass jetties is permanent, in the sense that it will be possible to 
maintain a channel there of at least 26 feet di at low water in 
the river as long as the jetties are maintained to deep water and 
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the damages from storms repaired,” an opinion in which the com- 
mission, after careful examination, concur. 

The commission report that— 

New Orleans is the only port on the Gulf coast or the waters connected 
therewith where the three primary requisites for a dry dock are to be found. 
It is situated about 100 miles up the river. It is the largest city in the Gulf 
States. From the entrance of South Pass to the city a depth of more than 
26 feet can be carried at all times. The soil of the river banks in its vicinit 
at the surface light is, from 2 to 4 feet below the surface, of clay or clay and 
sand, increasing in density and solidity with the depth of the boring or ex- 
cavation made, insuring a foundation amply sufficient to suppor’ a load of 
ee in the dock by the employment of the usual methods in its con- 
struction. 

This port has other and great advantages as the site. Being the greatest 
center of population of the Gulf States, labor, skilled or otherwise, can be 
obtained at short notice. Its foreign commerce is greater than that of all the 
other Gulf ports together, last year reaching 2,034,072 tons: all others, 1,997,- 
892 tons. A fresh-water harbor, its water communication with the interior by 
the Mississippi and its tributaries is nowhere in the world equajed, and this 
is ane by six great railroad lines, which, with their connections 
reach every part of the country. Defense of these by the whole a 0 
the nation is assured. It is a military necessity. Fresh water for all uses is 
seuelied by filtering the river water, by the rainfall, and by artesian wells. 
Epidemic diseases of foreign origin are prevented by a strict system of quar- 
antine regulations, and the general health of the city is as good as that of 
ey Oe port. A supply of iron, coal, or other material required can always 
be had at short notice and at cheap rates. 

In conclusion the commission says, for the reasons already given: 

The commission therefore select this as the most suitable site fora dry 
dock on the shores of the Gulf of Mexico or the waters connected therewith. 

The Secretary of the Navy, Hon. B. F. Tracy, in his communi- 
cation forwarding the report of the commission to the President, 
says: 

Il approve of the selection made of a site for the dry dock at Algiers, on the 
right bank of the Mississippi River,in view of the conditions found by the 
commission to exist there. The naval reservation at this point is too lim- 
ited in extent for the proper location and use of the dry dock, and it will be 
necessary to purchase additional lands adjoining. 

Mr. SAYERS. Will the gentleman yield for a question? 

Mr. MEYER. Certainly. 

Mr. SAYERS. Was not Algiers simply selected because the 
Representative from that section was on the Committee on Naval 
Affairs? 

Mr. McALEER. The Committee on Naval Affairs does not do 
that kind of work. 

Mr. SAYERS. Iam not speaking of this committee. 

Mr. MEYER. This committee had nothing to do with it. Al- 
giers was designated at a time when the Representative from the 
district was not on the Naval Committee. _ 

Mr. SAYERS. But the member at that time was on that com- 
mittee, was he not? ; 

Mr. MEYER. It was before I was a member of the committee. 
Since then, however, I have never failed to keep its merits as a 
suitable location before my colleagues. 

Mr. MONEY (to Mr. SAYERS). You were once a member of 
that committee yourself, I believe? 

Mr. SAYERS. Yes. 

Mr. MONEY. And did you not put in some good work for 
Texas? 

Mr.SAYERS. Nomore than for any other part of the country. 

A MEMBER. Because you had no water there, perhaps. 3 

Mr. HUDSON. Can somebody tell me how far Pensacola is 
from Algiers? 

Mr. MEYER. I would state that Pensacola has two bars, the 
inner and outer bar, and her deepest water is from 20 to 21 feet— 
not sufficient for any of our modern war ships. __ ; 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Louisiana is entitled 
to the floor. ow 

Mr. MEYER. Another advantage offered by Algiers is its con- 
venient proximity to the coal and iron fields of Alabama and 
Pennsylvania, from which supplies can be secured at all times at 
the lowest cost, to be used for the repairs and work of the establish- 
ment. 

Mr. PENCE. Was this point recommended by both commis- 
sions? 

Mr. MEYER. — Yes, sir; by both. 

Another very important advantage possessed by New Osleans, 
which should not be ignored, is the fact that the water is fregh. 
In such water the metal hulls of the modern warships now being 
constructed for the naval service can easily be preserved when 
the vessels are not in service, an advantage not possessed by tide- 
water ports. . Ph a 

The ships not in commission can be laid up at such a yard with 
every assurance that their hulls would be preserved in good con- 
dition. 

Our steel war ships = more frequent docking than their 
wooden predecessors. They are not sheathed, and rust, barna- 
cles, and weeds accumulate rapidly on their hulls, particularly 
when they lie ae in tropical waters for weeks together. 

Unless pain and scraped at least three times a year the 
marine growth greatly diminish their speed and a much larger 
consumption of coal is needed in their cruising. — Ree SR 

In case of war, from a naval and military point of view it is 
essential that any fleet charged with the duty of protecting the 
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commercial interests and the coasts and harbors of the Gulf of 
Mexico should be so placed as to cover the commercial routes and 
the approaches to the coasts and there remain, intercepting and 
destroying the enemy should he attempt to endanger the safety of 
either. 

The site selected is the center of the commercial and naval in- 
terests of the Gulf of Mexico. It must be our settled policy to 
hold this line as a naval base. Its importance was first brought 
to the attention of the Government by Commodore John Rogers 
as early as 1829. 

The lack of adequate facilities for naval repairs and supplies on 
the thousands of miles of coast south of Norfolk and along the 
entire Gulf coast has been made particularly manifest during the 
last few years, and it is the part of prudence to defer remedying 
the want no longer. 

But, Mr. Chairman, the question of the distinguished gentleman 
from Texas comes at a very late period. Congress determined the 
usefulness and need for this dry dock by two distinct acts, as evi- 
denced in the naval appropriation bills of the second sessions of the 
Fifty-second and Fifty-third Congresses, and he need not fear that 
this money, proposed to be appropriated in furtherance of the 
great work already Gotmminel upon, will be unwisely or un- 
serviceably applied. 

Mr. SAYERS. Mr. Chairman, I will call the attention of the 
committee to the fact that it is proposed to commence the con- 
struction of a dry dock at a cost of $1,250,000 at this point, which 
is not on the coast, but opposite to the city of New Orleans, and 
at the same time to maintain the Pensscole Navy-Yard. Before 
the completion of this dock the Government will have expended 
two or rt million dollars. I only want to call attention to the 
fact. 

Mr. TALBOTT of Maryland. Well, Mr. Chairman, we have 
already passed over this paragraph. 

Mr. MONEY. I desire to ask the attention of the committee 
for a few moments. 

Mr. Chairman, it is a singular state of things that gentlemen 
who are opposing any legislation looking to the building or main- 
tenance of a proper navy for the United States on the floor of the 
House should offer such contradictory reasons for the position 
they occupy. Now, we had a speech from the gentleman from 
Tennessee [Mr. WASHINGTON] a day or two ago, and he objected 
to the location of the dockyard at Puget Sound, directly on the 
waters of the Pacific Ocean; and why? Because, he said, he was 
afraid the British would come right across and capture it. 

Now, the fact is that in case of war with Great Britain we 
would go right over and capture Esquimalt. Now, however, 
comes the gentleman from Texas and objects to a dockyard that 
is put out of the reach of the British on the Mississippi River 
opposite New Orleans, and his objection is becauseit is not on the 
Gulf or the ocean. Why, is not New Orleans a seaport? Do not 
vessels of every nation in the world stand to-day alongside of her 
wharves and levees loading and unloading? 

Some question has also been raised by the gentleman from Kan- 
sas, and I believe the gentleman from Texas as well, as to the 
depthof the water there. Do not these gentlemen knowthat there 
is not a harbor on the coast from Port Royal to Corpus Christi 
that has as deep water as New Orleans? There is not a single 

ort for a distance of over 5,000 miles which has better facilities or 

tter draft than New Orleans, and it is fully equal to New York, 
Philadelphia, Baltimore, Boston, or any of the Atlantic seaports. 

It has a great custom-house there. It has ships there from 
every nation on the face of the earth that trades with the United 
States, and it seems that we can not get a dockyard anywhere 
that will suit these gentlemen of the opposition. If we put it on 
the seacoast they are afraid the British will capture it. If we 
put it up at New Orleans they are afraid of something else. 

Mr. Chairman, we can not build dry docks without the money 
to do it, and my honorable friend from Texas [Mr. ap ey knows 
that the amount named is not too large to build a first-class dry 
dock. The gentleman is not only opposed to building ships for 
the Navy, but he is opposed to building dry docks and stations to 
maintain the Navy which we already have. What are you going 
to do with a navy without dry docks? If we are not to have 

laces where ships can be careened and repaired you will soon 

ose the ships. 

Mr. SAYERS. How many navy-yards and docks have we now 
besides this in the United States? 

Mr. MONEY. We want one on the Gulf coast. 

Mr. SAYERS. We are not talking about the Gulf coast. 

Mr. MONEY. Iam talking about the Gulf coast. The gentle- 
man from Texas talks as if the fleets of the United States would 
be forever concentrated upon our Eastern seaboard. Does he not 
know that the very next difficulty that will invite the attention of 
the gentleman will be an appropriation for a fleet to maintain our 
communication through the isthmus? Are we not about to un- 
dertake on interoceanic canal there? 

Mr. SAYERS. I hope not. 
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Mr. MONEY. You hope not! You hope there will not be any 
navy or any navy-yards? 

Mr. SAYERS. 1 do not desire such an expenditure of money 
as the building of that canal will call for. 

Mr. TALBOTT of Maryland. The gentleman asks how many 

navy-yards and dry docks we now have. In reply I will say that 
we have 16. The following is from the report of the Bureau of 
Yards and Docks for 1891. Naval stations and docks, ete., have 
since been added at Port Royal, S. C., and at Puget Sound, which 
are not included in the statement: 
_ There are 14 navy-yards and stations, exclusive of the Naval Home, cover- 
ing 2,700 acres of ground, with 439 workshops, store and ship houses, 7.18 
miles of wharf line, 10 dry docks, 19 marine railways and launching ways, a 
large number of offices, many miles of railway, of water, gas. and steam pipes, 
150 horses and oxen, and 100 houses for officers’ residences, to be maintained 
by this Bureau. 

The deterioration upon an unoccupied building or dock is as great, or 
greater, than when occupied. If these yards and stations are never to be 
used for naval purposes, true economy would be tosell them. If, however, 
the Government is to hold on to them for an emergency, sound policy re- 
quires that they should be kept in repair. Another reason for increase of 
expenses of this Bureau is that many improvements incidental to modern 
ships and a new navy have been made, such as the three new timber dry 
docks at New York, Norfolk, and League Island; also the growing impor- 
tance of Port Royal, Key West, and of New London for coaling stations. A 
dock is being constructed at the former. These make it necessary to have 
increased appropriations. 

I submit the following table, showing the value of the various 





properties: 

(From page 38 of the Report of the Paymaster-General for 1894. } 
Statement showing the value of real estate and chattels and machinery plant at 
the several navy-yards and stations June 30, 1894. 

| 
rhncont ; Realestate | Machinery 
Navy-yards and stations. and chattels. plant. 

Navy-yard, Portemouth........................- $2, 837, 647.09 $304, 176. 34 
id anne naan praegn | 10,864, 265. 12 1, 057, 908. 54 
Naval station, Newport, R. I...........-. | 599, 202. 94 | 81, 587. 59 
Naval station, New London, Conn..-...-. - aad 128, 540. 57 6, 136.16 
EUROS: IO BOE Re rectnnccosennctsecces ..| 13,408,361. 01 | 873, 907. 68 
Navy-yard, League Island.................-.....- | 2,955,891. 68 207, 104. 57 
Naval Academy, Annapolis................ ole 671, 449. 87 20, 588. 32 
Navy-yard, Washington -...................-. 4, 467, 742. 11 2, 066, 045. 86 
Naval Observatory -...........- bntneiiiiiiatad 615, 536.12 |...... ‘ 
ee BE nc cere ucececsecscncence! 04, 561. 47 7,337.20 
Navy-yard, Norfolk.,..............- Shah donee 5, 749, 008. 73 574, 509.18 
Naval station, Port Royal........................ 440, 893. 88 8022. 50 
Naval station, Key West -..............--..-.-.. 209, 208. 05 8, 201. 55 
Navy-yard, Pensacola -_....... 5 en ateae 1, 885, 222. 49 | 45, 459. 00 
Navy-yard, Mare Island.................-. .---| 4,915, 377.47 352, 552. 13 
Naval station, Puget Sound ._........ hdltgatchiis | DD Paice ccenscudenon 
New naval magazine, Dover.-................--- 72, 974. 2 a 

RG teri intleonnkchewckos dandbines ..| 50,282, 667.72 5, 607, 437. 62 


Mr. SIMPSON. Mr. Chairman, we have had this same question 
about this dockyard at New Orleans before. It was up in the 
Fifty-second Congress. Now let us see as to the fact. There is 
already a dockyard at Pensacola, Fla. 

Mr. TALBOTT of Maryland. Mr. Chairman, I rise to a point 
of order. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. TALBOTT of Maryland. There is no amendment pending 
to the bill. We had already passed this paragraph. 

Mr. SIMPSON.: I hope the gentleman is not afraid of a little 
discussion. 

Mr. TALBOTT of Maryland. I am not, but Ido not want to 
get off the bill. We had passed this paragraph. 

Mr. SIMPSON. 1 will confine my remarks to the question be- 
fore the House. 

Mr. TALBOTT of Maryland. There is no amendment pending. 

Mr. SIMPSON. I move to strike out the last word. 

Mr. TALBOTT of Maryland. The gentleman can not do that 
on this paragraph. 

Mr. SICKLES. I make the point of order that the paragraph 
has been passed. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair recognizes the gentleman from 
Kansas, who moves to strike out the last word. 

Mr. SIMPSON. I wasabout to say we have already one of the 
finest dockyards in the United States at Pensacola, Fla., on the 
Gulf coast, within five or six hundred miles of this proposed dry 
dock. That dry dock cost the American people four or five mil- 
| lion dollars, I think. 

Mr. MONEY. What is the depth of the water there? 

Mr. SIMPSON. There is as much water there to-day as there 
is in New Orleans. 

Mr. MONEY. The gentleman does not answer the question. 

Mr. SIMPSON. .And it would not cost one-fifteenth as much 
to deepen the water there, and it can be made a much better har- 
bor than there is at New Orleans. 

Mr. MONEY. The gentleman declines to answer my question. 

Mr. SIMPSON. The people at New Orleans are continually 
telling the country through the press and otherwise that there is 
30 feet of water at New Orleans. There never has been 30 feet of 
| water there, and I do not believe there ever will be. 
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Mr. MONEY. Isaw aship go through the jetties there draw- 
ing 27 feet myself. 

Mr. SIMPSON. They say they have 30 feet of water there, but 
that depth exists only on paper. Here is. a proposition to expend 
more than a million dollars to build a dry dock away up the river 
at New Orleans, when we already have a much better one, if it is 
put in repair, at Pensacola. I think this is a useless expenditure 
of money. 

The Clerk, proceeding with the reading of the bill, read as follows: 
gonial buildings: For quarters for observers, four buildings, at $7,500 each, 

Mr. TALBOTT of Maryland. Lam authorized by the Committee 
on Naval Affairs to offer the amendment which I send to the Clerk's 
desk. 

The amendment was read, as follows: 

On page 21, strike ont line 25, and on page 22, strike out lines 1 and 2, and 
insert in lieu thereof: 
on Now buildings: For quarters for observers, four buildings, at $5,000 each, 

Mr. SAYERS. Mr. Chairman, I move to amend the amend- 
ment by striking out the entire clause. 

Four buildings at $7,500each are proposed. It is now proposed 
to reduce the cost of the buildings to $5,000. ‘The Observatory has 
been in existence for years—— 

Mr. MONEY. Oh, it is quite new. 

Mr. SAYERS. I know, but it has been there for some years, 
and we are to expend $20,000 in order that the observers may 
have quartersthere. It is a wasteful expenditure of publicmoney. 

Mr. MONEY. Mr. Chairman, as a matter of fact this appro- 
priation of $30,000 was passed upon favorably by the committee, 
but we afterwards considered that we could build four houses 
there for $20,000, and everybody who has had the pleasure of 
renting or building a house in the city of Washington knows that 
$5,000 will build only a cheap house. Now, as to the necessity for 
these buildings, they are to be occupied by civilians, gentlemen 
whose work is at night, as the business of taking astronomical 
observations can not very well be conducted im the daytime. 
{ Laughter. 

Mr. SAYERS. Is not this appropriation for dwelling houses? 

Mr. MONEY. Yes; for dwelling houses for these gentlemen. 
They are required to be there at night, and they can not well live 
elsewhere. They are engaged in making astronomical observa- 
tions for the Government—that is, for the use of the whole Navy 








everywhere on the face of the globe. There is not a man in the | 


Navy anywhere that does not have the benefit of the observations 
that are made by these gentlemen and of their skilled work; and 
it is ridiculous—I speak, of course, with perfect respect to my 
friend from Texas—to object to an appropriation of this sort. 

\ want to say another thing, Mr. Chairman. It is justias much 
in order to make an appropriation to build these houses as it is to 
make an appropriation to build houses at the barracks for officers, 
or at the Seal Academy, or at Newport, or at any other place; 
just as much in order and just as necessary in every particular. 
Another thing: These gentlemen of the Navy for whom weare re- 
quired to build these houses do not stand in the same attitude as 
officers of the Army. Those officers are allowed commutation for 
their quarters, but it is not so in the Navy,.and therefore itis nec- 
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Mr. TALBOTT of Maryland. I believe the gentleman claims 
credit for cutting down the appropriations $28,000,000 in the last 
session. 

Mr. SAYERS. No, sir. I do not claim credit for anything. 

Mr. TALBOTT of Maryland. I thought you did; but I did not 
see any good results fromit. [Laughter. ] 

Mr. SAYERS. No. I do not claim credit for anything. But, 
Mr. Chairman, the gentleman from Maryland, during the closing 


| hours of his public service, had better be building a monument 


which will enable him to come to Congress two years hence, 
{ Laughter. | 

Mr. TALBOTT of Maryland. That would be a good result. 
[Laughter. | 

Mr. SIMPSON. I suggest to the gentleman from Texas that 
members of Congress have to come here at night sometimes, and, 
therefore, why not build houses for them? 

Mr. SAYERS. In all seriousness, Mr. Chairman, the appro- 
priation ought not to be made to build houses for the computers 
at the Naval Observatory. 

Mr. MONEY. Mr. Chairman, my friend has more than once 
told us that we would not have reported this bill immediately 


| preceding an election. It was not for him to call us to account. 


Mr. SAYERS. Certainly; but you would not have done it. 

Mr. MONEY. Wemight bring in bills, as many as we please, 
and the Democratic party could not fare any worse than under his 
leadership and cheeseparing. That is his work. 

Mr. SAYERS. And Iam going to continue the work until the 
4th day of March; and if the gentleman wants to pass such bills 
through the House as this he will have to pass them with the full 
knowledge.on the part of members as to their contents. 

Mr. MONEY. Of course we explain the contents ourselves. 
We will not trouble you with that. 

Mr. SAYERS. The House should know the character of the 
bills that are submitted. 

Mr. TALBOTT of Maryland. Mr. Chairman, the estimate was 
for $50,000, and we have reduced the amount for the buildings at 
this new Naval Observatory. That is a work of the Government; 
and it is found to be in the interest of science that these naval 
observers should ‘be on the spot all the time; and for that reason 
| we voted for the buildings. 

The CHAIRMAN. The guestion is on the amendment of the 
| gentleman from Maryland. 

Mr. SAYERS. I offered an amendment to the amendment; 
to strike out the whole paragraph. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair thinks it would be in order first 
| to perfect the text. 

he question was taken on the amendment of Mr. TaLsorr of 
eon and the Chairman announced that the ayes seemed to 
lave it. 

Mr. HAINES. Division. 

The committee divided; and there were—ayes 45, noes 3. 

So the amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. SAYERS. I now ask for a vote on my amendment to 
strike out the paragraph. 

The question was taken; andthe Chairman announced that the 
ayes seemed to have it. 





essary for us to erect residences for the men who are engaged in 
this skilled work of far-reaching importance, and I hope the gen- 
tleman from Texas will not insist on his objection. 

Mr. SAYERS. Mr. Chairman, of course the gentleman from 
Mississippi [Mr. Mongy] thinks it ridiculous for me to‘try to save 
the people $20,000—— 

Mr. MONEY. I beg the gentleman’s pardon. I do not. 

Mr. SAYERS. But I will say to the gentleman that I have of- 
fered this amendment in all seriousness. There is no necessity for 
building these houses for people to live in at night when they 
ought to be watching the stars. Gonaiee: } That is what the 
gentleman says these people are there for. Why was not this 
estimate brought in here before? Take this bill from beginning 
to.end, on almost every page of it you will find items that the 
committee would not have dared to propose in the face of an 
election. [Laughter.] Seven thousand five hundred dollars apiece 
for-houses for four gentleman to live in—— 

Mr. MONEY. Five thousand dollars. 

Mr. SAYERS. ‘Yes; the committee got scared and reduced it 
to $5,000, but at first they wanted $7,500. 

Mr. MONEY. We did not get scared by the tleman from 
Texas. We agreed to the reduction before the bill came in here 
at.all. 

Mr. SAYERS. Yes; when the gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. 
W ASHINGTON { 

Mr. MONEY. No. Before the gentleman from Tennessee had 
anything to say about it. 

Mr. SAYERS. I say, Mr. Chairman, you may take this bill all 
throughand you will find it covered withscabsand sores. [Laugh- 
oe It appropriates money that it never would have Sonat 
ated if there was an election coming on. A hundred thousand 
dollars for a dry dock at Algiers! 








Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. Division. 

The committee divided; and there were—ayes 39, noes 43. 

Mr. SIMPSON. ‘No quorum, Mr. Chairman. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman makes the point of no 
|}quorum. ‘The Chair will appoint as tellers the gentleman from 
| Kansas [Mr. Simpson] and the gentleman from Maryland [Mr. 
| TALBOTT]. 

The committee again divided; and the tellers reported—ayes 51, 
noes 60. 

Mr. SIMPSON. I withdraw the point of no quorum. 

So the amendment was rejected. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

In all for the new Naval Observatory, $42,000. 

The CHAIRMAN. Ifthere be no objection the Clerk will make 
the clerical corrections made necessary by the adoption of the 
amendment of the gentleman from Maryland. [After a pause.| 
The Chair hears none. 

The Clerk read.as follows: 


Contingent, Bureau of Medicine and Surgery: For freight, expressage on 
medical stores, tolls, ferriages, transportation of sick to hospital, transporta- 
tion of insane patients; care, eacpeenatien, and burial of the dead; adver- 
tising; telegraphing; rent of telephones; purchase of books. and stationery; 
binding of medical records, unbound books, and pamphlets; postage and pur- 
chase of stamps for foreign service; expensesatiending the medical board of 
examiners; rent of rooms for naval dispensary; hygienic and sanitary inves- 
tigation and illustration; sanitary and hygienic instruction; purchase and 
repairs of wagons and harness; of feed for horses and cows; ‘trees, 
plants, garden tools, and seeds; furniture and incidental articles for the 
museum of hygiene, naval dispensary, Washington; naval laboratory, sick 

uarters at Naval Academy and marine barracks, surgeons’ offices and 

pensaries at navy-yards and naval stations: washing for medical depart- 
ment at museum of hygiene, naval dispensary, Washington; naval laboratory 
and department of instruction, sick quarters.at Naval Academy and marine 
barr , dispensaries at navy-yards and naval stations and ships and ren- 
dezvous; buildings and grounds of the United States Naval Museum of Hy- 
giene, and for minor repairs on said buildings and grounds as may be required 
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to properly receive and preserve the exhibits, and all other necessary con- 
tingent expenses, $25,000. 

Mr. HENDERSON of Iowa. Mr. Chairman, I offer an amend- 
ment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


On page 22, line 21, insert after the word “dead ” the following: 

“Including the ‘expense of disinterring and transportation and burial at 
his late home in Cherokee, Iowa, of the remains of William A. Lathrop, who 
died in the service on the United States steamer Concord at Wuhu, China.” 


Mr. HENDERSON of Iowa. 
amendment. [Cries of ‘“‘All right!”] 
committee. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Navy-yard, Norfolk, Va.: In general storehouses: Two bookkeepers, at $1,200 
each; two assistant bookkeepers, at $1,017.25 each; one bill clerk, at $1,000; one 
assistant bill clerk, at $720; one receiving clerk, at $942; one assistant receiv- 
ing clerk, at $720. In yard pay office: One writer, at $1,017.25; one clerk to 
board of labor employment, $1,200; in all, $10,033.75. 


Mr. SAYERS. Mr. Chairman, I only desire to call the atten- 
tion of the committee to the last item for board of labor employ- 
ment. There is no other branch of the public service which has 
such a board. I wish the gentleman im charge of the bill would 
explain the duty and the necessity of this board and of their hav- 
ing a clerk. Now, I have heard a great deal about the board in 
the navy-yard in Washington—— 

Mr. TYLER. But this is for the navy-yard at Norfolk. 

Mr. SAYERS. I have heard a g dezi about the board of 
employment here. 

Mr. MONEY. But this is the navy-yard at Norfolk. 

Mr. SAYERS. So much the worse, if it is for that small place. 
[Laughter. 

Mr. CAMPGELL. That is a fraud on the Government. 

I move to strike out lines 5 and 6, down to the 


I want briefly to explain the 
Then I will not detain the 


Mr. SAYERS. 
word “dollars.” 
The Clerk read as follows: 


On page 28, lines 5 and 6, strike out the following language: 
**One clerk to board.of labor employment, $1,200.” 


Mr. TYLER. I wish the gentleman from Texas, before he in- 
sists on his amendment, would just listen briefly to what I have 
to say. 

Mr. SAYERS. Certainly. 

Mr. TYLER. If the result of the amendment were to wipe out 
boards of labor employment I would not raise my voice in opposi- 
tion to it; but the fact of it is that the board of labor employment is 
a board that has been established in every navy-yard in the United 
States. 

Mr. SAYERS. Is it true, I wish to ask the gentleman right 
now. because I have had some experience with this board of labor 
employment—— 

Mr. MONEY. Did you ask to have a man appointed? 

Mr. SAYERS. Ididnotask to havea man appointed. A Union 
soldier who had been discharged by the board of labor employ- 
ment came to me and asked me to have him reinstated. He was 
not from my State. That was the only connection I had with the 

ard. 

Mr. TYLER. I supposed the gentleman from Texas was going 
to ask a question, not make an argument. 

Mr. SAYERS. I would like to know the duties of the board of 
employment and how it operates. 

Mr. TYLER. Their duty is to select laborers for work in the 
navy-yards of the United States in the building of ships-— 

Mr. SAYERS. They do not build ships at the Washington 
Navy-Yard. 

Mr. TYLER. Iam not speaking about the Washington Navy- 
Yard. If the gentleman will examine, he will see that this mat- 
ter has relation to the Norfolk Navy-Yard. 

Mr. SAYERS. Well, this provision ought to be stricken out, 
and also all similar previsions elsewhere in the bill. 

Mr. TYLER. Iam speaking for the Norfolk Navy-Yard. The 
gentfeman is evidently not aware of the fact that there is already 
a clerk to the board of labor employment at the Norfolk Navy- 
Yard; but he is a per diem clerk, not an annual clerk, and I want 
to make him an annual clerk. 

Mr. SAYERS. Of course. 

Mr. TYLER. There will be no loss to the Government. The 
increased expenditure will be very slight. I am perfectly willing 
to be frank with the gentleman and say that the increase will be 
about $175 a year. This clerk, tomy knowlege, has as much labor 
to perform in clerical matters as any other clerk in that yard. 
Men who are receiving $1,400 or $1,500 a year as clerks there are 
doing no more than this man does, who receives about $1,000. 
He is at work all the time; and as long as you have a board of 
labor employment you must have a clerk for that board. 

Mr. SICKLES. Wedo not want any board of laboremployment. 

Mr. TYLER. If gentlemen desire to do away with these boards, 
they must. amend the re ions thatare now Tone. AndI will 
say to the gentleman I offered a bill here year for the pur- 
pose of doing away with these boards of labor employment. I 
shal! be glad to have his cooperation in passing the bill. 
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Mr. SAYERS, This is a matter of departmental regulation, is 
it not? 

Mr. TYLER. Yes, sir. 

Mr.SAYERS. Andif we takeaway from these gentlemen their 
clerical force they will not do the work themselves? 

Mr. TYLER. You can not very well do that unless you exam- 
ine very minutely the contingent funds which are under the con- 
trol of the Department. 

Mr. SAYERS. That is the trouble. 

Mr. TYLER. This expense is paid out of a general fund appor- 
tioned among the several bureaus in the yards. 

Mr. BARTLETT. Mr. Chairman, these boards of labor em- 
ployment which have been established at various navy-yards in 
this country were first created under the administration of Mr. 
Secretary Tracy. He thought this step was for the good of the 
service. It was rather in the direction of civil-service reform. 
These boards have been unpopular with members of Congress, 
because members can not procure through them the employment 
of mechanics or laborers. I do not say all can not; but somecan 
not, This system, however, which was established by a Repub- 
lican Secretary of the Navy, has been continued by Mr. Secretary 
Herbert. 

It is manifest that unless the system is to be radically changed, 
unless we are to interfere with these regulations established after 
careful consideration by two successive Secretaries of the Navy, 
we must allow clerk hire for these boards. If gentlemen wish to 
pass a bill providing that the Secretary of the Navy shall not have 
power to establish these boards, that is another matter. But itis 
clear that as long as these boards of laboremployment exist they 
should have clerical assistance; we should make an allowance for 
clerks to aid them in their work. 

Mr. SAYERS. Mr. Chairman, I do not know anything about 
these boards of labor employment except this: Last year an em- 
ployee who had been discharged—he was not from my State or 
district; I believe he was from Pennsylvania—came to me and 
asked me to see whether I could get him reinstated. I never had 
seen the man before, but I went to the Navy Department and 
called attention to his case. I never could get a proper investiga- 
tion of the causes of his discharge. He was a good workman who 
had been thrown ont of employment. He is not a Democrat 
and is not from my State. As I have stated, he was unknown to 
me until he came to me with a letter. 

Mr. RAY. If the man had belonged to your party you would 
not have had the least difficulty in securing his reinstatement. 

Mr.SAYERS. The gentleman seems to be on very good terms 
with the Navy Department. 

Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the appropriation. 

Mr.SICKLES. Mr. Chairman, I wish to inquire of the chair- 
man of the Naval Committee whether these boards of labor em- 
ployment are established by statute or by regulation? 

Mr. TYLER. By regulation. 

Mr. SICKLES. Sow, Ihave had some experience within the 
last year or two with these boards of labor employment. I do not 
know of any institution in this country to-day that is so arbitrary 





| and so impenetrable to any ordinary human inquiry or investiga- 


tion as this bureau of labor employment in the Navy Depart- 
ment. I have had the same difficulty with it which has been en- 
countered by the gentleman from Texas [Mr. Sayers]. At the 


| solicitation of many worthy mechanics I have endeavored to ascer- 





tain again and again why it was that men were dismissed from 
employment, competent and good men, and have never received a 
satisfactory reply. 

I can address the President of the United States and get an an- 
swer; Ican address the Commanding General of the Army and 
get a reply, but I can not get any information under any circum- 
stances from the labor employment board in the Navy Depart- 
ment. I repeat, then, that it is the most despotic, arbitrary, and 
impenetrable power in the Government to-day, and I think it 
ought to exist no longer, for I certainly see no good purpose that 
it can serve. If, then, it does not exist by statute 

Mr. CAMPBELL. It does not. 

Mr. SICKLES. It should not exist at all, and I am opposed to 
giving it any more clerks or any more facilities for lording it over 
men having business with it. Iam against it, and would like to 
see some action taken here to change it and take from this board 
the powers which it now exercises with such an arbitrary sway. 
[ Applause. | : 

{ ere the hammer fell. } 

Mr. MALLORY. Mr. Chairman, I would like to inquire of the 
gentleman in charge of this bill if there are any clerks to the 
boards of labor employment at the other navy-yards? 

Mr. TYLER. I will say to the gentleman from Florida that at 
the Washington Navy-Yard, I understand, there is a clerk called 
the clerk of the equipment department, who does the work for the 
labor lo mt board and receives $1,600 per annum. 

Mr. RY. Why, I would ask, if there are clerks for the 
labor eet boards in other yards are they not provided for 
in this bill? 




































Mr. TYLER. Ican not answer that. I know, however, that 
thére are some employed. At Mare Island, for instance, the clerk 
receives $5 per day as a special laborer detailed to do the clerical 
work for the labor employment board. He is paid out of the 
contingent fund; and it seems to me it would be better to put him 
on  ~ og as a clerk to the board rather than to pay him out of 
this fund. 

Mr. SAYERS. DoTI understand the gentleman to say that the 
Navy Department allows the contingent fund to be used in the 
payment of clerical service in this way? 

Mr. TYLER. It is not improperly paid, but these clerks are 
a detailed for the purpose and are paid out of the contingent 
fund. 

Here the hammer fell. ] 

oa SAYERS. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the last 
word, . 

The gentleman from Virginia is a member of the Committee on 
Naval Affairs. I wish to ask him, in view of the statement he 
has just made, if the Navy Department sanctions the use of the 
contingent fund for the payment of a clerical force not author- 
ized by law. Do I understand that clerks are detailed without 
authority of law and paid out of the contingent fund? That is 
what we want to know. Let us get to the bottom of this thing, 
and, for my part, I am thankful to the gentleman from Virginia 
that.in taking care of the Norfolk Navy-Yard.he has exposed 
what the Department permits to be done during the present Ad- 
ministration. 

Mr. TYLER. Oh, there has been no exposition at all. There 
is no doubt the Department has a right to do just as it has done. 
It has used the contingent fund, as it has authority to do when- 
ever the occasion arises, to employ special laborers, as they are 
called, who are detailed for this clerical service. And they are 
paid a per diem, but detailed to do certain work in the yard. 
‘They are not simply clerks, but are assigned to various duties, and 
among them is this duty of clerical service to the labor employ- 
ment board. 

Mr. RYAN. Would they allow the detail of clerks for this pur- 
pose if the House disapproved of this proposition? 

Mr. McALEER. Of course that would not change it. 

Mr. RYAN. I think it would. 

Mr. TYLER. No. As long as you have the labor employ- 
ment board, which, by the way, I might state in this connection 
is recommended by the President of the United States-—— 

A Memser. That kills it. 

Mr. TYLER. Aslong as that board remains you will find that 
these details for special service have to be made. 

Mr. McALEER. There is no doubt of that; it has to be done. 

Mr.SAYERS. Why? 

Mr. TYLER. It is done as a regulation of the Navy Depart- 
m ent--— 

Mr. TALBOTT of Maryland. Is it a Department order? 

Mr.TYLER. Yes; and you can not get rid of it in this way. 
The only effect of a failure to adopt this provision would be to in- 
jure the clerk. It would not affect the board. If you want to 
assail the labor board, you should do it in some proper manner 
and not in this way. 

Mr. SAYERS. Let me ask my friend from Virginia, in refer- 
ence to the yardin Washington: Have removals been made there 
at the instance of Congressmen or not? 

‘ ie geet of Maryland. What has that got to do with 
this bill? 

Mr.SAYERS. Because the labor board is involved in the bill. 

Mr. TYLER. If it would be any satisfaction to the gentleman 
from Texas, [ will say that I fully sympathize with him in his 
feelings with regard to this laboremployment board. I have had 
more trouble individually than the gentleman could possibly have 
had to contend with in that regard. 

Mr. SICKLES. Then let us kill it. 

Mr. TYLER. But the trouble is you can not do it in this way. 

Mr. McALEER. If you want to get rid of it you will have to 
proceed in some other af that proposed here. 














































Here the hammer fell. 
r. SAYERS. I withdraw the pro forma amendment. 

The question being taken on the amendment of Mr. SAYERS to 
strike out the provision, it was agreed to. 

Mr.McMILLIN. I hope the gentleman in charge of the bill 
will kindly consent that the committee rise for a few minutes, in 
order to dispose of a matter which is very important to be disposed 
of to-day. It will only take a few minutes. 

Mr. TALBOTT of Maryland, I suppose there will be no objec- 
tion to going on with the naval appropriation bill afterwards? 

Mr. SAYERS. None whatever. 

Mr. TALBOTT of Maryland. I move that the committee rise. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The committee accordingly rose; and the Speaker having re- 
sumed the chair, Mr. O’New of Massachusetts, Chairman of the 
Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union, re- 
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ported that that committee had had under consideration the naval 
appropriation bill, and had come to no resolution thereon. 


INCOME-TAX RETURNS. 
Mr. McMILLIN. Mr. Speaker, I wish to express my thanks to 


the gentleman from Maryland [Mr. Ta.Borr] for his: kindness. 
I am instructed by the committee of conference on the disagree- 
ing votes of the two Houses to make the following conference 
report. 


The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. McMIL- 
LIN] submits a conference report, which the Clerk will read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

The committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses 
on the amendments of the Senate to the joint resolution (H. Res. 273) ** ex- 
tending from March 3, 1895, to the 15th day of April, 1895, the time for making 
returns of income for the year 1894,” having met, after full and free confer- 
ence have agreed to recommena and do recommend to their respective 
Houses as follows: 

That the House recede from its disagreement tothe amendment of the Sen- 
ate numbered 1, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: Strike 
out all after the words “ordinary repairs” and insert ‘shall be deducted;” 
and the Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the Sen- 
ate numbered 2, and agree to the same with an amendment inserting at the 
end of the amendment the following: ‘‘And returns or reports of the names 
and salaries of employees shall not be required from employers unless called 
for by the collector in order to verify the returns of employees;”’ and the 
Senate agree to the same. 

That the Senate recede from its amendment numbered 3. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the 
Senate amending the title to said joint resolution 273, and agree to the same. 

BENTON MoMILLIN, 
A. B. MONTGOMERY, 
A. J. HOPKINS, 

Managers on the part of the House of Representatives. 
G. G. VEST, 
STEPHEN M. WHITE, 
W. B. ALLISON, 

Managers on the part of the Senate. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will read the statement of the 
House conferees. 

The statement was read, as follows: 

STATEMENT. 

First. The effect of the action on the first amendment of the Senate is to 
allow the owner of real estate to deduct the amount necessarily paid for fire 
insurance from the income from the same when making his return. It ap- 
plies only to real estate. It does not enlarge in other respects the amount of 
deductions that may be made. Under the income-tax law deduction might 
be made for necessary repairs, but not for betterments. This provision re- 
mains and is not enlarged by the amendment hereby agreed upon. 

Second. The effect of the second amendment is to require corporations to re- 
turn the tax list for corporate property and relieve the individual from the ne- 
cessity of doing so. It is agreed to by the conferees to prevent the possibility 
of double taxation. Whilst the law guarded against this, it was thought not 
improper to add any additional assurance thereof that was necessary. 

The amendment added by the conferees to the second amendment frees 
employers from the necessity of returning the names and salaries of their 
employees except when called for by the collector to verify the returns of 
employees. For that purpose the right will still exist. 

ird. The third amendment the Senate conferees recede from. This was 
thought best, not only for the Government, but for the rr. 
BENTO oMILLIN. 
A. B. MONTGOMERY. 
A. J. HOPKINS. 


Mr. McMILLIN. Mr. Speaker, just one word as to the effect 
of the legislation that is proposed here. The income-tax law that 
was passed during the last session of this Congress provided that 
the returns should be made by the ist of March; but it will be re- 
membered that, by reason of delays consequent upon agitation in 
the Senate of the question of making appropriations, the appro- 
priation for the organization of the Bureau to arrange and send 
out the blanks was postponed, so there has not been the necessary 
time intervening between the ist of January, the date of assess- 
ment, and the ist of March, the day for the returns. 

The Department found that a good deal of confusion was likely 
to result from crowding into a few days the work that was in- 
tended to be done in ninety days, and asked that the time for as- 
sessment of the tax and making the returns should be extendd 
from March 1 to April 15. ‘ 

It was also provided in the law that if the returns were not 
made within ninety days the penalty should attach. Itis very un- 
just that that penalty should attach when, by reason of delays in 
Congress, it has been impossible for the taxpayer to make the re- 
turn in the time required by law. 

Now, as to the controversy between the House arid the Senate, 
this is the situation: The first amendment offered by the Senate 
provided that in making his return upon real estate the taxpayer 
should be authorized to deduct not only the ordinary expenses of 
keeping the premises in repair, but the fire insurance as well. The 
conferees on the part of the House admit, as it will be remembered 
it was admitted on the floor when the discussion was up, that if 
the amount expended on the real estate was to keep it in its pres- 
ent condition, the taxpayer should deduct that money spent as re- 
pairs; so that the amendment of the Senate did not change the 
existing law in this respect. He might make repairs, but not bet- 
terments. The fire insurance we thought was not improper to be 
deducted, and the first amendment allows that to be deducted as 
a part of the expense when the taxpayer makes his returns on the 
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The second provision is astoemployees. It will be remembered 
that when the income-tax bill passed the House it was the — 
to require corporations and employers to return the names of those 
who were engaged in their service in order that the Government 
might assess and collect from the employer the tax that would fall 
upon the employee and make its collection certain. When the bill 
got to the Senate they changed it in that particular, so as to put 
the employee on the same footing with other taxpayers and let him 
make his payment himself. 

It will be remembered that we had to take the bill as a whole, 
and could not change it in conference. This left the law so that 
the corporation returns the names and the salaries of the em- 

loyee without paying the tax; and we thought that, the necessity 

or the return ceasing, the requirements thereof might cease. 
Therefore the House conferees agreed with the Senate conferees 
that the return should be made by the employee and the tax paid 
by the employee as are the taxes of others; this right only being 
reserved, that in the event the collector has doubt as to the ac- 
curacy of the returns made by the employee, he may call upon 
the employer, as he would on any other person, to ascertain his 
property. That is the second amendment. 

The ‘third amendment, Mr. Speaker, was the proposition to in- 
graft into this section of the act by the Senate an amendment 
which proposed to take from the Government the right to pro- 
pound interrogatories to the taxpayer with a view of ascertaining 
the nature, extent, and condition of his estate. To do that would 
take away from the official the very means of ascertaining the 
right and equitable tax; and, after a free and full conference, the 
conferees on the part of the Senate agreed that it was wise to leave 
in the officers of the Government the right to make reasonable in- 
terrogatories. Therefore the second amendment of the Senate 
was receded from by the Senate conferees. 

The fourth amendment, Mr. Speaker, is merely formal, per- 
taining to the title, and it is not necessary to make any statement 
concerning it. 

Mr. BARTLETT. EI would like to ask the gentleman a ques- 
tion as to the time. 

Mr. McMILLIN. I said in the beginning that the time within 
which the report might be made by the taxpayer is extended by 
this act from the 1st of March to the middle of April. 

Mr. BARTLETT. I would like to ask the gentleman another 
question. 

Mr. PAYNE. 
question. 

The SPEAKER. To whom does the gentleman yield? 

Mr. McMILLIN. I will yield first to the gentleman from New 
York 2 oe BARTLETT] who is near me, and then I will yield to 
my colleague on the committee [Mr. PAYNE]. 

Mr. BARTLETT. I want to ask the gentleman from Tennes- 
see, who is the author of this income tax, whether I understand 
him rightly that all the inquisitorial features are left in the bill, 
and if it has not been amended in that respect. 

Mr. McMILLIN. The gentleman is in error thus far, Mr. 
Speaker. Under the law as it passed the House all corporations 
had to return the names and salaries of their employees; all firms 
employing men had to return the names and salaries of their 
employees. That is done away with. But the right to inquire 
concerning the estate to be taxed remains in the bill. The Senate 
recedes from the third amendment, and the House recedes from 
its disagreement to the first and second amendments. 

Mr. BARTLETT. I would like to ask the distinguished gen- 
tleman from Tennessee, when he framed this measure, why he 
imposed the tax upon the holy estate of matrimony; why he makes 
every woman who has $4,000 of her own and who marries pay a 
tax on every dollar of the $4,000, and yet her sister or sisters, who 
have an equal amount of $4,000, are each one absolutely exempt? 
I would like to ask the gentleman what justice there is in that? 

Mr. MONEY. I want to ask the gentleman if that matter was 
in conference? 

Mr. McMILLIN. Iwill say in response to my friend from New 
York [Mr. BarTLETT] and my friend from Mississippi [Mr. MonEy] 
that that matter was not in conference; but I would like to state— 
for Ido not wish to avoid answering the question—that where 
estates are kept separate they are taxed separate. If persons see 
fit to keep their estates separate they will be taxed separately, but 
where they combine their estates there would be one exemption 
on the whole estate. 

Mr. BARTLETT. Then, as I understand the gentleman, if a 
woman keeps the money with her husband she will pay no tax. 

Mr. McMILLIN. No, I do not mean to say that. The law 
applies to each individual taxpayer, with the exceptions that are 
madein the bill. The bill speaks for itself in that respect. I wish to 
say, however, that the subject about which the gentleman asks is not 
touched by this conference report at all, and it is a matter over 
which the conferees have no jurisdiction whatever. 

Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Chairman, I wish to ask the gentleman a 
question founded on a short correspondence between a constituent 


I desire to ask the gentleman from Tennessee a 





of mine, Mr. E. H. Avery, of Auburn, N. Y., and the Internal 
Revenue Department. On February 5 Mr. Avery addressed a 
letter to the Department, as follows: , 
NATIONAL BANK OF AUBURN, 
Auburn, N. Y., February 5, 1895. 

DEAR Str: The regulations relative to tax on incomes require that the 
estimate of gains, profits, and incomes shall include: 

‘*1, All incomes derived from interest on notes,” etc. 
ble Interest received or accrued, whether paid or not, if good and collecti- 

e.”’ 

‘*7. All other gains, profits, and incomes derived from any source what- 
ever,” with a proviso “that in computing the income there shall not be in- 
cluded the amount received from a corporation as dividends if the tax has 
been paid by the corporation on its net profits.” 

Question. Is the interest earned or accrued for the years prior to 1894, but 
actually paid and received in 1894, to be included 

For example, interest on a bond and mortgage is payable on the Ist day of 
Jan of each year. The interest for 1893 is paid and received January 1, 
1894, and the interest for 1894 has accrued December 31, 1894, but not paid, al- 
though good and collectible. 

The question arises, which of these items is to be included? 

Again, clause 7, above referred to, specifying ‘all other income from any 
source whatever,” would seem to include dividends on corporate stock, and 
yet the proviso forbids them to be included if the tax has been paid by the 
corpora tion on its net profits. 

Question. Must the stockholder, at his peril, ascertain whether such tax 
has been =_ by the corporation before making his list or return, or is the 
fact that the corporation is liable for and may be compelled to pay the tax a 
sufficient reason for omitting it, or, if included, to have it deducted from the 
gross income listed? 

Respectfully, yours, 
E. H. AVERY, President. 

Hon. Josepa 8S. MILu 

Commissioner Internal Revenue, Washington, D. C. 

That is the letter of Mr. Avery, and I call attention to the cor- 
respondence now because of the unsatisfactory nature of the an- 
swer. The Commissioner of Internal Revenue, after deliberating 
for ten days, replies, under date of February 15, 1895, as follows: 

TREASURY DEPARTMENT, 
OFFICE OF THE COMMISSIONER OF INTERNAL REVENUE, 
Washington, D. C., February 15, 1895. 

Srr: In reply to your letter of the 5th instant, relative to income-tax re- 
turns, etc., you are respectfully referred to the collector of internal reve- 
nue for your district for all information relative to said tax. If he desires 
instructions or a ruling upon the subject-matter of your inquiry, he shall re- 
fer the same to this office. 

Respectfully, yours, 
G. W. WILSON, Acting Commissioner. 

EDWARD H. Avery, Esq., 

President National Bank of Auburn, Auburn, N. Y. 

Now, I ask my friend whether the bill itself, or this report, or 
the resolution will get rid of what seems to be the anomaly of col- 
lecting a tax upon money actually received for interest as well as 
upon the additional amount actually earned during the calendar 
year. é 

Mr. McMILLIN. Mr. Chairman, the last question which my 
friend propounds is not embraced either in the resolution adopted 
by the House or in any amendment thereto adopted by the Senate 
and submitted to the conference. Turning now to the merits of 
the question, which I do with some reluctance at this time, becanse 
I hate to detain the House, I may state that the object in framing 
the law in the language in which he finds it was to prevent the 
possibility of the taxpayer avoiding payment of the tax upon 
money that had been earned in a given year by postponing the 
collection to a later date. That was the origin and object of the 
peculiar phraseology of the law on this subject. 

Mr. PAYNE. But the law did not intend to make a man pay 
the tax on his income twice. 

Mr. McMILLIN. It was the purpose to collect for each year 
the income tax properly chargeable to that year; no more and no 
less. 

Mr. PAYNE. Now, does not my friend think that he ought to 
withdraw this report and see whether it ought not to be amended 
in that particular? 

Mr. McMILLIN. In reply to my friend I will say that if it 
were withdrawn and submitted to us again and we were to take 
charge of the subject that he speaks of, which is not embraced 
either in the original resolution or in the amendments of the Sen- 
ate, our action would be wholly illegal and a point of order would 
lie against it. 

Mr. PAYNE. I want to say to the gentleman that this letter 
of Mr. Avery was written in entire good faith, and it criticises a 
matter that has been taken charge of by this resolution. The law 
originally seemed to contemplate that the individual should pay 
his tax upon his income unless it had been paid by a corporation, 
while the provision is that the corporation should not pay until 
months after the return has to be made. 

Mr. McMILLIN. The conferees have no jurisdiction what- 
ever, except as to disagreeing votes of the two Houses. The con- 
ference, however, has agreed to a provision, as I stated before, by 
which the corporation makes its return, the individual his, and 
there can not be two taxes imposed on the same property. 

Mr. PAYNE. I know that; but I suggest to my friend that he 
take this matter into prayerful consideration, and see if he can 
not work out some good result as to a remedy for this incongruity. 

Mr. McMILLIN. Iwill get my friend from New York to join 
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me in these devotions, and I have no doubt that we shall attain to 
some good results. [ Laughter. 

Mr. PAYNE. Certainly; and to that end I. will ask that the 
correspondence which I have read in part may be printed in full 
in the RECORD. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

The letters are printed in full ante.] 

Mr. McMILLIN. Mr. Speaker, I move tae previous question 
on the adoption of the conference report. 

The previous question was ordered. 

The conference report was agreed to. 

On motion of Mr. McMILLIN, a motion to reconsider the vote by 
which the conference report was agreed to was laid on the table. 

DONATION OF CONDEMNED CANNON. 
The SPEAKER laid before the House the following resolution: 


Resolved by the House (the Senate concurring), That inthe enrollment of the 
joint resolution (H. Res. 208) entitled “Joint resolation authorizing the Sec- 
retary of War to deliver condemned cannon to Asher Gaylord Post, Grand 
Army of the Republic, of Plymouth, Pa., and to Eckley B. Coxe Post, Grand 
Army of the Republic, of Freeland, Pa.,”’ the Clerk of the House be author- 
ized and directed to enrol] the title thereof so as to read as follows: “Joint 
resolution authorizing the Secretary of War to deliver condemned cannon to 
Asher Gaylord Post, Grand Army of the Republic, of Plymouth, Pa., to the 
William H. Tarbee Post, Grand Army of the Republic, of McGrawville, N. 
Y., tothe Eckley B. Coxe Post, Grand Army of the Republic, of Freeland, 
Pa.,and to the R. Carpenter Post, Grand Army of the Republic, Chelsea, 
Mich.” 

The SPEAKER. The Senate and House of Representatives 
passed this bill with ‘amendments, but omitted to change the 
title in accordance with the amendments. This resolution pro- 
poses simply to authorize the enrolling clerk to amend the title 
as stated in the resolution. 5 

There being no objection, the resolution was adopted. 

NAVAL APPROPRIATION BILL. 

On motion of Mr. TALBOTT of Maryland, the House again 
resolved itself into Committee of the Whole on the state of the 
Union (Mr. O’Net of Massachusetts in the chair) and resumed 
the consideration of the naval appropriation bill. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

And the Secretary of the Navy is hereby authorized and directed to apply 
the sum of $8,000, appropriated under the act of July 26, 1894, for the repair of 
the ship Constitution, now lying at the Portsmouth Navy-Yard, in the State 
of New Hampshire, in order that it may be used asa training ship for the 
Naval Militia, toward the repair and transfer of said vessel to the Washing- 
ton Navy-Yard, District of Columbia. 

Mr. EVERETT. On this paragraph I make the point of order 
that it is new legislation and does not reduce expenses. The last 
naval appropriation act appropriated money for the repair of the 
ship Constitution in order that it might be used specifically as a 
training ship for the Naval Militia. This paragraph proposes to 
depart from the purpose of the last act in this respect, and to divert 
the appropriation from the object then determined upon. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair sustains the point of order. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Steam machinery (special): To continue work on new machinery to vemien 
present engines, boilers, ete., of United States steamship Chieago, $300,000. 


Mr. SAYERS. Mr. Chairman, we have presented here the 
extraordinary spectacle of being asked to appropriate $300,000 for 
the repair of the Chicago. Now, if I remember correctly, this 
vessel was completed in 1885 or 1886. I may be mistaken as to the 
exact date, but such is my recollection. Two hundred thousand 
dollars was appropriated to be used for this purpose during the 
present fiscal year. The bill anereeneen $300,000 more to be used 
for the same purpose next year. is is the way the money goes! 
Now, this ship has not been completed nine years—— 

Mr. SNODGRASS. It cost half a million dollars originally. 

Mr. SAYERS: More than a million dollars. Now, as I have 
said, $200,000 was appropriated for the repair of this ship during 
the present year, and an appropriation of $300,000 is proposed in 
this bill for the same purpose next year. And yet we are asked 
to build more ships. 

I would like the gentleman from Maryland [Mr. Tanzorr] to 
inform the House, if he can, how ceneicuas been nded upon 
this vessel since her completion. She was completed, I believe, in 
1885 or 1886. 

Mr. COX. What did the vessel cost in the first place? 

Mr. SAYERS. Ido not know what was the exact cost. This 
is one of those Roach ships which the Government had to take 
back. Will the gentleman from Maryland inform us when this 
ship was completed, and how much she has cost in the way of re- 
pairs up to this time—— 

Mr. SNODGRASS. And how much it cost originally to build 
her? 

Mr. TALBOTT of Maryland. We appropriated $200,000 last 
year for the L.ull—— 

Mr. SAYERS. For the hull! Did she not have any hull? 
{ Laughter. 

Mr. TALBOTT of Maryland. Oh, yes; it was because there was 
a hull that we wanted to repair it. If there had been no hull 
there would have been no occasion for repairs. 
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Mr. SAYERS. How much has been expended on her up to the 


present year? 


Mr. TALBOTT of Maryland. Now they are going to repair 


the engines and boilers. The life of the boilers of one of these 
vessels is estimated to be about nime years, and that of the ma- 
chinery from ten to fifteen years. 


Mr. MONEY. Twenty-five years. 
Mr. SAYERS. One gentleman says twenty-five years; another 


, ten or fifteen. Whom are we to believe? 
M 


r. TALBOTT of Maryland. I said the life of the boilers was 


estimated to be about nine years. 


Mr. COX. How much did the vessel cost? 

Mr. TALBOTT of Maryland. From thirteen hundred thousand 
to fourteen hundred thousand dollars. I think that is the amount; 
I will not be sure. 

Mr. COX. And now you are going to repair this vessel again! 

Mr. TALBOTT of Maryland. Weappropriated last year money 
to repair the hull, and now we are appropriating for the repair of 
the machinery, so that we shall have practically a new vessel. 

Mr. SAYERS. A new vessel every nine years! 

Mr. TALBOTT of Maryland. I say that when the repairs are 
completed tnis will be practically a new vessel. The modern ma- 
chinery will, according to the department of Steam Engineering, 
increase the speed of the vessel, so that in this respect it will be a 
better vessel than it was origimally. We are within the estimate 
of the Department on this matter; and I hope the committee will 
sustain the provision of the bill. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. The Chicago was the first of the large steel 
cruisers designed for the new Navy. 

Mr. TALBOTT of Maryland. Will the gentleman from Maine 
yield to me for just one moment? 

Mr. BOUTELLE. Certainly. 

Mr. TALBOTT of Maryland. I would like to state for the in- 
formation of the committee that we are only appropriating now 
for the repairs of vessels about 1% per cent—I am not quite ac- 
curate, but certainly less than 2 per cent—of the total value of all 
the vessels. Weappropriate no more now than when the value of 
the entire Navy was $18,000,000, although it is $65,000,000 to-day. 
We have been as economical in the appropriations as possible, 
notwithstanding the criticisms of the gentleman from Texas. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. Mr. Chairman, | wish to say for the infor- 
mation of the committee that when the work of evolution from 
the wooden to the steel navy was first essayed the problem pre- 
sented was a very different one from that which confronts us at 
this time. The Chicago was the first of the large cruisers built 
of steel in this country. Her designs were made by a board of 
naval officers, who gave much care and study to the questions in- 
volved, and undoubtedly at the time she was designed this ves- 
sel represented as great am advance in naval construction as any 
vessel that has ever been laid down. 

She is a splendid ship. In many respects she has no superior of 
her class in our own or in any other navy. But it happened at 
the time we began designing steel ships that we had not yet 
reached what has since proved to be a practically revolutionary 
epoch in steam engineering. Im designing the engines of the Che- 
cago an effort was made to obtain as great speed as could be had 
with the machinery then familiar to our naval engineers. But 
the problem of getting the greatest speed with the lightest weight 
and the smallest had not reached the solation which came 
later on, in what is known to steam engineers as the triple-e - 
sion system. Every one familiar with this subject is aware of the 
marvelous possibilities at once created by the application of this 
triple-e ion system. And itso happens that while the Chi- 
eago, as I have said, is in many respects one of the very finest 
ships built of her class, or of any build of any country, yet her 
machinery is not so powerful nor is her speed so great as that of 
other vessels of her class which have been built since the triple or 
quadruple expansion m was introduced in naval construction. 

The problem for the Navy Department and for all persons 
interested in the development of the Navy was whether we should 
go on allowing this magnificent vessel to lack in the prime element 
of speed, utilize it asfar as possible as it is, and build an additional 
new cruiser to take her place among the fast vessels of the navies 
of the world, or whether it was better, where she has reached an 
age that certain improvements or repairs have become absolutely 
essential, to take out altogether her boilers and engines, supply 
the ship with first-class triple or quadruple expansion engmes, 
and make her one of the finest cruisers of her weight in the world. 

By putting new boilers and new engines into tizis vessel we can 
at once add to the American Navy as fine a ship as we could build 
at this time if we were to lay down the keel now and start from 
the very beginning. It is a matter of economy, therefore, and it 
seems to me it ought to be a matter of national pride as well, to 
make this steel cruiser, as she can readily be inade, one of the 
finest vessels of her type afloat. 

Here the hammer fell. | 
r. SAYERS. Mr. Chairman, if I understand my friend from 
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Maine aright, he furnishes a substantial reason why we ‘should 
not undertake at this time to build the three new battle ships pro- 


vided for in this bill. Here, for instance, is the Chicago, which 
is not, I think, exceeding nine years old, ifeven soold as that, and 
he says that in orderto furnish her with modern improvements—— 

Mr.DURBOROW. Tomakeherworthyofthename, [Laugh- 
ter. ] 

Mr. SAYERS. We mast spend $300,000. 

Mr. SIMPSON. That will make her “ worthy of the name,” 
spending that much money. 

Mr. SAYERS. Now, we expended $200,000 on her this fiscal 
year, and we have a proposition to expend $300,000 additional for 
the next fiscal year. 

Thold in my hand a list of the amounts expended for the re- 
pairs of vessels, Take, for instance, the cruiser Boston, com- 

leted about the same time as the Chicago, and we find that we 

ave spent $188,000, in round numbers, upon her repairs. The 
Baltimore, completed not long since, has incurred an expendi- 
ture of over $151,000. The San Francisco, a ship of late date, 
has also incurred an expenditure of over $135,000 in the way of 
repairs. Do you not think ita very expensive Navy? Youcan not 
get public buildings in the interior, but you can build fine quar- 
ters and magnificent ships for which you have no need. 

Mr. TALBOTT of Maryland. Are you for public buildings? 

Mr.SAYERS. No, sir; because the extravagance of this bill 
denies to the interior of the country the appropriations which it 
ought to have. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. The gentleman would not advocate going 
without stockings because it takes too much yarn to darn them, 
would he? [Laughter.] 

Mr. SAYERS. I ask leave to print in the Recorp this state- 
ment, showing the expenditure in the matter of repairs on the 
new vessels: 

Navy DzPARTMENT, 
BUREAU OF SUPPLIES AND ACCOUNTS, 
Washington, D. C., February 1, 1895. 

Srr: The Bureat transmits herewith a statement of repairs to vessels com- 
pleted since June 30, 1884, called for in telegram of the chairman of the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations of the 3lst ultimo. 

Respectfully, 
EDWIN STEWART, 
Paymaster-General, United States Navy. 

The SECRETARY OF THE NAVY. 

[Statement of repairs to vessels constructed since June 30, 1884. ] 
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Mr. LOUD. Will the gentleman also state, in connection with 
that list, that 95 per cent of those so-called repairs are for paint- 
ing, scraping of bottoms, etc., and not legitimate repairs, but 
simply current expenses of maintenance? That ought to go in 
with your statement. 

Mr. MONEY. Mr. Chairman, the remarks of the gentleman 
from Texas are exactly in line with all that he has said upon this 
bill, and they prove conclusively that he does not want a navy at 
all. He is against the building of ships, he is against dockyards, 
and he is against repairing ships. 

Mr.SAYERS. Oh, [ advocated the building of ships while you 
were practicing law here in Washington. 

Mr. MONEY. You have not done it to-day or since this bill 
was under consideration, and you have had a great change of 
heart since the time when you did advocate a navy. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. He does not want to build any new ships; 
he does not want to repair those in existence, and those which are 
afloat he does not want to put any sailors upon. 

Mr. MONEY. That is exactly the matter, and I want to say to 
my friend that in 1811, a year before the war with Great Britain, 
a gentleman from the South stood here and did exactly what the 
gentleman from Texas is doing. He said he would not vote a dol- 
lar to build an American navy, and he said he would rather set 
fire to a ship than to bring a bucket of water to put it out; yet 
the very next year we were engaged in a war with Great Britain, 
and we were absolutely defenseless, because the House had fol- 
— the counsels of such statesmen as the gentleman from 

exas. 

Mr. TALBERT of South Carolina. We licked them, anyhow. 

Mr. MONEY. In 1857, 1858, and 1859 the very same arguments 
were made against having a navy—that it was useless, that the 
people did not want ships built, or dockyards, or repairs, or men 
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to furnish them. Yet the next year saw the country plunged in 
a war that convulsed the continent. 

Mr. SNODGRASS. We whipped England once without ships. 
Why can we not do it again if necessary? 

Mr. MONEY. We ought at least to have a Navy that will give 
this great Republic time to organize her Army. As it is to-day, 
we could not bring out the militia of this country even to meet 
the onset of a British squadron. Gentlemen feel perfectly secure 
to-day because we are at peace, but there is nothing so inevitable 
as war, and we want to be in a condition to-day to command the 
peace which we love. I understand the value of peace as well as 
the gentleman does. I appreciate its blessings. I cry ‘‘ Peace, 
peace,” just as the gentleman from Texas does, but the way to 
get peace is not to be in a state of unreadiness for war. Do you 
want this country struck down and left defenseless in the hands 
of its enemies? 

Mr. SAYERS. Naked before her enemies! 

Mr.MONEY. Thatisexactly whatisthe matter. Every propo- 
sition that the distinguished economist, the gentleman from Texas, 
has advocated in reference to this bill has been to the effect that 
we do not want any Navy, and ought not to have one. He is 
against every proposition to build a ship, to repair a ship, to put 
an engine in a ship, to build a dockyard, or anything else that 
goes to the maintenance of the Navy. And while it is-a great 
thing to have the reputation for economy that the distinguished 
gentleman from Texas enjoysin this country, I submit to him that 
when he reviews this debate he will find that he has not mani- 
fested the patriotic disposition which we look for from a leader 
upon the floor of this House. 

Mr. SAYERS, Mr. Chairman, I will say only aword. I voted 
for the rebuilding of the Navy while the gentleman from Missis- 
sippi [Mr. Monry] was practicing law here in Washington. 
aa r. MONEY. It does not make any difference what I was 

oing. 

Mr. SAYERS. The gentleman is like all new converts, ex- 
tremely zealous. Now, all that I desire is to call the attention of 
the committee to the sore spots in this bill, and gentlemen become 
irritated when I do that and accuse me of a want of patriotism 
and of hostility to the Navy. I have about as much patriotism 
as either of these rentlemen. 

Mr. MONEY. ‘There is no doubt abont that. 

Mr. TALBOTT of Maryland. Prove it by voting for the Navy. 
Prove your patriotism by your vote. 
ai CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Maryland must be in 

r. 

Mr. SAYERS. Patriotism does not require that we should 
vote $300,000 here in addition to the $200,000 which this ship had 
for the — year in order to give it modern improvements. 
This makes $500,000. 

Mr. TALBOTT of Maryland. I rise to a point of order. 

Mr. MONEY. Mr. Chairman, I desire to say one word in 
reply to me Seen from Texas. The gentleman is mistaken if he 
thinks any is irritated. Weareall in perfectly good humor, 
and if anybody is irritated it is the gentleman; but nobody is 
irritated. It is certainly no argument, because we want to utilize 
a valuable ship which certainly ought to be used, for him to say 
that he had voted for the Navy when I was practicing law and 
when the gentleman was practicing demagogy. [Laughter. |] 

I say that I voted in favor of the Navy before the gentleman 
ever dreamed of being here. Twenty years ago I voted for ships, 
and I have voted that way ever since. I stand here to-day com- 
mitted as much as any man can be to a policy to make this great 
nation prepared to command peace and to resist any other navy 
on earth, [Applanse. As to my patriotism, I do not propose to 
test that with the gentleman from Texas. I am willing to accord 
him patriotism and honesty in the views which he expresses, but 
the gentleman is not more so than other men in the House. I do 
not think anybody has said anything but in the way of kindness 
in this debate. 

Mr. SAYERS. Nothing whatever. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

To commence new machinery to replace present engines and boilers of 
United States steamship Hartford, $100,000. 

Mr. SAYERS. I will call the attention of the committee to this 
item. Here is $109,000 more to be appropriated to put new boilers 
and engines in the Hartford. What is to be done with this vessel? 

Mr. TYLER. Fight her. 

Mr. SAYERS. I am perfectly willing to take care of the vessel 
on account of the memories which are associated with her name. 

— TALBOTT of Maryland. Then give the money to take care 
of her. 

Mr. SAYERS. Why, gentlemen at one time say they must have 
modern steel cruisers and battle ships. Now, the Hartford is not 
a modern steel craiser or battle ship. Take care of the Hartford 
if you wish; I have no objection to that, but what for? 

Mr. TYLER. To make her serviceable. 


[Laughter. } 
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Mr. SAYERS. Make her serviceable! How long would she 
stand before an English cruiser? 

Mr. TYLER. We want the three battle ships to do that. 

Mr. SAYERS. Take care of her; but do not put such fine ma- 
chinery into an old vessel like the Hartford. 

Mr. TALBOTT of Maryland. Why, the gentleman permitted 
the last appropriation bill to go through without a single word of 
objection. 

Mr.SAYERS. Certainly. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. The Hartford is not to be stationed at Wash- 
ington. The purpose is to to put the Hartford in commission as a 
cruiser and send her wherever the American flag shall fly. 

The Clerk read as foliows: : 

That the Superintendent of the United States Naval Academy shall have 

wer toconvene general courts-martial for the trial of naval cadets, subject to 
he same limitations and conditions now existing as to other general courts- 
martial, and to approve the proceedings and execute the sentences of such 
courts, except the sentences of suspension and dismissal, which, after havin 
been approved by the Superintendent, shall not be carried into effect unti 
confirmed by the President: Provided, That,when the Superintendent is the 
accuser or prosecutor the court shall be convened by order of the President. 

Mr. SIMPSON. Mr. Chairman, I want to make the point of 
order on that paragraph. Itis new legislation, commencing at 
line 13, on page 35. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will be glad to hear from the 
committee on that. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. Mr. Chairman, I think the gentleman from 
Kansas is under some misapprehension. I will state very briefly 
that this paragraph refers to the Naval Academy. That para- 
graph was drawn by the Navy Department, after consultation 
with myself and others, as a result of a surprising discovery which 
some of us made a short time ago. Members who thought they 
were somewhat familiar with the affairs of the Naval Academy 
find there is a difference between that institution and the Militar 
Academy on account of the way our laws have grown up regard- 
ing these different bodies, one statute being passed to-day and 
another to-morrow. We found that really there is no provision 
whatever for the determination of any charges at the Naval Acad- 
emy against the cadets. 

Mr. SICKLES. _It is like the board of labor employment. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. There is no such provision asis made for 
the Military Academy. It is not only possible, but it has trans- 
pired, that actually charges have been made against some of these 
young men and determined simply upon an investigation by a 
summary board, composed of just such men as they shall see fit to 
choose—two or three officers, who take just such means as they 
shall see fit to ascertain the facts, without taking testimony or 
any record of testimony, and without any opportunity for the 
cadet to be present either in person or by counsel, without any 
opportunity for cross-examination of the witnesses, without any 
of the safeguards that are thrown by the regulations of the Navy 
around the humblest defendant in any case, but by a summary 
court-martial. 

This condition of things was brought to the attention of the 
Secretary of the Navy by a case in which I had become interested 
a short while ago, and the result was the drawing up of this pro- 
vision, which is intended to give to cadets at the Naval Academy, 
in case of charges being preferred against them, the same methods 
of having those charges investigated that are employed at the 
Military Academy or that would be adopted in any court of jus- 
tice. It is precisely the same provision that is now on the statute 
book in regard to the Academy at West Point; indeed, it was 
drawn from that provision. The whole purport and object of it 
is to throw sonnel the 200 or 300 young men at the Naval Acad- 
emy the ordinary safeguards of justice which by law and the regu- 
lations of the Navy are granted to the humblest sailor or coal 
heaver in the service. 

Mr. TALBOTT of Maryland. Mr. Chairman, I think this amend- 
ment is really in the direction of reducing expenses, because now, 
whenever they have any trouble at the Academy, the Secretary of 
the Navy brings up everybody that he wants to examine—— 

Mr. SAYERS. Only one single time. 

Mr. TALBOTT of Maryland. Whether it is one single time or 
a hundred times, it makes no difference as to the principle. 

Mr. SIMPSON. Mr. Chairman, I did not understand exactly 
what this might lead to, and it struck me on reading it as aiming 
at a further concentration of power in the hands of the Execu- 
tive, where I think there is too much already. With the expla- 
nation which has been given by the gentleman from Maine I am 
satisfied that this provision is for the betterment of the Navy, 
and I therefore withdraw the point of order. 

Mr. TALBOTT of Maryland. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous 
consent to go back to page 14, lines 20 and 21: ‘‘ Naval station, 
Sacketts Harbor, N. Y.: For one ship keeper, at $366 per annum.” 

I am advised by the Department that there is an old vessel at 
Sacketts Harbor which is not worth very much, but the man who 
has charge of her has also charge of the Government property and 
stores at that point. He is now and always has been designated 
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as ‘‘ship ae but in connection with the duty of taking.care 
of the vessel he is also charged with the care of the other Govern- 
ment property there, and he is employed at a cost of $1 a day. 

Mr. SIMPSON. Has the gentleman any knowledge of what 
the Government property consists? 

Mr. TALBOTT of Maryland. Ihave no detailed knowledge, but 
it certainly must be worth something, as Sacketts Harbor is a 
naval station, and might, in certain contingencies, be a very im- 
portant one. 

The report of the Navy-Yard Commission submitted to the 
Forty-eighth Congress (Sen. Ex. Doc. No. 55) says: 

The great importance of the naval operations on the lakes during the war 
of 1812, the exposed condition of that portion of our frontier, and the enor- 
mous amount of property on those waters belonging to our citizens and there- 
fore liable to destruction in the event of war, admonish your commissioners 
not to recommend the abandonment of the only naval station—whatever its 
demerits—we now hold in that quarter. 

Mr. SIMPSON. Mr. Chairman, upon the gentleman’s explana- 
tion, if I can have the consent of the House, I will withdraw the 
amendment. 

There was no objection, and the amendment was withdrawn. 

Mr. TALBOTT of Maryland. Now, Mr. Chairman, the totals 
as they stand in some of the paragraphs of the bill have been 
varied by the action of the committee, and I ask that the Clerk 
foot them up so that they may be correct. I now move that the 
committee rise. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The committee accordingly rose; and the Speaker having re- 
sumed the chair, Mr. O’NEIL of Massachusetts, from the Commit- 
tee of the Whole, reported that they had had under consideration 
the bill (H. R. 8665) making appropriations for the naval service 
for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1896, and for other purposes, 
and had come to no resolution thereon. 


CHANGE OF REFERENCE, 


The SPEAKER. Senate bill 2365, which has been referred te 
Committee on Claims, ought to go to the Committee on Indian 
Affairs, and without objection it will be so referred. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. SCHERMERHORN, by unanimous consent, obtained leave 
to withdraw from the files of the House papers in the case of W. 
A. Yates, no adverse report having been made thereon. 


CORRECTION, 


Mr. TERRY. Mr. Speaker, on page 2359 of the Recorp I am 
recorded as having voted in the affirmative on the proposition to 
suspend the rules and pass the bill to authorize the Altamonte 
Water Company to flood certain lands, etc. I desire to say that I 
was detained at home by sickness yesterday, and of course did not 
vote. 

The SPEAKER. The correction will be made. 


CENTENNIAL EXPOSITION AT NASHVILLE. 


Mr. WILLIAMS of Illinois, by unanimous consent, obtained 
leave to file the views of the minority, to be printed with the re- 
port on the bill (H.R. 8109) to encourage the holding of a centen- 
nial e ition at Nashville, Tenn. 

The House then, on motion of Mr. TaLsorr of Maryland (at 
5 o’clock and 11 minutes p. m.), adjourned until 12 o’clock to- 
morrow. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PRIVATE BILLS. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, private bills and resolutions were 
severally reported from committees, delivered to the Clerk, and 
referred to the Committee of the Whole House, as follows: 

By Mr. CLARK of Missouri, from the Committee on Claims: A 
bill (H. R. 8331) to reimburse the city of Menasha, Wis., for moneys 
expended, and for other purposes. (Report No. 1857.) 

By Mr. COUSINS, from the Committee on Claims: A bill (H. 
R. 7883) for the relief of Ellis H. Roberts. (Report No. 1854.) 

By Mr. OUTHWAITE, from the Committee on Military Affairs: 
A bill (H. R. 6748) for the relief of Alexander D. Schenck. (Re- 
port No. 1855.) 

By Mr. LOUD, from the Committee on Claims: A bill (H.R. 
8183) for the relief of Maj. Charles A. Woodruff. (Report No. 
1856.) 

By Mr. TURNER of Virginia, from the Committee on Pensions: 
A bill (H. R. 7041) to pension Lucinda Stone, daughter of a Revo- 
lutionary soldier. (Report No. 1859.) 

By Mr. CAMPBELL, from the Committee on Claims: A bill 
(H. R. 5554) for the relief of James B. Russell. (Report No. 
1860.) 

By Mr. LACEY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions: A 
bill (H. R. 8813) to increase the pension of Byron Cotton. (Re- 
port No. 1861.) 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5962) from the same committee, granting a 
pension to Nancy G. Allabach. (Report No. 1862.) 

By Mr. MARTIN, from the same committee: A bill (H. R. 8837) 
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granting an increase of pension to Daniel H. Cherry. (Report 
No. 1863.) 

A.so, trom the same committee, a bill (S. 2351) granting a pen- 
sion to Charles E. Jones. (Report No. 1864.) 

By Mr. PICKLER, from the same committee, a bill (5S. 1539) 
granting a pension to Josephine Foote Fairfax. (Report No. 
1865.) 


PUBLIC BILLS, MEMORIALS, AND RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, bills, resolutions, and memorials 
of the following titles were introduced, and severally referred as 
follows: 

By Mr. HAMMOND: A bill (H. R. 8915) to provide for a site and 
the erection of a public building thereon at Logansport, in the 
State of Indiana—to the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds. ‘ 

By Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE: A joint resolution (H. Res. 278) 
proposing an amendment to the Constitution of the United States 
prohibiting any State from granting the right of franchise to any 

erson not a citizen of the United States—to the Committee on the 
udiciary. 

By Mr. BLAIR (by request): A joint resolution (H. Res. 279) 
proposing an amendment to the Constitution of the United States 
in relation to the manufacture, importation, exportation, trans- 
portation, and sale of alcoholic liquors—to the Committee on Al- 
coholic Liquor Traffic. 

By Mr. ELLIS of Oregon: Memorial from the legislature of the 
State of Oregor, for the payment of Indian war claims—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 





PRIVATE BILLS INTRODUCED. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills of the following titles 
were presented and referred as follows: 

By Mr. BOATNER: A bill (H. R. 8917) granting a pension to 
Nathan Hite—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8918) granting a pension to Talbot A. Rou- 
ton—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. HAINER of Nebraska: A bill (H.R. 8919) to refer _cer- 
tain claims for postage paid to the Court of Claims—to the Com- 
mittee on Claims. 


PETITIONS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, the following ——_— and papers 
were laid on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows: 

By Mr. BABCOCKE: Petition for the passage of House resolu- 
tion of January 19, 1895, for the ratification of a permanent treaty 
of arbitration between the United States and Great Britain—to 
the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. BARTHOLDT: Petition of St. Louis Local Union No. 11 
of Journeymen Tailors’ Union, and of Local Union No. 518, of the 
United Brotherhood of Carpenters and Joiners, in favor of the so- 
called Maguire bills for the better protection of American seamen— 
to the Committee on Merchant Marine and Fisheries. 

By Mr. BLAIR: Petition of George T. Wilson and others against 
the Louisiana Lottery—to the Committee on the Post-Office and 
Post-Roads. 

By Mr. COUSINS: Petition of 20 citizens of Grundy Center, 
Iowa, favoring Senate bill 1620in relation to lottery traffic—to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. COVERT: Petition of B. Fenner and other citizens of 
Westport, N. Y., for payment of sugar bounty—to the Committee 
on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. CRISP (by request): Letter from the chairman of the 
committee on pollution of water supplies of the American Public 
Health Association, relative to House bill 8481, to appoint a com- 
mission for the investigation of the pollution of water supplies, 
etc.—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. EDMUNDS: Petition for the passage of House resolu- 
tion (Mr. Coomss’s) of January 19, 1895, for the ratification of a 
permanent treaty of arbitration between the United States and 
Great Britain—to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. GORMAN: Papers to accompany House bill 6774 to 
grant an honorable discharge to John A. White—to the Commit- 
tee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. HAGER: Resolutions adopted at a meeting of 127 citi- 
zens of Council Bluffs, Iowa, protesting against granting the right 
of franchise to any person not a citizen of the United States—to 
the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. HAMMOND): Petition of the Central Labor Union of 
Indianapolis, Ind., favoring the passage of House bill 7756—to 
the Committee on Labor. 

By Mr. HENDERSON of Illinois: Petition for the passage of 
House resolution of January 19, 1895, for the ratification of a per- 
manent treaty of arbitration between the United States and 
Great Britain—to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. KIEFER: Resolution by the Academy of Natural Sci- 


ences of the State of Minnesota, favoring a reduction of postage 
rates on natural-history specimens—to the Committee on the Post- 
Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. LAPHAM: Petitionsof Rhode Island Quarterly Meeting 
of Friends and Rhode Island Peace Society, asking for the passage 
of House resolution ot January 19, 1895, for the ratification of a 
permanent treaty of arbitration between the United States and 
Great Britain—to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. RAYNER (by request): Petition in favor of consular in- 
spection of immigrants before embarkation—to the Committee on 
the Judiciary. 

By Mr. REED: Petition of the Rufus Deering Company and 
19 others, citizens of Portland, Me., for the passage of Senate bill 
1620, for the suppression of the lottery traffic, etc.—to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. CHARLES W. STONE: Memorial of F. L. Houghton 
and Fred Beck, against the publication of the Columbian dairy 
records—to the Committee on Printing. 

By Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE: Resolutions of citizens of Pitts- 
burg, Allegheny, East Deer Township, Bellevue, Millvale, Spring- 
dale, Tarentum, Sharpsburg, Lebanon, and Hoboken, all in Penn- 
sylvania, for the submission of an amendment to the Constitution 
prohibiting any State from granting the franchise to any person 
not a citizen of the United States—to the Committee on the Judi- 
ciary. 

Also, resolutions of the citizens of Pittsburg, Allegheny, Ben- 
nett, Hoboken, Springdale, and Sharpsburg, all in Pennsylvania, 
for the submission of an amendment to the Constitution prohib- 
iting any establishment of religion or sectarian appropriations, 
etc.—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. UPDEGRAFF: Petition of S. C. Buck and 21 other 
citizens of Cresco, Iowa, for suppression of lottery traffic through 
foreign postal service—to the Committee on the Post-Office and 
Post-Roads. 

By Mr. WANGER: Preamble and resolutions of a meeting of 
45 citizens of Port Kennedy, 75 of [vyland, Bucks County, and of 
Ogontz, Montgomery County, Pa., for the submission of an amend- 
ment to the Constitution of the United States prohibiting any es- 
tablishment of religion, sectarian appropriations, etc.—to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary. 

Also, preamble and resolutions of a meeting of citizens of 
Ogontz, 75 of Ivyland, Bucks County, and 45 of Port Kennedy, 
Pa., for the submission of an amendment to the Constitution pro- 
hibiting any State from granting the right of franchise to persons 
not citizens of the United States—to the Committee on the Judi- 
ciary. 

By Mr. WEVER: Petition of Ticonderoga Pulp and Paper Com- 
pany, in favor of paying the sugar producers bounty for 1894—to 
the Committee on Ways and Means. 


SENATE. 
WEDNESDAY, February 20, 1895. 


The Senate met at 11 o'clock a. m. 
Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. W. H. Miizury, D. D. 
The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved. 


REPORT OF THE COMMISSIONER OF PATENTS. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate the annual re- 
ort of the Commissioner of Patents for the year ending Decem- 
er 31, 1894; which was referred to the Committee on Patents, 

and ordered to be printed. 


SENATOR FROM MONTANA. 


Mr. POWER. I present the credentials of Hon. Thomas Henry 
Carter, chosen by the legislature of Montana a Senator from that 
State for the term of six years, beginning on the 4th of March next, 
which I ask may be read. 

The credentials were read, as follows: 


In the name and by the authority of the Congress of the United States and 
the State of Montana. 


To all to whom these presents shall come, greeting: 


I, John E. Rickards, governor of the State of Montana, do hereby certify 
that at a joint session of the legislative assembly of the State of Montana, held 
at the capital thereof on Wednesday, the 16th day of January, A. D. 18%, pur- 
suant to chapter 1, Title Il, Revised Statutes of the United States, Hon. 
Thomas Henry Carter, a resident of Montana, received a majority of the votes 
in each house for Senator of the United States from Montana. 

Therefore, by virtue of the power vested in me by the constitution and in 
pursuance of the laws of the United States, I do hereby commission him, the 
said Thomas Henry Carter, as United States Senator to represent the State 
of Montana in Congress, hereby authorizing and empowering him to execute 
and discharge all and singular the duties appertaining to a Senator in Con- 

ess and to enjoy all the privileges and immunities in accordance with the 

ws thereof for a period of six rears from the 4th day of March, A. D. 1895. 

In testimony whereof I have hereunto subscribed my name and caused the 
great seal of the State of Montana to be affixed at Helena, Mont., the capital 
of said State, the 16th day of January, in the year of our Lord 189, and in the 
one hundred and nineteenth year of the Independence of the United States 


of America. 
J. E. RICKARDS. 
By the governor: L. ROTWITT, 
(SEAL. ] Secretary of State. 
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U0 ae re AN Os NB Eres 


Mr. HOAR. Mr. President, I ask the consent of the Senate to 


‘say a word about the credentials which have just been presented. 


I do not like, especially in the present condition of the public busi- 
ness, to trouble the Senate with small or unimportant criticisms, 
but credentials which authorize a Senator’s name to be put upon 
the roll are of very great importance indeed, because there may 
at some time be a severe or angry political struggle between two 
equally balanced parties, and it is important, as it seems to me, 
that the State executives should get into the habit of following 
the simple precedent which has been set and followed now in so 
many cases. 

A simple declaration certified by the executive of the State that 
on a certain day a certain person was duly elected by the legisla- 
ture a Senator seems to me, and Iam sure seems to the Senate, 
to be all that is needed. Anything beyond that is likely to sug- 
gest questions and refinements. These credentials do not set forth 
the fact of the due election; they do set forth the fact that the 
person voted for had a majority of the votes in each house, and 
that probably would be deemed, certainly in the absence of any 
real dispute of the facts, an equivalent, but, of course, it is not an 
equivalent. 

Then the credentials go on to say, what is a matter for the gov- 
ernor’s own satisfaction or otherwise, that he commissioned the 
Senator. I suppose the governor of the State has no more author- 
ity to commission a Senator of the United States than he has to 
commission the Sultan of Turkey. $ 

Mr. GORMAN. I wish to say that I believe when the Senator 
from Massachusetts [Mr. Hoar] was the chairman of fhe Com- 
mittee on Privileges and Elections, by the unanimous agreement 
of that committee a form of credentials was agreed wpon and pre- 
pared some years ago, to be followed by the governors of the 
States in certifving the elections of Senators. Isuggest to theSena- 
tor that a number of those forms should be printed so as to be 
easily accessible to the governors of the various States. 

Mr. HOAR. I think that would be a very good plan. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. ‘The credentials will be placed on the 
files of the Senate. 

PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 


Mr. SQUIRE. I present a memorial of the legislature of the 
State of Washington, certified by the secretary of state, repre- 
senting that it is very important that in the next river and harbor 
appropriation bill there shall be an appropriation for the improve- 
ment of the Skagit River, the largest river emptying into Puget 
Sound, and which drains one of the most important sections of the 
State of Washington. 

This river is blocked by jams of timber carried down by floods, 
which, besides impeding navigation, cause it in times of high water 
to back up and overflow the surrounding country, the richest and 
most fertile section in the State of Washineton, producing wide- 
spread desolation and ruin. Besides these jams there are also sev- 
eral sand bars near the mouth of the river, which are a serious 
hindrance to commerce and navigation, and also in time of flood 
tend to cause the water to back up and overflow the adjacent land. 

The farmers of the extensive region known as the Skagit Valley 
have been put to great expense in building dikes and levees, and 
have found that they can not, in that manner, protect their land 
from overfiow until the jams and bars are removed. 

It is represented that theinundation of the Skagit Valley in the 

ear 1894 resulted in a loss of at least half a million dollars to the 
inhabitants, and that the inundation was in a great measure 
caused by these jams and sand bars. 

It is also represented that these jams and sand barsareincreasing 
in size each year, thereby threatening impending ruin to a large 
tract of the country and pointing out the necessity of speedy ac- 
tion to avert this disaster. I move that the memorial be printed 
as a document and referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. PLATT. A few days since I presented a petition of the 
Cherokee Indian Association of the Cherchie Nation, an associa- 
tion representing what are called the intruders in the Cherokee 
Nation. I presented the petition by request. I now present 2 
reply made by the delegates of the Cherokee Nation in the nature 
of a petition, praying Congress to designate the Court of Claims 
or some other important tribunal to pass upon and settle the con- 
troversy between the Cherokee Nation and the members of that 
association. I also present this petition by request. I move that 
it be referred, as the other petition was referred, to the Commit- 
tee on Indian Affairs. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. PEF TER presented a petition of 130 citizens of Lawrence, 
Kans., praying for the enactment of legislation prohibiting un- 
naturalized persons from voting; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. QUAY presented petitions of 38 citizensof Luthersburg, of 
235 citizens of Lykens, of 40 citizens of Ryde, of 275 citizens of 
West Chester, of 419 citizens of Callensburg, of 150 citizens of Coal 
Valley, of 850 citizens of McKeesport, of 75 citizens of Beringer, 
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of 115 citizens of Brookville, of 80 citizens of Reynoldsville, and of 
125 citizens of Tower City, all in the State of Pennsylvania, pray- 
ing for the adoption of an amendment to the Constitution of the 
United States prohibiting the appropriation of moneys for secta- 
rian institutions; which were referred to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

He also presented petitions of 235 citizens of Lykens, of 38 citi- 
zens of Luthersburg, of 275 citizens of West Chester, of 350 citi- 
zens of McKeesport, of 80 citizens of Reynoldsville, of 75 citizens 
of Beringer, of 60 citizens of Tippecanoe, of 115 citizens of Brook- 
ville, of 125 citizens of Tower City, and of 419 citizens of Callens- 
burg, all in the State of Pennsylvania, praying for the adoption 
of an amendment to the Constitution of the United States pro- 
viding that ‘‘no State shall grant the right of franchise to any 
person who is not a citizen of the United States;” which were re- 
ferred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. COCKRELL presented resolutions of the general assembly 
of the State of Missouri, favoring the foreclosure of the Govern- 
ment’s mortgage on the Union Pacific Railroad, and for the Gov- 
ernment ownership and operation of said road; which were re- 
ferred to the Committee on Pacific Railroads. 

He also presented resolutions adopted by the Commercial Club 
of Kansas City, Mo., favoring the ratification of the treaties with 
the Wichita, Comanche, Kiowa,and Apache tribes of Indians; 
which were referred to the Committee on Territories. 

He also presented a petition of 60 citizens of St. Louis, Mo., and 
a petition of 181 citizens of Warrensburg, Mo., praying for the 
adoption of an amendment to the Constitution of the United States 
prohibiting the appropriation of moneys for sectarian institu- 
tions; which were referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Healso presented a petition of 181 citizens of Warrensburg, Mo., 
praying for the adoption of an admendment to the Constitution 
of the United States providing that ‘“‘no State shall grant the 
right of franchise to any person who is not a citizen of the United 
States;” which was referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 


Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon, from the Committee on Claims, to 
whom was referred the amendment submitted by Mr. ALLEN on 
the 29th ultimo, intended to be proposed to the sundry civil ap- 
propriation bill, reported favorably thereon, and moved that it be 
referred to the Committee on Appropriations and printed; which 
was agreed to. 

Mr. WASHBURN, from the Committee on Commerce, to whom 
was referred the bill (S. 2748) to authorize the Wisconsin and 
New Duluth Bridge Company to construct a bridge over the St. 
Louis River between the States of Wisconsin and Minnesota, re- 
ported it without amendment. 

Mr. COCKRELL, from the Committee on Appropriations, to 
whom was referred the bill (H. R. 8767) making appropriations 
for the legislative, executive, and judicial expenses of the Govern- 
ment for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1896, and for other pur- 
eon, reported it with amendments, and submitted a report 
thereon. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. Iam directed by the Committee on Naval 
Affairs, to whom was referred an amendment submitted by Mr. 
CAMERON on the 4th instant, intended to be proposed to the naval 
appropriation bill, to report it favorably. I move that it be re- 
ferred to the Committee on Appropriations and printed. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I ask for the reading of the amendment. 

The amendment was read, and referred to the Committee on 
Appropriations, as follows: 

Amendment intended to be proposed by Mr. CAmMEron to the Dill (H. R. 
8665) making appropriations for the naval service for the fiscal year endirg 
June 30, 1896, and for other purposes, viz: Insert the fatiowing: 

“That the accounting officers of the Treasury are hereby authorized and 
directed to credit Philip S. Wales, medical director, United States Navy, 
with the sum of $44,055.89. to relieve the said Wales from certain charges 
raised against him on the books of the Treasury upon Treasury settlement 
numbered 8062, dated January 10, 188: Provided, That the Secretary ce the 
Navy shall be satisfied that the said Philip S. Wales received no benefit from 
the payment of the vonchers represented in the charges now standing against 
him in said Treasury settlement numbered 8002.” 

Mr. KYLE, from the Committee on Edtcation and Labor, to 
whom was referred an amendment submitted by himself on the 
24th ultimo, intended to be copes to the legislative, executive, 
and judicial appropriation bill, reported favorably thereon, and 
moved that it be referred to the Committee on Appropriations and 
printed; which was agreed to. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the 
bill (S. 2778) to aid and encourage the holding of the Tennessee 
Centennial Exposition at Nashville, Tenn., in the year 1896, and 
making appropriation therefor, reported it without amendment. 

INDEX TO COTTON REPORT. 

Mr. CAMDEN. Iam directed by the Committee to Audit and 
Control the Contingent Expenses of the Senate, to whom was re- 
ferred the resolution submitted yesterday by the Senator from 
Mississippi (Mr. GrorGe], to report it with an amendment, and I 
ask for its present consideration. 








1895. 





The Senate, by unanimous consent, proceeded to consider the 
resolution; which was read, as follows: 

Resolved, That the Committee on Agriculture and Forestry be authorized 
to employ a competent person to make an index to volumes 1 and 2 of the re- 
port of said committee on cotton, and the expense thereof be paid out of the 
contingent fund of the Senate 

The amendment of the ( Jommittee to Audit and Centrol the Con- 
tingent Expenses of the Senate was to add at the end of the reso- 
lution the words ‘‘not exceeding two hundred dollars.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. HIGGINS. I should like to ask the Senator froii West 
Virginia what are these volumes and what is proposed to be done 
by this person? 

‘Mr. GEORGE. Whatis the question of the Senator from Del- 
yare? 

Mr. HIGGINS. 

that the Agricultural Committee want to have edited? 


a 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


I should like to know what the volumes are | 


Mr. GEORGE. They are two volumes of testimony, reports of | 


consuls, and statistics furnishing very valuable information in re- 
lation to cotton. 


The resolution as amended was agreed to. 


CLAIM OF JULIA A. NUTT. 


Mr. STEWART, from the Committee on Claims, to whom was | 


referred the bill (S. 440) to carry out certain findings of the Quar- 
termaster-General and the Court of Claims, reported the follow- 
ing resolution: 

Be it resolved by the Senate of the United States, 'That the claim of Jutia A. 
Nutt, widow and exeeutris x of Haller Nutt, deceased, late of Natchez, Miss 
now pending before Congress, wader the provisions of the act of August 7 
1882 (22 Stats., 
is, referre d to th sc 
and report to Congre 
monly known as the Bowma 


Mr. STEWART. 
olution. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the present con- 
sideration of the resolution? 

Mr. HARRIS. 
if this case has been once investigated by the Court of Claims? 

Mr.STEWART. Yes; but there is question about some evi- 
dence. 

Mr. HARRIS. 


yart of Claims for reinvestigation and re finding of 
35 under the provisions of the act of March 3, 1883, com- 
nm Act. 


There is newly discovered testimony? 
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Mr. DANIEL submitted an amendment intended te be proposed 
by him to the sundry civil appropriation bill; which was referred 
to the Committee on Foreign Relations, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas submitted an amendment intended to 
be proposed by him to the Indian appropriation bill; which was 
referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs, and ordered to be 
printed. 

Mr. QUAY submitted an amendment intended to be proposed 
by him to the general deficiency appropriation bill; which was 
referred to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be 





printed. 
Mr. BATE submitted an amendment intended to be proposed 
by him to the sundry civil appropriation bill; which was referred 


to the Committee on Education and Labor, and ordered to be 
printed. 

Mr. KYLE submitted an amendment intended to be proposed 
by him to the sundry civil appropriation bill; which was referred 
to the Select Committee on Forest Reservations. 

He also submitted an amendment intended to be proposed by 
him to the Indian appropriation bill; which was referred to the 
Committee on Indian Affairs. 

PRINTING OF EULOGIES ON THE LATE SENATOR COLQUITT. 


Mr. GORDON. I offer a concurrent resolution in reference to 


| the printing of eulogies. which I ask may be considered at this 


p. 734), for ti 16 relief of said claimant, be, and the same hereby | 


} 
iacts | 


I ask for the present consideration of the res- | 


I should like to ask the Senator from Nevada | Co 


Mr. STEWART. There is some further testimony, and the | 


court expreased some doubt. 

Mr. HARRIS. I have no objection to the adoption of the reso- 
lution; but I desire to say that there are a very large number of 
claims which have been referred to that court and have been in- 
vestigated and reported by the court. They have been hung up 
here for two years, and so far as I can learn they are not being 
considered. 


lo 


But even when committees are conferred with about 
them they seem to deem it necessary to go through every item of 
the claim or case with a view of reinvestigation. 
that unless the findings of that court carry with them some weight 
to the Congress of the United States the whole theory of referring 
ciaims to it ought to be abandoned and perhaps the court abol- 
ished. I shall not object to the consideration of the resolution. 

Mr.STEWART. This is rather a special case. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the present con- 
sideration of the resolution? 

The resolution was considered by unanimous consent, 


agreed to. 
BILLS INTRODUCED. 


Mr. GORDON introduced a bill (S. 2784) for the erection of a 
custom-house and post-office building at Brunswick, Ga.; which 
was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Pub- 
lic Buildings and Grounds. 

Mr. SHERMAN introduced a bill (S. 2785) for the relief of 
John E. Welch, a citizen of the United States; which was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. 
pletion of the survey in Plymouth Harbor, Massachusetts; which 
was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Com- 
merce. 

Mr. PROCTOR introduced a joint resolution (S. R. 138) author- 
izing the Secretary of the Navy to deliver unserviceable or con- 
demned cannon to the mayor of Burlington, Vt., to be used in 
decorating Battery Park; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 


AMENDMENTS TO APPROPRIATION BILLS. 


Mr. PETTIGREW submitted an amendment intended to be 
proposed by him to the sundry civil appropriation bill; which was 
referred to the Select Committee on Forest Reservations, and 
ordered to be printed. 

Mr. BUTLER submitted anamendment intended to be proposed 
by him to the general deficiency appropriation bill; which was 
ure to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be 
print 


and 


Oo 


It seems to me | 


time. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The concurrent resolution will be 
read. 
The Secretary read as follows: 
Re solved by the Senate (the House of Representatives c oncurring), That 


oul oa delivered in Congress upon the Hon. Alfred Holt Colquitt, 
2ator from the State of Georgia, be printed, as required by law 


‘The VICE-PRESIDENT. The resolution will be referred to the 
Committee on Printing. 

Mr. GORDON. I think there will be no objection to the 
lution. It is simply the usual order to print eulogies. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The resolution is referred to the 
mmittee on Printing under the rule, the Chair will state to the 
Senator. 

Mr. GORDON. Very well. 

PRINTING OF SUNDRY CIVIL APPROPRIATION BILL. 


On motion of Mr. COCKRELL, it was 


Ordered, That there be printed for the use of the Senate 300 add itioral copi 

fTouse bill No. 8518, an act making appropriations for si civil 
oi the Government for the fiscal year ending June 30, 189), and for other pur- 
poses, as reported to the Senate February 1s, 1895. 


INTRODUCTION OF REINDEER INTO ALASKA. 
Mr. TELLER submitted the following res ation; which was 
considered by unanimous consent, and agreed t 


Resoived, That the Secretary of the Interior be directed to transmit a copy 
of the report of Dr. Sheldon Jackson, with maps and iiustrations, upon the 
work of Imtroducing reindeer into Alaska during the season of 189. 


PROPOSED EVENING SESSIONS. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair lays before the Senate t) 

resolution of the Senator from Florida [Mr. CALL] coming o 
from a previous day, which will be read. 

The Secretary read the resolution submitted yesterday 


- 


the 
a 


lat 
Leh Lt 


Treso- 


23 


xpenses 





by 


| CALL. as follows: 


HOAR introduced a joint resolution (S. R. 137) for the com- | 


Resolved, That the Senate meet at the hour of llin the morning and re- 
main in session until 5 p. m., then take a recess until the hour of 8 p 

Mr. CALL. The resolution may go over. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Without objection, it is so ordered. 

COINAGE SILVER. 

Mr. CALL. If the morning business is over—— 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The morning business is not con- 
cluded. The Chair lays before the Senate the resolutions of the 
Senator from Colorado [Mr. WoLcoTT] coming over from a pre- 
vious day. The resolutions will be read. 

The resolutions submitted yesterday by Mr. WoLcotT wi 
— as follows: 

-esolved, That it is the sense of the Senate that the welfare and prosperi 
of ts e United States require the enactment of a law for the free and 
ited coinage of silver at the ratio of 16 tol 

Resoived, That in view of the fact that this Congress will expir 
March 4, and that there are important appropriation bill ing 
tion of the Senate, it is the semse of the Senate that consideration of 
law be not entered upon at this session of Congress. 


Mr. HIGGINS obtained the floor. 

ARKANSAS NORTHWESTERN RAILWAY COMPANY. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. If the Senator from Delaware will 
yield to me a moment, I desire to ask unanimous consent to call 
up the bill (H. R. 8681) authorizing the Arkansas Northwestern 
Railway Company to construct and operate a railway through 
the Indian Territory, and for other purposes. The bill has passed 
the House of Representatives. It is a matter about which the 
people interested are very much concerned, and it will only take 
the time to read the bill. 
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Mr. PLATT. All right. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. If the Senator from Delaware will 
kindly yield, I ask for the consideration of the bill. 

Mr. HIGGINS. I yield for that purpose. 

Mr. CALL. I wish to make an observation. I ask unanimous 
consent to call up the bill (H. R. 8479) eee cenenenes for 
current and contingent expenses of the Indian Department and ful- 
filling treaty stipulations with various Indian tribes for the fiscal 
year ending June 30, 1896, and for other purposes. 

Mr. BUTLER. I object. 

Mr. CALL. I will give way to the Senator from Arkansas as 
soon as the appropriation bill is taken up. 

Mr. BUTLER. I object, Mr. President. 

Mr. PLATT. The Senator from Delaware [Mr. .Hiaains] has 
the floor, and has yielded. 

Mr. HIGGINS. Iam entitled to the floor and yield to the Sen- 
ator from Arkansas. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair will submit to the Senate 
the request of the Senator from Arkansas. Is there objection to 
the present consideration of the bill indicated by him? 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill (H. R. 8681) authorizing 
the Arkansas Northwestern Railway Company to construct and 
operate a railway through the Indian Territory, and for other 
purposes. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third regding, read the third time, and passed. . 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. HIGGINS. Mr. President 

Mr. CALL. I ask the Senator from Delaware to yield to me for 
a moment. 

Mr. HIGGINS. I yield to the Senator. 

Mr. CALL. I ask unanimous consent that at the conclusion of 
the remarks of the Senator from Delaware the bill making appro- 

riations for the expenses of the Indian service during the coming 
Socal year may be taken up. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. 
the Senator from Florida? 

Mr. BUTLER. I object, Mr. President. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. There is objection. 

Mr. CALL. Then I give notice that at the conclusion of the 
remarks of the Senator from Delaware I shall move to take the 
bill up. 

Mr. J ONES of Arkansas. I desire to say that the friends of the 
regular order, the pending silver bill, have no disposition to incur 
the risk of an extra session, and we so stated at the beginning. 
Developments have shown that while the friends of the measure 
have a majority in this body, it is — to pass the bill at 
the present late day of the session without incurring very grave 
danger to the appropriation bills and an extra session. nder 
these circumstances the friends of the silver measure have author- 
ized me to say that it will not be further pressed at this session of 


Congress. 





Is there objection to the request of 


INCOME RETURNS FOR 1894. 


Mr. GORMAN. I wish to enter a motion at this time to recon- 
sider the vote by which the Senate concurred in the report of the 
committee of conference submitted yesterday 7 the Senator from 
Missouri [Mr. Vest] on the joint resolution (H. Res. 273) extend- 
ing from March 1, 1895, to April 15, 1895, the time for making re- 
turns of income for the year 1894. I simply desire to enter the 
motion at this time, and later in the day I shall endeavor to call 
it up. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The motion will be entered. 

Mr. VEST. Permit me to say, Mr. President, that that motion 
in the interests of the people of this country ought to be deter- 
mined at once. By our action yesterday we notified the public at 
large, or every taxpayer at least, under the income-tax law, that 
this matter had been settled, and now, when under the provisions 
of the amendment we adopted the time is extended to the 15th of 
April and the taxpayers are preparing their returns daily, to re- 
open it and leave it all undecided is not right and not just to the 
taxpayers of the country. The matter ought to be determined 


now. 

Mr. GORMAN. Very well, Mr. President. I did not want to 
take the Senator from Delaware off the floor for more than a mo- 
ment. We will determine it, so far as I am concerned, at any 
moment. 

Mr. HIGGINS. I trust the question will not come up now. It 
can come up after my remarks have been finished. 

MUNICIPAL IMPROVEMENTS IN THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. 

Mr. HARRIS. Willthe Senator from Delaware indulge me for 
a single moment? 

Mr. HIGGINS. Certainly. 

Mr. HARRIS. I want to ask unanimous consent of the Senate 
that on to-morrow evening, at sucl: an hour as the Senate may see 
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proper, it take a recess, agreeing to meet again at 8 o’clock to- 
morrow night, for the purpose of considering Order of Business 
573. 

Mr. PLATT. What measure is that? 

Mr. HARRIS. The sewer and street extension bill in the Dis- 
trict of Columbia. I simply desire to say that the sanitary condi- 
tion and health of this city, as well as very large pecuniary interests 
of the people of this city, are involved, and it is vitally important 
that that bill shall be considered and acted upon in whatever man- 
ner the Senate proposes to act upon it at the earliest day possible. 
Iask unanimous consent for a meeting to-morrow evening at 8 
o'clock for the consideration of that bill. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the request of 
the Senator from Tennessee? 

Mr. ALLEN, Mr. McLAURIN, and Mr. PETTIGREW. Iobject. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Objection is interposed. 

Mr. HARRIS subsequently said: I offer a resolution, which I 
ask may be printed and lie over until to-morrow morning. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The resolution will be read. 

The Secretary read as follows: 


Resolved, That a night session be held by the Senate, beginning at 8 o’clock 
on Friday evening, the 22d instant, to consider Senate bill No. 2066, being “ A 
bill to provide for continuing the system of trunk sewers in the District of 
Columbia, to provide for sewage disposal, to lay out highways, and for other 
purposes.” 


Mr. HAWLEY. Will the Senator from Tennessee allow me to 
make a suggestion? I see the Senator asks for a session Friday 
evening to consider a bill of which I heartily approve. I call his 
attention to the fact, however, that that is the evening of the 22d 
of February, and there are social and other engagements that 
evening. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Make it next week some time. 

Mr. HAWLEY. So far as I am concerned, any evening will be 
satisfactory. 

Mr. HARRIS. Might it not be well to have it to-morrow even- 
ing? The resolution goes over, and I shall ask the Senate to con- 
sider it to-morrow morning. I will change the time from Friday 
evening, the 22d, to Thursday evening, the 21st. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. That modification will be made. 
The resolution goes over. 


MISSOURI RIVER BRIDGE, 


Mr. ALLEN. Will the Senator from Delaware yield to me for 
a moment? 

Mr. HIGGINS. I will. 

Mr. ALLEN. I ask unanimous consent for the present consid- 
eration of House bill 8499. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The title of the bill will be read for 
information. 

The SECRETARY. A bill (H.R.8499) to authorize the construc- 
tion of a bridge across the Missouri River in the county of Da- 
kota, in the State of Nebraska, and in the city of Sioux City, in 
the county of Woodbury, in the State of Iowa. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the present con- 
sideration of the bill? 

Mr. FRYE. I object. 

The VICE-PRESIDEN T. There is objection. 


YELLOWSTONE RIVER BRIDGE, 


Mr. POWER. Iask unanimous consent for the consideration 
of the bill (H. R. 6750) to authorize the construction of a bridge 
across the Yellowstone River in the county of Dawson, State of 
Montana. I will state that a Senate bill in the same terms has 
been favorably reported by the Committee on Commerce; I there- 
fore ask for action upon the House bill, and if it shall be passed I 
shall move the indefinite postponement of the Senate bill. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is theré objection to the present con- 
sideration of the bill indicated by the Senator from Montana? 

Mr. ALLEN. I think the bridge bills ought to be considered 
together. I therefore object. 

he VICE-PRESIDENT. There is objection. 


ADOPTION OF CHILDREN IN THE DISTRICT. 


Mr. GALLINGER. Iask the Senator from Delaware to yield 
to me that I may ask unanimous consent for the consideration of 
a bill which it is important should be passed. { think it will take 
but a moment. 

Mr. HIGGINS. What is the bill? 

Mr. GALLINGER., It is the bill to authorize the adoption of 
children in the District of Columbia. 

Mr. HIGGINS. I yield to the Senator. 

Mr. GALLINGER. lIask unanimous consent for the present 
consideration of the bill (H. R.5711) to authorize the adoption of 
children in the District of Columbia. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the request of 
the Senator from New Hampshire? 

Mr. BUTLER. I object. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. There is objection. 

Several SENATORS. Regular order! 
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COINAGE OF SILVER. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The resolutions submitted by the 
Senator from Colorado [Mr. WoLcoTt] are before the Senate, 
upon which the Senator from Delaware |Mr. Hiaarns] is entitled 
to the floor. 

Mr. HIGGINS. Mr. President, we have a sudden change of 
scene between last night and this morning as to the status of the 
silver question in the Senate. The junior Senator from Colorado 
[Mr. Wo1oorr) offered late last evening his resolutions, which 
are now the pending order, while this morning the Senator from 
Arkansas [Mr. J ae has almost cut the ground from under our 
feet, by stating that his bill, once so urgent and so necessitous, 
will not now be pressed to a vote. 

I should not feel relieved, Mr. President, of any reason for 
taking up the time of the Senate were the difference between the 
resolutions of the Senator from Colorado and the bill of the Sen- 
ator from Arkansas a vital difference. Instead of that there is a 
vital concurrence between them. Both are declarations of policy 
on this momentous question to be met by this body. Of course, 
the bill of the Senator from Arkansas was neither presented nor 
urged as legislation, let alone serious legislation. e knows, as 
we all know, that at this stage of the session it is imposible for 
such a measure to receive the legislative assent. He knows, as 
we all know, that in all human probability, if it passed this body, 
it could not be passed by the other branch of Congress, still less 
that it could receive the sanction of the Executive. It amounts, 
therefore, to no more than a declaration of policy, and that is just 
what the first resolution of the Senator from Colorado is. The 
resolution is as follows: 

That it is the sense of the Senate that the welfare and prosperity of the 
United States require the enactment of a law for the free and unlimited coin- 
age of silver at the ratio of 16 to 1. 

We may well ask, Mr. President, why we are to be vexed with 
this question at this stage of the public business and of the session? 
What good is to be accomplished by it? On the other hand, what 
harm, what vast injury, may be accomplished by it if it be adopted. 

I shall not take up the time or weary the patience of the Senate 
by any rehash of the discussion of the silver question so elabo- 
rately considered in the first session of the present Congress, not 
to say in preceding sessions, but it does become incumbent on us 
to understand just where this question now stands. 

I was surprised at the attitude of the Senator from Arkansas, 
finding fault or complaining that any discussion should be indulged 
in by the opponents of his bill or the RE ape of this policy; sur- 
prised, in the first place, because his bill, it not being serious leg- 
islation, was itself but Senatorial discussion, playing for position, 
possibly a stump speech, not a bill presented with a view to its 
passage. If, therefore, the Senate is asked to vote on that ques- 
tion and thus make such a declaration, surely it is incumbent upon 
individual members of the Senate not to let such an utterance of 
this body go out to the country or to the world without some 
statement on their part of their belief and of their opinions. 

A long time, Mr. President, has elapsed since the repeal of the 
silver clause of the Sherman Act; a year and nearly four months 
in time, but a period so pregnant with events, so full of experi- 
ence on this question, that we have learned to know more about 
it than we should in any ten years of the previous experience of 
the world in this regard. During all this time there has been no 
discussion in this body of the silver question. Now we are 
asked suddenly to make this declaration, and to remain dumb as 
to all that has occurred meanwhile. 

The passage of the silver purchase repeal act marked the broad 
lines of difference of treatment of thissubject by the twosides of the 
Chamber. Those on the side I speak for professed to believe—I 
know I believe, and I think all the others believe—that they are 
true supporters of the doctrine and the principle of bimetallism. 
I say that despite the sneers of our friends on the other side of the 
question, who seem to insist upon it that we are but gold mono- 
metallists. On the contrary, our position is made very clear by 
an example that what we contend for, what our policy is pointed 
at, is nothing else but the restoration of the state of affairs as it 
existed before Germany suspended the coinage of silver in 1870 or 
1871, and before her action was followed by France and the rest of 
Europe, and acceded to by the United States when we came to 
coinage. 

Up to that time there had been no silver problem; the world had 
not been troubled by it. Everywhere, since France had adopted 
her standard of 154 to 1 in 1803, silver had been freely coined in 
all of the mints, except that of England, at that ratio, and the two 
metals had subsisted as standard money side by side in all the 
marts of the world. All we ask is that a policy be pursued by 
the United States which will tend and lead to that result. That 
is the bimetallism in which we believe. We are not gold mono- 
metallists, and we are opposed to, and shall oppose to the very last, 
silver monometallism. 

The two sides took issue on this matter in the fight over the re- 
peal of the silver-purchase act, and, as we all know, it resulted in 
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the repeal. That was a step momentous in its character, vast in 
its results, and, as I have said, has been followed by a larger chap- 
ter and measure of experience in the year and a quarter which 
has ela since then than in any period of five times its length 
before in the history of the world. 

The measure was, of course, one of experiment. Every such at- 
tempt by man in respect to this silver problem since Germany be- 
gan the process of demonetization has been but one of experiment. 
It always remains in theexperimentai stage. Since 1878 we have 
been coining silver under the Bland-Allison Act until we had ac- 
cumulated a stock of silver which was very large and quite as 
much as was presently needed for our purposes. Pressed by the 
advocates of free and unlimited coinage of silver, in 1890 we passed 
the purchase act, and under that act this country became the pur- 
chaser of 54,000,000 ounces of silver every year, issuing Treasury 
notes in substitution thereof based upon the bullion in the Treas- 
ury, and adding that to our paper money requiring to be redeemed. 

A condition of things arose which alarmed the world and 
alarmed the people of this country. We were called upon to take 
a new departure. A new departure we did take. We initiated 
then a great measure of policy on this important subject. The 
real object, the raison d’étre of the repeal act, was to serve notice 
upon Europe that the United States would no longer be the pa- 
tient ass carrying the silver burden of the world; that they might 
not expect or hope or look for the mitigation of-the exigencies of 
the silver problem by reason of the United States carrying upon 
its broad shoulders the whole of this burden. That we had es- 
sayed in a tentative way under the Bland-Allison Act, that we 
assumed with light heart and gay step when we enacted the pur- 
chase act. Silver went up to $1.29 an ounce under the assurances 
of my friend, the senior Senator from Nevada [Mr. Jongs], and 
then went back until it came to not more than 80 cents per ounce. 
The silver problem in all its dreadful features remained to per- 
plex and vex and injure mankind. Should we go on to perpetuate 
it or should we seek to end it, and how should it be ended? 

There is no question or difference between the two sides of this 
Chamber on this subject as to the disease; our diagnosis was the 
same. The broad difference was as to what the remedy should be. 
Our friends, the supporters of the free and unlimited coinage of 
silver by the United States alone, said that that was the remedy. 
Some of them are the open advocates of silver monometallism, and 
say that that will be good for the United States and the world; 
others that the United States by such free coinage will bring silver 
to a parity with gold ata ratio of 16 to 1 and at a price of $1.29 per 
ounce of silver. On the other hand, unwilling to take the risk of 
such a step, the Senate and the House of Representatives and the 
President in that great act took the important step which is now at- 
tacked by thisresolution. We enacted asthe policy of thisGovern- 
ment, as I said before, that we will no longer play the part of the 
patient ass carrying the burdens ofallthe world. We served notice 
upon Great Britain, upon Germany, upon France, upon all Europe, 
that they would have to bear and suffer along with us. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Delaware will sus- 

nd. The hour of 12 o'clock having arrived, the Chair lays be- 

_ - Senate the unfinished business, the title of which will be 
stated. 

The SECRETARY. A bill (S. 2642) providing for the issue of 
bonds, the coinage of silver, and for other purposes. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Let the unfinished business be laid 
aside informally to allow the Senator from Delaware to conclude 
his remarks. 

Mr. GORMAN. Willthe Senator from Arkansas permit me? 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Certainly. 

Mr.GORMAN. I mustappeal to the Senator from Delaware, 
as well as the Senator from Arkansas, to cease the discussion at 
this time. All the great appropriation bills are pending in the 
Senate or in the committee, and it will be almost impossible to have 
fair consideration of those bills unless we begin with them now. 
I must appeal to the Senator in the public interest to give way and 
permit me to make a motion now, as I was requested to do by the 
Senator in charge of the Indian appropriation bill, that the Sen- 
ate proceed to its consideration. 

Mr. BUTLER. I shall have to object to that. 

Mr. HIGGINS. [shall feel compelled to make my remarks on 
some other order of business. I never have taken up much time 
of the Senate in the discussion of any question. 

Mr. BUTLER. I think the Senator from Delaware ought to 

roceed. = 

Mr. GORMAN. I move that the Senate proceed to the consid- 
eration of the Indian appropriation bill. 

Mr. BUTLER. I object. 

Mr. HIGGINS. I ask who has the floor? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair will state to the Senator 
from Delaware that when the hour of 12 o’clock arrived the un- 
finished business was laid before the Senate. The Senator from 
Arkansas {Mr. Jones], in charge of that bill, asked unanimous 
consent that it be laid aside for the present. 
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Mr. HIGGINS. I object. 

Mr. GORMAN. Mr. President-— 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Will the Senator from Arkansas re- 
peat his request? 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. My suggestion wes that the coinage 
bill be informally laid aside. I stated a few moments ago in the 
Senate that in view of the lateness of the session and the neces- 
sity for passing the appropriation bills, the friends of the measure 
having had it before the Senate and having developed the fact 
that they were in the majority, and the minority presenting a de- 
termined opposition to it, it was impossible for us without danger 
to the appropriation bills to undertake to pass the bill at the 
present session, and that under those circumstances the friends 
of the measure would not press it further during this session of 
Congress. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Mr. President—— 

Mr. ALLEN. I desire to object—— 

Mr. SHERMAN. I trust the Senator from Maryland will allow 
the Senator from Delaware to proceed and finish his remarks. 
There is no desire on this side to delay the appropriation bills. 

Mr. GORMAN. I appeal to the Senator from Delaware to give 
way, so that we may proceed with the consideration of the Indian 
appropriation bill. 

r. SHERMAN. The Senator from Delaware can finish his 
speech on that bill. 

Mr. GORMAN. And if the Senator from Delaware desires to 
go on with his speech, well and good. I make that motion. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair will state that the motion 
of the Senator from'’Maryland to proceed to the consideration of 
an appropriation bill is a privileged motion, and the Chair sub- 
mits it to the Senate. 

Mr. SHERMAN. All right. 

Mr. BUTLER. I desire to make a remark in regard to the 
matter. Jf the Senator from Delaware will permit me, I will state 
that the Senator from Maryland in the statement he has just made 
urges as a reason why the Senate should now proceed to the con- 
sideration of the Indian appropriation bill the shortness of time. 

Mr. GORMAN. Ido. 

Mr. BUTLER. And that the appropriation bills might be 
jeopardized if we do not proceed to their consideration promptly. 

t must be borne in mind that the Senate devoted nearly two 
weeks fo the consideration of the diplomatic and consular appro- 
priation bill and the Post-Office appropriation bill for no other 
purpose on earth, as it appeared to me, than to kill time. Now, 
at this hour, when there are other very important measures which 
have been clamoring for recognition in this body. 

Mr. GORMAN. I must suggest that debate is not in order. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Debate can proceed only by unani- 
mous consent. 

Mr. BUTLER. Then I understand the Senator from Maryland 
objects to my making this statement. 

Mr. GORMAN. I object to debate. 

INDIAN APPROPRIATION BILL. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair submits to the Senate the 
motion of the Senator from Maryland to proceed to the considera- 
tion of the Indian appropriation bill. 

Mr. BUTLER. On that I ask for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered; and the Secretary proceeded 
to call the roll. 

Mr. COKE (when his name was called). I am paired with the 
Senator from Oregon [Mr. DoLpH]. 

Mr. GRAY (when his name was called). I am paired with the 
Senator from Illinois [Mr. CuLiom]. 

Mr. WHITE (when his name was called). I am paired with 
the Senator from Idaho [Mr. SHoup]. Were he present I should 
vote ‘‘ yea.” 

The roll call was concluded. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I inquire if the junior Senator from Texas 
{Mr. MiLis] has voted? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. He has not voted. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Iam paired with the junior Senator from 
Texas [Mr. ae and withhold my vote. 

Mr. DUBOIS. 1am paired with the junior Senator from New 
Jersey [Mr. Surru}. 

The result was announced—yeas 55, nays 12; as follows: 

YEAS—5. 


Aldrig,, Dixon, McLaurin, Pugh, 
Allen, Frye, McMillan, Ransom, 
Allison, George, McPherson, Roach, 
Bate, Gibson, Manderson, Sherman, 
Berry, Gordon, Mantle, aoe 
Blackburn, Gorman, Mitchell of Oreg. er. 


Burrows, Morrill, Supe, 
Caffery, ri Ves 
Cali, Vilas, 
Oarey, Voorhees, 
Ohandler, Perki Walsh, 

i, Hi Wilson of Iowa 

; Powe: Wilsen of Wash. 
Davis, 
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NAYS—12. 
Blanchard, Cameron, Jones of Ark. Mitchell of Wis. 
Butler, Faulkner, Lindsay, anny. 
Camden, Hunton, Martin, ’ olcott. 
NOT VOTING—21. 
Brice, Gallinger, Morgan, Stewart, 
Gray Murphy, Washburn, 
Hansbrough, Pettigrew, White. 
rby, Pritchard, 
Jones of Nev. Shoup, 
Mills, Smith, 

So the motion was agreed to; and the Senate, as in Committee 
of the Whole, proceeded to consider the bill (H. R. 8479) making 
appropriations for current and contingent expenses of the Indian 
Department and fulfilling treaty stipulations with various Indian 
tribes for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1896, and for other pur- 
poses, which had been reported from the Committee on Appropria- 
tions with amendments. 

Mr. HIGGINS. Mr. President, I am only too happy to indicate 
by $4 vote on the question of taking up the appropriation bill 
that I have no disposition at all to delay the speedy passage of the 
appropriation bills and the discharge by the Senate of its duties 
at this stage of the session. But on this measure I desire to con- 
clude the very brief remarks I wish to make upon the subject 
which was lately before the Senate. 

As I was stating at the time I was interrupted, the object of the 
silver purchase repeal act was to force the nations of Europe into 
the adoption of international bimetallism. That was the remedy 
of the friends of silver im that regard. We believed that in such 
action we were its true friends, and my main reason for feeling it 
necessary that some one on this floor, anyone possibly better than 
myself, should not pe the vote of two days ago and yesterday 
in the Senate, in taking up the bill of the Senator from Arkansas 
for the free and unlimited coinage of silver by the United States 
to Aes without putting upon record the facts which have justi- 
fied those who voted for the repeal of the purchase act. 

Events have been culminating very rapidly lately. Only last 
week, on Friday and Saturday, the German Reichstag actually 
adopted a resolution for the calling of another international mon- 
etary conference. Ido not know whether Senators have consid- 
ered and realized the great significance of that action. France 
was the only nation hitherto that was willing to cooperate with 
the United States or the great powers of the world in calling a 
conference. Germany 2lways declined. She attended the confer- 
ences by her delegates; but call one, never. It was no other than 
Germany who initiated the demonetization of silver and put upon 
the world this great problem. We have ha: the interesting state- 
ment from Prince Bismarck that when he did it upon the unifica- 
tion of the German Empire he made a colossal blunder and mis- 
take, and that if he werestill the chancellor of that great Empire 
he would give his influence to the correction of it. That state- 
ment was made to Mr. William D. Kelley in the lifetime of the 
latter, and his son, Count Bismarck, also made the statement to a 
gentleman who personally told it to me. ‘To-day the resolutions 
of the Senator from Colorado [Mr. Wo.Lcotr] and the bill of the 
Senator from Arkansas [Mr. JonEs] come into the Senate in the 
face of Germany on her knees as the consequence of the great ac- 
tion of the United States in November, 1893, in stopping the fur- 
ther purchase of silver. 

How does it stand in England, the great obstruction to the solu- 
tion of this problem? Germany demonetized silver on the doc- 
trine and idea that because England did not coin silver freely and 
England was prosperous, therefore if Germany did not coin silver 

ly Germany would be prosperous. So it all goes back to Eng- 
land. She is the cause of all this trouble. Mr. President, Eng- 
land to-day is sharing in the suffering which the demonetization 
of silver is putting upon the world. 

The disparity of the metals, affecting every nation acutely, af- 
fects none more than it does her. What do we see politically as 
the result? When the Parliament met twoor three weeks ago the 
first test that was made between the two parties contending for 
the Government, the first question raised by the opposition in re- 

ly to the speech from the throne, was a motion in respect of the 
ion and suffering thatis going on in the British Isles. On 
that question the majority for the Government was but 14, and 
yesterday the majority for the Government was but 8. Behind 
those reduced and lowering majorities stands this profound de- 
pression broughtabout in England by the demonetization of silver, 
which threatens to overthrow the Liberal government and bring 
in a Conservative government. 

Mr. President, this is nothing but currency and commercial 
war. Ido not dispute that the United States is suffering; I do 
not dispute that we are suffering losses, and rave losses; that it is 
a heavy weight which our agriculture and our trade are carrying, 
but was ever war conducted without loss? Onur silver-coimage 
friends year before last charged us with running from the field 
and doing what foreign countries wanted. On the contrary, the 

act was a declaration at once of war and of independence. 
We have brought this very suffering home to every household in 
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land and the Continent, whatever we may suffer here. But I 
believe that only by such war can a final solution of this problem 
be brought about. bs 

The condition of British agriculture is nothing less than pitiful. 
It does not mean loss to the farmers and laborers alone, but it 
means the undermining and overthrow of their social structure, a 
great social revolution. It means the decadence and partial dis- 

yersion of the proudest aristocracy now remaining upon earth. 
Bat it does not stop with agriculture alone. It reaches every 
channel of trade, and it is reaching as well finance, manufactures, 
commerce, shipping—all alike are suffering. 

At the time my remarks were interrupted I was about to call 
attention to the fact that one of the consequences of the purchase 
repeal act was that England was forced to abandon the coinage of 
silver in India. She did it in anticipation of our action on the re- 
peal bill. England was told by our distinguished representatives 
at the Brussels conference that if the conference did not give us 
either the free coinage of silver or the enlarged use of it, the 
United States would be compelled to suspend the further purchase 
of silver. So,expecting that action, the British Government in 
India did stop the coinage; and the acts of the two governments 
together consentaneously brought a fallin the price of silver from 
somewhere in the neighborhood of 80 cents an ounce to what it is 
to-day, about 59 or 60 cents an ounce. To-day the silver in our 
American dollar, the standard dollar, is not equal to 50 cents. 
That is the great problem that is put upon the world. 

The Indian government as a consequence of the great fall of 
silver finds its revenues reduced one-half. It has to make its 
remittances to England in gold for its fixed charges, interest = 
its debt, payment for all that it purchases from England. sa 
consequence, that government falls off in its revenues enormously 
and is reduced to a necessitous condition. It has exhausted its 
famine fund; it has ceased the extension of its railways; it has 
reduced the payment to its civil service. The condition of the 
civil service and the members of it, the Englishmen in India, is 
nothing less than pitiful. They are unable longer to send their 
children back to England to be edacated. They are brought up 
in India, having to compete with the dark-skinned race in a con- 
dition that makes them no better than the pariahs and outcasts 
with whom they have to compete. 

The Indian government has at last been compelled to impose a 
duty of 5 per cent upon cottons in order to angment its revenue, 
and atonce,in revolt against any such action being committed by 
the British Government, Manchester rises in its strength and 
says, “‘ Youshall not undertake to impose a duty on our cottons 
going to India. What have we that dependency for if it is not to 
keep the mouths of the operatives in Manchester and England 
filled?” The strength of the English Government over the Indian 
peoples has been that it has been just and generous and treated 
them fairly, but at last, through the operation of these causes, 
she finds the selfishness of the Englishman pitted against the self- 
ishness and the self-interest of the Indian, and the foundation 
and peace of the British Empire in India is shaken to its base 
while Manchester is starving. 

Our silver friends here insist that it is the gold trust of London 
that controls everything—the holders of securities, the owners of 
the $10,000,000,000 of securities in which Mr. Gladstone says Eng- 
land had invested over the world; but behind and underneath the 
securities and investments rests trade, prosperous trade, which 
builds up values and creates them. When you paralyze and de- 
stroy trade, whether it be iculture or manufactures or com- 
merce, you destroy that out of which profitable investment arises. 
So the investors of the British Empire find that they can not get 
away from the exigencies of the problem, and England is being 
brought to her knees. I say the repeal of the purchase act was a 
commanding act by the American people to control and settle this 
great problem in the interest of humanity. 

Mr. President, if all accounts are not wrong, the Liberal gov- 
ernment now tottering to its fall will not get a new lease of life 
by the elections about to’be held in Great Britain. On the con- 
trary, it seems on all sides to be conceded that the Conservatives 
will come in by a handsome majority. It is an open question as 
to whether Lord Salisbury will be the premier of that administra- 
tion or his nephew, Mr. Balfour. The position of Mr. Balfour on 
the silver question is not unknown. It is open to the world. He 
is to-day the most conspicuous advocate of the free and unlimited 
coinage of silver by the British Empire and to ail the nations. If 
he be not the premier of the next administration he will be the 
leader in the House of Commons. Side by side with him stands 
Mr. Goschen, chancellor of the exchequer of the last Conservative 
administration, and one of the greatest financial authorities of that 
empire which believes in authority and does not go to the cross- 
roads and backwoods, as America does, to learn about finance. 
Beside him is not only Mr. Chaplin, but other men of great infiu- 
ence and strength who will, come into that government committed, 

-, ooo it will be, to the free coinage of silver by Great 
itain. 








But the case would lack its peculiar feature of strength if we 


stop with British opinion alone. Upon this question, Mr. 
President, the whole Irish vote hitherto sustaining the Liberal 
government will be cast with the Conservatives upon this side of 
the free coinage of silver. Why doI say this? Since the over- 
throw, and certainly since the death of Mr. Parnell, the uncrowned 
king of Ireland has been Archbishop Walsh. His irterview in the 
Freeman’s Journal, reprinted in a pamphlet and accessible to 
everyone, and read doubtless by all, is one of the most luminous 
and powerful expositions of the effect upon agriculture of the 
present silver problem and the disparity of the metals that has 
ever been formulated. 

Archbishop Walsh calls attention to the fact that the Irish ten- 
ant can get an interest in the freehold in two ways—one by having 
his rent judicially fixed for fifteen years at a certain payment per 
annum, and the other, that he can purchase the land outright by 
payment of a fixed charge for forty-nine years and get aid from 
the Government by way of mortgage upon his lands for the in- 
itial payments. He then calls attention to the fact that the ten- 
ant thus becoming a tenant for fifteen years at a fixed rental or a 
purchaser at a fixed payment for forty-nine years has his obliga- 
tions fixed; while by the continued fall of silver and the contin- 
ued, consequent, and concurrent fall of grain and the produce of 
the soil, it takes twice the product of the land to pay the fixed 
charges. His obligationsremain the same while his resources from 
the land are cut in half; and, stretched upon the rack, heis brought 
to this dire extremity by the repeal by the present Congress of the 
purchasing clause of the Sherman Act and the suspension of the 
coinage in India. I consider that whatever else may be prob- 
lematic, the certainty is that when the new government comes in 
you will find all the Irish vote cast with the Conservatives for the 
free coinage of silver. It will not be as it was in the present gov- 
ernment when they proposed such action while Mr. Gladstone still 
remained premier and were met by his threat that if they pressed 
their motion he would withdraw from the government. That is 
all d. They withhold now because they are giving a free 
hand to the Liberal government to enact home rule; but with the 
incoming and Conservative government home rule becomes a mat- 
ter of agitation and not of legislation, and there is nothing to re- 
strain them any longer from voting for their interest on this great 
question. 

Now, Mr. President, those are the consequences of the repeal of 
the purchasing clause of the Sherman Act. That is the justifica- 
tion for our conduct, and this is my justification for taking up the 
time of the Senate this morning in not allowing the resolutions 
and bill to go to a vote without putting upon record these facts, 
in order that the country and the world may see the experience 
under which we are acting and the opinions which govern the con- 
duct of at least some of us on this question. 

If it were possible for the resolutions of the Senator from Colo- 
rado or the bill of the Senator from Arkansas to be enacted into 
law in the face of these facts, I ask any friend of silver would it 
not be untold and preternatural folly to take such a course. If 
this great Government, this people of 70,000,000, have with gravity 
and deliberation started out upon a policy and that policy has 
produced such pregnant results, would you stop midway before 
it had had an opportunity to carry it out toits complete effects, 
and in the face of such profound changes of opinion in the great 
nations of the world, without whom this silver problem can not 
be entirely settled and solved? 

I say if the resolutions and the bill could become law, if it was 
possible for them to become law, their promoters and supporters 
might well pause before pressing them to a vote in the light of 
these facts. But no legislation is proposed. The bill is substan- 
tially withdrawn; the resolutions remain, and the vote remains 
that was taken here two days ago on this subject. 

It seems to me, Mr. President, not —_—_e as an Eastern man, 
not speaking as one who has assumed to be the custodian of the 
interests of silver, whether it be of the silver miners or of the 
debtor class of the community, that it is an act of untold injury 
to the cause of silver that we shall undertake to cast any doubt 
or any discredit upon the steadiness of the maintenance of this 
policy by the Government. That is the great issue that is brought 

fore the Senate and the people. We may pass appropriation 
bills and avoid extra sessions of Congress. Wemay goon with our 
housekeeping; we may oilthe machinery of Government; we may 
fill the mouths of our public servants whom we have in our pay; 
but, Mr. President, under this whole people now writhing in dis- 
tress is the issue that is brought up by our repeal of the purchase 
act by these resolutions, and the bill of the Senator from Arkansas, 
undertaking to weaken the force of the attack of the 70,000,000 of 
Americans upon the strong front theretofore presented to us by 
united Europe. 

Mr. President, I rejoice to know that the President of the United 
States stands as a barrier to the enactment of any such legislation, 
and that it can not be passed by the House of Representatives. I 
regret more than I can tell the vote that was taken here two days 
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ago flippantly and lightly as children going to a May fair, as if on 
‘the votes that were cast were not given the momentous weight of 
this great body and its majority in telling the nations of the world 
that we were not serious in the act we passed two ene ago, and 
if they only wait long enough we would let up on them and begin 
silver coinage by ourselves alone, so that India would be relieved 
from her distress, and Manchester would be relieved from her dis- 
tress, and English agriculture relieved from its distress, and Ger- 
man agriculture and trade from their distress, and they again 
would be happy at our expense, and the silver question would 
not be solved. 

Mr. President, it seemed to me in the face of that vote that 
something was needed to be said herein the teeth of the friends of 
silver for the sake of silver. I want the free coinage of silver, but 
I do not want it at 50 cents on the dollar or 59 or 60 cents on the 
ounce, I want our miners to prosper, but not to prosper at that 
cost. I want the marvelous resources of the Rocky Mountains 
and of our mines all to be brought forth at $1.2929 an ounce, with 
silver restored to its equality with gold. I want this problem to 
to be solved for the whole world. 

It is said that so much silver can be produced that it is no longer 
of any good asa money metal. The increase in the output of gold 
is quite as great as the increase in the output of silver, and both 
together are not as great as the increase of the realm and extent 
of commercial exchanges of mankind. I believe that we want a 
solution of this question that shall broaden the coin base of money 
metals, of money of redemption and money not needed to be re- 
deemed; that will carry easily the whole superstructure of credit 
that is needed for the development of the world and its industry 
and the prosperity of the people. That can not be done, in my 
belief, by the free coinage of silver by the United States alone. 
What we want to destroy is the disparity. What we want to re- 
habilitate is the pare: What we want to make of silver is not a 
disparaged metal. We do want and we need and the world needs 
that it shall be as good as gold; and now, when by our act we 
are bringing about that consummation so devoutly to be wished, 
we have thrust in our face the bill and the resolutions which are 
now pending that tend to check it and put it all aside. 

Mr. MANDERSON. With the kind permission of the Senator 
from Delaware, he has reached that part of his remarks where 
I think it proper to suggest that I have drawn an amendment to 
the resolutions of the Senator from Colorado, which I understand 
have gone to the Calendar, that adds to the first section of the 
resolution the words I beg leave to read. .The first resolution is 
as follows: 

Resolved, That it is the sense of the Senate that the welfare and prosperity 
of the United States require the enactment of a law for the free and unlim- 
ited coinage of silver at the ratio of 16 to 1. 

I propose to add the following proviso: 

Provided, That efforts should be pressed by the United States to induce 
international bimetallism, and any legislation for free coinage of silver should 


»rovide for the maintenance of the parity between both metals, to which the 
faith of this country has been repeatedly pledged. 


I ask that the amendment be printed and lie on the table, to be 
considered if the resolution should come up again for considera- 
tion. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. 
jection. 

Mr. MANDERSON. I introduce it now, as it is in the line of 
the remarks of the Senator from Delaware. 

Mr. HIGGINS. Mr. President, I do not know that I havemuch 
more to add to what 1 have just said. The testimony of the last 

ear and a quarter carries with it great significance and great 
importance and moment to the people of this country as it does to 
the world. It becomes apparent that those countries which are 
under the silver standard alone find that it operates in their for- 
eign trade as a bounty upon exports and a duty upon imports, or 
rather a protection against imports. That is the result in the 
Straits Settlements. Thatis theresultin China. That is the result 
in India except so far as the disparity of the metals is checked in 
India by the artificial arrangements of the Indian government in 
attempting to give an artificial value to the rupee such as there is 
given to our silver dollar, which, as we all know, circulates as of 
equal value and purchasing power with gold. 

Mexico has flourished amie the silver standard. Japan has 
China has not gone back. The Straits Settlements 
have gone ahead. Everywhere it operates as a stimulus to manu- 
factures and trade. There would be certain advantages in this 
country from our going to a silver standard, I am perfectly free to 
admit; but, on the other hand, we are the borrowers from Europe 
of an enormous amount of capital used in the development of this 
great and growing country of ours. We would have those fixed 
charges to meet in the coin in which we contracted, and we would 
have put upon us, in the event of our going to the silver standard 
alone and the continued disparity of the metals, as great a burden 
as that under which India is groaning in like case now. 

Therefore, it seems to me that we ought to let well enough 
alone; that having taken our course in 1893 in the repeal of the 
purchasing act, it being impossible to change it by legislation, it 


It is so ordered, if there be no ob- 


flourished. 
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would be wise upon the part of our silver friends not to undertake 
to weaken the force of that great policy, not to do it in the in- 
terest of the cause for which they speak, of the metal of which 
they have made themselves the champion, and, least of all, that 
they should do it because they may be disposed to play politics. 
The best politics, Mr. President, is to stand firmly by the course 
that was taken by the Congress after great consideration and out 
of which so much hopefulness has grown, and possibly so much 
of prosperity will come to this country and to the world. 

_ Mr. CHANDLER. Mr. President, in deference to the prevail- 
ing opinion of New England, and because it may be unwise to 
open our Own mints to the unlimited coinage of silver, without 
concurrent action upon the part of other great nations, I shall 
vote against the resolution offered by the Senator from Colorado. 

But I very much regret that I can not also now vote in favor of 
some-affirmative measure in the direction of bimetallism, to pro- 
mote which the Republican party is sacredly pledged by the 
promises of its national convention in 1892, which, as yet, noth- 
ing has been done to redeem. 

Bimetallism, as I understand it, isthe use of gold and silver as 
money metals, each equally entitled to coinage as money in the 
mints of the bimetallic nations. It is the principle of bimetallism 
that with such coinage at a ratio established by a consensus, there 
can be no inferiority of either metal to the other. Each will 
always be of the same comparative value with the other. Asneither 
is of great intrinsic value, the market value of both isderived from 
their use jointly as money metals, and neither can depreciate in 
value as long as both are used as money. The discoverers and 
producers of either metal in unusual quantities are entitled to the 
profits of their enterprises and labors. At one time the propor- 
tion of new gold may increase, at another time that of new sil- 
ver may ene but as time runs the alternations will bal- 
ance each other, and all the gold and silver, being the coined 
money of the world, will forever measure all the world’s values. 
This isthe bimetallism to secure and preserve which the Repub- 
lican party is bound, and from the support of which no Repub- 
lican can be released without the utterance of a new national 
convention of his party. 

Bimetallism has been attacked and destroyed by England, the 
great creditor nation of the world. England’s demonetization of 
silver has been up to this time acquiesced in by the United States. 
It is folly to say that silver is a money metal merely because we 
use it for subsidiary coinage and maintain the parity with gold of 
our present limited quantity of coined silver dollars. As long as 
our mints are absolutely closed to the coinage of silver bullion we 
shall be fast approaching a single gold standard; if we have not 
already reached it. Gold monometallism is our destiny if some 
affirmative action in another direction is not soon taken. 

Against the adoption for America of thesingle gold standard it 
is my duty to speak and act, in accordance with the pledges of my 
party and with the interests of the great mass of the American 
people, debtors, producers, and property owners. 

It may be, it doubtless is, the pathway of strength and honor 
for the National Government to pay all its existing obligations in 
gold. But that is a small branch of the pending question. It is 
agreed by all writers on political economy ool the question of 
money that a diminution in the quantity of the metallic money 
causes an appreciation of the remainder and produces a fall in 
the prices of all commodities. If there are $4,000,000,000 of gold 
and $4,000,000,000 of silver in existence, constituting together the 
world’s measure of value, and one-half the quantity is abandoned 
as a money metal and measure of value, the other half appreciates 
in value and destruction comes to the values of all other property, 
while the debts of the world remain unreduced. This brings in- 
solvency to debtors and ruin to business enterprises. 

To such a fate the people are now exposed. To what extent 
other causes than the demonetization of silver have brought abeut 
the distressing condition in which this country has found itself 
for the last two years it is not clear. But I can not avoid the con- 
clusion that the adoption of the single gold standard has helped to 
produce the funnier calamity. It is not, as I have said, a ques- 
tion of paying the public debt, or whether it shali be paid in gold 
orinsilver. Thatdebtisinsignificant compared with the thousands 
of millions of obligations which weigh with crushing force upon 
the millions of our fellow-countrymen, equal to or greater in 
amount than they were a few years ago, while in the meantime 
half the world’s money has been stricken from existence, and the 
prices of all property, from which debtors must derive the means 
to make their payments, have gone down one-half, 

If, with the fall of one-half in the prices of commodities, the 
debts of the people were also scaled down one-half, we might pos- 
sibly go forward on a single gold standard to revived business 
prosperity. But with the debts and the prices as they now are, 
widespread bankruptcies are, in my belief, to blight and curse the 
country in the months and years now close at hand, and the re- 
turn of full prosperity will long be deferred. : 

Therefore, the people of this Republic will vote against the 
single gold standard. The time is approaching when it will be 
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necessary for the Republican party to present some affirmative 
measures of bimetallism. What those measures shall be must be 
determined by the wisest members of that party, which is soon 
to control, by an overwhelming majority, the popular branch of 
Congress. The bimetallism we have promised must be reached, 
or steps toward it must be taken, or the American voters will 
decide between gold monometallism as the one alternative and 
silver monometallism as the other. Itis useless to shut our eyes to 
the fact that the debtors are more numerous than the creditors, and 
that the citizens who want prices of property to go up outnum- 
ber those who want them to remain as they now are. Bimetallism 
has been promised to the pone of this country. They wait with 
much impatience for the fulfillment of the pledges solemnly made 
by both political parties. 

Mr. DANIEL. Mr. President, I have but a few words to say on 
this subject. 

Mr. CALL. I hope Senators will-remember that the appropri- 
ation bill is now before the Senate for consideration. I ask that 


the bill may be read. 

Mr. MANDERSON. Wecan not hear the Senator from Florida 
on this side. 

Mr. CALL. I say that I hope Senators will remember that the 


appropriation bill is now before the Senate, and I ask that the 
Secretary proceed with the reading of the bill. The Senator from 
a may then make his speech. 

r. DANIEL. I did not hear the Senator’s request. 

Mr. CALL. I say the bill making appropriations for the ex- 
penses of the Indian service is now before the Senate. 

Mr. DANTEL. I was perfectly aware of that fact. 

Mr. CALL. It is proper that the bill should be formally laid 
before the Senate and the reading proceed. Then the Senator from 
Virginia may — any motion he may see fit to make proceed to 
make his remarks. 

Mr. DANIEL. Mr. President, I have but a few words to say 
upon this subject. 

Mr. CALL. I will yield to the Senator from Virginia if he de- 
sires to proceed now. 

Mr. DANIEL. I thought I had the fioor. 

Mr. CALL. I beg the Senator’s pardon. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. BUTLER in the chair). 
Senator from Virginia was recognized by the Chair. 

Mr. CALL. Then I rise to a point of order. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Florida will 
state his point of order. 

Mr. CALL. The point of order is that the Indian appropriation 
bill was by unanimous consent to be taken up at the close of the 
remarks of the Senator from Delaware [Mr. Hiee@ins], and the 
bill has not yet been formally laid before the Senate. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair is informed by the 
clerks that the bill has been formally laid before the Senate for 
consideration. 

Mr. CALL. Then the bill is not in order for discussion until it 
has been read or some portion of it read, andsome objection raised 
to the text of the bill. I am willing to give way to the Senator 
from Virginia for a short period of time if he desires it; but I 
thought it proper that the fact should be recognized that the bill 
is now before the Senate for action by the Senate. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair has no right to assume 
that the Senator from Virginia is not going to address himself to 
= appropriation bill, and therefore the point of order is not well 
taken. 

Mr. CALL. I desire to say that the point of order is that the 
bill is not formally before the Senate until the Secretary proceeds 
with its reading and some action is taken upon it. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair thinks otherwise, and 
recognizes the Senator from Virginia. 

Mr. HOAR. Iappealfrom the decision of the Chair. If I may 
be pardoned, I do not wish to interpose any objection to the Sen- 
ator from ee proceeding, but the Senate, by unanimous con- 
sent, agreed that the appropriation bill should be taken up, and it 
seems to me, with pes respect to the occupant of the chair, that 
the Senator from Florida is right. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Massachusetts 
is mistaken. The bill was taken up by a vote of the Senate, not 
by unanimous consent, and it has been laid before the Senate. 

Mr. HOAR. Very well; but it has not been read, and it is not 
open to be discussed until after it has been read. When the Sen- 
ator from Florida — that he makes no objection, but will yield 
to the Senator from Virginia for his remarks, I do not think an 
erroneous ruling on a doctrine of parliamentary law should be re- 
sorted to. It is the right of the person having the bill in charge 
to have it read, if he sees fit, before it is debated, and that has not 
been done 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair will state to the Sena- 
tor from Massachusetts that the bill has been formally laid before 
the Senate, and the Chair can not assume in advance what will be 
the character of the remarks of the Senator from Virginia. 
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Mr. HOAR. That is not the proposition. The proposition of 
the Senator from Florida was that when the bill is laid before the 
Senate it must be read at length before the debate proceeds, un- 
less that is waived by unanimous consent. 

a PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair takes a different view 
of it. 

Mr. HOAR. From that I appeal. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. If the Senator from Massachu- 
setts desires to appeal from the decision of the Chair, the Chair 
will submit the appeal to the Senate. 

Mr. CALL. In order to avoid any difficulty about it, if the 
Senator from Virginia makes the request, I yield to him. 

Mr. DANIEL. I probably should have concluded my remarks 
before this time but for the desire of Senators to make these small 
points. If I have the floor, I will proceed, Mr. President. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair recognizes the Sen- 
ator from Virginia [Mr. DANIEL]. 

Mr. DANIEL. Mr. President, I propose to address a few words 
in reply to the able speech which has just been made by the Sena- 
tor from Delaware [Mr. Hicerns]. He has drawn a dismal and 
pitiful picture of the distress now pervading the civilized world, 
and with an air of triumph 

Mr. TURPIE. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Virginia 
yield to the Senator from Indiana? 

Mr. DANIEL. I decline to yield. 
the midst of a sentence. 

Mr. TURPIE. I was about to appeal to the Senator from Vir- 
ginia to allow me to submit a resolution. 

Mr.DANIEL. I must decline to yield. I should be very glad 
to gratify the Senator from Indiana in extending any courtesy in 
my power; but I do not think, when Senators get up to make a 
few remarks, especially those who have drawn but very lightly 
upon the attention of the Senate, that they should be interrupted 
in the midst of a sentence by appeals at this hour. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Virginia de- 
clines to yield. 

Mr. DANIEL. I was about to say that the Senator from Dela- 
ware had drawn a dismal and pitiful picture of the distresses 
which are now pervading the civilized world. They are wide- 
spread, and I might say extend ‘“‘ from Greenland’s icy mountains” 





I can not be interrupted in 


to ‘* India’s coral strand,” and, with an air of triumph, the Senator 
has said ‘‘this is our justification for the repeal of the Sherman 
law,” as if devastation and ruin were one of the prime objects of 
legislation. While that Senator has called attention to starving 
Manchester and to confused and degraded India, he has told us 
but little of the distress which pervades our own country, and 
flows partially at least from that ill-conceived and ill-considered 
action. It was not with the prophecy that distress would be its 
result that that act was repealed. 

There sat by the side of the Senator when he uttered those sen- 
tences the leader of the repealers (the senior Senator from Ohio), 
and there, on the records of the Senate, is his brilliant and rosy 
prophecy that if the Senate would consent to follow his leader- 
sg prosperity would return to this country in ten days; it was 
to be instantaneous, and it was to come through the restoration 

of confidence. Boards of trade and commercial bodies from all 
parts of this land predicated their appeal to the Senate to repeal 
that law upon very different grounds from those which the Sen- 
ator now refers to with an air of triumph. 

The last time I had the honor to say a word upon the financial 
subject to the Senate was on the 14th day of September, 1893, when 
I undertook to predict what would be the consequences of that 
act. I appeal to the recordsof a gloomy history to show that every 
prophecy which was made by those who opposed its unconditional 
repeal have been fulfilled, and that not a single prophecy of those 
who clamored for it has been fulfilled. 

In the first place, Mr. President, I predicted then that the un- 
conditional repeal of the Sherman law would be followed by the 
further decline in the price of silver bullion and consequent in- 
creased difficulty of its restoration. That prophecy has cometrue. 

In the next place, I predicted that it would be followed by a 

| further decline of prices of property, of produce, and of securi- 
ties. The eocelled confidence, which was to pour a golden flood 
over the country, did not come, but falling prices have continued 
in an unbroken stream. 

In the next place, I predicted that that repeal would be fol- 
lowed by the decline of our national, our State, and our munic- 
ipal revenues. We know how this has immediately and con- 
tinuously taken place. In his report for 1893 the Secretary of the 
Treasury estimated that the expenses of the Government for the 
fiscal year ending June 30,1894, would exceed the receipts by 
$28,000,000. Time wore on. There was a deficit of $69,803,260. 
That is $41,803,260 in excess of the calculation. In his report of 
December 3, 1894, the Secretary of the Treasury estimated the de- 
ficit for the current fiscal year at $20,000,000. At the end of Jan- 
uary the deficit was $34,754,299, and falling revenues, which have 
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attended the last dire results in India, haveoccurred in the United 
' States, and now, as we are told by the President, we confront a 
predicament. State, county, and city revenues have manifested 
similar conditions. 

In the next place, I predicted that the repeal of the Sherman 
law would inevitably be followed by the increase of taxes. 
After that act had been repealed Congress was assembled to revise 
the tariff taxes; and lo! the internal-revenue taxes had to be in- 
creased in order to supply the deficit, and a tax upon raw sugar 
had to be imposed in order to prevent a greater deficit. 


lems which confront us. 

In the next place, I predicted that it would probably necessitate 
the increase of the public debt. 
debt, which is now to be paid out of the revenues of an over- 


strained and overburdened people, be the answer to that prophecy. | enn then ainaiink* 
> :¥ ar we ; 7 = — re THUS assa eat 

In the next place, I igpentoe Dog deme vy Saag tas oe | who have been urging the President to order or recommend the issue of bonds 
se , the gx . >. | 


drawal of gold from t 
Senators have time and again upon this floor, and the public press 
throughout the country in some quarters, have endeavored to make 


the American public believe, and have probably themselves been | 


of the opinion, that it was the condition of our currency which led 
to the throwing of European securities upon the American mar- 
ket, and it was alleged by them that if you would only repeal the 
Sherman law instead of foreign securities being continuously 
thrown upon the American market, the stream of gold would 


flow from England and from Europe to replenish our diminishing | ‘ vith p C nay in in 
| in Great Britain, and in America, and say, ‘‘ This is our justifica- 


stock. 


No sooner had that act become a law than foreign securities | 
_were heaped upon the American market in increasing quantities ; 1% 40 \ 
| justification. 


in anticipation of catching the rise in price, which it was pre- 
dicted would at least momentarily ensue; and still gold goes away 
in a continually ebbing tide from our shores and foreign securi- 
ties continue to seek a market in America. It was not in conse- 
quence of our disordered currency that foreign securities were 
being thrown upon our market; it was because of the disordered 
condition of the Old World, in which she, being hard up for money, 
was obliged to sell what she had in order to get money. Great 
Britain was obliged to throw her securities upon the market to 


sustain her investments in South America, in Australia, and in all | tra i y 
| lation for the makeshifts of Shermanism. 


uarters of the globe, and that fact, misinterpreted by our super- 

cial financiers, led to a false diagnosis of the case, and the sur- 
geons have plunged the knife into the patient, who only needed 
their kind and nursing care. 

In the next place, I predicted that it would strengthen the cause 
of monometallism, and that immediately it would be claimed by 
those who struck down the Sherman law that now we had gone to 
a gold standard, and must proceed. ‘ No,” es said, ‘‘not so; 
we stand up here in the Senate and pledge ourselves that just so 
soon as this law is repealed we will bring forward a bill to restore 
silver.” Mr. President, that was a year and a quarterago. The 
sands in the glass mark the near approach of the time when the 
party which came into power in triumph, with every department 
of the Government in its control, will depart from power. It is 
true a bill has been presented, but at so late an hour that no man 
anticipates its passage, and the Democratic party, which came 
into power charged by the American people with a task and with 
a pledge of coining both gold and silver without discrimination, 
and of taking the tax off State banks, is about to retire from 
power with neither pledge redeemed. 

So urgent were those Senators who were of the same opinion as 
the Senator from Delaware to repeal that act that they attached to 
it their solemn pledge for the continued coinage of silver, and there 
it is registered upon our statute books the solemn pledge of the 


American Congress, signed and approved by our President, that | 


that should be done. Is good faith to creditors the only good faith 
that honest men are bound by? Is there no good faith of Ameri- 
can representatives to the American people who 1aake them trus- 
tees of the sovereign powers that reside in them? Are promises 
to pay money to be held up before us, and are promises to provide 
money wherewithal that payment may be made to be ignored? 

In the next place, Mr. President, predicted then that that 
assault upon our bimetallic system would be followed by an 
effort to withdraw the greenback, and that the difficulty which 
the country confronted with the Sherman law in existence would 
be intensified by repealing that law without putting a substitute 
in its place. 

If I may be permitted to do so, I shall read a few words from 
the speech which on the 14th of September, 1893, I had the honor 
here to make: 

As soon as the Sherman law was repealed it would be immediately claimed 
Sot all of our silver money was a mere subsidiary money, to be redeemed in 

od, 
"Oar stock of gold in the Treasury available for redemption pe oses is 
about $108,000,000, and it is now charged with the redemption of $£12,000,000 of 
uncovered paper money. In addition to this, it would instantly charged 
with the redemption, also, of some of silver certificates and silver 
dollars, making over $1,000,000,000 of subsid money res ona gold basis 


of $100,000,000, or an inflation of a billion of paper money on the un ble 
basis of 10 to 1, 
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If there be lack of confidence now in silver money, would not that lack of 


confidence be immediately intensified? Would it be possible for this slender 
and overstrained stock of gold to redeem this vast volume of other money? 
Might not the shock which we now feel be merely a tremor compared to that 
which would prey result from the contraction of our metallic base, it 
being impracticable with present resources in gold to support the redemption 
of so large a volume of money? Confronting that condition, two alternatives 
would be presented to us to follow: 

1. The Congress and the President would be urged to withdraw the green- 
back circulation of $346,000,000, an idea which was recommended by Daniel 
Manning when Secretary of the Treasury, and which may now lurk behind 
the silent statesmen who demand unconditional repeal of the Sherman Act 
and no more, although none are bold enough to say that it was the cause of 
this trouble. 

2. If this further contraction of our currency, with all the miseries in its 
train with which we are familiar, is not the mysterious plan behind this 
movement, then the increase of the national debt must become the other in- 
evitable alternative. 

_In order to provide gold to save the Treasury, should there be a rush of 
silver or greenbacks for redemption, the issue of bonds would be proposed. 
Will confidence then be restored when the already overtaxed gold resources 
On the contrary, confidence will be weakened, and those 


to provide gold will renew their demand. and it must be granted or the at- 
tempted gold system will collapse and fall and bury the honor of our country 
in its ruins. 

There, Mr. President, in these fulfilled predictions is my justifi- 
cation and the justification of the Democrats and Republicans 


| upon this floor who coincided with me for not voting to repeal 


the purchasing clause of the Sherman law without providing be- 
fore its repeal for a system which should take its place; and if it 
be any pleasure to the Senator from Delaware, or to those who 
are acting with him, to point to the miseries of mankind in India, 


tion,” then, sir, he is welcome to all the comfort he can get out of 
it and to all the praise which he may elicit from his so-called 


Mr. President, I did not cling to the Sherman law because I was 
in favor of it per se. I knew at the time it was enacted that it 
was a mere makeshift, and I predicted. the consequences that would 
flow from it. Butthen was the hour when the new system should 
have been organized and acted upon; then was the accepted time, 
when in majority in both Houses and a Democratic President in 
the White House, the party was fully empowered to keep its 
pledges, to preserve its faith with a great people who had in- 
trusted it, and to substitute their own wise and considerate legis- 
They allowed the 
timely hour to pass, and to-day their action can only be justified 
in such language as has been employed by the Senator from Dela- 
ware, who points with pride and satisfaction and comfort to the 
miseries of mankind, 

Mr. COCKRELL. Iask unanimous consent that the amend- 
ments reported by the Committee on Appropriations may be acted 
upon as they are reached in the reading of the bill, and that the 
committee amendments be first considered before other amend- 
ments are offered. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there objection? The Chair 
hears none, and it is so ordered. The reading of the bill will be 
proceeded with. 

The Secretary proceeded to read the bili, and read to the end of 
the clause in line 8, page 2, providing for the pay of an Indian 
agent at Cheyenne River Agency, 8. Dak. 

Mr. PLATT. I suppose none but committee amendments are 
now in order. 

Mr. COCKRELL. That was the understanding. 

Mr. PLATT. I think when the bill shall have been read 
through I should like to propose a change in the name of the 
agency in line 7. 

Mr.CALL. Let the committee amendments be considered first. 

The reading of the bill was resumed and continued to the end of 
the clause, line 19, page 5, making provision for the pay of an In- 
dian agent at the Sisseton Agency, 8. Dak; 

Mr. KYLE. I should like to know whether individual amend- 
ments are now in order? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. They are not. 

Mr. KYLE. Not until the reading of thie bill is finished? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, That is correct. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The first amendment of 
the Committee on Appropriations was, on page 6, line 12, before 
the word ‘“‘ hundred,” to strike out ‘‘six” and insert ‘‘five;” so as 
to make the clause read: 

At the Western Shoshone Agency, Nev., $1,500. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 6, line 18, before the word 
“hundred,” to strike out ‘‘six” and insert “five;” so as to make 
the clause read: 

At the Yankton Agency, S. Dak., $1,000; in all, $86,500. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 7, line 17, after the word 
‘* one,” to strike out ‘‘ Indian school superintendent” and insert 
‘*superintendent of Indian schools;” so as to make the clause read: 

For pay of one superintendent of Indian schools, $3,000. 

Mr. VEST. Is that an amendment of the committee? 
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Mr. COCKRELL. It is simply a change in the name. The 
other House used the language “one Indian school superintend- 
ent,” which is not the proper designation. It should be “one 
superintendent of Indian schools.” The amendment does not 
change the salary or anything else except simply to give the offi- 
cer his proper designation. : s 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing to 
the amendment of the Committee on Appropriations. 

The amendment was agreed to. oP 

The next amendment of the Committee on Appropriations was, 
on page 7, after line 18, to insert: 

For pay of one secretary to the superintendent of Indian schools, to be 
employed by him, $1,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. ; 

The next amendment was, on page 7, line after the word 
‘*schools,” to insert ‘‘ and his secretary when necessary,” and in 
line 24, before the word “dollars,” to insert “‘ five hundred;” so as 
to make the clause read: 

For necessary traveling expenses of one superintendent of Indian schools, 
and his secretary when necessary, including telegraphing and incidental ex- 
penses of inspection and investigation, $1,500. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, 0. page 9, line 2, after the word “‘ dol- 
lars,” to insert: 

And no person shall be employed as such farmer or stockman who has not 
been at least five years immediately previous tosuch employment practically 
engaged in the occupation of farming. 

So as to make the clause read: 

To enable the Secretary of the Interior to employ practical farmers, and 
practical stockmen, im addition te the agency farmers now employed, at 
wages not exceeding $75 each per month, to superintend and direct farming 
and stock raising among such Indians as are making effort for self-support, 
$70,000, and no person shall be employed as such farmer or stockman who has 
not been at least five years immediately previous to such employment prac- 
tically engaged in the occupation of farming. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 9, line 7, after the word 
‘“‘each,” to insert ‘of Indian police;” so as to read: 

For services of officers, at $15 per month each, and privates at $10 per month 
- each, of Indian police, to be employed in maintaining order. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 11, line 7, before the word 
“treaty,” to insert ‘‘ same;” so as to make the clause read: 


For pay of physician and teacher, as per thirteenth article of same treaty, 
2,000. 
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The amendment was agreed to. 
MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. JAMES 
Kerk, its Clerk, announced that the House insisted upon its amend- 
ment to the bill (S. 864) for the relief of Mrs. Evalyn U. Van 
Vliet disagreed to by the Senate, agreed to the conference asked 
for by the Senate on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses 
thereon, and had appointed Mr. Martin of Indiana, Mr. FIELDER, 
and Mr. MEIKLEJOHN managers at the conference on the part of 
the House. 

The message also announced that the House had passed the fol- 
lowing bills and joint resolutions; in which it requested the con- 
currence of the Senate: 

A bill (H. R. 2130) for the relief of Abraham O. Waucop; 

A bill (H.R. 4941) for the relief of Don Carlos Buell; 

A bill (H. R. 5206) for the relief of Robert B. Tubbs; 

A bill (H.R. 8327) to authorize the Wisconsin and New Duluth 
Bridge Company to construct a bridge over the St. Louis River 
between the States of Wisconsin and Minnesota; 


A joint resolution (H. Res. 227) authorizing the Secretary of the | 


Navy to donate to the Oregon State Soldiers’ Home, at Roseburg, 
’ Oreg., certain cannon, etc.; and 
A joint resolution (H. Res. 277) in reference to the free zone 


along the northern frontier of Mexico and adjacent to the United | 


States. 
The message further announced that the House had passed a 


coneurrent resolution authorizing the Clerk of the House to enroll | 
the title of House joint resolution No. 209 so as to read, “Joint | 
resolution authorizing the Secretary of War to deliver condemned | 
cannon to Asher Gaylord Post, Grand Army of the Republic, of | 
Plymouth, Pa.; to the William H. Tarbee Post. Grand Army of | 


the Republic, of McGrawville, N. Y.; to the Eckley B. Coxe Post, 
Grand Army of the Republic, of Freeland, Pa., and to the R. 
Carpenter Post, Grand Army of the Republic, of Chelsea, Mich.;” 
in which it requested the concurrence of the Senate. 

ENROLLED BILL SIGNED. 

The message also announced that the Speaker of the House had 
signed the enrolled bill (S. 2521) to amend the charter of the Metro- 
politan Railroad Company of the District of Columbia; and it was 
thereupon signed by the Vice-President. 

MISSOURI RIVER BRIDGE. 

Mr. ALLEN. I ask the Senator in charge of the appropriation 
bill to permit me to call up House bill 8499, which can be passed 
without discussion. I ask unanimous consent for that purpose, 


The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. GALLINGER in the chair). 
Does the Senator from Florida yield to the Senator from Ne- 
braska? 

Mr. CALL. Is there any special reason why the bill should be 
passed at this time? 

Mr. ALLEN. Thereare special reasons why it should be passed. 

Mr. CALL. I will yield if it leads to no debate. 

By unanimous consent, theSenate, as in Committee of the Whole, 
proceeded to consider the bill (H. R. 8499) to authorize the con- 
struction of a bridge across the Missouri River in the county of 
Dakota, in the State of Nebraska, and in the city of Sioux City, 
in the county of Woodbury, in the State of Iowa. 

Mr. ALLEN. There is an amendment. 

Mr. QUAY. What is the bill? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. It isa bill for the consideration 
of which the Senator from Nebraska asked unanimous consent. 

Mr. FRYE. I will state to the Senator from Pennsylvania that 
| it is a bill which I objected to this morning, and since then an 
agreement has been reached between the various parties by the 
amendment which is aboutto be read. It authorizes the construc- 
tion of a bridge at Sioux City. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will be stated. 

The SEcRETARY. Strike out section 7 and insert: 

This act shall take effect in one year after its approval, and shall be null 
and void if actual construction of the bridge be not commenced within one 
year and completed within three years from the date it takes effect. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in, 

The amendment was ordered to be engrossed and the bill to be 
read a third time. 

The bill was read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. ALLEN. I move that theSenate request a conference with 
the House of Representatives upon the bill and amendment. 

The motion was agreed to. 

By unanimous consent, the Presiding Officer was authorized to 
appoint the conferees on the part of the Senate, and Mr. Gor- 
| MAN, Mr. CuLLOM, and Mr. FRYE were appointed. 

YELLOWSTONE RIVER BRIDGE. 

Mr. POWER. Will the Senator from Florida yield to allow 
me to call up and finish the consideration of a bill which was read 
this morning? 

Mr. CALL. I yieldif it leads to no debate. 

Mr. POWER. It will lead to no debate. I ask for the present 
consideration of the bill (H. R. 6750) to authorize the construc- 

| tion of a bridge across the Yellowstone River, in the county of 
| Dawson, State of Montana. 

Mr. GORMAN. Does the Senator from Florida yield for the 
| consideration of this bill? 

Mr. CALL. I consented that these two bills, which were in an 
| unusual condition, might be considered. We were interrupted 
| by a message from the House of Representatives. 

| The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there objection to the consid- 
| eration of the bill indicated by the Senator from Montana? 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. 

The bill wasreported tothe Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill (S. 2426) to authorize the 
construction of a bridge across the Yellowstone River, in the 
| county of Dawson, State of Montana, will, without objection, be 
| indefinitely postponed. 

PRESIDENTIAL APPROVAL, 

A message from the President of the United States, by Mr. O. L. 
PRUDEN, one of his secretaries, announced that the President 
| had on the 19th instant approved and signed the act (S. 2595) to 
establish a life-saving station at or near City Point, Boston Har- 
bor, Massachusetts. 





CONDEMNED CANNON. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Gray in the chair) laid be- 
| fore the Senate the following®oncurrent resolution of the House 
of Representatives; which was considered by unanimous consent, 
| and agreed to: 
Resolved by the House (the Senate concurring), That in the enrollment of the 
| joint resolution (H. Res. 209) entitled “* Joint resolution authorizing the S 
retary of War to deliver condemned cannon to Asher Gaylord Post, Grand 
Army of the Republic, of Plymouth, Pa., and to Eckley B. Coxe Post, 
| Army of the Republic, of Freeland, Pa.,” the Clerk of the Hou 
| ized and directed to enroll the title thereof so as to read as folli 
resolution authorizing the Secretary of War to deliver conden 
| to Asher Gaylord Post, Grand Army of the Republic, of Plym 
the William H. Tarbee Post, Grand Army of the Rey 
N. Y.; to the Eckley B. Coxe Post, Grand Army of the public, of Freel: 
ae to the R. Carpenter Post,Grand Army of the Republic, Chel 
ich,” 


















HOUSE BILLS REFERRED. 
The following bills were severally read twice by their titles, and 
referred to the Committee on Military Affairs: 
A bill (H. R. 2130) for the relief of Abraham O. Waucop; 
A bill (H. R. 4941) for the relief of Don Carlos Buell; and 
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A bill (H. R. 5206) for the relief of Robert B. Tubbs. 

The joint resolution (H. Res. 227) authorizing the Secretary of 
the Navy to donate to the Oregon State Soldiers’ Home, at Rose- 
burg, Oreg., certain cannon, etc., was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

The joint resolution (H. Res. 277) in referencet o free zone along 
the northern frontier of Mexico and adjacent to the United States 
was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Fi- 
nance. 

INDIAN APPROPRIATION BILL. 


The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the consid- 
eration of the bill (H. R.8479) making appropriations for current 
and contingent expenses of the Indian Department and fulfilling 
treaty stipulations with various Indian tribes for the fiscal year 
ending June 30, 1896, and for other purposes. 

The Secretary resumed the reading of the bill. The next amend- 
ment of the Committee on Appropriations was, on page 13, line 12, 
after the word “‘ relief,” to insert “and civilization;” in line 13, 
after the word ‘‘ Minnesota,” to insert ‘‘ approved January 14, 1889;” 
and in line 16, after the word “ act,” to insert “‘ reimbursable;” so 
as to make the clause read: 

This amount as advance interest to the Chippewa Indians in Minnesota, as 
required by section 7 of “An act for the relief and civilization of the Chip- 
pewa Indians in the State of Minnesota,” approved January 14, 1889, to 
expended under the direction of the Secretary of the Interior, in the manner 
required by said act, reimbursable, $90,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 5 

The next amendment was, on page 13, line 20, after the word 
** Minnesota,” to strike out ‘‘ and for other purposes;” so as to make 
the clause read: 

To enable the Commissioner of Indian Affairs, under the direction of the 
Secretary of the Interior, to carry out ar act entitled ‘An act for the relief 
and civilization of the Caper Indians in the State of Minnesota,” approved 
January 14, 1889, namely, the purchase of material and employment of labor 
for the erection of houses for Indians; for the panes of agricultural imple- 
ments, stock, and seeds, breaking and fencing land; for payment of expenses 
of delegations of Chippewa Indians to visit the White Earth Reservation; for 
the erection and maintenance of day and industrial schovuls; for subsistence 
and for pay of seanoyes for pe of commissioners and their expenses, and 
for removal of Indiansand for their allotments, to be reimbursed to the United 
Siates out of the proceeds of sale of their lands, $50,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. ; 

The next amendment was, on page 17, line 8, after the word 
**flannel,” to strike out ‘‘shirt” and insert ‘“‘skirt;” so as to make 
the clause read: 

For twenty-seventh of thirty installments, to supply each female, 700 in 
number, over 12 years of age, with a flannel skirt, or the goods necessary to 
make the same, a pair of woolen hose, 12 yards of calico, and 12 yards of cot- 
ton domestic, as per same article, $4,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 20, line 19, before the word 
‘** treaty,” to insert ‘‘of;” so as to make the clause read: 

MOLELS. 

For pay of teachers and for manual-labor schools, and for all necessary ma- 
terials therefor, and for the subsistence of the pupils, per second article of 
treaty of December 21, 1855, $3,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. : 

The next amendment was, on page 20, line 24, before the word 
‘*treaty,” to insert ‘‘of;” so as to make the clause read: 

NEZ PERCES. 

For salaries of two matrons to take charge of the boarding schools, two as- 
sistant teachers, one farmer, one carpenter, and two millers, per fifth article 
of treaty of June 9, 1863, $6,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. : 

The next amendment was, on page 21, line 9, after the word 
“Indians,” to insert ‘‘ $17,000,” and in line 138, after the word 

** Montana,” to strike out ‘‘$17,000;” so as to make the clause 
read: 

For twenty-seventh of pire installments, for purchase of clothing, as per 
sixth article treaty of May 10, 1868, including othing for above Indians. 

17,000: Provided, t the araount in this and the preceding paragraph shall 
» expended pro rata, as near as may be, for the Northern Cheyennes and 
Arapahoes in Wyoming and on the Tongue River in Montana. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on page 22, line 4, before the word 
“treaty,” to insert ‘‘of;” so as to 6 the clause read: 
PAWNEES. 


For perpetual annuity, at least one-half of which is to be paid in goods and 
such articles as may be deemed nenseeaeg ar them, per second article of treaty 
of September 24, 1857 (permanent), $30,000. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on page 22, line 16, before the word 
‘“‘treaty,” to insert ‘‘of;” so as to make the clause read: 


For purchase of iron and steel, and other necessaries for the shops, as per 
fourth article of treaty of September 24, 1857, $500; in all, $47,100. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 23, line 18, before the word 
‘*treaty,” to insert ‘‘ of,” and in line 15, before the word ‘‘ treaties,” 
to insert ‘‘ of;” so as to make the clause read: 


For permanent provision for paymentof money in lieu of tobacco, iron, and 
steel, per second article of ey of September 20, 1828, and tenth article of 
treaties of June 5 and 17, 1846, $107.34. 
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The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 23, line 19, before the word 
‘*treaty,” to insert ‘‘of;” in line 21, before the word “ treaty,” to 
insert ‘‘of,” and in line 22, before the word “treaty,” to insert 
**of;” so as to make the clause read: 

For permanent provision for three blacksmiths and assistants, and for iron 
and steel for shops, per third article of treaty of October 16, 1826; second article 


of meses of September 20, 1828, and second article of treaty of July 29, 1829, 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on page 24, line 1, before the word 
‘*treaty,” to insert ‘‘ of;” so as to make the clause read: 


For permanent yeeyaion for 50 barrels of salt, per second article of treaty 
of July 29, 1820, $156.54. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was,on page 25, line 11,after the word 
‘‘ education,” to insert ‘‘ during the pleasure of the President;” so 
as to make the clause read: 

QUAPAWS. 

For education, during the pleasure of the President, per third article of 
treaty of May 13, 1838, $1,000; for blacksmith and assistants, and tools, iron, 
and steel for blacksmith shop, per same article and treaty, $500; in all, $1,500. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 25, line 19, before the word 
‘‘ treaty,” to insert ‘‘of;” in line 21, before the word ‘‘treaty,” to 
insert ‘‘of;” in line 24, before the word ‘‘treaty,” to insert ‘‘ of;” 
on page 26, line 1, after the word “‘ forty-two,” to insert ‘‘ $40,000;” 
and in line 4, after the word ‘‘ medicine,” to strike out ‘‘$40,000;” 
so as to make the clause read: 

SACS AND FOXES OF THE MISSISSIPPI. 


For permanent ey in goods or ee third article of treat 
of November 3, 1804, $1,000; for interest on $200,000, at 5 per cent, mee secon 
article of treaty of October 21, 1837, $10,000; for interest on $800,000, at 5 per 
cent, per second article of treaty of October 11, 1842, $40,000: Provided, That 
the sum of $1,500 of this amount shall be used for the pay of a physician and 
for purchase of medicine; in all, $51,000. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on page 26, line 9, before the word 
‘* treaty,” te insert ‘‘ of;” so as to make the clause read: 
SACS AND FOXES OF THE MISSOURI. 


For interest on $157,400, at 5 per cent, under the direction of the Presi- 
dent, per second article of treaty of October 21, 1837 (permanent), $7,870. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 26, line 12, before the word 
‘* treaty,” to insert ‘‘ of;” so as to make the clause read: 

For support of a school, per fifth article of treaty of March 6, 1861, $200; in 
all, $8,070. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 26, line 18, before the word 
‘* treaty,” to insert ‘‘of;” so as to make the clause read: 

SEMINOLES. 


For 5 per cent interest on $250,000, to be paid as annuity, per eighth article 
of treaty of August 7, 1856, $12,500. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 26, line 22, before the word 
‘* treaty,” to insert ‘‘ of;” so as to make the clause read: 

For 5per cent interest on $250,000, to be paid as annuity (they having joined 
their brethren west), per eighth article of treaty of August 7, 1856, $12,500. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 27, line 2, before the word 
‘*treaty,” to insert ‘‘ of;” so as to make the clause read: 

For interest on $50,000 dollars, at the rate of 5 per cent per annum, to be 


d annually for the support of schools, as per third article of treaty of 

arch 21, 1 2,500. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 27, line 12, before the word 
‘* treaty,” to insert ‘‘ of;” so as to make the clause read: 

For permanent annuity, in specie, per fourth article of treaty of September 
29, 1817, $500. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 27, line, 15, before the word 
‘‘treaty,” to insert ‘‘of;” so as to make the clause read: 

For permanent annuity, in specie, per fourth article of treaty of Septem- 
ber 17, 1818, $500. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was,on page 27,line 18, before the word 
‘* treaty,” to insert ‘‘of;” and in line 23, before the word “ treaty,” 
to insert ‘‘ of; ” so as to make the clause read: 

For permanent anamity, for blacksmith and miller, per fourth article of 
treaty of February 28, 1831, to be annually paid to them as a national fund, to 
be expended by them for such articles and wants and improvements in agri- 


culture as their chiefs (with the consent of their agent) may designate, as 
stipulated in the seventh article of treaty of February 23, 1867, $1,660. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 28, line 1, before the word 
“treaty,” to insert “of,” and in line 3, before the word “treaty,” 
to insert ‘‘of;” so as to make the clause read: 


For permanent annuity, in specie, \-w fourth article of treaty of September 
17, 1818, and fifth article of treaty of February 23, 1867, $500. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on page 28, line 6, before the word 
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‘‘ treaty,” to insert ‘“‘of,” and in line 7, before the word “treaty,” 
to insert ‘‘ of;” so as to make the clause read: 
For blacksmith and assistants, shops and tools, iron and steel, per fourth 
e 


article of treaty of July 20, 1831, and fifth article of treaty of F 
1867, $530; in all, $3,690. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 29, line 3, before the word 
“treaty,” to insert ‘ of,” and in line 4, before the word “‘ treaty,” 
to insert ‘‘ of;” so as to make the clause read: 

EASTERN SHAWNEES. 


For permanent annuity, in specie, per fourth article of treaty of September 
17, 1818, and fifth article of treaty of February 23, 1867, $500. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 29, line 7, before the word 
‘‘treaty,” to insert ‘‘ of,” and in line 8, before the word “treaty,” 
to insert ‘‘of;” so as to make the clause read: 


For blacksmith and assistant, shops and tools, iron and steel, per fourth ar- 
ticle of gf of July 20, 1831, and fifth article of treaty of February 23, 1867, 
$530; in all, $1,030. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on page 29, line 17, before the word 
‘*treaty,” to insert ‘‘of;” so as to make the clause read: 
SHOSHONES AND BANNOCKES. 


Shoshones: For twenty ae of thirty installments, to purchase suits of 
clothing for males over 14 years of age; flannel, hose, calico, and domestics 
for females over the age of 12 years, and such goods as may be needed to 
make suits for boys and girls under the ages named, as per ninth article of 
treaty of July 3, 15868, $10,000. 


The amendment was agreed to. . 
The next amendment was, on page 30, line 6, before the word 
‘‘treaty,” to insert ‘‘of;” so as to make the clause read: 


Bannocks: For twenty-sixth of thirty installments, topurchase suits of 
clothing for males over 14 —_ of age; flannel, hose, calico, and domestics 
for females over 12 years of age, and such flannel and cotton goods as ma 
be needed to make suits for boys and girls under the ages named, as per nint 
article of treaty of July 3, 1868, $5,000. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on page 30, line 9, before the word 
“treaty,” to insert ‘‘ of;” so as to make the clause read: 


For pay of physician, teacher, carpenter, miller, engineer, farmer, and 
blacksmith, as per tenth article of treaty of J uly 3, 1868, $5,000; in all, $26,000, 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on page 30, line 14, before the word 
‘* treaty,” to insert ‘‘ of;” so as to make the clause read: 
SIX NATIONS OF NEW YORK. 


For permanent annuity, in clothing and other useful articles, per sixth arti 
cle of treaty of November 11, 1794, $4,500. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 30, line 23, before the word 
‘*treaty,” to insert ‘‘of;” so as to make the clause read: 
SIOUX OF DIFFERENT TRIBES, INCLUDING SANTEE SIOUX OF NEBRASKA. 


For twenty-sixth of thirty installments, to purchase clothing for males 
over 14 years of age; for flannel, hose, and calico, and domestics required 
for females over 12 years of age, and for such flannel and cotton goods as 
may be needed to make suits for boys and girls, per tenth article of treaty 
of April 29, 1868, $125,000. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 31, line 3, before the word 
** persons,” to out ‘‘ ten thousand;” so as tomake the clause 
read: 

For twenty-sixth of thirty installments, to purchase such articles as may 


be considered proper by the Secretary of the Interior, at $20 per head, for 
persons engaged in agriculture, $160,000. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 31, line 15, after the word 
* agency,” to insert ‘‘and in the employment of such blacksmith 
and harness maker preference shall be given to Indians;” so as 
to make the clause read: 


For pay of additional employees at the several agencies for the Sioux in 
Nebraska and Dakota, $20,000, $800 of which shall be used to employ an addi- 
tional blacksmith at Cheyenne River Agency, and $800 of which shall be used 
to employ a harness maker at said agency, and in the employment of such 
blacksmith and harness maker preference shall be given to Indians. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 31, line 21, after the words 
“‘seventy-seven,” to insert ‘‘$1,000,000;” in line 24, after the word 
“steamboat,” to insert ‘‘transportation;” and on page 32, line 4, 


ruary 23, 


make the clause read: 


For subsistence of the Sioux, and for purposes of their civilization, as per 
agreement ratified by act of Congress approved February 28, 1877, $1,000,000: 
Provided, That this sum shall include transportation of supplies from the 
termination of railroad or steamboat transportation; and in this service In- 
dians shall have the preference in employment: And provided further, That 
the number of rations issued shall not exceed the number of Indians on each 
reservation, and any excess in the number of rations issued shall be disal- 
lowed in the settlement of the agent's account. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on page 32, line 8, before the word 
**same,” to insert ‘‘ of; so as to make the clause read: 


For pay of second blacksmith, and furnishing iron, steel, and other mate- 
rial, per eighth article of same treaty, $1,600. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on page 32, line 21, after the word 


**much,” to insert ‘“‘ thereof;” and in line 24, after the word ‘** South 
Dakota,” to insert ‘‘in all, $1,398,500;” so as to make the clause 
read: . 

For support and maintenance of day and industrial schools, including pur. 
chase, erection, and repairs of school buildings, in accordance with article 7 
of the treaty of April 29, 1868, which article is continued in force for twenty 
years by section 17 of the act of March 2, 1889, $75,000; $5,000 of which, or so 
much thereof as shall be necessary, may be expended by the Secretary of the 
Interior for the construction of an artesian well at the Indian school at the 
Cheyenne River Indian Agency, 8. Dak., and $5,000 of which, or so much thereof 
as shall be necessary, may be expended by the Secretary of the Interior for 
the construction of an artesian well at the Indian school at Crow Creek 
Agency, 8. Dak.; in all $1,398,500; 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 33, line 3, after the word 
‘* article,” to insert ‘‘ of;” so as make the clause read: 

For twenty-sixth of thirty installments, to purchase clothing for males over 
14 years of age; for flannel, hose, and calico, and domestics required for 
females over 12 years of , and for such flannel and cotton goods as may be 
needed to make suits for boys and girls, per tenth article of treaty of April 
29, 1868, $125,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 37, line 13, after the word 
ninety-two,” toinsert “‘ $5,000,” and in line 18, after the word ‘‘ res- 
ervations,” to strike out ‘‘$5,000;” so as to make the clause read: 

For fourth of ten installments, to be expended, under the direction of the 
Secretary of the Interior, in the removal of the Spokane Indians to the Ceur 
d’Alene Reservation, in erecting suitable houses, in assisting them in breaking 
lands, in furnishing them with cattle, seeds, icultural implements, saw and 
grist mills, thrashing machines, mowers, clothing, and provisions; in taking 
care of the old, sick, and infirm; in affording educational facilities, and in any 
other manner tending to their civilization and self-support, as per article 5 
of agreement with said Indians dated March 18, 1887, ratified by act of Con- 
sress approved July 13, 1892, $5,000: Provided, That any moneys heretofore or 
hereafter to be appropriated for the removal of said Spokane Indians to the 
Coeur d’Alene Reservation shall be extended or expended to such members of 
the tribe who have removed or shall remove to the Colville or Jocko reserva- 
tions. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 37, line 24, after the word 
‘* For,” to strike out ‘‘second” and insert “ third;” so as to make 
the clause read: 


For third of ten installments of $100 each, to Chiefs Louis, Paul Schulhault, 
Antarcham, and Enoch, as per article 9 of said agreement, $400; in all, $7,400. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 38, line 6, after the word 
‘* sixty-three,” to strike out ‘‘$720;” and in line 8, after the word 
“thousand,” to insert “seven hundred and twenty;” so as to 
make the clause read: 

CONFEDERATED BANDS OF UTES. 
For pay of two carpenters, two millers, two farmers, and two blacksmiths, 


as per tenth article of treaty of October 7, 1863, and fifteenth articie treaty of 
March 2, 1868, $6,720. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 38, line 21, after the word 
** potatoes,” to insert ‘‘or other necessary articles of food;” so as 
to make the clause read: 


For annual amount for the purchase of beef, mutton, wheat, flour, beans, and 
potatoes, or other necessary articles of food, as per twelfth article of same 
treaty, $30,000. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 39, line 6, before the word 
‘* treaty,” to insert ‘‘of;” so as to make the clause read: 

WINNEBAGOES. 

For interest on $804,909.17, at 5 per cent per annum, per fourth article of 
a of November 1, 1837, and joint resolution of July 17, 1862, $40,245.45; 
and the Secretary of the Interior is hereby directed to expend said interest 
for the support, education, and civilization of said Indians. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. ALLEN. I should like to ask the Senator in charge of the 
bill how he expects the Secretary of the Interior to expend this 
money in the civilization of the Indians. I refer to the provision 
on page 39, to provide for the payment of interest on certain In- 
dian indebtedness, which says: 


rnd the Secretary of the Interior is hereby directed to expend said inter- 
est for the support, education, and civilization of said Indians. 


I should like to ask the Senator if there is any restriction upon 
the expenditure of this money. 

Mr. CALL. That provision is for the support, education, and 
civilization of the Indians. Thatis the language used in all these 


: : | provisions for the expenditure of money made by such appropria- 
after the word ‘‘account,” to strike out ‘‘$1,000,000;” so as to 


tions. 

For interest on $804,909.17, at_5 per cent per annum, per fourth article of 
treaty of November 1, 1837, and joint resolution of July 17, 1862, $40,245.45; 
and the Secretary of the Interior is hereby directed to expend said interest 
for the support, education, and civilization of said Indians. 

I will say to the Senator that that is the language of the treaty 
and it is the language used on ali occasions in all the acts of Con- 
gress on this subject. 

Mr. ALLEN. I think that the language employed is altogether 
too broad. ‘‘Civilization” embracesall things. It embraces sup- 
port and education of all kinds. I think there ought to be some 
restriction placed upon the Secretary of the Interior in the ex- 
penditure. 

Mr. CALL. What amendment does the Senator suggest? 

Mr. ALLEN. I suggest that there be stricken out —— 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator will please suspend 
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’ the bill was to be read through and the committee amendments 


fora moment. The Chair will state that by unanimous consent 


first considered. The amendment of the Senator from Nebraska 
will be in order after that arrangement has been carried into 
effect. 

Mr. ALLEN. I did not know but that by calling the attention of 
the committee to this matter it might be corrected now by striking 
out the words “‘and the civilization of said Indians” and inserting 
the word ‘‘and” between the words ‘“‘support” and “ education;” 
so as to read: 


And the Secretary of the Interior is hereby directed to expend said interest 
for the support and education of said Indians. 


Mr. CALL. We can not do that now. We had better let the 
reading of the bill proceed. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The reading will proceed. 

The reading pf the billwasresumed. Thenextamendmentof the 
Committee on Appropriations was, on page 40, line 7, after the word 
“Superior,” to insert ‘‘ Wisconsin;” so as to make the clause read: 

For support and civilization of the Chippewas of Lake Superior, Wisconsin, 
to be expended for agricultural and educational purposes, pay of employees, 
including pay of physician. at $1,200, purchase of goods and provisions, and 


for such other purposes as may be deemed for the best interests of said In- 
dians, $7,125. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 40, line 14, after the word 
“ Chippewas,” to insert ‘‘ Minnesota;” so as to make the clause 
read: 


For support and civilization of Chippewas of Red Lake and Pembina tribe 
of Chippewas, Minnesota, and for pay of employees, $10,000. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 40, line 24, after the word 
“Chippewas,” toinsert “ North Dakota;” so as to make the clause 
read: 

For support and civilization of Turtle Mountain band of Chippewas, North 
Dakota, including seeds, $13,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 41, line 7, after the word 
‘“ Flatheads,” to insert ‘‘ Montana;” so as to make the clause read: 


For suppert and civilization of Carlos’s band of Flatheads, Mentana, in- 
cluding pay of employees, $12,000. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on page 41, line 11, after the word 
‘ tribes,” to insert ‘‘ Montana;” so as to make the clause read: 


For support and civilization of the Flatheads and other confederated tribes, 
Montana, including pay of employees, $10,000, 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 41, line 19, after the word 
* dollars,” to insert ‘‘of which sum $25,000 shall be immediately 
available;” so as to make the clause read: 

For support and civilization of the Indians in Arizona and New Mexico who 
have been or may be collected on reservations in Arizonaand New Mexico, 
$225,000, of which sum $25,000 shall be immediately available. 

Mr. HAWLEY. I desire to get some information in regard to 
the paragraph now proposed to be amended from Senators most 
familiar with the matter, especially from the honorable Senator 
from Colorado on my left [Mr. TEeLLeR], formerly Secretary of 
the Interior. 

For several months many of us received numerous letters from 
highly respectable sources, including among them societies organ- 
ized for the benefit of the civilization of the Indians, representing 
that there was very great danger that many of the Navajoes would 
be starving this winter. The Navajoes are a very capable people, 
numbering about 18,000. Before they were what may be called 
subjugated they were a pastoral people, doing something with 
crops and having large flocks of sheep and herds of horses. They 
have retained those flocks and herds, and have increased them. 
{ do not pretend to say how many thousand sheep they now own, 
but their wool crop is very well known and their ancient ingenuity 
in weaving very valuable blankets is still more well known. 
Nevertheless, the question of irrigation is a very serious one with 
them. The dry season takes away the crops of corn and prevents 
them frém obtaining the usual crop. 

In short, for these and other reasons not necessary to mention, 
it was believed by very many people that there was serious danger 
of actual starvation amongst those Indians. Capt. Constant Wil- 
liams, an officer of the Army, who was detailed to be Indian agent 
for these tribes and to look after the Indians in Arizona and New 
Mexico, but more especially he was connected with the Navajoes, 
represented not that those Indians were actually starving per- 
haps, but that there was indeed serious danger; that there were 
many instances of great suffering. 

I, and I presume others like me, made inquiries of the Commis- 
sioner of indian Affairs. i was told that the starvation of the 
Navajoes was practically impossible because they are thorough- 
going communists, and as long as there is a single sheep surviving 
it is the property equally of each one of those 18,000 people. 
Nevertheless one can imagine them as being separated in the win- 
ter, and sczttered somewhat widely, and there might be squads 
or small bands of them who would be very much in of suf- 
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fering. But the danger was represented not only by Capt. Con- 
stant Williams in formal and temperate dispatches of his own, but 


by urgent letters from missionaries and private citizens, who were 
more or less familiar with the matter. So that, as a matter of 
fact, many of our people believed the Indians were in a starving 
condition, and there were considerable contributions and sums of 
money sent there for disbursement among those who were in spe- 
cial danger. The reports we could get from the Commissioner of 
Indian Affairs and the Secretary of the Interior, who were both 
entirely reasonable and obliging, so far as communicating infor- 
mation was concerned, and what was said by private parties un- 
officially in respect to the condition of these people, were conflict- 
ing, and there appeared to me to be considerable danger. I was 
told that the Department would relieve this tribe to some extent 
by purchasing their wonderful blankets. 

r. President, the Navajo blanket, which those Indians manu- 
facture, is a very beautiful and expensive article, and is a matter 
of great time, and could only be regarded as profitable where time 
practically is no element in the question. Those blankets are very 
fine indeed, but I can not conceive of a people resorting hastily to 
the sale of Navajo blankets to get bread for to-morrow. That 
was decidedly a weak suggestion. What has resulted from it has 
been an assurance tosome of us from the Secretary of the Interior 
that the Indians should not be allowed to starve; and also it re- 


sults in the lines in italics here on page 41— 


Of which sum— 
That is, $225,000— 


$25,000 shall be immediately available. 


I understand—and I should be glad to have authentic or, I might 


say, official assurance of it—that the object of making that special 


use of the $25,000 is to put that sum of money at the command of 
the Secretary of the Interior, who may use it wherever it may be 
necessary to prevent starvation. 

I call attention to these matters and refer to my friend on my 
left [Mr. TELLER], partly that I may be able to send some copies 
of the Recorpd containing the report of these proceedings to the 
good people in different States who have been very much alarmed 
lest the Government should be cruel and neglectful in this matter. 

Mr. TELLER. Mr. President, the Navajoes are substantially 
self-supporting, and have been for a great many years, the Gov- 
ernment only making appropriations for the agency employees 
and a small amount for medical and other supplies or something 
of that kind, amounting, I think, generally heretofore to about 
$70,000 a year. 

These Indians in the early part of the war went on the warpath 
and were severely chastised by Col. Kit Carson, who subdued 
them, took them prisoners, brought them in and kept them in a 
samp for some years, and in 1868 they were put on their present 
reservation. The reservation has been ircreased in size from time 
to time as the population has increased, There were about 12,- 


000 Indians at the time they were put on the reservation, and now 


it is supposed they number from eighteea to twenty thousand. 

In 1868 or 1869-—I speak from recollection, but 1 believe about 
that date—the Government put them on this reservation and fur- 
nished them with a quantity of sheep ard go There was an 
appropriation made of about $300.000 for their wrt; and when 
that was exhausted they were left to their own Tesources. They 
have done very well. They have taken care of themselves, multi- 
plied their flocks, and cultivated the ground where they could, 
the country really not being very good agriculturally, being des- 
titute of water. It is a region of country which can only be cul- 
tivated by the aid of irrigation. But they have raised some sup- 
plies, not very much, it is true, during the last three years, for 
there has been in that section of the country a very great drought, 
and they have been short of feed for their sheep, cattle, and horses. 
The cattle are not numerous, but the Indians have quite a large 
number of sheep. 

I do not myself believe that they are in danger of starving, out 
the House committee did provide, over and above the usual appro- 
priation for these Indians in Arizona and New Mexico, $25,000 
extra. The Senate committee proposes to make that amount im- 
mediately available, so that the Commissioner of Indian Affairs 
may at once use it. The Commissioner was before the committee 
and stated that he would be able to see that the Indians did not 
starve, 

Two or three years ago, perhaps two years ago, there was an 
appropriation made for irrigating purposes of about $60,000. That 
is now being expended, and the Indians are being employed to do 
that work. That relieves them to some extent, as they get wages, 
and with this appropriation, I have no doubt, they will come 
through all right, because they will have some cattle and some 
sheep and a number of horses left. 

The suggestion that these Indians could make blankets and sell 
them in time to accomplish anything this year was not very valu- 
able. The ordinary blanket made by the Navajoes is a work of 
time. I suppose none of those blankets is made under six or eight 
months, and many of them require a year in construction. Their 
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time is not valuable and the work is all done by hand in the most 
primitive manner, as primitive, probably, as that used by any 
people in the world. They use the shuttle made by staking out 
on the ground a loom, pounding the threads in by hand, shoving 
them through the woof, the filling, and the warp, and then pound- 
ing them up. The squaw always does that work, the Indian men 
never engage in it, and it takes a great length of time. Theycan 
not be relieved in that way. They can be relieved by this money 
if it is necessary that they should have relief. I very much doubt, 
although I think these Indians are in some destitution, whether it 
will be necessary to expend any considerable sum of money for 
their support. 

I had recently a letter from a gentleman who is very well ac- 
quainted with and takes a great interest in these Indians calling 
my attention to the fact that they were in want; that the low 
price of wool last year had prevented them from realizing as much 
as usual, but he did not indicate that they would be in a starving 
condition immediately. 

I believe when this bill becomes a law the Department will be 
well equipped to see that there is no real suffering. Indians will 
go hungry very frequently and will suffer severely before they 
will kill their sheep. These Indians will not want. They are 
self-supporting. I regard it as extremely desirable that they 
should remain so, and that they should only have Government 
support and food when it becomes absolutely necessary. They 
have never been dependent upon the Government except at the 
time when we took them off the country in which they had 
been from time immemorial and held them as prisoners of war. 
I remember well a conversation I had with Kit Carson, in which 
he told me that he made an attack upon the settlement of these 


Indians, who were then located below where they now are, in a | 


more fertile region; that he went into their cornfield near day- 
light, when it was dark, and he had not succeeded by sundown in 
cutting down the corn that these Indians had planted. Thatmust 
have been in 1864 or 1865. When their corn and supplies were so 
destroyed that they could not live, and they surrendered to the 
Government, as I said before, the Government kept them for some 
time, and then sent them to this reservation. 

The PRESIDINGOFFICER. The question is on the adoption 
of the amendment reported by the committee. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of 
the Committee on Appropriations was, on page 42, line 8, after the 
word “Indians,” to insert ‘‘Indian Territory;” so as to make the 
clause read: 

For support and civilization of the Kansas Indians, Indian Territory, in- 
cluding agricultural assistance and'pay of employees, $2,500. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 42, line 13, after the word 
**Makahs,” to insert ‘‘Washington;” so as to make the clause read: 

For support and civilization of the Makahs, Washington, including pay of 
employees, $4,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 48, line 5, after the word 
** dollars,” to insert: 

Provided, That. this amount be divided pro rata among all the members of 
said tribe in the Indian Territory and in South Dakota. 


So as to make the clause read: 


For su moore and civilization of the Ponca Indians, including pay of em- | 


loyees, $15,000: Provided, That this amount be divided pro rata among all 
he members of said tribe in the Indian Territory and in South Dakota. 

Mr. ALLEN. I want to call the attention of the Senate to the 
fact that this amendment ought to be modified so as to insert the 
word ‘*‘ Nebraska.” 

It now reads: 

Provided, That this amount be divided pro rata among all the members of 
said tribe in the Indian Territory and in South Dakota. 

The words “‘ and in the State of Nebraska ” should be inserted. 

The amendment should embrace that portion of the Ponca In- 
_— residing on the Nebraska side, amounting to several hun- 

Pa. 

Mr. CALL. Ihave no objection to that amendment, 

7 ALLEN. Then let the proviso be amended so that it will 
read: 


Provided, That this amount be divided pro rata among all the members of | 


said tribe in the Indian Territory, South Dakota, and in the State of Ne- 
braska. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment to the amend- 
ment will be stated. 

The Secretary. On page 43, line 7, after the word “‘ Territory,” 
strike out ‘‘ and in,” and after the word “‘ Dakota” insert “* and in 
the State of Nebraska;” so as to make the proviso read: 


Provided, That this amount be divided pro rata among all the members of | 


al ane in the Indian Territory, South Dakota, and In the State of Ne- 
ska. 


The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing to 
the amendment as amended. 
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Mr. CHANDLER. I desire to ask the Senator from Florida 
in charge of the bill to state what is the meaning of the committee 
amendment. As the appropriation of $15,000 comes from the 
other House it is ‘‘ for the support and civilization of the Ponca 
Indians, including pay of employees.” That amount, of course, 
is to be expended in a discretionary way for supporting the In- 
dians, for bringing about their civilization, and certain employees 
are to be paid from it. That, I suppose, is an intelligible system, 
and the usual one, but the amendment of the committee entirety 
changes that system, and makes the appropriation not one for 
pay of employees, not one for the support of the Indians, not one 
for the civilization of the Indians, unless they choose to civilize 
themselves. It is simply a pro rata payment to the Indians; the 
same amount of money to each one of them. 

I do not know whether the proviso reported by the committee 
would confine the payment to the males of the tribe or whether 
| it would include the women and children, but it is bead money 
which is appropriated, so much per capita to each member of the 
tribe in the Indian Territory and South Dakota. Now, the Sen- 
ator from Nebraska [Mr. ALLEN] has the Ponca Indian in Ne- 
braska included. I ask the Senator from Florida whether it is 
really the intention of the Senate committee to take this amount 
away from the Secretary of the Interior which in his discretion he 
can use to pay employees, to support the Indians, and to aid in va- 
rious and proper methods in civilizing them, and provide that the 
$15,000 shall be distributed per capita among the Ponca Indians 
wherever they may be found, without any responsibility on the 
part of the Interior Department either for the pay of the employees 
| or for the support or civilization of the Indians unless they choose 
| to use this money to civilize themselves instead of using it for 
purposes not conducive tocivilization. I wish to have an explana- 
tion from the Senator from Florida as to why the committee have 
inserted the proviso. 

Mr. CALL. The chairman of the committee can answer the 
| question more in detail than I can. The Ponca Indians, so far as 
1 am informed, require very little in the way of agents and em- 
ployees, and the remainder of this money is chiefly to be distrib- 
uted amongst them, I presume, after the sums which are now 
authorized by law for the agents and employees shall have been 
deducted. Perhaps the language might be a little more definite 
than it is, and probably an amendment to the amendment would 
be acceptable. 

Mr. ALLEN. Idid not hearall the remarks of the Senator from 
New Hampshire, but I wish to say that a part of the Ponca In- 
dians have a reservation in theState of Nebraska right across from 
the South Dakota line. The amendment reported by the commit- 
tee would not embrace that portion of the Ponca tribe without 
expressly including the State of Nebraska. 

Mr. CHANDLER. While the clause as it came from the other 
House without the amendment reported by our committee would 
cover all of the tribe wherever found? 

Mr. ALLEN, Yes, sir. 

Mr. CALL. The Senator from Nebraska and the Senator from 
New Hampshire are at cross purposes. The Senator from Ne- 
braska moved to amend the proviso by inserting the words ‘in 
the State of Nebraska.” That cures that difficulty. The inquiry 
of the Senator from New Hampshire is in respect to the languas: 
of the amendment—whether it excludes the employment of any 
portion of this money for the payment of agents and employee 
| and provides that it shall go per capita among the Indians. I do 
| not think that is the intention of the amendment. Perhaps ther 
might be some necessity to amend the language. 

Mr. ALLEN. I simply wish to explain to the Senator from New 
Hampshire that putting the name ‘‘ Nebraska” in the amendment 
embraces all the territery on which the Ponca Indians are to be 
|} found. They are in the Indian Territory, in South Dakota, and 
in Nebraska, and nowhere else. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I understand that very well. The proposi- 
tion of the Senator from Nebraska is quite right. As long as the 
clause stood ‘‘the Ponca Indians,” it provided for them wherever 
they might be found. As soon as the amendment of the commit- 
tee undertook to locate them, of course the Senator from Nebraska 
wanted those in Nebraska included. 

But the amendment of the committee is all wrony. Here ars 
several pages cf appropriations for the support and civilization « 
the Indians. Theappropriations go right along, page after pag 
| paragraph after paragraph, in similar language—for the support 

and civilization, including the pay of employees. Now, here ar: 
| the Ponca Indians. I do not know whether or not the Ponca 











| Indians are entitled to support and civilization. The Senator 
| from Connecticut [Mr. PLatt] intimated to me a few minutes 
| ago that those Indians were not entitled to any appropriation, 
but if they are entitled to an appropriation it is for their support 
and civilization, including the pay of the employees. 
When the Committee on Appropriations say that somuch money 


| shall go as head money toall the members of the tribe, they utterly 
| change the character of the appropriation. Instead of giving the 
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pay the employees to help take care of them, the committee are 
proposing to make a pro rata distribution of $15,000 among the 
members of the tribe. There is no ground shown by the commit- 
tee for making any such change. Why should not the same pro- 
vision be put in the twenty-five or thirty paragraphs? Why should 
not all the amounts that are to be used by the Secretary of the 
Interior for the support and civilization of Indians, in accordance 
with existing methods, be changed, so that they shall be a mere 
money distribution to all the Indians of the tribes, and let them 
et and civilize or uncivilize themselves as they see fit? 

Mr. PLATT. Does the Senator from New Hampshire under- 
stand that the $15,000 is to be taken and divided pro rata among 
all the individual Ponca Indians wherever they may be found? 

Mr. CHANDLER. That isthe language. 

Mr. PLATT. Iask the Senator in charge of the appropriation 
bill if he so understands it? 

Mr. CALL. I donot. I think the language might be made a 
little more definite. 

Mr. PLATT. I think it ought to be, so that there can be no 
possibility of such a construction. 

Mr. CALL. I will say that the language is that of the present 
law for the current year. Itsimply follows thatact. Ithink the 
criticism of the Senator from New Hampshire is correct to some 
extent, and that the proviso should be amended so that the residue, 
after paying for the necessary nog: Se authorized by law, 
should be divided per capita among the Indians. 

The object of the provision, I understand, is to enable the In- 
dians to progress in their civilization, to provide them with nec- 
essary means, sometimes in the line of agriculture, sometimes 
stock, and for such personal uses as may be necessary for persons 
who are beginning to be civilized. I shall not object to making 
the language more definite. It simply follows, however, the 
language of the existing law in this respect. 

Mr. PLATT. I understand from the Senator from New Hamp- 
shire that while I was temporarily out of the Chamber he said he 
understood from me that the Ponca Intlians were not entitled to 
the proposed appropriations. Idid not intend to be so understood. 
What I intended to say was that the appropriation as recom- 
mended by the committee amendment conforms to what has 
hitherto been done for the Ponca Indians; that is, the Indians in 
Kansas and South Dakota have had the benefit of the appropria- 
tion, while the suggestion to include the Ponca Indians in Ne- 
braska is entirely new. I do not know anything about the cir- 
cumstances. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. I should like to inquire of the Senator in 
charge of the bill if this is the only appropriation made for the 
Ponca Indians? Will he also give the number of members of this 
tribe? 

Mr. CALL. I do not find in the report of the Commissioner of 
Indian Affairs for 1893 the number of Ponca Indians. They are 
scattered in several portions of the country, and there is no state- 
ment here that I see as tothe number. It is stated that the num- 
ber of Poncas at the Ponca, Pawnee, and Otoe Agency is 578. 
Those who dress wholly in citizens’ clothes are given at 410; the 
Indians whocan read, 160; the Indians who can use English enough 
for ordinary conversation, 200; dwelling houses built by the In- 
dians themselves during the year,2; those occupied by Indians 
during the year, 100; and Indian apprentices, 5. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. I should like to ask also whether the com- 
mittee amendment intends to divide the money per capita among 
those Indians? 

Mr. CALL. The amendment is intended to provide that after 
paying the —— and agents authorized by law at that agency 
the residue shall be — the Indians per capita to aid them in the 
general business of life. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. Is it to be paid to them in cash? 

Mr. CALL. Oh, yes. 

Mr, PETTIGREW. And not in annuity goods. 

Mr. CALL. It is to be paid to them in moneyas a part of their 
annuity. 

Mr. PEFFER. The wording of the amendment is somewhat 
unfortunate, and I suggest to the Senator from Florida a change. 
I will read the proviso as I propose to change it, and I will then 
suggest to the clerks where the amendment comes in: 

Provided, That this amount be apportioned among the divisions of said tribe 
in the Indian Territory, South Dakota, and Neb a, according to the num- 
ber in each division. 

I submit that that is what the Senator desires. There are quite 
a number of Ponca Indians in the Indian Territory, and quite a 
number in South Dakotaand in Nebraska. I understand the com- 
mittee want to divide a certain sum among the different divisions 
in the different localities. 

Mr. CALL. I think more definite than that-which the Senator 
suggests is the language inse on motion of the Senator from 
Nebraska [Mr. ALLEN]. It reads: 

Provided, That this amount shall be divided pro rata .:nong all the mem- 
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pers en the Indian tribe in the Indian Territory, in South Dakota, and in Ne 
JTASKA. 

In altering this provision we should use language with precision. 
This has been the law for some years. The committee have fol- 
lowed it. There was no suggestion of any change. I have ac- 
cepted the amendment of the Senator from Nebraska because if it 
should prove to be the case that the Nebraska Indians ought not 
to be included we shall have that information from the Secretary 
of the Interior before the bill passes. But in respect to the point 
suggested by the Senator from Kansas the language adopted is 
quite as definite as that which he proposes, dividing the amount 
among all the members per capita in the Indian Territory, in 
South Dakota, and in Nebraska. 

Mr. PEFFER. I understand that the language proposed by the 
committee would be a per capita distribution of the money to the 
individual Indians without reference to their organized body, 
The Ponca Indians in the Indian Territory are,I know, organ- 
ized. They haveagentsthere. They have persons assisting them 
in learning the art of farming, etc. I sappose it is the same way 
in Nebraska and South Dakota. That being true,I understand 
the committee desires to place a certain amount among the sev- 
eral divisions. 

Mr. CALL. Per capita, and payit to the Indians. I submit to 
the Senator from Kansas that there have been great abuses grow- 
ing out of the payment of the money to any others than directly 
to the Indians entitled to it. I suppose for that reason this lan- 
guage has been followed, in order that there might not be any pay- 
ment to persons who would misuse the money, and so that it 
would go direct to the Indians. I submit to the Senator that is a 
better plan than to pay it to the heads of the organization. 

Mr. PEFFER. With this discussion I have no doubt we now 
understand one another. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. This provision to pay these Indians is an 
innovation. Thepractice has been among all the Sioux, and these 
are a ps of the Sioux Indians, to pay them in annuity goods, to 
buy clothing and provisions, and distribute it among them. Why 
is an exception proposed to be made in relation to the Poncas? 
They are no more civilized than the other tribes of Sioux Indians. 
They reside, a part of them, in Nebraska and South Dakota. A 
part of them were removed by force to the Indian Territory many 
years ago. In fact, I think all of them were removed by force. 
Afterwards a portion of them returned overland, refusing to re- 
main in the Indian Territory, but a few did remain. How far 
they may have progressed in civilization I do not know, but as to 
the Poncas of South Dakota and Nebraska, they are no further 
advanced than the other Sioux. 

Iam glad, however, to see the committee adopt this course and 
propose to payin cash. The same rule ought to be applied to 
every Sioux Indian. If we are going to advance them in civiliza- 
tion we must place some responsibility on them; and instead of 
having at every agency a loafers’ camp of 300 or 400 or 3,000 or 
4,000 Indians who simply lie around doing nothing, waiting for 
issue day, we must teach them the use of money and the value of 
its preservation. 

Several years ago the Senate adopted an amendment to the In- 
dian appropriation bill to pay, to commute the rations and issue 
of clothing of these Sioux Totlente and pay them in cash, but the 
Department refuses to take steps to advance these Indians in ciy- 
ilization and in the responsibilities of lite. It continues to herd 
them upon a reservation, keeping them in indolence, feeding and 
clothing them until they have come to think that they are the 
wards of the Government, and that no further effort on their part 
is ever required or will ever be necessary. How are you going to 
make citizens of people who are pursuing a course of that sort? 
How are they, without a y, going to be other than pau- 
pers and mendicants, absolutely dependent upon our support and 
assistance? Civilization can never exist among them. Barbarism 
and worse than barbarism must be their fate. No matter what 
effort your missionaries may make they can give to them nothing 
that will take the place of the ability and the desire to care for 
themselves. 

I say I am glad to see this change with regard to the Poncas, and 
before we get through with the consideration of the bill I shall 
offer amendments to apply the same provision to every Sioux tribe. 
The people of South Dakota are vitally interested in this question. 
These Indians are to become under the Dawes Act citizens of that 
State, entering into our politics, helping to control its affairs, and 
shaping its destiny. Therefore we are interested more than any- 
one else in this country in seeing that they are advanced in civili- 
zation and that they shall learn the value of property and how to 
preserve it. It seems to me after all there is nothing—no educa- 
tion at Carlisle, no education anywhere—that will take the place 
of learning the lesson of frugality. You may take them to Car- 
lisle and varnish them over with a supposed and pretended civili- 
zation, but without learning the value of property and its individual 
ownership they return to the tribe only to sink in many cases, and 
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in almost every instance, lower in the grade of civilization than 
their wild brothers upon the plains. . 

Mr. CALL. I have in my hand the report of the Commissioner 
of Indian Affairs containing the report of the agent in regard to 
the Poncas in Nebraska. The report says: 


The Poncas living near Niobrara, a vill of several hundred inhabitan ts 
partake somewhat of the vices of the border element, but not to the extent 
one would suppose from a people only partially civilized. A few of them, as 
among whites, are scalawags, but the majority of the band do not counte- 
nance rowdyism. The majority are industrious, and cultivate more land and 
care for their crops in a better and more farming-like manner than the San- 
tees. They are good workers, but lack the prudence and foresight of the 
majority of white farmers, apparently thinking that “sufficient unto the 
day is the evil thereof.” They appear to lack in judgment as to the value of 
money or merchandise, and will sometimes ask an exorbitant price for =7 
article they may have for sale; and again, if needing a little r_oney, will al- 
most give a thing away in order to get it. - ; : 

There is improvement in their mode of dealing since taking land in sever- 
alty, and the contact of white farmers is having a good effect. This year, in- 
stead of selling their grass pe the ground for a trifle, they are cutting and 
stacking more hay than any former year and holding it for sale until winter, 
when hay commands a better price. 


The language found in the bill has been in the Indian appropria- 
tion bills for ten years, and according to the report of the agent 
and the report of the Commissioner the provision has worked very 
well. These Indians are improving; they are becoming more self- 
supporting; and from the statements made they have exhibited a 
good deal of economy andskillinfarming. So, Isubmit to the Sena- 
tor from South Dakota it would not be very wise to alter this provi- 
sion, it having been made for ten years and apparently having had a 


good effect. 

Mr. ALLEN. I should like to ask the Senator from Florida 
what he reads from. 

Mr. CALL. I read from the report of the Commissioner of In- 
dian Affairs for 1893. 

Mr. ALLEN. I desire to observe that that is an illustration of 


the falsehoods which get into our Department reports. I person- 
ally know much about these Indians, as does the Senator from 
South Dakota. Their reservation in Nebraska wasin the judicial 
district over which I had the honor to preside, and much of their 
litigation was determined in that court. Ihave been among them. 
I know something about them. I have seen them daily. The 
Ponca Indian in Nebraska is exactly as the Santee Sioux Indian, 
as the Rosebud Sioux, and all the kindred bands up the Missouri 
River. They are all a semicivilized set of people, decidedly shift- 
less, resulting, I dare say, from the manner in which they have 
been treated. They have learned to believe that they have aright 
to depend upon the Government. They cultivate the land to a 
very limited extent. If you give one of them a piece of land he 
cultivates it very indifferently. Frequently he moves off of it 
and goes along the rivers and creeks and begins fishing and trap- 

ing. The statement read from the report by the Senator from 
Florida is wholly incorrect. 


Mr.CALL. lIask the Senator from Nebraska when he was at 
this agency? 
Mr. ALLEN. °I was there less than eighteen months ago. 


Mr.CALL. Can the Senator say that the statement made by 
this agent, that they have cultivated more grass and saved more 

ass and stacked more grass this year than in any previous year, 
1s not true? 

Mr.ALLEN. I can say that, because the grass has not grown 
there to be stacked and cut. 

Mr.CALL. This report was made in 1893. 

Mr.ALLEN. I donot care whether it was made in 1893 or any 
other year. It is not correct. 

Mr.CALL. Does the Senator say there is no grass there at all? 

Mr. ALLEN. There was some grass there that year, but not 
any more than previously. 

Mr. CALL. The report does not state that there was any more. 

Mr. ALLEN. Their lands are not grass lands; they are hill 
lands. They live upon the mountain side. You might call them 
mountains down in Florida. They are most of them uncultivated 
hillsides. Of course you can occasionally find a piece of decent 
land. I want to say to the Senator from Florida that the Ponca 
Indian, like the Santee Sioux and the Brule Sioux and all that 
class of Indians, is a wild man, and you can not make a first-class 
citizen of him. You might as well undertake to tame a prairie 
chicken. A great many of us tried that when we were boys, but 
it can not be done; they will not domesticate, and these Indians 
will not domesticate except in a feeble and partial way. 

Mr. CALL. The Committee on Appropriations have not had 
the advantage of the knowledge of the Senator from Nebraska 
upon this bill for the last ten years, and consequently they have 
made this appropriation as they have provided for other Indians. 
I see nothing in what the Senator says to contradict the statement 
of the agent. It may not bea grass country and yet there may be 
grass saved there, and the Indians may be progressive. That is 
what we have been trying to do with all of them. I see nothing 
in these criticisms on the subject. If it be hopeless to improve 
the Indians let the whole system be abandoned. The language in 
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this a of the appropriation bill is just what has been inserted 
for the last ten years with the approval of all the authorities we 
are in contact with and whom we have any right to consult. 

_ Mr. CHANDLER. I suggested to the Senator from Florida the 
inquiry whether it was intended to make a per capita distribution 
of this money among the members of the Ponca tribe. The Sena- 
tor from Florida says he understands that that is to be the plan, 
and the Senator from South Dakota approves of that method of 
using this money. TheSenator from South Dakota says the same 
rule should be adopted as to all the other appropriations for the 
support and civilization of the various Indian tribes. If that be 
the case, in order to save the pay of employees under the appro- 
priation for the Ponca Indians, I shall move an amendment so as 
to make the proviso read: 

That this amount after paying employees shall be divided per capita among 
all the members of said tribe in the Indian Territory and in South Dakota 
and Nebraska. 

That will make explicit the purpose which the Senator from 
Florida says he desires to accomplish, and it will also save the 
pay of the employees under the appropriation for the Ponca In- 
dians, which would otherwise be taken away by the language of 
the amendment as it stands. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. GALLINGER in the chair), 
Does the Senator from New Hampshire submit that amendment? 

Mr. CHANDLER. Is the amendment ef the Senator from Ne- 
braska to the amendment of the committee pending, or has it 
been adopted? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. 
is informed. 

Mr. CHANDLER. ‘Then I move to insert after the words 
‘*that this amount” the words ‘after paying employees shall be 
divided per capita.” 

Mr. PASCO. May TI ask the Senator from New Hampshire a 
question? 

Mr. CHANDLER. Let the amendment be stated first. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment to the amend- 
ment will be stated. 

The SEcRETARY. After the word ‘‘amount” strike out the 
words ‘‘be divided per capita” and insert ‘“‘after paying em- 
A shall be divided per capita;” so as to make the proviso 
read: 

Provided, That this amount, after paying employees, shall be divided per 
capita among all the members of said tribe in the Indian Territory, South 
Dakota, and in the State of Nebraska. 

Mr. CALL. I suggest to the Senator that he add the words 
‘*authorized by law;” so asto read, ‘‘ employees authorized by law.” 

Mr. CHANDLER. Certainly; that would be right. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment to the amend- 
ment will be so modified. 

Mr.PASCO. Iwishtoask who these employees are, and whether 
there will be any employees in case the money is distributed pro 
rata. I suppose the employees are for the purposes of the mission 
to aid in civilizing the Ponca Indians, but if there is no mission 
and the money is to be divided pro rata what will be the necessity 
to have any employees? 

Mr. CHANDLER. Iwill endeavor to answer the Senator from 
Florida. All these appropriations, as the Senator will notice, for 
these various tribes are for support and civilization, including pay 
of employees. Under the new system there will be employees 
authorized by law, as the Senator from Florida [Mr. Cau] says. 
They will be paid, and they will render such services as, accord- 
ing to the scheme of the Indian Department, may be useful. 
Then, after paying the employees authorized by law, the money 
will be divided per capita among the members of the tribe, which 
the Senator from Florida [Mr. CALL] says is right, which the 
Senator from South Dakota [Mr. PETTIGREW] says is right, and 
on that distinguished authority we ought, I think, to be willing 
to act. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. The Senator from Florida [Mr. Pasco] is 
anxious to know who these employees are. In most instances in 
the State of South Dakota they are farmers sent up from the 
State of Mississippi and other Southern States to teach the In- 
dians, I suppose, how to raise cotton and sweet potatoes. They 
are almost all imported from the Southern States to teach the 
Indians of South Dakota the art of farming. They know nothing 
about the cultivation of the crops of that northern land; and yet 
they are shipped there as pensioners under the present Adminis- 
tration and paid out of the money that belongs to these Indians. 
I could name instance after instance, although I am not certain 
whether any of them came from Florida, and whether they are 
versed in the cultivation of oranges. 

Mr. McLAURIN. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Will the Senator from South 
Dakota yield to the Senator from Mississippi? 

Mr. PETTIGREW. Certainly. 

Mr. McLAURIN. [have just comeintothe Chamber. I want 
to know who was sent to the Senator’s State from Mississippi. 


It has been adopted, the Chair 
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Mr. PETTIGREW. There is a man named Smith who was 


' gent there as Indian agent, and he brought along several cotton 


raisers who have spent most of their time in drinking intoxicating 
liquors. 
fr. McLAURIN. From Mississippi? 

Mr. PETTIGREW. Yes, sir. 

Mr. McLAURIN. From what part of Mississippi? 

Mr. PETTIGREW. _ I do not know. 

Mr. McLAURIN. Then how does the Senator know that he 
came from Mississippi? 

Mr. PETTIGREW. Anywhere in Mississippi. 

Mr. McLAURIN. Iask, how does the Senator know he came 
from Mississippi? 

Mr. PETTIGREW. When we confirmed him the Senator said 
the agent was from Mississippi, and that he was an ex-Confederate 
officer. Perhaps he learned the art of farming in the Confederate 
service. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amend- 
ment of the Senator from New Hampshire to the amendment of 
the committee as amended. 

Mr. CALL. I accept the amendment of the Senator from New 
Hampshire, but I desire to say to my friend the Senator from 
South Dakota that I understand there is only one farmer from the 
South in his State. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. There is one agent and there are several 
farmers. 

Mr. CALL. There is only one farmer, I understand. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing to 
the amendment of the Senator from New Hampshire to the 
amendment of the committee as amended. 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

The amendment as amended was agreed to. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of 
the Committee on Appropriations was, on page 43, line 8, after the 
word ‘‘ Quil-lieh-utes,” to insert ‘‘ Washington; ” soas tomake the 
clause read: 

For support and civilization of the Sul -estelts and Quil-leh-utes, Washing 
ton, including pay of empleyees, $3.0 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 48, line 16, after the word 
** dollars,” to insert ‘‘ one-half of which sum shall be expended by 
the Commissioner of Indian Affairs in procuring permanent homes 
for said Indians;” so as to make the clause read: 

For support, civilization, and instruction of the Seminole Indians in Flor- 
ida, $6,000, one-half of which sum shall be expended the Commissioner of 
Indian Affairs in procuring pet manent homes for sald Indians. 

Mr. PASCO. With reference to the amendment that has just 
been read, I ask that it may be either rejected or else modified. 
This appropriation has been made for several years in behalf of 
the Sania Indians of Florida; it was first made during the Fif- 
tieth Congress. Once before, in 1890, asimilar provision was put in 
the Indian appropriation bill, and it was then proposed thet the 

ropriation beexpended under the discretion of the Secretary of 
the Interior, but since then this appropriation of one-half the money 
forthe purpose of obtaining permanent homes for the Indians has 
been omitted, and the entire $6,000 has been left for general expendi- 
ture. I have here a letter from Hon. F. A, Hendry, a gentleman 
living in the part of the State where the headquarters of the Sem- 
inole Indian Agency are located. He states that the Indians have 
not yet been sufficiently advanced in civilization to accept any 
provision for permanent homes, and he is opposed to an appropri- 
ation of one-half of the money for this purpose. I will state that 
Mr. Hendry is a very prominent citizen of south Florida, that he 
has represented his county in the senate and house of representa- 
tives a number of times, that he has a very thorough knowledge 
of the condition of these Indians, and that his opinion upon this 
subjectis worthy of the highest consideration. ® says: 


Fort Ta#ompson, FuA., December 17, 189%. 


Dear SENATOR: Knowing that you are interested in the Seminole Indians 
of your State, and would do anything looking to their betterment, I address 
‘ou on and in their interest. It oe that $6,000 has been apercpemted for 
he Seminoles of Florida, $3,000 of which is specially ery for locating 
them on lands of their own, homes for them, etc., and $3,000 for the usual ex- 
sof the agency. It is fully demonstrated that the Indians will not con- 
sider for a moment the owning of land and occupying permanent homes. 
The matter of locating the Florida Indians on permanent homes is something 
which must follow a further advanced condition of civilization. Weare doi 
all we can down here to convince these red men the ce of actu 
citizenship and the quater & lands, but they are absolu me oupeoed to it; 
they clonal want to be left entirely alone to enjoy the old cherished habits 
and customs. Dr. J. E. Breatit, our agent, [ ‘ieve to be in dead earnest, 
and withala very efficient man, and has done considerable labor among the 
Seminoles, and no doubt has taken the initiatory step toward bringing the 
Indians to consider the propriety of education and civilization. He needs to 
be among them all the time, at homes, and havé all the freedom which 
the Department can ae or him. The whole of the $6,000 should be ap- 
lied in field work and for defray its incident expenses,as it can not 
»e used for the purpose designated. ill you kindly see the Commissioner 
and speak of this matter and see if there be some way to apply the funds as 
above 8 * Tam here on the ground and know whereof 1 speak. | 
could go into details, but 1 deem it unnecessary, as you and I talked 
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this matter over two years ago and you are fully advised of the condition of 
affairs down here. 
* * * “+ * * 


* 
F. A. HENDRY. 
Hon. SAMUEL PASCco, 
United States Senate, Washington, D. C. 


Mr. COCKRELL. I suggest that the amendment read, “to be 
expended in the discretion of the Commissioner of Indian Affairs.” 

Mr. PASCO. Iwas going to ask that we go back to the lan- 
guage used in 1890, to strike out “by the Commissioner of Indian 
Affairs” and insert ‘in the discretion of the Secretary of the In- 
terior;” so that it will read: 

One-half of which shall be expended, in the discretion of the Secretary of 
the Interior, in procuring permanent homes for said Indians. 

That is the language that was used in the act of 1890. 

Mr. COCKRELL. All right. 

Mr. PASCO. I wish to state also that a joint resolution was 
passed by the legislature of Florida relative to the donation of 
certain lands there for their benefit. The State of Florida has 
been engaged in this effort to persuade the Indians to accept per- 
manent homes, but I understand that up to the present time it has 
been without success. I will ask that the joint resolution be also 
printed with my remarks. 

The VICE-P ESIDENT. Itis so ordered, without objection. 

The joint resolution is as follows: 

Joint resolution relative to the donation of certain swamp and overflowed 
lands to the Seminole Indians in south Florida. 

Whereas the Seminole Indians in south Florida have no lands that can be 
called their own upon which they can settle permanently, for p s of 
homestead and cultivation, without fears of disturbance and molestation; and 

Whereas it is deemed a matter of public policy and justice to encourage 
them to become educated and to interest them in securing permanent homes 
for themselves and their children: Therefore, be it 

Resolved by the legislature of the State of Florida, SnctT?von 1, That the board 
of trustees of the internal improvement fund be, and are hereby, anthorized 
to set apart not to exceed 5,000 acres of the land donated by act of Congress 
of September 28, 1850, for the sole and permanent use and benefit of the Semi- 
nole in south Florida. 

Suc. 2. Be it further resolved, That the said lands shall be conveyed to three 
trustees and their successors, to be appointed by the governor, in trust for 
said Indians. 

Suc. 3. Be it further resolved, That the trustees so appointed shall select 
said lands and shall endeavor to induce said Indians to enter upon and culti- 
vate the same, and the said trustees shall carry out the purposes of said trust 
without e to the State of Florida or to the said Seminole Indians. 

Appro June 8, 1991. 

Mr. PASCO. I move to amend the committee's amendment by 
striking out, in line 17, the words “by the Commissioner of Indian 
Affairs” and inserting the words “in the discretion of the Secre- 
tary of the Interior;” so as to make the clause read: 

For support, civilization, and instruction of the Seminole Indians in Flor- 
ida, $6,000, one-half of which sum shal] be expended in the discretion of the 
Secretary of the Interior in procuring permanent homes for said Indians. 

Mr. CALL. Mr. President, I know Mr. Asbury Hendry, the 
author of the letter read by my colleague, and I desire to say that 
he is one of the most benevolent and intelligent men to be found 
in any country; that he has been quite a prominent man in the 
public history of the State of Florida and has interested himself 
very much in the civilization of these Indians. He obtained a 
young Indian with great difficulty and took him from his tribe 
and educated him and taught him the English language and 
something of a trade. He found, however, that this Indian, after 
being educated, preferretl very naturally to go and remain 
amongst his own people. 

Mr. Hendry and his family have been especially prominent in 
interesting themselves for the general advancement of the Indians 
in that State. They have in connection with an Indian society of 
the ladies of his part of the State and of the northern States made 
some very considerable efforts toward establishing schools and 
teaching the Indians to engage in farming and other occupations, 
and I understand with some success. 

Some of these Indians, especially those who formerly lived in 
the neighborhood of Bartow, Fila., built houses for themselves 
and are hardly distinguishable from white people in their habits. 
But rmaost of them are still roaming people, living in the Ever- 
glades. The State of Florida has no lands except the swamp and 
overflowed lands, which, as the act prescribes, have thereby been 
rendered unfit for cultivation, and which are required by the act 
to be devoted to the purposes of reclamation. But these Indians 
live in thatcountry. Their number isunknown. They are vari- 
ouslyestimated by Mr. Hendry and others, who are the best author- 
ity on the subject, at from 300 to 500 people—men, women, and 
children. Thecountry is being settled; they are being encroached 
upon and something should be done for them. 

Years ago, finding that they were entirely neglected by the Fec- 
eral Government and being only a small remnant of the tribr, 
the treaty providing that when thev emigrated to the West they 
should become the recipients of an annuity with the other In- 
dians, and finding that although these Indians in Florida had not 
emigrated to the West, the annuity provided to be paid in the event 
of their removal was being paid to the Indians in the West, I ob- 
tained thisappropriation of $6,000 for their benefit. It has been con- 
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tinned from year to year, sometimes extended and sometimes not; 
but I believe that there is considerable progress being made now 
in the civilization of those Indians. Very soon they must be put 
upon homes, and they need the supervision and protection of the 
Government of the United States. They are, comparatively, chil- 
dren, and have more or less of the vices of civilization when they 
come in contact with them; but it is necessary to the welfare of 
the white people and the Indians themselves that this money 
should be expended, and judiciously expended. 

I think, differing from Mr. Hendry, for whose judgment I have 
very great respect, that it is important that homes should be ob- 
tained for them, and that they should be taught to live in those 
homes. A railroad has now been extended right into their coun- 
try down to Lake Worth, nearly to Fort Jupiter, and that lies 
parallel to the great swamp and overflowed region, which has 
within it, I am told, some four or five hundred thousand acres of 
dry and arable land. I have never been there, but that is the in- 
formation I have in regard to it. 

As for this appropriation I am entirely content with the sugges- 
tion of my colleague that it should be made as it was originally, 
to be expended in the discretion of the Secretary of the Interior. 

Mr. COCKRELL. In line 17 the second word “shall” should 
be stricken ont and the word ‘‘ may” substituted. 

Mr. PASCO. I was about to make that suggestion. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment to the amend- 
ment will be so modified. 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

The amendment as amended was agreed to. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of 
the Committee on Appropriations was, on page 43, line 19, after 
the words *‘ Devils Lake,” to insert ‘ North Dakota;” in line 21, 
before the word “thousand,” to strike out “ten” and insert 
‘“twelve,” and in the same line, after the word “ dollars,” to in- 
sert ‘‘ of which sum $7,000 shall be immediately available;” so as 
to make the clause read: 

For support and civilization of Sioux of Devils Lake, North Dakota, includ- 
ing pay of employees, and for the purchase of seeds, $12,000, of which sum 
$7,000 shall be immediately available. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 43, line 23, before the word 
‘‘support,” to insert ‘‘ temporary;” in line 24, before the word 
‘‘thousand,” to strike out ‘‘ten,” and insert “five,” and in the 
same line, after the word ‘‘ dollars,” to insert ‘‘to be immediately 
available;” so as to make the clause read: 

For temporary support and civilization of Sioux, Medawakanton band, in 
Minnesota, $5,000, to be immediately available. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 44, line 1, after the word “‘ In- 
dians,” to insert ‘‘Washington;” so as to make the clause read: 

For support and civilization of the S’Klallam Indians, Washington, includ- 
ing pay of employees, $1,500. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 44, line 4, after the word “ In- 
dians,” to insert ‘‘ Indian Territory;” so as to make the clause 
read: 

For support and civilization of Tonkawa Indians, Indian Territory, and for 
seeds and agricultural implements, $4,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 44, line 8, after the word 
‘*tribes,” to insert ‘‘Oregon;” so as to make the clause read: 

For support and civilization of the Walla Walla,Cayuse, and Umatilla tribes, 
Oregon, including pay of employees, $6,500. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 45, line 2, before the word 
‘* dollars,” to insert ‘‘ five hundred;” so as to make the clause read: 

Colorado: For general incidental expenses of the Indian service, including 
traveling expenses of agents, $1,500. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 47, after line 3, to strike out: 

The Secretary of the Interior is hereby authorized and directed to pay to 
the Stockbridge Indians, per capita, one-half of the trust fund now to their 
credit in the United States Treasury, and heretofore appropriated, when the 
allotment to their lands shall have been completed. 

Mr, MITCHELL of Wisconsin. I hope the committee will not 
insist on this amendment. The paragraph proposed to be stricken 
out directs the Secretary of the Interior to pay to the Stockbridge 
Indians one-half of the trust funds now to their credit in the 
United States Treasury when the allotment of their lands shall 
have been completed. It seems to me that is a very proper para- 
graph to be retained in the bill. If carried out it will avoid delay 
and much unnecessary irritation. The allotment in severalty I 
believe will be completed in some six months, and people who are 
entitled to their money ought to be paid promptly, in my opinion. 

Mr. COCKRELL. the Secretary of the Interior recom- 
mend this appropriation? 

_ Mr. MITCHE L of Wisconsin. Asitis contained in the bill as 
it came from the House of Representatives, I suppose he does. 


Mr. COCKRELL. I do not know. We struck it out in com- 
mittee because we did not have one particle of information in 
regard to it. The fact that it is put in the bill by the House of 
Representatives does not show that the Secretary of the Interior 
has recommended it. We proposed to strike it out in order that 
it might be in conference. If the Senator can show that the Sec- 
retary of the Interior has recommended it, that will be all right. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Wisconsin. I assume he did, or it would 
not be in the bill as it came from the other House. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Wecan not presume that anything which 
is in the bill has been recommended, but we must take the rec- 
ommendation of the Secretary of the Interior when he makes his 
mpert as it a in the print. 

r. MITCHELL of Wisconsin. Whether he does or not, it 
— to me this is a very proper paragraph to be retained in the 
vill. 

Mr. CALL. I suggest that the paragraph be passed over until 
we can ascertain what the facts are in regard to it. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will be passed 
over for the present. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of 
the Committee on Appropriations was, on page 47, line 18, to 
strike out ‘‘ That the Secretary of the,” and insert at the begin- 
ning of a new paragraph the words ‘‘ That the Secretary of the;” 
in line 20, after the word ‘‘ Indian,” to strike out the word “ in- 
terpreter” and insert ‘‘inspector,” and on page 48, line 1, before 
the word ‘‘the” to insert ‘‘of;” so as to make the clause read: 


That the Secretary of the Interior is hereby authorized and directed to de- 
tail or employ-an Indian inspector to take a census of the Pottawatom‘e In 
dians of Indiana and Michigan who are entitled to a certain sum of money 
appropriated by Congress to satisfy a judgment of the Court of Claims in 
favor of said Indians. And for the purpose of making the payment to the 
Pottawatomie Indians of Indiana and Michigan of the $104,426 appropriated 
by the last Congress to satisfy a judgment of the Court of Claims, there is 
hereby appropriated the sum of $1,000. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. JAMES 
KERR, its Clerk, announced that the House had passed the bill 
(H. R. 5260) granting an increase of pension to Thomas Corigan; 
in which it requested the concurrence of the Senate. 


ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


The message also announced that the Speaker of the House had 
signed the following enrolled bills; and they were thereupon 
signed by the Vice-President: 

A bill (S. 1483) to correct the military record of Elisha B. Bas- 


| sett; 


A bill (H. R. 4693) forthe promotion of anatomical science, and to 
prevent the desecration of graves in the District of Columbia; and 

A bill (H. R. 5624) to authorize the Oklahoma Central Railroad 
to construct and operate a railway through the Indian and Okla- 
homa Territories, and for other purposes. 


HENRY HALTEMAN—VETO MESSAGE. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate the following 
message from the President of the United States; which was read: 
To the Senate; 


I return herewith without approval Senate bill No. 1526, entitled ‘“‘An act 
for the relief of Henry Halteman.” 

This bill directs the Secretary of War “to grant an honorable discharge 
from the United States service to Henry Halteman, late of Company F, Sec 
ond United States Artillery.” 7 

It is conceded that this soldier enlisted in the Regular Army on the 18th 
day of December, 1860, for the term of five years, and that he deserted on 
the 18th day of August, 1865. The only excuse or palliation offered for his 
offense is found in the statement that his desertion was provoked by his 
company being ordered to California so near the termination of his enlist- 
ment that his term would have expired before or soon after his company 
could have reached California, and “that his return would have been both 
tedious and somewhat perilous, if not expensive.” 

The fact must not be overlooked that this soldier enlisted in the Regular 
Army and that his term had no relation to the duration of the war or the 
immediate need of the Government for troops at the time of his desertion 
The morale and discipline of the Regular Army is therefore directly involved 
in the peepee legislation. 

The soldier's name remained on the records of the War Department as a 
deserter at large for twenty-three years, and until the year 1888. In August 
of that year application was made to the Department for the removal of the 
charge of desertion against him, which was refused on the ground that it was 
not shown that such charge was founded in error. Thereupon he applied for 
a discharge without character, as it is called, as of the date of his desertion 
This was granted on the 2ist day of September, 1888. Such discharges, which 
were not uncommon at that time, omitted the certificate of character which 
entitled the soldier to reenlistment. 

In 1892 a bill similar to that now under consideration was referred to 
Adjutant-General of the Army and was returned with an adverse report 

The record of the War Department on the subject of this soldier's separa- 
tion from the Army is ahethately correct as it stands; and no sufficient rea 
son is apparent why another record should be substituted. If this deserter 
is to be allowed an honbvrable discharge I do not see why every deserter should 
not be absolved from the consequences of his unfaithfulness 

The effect of this bill if it should become a law would be to allow the bene 
ficiary not only a pensionable status, but arrears of pay and clothing allow 
ances up to the date of his desertion, and travel allowance from the place of 
his desertion to the place of his enlistinent 

It is not denied that all these things have been justly forfeited by deliberate 
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and inexcusable desertion. In the case presented, it seems to me that the 


taining the discipline 
and efficiency of the Army ought not to be set aside. 
GROVER CLEVELAND. 
EXECUTIVE MANSION, February 20, 1895. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is, Shall the bill pass, 
the objections of the President of the United States to the contrary 
notwithstanding? 

Mr. MANDERSON. Mr. President, I suggest that the veto 
message be referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, and that 
it be printed together with the bill. 

That case received a very fair and full consideration by the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. The alleged desertion of this soldier 
was after four years of service during the war of the rebellion. It 
is true he served in aregularregiment. Thatregiment at the close 
of the war, when the war of the rebellion was over, was ordered 
to California. Before it could have been possible that he could 
have reached the place to which the regiment was ordered his 
term of service would have expired. It seemed to the committee 
that it was a case which called for the equitable consideration of 
Congress. 

I move that the veto message and the bill be printed and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Military Affairs for its consideration. 

The motion was agreed to. 


HOUSE BILL REFERRED, 


The bill (H. R. 5260) granting an increase of pension to Thomas 
Corigan was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee 
on Pensions. 

INDIAN APPROPRIATION BILL. 


The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the con-- 
sideration of the bill (H. R.8479) making appropriations for cur- 
rent and contingent expenses of the Indian Department and ful- 
filling treaty stipulations with various Indian tribes for the fiscal 
year ending June 30, 1896, and for other purposes. 

The reading of the bill was resumed at line 5 on page 48, and 
continued to line 12 on page 54, 

Mr. COCKRELL. On page 54, line 12, I move to strike out the 
words ‘herein amended” and insert “hereinafter provided;” so 
as to read: 

That said agreement be, and the same is hereby, accepted, ratified, and 
confirmed as hereinafter provided. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of 
the Committee on Appropriations was, in Article VIII of the agree- 
ment, relative to the cession of the lands of Wichita and affiliated 
bands of Indians, on page 56, line 4, after the word ‘“‘after,” to 
strike out ‘‘ three years” and insert ‘‘one year;” so as to read: 

Provided, That said lands shall not be opened to settlement until after one 
year after said allotments are made to the Indians. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 56, line 19, after the word 
‘ be,” to strike out ‘‘covered into the Treasury and placed to the 
credit of the said Wichita and affiliated bands of Indians” and 
insert ‘‘deposited in the Treasury subject to the judgment of the 
court in the suit herein provided for, less 6 per cent of said money, 
but not to exceed $15,000, to be retained in the Treasury to the 
credit and subject to the drafts of the legal representatives of the 
said Indians’ late delegate, Luther H. Pike, deceased;” so as to 
make the clause read: 

That as fast as the lands opened for settlement under this act are sold, the 
money received from such sales shall be deposited in the Treasury subject to 
the judgment of the court in the suit herein provided for, less 6 per cent of 
said money, but not to exceed $15,000, to be retained in the Treasury to the 
credit and subject to the drafts of the legal representative of the said {n- 
dians’ late delegate, Luther H. Pike, deceased: Provided, That no part of said 
money shall be paid to said Indians until the question of title to the same is 
fully settled. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was,in line 8, page 57, before the word 
“court” to strike out the words ‘‘ United States;” so as to read: 

That as the Choctaw and Chickasaw nations claim to have some right, 
title, and interest in and to the lands ceded by the foregoing treaty, as soon 
as the same are abandoned by said Wichita and affiliated bands of Indians, 
jurisdiction be, and is hereby, conferred upon the Court of Claims to hear 
and determine the said claim of the Choctaws and Chickasaws and to render 
judgment thereon. : 

Mr. COCKRELL. Imove to amend the amendment by strik- 
ing out the word ‘‘ treaty,” in line 6, and inserting ‘‘ agreement,” 
as we no longer make treaties, but agreements. After the word 
‘‘treaty” I move to strike out ‘‘as soon as the same are aban- 
doned by said Wichita and affiliated bands of Indians.” The land 
can not be abandoned by them when they give it up by agreement. 

The Secretary. In line 6, page 57, strike out “treaty, as soon 
as the same are abandoned by said Wichita and affiliated bands 
of Indians” and insert ‘‘agreement;” so as to read: 

That as the Choctaw and Chickasaw nations claim to have some right, title, 


and interest in and to the lands ceded by the foregoing agreement, jurisdic- 
tion be, and is hereby, conferred, etc. 


Mr. PLATT. Why does not the Senator propose to strike out 
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the words ‘‘as soon as the same are abandoned by said Wichita 
and affiliated bands of Indians?” 

Mr. COCKRELL. Simply because the land can not be aban- 
doned, practically. It was at the suggestion of the chairman of 
the Committee on Indian Affairs and after conference with him 
that I moved the amendment. Those words make the provision 
unmeaning. 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to, 

The amendment as amended was agreed to. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of 
the Committee on Appropriations was, on page 57, line 23, after the 
word ‘‘ precedence,” to strike out the additional proviso, as follows: 

And provided further, That nothing in this act shall be accepted or con- 
strued as a confession that the United States admit that the Choctaw and 
Chickasaw nations have any claim to or interest in said lands or any part 
thereof. 

Mr. ALLISON. Isuggest to the chairman of the committee 
that those words be not stricken out. My recollection of the 
whole case is that the Choctaws and Chickasaws have a very 
shadowy and nebulous claim, if any, to these lands. In view of 
the fact that we are providing special legislation for them, it 
seems to me well enough to put in a sort of protest here against 
their claim by saying that although we do give them this extra- 
ordinary jurisdiction and power to test their title we do not 
thereby admit that they have any title. 

Mr. COCKRELL. The Senator will remember very distinctly 
that it is an old and controverted question as to whether they 
have rights or not. It has been passed upon by the Senate and 
the Senate has made appropriations to pay certain sums. This is 
to be construed and is intended doubtless to be construed as a 
declaration that the United States disclaims anything of the sort. 
That very question, if the Senator will read the first part of the 
clause, is submitted to the court: 

That as the Choctaw and Chickasaw Nations claim to have some right, 
title, and interest in and to the lands ceded by the fore ing agreement, ju- 
risdiction be, and is hereby, conferred upon the Court of Claims to hear and 
determine the said claim. 

I want to add a word there which I forgot to putin. In line 9, 
I wish to insert after ‘‘ said ” the;word “ alleged;” so as to read ‘‘ the 
said alleged claim.” It is a claim merely of the Choctaws and 
Chickasaws. The paragraph provides that the court is— 

To render judgment thereon, it being the intention of this act to allow said 
Court of Claims jurisdiction, so that the rights, legal and equitable, of the 
United States, and the Choctaw and Chickasaw nations, and the Wichita and 
affiliated bands of Indians in the premises, shall be fully considered and deter- 
mined, and to try and determine all questions that may arise on behalf of 
either party in the hearing of said claim. 

It would be unjust for the United States to undertake to put 
in a disclaimer that the parties have any right. The Senator 
from Iowa will remember that the subcommittee reported an 
amendment proposing a little more distinct declaration than this, 
and after some controversy and the consumption of some time in 
the committee the whole clause was stricken out. It would be 
unjust for this clause to be stricken out and no consideration 
be given to the other. Let the proviso be stricken out and the 
matter goes into conference. 

Mr. LISON. I suggest to the Senator from Missouri that in 
line 6, page 57, after the word “‘ agreement,” which was substituted 
for ‘‘ treaty,” the words ‘‘ not admitted by the United States” be 
inserted. Then the proviso could go out, and it would give notice 
to the Chickasaws and Choctaws that we do not admit that they 
have any claim. 

Mr. COCKRELL, Ifthe United States admitted it, what would 
be the necessity of a suit? 

Mr. ALLISON. Does the Senator from Missouri mean to ad- 
mit that they have a claim? 

Mr. COCKRELL. No. We say they claim to have, and we 
authorize the court to settle it. I have no objection, however, if 
the Senator desires it, to inserting after the word ‘* agreement” 
the words ‘‘ not admitted by the United States.” 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. The Senator from [owa certainly 
does not say the Chickasaws and the Choctaws do not claim some- 
thing in this connection. 

Mr. ALLISON. No; I donot. I know they claim it. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. That is all this provision asserts. 

Mr. ALLISON. I suggest that we insert the words ‘ which 
claim is not admitted by the United States.” 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. There is no objection, certainly, to 
those words being inserted, because it is controverted by the Gov- 
ernment. 

Mr. ALLISON. I think something of that sort ought to go in. 

Mr. COCKRELL. ‘But not admitted by the United States;” 
soas to read: 

That as the Choctaw and Chickasaw nationsclaim to have some right, title, 
and interest in and to the lands ceded by the foregoing treaty eement, but 


not admitted by the United States, jurisdiction be, and is hereby, conferred 
upon the Court of Claims to hear and determine the said claim. 


Mr. ALLISON. The Senator from Kansas [Mr. PEFFER] sug- 
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ts to me that we insert ‘“‘which claim is controverted by the 
nited States.” 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. That is correct. 

Mr. ALLISON. Then the proviso can go out. 

Mr. COCKRELL. That is all right. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. After the word “agreement” in line 6, page 
57, insert the words ‘‘ which claim is controverted by the United 
States;” so as to read: 

That as the Choctaw and Chickasaw nations claim to have some right, title, 
and interest in and to the lands ceded by the foregoing agreement, which 
claim is controverted by the United States, jurisdiction be, and is hereby 
conferred upon the Court of Claims to hear and determine the said claim of 
the Choctaws and Chickasaws and to render judgment thereon. 

The amendment was agreed to. aa 

Mr. COCKRELL. Now, let us dispose of the amendment in line 
28, to strike out the proviso. , 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 
committee amendment to strike out the additional proviso begin- 


ning in line 23. 
The amendment was a d to. 
The reading of the bill was continued to line 11 on page 58. 


Mr. COCKRELL. In line 9, page 58, I move to strike out the 
word ‘Indians ” and insert ‘‘ nations,” and after the word “ upon,” 
in the same line, strike out the word “‘his;” so as to read: 

And said petition may be verified by the authorized re, agents, or 
attorney of said nations upon information and belief as to the existence of 
such facts, and no other statement or verification shall be necessary. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of 
the Committee on Appropriations was,on page 58, line 14, after 
the word ‘‘ barred,” to insert: 

And provided further, That it shall be the duty of the Attorney-General of 
the United States, within ten days after the filing of said petition, to give no- 
tice to said Wichitas and affiliated bands through theagents, delegates, attor- 
neys, or other representatives of said bands that said bands are made defend- 
ants in said suit, of the pu of said suit, that they are required to make 
answer to said petition, and that Congress has, in accordance with Article V 
of said agreement, adopted this method of determining their compensation, if 
any. Andthe answer of the Wichitas and affiliated bands shall state the facts 
on which they rely for compensation, and may be verified by their agents, 
delegates, attorneys, or other representatives upon their information and 
belief as to the existence of such facts, and no other statement or verification 
shall be necessary; And provided also, That said Wichitas and affiliated bands 
shall file their answer in said suit within sixty ore after they shall receive 
from the Attorney-General of the United States the notice herein provided 
for, unless further time is nted by the court, and in the event of failure to 
answer they may be barred from all claim in the premises aforesaid. 2 

The said Court of Claims shall receive and consider as evidence in the suit 
everything which shall be deemed by said court necessary to aid it in deter- 
mining the questions presented, and tending to shed light on the claim, rights, 
and equities of the parties litigant, and issue rules on any Department of the 
Government therefor if nec ‘ 

It is hereby further provided that said Choctaw and Chickasaw nations 
may, atany time before the rendition of final judgment in said case by the 
Court of Claims, negotiate with the commissioners appointed under section 
16 of the act of Congress approved the 3d day of March, 1893 (27 Stat., page 
645), or with any successor or successors in said commission, for the settlement 
of the said matters involved in said suit, and move the suspension of such ac- 
tion until such negotiation shall be accepted or rejected by Congress; such 
settlement, however, to be made with the concurrence of the Secretary of 
the Interior and Attorney-General of the United States. ,. 

Mr. ALLISON, This israthera complicated case, and I confess 
that Iam notas familiar with it as I ought to be. I should like 
to inquire of the chairman of the committee what is the contro- 
versy that is to be finally disposed of here as to the money obli- 
gation of the United States. On page 54 of the bill we agree to 
pay the Wichitas $1.25 per acre for so much of said land as is not 
required for allotment. I take it that this isin pursuance of ar- 
ticle 5 of ,the treaty, wherein it is agreed ‘that the question as 
te what sum of money, if any, shall be paid to said Indians for 
such surplus lands shall be submitted to the Congress of the 
United States”—— ; 

Mr. COCKRELL. Certainly. 

Mr. ALLISON. ‘The decision of Congress thereon to be final 
and binding upon said Indians.” The claim of the Choctaw and 
Chickasaw nations is to be determined by this inquiry, and if it 
shall appear that they have a title to those lands and that that 
title is of value, will the award, whatever it may be, come out of 
the $1.25 per acre? 

Mr. COCKRELL. Unquestionably. 

Mr. ALLISON. And it will not be a charge on the Govern- 
ment of the United States in addition; that is, $1.25 is the full 
price of the land. I do not see where that is made quite clear in 
these amendments, taking them altogether. I shall be glad if the 
Senator will point out just where it appears that whatever sum 
may be found to be due the Choctaws and Chickasaws shall be 
taken out of the price provided for. 

Mr. COCKRELL. suggest to the Senator that he read the 
provision on page 56, beginning with line 17. 

Mr. ALLISON. Does that provide that thissum shall be taken 
out of the price which we have fixed as to the value of the land? 

ere in this agreement do the Wichitas agree that whatever sum 
may be due or found to be due the Choctaws and Chickasaws 
shall thus be taken? 
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Mr. JONES of Arkansas. In the agreement made between the 
Wichitas and the United States nothing is said about the claim of 
the Chickasaws and Choctaws to those lands. The point as to 
whether the whole $1.25 shall go to the Wichitas or whether they 
have any title to the land, whether they have any claim or not, is 
referred to the court under the provisions of the pending bill 
for the court to determine about what “proportion of it belongs to 
the Chickasaws and Choctaws and what belongs tothe Wichitas— 
how much toeach. That is exactly the point to be submitted to 
the court, and Congress will take no final action on it until the 
court decides. The money is to be deposited when the sale is made 
subject to the judgment of the court. 

Mr. ALLISON. Solunderstand. The total result of these pro- 
ceedings will be that we have agreed to pay $1.25 per acre to the 
Wichitas for their land, all of which may be taken away by the 
decision of the courts, so that they will not receive anything. There 
is great reason to fear that, because, as I understand 

r. JONES of Arkansas. Will the Senator from Iowaallow me 
to call his attention to the point that the agreement is to pay the 
Indians whatever sum of money is due them,if any. That propo- 
sition goes through it all the way. There is no admission in the 
agreement that we owe the Wichitas anything at all. 

Mr. ALLISON. Very well. 

Mr. PLATT. Willthe Senator from Iowa allow me a moment? 

Mr. ALLISON. Yes, sir. 

Mr. PLATT. Iwill state that when the commissioners who 
negotiated the agreement met the Wichita Indians, I understand, 
although I may be mistaken about it, they offered to agree with 
the Indians that the United States should pay them 50 cents an 
acre for their rights in those lands. The Wichitas were not satis- 
tied with that, but offered to take 80 centsan acre. I do not pre- 
tend to be accurate, but this is my recollection. The commis- 
sioners and the Wichitas being unable to agree, the whole matter 
was to be left to Congress to say how much should be paid to the 
Wichitas for their rights. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. If any. 

Mr. PLATT. Ifany. But the Wichitas certainly understood 
they were to get 50 cents or more when they entered into the agree- 
ment with the commissioners. 

Mr. ALLISON. I will ask the Senator from Arkansas, the 
chairman of the Committee on Indian Affairs, whether this gen- 
eral adjustment will not in the end lead to trouble from the fact 
that in a similar case, if I am not mistaken, we have already paid 
$1.25 an acre to the Choctaws and Chickasaws. I remember that 
we had a controversy here some years ago as to a claim of 
$3,000,000; and it was claimed then, and I think argued with much 
force, that the Choctaws and Chickasaws had no interest what- 
ever in those lands. Yet we made an appropriation of $3,000,000, 
or $1.25 an acre, for land situated, I understand, very similar to 
these lands, if it was not in the same situation. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. It was the same claim exactly. 

Mr. PLATT. After we had paid the Cheyennes and Arapahoes. 

Mr. ALLISON. After we had already paid another tribe for 
their interest. Now, we havemade a contract with the Wichitas, 
who claim, I understand, under two titles. First, they claim that 
the United States had no authority to cede those lands to the 
Choctaws and Chickasaws or to the Five Civilized Tribes; that 
they held a possessory right to those lands before the cession by the 
United States, and that therefore they have a title paramount, if 
I may use that term in connection with Indian tribes, to the title 
of the Choctaws and Chickasaws. 

Then it was also claimed, as I remember—I wish only that the 
matter may be thoroughly understood—that the United States 
had purchased and paid for all the right, title, and interest of the 
Choctaws and Chickasaws to those lands. Yet it is proposed that 
we shall pay for all these titles and all these interests, I under- 
stand, $1.25 an acre, and that the parties or tribes or nations that 
are to receive the money are to be subjected to a final decision of 
the Court of Claims, with an appeal to the Supreme Court. 

I am not quite sure that such an arrangement will be satisfactory 
to any of the Indians unless the decision shall be favorable to them. 
In other words, the Choctaws and Chickasaws, unless we give 
them $1.25 an acre, as we have given them $1.25 an acre for other 
lands similarly situated, will be dissatisfied. If it turns out that 
we are to give the Wichitas no more money and are only to allow 
them their allotments of land, as provided for in the treaty, 
surely they will be dissatisfied. I merely suggest that there are 
difficulties in this general arrangement which it seems to me 
may lead us into trouble in the future. I shall be glad to have the 
Senator from Arkansas or the Senator from Connecticut, both of 
whom are familiar with the whole matter, to explain what will 
be the effect and result of this proceeding. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. In the case to which the Senator 
from Iowa alludes the discussion about the Cheyenne and Ara- 
pahoe lands was continued here for a couple of days, and then 
mainly on questions of law. The Senator from Massachusetts, 
Mr. Dawes, agreed with me in the belief that the Cheyennes and 
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Arapahoes had a possessory right to those lands, and that the 
Chickasaws and Choctaws had an equity, a claim against the Gov- 
ernment for the use of the lands whenever they were devoted to 
any other purpose than possession and occupation by Indians. 

The Senator from Iowa and the Senator from Connecticut dif- 
fered with us. We had considerable debate. It was a question 
of law that could have been better settled in court than in the 
Senate. It seems to me that the very difficulties which were then 
presented here and occupied the attention of the Senate for two 
or three days should and could wisely be transferred to a judicial 
tribunal where those questions can be‘carefully, impartially, and 
completely looked into and examined and determined on judicial 
grounds by a judgment of the court. It seems to me that this 
proposition iseminently wise. Here are the conflicting interests of 
the Choctaws and the Chickasaws in this case with the Wichitas 
and the claim of title which the Wichitas have, whatever it may 
be, they claiming title in two ways, as the Senator from Iowa has 
suggested, but specifying in this article a possessory right, and it 
seems to me that it is proper that a court shall determine just what 
= sents of those parties are and that a judgment shall be ren- 

ered. 

I have no doubt the Senator is right in saying that if a decision 
should be rendered against either of those tribes the tribe against 
whom it is rendered will be dissatisfied. I have never yet seen an 
individual who when a decision was rendered against him in court 
was satisfied with it. That is the common lot of humanity. If 
the decision should be against the Government of the United 
States, it seems to me there will probably be dissatisfaction with 
it in some quarters. It is what we are to expect. How we can 
have a judicial question of this kind settled in any manner more 
wisely than to have it done by our own courts, under the rules of 
law that prevail here, I confess I can not imagine. . 

Mr. ALLISON. The Indians are willing to submit the ques- 
tion to the court? 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I understand they are perfectly will- 
ing. 

Mr. PLATT. Does the Senator from Iowa ask as to the Wich- 
itas? 

Mr. ALLISON. Yes. 

Mr. PLATT. Ido not think they have been consulted. 

Mr. ALLISON. I donot see how we shall get the Wichitas into 
our courts unless they are willing. 

Mr. CALL. Mr. President, I think there is much force in the 
suggestion of the Senator from Iowa. There are 88 —— in this 
body, each of whom is equal if not superior to the judges to whom 
this case will be referred. I do not see what greater sanction can 
be given to the opinion of the five gentlemen who compose that 
court than to the opinion of 88 judges here. 

But outside of that matter, it is not the province of the judicial 
department to consider questions of the exercise of sovereign leg- 
islative power. It is not within their prepare to say what are 
the equitable considerations which shall influence the judgment 
and legislation of this body, and manifestly this is a question of 
equitable right. While it may be to the convenience of the Sen- 
ate to nave judges ascertain by processes of law and the com- 
parison of testimony the facts to be submitted to this body, I for 
one protest against the practice which prevails here of substi- 
tuting the judgment of any court or any individual for that of 
the representatives of the States and the people under the Consti- 
tution of the country. 

This is a case of purely equitable consideration. There is not 
a question of legal title or right in this matter. The Indians hold 
by equitable right. They hold possession under concession of the 
United States because of considerations of rights and ay and 
not upon propositions which involve at all a title derived from the 
sovereign owner of the fee. We found the Indians in possession 
of this country. We acknowledged, with some want of logic and 
correct reasoning, that that was a title by occupancy. Still, it 
was a title, not a fee, and, as the lawyers say, but aright of occu- 
pation which should not be disturbed by this reer. Now, here 
come up questions of treaty obligations which the United States 
have entered into with these different Indians and it occurs to me 
that the absolute power of disposing of the question should not 
be given, and that words of limitation should be inserted in this 
provision of the bill. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Mr, President, I judge by the introduction 
of amendments proposed by the Senate committee to the House 
provision of the pending bill that the Committee on Appropria- 
tions have given up all expectation of avoiding an extra session of 
Congress. Manifestly there can be no careful examination of a 
great subject like this and suitable debate thereon within the 
brief period of less than fourteen days before the expiration of 
the present Congress. 

If the Committee on Appropriations had done what I conceive 
to be their duty in reference to this Indian treaty, they wouid 
have reported an amendment to strike out all the House provision; 
instead of which they put on at the end of eight or ten pages of 
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the bill two or three pages of their own lucubrations, which are 
quite as unintelligible as the matter which came from the House; 
and there is not, from one end to the other of the production 
of the House plus the production of the Senate committee, a single 
dollar of appropriation. Thereis not a single word or letter from 
beginning to end that finds any place whatever upon the appro- 
priation bill. On page 48 begins this matter: 

Whereas David H. Jerome, Alfred M. Wilson, and Warren G. Sayre, duly 
appointed commissioners on the part of the United States, did, on the 4th day 
ot June, 1891, conclude an agreement with the Wichita and affiliated bands of 
Indians in Oklahoma Territory, formerly a part of the Indian Territory, 
which said agreement is as follows. 

Then it goes on, various articles of the treaty being recited from 
article 1 to article 8. Then there is a ratification of the agree- 
ment by the United States in the following words: 

That said agreement be, and the same hereby is, accepted, ratified, and 
confirmed as herein amended. 

Then follow various House provisions for carrying into effect 
provisions of this treaty. There is not one dollar of appropria- 
tion, not one line, not one syllable of appropriation. On page 58 
come amendments proposed by the Senate committee which run 
through two pages and are a radical change of the method of car- 
rying out the treaty provided by the House. But, as I have said, 
from page 48 to page 60, inclusive, there is no appropriation what- 
ever within the pages that the House and the Senate committee 
have put into the bill, and which they ask Congress during these 
closing hours of its session to consider, to deliberate, and to act 
upon. 

Mr. President, when the opportunity is afforded, after the Sen- 
ate amendment is perfected, if perfected it can be, so as to suit 
the committee, I shall move to strike out the whole provision in 
relation to this Indian treaty. I hold that it has no proper place 
in an appropriation bill, and for the very good reason, in the first 
place, that it does not appropriate any money. It does not pur- 
port to appropriate any money; and the treaty and the ratification 
of it by the Congress of the United States ought to be upon a sep- 
arate bill. 

I should like to ask the members of the Committee on Appro- 
priations whether they approve of this method of compe fing 
either the assent or the dissent of Congress, generally the assent 
of Congress, to long, difficult, and abstruse propositions concern- 
ing Indians upon appropriation bills when there is not a dollar of 
appropriation from one end to the other of the provision. 

Mr. President, in endeavoring to look a little at these provisions, 
which ought not to be here, I find it very difficult to understand 
them. It appears that the treaty requires the Wichita and other 
affiliated bands of Indians to surdonlae their lands. That is the 
first provision. Then there are to be allotments in severalty made 
to the Indians, and after that the Indians appear to set up a claim 
to further compensation in money for their possessory rights in 
and to the land. They are to surrender it all. Allotments are to 
be made. Then they claim a money compensation besides, which 
is to be left to Congress, in accordance with the treaty; and later 
the proposed lay goes on to provide that there shall be allowed by 
the United States to the Indians $1.25 an acre, 

I am informed that that is an allowance of six or seven hundred 
thousand dollars to these tribes, it being assumed that there will be 
half a million acres of land left after the allotments. Now, for that 
they claim money re Yet it afterwards appears that 
the money is to be paid them only from the proceeds of the sales 
of the lands. That would be intelligible enough if it provided 
that the proceeds of the lands should be given to the Indians. But 
no; it appears by the committee cunmuineenis on page 56, in the 
first place, that $15,000 are to be paid on the drafts of the repre- 
sentative of the Indians’ late delegate, Luther H. Pike, deceased. 
Fifteen thousand dollars are to be used to pay his drafts, and then 
this whole sum of money is to be held in the Treasury of the United 
States subject to the claim of the Choctaw and Chickasaw éribe 
of Indians. 

Mr. PLATT. Mr. President——- 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. GALLINGER in the chair). 
Does the Senator from New Hampshire yield to the Senator from 
Connecticut? 

Mr. CHANDLER. Certainly. 

Mr. PLATT. May I suggest to the Senator from New Hamp- 
shire that no one knows when the money will! get into the Treas- 
ury of the United States for anyone. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Why not, if the lands are to be opened for 
settlement? 

Mr. PLATT. When they are opened and sold then some money 
will come into the Treasury of the United States, but there is a 
great deal of this land that I imagine will not be sold very soon. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I am not undertaking to make this agree- 
ment with these Indians and to make the legislation that is pro- 
posed here intelligible or sensible. I am only undertaking to show 
the importance of it, the magnitude of it, in order to reiterate my 
argument as to the utter impropriety of bringing into an appropria- 
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tion bill that is to be considered at this late day provisions of this 


breadth and of this extent. The money is to go into the Treasury 
of the United States when the lands are sold. The Wichita In- 
dians do not get it then, but they are to bring suit in the Court of 
Claims, and after the Court of Claims have made a decision, here 
is a provision that says, ‘‘ the parties to said action shall have the 
right of appeal to the Supreme Court of the United States,” which 
is equivalent to saying that half a dozen years shall “on before 
this important transaction in connection with these Indian lands 
is closed. 

I say, Mr. President, it is asking too much of the Senate to con- 
sider propositions of this kind upon an appropriation bill. If the 

roposition had not been inserted in the House of Representatives 
it would be subject to the point of order in the Senate. The Senate 
committee, therefore, ought to have recommended the striking 
out of the original House provisions instead of trying to amend 
those provisions to make them more satisfactory to the members 
of the committee and then reporting to the Senate with the idea 
that any intelligent votes will be cast upon them during the clos- 
ing hours of this session. 

Mr. President, I said that I imagined the Committee on Appro- 
priations by presenting propositions of this kind to the Senate 
had come to the conclusion that it would be impossible to avoid 
an extra session. I do not myself believe that it will be possible 
to avoid such a session. I regard anextra session as inevitable if 
all the legislation that the House has put on the various appropri- 
ation bills and all the legislation which the Appropriations Com- 
mittee of fhe Senate are putting upon appropriation bills is to be 
considered by the Senate. I do not believe that between now and 
12 o'clock a week from next Monday it will be possible for the 
Senate to do justice by the great mass of matter which the Appro- 
priations Committee are bringing in here from day to day upon 
the appropriation bills and for which they are inviting the con- 
sideration of the Senate. I say I believe the chairman of the com- 
mittee, who has been quite uneasy of late, has reached the con- 
clusion that in spite of the exertions which he may make there 
will be an extra session of Congress. 

Mr. President, I am reconciled to that result. I believe that 
nothing better can happen than to have the next Congress called 
in extraordinary session as soon as possible after the 4th of March. 
I trust the President of the United States will bring Congress 
here during the month of April or the month of May in order that 
some things may be done that have been omitted by Congress, 
and in order that some investigations may be made that this Con- 


gress will not make, and that I trust will be made by the next | 


Congress. 

The best thing that can happen to clear the atmosphere in this 
country, to get the nation on a wise and safe road to prosperity, 
is the assembling in Washington within the Halls of Congress of 
the next House of Representatives. When that House of Repre- 
sentatives assembles I expect to see the Nicaragua Canal project 


taken up and a bill passed for the building of that canal, not, I | 


trust, through a private corporation, but by the money of the 
United States. I believe the next House of Representatives as 
well as the next Senate will provide, and provide speedily, for the 
construction of the Nicaragua Canal. I believe the next House of 
Representatives will take steps for the annexation of Hawaii. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from New 
Hampshire yield to the Senator from South Dakota? 

Mr. CHANDLER. Certainly. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. I wish to know if the Nicaragua Canal 
was built and Hawaii was annexed whether the Senator would be 
willing that the Wichitas snould sell their lands? 

Mr. CHANDLER. Not on an appropriation bill. 
insist upon that minor reform. 
Nicaragua Canal is provided for, and Hawaii is annexed, with the 
permission of my friend from South Dakota, I shall be entirely 


I should still 
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Mr. CHANDLER. Ileft that for just a moment. I am com- 
ing to a transaction about which I heard the Senator from Colo- 
rado a few days ago make some feeble allusions. [Laughter. | 
Sixty-five million dollars of bonds of the United States have been 
sold for $15,000,000 less than they were worth. That is a loss to 
the people of the United States of about $9,000,000. 

Mr. President, if there ever was a financial transaction of an 
Administration which needed investigation it is that purchase of 
gold and that sale of bonds. If there ever was a transaction 
which needed to be put under the investigation of a committee, a 
searching and a severe committee, like that which the Senate 
placed under the lead of the Senator from Delaware [Mr. Gray] 
upon the sugar trust, of which my friend, the Senator from Mas 
sachusetts | Mr. LopGE], was a member, and which made such full 
and remarkable discoveries, it is this sale of bonds and this pur- 
chase of gold at a loss to the Government of $9,000,000. 

The Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. ViLas] undertook to state to 
the Senate some justification of that transaction. It was impos- 
sible for any Senator upon this floor, I think, until the Senator 
from Wisconsin and the Senator from Delaware | Mr.Gray] un- 
dertook to make defense, to conceive of any earthly reason why 
that purchase of gold and that sale of bonds should be made at a 
loss of $9,000,000 to the people of the United States. What has 
been the explanation and the excuse? We had developed to us 
here what was said to be a most startling condition of public af- 
fairs. We had been living upon a volcano. Our whole financial 
system was all ready toexplode. The Treasury of the United 
States was to be bankrupt. Gold was to disappear from the 
Treasury and from the country,and imminent peril of financial 
insolvency was upon the country. None of us had known that; 
none of us had realized it before, until we were told of it by the 
Senator from Wisconsin and the Senator from Delaware as an ex- 
cuse which they conjured up here as a reason for the most extraor- 
dinary fiscal operation that was ever known of in the history of 
the American Government. 

Mr. STEWART. Wasit not provided in the contract that we 
should be protected from all that? 

Mr. CHANDLER. I will yield to the Senator from Nevada if 
he wishes to explain his views in connection with that transaction. 
CaaS But, Mr. President, it is difficult to use moderate 
anguage in speaking of this recent so-called fiscal operation of 
the Treasury Department. In my belief there was no justification 
for it. In my belief there is a great deal more beneath the sur- 
face than the country is aware of. I do not believe that it was a 
transaction which the Congress of the United States can afford to 
allow to go without investigation. Itisnot likely to be investigated 
by thepresentSenate. It isnot likely to be investigated by the pres- 


| ent House of Representatives. It is sure to be investigated by th: 


next House of Representatives. Possibly it may be investigated 
by the next Senate of the United States. 

I say, therefore, Mr. President, that for the purpose of having 
that investigation made, made thorough, made careful, made im 
partial, but made through the length and the breadth and the 
depth of that most extraordinary fiscal operation of the Govern- 
ment, I hope there will be an extra session of Congress called. I 
am constrained to believe, ending as I have begun, that that is 
the expectation and the purpose of the Committee on Appropria- 
tions when they bring in here their bills laden with general legis- 
lation, take no pains to strike off that legislation when it comes 
here from the House, do their best to make unintelligible matter 
still more unintelligible, and expect Senators upon their responsi 
bility as Senators to cast intelligent votes upon matters of such 
great importance. 

I hope that the Senator from Missouri will candidly tell us that 


| he has no expectation of passing the appropriation bills at the 


But after the building of the | 


present session, and that we shall be enabled as soon as we can to 


| reconcile ourselves to the inevitable and to be prepared for that 


willing that upon a separate bill these Wichita lands shall be pur- | 


chased and this transaction carried into effect, which has no place 
upon an appropriation bill. 

I say, I believe the next Congress will take wise, judicious, and 
effective steps for bringing about the certain and ultimate annex- 
ation of the Sandwich Islands to the United States. 


be of great importance for the purpose of investigating the recent 


extra session of Congress which the President of the United 
States will undoubtedly call, in order that proper appropriations 
may be made, in order that progress may be made in the matters 
to which I have alluded of great national moment, and in order 


| that there may be exhibited to the Congress and to the people the 
| full details of this most extraordinary financial transaction of the 
| Secretary of the Treasury. 

Moreover, I think that the assembling of the next Congress will | 


purchase of gold by the Secretary of the Treasury under the | 


direction of the President of the United States. 
is one of the most remarkable that this country has ever wit- 
nessed. Sixty-five million dollars of bonds have been disposed of 


at the price of 104 or thereabouts, which bonds to-day are worth | I do not believe that there is a solitary member o/ 


118 or 119 in the English and in the American market, which 
bonds were worth 15 per cent more the day they were sold than 
they were sold for. 

Mr. WOLCOTT. I was called out of the Chamber for a mo- 
ment. May I ask the Senator from New Hampshire if he is still 
on the Wichita Indian amendment? 


That transaction | 


| 
| 


Mr. COCKRELL. Mr. President, if the appropriation bills fail 
it will be because of the course and conduct of the distinguished 
Senator who has addressed the Senate and the steering committee 
of the other side of the Chamber. It will not be the fault of the 
Appropriations Committee, because we have all but two of th: 


| bills upon the Calendar, and are ready to pass them at any time. 


the Appr ypria- 


| tions Committee, either Republican member or Democratic mem- 


ber, who is doing anything directly or indirectly for the purpose 
of preventing the passage of the appropriation bills. I must say 
that I honestly believe the Republican members of the Committee 
on Appropriations are striving with the Democratic members to 

these bills in the best shape possible for their early passage by 
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the Senate, so as to give no cause or pretext for an extra session of 
Congress. 

Mr. ALLISON. Mr. President, just one word more with refer- 
ence tothis amendment. I find that the first article of the treaty 
for which we provide here an agreement cedes all the interest of 
the Wichitas in these lands to the United States. I find that un- 
der article 5 of the treaty it is agreed that the question as to what 
sum of money, if any, shall be paid to said Indians for such sur- 
plus land shall be submitted to the Congress of the United States, 
the decision of Congress thereon to be final and binding upon said 
Indians, ‘‘ provided, if any sum of money shall be allowed by Con- 
gress for surplus lands, it shall be subject to a reduction for each 
allotment.” The bill provides, beginning in line 13, on page 54, as 
follows: 

That the said Wichita and affiliated bands of Indians be allowed as compen- 
sation for the cession of the lands described in article 1 of the foregoing agree- 
ment the sum of $1.25 per acre for so much of said land as will not be required 
for allotment to the Indians as provided in the foregoing agreement, subject 
to such reduction as may be found necessary under article 5 of said agree- 
ment: Provided, That! no part of said sum shall be paid except as herein- 
after provided. 

I agree, as the fifth article of this treaty provides, that these 
Indians shall receive $1.25 per acre for their lands, we having 
been made the sole and exclusive judge by the treaty of the value 
of those lands. The bill says that the sum, however, shall not be 
paid ‘‘except as hereinafter provided.” Thereupon we proceed 
in the subsequent provisions relating to this subject, first, to set 
apart sections 16 and 32 for common schools. . 

Mr. PLATT. Four sections in each township. 

Mr. ALLISON. Two sections for common schools and two for 
university purposes. 

Mr. PLATT. Yes. 

Mr. ALLISON. In other words, we take out of every township 
of those lands four sections, which we reserve for educational 
purposes, and which can not be sold for any purpose. 

Mr. PLATT. And for which the Indians will get no pay. 

Mr. ALLISON. They will get ro pay under the provisions as 
they stand here in the bill. We have bound ourselves to pay the 
Indians a sum of money which we ourselves agree they ought to 
be paid, to wit, $1.25 an acre. Then straightway we reserve four 
sections in each township for public purposes, namely, for school 
purposes. We then provide that the remainder of those lands 
shall be sold and the proceeds, after paying Mr. Pike what he 
ought to be paid, $15,000, shall be put into the Treasury to abide 
the complicated processes which are to be found in those provi- 


sions. 

Mr. WOLCOTT. I should like to ask the Senator from Iowa a 
couple of questions. 

r. ALLISON. I will hear the Senator. 

Mr. WOLCOTT. Has this bill—for it is really a bill—which it 
is rather a to find on an appropriation bill, ever been to 
the Committee on Indian Affairs? 

Mr. ALLISON. Ithas been to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

Mr. WOLCOTT. Was it reported favorably? 

Mr. ALLISON. And it was reported by that committee and re- 
ferred to the Committee on auare riations, or at least these amend- 
ments were, as I understand, referred to the Committee on Ap- 
propriationsfor their consideration. The main provisions of this 
agreement, however, are found in the appropriation bill as it 
comes to us from the House of Representatives. 

Mr. WOLCOTT. But has the Senate Committee on Indian Af- 
fairs studied this question, and has it reported favorably upon 
such a treaty as we are now passing through the Senate upon an 
appropriation bill? 

r. ALLISON. I donot know how no has been con- 
sidered, but I have no doubt the subject has m studied with 


care. 

Mr. WOLCOTT. But has it been reported favorably by the 
Committee on Indian Affairs? 

Mr. ALLISON. The committee has reported favorably on the 
amendments which we have adopted. I do not know whether 
the Committee on Indian Affairs considered the subject or not. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. The Committee on Indian Affairs has 
heretofore recommended the ratification of this agreement with 
the Wichitas. 

Mr. WOLCOTT. Ishouldlike toask one other question, which 
my colleague [Mr. TELLER] a can answer better, as he is 
technically more familiar with the subject, perhaps, than the Sen- 
ator from Iowa. : 

The laws in regard to mineral lands are to be extended by this 
bili over the lands covered by this treaty. To what extent the 
land here referred to is mineral I am not advised; but if the pro- 
visions of law relating to mineral lands are to be extended over all 
these lands, then I apprehend there will have to be evidence given 
as to whether the lands taken by the Indians themselves are non- 
mineral in their character. Is it intended to enact such a pro- 
vision of law to. apply to this case? 

Mr. TELLER. Twonlh say that I understand a portion of the 
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Indian lands in the mountains and in the higher country are 
mineral lands, supposed to contain gold, silver, lead, and copper. 
The intention is simply to extend the mineral laws over the whole 
country as they are extended all over the State of Colorado where 
there are mineral lands. If the lands contain minerals they will 
be taken under the mineral-land laws, and, if not, under the agri- 
cultural-land laws. 

Mr.PLATT. Willthe Senator from Iowa permit me a moment? 

Mr. ALLISON. Certainly. 

Mr. PLATT. It is very evident that there is going to be no 
money paid for these lands in less than three years to the Indians 
who surrender the lands. No money will go into the Treasury of 
the United States for three years, because it will take two years 
to allot the lands, and then we provide that they shall not be open 
to settlement until one year after the allotments have been made. 
That puts off settlement three years. 

Mr. ALLISON. Very well. That is another point which I was 
not for the moment discussing. The point I make as to these 
lands is that this treaty having been made, leaving to Congress 
the amount of money which shall be paid to the Wichitas for their 
right, title, and interest in these lands, and we having provided 
here that we will pay them $1.25 an acre, make no provision in 
any way for that payment. but proceed straightway to ourselves 
segregate, occupy, and hold four sections in each township, and 
then proceed to provide in another portion of the bill that a man 
who is settled adjacent to those lands upon a homestead, if his 
homestead falls short of 160 acres, may take enough of those lands 
to make up those 160 acres. Then we proceed to sell the residue 
of those lands and tie them up until there shall be a final decision 
by the Supreme Court of the United States as to who or what 
tribe is entitled to receive this money. 

Mr. President, I wish to say that, for myself, I do not believe 
this is a fair and just execution of the agreement we have made 
with the Wichitas; but I say this with hesitation in the presence 
of the distinguished Senator from Connecticut [Mr. PLatt] and 
the distinguished Senator from Arkansas [Mr. JoNEs], who are 
members of the Committee on Indian Affairs, and whose primary 
duty it is to investigate carefully these questions before they are 
submitted finally to the Senate. If they believe, and will say, 
that these provisions, taken by and large, constitute an equitable 
and just arrangement as to the Wichitas, and that they are not 
entitled to any money under this treaty, I shall not make any 
ann objection to the passage of the several provisions of this 

ill. 

From the examination I have been able to make, however, I do 
not believe that it is a just and fair recognition of the provisions 
of the treaty, and I should not deal with it now except for the 
fact that we made a similar treaty with the Cheyennes and Arapa- 
hoes a few years ago, agreeing to pay them a sum of money for 
their possessory title, it being in effect the same title which the 
Wichitas have. I think we paid them 90 cents an acre, and then 
straightway proceeded to pay the Choctaws and Chickasaws a dol- 
lar and a quarter an acre for their interest in the same lands. If 
we submit this question to the Court of Claims, in the first in- 
stance, and they award, as Congress has awarded, the Choctaws 
and Chickasaws a dollar and a quarter an acre for their lands, the 
Wichitas receive nothing under this treaty except the bare right 
to have allotments in severalty for the lands which they are au- 
thorized to occupy. Those are my objections to these provisions, 

If those objections are not grounded in the facts as they appear, 
of course I shall withdraw them; but I do not like to see these 
provisions without an affirmative declaration from the Sen- 
ators who have examined this question that the Wichitas are to 
be fairly treated under these provisions, taken by and large. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Mr. President,in response to what 
has just been said by the Senator from Iowa, I have to say that 
there are certain provisions in this bill which came from the 
House of Representatives, ratifying and confirming these agree- 
ments, that f should not have put in the shape they are in if [had 
been framing the bill in the first instance, but we have endeavored 
to put the legislation, by the amendments which have been recom- 
mended and which have gone on the bill on the report of the 
Appropriations Committee in such shape as to accomplish what I 
calles to be a perfectly just, fair, andequitable settlement of this 
matter between the contending parties. 

I do not believe that anything can be devised which will oper- 
ate more justly than this, and that the interest of all parties will 

upon in the courts, and justice will be done. I believe it 
can be better done by the courts than here, where we can not take 
evidence, can notexaimine the testimony, and can not look care- 
fully into all the details of the matter as a court would do. I be- 
lieve the amendment ought to be adopted. 

Mr. PLATT. Mr. President, I do not remember being present 
at any session of the Committee on Indian Affairs of the Senate 
when the Wichita agreement was acted upon. Certainly if there 
had been any provision whereby the terms of the agreement were 
changed and $1.25 an acre for the iands had been proposed, and 































































then there had been a court proceeding which might possibly take 
it all away from the Wichitas, I think I should have remembered 
it; but this whole matter comes from the other House. It may be 
that the Committee on Indian Affairs has reported in favor of rati- 
fying the agreement made with the Wichitas with the provision 
for the payment of $1.25 an acre and the provision that the Choc- 
taws and Chickasaws may enter the court and determine the title 
as between them and the Wichitas. So much in reply to the 
Senator from Iowa. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Allow me to ask what authority has rec- 
ommended to the Senate that $1.25 an acre should be paid for 
these lands? 

Mr. PLATT. That provision comes from the House of Repre- 
sentatives. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. If the Senator from Connecticut 
will allow me a moment, I may possibly have been in error when 
I said a while ago that my impression was that the Committee on 
Indian Affairs had reported favorably the Wichita agreement 
which is under consideration. Suchismy impression; but I think 
the report was made a good while ago, soon after the agreement 
was made; but I am not positive about that, and the recollection 
of the Senator from Connecticut may be better than mine on that 
subject. I have, however, never heard any objection to the rati- 
fication of the agreement, and I know it has been discussed in the 
Committee on Indian Affairs. 

Mr. PLATT. Iam not speaking with certainty upon that sub- 


ject. 

, Mr. TELLER. I should like to suggest to the Senator from 
Connecticut that we were informed, as I think very reliably, that 
the Indians were exceedingly anxious to have this agreement 
ratified. 

Mr. PLATT. But since the agreement has been made the 
Wichitas, Caddoes, and the other affiliated bands have, by their 
attorneys, insisted in a long argument here that they had the en- 
tire title to this property, that they were entitled to the entire 
compensation which might be paid, and that the lands were at 
least worth « dollar and a quarter an acre. I think the Senator 
from Iowa has that statement. I handed it to him a short while 


ago. 

Mr. ALLISON. I have that statement here. 

Mr. PLATT. Whether the Wichita Indians are satisfied with 
that arrangement by which it appears that they may possibly not 
receive anything for their lands I am not advised. 

Mr. ALLISON. Iwish tocall the attention of the Senatorfrom 
Connecticut to the fact that in this bill we provide that the In- 
dians shall be paid a dollar and a quarter an acre for their lands. 
That is in pursuance of the fifth article of the treaty itself, which 
declared that the priceof these lands should be fixed by Congress, 
and that that should be final. We have fixed that price at adollar 
and aquarter an acre, but we have also provided that they may all 
be taken away fromthe Indians. I donot understandthat that is 
in accord with the spirit of the fifth article of the treaty. 

Mr. WOLCOTT. I understand the Senator from Iowa to state, 
in reply to my question, that when this bill came over from the 
House of Representatives we referred so much of it as pertains 
to Indian affairs to the Indian Committee. 

Mr. PLATT. Oh, no. 

Mr. WOLCOTT. Then, let me ask, has the Committee on Ap- 
propriations, in addition to its multifarious duties, assumed to 
pass upon the justice or wisdom of the Indian question, and has 
it considered it as a committee? 

Mr. ALLISON. I understand it has. 

Mr. WOLCOTT. May IL ask, if it is not in violation of the con- 
fidence of the committee, whether the committee has taken any 
testimony or examined any reports or developed the question at 
all, or in any way passed upon the wisdom, prudence, or equity of 
such a measure affecting the Indian tribes? 

Mr. ALLISON. I have no doubt it has taken all the testimony 
available, and has examined all the papers. The committee has 
given the closest and most careful attention to the whole subject. 

Mr. WOLCOTT. May I ask if there was any testimony taken 
or any papers examined by the committee? 

Mr. ALLISON. The treaties were of course before the com- 
mittee in ea We did not send for the Indians. 

Mr. WOLCOTT. Nor was the subject referred to the Commit- 
tee on Indian Affairs? 

Mr. ALLISON. The committee understood, or at least I under- 
stood for one, that these provisions, as is the custom, had the ap- 
proval of the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

Mr. WOLCOTT. I understand that the chairman of the com- 
mittee states that he is uncertain as to whether or not his com- 
mittee has ever dealt with the question. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I wish to state that I have sent for 
the clerk of the committee to find what the records of the com- 
mittee show as to the Wichita agreement. I find that it was re- 
ferred to a subcommittee, and was reported favorably by the sub- 
committee to the full committee, but has not been acted upon by 
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the full Committee on Indian Affairs. There has been no report 
made on it. As to the propriety of ratifying the agreement, there 
is no objection so far as I know. I have never heard of any ob- 
jection, and I do not believe there is any. 

Mr. ALLISON. I am not criticising the agreement. That 
agreement is satisfactory as it appears; but the criticism I make is 
that these provisions do not execute the agreement. 

Mr. WOLCOTT. TheSenator does not understand me. I want 
to ask him if he, as an experienced Senator, does not believe when 
a question comes up in the Senate of the United States dealing 
with the relations Colenaain the Indians and the whites, taking 
from the Indians vast tracts of land, and arranging as to their re- 
muneration for those lands, that such a measure is within the ju- 
risdiction of the Committee on Indian Affairs, appointed by this 
Senate for the purpose of examining such questions, and that it is 
not fair, either to the white people of this country or to the In- 
dians, that such a question should be passed upon in the last days 
of the session by the Committee on Appropriations, whose busi- 
ness it is to deal with questions of appropriation, and not specifi- 
cally with Indian affairs? 

Mr. COCKRELL. I will ask the Senator if nearly every agree- 
ment with Indians which has been ratified has not been done on 
appropriation bills in the Fifty-first and Fifty-second Congresses, 


| when the Senator from Iowa [| Mr. ALLISON] was chairman of the 
; Committee on Appropriations, as well as in the Fifty-third Con- 


gress? There has always been upon the Appropriations Commit- 
tee, so far as I remember, a member of the Committee on Indian 
Affairs. The Senator’s distinguished colleague [Mr. TELLER] is 
a member of the committee, and has been, I believe, a member of 
the subcommittee of the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

Mr. WOLCOTT. I beg pardon. My colleague is not on the 
Committee on Indian Affairs. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I supposed he was. He was Secretary of 
the Interior, and he is as conversant as any man in the Senate 
with Indian affairs, and for that reason he was a member of the 
subcommittee of the Committee on Appropriations to consider 
the Indian appropriation bill, and this bill has been considered 
just as all such bills have been considered for the last twenty 
years. 

Mr. WOLCOTT. I beg the Senator’s pardon. I beg to callhis 
attention to the fact that the bill for the removal of the Southern 
Ute Indians, which passed the Senate the other day, went through 
the hands of the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Some billsof that character, of course, have 
been passed in that way, but there always have been some on 
every Indian appropriation bill. 

Mr. WOLCOTT. Iunderstood the Senator from Missouri to 
say that all Indian bills were placed upon the Indian appropria- 
tion bill. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Not at all. I never said anything of the 
kind; but the Indian appropriation bill has always gone to the 
Committee on Appropriations, and that committee has considered 
everything which was put on the bill ratifying agreements with 
Indians, either when inserted by the House of Representatives or 
when by the action of the Senate such amendments have been 
referred to the committee for consideration, and at the last session 
provisions ratifying agreements were put on the Indian appro- 
priation bill, some of which were reported by the committee. 

Mr. WOLCOTT. I should like to ask the Senator from Mis- 
souri if the Senate has ever been in the habit of putting upon ap- 

ropriation bills any ratifications of Indian treaties until they had 

een duly reported by the Committee on Indian Affairs? 

Mr. COCKRELL. Yes; I believe nearly all of them have been. 

Mr. WOLCOTT. Without reference to the Senate Committee 
on Indian Affairs? 

Mr. COCKRELL. If such an agreement was in the bill as it 
came from the other House it would stay there, and the Senate 
committee can not help themselves. We have always considered 
every treaty which was proposed to be ratified by a provision in 
the bill as it came from the other House, and we can not help our- 
selves. We have to consider such provisions, and nearly all of 
them have been put on in the House. At tae last session we had 
anumberofthem. We act upon them and take such amendments 
as the Committee on Indian Affairs have submitted to us. 

Mr. WOLCOTT. What I am reaching is this: I will ask the 
Senator from Missouri whether, whenever an appropriation bill 
comes up in the Senate that has upon it the ratification of a treaty 
coming from the otlter House, it has been through but one Indian 
Committee; that is, the House Committee on Indian Affairs? 

Mr. COCKRELL. I do not know whether it has been through 
that committee or not. 

Mr. WOLCOTT. The Senator is not even aware as to whether 
this provision has ever been before the House Committee on Indian 
Affairs? 

Mr. COCKRELL. Certainly not. 

Mr. WOLCOTT. It strikes me that that is a most improper 
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method of securing legislation between the Indian and the white 
man. If we appoint a Committee on Indian Affairs, that commit- 
tee is entitled to take into consideration the proper relation which 
should exist between the two races, and should have the care and | 
custody of any proposed treaties between the Indians and the 
whites. 

Mr. HOAR. Isbould like to ask the Senator from Colorado 
what he would do in this case: We have a rule in regard to gen- 
eral legislation on appropriation biils; that rule is often set aside; 
still it is a general rule and generally enforced. The other House 
sends over general legislation on appropriation bills, legislation 
which relates to the administration of justice, or to any single de- 
partment of the Government. I agree that the Senator’s point is | 
well taken, but I shouid like to have him state further how he 
would get at it. 

Mr. WOLCOTT. Iam not prepared to answer the Senator from 
Massachusetts, except to say that if it be the fact that our treaties | 
with the Indians are passed and ratified by the Senate on appro- 
priation bills, without reference to the Committee on Indian Af- 
fairs, then it would seem to me, in common justice, that it would 
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be infinitely better that the Committec on Indian Affairs should 
take charge of the appropriations for the Indians, rather than that 
the rights of the Indians should be sacrificed by being included in 
appropriation bills, without any consideration whatever by any 
committee. 

Mr. HOAR. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator frpm Iowa [Mr. 
ALLIson] is entitled to the floor. 

Mr. HOAR. I do not wish to take the Senator from Iowa off 
the fioor. 

Mr. ALLISON, I yield to the Senator. 

Mr. HOAR. All that I desire to say is that I understand the 
custom of the Senate to be this: That there is upon the Committee 
on Appropriations at least one member of each of the other im- 
portant committees of the Senate which deal with the large sub- 
jects of legislation. That member is usually placed upon a sub- 
comuittee on the particular subject dealt with in an appropriation 
bill. 

Mr. WOLCOTT. Wilithe Senator from Massachusetts inform 
me who on the Appropriations Committee is a member of the Com- 
mittee on Indian Affairs? 

Mr. HOAR. Isuppose the Senator from Arkansas can state. I 
do not know. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. There is no member of the Commit- 
tee on Indian Affairs, who is now a member of the Committee on 
Appropriations. 

Mr. Hr AR. My former colleague, Mr. Dawes, was a member 
of the Committee on Indian Affairs and also a member of the 
Committee on Appropriations. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. That has nearly always been the case, 
and, as stated by the Senator from Massachusetts, his former col- 
league, who was a member of the Committee on Indian Affairs, 
was also a member of the Committee on Appropriations. 

Mr. HOAR. My former colleague, who was chairman of the 
Committee on Indian Affairs, during the latter part of his service 
was chairman of the subcommittee of the Committee on Appro- 
priations having charge of the Indian appropriation bill. e 
chairman of a subcommittee is always supposed to represent the 
other committee of which he is a member having special charge 
of the subject-matter. Otherwise the Indian appropriation bill 
ought to be referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs before it 
goes to the Committee on Appropriations. 

' Mr. ALLISON. After this colloquy and these suggestions as to 
the reorganization of committees in this body—of course I do not 
wish to enter into that debate at this time—I want to say in answer 
to the inquiry put to me by the Senator from Colorado | Mr. Wot- 
coTT] thatas tothe duties of the several committees of the Senate, 
I wnderstand the Committee on Indian Affairs has jurisdiction of 
all matters relating to the Indian tribes, that it exercises that 
jurisdiction exclusively, and that no other committee, at least not 
to my knowledge, takes jurisdiction of subjects belonging to it. 
We have also in this Chamber, as the Senate knows, a Committee 
on Appropriations, the duty of that committee being to provide 
for the appropriation of money for the several branches of the 
Government authorized by law. We have also in this Chamber 
a rule, as I understand, which prevents legislation on appropria- 
tion bills, so well stated by the Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. 
Hoar]. That rule is occasionally violated, oftentimes by unani- 
mous consent, I might say sometimes by the @ecision of the Chair, 
sometimes by a sulmmission of a question to a vote of the Senate. 

As a rule, we endeavor to keep appropriation bills clear of dis- 
tinctive legislative provisions, but we do not control the rules of 
the House of Representatives, and they send us es bills 
with legislation upon them; and when they send such legislation 
upon a bill, under the order of procedure there is but one way to 
get that legislation out of the bill, and that is to reject it in the 
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Senate, or through a conference or a recession of the House of 
Representatives get it out of the bill by the action of the two 
Houses. 

This agreement with the Wichitas came to the Senate upon the 
Indian appropriation bill. That bill was referred to the Commit- 
tee on Appropriations, and we undertook to consider it as best we 
could, not perhaps with the intelligence and with the care which 
would have been exercised by other committees of this body. We 
had a right to suppose, and I am sure it is the fact, that the Com- 
mittee on Indian Affairs, the members of which are vigorous and 
alert, when an Indian appropriation bill comes to this body, give 
it examination as soon as it is printed, and if there is anything in 
the bill in the nature of legislation, or which pertains to their 
jurisdiction, they deal with it, without it being specially referred 
to them, I agree, but they give the Committee on Appropriations 
their advice and counsel regarding it. The Committee on Appro- 
priations, having ch: rge of these bills, are compelled to make such 
investigation as they can as to all the provisions they find in such 
bills. That is the custom, and that has been the custom of the 
Senate for a great many years, at least so long as I have been a 
member of it. 

Mr. WOLCOTT. Will the Senator allow me a moment? 

Mr. ALLISON. Yes, sir. 

Mr. WOLCOTT. I desire to correct the Senator of a misap- 

rehension he is under. I made no suggestion whatever respect- 
ing the remodeling of the Committee on Appropriations. In re- 
plying to a question put to me by the Senator from Massachusetts 
[Mr. Hoar] as to what I would do if we could not get the con- 
sideration by the Committee on Indian Affairs of the matters 
properly belonging to that committee, I gave him my answer. 
I had no quarrel with the Committee on Appropriations. I do 
not underrate for a moment the intelligence, ability, and capacity 
which has characterized that committee. I would not change it 
if I could; but when the Senator states that we have a Committee 
on Indian Affairs which deals exclusively with all questions per- 
taining to the Indian, he must have been under a misapprehen- 
sion of the meaning of what he says when he follows it up by 
saying that when the other House sends over an appropriation 
bill with a treaty with the Indians in it it does not go to the Com- 
mittee on Indian Affairs. , 

I rose not in an obtrusive way, not in any fault-finding way, 
not in any critical way, but seeking some information about this 
bill; and I ask the Senator from Iowa whether or not this bill in 
any way, officially or unofficially, has been considered by the 
Committee on Indian Affairs? The Senator from Iowa told me, 
I understood, that it had not. The Senator from Iowa now says 
that when the bill came to the Senate it was referred unofficially 
to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 1t will satisfy me as to this 
measure or any measure which affects the Indians if the Senator 
from Iowa can give us his assurance that the Committee on In- 
dian Affairs, which is organized for the sole purpose of dealing with 
the question, whose members are appointed from States and sec- 
tions of the country where their relations with the Indians give 
them peculiar facilities for dealing with the question, have been 
made familiar with the pending proposition and have given it 
their approval. 

Iam unable to get it. It seems to me it is a proper and intelli- 
gent inquiry, and if the Senator will assure me that the Commit- 
tee on Indian Affairs or anybody competent to deal with the ques- 
tion has looked into the merits of the treaty on behalf of the 
Senate, I shall have no further word to say. 

Mr. ALLISON. I knew the Senator from Colorado was not 
finding fault with the Committee on Appropriations. Myremarks 
with respect to the division of duties in this body were only in re- 
sponse to the suggestion made in the colloquy between tke Senator 
from Massachusetts {[Mr. Hoar] and the Senator from Colorado 

Mr. Wo.cott). I was endeavoring to show that under the ex- 

isting order of business in the Senate, which can be changed at a 
proper time and under proper circumstances when a reorganiza- 
tion takes place, with which I have no fault to find, a different 
arrangement as to the Indian appropriation bill could he had. I 
repeat what I have so often said in the debate upon this question, 
that I understand the Indian Committee does favor this agree- 
ment. 

Mr. PLATT. The Indian Affairs Committee of the Senate has 
never acted upon it. When the bill came over from the other 
House we did not present any objection to the Appropriations 
Committee, but we — not acted upon the bill in committee. 

Mr. ALLISON. Very well. I wish to say one word further. 
The Committee on Appropriations can know as to these questions 
“x from such information as it gathers in the committee. 

he chairman of the Comzaittee on Indian Affairs was present 
when some of these amendments were considered, and was con- 
sulted respecting them. But what I desire to have understood is, 
that no one here, not even the Senator from Connecticut, criticises 

| this agreement, and if the agreement had been submitted to the 
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Committee on Indian Affairs, I have no doubt it would have been 
reported favorably. The Senator from Arkansas says they have 
reported it favorably, and I have no doubt—— 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas, I corrected that statement. Istated 
that that was my impression. I said thatthe agreement had been 
in the Committee on Indian Affairs, had been considered by a 
subeommittee, and that the subcommittee was ready to report it 
favorably, but it had not been acted upon by the whole committee. 
I corrected the statement to which the Senator from Iowa alludes. 

Mr. PLATT. What the Committee on Indian Affairs has rec- 
ommended is a change in the character of the submission to the 
court. The amendment in that respect received the approval of 
the committee, and was referred to the Committee on Appropria- 
tions. 

Mr. ALLISON. SoTI understood. I do not think, with all def- 
erence to the Committee on Indian Affairs, that an elaborate 
measure such as is involved here and reported by the Senate com- 
mittee, with the sanction of the Committee on Indian Affairs, 
could have been prepared without a careful analysis not only of 
every provision in the agreement, but a complete analysis of the 
House provisions respecting it. It is not possible that that com- 
mittee can pick up a detail of this character and ask the Commit- 
tee on Appropriations to add to the House provisions without hav- 
ing examined as a committee the House proposition in order to 
know what it contains. 

I am not criticising the agreement or any part of it. I am com- 
plaining that taking these legislative provisions by and large they 
nullify the fifth article of the treaty; at least it would so appear 
to the innocent minds of the Wichita Nation. They will see a 
provision here which gives them $1.25 an acre, and they will see 
a complicated measure submitting a great number of questions to 
the Court of Claims and finally to the Supreme Court, which in 
its effect and result may take from under their feet the $1.25 an 
acre. Therefore itis holding out to them a hope which, in my 
opinion, they will not realize under the agreement. That is the 
only objection I have made here. 

Mr. TELLER. Mr. President, the treaty made with the Wichita 
Indians is entirely agreeable to the Indians themselves. They 
are not dissatisfied with it. The Department charged with these 
matters is entirely satisfied with it. There can be no necessity of 
sending the matter to the Indian Affairs Committee or anywhere 
else, so far as that is concerned; and I presume it had some ex- 
amination in the other House by their committee. 

Mr. PLATT. In the other House the Indian Committee re- 
ports the bill to the House, I understand. 

Mr. TELLER. I understand that the Indian Committee re- 
ports the bill in the other House,and that it comes from the 
House to the Senate committee. 

I think Senators rather misapprehend what is the effect of the 
provision by which we propose to submit for the examination by 
the court of the title of the Choctaws and Chickasaws. We made 
a treaty with the Wichita Indians that we would pay them what 
we thought their title was worth in the land they surrendered. 
We could not agree with the Indians exactly what we should pay 
them. We proposed, I think, to pay them 50 centsanacre. They 
thought that was not enough. They said finally, ‘‘ We will leave 
the whole matter to the United States.” The Indians are to have 
their allotment. Then what is left they are to be paid for as we 
see fit to pay them. Article 5 of the treaty reads: 

In addition to the allotments above provided for, and the other benefits 
to be received under the preceding articles, said Wichita and affiliated bands 
of Indians claim and insist that further compensation in money should be 
made to them by the United States for their possessory right in and to the 
lands above described in excess of so much thereof as may be required for 
their said allotments. Therefore it is further agreed that the question as to 
what sum of money, if any, shall be paid to said Indians for such surplus 
lands shall be submitted to the Congress of the United States, the decision of 
Congress thereon to be final and binding upon said Indians; provided if any 
sum of money shall be allowed by Congress for surplus lands it shall be sub- 
ject to a reduction for each allotment of land that may be taken in excess of 

,060 at that price per acre, if any, that may be allowed by Congress. 

Then the House saw fit, I understand, under the advice of the 

Interior Department, to insert the provision which was prepared 


in the Interior Department providing that if the Choctaws and | 


Chickasaws raised a claim— 


To have some right, title, and interest in and to the lands ceded by the fore- 
eS treaty, as soon as the same are abandoned by said Wichita and affiliated 
nds of Indians, jurisdiction be, and is hereby, conferred upon the Court of 
Ciaims to hearan F 


and to render judgment thereon. 
That, of course, is not in the treaty with the Wichita Indians. 

_ The court is to determine the question whether the United States 
is bound to pay the Chickasaws and Choctaws any further sum 
than we have paid them for the lands which the Wichita Indians 
have ceded to the Government. We treated with those Indians 
years ago, and they gave us the authority to settle the present oc- 
cupants upon the land. We took it in trust for friendly Indians: 
Nothing was said about reserving any right of reversion on the 
part of the Choctaws and Chickasaws. But now we propose to 
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change the trust, taking a portion of the land from the Indians 
and selling it to white men. 

It was believed in another case of similar character that we 
were under obligation to pay the Indians; and we did pay them. 
I have no doubt we shall pay something to the Chickasaws and 
Choctaws for that right, for I think it is a valuable and existing 
right. I think they have not parted with their title except for a 
specific purpose, and when the Government of the United States 
ceases to occupy it for the specific purpose for which it was granted 
the land reverts to the Indians. It is their land and they have to 
be paid for it. 

Now, whether we shall pay the Wichitas something also in ad- 
dition is a question which they have left to us, and it is still left to 
us. It isnot to be determined bythe court. I do not think it can 
be said, if the court should determine that we should give the 
Choctaws and Chickasaws $1.25 an acre or any other sum, that 
that is a payment to the Wichitas under the provision of the fifth 
article of the treaty. 

Mr. PLATT. They would have to have more. 

Mr. TELLER. They would have to have more. 
words, it might cost us $2 an acre instead of $1.25. 
there is of it, I understand. 

The Committee on Appropriations were not satisfied that the 
machinery for the adjudication was good as to the rights of the 
Choctaws and Chickasaws. We discussed that question to some 
considerable extent, and we called in the chairman of the Com- 
mittee on Indian Affairs to aid us. We did not have the commit- 
tee, but we had the chairman of the committee. I have his per- 
mission to say that he consulted with us, and that we fixed upon 
this form of amendment which we thought would carry out in a 
proper manner the object and purpose of the amendment of the 
House of Representatives for the submission to the court. 

Then we provided— 


In other 
That is all 


That the laws relating to the mineral lands of the United States are hereby 
extended over the lands ceded by the foregoing treaty. i 

That provision certainly will not be complained of by the In- 
dians, because if the lands are sold under those laws they will be 
sold at a much higher price than if sold under the homestead 
laws, and the Indians will not be injured but benefited. 

The Wichitas really have no interest in this matter of submis- 
sion to the Court of Claims of the right of the Choctaws and 
Chickasaws for further payment. This is really a case between 
the United States and the Chickasaw and Choctaw nations. It is 
rather an indirect way of permitting the Chickasaws and Choce- 
taws to bring suit against the United States to determine whether 
the United States owes them anything. We can not, in my judg- 
ment, with the provisions of article 5 intact, set up, in morals or 
in law, the fact that we have paid the Chickasaws and Choctaws 
anything as a discharge of the obligation incurred by accepting 
the land to pay the Wichitas something. 

That is the way I look at it. The Indians are exceedingly anx- 
ious to have the agreement ratified. As to the white people, it 
will not be out of place for me to say that the delegate who repre- 
sents the people was before the committee, and was exceedingly 
anxious that it should be ratified. He represents, I believe, the 
people ofall kinds. Everybody knows that all these matters ought 
to besettled forthe benefit both of the Indians and the white people. 
I believe the bill protects the Government of the United States by 
permitting the matter to go to the Court of Claims. The Choc- 
taws and Chickasaws, I think, are willing to submit to that. Ido 
not myself think there is any better way of settling it. I am sat- 


| isfied we should pay the Choctaws and Chickasaws something, and 


I should be ashamed if we should turn around and say fhat because 
we had to pay them we decline to make any appropriation for the 
Wichitas under the fifth article, for those people very generously 
said, ‘‘We will not now insist on what we might insist upon; we 
will not insist upon any special price. We will just leave it to the 
Government of the United States, and let the Government settle 
it.” 

In addition to that, when we come to settle with the Wichitas 
we will have to settle another question. That is, whether when 
we took this Jand and gave it to the Choctaws and Chickasaws fifty 
years ago we did not despoil and take away from the Wichita In- 
dians the land that they were entitled to as much as any other In- 
While they 
did not have a great community settled all over it, yet they had 
communities that did travel over it and communitieson it. They 
were the aborigines beyond question, and they have from that 


| time to this maintained in a sort of indefinite way that they have 


| 


| also. 


That will have to be settled 
I suppose it is safe enough to say that when it comes to the 
settlement of this question with the Indians the United States 
Government will not be close with them, for whatever may be 
said about our treatment of the Indians there is in the history of 
the world no nation that has dealt so generously with the aborig- 
ines as have the people of the United States. 


some title which should be settled. 
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There is no other nation that has taken possession of the lands 
occupied by wild yo and has paid them such vast sums of 
money as we have paid the Indians of the United States for a title 
that many of the European countries absolutely ignore. I think 
the history of transactions here in Congress, including the pay- 
ment of the Choctaws and the Chickasaws, with the adverse action 
of the executive department that determined the payment should 
not be made, indicated a determination on the part of Congress 
that the Indians should have no reason to complain of us; that 
we would rather err in giving more money to the Indian than he 
was entitled to than to give him less. 

Mr. CALL. Mr. President, I wish to say just one word. I am 
bound by the action of the committee on this amendment. I think 
it is very clear that the Wichita Indians should have what the 
Government agreed to pay them, and not be deprived of it by any 
submission to any court or anybodyelse. If it were in my power 
I should so amend the amendment. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Let us vote. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amend- 
ment of the committee. Without objection, the amendment will 
be considered as agreed to. 

Mr. PLATT. What amendment is that? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment which has been 
under discussion. 

Mr.PLATT. Iwish tosuggest that the practice which we have 
fallen into of deciding questions which are discussed here at great 
length by the Chair saying ‘‘ Without objection, the amendment 
will be agreed to,” is hardly a custom which gives a fair oppor- 
tunity for the settlement of such questions. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. he Chair will suggest that he 
had no purpose of course to deprive a Senator of any right. 

Mr. PLATT. Of course the Chair was following the custom 
which prevails here, but I think it is better honored in the breach 
than in the observance. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Let the amendment be read and let us take 
the vote on it. 


Mr. ALLISON. I wish to make one suggestion in view of what 
the Senator from Colorado [Mr. TELLER] has just stated. My ob- 
servations respecting these provisions were based chiefly upon an 


answer given to me, I think, by the Senator from Arkansas, 


namely, that this $1.25 an acre to be given to the Wichitas might 
be wholly taken away from them by a judgment against the 
United States by the Choctawsand Chickasaws. I think the sum 
we pay the Wichitas should be fixed and settled here. Therefore, 
I suggest to the Senator from Fiorida, or the chairman of the 


committee, whoever has charge of the bill at the present time, 


that we put into the bill a provision that the Wichitas shall have 
90 cents per acre or 80 cents per acre for the lands not allotted under 
the provisions of the treaty, and that that shall settle and satisfy 
the claim which they have against us under the fifth article of the 


treaty. 
Mr. HIGGINS. Without going into court at all? 


Mr. ALLISON. Why should they go to the court? We have 
provided that we would settle that question. Let us settle it in 
this bill, and then strike out the provision found on page 54. It 


seems to me that is a wiser and better solution of this question, 


and that it would secure a better feeling among the Indians than 


if we undertake to leave this provision in the uncertainty it now is. 


Mr. CHANDLER. I should like to ask the Senator from Iowa 
why we should decide that they shall have 90 cents? Who is to 


decide whether the land is worth 90 cents or 80 cents, or a dollar, 


or a dollar and a quarter? Should not somebody investigate the 


subject and decide what is a fair price? 


Mr. ALLISON. The answer to that is this: Our commission- 
ers who made the treaty offered them 50 cents and they asked 
$1.25. We paid 90 cents an acre to the Cheyennes and Arapahoes 
for oe the same title and very nearly the same character of 


land. 


Mr. CHANDLER. Then that is a very good reason. Then 


why not give the rest $1.25? 


Mr. COCKRELL. I do not admit that the titles were at all the 
same. I do not think the Senator from Iowa was justified in say- 
ing that the title of the Cheyennes and Arapahoes was of the same 
kind as the title of the Wichitas. The Wichitas have a claim 


anterior to any of these claims. 
Mr. ALLISON. I agree to that. 


Mr. CHANDLER. Then I ask the Senator from Iowa, in the 
spirit of honorable compromise, in order to fix up this matter 
right, as we know all about it here, or are supposed to know all 
about it, why we should not give the Wichitas and affiliated 
bands 90 cents and give 85 cents an acre to the Choctaws and 
Chickasaws and have the whole thing ended right off, without 


going to the Court of Claims at all. 
Mr. PETTIGREW. I think that is a good suggestion. 


Mr. TELLER. _I should like to suggest that we pass over these 
paragraphs until to-morrow morning. We are not going to get 
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through with the bill to-night. 
amendments made to it. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there objection to the request 
made by the Senator from Colorado that the amendment be passed 
over until to-morrow? The Chair hears no objection. The read- 
ing of the bill will proceed. 

The Secretary resumed the reading of the bill on page 60, line 
6. The next amendment of the Committee on Appropriations 
was, on page 60, line 6, after the word ‘‘ That,” to insert “‘ the 
laws relating to;” so as to make the clause read: 

That the laws relating to the mineral lands of the United States are hereby 
extended over the lands ceded by the foregoing treaty. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. COCKRELL. In line 8 I move to strike out “treaty” and 
insert ‘‘ agreement.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment of the Committee on Appropriations was, 
on page 60, after line 8, to strike out: 


The proper accounting officers of the Treasury are hereby authorized and 
directed to pay to Bartlett Richards, out of the appropriation for ‘ support 
of Sioux of different tribes, including Santee Sioux of Nebraska," for the 
fiscal year ending June 30, 1895, the sum of $885.46, for beef actually delivered 
to the Pine Ridge Agency, S$. Dak, in the month of November, 1894; said 
amount having been suspended or disallowed, under contract stipulations, 
for the reason that the average weight of 599 beef steers was not fully up 
to contract requirements, the deficiency occurring through the efforts of 
the contractor to comeny with written request of the army officer, acting In- 
= agent, to deliver lighter cattle than had been previously delivered under 
the contract. 


Mr. CAREY. Mr. President, I hope that this paragraph will 
not be stricken out of the bill for the reason that it is right that 
it should remain in the bill. I introduced the amendment. It 
went to the Committee on Indian Affairs, and an adverse report 
was made, but I think if anyone will read the report that was 
made by the committee they will be convinced that this portion 
of the bill should not be stricken out. 

Bartlett Richards was the contractor furnishing beef for the In- 
dian service at Pine Ridge Agency. Calls were made at intervals 
for certain cattle that should weigh an average of so many pounds. 
At the request of the Indian agent a selection was made of cattle 
of light weight, as they could be more economically killed and served 
to the Indians. All of the cattle delivered previous to that par- 
ticular time were above weight, and it appears that he took out 
of his herd these light-weight cattle to comply with the request of 
the Indian agent. The Indian agent says in express terms that 
the cattle were not of inferior quality. The Government was 
in nowise injured. So far as any provision of the contract is con- 
cerned it was not violated by Mr. Richards, as it appears from 
the testimony offered in this case that there was no necessity for 
the Indian agent to have received the lighter weight cattle unless 
he had actually wanted them. 

It makes a difference of eight hundred and forty-odd dollars to 
the gentleman who furnished the beef. Thereisnoexcuse for the 
Government declining to pay the eight hundred and forty-odd dol- 
lars; it is a just claim against the Government. The Commis- 
sioner of Indian Affairs recommends that it shall be paid; the Sec- 
retary of the Interior says there is eyuity in the claim and it should 
be allowed. I can not see upon what ground, when you have read 
the report of the Committee on Indian Affairs, that they should 
have reported this provision adversely. The amendment was put 
in in the House. It was offered in the Senate, and the Committee 
on Indian Affairs of the Senate made a recommendation against 
it. I wish to ask the chairman of the Committee on Appropria- 
tions if he has examined the report. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I have not examined it very carefully. I 
glanced over itandI thoughtit wascorrect. The amendment was 
reported adversely by the junior Senator from Louisiana [Mr. 
BLANCHARD] as a member of the Committee on Indian Affairs, and 
I supposed it was correct. I think itis. I have not given tie 
report a critical examination. 

r. CAREY. If the Senator will read the report of the Secre- 
tary of the Interior and the report of the Commissioner of Indian 
Affairs I believe he will conclude that itis a just claim against 
the United States. Ido not think that in the current affairs of 
the Government in the furnishing of beef to the Indians from day 
to day the contractor should be compelled to go to the Committee 
on Claims and employ attorneys. To press the claim probably dur- 
ing two or three sessions of Congress would cost him more than the 
$800 involved. He furnished the quality, he furnished the number 
of pounds, he furnished beef that was satisfactory to the agent, 
and the beef which it is stated could be most economically dis- 
tributed among the Indians. I sincerely hope that the Senate will 
not concur in this amendment. 

Mr. MANDERSON rose. 

Mr. CALL. Itis now6o'clock. If the Senator from Nebraska 
will give way to me, I will move that the Senate adjourn. 

Mr. MANDERSON. Iwill yield the floor for the purpose of an 
adjournment, if that is the desire. 


I think there might be some 
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Mr. PUGH. It is important that we shall have a short execu- 
tive session. 
Mr. QUAY. I should be glad if the Senator from Alabama 


would withhold the motion for a moment. 
Mr. PUGH. Certainly. : 


DELAWARE RIVER BRIDGE. 


I merely wish to make astatement. On Tuesday 
last, the 12th instant, the Senate unanimously passed the joint 
resolution (S. R. 133) directing the Secretary of War to make an 
examination of the bridge to be constructed over the Delaware 
River between the States of New Jersey and Pennsylvania. On 
the next day the senior Senator from New Jersey [Mr. McPHER- 
SON] entered a motion to reconsider the vote by which the joint 
resolution was passed, accompanying the motion with the state- 
ment that on the following day he would either withdraw the 
motion or ask the Senate to proceed to its consideration. A week 
has now elapsed, and I wish to give notice that after the conclu- 
sion of the morning business to-morrow I shall ask the Senate to 
consent that the motion to reconsider shall be disposed of. 


ANTONIO MAXIMO MORA,. 


Mr. MORGAN. Iask the Senate to proceed to the considera- 
tion of the joint resolution (S. R. 134) calling on the President to 
take such measures as he may deem necessary to consummate the 
agreement between the Government of Spain and the United 
States for the relief of Antonio Maximo Mora, a naturalized citi- 
zen of the United States. 

By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 
proceeded to consider the joint resolution. 

Mr. MORGAN. In line 8, before the word “‘agreement,” I 
move to strike out the word ‘‘ aforesaid.” 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. KYLE in the chair). The 
amendment will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. It is proposed to strike out the word ‘‘ afore- 
said,” in the last line of the joint resolution; so as to make it read: 


Mr. QUAY. 


Resolved, etc., That the President be, and he is hereby, requested to insist | 
upon the payment of the sum agreed upon between the Governments of | 


Spain and the United States in liquidation of the claim of Antonio Maximo 
ora against the Government of Spain, with interest from the time when the 
said amount should have been paid under the agreement. 


The amendment was agreed to. 


The joint resolution was reported to the Senate as amended, and . 
i | lieutenant, February 19, 1895, vice Wolf, Fourth Infantry, pro- 
| moted. 


the amendment was concurred in. 
The joint resolution was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading, read the third time, and passed. 


EXECUTIVE SESSION. 


Mr. PUGH. I move that the Senate proceed to the considera- 
tion of executive business. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate proceeded to the con- 
sideration of executive business. After twenty-four minutes spent 
in executive session the doors were reopened, and (at 6 o’clock and 
27 minutes p.m.) the Senate adjourned until to-morrow, Thurs- 
day, February 21, 1895, at 11 o’clock a.m. 





NOMINATIONS. 
Executive nominations received by the Senate February 20, 1895. 
POSTMASTERS. 
Sallie Howard, to be postmaster at Tuskegee, in the county of 
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county of Dawson and State of Nebraska, in the place of William 
C. May, whose commission expired October 1, 1894. 

Mary F. Holland, to be postmaster at Friend, in the county of 
Saline and State of Nebraska, in the place of Edward Whitcomb, 


| whose commission will expire February 23, 1895. 


Solomon 8. Metzger, to be postmaster at Bedford, in the county 


| of Bedford and State of Pennsylvania, in the place of Benjamin 





Macon and State of Alabama, in the place of Benjamin F. Howard, | 


deceased. 

Lucius M. Monroe, to be postmaster at New Canaan, in the 
county of Fairfield and State of Connecticut, in the place of Sel- 
leck Y. St. John, whose commission expired February 14, 1895. 

John E. Kelly, to be postmaster at ndee,in the county of 
Kane and State of Illinois, in the place of Albert Miller, whose 
commission expired January 19, 1895. 

Jefferson M. Swett, to be postmaster at Eastport, in the county 
of Washington and State of Maine, in the placeof Henry N. Paine, 
whose commission expired February 14, 1895. 

Louis A. Dickinson, to be postmaster at Fremont, in the county 


of Sandusky and State of Ohio, in the place of Edward Louden- | 


sleger, whose commission expired February 9, 1895. 

Samuel E. Fleming, to be postmaster at Huntingdon, in the 
county of Huntingdon and State of Pennsylvania, in the place of 
John A. Nash, whose commission will expire March 3, 1895. 

F. J. Smedley, to be postmaster at North East, in the county of 





Erie and State of Pennsylvania, in the place of Royce S. Pierce, | 


whose commission expired January 19, 1895. 

George E. Bryant, to be postmaster at Baldwinsville, in the 
county of Worcester and State of Massachusetts, in the place of 
Charles A. Perley, whose commission expired January 27, 1895. 

John H. Hicock, to be tmaster at Flint, in the county of 


Genesee and State of Michigan, in the eo of George E. Newell, 
whose commission expired February 14, 1895. 


James R. Holcombe, to be postmaster at Gothenburg, in the | moted. 





F. Mann, whose commission will expire February 28, 1895. 

George W. Marshall, to be postmaster at Swampscott, in the 
county of Essex and State of Massachusetts, in the place of Enoch 
S. Eastman, whose commission expired August 22, 1894. 

James F.. Charlesworth, to be postmaster at St. Clairsville, in 
the county of Belmont and State of Ohio, in the place of William 
A. Hunt, whose commission expired January 19, 1895. 

UNITED STATES CIRCUIT JUDGE. 

Erskine M. Ross, of California, to be United States circuit judge 
for the ninth judicial district, provided for by act approved Feb- 
ruary 18, 1895. 

SECRETARIES OF 


William Crichton, of West Virginia, to be secretary of legation 
of the United States at Brazil, to fill a vacancy. 

Joseph R. Herod, of Indiana, now second secretary of legation 
at Japan, to be first secretary of the legation of the United States 
at Japan. 


LEGATION. 


CONSULS. 
Fred. Ellison, of Indiana, to be consul of the United States at 
Belize, British Honduras, vice James Leitch, recalled. 
Julio Harmony, of New York, to be consul of the United States 


| at Corunna, Spain, to fill a vacancy. 


William W. Masterson, of Kentucky, to be consul of the United 
States at Aden, Arabia, vice Dwight Moore, recalled. 
Samuel W. Thome, of Pennsylvania, to be consul of the United 
States at Asuncion, Paraguay, to fill a vacancy. 
PROMOTIONS IN THE ARMY. 
Infantry arm. 
First Lieut. Silas Augustus Wolf, Fourth Infantry, to be cap- 


| tain, February 19, 1895, vice Luhn, Fourth Infantry, retired from 


active service. 
Second Lieut. William Curtis Neary, Third Infantry, to be first 


PROMOTIONS IN THE NAVY. 


Assistant Engineer John C. Leonard, to be a passed assistant 
engineer in the Navy from the 14th of February, 1895, vice Passed 
Assistant Engineer George D. Strickland, retired. [Subject to 
the examinations required by law. ] 

Lieut. James R. Selfridge, to be a lieutenant-commander in the 
Navy, from September 30, 1894, vice Lieut. Commander Franklin 
ak promoted. [Subject to the examinations required by 
aw. 

Lieut. (Junior Grade) William P. White, to be a lieutenant in 
the Navy, from September 30, 1894, vice Lieut. James R. Selfridge, 
promoted. [Subject to the examinations required by law. | 

Lieut. Commander Frederick W. Crocker, to be a commander 
in the Navy, from November 11, 1894, vice Commander William 
= ‘i ta promoted. [Subject to the examinations required by 
aw. 

Lieut. Charles A. Adams, to be lieutenant-commander in the 
Navy, from November 11, 1894, vice Lieut. Commander Frederick 
W. Crocker, promoted. 

Lieut. (Junior Grade) John H. Shipley, to be a lieutenant in the 
Navy. from November 11, 1894, vice Lieut. Charles A. Adams, 
promoted. [Subject to the examinations required by law. } 

Lieut. William H. Everett, to be a lieutenant-commander in the 
Navy, from December 6, 1894, vice Lieut. Commander Robert M. 
G. Brown, retired. 

Lieut. (Junior Grade) John E. Craven, to be a lieutenant inthe 
Navy, from December 6, 1894, vice Lieut. William H. Everett, 
promoted. [Subject to the examinations required by law. | 

Lieut. John M. Hawley, to be a lieutenant-commander in the 
Navy, from December 9, 1894, vice Lieut. Commander Theodorus 
B. M. Mason, retired. 

Lieut. (Junior Grade) James H. Hetherington, to be a lieuten- 
ant in the Navy, from December 9, 1894, vice Lieut. John M. Haw- 
ley, promoted. 

Lieut. Commander Robert M. Berry, to be a commander in the 
Navy, from February 2, 1895, vice Commander John J. Brice, re- 
tired. 

Lieut. Thomas H. Stevens, to be a lientenant-commander in the 
Navy, from February 2, 1895, vice Lieut. Commander Robert M. 
Berry, promoted. [Subject to the examinations required by law. ] 

Lieut. (Junior Grade) John J. Knapp, to be a lieutenant in the 
Navy, from February 2, 1895, vice Lieut. Thomas H. Stevens, pro- 
[Subject to the examinations required by law. ] 
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OONGRESSIONAL 


CONFIRMATIONS. 
Executive nominations confirmed by the Senate February 20, 1895. 
UNITED STATES ATTORNEY. 

Henry S. Foote, of California, to be attorney of the United 
States for the northern district of California. 
POSTMASTERS. 


William L. Izlar, to be postmaster at Orangeburg, in the county 
of Orangeburg and State of South Carolina. 

Edwin M. Slayton, to be postmaster at Port Byron, in the county 
of Cayuga and State of New York. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
WEDNESDAY, February 20, 1895. 

The House met at 12 o’clock m. Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. 
E. B. Baapy. 

The Journal of the proceedings of yesterday was read and ap- 
proved. 

JACOB ECKERT. 

The SPEAKER laid before the House the following message 

from the President of the United States; which was read, re- 


ferred to the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be | 


printed: . 
To the House of Representatives: 
Il return herewith, without approval, House bill No. 6244 entitled “An act to 


remove the charge of desertion from the military record of Jacob Eckert.”’ | 


This bill directs the Secretary of War ‘to cause the records of the War De- 
partment to be so amended as to remove the charge of desertion from the 
service record of Jacob Eckert, of New Philadelphia, Ohio, late a private in 
Company B, Sixty-first Ohio Volunteer Infantry, and_to grant an honorable 
discharge to said Jacob Eckert from the service of the United States Army as 
of date when said company was mustered out of service.” 

The regiment and company to which this soldier belonged, except such 
ag as reenlisted as veterans, were mustered out of the service October 

7, 1864. 

Jacob Eckert did not reenlist and was not mustered out with his comrades 
for the reason that he was then under arrest on a charge of desertion. In 
November, 1864, he was tried by a general court-martial and convicted of hav- 
ing deserted on the Ist of September, 1564, and again on the 2d day of Septem- 
ber, 1864, and upon such conviction he was sentenced to forfeit all pay due 
him from September 1, the date of his first desertion, until the expiration 
of his term of service, to be dishonorably discharged and confined at hard 
labor for twelve months. 

This sentence was approved by the reviewing authority, and I assume the 
convicted soldier served his term of imprisonment, since the statement con- 
tained in the report of the House committee to whom this bill was referred, 
that he was dishonorably discharged in 1865, can be accounted for in no 
other way. 

Tt seems to me that the provisions of this bill amount toa legislative re- 
versal of the judgment of a regularly constituted court and a legislative par- 
don cf the offense of which this soldier was convicted. If this doubtful au 
thority is to be exercised by Congress itshould be done in such a manner as 
not to restore a man properly convicted and sentenced as a deserter, without 
even the allegation of injustice, to the rights of pay, allowance, and pension 
belonging to those who faithfully and honorably served in the military serv- 
ice of their country atcording to the terms of their enlistment. 

GROVER CLEVELAND. 

EXECUTIVE MANSION, February 19, 1895. 


WASHINGTON AQUEDUCT, 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the Sec- 
retary of War, transmitting a communication of the Chief of 
Engineers relative to the Washington Aqueduct; also draft ofa 
bill authorizing the sale of certain lands pertaining thereto; which 
was referred to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, 
and ordered to be printed. 


IMPROVEMENT OF CARABELL BAY AND HARBOR, FLORIDA. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the Sec- 
retary of War, transmitting, with a letter of the Chief of Engi- 
neers, report of preliminary examination of Carabell Bay and 
Harbor, Florida; which was referred to the Committee on Rivers 
and Harbors, and ordered to be printed. 


REPORT OF COMMISSIONER OF PATENTS. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House the atmual report of 
the Commissioner of Patents for the calendar year ended em- 
ber 31, 1894; which was referred to the Committee on Patents, 
and ordered to be printed. 


STANDARDS OF ELECTRICAL MEASURE. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the 
President of the National Academy of Sciences, transmitting the 
annual report on standards for electrical measure; which was 
referred to the Committee on Coinage, Weights, and Measures, and 
ordered to be printed. 

THOMAS CORIGAN. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House the bill (H. R. 5260) 
granting an increase of pension to Thomas Corigan. 

The SPEAKER. This bill has been returned by the Senate ac- 
companied with a resolution which the Clerk will read. 
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The Olerk read as follows: 

Resolwed, That the Secretary be directed to return to the House of Repre- 
sentatives, in ecmpliance with its request, the bill CH. R. 5260) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Thomas Corigan. 

The SPEAKER. This bill was reported adversely from the 
Committee of the Whole at a Friday night session. When the 
bills reported from the Committee of the Whole were subsequently 
taken up for consideration this bill was passed by the House under 
an impression that the report from the Committee of the Whole 
had been favorable, when in fact it was adverse. When the bill 
was passed a motion to reconsider the vote on its passage was 
made and laid on the table, and the bill was sent to the Senate. 
Afterwards, on the motion of the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. 
Manrrin}j, the Senate was requested to return the bill; which has 
been done, and the bill is now on the table. The Chair wnder- 
stands that gentlemen who are interested in this question propose 
to dispose of it in this way: That the vote by which the bill was 
passed shall by unanimous consent be reconsidered; that the House 
shall then vote on the question of agreeing to the adverse report 
| from the Committee of the W hole, and if that should be voted down, 

that then the vote shall be taken on the passage of the bill. 
| _ The Chair understands that to be the agreement to which gen- 
| tlemen desire the assent of the House. Without unanimous con- 
sent the matter can not be reached, as a motion to reconsider the 
vote by which the bill was passed was made and laid on the table. 
| Is there objection to carrying out the agreement which has been 
| made, that the vote on the passage of the bill be reconsidered, that 
the question be then taken on agreeing to the report of the Com- 
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mittee of the Whole, which, if agreed to, disposes of the bill, and 
if the recommendation of the Committee of the Whole be éis- 
agreed to, that then the vote be taken again on the passage of the 
bill? The Chair hears no objection. 

Mr. HULL. I understand that a vote will be taken on agreeing 
to the adverse report of the Committee of the Whole? 

The SPEAKER. It will be. 

Mr. HULL. And if that should be voted down the bill will be 
before the House and the question will be on its passage? 

The SPEAKER. It will be. 

Mr.HULL. I hope that the recommendation of the Committee 
of the Whole will be voted down and that the bill will be passed. 

The SPEAKER, The vote by which the bill was passed will be 
reconsidered; and the question will be on agreeing to the report 
of the Committee of the Whole that the bill lie on the table. The 
Clerk will first read the bill. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


A bill (H. R. 5260) granting an increase of pension to Thomas Corigan. 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Treasury is hereby authorized 
and oe to place on the iny alid pension roll of the United Ssates the 
name of Thomas Corigan, late a member of Company B of the Eighty-eighth 
Illinois Volunteer Infantry, at the vate of $50 per month, from and after the 
passage of this act. 

The SPEAKER. The question is now on agreeing to the re- 
ort of the Committee of the Whole recommending that the bill 
ie on the table. 

Mr. HULL. Would it be in order to state that this bill was 
twice acted on favorably in the Committee of the Whole and was 
only defeated by the point of no quorum; and it was also twice 
acted on adversely? iI only mention this to show that other action 
than that now coming before the House had been taken by the 
Committee of the Whole at a previous meeting. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Can the report of the committee be read? 

Mr. JONES. There are two reports—a minority as well as‘a 
majority report. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Let both be read. 

The SPEAKER. Without objection, the report of the commit- 
tee and also the views of the minority will be read. 

Mr: LACEY. Let the report of the Senate committee be read 
also, because the bill received the favorable action of the Senate 
committee before it came back here. The Senate report embraces 
the House report; and in this way both reports will be read. 

The SPEAKER. Has ‘the gentleman the report? 

o ~ HULL. I have the Senate report, and I send it to the 
lerk. 

The SPEAKER. Has the gentleman the House report? 

Mr. LACEY. Tho House report is embraced in the Senate re- 


port. ; 2 

TheSPEAKER. Thereading ofthe minority report is also called 
for. 

Mr. JONES. Here is the minority report [handing the report 
to the Clerk]. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will first read the report of the 
House Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

The Committee on Invalid Pensions have considered the bill (H. R. 8260) to 
increase the pension of Thomas Corigan from $30 to 872 per month, and sub- 
mit the following report: 

Thomas Cori was a corporal in Company B, Eighty-eighth Dlinois In- 
fantry, enlisted July 28, 1802, and was discharged on January 24, 1864. 

At the ba uga, September 20, 1868, he was severely wounded 
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in the left hand, and is now drawing a pension of $30 per month for that in- 
jury, the arm being rendered wholly useless by the wound. At the same time 

e was wounded by a buckshot in the neck, and the soldier claims that this 
wound has affected his —- and has produced epilepsy. 


The medical evidence shows that the wound in the neck produces distinct 
crepituson movement of the neck. The epilepticfits have gradually increased 
until the soldier is totally helpless and req constant aid and attendance 
and has become almost imbecile mentally. ™ 

The Pension Bureau in 1892 holds that it can not accept the “ fits" as a re- 
sult of the wound in the back of the neck, but no other cause is evident, and 
medical evidence has keen furnished to show that the wound in the neck is 
the cause of his present condition. — ? 

The soldier's condition is helpless in the extreme, and if the wound in the 
neck is the cause of his injury he would be entitled to $72 per month under 
the general law. We are not disposed to criticise the action of the Pension 
Bureau in rejecting this portion of the soldier’s claim, but we think that it 
might have very tairly decided the other way under the evidence and ex- 
amination of the medical boards. 

Your committee think that the soldier should be given the benefit of the 
doubt to the extent of being raised to the second grade or $50a month. The 
committee is adverse to reporting bills changing the rate of pension as fixed 
by the Pension Bureau, but in a case of extreme helplessness like the pres- 
ent, where the wound has been followed by such helplessness, and there is 
much evidence to show that the soldier's condition is due to his wound, we 
are inclined to relax the rule. alls 

Your committee recommend that the bill be amended by striking out “ sey- 
oF ee in line 7, and inserting “fifty.” ; 

If the case were before usas an original question, we would probably have 
come to a different conclusion from that arrived at by the Pension Bureau, 
but in the doubt raised in the case we think that the second grade would re- 
lieve the wants of the soldier and ought.to be granted, especially as the claim- 
ant was an excellent soldier, highly commended by Gen. F. T. Sherman, and 
his severe wounds received inthe battle of Chickamauga are clearly shown. 

The letter of Colonel Sherman is as follows: 

HEADQUARTERS First BRIGADE, 
Seconp Divisron, FourtH ARMY CORPS, 
Camp near Blains Cross Roads, Kast Tennessee, January 10, 186h. 


To whom it may concern; 
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This is to certify that Thomas Corigan, an enlisted man of the Eighty- | 


eighth Regiment Infantry Illinois Volunteers and corporal of Company B, 
same regiment, is a soldier go od and true; ever faithful in the discharge of 
duty, never absent without leave, brave as a lion in action, and always at his 
post. He won the confidence and esteem of his commanding officers by his 


uniform good conduct and soldierly bearing. I therefore take great pleasure | 


and bear willing testimony to his merit, and request that his wishes may be 


consulted, inasmuch as he is disabled from active field service by reason of | 


wounds received on the hard-fought and bloody field of Chickamauga on the 
20th of September, 1863. 
F. T. SHERMAN, 
Colonel Eighty-eighth Infantry IUinois Volunteers. 


Your committee recommend that the bill do pass after being amended by 
striking out the word “seventy-two,” in line 7, and inserting in lieu thereof 
the word “ fifty.” 


The views of the minority of the Committee on Invalid Pensions 


were read, as follows: 

The minority of the Committee on Invalid Pensions have considered the 
bill (H. R. 6260) to increase the pension of Thomas Corigan, and submit the 
following statement of their views: 

The records of the War Department show that this soldier served from 
July 25, 1862,to January 29, 1864,in Company B, Eighty-eighth Dlinois In- 


fantry. He was discharged on account of disability from gunshot wound of | 


hand received at Chickamanga. He has been pensioned for this wound ever 
since discharge, and now receives $30 per month, since August 4,1886. Hisap- 
lication, filed February 12, 1864, alleged only this wound. A later ———— 
Ried September 11, 1866, states that he also “suffers pain in the neck f 
effects of a wound there received.” In 1887 he claimed that deafness had re- 
sulted from that wound, and states that the ball was removed in the field 
hospital; in April, 1888, he alleged resulting impairment of vision and of hear- 
ing; in September, 1888, he refers to “ buckshot wound in back of neck;’’ in 
February, 1892, he alleged affection of sight and hearing and epilepsy as a re- 
sult of said wound. 

In September, 1892, the Pension Bureau accepted the fact that he had re- 
ceived this wound in the neck, but rejected the claim for additional pension 
on the ground that he had suffered no ratable disability from it at any time 
since the war, and none of the alleged results were accepted as sequences of 
such wound. This action was taken after a careful special examination of 
the claim, and was affirmed by Secretary Bussey on appeal, January 3, 1893. 

In his deposition before the special examiner in June, 1892, the pensioner 
stated that he received the wound of neck at Chickama ; that the doctor 
who took the bullet out put a sticking plaster over the wound and it re- 
mained until it fell off. 

“The first time I felt any serious disability from the wound of my neck was 
about fourteen yearsago (1878). Iwas flagging at arailroadcrossing * * * 
in Chicago. I felt a cloud come over me and I fell down right in the track. 
* * * It wasa hot day just like this. * * * I have convulsions for 
the past fourteen years, but notso much until the last eight years. I saw the 


shot that was extracted from my neck. I had it a long time. I lost it. It | 
was a buckshot and went as far as the point of my ear. The doctor said to | 
me when he extracted it, ‘Pat, if the shot had gone a quarter of an inch fur- | 


ther you would never eat any more potatoes.’ * * * I was not bothered 
with the wound of my neck in 1873, but I knew I had been shot in the neck. 
In 1875 I was not suffering with the wound in my neck much.” 

His wife, Rosetta Corigan, corroborates his statement as to the first con 
vulsion or fit about fourteen years previously. 

An examination by medical officers of the Pension Bureau September 6, 
1873, reports: “* Flesh wound of the neck, not rated; September 7, 1575, “‘ slight 
flesh wound on the back of the neck, not rated; September 4, 1877, “ slight 
wound of neck, not rated;” June 22, 1802, ‘* wound on posterior surface of neck, 
size of a nickel, white in color, nonadherent, nondragging, nondepressed; the 
vertebree do not seem to have been injured, but there is thickening of soft 
tissues beneath the integument.” 

From the facts stated it seems reasonably clear that the pensioner’s present 
condition as to e Pa is not chargeable to the slight wound of the neck, but 
rather originated in 1878 in the manner described by himself and wife. 

, Moreover, he is in receipt of a pension of $1 aday and the question involved 
is purely one for the determination of the Pension Office, and the committee 
lias repeatedly refused to interfere in the individual adjudications of the 
Pension Bureau in matters clearly within their jurisdiction and —— 
no technical hardship. To pass this bill is squarely in violation of the princi- 
ple enunciated in several adverse reports on bills of this character, and the 
minority do earnestly recommend that the bill do lie on the table. 

JOHN J. McDANNOLD. 

BALDWIN 


M. R. 5 
Cc. J. ERDMAN. 


rom the | 


| 





Mr. SPRINGER. I would like to ask, Mr. Speaker, whether 
the amendment reported reducing the amount from $70 to $50 was 
agreed to or is it the pending question? 

Mr. LACEY. That was agreed to. 

Mr. HULL, And the bill adopted after that amendment had 
been agreed to. 

The SPEAKER. The bill reads ‘$50 per month.” 

Mr. SPRINGER. But, asI understand it, the question of re- 
ducing the bill from $70 to $50 a month has not yet been submitted 
to the House. The Committee of the Whole reported it adversely, 
with the recommendation that it lie on the table. 

Mr. LACEY. But the committee had first adopted the amend- 
ment reducing the amount to $50. 

Mr. HULL. That is correct. 

The SPEAKER. The bill itself provides that. 

Mr. LACEY. If the Chair will permit me, the bill provides for 
$72—the original pill—but by an amendment it has been reduced 
to $50. 

The SPEAKER. The question will first be submitted on the 
adverse report of the Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. SPRINGER. That is the recommendation that the bill lie 
on the table? 

The SPEAKER. Thatis the recommendation of the Committee 
of the Whole. 

Mr. SPRINGER. And that is not debatable? 

The SPEAKER. It is not. 

The question is on the recommendation of the Committee of the 
Whole that this bill lie on the table. 

The question was taken; and on a division there were—ayes 48, 
noes 100. 

Mr. SNODGRASS. I ask for tellers. 

Tellers were refused. 

So the House refused to concur in the recommendation of the 
Committee of the Whole. 

The SPEAKER. Now, without objection, the amendment rec- 
ommended by the Committee of the Whole reducing the bill from 


| $72 to $50 per month will be considered as agreed to. 


Mr. SPRINGER. That is right. 

Mr. BYNUM. The last question submitted was on the recom- 
mendation of the Committee of the Whole 

The SPEAKER. It was. 

Mr. BYNUM. I make the point of order that where the House 
refuses to concur in the report of the Committee of the Whole 
the bill stands recommitted to the committee. 

The SPEAKER. Thatis true underthe rule. But unanimous 
consent was given this morning with reference to this matter, 
which takes it from under the operation of the rule. 

Mr. SPRINGER. That is only where the enacting clause is 
stricken out, I believe. 

The SPEAKER. No; itis the rule itself. But in this case the 
unanimous consent covers it, so that now, without objection, this 
bill will be considered as amended so as to provide for $50 a 
month, which amendment was agreed to in Committee of the 
Whole. Is there objection? 

There was no objection; and the amendment recommended by 
the Committee of the Whole was agreed to. 

The SPEAKER. In the absence of objection the bill will be 
considered as engrossed and read a third time; and the question 
now is, Shall the bill pass? 

Mr. JONES. Mr. Speaker, I desire to. be heard briefly in oppo- 
sition to this bill. This isa bold and inexcusable attempt, by leg- 
islative action, to override and reverse a carefully considered de- 
cision of the Pension Bureau. 

It appears from the very clear and convincing report filed by 
the minority of the Committee on Invalid Pensions that that com- 
mittee has heretofore refused to report favorably bills of this 
character. Indeed, that several adverse reports have by that 
committee been made upon bills involving the identical question 
raised in this case. The beneficiary in this bill was in the service 
for a period of a year and a half, and he now enjoys a pension of 

$30 per month, on account of a gunshot wound received in the 
hand. In the first application made by this soldier he alleged this 
wound as the one and the only one on account of which he asked 
to be pensioned, and made no reference to any other wound. He 
| now asks to be given a pension of $72 per month for total disabil- 
| ity, alleged to be the result of a wound in the neck. It is alleged 
that this old soldier is suffering from epilepsy and that he is sub- 
ject to fits, all of which it is now claimed is the result of the 
slight wound in the neck, which the soldier himself testifies gave 
| him no serious inconvenience until the year 1878, and to which he 
| did not even refer when first he made application to be pensioned 
on account of his wounds and disabilities. 

The Pension Bureau caused a careful special examination to be 
| made of the alleged wound in the neck in the year 1892 and re- 
jected the claim upon the ground that the claimant suffered no 
ratable disability from this wound and that the epilepsy com- 
plained of was not the result of any disability incurred in the serv- 
ice. The claimant states in his testimony that while flagging at 
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a railroad crossing in the city of Chicago in the year 1878 he suf- 


as a sunstroke, and that since that 
time he had been subject to convulsions. It was about this time 
that the claimant first experienced any inconvenience from the 
slight wound in his neck, and it must be as clear to the members 
of this House as it is to the medical examiners of the Pension Bu- 
reau that the convulsions from which this man suffers are not the 
result of this scratch in the neck, but are rather to be traced to 
the sunstroke. 

The majority of the Committee on Invalid Pensions admit that 
there is at least a doubt about this soldier’s disabilities resulting 
from his wounds, and therefore it is recommended that his pen- 
sion of $30 per month be raised to $50 per month and not to $72 
which he asks and to which he is unquestionably entitled under 
the general law if his disability arises from his wounds. Mr. 
Speaker, it must be evident that this soldier is entitled to the in- 
crease he asks, or else he is not entitled to any increase. 

But, Mr. Speaker, the medical examiners of the Pension Bureau, 
after most careful consideration, have decided that he has no 
ratable disability, and upon appeal being taken, Commissioner 
Bussey confirmed this finding. I am told that the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions had before them the ex parte statement of some 
local doctors, who gave it as their opinion that this soldier owes 
his disability to the wound in the neck which I have described. 
Those affidavits were submitted to the medical department of the 
Pension Bureau, but they failed to convince that department, 
and the Bureau adheres to the opinion which it has always ex- 
pressed. 

We are now asked, Mr. Speaker, to review and reverse conclu- 
sions reached by those whose duty it is to examine the questions 
involved, and who, every fair-minded man must admit, are best 
qualified to pass upon them. We are asked to do this when there 
is not a particle of evidence before us to convince anybody that 
the Pension Bureau is wrong in its conclusions. The questions 
involved are purely such as should be determined by the Pension 
Office, and it will be an unjust reflection upon that Bureau if 
this House, with no information before it, shall undertake to re- 
verse a decision made by its skilled medical experts. Even were 
all the facts before the House, it is not competent to pass upon a 
purely technical question like this one. Every sensible man will 
admit this. If this bill is passed we may well abolish the med- 
ical examiners of the Pension Bureau and permit a half dozen 
members of one of the committees of this House to determine all 
the purely medical questions which, until now, it was supposed 
that medical experts were alone capable of dealing with. Mr. 
Speaker, I have said this much in order that the House may know 
just what it is asked to do. 

This bill has been carefully and fully considered in the Com- 
mittee of the Whole upon several occasions and has been twice 
acted upon adversely. Itis now before this House upon an adverse 
report and we are asked, notwithstanding that report and _not- 
withstanding the facts that I have stated, to passit. This House 
may doit, but I want it to know just what itis doing when it 
assumes this responsibility. There is more involved in this ques- 
tion than the mere payment of $50 per month to a soldier who is 
now receiving $30. There is involved the establishment of a vi- 
cious precedent. There is involved the assertion that the medical 
examiners of the Pension Office are not as capable of passing upon 

urely medical and technical questions as the members of this 
oats, most of whom know absolutely nothing about those ques- 
tions. 

Mr. Speaker, I am aware that many gentlemen upon this floor 
vote for all pension bills and examine none; but I trust that even 
those gentlemen will carefully consider this bill, which involves 
all and more than I have said. I hope, at least, that the vote 
which we are about to take will disclose the fact that the major- 
ity of the House is opposed to the unjustifiable and absolutely 
vicious policy which we are asked to adopt. 

In presenting these facts to the House, and in calling its atten- 
tion so the true character of this bill, I have at least discharged 
my duty. 

r. SPRINGER. Mr. Speaker—— 

The SPEAKER. One moment, before the gentleman from Illi- 
nois begins. There is a verbal correction of the bill, to strike out 
the words ‘‘ Secretary of the Treasury” and substitute the words 
‘Secretary of the Interior.” Without objection that amendment 
will be considered as agreed to. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Mr. Speaker, the gentleman from Virginia 
[Mr. Jones] refers to the fact that the Pension Department has 
rejected the application of this pensioner for an increase of pen- 
sion upon the ground that the proofs did not show conclusively 
that the disability which has increased his infirmities beyond the 
thirty-dollar limit was attributable to a wound received in the 
service. It is conceded, however, that he did receive a wound in 
the neck, and that this wound, after many years, e painful 
and troublesome. It appears that the Pension Office was not 
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a that this disability of epilepsy was attributable to that 
wound. 

For that very reason this case should come before this House. 
I think if I had been the Commissioner of Pensions I should 
probably have decided just as that Bureau did. But because it 
is not proven by a preponderance of evidence that the disease 
which this man complains of was the result of that wound it 
does not follow that the disease was not the result of the wound. 
In this case there is no other source from which the disease could 
be derived except this wound in the neck, and therefore it is one 
of those cases that appeal to Congress to construe liberally the 
law in the interest of a pensioner who is admittedly entitled to 
this pension upon his present disability, if it results from wounds 
received in the service. And upon that ground, Mr. Speaker, I 
favor this bill, for the evidence shows that his present condition 
is such that he is entitled to the rating of $50 a month. 

Mr. JONES. Will the gentleman permit a question? 

Mr. SPRINGER. Certainly. 

Mr. JONES. Where is the evidence in this record that shows 
that fact? 

Mr.SPRINGER. Shows what? 

Mr. JONES. That this disability results from the wound in 
the neck. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I did not state that. The gentleman mis- 
understood me. I stated that the evidence showed that his pres- 
ent disability was of that character that entitled him, if it were 
derived from wounds in the service, to an increased pension, and 
that the only question here was upon the technical matter as to 
whether this last wound referred to caused this additional disa- 
bility. He did receive this wound in the Army, he is thus dis- 
abled, and he is entitled by his present disability to a rating of 
at least $50 a month; and this is one of the very cases that ought 
to come to Congress and appeal to our sense of justice, that we 
should do that which is just and right in a case of this kind. 

Mr. WISE. Will the gentleman from Illinois allow me to ask 
him a question? 

Mr. SPRINGER. Certainly. 

Mr. WISE. What is the statement of the physician as to 
whether his disability is the result of the wound? What is the 
medical testimony? 

Mr.SPRINGER. The medical testimony is conflicting. There 
are many affidavits here showing that his present disability is 
attributable to the wound he received, while others are not so cer- 
tain about it; but the fact is that he was wounded, and that he is 
disabled in the manner described, and I hope the bill will pass. 

Mr. HULL. I move the previous question. 

Mr. WISE. If the gentleman will allow me to ask him another 
question, has there not been a special examination—— 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Iowa [Mr. HULL] moves 
the previous question. As many as favor ordering the previous 
question will say ‘‘aye,” those opposed ‘‘ no.” 

The question was taken; and the Speaker announced that the 
ayes appeared to have it. 

Mr. JONES demanded a division. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 136, noes 45. 

So the previous question was ordered. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Now1I ask unanimous consent that the chair- 
man of the Committee on Invalid Pensions [Mr. MARTIN of Indi- 
ana] be heard for three minutes. 

The SPEAKER, The previous question is ordered. The gen- 
tleman from Missouri [Mr. a eon unanimous consent 
that the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. MartTIN] be heard for three 
minutes. 

Mr. TALBOTT of Maryland. I do not object if the gentleman 
confines it to three minutes, but I desire to call the regular order 
as soon as possible. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Three minutes are all I ask for. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 

Mr. HULL. © Mr. Speaker, unless 

Mr. VAN VOORHIS of New York. I object. 

The SPEAKER. Objectionis made. The question is, Shall the 
bill pass? 

The question was taken; and the Speaker announced that the 
ayes appeared to have it. 

Mr. JONES demanded a division. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 130, noes 58. 

Mr. JONES demanded tellers. 

Tellers were refused, 33 members, not a sufficient number, vot- 
ing in favor thereof. 

r. JONES. I demand the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

TheSPEAKER. The Chair will appoint as tellers the gentle- 
man from Virginia [Mr. JonEs] and the gentleman from Indiana 
[Mr, MartTIN]}. 

Mr. MARTIN of Indiana. Iask that the gentleman from Iowa 
[Mr. HvuLu] be appointed in my stead. 
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The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Iowa [Mr. Hui] and 
the gentleman from Virginia [Mr. Jones] will act as tellers. 

The question was taken; and there were—yeas 152, nays 74, an- 
swered “‘ present” 2, not voting 120; as follows: 


YEAS—152. 
Adams, Pa. Dingley, Kiefer, Reyburn, 
Aldrich, Dolliver, Lacey, Ric 8, : 
Apsley, Doolittle, Lane, Richardson, Mich. 
Avery, Draper, Lefever, Ritchie, 
Babcock Ellis, Ore Linton, Russell, Conn. 
Baker, Kans. English, Livingston, Russell, Ga. 
Baker, N. H. Fielder, Lockwood, Ryan, 
Barne Fithian, Loudenslager, Schermerhorn, 
Bartholdt, Fletcher, Lucas, Scranton, 
Barwig, Funk, Lynch, Settle, 
Beckner, Gillet, N.Y. on, Sibley, | 
Bell, Colo. Gillett, Mass. McCall, Sickles, 
Beltzhoover, Gorman, McDearmon, Simpson, 
Bowers, Cal. Graham, McDowell, Sipe, 
Bretz, Griffin, Mich. McEttrick, Smith, 
Broderick, Griffin, Wis. McGann, Sorg, 
Bromwell, Grout, Meiklejohn, Sperry, 
Brookshire, +row, Mercer, Springer, 
Brosius, Hager, Meyer, Stephenson, 
Brown, Hainer, Nebr. Milliken, Stevens, 
Cadmus, Haines, Moore, Stone, C. W. 
Campbell, Harmer, Morse, Stone, W.A. 
Cannon, Cal Harris, eerees Straus, 
Cannon, Ill Harter, Mutchler, Talbott, Md. 
Caruth, Hartman, Newlands, Tarsney, 
Catchings, Haugen, Northway, Thomas, 
Chickering, Hayes, Outhwaite, ‘Tracey, 
Clancy, Henderson, Iowa Page, Updegred, li 
Cobb, Mo. Hepburn, Payne, Van Voorhis, N.Y. 
Coffin, Md. Hermann, Pence, Van Voorhis, Ohio 
Cooper, Fla. Hicks, Pendleton, W. Va. Wadsworth, 
Cornish, Hines, Perkins, Walker, 
Curtis, Kans. Hitt, Phillips, Wanger, 
Curtis, N.Y. Hooker, N. Y¥. Pickler, Weadock, 
Dalzell, Hull, Pigott, ells, 
Daniels, Hunter, Price, Wheeler, fl. 
Davey, Johnson, N. Dak. Ray. Woomer, 
Davis, Kem, Reilly, Wright. 
NAYS—74. 
Bailey, Dinsmore, Kyle, Robbins, 
Baldwin, Dockery, Latimer, Shell, 
Bankhead, Donovan, Lawson, Snodgrass, 
Bartlett, Dunphy, Layton, cae. 
Berry, Edmunds, Lester, Stone, Ky. 
Black, Epes, Loud, Strait, 
Branch, Erdman, M ire, Swanson, 
Breckinridge, Fyan, Mallory, Talbert, S.C. 
Bunn, Goldzier, Martin, Ind. Tate, 
Cabaniss, Grady, ee: Ky. Taylor, Ind. 
Capehart, Gresham, McCulloch, Terry, 
Causey, Harrison, McKaig, Turner, Ga. 
Clark, Mo Hatch, Meredith, Turner, Va. 
Cobb, Ala. Henderson, N.C. Montgomery, Tyler, 
Cockrell, Hooker, Miss. Neill, arner, : 
Cooper, Tex. Izlar, Patterson, Williams, Miss. 
Cox, Jones, Pearson, Wise. 
Culberson,“ Kilgore, Pendleton, Tex. 
De Armond, Kribbs, Richardson, Tenn. 
ANSWERED “PRESENT ”—2. 
Storer, Washington. 
NOT VOTING—120. 
Abbott, Cooper, Wis. Hopkins, Il. O'Neill, Mo. 
Adams, Ky. Cousins, Hopkins, Pa. Paschal, 
Aitken, Covert, Houk, Powers, 
Alderson, Crain, Hudson, Quis \ 
Alexander, Crawford, Hulick, all, 
Allen, De Forest, Hutcheson, Rayner, 
Arnold, Denson, Ikirt, Reed, 
Belden, Dunn, Johnson, Ind. Robertson, La. 
Bell, Tex. Durborow, Johnson, Ohio Robinson, Pa. 
Bingham, Ellis, Ky. Lapham, Rusk, 
Blair. sagem, N.J. Little, Sayers, 
Bland, Enloe, Maddox, Sherman, 
Boatner, Everett, Magner, Somers, 

n, Forman, Marsh, Stockdale, 
Boutelle. Gardner, Marshall, Strong, 
Bower, N. C. Gear, Marvin, N. Y. Sweet, 
Brickner, Geary, McAleer, Tawney, 
Bryan, Geissenhainer, McCleary, Minn. Taylor, Tenn. 
Bandy, Goodnight, McDannold, Tucker, 
Burnes, Grosvenor, McKeighan, Turpin, 
Bynum, Hall, Minn. McLaurin, Waugh, 

Jaminetti, Hall, Mo. McMiltin, Wever, 
Childs, Hammond, McNagny, Wheeler, Ala. 
Clarke, Ala. Hare, McRae, White, 
Cockran. Heard, Money, Whiting, 
Coffeen, Wyo. Heiner, Pa. Moon, Williams, Iil. 
Cogswell, Henderson, OL Morgan, Wilson, Ohio 
Conn, Hendrix, Moses, Wilson, W. Va. 
Coombs, Henry, or Wolverton. 
Cooper, Ind. Hoiman, O'Neil, Mass. Woodard. 


Mr. MARSH. Mr. Speaker, I desire to vote. 

The SPEAKER. Was the gentleman in the Hall of the House 
and failed to hear his name ed? 

Mr. MARSH. I had just stepped into the lobby, and was gone 
ust a minute, and when I came back my name had been passed. 
supposed it was the first call. 
eSPEAKER. The Chair can not entertain the request. 

“aa Then I ask unanimous consent that I be allowed 

vote. 
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_ SPEAKER. The Chair can not submit that, under the 
rule. 

Mr. HALL of Missouri. Mr. Speaker, I was not here when my 
—_ was called, but was here at the beginning of the call of the 
roll. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair can not entertain the request. 

Mr. ERDMAN. Mr. Speaker, I ask that my colleague [Mr 
WOLVERTON] be excused for this day, on account of sickness. 

The following pairs were announced: 

Until further notice: 

Mr. ABBOTT with Mr. Hovuk. 

Mr. McRAE with Mr. Gear. 

Mr. HuTCHESON with Mr. DRAPER. 

Mr. O’NEIL of Massachusetts with Mr. CoGSwELL. 

Mr. WooDARD with Mr. TAYLOR of Tennessee. 

For this day: 

Mr. STOCKDALE with Mr. TAWNEY. 

Mr. McLaurin with Mr. Quiaa. 

Mr. ENLOE with Mr. GROSVENOR. 

Mr. RAYNER with Mr. SwWEET. 

Mr. McDANNOLD with Mr. Jonnson of Indiana. 

Mr. CRAIN with Mr. Moon. 

Mr. ALDERSON with Mr. BELDEN. 

Mr. Rusk with Mr. SHERMAN. 

On this vote: 

Mr. CLARKE of Alabama with Mr. HEINER of Pennsylvania. 

Mr. ALLEN with Mr. Roprnson of Pennsylvania. 

Mr. BURNES with Mr. BINGHAM. 

Mr. McMILuin with Mr. Hopkins of Pennsylvania. 

Mr. Hatt of Missouri with Mr. Marsa. 

The result of the vote was then announced as above recorded. 

On motion of Mr. HULL, a motion to reconsider the vote by 
which the bill was passed was laid on the table. 


MRS. EVALYN N. VAN VLIET. 


The SPEAKER laid before the House the bill (S. 684) for the 
relief of Mrs. Evalyn N. Van Vliet, with House amendment dis- 
agreed to by the Senate. 

Mr. MARTIN of Indiana. I move that the House insist on its 
amendment, and agree to the conference asked by the Senate. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The SPEAKER announced as conferees on the part of the 
House Mr. Martin of Indiana, Mr. FIELDER, and Mr. MEIKLE- 
JOHN. 

DISCHARGE OF SOLDIERS OF THE LATE WAR FROM THE INTERIOR 
DEPARTMENT. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from South Dakota [Mr. 
PICKLER] calls up a privileged resolution—a resolution of inquiry 
to the head of a Department. The Clerk will read the resolution. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Resolved, That the Secretary of the Interior be requested to furnish to the 
House the names of the soldiers of the late war discharged from the public 
service in his Department and the several bureaus thereof since March 4, 1893, 
and the cause in each case of such dismissal. 


Mr. SPRINGER. Where did that come from? 

The SPEAKER. This is a resolution that was introduced last 
December and referred to the Committee on Reform in the Civil 
Service, and no report having been made the gentleman calls it 
up as a matter of privilege. 

The question was taken on the adoption of the resolution, and 
the Speaker announced that the ayes seemed to have it. 

Mr. MEREDITH. Division. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 63, noes 55. 

So the resolution was agreed to. 

On motion of Mr. PICKLER, a motion to reconsider the vote 
by which the resolution was agreed to was laid on the table. 


MICHAEL GAUL. 


Mr. TALBOTT of Maryland. I ask for the regular order, Mr. 
Speaker. 

Mr. HAINES. Mr. Speaker, I ask the gentleman to withdraw 
that demand for a moment. 

Mr. TALBOTT of Maryland. 
rarily. 

Mr. HAINES. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for the 
present consideration of House bill 5877, for the relief of Michael 
Gaul. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Navy be, and hereby is, au- 
thorized and directed to correct the record of Michael Gaul by removing the 
charge of desertion which now stands against him on the records of the Navy 
Department, and to issue to him a certificate of honorable discharge from the 
United States Marine Corps. 

The following amendment, recommended by the Committee on 
Naval Affairs, was read: 

Provided, That no arrears of pay or bounty shall be allowed to the said 
Michael Gaul by this‘act. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Mr. Speaker, reserving the right to object, I 
should like to hear some explanation of this bill. 





I withdraw the demand tempo- 
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Mr. HAINES. I ask that the report be read. That will ex- 
lain it. 

. The SPEAKER. Without objection, the report will be read. 
The report (by Mr. MeyER) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Naval Affairs have considered the bill (H. R. 5877) for the 
relie? of Michael Gaul, and submit the following report: 

The purpose of this bill is to remove the charge of desertion nst Michael 
Gaul, who was a sailor in the United States Marine Corpsand Navy. 

The records of the Navy Department show that he enlisted in the Marine 
Corps October 26, 1861, and was honorably discharged November 6, 1865; en- 
listed in the Navy December 17, 1866, as first-class fireman, and was honorably 
discharged April 23, 1870; enlisted again in the Marine Corps January 25, 1871, 
and deserted February 16, 1871, and the Navy Department has no authority 
under the general law to remove this charge. 

The petitioner states,in explanation of this charge of desertion, that he 
Was on aspree with some of his old shipmates, and when he became sober he 
regretted what he had done, but his health not being good he returned to his 
home and never returned to duty; that he wishes the charge of desertion re- 
moved for the sake of his family; that he had one brother killed in the war 
and another who served through the war; that he never received any bounty 
or prize money. 

There is on file an original number of a newspaper, the Hiogo News, dated 
September 24, 1868, containing a letter from an officer of the United States 
steamer Jroquois describing the rescue from drowning of a Japanese (whose 
boat had capsized) by the united efforts of William Hawkins and Michael 
Gaul, at the imminent peril of their own lives. 

The petitioner states that William Hawkins, above referred to, assaulted a 
comrade with a razor and subsequently deserted from the Iroquois, but was 
reinstated in his rank as a petty officer by the President because of his assist- 
ance in rescuing the Japanese, i 

Your committee recommend that the bill do pass after being amended by 
adding the words: : 

** Provided, That no arrears of pay or bounty shall be allowed to the said 
Michael Gaul! by this act.” > 

Mr. DOCKERY. I understand from the report that this man 
was drunk and deserted. 

Mr. HAINES. Yes, sir; after serving seven years in the Army. 

Mr. STONE of Kentucky. And that he was sorry afterwards. 
[Laughter. } 


The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present consideration | 


of this bill? 
Mr. STALLINGS. I object. 
ORDER OF BUSINESS. 
Mr. JONES. Mr. Speaker, I ask for the regular order. 


The SPEAKER. The regular order is the call of committees 


for reports. 

Mr. TALBOTT of Maryland. I ask unanimous consent that 
the call of committees be dispensed with, and that gentlemen hav- 
ing reports to present have leave to file them with the Clerk. 

Mr. RICHA RDSON of Tennessee. I do not wish to object to 
that, Mr. Speaker, but I desire to submit an adverse report which 
is the unanimous report of the committee. 

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 

The following reports of committees were handed in at the 
Clerk’s desk, referred to their appropriate Calendars, and other- 
wise disposed of, as indicated below: 

BRIDGE OVER THE MONONGAHELA RIVER. 


Mr. BARTLETT, from the Committee on Interstate and For- | 
eign Commerce, reported back favorably the bill (H.R. 8880) to | 


authorize the Monongahela and Western Railroad Company to 
construct a bridge over the Monongahela River; which was re- 


ferred to the House Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, | 


ordered to be printed. 
MAHON RIVER LIGHT STATION. 

Mr. MAHON, from the Committee on Interstate and Foreign 
Commerce, reported back favorably the bill (H. R. 8609) to estab- 
lish the Mahon River light station on a new site; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the 
Union, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

RANGE LIGHTS STATION AT MORRIS RIVER, DELAWARE BAY. 

Mr. MAHON also, from the Committee on Interstate and For- 
eign Commerce, reported back favorably the bill (H. R. 8612) 
authorizing the establishment of a range lights station at Morris 
River, Delaware Bay; which was referred to the Committee of 
tke Whole House on the state of the Union, and, with the accom- 
panying report, ordered to be printed. 

STEAM LIGHT-VESSEL AT OVERFALLS SHOAL, NEW JERSEY. 

Mr. MAHON also, from the Committee on Interstate and For- 
eign Commerce, reported back favorably the bill (H. R. 8611) for 
a steam light-vessel at Overfalls Shoal, New Jersey; which was 
referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the 
Union, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

RELIEF VESSEL FOR FOURTH LIGHT-HOUSE DISTRICT. 


Mr. MAHON also, from the Committee on Interstate and For- 
eign Commerce, og back favorably the bill (H. R. 8610) for 
a relief vessel for the Fourth light-house district; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the 
Union, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 
BRIDGE ACROSS ILLINOIS RIVER NEAR THE TOWN OF HENNEPIN. 


Mr. DURBOROW, from the Committee on Interstate and For- 
eign Commerce, reported back favorably the bill (H. R. 8882) to 
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authorize the construction of a bridge across the Dlinois River 
at or near the town of Hennepin; which was referred to the House 
Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be 
printed. 

MINERAL LANDS. 


Mr. WEADOCE, from the Committee on Mines and Mining, re- 
ported back favorably the bill (8. 1515) to amend chapter 6 of Ti- 
tle XXXII of the Revised Statutes, relating to mineral lands and 
mining resources; which was referred to the Committee of the 
Whole House on the state of the Union, and, withthe accompany- 
ing report, ordered to be printed. 

PORTRAIT OF DANIEL D. TOMPKINS. 


Mr. BARTLETT, from the Committee on the Library, reported 
| back favorably the bill (H.R. 1909) to purchase a portrait of Dan- 
iel D. Tompkins, late Vice-President of the United States, painted 
by Jarvis in 1812; which was referred to the Committee of the 
Whole House on the state of the Union, and, with the accompany- 
ing report, ordered to be printed. 


CARE AND CURE OF INEBRIATES IN THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA, 


Mr. MEREDITH, from the Committee on the District of Co- 
lumbia, reported back favorably the bill (H. R. 8630) to provide 
for the care and cure of inebriates in the District of Columbia; 
which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the 
state of the Union, and, with the accompanying report, ordered 
to be printed. 

CHARTERS OF CERTAIN STREET RAILROAD COMPANIES, DISTRICT OF 
COLUMBIA, 


Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee, from the Committee on the 
District of Columbia, reported,in the nature of a substitute for 
| House bill 8461,.the bill (H. R. 8923) to amend the charters of cer- 
tain street railroad companiesin the District of Columbia; which 
was referred to the Committee of the Whuole House on the state of 
the Union, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be 
printed. 

House bill 8461 was laid on the table. 

HARBOR OF PEEKSKILL, N, ¥. 


Mr. CATCHINGS, from the Committee on Rivers and Harbors, 
reported back favorably the joint resolution (H. Res. 267) provid- 
ing for asurvey of the harbor of Peekskill, N. ¥Y.; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the 
Union, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 
ESTABLISHMENT OF MILITARY POST AT OR NEAR SANTA FR, N. MEX. 


Mr. JOSEPH, from the Committee on Military Affairs, reported 
| in the nature of a substitute for House bill 354 the bill (H. R. 8928) 
| for the establishment of a military post at or near the city of 
| Santa Fe, N. Mex; which was referred to the Committee of the 
| Whole House on the state of the Union, and, with the accompany- 
ing report, ordered to be printed. 

ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


Mr. PEARSON, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, reported 
that they had examined and found truly enrolled bills of the fol- 
lowing titles; when the Speaker signed the same: 

A bill (8. 1483) to correct the military record of Elisha B. Bas- 
sett; 

A bill (S. 2521) to amend the charter of the Metropolitan Rail- 
road Company of the District of Columbia; 

A bill (H.. R. 4693) for the promotion of anatomical science, and to 
prevent the desecration of graves in the District of Columbia; and 

A bill (H. R. 5624) to authorize the Oklahoma Central Railway 
Company to construct and operate a railway through the Indian 
and Oklahoma Territories, an¢é for other purposes, 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE, 


A message from the Senate, by Mr. PLATT, one of its clerks, an- 
nounced that the Senate had passed without amendment the 
bill (H. R. 8681) authorizing the Arkansas Northwestern Railway 
Company to construct and operate a railway through the Indian 
Territory, and for other purposes. 

The message also announced that the Senate had insisted upon 
its amendments to the bill (H.R.8727) making appropriations 
for the Department of Agriculture for the fiscal year ending June 
30, 1896, disagreed to by the House of Representatives, had agreed 
to the conference asked by the House on the disagreeing votes of 
the two Houses thereon, and had appointed Mr. CALL, Mr. Brice, 
and Mr. CuLLom as the conferees on the part of the Senate. 

The message also announced that the Senate had passed bills of 
the following titles; in which the concurrence of the House was 
requested: 

A bill (S. 1795) to aid in the erection of a monument to the 
memory of Gen. William Smallwood and the soldiers of the Mary- 
land Line in the war of American independence; 

A bill (8S. 2888) for the relief of Fred Kormann; 

A bill (8. 2503) for the relief of James Curran; 

A bill (S. 2745) to authorize the Postmaster-General to refund 






































to Volley P. Hart, postmaster at Sedalia, Mo., moneys sent him 
by the Post-Office Department for the disbursements and losses by 
the failure of the First National Bank of Sedalia; and 
A bill (8. 2783) to postpone the enforcement of the act of August 
19, 1890, entitled ‘“‘An act to adopt regulations for preventing col- 
lisions at sea.” 
DAIRY TESTS. 


Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee, from the Committee on Print- 
ing, reported back adversely the joint resolution (H. Res. 235) 
for the publication of the dairy tests made by the Columbian 
Exposition; which was laid on the table, and the accompanying 
report ordered to be printed. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request that the call 
of committees be dispensed with, and that gentlemen having re- 
ports to present have leave to file them with the Clerk? 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

Mr. TALBOTT of Maryland. Mr. Speaker, I move that the 
House resolve itself into Committee of the Whole for the further 
consideration of general appropriation bills. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The House accordingly resolved itself into Committee of the 
Whole, Mr. O’Neri of Massachusetts in the chair. 

a The Clerk will report the title of the pend- 
ing bill. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


A bill (H. R. 8665) making apeeeynnans for the naval service for the-fiscal 
year ending June 30, 1896, and for other purposes. 

The CHAIRMAN, When the committee rose last evening the 
Clerk had read as far as page 37, line 24, The Clerk will proceed 
with the reading of the bill. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Pay of noncommissioned officers, musicians, and privates: For 1 sergeant- 
major, 1 quartermaster-sergeant, 1 leader of the band, 1 drum-major, 5) first 
sergeants, 140 sergeants, 180 corporais, 30 musicians, % drummers and fifers, 
a 1,600 privates, and for the expenses of clerks of the United States Marine 


_~ 


Corps traveling under orders, $381,847.67. 

Mr. SAYERS. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the last 
word. On yesterday the gentleman from Maine | Mr. BouTELLe], 
whom I regret not to see in his place, as well as the gentleman in 
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Mr. SAYERS. I wanted to call attention to the facts of the 

= as developed in the testimony before the Committee on Naval 
airs. 

Mr. TALBOTT of Maryland. One of the troubles in the Navy, 
I suppose, is that the Marine Corps want to get into the line. 

Mr. SAYERS. I do not know anything about that. 

a CHAIRMAN. There is no amendment before the com- 
mittee. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


INCREASE OF THE NAVY. 


That for the purpose of further increasing the naval establishment of the 
United States the President is hereby authorized to have constructed by 
contract three seagoing coast-line battle ships designed to carry the heaviest 
arnior and most powerful ordnance upon a displacement of about 10,000 tons, 
to have the highest practicable for vessels cf their class, and to cost. ex 
clusive of armament, not ex ing $4,000,000 each; and nine torpedo boats of 
from one to three hundred tons each, at the discretion of the Secretary of 
the Navy, at a cost not to exceed an average of $170,000; and the Secretary 
ot the Navy is further directed to construct three additional torpedo boats of 
from one to three hundred tons each, at a cost not to exceed an average of 
pT one of which shall be constructed at the Brooklyn Navy-Yard, Brook- 
bee N. Y., one at the Norfolk Navy-Yard, Norfolk, Va., and one at the Mare 

land Navy-Yard, Mare Island, Cal.; and in the construction of all said ves- 
sels all provisions of the act of August 3, 1886, entitled “An act to in- 
crease the naval establishment,” as to materials for said vessels, their engines, 
boilérs, and machinery, the contracts under which they are built, except as 
to premiums, which are not to be offered, the notice of any proposals for the 
same, the p drawings, and specifications therefor, and the method of ex- 
ecuting said contracts shall be observed and followed, and said vessels shall 
be built in compliance with the terms of said act, save that in al! their parts 
said vessels shall be of domestic manufacture. In making proposals for con- 
tracts for building the vesseis authorized by this act it shall be required that 
one of such battle ships and three of such torpedo boats shall be built on or 
near the coast of the Pacific Ocean or the waters connecting therewith: Pro- 
vided, That if itshall appear to the satisfaction of the President of the United 


| States, from the biddings for such contracts when the same are opened and 


examined by him, thatthe said vessels can not be constructed at a fair cost 
on or near the coast of the Pacific Ocean, he shall authorize the construction 
of said vessels, or any of them, elsewhere in the United States; and if the 
Secretary of the Navy shall be unable to contract at reasonable prices for the 
construction of any of said vessels, then he may build such vessel or vessels in 
such navy-yard as he may designate: And provided further, That one of said 
battle ships shall be named Kearsarge. 


Mr. DOLLIVER. I rise to offer an amendment. 
Mr. SAYERS. I have an amendment to offer. 
The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Iowa [Mr. DoLirver] 


| Offers the amendment which the Clerk will read. 


charge of the bill, made statements upon this floor that the marines | 


were being used at the secondary batteries. 

Mr. TALBOTT of Maryland. I made no such statement. 

Mr. SAYERS. _ I did not say you; I said ‘‘gentlemen.” If the 
gentleman from Maryland did not make the statement, I will ex- 
cept him, and I am glad tosee he differs with the gentleman from 
Maine. 

Mr. TALBOTT of Maryland. I do not know how much I differ 
with the gentleman from Maine, but I made no such statement as 
that which the gentleman from Texas attributes to me. Now, in 
the testimony taken before the Committee on Naval Affairs re- 
garding a bill which is pending before this House in relation to 
the marines the following is found in the statement of Colonel 
Heywood, co'onel of the marines. He says: 

As the matter stands now the marines are sent on board as sharpshooters, 

ou May say Supernumeraries, and they do not render the service which a 
ay of men who are so well organized and drilled should perform. 

Mr. Money. As a general thing do not they man the secondary batteries? 

Colonel Heywoop. They do, until the guns are taken away from them. 

y are nearly always put there by the captain when first going on board 
ship, but are taken away afterwards upon orders from the Bureau of Navi- 
gation, Navy Department. 

Again: 

Mr. Money. There is no law now or regulation of the Department existing 
that prevents the marines from serving at the batteries? 

Colonel Heywoop. No; but when they are stationed thera by the captain 
orders are at once issued by the Bureau of Navigation to remove them. 
state to the committee that by pepe gp Ae marines at the guns of these 
secondary batteries their services could extended, and consequently they 
would be more useful on board ship. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, the amendment that I offered on yester- 


day was to direct the Secretary of the Navy to assign the marines 


of increasing the number of enlisted seamen, as provided for in 
this bill, and, if I recollect right, gentlemen on the other side 
stated—the gentleman from Maine [Mr. BouTELLE] especially; 
the gentleman from Maryland in charge of the bill denies it, and 
I of course accept his denial as true—and insisted upon it, that 
the marines were already in charge of the secondary batteries on 
the ships. 

I withdraw the pro forma amendment. 

Mr. TALBOTT of Maryland. Mr. Chairman, I reiterate what 
I said yesterday. 
day to amend this bill so as to authorize the Secretary of the 
Navy, in his discretion, to place these men on board and behind 
the secondary batteries. All I did was to read a statement which 
showed that nearly one-half of them are now assigned on board 
vessels. The question has been disposed of,and I do not see why 
= gentleman from Texas should want to kill the time of the 

ouse, 


We | 


The gentleman from Texas endeavored yester- | 








The Clerk read as follows: 

Amend, on page 46, by adding after the word “therewith,” the 
words ‘‘and two torpedo boats shall be built on the Mississippi River,”’ and 
after the word “ocean,” in line 2), insert the words “and that the tor 
— above authorized can not be constructed at a fair cost on the Missis<ippi 

aver. 

Mr. TALBOTT of Maryland. 
amendment. 

Mr. SAYERS. I should like to kave some explanation as to the 
construction of these boats on the Mississippi River. 

Mr. DOLLIVER. Mr. Chairman, the amendments which I 
have offered, although two in number, are substantially one, the 
second merely applying to the Mississippi River the same provi- 
sions which the bill applies to the Pacific Ocean. It has been the 
policy of the Government for some years to authorize the con- 
struction of a part of the ships carried by each bill in the ship- 
yards of the Pacific Ocean. About two years ago a little ship- 
building establishment on the Mississippi River bid successfully 
for the construction of one of the torpedo boats authorized by the 
act of 1891. That boat has been constructed, has been launched, 
and is now awaiting final trial. 

The success of the little shipbuilding firm at Dubuque, in the 
State of Iowa, has been very gratifying to the Department and had 
the effect not only of scattering the profits of shipbuilding through- 
out the country, but of interesting a large section of the country 
in the upbuilding of the Navy. Now, in the amendment which [ 
offer I propose that in addition to requiring part of the ships to be 
constructed on the Pacific Ocean, a part of the torpedo boats 
authorized shall be constructed on the Mississippi River. I make 


in line 15. 





We are ready to accept that 


| this proposition because the shipyards of the Mississippi Valley 
to man the secondary batteries in order to obviate the necessity | 


are able to do the work, and in view of the immense population of 
that region are entitled to a share of the profits of the industrial 
enterprises connected with shipbuilding. They are entitled not 
only to the employment of their capital, but to the employment of 
their labor in these enterprises; and I think I shall have no diffi 
culty in convincing the committee that if these boats are to be 
constructed there can be no harm done, buton the contrary much 
good done if their construction be scattered as far as possible 
throughout all the industrial communities of the United States. 
Mr.SAYERS. Doesnot the gentieman believe that the Govern- 
ment should let the construction of these boats to the lowest and 
best bidder, without reference to the portion of the country from 
which the bids may come? I have heard a great deal about the 
unity of this country and about the flag of this country; but when- 
ever you touch any gentleman's locality, or whenever he wantsan 
appropriation made for work which will affect his locality, he 
proposes and votes for such legislation as will do that work at the 
expense of the General Government. Now,I believe that the 
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building of these ships ought to be let to the lowest and best bid- 
' der, requiring at the same time that the bidder shall construct 
the ships just as cheaplyas he constructs similar vessels for a for- 
eign government. 

Mr. TALBOTT of Maryland. Is there anything in this bill that 
does not permit that? 

Mr. SAYERS. There is an invitation in the bill not to do it. 

Mr. TALBOTT of Marylané. Oh, no. 

Mr. DOLLIVER. I want to say to my friend from Texas that 
the amendment I have offered expressly authorizes and requires 
the Secretary of the Navy to reject these bids coming from the 
Mississippi River region unless they come at a fair and reasonable 
proposal. 

r. SAYERS. Is it not left to the discretion of the Secretary of 
the Navy to say what is a reasonable price? Andin justice to the 
Government ought it not to be required that these bids shall be 
let to the lowest, best, and most responsible bidders? 

Mr. DOLLIVER. Let me say to my friend that the Depart- 
ment has two objects in view—one to get the ships and the other 
to establish the business of building ships in the United States. 

Mr. SAYERS. The trouble with the Department is that it has 
sometimes been engaged more in establishing industries than in 
watching the interests of the Government. 

Mr. DOLLIVER. By establishing the eens industry 
on the Pacific Coast, as the Navy Department did in the construc- 
tion of war ships there, we have not only got as good ships as we 
would have obtained otherwise but have also got them as cheaply, 
and we have doubled the ship-producing ability of the American 
people, which is quite as important as getting cheap ships. 

Here the hammer fell. ] 

r. TALBOTT of Maryland. Ishould like to make an arrange- 
ment with gentlemen opposed to this legislation in regard to new 
battle ships so that we may limit the time for debate. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Make it half an hour. 

Mr. SAYERS. Oh, no; gentlemen must not be in such a hurry 
to pass this biil. 

r. TALBOTT of Maryland. I ask unanimous consent that 
the debate on the pending paragraph and amendments thereto 
terminate at half past 2 o’clock. 

Mr. SAYERS. Let us understand each other on this proposi- 
tion. To what point in the bill does the gentleman from Mary- 
land wish to limit the debate? 

Mr. TALBOTT of land. Down to the end of line 24, on 
page 47. That includes the authority for the construction of the 
new ships, the armor and the armament, and the construction of 
the steam machinery. 

Mr. DOLLIVER. What limit does my friend from Maryland 


suggest? 

Mr. TALBOTT of Maryland. To limit the debate on this part 
of the bill to half past 2 o’clock, the time to be divided equally. 

Mr. SAYERS. I suggest to the gentleman from Maryland that 
it would be better to limit debate on the per which has 
just been read, ending with line 2 on page 47. 

Mr. TALBOTT of Maryland. Very well; I do not object to 
that, and I ask consent, Mr. Chairman, that the debate on this 
= : no ope with line 6, on page 45, and ending with 

ine 2, on page 47, and all amendments to the same, be closed at 
half past 2 o'clock, the time to be equally divided. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection to the request of the gen- 
tleman from Maryland? 

There was no objection. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will recognize the gentleman 
from Maryland [Mr. TaLBotrT] to control one-half of the time, 
and the gentleman from Texas [Mr. Sayers] the other half. 

Mr. DOLLIVER. I ask for a vote on the amendment I have 
offered, Mr. Chairman. 

Mr. SAYERS. Iam not opposing the amendment of the gen- 
tleman from Iowa. Let it be adopted. But I wish to bring the 
House to know that the discretion that is being used by the De- 
ee in the construction of these ships will be not solely 

build the ships the most cheaply, but also to promote another 
interest besides that of the Government. 

Mr. HENDERSON of Iowa. Now, Mr. Chairman, I wish to 
say a word in respect to the amendment of my colleague. 

e CHAIRMAN. The Chair had agreed to recognize the gen- 
tleman from Maryland to control one-half of the time, and the 
gentleman from Texas the other. 

Mr. TALBOTT of a At this point, however, Mr. 
Chairman, I think it would be better to di of the amendment 
of the gentleman from Iowa. I understand the gentleman from 
Texas withdraws his objection to it. 

Mr. HENDERSON of Iowa. Does the gentleman from Texas 
consent that this amendment of my colleague may go in? 

Mr. SAYERS. I withdraw ee 

Mr. HENDERSON of Iowa. en I do not desire to be heard 
upon it. 

The amendment of Mr. DoLLIVER was agreed to, 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


FEBRUARY 20, 


— 


Mr. SAYERS. Now, Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out from 
the bill all after the word ‘‘contract,” in line 9, on page 45, down 
to and including the word ‘‘ and ” on the same page, in line 14, 

The CHAIRMAN. TheClerk will report the amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Strike out of the paragraph just read the following words: 

“ Three seagoing coast-line battle ships designed to carry the heaviest armor 
and most powerful ordnance upon a displacement of about 10,000 tons, to have 


the highest practicable speed for vessels of their class, and to cost, exclusive 
of armament, not exceeding $4,000,000 each; and.” 


Mr. SAYERS. I yield ten minutes to the gentleman from Kan- 
sas [Mr. Simpson]. 

Mr. SIMPSON. Mr. Chairman, I have listened to the whole of 
the discussion in regard to the various appropriations covered b 
the pending bill, but I have not heard as yet any defense that 
regard as at all satisfactory for the construction of the proposed 
new battle ships, nor any reason given for their utility or their 
necessity at this time. 

Gentlemen on the other side of this question who have discussed 
the bill, whether purposely or otherwise, have evaded that part of 
the discussion entirely. I would notoppose the bill if this prop- 
osition were not included. But I am opposed to the construction 
of the three new battle ships for the reasons that I have heretofore 
stated. I am opposed to it on the ground, in the first place, that 
it has not = been fully or satisfactorily demonstrated by the ex- 
perience of any nation on earth that these ships are really valuable 
as a means of defense; and the preg think, have totally 
failed to show that they are. 

I oppose the provision also on another ground, that now, ina 
time o olieetil peace, with our nation in financial distress, with 
the Government borrowing money at a high rate of interest, it 
seems a most inopportune time, in the absence of any necessity 
whatever for the construction of these ships, to enter upon this 
work; and no good reason is given why we should incur the enor- 
mous expense which will be necessarilyinvolved. I oppose it also 
because I think the people of the United States at this time—even 
if their construction was necessary, which, as I have repeatedly 
said, has not yet been demonstrated—can ill afford to appropriate 
so large a sum as must be — to the shipbuilders during the next 
year or two for these battle ships. 

Mr. BLACK. What does the appropriation carry? 

Mr. SIMPSON. The total (aig scmgane involved in the con- 
struction of these ships, with their armor and armament, steam 
machinery, and so on, will involve an expenditure of $23,000,000, 
in round numbers, before the vessels are complete and ready for 
service; and I say that this is an expenditure that, even if the 
value of these ships had been proven by actual demonstration, the 
people of the United States can not well afford to incur at this 
time. I do not know that I should object to an yk ee for 
the increase of the number of swift cruisers. I think they are 
necessary, and I regard them as the most useful of our vessels as 
a defensive arm of the Government. If we need a navy at all, it 
is to protect our interests, our commerce, and our citizens in for- 
eign countries; and the swift, light-armed cruiser is undoubtedly 
the most valuable vessel for that service. But the great battle 
ship is not, as I think I proved the other day in the early discus- 
sion of this bill, by any means a seagoing vessel. The immense 
weight of the armor and armament with which the vessel is 
loaded down will prevent her, necessarily, from carrying a suffi- 
cient supply of coal or fuel for any long cruise. She is intended 
mainly or coast defense, if for anything. 

I said at the opening of the discussion that a vessel of this class 
was not available in this country for the necessities of our service, 
for the reason that we have such a long line of seacoast with so 
many shallow harbors in which she can not enter to get supplies 
or to operate for the defense of the coast. 

I can readily see, Mr. Chairman, why the Republicans shovld 
want a large navy and a great standing army. I can readily see 
that the men who believe in the policy of a strong government, of 
a centralized government, should want a strong army and a strong 
navy. They are the props on which a strong centralized govern- 
ment rests. They are the means which a strong centralized gov- 
ernment has for enforcing its commands; but in a great Republic 
like this, resting upon the will of the people, I can see no neces- 
sity for burdening the people to build up a great navy or a great 
army. 

Mr. CANNON of Dlinois. Will the gentleman allow me? 

Mr. SIMPSON. Yes. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. Just where does the gentleman draw 
the line for the General Government to cease to exercise its power 
in the preservation of peace and the performance of its functions? 
I want to know where it begins to be a strong and a centralized 
government. Just let us know about how far—— 

Mr. SIMPSON. That has been the trouble with all the nations, 
where it ceases and where it begins. The strong mailed hand of 
power is continually stealing from the people their power. It is 
through this process, little by little, that a strong government is 
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organized out of the ple’s government, and year ef year we 
have witnessed, for thirty years, the gradual encroachment of 

wer by the executive upon the administrative and the legis- 
ative. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. Could we not avoid all danger by 
just disbanding the General Government? (Laughter. ] 

Mr. SIMPSON. The danger of what? 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. Why, of a centralized government. 

Mr. DINGLEY. And let each State maintain a navy. 

Mr. SIMPSON. The gentleman is trying to be funny now. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. No; Iam trying in good faith to find 
where the gentleman would draw the line, and what he means by 
a centralized government. 

Mr. SIMPSON. The people who organized this Government, 
the men to whom we owe a free Government, the freest Govern- 
ment that has ever been organized among men, foresaw clearly, 
and realized from the past experience of the people, the danger of 
a strong army and a great navy. There is not one of the fore- 
fathers who organized this Government among the people who 
has not at one time or another expressed himself against the build- 
ing up of a great army and of a great navy. 

Mr. BOWERS of California. Will the gentleman allow me to 
ask him a question? 

Mr.SIMPSON. Yes; certainly. 

Mr. BOWERS of California. Does the gentleman object to this 
being a strong Government? Does he want to make the Govern- 
ment weak? 

Mr. SIMPSON. I want to hold the power among the people. 

Mr. BOWERS of California. They have it. It is the people’s 
Government. 

Mr. SIMPSON. Istated before that a great army and a great 
navy have, in the experience of every nation, at one time or 
another, proved the enemy of the people. If the gentleman from 
California has not intelligence enough to discern what I mean, 
why that is his fault and not mine. 

Mr. BOWERS of California. One more question, then, right 
here. Did we ever have any other Government in the United 
States but a Government of the people, that came from the people, 
elected by the people? 

Mr. SIMPSON, Iam holding this up as a warning to the people 
of this country. 

Mr. BOWERS of California. 
is because the people are wrong. 

Mr. SIMPSON. Iam speaking of the danger of building up a 
strong centralized force in the shape of anarmyandnavy. What 
experience had Brazil here but a short yearago? From wheredid 
the danger come to her? Did it come from the people? 

Mr. BOWERS of California. Free government comes from the 


peose. : 
Mr. LOUD. I hope my colleague will allow the calamity howl 


to go on. 

Mr. SIMPSON. There was nearly a successful attempt to over- 
throw the Government of Brazil through the organization of a 
strong and powerful navy. There is an experience that I hold up 
as a warning to the people of this country. 

Mr. BOWERS of California. Mr. Chairman—— 

Mr. SIMPSON. I hope the gentleman will not interruptme. I 
do not think the gentleman from California can add anything to 
this discussion. 

Mr. BOWERS of California. No; I do not think either of us, 
probably, is adding anything to it. 

Mr. SIMPSON. In conclusion, I want to say that I am opposed 
to the appropriation of this large sum of money for what I believe 
will be a useless number of battle ships. The gentleman from 
Maine [Mr. Boutr.LLe], the only man, with one exception, on the 
Naval Committee who has ever had any experience in naval af- 
fairs or as a sailor, said here yesterday that nine years ago we built 
a cruiser which was at that time, as far as naval architecture and 
armament were concerned, in advance of any such ship that had 
been built in the world; yet after nine years’ experience we find 
that she is now out of date and obsolete, and we have to expend a 
large appropriation to bring her up to modern times. 

So it will be with these battle ships. In nine years or less, per- 
haps, they will have to be thrown away and another large appro- 
priation made to build other battle ships, or other ships more in 
accordance with modern invention and discovery. 

Here the hammer fell. 

Mr. TALBOTT of Maryland. I yield five minutes to the gentle- 
man from Mississippi [Mr. Monry]. 

Mr. MONEY. Mr. Chairman, the gentleman from Kansas is 
really gorged with misinformation. He says that a battle ship 
that is nine years old is obsolete, when as a matter of fact she is 
one of the finest in the fleet. I simply want to say, as a matter of 
fact, that of the battle ships and cruisers that were engaged in the 
battle of Yalu River two were more than ten years old. y friend 
from Kansas says we do not want any battle ships, because they 


If the Government is wrong, it 





are not seaworthy. There is not a cruiser in the fleet more sea- 
worthy than a first-class line-of-battle ship; and to show you how 
he differs with the aggregate wisdom of the world, I will state 
that there are 115 battle ships afloat in the navies of the different 
nations of the world, and 43 are now building; and under the 
yp programme 40 more are being built by the British Govern- 
ment. 

My friend stated the other day in his remarks—not one single 
— in which did not contain a misstatement—that one of the 

attle ships of China was struck by a torpedo from a Japanese 
torpedo boat and went down head first, her wheel revolving as she 
went down. As a matter of fact, there were only two battle ships 
involved in that engagement, and neither oneof themsunk. The 
gentleman says they were sunk by atorpedo. Not one single tor- 
pedo was used by the Japanese in that whole battle. As a matter 
of fact, the vessel that was sunk was one of these cruisers of which 
he is so much in favor. 

Mr. SIMPSON. The gentleman will excuse me. He has ac- 
cused me of something I do not want him to do, because it is not 
correct. I stated that I read that from the Scientific American, 
and I did not state it of my own authority. 

Mr. MONEY. I say that the gentleman is entirely mistaken. 
There is no such account given of the sinking of a battle ship at 
that battle of the Yalu River. 

Mr. SIMPSON. I did not say it was. 

Mr. MONEY. It is in your remarks as printed in the Recorp. 

Mr. SIMPSON. You will not find it in my remarks. 

Mr. MONEY. I read your speech, and found itthere. Asa 
matter of fact, the Japanese never fired a torpedo during the whole 
fight. The vessel that was sunk was struck by a 12-inch shell, 
— was one of the Chinese cruisers, one of the ships you want to 
build. 

The gentleman says we ought to build cruisers and not battle 
ships. I ask you whether we should trust this matter to the judg- 
ment of the gentleman from Kansas or to the judgment of the 
Navy of the United States and the men who have it in charge? 
Who is the better informed—the gentleman from Kansas or those 
gentlemen whose business it is by the laws to consider all matters 
involved in the construction and maintenance of the Navy? If 
the gentleman will peruse his statement again he will discover 
other mistakes. He says battle ships can not carry coal. I will 
tell him that the coal-carrying capacity of a battle ship is greater 
than that of acruiser. In the case of the lowa, which is one of 
the battle ships just about completed, she has a capacity of 1,752 
tons of coal, cal at a moderate rate of speed she can run 7,073 
knots without recoaling. There is nothing in the history of the 
late war that does not indicate that the battle ship is the arm of 
| “ag and that all naval contests must be decided by the bat- 
tle ship. 

The fact of the business is, Mr. Chairman, that the gentleman 
has gone so far that he declares that we do not want any navy; 
that we want to live at peace with the balance of the world and 
with the balance of mankind. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, if the American Congress is willing to see 
the country deprived of its defense, then it may follow the states- 
manship of the gentleman from Kansas [Mr. Smrpson] and the 
gentleman from Texas [Mr. Sayers]. He talks about the con- 
tinuing cost of these ships. Asa matter of fact, there is no appro- 
priation except an insignificant amount that will come in the fiscal 
year after the next one, as we provide in this bill. There will be 
no more payment for battle ships until the new system of con- 
struction has begun. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. SAYERS. A parliamentary inquiry. There is some dif- 
ference between the gentleman from Maryland [Mr. TaLBorrT] 
and myself as to who has the right toclose this debate. Itis upon 
my motion, and I have the right to close. . 

Mr. TALBOTT of Maryland. I beg the gentleman’s pardon. 
There is an agreement that this debate shall close in forty minutes, 
and I being in charge of the bill have a perfect right to conclude 
this debate and control the bill. 

Mr. SAYERS. I have offered an amendment, and the debate is 
upon that amendment. 

Mr. TALBOTT of Maryland. It is all amendments to this 
paragraph; and I claim the right to control the debate. I have 
only occupied five minutes of the time, and the gentleman has 
occupied ten. 

The CHAIRMAN. The agreement was that the debate should 
be closed on the paragraph and all amendments to the para- 
graph, and therefore the chairman of the committee will have 
the right to close debate. 

Mr. SAYERS. Now, Mr. Chairman, to be candid—— 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will remind the gentleman that 
the other side have used but five minutes of their time. 

Mr. SAYERS. I understood the Chair to be forcing me into the 
debate at this time. 
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The CHAIRMAN. The Chair made no such statement. 

Mr. SAYERS. Then let the gentleman from Maryland pro- 
ceed. 

Mr. TALBOTT of Maryland. Mr.Chairman, I yield fiveminutes 
to the gentleman from Iowa | Mr. HEnpDsRSON]. 

Mr. HENDERSON of Iowa. Mr. Chairman, [ am for peace 
and against war, and therefore I am for these battle ships and tor- 


pedo boats. The surgeon can not wisely be without his surgical | 


instruments because he does not happen to have at the time a pa- 
tient needing their use. 

My stock of patience has become pretty nearly exhausted by this 
eternal abuse of our Navy that comes from certain quarters. I 
think it would content some gentlemen best if on the back of every 
naval officer and seaman could be hung a tagon which was written: 
‘* This fellow is a scamp or a scoundrel.” There isa spirit in cer- 
tain quarters, most unworthy I think, which delights in constant] 
reflecting upon a gallant, educated, cultivated, and worthy branc 
of our public service, the Navy. Certainly nothing that has been 
done by the United States Navy, in all our past up to the present 
hour, merits this abuse. 

The gentleman from Kansas [Mr. Simpson] says he does not 
wonder that Republicans support this measure, because ‘‘ they are 
for a strong centralized government.” I do not know whether or 
not the gentleman is bordering on State rights and secession when 
he makes that remark. He knows best. For my part I am for a 
strong centralized government, of which every State and each 
citizen shall be a royal and an interested part. [Applause.} I 
believe in a government that will protect every citizen, rich or 
poor, from the outside to the center of it. 

I think we have had recent experiences enough to teach us that 
in order to protect the people we must be in a position to do so. 
IT am against a large standing army. Iam against a large navy. 
So far as the forefathers have stood on that platform I stand with 


them; but I believe in having so much of anarmy and such a‘navy . 


as will prevent impudent fellows, governed by selfishness, from 
walking around with chips on their shoulders, or dictating to us 
on all questions of international or maritime policy. [Applause.] 
That is my feeling in regard to the Navy. The battle ships pro- 
posed in this bill I believe are needed. There is about $500,000 ap- 
»xropriated for them in this bill. It takes a long time to builda 
battle ship, but this inaugurates the work. 

It proceeds on the system—a system which I do not approve of 
except when it is necessary—of making contracts anticipating tie 
revenues of the Government. In this case, however, that must be 
done to some extent in order to have the work done. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, I say that any man who believes in pro- 
tecting his country in its just rights can not afford to belittle our 
Army or our Navy, both of which ought to be kept in such condi- 
tion that, supplemented by our rich, patriotic people, they can at 
any and at all times command respect and protect the citizen and 
the property of the citizen everywhere. ee) 

Mr. SAYERS. I yield two minutes to the gentleman from Ili- 
nois [Mr. CANNON]. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. Mr. Chairman, in those two minutes 
I want to say that I am not going to discuss the propriety of this 
proposed authorization of torpedo boats and battle ships. I merely 
want to call attention to the conditions under which this work is 

roposed. These battle ships, contracts for which are authorized 
. this bill, are to cost when completed over $20,000,000. It may 
be that it is well to have them. This bill carries only $500,000 of 
the $20,000,000 plus that will be required, but it authorizes the 
contracts which beget the whole expenditure. I suspect that the 
bill has much of strength in this House from the fact that the 
authorization can be made now and the appropriation will have 
to follow in the next Congress. 

Mr. SAYERS. That is so. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. So that we shall have a naval billin 
the next House swelling up to, perhaps, $40,000,000, and the gen- 
tleman from Maryland [Mr. Ta.Lsotrr], who now stands like a 
beacon light in the storm, and that illustrious mariner from Mis- 
sissippi [ Mr. Monry], to whose dulcet tones I always listen with 
interest, after making this authorization here will stand, twelve 
or eighteen months from now, talking about the terrific extrava- 
gance of the Republican House in bringing in a navy bill that 
carries $40,000,000. [Laughter.] Gentlemen, why do you not 
have the courage of your legislation? The manly thing to do is, 
along with this twenty millions of authorization, to make at least 
a decent portion of the necessary appropriation. But you will not 
do that. You will authorize, but you will shirk the responsibil- 
ity of vour convictions and your authorizations. [Lang ter. ] 

Mr. SAYERS. Mr. Chairman, I wish to say a few words, and 
especially to my Republican friends. I believe that my record in 
this Congress will show that I have endeavored, so far as I could, 
to discharge all outstanding contracts of the Government and to 
leave as few contracts upon the next pes ey as a thus 
paving the ay to a further and a larger reduction of expenditures 

y the Federal Government. 
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For that reason,among others, I am opposed to this legislation. 
I do not believe this House would be doing right to impose upon 
the next Congress the burden of discharging the contracts which 
it authorizes the present Administration to enter into. If I fa- 
vored the construction of these battle ships I would also favor a 
larger appropriation, as suggested by the gentleman from Tlinois. 

Now, I have no hopes of carrying this amendment. Why, sir, 
Mr. Cramp, the man who of all others in the country is most in- 
terested in this matter, has said that this bill would pass. How 
much has Mr. Cramp been paid by the General Government for 


‘the building of ships? Over $22,000,000. 


Mr. TALBOTT of Maryland. Have we not got the ships? 

Mr. SAYERS. The Bethlehem Company, who are receiving to- 
day, as I am told, $150 more per ton from the Government of the 
United States than they are receiving from the Russian Govern- 
ment for the same kind of material, has been paid nearly $7,0v0,- 
000 by our Government, and Carnegie over $4,000,000. For this 


reason I do not expect this amendment to sueceed. Parties are 
“here from the Pacific Coast to pass this bill; they are here from 


Louisiana to pass this bill; they are here from Pennsylvania to 
pass this bill. Why do we want battle ships? How many ports 
and harbors in this country can these battle ships, if constructed, 
enter? Are there half a dozen? 

Mr. LOUD. Oh, yes; twenty-five. 

Mr. SAYERS. No, sir. 

Mr. TALBOTT of Maryland. I published in the Rrecorp a list 
of about thirty. 

Mr. SAYERS. _I am speaking of the battle ships. 

Mr. MALLORY. Théy can not enter the harbor of Galveston. 
ona SAYERS. No; and they can not enter any harbor of Flor- 
ida. 

Mr. MALLORY. They can enter at Key West, where there is 
27 feet of water at the bar. 

Mr. SAYERS. Iam tired of hearing gentlemen denounced on 
this floor as unpatriotic because they will not agree to swell the 
expenditure already authorized by the present Congress. My good 
friend from Iowa |[Mr. HENDERSON] says that he is tired of hear- 
ing the Navy denounced. I have never denounced the Navy; 
the officers of the Navy are gallant and patriotic men; but Istand 
here to say that it is the duty of Congress to enable the Govern- 
ment to build these ships and construct these guns in any portion 
of the country where it can be done cheapest and best—I care not 
whether it is in Pennsylvania or California or in any other State 
of the Union. 

Now, the statement has gone abroad that we are paying the Beth- 
lehem Company $150 more per ton for gun steel and armor than is 
being paid to the same company by the Russian Government. 

Mr. DOLLIVER. I should like to know the gentleman’s au- 
thority for that statement. 

Mr. SAYERS. It isso charged; and let me read the apology 
coming from the Department. I do not think that it is true, but 
the charge has been made; and when a resolution went from the 
Senate to the Secretary of the Navy to inquire into the truth of 
this matter, what was the answer? 

Another reason, and one which may have impelled the Bethlehem Iron 
Company to acquire its recent contract, even at a serious loss, is that a far 
greater loss would be experienced if it was found necessary toe break up the 
— disperse the skilled labor, and close the works through lack of 
orders. 

Here isa Department of the Government that should always 
bear in mind the interests of the Government in all its contracts 
attempting to justify the fact that we are paying a larger price 
for armor and gun steel than the Russian Government is paying 
to the very same parties—— 

Mr, ADAMS of Pennsylvania. Will the gentleman permit 
mne— 

Mr. SAYERS. Iam not denouncing the Bethlehem Company; 
Iam not reflecting upon that company. Why, Mr. Chairman, I 
heard one of the most prominent gentlemen on this floor say once 
that there is no patriotism in time of peace; that itis only in time 
of war that citizens are patriotic, and that the only object and 
use of Government in time of peace, so far as individual citizens 
and particular localities are concerned, is to furnish as much rev- 
enue to the citizen and to the localities as possible. I deny the 
truth of any such proposition. No man can be justly denounced 
on this floor as unpatriotic who insists that the expenditures of 
this Government should be brought within its revenues in a time 
of peave. I deny that any man is not patriotic who says that this 
Government ought not to pay any more upon its contracts with 
its citizens than a foreign government does. I deny that any man 
is unpatriotic when he refuses to burden future Congresses in 
time of peace with appropriations for contracts which ought to 
be appropriated for by the Congress that authorizes them. 

It n an effort with me since I have been honored with the 
et of the Committee on Appropriations to so advise 
the House. have said: ‘‘Pay up all outstanding contracts; ar- 
thorize none that are to be paid for in the future, so that the next 
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Congress may have it within its power to reduce the appropria- 
tions by forty million or fifty million dollars per annum.” If that 


Congress should do this, its action shall have my hearty approba- | 


tion. Iwill join with those gentlemen in reducing the overgrown 
expenditures of our Government in time of peace. : 

Mr. TALBOTT of Maryland. I have, Mr. Chairman, ten min- 
utes of the time remaining? ; 

The CHAIRMAN. That is correct. 

Mr. TALBOTT of Maryland. And I yield five minutes to my 
colleague on the committee, the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. DoL- 
LIVER]. 

MM: -BOU TELLE. Before the gentleman from Iowa proceeds, 
will he allow me to ask a question of the gentleman from Texas? 

Mr, TALBOTT of Maryland. If it does not come out of my 
tinie, I will yield to the gentleman with pleasure. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. Is there not plenty of time? 

Mr, TALBOTT of Maryland. No; the time has been limited. 

Mr. SAYERS. I ask unanimous consent that the gentleman 
from Maine may be permitted to ask a question, not to be taken 
out of the time allowed for the debate. 

The CHAIRMAN. Without objection the gentleman will have 
that privilege. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. Mr. Chairman, I simply desire to bring out 
more plainly a fact to which the gentleman from Texas adverted 
with a great deal of emphasis during the course of his remarks a 
few moments ago, and that is with regard to the matter of these 
contracts. Do I understand the gentleman from Texas to state, 
or does he desire this committee to have the impression, that this 
bill imposes on the Government any contract whatever to pur- 
chase armor or material of any description at prices higher than 
they are furnished to any other nation in the world? 

Mr. SAYERS. I did not say that it did. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. If the gentleman did not say that it did I 
think it altogether likely that he may have left that impression 
on the minds of some of the members here by what he did say. 

Mr. SAYERS. If it will satisfy the gentleman from Maine or 
any other gentleman on this floor, I will disclaim such an idea. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. I do not mean to say that the gentleman in- 
tended to do that; but my idea was that that impression might 
have been created by what he did say, that the bill proposes to 
impose upon the Government of the United States certain con- 
tracts for the purchase of material for the construction of ships 
at a higher price than such supplies are furnished to other gov- 
ernments. 

Mr. SAYERS I will say to my friend this: That I did not 
charge it to be absolutely true that this Government is paying 
$150 a ton to the Bethlehem Company more than is charged to 
foreign governments; but what I did say was that such a state- 
ment had been made publicly, and a resolution was passed by 
the Senate calling upon the Secretary of the Navy for informa- 
tion on that point. is answer to that resolution I have already 
given to the committee. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. Has the gentleman any apprehension of 
danger that the Secretary of the Navy will make any contract, 
under the operation of this bill, at other than proper rates, and in 
the interest of the Government of the United States? I do not 
think there is any danger 

Mr. SAYERS. Well, it is not necessary for me to answer that 
question. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. Is not the inference a reasonable one even 
if the statement to which the gentleman refers is true, and the 
Bethlehem Company, or any other company whose plant involves 
the expenditure of an immense amount of capital, has been ena- 
bled by later improvements to furnish material to foreign Govern- 





ments or to any individuals at a cheaper rate now than formerly, 


that it can furnish such supplies to the United States Government 
at a lower rate, and that hereafter there will be, in contracts which 
may be made with such establishments, a decided advantage 
in favor of the government over the contracts that were made 
when these works started? 

Mr. SAYERS. If my friend from Maine has that impression, 
will he agree with me to add a clause to the bill forbidding the 
Secretary of the Navy to enter into a contract for armor or arma- 
ment with this company, or any other company, at a larger price 
than is paid by a foreign government for the same material fur- 
nished by such contractors? 

Mr. BOUTELLE. [I should not object to it myself, if such a 
provision were regarded as necessary. 

e a ee Very well. I propose to offer an amendment of 
nat kind. 

Mr. TALBOTT of Maryland. I yield five minutes tothe gentle- 
man from Iowa {Mr. DOLLIVER]. 

Mr. DOLLIVER. Mr. Chairman, I do not wish to be put in 
the position of antagonizing my distinguished friend from Illinois 
[Mr. Cannon]. I agree with him peeteetiy, as I said at the out- 


set of this debate, that we ought to make a reasonable provision to 
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pay for the ships we are authorizing in this bill. I do not desire, 
either, to be put in the position of acrimonious antagonism to my 
friend, the distinguished chairman of the Committee on Appro- 
priations. I presume there is nobody in the House who has any 
disposition or purpose to impeach his patriotism, or even to criti- 
cise the sagacity with which he usually guards the Treasury of 
the United States. 

There can be no better argument, however, adduced in favor of 
this bill than the fact that my friend from Illinois {Mr. Cannon] 
and my friend from Texas [Mr. SaYERs], not to speak of the gen- 
tleman from Kansas [Mr. Sorpson], who has furnished so large a 
part of the vocabulary of this debate up to this time—that these 
three gentlemen, with all the influence they properly exercise in 
this House, have not been able to disturb in any degree the pur- 
pose of the House to proceed with the building of these three bat- 
tle ships. [Applause. ] 

Mr. SAYERS. Because the 
fight. 

Mr. CANNON of Dilinois. Will my friend from Iowa permit 
me a moment? : 

Mr. DOLLIVER. Certainly. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. Will my friend be kind enough to 
place his finger on any proposition or word said by me that an- 
tagonizes this bill except for what it does not contain? 

Mr. DOLLIVER. So far as my friend from [linois is concerned 
that certainly is true. But we have seen the struggle on the part 
of the chairman of the Committee on Appropriations and the 
stubborn fight he has made on the items regarding the manning 
of these ships, the increase in the number of men necessary for 
that purpose. 

Mr. SAYERS. That is correct. 

Mr. DOLLIVER. And we have also seen his fight against the 
items for the repair of ships when they are rotting down at the 
yards; his fight against the appropriation for putting these ships 
in proper condition, when both the President and the Secretary are 
united in saying that the repairs are necessary. 

Mr. HENDERSON of Iowa. Will my friend allow me a word? 

Mr. DOLLIVER. Certainly. 

Mr. HENDERSON of Iowa. He ought, in justice to the gen- 
tleman from Illinois, to admit that it would have been better if 
the committee had made an appropriation of the money which is 
necessary, instead of leaving it in such a way that it will have to 
be provided for by future Congresses. 

Mr. DOLLIVER. I have already admitted that, and I have 
done what I could to impress upon this House the fact that the 
Committee on Naval Affairs, as I believe, true to the habitual in- 
stinct.of Democratic management, has proposed to load on future 
Congresses the expense of these improvements to the Navy, to 
which their judgment has yielded a ready assent. 

Now, I wish to say another thing: My friend from Texas [Mr. 
SAYERS] speaks of the fact that this is a united country, and I 
know there is nothing in his heart that would suggest a spirit of 
sectional contention in a debate of this character. And yet we 
are not without evidence from time to time in this House that a 
spirit of sectionalism is growing up in the United States. Within 
a week I have heard on this floor a suggestion that the West, that 
the Mississippi Valley is alien in interest to the Eastern Seaboard, 
if not already hostile to it in its purposes and in its conditions of 
growth and prosperity. 

Mr. BOEN. Is not that partly true? 

Mr. DOLLIVER. Ido not believe it is true at all. and I believe 
this House has no better means of refuting that mischievous non- 

| sense than by a liberal provision for these great national obiects 

that concern the whole people of the United States. I will say to 

my friend from Minnesota that after infinite sacrifices we are one 

people, brought together in the common bond of commercial and 

| political unity, and what God in His providence has joined to- 
gether we ought not in this House to allow demagogues to put 
asunder. [Applause.] 

Mr. TALBOTT of Maryland. Mr. Chairman, I am surprised to 
hear, over and over again, a reiteration of the amount of money 
that is to be po pe in the next Congress for the support of 

| the Navy. I stated tothis House,in the beginning of this debate, 
| that this appropriation bill carried every dollar necessary to com- 
plete the construction of all the vessels now authorized by law. 


‘*combine ” is too strong for us to 


Mr. SAYERS. Notatall. There is an item of $750,000— 

Mr. TALBOTT of Maryland. I stated to the House, and I stand 
by it, that this bill carries enough money to complete ail the ves- 
sels at present authorized by law to be constructed. I maintain 
that proposition now. The Secretary of the Navy, in his annual 
report for the year 1894, says: 

Theestimates for this year for “‘ Increase Navy " will be the last of thelarge 
annual amounts requi for the building up of the new Navy, so far as the 
same hasbeen authorized. It may therefore be stated that this is substan- 
tially the last payment on account of the vessels provided for by law. Unless- 
then, new constructions are authorized expenditures under this head will fall 
with = rapidity after the next fiscal year and thereafter entirely disap- 

the annual tions. It 1s estimated that with the ex 


endi, 
for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1897, t 


re of not more than ex- 
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isting new Navy will have been entirely paid for. Thus it will be seen that 
the expenditures under “Increase Navy” will decrease at one bound from 
the amount asked for this year, $13,259,392, to $750,000, as above stated. 

I also state that the next House can make the regular and 
proper appropriations to continue the work on these battle ships, 
and that their bill will be less than $20,000,000 for the support of 
the Navy, including the construction of the vessels authorized by 
this act. 

I do not like for any gentleman to get up and appeal to the 
prejudices of any one section of this land as against another 
when we are considering a bill that is national in its character. 
I do not think it amounts to a row of pins whether we paid the 
Cramps $22,000,000 or 22 cents, or paid it to someone else. The 
answer is always complete, that we have the vessels which are the 
best of their class built anywhere in the world. 

Mr. HENDERSON of Iowa. Will the gentleman allow me to 
ask him a question? 

a TALBOTT of Maryland. I have not the time, but I will 
yield. 

Mr. HENDERSON of Iowa. Iunderstand that there is between 
$400,000 and $500,000 under the head of ‘‘ Construction and steam 
machinery” which will be applied in the next fiscal year to the con- 
struction of these new battle ships and torpedo boats. 

Mr. TALBOTT of Maryland. The sum of $513,000 is carried 
for the fiscal year 1895-96 to begin these vessels. 

Mr. HENDERSON of Iowa. And that will be sufficient for that 

riod. 

“a TALBOTT of Maryland. That will be sufficient, so the 
Secretary of the Navy says. 

Mr. HENDERSON of Iowa. I am glad to know that. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. That is in accordance with the Secretary’s 
letter. 

Mr. TALBOTT of Maryland. Now, Mr. Chairman, the gentle- 
man says the Bethlehem Iron Works received between six and 
seven millions of dollars. The gentleman knows and this House 
knows that the Bethlehem Iron Works engaged in this enterprise 
at the pe ome of Secretary Whitney, and they have not yet 
received a dollar more than they have invested in their plant. 

But while the gentleman was giving this information to the 
House, why did he not state to the country what had been ex- 
pended in other localities? The sum of $9,254,000 has been ex- 

nded on the Pacific Coast. In this connection I will insert the 

ollowing statement, showing in detail the sums paid to various 
firms who have contracted for the vessels and the armor and arma- 
ment therefor in accordance with law since June 30, 1884: 
NAVY DEPARTMENT, February 18, 1895. 

Srr: In reply to your telegram of this date I have the honor to inform you 
that since the 30th of June, 1884, there has been _ by this Department to 
the firms mentioned below the following sums of money: 

Crathps 
Bethlehem 


Union Iron Works ; 
Columbian Iron Works 2, 073, 395. 99 
Bath Iron Works 1, 611, 487. 47 
Harrison Loring 

N. F. Palmer & Co 

Richmond Locomotive Works 

Samuel L. Moore & Sons Co 

Iowa Iron Works 


Of the amount paid to the Bethlehem Iron Company, as stated in the Bu- 
reau’s indorsement of yesterday, $2,346,056.86 was for gun forgings. 


Very respectfully, 
WM. McADOO, Assistant Secretary. 
Hon. J. F. C. TALBOTT, 
House of Representatives, 


Now, Mr. Chairman, in the brief space of time left to me I 
again call upon my Democratic associates upon the floor of this 

ouse. Let us once again put our party before this country as it 
stood before the war. This is patriotic in us; it will be as patri- 
otic as then. Our country is united; we are united for all time to 
come; and I claim to be as good and as patriotic acitizen as stands 
upon the floor of this House. Now, I appeal to my colleagues with 
whom I associate to stand by this legislation. The gentleman 
says, and he lays great stress upon the fact, that two Chinese 
battle ships were sunk. The answer to it, and it is complete, is 
that they were not sunk at Yalu River. They were the last rem- 
nant of the fleet left; but the answer to all that you can say is 
that the Japanese Government, with their experience in this war, 
immediately contracted for two battle ships in England. 

As to the reference made by the gentleman from Texas, and in 
answer thereto, concerning the reasons which impelled the Beth- 
lehem Iron Company to acquire its recent contract with the Rus- 
sian Government, I append the whole communication from the 
Navy Department bearing upon that question: 

NAVY DEPARTMENT, Washington, February 4, 1895. 

Sir: In compliance with the resolution of the Senate dated the 28th ultirao, 
directing the Secretary of the Navy to transmit a statement showing the 
prices paid per ton for armor plates for vessels of the N ye comparing the 
same with prices paid by other nations, and also with the PR ices paid or to be 
paid under recent contractsto American manufacturersfor armor plates for 
other nations, I have the honor to transmit herewith a statement pre 
by the Chief of the Bureau of Ordnance, which statement contains all the in- 


formation afforded by the records and files of this Department on the sub- 
jects covered by the resolution. 


- 
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I have had some conversation with yeproaeutetives of the Bethlehem Iron 
Company respecting its recent contract with the Russian Government, but 
am unabie to state at what prices the armor to which that contract relates is 
to be furnished. 
Very respectfully, 
H. A. HERBERT, Secretary. 
The PRESIDENT OF THE UNITED STATES #ENATE. 


DEPARTMENT OF THE NAVY, BUREAU OF ORDNANCE, 
Washington, D. C., February 1, 1895. 

S1r: In compliance with the Senate resolution uesting information as to 
the prices paid for armor plates for vessels of the Navy, comparing the same 
with the prices paid by other nations, with special reference to the prices to 
be paid under recent contracts to American manufacturers, the following 
statement is submitted: : 

The first armor contract which was made with the Bethlehem Iron Com- 
pany, on June 1, 1887, was for 6,702.6 tonsof simple steel armor. It was graded 
into exhibits varying in price from $490 to $600 a ton, according to the diffi- 
culty of manufacture. 

The report of the Secretary of the Navy for 1887 contains the following in 
relation to this contract: 

“The contracts for armor and gun steel are made at prices within 25 ad 
cent of the European price for the similar material, not greater than the 
difference in labor between the two countries, notwithstanding the heavy 
outlay for plant (estimated at $2,500,000) necessary to be made to undertake 
ne rea a for th a bol 

e prices eed upon for the armor and its appurtenances, ts, etc., 
averaged $538.76 a ton. 

The first delivery under this contract was made in August, 1891. In the 
meantime, on November 20, 1890, a contract was made on the same basis with 
the Carnegie Steel Company for 6,000 tons of simple steel armor, the first de- 
livery of which was made in January, 1892. Upon the decision of the Depart- 
ment to adopt nickel-steel armor an additional compensation of $11.20 per ton 
was paid the armor contractors to cover the cost of the introduction of the 
nickel and the increased difficulty of machining. The nickel was furnished 
by the Government. 

On February 28, 1893, a contract was made with the Carnegie Steel Com- 
pany for 2,927.29 tons of nickel steel armor,and on March 1, 1893, a similar con- 
tract was made with the Bethlehem Iron Company for 3,562.24 tons of nickel- 
steel armor. 

The armor in these later contracts was likewise graded into exhibits, those 
similar to the exhibits of the first contracts ranging in price from $500 to $575 
a ton, including the cost of the introduction of nickel. Two new exhibits of 
special difficulty of manufacture were created, one of 101.5 tons at $725 a ton, 
and one of 122.5 tons at $600 a ton. 

Aseparate contract was later made, in which the armor makers agreed to 
apply the Harvey process at a charge of $50.40 per ton for plates of and above 
8 inches thickness; $78.40 per ton for plates 5 to 8 inches thick; $100.80 per ton 
for plates under 5 inches thick. In addition, the Harvey Steel Company was 
paid a mogelty of $11.50 a ton. 

The price for the principal part of nickel-steel armor for vessels of the 
Navy under contracts signed two years ago is therefore as follows: 

Ordinary $500. 00 to $575.00 
Special - 600.00 to 725.00 
Cost of Harvey process - baad 61. 60 

The prices paid abroad for armor can not be positively stated. The infor- 
mation which the Department possesses comes from a variety of sources— 
newspaper clippings, conversations, and confidential statements. All of 
these lack the official confirmation only conveyed in a properly executed con- 
tract, such as that to which the Department was a party in the purchase of 
compound armor for the Miantonomoh. The average cost of that armor was 
$535 a ton, and was purchased from Sheffield, England. 

It must be further remembered that foreign armor contractors furnish 
various grades of armor at different prices. In France, for example, un- 
der recent contracts, three different oa are paid for the same exhibit 
of armor, according to its quality. In the United States the contracts stipu- 
late that the manufacturer shall make the most resisting and enduring armor 
that he can; he must furnish and maintain the most improved modern plant; 
finally, the requirements for acceptance are now in many respects far more 
severe than those abroad. 

The nickel-steel armor made in this country contains 3.25 per cent nickel; 
that made abroad contains from 2 to 2.5 per cent. It follows that not only is 
the actual cost of the nickel 40 per cent less, but the manufacture is less ex- 
pensive, so far as the greater ease of machining is concerned. In England 
very little nickel-steel armor is made. 

The following table of prices of armor is sub:nitted, with full reservation 
as to the accuracy of those asked by foreign makers: 


Price of armor in the United States and abroad, 1894, 
UNITED STATES. 


| Plain.| Nickel. | Harveyized. 


GP Ts wcnocngns chk seaginth Reeth iiate aise wnt 

Upper limit 

Special 
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ENGLAND. 
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more than 
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steel; hence 
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Special 
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Special 

Foreign trade 


1 Vickers, makers for H. M. 8. Centurion. 

2 Vickers's bid. : 

§Cammell’s bid for armor of Russian Three Saints 
4Cammell’s bid. 

6 Acier special for the Bouvet. 

*For the Charlemagne and St. Louis. 

1 Le Creuzot bid. 

*Le Creuzot bid for Russian Three Saints. 
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The Department has no information as tothe prices to be paid American 
manufacturers under recent contracts for armor plates for other nations. It 
will be observed, however, that the bids of English and French manufacturers 
for the foreign trade is far below the prices paid them for armor intended for 
ships of their own nationality. This is susceptible of various explanations, 
the most natural of which is that the quality of the armor manufactured for 
foreign navies is inferior to that made for their own. The requirements for 
acceptance are not so severe, and the bee ng is less thorough and exact- 
ing. Another reason, and one which may have impelled the Bethlehem Iron 
Company to acquire its recent contract even at a serious | is that a far 
greater loss would be experienced if. it was found necessary to break up the 
—- disperse the skilled labor, and close the works through lack of 
oO 


er Respectfully, 
W. F. SAMPSON, 
Chief of Bureau of Ordnance. 

The SECRETARY OF THE NAVY. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. I desire to offer an amendment, and 
I suppose amendments are in order to this paragraph. 

e CHAIRMAN. Certainly, amendments are in order. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. I desire to offer the following amend- 
ment, at the close of the paragraph. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair would suggest to the gentleman 
from Illinois that the vote had better be taken on the amendment 
offered by the gentleman from Texas first. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. Very well. What is the amend- 
ment? 

TheCHAIRMAN. TheClerk will again report the amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


On page 45, line 9, after the word “contract,” strike out the following lan- 
:“ Three unguing coast-line battle ships designed to carry the heaviest 
armor and most powerful ordnance upon a lacement of about 10,000 tons, 
to have the highest practicable speed for vessels of their 
clusive of armament not exceeding $4,000,000 each; and.” 
Mr. CANNON of Illinois. Thegentleman from Texas proposes 
to strike that out. If that is stricken out I will have to change 
my amendment, but I am perfectly content that the vote shall be 
taken on that first. 

Mr. TALBOTT of Maryland. I did not catch the amendment 
of the gentleman from Illinois. 

The CHAIRMAN. It has not been read yet. 

The question was taken on the amendment offered by Mr. Say- 
ERS; and the Chairman announced that the noes seemed to have it. 

Mr. SAYERS. Division, Mr. Chairman. 

The committee divided; and there were—ayes 43, noes 121. 

So the amendment was rejected. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. I have an amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the amendment of 
the gentleman from Illinois. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

On page 47, at the end of line 2, insert the following: 

“And the sum of $22,000,000 is appropriated to carry out the provisions of 
this paragraph.” , 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendment of the 
gentleman from Illinois. 

The question was taken; and the Chairman announced that the 
noes seemed to have it. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. Division! I hope all patriotic gen- 
tlemen will support this amendment. [Laughter.] 

The committee divided; and there were—ayes 79, noes 90. 

Mr. TALBERT of South Carolina. No quorum. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from South Carolina makes 
the point of no quorum. The Chair will appoint the gentleman 
from Maryland [Mr. TaLBottT] and the gentleman from Illinois 
[Mr. Cannon] to act as tellers. , 

The committee again divided. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I ask to have the amendment read again. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection to the request of the gen- 
tleman from Illinois? 

Several members objected. 

Mr. TALBERT of South Carolina. I withdraw the point of no 
quorum. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman withdraws the point of no 
quorum. The noes haveit, and the amendment is rejected. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. I offer another amendment, Mr. 
Chairman. Itis the same as the other except that it strikes out 
the words “twenty-two” and inserts the word ‘‘five.” 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

On page 47, line 2, after the word “‘ Kearsarge,” insert the following: 

‘¢And the sum of $5,000,000 is appropriated to carry out the provisions of 
this paragraph.” 

The question was taken; and the Chairman announced that the 
noes seemed to have it. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. Division. 

The committee divided; and there were—ayes 64, noes 99. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. I think we had better have tellers’ 
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— therefore I make the point of no quorum, merely to get the 
ers. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Illinois makes the 
point of no sake The Chair will appoint as tellers the gentle- 
man from Illinois [Mr. CANNON] and the gentleman from Mary- 
land [Mr. TaLBorr]. 

The committee again divided; and the tellers reported—ayes 56, 
noes 126. 

So the amendment was rejected. 

Mr. SAYERS and Mr. CAMPBELL rose. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will first recognize the gentle- 
man from Texas to offer an amendment, and will afterwards rec- 
ognize the gentleman from New York. 

Mr. SAYERS. I move an amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


At the end of line 18, page 47, insert the following proviso: 

‘Provided, That no higher price shall be paid for armor or gun steel than is 
paid the contracting party for like armor and gun steel furnished private 
parties or other governments.” 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will recognize the gentleman 
from New York a CAMPBELL] for five minutes. 

Mr. CAMPBELL. Mr. Chairman, I did not intend to say any- 
thing upon the question under consideration, as I thought it proper 
that the able Committee on Naval Affairs should be permitted to 
take care of their own appropriation bill. But I find distinguished 
members of the House opposing this patriptic and meritorious 
measure, and, further than that, I happen to have the honor of rep- 
resenting the old shipbuilding interest of New York, that has built 
some of the most magnificent vessels that ever floated on the waters 
of the world. Therefore I beg leave to submit a few remarks. 

The question of whether or no we should build battle ships is really 
the same as the question whether or no we should have a navy 
at all. There can be no doubt that the country as a whole, irre- 
spective of party, favors a Navy suitable for our needs. There is 
also no doubt that our Navy is not yet what it should be. Some of 
the economists who admit the necessity for a navy, and a larger 
navy, believe that no new construction should be authorized now 
because of the condition of the Treasury. Everyone, however, who 
knows anything about naval matters and the construction of ships, 
knows that if large ships are authorized now they will not be well 
under way for eighteen months, and it will be two years before any 
large proportion of the total cost can be drawn from the Treasury. 
[Appiause on the Democratic side]. 

Possibly the gentlemen who plead poverty are sufficiently good 
prophets to vote upon present pressing questions from knowledge 
of what the condition of the Treasury will be two years from 
now, but less gifted mortals must act according to their lights. 
[Applause. ] 

i = new vessels are authorized now, it will be fifteen or 
eighteen months before the next — will pass the naval 
appropriation bill, and the work of building up our Navy will be 
at a dead standstill for a year. 

The committee has very properly recommended that battle ships 
be authorized now. Common sense of the commonest kind would 
seem to indicate this as the propercourse. [Applause.] A modern 
navy is built both to fight and runaway. But in strict accordance 
with the maxims of political economy, it is found best to apply the 
principle of division of labor. Battle ships are built to fight, and 
cruisers to run away. No disparagement is meant to the cruiser; 
it has useful functions, and if, in time of war, the interests of the 
country are best served by a cruiser running away, it is its duty to 
run as fast as possible. [Laughter and applause. } 

We have now a navy composed nearly entirely of fast cruisers. 
What we need is a few fighting ships; ships that can stand in the 
gate and meet all comers. [Applause]. It is nonsense to say that 
cruisers can tackle battle ships. A cruiser, by a lucky accident, 
might sink a battle ship, just as alittle man might get the best ofa 
big man in a personal encounter; but common sense of the com- 
monest kind tell us that the odds are in favor of the big man, and 
so it is with the battle ship and cruiser. [Laughter and applause. ]} 

The fact that the Japanese cruisers have finally disposed of the 
two Chinese battle ships does not show that cruisers are preferable 
to battle ships for fighting, but simply that the Chinese are not 
sea fighters. The Chinese had two battle ships 15 years old, but 
they also had a lot of cruisers. The Japanese cruisers ate up the 
Chinese cruisers as fast as they could get at them, but they found 
the old battle ships hard nuts to crack, though the Chinese were too 
much dispirited to put out their ships when they caught fire, and 
fired mostly clay shell, which, nicely painted, polished, and stacked, 
had been passing inspection for some years. . 

If we are to have a navy to do our fighting as well as our running 
away, we must have battle ships; and three are not too many to 
authorize now. There is one point to which due attention should be 
given in this connection. Gentlemen speak of these battle ships as 
unwiedly monsters because they are of 10,000 tons displacement. 
That they are not unwieldy is shown by the preliminary trials of 
those now building. If they are monsters, what are foreign ships 
which they may be called upon to meet? Italy and England have 
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battle ships which are 50 per cent larger, and France and Russia are 
close behind them, Yet it is commonly admitted that the 10,000- 
ton ships designed by American constructors and built by American 
mechanics are fair matches, individually, for these 15,000-ton for- 
eiguers. Instead of grumbling at the large size of our monsters we 
should congratulate ourselves that they are so small. 

There are some gentlemen who say, “if we build these vessels, 
they will be obsolete by the time they are completed, and so we 
should wait until we can take advantage of the latest improve- 
ments.” ‘That was the policy adopted by us for many years after 
the war, until our Navy became the laughingstock of the world, 
and our seacoast cities were all at the mercy of Spain, Brazil, 
Chile, or almost any comer. 

I presume that the ancestors of the gentlemen who advocate 
that policy did not, in the days of bows and arrows, fail to provide 
themselves with these useful weapons because gunpowder and 
repeating rifles were going to be invented. Had they done so we 
would not now be favored with the presence of these gentlemen. 
{Laughter and applause.] That policy, fully carried out, would 
result in our beginning to build up our Navy the afternoon of judg- 
ment day. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, in connection with what I have already said, 
I want to add that we have at the head of this department of the 
Navy one of the best naval architects and mechanics in the world. 
I refer to Commodore Philip Hichborn and assistants, who designed 
our cruisers and who is to Seale these battle ships, and I say to you 
gentlemen, pass these appropriations and you can rest assured that 
they will be placed in safe hands and will be used to do credit and 
honor to the American Government, which we in part represent 
here. [Applause.] 

Carry on the noble work so ably begun under the auspices of 
Hon. William C. Whitney while Secretary of the Navy, and so 
zealously promoted by the late Secretary, General Tracy, and by 
the present Secretary, Hon. Hilary A. Herbert, formerly the honored 
chairman of the House Committee on Naval Affairs, aided by his 
efficient and intelligent Assistant Secretary, Hon. William McAdoo. 

I have no desire to take up more of the valuable time of this com- 
mittee, but I have here an article from the New York Herald dis- 
cussing this subject in an exhaustive manner, and also an editorial 
from the same paper of Monday, February 18, which I ask leave 
to have printed in the Record in connection with my remarks. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. CAMPBELL. The newspaper extracts above referred to are 
these: 

BATTLE SHIPS AND THEIR GUNS—GREAT BRITAIN’S MEN-OF-WAR ARE LARGER THAN 


OURS, BUT NOT AS EFFICIENT—TYPE SHIPS CONTRASTED—WHEREIN OUR INDIANA 
CLASS ARE THE SUPERIORS OF ENGLAND'S LATEST DESIGNED VESSELS. 


While the general opinion, not only in this country but abroad, is that the chief 
success of the United States in navy shipbuilding has been made in the develop- 
ment of the fast cruiser, it is important to note that the few battle ships we have 
laid down are the equals of anything afloat or likely to be put afloat for several 
years. Other nations have built larger vessels and have given them heavier guns 
than ours, but the United States battle ships of the Indiana class would prob- 
ably defeat anything yet built or projected for other navies. 

‘This extraordinary result has been attained chiefly by the excellence of the 
designs for the United States vessels, though superior material and workmanship 
have also contributed to it. That our ships have secured a fighting value equal 
to that of the best British battle shipa on a much smaller displacement is con- 
ceded by English experts. 


A BRITISH OPINION OF OUR SHIPS. 


Thus Brassey’s Naval Annual for 1894 says: “Accepting the conclusions that 
had been arrived at by those powers who had been forced to push on continually, 
the United States authorities at once adopted res possessing the general feat- 
ures of such vessels as were most a proved ; or example, our Royal Sovereign 
class—that is, the 1889 design. Profiting by drawings giving all the necessary 
details, and even employing men who had been eng in England iu working 
out the designs, it was found feasible to spring, without a single false step or 
disappointment, to the very front and to work forward so as to rival those who 
had offices and dock yards full of ali that hardly bought experience had furnished. 
It was, obviously, feasible but not ony means easy to command success in the 
etriking way in which it has been achieved. 


THEY WAS—THEY Was! 


‘The United States authorities are then to be congratulated, first, on the judg- 
ment that chose the line to be taken; and, next, on the constructive ability and 
energy that was (sic) displayed exactly in the most fitable way. It naturally 
follows, from what has been said, that one would search in vain in the Amer- 
ican fleet for such types as were developed in the twenty years following the close 
of the war in 1865, No mastless seagoing Thunderer (njor Dreadnought, no 
Inflexible (njor Italia, no Monarch (n) or wien is to be found in the United 
States Navy. In one tremendous stride the United States const ructers pass, with 
hardly an intermediate step, from the small coast-defense Manhattan, with her 
2,100 tons displacement and 19-ton smeoth-bore guns, to the modern ship with 
the powerful quick-fire armament and steel armor." 

At Portsmouth the English recently put afloat the Majestic, whose twin, the 
Magnijicent, was floated out of her constraction dock at Chatham just before last 
Christmas, both vessels having been built with unsurpassed rapidity, as they 
were designed in 1893, and the Magnificent was floated one year and a day irom 
the time work began u her. 

The Majestic represents "England's latest idea in battle ships. Her size—15,000 
tons dis a than that of any other war ship except the Italia 
and Lepanto, of the I navy, which have a displacement of 15,900 tons each. 


TORPEDO TUBES GALORE. 


Besides the guns hereafter mentioned the Majestic is fitted with four submerged 
terpedo tubes and one stern tube above water, all discharging the 18-inch White- 
head auto-mobile torpedo, which carries 190 pounds of gun cotton. 
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Her machinery is designed to aeveiep 10,000 horse power under natural draft 
and 12,000 under “induced” draft. nstead of forcing air into the fire rooms, 
with no means of escape except through the furnaces, the fire rooms are left open 
and the air is sucked through the boiler tubes. She has twin screws, each 17 feet 
in diameter. 

Each of her two steel masts will have two Sighting tops. She will also carry 
romeo electric searchlights on each mast and on each extremity of a midship 

ridge. 

The 12-inch guns, 40 calibers long, will be of the latest pattern of the Woolwich 
46-ton wire wound type—somewhat similar to the Brown segmental tube wire 
wound gun of this country, but far inferior to it in strength and velocity giving 
ower. 
’ The Majestic's full complement of officers and men, while serving as a flagship, 
will be, the English newspapers say, 750 men—a rather unusual crew for even so 
large a ship. 

COMPARED WITH OUR INDIANA CLASS. 


In view of the progress of these great men-of-war toward completion, there is 
a natural revival of interest in this country in the battle ships of the United States 
Navy. The Herald has heretofore pointed out the elements of superiority of our 
cruisers over those of foreign navies, and has given the testimony of foreign 
Similar superiority can be shown for the United States 
battle ships over those begun by the Coding naval powers of Europe. Although 
the Indiana class were designed about six years ago, they need not fear compar- 
ison with the latest and largest armor eclads of the British navy—the Majestic 
class heretofore mentioned. 
The leading characteristics of the two classes are herewith set forth. 











wi Armor 
eS B (thickness in 
° 2 incl 
fi 3 a inches). 
ela], |3 Moai 
a/8/a/2?) 9] = lait] ee 
- a a 2 3 = =3 
a ° © & 5 OR 
AlA;/AI[A] a] &O |ale);"% 
—_}—_|__ a a eatin 
Tons. | Feet.| Feet. | Feet.| Knots.| Tons. | 
SRI” Cocoa cc cceccs 10,231 | 348) 69.2) 24 16 | 1,800/ 18/17/16 to8 
PE Ta nscactees ed 15,000 | 390 | 75 28 174 1,800) 9 | 14 | 6 
| | 





Battery—* Four 13-inch, eight 8-inch, four 6-inch, twenty 6-pound, and four 
1-pounder rapid firing. 

Four 12-inch, twelve 6 inch rapid firing, sixteen 12-pound, and twelve 3-pound 
rapid firing. 

As in point of displacement the Majestic is nearly half again as large as the 
Indiana, it might have been expected that she would have a corresponding increase 
in tighting efficiency; but an examination of the details of the two ships brings to 
light no such difference. 

AN EQUAL SUPPLY OF COAL, 


Although the amount of coal carried is the same for each, the Indiana, owing 
to her lighter draft and Jess tonnage, would have a considerably longer radius of 
action; that is, she could go much further with one supply of coal. 

The axes of the Majestic’s 12-inch guns laid level are 27 feet above the water 
line, while the Jadiana’s 13-inch guns are carried oaly 18 feet above the water. 
This would give the former some advantage in aheavy seaway. 

A calculated speed of 174 knots is allowed to the Majestic, and only 16 knots to 
the Indiana, again some advantage to the British ship. Ii is known, however, 
that the Indiana's actual speed is more than 17 knots, her builders, the Messrs. 
Cramp, having always improved upon the calculated speed of the vessels built by 
them. It is also well known, on the other hand, that the British builders rarely 
equal the speed expected of their ships; hence, if the Majestic should reach her 
coutract maximum, she would have less than a half knot better speed than the 
Indiana, a difference so slight as to be almost a negligible quantity in calculat- 
ing the fighting value of the two spihs. 


THE INDIANA'S SUPERIOR ARMOR. 


For protection the Majestic has a belt of harveyized steel armor, 9 inches 
thick, while the indiana’s belt is 18 inches thick. It is true that the Majestic's 
belt covers 300 feet on each side, while the Indiana's belt covers less than two- 
thirds of her length; but the important fact concerning the two belts is that the 
Indiana's will keep out the projectiles of every gun aboard the Majestic, while 
the Indiana has at least 12 guns which can send their shells clear through the 
Majestic's belt. 

Similarly, the Indiana's turrets of 17-inch armor will withstand the attacks of 
all the Majestic’s pieces at an ordinary fighting range, but the Majestic’s barbettes 
have only 14-inch armor, and the Indiana's 13-inch guns could disable the bar- 
bettes with two well-placed shots. 

Around the Jndiana’s 8-inch guns is a protection of 8-inch armor, and 6-inch 
armor protects her 6-inch guns. The Majestic could penetrate the former with 
her 12-inch guns only. Evidently, so far as protection is concerned, the Indiana 
has great superiority over the Majestic. 


FACTS ABOUT THE MAJESTIC’S GUNS. 


Coming now to the chief element of fighting power, we find the Indiana's main 
battery greatly superior to the Majestie’s. The Majestie’s 12-inch guns throw 
projectiles weighing 714 pounds each with a muzzle velocity of 1,914 feet a second, 
giving a power at the moment of leaving the gun to penetrate 22.6 inches ot 
wrought iron; a penetration of 20.6 inches at a distance of 1,000 yards, and of 18.8 
inches at 2,000 yards. The penetration in steel would be about four-fifths of the 
foregoing figures, and in Harveyized steel not more than one-half. Each project- 
ile thrown: by her 6-inch rapid-fire guns weighs 100 pounds. It has a muzzle 
velocity of 2,500 feet a second and a muzzle penetration of 16.4 inches in wrought 
iron, equal to aout 13.2 inches in steel; at 2,500 yards it would havea penetration 
in steel of about 5.7 inches. 

Straight ahead or straight astern the Majestic can bring to bear two 12-inch 
guns and four 6-inch rapid-fire guns. These will deliver at one discharge 1,828 
pounds of projectiles, having on leaving the muzzle an energy of 53,590 foot-tons. 

On either beam the Majestic van bring to bear four 12-inch guns and six 6-inch 
rapid-fire guns, throwing a total weight of projectiles of 3,456 pounds, having a 
total muzzle energy of 98,524 foot-tons. 


WHAT THE INDIANA'S GUNS ARE. 


The Indiana's guns throw projectiles having the following weights and veloci- 
ties: Four 13-ineh guns; weight of projectile, 1,100 pounds; velocity, 2,100 foot- 
seconds; muzzle energy, 33,627 foot-ions; a in wrought iron at muzzle, 
30.l inches. Eight 8-inch guns; weight of projectile, 250 pounds; velocity, 2,150 
foot-seconds; muzzle energy, 8,011 foot-tons; penetration, 18.7 inches. Four 6- 
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inch guns; weight of projectile, 100 pounds; muzzle velocity, 2,150 foot-seconds ; 
muzzle energy, 3,204 foot-tons; penetration, 13.7 inches. 

The guns which the Jndiana could fire straight ahead or straight astern would 
be two 13-ineh and four 8-inch guns, giving for one discharge of each a total 
weightof projectiles of 3,200 pounds, and a total muzzle energy of 99,298 feot-tons. 

At any point between 60 degrees forward of and 69 degrees abaft the beam the 
Indiana can concentrate the fire of four 13-inch, four 8-inch, and two 6-inch guns, 
giving for one discharge of each a total weight of projectiles of 5,600 pounds, 
and a total muzzle energy of 172,960 foot tons. 


THE BATTERIES COMPARED. 


The battery power of the two ships may best be compared by placing the figures 
in tabular form, thus: 


— —_ 


Straight ahead or Oa either beam 
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Inasmuch as the Majestic’s 6-inch guns are rapid firers they would be able to 
deliver their projectiles faster than from breech loaders that are not rapid firers, 
and this would add somewhat to her fighting efficiency as compared with the 
Indiana; but the latter’s superiority in weight of metal and in the energy of the 
blows delivered is too great to be offset by the rapidity of fire of a few light guns. 

The Majestic has some advantage in her secondary battery, consisting of six- 
teen 12-pounders and twelve 3-pounder rapid tirers, against the Indiana's twenty 
6-pounders and six 1-pounder rapid firers. The Majestic’s 12-pounders would do 
greater execution on the unarmored parts of an enemy's ship than the Indiana's 
6-pounders. 

But the enormous excess of fire that the Indiana could deliver upon the Majes- 
tic as they approached each other ‘‘ bows on" would go far toward deciding the 
action before the bulk of the Englishman’s guns could be brought to bear; and, 
while the value of rapid firers should not be underrated, the deadly blows will be 
delivered by the big guns. 

The splendid protection given to the Indiana's guns would far to prevent 
the Majestic’s rapid-fire guns from doing harm to the former's battery, and it 
would not be long ere the American's 8-inch and 6-inch’ guns would wreck every- 
thing outside the Englishman's barbettes. Besides, our 6-inch and 8-inch breech- 
loaders can easily be replaced by rapid. firers and then the whole advantage, 
except that contained in the secondary battery, would be on the Indiana's side. 








OTHER STRONG FEATURES. 


Besides the points of advantage heretofore described the Indiana possesses 
features which, it is believed, are not found to the same extent in any other 
war ship. For instance, her 13-inch guns can be loaded at any point of train, 
sinee all the supply and leading accessories are revolved with the turrets. Hence, 
in action the loading and firing of these guns will go on uninterruptedly with their 
muzzles always turned toward the enemy. In the British turret-ship Hood, how- 
ever, it is necessary to bring the heaviest guns to the fore-and-att position in 
order to load them. If the ship, therefore, should =- “ghting an enemy abeam she 
would be obliged, after firing her 13.5-inch guns, to revolve the turrets 90 degrees, 
then reload and revolve them back again 90 degrees before resuming fire. 

Not only would there be dangerous delay from this necessity to take a fixed 
position for loading, but there would be a great additional risk of injury to the 
guns. More than one-half the length of the Hood's guns is outside the turrets, 
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and turning back and forth they would present a far larger target to the rapid- | 


fire guns of her enemy than the Indiana’s guns woald, as the latter would be 
continuously pointed at her antagonist. A 6-pounder shell striking a 13.5-inch 


ore, thereby making it impossible to fire a projectile out of it without blowing 
off the chase beyond the injury. 


AN ADMIRABLE AMMUNITION SUPPLY. 


Again, the Indiana's provision for supplying ammunition is exceptionally 
eflicient. 
lighted passage on each side of the ship, extending from the base of the forward 
to that of the after turret. On going into action a sufficient supply of ammuni- 
tion for theday would be whipped out of the main magazines and shell rooms and 
would be stowed in smaller magazines opening off these two wide passages, below 
the belt armor and pretective deck. Each gun would have its own ammunition 
thus stored directly below it, and there would be no shifting of ammunition 
about below and no possible confusion in supplying it. No more perfect arrange- 
ment for dealing with ammunition has ever been devised. 


TO OFFSET WATER-LINE INJURIES, 


Among other valuable defensive qualities the Indiana has a 6-foot belt of cel- 
lulose all around the water line, forward and abaft of her belt armor, so that no 
amount of damage that could be inflicted by gun fire in an ordinary battle could 
open the way te such an amount of water as would imperil her stability. Even 
though innumerable holes were shot through her 'twixt wind and water the cel- 
lulose, at the first touch of water, would so swell as to fill up every aperture, and 
the inflow of the sea would at once be checked. Even were this obstacle over 
come, however, and the water were permitted to fill her forward compartments, 
the water-tight doors would shut it off from entering the rest of the ship, and she 
would still have not only enough buoyancy, but enough stability to float. 


[N. Y. Herald, Monday, February 18, 1895.] 
NEEDED INCREASE OF THE NAVY. 


Tf the House of Representatives should fail to-day to provide for the battle 


ships recommended by the Secretary of the Navy, by the Naval Conumittee, and | 


by all other persons well informed’ as to the Navy's needs, its failure will be 
cause for national regret. Whatever else may be pestpened to a more conven- 
ent season, the constraction of armored ships can not safely be delayed. 

The Herald yesterday showed by detailed comparison that even the latest pro- 
ductions of the British shipyards are not superior to the United States battle 
ships designed nearly six years ago. If Congress will now authorize the build- 
ing of three more such vessels we shall close this century as we did the preceding 
one—possessing a nucleus of the finest fleet afloat. It was just about this time 
one hundred years ago thatthe frigates of the Constitution class were laid down. 
If Congress at that time had shown itself unpatriotic and parsimonious by 
refusing the es for those ships our navy might never have won the 
glorious victories of Truxton, Stewart, Hull, and Bainbridge. 


sk bel stective deck t i broad, high, well- | : . . d er : ; 
On the deck below the protective deck there is » broad, high, well: | -uarantee, in bonds, to begin delivery within a certain time. 
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To be certain of keeping the peace it is often necessary to possess the means of 
making anattack. ‘lwelve millions spent on battle ships now might easily save 
us from a war that wonld cgst a thousand millions. No Representative who votes 
for these ships will ever have cause to regret his vote, though he may be sorry ike 
did not advocate building twice as many. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, with these few observations, I thank the 
committee for the kindness they have extended to me on this occa- 
sion in giving me an opportunity to express my views on this impor- 
tant subject, because I believe that the safety of this country is in 
being always prepared for war, even in time of peace. [Renewed 
applause. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendment of the 
gentleman from Texas. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. What is the amendment? 

The amendment was again read as above. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. Mr. Chairman, I desire to say a few words 
on that amendment. I want to congratulate the House and the 
country upon this wonderful demonstration on the part of the 
gentleman from Texas of the progress we have made here in the 

ace of less than ten years. About six or seven years ago I had 
the honor, on the floor of this House, to offer an amendment toa 
pending appropriation bill which authorized and directed the Sec- 
retary of the Navy to purchase armor and gun materials for our 
ships. The amendment which I offered struck out all authoriza- 
tion for the purchase of any part of the material abroad, and pro- 
vided that the Secretary of the Navy should be authorized and 
required to purchase this material of domestic manufacture if it 
could be obtained at a reasonable price and within a reasonable 
time. At that time it was utterly impossible to obtain such 
materials on this continent—we had no steel plant here that 
could forge the great ingots—and in moving to strike out the pro- 
vision in the bill, I stated that rather than see a dozen or twenty 
battle ships put afloat within the next ten years thereafter, a large 
portion of the materials of which we had been compelled to buy 


| abroad, I would prefer to wait without the ships for ten or fifteen 


years if, by any action of Congress, we could secure at the end of 
that time the establishment of a great plant somewhere in this 
country that would make us independent of the world in the pro- 
duction of materials for our ships. 

In the Committee of the Whole that amendment prevailed; but 


| it was a Democratic House, and when we got into the House my 


friend from Texas [Mr. SayERS], who was then on the Committee 
on Naval Affairs, and other gentlemen rallied their forces and 
defeated the amendment. The bill went from here to the Senate 
with the original provision, which made it substantially obliga- 
tory upon the Secretary of the Navy to buy in Europe all of the 
hollow steel-shafting for our ships, all of the armor forgings for 
our ships, and all of the great steel forgings for our guns. But 
the agitation having been started, it was taken up at the other 
end of the Capitol, it was taken up by the press, and, as a result 
of the agitation on this floor in behalf of the emancipation of on 


} SS ee ee aa 2 ; es ee | Government from an intolerable dependence upon the great steel 
eal et oe the chase would so indent it as to make a buige on the insile | forgers of Europe, a8 measure was formulated and enacted into 


| law by which the Secretary of War and the Secretary of the Navy 


ce went out to our people. 





were authorized to call for bids for $10,000,000 worth of heavy 
steel forgings for armor and for guns from any corporation or 
company that would establish a plant on United States soil and 


When the question was pending it was stated upon this floor 
that fifteen years would be an impossible time within which to 
accomplish the desired result. The measure was enacted and the 
A bid was made by the 

ethlehem Company, to which reference has been made on the 
floor to-day, and within a few years of that time—years ago—that 
great corporation had established in Bethlehem, Pa., not only one 
of the greatest, but incomparably the greatest steel-forging plant 
in the world. So, during the last four, five, or six years, instead 
of being absolutely dependent upon foreign governments or for- 


| eign manufacturers for these primary materials for our ships, we 


have been obtaining them from the hands of our own people, 


|} and now every ton, every pound of armor that goes into one of 





our ironclads, every forging that is turned into a great gun at our 
gun factory herein Washington is made from ore dug from Ameri- 


|can soil, heated in an American forge, and fashioned by the 


brawny right arms of American workingmen. [Applause.] 
Mr. SICKLES. We make them for Europe, too. 
Here the hammer fell. } 

Mr. BOUTELLE. Mr. Chairman, I ask indulgence for two or 
three minutes more, as this is an important question. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. This is the most striking picture in the his- 
tory of American progress in the last generation. It is a new 
Declaration of Independence; for just as much as it is essential 
that a nation shall be able to maintain its own defense by its own 
arms, its own ships, its own weapons, it is essential that we shall 
be able to provide the weapons, to provide the ships, and to fur- 
nish the materials of which they shall be constructed. 
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To-day, as the condition which confronted me on this floor ten 
' years ago comes back to me with the effect of a dream, the con- 
trast is almost indescribable. Only those few years ago gentle- 
men arose on the one side and on the other with scorn and jibe 
and ridicule on their om at the bare suggestion that we should 
have steel works capable of handling these monster forgings re- 
quired for our ships of war. To-day, Mr. Chairman, neither the 
eat Whitworth works, in England, nor those at Creusot, in 
rance, nor the great Krupp works, in Germany, possess such 
ponderous machinery as is now forging the great armor plates 
that are to form the bulwark of the defense of the people of the 
United States upon the sea. And signalizing that, lam delighted 
to find that we have already reached that point of independence 
which provoked such incredulity only a few years ago, so that no 
longer does any gentleman even on the Democratic side question 
the ability of our own people to furnish the material for our own 
ships; but we have reached a point where a distinguished Demo- 
cratic Representative wants to proclaim to the world that we are 
now able to furnish this material for the world and to provide 
that we shall furnish it as cheaply to our own Government as we 
will furnish it to any other nation on the globe. I am glad that 
the gentleman from Texas thus recognizes that we have reached 
that point. It is a magnificent demonstration of what the build- 
_e up of the Navy of the United States has accomplished for the 
industrial emancipation of the American people. [Applause.] 


[Mr. VAN VOORHIS of New York addressed the committee. 
See Appendix. ] , 


The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendment offered 
by the gentleman from Texas [Mr. SAYERs]. 

Mr. TALBOTT of Maryland. The committee accept that amend- 
ment. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The Clerk resumed and concluded the reading of the bill. 

Mr. DURBOROW. I move to amend by adding at the end of 
the bill the paragraph which I send to the desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


COLUMBIAN MUSEUM, CHICAGO. 


That the Secretary of the Navy be, and he hereby is, authorized to transfer 
to the trustees of the Columbian Museum of Chicago the reproductions of the 
caravels of Columbus, the Santa Maria, Nina,and Pinta, which were exhib- 
ited at the World’s Columbian Exposition. 


Mr. PENCE. Mr. Chairman, I do not care to address myself to 
the pending amendment, but I take this opportunity of putting 
in the RecorpD a communication which I find the Committee on 
Naval Affairs has received from the Secretary of the Navy and 
which, I believe, will remove from the minds of many members 
any doubts they may have had as tothe advisability of voting for 
these battle ships. any of us have hesitated in regard to that 
proposition on account of the idea that the Government is not in 
a condition now to contract any such heayy expense, and will not 
be for a year ortwo tocome. is letter from the Secretary of the 
Navy which I send to the Clerk to be read shows that between 
this time and ‘he ist of July, 1896, there will be but $513,000 ex- 
pended on account of this expenditure for battle ships. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


NAVY DEPARTMENT, Washington, December 18, 1894. 


Sr: In response to the verbal request of the committee I have the honor 
to state that, if the appropriation act for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1896, 
contains a provision authorizing the build of three battle ships and three 
torpedo boats, the total estimates required for that fiscal year for these ves- 


sels, under “ Increase of the Navy,” will be as follows: 


Construction and steam machinery -...... ~~... -..----0cneseesnee eeeees $463, 200 
Armament 


Thave the honor to be, sir, very respectfully, 
H. A. HERBERT, Secretary. 


Hon. JAcosB A. GEISSENMAiNER, 
Chairman Committee on Naval Affairs. 
House of Representatives. 


The CHAIRMAN, The question ison the amendment of the 
gentleman from Illinois [Mr. DuRBoRow]. 

Mr. TALBOTT of Maryland. The Committee on Naval Affairs 
does not object to that amendment. ‘We are very glad to have 
the Government get rid of those caravels and let the city of Chi- 
cago bear all expense hereafter connected with them. 

e amendment of Mr. DURBOROW was agreed to. 

Mr. TALBOTT of Maryland. I ask unanimous consent to re- 
turn to 45 of the bill for the purpose of inserting after the 
word ‘ one,” in line 19, the word ‘“‘ hundred;” so that the language 
will read “ to © boats of from 100 to 300 tons each.” 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection? 

There being no objection, the amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. SICKLES. Iask unanimous consent to return to e 13 
of the bill for the purpose of adopting the amendment which I 
send to the desk. 
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The Clerk read as follows: 


Insert after the word “dollars,” in line 7 of 13: 

‘‘ Provided, however, That noexpenditure si be made for the maintenance 
of labor-employment boards from the contingent fund or other fund until an 
appropriation shall be provided by law for such boards.” 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from New York asks unani- 
mous consent to return to the portion of the bill he has indicated 
for the purpose of offering this amendment. 

Mr. TALBOTT of Maryland. I must object. 

The CHAIRMAN. The reading of the bill is now concluded. 

Mr. TALBOTT of Maryland. I move that the committee rise 
and report the bill and amendments to the House with a favor- 
able recommendation. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The committee accordingly rose; and the Speaker having re- 
sumed the chair, Mr. O’NEr of Massachusetts reported that the 
Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union had had 
under consideration the bill (H. R. 8665) making appropriations for 
the naval service for the fiscal year ending June 80, 1896, and for 
other purposes, and had directed him to report the same back 
with sundry amendments and with the recommendation that the 
bill pass as amended. 

Mr. TALBOTT of Maryland. I demand the previous question 
on the amendments and on the bill to its passage. 

The previous question was ordered. 

The amendments recommended by the Committee of the Whole 
were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a 
third time; and it was accordingly read the third time. 

Mr. SAYERS. Mr. Speaker, I submit the following motion to 
—— the bill, with instructions, to the Committee on Naval 
airs. 
| The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, That the bill (H. R. 8665) making appropriations for the naval 
service for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1896, and for other ey ego be 
recommitted to the Committee on Naval Affairs, with instructions to report 
the same back forthwith, amended as follows: 

On page 45, in lines 9 to 14 inclusive, strike out so much as authorizes the 
construction, by contract, of three seagoing coast-line battle ships, designed 
to a the heaviest armor and most powerful ordnance upon a disp - 
ment of about 10,000 tons, to have the highest practicable sp for vessels of 
their class, and to cost, exclusive of armament, not exceec'‘ing $4,000,000 each. 

Mr. SAYERS. On that motion I demand the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. SAYERS and Mr. TaLBort of Maryland were appointed tell- 
ers at the desk. 

The question was taken; and there were—yeas 67, nays 202, an- 
swered ‘‘ present” 0, not voting 79; as follows: 


YEAS—467. 
Arnold, Crawford, Hunter, Pendleton, Tex. 
Bailey, Daniels, Jones, Richardson, Mich. 
Baker, Kans. Davis, Kem, Richardson, Tenn. 
Beckner, De Armond, Kyle, Sayers, 
Bell, Colo. Dockery, Lane, Shell, 
Beltzhoover, Donovan, Latimer, Simpson, 
Black, Dunphy, Lawson, Snodgrass, 
Bland, Ellis, Ky. Little, Stone, Ky. 
Boen, Everett, Maddox, Strait, 
Breckinridge, Fithian, Martin, Ind. Talbert, S. C. 
Bretz, Fyan, McDearmon, Tarsney, 
Brookshire, wey, - McKeighan, Tate, 
Cabaniss, Hall, Mo. McMillin, Taylor, Ind. 
Capehart, Hare, Montgomery, Tucker, 
Clark, Mo. Hatch, Moore, Turner, Ga. 
Cockrell, Holman, Moses, Williams, Ill. 
Cox, Hudson, Neill, 
NAYS-—.202. 
Adams, Pa. Caruth, English, Cal. Henderson, N.C 
Aldrich. Causey, Epes, Henry, 
| Alexander, Chickering, Erdman, Hepburn, 
Apsley, Childs, Fielder, Hermann, 
Avery, Clancy, Fletcher, Hicks, 
Baker, N. H Clarke, Ala. Forman, Hitt. } 
Baldwin, Cobb, Ala. Funk, Hooker, Miss. 
Bankhead, Cobb, Mo. Geary, Hooker, N. Y. 
Barnes Coffin, Md Geissenhainer, oo Til. 
Bartholdt, Cooper, Fla. Gillet, N. Y. Hulick, 
Bartlett, Cooper, W. Gillett, Mass. Hull, 
Barwig, Cornish, Goldzier, Hutcheson, 
Berry, Cousins, Graham, Ikirt, 
Blair, Covert, Gresham, Iziar, 
Boatner, Culberson, Griffin, Mich. Johnson, N. Dak. 
Boutelle, Curtis, Kans. Griffin, Wis. Kiefer, 
Bowers, Cal. Curtis. N. Y. Grow, Kribbs, 
Branch, Dalzell, ager, ey, 
Bromwell, Davey, Hainer, Nebr. Layton, 
Brosius, De Forest, Haines, Lefever, 
Brown, Dingley, Hall, Minn. inton, 
Bundy, Dinsmore, Harmer, Livingston, 
Bunn, Dolliver, Harris, ‘wood, 
Cadmus, Doolittle, Harrison, Loud, 
> Draper, Hartman, Loudenslager, 
Camp! " Dunn, Haugen, Lucas, 
Cannon, Durborow, Henderson, Til. Lynch, 
Ellis, Oreg. Henderson, lowa M 
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Mahon, O'Neil, Mass. Robertson, La. Tracey, 
Mallory, O'Neill, Mo. Russell, Conn. Turner, Va. 
Marsh, Outhwaite, Russell, Ga. Tyler, 
McAleer, Page, Ryan, Updegraff, 
McCall, Paschal, Schermerhorn, Van Voorhis, N. Y. 
McCleary, Minn. Patterson, Scranton Van Voorhis, Ohio 
McCreary, Ky. Payne, Settle, Wadsworth, 
McCulloch, Pearson, Sickles, Wanger, 
McDowell, Pence, Somers, Warner, 
McEttrick, Pendleton, W. Va. Sorg, Waugh, 
McGann, Perkins, Sperry, Weadock, 
McKaig, Phillips, cprimest, Wells, 
Meiklejohn, Pickler, Stallings, Wever, 
Mercer, Pigott, Stephenson, Wheeler, Ala. 
Meredith, Price, Stevens Wheeler, Il. 
Meyer, Randall, Stone, G. Ww. Williams, Miss. 
Milliken, Ray, Stone, W. A. Wilson, Ohio 
Money, Reea, Storer, Wilson, W. Va. 
Morse, Reilly, Straus, Wise, 
Murray, Reyburn, Strong, Woomer, 
Mutchler, Richards, Talbott, Md. Wright. 
Northway, Ritchie, Terry, 
Ogden, Robbins, Thomas, 
NOT VOTING—79. 

Abbott. Coombs, Hines, Rayner, 
Adams, Ky. Cooper, Ind. Hopkins, Pa. Robinson, Pa. 
Aitken, Cooper, Tex. Houk, Rusk, 
Alderson, Crain, Johnson, Ind. Sherman, 
Alien, Denson, Johnson, Ohio Sibley, 
Babcock, Edmunds, Kilgore, Sipe, 
Belden, om, N. J. Lapham, Smith, 
Bell, Tex. Enloe, Lester, Stockdale, 
Bingham, Gardner, Magner, Swanson, 
Bower, N. C. Gear, Marshall, Sweet, 
Brickner, Goodnight, Marvin, N.Y. Tawney, 
Broderick, Gorman, McDannold, Taylor, Tenn. 
Bryan, Grosvenor, McLaurin, Turpin, 
Burnes, Grout, McNagny, Walker, 
Bynum, Hammond, McRae, Washington, 
Catchings, Harter, Moon, White, 
Cockran, Hayes, Morgan, Whiting, 
Coffeen, Wyo. Heard, Newlands, Wolverton, 
Jogswell, Heiner, Pa. Powers, Woodard. 
Conn, Hendrix, Quigg, 


So the motion to recommit was rejected. 

The following pairs were announced: 

For the rest of the day: ‘ 

Mr. Cooper of Texas with Mr. BELDEN. 

Mr. Burnes with Mr. HEINER of Pennsylvania. 

On this question. 

Mr. WASHINGTON with Mr. Coomss. 

On this vote: 

Mr. Enouisu of New Jersey with Mr. EDMUNDS. 

Mr. LESTER with Mr. Brvanam. 

Mr. Bynum with Mr. Hopxins of Pennsylvania. 

Mr. TRACEY. Mycolleagues, Mr. Coomss and Mr. Quiaa, are 
absent, paired. If present they would vote in favor of the con- 
struction of the battle ships. 

Mr. GEISSENHAINER. I desire to say the same for my col- 
league, Dr. ENGLISH, who is paired for the battle ships. 

The result of the vote was then announced as above recorded. 

The SPEAKER. The question recurs on the passage of the bill. 

The bill was passed. 

On motion of Mr. TALBOTT of Maryland, a motion to recon- 
sider the last vote was laid on the table. 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE, 


A message from the Senate, by Mr. PLatrt, one of its clerks, an- 
nounced that the Senate had passed without amendment the fol- 
lowing resolution: 

Resolved by the House of Representatives (the Senate concurring), That in the 
enrollment of the joint resolution (H. Res. 209) entitled ‘‘ Joint resolution au- 
thorizing the Secretary of War to deliver condemned cannon to Asher Gay- 
lord Post, Grand Army of the Republic, of Plymouth, Pa., and to Eckley B. 
Coxe Post, Grand Army of the Republic, of Freeland, Pa.,” the Clerk of the 
pease be authorized and directed enroll the title thereof so as to read as 

OLLOWS: 

** Joint resolution authorizing the Secretary of War to deliver condemned 
cannon to Asher Gaylord Post, Grand Army of the ublic, of Plymouth, 
Pa.; to William H. Tarbee Post, Grand Army of the public, of McGraw- 
ville, N. ¥.; to the Eckley B. Coxe Post, Grand Army of the Republic, of Free- 
bee Ts and tothe R. Carpenter Post, Grand Army of the Republic, Chel- 
sea, Mich.” 

The message also announced that the Senate had passed with 
an amendment the bill (H. R.8499) to authorize the construction 
of a bridge across the Missouri River in the county of Dakota, in 
the State of Nebraska, and in the city of Sioux City, in the county 
of Woodbury, in the State of Iowa, asked a conference with the 
House on the bill and amendment, and had appointed Mr. Gor- 
MAN, Mr. CULLOM, and Mr. Frye as the conferees on the part of 
the Senate. 

The message also announced that the Senate had passed without 
amendment the bill (H.R.6750) to authorize the construction of 
a bridge across the Yellowstone River in the county of Dawson, 
State of Montana, 

DIPLOMATIC AND CONSULAR APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. McCREARY of Kentucky. Mr. Speaker, Icall up for pres- 
ent consideration the conference report on the diplomatic and con- 
sular a hog bill. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the title of the bill. 
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Mr. BROWN. Before that, Mr. Speaker, I gave notice on yes- 
terday that I would ask the House to-day to consider the election 
contest of Williams vs. Settle, from North Carolina. The consid- 
eration of this case is urged upon me from all sides. It has been 
upon the Calendar for quite a long time, and the House ought to 
take it up and dispose of it, one way or the other. 

Mr. MCCREARY of Kentucky. Theconsideration of this report, 
I think, will not occupy any considerable length of time. 

Mr. BROWN. How much? 

Mr. McCREARY of Kentucky. Not perhaps over half an hour. 

The SPEAKER. The only way the gentleman from Indiana 
can antagonize the gentleman from Kentucky is to raise the ques- 

ion of consideration. 

Mr. BROWN. I have just had a conversation with the gentle- 
man from Kentucky, and he thinks that it will not take more 
than half an hour to complete the consideration of this report. 

Mr. McCREARY of Kenucky. I think not more than that. 

Mr. BROWN. My inclination is not to antagonize the gentle- 
man from Kentucky if there is reasonable ground to believe that 
he can get through in time. 

Mr. BUNN. In that connection, Mr. Speaker, representing the 
contestant in this matter, I want to ask the House to agree that 
this case shall follow immediately after the conference report; and 
I would like also to ask that we agree on the time now. It is sat- 
isfactory to all connected with the case that two hours’ debate shall 
be allowed on each side. We have already discussed the matter 
with the chairman of the Committee on Appropriations and others 
having important measures on hand, and that timeis entirely sat- 
isfactory to them. I hope, therefore, we may make an agreement 
now, that immediately after the conference report is disposed of 
the House will proceed to consider the election contest, and that 
the debate be limited to two hours on a side. 

Mr. DALZELL. I object. 

The SPEAKER. Thegentleman from Kentucky calls up a con- 
ference report which is a partial agreement. The Clerk will read 
the report. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

*The committee of conference on the disagreeing vote of the two Houses on 
the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H.R. 8294) making appropriations 
for the diplomatic and consular service for the fiscal year ending June 8, 
1896, having met, after full and free conference have agreed to recommend 
and do recommend to their respective Houses as follows: 

That the Senate recede from its amendment numbered 15. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendments of the 
Senate numbered 1, 2,3, 4, 6,7,8,9, 10, 11, 12,13, and 14, and agree to the same. 

On amendment numbered 5, the committee of conference have been unable 


to agree. 

JAMES B. McCREARY, 
CHAS. E. HOOKER, 
ROBERT R. HITT, 

Managers on the part of the House. 
JO. C. 8S. BLACKBURN, 
CALVIN 8S. BRICE, 
EUGENE HALE, 

Managers on the part of the Senate. 


TheSPEAKER. TheClerk will read the statement of the House 
conferees. 
The statement was read, as follows: 


The managers on the part of the House of the conference on the disagree- 
ing votes of the two Houses on the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. 
R. 8234) making‘appropriations for the diplomatic and consular service for the 
fiscal year ending June 30, 1896, submit the following written statement in 
explanation of the action taken by the conference: 

he Senate receded from its amendment to pay J. W. Pepper, United States 
consul at Milan, $9.65; R. W. Hemick, United States quanian Geneva, $24.12: 








Alton Angier, United States consul at Rheims, $38.70; A. H. Lowrie, commer- 
cial agent at Freiburg, $10.75; A. J. Bensusan, vice-consul at Cadiz, $5, being 
expenses incurred by order of the Department of State at the request of the 
Committee on Agriculture and Forestry of the United States Senate in mak- 


ing investigation into the consumption and production of cotton in their re- 
spective consular districts, and ‘Thomas E. Henan, consul at Odessa, for loss 
of salary occasioned by his absence under orders of the Department of State, 
in investigating cotton culture in Asiatic Russia, his report thereon having 
been furnished by the said Department to the said committee, $526.96. 

The House agreed to the following amendments of the Senate: 

The allowance of an annual salary of $2,000 to the consul at Zanzibar. Zan- 
zibar is now the chief market of the world for thesupply of ivory,gum copal, 
and cloves, The population of the island is estimated at 300,000. Fhe nearest 
consulate to Zanzibar is at Mozambique,700 miles away. The consul at Zan- 
zibar has judicial powers, and is often called upon to preside as judge of the 
consular court. For years the United States had a consul and a vice-consul 
at Zanzibar, and the reestablishment of this consulate is recommended by the 
Department of State. 

e allowance for the clerks at Bradford is increased to $1,800. It appears 
that $2,500 per year was allowed some time ago, and it wasshown that there is 
more work in connection with this office now than there hasever been This 
consulate in the last three years, during which time business has been dull, 
has reported to the United States Treasury fees amounting to about $50,000 

Erzerum, in Armenia, was increased from $1,500 to $2,000. 


For the execution of the obligations of the United Statesand the protection 
of the interest and property of the United States in the Samoan Islands, 
under existin treaty with the Government of said islands and with the Gov 
ernments of Cessesaee and Great Britain, $6,000, to be expended under the 


direction of the President. ; ‘ 

The salaries of envoys extraordinary and ministers plenipotentiary to 
Switzerland and Portugal, at $7,500 each, which is in accordance with the 
amounts allowed in the United States statutes. 

JAMES B. McCREARY. 


CHAS. E. HOOKER, 
ROBERT R. HITT. 
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On the Senate amendment authorizing. the President to contract for the 
entire work of laying a telegraphic cable between the United States and the 
Hawaiian Islands, to be owned and operated by the United States Govern- 
ment, and ore $500,000 as of the cost of such cable, the com- 
mittee of conference have been unable to agree. 


Mr. McCREARY of Kentucky. Mr. Speaker, the first question 
will be upon agreeing to the report, which is a partial agreement. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Before that is done I should like to inquire 
whether there are any points of disagreement except as to the 
cable. 

Mr. McCREARY of Kentneky. Mr. Speaker, the Senate added 
three or four amendments to the diplomatic and consular appro- 
priation bill as it passed the House. The committee of conference 
agreed to all the amendments except one, and that one is the 
amendment providing for an appropriation to aid in the construc- 
tion of a submarine cable to the Hawaiian Islands. The report 
does not embrace that amendment, but it does embrace the other 
amendments. So that the committee of conference were enabled 
to agree on every amendment proposed by the Senate except two. 
The Senate receded from one, and the remaining one is the one I 
referred to, appropriating money for the submarine cable to Ha- 
waii. I shall therefore move the adoption of the report, and then 
I shall ask the House to insist upon its disagreement to the amend- 
ment to which I have referred. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Before that is done, Mr. Speaker, I should 
like to inquire of the gentleman from Kentucky what was done in 
conference with various salaries that were increased by the Sen- 
ate. Have the conferees agreed to the increase? 

Mr. McCREARY of Kentucky. There were not “ various sal- 
aries increased.” There were two. 

Mr. DINGLEY. What was done with those two? 

Mr. McCREARY of Kentucky. I have just explained; they 
were agreed to. 

Mr. REED. What were they? 

Mr. McCREARY of Kentuc The first one was the estab- 
lishment of a consulate at Zanzibar. We had a consul at Zanzi- 
bar for many years. For some reason, which I am not able to 
explain, the consulate was not continued. Upon the recommen- 
dation of the Secretary of State we reestablished the consulate at 


Zanzibar. There is nb other consulate within 700 miles of that 
point. It is a very important place, and the consul is given 
$2,000. The other increase was authorized by a statute which 


has been on the statute books for twenty-five or thirty years, and 
that is the increase of the salaries of the minister to Switzerland 
and the minister to Portugal. The committee of conference be- 
lieved that, as the minister to the Argentine Republic and the 
minister to Chile received annual salaries each of $10,000, and as 
other ministers in that class were receiving the amounts provided 
for in the United States statutes as annual salaries, we could see 
no reason why the ministers to Switzerland and Portugal should 
not have the amount allowed by statute. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. What was the increase? 

Mr. McCREARY of Kentucky. One thousand dollars. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. Was not that increase as to Portugal at- 
tempted in the House and voted down? 

Mr. McCREARY of Kentucky. No, it was put on by the Senate. 

Mr. REED. Did the Senate agree to all the increases of salary 
which the House proposed? 

Mr. McCREARY of Kentucky. The House, if I remember cor- 
rectly, only proposed one increase, and that was very slight The 
diplomatic and consular —— bill, as it left the House, 
was almost an exact aa of the diplomatic and consular appro- 
priation bill as it passed last year. 

Mr. REED. But you maintained all the increases which were 
made last year, did you not, including those that were given on 
account of the politeness of the Belgian minister to the members 
of the monetary conference? 

: Mr. McCREARY of Kentucky. There were very few increases 
ast year. 

Mr. REED. But you maintained them all, did you not? 

Mr. McCREARY of Kentucky. I think the increases that were 
made last year were necessary and proper, and, of course, they 
were continued. 

Mr. REED. They were retained, and the Senate agreed to all 
you made, and you have agreed to all that they made? 

Mr. McCREARY of Kentucky. We did not agree to all the 
amendments of the Senate, as the report will show. 

Mr. REED. With our bonds site g 15 below par, you still 
agreed to them all? 

Mr. McCREARY of Kentucky. I was not aware that we were 
discussing the bond questicn. 

Mr. REED. Incidentaliy, you know, the question of how much 
money you have to borrow and the price you have to pay for it 
has something to do with the salaries which you pay your serv- 
ants. 

Mr. McCREARY of Kentucky. We have plenty of money to 
pay our indebtedness. 
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Mr. BOUTELLE. Is there anything in the bill to keep up the 
parity? 


Mr. McCREARY of Kentucky. I move the adoption of the 


conference report. 
The SPEAKER. The question is on agreeing to the conference 
report. 


The conference report was agreed to. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will now read the amendment 
which is in issue between the two Houses. 

Mr. McCREARY of Kentucky. Mr. Speaker,I yield a moment 
to the gentleman from Maryland [Mr. TALBorr]. 


LEAVE TO PRINT. 


Mr. TALBOTT of Maryland. Mr. Speaker, I omitted, before 
the bill was finally disposed of, to ask unanimous consent that 
gentlemen haying remarks they desire to print in the RECORD on 
the naval appropriation bill may have permission to do so, as the 
time for debate was so short. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 


CONSULAR AND DIPLOMATIC APPROPRIATION BILL. 


The SPEAKER. The Clerk will now report the amendment in 
issue between the two Houses on the consular and diplomatic ap- 
propriation bill. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

On page 8, after line 25, insert: 

_ “The President is hereby authorized to contract for the entire work of lay- 
ing a telegraphic cable between the United States and the Hawaiian Islands 
and to direct the prosecution of such work whenever such a contract shall be 
made, andas a part of the cost of such cable the sum of $500,000 is hereby 
appropriated, said cable to be owned and operated by the United States Gov- 
ernment.” 


Mr. McCREARY of Kentucky. Mr. Speaker, I move that the 
House insist upon its disagreement to the annendment of the Senate. 

Mr. SICKLES. I hope the House will not insist upon its dis- 
agreement; and I demand the yeas and nays on that. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Kentucky has the floor. 

Mr. SICKLES. I move to concur in the Senate amendment. 

The SPEAKER. When the gentleman from Kentucky yields 
the floor the Ch'air will recognize gentlemen. 

Mr. HITT. Mr. Speaker, { wish to make an inquiry. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. HITT. Would I not have the right to make a motion 
which has precedence of the motion of the gentleman from Ken- 
tucky—that the House recede from its disagreement? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will recognize the gentleman when 
the gentleman from Kentucky yields the floor. 

Mr. HITT. I move, then, that the House recede from its dis- 
agreement to the Senate amendment. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Kentucky has the floor 
on the motion which he has made. The Chair will recognize the 
gentleman, of course, whenever the gentleman from Kentucky 
yields the floor. 

Mr. McCREARY of Kentucky. 
make his motion. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. Ah, but, Mr. Speaker, is not a mo- 
tion that will bring the two Houses together the motion which 
has precedence? 

The SPEAKER. Undoubtedly; but that does not take the gen- 
tleman from Kentucky off the floor. The gentleman is entitled to 
the floor. After he yields the floor the Chair will recognize the 
gentleman from Illinois. 

Mr. HITT. I donot wish to take the gentleman from Kentucky 
off the floor in debating his motion. 
Mr. McCREARY of Kentucky. 

make his motion. 

Mr. HITT. I move that the House recede from its disagree- 
ment to the Senate amendment. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will recognize the gentleman to 
make that motion. 

Mr. McCREARY of Kentucky. Mr. Speaker, the House of 
Representatives should insist upon its disagreement to the Senate 
amendment, which is as follows: 

The President is hereby authorized to contract for the entire work of lay- 
ing a telegraphic cable between the United States and the Hawaiian Islands 
and to direct the prosecution of such work whenever such a contract shall 
be made, and as a part of the cost of such cable the sum of $500,000 is hereby 
appropriated, said cable to be owned and operated by the United States Gov- 
ernment. 

Iam opposed to that amendment. It will be observed that the 
Senate amendment seeks to put the Government in the business 
of building, owning, and operating telegraph lines. Our Govern- 
ment has never yet been in that business. This is a departure 
from the usages we have adhered to for acentury. There are to- 
day nine submarine cable lines connecting the United States with 
foreign countries. Every one of those cable lines was built by 
private subscription. Not one dollar has ever yet been given by 
this Government for the construction of submarine telegraph 
lines. If we arenow to embark in the construction and operation 
of a submarine telegraph line to Hawaii, then we may also build 


I will yield to let the gentleman 


I yield for the gentleman to 
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a submarine telegraph line to Samoa, to Japan, to China, and 
other countries of the world. If we are toembark in the business 
of building submarine lines of telegraph we should also build 
overland telegraphs to Guatemala, or to Buenos Ayres in the Ar- 
gentine Republic. If our Government should build and own tele- 

aphs, why not railroads, and if railroads, why should not our 
areas own and operate mines and manufactories? The 
limit of the proposed policy can hardly be defined. 

I am opposed to this new policy. I believe that the Senate 
amendment should be voted down. I believe that it should be 
condemned. I believe it should be defeated by the House of Rep- 
resentatives of the United States. [Loud applause on the Demo- 
cratic wwe I 

Mr. Speaker, the amendment of the Senate is a sugar-coated and 
carefully disguised proposition, but wher. it is properly scrutinized 
it means not only an appropriation of $500,000 at present, but of 
$2,500,000 in the future to build the telegraphic cable to the Ha- 
waiian Islands. 

In the past we have had subsidies on land and we have had sub- 
sidies on the sea, and now it is proposed that we shall have a 
subsidy under the sea. [Lau sider) publican Congresses have 
granted subsidies to railroad corporations by donating to them 
millions of acres of the public lands and indorsing millions of 
dollars of railroad bonds. They have granted subsidies to ship- 
owners. They have granted large bounties to manufacturers 
under a generous protective tariff system; but, Mr. Speaker, no 
party has ever gone so far as it is now proposed to go, for the 

oposition now is that this Government for the first time in the 

istory of our Republic shall embark in the business of building 
telegraphs, which must lead to the building of railroads also. 
But that is not all. In the eagerness of the Senate to put this 
amendment upon this bill the usual safeguards which go with 
every measure for the construction of a telegraph line or of a 
railroad have been omitted. There is nothing in this amendment 

roviding for the time when this line shall be commenced or when 
it shall be finished. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Did not the gentleman a few ee ago vote 
for an appropriation of $65,000 to survey a railroad line down into 
Central America? 

Mr. McCREARY of Kentucky. Mr. Speaker, my answer to 
the gentleman is that the Pan-American Congress made an agree- 
ment that there should be a survey made to ascertain if it was 
practicable to build a line of railroad to connect the United States 
with Central and South America. Twoappropriations weremade 
by Congress under that agreement. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Not by this Congress. 

. Mr. McCREARY of Kentucky. By the Congress of the United 
tates. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Yes; but by the Fifty-first Congress. 

Mr. McCREARY of Kentucky. Two appropriations of $65,000 
each were made by Congress as our part of the expense of that sur- 
vey, and after the work was nearly finished and the United States 
was thoroughly committed toit by having made twoappropriations, 
and when under the provisions of the agreement in the Pan- 
American Congress our country and each country in Central and 
South America was to pay $1,000 for every million of its inhabi- 
tants, the United States Government was bound te stand by the 
agreement made. Ivoted for it. Wewere honorably bound, and 
I believe it was right for us to pay our part of the expense of 
what was calied a preliminary survey to ascertain if a railroad 
could be built to connect the United States with Central and 
South America. Our country was not asked to build and operate 
a railroad or to aid with money in the construction of a railroad. 

I will say also to the gentleman from Texas [Mr. COCKRELL] 
that the Senate amendment does not provide for a survey. I sup- 
pose the gentleman voted for the appropriation of $25,000 in the 
naval appropriation bill which passed in a p ing session of 
Congress, to pay for careful soundings to be made between San 
Francisco, Cal., and Honolulu to ascertain the practicability of 
laying a cable line between those two points. 

But, Mr. Speaker, I was about to say when I was interrupted 
by the gentleman from Texas that, while this is an amendment 
of only six lines, it will lead, before we get through, to the appro- 

riation of $3,000,000 out of the Treasury of the United States to 

uild this submarine cable line. There is nothing in the amend- 
ment which defines when the work shall begin or when it shall 
be completed. There is nothing in it which requires that there 
‘shall be a board of directors or other officers to lookafter the work 
and to make a 2 to the President or to the Congress of the 
United States. There is nothing in it which requires that the 
work shall be completed as soon as practicable, or that the tele- 
graph line, when completed, shall be managed effectively. There 
is nothing in it which limits the amount of expenditure in any 
way whatever. 

Tn the haste to draw this amendment and put it upon this bill— 
an amendment was not in order according to the rules of the Sen- 
ate; an appropriation which, in my opinion, is not authorized or 
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warranted by the Constitution of the United States—I say in the 
haste to draw this amendment and put it upon this bill the usual 
safeguards have not been thrown around it. 

Mr. Speaker, it is said we should construct this submarine cable 
because it will improve our commerce with Hawaii. There is no 
country on earth that has been so costly to us as the little country 
of Hawaii. 

In 1876 we made a treaty with that country by which we allowed 
her to send into the United States, free of duty, many articles, 
but the principal articles were sugar and rice, and we have al- 
ready lost, because of allowing Hawaii to ship sugar and rice free 
to this country, $56,000,000. From 1876 down to this time—I have 
the figures before me—Hawaii has cost us, in consequence of that 
reciprocity treaty, $56,000,000. Yet it is now proposed that we 
should expend $3,000,000 more to construct a telegraphic cable. 
Why should we build this cable? Are we justified in departing 

: the usages of the past and incurring this enormous 
expense 
e advocates of the appropriation say it vill give us the com- 
merce of the Hawaiian Islands. We have the commerce of that 
country now, and it is costing us about three millions per annum. 
A few persons in Hawaii have made millions of dollars on account 
of the privileges we extended under the reciprocity treaty; but 
the admission of sugar free of duty from the Hawaiian Islands 
did not cheapen the price of sugar to the people of the United 
States. 

Another argument relied on by the advocates of this appropria- 
tion for the Hawaiian cable is that if we do not speedily build it 
Great Britain will build a cable line from Canada to the Hawaiian 
Islands. This is the same old threat which has become too com- 
mon in the American Congress, and it is unworthy of the gentle- 
men who make it. Let Great Britain take care of her affairs—we 
are amply able to care for ours. I read from the treaty of 1884, 
Article Il, which is as follows: 

His Majesty, the King of the Hawaiian Islands, grants to the United States 
the exclusive right to enter the harbor of Pearl River in the island of Oahu 
and to establish and maintain there a coaling and repair station for the use 
of vessels of the United States; and to that end the United States may im- 
prove the entrance to said harbor and do all other things needful to the pur- 
poses aforesaid. 

Under this treaty the authority is clearly granted to construct 
a submarine cable to the Pearl River Harbor, and this harbor is 
only a few miles from Honolulu, and soon enterprising business 
men of the United States and Hawaii will build the cable line as 
other submarine cable lines have been built which now connect 
the commercial centers of the United States with the commercial 
centers of other countries. 

The Hawaiian Islands are 2,000 miles from San Francisco. 
They are not on the direct line from the United States to any im- 

ortant place on the globe. The straightest and shortest line 

m San Francisco to Japan and China runs over 2,000 miles 
north of the Hawaiian Islands, and the shortest line from San 
Francisco to New Zealand runs nearly 1,000 miles south of them. 
The line to Australia is the nearest and is over 500 miles south 
of the Hawaiian Islands. It has been claimed that we will need 
this submarine cable in time of war. 

This claim is too remote. We have no prospect of war, and I 
hope all submarine cables will have time to wear out before we 
have another war; butif we have a war with any foreign power a 
cable 2,000 miles long could be easily cut, and I can not understand 
how we could get news from Hawaii that would be beneficial 
when we were at war with any of the great countries of the world. 
The Hawaiian Islands do not furnish even good coaling stations, 
and there is no coal there, and we will have to transport coal there 
if we establish a coaling station. It would be much more con- 
venient and profitable to establish a coaling station on one of our 
Aleutian Islands south of Bering Sea rather than to have a coal- 
ing station at Pearl River Harbor. The Aleutian Islands are said 
to be within 100 miles of the shortest line between the United 
States and Hongkong. 

In all Administrations from Washington to Cleveland our Gov- 
ernment has always refused to do that which is now provided for 
in the Senate amendment. I can not believe that a time-tried and 
time-honored rule will now be violated and our Government 
build and own and operate a telegraphic cable. 

Mr. Speaker, I desire to see this submarine cable constructed in 
the way that nine other submarine cables have been constructed. 
The enterprise and business energy of the capitalists of our coun- 
try and the capitalists of the Hawaiian Islands will soon furnish 
a submarine cable to the Hawaiian Islands. 

We now have before the Committee on Foreign Affairs (and the 
subcommittee has authorized me to report it favorably) a bill for 
the construction of a submarine cable from San Francisco by way 
of Hawaii to Japan. Admiral Irwin, William Alvord, William 
H. Diemond, Alfred S. Hartwell, John D. Spreckels, and a num- 
ber of other men of wealth and enterprise have asked Congress to 
incorporate them under the name of the International Cable Com- 
pany, with authority to build a submarine cable line from San 
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Francisco by way of Hawaiito Japan. These men will construct 
the submarine cable line to the Hawaiian Islands and to Japan 
when they are incorporated and authorized to do so by the Con- 
gress of the United States. 

I hope the House of Representatives will insist on its disagree- 
ment to the Senate amendment. This is no time for a departure 
from the usages to which we have adhered fora century. This is 
not the time for our Government to embark in the business of 
constructing and operating telegraph lines or railroads. I read 
with some interest a statement made by one of the Senators from 
Nebraska, published in the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD, in which he 
said that he thanked the advocates of the Hawaiian cable amend- 
ment for their concessions to the controverted doctrine of the 
Populists. 

Mr. Speaker, this is a very important question. It is one in 
which I think every member of this House should take an inter- 
est. The time has not come when we should depart from the po- 
sition we have taken in the past. There is no necessity for this 
telegraph line to Hawaii. There is no emergency that justifies 
the construction of a telegraph line to Hawaii according to the 
plan proposed. There is no commerce that demandsit. There is 
nothing that demands it. And I ask this House to vote down the 
motion to recede and accept my motion to insist upon our disagree- 
ment to the Senate amendment. [Applause. ] 

Mr. HITT obtained the floor. 

Mr. McCREARY of Kentucky. 
time. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. The gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Hitt] 
yields to me that I may ask a single question of the gentleman 
from Kentucky. I understood the distinguished chairman of the 
Committee on Foreign Affairs to state, among other negative rea- 
sons against this cable, that we have no commerce with Hawaii—— 

Mr. McCREARY of Kentucky. I did not say that. I said we 
have no commerce that demands it. We have commerce with 
Hawaii. 

Mr.BOUTELLE. Now, will the gentleman be kind enough to 
indicate any other port on the globe with which we had so much 
commerce during the last year as we had with the port of 
Honolulu? 

Mr. McCREARY of Kentucky. Yes; England. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. England is not a port, although I believe-I 
did hear once that Europe was one of the principal cities of Liv- 
erpool. [Laughter.] 

r. McCREARY of Kentucky. I refer, of course, to South- 
ampton and a 

r. BOUTELLE. I will make my question more specific. Of 
course we all understand that these ocean steamers, flying like 
shuttlecocks to and fro, carrying passengers, pile up a great 
amount of tonnage. 

Mr. McCREARY of Kentucky. 
for a question. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. I ask the 


I reserve the balance of my 


I donot yield for a speech, but 


ntleman whether he can name 
a port on the civilized globe at which during the last year 
the American people have entered and cleared as large an amount 
of legitimate trading tonnage as they have at Honolulu? 

Mr. McCKEARY of Kentucky. y answer to the gentleman 
is this: He intimates that we are doing alarge business with Hono- 
lulu now; he says, which I deny, the largest done with any port. 
Yet we have no telegraphic communication with that port; we do 
this business without a tel phic line. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. But that is not an answer to the question. 

Mr. SNODGRASS. The gentleman from Maine seems to have 
this matter on the brain. 

Mr. McCREARY of Kentucky. Well, I can not yield to the 
gentleman from Maine any longer. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. But the gentleman from Mlinois [Mr. Hirt] 
is the gentleman who is doing the yielding, and he will yield to 
me long enough to say that if the gentleman will examine the re- 
ports for the last fiscal year he will find that there is no port, either 
civilized or enabetinent , which has had such a large amount of 
American tonnage to enter and clear in legitimate business as the 
port of Honolulu—— 

Mr. McCREARY of Kentucky. If the gentleman will examine 
the last reports he will withdraw that statement. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. I speak of American tonnage. Now, Mr. 
Speaker, I prefer to have a submarine cable toa subterranean dip- 
lomacy with Hawaii. 

But I append a table in support of my statement: 

Comparative statement of the number of American vessels and the amount of 


tonnage arriving at the principal seaports of the world for the year ending 
June 30, 189h.* 


Tonnage 


Number 
of vessels.| arriving. 
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Comparative statement of the number of American vessels, etc.—Continued. 


Number | Tonnage 
of vessels. | arriving. 


Hamburg 
Havre 
Hongkong 
Honolulu 
Liverpool 
Manila 


Southampton 

Sydney, Yew South Wales 
alparaiso 

Yokohama (Kanagawa) 


* Compiled from statistics in the Bureau of N aviguien. 
+ The ammount of tonnage is augmented at these three ports by regular lines 
of American steamers. At Liverpool by the Ohio and Indiana, running reg- 
ularly between that port and Philadelphia; at Southampton by the steam- 
ships New York and Paris; at Yokohama by four large steamships of the Pa- 
cific Mail Stengneite Léne. 
(See pages 87, 88, Report of Commissioner of Navigation, 1894.) 

Statement of the nationality, number, and a gregate tonnage of vessels arriv- 


ing at the ST the Hawaiian Islands for the year ending December 31, 
1893. (From the Annual Report of the Hawaiian Collector of General Customs.) 


Number | Aggregate 
of vessels. | tonnage. 


Nationality. 


238 181, 817 
15, 759 
+111, 655 
5, 062 
7,167 
2, 245 


Japanese 
Other nationalities 


58 
5 
4 
2 


* Owned almost entirely by Americans. 

+ The greater part of this tonnage represents calling steamships of trans- 
pacific lines; those of the Canadian Pacific Company, running between Van- 
couver and Yokohama; the Occidental and Oriental, between San Francisco 
and the same port, and a chartered British steamer in the Oceanic Line, from 
San Francisco to Sydney, New South Wales. 


The SPEAKER. The Chair understands the gentleman from 
Illinois to move that the House recede from its disagreement to the 
amendment of the Senate and agree to the same. 

Mr. HITT. Mr. Speaker, I wish to protest at the first word 
against the assumption of the gentleman from Kentucky that the 

roposition to build a submarine cable to the Hawaiian Islands 
is either a Republican or a Democratic measure. There are some 
— that appeal to a higher sentiment than mere partisan- 
ip. 


8 

This proposition was put into the bill by the joint action and 
opinion of a large maj ro of patriotic men in another branch of the 

ational Legislature; andno word was heard in the debate there—a 
debate of high merit and wide range and well worth reading—of 
partisan appeal or recrimination. It is nota project for Republicans 
to assume or Democrats to assume as theirs; it is not a question 
involving politics in any sense of the word, although it has been 
recommended by the President of the United States in two mes- 


Mr 
r. McCREARY of Kentucky. I deny it, and call on the gen- 
tleman for proof. The President of the United States—— 

Mr. HITT. I will furnish the gentleman the proof. 

Mr. McCREARY of Kentucky. The President of the United 
States has not recommended it, but—— 

Mr. HITT. If the gentleman will wait he will have ample op- 
portunity to make a denial after the proofs are submitted. Itwas 
urged upon the House when the measure for a submarine cable to 
Hawaii was pesmeee’ in 1891—and the suggestion came from the 
other side—that instead of granting a subsidy to aid in the con- 
struction of the cable, as then proposed, it should be done by direct 
act of the Government, just as is proposed in the pending amend- 
ment to this sonar bill. 

The gentleman from Kentucky mentions a bill now pending 
which been recently introduced, authorizing the construction 
of this cable by private enterprise. Do not be misled by that. 
No man ever pretended, either here or elsewhere, that this cable 
nee: was at this time a profitable investment for capital. 

r. McCREARY of Kentucky. Will the gentleman allow an 
interruption? 

Mr. HITT. Not now. 

Mr. McCREARY of Kentucky. I only wanted to say that that 
bill was introduced by Mr. Stone of Pennsylvania on your side. 
[Cries of ‘‘ Regular order!”’] 

Mr. HITT. I do not admit, Mr. Speaker, that there is any 
“side” to this question except the side of Americans against in- 
fluences hostile to American interests. [Applause.] 

There have been various projects, coming on one after the other 
for many, many years, by private individuals and corporations to 
get charters, concessions, and franchises for this work, but always 
with the same ultimate view as the last one; that is, to be ready 
to take — of the ground and then to get the advantages of 
such subsidies as this Government or any other government might 
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grant to aid in building the line. The gentleman from Kentucky 
spoke of an eminent officer of our Navy—Admiral Irwin—who is 
named as a corporator in this last bill now pending. I saw him at 
the door of this Hall myself, and he told me then that he and his 
associates had no thought of proposing a project.to contravene the 
measure adopted by the Senate and now before us. 

In the course of the conversation I said to him, ‘‘ Do you not 
know as a matter of fact that there is little prospect of immediate 
profit in suchacable; that it must be done on the broader principle 
of promoting national interests, and not on the mere cent per cent 
for individual investors’ gain?” He understood that, but he said 
when the cable was built to Honolulu by the United States they 
would connect there with their line to Japan, for which they ex- 

ted aid, perhaps one to China, one to the French possessions, the 
Tahiti Islands, and perhaps one to New Zealand and Australia. 
All these lines will no doubt be subsidized heavily, and the ad- 
miral’s company will have the advan of this and the connec- 
tion through from Honolulu to the United States. S 

It is not a new thing to hear talk of building a Hawaiian cable 
by private enterprise. Ever since Belknap made the mere 
soundings in 1874 this has been agitated—so many interests have 
been eager fora cable. Leland Stanford was on the first bill 
which was presented as one of theincorporators. He represented, 
as is well known, large capital. In 1877 Audley Coote, an Eng- 
lishman, got a charter or concession for this work anda grant 
from the Hawaiian Government with the promise of a subsidy, 
but the English would not aid unless it made an exclusive cable 
right to the American coast. 

hey understood then, as they do to-day, that the most impor- 
tant matter was exclusive government control by one government, 
and that the connection by cable with these distant islands meant 
litical advantage and not fixed return in dollars and cents. 
Grows W. Field took hold of it in this country, but when it was 
found that no subsidy could be obtained from the Government 
the work was given up. 

Then there was a compan formed at Honolulu in 1889, and they 
were to have half a million dollars from that Government, but that 
Governmentcould not pay it. They worked for awhile at ascheme 
of selling bonds to be guaranteed by the Hawaiian Government 
and the United States, and they tried for aid from the British Gov- 
ernment, but could do nothing, and it dropped. General Hart- 
well was here in 1890 and 1891, and many of the members now in 
this Hall were members then, I suppose, when the Hartwell propo- 
sition for a subsidy was discussed here and voted down by the 
House because of the aversion which American Representatives 
and our people have to the subsidy system. 

But in that debate there was not one word uttered against the 
proposition that the American Government and the American 
ple ought to be connected with that island Government, which, 
more than any other spot of earth outside of our boundaries, is 
now part of our commercial system and becoming part of our 
future political system. es 

That subsidy was refused by a vote of this House in 1891. The 
vote I believe was 86 to 136. 

It was asserted then that the cost of this cable would be nearly 
$4,000,000. The lowest figure I saw was $3,700,000 in the esti- 
mates, but there was no accurate information within reach at 
that time. 

What did the House do? What did Congress do? The propo- 
sition for a subsidy to that company was voted down. But that 
Congress passed a — appropriating money to immediately 
begin the survey of the route—— 

r. McCREARY of Kentuc I know my friend desires to 
represent the facts. The sum of $25,000 had m appropriated 
before that, and I referred to it in a speech that I made, which I 
now have before me. 

Mr. HITT. That survey had not been made. 

Mr. McCREARY of Kentucky. The survey had not been 
made, but the $25,000 had been appropriated, before you, when 

ou were chairman of the Committee on Foreign Affairs, brought 
in a diplomatic and consular bill with an amendment to it seeking 
a subsidy in order to construct the submarine telegraph lines 
which a — House of Representatives voted down. 

Mr. HITT. The gentleman can never rise above ~ or re- 
frain from speaking of Republicans and Democrats. e were 
Americans, and we did not want—— 

Mr. McCREARY of Kentucky. Andyou voted it down because 
you were Americans. 

Mr. HITT. And we voted it down because the American peo- 
ple do not like a subsidy; but not even you had the hardihood 
then to oppose any reasonable proposition for connecting this 
country with the Hawaiian coal sy 

hat survey was made. The Albatross and the Thetis took five 
or six hundred soundings. A path 300 miles wide was examined, 
and a full and favorable report was made. I have the volume be- 
fore me, showing the facility with which this cable can be con- 
structed from our coast to Honolulu. Here we at last have accu- 


rate data. The estimates made upon them are that it will cost about 
ten or twelve hundred dollars per mile for the 2,100 miles. Allow- 
ing for some margin, for such worksalways overrun the estimates, 
it will cost, say, about two million and a half of dollars. 

Now, that sum of $2,500,000 will not be invested in this cableby 
any man or any body of men who have had business sense enough 
to make $2,500,000. It will not be done by private capital. ’ 

Last summer there sat at Ottawa a colonial conference of Brit- 
ish statesmen from England, from Australia, the Cape of Good 
Hope, from Canada, to consider this whole question of improving 
communication between the different parts of the British Empire, 
the promotion of commerce, and the establishment of telegraphic 
cable lines. They examined this Hawaiian line most carefully. 
This was the line they discussed more than any other one, and the 
report made then by Mr. Sandford Fleming, of the Canada foreign 
office, was that though the cable would develop a great increase 
of commerce, yet in the mere matter of profit to be received from 
payment for messages it would require considerable time before 
it was self-sustaining, and the figures, most carefully prepared, 
which he submitted showed that it would probably be self-sup- 
porting at the end of about seven years. 

Now, how can it be built except by the Government? It will 
not be done by private capital. The general benefit that commerce 
would receive might be vast; the political, naval, and military ad- 
vantages might be inestimable, but all that would not help the 
private investor it he did not get dividends on his money. 

But immediately comes into every man’s mind the thought which 
the gentleman has just expressed: ‘‘ Why should our Government 
for the first time build a cable outside of the country?” Are we 
to enter upon it as a system? Why construct a cable to the Ha- 
waiian Islands? 

The reason is very plain. Our relations with those islands are 
wholly different from our relations with any other part of the 
globe. In 1875, following up a policy which has been outlined by 
our statesmen for fifty years, we finally made the well-known 
treaty of reciprocity that absolutely incorporated the Hawaiian 
Islands into the commercial system of the United States. Now 
look at the result of it. The gentleman from Maine [Mr. Bov- 
TELLE] has just mentioned the striking fact that in the port of 
Honolulu we had more tonnage of American ships in the last fis- 
cal year than we had in any other port in the world, unless, pos- 
sibly, including calling steamers, you except Southampton and 
Yokohama, but more than at ree. 

Why, the trade of the Hawaiian Islands is not only incorporated 
in our commercial system by the treaty, but Americans own it. 
American enterprise and American capital taken there dominate 
all other interests. In the city of Honolulu, which contains one- 
fourth of the population of that Republic, a great part of the 
wealth of the place, the business, the living forces of the city, are 
purely American. Outside of the city American citizens own the 
greater portion of the land, the plantations and farms. The cen- 
sus report shows that the total valuation of these lands is $36,- 
000,000, and of these American citizens own $21,700,000, and Ameri- 
cans, Hawaiian-born, own $4,400,000 more, so that we own there 
$26,000,000 out of the $36,000,000 of landed property. 

Our commerce going there is not only more than that of any 
country, not only more than all other countries, but three times 
more t that of all other countries put together. That is our 
share of the imports there. As to their exports, the simple fact is, 
all the exports come to the United States. Twelve million dol- 
lars—— 

Mr. McCREARY of Kentucky. Will the gentleman permit me 
to interrupt him there? 

Mr. HITT. Ido not know of any occasion for an interruption. 

Mr. McCREARY of Kentucky. I want to show you the $56,- 
000,000 we have paid since 1876 for that commerce. 

Mr. HITT. Ishallstatethatin amoment. We remitted duties 
on their products by the treaty of 1875, and in turn secured the 
exclusion of all other powers from their soil. We by treaty ob- 
tained substantial control of the islands. Now,I appeal to any 
public man, when we have paid $56,000,000 in remitted duties for 
the exclusive right and control politically of that pest of the 
world’s surface, so immeasurably valuable to our national inter- 
ests and future, to knowif he will now opposea measure like this, 
providing for a closer communication with that people by tele- 
graph. Shall we drive them to ask us to annul the treaty that 
has cost so much to us; force them unwillingly to listen to British 
proposals to build a cable? You can not have this cable laid ex- 
cept by a government. The Government of the United States or 
the Government of England must pay for it. Now, are we going 
to be the dog in the manger, refuse to do it ourselves, and fall 
back upon the treaty and say nobody else shall do it? Is there not 
some broader statesmanship, some patriotism of a higher range 
than that in this House? 

Mr. Speaker, I spoke of a sentiment broader than that the gen- 
tleman appealed to. I take from a message sent to this House 
by President Cleveland a few words, terse and to the point, cover- 
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ing the question of the benefits of the treaty and the need of Con- 
gress building a cable. On the 3d of December, 1886, he cites the 
reasons for close and quick connection with the Hawaiian Islands, 
all of which are tenfold stronger to-day than at that time. The 


old treaty of 1875 was drawing near the end of its term and he | 


wished it renewed, and he said: 

I ee my unhesitating conviction that the intimacy of our relations 
with Hawaii should be =< asized. Asa result of the reciprocity treaty of 
1875 those islands, on the highway of Oriental and Australasian traffic, are 
virtually an outpost of American commerce and astepping-stone to the grow- 
ing trade of the Pacific. 

There is an utterance of a man who was broader than his party. 

The Polynesian Island groups— 

There are 1,100 islands in those groups— 
have been so absorbed by other and more powerful Governments that the 
Hawaiian Islands are left almost alone in the enjoyment of their autonomy, 
which it is important for us should be preserved. 

If he sent the message to-day he could leave out the word 
* almost.” 

Our treaty is now terminable on one year’s notice, but propositions to 
abrogate it would be, in my judgment, most ill-advised. The paramount in- 
fluence we have there acquired, once relinquished could only with difficulty 
be enapined, and a valuable ground of vantage for ourselves might be con- 
ve into a stronghold for our commercial competitors. 


Mr. McCREARY of Kentucky. May interrupt the gentleman? 

Mr. HITT. Can not the gentleman let the President speak for 
one moment? Do not interfere with the President. Wait until I 
have read what Mr. Cleveland said. ’ 

Mr. McCREARY of Kentucky. I want to ask the gentleman 
if he can find anything in that message cf ‘he President in which 
he said a word about building, owning, and vperating a cable. 

Mr. HITT— se 

I earnestly recommend— 
Says President Cleveland— 


I earnestly recommend that the existing treaty stipulations be extended 
for a further term of seven years. A recently signed treaty to this end is 
now before the Senate. 


And then he adds these words, which I trust the confusion 
raised a momentago as I was about to read them will not prevent 
gentlemen from listening to: 


The importance of tele hic communication between those islands and 
the United States should not be overlooked. 


Mr. BOUTELLE. Who wrote that? 

Mr. HITT. Grover Cleveland in 1886. [Applause.] Two years 
later Great Britain took possession of the twelve Gilbert Islands, 
just south of the Hawaiian group; three of the Ellice group, five 
of the Enderbury group, three of the Union group, and six others, 
including Fanning Island, the very island that is now designated 
asa station. How fast they were swept up! 

In 1889 they took possession of three others. In 1891 they took 

sion of Johnston Island. In 1892 they took possession of 
Gardiner group, the closest to the Hawaiian group. Twoof those 
islands, Palmyra and Johnston, are claimed by the Hawaiian Gov- 
ernment as within their jurisdiction, dnd have been since 1854, 
but the British are holding them simply by the right of might. 
These two islands are claimed by the Hawaiian Government to- 
day, while we, with this warning of the President before us, are 
refusing to facilitate communication with Hawaii, refusing to 
carry out in spirit that treaty of wise statesmanship which se- 
cured for us so much. Even after the President made this appeal 
Congress in 1886 did nothing, and when the next Congress opened 
he repeated it in stronger words. Let me read again from i- 
dent Cleveland’s utterances on this subject in his message of De- 
cember 3, 1888: 

Proclamation was duly made on the 9th of November, 1887, of the conven- 
tional extensions of the treaty of June 3, 1875, with Hawaii under which rela- 
tions of such special and beneficent intercourse have been created. In the 
vast field of Oriental commerce now unfolded from our Pacific borders no 
feature presents stronger recommendations for Congressional action than 
the establishment of communication by submarine telegraph with Honolulu. 

Here we have the President recommending for Congressional 
action the establishment of telegraphic communication by sub- 
marine cable with Honolulu. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. I would prefer a submarine cable to a sub- 
terranean diplomacy with Hawaii. [Laughter. 

Mr. HITT. Now, Mr. Speaker, that is a good remark; but Mr. 
Cleveland, when he is in this vein, talks even better than the gen- 
tleman from Maine, and in what I am now reading he is at his 
best. He says further: 

The geographical position of the Hawaiian up in relation to our Pacific 
States creates a natural interdependency and mutuality of interest which 
our present treaties were intended to foster, and which make close commu- 
nication a logical and commercial necessity. 

And, Mr. Speaker, this cable is a logical and commercial neces- 
sity to the development of our national interests and their pro- 
tection. 

Now, the gentleman from Kentucky spoke of the authority of 
the Committee on Foreign Affairs, with resounding voice, he 
emphasized the importance of their recommendations. e Com- 
mittee on Foreign Affairs in the Fifty-first Congress sent into this 
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House a unanimous report by Mr. Chipman, the eloquent gentle- 
man who used to represent the city of Detroit, and whose seat on 
that side of the House was a center of influence, and deservedly 
so from his great authority with those who knewhim. I will not 
insult the memory of that honorable man by saying that he was 
in this matter a Democrat, for on such a question as this he was 
not a Democrat, he was an American; and I may say the same 
of many more. 

But let me read a word or two from the views of the Commit- 
tee on Foreign Affairs as expressed by Mr. Chipman: 

Your committee regard the establishment of the submarine cable telegraph 
between San Francisco and Hawaii asa measure of high national concern, 
which will be an efficient factor not_only in securing Hawaiian autonomy so 
long as the interests of the United States require, and a firm and permanent 
American influence in the Hawaiian Islands, but in securing for our country 
the commerce of the Pacific Ocean and the trade of the Australasian continent 

There spoke the representative not of a district but of a nation. 

We also think that unless such action as is proposed to be taken. the 
danger is great that a large proportion of that trade and commerce will be 
diverted to Canada and Engiand. 

Mr. Speaker, the report of the consul of the United States at 
Honolulu, Mr. Mills, just published, January 30, 1895, confirms 
this —: and describes in detail these very facts, and shows 
the diversion of that trade to Canada which is now going on. 

Let me now read a word from what the Secretary of the Navy 
at that time said. I will not take time to read more than a line 
or two. The Secretary said: 

I regard a submarine cable connecting the United States and the Hawaiian 
Islands as a matter of national importance, and that its advantages would in 
many respects be great and direct. 

A MEMBER. Who was that? 

Mr. HITT. That was Secretary Tracy. 

Now, an officer of the Navy was before our committee, the same 
officer who was in charge of the vessels which made the survey 
in 1892, and he stated with technical knowledge and with singu- 
lar clearness the vast advantage of a cable to our naval power; 
and he explained at length (gentlemen who care to read it will 
find his statement on page 5) the immense value of a vessel at the 
end of a cable, where, as he says, it »nay do the work not merely 
of one but we know not how many vessels. 

What do you build the Navy for? For what did you vote those 
thirty-odd millions to-day in the naval appropriation bill? To 
have a ship at the very point where the fight is to take place. All 
the rest of the Navy is useless at such a moment. British states- 
men understand this. We have on our eastern border the Ber- 
muda Islands. There is no trade or commerce, no general inter- 
est of Great Britain that can make her need vast fortifications and 
depots and a cable line there; yet she has them. You can not 
send a cable message to Bermuda except by permission and under 
the view of a British officer if they choose to exercise the control. 

They can in case of war instantly cut off all knowledge in the 
United States of what takes place there. They can at any mo- 
ment order a body of armed vessels to steam for and attack any 
part of our coast; and they would burst upon us in forty-eight 
hours, no human soulin our Republic knowing it until the de- 
stroying shells fell like hail upon our undefended people. That 
is the value of a cable in making ships effective, in putting them 
in the very place where the struggle takes place. And all the 
Navy counts for nothing in the dreadful hour of battle, save the 
one that is in the thickest of the fight. Shall we not learn from 
this example confronting and threatening our eastern doors? 

Now, this line to Hawaii takes us to the stepping-stone, as the 
President says, to the halfway house, to the central point, to the 
radiating focus of the great Pacific Ocean, the theater of the 
a events of the future. Other lines will undoubtedly be 
built there; but we should possess, and our Government should 
control absolutely, the line that runs from our border to the Ha- 
waiian Islands; no other nation should hold that line. 

On this question British statesmen can teach us. They have 
been in charge of + interests that concern many colonies, a 
vast empire, a aapiadons commerce that has distanced all others. 
When they were in consultation at Ottawa on this very question 
that we are discussing, Sir Charles Mills, of the Cape of Good 
Hope, said that though you might cut a cable it was wise on the 

t of Great Britain to build cables to all her points of strategic 
importance, for the cable can not be cut in time of e; and 
‘**if a cable only serves to enable a communication of the declara- 
tion of war to be made it will well repay the cost of its constrac- 
tion and maintenance.” 

He gives an example—it is too long for me to read, but it is 
= in this Blue Book which the British Government has pub- 

ished—showing how by one cable dispatch which he managed to 
get through to Cape of Good Hope he put the governor-general 
and the colonists there on the qui vive in the alarm of 1886, at the 
time of the scare about a Russian war. They immediately gath- 
ered up their old guns and repaired their fortifications. They had 
right in their preseace two powerful Russian corvettes that could 
have blown them all to pieces. 
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Now, that conference at Ottawa went over this question with a 
great deal of care. Their proceedings make a large volume, con- 
taining a vast body of information on this subject carefully col- 
lected. They were called, as I said, to consider the extension of 
commerce and telegraphic communication and closer intercolonial 
connections. One point they dwell upon all through in the dis- 
cussions and in the final resolutions which are the result of the 
conference. I read from the fourth resolution, showing how they 
kept in mind exclusive control of the cable for naval, military, 
and national interests: 

That the home Government be requested to take immediate steps tosecure 
neutral landing ground on some one of the Hawaiian Islands, in order that 
the cable may remain permanently under British control. 

The Earl of Jersey, who was there representing the Imperial 
Government, reported back to the home Government in these 
words: 

It was the decided wish of the conference that the cable should if possible 
pews entirely through British territory whenever it touches islands on the 
route. It was believed that the practical exigencies of the case from an en- 

ineering point of view might render it desirable that the cable might run 
om Vancouver to Hawaii, as this stretch is materially shorter than that to 
Fanning Island. In that case it would be desirable, if sible, that the ex 
elusive use of one of the Hawaiian Islands should be obtained, in order that 
the cable might be as far as possible free from foreign control. 

Listen to this, American legislators! A British statesman, urg- 
ing the construction of a cable to what is virtually an American 
colony, advises the home Government that their colonial coun- 
cilors were all determined upon one inexorable condition, that 
the cable should be wholly under British control, for political, 
naval, and military purposes. Yet we Americans are here say- 
ing that for us to establish a cable there would be a departure 
from the customs of one hundred years—that Jefferson never built 
asubmarine cable! [Laughter.] 

I spoke of broader views than those of the hour or of the day— 
of broader views than mere partisan views. Let me read the 
words of Mr. Forrest, the representative from Queensland, one of 
the English rulers of a large part of that great continent of the 
southeast. He says: 

For my own part I do not concur with the idea that we can only look at 
these matters from the standpoint of an immediate advantage to ourselves—- 
I mean pecuniary advantage. the ordinary conduct of business which 
depends chiefly upon individual effort, each man must conduct his business 
so that he may receive an immediate return, because men must get their 
daily bread. t we ought not to look for immediate returns in national 
affairs, and particularly in conducting the affairs of the great British Empire. 

Are we such little creatures that we must have smaller rules 
for the governance of our conduct in the affairs of the great Re- 
public of the United States? Are we not of as good blood as our 
ancestors or far kindred, and cam we not look as far as they? He 
says: 

Had the great and far-seeing statesmen of England paused to count the 
cost. we might never have procured colonial possessions, and we are here to- 
day because they did not count the cost, and because, without looking for 
immediate returns—to use the words of Lord Rosebery—“they pegged out 
claims for futurity.”” * * * The mere question of the Vancouver cable 
paying to start with should not for a moment prevent us from advocating its 


construction. 

But I will not read further. I have mentioned all of the essen- 
tial facts; that this line, then proposed, was not expected to be 
and could not possibly be self-sustaining for at least seven years; 
and yet they went on and determined to do their utmost to have 
the cable constructed, letting each Government represented pay 
its share, without reference to the question of whether it would 
be a paying investment at the time ornot. Iwill not speak of the 
development of commerce. There is a t deal here that is 
much better said than I could say it in advocacy of this principle 
as a doctrine and a system. But to show how much more than 
justice these gentlemen have done us in supposing that we had 
more sagacity than has been expressed on the floor of the House 
in this debate let me read just this single sentence from Mr. 
McKenzie Bowell, Canadian minister of trade and commerce: 

Foreign nations whose interests are inimical to British interests— 

At whom was he looking? Manifestly at us— 


recognize the necessity of a Pacific cable. France, on the one hand, and the 


United States, on the other, have already moved inthe direction of establish- 
ing one, and unless prompt action be taken to establish a British cable across 
the Pacific the connection may be formed under foreign commerce, to the 
detriment of all British interests, and especially would this be the case in the 


event of international difficulties arising. 


I know economic souls may say, have said heretofore on this | 


floor, ‘“‘Why can you not send a telegram by cable, after the Brit- 
ish build it?” Well, you might for some short trip get passage by 
some influences, in case there was no other way, on a British man- 
of-war. But do you intend to rely or that? You can get trans- 
oe for our officers on the Cunarders at any time in peace. 
ut it is not the custom of our people to abandon the construction 
of ships of war because they can get cheaper transportation for 
officers or hope to catch a ride on a British frigate. All that will 
fail you in time of war, just when most wan So of this cable. 
It will not be built by Great Britain except for her own benefit 
and under her exclusive control. 
These islands are to-day virtually under our protectorate; we 
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can and will prevent any other country from intervening. These 
gentlemen in that conference wanted one of the islands and went 
there for that purpose, representing British interests. Sandford 
Fleming, of the foreign office of Canada, and Mr. Mercer, of the 
British office, were appointed to negotiate for an island for this 
cable. They set about their work with great activity. They went 
to the Hawaiian Islands and made every effort to get the exclu- 
sive right and jurisdiction over one of the islands—Necker Island, 
Frigate Shoals Islands, or Bird Island, or some other of the unin- 
habited islands. 

They drew up a form of contract and proposed to the Hawaiian 
Government that in view of the construction of the cable they 
should have this concession, the right to land on one of these un- 
inhabited islands. The Hawaiians were eager to have a cable— 
that is only natural and human. Every soul there desired cable 
communication; and the English pees that they should have 
Necker Island or some other ceded to them; that they should be 

iven the whole jurisdiction and to be exempt from taxation as 
ong as they chose to keep up the cable, which means a perpetual 
concession. 

Mr. VAN VOORHIS of New York. Why did not the British 
take one of their own islands? They have five or six hundred in 


Mr. HITT. Well, I will answer that question, though perhaps 
I might wait a moment. 

Mr. VAN VOORHIS of New York. Take your own time. 

Mr. HITT. The Hawaiian Islands are the proper place in every 
way for the termi:ation of the line. There are no others in the 
region which are available except through a long stretch of ocean, 
Fanning Island being the nearest, some 1,200 miles distant, farther 
south. They have seized it. They have it now. 

To show the importance that statesmen upon the other side put 
upon this feature of the exclusive political control of the islands, 
they all declared in the conference, and have since declared, that 
they will have that control or they will not build by the Sandwich 
Islands at all, but will build to Fanning Island. 

Mr. VAN VOORGIS of New York. Do you not think 

Mr. HITT. Wait a moment. On last Saturday Hon. Sand- 
ford Fleming, of the Canadian foreign office, announced an 
important fact. He had heard from Washington. Through the 
press, the public mcn, the thousand forms of expression of senti- 
ment, he had heard from the American people, and discovered 
that the treaty of 1875 could not be undone. Our Senate and our 
people never would suffer it, never would abandon our exclusive 
rights in Hawaii, the exclusion of all other countries from the 
Sandwich Islands. Soit was left for British statesmen to decide 
where they would build their cable. I read the following press 
dispatch: 








OTTAWA, ONTARIO, February b. 

The analysis made by Sandford Fleming of tenders received for the con- 
struction of the Pacific cable— 

They had propositions from six construction companies— 
has been sent to the different colonial governments. For route No.1, which 
seems to be the one which will have to be adopted— 

There is an answer to the question of the gentleman from New 
York— 

im the event of arrangements falling through with Hawaii fora landing place 
on the Hawaiian Archipelago, the lowest offer, including maintenance for 
three years, is £1,517 ,000. 

That amounts to $7,585,000. But an Englishman has courage. 
That does not make him shrink, when he comes to count thx 
prodigious interests of a great empire, weighed by men of spirit 
so great that they have met and mastered events during the last 
two centuries and surpassed all other peoples. 

This is for a speed capacity of 12 words per minute. The route in question 
is entirely within British territory, and would run from Vancouver Island 
to Fanning Island, Fiji, Norfolk Isiamd, with branches from Norfolk Island 
to New Zealand and New South Wales. 

Then it nn to the adjustment of details. That is the way 
in which this question is dealt with by those statesmen. 

I want to read a word by Sir Henry Wrixon, who represented 
the government of Victoria, in Australia, at the Ottawa confer- 
ence: 

If we can have a cable through the Pacific, touching at Necker Island, 
which might be leased from the Hawaiian Government, we might be able to 
have the cable entirely on British soil, and entirely in seas under the com- 
mand of the British navy. 

For what were you trying to build up a navy when this after- 
noon you voted for four battle ships which will cost over $20,000,- 
000 if you refuse $500,000 to make the Navy effective in a sea 
where to-day the British naval force in one part of that sea is 
seven times as great as the American and in another part of that 
sea five times as great as the American, measured by the respec- 
tive guns of the squadrons? ; 

The words which I now quote are by Sir Henry Wrixon on the 
importance of having this cable on British soil and under: com- 
mand of the British navy: 


We take that to be a matter of the greatest importance, and we are per- 
fectly willing to contribute our quota. 
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That man spoke from a colony thousands of miles away, but 
his patriotism was wider than his colony. 

Mr. Speaker, I have talked longer than I intended, but the sub- 
ject appeals to all that is best in the motives of those charged with 
the conduct of public affairs. 

I have mentioned the commercial value of this enterprise to our 
country generally, and have imperfectly pointed out its prodigious, 
its measureless value as an instrument of war and an instrument 
of political power among nations.’ In the progress of events, in 
the developing commerce of the West we ought at least to have 
some share, and an increasing share. Ins of that, we have 
been losing, and losing rapidly, of late. Once we had a great vol- 
ume of the Chinese trade. We had lines of steamers in China run- 
ning from Shanghai 1,200 miles up those rivers. 

The merchants of New York and San Francisco prosecuted an 
extensive and flourishing China business. Itisgone. ithas been 
taken from us, chiefly by the English. The subsidy to the Eng- 
lish line of steamers that runs from Vancouver to Australia has 
so stimulated that line and trade that our commerce there has 


' fallen off in comparison with that of British merchants in the 


Hawaiian Islands, where those vesselstouch. Owing tothe fact that 
the line running from Vancover to Hawaii is heavily subsidized, 
the British can carry freight from Canada in competition with 
the products of the American firms in San Francisco cheaper 
than the American ships can carry them and sell them. They 
can charge the loss to ship’s account. They are able .to do this 
when they are repaid by the subsidy. b 

I referred to Consul-General Mills’s report of January 30, 1895, 
where he gives in that month a list of goods such as formerly 
came from the United States, but are now replaced and suner- 
seded by the goods coming from Canada by the Vancouver, Cana- 
dian and Australian line, which is fast encroaching on the Amer- 
ican line to San Francisco. 

He mentions 8,160 barrels of lime, 6,000 barrels of flour, 525 tons 
of bran, 250 tons of rolled barley, etc., a long list of staple products 
that should have come from the United States, as heretofore, but 
now, owing to the breaking down of these lines of steamers and 
the additional facilities given to our rivals, are coming from other 
countries. So that trade is passing from us. 

There is an American steamer line now running from San Fran- 
cisco to Australia. They did receive an Australian subsidy, but 
recentiy, owing to the powerful pressure put upon them, the 
colonial government transferred the subsidy to the Vancouver 
line. The result is that the American line, in the report last made, 
had to admit the fact that during the last twelve months that line 
of steamers has not paid expenses. Is it any wonder that the 
Democrats, from California at least, have no partisan feeling here? 
They are not afraid of the company of Republicans in rising up 
. —_ their State’s claim to a share of the vast commerce of the 

acific. 

I have not dwelt upon the general considerations that will rise 
in every patriotic breast at such a proposition for the advance- 
ment of our country’s interests and power, the approval that arises 
to the lips of every American, the giow in our hearts when we 
contemplate an extension of the prosperity of our country, the 
enlargement of its power, the enhancement of its commercial in- 
terests, its glory, and its honor. These are things that I do not 
believe it necessary to recall to the consciences of the members of 
this House. I only ask that this proposition be considered here 
by you as it was in another branch of Congress, in a _ above 
all narrow —— consideration, and where it passed by a strong 
majority of men of all parties. 

ake the judgment of the President, which I have read, uttered 
in his calmest hour, when he stated reasons that to-day have still 
greater force than at the time they were first addressed to you, 
reasons which appeal to every American here.- He there foresees 
the forces which will controllargely the future of the Republic upon 
the vast western world. I hope to see our Government a great 
naval power. I voted for the bill which ee this House 
heartily and cheerfully, though that is a bloody fashion of pro- 
tecting and encouraging enterprise. I would rather do it by those 
peaceful, those powerful, those resistless arms and instrumental- 
ities of knowledge and commerce, benefiting all, those advances 
of civilization which bless both those who attack and those who are 
overcome. 

I trust to see our commerce and our influence extending and 
widening westward and our flag in the same male march. We 
have voted guns to slay our enemies. Adda cable to quicken in- 
telligence and bring peace and make us friends everywhere—bring 
the isles to our doors. Let us never forget our friends, our broth- 
ers, our children, the best blood of our people, who in the islands 
of the west have changed darkness to light, made a wilderness 
blossom, and_ built up a Republic, who if they have a fault, and 
have suffered for it, itis that they loved us not wisely but too well. 
[Loud applause on the Republican side. } 

Mr. McCREARY of Kentucky. I su there are other gen- 
tlemen here who desire to address the House on this subject, and 
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therefore I move that the House adjourn. But I would like to 
agree with my friend from Illinois as to the time to close debate 
on this question. I am informed the gentleman in charge of the 
general appropriation bill is very anxious to go on to-morrow, and 
there is also an election case en I would like to have some 
agreement as to the length of time we shall consume to-morrow. 

Mr. HITT. Mr. Speaker, I must say that I have been so in- 
dulged by the House that I feel a very great hesitation in sug; - 
ing atime. I havespoken about an hour, and I do not know how 
much time other gentlemen may desire. I know of two gentle- 
men who would like to address the House, and I would ask the 
gentleman to let it go over until to-morrow. 

Mr. McCREARY of Kentucky. I want to say that the election 
case is pressing, and the general deficiency bill is pressing, and I 
hope we can agree on time. Will an hour on each side be enough? 

Mr. HITT. I will say that I do not know. Perhaps we will 
not use an hour, but I would not like to make any agreement. I 
have spoken so long myself that I would not like to make any 
agreement that might cut others off. 

Mr. STORER. I will state to the chairman of the committee 
that, supposing I should have an hour, I have appropriated a part 
of my time to other gentlemen, and I should not be willing to 
enter into any agreement which did not allow me to have the hour. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE. I would suggest to gentlemen that 
Congress by law expires on the 4th day of March, which is but a 
few days off, and the deficiency bill must be passed. I gave way 
to the gentleman from Kentucky, understanding that we could 
get rid of this question and the contested-election case. An hour 
on each side has already been taken. 

Mr. McCREARY of Kentucky. I only made ashort statement 
myself, not over thirty minutes, and I have said to gentlemen that 
I did not expect to take much time in thisdebate. I shall not take 
much time, but some of the other gentlemen on the committee, 
the gentlemen from Mississippi [Mr. Hooker and Mr. Money], 
wish to make short s hes. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman can test the sense of the House 
by demanding the pare question after a reasonable time. 

Mr. MoCREAR of Kentucky. I would ask the gentleman if 
an hour on each side would not be sufficient. 

Mr. HITT. I cannot makethat agreement now. The Speaker 
has suggested that we can test the sense of the House in the morn- 
ing if we can not agree. Ido not like to make an agreement when 
that will cut others off, since I have been allowed to speak for about 


an hour. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE. The Committee on Elections and the 
gentleman in charge of the report of the conference committee 
thought that they would get through about 3 or 40’clock to-morrow, 
so that we might afterwards take up the general deficiency bill. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. Would there be any difficulty about hav- 
ing a vote upon this now? Gentlemen know just about as much 
as they will know after debate. [Cries of ‘‘ Vote!”’] 

The SPEAKER. If the gentleman from Kentucky yields the 
floor, the Chair will put the question to the House. 

Mr. VAN VOORHIS of New York. I rise to a parliamentary 


inquiry. . 

Mr. PAYNE. I move that the House adjourn. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New York moves that 
the House adjourn. That cuts off an inquiry. 


LEAVE OF ABSENCE, 


By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted, as follows: 

To Mr. Coombs, indefinitely, on account of sickness. 

To Mr. Mappox, for this day, on account of sickness. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE. Iask unanimousconsent that the House 
meet at 11 o’clock to-morrow morning. 

Mr. PAYNE. Re r order. 

The SPEAKER. e gentleman demands the regular order, 
which cuts off the request. 4 

The question was taken on the motion to adjourn, and the 
Speaker announced that the ayes seemed to have it. 

Mr. SAYERS. Division. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 65, noes 46. 

So the motion was agreed to. 

Ané accordingly (at 5 o’clock and 17 minutes p. m.) the House 
adjourned until 12 o’clock m. to-morrow. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PRIVATE BILLS. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, private bills and resolutions were 
severally reported from committees, delivered to the Clerk, and 
referred to the Committee of the Whole House, as follows: 

By Mr. GORMAN, from the Committee on Military Affairs: A 
bill (H. R. 6774) to grant an honorable discharge to John A. White. 
(Report No. —) : 

By Mr. CAMPBELL, from the Committee on Claims: A bill 
(H. R. 2644) for the relief of Secor & Co., Perine, Secor & Co., 
and the executors of Zeno Secor. (Report No. 1867.) 
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PRIVATE BILLS INTRODUCED. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills of the following 
titles were presented and referred as follows: 

By Mr. PHILLIPS: A bill (H.R.8930) granting a pension to 
Elizabeth Jordan—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. CATCHINGS: A bill (H. R. 8929) for the relief of N. B. 
and E. A. Lanier, of Warren County, Miss.—to the Committee on 
Way Claims. 






By Mr. MOSES, from the Committee on Pensions: A bill (H.R. 
8888) granting a pension to Williamson Durley. (Report No. 1884.) 
Also, from the same committee, a bill (H.R. 8885) granting a 
pension to James G. Laughlin. (Report No. 1885.) ; 
Also, from the same committee, a bill (H.R. 8886) granting a 
pension to Charles Leeper. (Report No. a. ; 
Also,from the same committee, a bill (H.R.8884) granting a 
Fs pension to Alexander M. Laughlin. (Report No. 1887.) 
. By Mr. BUNN, from the Committee on Claims: A bill (H.R. 
E 8924) in lieu of divers bills for the payment of sundry claims for 
street and other improvements adjacent to the property ofthe 
United States. (Report No. 1888.) Ordered that the bills H. R. 
6962, 7292, 8896, 8895, 908, 7246, 6589, 23, 7881, 1465, 8081, and 6445, on 
the same subject, lie on the table. , 
By Mr. MEIKLEJOHN, from the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions: A bill (S. 1957) to increase the pension of Joseph W. Fisher. 
(Report No. 1891.) ' 
Also, fromthe same committee, a bill (S. 2199) granting a pen- 
sion to Charles F. Holly. . (Report No. 1893.) : 
By Mr. MARTIN of Indiana, from the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions: A bill (S. 1656) granting an increase of pension to Mary 
A. L. Eastman. (Report No. 1892.) : ; 
By Mr. HARE, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions: A bill 
£ H. ae granting a pension to Catharine Darragh. (Report 
o. 1894.) 
By Mr. PICKLER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions: 
A bill (S. 2414) granting an increase of pension to Mrs. Helen 
Morrell Carroll. (Report No. 1895.) 
By Mr. LOUD, from the Committee on Claims: A bill (H.R. 
7882) for the relief of Maj. Samuel T. Cushing. (Report No. 1896.) 











PETITIONS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, the following petitions and papers 
were laid on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows: 

By Mr. BELL of Colorado: Resolutions of the Board of Trade 
of Durango, Colo., in regard to the sugar industry—to the Com- 
mittee on Ways and Means. 

Also, resolutions of the Board of Trade of Durango, Colo., on 
the currency question—to the Committee on Banking and Cur- 
rency. 

Also, resolutions of the Women’s Political Educational Club of 
Pueblo, Colo., protesting against any further issue of bonds, etc.— 
to the Committee on Banking and Currency. 

By Mr. CADMUS: Protest of the Passaic Liquor Dealers’ Pro- 
tective Association, inst the increased tax on beer—to the Com- 
mittee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. DE FOREST: Petition from the mayor, common council, 
doctors, and lawyers of Norwich, Conn., for the passage of House 
resolution of January 19, 1895, for the ratification of a permanent 
treaty of arbitration between the United States and Great Brit- 
ain—to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. ENGLISH of California: Petition of the Dry Goods 
Economist, Fred Vietor & Achelis, and Otto Seyd, of New York, 
praying for the passage of the national bankruptcy law—to the 
Committee on the J ee: 

By Mr. HARMER: Resolution adopted at a meeting of 107 citi- 
zens of Philadelphia, Pa., in favor of maintaining civil and reli- 
gious liberty by absolute separation of church and state, and in 
favor of an amendment to the Constitution of the United States 
against the use of the property or credit of the United States or 
any State, or = money rai by taxation, for maintaining any 
institution wholly or in part under sectarian or ecclesiastical con- 
trol—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, preamble and resolution adopted at a meeting of 107 citi- 
zens of the city of Philadelphia, Pa., setting forth that in a num- 



























ADVERSE REPORTS. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, private bills were adversely reported 
and laid on the table, as follows: 

By Mr. MARTIN of Indiana, from the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions: A bill (S.501) to pension John P. Biehn. (Report No. 
1868. ) 

By Mr. STRONG, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions: A 
bill (8.1388) to increase the pension of Russell N. Reynolds. 
(Report No. 1869.) 

By Mr. LACEY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions: 

A bill (S. 244) to pension James Callison. (Report No. 1870.) 

A bill (H.R.4193) to pension David C. Allen. (Report No. 














1871.) ber of States the right of franchise is granted to aliens after a resi- 
A bill (H.R.5822) to pension Henry Chaney. (Report No. | dence of from four tofive months to one year, and, that the rights 
1872.) 





of the legal citizens a not be abridged, petitioning that Congress 
shall adopt a joint resolution proposing an amendment to the Con- 
stitution of the United States that no State shall grant the right 
of franchise to any person in violation of the law of the United 

States—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 
By Mr. HARRIS: Resolution adopted by Division No. 161, Or- 
der of Railway Conductors, of Parsons, ion. favoring the pas- 
of the Wright labor-arbitration bill—to the Committee on 


e. 

Mr. HOOKER of New York: Resolutions of citizens of Olean, 
N. Y., proposing sixteenth and seventeenth amendments to the 
Constitution of the United States—to the Committee on the Judi- 


ciary. 
By Mr. HOPKINS of Pennsylvania: Resolutions adopted at a 












PUBLIC BILLS, MEMORIALS, AND RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, bills, resolutions, and memorials 
- se following titles were introduced and severally referred as 

ollows: 

By Mr. VAN VOORHIS of New York: A bill (H. R. 8920) to 
amend an actentitled ‘‘ Anactto reduce taxation, to provide revenue 
forthe Government, and for other purposes”—to the Committee on 
Ways and Means. 

By Mr. LOUDENSLAGER: A bill (H. R. 8921) for the establish- 
ment of a oo and fo — station at or near Big Oyster 












Bed Shoal, New Jersey—to the Committee on Interstate and For- 
eign Commerce. meeting of 50 citizens of Roaring Branch, Pa., protesting against 
y Mr. MALLORY: A bill (H. R. 8922) to provide American 


arrey the right of franchise to any person not a citizen of the 
nited States—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, resolutions adopted at a meeting of about 50 citizens of 
Roaring Branch, Pa., for a constitutional amendment respecting 
the establishment of religion and prohibiting the use of public 
money for sectarian purposes—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. JOSEPH: Petition of citizens of the Territory of New 
Mexico, praying Congress to approve an act of the legislative as- 
sembly of the said Territory to construct an addition to the in- 
sane asylum of New Mexico—tothe Committee on the Territories. 

By Mr. KRIBBS: Resolutions of Capt. R. Laughlin Council, 
No. 419, Junior Order of United American Mechanics, against 
appropriating public money to aid sectarian institutions—to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, resolutions of Capt. R. Laughlin Council, No. 419, Junior 
Order of United American Mechanics, against granting the right 
of franchise to aliens—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, resolutions of 72 citizens of Clarion, Pa., against granting 
the right of franchise to persons not citizens—to the Committee 
on the Judiciary. 

Also, resolutions of 72 citizens of Clarion, Pa., against Govern- 
ment support of sectarian institutions—to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

By Mr. REYBURN: Resolutions of a meeting of 374 citizens of 
Philadelphia against appropriating public money to aid sectarian 
institutions, etc.—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 





register for the bark Johan Ludwig—to the Committee on Mer- 
chant Marine and Fisheries. 

By Mr. WHEELER of Alabama: A bill (H. R. 8925) to grant a 
township of land tothe State of Alabama for the use of the Alabama 
State Normal aaa the Committee on the Public Lands. 

By Mr. CAMINETTI: A bill (H. R. 8926) making an appropria- 
tion to carry out the provisions of ‘‘An act to create the California 
Débris Commission and regulate hydraulic mining in the State of 
California,” approved March 1, 1893, and to protect the navigable 
waters of the ento and San Joaquin river systems—to the 
Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. HERMANN: A bill (H.R. 8927) providing for the ap- 
pointment of a board of engineers to consider and report on a new 
project for deeper water on the bar of Yaquina Bay, in Oregon— 
to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. HARMER: A joint resolution (H. Res.280) proposing 
an amendment to the Constitution of the United States—to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. HARRIS: A joint memorial of the State legislature of 
Kansas asking that the sion laws be extended to the Eight- 
eenth and Nineteenth Kansas Volunteer Cavalry—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a joint memorial of the State legislature of Kansas asking 
the restricting of the issue of license to retail dealers to sell intox- 
icating liquors—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 
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Also, resolutions adopted at a meeting of 874 citizens of Phila- 
delphia against granting the right of franchise to persons not 
citizens of the United States—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. TYLER: Petition of 70 citizens of Norfolk, Va., for 
an amendment to the Constitution prohibiting Federal or State 
aid to religious institutions—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. WILSON of QChio: Petition of Springfield Lodge, No. 
148, International Association of Machinists, for legislation for 
the benefit of merchant seamen—to the Committee on Merchant 
Marine and Fisheries. 

By Mr. WOOMER: Petition of 66 citizens of West Hanover, 
Pa., in favor of an amendment to the Constitution providing 
that no State shall grant the right of franchise to any person who 
is not a citizen of the United States—to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

Also, petition of 66 citizens of West Hanover, Pa., praying 
for a constitutional amendment providing that neither Congress 
nor any State shall pass any law respecting an establishment of 
religion—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 


SENATE. 
THURSDAY, February 21, 1895. 


The Senate met at 11 o'clock a. m. 
Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. W. H. Mr.sury, D. D. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Journal of yesterday’s proceed- 
ings will be read by the Secretary. 
Mr. WOLCOTT. I ask that the reading of the Journal be dis- 
pensed with this oe 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the request of 
the Senator from Colorado? The Chair hears none, and it is so 
ordered. 
Mr. WOLCOTT. I suggest the absence of a quorum. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Secretary will call the roll. 
The Secretary called the roll; and the following Senators an- 
swered to their names: 
Govege, Sherman, 
Go . 
Hale,” ’ Teller, 
Harris, eg. Turpie, 
Hawley, Mitchell of Wis. Vilas. 
Hill, Palmer, Voorhees, 
Pasco, Washburn, 
Hunton, Peffer, White, 
Davis, Irby, Perkins, Wilson of Iowa, 
Faulkner, oe Wolcott. 
Gallinger, MeLaurin, Pugh, 


The VICE-PRESIMENT. Forty-six Senators have answered to 
their names. A quorum is present. 


CREDENTIALS. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT presented the credentials of Marion 
Butler, chosen by the legislature of the State of North Carolina a 
Senator from that State for the term commencing March 4, 1895. 

The credentials were read and ordered to be filed. 

Mr. IRBY presented the credentials of Benjamin Ryan Tillman, 
chosen by the legislature of the State of South Carolina a Senator 
from that State for the term commencing March 4, 1895. 

The credentials were read and ordered to be filed. 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATION, 


The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a communica- 
tion from the Secretary of the Treasury, recommending that a 
clause be inserted in the general deficiency ees bill to 
refund to Noble C. Butler, clerk of the Uni States courts at 
Indianapolis, Ind., the sum of $49.30 costs in the case of The United 
States vs. Nettie Williams, inadvertently turned over to the United 
States and covered into the Treasury; which was referred to the 
Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of resentatives, by Mr. JAmMEs 
Kerr, its Clerk, announced that the House had passed a bill (H. R. 
8665) making apprupriations for the naval service for the fiscal 
year ending June 30, 1896, and for other purposes; in which it re- 
quested the concurrence of the Senate. 


PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS, 


Mr. TURPIE presented a memorial of sundry citizens of Fort 
Wayne, Ind., remonstrating against the proposed sale of the land 
belonging to the Government on Mackinac Island; which was 
referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 7 

Mr. COCKRELL. I poe resolutions of District Assembly 


No. 4, Noble Order of the wy ey Labor of North Am 
secretary's office, stating that Assembly No. 4, Knights 
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Labor, of St. Louis, Mo., are opposed to the recommendation of 
the President in the financial message to Congress, and indorsing 
the stand taken by Senator VzEsT in his opposition to the issuance 
of bonds in times of peace and his attitude toward the Merchants’ 
Exchange of St. Louis, Mo. I move that the resolutions be re- 
ferred to the Committee on Finance. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. PERKINS presented a petition of the Board of Trade of 
San Francisco, Cal., praying for the enactment of legislation re- 
organizing the consular and diplomatic service of the Govern- 
ment; which was referred to the Committee on Foreign Relations. 

He also presented resolutions adopted by the Chamber of Com- 
merce of Francisco, Cal,, favoring the enactment of legisla- 
tion reorganizing the personnel of the Navy; which were ordered 
to lie on the table. 

Mr. SHERMAN presented a petition of 400 citizens of Canal 
Dover, Ohio, and a petition of 180 citizens of Osnaburg, Ohio, 
praying for the adoption of an amendment to the Constitution of 
the United States providing that ‘‘no State shall grant the right 
of franchise to any person who is not a citizen of the United 
States;” which were referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

He also presented a petition of 46 citizens of Mount Eaton, 
Ohio, and a petition of 400 citizens of Canal Dover, Ohio, praying 
for the adoption of an amendment to the Constitution of the 
United States prohibiting the appropriation of moneys for secta- 
rian institutions; which were referred to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

Mr. SQUIRE. I present a memorial of the legislature of the 
State of Washington, certified by the secretary of state, asking 
Congress to reject the bill of the House of Representatives, No. 
8504, entitled ‘‘ A bill to improve the public surveys, and for other 
purposes.” 

The memorial sets forth the object of the bill to consolidate the 
Coast, Geodetic, Geological, and public-land surveys under one 
head; and states that it would be injurious to the service to cen- 
tralize all the — under such head and to abolish the present 
system of surveys of the public lands by contract under the super- 
vision of surveyors-general. 

The memorial also states that the passage of such a bill would 
very materially retard the settlement of the public domain and 
increase the expenses of the execution of the surveys of the public 
lands. The legislature of the State of Washington thinks that 

such an act would work great injustice to the settlers on unsur- 
veyed lands by taking the management of said surveys from the 
surveyor-general, who resides in the State and knows the wants 
of the settlers better than can be known by a scientific bureau so 
far removed from the field of operations as Washington City. 

The memorial further represents that the State of Washington 
is entitled to consideration in the matter in view of the fact that 
its ee for public lands are equal to those of any-other State 
in the Union. 

I move that the memorial be referred to the Committee on Pub- 
lic Lands, and ask that it be printed in full in the Recorp. 

Mr. HARRIS. I object to printing it in the Recorp. It may 
be printed as a document if the Senator desires. 

. . FRYE and Mr. HOAR. It is a resolution of a State legis- 
ature. 

Mr. SQUIRE. It is a memorial of the legislature of the State 
of Migr 

Mr. HARRIS. Oh; if it is the memorial of a State legislature, 
of course it goes into the REVORD. 

Mr. IRE. I ask that it be printed as a document, and that 
it also be printed in the REcorp. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. It will be so ordered, in the absence 
of objection. 

The memorial was referred to the Committee on Public Lands, 
as follows: 

{House memorial No. 13.] 


Memorializing Congress to reject House of Representatives bill No. 8504, 
entitled “A bill to improve the public surveys, and for other purposes.” 


Whereas a bill has been introduced in the National House of Representa- 
tives to consolidate the Coast, Geodetic, Geological, and public-land surveys 
under one head, thereby centralizing all the surveys in "4 City and 

the present system of surveys of the public land by contract 
under the supervision of the various surveyors-general, and doing said 
public-land surveys by paid employees detailed from Washington City; and 

Whereas the passage of said would very materially retard the settle- 
ment of the public domain and increase the expense in the execution of the 
surveys of the public lands; and 

ereas such an act would work a great injustice to the settlers on un- 
surveyed lands, taking the management of said surveys from the suryeyor- 
eneral, who resides in the State and knows the wants of the settlers better 
n could be known oe neentiie bureau so far removed from the field of 
operations as Washing City; and 

Whereas the State of Washington is entitled to consideration in this matter 
in view of the fact that its payments for public lands are equal to those of 
any other State in the Union: erefore be it 

esolved house of representatives of the State of Washington (the 

concurring therein), That our Senators be instructed and our Repre- 

sentatives in be emenned to use all honorable means to defeat the 
passage of said ; and be it further 
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Resolved, That a certified cop 
each of our Senators and Seere 
P the house February 12, 1 


y be transmitted by the secretary of state to 
rsentatives in Congress. 


ELLIS MORRISON, 
Speaker of the House. 
Passed the senate February 13, 1895. 
F. H. LUCE, 
President ‘of the Senate. 
(indorsed: ) House memorial No. 13, momorializing Congress to reject House 
bill No. 8504, “A bill to improve the public surveys, and for other purposes. 
Filed in the office of the secretary of state February 14, 1895. 
J. H. PRICE, "Secretary of State. 


UNITED STATES OF AMERICA, STATE OF WASHINGTON, Office of the Secre- 
aa of State: 


I, J. H. Price, secretary of state of the State ot Washington, do hereby cer- 
tify that I have carefully compared the annexed copy of the house memorial 
No. 18 with the original now on file in this office, and find the same to be 
true and perfect copy thereof. 

In testimony whereof I have hereunto set my hand and affixed the seal of 
the State of Washington 
Done at Olympia, this 15th day of February, in the year of our Lord 18%. 


[SEAL.] J. H. PRICE, Secretary of State. 


Mr. CAMERON presented a petition of the Pennsylvania State 
Dairymen’s Association, of Meadville, Pa., praying for the publi- 
cation and distribution of the results of the World’s Fair dairy 
test; which was referred to the Committee on Printing. 

He also presented petitions of 74 citizens of Oberlin, of 41 citi- 
zens of Oneida, of 60 citizens of Tippecanoe, of 51 citizens of Ber- 
wyn, of 80 citizens of Shamokin, and of 190 citizens of Pittsburg, 
all in the State of Pennsylvania, praying for the adoption of an 
amendment to the Constitution of the United States, prohibiting 
the appropriation of moneys for sectarian institutions; which were 
referred to the Committee on the Jndiciary. 

He also presented petitions of 66 citizensof Kempton, of 41 citi- 
zens of Oneida, of 50 citizens of Berwyn, of 40 citizens of Ryde, 
of 85 citizens of Shamokin, of 150 citizens of Coal Valley, of 190 
citizens of Pittsburg, of sundry citizens of Philadelphia, and of 
74 citizens of Oberlin, all in the State of Pennsylvania, praying 
for the adoption of an amendment to the Constitution of the United 
States providing that ‘‘ no State shall grant the right of franchise 
to any person who is not a citizen of the United States;” which 
were referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon presented the petition of Mrs. Lou- 
isa Boddy, praying that she be recom for the loss of her 
husband and two sons, who were kill - é the Modoc Indians No- 
vember 29, 1872; which was referred to the Committee on Indian 
Depredations. 

Mr. WHITE presented a joint resolution of the legislature of the 
State of California; which was referred to the Select Committee on 
Forest Reservations and ordered to be printed in the Recor», as 
follows: 


[Senate joint resolution No.1. Introduced by Mr. Matthe January 18, 1895. 
Referred to the Committee on Forestry vote} 


Joint resolution relating to the passage of H. pe 119, Fifty- -third Congre 
E in the Senate of the United States. ]} 7 


Whereas there is now before a Select Committee on Forest Reservations in 
the Senate of the United States a bill to protect wre forest reservations and 
secure favorable conditions of water flow, w will add greatly to 
2 wealth of the nation, and particularly tothe State of California: There- 

‘ore 

Be it resolved by the senate of the State of California (the assembly thereof 
concurring), That we instruct our Senators and urgently request our Repre- 
sentatives in Congress from this State that they use ood means in their 

er to secure the passage of H. Res. 119, pertaining to protection of 
public forest reservations.” 

Resolved, That the governor be requested to transmit to each of our Sena- 
= and Representa ves in Congress from this State a copy of these resolu- 

ions. 


Mr. WHITE presented a memorial of the Chamber of Commerce 
of San Francisco, Cal., remonstrating against the passage of the 
so-called Fithian shipping bill; which was referred to the Commit- 
tee on Commerce. 

He also presented a memorial of the Chamber of Commerce of 
Los Angeles, Cal., remonstrating against any reduction being made 
in the forest reservations in the United States, especially those in 
the State of California; which was referred to the Select Commit- 
tee on Forest Reservations. 


THE RAMIE INDUSTRY. 


Mr. WALSH. I present, by request, a statement containin 
certain valuable information concerning the ramie industry. 
. move that it be printed as a document. 
The motion was agreed to. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 


Mr. McLAURIN, from the Committee on Claims, to whom was 
referred the bill (S. . 2694) for the relief of the Baptist Church at 
Corinth, Aleorn County, Miss., reported it with an amendment, 
and submitted a report thereon. 

He eo. from the same committee, to whom was referred the 
bill (8S. 2695) for the relief of the Methodist Church at Brandon, 
Rankin County, Miss., reported it with an amendment, and sub- 
mitted a rt thereon 

Mr. P. I wish to state with reference to the two bills 


just reported that the action of the Committee on Claims was not 
unanimous. They are the reports of a majority of the committee. 

= VICE-PRESIDENT. The bills will be placed on the Cal- 
endar. 

Mr. PASCO, from the Committee on Claims, to whom was re- 
ferred the bill (H. R. 1075) for the relief of Merril Denham, re- 
ported it without amendmont, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. VEST, from the Committee on Commerce, to whi om was 
recommitted the bill (H. R. 5645) authorizing th ruction of 
a bridge over the Mississippi River to the city of St. ale in the 
State of Missouri, from some suitable point between the north line 
of St. Clair County, [ll., and the southwest line of said county, 
reported it with amendments. 

Mr. PALMER. Iask the unanimous consent of the Senate fi 
the immediate consideration of the bill just reported by the Sena- 
ter from Missouri. 

Mr. CALL. I hope the Senator from Illinois will let the morn- 
ing business be concluded. I shall have to object until the morn- 
ing business is over and the appropriation bill taken up. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. There is objection. The bill will be 
placed on the Calendar. 

Mr. DAVIS, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to whom 
was referred the bill (H. R. 5224) for the relief of James Stewart, 

rted it without amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

r. GALLINGER, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom 
was referred the bill (H. R. 5260) granting an increase of pension 
to Thomas Corigan, reported it without amendment, and sulmit- 
ted a report thereon. 

Mr. BATE, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to whom 
was referred the bill (H. R. 8680) granting the Mount Vernon 
Barracks Military Reservation to the State of Alabama for public 
uses, reported it without amendment, and submitted a report 
thereon. 

Mr. FRYE, from the Committees on Commerce, reported an 
amendment intended to be proposed to the sundry civil appropria- 
tion bill; which was referred to the Committee on Appropriations, 
and ordered to be printed. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred an 
amendment submitted by Mr. Quay on the 13thinstant, intended to 
be proposed to the sundry civil appropriation bill, reported favor- 
ably thereon, and moved that it be printed, and, with the acconi- 
panying papers, referred to the Committee on Appropriations; 
which was to. 

He also, from the same committee, reported an amendment in- 
tended to be proposed to the naval appropriation bill; which was 
eed. to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be 

rin 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas, from the Committee on Indian Af- 
fairs, to whom was referred an amendment submitted by Mr. 
Wotcort on the 19th instant, intended to be proposed to the In- 
dian appropriation bill, reported favorably thereon, and moved 
that it be referred to the Committee on Appropriations; which was 
agreed to. 

Mr. DANIEL, from the Committee on Foreign Relations, to 
whom was referred an amendment submitted by himself on the 
20th instant intended to be proposed to the sundry civil appro- 
SS, bill, reported favorably thereon, and moved that it be re- 

erred to the Committee on Appropriations and printed; which 
was agreed to. 

Mr. KYLE, from the Select Committee on Forest Reservations, 
reported an amendment intended to be proposed to the sundry 
civil appropriation bill; which was referred to the Committee on 
Appr — and ordered to be printed. 

from the Committee on Education and Labor, to whom 
was referred an amendment submitted by Mr. Bate on the 20th 
instant, intended to be proposed to the sundry civil appropriation 
bill, reported favorably thereon, and moved that it be referred to 
the Committee on Appropriations and printed; which was agreed 
to. 
DEATH OF HON. ISAAC P, GRAY. 


Mr. TURPIE, from the Committee on Foreign Relations, re- 
ported the following concurrent resolutions; which were consid- 
ered by unanimous consent, and unanimously agreed to: 


Resolved by the Senate i House concurring), That the Congress of the 
United States has learned with high gratification of the special honors paid 
to the memory of the deceased by the Government of Mexico upon the occa- 
sion of the death of the Hon. Isaac P. Gray, late minister of the United States 


— the Republie of Mexico. 

Resolved, + in token of the appreciation of the same, the Secretary of 
State be mested to forward to the Mexivan Government an enrolled copy 
of this ution. 


MEXICAN FREE ZONE. 

Mr. HARRIS. Iam directed by the Committee on Finance, to 
whom was referred the joint resolution (H. Res. 277) in reference 
tothe Free Zone along the northern frontier of Mexico and adjacent 
to the United States, to report it without amendment. 

Mr.COKE. Iask unanimousconsent for the present considera- 
tion of the joint resolution. 
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There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the joint resolution; which was read, 
as follows: 

Resolved, etc., That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to suspend the operation of section 3005 of the Revised 
Statutes,in so far as the same permits goods, wares, and merchandise to be 
transported in bond through the United States into the Free Zone of Mexico, 
so long as the Mexican Free Zone law exists, at any 7 between the west- 
ern boundary of the city of Laredo, in the State of Texas, and the Pacific 
Ocean: Provided, That nothing herein contained shall be construed so as to 
prevent the transportation of merchandise in bond to be delivered at points 
in the territory of Mexico beyond the limits of said Free Zone. 

The joint resolution was reported to the Senate without amend- 
ment, ordered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


ADOPTION OF CHILDREN, 


Mr. GALLINGER. Yesterday I asked unanimous consent for 
the consideration of the bill f . R. 9711) to authorize the adoption 
of children in the District of Columbia. Objection was made to 
it, as well as to two other bills, at that time. The other bills have 
a passed, and I now ask for the consideration of House 

i ; 

Mr. FRYE. Is the morning business finished? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The morning business has not been 
concluded, 

Mr. G/ LLINGER. This will take but.a moment. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the request of 
the Senator from New Hampshire? 

an RRIS. I hope the routine morning business will be con- 
ciuded. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Objection is interposed tothe request 
of the Senator from New Hampshire. 


BILLS INTRODUCED. 


Mr. PETTIGREW introduced a bill (S. 2786) to amend an ac 
entitled ‘‘An act to prevent the extermination of fur-bearing ani- 
mals in Alaska,” and for other purposes; which was read twice by 
its title and referred to the Committee on Foreign Relations. 

Mr. TURPIE introduced a bill (S. 2787) granting an increase of 
pension to Capt. Samuel W. Scott; which was read twice by its 
title, and, with the accompanying papers, referred to the Commit- 
tee on Pensions. 

Mr. GALLINGER introduced a bill (S. 2788) nting a pen- 
sion to Elvira Bachelder; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. WHITE introduced a bill (S. 2789) sppeering an act en- 
titled ‘‘An act authorizing the rebuilding of the Territorial capi- 
tol at Santa Fe, N. Mex., which was destroyed by fire May 12, 
1892;” which was read twice by its title, and, with the accompa- 
nying paper, referred to the Committee on Territories. 

Mr. YE introduced a bill (S. 2790) to amend section 1 of 
chapter 398 of the law of 1882, entitled ‘‘An act to provide for de- 
ductions from gross tonnage of vessels of the United States;” 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee 
on Commerce. 

Mr. WHITE introduced a bill (S. 2791) to regulate final proofs 
in placer-mining entries; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Public Lands. 

Mr. KYLE introduced a bill (8.2792) granting a pension to 
Charles Leeper; which was read twice by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 2793) ting a pension to James 
G. Laughlin; which was read twice by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on Pensions. 


AMENDMENTS TO APPROPRIATION BILLS. 
Mr. MITCHELL of ee submitted an amendment intended 
to be proposed by him to the naval app tion bill; which was 
referred to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be 


printed. 

Mr. PERKINS submitted an amendment intended to be proposed 
oy Se to the naval appropriation bill; which was referred to the 

ittee on Naval Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. FRYE submitted an amendment inten to be proposed 
by him to the naval appropriation bill; which was referred to the 
Committee on Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. CALL submitted an amendment intended to be pro 


ae to the legislative, executive, and judicial appropriation 
; which was referred to the Committee on Appropriations, and 

ordered to be printed. 
Mr. SQUIRE submitted an amendment intended to a 
erred 


by him to the sundry civil app tion bill; which was 
to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 
Mr. PASCO submitted an amendment intended to be pro 
by him to the sundry civil appropriation bill, the amendment pro- 
viding for a —< of the proposed Nicaragua Canal route and 
ascertaining the feasibility and cost of the construction of the 
canal; which was referred to the Committee on Appropriations, 
and ordered to be printed. 
Mr. CALL submitted an amendment intended to be proposed by 
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him to the Indian appropriation bill; which was ordered to be 


printed. 

Mr. PETTIGREW submitted an amendment intended to be pro- 
posed by him to the Indian appropriation bill; which was ordered 
to be printed. - 

AFFAIRS IN THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. 


Mr.CALL. By request of the labor organizations of the Dis- 
trict of Columbia, I submit a resolution which I ask may be read. 

The resolution was read, as follows: 

Resolved, That the Commissioners of the District of Columbia be, and are 
hereby, directed to furnish as soon as practicable for the information of the 
Senate a statement showing— 

First. The names of all streets, avenues, alleys, and reservations in the lim- 
its of the cities of Washington and Georgetown partially or wholly unpaved, 
and the total length thereof so unpaved; also the lengths thereof unsewered; 
also the lengths thereof without water mains; together with the estimated 
cost of fully improving, paving, sewering, and laying water mainsin the same. 

Second. An estimate of the amount required to carry out the provisions of 
an act passed March 2, 1893, to provide a permanent system of highways in 
that part of the District of Columbia lying outside of the cities of Wi - 
ton and Georgetown; and the amount and cost of condemning lands and build- 
ings for said hways and reservations; alsoan itemized estimate of the cost 
of building bridges, culverts, grading and fully improving said hways, 
streets, avenues, alleys, and reservations as contemplated by said act of March 
2, 1898; also an estimate of the cost of improvements in such other unim- 

roved streets and avenues as lie outside of the cities of Washington and 

teorgetown; the assessed value of private and Government property 
ioee otene of the cities of Washington and Georgetown and in the District 
o um 

Third. A statement showing the amount of taxes collected in the cities of 
Wash m and Georgetown and the county, respectively, by years from 
1878 to , both inclusive; and in like manner the amounts expended in each 
of said sections from the District revenues during the same period. 

Fourth. The amount of surplus revenues of the District of Columbia cov- 
ered into the Treasury of the United States from 1878 to 1 inclusive, and 
to what fund credited; also the amount of surplus now in the Treasury to the 
credit of the District of Columb‘a. 

Mr. CALL. If there be no objection, I would ask for the present 
consideration of the resolution. 

Mr. HARRIS. Let the resolution be printed and goover. Ido 
not think there will be any objection to it probably, but I should 
like to see it in a. : : 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The resolution will be printed and 
go over under the rule. 

HOUSE BILL REFERRED. 

The bill (H. R. 8665) making appropriations for the naval service 
for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1896, and for other purposes, 
was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 
Appropriations. 

PRESIDENTIAL APPROVALS. 

A message from the President of the United States, by Mr. O. 
L. PRUDEN, one of his secretaries, announced that the President 
had on the 20th instant approved and signed the following acts: 

An act (S. 1667) to provide for coinage at the branch mint at 
Denver, Colo.; and pb obee 

An act (S. 2699) for the encouragement of education in the 
State of Mississippi. 

PROPOSED EVENING. SESSIONS. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair lays before the Senate the 
resolution of the Senator from Florida [Mr. CaL.] coming over 
from a previous day. , 

The resolution submitted by Mr. CALL on the 19th instant was 
read, as follows: 


Resolved, That the Senate meet at the hour of 11 in the morning and remain 
in session until 5 p. m., then take a recess until the hour of 8 p. m. 


Mr. CALL. I ask that the resolution may lie over, and I ask 
that the Indian appropriation bill be now taken up and proceeded 


with. 
Mr. HARRIS. I hope the Senator from Florida will allow the 
resolution I ieteodnaed 3 esterday to be laid before the Senate. 
The VICE-PRESIDE The morning business is not yet con- 
cluded. The resolution will, without eee lie over. 
Mr. HARRIS. There is another resolution coming over as a 
part of the morning business. 


MUNICIPAL IMPROVEMENTS IN THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair iays before the Senate the 
resolution of the Senator from Tennessee [Mr. Harris] coming 
over from a previous day. 

The Secretary read the resolution submitted yesterday by Mr. 
Harris, as follows: 


Resolved, That a night session be held by the Senate, beginning at 8 o'clock 
on Thursday evening, the 2ist instant, to consider Senate No. 2066, being 
“A bill to vide for continuing the system of trunk sewers in the District 
of Colum to provide for sewerage Tipoeal, to lay out highways, and cther 


purposes.” 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to tho 
resolution. 

Mr. ALLEN. Mr. President, it strikes me that the resolution 
ought not to be adopted by the Senate at this time. The question 
that it is proposed we shall consider at the night session provided 
for by the resolution is the question of issuing seven and a half 
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million dollars of bonds for the improvement of that portion of 
the District of Columbia lying outside of the city of Washington. 


This question was before the Senate only a few days 880; and it 
was decided adversely to the issuance of the bonds. iy there 

should be a persistent effort, in view of the present financial con- 

dition of the country, to issue $7,500,000 of interest-bearing obliga- 

tions for this Government to pay I do not understand. : 

Mr. President, this country is undergoing the throes of an in- 
dustrial depression the equal of which we have never known. 
There is universal distress throughout the length and breadth of 
the land. There is a universal cry on the part of the people for 
relief from our present financial condition; and yet, within the 
last four weeks, there have been introduced in this Chamber alone 
I think I can say in round numbers fully one dozen bills, all call- 
ing for the issuance of bonds. The President has told us that we 
should authorize the Secretary of the Treasury to issue bonds; 
the Secretary of the Treasury himself has called upon Congress to 
authorize him to issue bonds. 

I see no reason why the District of Columbia should be made a 
pet in this instance; I see no reason why the taxpayers whose 
property is to be benefited by these improvements should not 
themselves pay for the improvements. A spirit has grown up 
here—I do not know how long it has existed, but it seems to be 
almost universal—that it is the duty of this Government to im- 

rove the city of Washington, and improve the District of Co- 
umbia outside of this city. I know of no more reason why the 
taxpayers of the United States should improve the city of Wash- 
ington than that they should improve the city of Denver, Colo., 
in which my distinguished friend [Mr. WoLcoTtT] resides. Iknow 
of no more reason why money should be taken from the Treasury 
of the United States for the pavement of streets and the laying of 
sewer and water mains in the city of Washington and in the Dis- 
trict of Columbia than it should be taken for the same purpose to 
construct like improvements in the town in which I reside. 

Mr. HILL. Will the Senator allow me to interrupt him a mo- 
ment? 

Mr. ALLEN. Certainly. 

Mr. HILL. Is there not this difference, that the Government 
owns the District of Columbia and owns the streets, but does not 
own his town? 

Mr. ALLEN. Mr. President, that is nominally true; but the 
Government does own my town in the sense that it taxes the 

s0ple of my town. The farmer in Nebraska, the artisan in my 
ttle village, pay the taxes which are expended to improve this 
city; they are citizens of the United States, bearing their full share 
of the burdens and obligations of the Government, and if this 
city is to be the recipient of a gratuity at the hands of the Govern- 
ment for the improvement cf territory lying outside the city 
limits, why should it not go beyond the District of Columbia and 
be extended into other sections of the country? 

Mr. HILL. Will the Senator allow me again? 

Mr. ALLEN. Certainly. 

Mr. HILL. I simply suggest to the Senator that the very point 
to which he is calling the attention of the Senate now is what is 
proposed to be discussed this evening, if he will give the Senate 
an opportunity to do it. 

Mr. GEORGE. I desire to suggest to the Senator from New 
York, if the Senator from Nebraska will allow me, that he labors 
under a very serious error when he says the Government of the 
United States owns the District of Columbia. The Government 
owns but a very small portion of the District. 

Mr. HARRIS. If the Senator will allow me, upon the very 
point he has suggested, I will say that within the limits of the 
city of Washington the Government owns more than half, and 

outside of the city limits, in the county, the United States owns 
much very valuable property. In the county the assessed value 
of such Government property outside of the two cities is as fol- 
lows: Agricultural lands, $5,296,889; nonagricultural lands, $4,- 
503,695, aggregating $9,800,584 outside of the city limits and in 
the county. 

Mr. ALLEN. Ihave heard that argument used here repeatedly. 

Mr. HARRIS. It is not merely an argument, but it is a fact. 

Mr. ALLEN. It is a stock argument upon the part of the resi- 
dents of the city of Washington; it is a stock argument upon the 
part of those Senators and Members of the House of Representa- 
tives who believe in expending large sums of money in this city. 
There is not a city in the United States outside of Washington 
that would not be glad to pay the entire tax of the municipality 
if the seat of Government were located there. If the United 
States will place its capital at the city of Omaha, in my State, 
which is a city fully as large as this, a city of great commercial 
importance and great financial resources, and within 100 miles of 
the geographical center of the United States, I will guarantee 
that the people of that city and the people of the State of Nebraska 
will be willing to pay every particle of taxation that may be levied 
upon Arnel property of that city and not ask the Government for 
one nickel. 
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No, Mr. President, with all due respect for the people of the 
city of Washington and the District of Columbia, there have gath- 
ered within the precincts of this capital city a certain class of 
— who believe it to be perfectly legitimate to take every 

ard-earned dollar of the taxpayers of the United States out of 
the Treasury they can get for the purpose of building up their 
own os beautifying this city, and enhancing the value of 
their holdings here. I have no objection to appropriating every 
dollar that may be necessary to legitimately improve this city; I 
do not propose to be parsimonious in this respect; but let us take 
the money from the Treasn.y as it may be needed, and not issne 
interest-bearing obligations to rest on and burden the people of 
this country for several years yet to come. 

I was speaking, when interrupted by the distinguished Senator 
from New York [Mr. Hitz], of the fact that we seem to have 
become bond crazy. Everything looks toward the issuance of 
bonds. The President wants bonds, the Secretary of the Treasury 
wants bonds, Senators upon both sides of this Chamber want 
bonds. Perhaps a half dozen propositions have come from the 
Republican side within the last four weeks looking to giving the 
Secretary of the Treasury unlimited authority to issue bonds. An 
equal number has come from this side of the Chamber. I am 
pleased, however, to note that not one of those propositions has 
emanated from a Populist in this Chamber. 

The time has come when we must retrace our steps financially; 
the time has come when we must cease the issuance of bonds. We 
have in the Treasury to-day millions of dollars’ worth of silver 
bullion, which the Secretary of the Treasury has ample authority 
to coin into money and pay out for the current expenses of the 
Government. He does not deny that this authority is conferred 
upon him in express language by existing statutes. There is no 
pretense among Senators upon either side of the Chamber that 
the Secretary of the Treasury does not possess ample authority to 
coin the seigniorage, amounting to $55,000,000, and yet the Secre- 
tary of the Treasury doggedly and persistently and without reason 
refuses to do so. I shall not by my vote or by my voice in this 
Chamber confer upon him authority to issue the interest-bearing 
obligations of this Government. 

Sir, to-day every bond that has been issued by the Secretary of 
the Treasury is ——— null and void. There is not a provi- 
sion upon the statute books any more conferring authority upon 
him to issue the bonds of this Government than there is confer- 
ring uponme like authority. The actof July 14, 1875, is repealed; 
it is a dead letter; and it is a mere pretense and usurpation of au- 
thority on his part to issue obligations under that act. Every 
bond, if its legality were contested in a court, would be held to be 
void. 

Mr. President, what have we seen transpiring during this ses- 
sion of Congress? Wecame here about three months ago real- 
izing that this country had been undergoing a financial panic, the 
equal of which our people had never seen before. There was a 
universal cry throughout the length and breadth of the land for 
relief. It was within our power to relieve them promptly by the 
introduction of some measure looking to the enlargement of the 
volume of money. Nothing, however, was done until, I think, 
the 23d of last month, when a bill was introduced by the Senator 
from Arkansas [Mr. JonEs] looking again to authority to issue 
bonds upon the part of the Secretary of the Treasury. 

That bill went to the Committee on Finance,where many a good 
measure sleeps to-day. It was held there until the 12th day of 
thismonth. Nothing was done upon it so far as the Senate has 
been informed, and then suddenly it comes before the Senate with 
a proposition for the free coinage of silver with a great many limi- 
tations. A great spectacular performance was advertised to take 
place in this Chamber the day before yesterday. The Senator from 
Arkansas forced a vote upon taking up his measure. 

Mr. President, it must have been understood by Senators who 
have that bill in charge that it was reported so late that no action 
of Congress could be taken on it. There was not the slightest 
hope or possibility of having it pass this branch of Congress and the 
other and being approved by the President. The time was too 
late; the appropriation bills were pressing themselves upon us; it 
was impossible to get the measure before Congress and have ii 
ae. considered; and yet it was forced before our attention 
= all the display and pretense of a purpose of having it become 
a law. 

Certain Senators, I suppose, who have not always hewn close to 
the line upon the subject of silver, who have been the advocates 
of giving power to the Secretary of the Treasury to issue bonds, 
suddenly conceived it necessary to place themselves right before 
their constituents, and before the closing hours of this Congress to 
show to their constituency that, after all, they are the true friends 
of bimetallism. 

Mr. President, night before last at 9 o'clock in this Chamber the 
war was being waged with vigor. There was roll call after roll 
call; there was seemingly a determination to force the bill te a 
vote. All of asudden the Senator from Colorado [Mr. Wo.corr] 






























































/ 


i 
| 


“# 


\ 


oa eR BR lh BEE a i See ib 


Sl a a a Ne Lk ee 


SNe Faith Sk bea en» 


Kein ipo bgt e+ seta GH To 


SSR ARSE ae Sy oe EAL EO Es arena 


2482 


introduced a harmless kind of a resolution, and the war was at an 
end. The display had been made, the country had been told that 
these Senators were the champions of bimetallism; that, after all, 
they were upholding the cause of the people in this Chamber and 
voting for the free and unlimited coinage of silver when it was 
apparent to them, and a nt to every man in this Chamber, 
that there was no possibility of passing that bill and having it be- 
come a law. It was merely a grand-stand play, a mere spectacu- 
= performance for the benefit of the constituents of some of these 
nators. 

Mr. President, in this condition of our public affairs, with the 
people of this country suffering as they have never suffered before, 
arith 6,000,000 of men, women, and children in this country 
who sleep upon their couches nightly without sufficient food to 
satisfy their hunger, with starvation staring many of our people 
in the face, with universal industrial paralysis, with the universal 
ery of distress, here is an attempt to force an indebtedness upon 
the people in the form of bonds to the amount of seven and a half 
million dollars more. 

Is it necessary, Mr. President, that this city should receive the 
benefit of so large a donation? Is it possible that bonds are to be 
issued because lying beyond the boundaries of this city some gen- 
tlemen own y which needs improvement, or is it ee 
that this city in a time of universal distress can not care for itself 
for one year more until Congress can do something for the relief 
of the ple at large? 

Mr. President, I am glad to announce that daylight is appear- 
ing, and that Democrats and Republicans alike are owe | away 
from their . Lhold in my hand an editorial published in the 
World-Herald, in my own State, a paper of large circulation, an- 
nouncing the accession to the Populist ranks of two distinguished 
Senators in this Chamber. I will read it. It is from the World- 


Herald of February 18, 1895: 


THE BASTERN IDEA. 

The silver Democrats have been called Populists in Nebraska until the 
have become accustomed to it, and it now ap that Senators TELLERan 
Vest are aiso called Populists. The Hartf (een) Times says of them: 

“Senator TELLER of Colorado isa leader of the Populist party. He declared 
yosteres on the fioor of the Senate that no financial measure nes yee 

he Senate except it shall contain a free silver e provision, and another 
Populist, from Tteeceri. declared that the entire exhaustion of the $100,000,000 
to him. These declarations 


reserve of gold could not come too 
by the entire party, w holds the balance of power 


are supported 
in the Honate, and shows ot the lgw degree in financial policy to 
which the Populist party has descended.” 

Our Eastern brethren will soon have to drop party lines and form “a more 
Se the Republicans and Democrats in order to oppose 

I am glad to know, Mr. President, that the Populist is 
making progress in this Chamber. I feel confident that the rank 
and file of Populist party; when they hear these glad tidings, 
will welcome to our ranks the distinguished and profound Sena- 
tor from Colorado [Mr. TELLER] and the aly distinguished 
and brilliant Senator from Missouri [Mr. Vest]. We need the 
benefit of the advice and the great ability of these gentlemen, 
and if we can hold Congress back for one year more from this 
mad craze éf issuing bonds, I feel confident that the leaven is 
working, and that before one year elapses there will be a sufficient 
accession to our party from both the Republican and the Demo- 
cratic sides of this Chamber to prevent the issue of more Govern- 
ment bonds. 

Mr. President, Iam opposed to these bonds sincerely and ear- 
nestly. If I thought the people of the District of Columbia needed 
these improvements more than the le of this country need 
relief I would not interpose any objection to this islation, 
but I am satisfied that the first duty of Congress is to the ye 
of the United States at large. Let us bring to the people of thi 
nation, from the East to the West and from the North to the South, 
that full measure of relief to which ‘they are entitled, and which 
they so much need, before we abandon their cause and enter upon 
legislation which is designed for the benefit of afew thousand peo- 
ple alone, and that, too, in a city which has been the recipient of 
the benefactions of this Government for over a hun years, 
where millions of dollars have been expended out of the public 
Treasury for the sole of beautifying this city as a national 
capital. Sir, to-day we are not only beautifying it, but in conse- 
ene of the expenditures we have made here we are building up 

rivate fortune? of hundreds, and even thousands of men. 


Land syndicates and —. go out upon the outskirts of the 


city and buy cheap d for a small sam of money, and then 
they come to Congress and ask for public money, or issuance 
of bonds, for the improvement of those lands, which results in 
making enormous fortunes for the individuals who have the 
holdings. 

I can not and will not give my voice or my vote for a measure 
of that kind. There is no necessity for this expenditure of money. 
If there is any necessity fer improving the sewerage of this city, 
if there is a pressing necessity for anything of that kind, we can 
make a appropriation for it, e is no necessity of 
issuing the lotenaae boring obligations of this Government for a 
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few speculators to invest in. I am well persuaded that one of the 

which prompts the introduction of this measure is to 
afford a few men who have idle money a safe and secure invest- 
ment at Government expense. 

I can not and will not give ae aes to the setting apart of 
an hour, in violation of our rules, for the consideration of this 
measure. We have had measures of vastly greater importance 
than this brought before this Congress from time to time and de- 
bated, and yet there never has been a request for a night session 
to consider such measures. Here is an exception. The peopleof 
the District of Columbia say: ‘‘ We want this improvement, we 
want the Government to issue its bonds to the amount of seven 
and a half million dollars; we can not get that measure, we cau 
not get it passed by Congress and become a law at these closing 
hours of the session unless we can get a special session set apart 
for that pur ,”’ and the Senator from Tennessee, who is the 
chairman of the District Committee, asks the Senate to make this 
exception in its course of business, and to set apart a special hour, 
a special time, when the interests of 70,000,000 of our people 
are to be entirely ignored and set aside, and the interests of a 
few land enn are to be taken up and considered. 

eee PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 
resolution. 


Mr. GEORGE. I hope the vote will not be taken on that reso- 
lution this morning. I shall feel compelled tomake some remarks 
upon it before the vote is taken, and I do not wish to consume the 
morning hour in doing so. If the Senator from Tennessee will 
allow the resolution to pass over until to-morrow, retaining its 
place, I shall be glad; if not, I shall have to proceed now. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair will state to the Senator 
from Mississippi that it is impossible to hear his remarks. 
Mr.WOLCOTT. We see the Senator from Mississippi is stand- 

up, but we can not hear a single word he says. 

r.GEORGE. I was not saying much of anything—— 

Mr. WOLCOTT. That may be true, but weshould like to know 
what the Senator does say. 

Mr.GEORGE. I have not been saying much of anything, ex- 

t that I was opposed to the e of the resolution, and that 
I desire to say something on this subject before it is acted upon; 
but Ido not desire to ba itnow. Thatis about all. If the Sen- 
ator from Tennessee will not allow the resolution to go over, I 
will make a motion to lay it on the table, and have a vote on that. 
If it is voted down, we can then discuss the question. 

Mr. HARRIS. I want no roil call upon dilatory motions. It 
is now 12 o’clock, or within a minute of it. Iwill give notice that 
at five and a half o’clock this evening I shall move that the Sen- 
ate take a recess until 8 o’clock, and I give further notice that, 
when the Senate reassembles at 8 o'clock to-night, if it shall so as- 
semble, if I can get the floor, I shall move that the Senate proceed 
to the consideration of the bill indicated in the resolution. 

Mr. GEORGE. And I give notice that I shall move to amend 
the motion of the Senator by substituting the bankruptcy bill as 
the bill to be proceeded with. 

Mr. HARRIS. Which motion will not be in order. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The hour of 12 o’clock having ar- 
rived it becomes the duty of the Chair to lay before the Senate the 
unfinished business. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I insist upon the regular order. 


DELAWARE RIVER BRIDGE. 


Mr. QUAY. I desire, in pursuance of the notice which I gave 
yesterday evening, the hour of 12 o’clock having arrived, to move 
that the Senate proceed to the consideration of the motion of the 
Senator from New Jersey [Mr. McPHERSON] to reconsider the 
vote by which the Senate passed the joint resolution (S. R. 133) 
directing the Secretary of War to make an examination of the 
bridge to be constructed over the Delaware River between the 
States of New J and Pennsylvania. 

The VICE-PR ENT. The hour of 12 o'clock having ar- 
rived the Chair lays before the Senate the unfinished business, 
which will be stated. 

The Secretary. A bill (H.R.8479) making appropriations for 
current and — expenses of the Indian Department forthe 
fiscal year ="? une 30, 1896, and for other purposes. 

Mr. QUAY. lask the Senator from Florida in charge of the 
appropriation bill to agree that it may be informally laid aside, 
without prejudice, in order that the Senate may dispose of the 
motion to reconsider the vote by which the Senate 
resolution (S. R. 132) directing the Secretary of War to make an 
examination of the bridge to be constructed over the Delaware 
River, between the States of New Jersey and Pennsylvania. 

Unless the Senator from New Jersey [Mr. McPHERSON] has 
some reasons to give for persisting in his motion, with the consent. 
of the Senator from Florida, I will merely ask the Senate to vote 
upon the motion to reconsider the vote by which the joint resolu- 
tion was . 

Mr. MCPHERSON rose. 


. 


the joint 
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Mr. QUAY. Ishall be pleased to hear what are the reasons of 
the Senator from New Jersey for making the motion to recon- 
sider. 

Mr. McPHERSON. I wish to = that the subject is somewhat 


important, and, in my opinion, provoke considerable discus- 
sion before a vote can be upon my motion. bak os 

Mr. FRYE. I will state to the Senator from Florida that it will 
undoubtedly take an hour or tio to dispose of the proposition. 

Mr. C I must insist upon oe with the appropria- 
tion bill under the instruction of committee. . 

Mr. QUAY. I thought when this matter was mentioned in the 
Senate yesterday afternoon that there was, in a manner, unani- 
mous consent that the question should be disposed of at 12 o'clock 
to-day. Ido not know what the Recorp shows. 

Mr. CALL. I was not advised of any such consent. 


Mr. QUAY. Very well; I shall not inte However, I will 
ask the Senate to di of the question the Indian appro- 
riation bill is , and I hope it will be done, The Senator 


om New Jersey has tied up the joint resolution for a week by a 
motion to reconsider, and there are only ten legislative days left 
of the present Congress. The joint resolution must go to the 
other House or fall. 


INCOME RETURNS FOR 1804. 


Mr. VEST. Notwithstanding the statement of the Senator from 
Florida, I feel it my duty to ask the Senate to consider the motion 
to reconsider the action of the Senate in concurring in the con- 
ference report upon the amendments to the income-tax law, a 
motion submitted by the Senator from Maryland [Mr. Gorman] 
yesterday. It isa matter of such general importance and the time 
is so short in which it can be determined that I must ask that it 
be disposed of now. 

Mr. GORMAN. It is a privileged motion. 

Mr. CALL. If it be a privileged motion I have no right to 
object to it. I will give way if it be a privileged motion. 

he VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Missouri asks 
unanimous consent that the Senate proceed to the consideration 
of the motion to reconsider the vote by which the Senate con- 
curred in the report of the committee of conference on the joint 
resolution (H. Kes. 273) extending the time for making returns 
of income for the year 1894. Is there objection? 

The Chair hears none; and the question is on agreeing to the 
motion to reconsider. 

Mr. GORMAN. Mr. President, when the conference report 
was submitted by the distinguished Senator from Missouri | Mr. 
Vest], with an explanation which he made of the alterations that 
had been made in the joint resolution as it was passed by both 
Houses of Congress, it was not at the moment clearly understood 
by myself. I found the next morning, which was yesterday, on 
reading the conference report which was presented to the other 
House that the conferees in the consideration of the measure had 
inserted a provision exempting corporations from furnishing a 
list of the salaries of their employees to the collector of internal 
revenue in the district in which the corporation is located. 

The act required all corporations to report the amount of sal- 
aries paid up to $4,000 or less to each person employed and the 
amount paid in salaries of more than $4,000. They were to make 
that return to the collector without being soughtfor. It was a pro- 
vision, as a matter of course, intended to facilitate the collection 
of the income tax, one that looked to economy in ascertaining who 
were liable to the tax. It was a wise provision in my judgment. 
[have found since, however, by inquiry and from conversation 
with the distinguished Senator from Missouri, that the Commis- 
sioner of Internal Revenue recommended this change, and the 
conferees on the partof the other House insisted upon exempting 
corporations from making this return. 

1 think myself that it was an unwise change in the law, that 
the only possible way by which you can ascertain properly and 
speedily and without expense to the Government the immense 
amount of money that is disbursed by corporations to their em- 
ployees is through that provision as it stood. When I glanced 
over the report and found that the conferees had inserted this pro- 
vision, while it had not been considered, I understand, by either 
House of Congress in the discussion of the joint resolution, it 
struck me as extraordinary. As I have said, my belief is that the 
provision of the law as it stood, requiring corporations to make 
this return as toall the amounts they pay to their employees beyond 
$4,000 per annum, was a wise one. 

The fifth requirement of the original act, thatcorporations should 
return all salaries paid of all sorts and descriptions and of all 
amounts, was an unwise one. I have had applications made to 
me, as I take it for granted every other Senator has, by the rep- 
resentatives of corporations in my part of the country, begging 
that this change be made and that they be exempted from mak- 
ing this return. It is very natural for them to do so, but so far 
as [ am concerned, solong as the income tax stands—and it is dis- 


tasteful to me—I believe that that was a wise provision and the 
—~ which would enable the Government to get a fuil return. 

. VEST. Will the Senator from Maryland permit me? I do 
not want to discuss the matter. 

Mr. GORMAN. Certainly. 

Mr. VEST. I call the Senator’s attention to the change that 
was made in the tariff bill as it came from the House of Repre- 
sentatives. When the bill came to us originally from the other 
House it contained a provision that every corporation should pay 
the income tax upon all salaries of their employees over $4,000 and 
deduct the tax from the salaries. The Senate changed that mode 

ure entirely and required the employee to make his own 
individual return and pay his own taxes; and the corporation has 
nothing whatever to do with it as the law stands now. 

The complaint to which the Senator from Maryland alludes came 
from the employees, the officials, who could not see, and I can ap 


-preciate that very well, why as they made the return and as they 


paid the tax they should be put upon a different footing from other 
individuals throughout the country. It is an invidious distinc- 
tion upon citizens who happen to be the salaried employees of cor- 
ations. That is the whole question as presented by the con- 
erees of the House, and the conferees of the Senate were unabie 
to answer that objection. 
Mr. GORMAN. The whole thing is invidious. There is noth- 
ing fair about it from beginning to end. 
r.GRAY. That is true, too. 
Mr. GORMAN. The distinguished Senator from Missouri, and 
I give him full credit for it, has tried to modify it the best he 
could; and acomparison of the provision as it came from the other 
House and as it passed the Senate results so enormously in favor 
of the work the Senator from Missouri has done that I have no 
complaint whatever to make of him. I am not now complainin 
of him or the conferees on the part of the Senate, for I understan 
this modification was forced upon the Senate conferees. It was 
forced upon the Senate conferees by a body so radical that noth- 
ing was too extreme for them to do against corporations. It was 
forced upon this body by gentlemen who have held up the Senate 
as the protectors of corporations. Iam not complaining of my 
distinguished friendfrom Missouri. I think he intended to be abso- 
lutely fair about it with his views, which are more extreme than 
mine. Therefore I beg him to understand that I am not criticis- 


Ent in the very last days of the session the conferees of another 
body in making a moderate change in the law, so as to extend the 
time for making returns from the ist of March to the 15th day of 
April, inserted a provision which is a great boon to the corpora- 
tions of the country. The Senator from Missouri says it is an in- 
vidious distinction. That has been done with the corporations in 
every line of thelaw. What is it, Mr. President? That the cor- 

ration shall take 2 per cent from the amount due to the Senator 

om Missouri or myself and hold it and pay it over to the Gov- 
ernment. Co required another thing of corporations in the 
original law, drafted by my friend from Missouri. 

In order to enable the Department to ascertain who is getting 
$4,000 a year from corporations, the law required them to make a 
return to that effect. .[t was a simple and easy matter. To relieve 
them from it and to uire the deputy collectors to go all over 
the country and ascertain who are employees of corporations is an 
immense work, and will require an army of men. I understand 
the Commissioner of Internal Revenne prefers now to make this 
change, and to have his deputies ascertain facts that he could get 
from the corporations in fifteen minutes. 

Mr. President, the truth of it is that this act, being retroactive, 
taxing the incomes of last year, the year 1894, has found individ- 
uals and corporations in a ition where they do not care to 
make the returns officially. Individuals are required to make re- 
turns who have not kept books of account, because they did not 
expect to make income returns. 

Corporations have made expenditures and have employed per- 
sons as to which they do not want to make an official return. I 
say now, sir, that the matter comes back here from another body 
which insisted that we wanted to make the law so as to let the 
co i escape, and the very first act which is brought before 
us isa measure to modify the law as it relates to corporations. 
The proposition, I am aware, comes at a time and under condi- 
tions when we probably can not resist it, because everybody in 
this body and elsewhere is pressing for an extension of time. But 
this provision was insisted upon by another body and by the Com- 
missioner of Internal Revenue, and I simply desire to enter my 
protest against the b 

Mr. C DLER. r. President-—— 

Mr. VEST. I move to lay on the table the motion to reconsider. 
Mr. CHANDLER. I think I was recognized before the motion 


Was made. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair will hear the Senator from 
New Hampshire, 
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Mr. CHANDLER. Mr. President, it seems that the provision 
to which the Senator from Maryland has addressed his remarks 
was no part of the Senate amendments to the bill. It is a new 
condition concerning a new subject-matter entirely, and was in- 
troduced by the committee of conference. This provision, which 
is a change in the income-tax law, requiring corporations to re- 

ort the names and salaries of their employees for the year 1894, 
is changed now by the conference ee although nothing in the 
original amendments of the Senate had any relation to that sub- 
ject. 
This, as I said, is a very adroit piece of legislative work. It 
shows the danger that lurks in conference committees, and it 
shows that the Senate should scrutinize with care all conference 
reports. 

Mr. HALE. Does the Senator from New Hampshire mean to 
say that the conference committee have introduced in their report 
a feature that was not considered by either body? 

Mr. CHANDLER. I say so in this case. 

Mr. HALE. That is very remarkable, if it is true. 

Mr. VEST. It is not true. 

Mr. ALLISON. I beg to assure the Senator from New Hamp- 
shire that he is wholly mistaken as to the fact. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Perhaps ihe Senator from Iowa will be able 
to demonstrate that fact. 

Mr. ALLISON. I will try to do soif the Senator from New 
Hampshire wants me to. 

Mr. CHANDLER. TheSenatorfrom Iowa will please wait until 
I get through and then try. 

The amendments of the Senate were threefold, and they will 
appear in the report if it is read. There was not in the amend- 
ments of the Senate a single word on the question whether cor- 

rations should return the names and salaries of their employees. 

he House conferees insisted as a condition of accepting the Senate 
amendments that a provision should be put in exempting corpora- 
tions from making returns of the names and salaries of their em- 
pleyees. I say that had not the slightest reference to any one of 
the Senate amendments. It was a new matter entirely. 

I understand very well why the amendment has been run into 
the conference report. It is very inconvenient for the great cor- 
porations of this country to give the names and salaries of all 
their employees. The law is inquisitorial. It was fought here 
by this side of the Chamber because it was an inquisitorial 
law, but it suited the majority to pass it, to make it a law and to 
fasten this inquisitorial enactment upon the ogy of the coun- 
try; and it should rest upon the corporations of the country just 
as much as it rests upon the individuals of the country. Now, 
here is an attempt to change the law in thir very important par- 
ticular simply for the reason that the great corporations of this 
country are unwilling to give to the collectors of internal revenue, 
and possibly to the public, the names and salaries of certain of 
their employees. 

Mr. President, the united railroads of this country, with $11,- 
000,000,000 of capital, are standing at the doors of the Senate and 
the House of Representatives, seeking to pass the pooling bill 
which the Senator from South Carolina [Mr. BUTLER] advocated 
with so much ability the otherday. This eleven billion dollar part- 
nership or aggregation of railroads has hundreds of employees to 
whom it pays large salaries, and did pay those salaries in 1894. 
Some of them, perhaps many of them, are in this city to-day seek- 
ing to influence and to control legislation. That is one class of 
employees that it is very inconvenient for the great railroads and 
great corporations of this country to furnish a list of to the reve- 
nue officers. It would be very annoying, very inconvenient, very 
inquisitorial, no doubt, that those returns should be made; and I 
congratulate those gentlemen and the railroad corporations and 
the other corporations which employ them upon the skill, ingenu- 
ity, and ability which they have shown in influencing conference 
committees of Congress. 

Mr. HALE. I should like to have some member of the confer- 
ence committee make it clear to the Senate that the conference 
has not violated what is a rule of the Senate, never that I know 
of varied from, that no new matter not considered by either 
House shall be introduced into a conference report. Unless that 
rule is steadily maintained all legislation is in the hands of 


conference committees. The Senate has always taken ground | pe 


clearly and squarely upon this question, and its conferees have 
always taken that monition. In the Appropriations Committee, 
where in the last days ee ee eee w the legislative 
integrity of the conferees of this y and of the other, it has 
besa maintained, as a rule, that no new matter shall be 

introduced. : 
I hope and believe that the conferees in this case can explain to 


Mr. VEST. Mr. President, com with the action of the 
Senate heretofore as to the rule which has been established with 
t to conference committees, We have not gone by any means 

as far as has always been done at every session since I have served 


“the Senate that it has not been done now. 
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here in regard to conference reports. I remember very distinctly 
when a whole tariff bill was brought in after some of the pro- 
visions in it had been voted down by both Houses of Congress, 
and that became the law in 1883. 

Now, in this case, while we were considering the question of 
returns made by corporations, which we found in the second sub- 
division of the resolution, this amendment was suggested by the 
House conferees with the approbation of the Commissioner of 
Internal Revenue. It is a matter germane to the subject which 
we were considering, and was not outside of the province of the 
conference committee at all. 

Mr. HALE. What was the provision which was amended? 

Mr. VEST. It was the resolution— 

Resolved, That in computing incomes under said act the amounts received 
as dividends upon the stock of any corporation, company, or association shall 
not be included in case such dividends are also liable to the tax of 2 per cent 
upon the net profits of said corporation, company, or association, although 
such tax may not have been actually paid by said corporation, company, or 


association at the time of making returns by the person, corporation, or asso- 
ciation receiving such dividends. 


Mr. ALLISON. I ask the Senator to read also the third resolu- 
tion which was put in by the Senate, relating to inquiries. 

Mr. CHANDLER. The conferees backed out of that. 

Mr. VEST. The third resolution says: 

Resolved, That no taxpayer shall be required in his, her, or its annual re- 
turn under said act to answer any interrogatories except as specifically pro- 
vided in said act. 

That was the third resolution. Now, we added: 

And returns or reports of the names and salaries of employees shall not 
be required from employers unless called for by the collector in order to 
verify the returns of employees. 

I desire to say in answer to the Senator from New Hampshire 
that any intimation that corporate influence brought this about is 
absolutely false. 

Mr. HALE. I myself think, after hearing that read as a part 
of one of the amendments, that it gave the committee jurisdiction 
over the subject. Iam glad to see that the committee does not 
exceed its authority. 

Mr. VEST. It has not exceeded it. 

Mr.HALE. I did not know that was the case. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 
motion of the Senator from Missouri [Mr. Vest] to lay on the 
table the motion to reconsider. 

Mr. ALLEN. On that I ask for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered; and the Secretary proceeded 
to call the roll. 

Mr. COKE (when his name was called). Iam paired with the 
Senator from Oregon [Mr. DoLPH]. 

Mr. HANSBROUG ware his name was called). Iam paired 
with the junior Senator from Illinois [Mr. PALMER]. 

Mr. PASCO (when his name was called). I am paired with the 
Senator from North Carolina [Mr. PrircHarpD]. In his absence 
I withhold my vote. 

The roll call was concluded. 

Mr. BURROWS (after having voted in the affirmative). I de- 
sire to withdraw my vote. I am paired with the junior Senator 
from Maryland [Mr. Grsson]. 

Mr. DUBOIS. Iam paired with the junior Senator from New 
Jersey [Mr. Smiru]. 

Mr. WHITE (after having voted in the affirmative). I am 
paired with the Senator from Idaho [Mr. SHoup]. I withdraw 
my vote. If the Senator from Idaho [Mr. SHoup] were present I 
should vote ‘‘ yea.” 

The result was announced—yeas 57, nays 10; as follows: 

YEAS—57. 
ate McPherson, 
Gallinger, Manderson, 


George, Mantle, 
Gordon, Martin, 


Gray, Mills, 

e, Mitchell of Oreg. 
Harris, Mitchell of Wis. 
Hawley, Morgan, 
Hill, Morrill, 
Hoar, Perkins, Wilson of Iowa 
Hunton Pettigrew, Wilson of Wash. 
Jones of Ark. Platt, Wolcott. 
Lindsay, Power, 


Lode Proctor, 
McMillan, Pugh, 
NAYS—10. 
Gorman, McLaurin, 
. Irby, effer, 
Chandler, Kyle, Roach, 
NOT VOTING—21. 


Brice, Murphy, Smith, 
Burrows, bois, Palmer, Washburn, 
Caffery, bso Pasco, White. 
Coke, Pritchard, 

Cullom, Ransom, 

Davis, Shoup, 


So the Senate laid the motion to reconsider on the table. 


Aldrich, 








1895. 
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Mr.HOAR. I simply ask leave tostate that if there had been 
time to deal with this matter morecarefullyI should have voted 

ainst laying the motion to reconsider on the table. I am not at 
all satisfied with the way the legislation is left, but the shortness 
of time seemed to compel a disposition of the measure now. 


INDIAN APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. COCKRELL. Let the Indian appropriation bill be pro- 
ceeded with. 

The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the con- 
sideration of the bill (H. R.8479) making appropriations for cur- 
rent and contingent expenses of the Indian Department and fulfill- 
ing treaty stipulations with various Indian tribes for the fiscal 
year ending June 30, 1896, and for other purposes. 

Mr. COCKRELL. There was considerable discussion yesterday 
evening between the Senator from Arkansas [Mr. Jongs] and the 
Senator from Iowa [Mr. ALLIson] as to the meaning of the Wichita 
agreement. Twoamendments have been prepared which, I think, 
cover the entire case and are satisfactory to all parties. I move 
to strike out on page 54, from line 13 down to the word “ agree- 
ment” in line 20, and insert what I send to the desk. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. On page 54, after line 12, strike out all down 
to and including the word “‘ agreement” in line 20, in the follow- 
ing words: 

That the said Wichita and affiliated bands of Indians be allowed as com- 
pensation for the cession of the lands described in article 1 of the foregoing 
agreement the sum of $1.25 per acre for so much of said land as will not be 
required forallotment to the Indians as provided in the foregoing agreement, 
subject to such reduction as may be found necessary under article 5 of said 
agreement. 

And insert: 


The compensation to be allowed in full for all Indian claims to these lands 
which may be sustained by said court in the suit hereinafter provided for 
shall not exceed $1.25 per acre. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question _is on agreeing to the 
amendment proposed by the Senator from Missouri. 

The amendment was agreed to. : 

Mr. COCKRELL. Now, on page 56, at the end of line 16, I 
move to insert the following proviso: 

Provided, That the United States shall pay the Indians for said reserved 
sections the same price as is paid for the lands not reserved. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment of the Senator from Missouri. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. CALL. On my own account I offer an amendment. I 
move to amend, on page 60, after line 5, by inserting: 

Provided, That such judgment shall not be binding on Congress, but only 
advisory. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair will recognize the Sen- 
ator from Florida for the purpose of offering the individual 
amendment after the committee amendments have been disposed 
of. The next amendment of the Committee on Appropriations 
will be stated. 

Mr. COCE RELL. The amendment of the committee, begin- 
ning in line 23, at the bottom of page 57, should be agreed to. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment will be stated. 

The Secretary. After the word “ precedence,” in line 23, page 
57, the committee report to strike out the following additional 
proviso: 

And provided further, That nothing in this act shall be accepted or con- 
strued as a confession that the United States admit that the Choctaw and 
oe nations have any claim to or interest in said lands or any part 

ereot. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment of the Committee on 
Appropriations which was pending at adjournment yesterday will 
be stated. 

The SECRETARY. Strike out all after line 8, page 60, down to 
and including line 28, in the following words: 

The proper accounting officers of the Treasury are hereby authorized and 
directed to pay to Bartlett Richards, out of the appropriation for “support 
of Sioux of different tribes, including Santee Sioux of Nebraska,” for the 
fiscal year ending June 30, 1895, the sum of $885.46, for beef actually delivered 
to the Pine Ridge Agency, 8. Dak., in the month of November, 1894; said 
amount havin been suspended or disallowed, under contract stipulations, 
for the reason that the ave weight of 599 beef steers was not fully up to 
contract requirements, the deficiency occurring through the efforts of the 
contractor to comply with written request of the army officer, acting Indian 
—_* ? deliver ig ter cattle than had been previously delivered under the 

nm . 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question.is on agreeing to the 
amendment of the committee. 

Mr. MANDERSON. Mr. President, this amendment is to 
strike out a portion of the bill that was inserted in it by the ac- 
tion of the House. It is not a proposition to insert an appropri- 
ation either by the suggestion of the Committee on Appropria- 
tions or by the s on of any standing committee of the 
Senate or any individual member of the Senate. 

I take it that the action of the Committee on Appropriations in 
striking out this paragraph inserted by the House is because of 


an adverse report coming from the Committee on Indian Affairs 
and submitted bythe Senator from Louisiana [Mr. BLANCHARD], 
adverse to an amendment of like character that was proposed by 
the Senator from Wyoming [Mr. ane I have with great care 
examined the adverse report submitted. I will say in passing 
that while a member of the Committee on Indian Affairs I was 
not in the committee room when this matter was under consider- 
ation by the committee. Had I been I certainly would have an- 
tagonized an adverse report there as I antagonize it here. 

I think it quite likely that if the Senate of the United States 
were sitting asa court of law without equity powers it might 
come to the conclusion suggested by the Senator from Louisiana 
and ey to the conclusion that has been reached by the 
Committee on Indian Affairs by its majority; but the Senate of 
the United States and the Congress has no such limited power. 
It is not governed bylaw. It makeslaw; and constantly and ever 
it applies principles of equity and fair dealing between the Gov- 
ernment and its citizens. Unfortunately for the citizens, it does 
not apply these principles so frequently as it should. 

This contractor, having a contract with the Indian Office to sup- 
ply certain beef cattle to feed the Indians at Pine Ridge Agency, 
gathered his stock for the purpose of making the supply. He gath- 
ered them near the a they might be delivered at such 
times and under such calls as might be made by the agent. It 
appears from this report that most of the cattle he had gathered 
were what are known as heavy beef cattle, averaging in weight 
— 1,000 or 1,100 pounds, and those are the cattle he would 

ave preferred to have delivered under his contract. It was to 
his advantage and pecuniary gain that he should deliver that class 
of cattle instead of those lighter in weight. — 

These cattle, when they come to be distributed by the agent 
among the Indian families, it is found, are more readily and 
evenly distributed—there is less trouble in apportioning them from 
the corral, whether they are delivered on the hoof or whether they 
are slaughtered and delivered—by having them of lighter weight. 
The request and desire of the Indian agent, Captain Penney, was 
that cattle should be delivered of the lighter weight instead of the 
heavier. 

I will now refer to a statement contained in the report, being 
the affidavit of Bartlett Richards. Let me say in passing that this 
gentleman is a citizen of the State in which I live, one of its most 
reputable citizens, a man who would ask nothing of the Govern- 
ment that he is not fairly entitled to receive, a man who stands 
eminent in his neighborhood for his virtues, his honesty, and his 
integrity. And he is asking this comparatively small sum on 
this contract, not so much because of the amount involved as 
because it is fair treatment to him, and decent and honorable on 
the part of the Government that it should recognize and pay his 
claim. Mr. Richards in making his affidavit sets forth among 
other things the calls that had been made upon him for light cattle, 
those averaging about 900 pounds in weight. He sets forth the 
facts, about which there is no dispute, and can be no dispute. 
He says: 

The average weight of peur petitioner’s 3 and 4 year old steers, as shown 
by deliveries under the above contract and former ones, is more than 1,19 
pounds per head; that your petitioner culled with special care all the light- 
est cattle from his herds to comply with the acting Indian agent’s request, 
though it was to his, the petitioner's, disadvantage; that your petitioner had 
1,600 heavy beef steers ready for delivery within a few days’ drive of said 
agency; that the delivery of cattle weighing less than the prescribed aver- 
age weight was not because of his inability to comply fully with tbe req 
uisites of the contract, but solely through his efforts to oblige the acting 
—- in delivering lighter cattle than were previously delivered, and that 
the cattle selected were somewhat lighter than he had estimated when cut 
ting them out of his herds for the purposes of said delivery; that the 599 beet 
cattle—all steers—so delivered were weighed and found to average 824 pounds 
instead of ef each, but that said cattle were inspected by Alfred B. 
Jackson, first lieutenant, Ninth Cavalry, United States Army, who certified 
that he found the same to be good, merchantable cattle and of quality fully 
up to the requirements of the contract of Bartlett Richards, dated May 15, 
1894, under which they were delivered, and that Capt. Charles G. Penney, 
United States Army, acting United States Indian agent for the Pine Ridge 
Agency, receipted for said cattle, as follows, after stating numbers and weight: 

“[T hereby certify that the beef here pooueees for is fully equal to the re- 
quirements of the contract above mentioned, and in this delivery and receipt 
each and every condition, provision, and stipulation of the contract has been 
fully and honestly complied with, and that payment has not been made fo: 
the same. ived under article 6 of the contract.” And that said acting 
agent subsequently informed the Commissioner of Indian Affairs, by tele- 
gram of November 21, 1804, that said cattle were received under article 6 
of contract, “‘ not by reason of inferior quality, but because below stipuiated 
average weight.” 

Your petitioner further states that the cattle so delivered were in fine con- 
dition and of excellent quality of beef; that the Indians received good, mer- 
chantable beef, fat and otherwise in fine condition, not lean and of large 
frame, and that it is a serious earn to insist upon a deduction from the 
contract price of said delivery of beet steers, under a provision of the con- 
tract designed solely to protect the Government and the Indians against 
beef of inferior quality, and especially is it a hardship in making a deduction 
from said issue in this case, working an injustice that the Government should 
not and, it is believed, will not insist upon when it is clearly shown that the 
light weight, i. e., smaller beef cattle. but in excellent flesh and otherwise fine 

f cattle, were delivered through a desire solely to turn in such cattle as 
were desired by the acting agent. 

This sworn statement of the contractor does not stand alone. 
It is corroborated by all those who have knowledge of the facts, 
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and no one contradicts it. Not only that, upon the showing made 
that here was an effort to comply with what was desired by the 
Indian agent, both the Commissioner of Indian Affairs and the 
Secretary of the Interior say, upon full investigation of the mat- 
ter, that this account should be paid. It has received their hearty 
approval, and it receives the disapproval of the majority of the 
Committee on Indian Affairs simply because, as I believe, they do 
not understand the condition. ere is not an effort to collect 
money for that which has not been delivered. Hereis an effort to 
enforce the penalty of a contract and have the Government pre- 
vented from paying for that which it has received simply because 
here is a nenalier clause that certainly under the circumstances 
should not be enforced. 

Mr. President, it seems to me beyond question that upon a full 
understanding of this matter by the Committee on Appropriations 
they will not insist that the amendment striking out this portion 
of the bill shall prevail. I have nothing further to say about it, 
for : find snyaelt talking under extreme difficulty on account of 
my throat. 

Mr. BLANCHARD. Mr. President, before the Indian appro- 
priation bill came to the Senate from the House the proposition 
to pay Mr. Bartlett Richards the $885.46 was embodied in the form 
of an amendment intended to be proposed to that bill by the Sen- 
ator from Wyoming [Mr. Carry]. e amendment was referred 
by the Senate to the Committee on Indian Affairs. After reach- 
ing that committee, it was sent by the chairman of the Commit- 
tee on Indian Affairs, the Senator from Arkansas [Mx, J — to 
the Secretary of the Interior and the Commissioner of Indian 
Affairs for report upon the amendment and for the facts of the 
case. 

it seems that this proposition to pay Mr. Bartlett Richards 
$885.46 is predicated upon a petition which Mr. Richards ad- 
dressed to Congress, and when analyzed will be found to be noth- 
ing more nor less than an attempt on the t of a Government 
contractor to be relieved from certain stipulations of his con- 
tract. Matters of this sort come up frequently. The Senate 
should be very careful what it does in cases like this. Where an 
executive officer of the Government makes a contract for certain 

overnmental pur with an individual or individuals under 

w authorizing him to do so, the contractor should be held with 
reasonable strictness to the stipulations of his contract. For the 
Senate to do otherwise would be to set a dangerous precedent. 
The equity must be very strong indeed that would justify the 
Senate or justify Congress in a contrary course. Now, what are 
the facts of this case? 

Mr. Richards, in May, 1894, made a contract with the Indian 
Office to supply to the Pine Ridge Agency in South Dakota 4,500,000 

unds of gross beef, at the rate of $2.99 per hundred pounds. 

he price that he was to receive for his beef is stipulated in ar- 
ticle 1 of the contract. Article 5 of the contract stipulates as to 
the quality of the beef, and also as td the average per head that the 
beef cattle avtually presented in compliance with the contract 
should weigh. If Senators will turn to page 2 of the adverse re- 
port, article 5 of this contract is set forth in full. It will be there 
seen that this contractor stipulated with the Government that he 
would furnish beef cattle to average not less than 850 pounds. 
Then follows section 6 of the contract, which is also copied in full 
in the report. In this section 6 the contractor distinctly agrees 
and stipulates that if he does not furnish cattle of the required 
average weight as set forth in section 5 he will suffer a deduction 
on the contract price of 1 per cent en every 5 pounds, or frac- 
tion thereof, that the beef cattle may be under the stipulated aver- 

» weight. 

“he A what article 6 says upon that subject, and language can 
not be plainer: 

‘ hereto 
ek Toe al ths titantettt tn ate hte whic are wo nestor 
with the requirements of article 5, but which the respective pane cee 
oy be compelled by the necessities of the service to receive, there bea 
deduction of one (1) per cent in the price agreed uw in article 1, for each 

thereof, that said cattle so received 
weights agreed upon in the preceding article. 

As stated, the average weight agreed u in the preceding ar- 
ticle was 850 pounds per for the cattle to be furnished under 
the contract. 

Mr. Richards furnished on the 3d day of November 599 head of 
beef cattle aggregating 493,570 pounds gross. It was discovered 
that these cattle instead of weighing an averageof 850 pounds per 
head, as his contract called for, weighed 824 pounds per head; and 
the Indianagent, who by the way is an army officer, Capt. Charles 
©. Penney, in receiving the beef cattle y stipulated that 
he received them under section 6 of the contract. 

When the account came ap to the Indian Office for settlement 
the following telegram was sent by the Commissioner of Indian 
Affairs to the Indian agent at the Pine Ridge Agency: 

On receipts issued to Richards for delivery of 3d instant, you say, 
were received under article 6of the contract. W 
cause the necessities of the service required i 
Wire exnlanation, if practicable; if not, report 


and every five (5) nds, or f 
shal) fall short of the stan 
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To this Captain Penney replied by telegram on the same date, 
as follows: 


Telegram received. Cattle received from Richards on 84 instant because 
the necessity of the service required it; taken under article 6 of the contract, 
not A reason of inferior quality, but because below stipulated average 
weight. 

In the contract with Richards it is stipulated that though the 
beef cattle be found to be below the average weight per head re- 
quired by the contract, yet if the necessities of the service dv- 
manded they be received anyhow, the Indian agent could receive 
them and throw upon the contractor the penalty embodied in 
section 6 of the contract, viz, a diminution of price. 

This is what Captain Penney, the acting Indian agent, did in 
this case. The necessities of the service required he should re- 
ceive the 599 head of cattle. He did receive them, though they 
were under size and under weight; but he received them under 
section 6 of the contract, and the penalty of reduction of price 
was incurred by the contractor. 

Why should Mr. Richards be relieved from this penalty? Why 
should he not be held to the letter and the law of his contract? 
We are told here by the Senator from Wyoming and the Senator 
from Nebraska that he should be relieved from the operation of 
section 6 of his contract because he could have furnished beef of 
the required average weight, but that he did not doso on account 
of the Indian agent having “‘ expressly required beef of a certain 
average weight.” There is nothing in the record of this case to 
seaiiey that assertion except the statement of Mr. Richards him- 
self 

Mr. CAREY. I did not understand the Senator. Will he re- 
peat his statement? 

Mr. BLANCHARD. f said there is nothing in this record as to 
the cattle delivered on November 3, the date in question, showing 
that the Indian agent requested Mr. Richards to deliver cattle of 
a certain average weight except the statement of Mr. Richards 
himself. If there be anything, I will pause for the Senator from 
Wyoming to point it out. 

Mr. CARE I wish to ask the Senator from Louisiana a ques- 
So this connection. The minimum weight is fixed in the con- 
tract 

Mr. BLANCHARD. Yes. 

Mr. CAREY. The evidence before the committee showed this 
state of affairs: That the Indian agent, Captain Penney, requested 
that the cattle for these various issues should weigh about so 
much. Now, the contractor had to go to the herd and gather 
those cattle and bring them up, guessing what their probable 
weight would be. The cattle delivered just previous to this issue 
weighed a little more than was required by the contract. It so 
happened that he, in selecting these cattle to oblige the Indian 
agent, obtained eattle of a lighter weight than the contract re- 

uired; butif you take the average of the cattle from time to time 

¢ were issued you will find the issues were above the minimum 
a At the same time he was complying with the request of 
the Indian agent. 

In addition to that, I want the Senator before he has completed 
his remarks to read what the Secretary of the Interior says, and 
also what the Commissioner of Indian Affairs says about this 


matter. 

Mr. BLANCHARD. I repeat there is nothing in this record 
whatever except the statement of Mr. Richards himself to show 
that in the delivery of cattle required on November 8 the agent 
-_ -_" word about the weight of the cattle to be delivered at 


It is very significant that Mr. Richards, in his petition, omits 
the order of the Indian agent for the delivery of the cattle upon the 
8d day of November, 1894. Does it not seem to you, Mr. President, 
if the Indian agent had stipulated in his order that he desired cattle 
of a certain weight (the order having been in writing) Mr. Rich- 
ards would have produced that order in connection with his 
petition? He does not do it; but he has furnished three other 
orders for cattle which he had received from Captain Penney, the 
Indian agent, two of them for the delivery of cattle prior to No- 
vember 8, and one of them for the delivery of cattle on the 2ist 
day of December, all in writing. Yet the very order upon which 
the cattle in question were furnished he omits to make any men- 
tion of. That will not be disputed by the Senator from Wyoming. 
Here are Mr. Richards’s orders which he had received for beef 
cattle prior to November 3, and one subsequent to that date. I 
will read them: 

Pixs Ripce AGEnoy, 8. DAK., September 1, 1894, 


Sir: You are hereby notified that I will require, on September 17, 1894, for 
issue to Indians, 488 head cattle— 


And he puts this in parentheses— 
(to weigh about 440,000 pounds gross, or to average about 900 pounds) to be 
ae the evening of September 16. os i 
Please acknowledge receipt of this letter. 
y, your obedient servant, 


Iam, sir, very r 
CHAS. G. PENNEY, 
Captain, Sixth Infantry, Acting United States Indian Agent. 
Mr. Bartierr RICHARDS, 
Contractor, Chadron, Nebr. 











1895. 





Mr. CAREY. Will the Senator allow me? 


Mr. BLANCHARD. Inone moment. They were not the beef 
cattle involved in this controversy. 

Mr. CAREY. Mr. President—— ; : 

Mr. BLANCHARD. I ask the Senator to wait until I go a little 
further. 

On the 26th of September, 1894, the Indian agent gave another 
order for cattle, which reads as follows: 

Pring Ringe AGEncy, 8S. DAK., September 26, 189h. 

Srr: You are hereby notified that I will require, on October 15, 1894, for 
issue to Indians, 84 head of bee? cattle— 

And, then, in parentheses— 
(to weigh about 75,600 pounds, =. to average about 900 pounds), to be penned 


on the evening of October 14, 1804. 
Please acknowledge receipt of this letter. 


lam, sir, very respectfully, your obedient servan 
"a nip GHAR. @. PENNEY, 
Captain, Sixth Infantry, Acting United States Indian Agent. 


Mr. BARTLETT RICHARDS, 
Contractor for Beef, Chadron, Nebr. 


That order is not for the beef cattle over which this controversy 
arose, Then comes the delivery of the cattle on November 3, 
1894, but no order for this delivery is furnished by Mr. Richards, 
though it is the one above all others he should have furnished, 
since it was the delivery over which this controversy has arisen. 

Then, on November 19, about sixteen days after the delivery of 
the cattle in the instant case, another order for cattle was given 
and we find Mr. Richards furnishing that order in writing, re- 
ceived by him from Captain Penney, the Indianagent. That order 
is as follows: 

Pine Rip@z AGEncy, S. DAK., November 19, 1894. 

Srr: You are hereby notified that I will require on December 21, 1894, for 
issue to Indians, 484 head of beef cattle— 

Then, in parentheses— 


(to weigh about 441,000 pounds gross, or to average about 900 pounds), to be 
penned on the evening of December 20, 1894. 
Please acknowledge receipt of this letter. 
Iam, sir, very respectfully, your obedient — 
CHAS. G. PENNEY, 
Captain, Sixcth Infantry, Acting United States Indian Agent. 


Mr. BARTLETT Le yr, 
Contractor, Chadron, Nebr. 


I cite these orders to emphasize the concealment by Mr. Rich- 
ards of the order in question upon which the delivery of cattle of 
November 3 was e. He could furnish two preceding orders 
and he could furnish the first succeeding order, but he omits en- 
tirely from his statement the order of most im ce to his 
case. The statement, therefore, that there is nothing in this 
record to show that the Indian —_ had stipulated any weight 
for these particular 599 head cettle delivered on the 34 of 
November, except the statement of Mr. Richards himself, is cor- 
rect. 

But suppose we assume, for the sake of the argument, that the 
order he gave for the delivery of cattle on the 3d of November 
was in precise terms similar to the two orders which I have 
quoted ee the 8d of November and the one order which I 
have quoted following the 3d of November, what does it show? 
If you will scrutinize the ee, is plain that the Indian 
agent did not intend to confine Mr. Richards to any particu- 
lar weight per head of cattle, that he did not intend in an 
way to relieve him from the obligation of his contract to furnish 
cattle of a certain average weight, but merely used a general term 
to designate that he wanted about so many hundred thousand 
_— = beef gross, or so many head of cattle to average about 

pounds. 

Mr. CAREY. Now,I should like to ask the Senator a question. 

Mr. BLANCHARD. I yield. 

Mr. CAREY. I think the Senator from Louisiana is stating the 
case very unfairly. 

Mr. BLANCHARD. I do not think so. 

Mr. CAREY. Bartlett Richards under this contract could have 
delivered cattle that weighed 1,600 pounds or 2,000 pounds. The 
agent had no right to request him to send cattle of a certain aver- 
age under this contract. Bartlett Richards selected cattle out of 
his large herd for the p of obliging Captain Penney, who 
distributed these cattle. Now, the Senator asks why he wanted 
@ certain average weight, or about a certain weight. It was for 
the purpose of distributing them to the Indians. They bunched 
22 Indians together, giving to each such band one h of cattle 
to butcher for themselves. Nine-hundred-pound cattle made about 
~ a ue to these 22 a Bs 

nk it is ver just to sa t Mr. Richards 
omitted that orien ida . aay 

Mr. BLANCHARD. Why did he not furnish it, then? 

Mr. CAREY. It was probably onlya letter or request; he may 
not even have had it; he may not have kept it. 

Mr. BLANCHARD. Let me ask the Senator from Wyoming 
if it is not a little singular that Mr. Richards could furnish us the 
two preceding orders and the first succeeding order, all in the 
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form of letters, and totally omit the very order in question upon 
which the delivery of cattle was made from which this contro- 
versy has sprung? Is it not a matter requiring explanation? 

Mr. CAREY. The Senator from Louisiana, whenever there is 
a bounty involved in which the State of Louisiana is interested, is 
not so icular—— 

Mr. BLANCHARD. I did not yield to the Senator from Wyo- 
ming to indulge in matters irrelevant to this controversy or in 
personal flings at myself. 

Mr. CAREY. Very well; I shall have an opportunity to make 
my speech afterwards. 

r. BLANCHARD. I wish to say that I have no feeling in this 
matter. Why should I have? I had never heard of Mr. Bartiett 
Richards until this claim came before the Committee on Indian 
Affairs. I am merely the organ of the Indian Committee in 
reporting to the Senate its conclusions in this case. The conclu- 
sions of the Indian Committee are assailed by the Senator from 
Wyoming, and the report made by me euteelying those conclu- 
sions is assailed by him. Iam an humble member of the Indian 
Committee, who was deputed by the committee to formulate in 
the way of a report the reasons which induced the committee to 

rt this claim adversely. 

the Senate of the United States, in its larger jurisdiction, 
shall see proper to override the committee, override the plain let- 
ter of the law of the contract made with Mr. Richards, and pay 
him, upon some idea that the law must give way to the equity of 
the case, then I will a decision in good . In oppos- 
ing the claim Iam but discharging a duty which was delegated 
to me by the Committee on Indian Affairs; and it is unbecoming 
in the Senator from Wyoming to charge me with being unfair in 
the statement of the case. 

The Indian agent, in stipulating in his various orders that he 
would require cattle about the weight of 900 pounds, was merely 
using a general term to indicate about how many head of cattle he 
wanted. He nowhere expressly requests Mr. Richards, as Mr. 
Richards states in his petition, to furnish him beef cattle of acer- 
tain weight, but merely uses the general term already referred to. 

Mr. President, it will be observed that “‘ the 900 pounds,” which 
the Indian agent mentioned in the several orders, which I have 
quoted, were 50 pounds above the average weight required by the 
contract, and in all of his preceding deliveries Mr. Richards did 
furnish cattle which averaged more than 900 pounds, or more 
than 50 pounds above the weight required in his contract; but on 
the 38d day of November Mr. Richards, according to his ownstate- 
ment, seemed to have culled out of his herds, not at the agency, 
or even near the agency, but three days’ march from the agency, 
599 head of beef cattle, taking upon himself the risk that those 
cattle in point of weight would meet the contract requirement. 
When the cattle reached the agency and were placed upon the 
Government scales, it was found that an important stipula- 
tion in the contract had not been complied with; that 599 head of 
cattle weighed only 824 pounds per head, or 26 pounds per head 
less than his contract ed for. If he had complied with the re- 

uest of the agent (so far as we may be able to judge of what 

t request was in this particular case by his orders given in 
other cases) the beef cattle would have averaged 900 pounds per 
head, or 76 pounds more than they did average. 

Mr. President, the Senator from Wyoming stated yesterday in 
his speech as follows: 

So far as any provision of the contract is concerned it was not violated by 
Mr. Richards, as it appears from the testimony offered in this case that thera 
was no aoe ae the Indian agent to have received the lighter weight 
cattle unless he actually wanted them. 

That statement of the Senator from Wyoming, if he will per- 
mit me, is negatived by the dispatch received from the Indian 
agent at Pine Ridge Agency by the Commissioner of Indian Af- 
fairs. On page 3 of the adverse report you will find the dispatch, 
There he will see that the Indian agent telegraphed: 

Cattle— 

This particular delivery of cattle he means— 

Cattle received from Richards on 3d instant, because the necessity of the 
service required it, taken under article 6 of the contract, not by reason of 
inferior quality, but because below stipulated average weight. 

Mr. CAREY. I ask the Senator to read the entire telegram. 

Mr. BLANCHARD. Ihave already read the telegram, but I 
will read it again. It is as follows: 

Telegram received. Cattle received from Richards on 3d instant because 
the necessity of the service required it; taken under article 6 of the contract, 
oe reason of inferior quality, but because below stipulated average 
w ° 


Now, if the Senator will turn to article 6 of the contract, he will 
see that the Government reserved the right to receive cattle offered, 
notwithstanding they were under the average weight specified by 
the contract, if the necessities of the Indian service at that time 
required it, and so the agent did receive these 599 head of cattle, 
notwithstanding the fact that they were under the contract weight. 
He received them because, as he stated in his telegram tw the 
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Commissioner of Indian Affairs, the necessities of the service re- 
quired their reception. I will read article 6 again: 

It is also further agreed— 

Says article 6 of the contract— 
by and between the parties hereto that for all the cattle offered under this 
contract which are not in conformity with the requirements of article 5— 

That means if they be of inferior quality he could reject them. 
If the cattle were underweight, but not inferior in quality, he 
could still reject them; but if the necessities of the service required 
him to receive them in either case he could do so, but in that 
event the remainder of article 6 would apply, and the contractor 
was to suffer a reduction in the price. 

Article 6 says: 

That it is also further agreed, by and between the parties hereto, that for 
all the cattle offered under this contract which are not in conformity with 
the requirements of article 5, but which the respective Indian agents may 
be compelled by the necessities of the service to receive, there shall be a de- 
duction of one (1) nee cent in the price agreed upon in article 1 for each and 
every five (5) pounds or fraction thereof that said cattle so received shall fall 
short of the standard weights agreed upon in the preceding article. 

So, when these cattle were offered on the 3d of November, 
while they came under the contract requirement as to the quality of 
beef, they did not come up to the requirement as to the average 
weight of the cattle, and the Indian agent, this army officer there, in 
the discretion vested in him by aviaae 6 of the contract, knowing 
and stating that the necessities of the service required him to re- 
ceive these beef cattle anyhow, did receive them and receipted 
for them, not under the terms of article 5, where thefull contract 
price would have been paid, but expressly under the terms of 
article 6 of the contract, which imposed the penalty of a diminu- 
tion in price upon the contractor. 

That is the whole case, Mr. President. The Indian Committee 
reported it adversely; it could hardly do otherwise. Whatever 

uities there may be, they must give way before the plain letter 
of the law. This contract made between the Government and Mr. 
Richards is a law unto the contracting parties, and when Mr. 
Richards stipulated that if his beef cattle did not come up to the 
re weight he would suffer this diminution in price, it must 
be held by the Senate that that stipulation was there to subserve 
some good purpose. 

It rests with the Senate to say whether they will uphold the con- 
tract or override it and pay Mr. Richards this amount of money. 
The Indian agent held to the letter of the contract. The Commis- 


sioner of indian Affairs wanted to pay Mr. Richards the price 
stipulated in article 1 of the contract, but the a of article 


6 was so imperative that he had no discretion in the matter, and 
he stated the account in such a way as to enforce the deduction. 
Had the cattle not been of light weight Mr. Richards would have 
received for the delivery of November 8, $14,757.74. He actually 
received $13,872.28, the difference being $885.46, or the amount 
now claimed. . : 

The Indian Office appended this to its statement of the account: 

The deduction is made in accordance with article 6 of Mr. Richards's con- 
tract that a deduction of 1 se cent in the price s be e for each and 
every 5 pounds or fraction thereof that said cattle so received shall fall short 
of the standard weight a: 
The 599 steers averaged but 824 pounds, making a aeeues of 26 pounds to 
each head, for which a deduction is made of 6 per cent on the contract price, 
or a total deduction on the 493,570 pounds of gat. 46. 


If Congress does what the Senator from Wyoming now asks it 
to do it renders inoperative article 6 of the contract so far as this 
delivery of cattle on the 8d of November, 1894, is concerned. Is 
this a politic thing for Congress to do? 

I have not much vw: Mr. President, with contractors who 
stipulate one thing in their contracts and do another, and then 
come before Congress and ask relief under pretense of equities ex- 
isting in their favor justifying them in the failure to execute all 
of the provisions of their contracts. 

It is true the Indian Office, in its letter on this claim, uses this 
language: 

Although the cattle received at this particular delivery were below the 
average weight prescribed, I do not understand that such fact was any detri- 
ment to the service or that the Indians suffered _— thereby; and inas- 
much as it appears that the cattle received were y up to the contract re- 
Setroments as to quality, Isee no objection to the adoption of the amend- 
ment pro’ 

It will be seen that the Commissioner does not ‘‘ recommend” 
Congress to pay this amount to Mr. Richards. He merely states, 
in a guarded way, that he sees no objection to the adoption of the 
proposed amendment. 

The Secretary of the Interior, in his letter inclosing the letter 
of the Commissioner of Indian Affairs, is still more guarded. He 
closes his statement of the facts with this observation: 


For these reasons I am of the opinion there is equity in the case. 


Neither of them recommends to Congress to pay this money, but 
both think there is some equity in the contention of Mr. Richards. 
So there may be, Mr. President, but a must give way before 
the plain letter of the law of the contract. Mr. Richards made 
the contract, and article 6 of the contract, relating to reductions, 


eed upon, viz, an average of 850 pounds per head.’ 


FEBRUARY 21, 


is as much a part of it as that article which provides that he be 
paid $2.99 per hundred pounds. 

Mr.CAREY. Mr. President, I think theSenator from Louisiana 
has stated the case very unfairly. An Indian contractor, Mr. 
Bartlett Richards, had agreed to deliver cattle that should not 
average below a certain number of pounds. He proceeded to de- 
liver those cattle on the request of the Indian agent as to weight. 
So far as this contract which is exhibited to us shows, he could 
have delivered cattle which weighed 1,600 pounds or 2,000 pounds, 
but it was the practice of Captain Penney to request so many 
pounds of beef or so many head of cattle which should average a 
certain weight. He selected these averages out of a large herd he 
had in the vicinity. 

Mr. Richards is the owner of a very considerable herd of cat- 
tle, not a very great number of miles from this Indian reserva- 
tion. Immediately before the bunch of cattle were delivered 
which are concerned in this controversy, it seems that he deliv- 
ered to the Government cattle of about the weight which were 
requested by the Indian agent. He had to go to his herd to select 
the cattle and he had to get cattle of a certain weight. There 
were undoubtedly in the bunch some that were over the average 
and some that were under it. His contract simply stipulated 
that they should be of a certain average weight—not less than a 
certain number of pounds. In this particular delivery it seems 
they fell a little short in weight. When the attention of the Sec- 
retary of the Interior was called to the matter he said he saw no 
objection, under the circumstances, to this amount being allowed, 
because the Indians had not been injured, the Government had 
not been injured, and the quality of beef was up te the standard. 
The Commissioner of Indian Affairs virtually made the same state- 
ment with reference to this matter. 

For the purpose of properly getting this subject before the Sen- 
ate, I ask the Secretary to read what I have marked in a letter ad- 
dressed to the Committee on Indian Affairs by the Secretary of 
the Interior. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

In reply to your request for the facts and opinion in the case, I beg to hand 

ou herewith a copy of a letter from the Commissioner of Indian Affairs. 
dated the 17th instant, wherein the circumstances relating to the delivery of 
the beef cattle in gocmien are fully set forth. : 

It appears that Mr. Richards has a contract for supplying the agency named 
with beef cattle; that the contract provides for a standard of weight, the 
minimum of which shall an average of not less than 850 pounds at each 
delivery; that Mr. Richards had made several deliveries prior to the one in 

uestion, all of which were far in excess of the weight above stated; that at 
the request of the acting Indian agent in charge of the agency named, who 
desired cattle of an average of about 900 pounds each, he, Richards, culled 
out with special care all the lightest cattle from his herds to comply with the 
acting agent's roanem™, though to his disadvantage to do so; that the cattle 
so delivered failed to come up to the standard specified, weighing an areenge 
of only 824 pounds per head; that said cattle were received and accepted ¥ 
the agent incharge as fully equal to the requirements of the contract, an 
that the same were received under the provisions of article 6 of the contract. 
which provides for a penalty case the delivery is not of the standard 
ee by reason of inferior quality, but because below stipulated 

Mr. CAREY. In this case it is proposed that Mr. Richards 
shall be punished because he was complying with the request of 
the Government. Ido not believe this Government should take 
that which does not justly belong toit. I believe it should pay 
its honest debts, and I do not care whether they arise in a court 
of equity or a court of law. Mr. Richards tried to do that which 
was requested by the agent of the Government. The Interior De- 

artment is well satisfied that he did this; the Commissioner of 

ndian Affairs is also satisfied that in making this delivery of beef 
he was doing that which was required or requested by the Indian 
agent. 

Tt involves the sum of $842, and there is no reason under the 
circumstances why Mr. Richards should not be paid that amount. 
That is all I desire to say on the subject. 

Mr. COCKRELL. This is no punishment of the contractor. 
To refuse to pay this amount is in strict accord with the letter, 
the spirit, and the object of the contract, pure and simple. If 
there are equities in this case, then article 6 of the contract ought 
not to have been put intoit. It is a part and parcel of all the 
Indian contracts, and if we are io trample upon this contract, we 
ought to instruct the Commissioner of Indian Affairs that it does 
not make any difference what a steer weighs, that he shall pay 
according to the highest price for the heaviest-weight cattle. 

One clause of the contract was for cattle weighing 850 pounds 
or over. There is another clause that if cattle of a less weight 
than that shall be delivered a deduction shall be made. That isa 
part and parcel of the contract. When light cattle are received 
the net weight of which does not equal what the net weight would 
be if the cattle were heavier, a deduction is made. The deduction 
is in accordance with the contract. It is not a punishment; it is 
not a deprivation of any right, but it is simply granting to the 
contractor the right he claims of nena) cent less on every 
5 pounds where he delivers light cattle. this contract is to 
be construed as an equity, then every Indian contractor who for 
years and years has delivered cattle of lighter weight than those 











































contracted for, and who has not received the highest price. will 
come in upon a sup 
weight cattle, which do not net so much beef to the Indians as 
the full-weight ones do. 

The amendment was inserted in the other House. It came to 
the Senate, and I found that an amendment to the same effect was 
pending before the Committee on Indian Affairs. I asked the 
committee’s consideration of the amendment in the pending bill. 
The Committee on Indian Affairs reported the amendment ad- 
We have stricken it out, and I fully sustain the report so 
ably prepared by the Senator from Louisiana [Mr. BLANCHARD]. 
It sets forth the facts and shows there is no equity in the matter. 
It issimply a matter of contract pure and simple. The contractor 
agreed to take less for light cattle than for heavy cattle. Thai is 
all there is about it. 

Article 6 is just as much a part of the contract as article 5, and 
there is not a line from any Indian agent calling for light-weight 

The officer in charge said he wanted so many cattle aver- 
about 900 pounds. Now, necessarily he expected some 
weighing a thousand and some weighing 800 pounds, but they 
were to average about 900 pounds. Instead of that they only 
averaged 824 pounds. That was no compliance with the contract 
at all. Those cattle were not worth so much as if they averaged 
They did not net so many pounds to the Indians, I hope 
the amendment of the Senate committee will be sustained. 

Mr. CAREY. Ishould like to ask the chairman of the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations whether Mr. Richards was compelled, 
under his contract, to comply at all with the request of the Indian 
agent which is printed on page 8 of the report. 

Mr. COCKRELL. That is, arequest to deliver cattle of certain 


r. CAREY. No; he requests so many head of cattle to average 


Mr. COCKRELL. Averaging about 900 pounds. Thatisabove 
the standard. He does not ask for light-weight cattle under the 
contract—not a bit of it. 
will come under article 6 of the contract. He left that to the dis- 
cretion of the contractor. 
age about 900 pounds.” Necessarily, to average that weight, some 
would weigh a thousand, some 900, some 950, some 850, and so on. 

Mr. CAREY. I wish to ask theSenator from Missouri another 
question. If he will look under the article he alludes to, article 
5, he will see that Richards would have filled the contract if he 
had delivered cattle that weighed 2,000 pounds. The minimum 
weight was fixed in the contract. If the Senator will read the en- 
tire statement he will find that Mr. Richards fell into his trouble 
and loss of $842 because he was ee Sai cattle on the request 
of the agent who wanted so many h 
son for that, that the Government issues an animal to each 22 
Indians, and the agent wanted the cattle of about a certain weight 
so that he would get the average number of pounds for each 
Indian. Itis now proposed that because in guessing at the weight 
of cattle in picking them out of his herd, which he did to oblige 
the Indian agent at this particular time, as he had been doing 
theretofore, and fell a few pounds short, Mr. Richards is to lose 
theSecretary of the Interior says the Indians 
the Government was not injured, because 
the beef was up to the standard quality. Isay the Senate can not 
afford to take that position. 

Mr. COCKRELL. The Senator from wens is mistaken. 
This is simply a provision of the contract. 
of all Indian contracts, and if it is to be nullified here it ought to 
be nullified in every instance, and we ought to tell the Commis- 
airs to strike it out and annul it; that it does 
not make any difference whether a steer weighs 840 or 900 or 1,000 
pounds; a 600-pound steer is just as good as a thousand-pound 
steer or a 900-pound steer. 
cattle knows that the net weight is very material, that the heavier 
the steer is the greater the net weight. The Indians were the suf- 
ferers by that action. The contract specifies the price according 
to weight, as all contracts do, and we have paid the contractor 
every cent he is entitled to in equity or in law or in justice or in 
paid him all he could have gotten in the market 
ht, and there is no equity here at all. 

» PR FFICER (Mr. PERKINS in the chair). The 
question is on agreeing to the amendment of the committee. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I suggest to the Senator from Mis- 
souri that there be a modification made of an amendment which 
was adopted a few minutes ago. It is a clerical correction. In- 
stead of striking out, on page 54, as was saageied by the Senator 
from Missouri, from line 13 down to and including the rest of the 
ph, I suggest that we simply strike out lines 13, 14, 15, 
to and including the words “ per acre” in line 16, leaving 
the remainder of the paragraph as it is in the present text, with 
the amendment proposed to come in just after that in lieu of the 
words stricken out, 


$842, notwithstandi 
were not injured an 


sioner of Indian 


right. We have 
for cattle of that wei 
The PRESIDING 
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Mr. COCKRELL. Let it be read as proposed to be modified. 
The SECRETARY. On page 54, after line 12, strike out: 


That the said Wichita and affiliated bands of Indians be allowed as compen- 
sation for the cession of lands described in article 1 of the foregoing agree- 
ment the sum of $1.25 per acre. 


equity and claim full price for light- 


And insert: 
The compensation to be allowed in full for all Indian claims to these lands 
which may be sustained by said court in the suit hereinafter provided for 


shall not exceed $1.25 per acre. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. If there be no objection to the 
modification proposed it will be agreed to. The Chair hears none, 
and it is agreed to. 

The ing of the bill was resumed. 

The next amendment of the Committee on Appropriations was, 
on page 62, line 16, after the word “lands,” to strike out ‘or en- 
titled to select lands for educational purposes;” in line 17, after 
the word “law,” to insert ‘‘may select such lands;” in line 18, 
after the word ‘‘ Territory,” to strike out ‘‘from the surplus lands 
thereof;” in line 20, after the word ‘‘reservation,” to strike cut 
“the surplus lands purchased by the United States,” and inline « 
22, after the word “settlement,” to insert ‘‘may select such lands 
from the surplus lands thereof purchased by the United States;” 
so as to muke the clause read: 

That any State or Territory entitled to indemnity school lands under ex- 
isting law within the boundaries of any Indian reservation in such State or 
Territory, after allotments have been made to the Indians of such reserva- 
tion, and prior to the comming ot such reservation to settlement, may select 
such lands from the surplus lands thereof purchased by the United States. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. Ishouldlike to have this paragraph passed 
over. Iam op to the committee amendment because I think 
it is unjust and unfair and entirely unnecessary. It seems to me 
the committee will not insist upon it. I should like, however, to 
have it passed over for the present. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. If there is no objection, the 
amendment will be temporarily passed over. 


PENSION APPROPRIATION BILL. 
Mr. BRICE submitted the following report: 


The committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses 
on the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R.8092) “making appropria- 
tions for the payment of invalid and other pensions of the United States for 
the fiscal year ending June 30, 1896, and for other purposes,” having met, 
after full and free conference have agreed to recommend and dorecomnmend 
to their respective Houses as follows: 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the 
Senate numbered 1, and to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the Sen- 
ate numbered 2, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: Atthe 
end of the matter inserted by said amendment strike out ‘“‘and,”’ and strike 
out all after the word “surgeons,” in line 20, down to and including line 23, 
ae 2 of the bill; and the Senate agree to the same. 

at the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the Sen- 

ate numbered 3, and e to the same with an amendment as follows: In lieu 
of the matter pro to be inserted by said amendment, insert the follow- 
ing: ‘And it is further provided that from and after the passage of this act, all 
pensioners now on the rolls, who are pensioned at less than $6 per month, for 
any degree of pensionable er: shall have their pensions increased to 
$6 per month; and that hereafter, whenever an oe for pension would, 
under existing rates, be entitled to less than $ or any single disability, or 
several combined disabilities, such pensioner shall be rated at not less than $6 
per month: Provided also, That the provisions hereof shall not be held to 
cover any pensionable period prior to the of this act, nor authorize 
a rerating of any claim for any part of su riod, nor prevent the allow- 
ance of lower rates than $6 per month, according to the existing practice in 
the Pension Office in pending cases covering any pensionable period prior to 
the passage of this act;” and the Senate agree to the same. 

CALVIN 8. BRICE, 

A. P. GORMAN, 

Managers on the part of the Senate. 

JOS. H. O'NEILL, 

J. R. WILLIAMS, 

WILLIAM W. GROUT, 

Managers on the part of the House. 


Mr.GALLINGER. When the bill was under consideration in 
the Senate three amendments were added to it by the Senate. I 
desire to inquire of the Senator having the bill in charge as to 
what became of those amendments. My own impression ®, from 
hearing the reading of the conference report, that one of them was 
agreed to as it passed the Senate; that another was agreed to in an 
amended form, which I think is a very proper change; and that per- 
haps the third amendment was disagreed to. I will ask the Sen- 
ator first as to the amendment repealing the provision of the law 
that prevented the payment of pensions to widows and others re- 
siding in foreign countries. as that agreed toby the confer- 
ence committee? 

Mr. BRICE. The House conferees receded, and the Senate 
amendment is retained in the bill. 

Mr. GALLINGER. The second amendment was an amend- 
ment offered by myself, as was the first one, requiring boards of 
examining surgeons to state the rating to which, in their judg- 
ment, the applicant is entitled. I judge from the reading of the 
—— report that that amendment has been stricken from 

e bill. 

Mr. BRICE. The conference struck out all after the word 
earl ~ in line 20, and down to and including line 23, on page 

of the bill. 
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Mr. GALLINGER. The Senator refers, of course, to the en- 
grossed bill, and it does not appear in the print before me; but I 
judge it is the provision on page 3 of the print I have. I regret 
that the conferees on the part of the Senate agreed that that might 
be stricken from the bill; but I will make no contention about the 
matter. I simply content myself by saying that I think, durin 
the entire period since the war, examiming boards have sta 
what in their opinion the rating should be for the several disabili- 
ties. For some reason or other the Pension Bureau very recently 
instructed the boards not to make such rating, and it is utterly 
impossible even for a person somewhat well versed in pension 
matters, on examining the papers in the Bureau, to a very 
accurate notion as to what the allowance should be in any indi- 
vidual case. I say I exceedingly regret that that provision has 
not been retained in the bill; but I will make no contention about 
it beyond stating my own dissent from the views of the commit- 
tee of conference. 

The additional amendment was the amendment submitted by 
che Senator from Connecticut [Mr. Haw.Ley] pes that $6 
a month should be the lowest pension for any degree of pension- 
able disability hereafter. I observe that the committee of con- 
ference has enlarged that provision, which it strikes me is an im- 
provement on the language used by the Senator from Connecticut 
when he submitted the amendment. I feel very confident that 
it will not only accomplish the purpose designed but will protect 
the pensioners even to a larger extent in the future in the matter 
of securing pensions. The conference committee amendment 
seems to provide that hereafter if any penne disability is 
found, either a single or a compound disability, the pension shall 
be granted at a rate not less than $6 per month, which I feel sure 
was the purpose the Senator from Connecticut had in view. 

Mr. HAWLEY. Mr. President, the conferees extended to me 
the courtesy to show me the proposed changes in the amendment 
which I had the honor to offer, and ed all in the direction of 
increased caution. It occurred to me that the original provision 
was definite enough, but out of abundant caution they added 
some phrases and made some slight changes which do not affect 
the main purpose and perhaps guard it more carefully. I myself 
cheerfully agree to the changes. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I wish simply to add that it is to me a 
matter of great personal gratification that the conference commit- 
tee saw fit to keep in the bill the provision relating to nonresi- 
dents. I have in my desk now ibably a dozen letters from 
people in Ireland, England, and other foreign countries, 
some of them of the most pathetic description, showing the great 
injustice that has been wrought to those —_ by the provision 
in a former appropriation act. I am extremely gratified and want 
to extend my ks to the conference committee for having done 
this act of justice to a class of people who were greatly wronged 
by the hasty legislation of a former Congress. 

Mr. BRICE. In view of the statement made by the Senator 
from New Hampshire that the change of amendment numbered 3 
in the report the provision which was inserted in the bill 
on the motion of the Senator from Connecticut, I desire to say that 
there has been no —— of the amount. 

Mr. GALLINGER. 0; of course I do not mean that. 

Mr. BRICE. It remains at $6a month. The enlargement was 
rather by adding words of caution to see that the evident intention 


_of the Senate was carried out. 


Mr. GALLINGER. That is my understanding. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on concurring in 
the report of the committee of conference. 

The report was concurred in. 


MRS. EVALYN N. VAN VLIET. 
Mr. PALMER submitted the following report: 


The committee of conference on the votes of the two Houses on 
the amagndment of the House of Representatives to the bill (8.684) for the re- 
lief of Mrs. Evalyn N. Van Vliet, having met, after full and free conference 
are Ggneed We Seenea eee do recommend to their respective Houses as 

OMOWS: 

The Senate recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the House 
and agree to the same with an amendment. Strike out the word “thirty,” 
in line 4, and insert the word “twenty-five;” and bs 7 aonee to the same. 


The report was concurred in. 

ADOPTION OF CHILDREN. 

Mr. GALLINGER. The Senator from Floridain charge of the 
appropriation bill has very kindly consented to allow me to call up 
for present consideration a bill that was partly considered yester- 
oa It is the bill for the adoption of children in the District of 
Coiumbia. It will take but a moment to it. 

By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 


FEBRUARY 21, 


proceeded to consider the bill (H.R. 5711) to authorize the adop- 
tion of children in the District of Columbia. 
The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
INSPECTORS OF HULLS AND BOILERS. 


Mr. FRYE. Will the Senator from Florida allow me to have a 
pretty important bill of general interest passed? It will take but 
amoment. The bill is one regulating the salaries of inspectors of 
hulls and boilers. A similar bill has passed the Senate three 
times, and finally the House concluded to take it up and has 
passed it under a suspension of the rules. However, it will re- 
quire two or three amendments. I report it back from the Com- 
mittee on Commerce with amendments. There is no need, in my 
judgment, of reading the bill. The amendments can be read and 
acted on. The bill has been read in the Senate over and over 
again. 

By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill (H.R. 2377) to amend “An 
act to amend section 4400 of Title LII of the Revised Statutes of 
the United States, concerning the regulation of steam vessels,” 
approved A 7, 1882; and also to amend section 4414, Title 
LIU, of the Revised Statutes, ‘‘ Regulation of steam vessels.” 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendments reported from 
the Committee on Commerce will be stated in their order. 

The first amendment was, in section 1, line 8, after the word 
* also,” to strike out the word “‘ section” and insert in lieu thereof 
the word ‘‘sections;” so as to make the section read: 

That the “act to amend section 4400 of title 52 of the Revised Statutes of 
the United States,” approved August 7, 1882, be, and the same is hereby. 
amended by striking out from the first on thereof all after the wor 
a—— an ourteenth line of said section; also sections 2 to 6, inclu- 

The next amendment was, in section 2, to insert after line 20: 
ne inspecting 100 steamers and less, toa salary of $1,200 per year 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 2, line 25, after the word 
4 ing,” to insert ‘“‘over one hundred and;”’ so as to make 
the paragraph read: 

In districts inspecting over 100 and less than 150 steamers, salary 
$1,500 per year each. “ae . 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 2, line 41, after the word 
“Treasury,” to insert ‘‘ the number of i ions for the year next 
preceding the approval of this act and thereafter;” so as to read: 

The Su RaapocberGonneet shall report to the e of the 
Syenury te number o oye for the years next eee lec roval 
of this act and thereafter, at the end of each fiscal year, the number of steam- 
ers in each local district in that year, which number shall be the 
basis upon which shall be determined the ouleeten to be paid to local inspect- 
ors for the following fiscal year, in the ratio described in the preceding para- 
graphs of this section. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was,in section 2, line 54, after the word 
‘* Massachusetts,” to insert ‘‘ Chicago, [lL ;” so as to read: 

For the district of New Orleans, La.; Philadelphia, Pa.; Baltimore, Md.; 

ton, Mass.; Chicago, Ill., and San Francisco, Cal., at $1,300 per year each. 

The amendment was to. 

The next amendment was to strike out section 3, in the follow- 
ing words: ’ 

Sxc. 3. That this act shall take effect July 1, 1895. 

And insert in lieu thereof: 

Sec. 3. That all acts and parts of acts inconsistent with the provisions of 
this act be, and the same are hereby, repealed. j 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ments were concurred in. 

The amendments were ordered to be engrossed and the jill to be 
read a third time. 

The bill was read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. FRYE. I move that the Senate request a conference with 
the House of Representatives on the bill and amendments. 

The motion was to. 

By unanimous consent, the Presiding Officer was authorized to 
appoint the conferees on the part of the Senate, and Mr. Ransom, 

r. Vest, and Mr. Frye& were appointed. 

Mr. FRYE. Iam obliged to the Senator from Florida. 


WILLIAM W, BUCKLEY. 


_ Mr. PALMER. I ask the Senator who has charge of the pend- 
ing 5 Sm bill to allow me to call the attention of the Sen- 
ate to House bill 8237. It isa very short bill and will occupy but 
little time. . 

Mr. CALL. Ican not consent to any further interruption of 
the appro riation bill at this time. 

Mr. . If the Senator from Florida will allow me, I 
will state that this bill is one that was introduced in the House by 
a gentleman one month older thaniam. He is very anxious for 













































































its passage, and holds me responsible for its passage by the Senate. 
I hope the Senator will allow me to have it passed. : 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Florida 
yield to the Senator from Illinois? 

Mr. CALL. After that appeal I will yield. 

By unanimous consent, the bill (H. R. 8237) for relief of Wil- 
liam W. Buckley, late first lieutenant One hundred and ninety- 
fourth Regiment Ohio Volunteers, was considered as in Committee 
of the Whole. ; 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Military Affairs 
with amendments: In line 3, after the word “the,” to strike out 
‘“‘ Secretary of War” and insert ‘‘ President of the United States;” 
in line 4, after the word ‘‘authorized,” to strike out the words 
‘‘and directed,” and in line 8, after the word “ to,” to insert ‘ di- 
rect the Secretary of War to;” so as to make the bill read: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the President of the United States be, and he is 
hereby, authorized to revoke the order mustering out of service William W. 
Buckley as first lieutenant of re K, One undred and ninety-fourth 
Regiment Ohio Volunteers, on October 18, 1865, and to direct the Secretary of 
War to issue to him an honorable discharge as of that date: Provided, That 
under the terms of this act the said Buckley shall not be entitled to receive 
“s any pay, bounty, or other allowances to which he would not have been enti- 
tled under his original muster out of service. 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ments were concurred in. 

The amendments were ordered to be engrossed and the bill to 
be read a third time. 

The bill was read the third time, and passed. 


INDIAN APPROPRIATION BILL. 


“ 2 COCKRELL. Now let us proceed with the appropriation 
ill. 

The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the consid- 
eration of the bill (H. R. 8479) making appropriations for cur- 
rent and contingent expenses of the Indian Department and ful- 
filling treaty stipulations with various Indian tribes for the fiscal 
year ending June 30, 1896, and for other pu " 

The Secretary resumed the readingof thebill. Thenextamend- 
ment of the Committee on Appropriations was, on page 63, line 2, 
before the word ‘“‘ thousand,” to strike out “two” and insert 
‘¢three;” so as to make the clause read: 


For pay of employees at substation, and saw and flour millsat the Flathead 
Agency, likes. $3,500. 


The next amendment was, on page 63, after line 3, to insert: 


To enable the President to cause, under the provisions of the act of Febru- 
" ary 8, 1887, entitled “An act to provide for the allotment of lands in severalty 
to Indians,” such Indian reservations as in his judgment are advantageous 
for agsicultural and grazing purposes to be surveyed, or resurveyed, for the 
purposes of said act, and to complete the allotment of the same, includin, 
the necessary clerical work incident thereto in the field and in the Office o: 
Indian Affairs, and delivery of trust patents, so far as allotments shall have 
been selected under said act, $30,000: Provided, That whenever it shall be 
made to appear to the Secretary of the Interior that by reason of age, dis- 
ability, or inability any allottee of Indian lands under this or former acts of 
Congress can not personally and with benefit to himself occupy or improve 
his allotment or any a thereof the same may be leased upon such terms, 
regulations, and conditions as shall be prescribed by the Secretary for a term 
not exceeding five years for farming or grazing purposes, or ten ey for 
mining or business purposes: Provided further,That the surplus lands of any 
tribe may be leased for farming pu by the council of such tribe under 
the same rules and regulations and for the same term of years as is now al- 
lowed in the case of leases for grazing purposes. 


Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I move to strike out the last pro- 
viso, in the following words: 


Provided further, That the surplus lands of any tribe may be leased for 
farming purposes by the council of such tribe under the same rules and 
regulations and for the same term of years as is now allowed in the case of 
leases for grazing purposes. 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

The amendment as amended was agreed to. 

The next amendment of the Committee on Appropriations was, 
on page 64, after line 2, to insert: 

That the allotments of land made to the Quapaw Indians, in the Indian 
Territory, in pursuance of an act of the Quapaw national council, approved 
March 23, 1803, be, and the same are hereby, ratified and confirmed. And the 
Secretary of the Interior is hereby authorized to issue patents to said allot- 
tees in accordance trsrewith: Provided, That said allotments shall be in- 
alienable for a period of twenty-five years from and after the date of said 
patents: And provided further, That the surplus lands on said reservation, if 
any, except 160 acres where the Quapaw school buildings now stand, which 

se shall be reserved for school purposes, may be allotted from time to time by 

" said tribe to its members, under the above-entitled act, and after said allot- 

ments shall have been made the remainder may be disposed of by the na- 

, tional council at not less than $1.25 per acre and the proceeds used by said 
council for the benefit of said tribe. 


Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I ask the Senate to disagree to this 
amendment relative to the Quapaw Indians. 

The amendment was rejected. 

Mr. COCKRELL. That proposed amendment was transferred 
from page 81, lines 5 to 15, which is the House provision in the 
bill. estruck it out there because it was not in its proper place, 
and, sopping. that some provision had to be retained, we modi- 
fied it as we thought best. Now that the modification has been 
disagreed to, I ask that the amendment of the committee striking 
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out the paragraph on page 81, from lines 5 to 15, inclusive, be 
agreed to. 


That will end the whole matter. 

Mr. PLATT. And strike out the whole thing. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Yes. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing to 


the amendment of the committee on page 81, which will be stated. 


The SECRETARY. On page 81 the committee report to strike 


out from line 5 to line 15, inclusive, in the following words: 


That the allotments of land made to the Quapaw Indians, in the Indian 
Territory, in pursuance of an act of the Quapaw national council, approved 
March 23, 1893, be, and the same are hereby, ratified and confirmed. And the 
Secretary of the Interior is hereby authorized to issue patents to said allot- 
tees in accordance therewith: Provided, That said allotments shall be inalien- 
able for a period of twenty-five years from and after the date of said patents: 
And provided further, That the surplus lands on said reservation, if any, may 
be allotted from time to time by said tribe to its members under the above- 
entitled act. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of 
the Committee on Appropriations was, on page 65, after line 8, to 
insert: 

For surveying the Indian reservations in South Dakota, $20,000, to be im- 
mediately available. 


The amendment was agreed to. : 

The next amendment was, on page 65, after line 10, to insert: 

To enable the Secretary of the Interior, in his discretion, to negotiate with 
the Belknap Indians for the surrender of certain portions of their reserva- 
tion, situated in the north central portion of the State of Montana, and the 
Blackfeet Indians for the surrender of certain portions of their reservation, 
situated in the northwestern part of the State of Montana, $3,500; and the 
Secretary of the Interior is serena gaerines to appoint a commission to ne- 
gotiate with the said Belknap and Blackfeet Indians for the ceding of said por- 
tions of their res ive reservations, any agreement thus negotiated being 
subject to action by Congress. 

Mr. PLATT. I ask, because I am not fully informed, whether 
it has been customary for the Secretary of the Interior to appoint 
commissions to negotiate with the Indians, or is the appointment 
made by the President of the United States? 

Mr. COCKRELL, Sometimes the appointment is made by one 
and sometimes by the other. Where it is a small matter, it has 
generall y been left with the Secretary of the Interior. 

Mr. PLATT. The Senator thinks it is entirely proper to leave 
this matter. with the Secretary of the Interior? 

Mr. COCKRELL. Yes; this is a small matter. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment of the Committee on Appropriations was, 
on page 65, after line 21, to insert: 

For the survey of fhe lands in the Indian Territory, $400,000, or so much 
thereof as may be necessary: Providea, “hat the Secretary of the Interior 
may, in his discretion, direct that the suryoys herein authorized, or any part 
of them, shall be made under the supervision of the Director of the Geolog- 
ical Survey, by such persons as may be employed by or under him for that 

um . such surveys shall be executed under instructions to be issued 
by the Secretary of the Interior, and subdivisional surveys shall be executed 
under the rectangular system, as now provided by law: Provided further, 
That when any surveys have been so made and plats and field notes 
thereof poapere®. they shall be approved and certified to by the Director of 
the Geological Survey, and two copies thereof shall be returned, one for filing 
in the Indian Office and one in the General Land Office; and such surveys, 
field notes, and plats shall have the same legal force and effect as heretofore 
given to the acts of surveyors-general: .Provided further, That the cost of said 
surveys, so to be made under the supervision of the Director of the Geolog 
ical Survey, shall not exceed the rates now established by law: and that when- 
ever such surveys are executed as herein provided by the Director of the 
Geological Survey, all laws inconsistent with the provisions hereof are de- 
clared to be inoperative as respects such surveys. 


Mr. PETTIGREW. I think there is a mistake on the part of 
the committee in connection with this amendment. The provi- 
sion as it reads would, I think, place all the surveys of Indian 
reservations provided for in the bill under the Geological Survey. 
I think it is the intention to place only the surveys in the Indian 
Territory under the direction of the Geological Survey. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. That certainly was theintention, and 
I think it is clearly shown. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. I think the amendment unquestionably in- 
cludes all surveys provided for in the bill. I therefore move to 
insert, after the word ‘‘ authorized,” at the top of page 66, the 
words “in the Indian Territory.” 

Mr. PLATT. That will do. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. I do not want the Geological Survey to do 
the work in my State because I am afraid it would never be done. 
I do not think that Bureau ever means to get out of business. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. There is no objection to that amend 
ment to the amendment. I think the amendment as at present 
constructed does the same thing. 

Mr. CALL. I call the attention of the Senator from South Da- 
kota to the words in line 2 on page 65, ‘‘ for survey of lands in the 
Indian Territory.” 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. That limits it. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. But it provides also that “the surveys 
herein authorized,” and the bill authorizes the surveys of other 
Indian reservations in the United States. The paragraph just 
preceding authorizes the survey of an Indian reservation in South 
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Dakota. Therefore I desire that my amendment to the amend- 
ment shall be adopted. 


Mr. JONES of Arkansas. There is no objection to that amend- 
ment. 

Mr. COCKRELL. In line 2, on page 66, after the word ‘‘ them,” 
insert ‘‘in the Indian Territory.” 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing to 
the amendment of the Senator from South Dakota to the amend- 
ment of the committee. 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

The amendment as amended was agreed to. 

The next amendment of the Committee on Appropriations was, 
on page 66, after line 21, to insert: 


That jurisdiction upon the principles of law and cauity be, and it is hereby, 
conferred upon the Court of Claims to hear and determine a suit that may 
be instituted therein by Yvon Pike, Lilian Pike, and the legal representatives 
of Luther H. Pike, children and heirs at law of Albert Pike, deceased, late a 
citizen of the State of Arkansas, the Choctaw Nation of Indians for 
just compensation to them for and on account of services as attorney at law 
and otherwise rendered to and for said nation by the said Albert Pike in his 
lifetime, in and about the prosecution of the ed “ net proceeds *’ claim 
of said nation against the tinited States and in other business, and to render 
such judgment or decree in said suit, upon the merits thereof, as the facts 
will warrant, and as shall be just and equitable, with right of appeal to the 
Supreme Court of the United States from said judgment or decree to either 
party to said suit. 


The amendment was agreed to. : é 
The next amendment was, on page 67, after line 12, to insert: 


That the Secretary of the Interior is hereby authorized and directed to pay 
to Joel M. Bryan, for services rendered the North Carolina Cherokees residin; 
in the Cherokee Nation west, in accordance with the proceedings of a counci 
of said North Carolina Cherokees held at Tahlequah, in the Indian Territory, 
March 12, 1892, now on file with the accounting officers of the Treasury De- 
partment, the sum of $3,000, out of Aga mded balance of the amount 
appropriated by the act of March 3, 1 for the removal and subsistence of 
those members of the Eastern Band of Cherokees who have removed them- 
selves, as well as those who may now or hereafter desire to remove them- 
selyes, to the Cherokee Nation in the Indian Territory. 


The amendment was a to. : = 

The next amendment was, on page 68, after line 2, to insert: 

For payment of interest on certain abstracted and nonpaying State stocks 
belonging to the various Indian tribes, and held in trust by the Secretary of 


the Interior, for the fiscal your end June 30, 1895, namely, from July 1, 
1894, to August 15, 1894, both inclusive, $9,870.42. 


The amendment was agreed to. . : 

The next amendment was, on page 68, after line 10, to insert: 

To provide for the expenses of the five commissioners appointed to take a 
ome ev old —— pees, 000, in addition =F = ome “— a 

ropr’ or such purpose by of Congress approv ugus , the 
cone to be deducted trom the amount awarded tersaid Indians by judgment 
a - Court of Claims, dated June 6, 1893, and reimbursed to the United 

The amendment was agreed to. . 

The next amendment was, on page 68, after line 19, to insert: 

To enable the Attorney-General to employ a special attorney for the Mis- 
sion Indians of southern California, upon the recommendation of the Secre- 
tary S the Interior, $2,000, of which sum $1,000 shall be available for the fiscal 
year 

The amendment was agreed to. : 

The next amendment was, on page 69, beginning at line 1, to 
insert: 

That the homestead settlers on the Absentee Shawnee, Pottawatomie, and 
Cheyenne and Arapahoe Indian lands in Oklahoma Territory be, and they are 
hereby, granted an extension of two bos mer within which to make the first 

yment provided for in section 16 of the act of Congress approved March 3, 
891, entitled ‘An act making appropriations for the current and contingent 
expenses of the Indian De ent, and for fulfilling treaty stipulations with 
various Indian tribes for the year en June 30, 1892, and for other pur- 
.” and such payment may be made at any time within five years from 
the te of the entry of such lands. And that the like extension of two years 
on the first payment required to be made, wart. a in installments, is 
hereby granted to all homestead settlers on all Indian reservations in 
the States of South Dakota, Nebraska, Montana,and Idaho: ided, That 
in any case where the United States has not paid the Indians for such ceded 
lands the consent of the Indians interested shall first be obtained, in such 
manner as the Secretary of the Interior may direct. 


Mr. HANSBROUGH. In line 16, after the words “‘ States of,” 
I move to insert ‘‘ North Dakota.” 

Mr. COCKRELL, Let the amendment be stated from the desk. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will be stated. 

The Secretary. Itis proposed to amend the amendment of 
the committee on 69, line 16, after the words ‘‘ States of,” by 
inserting ‘‘ North ota.” 

Mr. PLATT. Has North Dakota suffered the same as other 
States named from drought? 

Mr. HANSBROUGH. Yes, sir. 

Mr.PLATT. Then TI have no objection to the amendment to 
the committee’s amendment. 

The amendment to the amendment was to. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. I move to strike out all the committee's 
amendment after the word ‘‘ Idaho,” in line 17, on page 69, down 
to and including the word ‘‘ direct,” in line 20. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will be stated. 

The Secretary. Itis proposed to amend the amendment of 
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the committee in line 17, on page 69, after the word “Idaho,” by 
striking out the following: 

Provided, That in any case where the United States has not paid the Indians 
for such ceded lands the consent of the Indians interested first be ob- 
tained, in such manner as the Secretary of the Interior may direct. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I hope the amendment to strike out those 
words will not be agreed to. The Commissioner of Indian Affairs 
says this provision is absolutely necessary; that in cases where 
Indian lands have been sold to homestead settlers and they have 
been given time in which to make payment, and then have had an 
extension of time, the consent of the Indians shall be obtained. 
If the amendment should be adopted a very serious question would 
arise of violating a special and specific contract we made with the 
Indians. I do not think the change proposed ought to be made. 
Wherever the Government has assumed payment, or anything of 
that kind, I think it ought to be done, but where there is a specific 
contract it ought not to be insisted upon. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. Mr. President, of course where the Gov- 
ernment has not paid for the Indian lands the preceding provisions 
would be entirely worthless as to settlers occupying the lands. In 
the State of South Dakota, in the great Sioux Reservatign, there 
are large numbers of people who have taken lands and are trying to 
make homes; but unfortunately that country has been exceed- 
ingly and the people have been able to produce no crops what- 
ever. is simply gives them another et to try to make 
homes upon those prairies, and to try to build up that country. 

If this provision is insisted upon, if we wait to get the consent 
of 25,000 Sioux Indians in South Dakota, the year will pass, the set- 
tlers will leave that country, and the Indians will receive nothing. 
It is not only in the interest of the Indians but absolutely in the 
interest of the settlers that this proviso should be steiaicin out. 
We have a treaty with the Sioux, and I think the Indian Rights 
Association insist that we can do almost nothing unless we get the 
consent of three-fourths of the male Indians over eighteen years 
of age, and I suppose they will insist upon that stipulation in con- 
nection with this matter, and therefore the extension of time will 
be absolutely worthless to those le. If it is a mere matter of 
interest, the Government can afford to pay the interest for those 
people, if it is necessary, in order to carry out the agreement with 
the Indians, and not drive those people from their homes by insist- 
ing that they shall make this payment within the year. Give 
them a chance to make another crop; give them a chance, if they 
want to stay in that country, todo so. That will enable the re- 
mainder of the lands to be sold, and it will be far better than to 
insist upon the proviso, which makes the extension absolutely 
worthless. 

Mr. COCKRELL. The proviso is: 

That in any case where the United States has not paid the Indians for such 
ceded lands the consent of the Indians interested shall first be obtained, in 
such manner as the Secretary of the Interior may direct. 

That does not mean each individual member of the tribe, and 
the Secretary of the Interior will be able to obtain the consent of 
the Indians in a month. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. Iwill say that there are six tribes inter- 
ested in thisland. The whole Sioux Nation are on six reserva- 
tions, probably a hundred miles apart, and the amornt of interest 
will not equal the cost of making the agreement. There are only 
a few hundred settlers in that country, and if they leave it, there 
will be less in the future and there are millions of acres of land 
there yet belonging to the Indians. 

Mr. PLATT. It seems tome there is considerable force in what 
the Senator from South Dakota [Mr. PETTIGREW] says about this 
provision. To put this provision in the bill is practically to say 
that where the land has not been paid for, the provisions of law 
shall not apply, for I do not see how the homestead settler who 
wishes to have an extension of his time, because of the drought 
and his inability to pay for his land, can negotiate with and obtain 
the consent of the tribe of Indians who would receive the benefit 
of the ent. 

Mr. ANDLER. I wish to ask the Senator from Connecticut 
ben, the United States has not paid the Indians for all these ceded 


lands? 

Mr. PLATT. We have taken some lands from the Indians 
upon an agreement to pay them as fast as the money comes into 
the Treasury from the sales of their lands to actual settlers, and 
it is those classes to which the provision refers. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Is there any doubt but that the Indians 
will get their pay whether the extension is given to homestead set- 
tlers or not? 

Mr. COCKRELL. Let the proviso go out of the amendment. 

Mr. PLATT. Replying to the Senator from New Hampshire, 
if he desires a reply now, although the chairman of the Committee 
on Appropriations has consented to the proviso going out of the 
bill, if the settler can not get the extension, the probability is he 
will abandon his settlement, and then the Indian will not get his 
pay until the Government can sell the land over again. If the 
settler gets an extension, it is probable he will be able to struggle 














along and pay for his land; and then the Indian will get the 
money for it. . 

Mr.CHANDLER. Dol understand that the United States poye 
each individual Indian for the proceeds of his own land? 8 
not the United States pay from the gross accumulation of the sales 
to the tribe? ee 

Mr. PLATT. That isit. — ; 

Mr. CHANDLER. Then if the gross sales are sufficient of all 
the lands, the Indians are sure to get their money, and then there 
will be no reason for this provision. : Pa 

Mr. PLATT. The Indians get all the money that is paid into 
the Treasury, but if the homestead settler can not keep on and 
pay up the Indians do not get pay for that land. erever the 
settler abandons his land it is so much lost to the Indian unless 
the Government can sell theland over again. _ 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amend- 
ment of the Senator from South Dakota to the amendment of the 
committee. 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

The amendment as amended was agreed to. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of 
the Committee on Appropriations was, on page 69, after line 20, to 
insert: 

That the Secretary of the Interior be, and hereby is, authorized and di- 
rected to negotiate with the Otoe and Missouria tribe of Indians, located in 
the Territory of Oklahoma, and, if practicable, to purchase from the said 
tribe a sufficient quantity of their surplus lands to allot to members of the 
Iowa tribe of Indians, in ‘Kanens and Nebraska, as hereinafter set forth: Pro- 
vided, That in case the Secretary of the Interior deems best for the interests 
of the said Iowa tribe he is hereby authorized to allot to the said Iowa In- 
dians lands that have been, or may hereafter be, ceded to the United States 
by the Comanche, Kiowa, and Apache, or the Wichita tribes of Indians, located 
in the Territory of Oklahoma. 

The amendment was agreed to. ‘ e 

The next amendment was, on page 70, after line 7, to insert: 

The lands so secured to be allotted in tracts of 80 acres of farming land to 
each person who has not already received an allotment of land who was rec- 

ized as a member on May 1, 1894, of the Iowa tribe of Indians, in Kansas 
and Nebraska, and to children born to members of the tribe since the for- 
mer allotment, and to such other persons of Iowa blood who may be admit- 
ted to membership by authority of the said Iowa tribe, with the —— of the 
Commissioner of Indian Affairs, previous to the completion of the allotments 
hereinbefore provided for; said allotments to be made under the provisions 
of the act cf Congress providing for the allotment of lands in severalty to In- 
dians on the various reservations, approved February 8, 1887. 

The amendment was agreed to. ; 2 

The next amendment was, on page 70, after line 21, to insert: 

The cost of the lands hereby authorized to be purchased from the Otoe and 
Missouria tribe of Indians, or the lands owned by the United States that are 
allotted as aforesaid, shall be paid to the said Otoe and Missouria tribe or re- 
imbursed to the United States from funds due the said Iowa tribe of Indians 
now held in trust by the United States, payment of said sum to be under the 
direction of the Secre of the Interior: Provided, That a majority of the 
male adult members of the said Iowa tribe of Indians shall first agree to the 
provisions hereof. 

The amendment was agreed to. : ; 

The next amen¢ment was, on page 71, after line 6, to insert: 

That with the consent of the Otoe and Missouria tribe of Indians, to be ob- 
tained in such a manner as the re of the Interior may direct, said 
Secretary is authorized to expend any of the principal sum derived from the 
sale of their lands in Kansas and Nebraska, not to exceed $30,000, the same to 
be expended per capita, in his discretion, in the erection of houses and other 
necessary farm buildings on their individual allotments, in the purchase of 
seed, farm implements, and domestic animals, and in settling them upon their 
lands, and in preparing them to begin agricultural life. 

Mr. MANDERSON. I desire to offer an amendment to that 
clause, which was an amendment to the bill intended to be pro- 
posed by me, but I am glad to see it has been adopted by the Com- 
mittee on AP ropriations. Lask that the amendment may be read. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will be stated, 

The Secretary. At the end of the committee amendment, on 
line 16, page 71, it is proposed to insert the following proviso: 


Provided, That the Secretary of the Interior may, in his discretion, pay to 
any of said Indians whom he may consider capable of judiciously expending 
their money their per capita share of such sum in cash. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amend- 
ment to the amendment. 

Mr.MANDERSON. Ihave been called upon by representatives 
of this tribe, and it is a tribe of Indians which is well advanced 
toward civilization, who informed mé that there is coming to 
them the sum of $60,000, and their desire was that this amount 
might be distributed among them per capita, to be expended for 
their welfare and comfort and advancement. I hold in my hand 
a letter from the Acting Secretary of the Interior, in which he 
su ea this amendment. 

eir desires were met in part by the Interior Department in 
that they should receive one-half of this amount for the purpose 
named, and that where any of them were so far advanced as to 
permit it, and had buildings, in his discretion the Secretary of the 
Interior might give them their share in money rather than expend 
it for farm buildings and the purchase of seed, farm implements, 
and domestic animals. 
_I send to the desk the letter of the Acting Secretary of the Inte- 
rior, and ask that it be read. 
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The PRESIDING OFFICER. The letter will be read. 
The Secretary read as follows: 
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR, Washington, February 4, 1395. 


Srr: Referring to letter of the Department of January 23, 1895, reporti 
i an amendment intended to be proposed by Mr. MANDERSON to the bill 
(H. R. 8479) making appropriations for the current and contingent expenses of 
the Indian Department and fulfilling treaty stipulations with various Indian 
tribes for the year ending June 30, 1 and for other pu s, I desire 
to say that upon further consideration and at the earnest ehlicttation of re 
resentatives of the Otoe and Missouria tribe of Indians, whom said amend- 
ment affects, I have concluded to suggest that a proviso be added to the 
amendment suggested 7 the Commissioner of Indian Affairs, and approved 
by said Departmental letter, authorizing the Secretary of the Interior to pay 
in cash the shares of those Indians who may be found capable of judiciously 
expending the money. 

inclose a draft of said proviso, and mies recommend that it be added 

to the draft of amendment heretofore forward 


Very respectfully 
. WM. H. SIMS, Acting Secretary. 
The CHAIRMAN COMMITTEE ON INDIAN AFFAIRS, 
United States Senate. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the adoption 
of the amendment proposed by the Senator from Nebraska to the 
amendment of the committee. 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

The amendment as amended was agreed to. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. We have passed an amendment made by 
the committee, on page 69, as to the Otoe and Missouria tribe of 
Indians. I should like to know what purpose is to be accomplished 
by that amendment? I do not know of that subject having been 
before the Committee on Indian Affairs, and I should like to know 
something about it. 

Mr. PLATT. I suggest to the Senator to let that stand until 
the Senator from Nebraska returns. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. Very well. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Thereis no motion pending. The 
Secretary will resume the reading of the bill. 

Mr. WOLCOTT. The Senator from Nebraska [Mr. MANDER- 
mel offered an amendment. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. That has been adopted. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. I desire to open that question again. I 
wish to understand the provision. y do not remember of there 
being any statement before the Committee on Indian Affairs, and 
I do not understand the amendment or what is to be accomplished 


by it. I should like to have the Senator in charge of the bill in- 
form us. 
Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Does the Senator refer to the pro- 


a purchase of land in the Indian Territory from the Otoe 
ians? 

Mr. PETTIGREW. Yes, sir. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I do not remember that that sub- 
ject has been before the Committee on Indian Affairs, but I think 

recall indistinctly that some communication has been made 
from the Indian Office of an arrangement being made with cer- 
tain Indians in Kansas about to remove to the Indian Territory, 
and that there is an amicable agreement for them to purchase 
lands in the Otoe Reservation. 

Mr. PLATT. The Senator will recall that the Senator from 
Kansas [Mr. Martin} et before the committee and urged 
the adoption of this amendment. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I believe that is the fact. 

Mr. PLATT. And the Senator from Nebraska who has just 
spoken on the subject [Mr. Manprrson], who has been called out 
for a moment, was also interested in it, and either of those Sen- 
ators, I think, can explain the situation. 

Mr. MARTIN. I will state that these amendments were sub- 
mitted to the Secretary of the Interior and the Commissioner of 
Indian Affairs, and have their cordial approval in writing. They 
were before the Committee on Indian airs and also before the 
Committee on Appropriations. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I now recall that there was a report 
from the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. I should like to know if these Indians now 
own lands in Kansas? 

Mr. MARTIN. No. This bill provides for the purchase of 
Indian lands for certain Indians in Oklahoma and in the Indian 
iba ; 

Mr. PETTIGREW. Have they any lands in the State of Kansas 
which belong to them? 

Mr. MARTIN. All the lands, as I understand, owned by these 
Indians have already been allotted among the Indians there. 

Mr. MANDERSON. There are no tribal lands. They have 


been allotted in oer 
Mr. PETTIGREW. ow many Indians are there? 
‘ Mr. MARTIN. Iam not prepared to say about that. Ido not 


sorry to see the Senator from 


now. 
Mr. PETTIGREW. I am rar 
e best population in his State. 


sas so anxious to get rid of t 
[Laughter. | 
Mr. MARTIN. We do not propose to supply the deficiency by 
importations from South Dakota. [Laughter.]} 
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Mr. CHANDLER. Is there any exigency in this legislation ) 
which requires it to go on an appropriation bill, when there is no 
appropriation made whatever in connection with the provision? 

r. MARTIN. Ido not know that there is any special reason 
why this should be so. I can only say it is proper legislation, 
that it has been eeeney. submitted to the Department of the In- 
terior and the Commissioner of Indian Affairs, and that it has 
been cordially approved by them. It has been reported here fa- 
vorably by a committee. It seems to me that all the rules of the 
Senate have been complied with in that respect, and that it is not 
subject to any objection whatever. 

Mr. MANDERSON. The Otoe and Missouria Indians who are 
concerned in this particular amendment do not live in the State 
of Kansas or in the State of Nebraska. They are members of 
those tribes who, many years ago, were taken to the Indian Terri- 
tory, where they now reside. A few of them who preferred to 
remain at their old home were allowed to take land in severalty. 
This distribution of one-half of the amount which belongs to 
them, which is in the Treasury of the United States, is a distribu- 
tion to the members of the tribe who are in the Indian Territory 
and who are not citizens of either Kansas or Nebraska. It is for 
the purpose that are advance themselves in civilization in 
the Indian Territory that this money is to be paid for their benefit. 
It is theirs, and why should it not be paid, whea, in the opinion 
of the Interior Department, they are so far advanced that they 
should receive this that is their fair due? 

I am afraid my friend from South Dakota did not listen to the 
statement made in regard to this matter, and particularly to the let- 
ter from the Acting retary of the Interior, which was read. I 
have no doubt in my mind but that this is a righteous and proper 
provision. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. Will the Indians in Nebraska receive any 
of this money? 

Mr. MANDERSON. This is a part of the money they received 
for the sale of the lands that were not taken by a portion of the 
tribe in Nebraska and , 

Mr. CHANDLER. I am glad to see the Senator from Nebraska 
ae MANDERSON] giving some attention to this provision, because 

know he always brings intelligence and good sense to every sub- 
ject which he discusses. I should like to call his attention to the 
fact that here are two pages, beginning on line 21, page 69, and 
going to line 16 on page 71, where there is no Pe eee pai 5 what- 
ever. It is notin orderonan me ig (me bill and could be ruled 
out if a point of order were made. Certainly there ought to bea 
succinct and brief statement made of what the object is when Sena- 
tors are called upon to vote for amendments of this kind which 
contain no appropriation whatever. 

Does the Senator know sufficient facts about the provisions here 
to be able to say that they not only are wise and judicious legis- 
lation, but that ee of sufficient importance to be put upon 
an appropriation bill when no ap ropriation is made? e get no 
information from the other side of the Chamber about these 
clauses; they have made no explanation of these pages of this a. 

ropriation bill which are devoted to new legislation, and I should 
very glad if the Senator from Nebraska, who has discovered 
the word ‘‘ Nebraska” four or five times in these provisions, and 
has therefore made a short speech on them, will tell us whether 
he can vouch for the sense and soundness of these provisions, and 
also whether they areso important that they can not possibly wait 
until a better and more intelligent Congress shall assemble in 
Washington. [Laughter.] 

Mr. MANDERSON. Mr. President, the Senator from New 
Hampshire [Mr. CHANDLER] never allows himself to burst with 
ignorance. He always seeks light, and always seeks it from the 
place where he can obtain it best. Donets) I feel very much 
complimented, and I think I fully deserve the encomiums he has 

assed on my good judgment and excellent sense. [Laughter.] 
ving placed me so high in opinion va expression, [am sure 
he wili believe me when I say that I think provisions to 
which he has referred are so beneficent, so excellent, that they 
should be upon this bill, even in violation of the rules of the Sen- 
ate, for which, as I have heretofore said, I have so little regard 
that I think a majority should never hesitate to overrule them 
when good can result ‘hareby, 

I can assure the Senator that the fact that the word ‘“ Nebraska” 
is frequently in these amendments gives them additional merit, 
and thaws no question but that he will believe me when I make 
that statement, if I can have his attention. 

Mr.CHANDLER. Mr. President, I heard nearly all the remarks 
of the Senator from Nebraska. The Senator from Connecticut 
[Mr. PLATT) was engaged in pouring additional information into 
my ears. The Senator has satisfied me about this provision, and I 
make no further objection to it. Ionly regret that we can not 
get from the other side of the Chamber, from Senators who are 
conducting this bill, an equally lacid statement as to all the va- 
rious provisions which they have added to the bill, 
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Mr. CALL. If there be no objection, I wish to have inserted 
the following proviso, after line 16, on page 71: 


Provided, That the Secretary of the Interior is hereby authorized and di- 
rected to pay to the five Indian delegates of the said tribe now in Washington 
$150 each out of their appropriation, to cover their board and traveling ex- 
penses in coming to and returning from Washington. 


This has been presented to me by the head of the tribe, with 
onary | from his tribe to come here for the purpose of repre- 
sen hem. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amend- 
ment submitted by the Senator from Florida. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I should like to hear the amendment. I do 
not think arlyone on this side of the Chamber heard what the 
es — Florida said, and I should like to have the amend- 
ment read. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. ‘The Secretary will read the 
amendment. 

The Secretary. After the amendment already agreed to it is 
proposed to insert, after line 16, on page 71, the following: 

Provided, That the Secretary of the Interior is hereby authorized and di- 
rected to pay the five Indian delegates of said tribe now in Washington $150 


each out of their appropriation, to cover their board and traveling expenses 
in coming to and returning from Washington. 


Mr. CALL. If the Senator from New Hampshire desires to 
know, I will state—— 

Mr. CHANDLER. I have not the least objection to the amend- 
ment if the delegates will only go. [Laughter.] 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment of the Committee on Appropriations was, 
on page 71, after the amendment just agreed to, to insert: 


That that part of the act of Congress aourores February 28, 1891, amending 
an act providing for the allotment of land in severalty to Indians on various 
reservations, etc, approved February 8, 1887, which reads as follows, to wit: 
‘And provided Gorter, That no allotment of land shall be made or annuities 
of money paid to any of the Sac and Fox of the Missouri Indians who were 
not enrolled as members of said tribe on January 1, 1890; but this shall not be 
held to impair or otherwise affect the rights or equities of any person whose 
claim to membership in said tribe is now pending and being investigated,” be, 
and the same is hereby, repealed. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on page 72, after line 4, to insert: 


The Secretary of the Interior is hereby authorized and directed to sus- 

md action under the provisions of the act of Congress approved March 3. 
893 (27 Stats., 641), ratifying the agreement with the Cherokee Nation o 
December 19, 1891, as to the actual removal from the Cherokee country of 
persons designated by the authorities as intruders, until the appraisal of the 
value of the improvements of such persons shall have been completed and 
submitted to Congress by the Secretary of the Interior, and until the further 
action of Congress. 


Mr. BUTLER. I beg tocall the attention of the Senator in 
charge of the bill to a protest which I hold in my hand from 
certain Cherokee delegates which bears directly upon the pro- 
posed amendment of the committee. The protest is not long, and 
I will ask that it be read from the desk. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

NATIONAL Hore, Washington, D. C., February 8, 1396. 
To the Senate of the United States: 


We. the undersigned delegates and representatives of the Cherokee Nation 
of Indians, leave to cali your attention to the amendment on 'e 72 to 
H. R. 8478, ing a for the Indian service, etc., which directs 
the Secretary of the Interior to suspend action under the provisions of the 
act of Congress approved March 3, 1893, 27 Statutes, page 641, which relates to 
the removal of intruders from our Territory. 

We must say that we were very much surprised to see the amendment re- 
ferred to. e have had no notice whatever of such intended amendment, 
— had no knowledge whatever in regard toit until we read it in the reported 


When the Cherokee people agreed to sell to the United States that vast 
territory of country containing over 6,000,000 acres of land known as the 
Cherokee Outlet, it was special ih and specifically agreed that all intruders 
were to be removed from our Territory by the United States, as agreed in 
former treaties. This part of the agreement of the saie was a eee ae 
of the consideration, and one of the strong inducements that impelled the 
Cherokee Nation to sell and part with this vast and valuable domain. 

When ss ratified agreement, which was approved on March 3, 

1893, as above referred to, Congress modified the ——- in this regard by 
requiring the Cherokee Nation to pay the intruders the value of their im- 
»rovements as a condition for their removal. Notwithstanding our people 
chought this a hard requirement, after these intruders had oceupied and 
used our for many years free of rent, yet in order to comply with the 
wishes of the United States, in regular council accepted and ratified the 
amendment. 

Since then a commission was duly appointed by the United States to make 
appraisement of the improvements of the intruders, which appraisements 
have been gomploted, and the Cherokee Nation has set apart and held in 
readiness $250,000 to make full payment to all Pr whose improvements 
have been appraised. We have fully complied with our part of the a - 
ment, and insist that the United States carry out in good faith its part of the 
agreement, and that the Senate strike out the cpamtnand referred to. Any 
failure to execute this important agreement will Gant discourage our peo- 
ple and cause them to doubt the good faith of the United States in any prop- 
osition ater’ = * made, 

y, i . 
C. J. HARRIS, Principal Chief, 
WALTER A. DUNCAN, 
J. F. THOMPSON, 
8. W. GRAY, 
ROACH YOUNG, 
Cherokee Delegates. 
Mr. BUTLER. The Senator from Arkansas has an amendment 
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to the amendment of the committee, which I have not examined 
very ey but it seems to me it will obviate somewhat the 
complaint which is very justly submitted by the delegates from 
the Cherokee country. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I ask the Senator from Arkansas* whether 
the amendment he proposes makes an appropriation? 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. It does not. 

Mr. CHANDLER. ThenI make the point of order on the amend- 
ment. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I suppose the Senator from New 
Hampshire will allow me to offer the amendment before he sub- 
mits the point of order. 

Mr. © DLER. I will allow the Senator from Arkansas to 
do anything he likes. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. In line 14, 
out all of the committee amendment after 
and insert the words: 

Secre' bmitted by him to 
Cvnaneall ans te Bnet of a FR - be made earlier than 
January 1, 1896: Provided, That whenever any intruder shall have been paid 
or tendered the appraised value of his improvement, if he does not immedi- 
ately surrender possession of the same to the authorities of the Cherokee 
Nation, he shall pay rent therefor at the rate usual in the country. 

Mr. BUTLER. The Senator from Arkansas had a suggestion 
about giving the nation a lien on the crops. . 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I think it is pone that a lien should 
be reserved to the nation for the rent, and I am willing to have the 
amendment modified in that r ot. 

Mr.CHANDLER. The amendment has not been read from the 
desk, and I do not understand it. I understand the original propo- 
sition, the committee amendment, and as I understand it, it is a 
direct violation of a solemn agreement made with the Cherokee 
Nation, as stated by them. Now, here is the provision in the act 
of March 3, 1898, which shows that there has already been a post- 
ponement of the agreement, but it distinctly provides that upon 
the demand of the principal chief, or otherwise, the intruders shall 
be put out. They shall be paid for their a upon the 
land, the sum to be expended not to exc $250,000, which the 
Cherokees have provided. The appraisements have gone forward, 
and the chiefs of the tribe ask to have the intruders go. 

Mr. BUTLER. If the Senator from New Hampshire will allow 
me, I will suggest in support of what he has just stated that I 
am informed that the board of ee have finished the field 
work, and will in a few days be able to make their report to the 
Secretary of the Interior. 

Mr. C DLER. Now, here comes another provision which 
suspends all action, not until the reports of the appraisals are 
made and the intruders paid, but until the further action of Con- 

ess. 

— BUTLER. That is to be stricken out. 

Mr. CHANDLER. So that the appraisals may be made 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. That clause is to be stricken out. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Iam speaking of this proposition as it came 
from the committee and as it lies before me on the desk. 

Mr. BUTLER. The words the Senator refers to are poo 
to be stricken out by the amendment of the Senator from Ar- 
kansas. 

Mr.CHANDLER. Iam commenting upon the feast to which 
we were first invited, and not that which we are asked to partici- 
pate in now by the Senator from Arkansas. Here is a provision, 
as reported by the committee, that after the appraisals are made, 
after the intruders are paid for the improvements which they 
made upon the land, when they had no business there, it shall be 
necessary for the Cherokees to come and get another act of Con- 
gress to get them out, because here is the clause in line 15— 


And until the further action of Congress. 


I submit that unless that clause is to go out, and the provisions 
that are to go into the appropriation bill shall effectually provide 
for carrying out the agreement with those Indians, then the 
whole paragraph ought to go out, and the contract ought to be 
complied with just as the Indians now here, speaking through 
their memorial and through the Senator from South Carolina, ask 
that it shall be complied with. 

Mr. BUTLER. I think the objectionable features of the 
amendment are, in a large measure, corrected by the amendment 
of the Senator from Arkansas. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Is it satisfactory tothe memorialists whose 
memorial the Senator from South Carolina has presented? 

Mr. BUTLER. I am not prepared to answer that question. 
But the provision to which the Senator refers and takes excep- 
tion I think ought to be stricken out. It is to be stricken out, I 
understand, by the amendment of the Senator from Arkansas. 
Whether the amendment of the Senator from Arkansas will be 
acceptable to the delegates I am not able to say. 

Mr. CHANDLER. [If it is agreeable to the Senator from 
Arkansas to have his amendment read from the Clerk's desk, then 
I will decide whether to make the point of order on it. 


e 72, I move to strike 
e word “completed,” 









































































The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Secretary will read the 
amendment. 

The SmecretTarY. After the word “completed,” in line 14, page 
~ strike out the remainder of the committee amendment, as fol- 
ows: 

And submitted to Congress by the Secretary of the Interior, and until the 
further action of Congress. 


And insert: 


And approved by the Secretary of the Interior and submitted by him to 

: and the removal of such intruders shall not be made earlier than 

January 1, 1896: Provided, That whenever any intruder shail have been paid 

or tendered the appraised value of his provements, if he does not imme- 

diately surrender possession of the same to the authorities of the Cherokee 
Nation, he shall pay rent therefor at the rate usual in the country. 

Mr. Jones of Arkansas rose. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Mr. President—— 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I thought the Senator from New 
Hampshire had yielded the floor. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I will yield to the Senator from Arkansas 
to hear what he has to say. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I merely wish to say in explanation 
of what is here proposed, that as suggested by the Senator from 
New pshire, we proposed, a couple of years ago, to remove 
those intruders, after the value of the improvements they had 
made in the country had been appraised and paid for. The ap- 
praisement of those improvements is nearing completion, but it 
is notcompleted. The Senator from South Carolina says he is ad- 
vised that the completion will occur within a few days. I am 
not so informed, though I understand it will take place not very 
far in the future. 

In the mean time the time for planting the crops in that coun- 
try has arrived. To take those people, and there are six or seven 
thousand of them, people who make their living by farming, by 
agriculture, after the time has come for them to plant their crops, 
away from their homes and bodily eject them by military force 
out of that country would be an act of brutality of which the 
Government of the United States can not afford to be guilty, and 
will not be guilty. The proposition as we have it here is that 
those people when their improvements have been appraised and 
paid for, if they do not immediately surrender possession, shall pay 
rent to the Cherokee Nation for the use of the land upon which 
they live and the improvements that they occupy, and that they 

1 not be removed before the ist of January next. It simply 
allows those people who, will be planting their crops before the 
appraisement can be finished, an opportunity to harvest their crops 
and go in an orderly way tc homes to be found somewhere else. 
That is all there is of it, and the dictates of the commonest hu- 
manity require that this shall be done. 

Mr. BUTLER. Do I understand the Senator from Arkansas 
to state that the effect of his amendment will be to preserve the 
title to these lands in the Cherokee Nation after the improvements 
have been paid for, or after the payment has been tendered? 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. There is no doubt in my mind that 
the title to all this land is now in the nation, and has been since 
the patent was made to them, before either the Senator from 
South Carolina or I was born, and that the intruders who have 
gone there and have been, some of them, asserting rights as against 
the Cherokee Nation fer title to the land will have their claim abso- 
lutely wiped out by the amendment. They will have notice served 
upon them that the Government of the United States recognizes 
the title of the land as being in the Cherokee Nation. 

Mr. BUTLER. That I understood to be the effect of it, and so 
I asked the question. . 

Mr. CHANDLER. I think the amendment proposed obviates 
all objection to this legislation, and if the Senator from South 
Carolina is satisfied I will not press the point of order. 

Mr. BUTLER. The amendment has just been read. The Sen- 
ator from Arkansas discussed it somewhat this morning. I am 
inclined to think it will obviate all the objections which the Sena- 
tor from New Hampshire discovered in the amendment and which 
I myself discovered. I entirely agree with him. My opinion is 
that it does obviate the difficulty, and if the amendment is agreed 
to I can not conceive why there should be any complaint about it. 
The provision to which I objected and to which the Senator from 
New Hampshire objected is stricken out; that is, suspending all 
action until further legislation by Congress, so that the appraisal 
can be proceeded with. If the amendment is adopted I do not see 
how they can be injured by continuing it until the ist of next 
J aT 
Mr. CALL. Let the amendment be reported. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment to the amendment 
will be stated. 

The Secretary. After the word ‘‘completed,” in line 14, page 
72, strike out the remainder of the amendment and insert: 

And approved by the -omeiyene’ d of the Interior and submitted by him to 

; removal of such intruders shall not be made earlier than 


January i, 1896: Provided, That whenever any intruder shall have been paid 
or tendered the appraised value of his improvements, if he does not imme- 
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diately surrender possession of the same to the authorities of the Cherokee 
Nation he shall pay rent therefor at the rate usual in the country. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment proposed by the Senator from Arkansas to the amend- 
ment of the committee. 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

The amendment as amended was agreed to. 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE, 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. JAMES 
Kerr, its Clerk, announced that the House had agreed to the 
amendment of the Senate to the bill (H. R.8499) to authorize the 
construction of a bridge across the Missouri River, in the county 
of Dakota, in the State of Nebraska, and in the city of Sioux City, 
in the county of Woodbury, in the State of Iowa. 

The message also announced that the House had agreed to the 
report of the committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of 
the two Houses on the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. 
R. 3476) to provide for the examination and classification of min- 
eral lands in the States of Montana and Idaho. 

The message further announced that the House had agreed to 
the report of the committee of conference on the disagreeing votes 
of the two Houses on the amendments of the Senate to the bill 
(H. R. 8234) making appropriations for the diplomatic and consu- 
lar service for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1896; further in- 
sisted upon its disagreement to the amendment of the Senate num- 
bered 5, upon which the committee were unable to agree; agreed 
to a further conference asked for by the Senate on the disagreeing 
votes of the two Houses thereon, and had appointed Mr. Mc- 
CrEARY, Mr. Hooker of Mississippi, and Mr. Hirr managers at 
the conference on the part of the Heuse. 


ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED, 


The message also announced that the Speaker of the House had 
signed the following enrolled bill and joint resolutions, and they 
were thereupon signed by the Vice-President: 

A bill (H.R. 8681) authorizing the Arkansas Northwestern Rail- 
way Company to construct and operate a railway through the In- 
dian Territory, and for other purposes; 

A joint resolution (H. Res. 209) authorizing the Secretary of 
War to deliver condemned cannon to Asher Gaylord Post, Grand 
Army of the Republic, of Plymouth, Pa.; to William H. Tarbee 
Post, Grand Army of the Republic, of McGrawville, N. Y.; to the 
Eckley B. Coxe Post, Grand Army of the Republic, of Freeland, 
Pa., and to the R. Carpenter Post, Grand Army of the Republic, 
Chelsea, Mich.; and 

A joint resolution (H. Res. 273) extending from March 1, 1595, 
to the 15th day of April, 1895, the time for making returns of in- 
come for the year 1894, and for other purposes. 


INDIAN APPROPRIATION BILL, . 


The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the consid- 
eration of the bill (H.R. 8479) making appropriations for current 
and contingent expenses of the Indian Department and fulfilling 
treaty stipulations with various Indian tribes for the fiscal year 
ending June 30, 1896, and for other purposes. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of 
the Committee on Appropriations was, on page 72, line 18, after 
the word “lease,” to insert ‘‘repair;” in line 20, after the word 
draftsman,” to strike out “ at $1,200 per annum;” in line 22, after 
the word ‘‘million,” to strike out ‘‘one hundred and sixty-four 
thousand three hundred and fifty,” and insert “two hundred and 
fifty-three thousand four hundred and forty,” and in line 24, after 
the word “dollars,” to insert “of which amount the Secretary of 
the Interior may, in his discretion, use $5,000 for the education 
of Indians in Alaska;” so as to make the clause read: 


SUPPORT OF SCHOOLS. 


For support of Indian day and industrial schools, and for other educaticnsl 
perneees, including the purchase, lease, repair, and construction of school 
suildings, not hereinafter provided for, including pay of draftsman to be em- 
ployed in the office of the Commissioner of Indian Affairs, $1,253,440, of which 
amount the Secretary of the Interior may, in his discretion, use $5,000 for 
the education of Indians ju 


Mr. PLATT. Itis pro here to raise the appropriation from 
$1,164,350 to $1,253,440, which is an increase of about $90,000. Will 
the Senator in charge of the bill state how that increase is made 
uP or what it represents? Perhaps it is well to understand it at 
this point. 

Mr. CALL. In reply to the question of the Senator from Con- 
necticut, I will state that the increase over the House provision is 
made by adding the additional number of Indian children to the 
different Government schools, making as many as they can ac- 
commodate and take care of. It is found that under the provision 
of the bill abolishing all denominational schools and establishing 
the policy of the Government school for the education of the In- 
dian children it is possible to add largely to the different Gov- 
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ernment schools on the reservations and elsewhere. Consequently 

the effort has been made, with the approval of the Commissioner 

of Indian Affairs, to extend the accommodations and the capacity 

. the different Government schools for teaching the Indian chil- 
ren, ° 

Mr. PLATT. Ido not think the Senator has fully answered my 
question. This increase is $89,000, is it not? 

Mr.CALL. TheSenator refers tothe difference between $1,164,- 
350 and $1,253, 440? 

Mr. PLATT. Yes; it is $89,090, I believe. Now, I wish to know 
how that is made up. I understand that a portion of it is made 
up by an addition to compensate for the striking out of the Hamp- 
ton school, Virginia, and the Lincoln Institution at Philadelphia. 
Is that true? 

Mr. CALL. Iso understand. The Senator will find all the de- 
tails of the bill as we proceed. He will find where the difference 
in the Spree is made up. 

Mr. PLATT. The reason why I call attention to this item at 
the present time is because further on in the bill the special ap- 
propriation for the Hampton school, Virginia, $20,040, and for 
the Lincoln Institution at Philadelphia, $33,400, is proposed to be 
stricken out by the committee, and I suppose this addition has 
been made at this point because those items are stricken out in 
another place. In other words, this involves the question whether 
those items are to be stricken out and the money placed in the 
mote of the Commissioner of Indian Affairs to do as he pleases 
with it. 

Mr. CALL. The committee adopted the policy recommended 
by the Secretary of the Interior of abolishing all denominational 
schools. There may have been some mistake as to what were de- 
nominational schools, but upon the best information the commit- 
tee could get they struck from the bill all denominational schools 
and added to the Government schools to the extent of their capac- 
ity. In doing that the Hampton school and the Lincoln school 
were classed as denominational. 

Mr. HUNTON. I beg to say in oo to what has fallen from 
the Senator from Florida that the Indian school at Hampton is in 
no sense a denominational school, and how such an idea arose I 
can not understand. 

Mr. PLATT. Will the Senator from Virginia permit me? 

Mr. HUNTON. Yes, sir. 

Mr. PLATT. Will the Senator in charge of the bill be willing 
to pass over this item for the increase of the money which is to be 
put in the hands of the Commissioner until we come to the two 
items providing for the Hampton school and the Lincoln school? 

Mr. CALL. If the Senator desires it, I am willing that that 
course shall be pursued. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I wish to make an explanation in regard to 
this appropriation. It may save the time of the Senate. At the 
last session of Congress we appropriated $1,040,000 for this pur- 
pose. In the House of Resresentatives, in this bill that amount 
was increased by $124,350, and that was the amount appropriated 
in the last Indian appropriation act for the support of schools said 
to be under the control of the Catholic Omiarel, All the schools 
under the control of the Catholic Church were stricken out of this 
bill, but the amount that was appropriated for them last year was 
put into the aggregate amount allowed for Indian schools. 

We found in the bill two schools. I donot call them denomi- 
national schools, but they are Protestant schools in contradistinc- 
tion from Catholic schools. One is at Philadelphia and the other 
at Hampton. We struck them out. The amount appropriated 
for them is $53,440. We put that amount in, increasing the ap- 

ropriation made by the House, adding an additional sum to it, 
in order that the Commissioner of Indian Affairs and the Secre- 
tary of the Interior may have ample funds to purchase all the 
school buildings of any denomination, Protestant or Catholic, 
upon the reservations and establish there Government schools. 

e have taken out of the bill everything that is Catholic and 
everything that is Protestant. We have separated eternally and 
forever, so far as we can, church and state, and Protestants have 
no right to complain, nor have Catholics, 

Mr. HUNTON. Mr. President—— 

Mr. QUAY. Will the Senator from Virginia permit me to in- 
terrupt him for a moment? 

Mr. HUNTON. I beg pardon; I have been interrupted three 
or four times and I beg leave to finish the few remarks I wish to 
submit on this subject. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Virginia will pro- 


Mr.HUNTON. Mr. President, I am not at all satisfied with the 
explanation given either by the Senator from Florida in charge of 
the bill or the chairman of the Committee on Appropriations. The 
Senator from Florida says that the two denominational schools, 
one at Philadelphia and the other at Hampton, have been excluded 
from appropriations. In regard to the school at Hampton, I take 
pleasure in arns that it is in no sense of the word a denomina- 
tional school. I have before me a letter from the superintendent 
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of that school, Mr. Frissell, in which he says that all denomina- Mr. 


tions are represented in the school. The letter is as follows: 


HAMPTON NORMAL AND AGRICULTURAL INSTITUTE, 
Hampton, Va., February 9, 1895. 


My DEAR Srp: I send you by this mail some statements in regard to the 
work of the Hampton school, in response to your su, tion. 

This institute, as you well know, is undenominational in character, being 
controlled by a board of trustees representing six different religious denom- 
inations, no one of which has a majority. Our ae chaplain is a Con; 

tionalist; his assistant, an Episcopalian, and his predecessor was a Presby- 

rian. The Baptist students are met regularly by a Baptist cle an who 
ters communion them. Catholic as well as Protestant students 
come to us, and we receive support from friends of all sects. 

To those uainted with these facts the claim which I understand has 
caused the withdrawal of this school from the appropriation bill when before 


the een of the Senate seems manifestly unjust. The Government 
usu 


allows _ apiece for 120 Indians, and considering what this school has 
done ough General Armstrong for the industrial education of the Indian 
in the West, it seems as if this pees was deserved. 

I send by this mail a number of documents which give an account of what 
Hampton students have ae in the West, and some testimonies as 
to the results of Hampton’s work there. The part which General Armstrong 
and the Hamptonschool have had in the starting of industrial training among 
the Indians seems to us to entitle it to the continued help from the Govern- 
ment - to a place in the —— bill 

n 


ing you for your interest, I remain, very teely, ours, 


SELL. 
Hon. Eppa HunTON, : 
United States Senate, Washington, D. C. 


That disposes of the statement made by the Senator from Florida 
in charge of the bill. I say to the Senate that in no sense of the 
word could the school at Hampton be considered denominational, 
because, as the superintendent states in the letter before me, all 
denominations are represented on the board vi trustees and in the 
professors who are conducting the school. 

Mr. President, I am amazed ic find that out of the number of 
Indian schools provided for heretofore 21: have been provided for 
in the bill under consideration except two, the one at Philadelphia 
and the other at Hampton, Va. 

Mr. COCKRELL. There are 15 or 20 left out of the bill. 

Mr. HUNTON. They were not put in in the House, then. 

Mr. COCKRELL. ey were not put inin the House, but they 
have always been in heretofore. 

Mr. HUNTON. I am talking about the bill as it comes from 
the House. Every school provided for in the bill as it came from 
the House to the ate is provided for except the Philadelphia 
school and the Hampton school. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Every other school provided for in the bill 
is a Government school. 

Mr. HUNTON. This is a Government school. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Ibeg pardon; itis nota Government school. 

Mr. HUNTON. Itis supported by Government appropriations. 
In regard to the explanation made by the chairman of the Com- 
mittee on peat, Yrs ne he tells the Senate that there is a 
sum in the genera ap ropriation of one million two hundred and 
some odd thousand dollars, part of which may be a 5 ah goa by 
the Secretary of the Interior to support these schools by contract. 

Mr. President, that does not meet the case at all. It provides 
that the Secretary of the Interior may make contracts, but only 
with the present contract schools, for the education of Indian pu- 
pils during the fiscal year ending June 30, 1896, and expend not 
exceeding 80 per cent of the present appropriation. I cannot un- 
derstand for the life of me why these two schools are to be cut 
down 80 per cent of the appropriation which has been allowed to 


them for years and years, while all the other schools in the bill 
before us have the f uota appropriated for them. 
The Secretary of the Interior has estimated, and it is sent to us 


in the Book of Estimates, for the support and education of 120 
Indian pupils at the school at Hampton, Va., $20,040. That sum, 
I understand, has been appropriated year after year for a long 
period of time for the education of Indian students at the Indian 
school at Hampton, Va. Why this declaration and estimate of 
the Secretary of the Interior is overruled by the Committee on 
Appropriations I am at a loss to understand, because we do know 
that the school at Hampton under the recent care of General Arm- 
strong, of the Indian Department, has educated many Indians who 
have gone West among the Indian tribes and have been of invalu- 
oe ghee in civilizing and educating the Indian tribes of the 
_ Therefore, Mr. President, I protest most. earnestly against the 
singling out of the Hampton school, in Virginia, as well as the 
Philadelphia school, and striking them out entirely from the list 
of schools for which an appropriation is annually made. The pro- 
vision alluded to by thechairman of the Committee on Appropria- 
tions does not meet the case, because it leaves to the Secretary of 
the Interior a right to expend 80 per cent, in his discretion. He 
may or may not expend it. If he concludes to expend it, it is only 
to be expended to the amount of 80 per cent. 
I hope that the amendment of the Senate committee to strike 
out the appropriation for the support and education of 120 In- 
dian pupi s at the school at Hampton will not be agreed to by the 
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QUAY. Mr. President, the Senator from Virginia has com- 
pletely covered the ground which I was about to occupy. I will 
only add one word in behalf of the Lincoln Institute, situated at 
Philadelphia. 

The Lincoln Institute is, I believe, the oldest and, as I know, 
one of the best of the Indian schools. It is absolutely nondenom- 
inational. I have submitted the evidence of that fact to the Sen- 
ator in charge of the bill. There is nothing in the charter of the 
institution and there is nothing that has ever occurred in its con- 
duct to bring it within the meaning of what is intended by the 
term a ‘“‘denominational school.” Some of its teachers belong to 
one denomination and some to another. It has a number of 
Roman Catholic scholars who attend Roman Catholic churches. 
None who have reached the age of discretion are influenced in 
their choice of the church they attend. So there is no reason, so 
far as the line which the Senator from Missouri intends to draw 
is concerned, for dealing so harshly as the Senate committee pro- 

to deal with the Lincoln Institute. 

The question which the Senator from Virginia mentioned is, 
after all. not whether the denominational schools, if these are de- 
nominational schools, shall be stricken down in these two in- 
stances, but whether they shall continue in the list of the annual 
recipients of the charity of the Government, as they have been for 
years heretofore, or shall become mendicants at the Interior De- 
partment. I do not wish to see the Lincoln Institute pass into 
the latter category. I preface that I have all confidence in the 
present Secretary of the Interior and the Commissioner of Indian 
Affairs. There is no doubt of the intention of the Committee 
on Appropriations, because the amount it has increased this ap- 
propriation, it will be noticed,is $253,440. The exact amount of 
the appropriation for the Hampton school and the Lincoln Insti- 
tute at Philadelphia is $53,440. That increase has been added for 
the purpose of giving that amount to those two schools. The at- 
tempt of the committee is not to suppress the schools as denomi- 
national schools, but merely to hand the funds over to the Secre- 
tary of the Interior, instead of having them pass through the 
regular channels of the Treasury as formerly. 

I have only to repeat what I said, that [I have all confidence 
in those who will at present administer this fund that they will 
carry out the intention of Congress. Yet anew king may arise 
who knew not Joseph, and if these schools lose their present status 
and go off the list of the recipients of the annual appropriations 
of the Government they may finally disappear absolutely as ob- 
jects of its charity and bounty, when they are among the very 
apenent objects that can be provided for by this appropriation 

ill. 

I sincerely trust that the Senator in charge of the bill will allow 
the words ‘ fifty-three thousand four hundred and forty,” in lines 
23 and 24, to be stricken out, and the committee amendment, from 
the fourth to the tenth line, on page 77, to be voted down. The 
propositions ought to go together, of course. Does the Senator 
from Florida in charge of the bill object to that proposition? 

Mr. CALL. Icould not hear the Senator from Pennsylvania. 

Mr. QUAY. I ask the Senator in charge of the bill to strike 
out the word ‘‘and,” in the twenty-third line, page 72, and the 
words ‘‘fifty-three thousand four hundred and forty,” in line 24, 
and allow the committee amendment striking out limes 4,5, 6,7,8, 
9,and 10,on page 77, to be voted down, for the reason that these 
schools are not denominational. 

Mr. CALL. So far as I am concerned, and so far as the policy 
of the committee is concerned, if these be Government schools not 
in anywise connected with the sectarian question, Protestant or 
Catholic, I should have no objection to the change in the bill pro- 
— by the Senator from Pennsylvania. If they are not it would 

violating the great public opinion of the Protestant and the 
Catholic religious bodies of this country that have united in a de- 
mand that there shall be no more denominational schools, in order 
to avoid religious strife. As the bill first came to the Senate it 
had in it anew denominational school and a provision made for it. 

Mr. DANIEL. May I ask of the Senator what school that was? 
Where is it situated? 

Mr. COCKRELL. That school got into the bill by mistake. 
The bill was recalled and it was stricken out. 

Mr. CALL. It aroused great feeling among the religious com- 
munities throughout the country. Representations were made 
here from different quarters, particularly on the part of the 
Catholic le. The committee have sought earnestly to adopt 
impartially t the policy which has been agreed upon of nonsectarian 
or Government schools without discriminating in favor of one or 
the other of the denominations of the country. 

Mr. DANIEL. Will the Senator from Florida inform me to 
what denominational school he refers? 

Mr. CALL. Ido not remember the name, but it is to be found 
in the report. 

Mr. DANIEL. It is not involved in this discussion in any way, 
and it is not in this bill. 

Mr. CALL. Oh, no. 


I am speaking of what I should be will- 
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ing to do. I would agree to the amendment of the Senator, pro- 
vided it can be shown that it is not in any sense of the word a 
Protestant, a Catholic, or a denominational school; and I am say- 
ing that there is a great public sentiment throughout the coun- 
try, Protestant sentiment and the sentiment of ail other denomi- 
nations 

Mr. HUNTON. Will the Senator from Florida allow me to 
ask him a question? 

Mr. CALL, Certainly. 

Mr. HUNTON. I want to ask upon what information the Sen- 
ator bases the statement that the Indian school at Hampton is a 
denominational school? 

Mr. CALL. I have never made such a statement as the Senator 
from Virginia attributes to me. 

Mr. HUNTON. I beg pardon. I thought the Senator had. 

Mr. CALL. I said the information before the committee was 
that the instructors and professors and some of the persons con- 
ducting religious services at that school were otestants. 
Whether that is true or not I do not know. I have not stated 
that either the Hampton school or the Lincoln school was a 
Protestant school. 

. Mr. DANIEL. Will the Senator allow me to ask him a ques- 
10n? 

Mr. CALL. Certainly. 

Mr. DANIEL. Is the Senator opposed to an appropriation to 
schools because the teachers happen to be religious persons’ 

Mr. CALL. Byno means, but I am in favor of obeying the will 
of the religious people of this country, that there shall be no sec- 
tarian schools supported by the Government. That is what I am 
in favor of, and that is what we are seeking todo. If the Senator 
from Virginia and the Senator from Pennsylvania can establish 
the fact that these are not denominatidnal and Protestant schools 
and are not open to the objection and the censure of this great body 
of public sentiment on that subject I shall have no objection to 
an appropriation being made for them. 

Mr. HUNTON. Allow me to say to the Senator that I hope he 
heard me read the letter from a gentleman whose character can not 
be assailed for truth and veracity, in which he stated that the Hamp- 
ton school is in no sense a denominational school, and in which 
he gives the religious convictions of the teachers and trustees. It 
is, therefore, in no sense a denominational school, and I call upon 
the Senator from Florida in charge of the bill to redeem his 
pledge and let the amendment of the committee go out of the bill. 

Mr.CALL. The Senator must first make out his case. 

Mr. WOLCOTT. I should like to ask the Senator from Florida 
a@ question. 

r. CALL. Certainly. 

Mr. WOLCOTT. Isthe Senator from Florida, or some mem- 
ber of the Committee on a. pre to tell us what 
kind of schools these are? ill the Senator from Florida tell us, 
does he rely upon his own information or upon statements made 
by Senators during the debate, and did the committee have in its 
possession some sort of evidence which would show what kind of 
schools these are? Are they Government schools? Is religion 
taught in the schools? Are they conducted under some religious 
organization, or are they exclusively Government schools? Have 
they received pay cutside of the pay they receive from the Gov- 
ernment? Is there not some Senator upon the Appropriations 
Committee with intelligence enough and information enough to 
tell us something about these schools, so that we may be informed 
regarding them? 

Mr. CALL. If we had the Senator from Colorado, with his om- 
niscience, upon that commi 

Mr. WOLCOTT. No, Mr. President; you would not have my 
omniscience, but you would not have me standing on my feet in 
the last days of the session saying I would accept the statement 
of a couple of Senators as to whether a school was denominational 
or not, and you would find me, I trust, prepared to state for the 
information of the Senate what kind of schools these are. 

I am not finding fault; I am seriously and anxiously seeking for 
information in order to vote intelligently upon this question, 
which is a burning question everywhere, and cone are many Sen- 
ators here who want to vote with care and with the exercise of 
intelligence upon this question, and we are entitled to informa- 
tion from somebody as to what sort of schools these are. 

Mr. CALL. Nor will the Senator from Colorado find any mem- 
ber of the Committee on Temi who, like him, has failed 
to inform himself _— public recordsof this country of the facts 
which are in them in regard to these various schools. 

Mr. WOLCOTT, Then I will ask the Senator to tell us what 
they are, if he knows. Are these schools religious schools or are 
oa 

. CALL. Itis not the business of the Senator from Florida 
te educate the Senator from Colorado [laughter], but, ex gratia, 
I will tell the Senator from Colorado that which he ought to have 
known from his own study and research, that these schools have 
been classed as a kind of half-and-half schools—— 
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Mr. WOLCOTT. Oh! 

Mr. CALL. Sustained by Government aid and understocd to 
be under Protestant influences. That is the record. 

What constitutes a denominational school, or what not, may be 
a nice question. I am not prepared, being a Protestant, to sit in 
judgment as to these institutions. If they do not teach sectarian 
doctrines—and of that there is no record except the information 
that we had that the religious teachers in these institutions were 
Protestants, and. that the services conducted were Protestant serv- 
ices, and not Catholic services—— 

Mr. WOLCOTT. We do not ask the Senator from Florida to 
be a judge; we ask him to be a witness, and to tell us something. 
He now tells us that these schools are a ‘‘ kind of half-and-half 
schools,” that they are half Protestant and half Government, as 
I understand him. [Laughter.] Am I rightly informed? 

Mr. CALL. Oh, no; the Senator is not right in that. 

Mr. WOLCOTT. Then I should like to have the Senator state 
what he does say they are. 

Mr. CALL. Isaid they were of doubtful denominational char- 
acter. [Laughter.] 

Mr. WOLCOTT. In other words, Mr. President, does the Sen- 
ator mean that they are not above suspicion? [Laughter. | 

Mr. CALL. Not above stispicion; suspicion in this: If the Sen- 
ator, who is a very bright man, will study a little while, he will 
see that if a school, if it be a Government school, in the sense of 
receiving aid from the Government, has services conducted in it 
by Catholics it would be termed a denominational school though 
not under the organization of the Catholic Church, and it might 
properly be said to be of a doubtful denominational character. If 
it were a school receiving Government aid, and its teachers and 
instructors were Protestants and its religious exercises were Prot- 
estant, what would the Senator from Colorado call it? 

Mr. WOLCOTT. I will say to the Senator from Florida that 
I am sincerely anxious to get light upon this question, and if the 
Senator from Florida is classing schools as Protestant or Catholic 
because of the character of the religious services held in them on 
the Sabbath, thatisone question. If it be aquestion as to whether 
or not they receive sectarian help or whether they are conducted 
under sectarian auspices, that is another question. I think we 
are entitled, without flippancy,to some sort of explanation from 
the Senator. If heis not prepared to state his own views, perhaps 
some member of the Committee on Appropriations can state what 
their investigations disclose as to the character of these schools. 

A school should not be classed as a denominational school be- 
cause upon the Sabbath there are some sort of religious services 
held in it. That does not make a denominational school. I ap- 

rehend that what enters into the characteristics which make a 
enominational school is the character of the teaching that is car- 
ried on there. 

Ido not know as to these particular schools, whether or not 
there is any religious teaching carried on in them. I should like 
to know. The Committee on Appropriations should have known 
before they dealt with this question and struck out this amend- 
ment, and I ask the Senator in good faith again, if he can tell us, 
orif some member of the Committee on Appropriations can tell 
us, the character of these schools and to what extent they are de- 
nominational? 

Mr. CALL. The Senator wants to know how many Protestant 
prayers and Protestant sermons are delivered there. 

Mr. WOLCOTT. No, Mr. President, my question is far more 
serious than that. My question asks for a much more intelligent 
view than the Senator from Florida seems to be possessed of. 
[Laughter.] Iam askingin the utmost good faith, and I have 
asked again and again, and I am not to be put aside by these 
kinds of suggestions that I do not know what I ought to know. 
I am entitled to this information from the Senator, and the Senate 
is entitled to it, and no committee should assume to strike out or 
to put in a bill ap riations of thousands of dollars of tme peo- 
ple’s money in behal?. of an institution, and not be ready to tell 
us why existing appropriations for years have been stricken out 
or why appropriations have been put in which were not in the 

ore. 

Mr.LODGE. Mr. President, although not a member of the 
Committee on Appropriations, I will say that it seems to me this 
is really a perfectly simple question, notwithstanding it has been 
somewhat obscured by the explanations which have come from 
that committee. [Laughter.] 

The sectarian or denominational schools, as I think is generally 
understood, are schools which are established by any religious or- 
ganization and sustained by different sects and churches through- 
out this country. 

The Secretary of the Interior recommended that those schools 
established and sustained by the different church organizations in 
this country should be gradually abolished. I think it was an 
eminently wise suggestion. The House of Representatives em- 
bodied that policy in this bill, as will be seen on pose 73. That 
House also made the usual appropriations for schools at Hampton, 








1895. 





Va., and for the Lincoln school at Philadelphia, holding that those 
were not denominational schools under the accepted definition. 
The Senate Committee on Appropriations has stricken out the 
declaration of policy as to sectarian schools, and has also stricken 
out the several appropriations made for those two schools. 

Those two schools are not sectarian or denominational within 
the accepted definition of the word. They were not established 
by churches; they are simply charitable schools. Persons of all 
sects have contributed to them; persons of all forms of religious 
belief are educated at them; teachers and trustees of all forms of 
faith take part in their government. They are charitable schools, 
purely philanthropic enterprises, with no connection with church 
organizations or religious denominations. It is utterly unfair to 
put Hampton and Lincoln Institute in the same class of schools as 
those provided against on e 73. 

They have never been known as sectarian or denominational 
schools. They do not belong in that class because they were not 
established, and they have not been ee or sustained by 
any religious or church organization; and the striking out of the 
provision of this clause for those two schools simply confuses the 
issue. 

The main question here is as to the House policy and the policy 
of the Secretary of the Interior which provides for the abolition 
gradually of all sectarian schools, that is, all schools established 
and sustained by the churches not merely for the purpose of giv- 
ing a secular education, but giving also a religious education, and 
these two schools which have been under discussion so far have 
nothing to do with it. They are merely philanthropic and char- 
itable enterprises, and ought not to have m stricken out. 

Mr. HAWLEY. Mr. President, I coincide with the Senator 
from Massachusetts [Mr. LopGE]} so heartily, that he has nearly 
anticipated all I desired to say. 

This question is a very delicate one; that everybody acknowl- 
edges. These religious denominations became jealous of each 
other, and the only way apparently tosettle the matter was toresort 
to the action of Congress. The two Houses are aiming to take 
away direct support from the schools that were in the absolute 
control of the governing powers of ecclesiastical organizations, 
and which, therefore, might be called sectarian or ecclesiastical 
schools. 

Mr. WOLCOTT. I am anxious to hear what the Senator is 
saying, but I can not hear him. 

Mr. HAWLEY. Mr. President, I place myself upon my rights, 
and stop until there is order in the Senate Chamber. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair requests Senators to ab- 
stain from conversation. [A pause.] The tor from Connect- 
icut will proc 

Mr. HAWLEY. I take it that the attempt to avoid this alleged 
evil and serious embarrassment is not to be carried out so far as 
to exclude anything like religious teaching from any school. 
When the Government withdraws the pupils from those admira- 
ble Catholic schools and admirable Baptist and Methodist and 
other schools and then puts the children into other schools which 
it gets up, with fine buildings, and with a corps of teachers, and 
compels the Indian children to go there, what 1s to be done then? 
Are you going to hunt for an Ingersoll to conduct them? You 
would have to forbid even him from. saying anything. Is it to be 
out of order to utter the Lord’s Prayer when school opens? Are 
we to conduct schools and great institutions of education where 
it will be against order to acknowledge the Almighty God and 
Father, and that, too, in a country which is founded upon reli- 
gious considerations and whose foundations are religious? I take 
it, it is not intended to make such schools; and I take it, when you 
have reorganized them in that way, you will a tm people of 
good moral character and intelligence, and I think you will dis- 
cover toyour surprise that there are a good many men and a good 
many women who will not teach for you unless they can utter a 
prayer or teach the children the general fundamental principles 
of all religions—things which are held in common. I should 
rather have a Catholic school governed by Jesuits than to have a 
school with no God in it. 

If there be a school in the United States—I speak from personal 
knowledge and acquaintance with the sainted Armstrong and 
with Frissell and others who conduct that t school at Hamp- 
ton—if there be a school that can be said at the same time sin- 
cerely and pro 5 aw be not ecclesiastical or sectarian it is that 
school visited by Congregationalists at one time and Episcopalians 
at another, and Catholic priests come, as they used to come to our 
regiments in the war, to supply the religious wants of the pupils. 
I have great admiration for it. 

There are few men who live in the countrylike Armstrong, who 
combine in such marvelous degree a high enthusiasm for educa- 
tion and for great moral teaching, and at the same time, to usea 
common expression, level-headed common sense and business ca- 
pockky througheut it all. Therefore I feel badly when I see the 

lue pencil drawn against Hampton. I do not think it comes 
within the spirit of this new change at all. 
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_Mr. DUBOIS. Mr. President, I think I can answer the sugges- 
tion of the Senator from Colorado [Mr. WoLcorr] in regard to 
the sectarian character of the school at Hampton at any rate. 
Mr. Frissell, the principal of that school, was at Yale with me. 
He is a most splendid Christian gentleman, and his statements I 
think can be taken with absolute safety. He writes to me, and I 
take this opportunity to read his letter. 

Mr. COCKRELL. He is the principal of the school now, 
was the former regular chaplain at the same school. 

Mr. DUBOIS. I will read a letter from him as to the sectarian 
character of the school. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Yes; I know all about that. 

Mr. DUBOIS. I repeat to the Senator from Missouri that I have 
known Mr. Frissell for twenty-five years. There is nota more hon- 
orable Christian gentleman in the world than he. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I have no doubt about that. 

Mr. DUBOIS. What Mr. Frissell says can be taken with per- 
fect safety as being true. He writes to me as follows: 


I understand that the subcommittee of the Senate has withdrawn the 
Hampton school from the Indian appropriation bill passed by the Houve on 
the belief that it isa sectarian school. To those acquainted with this work 
the claim seems most unjust, as prominence has always been given to the 
nonsectarian character of the school. Our chaplain is a Congregationalist 
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and his assistant an Episcopalian. His predecessor was a Presbyterian. The 
Baptist students are met regularly by a Baptist clergyman for the adminis- 
tration of communion. The school itself is governed by a board of trustecs 
representing six different denominations, no one of which is in the majority. 
We receive Catholic students here and help from Catholic friends. 


To my mind, at any rate, that establishes the nonsectarian char- 
acter of that school. I have been there also, and have always 
understood that it was not a sectarian school. If this appropria- 
tion is to be withdrawn from Hampton on the ground that it is a 
sectarian school, I think it would be unjust. I think the provi- 
sion ought not to be stricken cut unless it be for some other rea- 
son. I shall not support the committee amendment. 

Mr. DANIEL. Mr. President, it would be impossible to con- 
ceive of any educational institution which was more nonsectarian 
than Hampton school. It is a normal institute and an industrial 
school. It was founded just after the war by General Armstrong, 
who was born in the Hawaiian Islands, being the son of a mis- 
sionary, whocame to this country and participated in the late war 
as an officer of the Federal Army, and after the war became very 
much interested in the education of the freedmen. The general 
assembly of Virginia, having great confidence in him and in this 
school which he there established, appropriated a large portion of 
land scrip which was donated by the Federal Government to that 
State to this school for the education of the freedmen. 

General Armstrong was so distinguished as an educator and had 
to se large an extent the confidence of all classes of people that, 
in connection with this normal institute and industrial school for 
the education of the freedmen, it became a contract school for the 
education of the Indians. His work in their education was as 
distinguished for its efficiency as his workin the education of the 
freedmen. 

As we understand the statement of the Committee on Appro- 
priations made to us to-day, they were instigated in the movement 
to eliminate some schools and appropriations from this bill by the 
policy recommended by the Secretary of the Interior of eliminat- 
ing sectarian schools from governmental appropriations. That 
policy is, in my judgment, a wholesome one and a just one, and 
one in accordance with the spirit of our Constitution, our institu- 
tions, and the public sentiment of the great body of our people; 
but they overshot the mark when they selected Hampton Institute 
and the Lincoln school of Philadelphia as fit schools to be elim- 
inated from this bill. 

I had before me, and was about to read when the Senator who 
has just taken his seat read, the letter from the superintendent, 
who was formerly the chaplain of that institution, and who states 
that six different denominations are represented upon the board 
of trustees, and that no one is in the majority. 

Mr. CALL. Are they not all Protestants? 

Mr. DANIEL. They happen to be all Protestants, and that 
might be said of many a corps of professors in this country and of 
many bodies of men. The Protestant religion is generally the re- 
ligion of the American people, and I do not think that any portion 
of our people are to be disfranchised and distinguished by being 
denied the religious emoluments and favors of Government by the 
chance fact that a certain body of them happen to be Protestants. 

The school was not established under denominational influence; 
it isnot maintained under denominational influence; and the mere 
happening of the fact that portions of the board of trustees, or all 
of them, may belong to any church, Catholic or Protestant, is not 
a sufficient matter to be made the subject of invidious remark. 

Certainly, Mr. President, it was not in the interest of economy 
that the Appropriations Committee selected Hampton Institute 
and Lincoln school as objects to be slighted, for it will be seen on 
page 72 of the bill that the net increase of appropriation between 
the two items, one of which they have enlarged and the other di- 
minished, is $36,000. 
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Mr. President, I prefer the bill as it came from the House. It 
is more economical; it is more in accordance with the established 
policy of our Government; and it is evident, if, indeed, it is not 
confessed, that the theory upon which it is pro to deny these 
schools this benefit, is a theory contradicted by the facts in the 
case. 

ANNIE M. GREENE. 


Mr. PALMER submitted the following report: 


The committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses 
on the amendment of the House of Representatives to the bill (S. 305) granting 
a pension to Annie M. Greene, having met, after full and free conference have 
oureed to recommend and do recommend to their respective Houses as 

olLOoOWS: 

That the Senate recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the 
House and agree to the same with an amendment, as follows: Strike out the 
word “ twelve” and insert the word “ten;"’ and the House agree to the same. 

JOHN M. PALMER, 
J. H. GALLINGER, 
W. A. PEFFER, 
Managers on the part of the Senate. 
A. N. MARTIN, 
M. J. McETTRICE, 
; Managers on the part of the House. 
The report was concurred in. 


HARRISON C, HOBART. 
Mr. GALLINGER submitted the following report: 


The committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on 
the amendment of the House of Representatives to the bill (S. 1969) granting 
a pension to Harrison C. Hobart, brevet brigadier-general velunteers, having 
met, after full and free conference have agreed to recommend and do recom- 
mend to their respective Houses as follows: 

That the House recede from its amendment. 

WM. F. VILAS 
J. H. GALLINGER, 
. JOHN M. PALMER, 
Managers on the part of the Senate. 
M. R. BALDWIN, 
J. A. PICKLER, 
Managers on the part of the House. 


The report was concurred in. 
INDIAN APPROPRIATION BILL. 


The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the consid- 
eration of the bill (H. R. 8479) making appropriations for current 
and contingent expenses of the Indian Department and fulfilling 
treaty stipulations with various Indian tribes for the fiscal year 
ending June 30, 1896, and for other purposes. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Mr. President, I want the Senate to dis- 


tinctly understand exactly the position, ote wg of the sub- 


committee which acted upon this bill, an 
as they please with the matter. 

Iam a Protestant of Protestants, but I shall not ask for Prot- 
estant institutions what I deny to Catholic institutions. When 
we say that church and state shall be separated, we mean it. 
This bill came to us with some Catholic institutions which were 
named in former laws stricken out. They have been for years 
and years named specifically in every appropriation bill, and 
money has been appropriated for their support. That commenced 
under President Grant’s Administration, when the different re- 
ligious denominations were invited to build their schools, take 
charge of certain Indian reservations, and name the Indian agents, 
and they were appointed upon the direct recommendation of the 
church authorities. Those schools have been maintained until 
the present time. They were named in the last annual appropri- 
ation bill. The House strack them all vut. We presumed it was 
because they were Catholic schools. 

They retained in the bill two schools which are Protestant 
schools as — and completely as any Protestant school can exist. 
We did not believe it was fair or just or right from the Protestant 
standpoint to leave out all the Catholic institutions and to retain 
over the protest of the Catholic Church and its authorities affected 
by this those Protestant schools. 

Mr. QUAY. Mr. President—— 

Mr. COCKRELL. Wait a moment until I can make my ex- 
planation. 

Mr. QUAY. Where is the evidence that either of these schools 
is a Protestant school? 

Mr. COCKRELL. There is abundant evidence. They do not 
deny it. No man can deny it. 

r. HOAR. What does the Senator from Missouri mean by 
“* Protestant?” 

Mr. COCKRELL. They are under the charge of Protestants 
exclusively. 

Mr.DANIEL, Will the Senator from Missouri allow me to ask 
him a question? 

Mr, COCKRELL. I am going to make my explanation. I 
know about these schools as well as any other Senator. It was 
said as to the Lincoln school that when a Catholic child receiving 
instruction there at the of the Government wanted to at- 
tend a Catholic church one of the teachers replied that the Epis- 
copal religion was good enough for that lotion pupil. I know 


then they can do just 
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that those schools receive Catholics. Certainly they do. The 
Catholic University, here in Washington, will receive Prot- 
estants. All the great schools receive Protestants, Catholics, 
Mohammedans, Hindoos, or any other class of people. Yet 
they are denominational, and they are Catholic or they are 
Protestant. I know the gentleman in charge at Hampton. Heis 
an able Presbyterian minister, a man of high character and stand- 
ing. Yet he is a Protestant, and his corps of teachers are Prot- 
estants, and the controllers of the school are Protestants. Asa 
— of course there are some Catholics there. So it is at Lin- 
coln. 

Now, we meant to do exact justice. We did not want, in view 
of the excitement in the country over the support given by the 
Government to Catholic or Protestant institutions, to subject our- 
selves to criticism. We wanted to make a clean sweep and di- 
vorce the Government forever from Catholicism or Protestant- 
ism so far as that was concerned and make the schools Govern- 
ment schools just like the other schools are to-day. In those Gov- 
ernment schools will be Catholics and Protestants, but it will not 
be a distinct recognition of either Catholicism or Protestantism. 

HAWLEY. Nor is the Hampton school a recognition of 
either. 

Mr. COCKRELL. It is a recognition, direct and unequivocal, 
and it is so considered by everybody except those connected with 
the school and the friends of it, and it has good friends. I have 
been a friend of it, but I can not stand by it now when it is mak- 
ing itself obnoxious to the charge of trying to drive out every 
Catholic school from Government support and yet retain Govern- 
ment support for Protestant schools. 

Mr. HAWLEY. The Senator from Missouri is very unjust. 
Hampton is doing nothing hereasaschool. Ispeak because lI have 
known it for many years. I speak for the side of justice and fair 
play. We know what a Catholic school or an Episcopal school is. 
It is governed by ecclesiastical authorities, the pupils are taught 
by Catholic or Episcopal teachers, andthe doctrines of the church 
are inculcated as a part of the regular course of education. That 
is all good; I find no fault with it, but that is distinctly an ecclesi- 
extieal and church school. But a school like Hampton teaches no 
doctrine, no distinctive creed; it teaches the belief of no particu- 
lar church. 

Mr. COCKRELL. We understand that. There is no misun- 
derstanding about it. I wish to get through with my explanation. 

We struck out these two schools. hat.did we do? There 
seems to be a general misunderstanding as to the effect of the 20 
per cent reduction. We added to the amount provided here an 
amount equal to the sum paid to Lincoln and to Hampton, just as 
the other House of last year added to the appropriation allowed 
in 1895 to the Catholic schools, which have been stricken ont. 

Now, I wish to say a few words on the subject of the operation of 
the 20 per cent reduction, and I beg Senators to pay some attention 
to this matter, because it is not wholly understood. Whatisto be 
the operation of the 20 per cent reduction? Is the Secretary of the 
Interior or the Commissioner of Indian Affairs to reduce the num- 
ber of students at Hampton 20 per cent or at the Lincoln school 20 
per cent? 

Will he reduce the amount he will pay 20 per cent at any of 
those schools? Not atall. Under this very law and under this 
very ap — the Commissioner of Indian Affairs told us 
amen that he should continue the same number of students 
for the coming fiscal year at Hampton and at the Lincoln Insti- 
tute that he had already at those schools. 

Mr. HOAR. Will the Senator from Missouri allow me to ask 
him a question? 

Mr. GOCKRELL. Let me get through with a 
Then I = answer any question the Senator from Massachusetts 
may ask. 

What will the Commissioner of Indian Affairs do with this 20 
per cent reduction? AsI said, he will not reduce the price paid 
toany school; he will not reduce the number of students furnished 
to any school, but he will wherever the students of a school can 
be taken from that school and put into a Government school; he 
will abolish the school entirely and thereby make a 20 per cent re- 
duction of the amount appropriated. 

He will continue that system until he has made all the schools 
Government schools. There are plenty of schools upon the res- 
ervations, and we have put in the bill the word ‘ purchase,” 
which is a distinct declaration that he shall purchase the schools 
on the reservations and turn the pupils into a building pur- 
chased and paid for by the Government—Government prop- 
erty—and make it a Government school. As long as appropria- 
tions are made for contract schools his object will be to maintain 
at the contract school, whose students can not be conveniently 
turned over to the Government schools, the same number of pu- 
pils and give the schools the same pay. Now I will answer the 
question of the Senator from Massachusetts. 

Mr. HOAR. I wish toask the Senator from Missouri, as a part 
of his explanation, what there is that makes Hampton a Protes- 
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tant school that does not make West Point or Annapolis a Prot- 
estant school? 

Mr. COCKRELL. Because it is not under Government con- 
trol, directly or indirectly. It is under the control of individual 
members of Protestant churches, and just as much so as other 
schools are under Catholic control. 

Mr. HOAR. How does the fact that it is under private and not 

ublic control make it any more a Protestant school than Annapo- 
is or West Point? 

Mr. COCKRELL. It is either under the control of Protestants 
or Catholics; and being under the control of Protestants, it has 
made itself obnoxious to the charge that it is the support of a 
Protestant school by Government aid. We desire to divorce the 
Government wholly and absolutely from any school and make all 
of our schools Government schools just as soon as we can, and 
have no contract schools. : 

Mr. HOAR. The Senator still does not get my point. I under- 
stand this school is under the control of Protestants; I suppose.it 
is, from what the Senator has said. The Senate is under the con- 
trol of Protestants; the House of Representatives and the Cabinet 
are under the control of Protestants. There are 100 private schools 
in my State that are under the control of Protestants. But what 
is there in it that makes it a Protestant school if the Protestant 
who controls it does not wield the school in the interest of his Prot- 
estantism and does not teach Protestantism? | 

Mr. COCKRELL. We can not go intoan investigation of how 
far they undertake to exercise specifically denominational control. 
It is sufficient to know that it is not a Government school, that 
it is a Protestant school, and that the Catholics have made their 
fight against %% just as the Protestants have made their fight 
against other schools. So far as we are concerned we take it out 
of the controversy and place the Government where it can not be 
accused of favoritism to either one side or the other. 

Mr. DANIEL. Will the Senator from Missouri now allow me | 
to ask him a question? 

Mr. COCKRELL. Yes, sir. 

Mr. DANIEL. The University of Virginia—— 

Mr. COCKRELL. I am not going to answer abstract questions 
of that kind. I am not discussing that question, and I do not in- 
tend to discuss it. 
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Mr.WOLCOTT. Until the whole system of appropriations for 
this purpose is changed the schools will be the recipient of as much 
patronage from the Government at the same price as they would 
receive under a specific appropriation. Is that true of all schools, 
Protestant and Catholic? 

Mr. COCKRELL. Itis true, as I understand. 
be just as it was last year. Last year they aimed to make a 20 per 
cent reduction. Instead, as many supposed, of taking 20 per cent 
off the amount paid that school or this school or reducing the 
number of students by 20 per cent, they simply abolished three 
different schools, two Protestant and one Catholic, or two Catho- 
lic and one Protestant. That took away 20 per cent of the appro- 
priation. They were schools where the pupils could be turned 
immediately into Government schools. 

The Commissioner was very explicit on that question. He seems 
to have had his mind fully made up and his whole plan arranged, 
which is that if this proposition passes he will pick out this school 
and that school, where he can either purchase a building already 
erected, or can erect a building that will accommodate all the pu- 
pils who are in certain Catholic or Protestant schools, and turn 
them over to the Government school and stop that oneschool until 
he has reduced the amount appropriated 20 percent. So it will 
take four years probably, beforeany effect is had on certain schools, 
particularly training schools and schools of that kind. 

Mr. WOLCOTT. The Senator will please explain to me, if he 
will, why the committee has stricken out the amendment which 
provides that at the end of five years the contract schools shall 
cease. 

Mr. COCKRELL. That was not done by the subcommittee. 
It is not a part and parcel of the plan recommended by the sub- 
committee. 

Mr. WOLCOTT. Was the Senator from Missouri one of the 


The system will 


| subcommittee? 


Mr. COCKRELL. The Senator from Florida [Mr. CaLu}, the 
senior Senator from Colorado [Mr. TELLER], and myself were the 
subcommittee. So far as I am concerned, I hope that provision 
will not be agreed to. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. I should like to ask the Senator from Mis- 
souri if there is a provision in the bill for purchasing the buildings, 
and the school furniture therein, which have heretofore been used 


Mr.DANIEL. The Senator from Missouri yielded to me to ask | for contract schools? 


a question. 
r. COCKRELL. Certainly; ask it. 

Mr. DANIEL. The Senator can answer it or not as he pleases. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Go on and ask it. 

Mr. DANIEL. I was about toask theSenator a respectful ques- 
tion, and he seems to be in such a fidget over this matter that 
he can not listen to it after he has yielded. 

The University of Virginia, as I was about to say, was founded 
by Thomas Jefferson as a nondenominational university. It 
chante that all of its professors are Protestants, just as it chances 
that those at Hampton are Protestants. I wish to know if he 
would call the University of Virginia a denominational school, 
and, if not, what is the distinction between the two? 

Mr. COCKRELL. Is that the Senator’s question? 

Mr. DANIEL. It is. 

Mr.COCKRELL. That hasnothing to do with this discussion, 
and I do not propose to discuss it. 

Mr. QUA Will the Senator from Missouri allow me? 

Mr. COCKRELL. Now wait amoment. I am not going tobe 
led off into a discussion of anything that is not pertinent. 

It does not make one particle of difference to me how this ques- 
tion is determined. I have given my views. We took all the 
— we pessibly could to avoid a controversy between Christian 

enominations, and to bring about peace and harmony instead of 
contention and criticism. I for one feel that I would not have 
done my duty as a Protestant if I had not recommended that these 
two schools be stricken out and that the Government should treat 
all alike. We have made provision, as I said, so that all the 
schools, Catholic and Protestant, will be maintained until an ar- 
rangement is made for Government schools. The pupils will then 
be turned over to the Government schools and educated. 

They will be turned over just as rapidly as the Government can 
buy school buildings already erected, wherever they may be con- 
venient and accessible, or can erect other buildings to which the 
students in the contract schools can be transferred. I hope to see 
the time come when there shall be no Indian contract schools, and 
when all the schools will be under the control of the Government, 
just as we intend. 

Mr. WOLCOTT. Will the Senator from Missouri permit me 
to ask him a question? I feel greatly obliged to him for the fear- 
less manner in which he has met the question here to-day. I un- 
derstood him to say, toward the close of his remarks, that under 
the present system of appropriation there will still be probably 
the same number of scholars educated at Hampton and Lincoln 
as in other years. 

Mr.COCKRELL. Until the system is changed. 


Mr. COCKRELL. Yes, sir. We have increased the amount 
not only over and above what is sufficient to keep the same num- 
ber of students at the same price at Hampton and Lincoln, but 
we have gone beyond that and beyond the amount the Commis- 
sioner of Indian Affairs said he wanted. He said the amount he 
already had was sufficient, but our subcommittee, after ful! con- 
sideration of itandin order that there might be no direct or indirect 
chargeagainst anybody of favoring Protestantism or Catholicism 
or of taking Indian pupils out of Indian schools and denying them 
the privilege of Government schools, put in an increased amount, 
so that the Commissioner has ample authority to furnish school 
buildings, either by purchasing those existing or by erecting new 


ones. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. I should like to ask the Senator from Mis- 
souri if it is the policy of the committee to purchase the denomi- 
national school buildings and their furniture, where the owners 
are willing to sell? 

Mr.COCKRELL. We are certainly in favor of that, and I 
understand there is no question that the Commissioner of In- 
dian Affairs is in favor of it. Where a building is already 
erected and is used for school purposes, and is suitable for such 
use, he will purchase it every time. Quite a number of buildings, 
he told us, were offered the Department, one, I believe, in a very 
suitable place. The owners offered it to the Government if the 
Government would simply pay for the furniture that is in it. 
They offered the building gratis. The Commissioner said he 
would have no trouble, even without the increased amount we 
propose to give him, in obtaining by purchase or by erection 
buildings sufficient to accommodate a sufficient number of stu- 
dents to make the reduction of 20 per cent. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. It is entirely within the discretion of the 
Commissioner of Indian Affairs as to whether he will purchase the 
contract school buildings or not. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Entirely so. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. I wish at this time to offer an amendment 
to the bill on this subject. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. Strike out all after the word ‘‘Alaska,” in line 
2, page 73, down to and including the word “cease,” in line 11, 
and insert: 

Provided, That $515,000 of said sum of $1,253,440 shall be expended in support 
of schools with which contracts have heretofore been made: Provided further, 
That the Secretary of the Interior may, in his discretion, expend 2% per cent 


of said sum of $515,000 in the purchase of the property of such contract schools 
as may be offered for sale. 


Mr. TELLER. Mr. President, I think when the Senate under- 
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stands the purpose of the House provision there will not be very 
much trouble about this question. 

To go back and commence with the history of the contract sys- 
tem, very briefly stated, it is that it grew up in the early days in 
an attempt to educate Indians, commencing about twenty years 
ago. Just before that General Grant parceled out all the Indian 
agents to the various churches of the country, and he allowed 
them to select the agents, or to recommend them to him at least. 
For instance, the Protestant Episcopal Church had so many 
agents, the Methodist so many, the Baptist so many, the Catholic 
somany. Practically they took charge of the education and the 
morals of the Indians on the reservations. It was found that 
practically it did not work well, Nobody who could be reached 
was found responsible for the appointment of those agents. A 
great many broken-down ministers or ministers who had failed 
to be acceptable to their congregations were sent out as agents. 
When I went into the Interior Department in 1882 I found that 
there was great complaint of a lack of intelligence and aggressive 
force on the part of the agents of the Department. With a good 
deai of poet ony and with a good deal of controversy with the 
church people I abandoned that system. There has been a de- 
cided improvement ever since, so far as the agents are concerned. 

I found alsothe contract system, by which theGovernment would 
contract with a church school to furnish so many students, and 
generally at a less price than the Government could afford to edu- 
cate the pupils in their own schools. For myself, I dtd not believe 
that was good policy. I attempted to break it up from the very 
beginning. I came to the proper committees of Congress and 
urged that the Department should be furnished with sufficient 
money to put tbe children who were then in contract schools into 
Government schools. Butit was found that by doing so we should 
be compel/ed to increase the appropriations, and in the interest, as 
it was supposed, of economy it was denied. Sothe system, which 
was small in the beginning, gradually extended year after year. 

After awhile those who were particularly interested in a school 
like Hampton or Lincoln university, at Philadeiphia, or the Holy 
Family, in Montana, or some other school, would come to Congress 
for fear they would not get so much out of the Interior Depart- 
ment as they might get here through an appropriation specific- 
ally for a particular school. That system was maintained until 
there was a large number of schools, Baptist schools, Metho- 
dist schools, Presbyterian schools, Quaker schools, and Catholic 
schools, and I think one or two Moravian schools. The Catholics 
complained that they were not having their share of the patron- 
age of the Government in this direction. They had been active 
in maintaining schools at the different agencies for the religious 
education of the Indian children even before the Government of 
the United States began to take any active steps toward the edu- 
cation of the Indian. Gradually, I think, the Catholics succeeded 
in getting more than their share in proportion to their number as 
a denomination, and a good deal of complaint was made all over 
the country about it. 

We might just as well talk plainly about the matter. An or- 
ganization has grown up in this country which insists that there 
shall be a disseverance of state and church, and, Mr. President, 
in that I heartily concur, although Ido not mean to say that I 
concur in all of the ideas of the association. But I am one of 
those who believe that church and state can not well be mixed in 
this country or any other. I believe that if the Government of 
the United States owes an obligation to the Indians to educate 
them it is able to educate them without any charity on the part 
of church people or anybody else. I think the church — are 
entitled to immense credit for what they have done. ey have 
stimulated and hastened action on the part of the Government 
beyond all question; and their effort in that behalf is not to be 
spoken of lightly. But about three or four years ago there arose 
among the Protestant churches which held those contracts a dis- 
inclination to continue. I think the feeling grew out of the fact 
that it looked to them as though the practice were going to grow 
into a great big system, and that there would be more great sec- 
tarian ccnnection between the Government and its agency in the 
schools than there ought to be. So they began gradually to with- 


draw. 

Amongst the first, I think, was the great Methodist Church, 
which had maintained quite a number of schools. It withdrew. 
The action of the gen conference was very decided that there 
should be no further contracts entered intoontheirpart. So they 
closed their schools in some instances, turning their buildings 
over to the Government, and in many instances turning over their 
teachers to the Government. Then the Quakers withdrew and 
the Baptists withdrew, and I think Seas all of what might 
be called the ultradenominational schools were abandoned except 
those maintained by the Catholics. In the mean time the Catho- 
lics increased their schools as the others went ont. Nobody ought 
to blame the Catholics for desiring to do that. It added to their 
expense; they were making no profit out of it; but it was in ac- 
cerdance with the Catholic icy to get at and reach ibe chil- 
dren of all denominations if they can, I think, and to give them 
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instruction not only in the ordinary branches but religious in- 
struction as well. 

So, as I was saying, this sentiment has grown up very strongly 
in the country, and there has been a very decided demand that 
the Government shall dissever its connection with these sectarian 
schools. That has been urged unreasonably in some sections, I 
think. When I went home to the State of Colorado last July I 
was met by at least three committees who insisted that we should 
close all the denominational schools at once. To that I replied 
that I had always been in favor of closing the denominational 
schools, and was prepared to advocate it as fast as the Govern- 
ment could make arrangements to take the children into its own 
schools, but that I should never vote to turn the Indian children 
out of a denominational school until the Government had opened 
an opportunity for them to go iato another school; that 1 would 
rather the children should attend a Catholic school than no school 
at all; that any denominational school in my judgment was better 
than none. 

When the pending bill came from the other House we found 
that every Catholic school was stricken out, and there had been, 
I think, seven or eight or more of them, and some of them had 
three or four hundred scholars. There had been no. complaint of 
their management; I do not know that anybody had been com- 
plaining anywhere that the schools had not been properly con- 
ducted, but they were all stricken out. It was in response to the 
sentiment that the Government should sever its connection with 
sectarian education. We found in the bill two schools, one of 
them pronouncedly a Protestant denominational school, the Lin- 
coln university, as to the methods of which the Senator from Mis- 
souri [Mr. COCKRELL] has spoken more particularly than I care 
to do, a very excellent school, principally, I think, for girls. I 
think I may say they got their first students while I was Secre- 
tary of the Interior. I do not know that there has ever been an 
complaint made against that school except the one where it is al- 
leged they did not allow Catholic children to attend a Catholic 
church. I spoke to some friends of the school, and they denied 
that; oer said it was not true. 

Mr. AY. I assert absolutely that it is not true. They per- 
mit Catholic children to go to a Catholic church. 

Mr. TELLER. That is what I was about to say. 

Mr. QUAY. The children attend services outside the institu- 
tion. hose too small to judge for themselves are, I believe, 
taken generally to the church of the denomination to which the 
superintendent happens to belong. Those who have arrived at 
the age of discretion go where they please. - Sometimes there is a 
superintendent who is of one denomination and sometimes there 
1s a superintendent who is of another denomination. They have 
some teachers of one denomination and some of another. There 
1s nothing in the charter or by-laws of the organization to prevent 
teacher, superintendent, or regent from being Catholic, or really, 
I suppose, from being a man without any faith in the Christian 
religion. If there is an institution that is not Protestant, that is 
not Catholic, that is not sectarian in the country perforce of its 
organization it is Lincoln Institute, although it so happens just 
now that it is under Protestant control. 

Mr. TELLER. The Senator from Pennsylvania ought to know 
about it better than I, but I have had some acquaintance with it, 
and I think I shall not misstate when I say it was under the con- 
trol and management of the Protestant Episcopal Church whea I 
knew more about it than I know now. Iam very certain it was. 

I was about to say when the Senator interrupted me that this 
charge was made against them and denied by them. We found 
that neither of these two schools, the Lincoln Institute and the 
school at Hampton, was a Government school. That.is certain. 
They were the only schools in the bill that were not Government 
schools. They are Protestant schools at least. The committee 
thought if the policy indicated by the House bill is to be passed, 
that is, that the Government itself is to take charge of Indian 
education as soon as possible, at the end of five years at most, we 
ought simply to put these two Protestant schools exactly where 
we put the Catholic schools in Montana and other sections of the 
—: for which we had refused to appropriate. This is all we 
di 


Mr. President, it does not follow that these scheols are to be 
closed. We were concerned about what would become of the In- 
dian children. We had as much interest in them as anybody. I 
will say that I think I have myself had as much interest in their 
education as anybody here, and I think in a weak way I have con- 
tributed all my powers would allow in the direction of securin 
for them an education. We have now about 20,000 Indian chil- 
dren in either Government schools or contract schools. I should 
like to put them all in Government schools, but I knew we could 
not do it this year. The Department notified us it would take 


| $1,250,000 in addition to the ee estimated for if they 


were put in Government schoo. 
. = HOAR. How much is to be given for that purpose by the 
ill? 
Mr. TELLER. I can not tell the Senator without going over it. 
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We have in a lump sum $1,257,000, and then there are a large num- 
ber of appropriations besides. I can not aggregate them. It has 
tobealargesum. Butif we mora the $1,250,000 the school- 
houses could not be provided for them. We had to let the con- 
tract system, if it is objectionable, continue. All we could do was 
to approve of the suggestion of the House to reduce it 20 ewe cent 
each year for five years until it should be closed out. at is, I 
have no doubt, in accordance with what is the sentiment of the 
American people on this subject. The American people feel that 
they do not want Indian children educated by any denomination 
or that the Government shall have any connection with denomina- 
tional schools. 

We sent for the Commissioner of Indian Affairs to Jearn what 
we should do in this matter—what would be the result of dropping 
out these schools by the House; what would be the result if we 
dropped out the othertwo, and did not appropriatefor them. He 
said, as stated by the Senator from Missouri, that so far as that 
was concerned, he should not attempt to reduce the number of 
students in Hampton 20 per cent and in Lincoln Institute 20 per 
cent if we left the appropriation in, or if we did not, because that 
would not be an efficient method of conducting the schools; that 
he would leave in those schools the same number of children; but 
wherever he could find a school that could be surrendered and at 
the same time the Government could afford school opportunities 
for the children, he would take that school from the hands of the 
denomination which might have it in hand and make a Govern- 
ment school of it. 

Now, there will be nearly as many, there will be 80 per cent as 
many Indian children in contract schools as there was last year. 
Eighty per cent they are required to have. The Commissioner 
will be required to reduce the number 20 per cent, and he gave 
us to understand that he would not attempt to reduce any more 
than that number. All the difference there will be is that in the 
former case we appropriated by name for a school. This year 
the contract will be made by the Commissioner. The Commis- 
sioner can make a contract for the same number of students at 
Hampton provided for by the House in the bill if he sees fit. 

Mr. HOAR. What kind of religious education will the Indian 
children get in the Government schools? 

Mr. TELLER. 1 -was coming to that in a moment, becanse my 
friend who sits on my right got enthusiastic and eloquent on the 
necessity of having some religious education for the Indian chil- 
dren. 1 will venture to say that there is not a Government school 
in the United States which does not have not sectarian but reli- 

ious teaching of some kind. Goto Carlisle with its 750 students. 

ere is not any denominational school anywhere in the United 
States where there is a better air of Christianity and morality than 
there is in that Government school. 

Nowhere do the children get better instruction as to their duty 
to themselves and to their country and to their God than at Car- 
lisle, and it is a Government school. There has been no proposi- 
tion or suggestion, as the Senator from Connecticut would seem 
to want the public to understand, that we are wiping God and 
morality out of the schools. There is nothing that warrants him 
in making a statement like that. They will have religious and 
moral instruction. They will not be in the line of any denomina- 
tion; they will not probably have the tenets that the Calvinist 
taught them, but they will know the great fundamental truths of 
Christianity and morality, and that is all they need to know. In 
my judgment, the world would be a good deal better if there was 
less denominationalism and more broad Christianity taught even 
in our churches. 

I do not know whether we shall in five years put all these chil- 
dren in Government schools or not. I hope we may. I hope the 
time will not come when any Secretary of the Interior or Com- 
missioner of Indian Affairs will ever feel at liberty to discontinue 
the moral instruction that has been going on in all the Indian 
schools from the time they were organized up to the present time. 

All there is in this matter is a determination on the part of the 
House, to which the subcommittee of the Committee on Appro- 
priations of the Senate agreed, to which the committee agreed, 
and to which I trust the Senate will agree, that we shall get rid 
of any cause of complaint and will not have it said that the Cath- 
olics have four or five hundred thousand dollars of this public 
fund when some other denomination has only $25,000 or $50,000. 
We will say to the world that we are going to educate these chil- 
dren ourselves, educate as a great Christian nation will ed- 
ucate its children, whether it be in the common schools or in the 
colleges. I do not anybody would say that Yale and 
Harvard are denominational schools, but I think every man would 
be surprised if he was told the time would ever come when Chris- 
tianity would not be taught in those great American colleges, not 
sectarianism, but the true Christianity. 

Mr. President, I am myself in favor of the Government dis- 
charging its obligation and not turning it over to anybody else. 
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As fast as we can do it we will put these children in Government 
schools. WhatI think is the perfectly fair and honest thing, and 
incumbent on us to do, is when people have gone out in the West 
and built Indian schoolhouses, and they now find they do not need 
them because of their idea that they ought not to be longer con- 
nected with the Government, like the Baptists, and the Quakers, 
and the Methodists, and, ultimately, the Catholics, and when they 
shall say ‘‘ We have a schoolhouse that we built here because we 
thought you would furnish us children and we should maintain a 
school, it is useless to us,” that we shall buyit. Then the Commis- 
sioner may buy those buildings and take them off their hands and 
turn them into Government schools. 

This is all I care to say on the subject. 

Mr. CALL. Mr. President, I was not in favor of excluding 
either the Hampton or the Lincoln school from the full benefit of 
the former appropriation. I thought it was the wiser policy to 
have appropriated the full amount of money which would be 
needed to maintain all of these schools in their utmost capacity, 
but with directions to the Secretary of the Interior and the Com- 
missioner of Indian Affairs to purchase, wherever practicable, the 
school buildings of the different denominations, or the schools 
under sectarian infinence, and turn them into Government schools, 
leaving to the Interior Department and the Commissioner of In- 
dian Affairs the responsibility of applying this money according 
to the command of Congress. The committee, however, thought 
that the end would be tetter attained by the provision which they 
have inserted in the bill, which, as the chairman has explained, 
would under the assurances of the Interior Department mzaintain 
these schools to their utmost capacity. Under the appropriation 
some schools will be discontinued and the money which would 
be applied to them will be applied to those of greater capacity, 
and which are nearer to the Indians. 

Mr. President, that was the policy which I thought it was wise 
to adopt. Iam a Protestant; but I have no objection to sectarian 
ideas being taught by sectarian institutions. But I am opposed 
to the state giving its aid in anyshape or in any form to the main- 
tenance of these sectarian schools. I think that wherever Gov- 
ernment aid is given sectarian ideas should be prohibited from 
being taught. I donot agree with the distinguished Senator from 
Massachusetts. A sectarian school is not a school that is organ- 
ized by a sect, that is under the domination of a sect, but a school 
where sectarian doctrines are taught. That is the vital and the 
essential point. By whatever means such an institution is main- 
tained, if the Government aids in it the Government is aiding in 
disseminating the sectarian doctrines taught by that institution. 

Ever since I have been in the Senate, and at the last session par- 
ticularly the Senator from New Hampshire { Mr. GaLLInceR} and 
myself united in a protest upon the Indian appropriation bili then 
pending, against the continuance of the system of Government 
aid in any shape or in any form to any institution where sectarian- 
ism was taught. That is the vital principle and the essential dis- 
tinction. 

Now, Mr. President, I am the organ here of the Committee on 
Appropriations, not representing my own ideas but theirs, for I 
was in favor of continuing upon the facts as then stated the appro- 
priation to these two schools and inserting in the bill a provision 
that no sectarianism should be taught there, whatever might be 
the faith of the professors and the teachers at those institutions, 
and that the Government would see that its money was not ex- 

ded in the aid of the dissemination of the doctrines of any sect. 

hat was my idea, and that is my idea now. So far as 1 am con- 

cerned, under the assurances that have been given of the non- 

sectarian character of these two institutions, 1 am content that 

that which would have been attained equally well under the bill 

may be attained by accepting the proposition of the Senator from 
Pennsylvania. 

Mr. QUAY, Then I understand that the committee agrees to 
reinstate the House provision and reduce the gross appropriation 
to $53,440. 

Mr.CALL. I suggest that we give to these two institutions 
precisely the status they had before. Under the assurance of Sen 
ators here that they are not sectarian institutions, and that the 
organization shall not be given aid im the dissemination of sec- 
tarian doctrines, Iam content to accept such an amendment, so 
far as I am concerned, if the committee will so agree. 

Mr. QUAY. Then that is agreed to. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Mr. President, I have listened with a great 
deal of patience and interest to the long debate which has taken 
place on this most important subject. I think I would not have 
uttered a word in the debate (and I shall endeavor to be brief, as 
it is) had not the Senator from Florida [Mr. Cau], in charge of 
the bill, alluded to the fact that he and I had cooperated im the 
ome in ae the result that we hope will be attained when this 

ill becomes a law. 
When the bill making appropriations for current and contin- 
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gent expenses of the Indian Department was under consideration 
last year I submitted an amendment in these words: 


Provided, That the Secretary of the Interior is hereby directed to inquire 
into and investigate the propriety of discontinuing contract schools, and 
whether, in his judgment, the same can be done out detriment to the 
education of the Indian children; and that he submit to Congress at the next 
session the resuit of such investigation, including an estimate of the addi- 
tional cost, if any, of substituting Government schools for contract schools, 
together with such recommendations as he may deem proper. 


In response to that amendment to the law the Secretary of the 
Interior in his report submitted to Congress at the present session 
has this to say: 


Contract schools.—The contract schools are now the subject of general dis- 
cussion. I agree fully with those who oppose the useof public money for the 
apmport of sectarian schools. Bdt this question should be considere practi- 
cally. The schools have grown up. Money has been invested in their con- 
struction at atime when they were reco; d as wise instrumentalities for 
the accomplishment of good. I do not think it proper to allow the intense 
feeling of opposition to sectarian education, which is showing itself all over 
the land, to induce the Department to disregard existing conditions. We 
need the schools now or else we need a large appropriation to build schools to 
take their place. 

It would scarcely be just to abolish them entirely—to abandon instantly a 
policy so long recognized. My own suggestien is that they should be de- 
creased at the rate of not less than 20 per cent a year. Thus, in a few years 
more, they would cease to exist, and during this time the Bureau would 
gradually be prepared to do without them, while they might gather strength 
to continue without Government aid. This is the policy which is now con- 
trolling the Department, and unless it is changed: by legislation it will be 
es. The decrease in the appropriation for the present fiscal year is 

per cent. 


The Secretary of the Interior has responded to the action of 
Congress in adopting the amendment I submitted to the last act 
appropriating money for the support of Indian 8chools, and I am 
very glad to note that the Committees on Appropriations of both 
Houses of Congress seem disposed to meet this question fairly, 
and as I think in a spirit of true Americanism. ; 

This is not a new question. The wear geen that we are con- 
sidering to-day was fought over in Holland by the Anabaptists 
three hundred and fifty years ago. Brave little Holland not onl 
fought for her liberties as a nation, but she fought for personal, 
for political, and for religious freedom. The doctrines that were 
advocated in Holland almost four centuries ago were the doctrines 
that were implanted in this country when those people came heru 
and founded New Netherlands on this western continent. It 
would be interesting, if time allowed, to go over briefly the history 
of the contests that were had in Holland upon this question. 

It is an interesting fact that when the Constitution of the United 
States was made it was almost a transcript of the laws and the 
constitution of Holland. John Adams wrote concerning it that 
the originals of the two Republics are so much alike that the his- 
tory of one seems but a transcript from that of the other. I have 
in my hand a little book written by the Rev. Dr. Griffis, entitled 
Brave Little Holland. I want to read a few sages from one 
chapter in this most interesting publication. The author says: 

Originality in methods of government is hardly ble. Searching all an- 
tiquity and looking at modern examples, our fathers tried to copy with im- 
provements the good and avoid the evil. From the Dutch system they bor- 
rowed the idea of a written constitution, a Senate or States-General, the 
Hague or District of Columbia, the spe Court (with vast improve- 
ments), the land laws, registration of d and mortgages, local self-govern- 
ment from the town and county to the Government of governments at 
Washington, the common-school system, freedom of on and of the press, 
and many of the details of the Dutch state and national systems. The prin- 
ciple for which the Anabaptists contended, and for which thousands of them 
were put to death, separation of the church and state, was made funda- 
mentai in the American system. James M wrote: “The exam- 
pis of Holland proved that a toleration of sects dissenting from the estab- 

ished sect was safe andeven useful. Weare the world that gov- 
ernments do better without kings and nobles than with them. The merit 
will be doubled 4 the other lesson: that religion flourishes in greater purity 
without than with the aid of government.” 


I say, Mr. President, thisis an old, old question, almost as oldas 
civilization itself. It seems to me strange that at the very close 
of the nineteenth century in the Congress of the United States it 
should be necessary for any man to raise his voice in opposition to 
the doctrine that the church and the state should be united in 
matters of education. I do not know whether the committee 
have acted wisely or unwisely in some ae that they seem to 
have done. My own impression is that they have acted unwisely; 
and I feel sure that the Senate will reject the a striking 
out the provision that each succeeding year the retary of the 
Interior shall proportionately reduce the amount thus used, sothat 
at the end of five years from the date this act goes into effect all 
contracts for such education shall cease. : 

The House of Representatives nded to the suggestion on 
the part of the Secretary of the Interior that this reduction should 
be made at the rate of 20 per cent a year, but the Senate commit- 
tee for some reason has stricken that from the bill. I trust that 
by consent on the part of the committee, or by a vote of the Sen- 
ate, if the committee do not agree to consent, those amounts may 
be restored to the bill we are considering to-day. 3 

I have only a word to say concerning the two schools which are 
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the subject of controversy in the pending bill. I think that the 
Committee on Appropriations have gone a little further than they 
ought to have gone in this matter. They have removed from the 
list of beneficiaries of the nation certain schools that were under 
the control of the Roman Catholic Church, and if there are schools 
directly under the control of any Protestant religious denomina- 
tion in this country that are receiving money from the Govern- 
ment for the education of Indian children I will strike hands with 
them in removing those schools from the list. 

But when they take a school like Hampton,.a school that has 
ingratiated itself into the hearts of the benevolent people of New 
England to such an extent that any action that would seem like 
hostility to that school would send a thrill of sorrow and of hor- 
ror into every New England State; when they take a school like 
the school in Philadelphia, under Protestant auspices it is true, so 
far as the teachers themselves are concerned, but in which I take 
it not one single tenet of any religious denomination is taught, 
and remove those schools from the list because certain Roman 
Catholic schools have been stricken out, I say I think the commit- 
tee have — further than they ought to have gone in this matter. 
So far as I am concerned my course is clear. 

I shall vote in favor of the bill with the exception of the provi- 
sion where they have stricken from the bill the recommendation 
of the Secretary of the Interior to get rid of the contract schools 
at the rate of 20 per cenit each year; and I shall vote to restore to 
the bill that most beneficent institution at Hampton, Va., and the 
equally beneficent institution in the city of Philadelphia. Hav- 
ing done that, I think we will have done our duty for this year; 
and if in another year it be proven that these two schools are sec- 
tarian schools, then we can deal with them when we come to pass 
upon another appropriation for the education of the Indian chil- 
dren of the country. 

Mr. LODGE. Mr. President, I am very glad the Senator from 
Florida has accepted the amendmett of the Senator from Penn- 
sylvania, restoring Hampton and Lincoln Institute, because, as I 
said when I was on the floor before, neither of those schools, I 
think, was considered by anyone to be under the head of sectarian 
schools until the policy was adopted by the House of Representa- 
tives abolishing sectarian schools. They were looked upon as 
— what they are—secular schools founded and established by 
charity. 

But it seems to me that the policy adopted by the House and 
recommended by the Secretary of the Interior is an extremely 
wise one. Ever since I have been in Congress I have done what 
little I could toward the abolition of the sectarian Indian schools, 
which I do not think are in conformity with the principles of our 
Government, for I do not think there should be any appropri- 
ations of public money for sectarian purposes. 

In the course of the debate to-day it has appeared, what I sup- 
posed was the case, that there is no difficulty really in the Gov- 
ernment taking possession of these schools within a reasonable 
time, paying proper compensation to the owners of the schools, 
and ——: Government teachers and making them Govern- 
ment schools. The subjectis one which I think should be removed 
as soon as possible. It seems to me that itis desirable to get rid 
of this question and of these sectarian schools and these appropri- 
ations as rapidly as may be. I have seen no reason presented why 
it should not be done in less time than five years. Iam quite 
aware, as the Senator from Colorado [Mr. TELLER] stated, that 
itis impossible to doit at once. That would lead to confusion 
and great expense. But it seems to me it might be done perfectly 
well in three years; and I offer an amendment to that effect to the 
proviso on page 73, which I will move after the committee amend- 
ment and the amendment of the Senator from South Dakota have 
been voted on. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. Ido not understand that the Senate has 
accepted the amendment offered by the Senator from Pennsylva- 
nia (Mr. Quay]. Ido not think the action of one member of the 
Committee on Appropriations binds the Senate, andI object to an 
acceptance without a vote of the Senate on that subject. 

I think these two schools are just as much sectarian schools as 
any other schools in this country, and I believe I am somewhat 
familiar with the subject. They are absolutely and unqualifiedly 
Protestant schools. 

I think the thing to do is to treat all fairly in this matter. I do 
not believe in sectarian schools. I do not believe the Government 
should appropriate money for their support, but if we are going 
to stop that policy let us stop it, and treat everybody alike, an 
treat everybody fairly. Senators stand up here and P ead for the 
cancellation of contracts with one denomination and then plead 
for schools which receive aid from the Government which are 
pursuing a course in accordance with their religious views. 

So far as Iam concerned, I have no prejudice one way or the 
other in this matter. The Government of the United States in- 
vited these people to build these schools because the Government 
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did not wish to advance the money at the time to erect the build- 
ings, and those denominations have expended a million anda half 
of dollars. If we are going to strike off 20 _ cent each year for 
these denominational schools, we ought at the same time to appro- 
priate $300,000 each year to buy the schools and put them under 
Government supervision, and we ought to continue the reduction 
in every instance until, at the end of five years, we should have 
appropriated a million and a half of dollars, and have abandoned 
the present system. 

I remember very well when this system was inaugurated. It 
was about fifteen years ago. The appropriation started with a 
very small sum. We were very anxious to have it done. Our 
Indian children were uneducated and uncared for. They were 
not being fitted for citizenship. A lady residing in Philadelphia, 
Miss Drexel, for instance, took an interest in this subject, and 
donated a million dollars of her great fortune to build Indian 
schools. Several were erected in my State, splendid school build- 
ings, grandly equipped, and they have done a splendid work, which 
the Government of the United States refused to do. 

Now, I say in justice and in honor, if we are determined to re- 
duce this appropriation for contractschools 20 per cent each year, 
we are bound to appropriate 20 per cent of the cost of these schools 
to purchase the bui —e and their equipments, if those who built 
them desire to sell. Ido not see how we can pursue any other 
course, or have any other opinion. 

Even with all the contract schools and with all the Government 
schools there are still over 1,800 Indian children of school age in 
my State who are not provided for, who are growing up in abso- 
Iute ignorance and barbarism, and it seems to me it is a poor 
policy to commence the reduction of appropriations now, advo- 
cated by the philanthropists of the East who are so concerned 
about these Indians, while we make no provision for those 1,800 
Indian children in my State. 

I have another objection to Hampton Institute, and Lincoln 
Institute, and that is, that they are located thousands of miles 
from the homes of these Indians, and that we gather up the chil- 
dren and bring them to this unusual climate, so far as they are 
concerned, and sow in their systems the seeds of consumption, 
and we confer upon them civilization and habits of life which do 
not accord with the life from which they came and the life ‘to 
which they return. If we continue these two schools and con- 
tinue to take Indian children from the plains, we ought also to 
provide that they shall never be returned. 

My heart goes out in sympathy to the Sioux Indian girl who, 
leaving her tepee home, the tepee of her parents upon the plains, 
is taken to those schools and taught the habits of civilized life, is 
taught the modesty of thought and action becoming another and 
a different civilization, and taught those things which do not ac- 
cord with her training and the training of her people, and then 
is returned to her people and their methods of life and to their 
mode of living, only to be taunted for having abandoned the 
habits of her parents and the habits of her tribe and the customs 
of her ancestors, and finding life unendurable, the worst possible 
fate befalls her. 

If we wish to educate the Indians, we should give them an ed- 
ucation in accordance with the life which they would live, in ac- 
cordance with the surroundings of their tribe and their people; 
and if we are going beyond that, we should never return them. 

I am willing Pennsylvania and Virginia shall have the Indian 
children of my State and absorb them into their population, but I 
believe we do those children a rank injustice when we return 
them, after five years in these schools, to their tribes and their 
modes of barbarous life. There is no question but that we owe to 
these people a great duty; but the education they ought to receive 
is in their own tribe and among their own people and it should 
not go further than a knowledge of the rudiments of an English 
education, and then a knowledge of how to win a living. [ be- 
lieve if any other course is pursued it will be an injustice to those 
people, and that these two schools and the school at Carlisle do far 
more harm than good. 

Mr. WHITE. ‘tr, President, in the message sent to the Con- 
gress by the President of the United States when this session was 
convened I find the following: 


The intelligent Indian school ment of en year has been fol- 
lowed by gratifying results. Efforts have been e to advance the work 
in a sound and practical manner. Five institutes of Indian teachers have 
been held during the year, and have proved very beneficial through the 
~ee os and methods discussed particularly applicable to Indian 

ucation. 

Efforts are being made in the direction of a gradual reduction of the num- 
ber of Indian contract schools so that in a comparatively short time they may 
give way al ther to Government schools, and it is hoped that the aanen 
may be so gradual as to be perfected without too great expense to the Gov- 
ernment or undue Giaregart ¢ of investments made by those who have estab- 

ed and are maintaining such contract schools. 


00! 
The policy thus announced is one which meets my cordial ap- 
proval. Iam convinced that the Indian schools should be under 
the absolute management—not the half-way management, but the 
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absolute management-——of the Government. It is not a vital ques- 
tion with me whether these institutions are better conducted now 
than they will be if the Government takes exclusive possession. 
There are other considerations which should be deemed para- 
mount and determinative. It is plain that appropriations which 
are to be expended by this denomination or that one must be 
provocative of acrimonious discussion; and whatever benefits 
might otherwise flow from the administration of sectarians the 
advantage is more than met by the difficulty which arises from 
the factional religious agitation thereby engendered. 

I agree that this source of disputation should be removed as 
soon as practicable, but I do not care to vote for an earlier date 
for the entire substitution of Government control than that which 
has been suggested by the Secretary of the Interior. I have no 
doubt he has examined the subject carefully and has made an 
accurate estimate of the time requisite for accomplishing the 
transfer. I think the suggestion of the President that we should 
have regard for the investments made and should not put too 
much and too sudden expense upon the Government is eminently 
wise. The Government created these schools, and the welfare of 
all concerned should be fairly considered in devising the ways and 
means for their abolition. 

Mr. President, concerning the two schools in question—that at 
Hampton and that at Philadelphia—it is evident they are not sec- 
tarian schools in the fullest sense. They are not conducted by a 
particular religious denomination and are not directly connected 
with particular creeds. Still they are not Government schools. I 
take it we shall always have trouble if we permit any distinction 
between denominational schools and private schools. I think that 
it should not be important here whether an appropriation is made 
for a denominational school or for a private school. Government 
schools only should be supported. I believe that if Congress in- 
tends to take charge of the business of Indian education it should 
do so completely, and that no private school whatever should 
be a beneficiary. Any other view will lead to disagreeable contro- 
versy. 

Let us enforce the proposition that the Government will attend 
to this subject and that private schools must depend upon private 
subscription. If we pursue a different course we must take tes- 
timony session after session to ascertain whether this private 
school or that one is or is not a denominational school. This de- 
bate has shown the difficulty of determining such an issue. We 
shall have people claiming and urging that a specified institution 
is really carried on in the interest of this religious denomination 
or that one, and we will have to pass judgment upon a many-sided 
case. But if we adopt the rule, plain in its terms, unambiguous 
in expression, that none but Government schools shall have pub- 
lic support there will be no trouble. 

I recognize that the two schools named are ably conducted by 
gentlemen who deserve the thanks of their kind, and I would not 
for a moment entertain the thought of sweeping them from exist- 
ence, but the assurances given upon this floor that they will be sub- 
stantially maintained by the process and through the instrumen- 
talities referred to by the Senators who have explained the inten- 
tions cf the Interior Department, and that the Indians wil! not 
lose the benefits heretofore conferred, ought to satisfy us all. In 
five years, or in such time as may be designated, these institutions 
will be turned over to the Government. If those who now own 
or manage them, exercising their option, decline to yield posses- 
sion, then surely the Government should not be called on. 

The declaration of public policy, which we are seeking to make 
here and now, should be observed consistently and universally. 
Private schools, whether denominational or not, should be main- 
tained by their promoters. Many charities and other praiseworthy 
objects are thus and ever will be kept alive. But the Government 
must administer its trusts with impartial justice. 

The fair and clear course which I have outlined should be uni- 
versally approved by right-thinking and patrioticpeople. The fact 
that all occasion for sectarian debate will have departed ought to 
commend the plan to all. 

Mr. President, so strongly do I feel the necessity for such posi- 
tive action at this time that I do not think it right to urge the 
interpolation into this bill of any private interest whatsoever; 
the real principle we should follow ought to be that the Govern- 
ment, which pays the money, should control that which it sup- 
ports; that it should have no partners in the disbursement of its 
educational fund. 

Mr. POWER. Mr. President, has the Senator in charge of the 
bill accepted the amendment? 

Mr. CALL. I stated that I had no authority to speak for the 
Committee on Appropriations, but, so far as I was personally con- 
cerned, I was content that the amendment should be accepted. 

Mr. POWER. I wish to offer an amendment which has been 


reported from the committee favorably. 
I rise to a parliamentary inquiry, 


Mr. WHITE. 
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The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator will state his parlia- 
mentary inquiry. 

Mr. WHITE. Is the amendment proposed by the committee 
withdrawn? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair does not so understand. 
The Chair will entertain the amendment of the Senator from Mon- 
tana [Mr. PowrEr] after the amendments of the committee are 
disposed of. 

The reading of the bill was resumed, The next amendment of 
the Committee on Appropriations was, on page 72, line 18, after 
the word ‘‘ lease” to insert ‘‘repair,” and in line 20, after the word 
‘‘draftsman,” to strike out “at $1,200 per annum;” so as to read: 

For support of Indian day and industrial schools, and for other educational 
puspenss, including the purchase, lease, repair, and construction of school 

yuildings, not hereinafter provided for, including pay of draftsman to be 
employed in the office of the Commissioner of Indian Affairs. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in line 22, on page 72, after the words 
*‘one million,” tostrike out ‘‘ one hundred andsixty-four thousand 
three hundred and fifty,” and insert ‘“‘two hundred and fifty-three 
thousand four hundred and forty;” and in line 24, after the word 
‘**dollars,” to insert ‘‘of which amount the Secretary of the In- 
terior may, in his discretion, use $5,000 for the education of In- 
dians in Alaska;” so as to read: 

For support of Indian day and industrial schools, and for other educational 

urposes, including the purchase, lease, repair, and construction of school 
muildings, not hereinafter provided for, including pay of draftsman to be 
employed in the office of the Commissioner of Indian Affairs, $1,253,440, of 
which amount the Secretary of the Interior may, in his discretion, use $5,000 
for the education of Indians in Alaska. 

Mr. QUAY. At that point I understand the committee will 
agree to strike out the words, in the twenty-third line, “and fifty- 
three thousand four hundred and forty.” 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on the amendment 
of the Senator from Pennsylvania to the amendment of the com- 
mittee. 

Mr. TELLER. What is the amendment? 

Mr. FAULKNER. What is the parliamentary condition? Is 
this an amendment of the committee we are to vote on, or is it an 
amendment to strike out from the bill as it came from the House? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair will state that the vote 
will first be taken upon the amendment proposed by the Senator 
from Pennsylvania to the amendment of the committee. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. What is the amendment? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment will be stated. 

The Secretary. In line 23, after the word “ hundred,” it is 
proposed to strike from the committee amendment the words “‘ and 
fifty-three thousand four hundred and forty.” 

Mr. QUAY. I wish to modify the appropriation so as to leave 
it an even $1,200,000. That is, with the understanding that the 
proposition on the seventy-seventh page for the Lincoln Institute 
and Hampton Institute are to remain in the bill. 

Mr. TELLER. I should like to find out whether the amend- 
ments of the committee, on page 77, have been rejected or not. If 
they have been rejected, then this amendment is proper. If not, 
we do not want to make it. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Those amendments have not yet 
been reached. 

Mr. QUAY. The propositions were included in the suggestion 
I made to the Senator from Florida in charge of the bill, and 
which he accepted. 

Mr. FAULKNER. Isuggest to the Senator from Pennsylvania 
that he bring the question up at once as to whether the Senate will 
agree to the amendment of the committee striking out the House 
provision. Then, if the Senate does not agree to the amendment 
of the committee striking out the House provision, we can go back 
and correct the other. 

Mr. QUAY. Then I ask that the vote be taken first on the 
amendment. 

oe Let the vote be taken on the amendments on 

ta. 

Mr. CALL. That is the idea. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendments will be stated. 

The Secretary. After line 3, on page 77, it is proposed to 
strike out: 
we tes a and education of 120 Indian pupils at the school at Hampton, 

a., b 


For support and education of 200 Indian pupils at Lincoln Institution, 
Philadelphia, at $167 per annum each, $33,400. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on the amendment. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Let us have the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. Mr. President, I should like to inquire 
just what the proposition is. Is it to adopt the amendment of the 
committee? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. It is. 

Mr. COCKRELL. The question is on striking out the pro- 
visions as to the schools at Heueton and Lincoln. 
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Mr. QUAY. Those in favor of the institutions will vote ‘‘ nay.” 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Secretary will call the roll. 

Mr. HUNTON. There are some Senators who do not under- 
stand the question to be voted upon. I ask the Chair to restate it. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair will state that the ques- 
tion is on the amendment of the Committee on Appropriations, to 
strike out the clauses on page 77 of the bill, from line 4 to line 10, 
inclusive. 

Mr. HUNTON. Then the question is upon agreeing to the 
comuittee’s amendment to strike out? 

Mr. FRYE and others. Yes. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Secretary will call the roll. 

The Secretary proceeded to call the roll. 

Mr. BURROWS (when his name was called). I am paired 
with the Senator from Maryland [Mr.Gisson]. If he were pres- 
ent I should vote ‘‘ nay.” 

Mr. DUBOIS (when his name was called). I transfer my pair 
with the junior Senator from New Jersey [Mr. SmirH] to my col- 
league [Mr. eed and vote ‘‘ nay.” 

Mr. HARRIS (when his name was called). Iam paired with 
the Senator from Vermont [Mr. Morrit.]. If he were present I 
should vote ‘ yea.” 

Mr. LINDSAY (when his name was called). I am-paired with 
the junior Senator from Nebraska [Mr. ALLEN]. I do not know 
how he would vote on this question if present, but if he were here 
I should vote ‘* yea.” 

Mr. PASCO (when his name was called). Iam paired with the 
Senator from North Carolina [Mr. PRITCHARD] and therefore with- 
hold my vote. 

Mr. PETTIGREW (when his name was called). 
wi .h the Senator from West Virginia [Mr. CAMDEN]. 
present I should. vote ‘‘ yea.” 

Mr. POWER (when his name was called). I am paired with 
the Senator from Louisiana {Mr. Carrery], but I understand 
that if that Senator were present he would vote ‘‘ yea;” so I vote 
‘* yea,” 

The roll call was concluded. 

Mr. GRAY. Iam paired with the senior Senator from Illinois 
{Mr. CuLLoM], who is not present, and therefore I withhold my 
vote. 

Mr. BATE. I am paired with the Senator from Georgia [Mr. 
Pant Not knowing how that Senator would vote, if present, 
I withhold my vote. 

Mr. GALLINGER (after having voted in the negative). Ihave 
voted, but Iam paired with the junior Senator from Texas [Mr. 
MiLus]. Iwill transfer that pair to the senior Senator from Ohio 
[Mr. SHERMAN] and let my vote stand. 

Mr. VEST (after having voted in the affirmative). I withdraw 
my vote, as I notice that the Senator from Minnesota [Mr. W AsH- 
BURN], with whom I have a general pair, has not voted. 

Mr. GORDON. I wish to announce my pair with the junior 
Senator from Iowa [Mr. Wison}. 

Mr. BATE. The Senator from Georgia [Mr. Gorpon], with 
whom I have announced a pair, having come into the Chamber, 
I will cast my vote. I vote ‘‘nay.” 

Mr. BURROWS. Idesire to transfer my pair with the Senator 
from Maryland {[Mr. Gipson] to the Senator from Rhode Island 

Mr. ALDRICH], and I vote “nay.” 
The result was announced—yeas 21, nays 32; as follows: 


I am paired 
If he were 


YEAS—21. 
Berry, Hansbrough, Perkins, Vilas, 
Blackburn, Jones of Ark. Power, Voorhees, 
Brice, Martin, Roach, White. 
Cockrell, Mitchell of Wis. Stewart, 
Coke, Morgan, Teller, 
Palmer, Turpie, 
NAYS—22. 
Bate, Dubois, Kyle, Platt, 
Blanchard, Faulkner, Lodge, | Proctor, 
Burrows, eye McLaurin, quay: 
i Gallinger, McMillan, som, 

Chandler, Hawley, Manderson, Squire, 

lar’ Hill, Mantle, alsh, 
Danie Hoar, Mitchell of Oreg. Wilson of Wash. 
Dixon, Hunton, Peffer, Wolcott. 

NOT VOTING—35. 
Aldrich, Dolph, Irby, Pritchard, 
Allen, George, Jones of Nev. Pugh, 
Allison, Gibson, Lindsay, Sherman, 
Butler, Gordon, McPherson, Shoup, 
Caffery, Gorman, Mills, Smith, 
Camden, Gray, Morrill, Vest, 
Cameron, Hale, Murphy, Washburn, 
y, Harris, Pasco, Wilson of Iowa. 
Higgins, Pettigrew, 


So the amendment was rejected. 

Mr. COCKKELL. Now,I ask the Senate to disagree to the 
amendment beginning in line 22, on page 72, striking out ‘‘$1,164,- 
050” and inserting ‘* $1,253,440,” so as to leave the amount just as 
ouse of Representatives. 


it came from the 








1895. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment will be stated. 

The SecRETARY. On page 72, line 22, after the words ‘one 
million,” the Committee on a reported to strike out 
‘one hundred and sixty-four thousand three hundred and fifty,” 
and insert “‘two hundred and fifty-three thousand four hundred 
and forty.” : 

Mr. COCKRELL. Thatis restoring the amount as the bill came 
from the House of Representatives. . 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 
committee amendment. 

The amendment was agreed to. ‘ 

Mr. TELLER. I do not want to have any mistake in relation 
to the language as it stands. The words “ of which amount the 
Secretary of the Interior may, in his discretion, use $5,000 for the 
education of Indians in Alaska,” I suppose are to stand. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Thatisaseparateamendment. Let that be 
voted on. 

Mr. TELLER. Those words are to be left in? ; 

Mr. COCKRELL. Those words will be agreed to if there be 
no objection. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. On page 72, line 24, after the word “dollars,” 
the Committee on Appropriations report to insert: 

Of which amount the Secretary of the Interior may, in his discretion, use 
$5,000 for the education of Indians in Alaska. 

The amendment was agreed to. 4 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. In line 2, page 73, it seems to me, in 
view of the discussion that has been had here to-day, the word 
‘‘may” should be stricken out and the word ‘‘shall” inserted. If 
there is a proposition to reduce the appropriation for the contract 
schools 20 per cent, I think the Secretary should make the con- 
tracts for 80 per cent; and it ought not to be left doubtful as to 
whether he will or will not. I hope that change will be made. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment will be stated. 

The SEcRETARY. It is proposed in line 2, page 73, to strike out 
‘may ” and insert ‘‘shall;” so as to read: 

That the Secretary of the Interior shall make contracts for the education 
of Indian pupils, etc. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. I have an amendment on the desk which 
has not been disposed of that I think covers this question. I ask 
that it may be read. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. When the text is perfected the Chair 
will recognize the Senator from South Dakota. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. I think if the amendment of the Senator 
from Arkansas prevails it may take the place of the one I offered. 
As I offered my amendment first, I should like to have it disposed 
of first. I should like to have the amendment I offered read. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment wil! be read. 

The SECRETARY. Strike outall after the word ‘‘Alaska,” in line 
2, page 73, down to and including the word “cease,” in line 11 of 
the same page, and insert: 

Provided, That $515,000 of said sum of $1,253,440 shall be expended in support 
of schools with which contracts have heretofore been made: Provided further, 
That the Secretary of the Interior may in his discretion expend 20 per cent 
of said sum of $515,000 in the purchase of the property of such contract schools 
as may be offered for sale. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. I will state in this connection that the 
sum named is just the amount of money which was expended for 
contract schools last year for all denominations—$515,000. If we 
are going to reduce it 20 per cent, a sum equal to that ought to 
be expended in the purchase of schools which may be abandoned. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Lagree,in view of the fact that a 
large number of contract schools have been built under the sys- 
tem which has heretofore prevailed, that if the ordinary arrange- 
ments are not allowed to go on the buildings ought to be bought 
by the Government, or at least those which are desirable and 
available should be purchased. I think the amendment proposed 
by the Senator from South Dakota covers the point I have sug- 
gested, and I am willing to take a vote on that. 

Mr. GALLINGER. lIask that the amendment of the Senator 
from South Dakota be again read. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment will be again read. 

The Secretary again read the amendment. 

Mr. GALLINGER. It strikes me that this is a very radical 
amendment and that we ought to take time to think it over before 
we vote it into thebill. If the amendment is adopted it certainly 
does two things: 1t strikes from the bill the provision that the 
contract schools shall be decreased at the rate of 20 per cent a 
year, which the Secretary of the Interior has suggested, and it 
likewise eliminates from it the provision that the Secretary of the 
Interior shall make contracts, but only with present contract 
schools, for the education of Indian pupils, etc., and instead it 
gives a lump sum for a certain other purpose. 

Mr. PLATT. If the Senator from New Hampshire will permit 


me, I will state that the amendment would allow the Secretary of 
the Interior to continue all the contract schools that are now in 
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existence unless he chooses to buy some of them out with 20 per 
cent of the money. 

Mr. GALLINGER. There is no. question about that. I think 
the amendment is not in the line of the legislation which we are 
trying to accomplish by the bill. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Will the Senator from New Hamp- 
shire allow me a moment? 

Mr. GALLINGER. Certainly. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I understood the Senator from South 
Dakota to explain the effect of his amendment to be that he pro- 

ses to appropriate the amount of money which was appropriated 
ast year,naming the amount, less 20 per cent. The difference 
between the present bill and his amendment is that the amount 
is specified in his amendment and is not specified in the bill. | 
should be glad to know if I misunderstood the Senator from South 
Dakota in that respect. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. Thatis correct. If 20 per cent is stricken 
off I think it should be used for the purchase of buildings which 
may be abandoned. 

Mr. HARRIS. Will the Senator from New Hampshire, as he 
seems to desire a little time to consider the amendment, yield to me 
in order that I may move a recess? 

Mr. GALLINGER. I shall be pleased to do so. 

Mr. HARRIS. I move that the Senate take a recess until 8 
o'clock to-night. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. For what purpose, I should like to know? 

Mr. HARRIS. The question is not debatable, but I have no 
hesitation in saying that if I can get the floor 

Mr. WOLCOTT. I object to any explanation. 

Mr. McLAURIN (at 5 o’clock and 38 minutes p.m.). 
that the Senate adjourn. 

Mr. BLANCHARD. I ask the Senator from Mississippi to 
withdraw the motion to adjourn and yield to me 

Mr. HOAR. Regular order. 

Mr. BLANCHARD. I wish to introduce a bill. 

Mr. FAULKNER. Mr. President 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair has recognized the Sen- 
ator from Louisiana. 

Mr. FAULKNER. Iask the Senator from Mississippi, who has 
the floor, to yield to me. 

Mr. HOAR. The regular order has been demanded. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The regular order is demanded, 
which is on agreeing to the motion of the Senator from Mississippi 
[Mr. McLaurRty] that the Senate adjourn. 

Mr. McLAURIN and Mr. BUTLER called for the yeas and 
nays; and they were ordered. 

The Secretary proceeded to call the roll. 

Mr. COKE (when his name was called). I am paired with the 
Senator from Oregon {[Mr. DotpH]. I transfer my pair to the 
Senator from Mississippi [Mr. GzorGe] and yote “ nay.” 

Mr. GALLINGER (when his name was called). I am paired 
with the junior Senator from Texas [Mr. Mitts]. I transfer my 
pair to the senior Senator from Ohio [Mr. SHERMAN] and vote 
“nay.” 

Mr. GORDON (when his name was called). 
the junior Senator from Iowa [Mr. Witson]. 

Mr. HARRIS (when his name was called). 
the Senator from Vermont [Mr. MorriL]. 
if I were not paired. 

Mr. DUBOIS (when Mr. SHovup’s name was called). Tannounce 
the pair of my colleague [Mr. SHoup] with the junior Senator 
from New Jersey [Mr. SmirTu]. 

The roll call was concluded. 

Mr. HARRIS. I transfer my pair with the Senator from Ver- 
mont [Mr. MORRILL] to the junior Senator from New York [Mr. 
MurpuHy] and ask that my vote be recorded. I vote “ nay.” 

Mr. DAVIS (after having voted in the affirmative). I desire to 
inquire if the Senator from Indiana [Mr. TURPIE] has voted. 

oo VICE-PRESIDENT. He has not voted, the Chair is ad- 
vised. 

Mr. DAVIS. I withdraw my vote, as I am paired with the Sen- 
ator from Indiana oo TURPIE}. 

Mr. HIGGINS. 1am paired with the Senator from New Jersey 
{Mr. McPHErRson]. Iam informed he would vote ‘‘ nay” if pres- 
ent, and I therefore vote. I vote ‘‘ nay.” 

The result was announced—yeas 19, nays 38; as follows: 





I move 








I am paired with 


I am paired with 
I should vote ‘‘nay” 


YEAS—19. 
Allen, Chandler, Hansbrough, Pefter, 
Bate, Daniel, Hoar Platt, 
Berry, Dixon, Kyle Teller, 
Blanchard, Dubois, McLaurin, Walsh. 
Call, Frye, Mitchell of Oreg. 
NAYS—38 
Blackburn, Carey, Faulkner, Harris, 
Brice, Clark, Gallinger, Hawley, 
Burrows, Cockrell, _ Gray, Higgins, 
Butler, Coke, Hale, Hill, 
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Hunton, Martin, ay, Voorhees, 
Jones of Ark. Mitchell of Wis. nsom, White, 
Lodge. Morgan, h, Wilson of Wash. 
Me Millan, Palmer, Stewart, Wolcott. 
Manderson, Perkins, Vest, 
Mantle, Proctor, Vilas, 

NOT VOTING—31. 
Aldrich, George, Mills, Sherman, 
Allison, Gibson, Morrill, Shoup, 
Caffery, Gordon, Murphy, Smith, 
Camden, Gorman, Pasco, Squire, 
Cameron, Irby, Pettigrew, Turpie, 
Cullom, Jones of Nev. Power, Washburn, 
Davis, Lindsay, Pritchard, Wilson of Iowa. 
Dolph, McPherson, Pugh, 


So the Senate refused to adjourn. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question recurs on the motion 
of the Senator from Tennessee [Mr. Harris] that the Senate take 
a recess until 8 o’clock this evening. 

Mr. ALLEN. I suggest the absence of a quorum and desire 
the roll to be called. 

Mr. COCKRELL. What is the number of Senators shown on 
the yea-and-nay vote? 

Mr. HARRIS. Will the Chair please state the number of votes 
recorded upon the roll call? 

Mr. FAULKNER. The roll call shows the presence of a quo- 
rum, and no business has intervened since the roll ws 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The point made by the Senator from 
West Virginia is well taken. 

Mr. ALLEN. I move that the Senate proceed to the considera- 
tion of executive business. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 
motion of the Senator from Nebraska that the Senate proceed to 
the consideration of executive business. 

Mr. McLAURIN and Mr. TELLER called for the yeas and nays, 
and they were ordered. 

The Secretary proceeded to call the roll. - 

Mr. HILL. Is it too late to raise the point of order whether a 
motion to proceed to the consideration of executive business has 
precedence of a motion to take a recess? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair will state that he has 
ordered the roll cail to proceed, and it can not be interfered with. 

Mr. HALE. Nothing can interfere with the roll call. 

Mr. HILL. A motion to take a recess has preference over a 
motion to proceed to the consideration of executive business. 

Mr. HALE. Nothing can interrupt the roll call. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The roll call will proceed. 

The Secretary resumed the calling of the roll. 

Mr. COKE (when his name was called). I am paired with the 
Senator from Oregon [Mr. DoLpH]. 

Mr. GALLINGER (when his name was called). I will again 
announce my pair with the junior Senator from Texas [Mr. aa ; 
and transfer it to the senior Senator from Ohio [Mr. SHERMAN 
I vote ‘‘ nay.” 

Mr. GORDON (when his name was called). I am paired with 
the junior Senator from Iowa [Mr. WILSON]. 

Mr. HARRIS (when his name was called). Being paired with 
the Senator from Vermont pee, MorRILL], I transfer my pair to 
the junior Senator from New York [Mr. MurpHy] and vote 

“é nay.” 

Mr. PASCO (when his name was called). I again announce, 
and for the day, my pair with the Senator from North Carolina 
{Mr. PRITCHARD]. 

Mr. TURPIE (when his name was called). I inquire if the 
Senator from Minnesota [Mr. Davis] has voted. 

ao VICE-PRESIDENT. He has not voted, the Chair is ad- 
vised. 

Mr. TURPIE. I withhold my vote, being paired with that 
Senator. 

The roll call was concluded. 

Mr. BLANCHARD. I desire to state that my colleague [Mr. 
CAFFERY] is paired with theSenator from Montana [Mr. Power]. 

The result was announced—yeas 138, nays 44; as follows: 


YEAS—13. 


Alien, Dubois, Mitchell of Oreg. Wilson of Wash. 
Berry, Hansbrough, Peffer, 
Jarey, yie, Teller, 
Chandler, McLaurin, Walsh, 
NAYS—44. 
Bate, Faulkner, Jones of Ark. Platt, 
speckbars. pars Lindsay, Proctor, 
anchard, allinger, Lod, uay, 

Brice, Gray, MeMilian, , ; 
Burrows, Hale, Manderson, Roach, 
Butler, Harris, Mantle, Stewart, 
Call, newts: Martin, Vest, 
Clark, gems. Mitchell of Wis. Vilas, 
Cockrell, Hill, Morgan, Voorhees, 
Daniel, Hoar, Palmer, White, 
Dixon, Hunton, Perkins, Wolcott. 
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NOT VOTING—31. 


Aldrich, Dolph, Mills, Sherman, 
Allison, George, Morrill, Shoup, 
Caffery, Gibson, Murphy, Smith, 
Camden, Gordon, Pasco, Squire, 
Cameron, Gorman, Pettigrew, Turpie, 

Coke, Irby, Power, Washburn, 
Cullom, Jones, of Nev. Pritchard, Wilson of Iowa. 
Davis, McPherson, Pugh, 


So the Senate refused to proceed to the consideration of execu- 
tive business. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair desires to state that the 
Chair would have sustained the point of order raised by the Sen- 
ator from New York [ Mr. Hii] if it had been made before the first 
name was called upon the roll; but for the reason that the roll 
call had commenced the Chair could not entertain the point of 
order. The question is on the motion of the Senator from Ten- 
nessee [Mr. HARRIS] that the Senate take a recess until 8 o’clock. 

Mr. KYLE. I move that when the Senate adjourn to-day it ad- 
journ to meet to-morrow at 10 o’clock. 

Mr.HARRIS. The motion I made takes precedence of any such 


; motion. 


Mr. KYLE. I think it does not. 
Mr. HILL. LI rise to a point of order. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair will hear the point of 
order raised by the Senator from New York. 
Mr. HILL. The point of order I raise is that a motion to take 
a recess takes precedence of a motion to adjourn to a time certain. 
Mr. JONES of Arkansas. That is correct. 
Mr. MANDERSON. That is not the case. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The rule will be read. 
Mr. KYLE. I make the point that a motion to adjourn to a 
~ certain takes precedence. 
he VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair will have the rule read, 
and that will determine the question. 
The Secretary read as follows: 
RULE XXII. 
PRECEDENCE OF MOTIONS. 
When a question is pending nq motion shall be received but— 


To 1 ree 

To ourn to a day certain, or that when the Senate adjourn, it shall be to 
a day certain, 

To take a recess, 

To yroome to the consideration of executive business, 

To lay on the table, 

To postpone indefinitely. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. Under the rule the Chair will first 
entertain the motion of the Senator from South Dakota [Mr. KYLE] 
that when the Senate adjourn it be until 10 o’clock to-morrow. 
[Putting the question.] The noes seem to have it. 

Mr. McLAURIN. I call for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were not ordered. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The noes have it, and the motion of 
the Senator from South Dakota is not agreed to. 

Mr. ALLEN addressed the Chair. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question recurs upon the motion 
of the Senator from Tennessee [Mr. HARRIs] that the Senate take 
a recess until 8 o’clock this evening. 

Mr. HOAR. On that I ask for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered; and the Secretary proceeded 
to call the roll. 

Mr. ALLEN. Mr. President-—— 

Mr. LODGE. I make the point of order that the roll call has 


— 
r. — I addressed the Chair before the roll call com- 
menced. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Nebraska states 
that he addressed the Chair before the first name was called. The 
Chair will hear the Senator from Nebraska. ; 

Mr. ALLEN. I addressed the Chair before the’ question was 
put by the Chair for the purpose of moving to amend the motion 
of the Senator from Tennessee by substituting 10 o’clock for 8 
o'clock. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair did not hear the Senator 
from Nebraska. The roll call has commenced and it must pro- 


ceed, 

Mr. ALLEN. [appeal from the ruling of the Chair. 

Mr. HOAR. An appeal can not be made pending a roll call. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The roll call will proceed, 

The Secretary resumed the calling of the roll. 

Mr. BERRY (when his name was called). I am paired with 
the Senator from Colorado [Mr. Se oalled, 

Mr. COKE (when his name was called). I am paired with the 
Senator from Oregon [Mr. DoLPx]. 

Mr. GORDON (when his name was called). Iam paired with 
the junior Senator from Iowa [Mr. WILson]. 

Mr. HARRIS (when his name was called). I transfer my pair 
with the Senator from Vermont [Mr. MorriLu] to the junior 
Senator from New York [Mr. MurpHy]. I vote “ yea.” 

The roll call was concldued. 








ro - 








1895. 





Mr. GALLINGER. I announce my pair with the junior Sena- 
tor from Texas [Mr. Mi.1s], which I transfer to the senior Sena- 
tor from Ohio [Mr. SHERMAN]. I vote ‘‘ yea.” 

The result was announced—yeas 43, nays 12; as follows: 


YEAS—43. 
te, Faulkner, Jones of Ark. Proctor, 
Biackburn, rye. Lindsay, uay, 
Blanchard, Gallinger, lode, som, 
Brice, Gray, MeMillan, Roach, 
Burrows, Hale, Manderson, Stewart, 
Butler, Har Mantle, est, 
Carey, Hawley, Martin, Vilas, 
Chandler, Hi b Morgan, Voorhees, 
Clark, Hill, Palmer, ite, 
Cockrell, Hoar, Perkins, Wolcott. 
Dixon, Hunton, Platt, 
NAYS—12. 
Allen, Davis, Kyle, Peffer, 
i Dubois, McLaurin, Walsh, 
Daniel, Hansbrough, Mitchell of Oreg. Wilson of Wash. 
NOT VOTING—33. 
Aldrich, George, Morrill, Smith, 

m, Gibson, Murphy, Squire, 
Berry, Gordon, Pasco, Teller, 
Caffery, Gorman, Pettigrew, [Ee 
Camden, Irby, Power, Washburn, 
Cameron Jones of Nev. Pritchard, Wilson of lowa. 
Coke, McPherson, Pugh, 

Cullom, Mills, Sherman, 
Dolph, Mitchell of Wis. Shoup, 


So the motion was agreed to; and (at 6 o’clock p. m.) the Sen- 
ate took a recess until 8 o’clock p. m. 


—_————_ 


EVENING SESSION. 
The Senate reassembled at 8 o’clock p. m. 


MUNICIPAL IMPROVEMENTS IN THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. 

Mr. HARRIS. Mr. President, the Committee on the District of 
Columbia, of which I chance to be chairman, with absolute una- 
nimity some time since reported a bill, the passage of which is rec- 
ommended by the unanimous report of the District Commission- 
ers, and, I am informed, with great unanimity by the Board of 
Trade and the taxpayers and citizens of the District generally. 
The bill was reported to the Senate by the Senator from Vermont 
[Mr. Proctor], who is chairman of the subcommittee having it 
in charge. It is Senate bill 2066, and I move that the Senate pro- 
ceed to its consideration. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The title of the bill will be stated. 
_ TheSecretary. A bill (S. 2066) to provide for continuing the 

system of trunk sewers in the District of Columbia; to provide for 
sewerage disposal, to lay out highways, and for other purposes. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on the motion of the 
Senator from Tennessee to proceed to the consideration of the bill. 

Mr. McLAURIN. I suggest the want of a quorum, Mr. Presi- 


dent. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Secretary will call the roll. 

The Secretary called the roll; and the following Senators an- 
swered to their names: 
Faulkner, 


Allen, McLaurin, uay, 
Bate, Gorman, n erman, 
Berry, Harris, Mitchell of Wis. Wolcott. 
Chandler, Hill, Palmer, 

Cockrell, Jones of Ark. ‘asco, 

Dubois, Kyle, Peffer, 


Mr. MARTIN. The Senator from Mississippi [Mr. ome 
requested me to state to the Senate that he is feeling very unwel 
this evening, and asks for leave of absence. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Twenty-one Senators have answered 
to their names. No quorum is present. 

Mr. HARRIS. I move that the Sergeant-at-Arms be directed 
to request the attendance of absent Senators. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Sergeant-at-Arms will execute 
the order of the Senate. 

After some delay, Mr. Hunton, Mr. Roacu, Mr. Proctor, Mr. 
PeRKins, Mr. TURPIE, Mr. PETTIGREW, Mr. HAWLEY, Mr. TEL- 
LER, Mr. WHITE, Mr. BuTLer, Mr. Vest, Mr. Puatr, Mr. ALLI- 
son, Mr. ALDRICH, Mr. MCMILLAN, Mr. Squire, and Mr. BrIcE 
entered the Chamber and responded to their names. 

_ Mr. HARRIS (at 9 0’clock and 2 minutes p.m.). Mr. President, 
if I can have the consent of the Senate to say a few words, I should 
be glad to do so in explanation of the = that I shall next take. 
he PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Martin in the chair). Is 
there objection to the request of the Senator from Tennessee? The 


Chair hears none, and the Senator will proceed. 

Mr. HARRIS. Mr. President, I al for this night’s session 
to consider a bill upon the passage of which largely depend the 
sanitary condition and the health of the people of this city and 
carting a bill than which no measure is more important to this 

ity. 
ment for 


In view of the fact that we are the legislative depart- 
300,000 people who have no voice in the Government, 
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and who rely en the Congress of the United States and upon the 
Congress only for such legislation as may be necessary for their 
well-being the protection of their health, their lives, and their 
property, I regret more than I can find words to express that 
there is so little interest felt as that an occasion suchas this should 
meet with the experience we are having to-night. 

I feel, however, Mr. President, that I have tried to do my duty 
in the premises; and at this late day of the session, important as 
the measure that I asked the Senate to come here to consider to- 
night is, in view of the fact that a majority of the great appro- 
priation bills have not yet been considered in this body, and that 
we have barely a week within which to consider them and such 
other matters as will be forced upon our consideration, as we 
have patiently waited here for one hour and five minutes and still 
we are ten short of a quorum, I shall not take the responsibility 
of asking those Senators who have kindly come here from a sense 
of duty to remain longer in the fruitless and hopeless task of get- 
ting a quorum here to perform their duties and transact the pub- 
lic business of the country. 

IT move that the Senate do now adjourn. 

Mr. Kye and Mr. PALMER addressed the Chair. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. TheSenator from South Dakota. 

Mr. PALMER. Iask the Senator from Tennessee to withdraw 
the motion. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair has recognized the 
Senator from South Dakota. 

Mr. KYLE. Before the Senator from Tennessee takes his seat 
and the Senate adjourns I should like to say just one word. 

Mr. HARRIS. I aes the Senator will have permission to do so. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Debate is not in order except b 
unanimous consent. Is there objection to the Senator from Sout 


Dakota proceeding? 

Mr. CHANDLER. I shall not object to the statement which 
the Senator from South Dakota is about to make, but I shall ob- 
ject to debate after that unless there is a quorum of the Senate 

resent. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair hears no objection, 
and the Senator from South Dakota will proceed. 

Mr. KYLE. Mr. President, Ido not wish to place myself in the 
attitude of seeming to block the progress of the sewer-bond bill. 
I realize the importance of the measure fully as much as does the 
Senator from Tennessee. I believe we ought to have good sewers 
in every part of the city of Washington. I realize that there are 
now many diseases prevalent in various parts of the city in con- 
sequence of the fact that we do not have here a proper sewerage 
system. I believe also that we should extend the streets at the 
same time, as the expense of the work will be less if the two pro- 
jects are carried on at one time than if done separately. 

The only difference between those of us who so believe and the 
element represented by the Senator from Tennessee is with refer- 
ence to paying the bills. The Senator wishes by the provisions 

| of his bill to issue bonds. We do not wish to issue bonds. We 

| are willing to pay for the work out of the Treasury, we are will- 

| ing to issue silver certificates, we are willing to do almost any- 
thing if we can bring about an agreement, and as all measures 
that are = through Congress are the result of compromise in 

| the end, I believe that the opposition should come halfway to us. 
We are willing to meet them halfway. 

Mr. TELLER. Mr. President, I rise to a question of order. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Colorado will 
state his question of order. 

Mr. TELLER. There is nobody here to give unanimous con- 
sent. It requires the Senate to give unanimous consent. 

Mr. PALMER. Mr. President 

Mr. TELLER. I ask the Senator from [linois to wait a mo- 
ment. I notice that the Reporter is making a report of this pro- 
ceeding. He might as well make a report of a town meeting, as 
nothing can go into the RECORD except the mere fact that we did 
not have a quorum and the proceeding taken to get a quorum. I 
object now to any further talk. We are dropping into a method 
of doing business that will rise to plague us hereafter. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I object—— 

Mr. TELLER. Nothing can be done without a quorum. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I object to the Senator from Colorado pro- 
ceeding any further. 

Mr. PALMER. [ask the Senate to give me twenty minutes 
for the consideration of private pension bills. 

Mr. HARRIS. There is no quorum here and nothing can be 


done. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. TheChair can not entertain the 
request of the Senator from Illinois. 

Mr. HARRIS. Let the question be put on my motion. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the motion 
of the Senator from Tennessee that the Senate do now adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; and (at 9 o’clock and 10 minutes p. m.) 
the Senate adjourned until to-morrow, Friday, February 22, 1895, 
at 11 o’clock a. m. 
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HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
THURSDAY, February 21, 1895. 


The House met at 12 o’clock m. Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. 
E. B. Baasy. 

The Journal of the proceedings of yesterday was read and ap- 
proved. 

RECEIPTS AND EXPENDITURES, WAR DEPARTMENT. 

The SPEAKER laid before the House a letter from the Secre- 
tary of War, transmitting a detailed statement of the receipts and 
expenditures of the War Department for the fiscal year ended 
June 30, 1894; which was referred to the Committee on Expendi- 
tures in the War Department. , 

JANITOR FOR CUSTOM-HOUSE, UNALASKA, 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the 
Acting Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting a draft of a bill, 
with a favorable recommendation, to reimburse the late deputy 
eollector of customs at Unalaska, Alaska, for money expended 
in the employment of a janitor; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Claims, 

CLATSKAINE AND LEWIS RIVERS. 

The SPEAKER laid before the House letters from the Secretary 
of War, transmitting, with letters of Chief of Engineers, reports of 

reliminary examinations of Clatskaine River, Oregon,and Lewis 

iver, Washington; which were referred to the Committee on 
Rivers and Harbors. 
BRIDGE AT SIOUX CITY, IOWA. 

The SPEAKER laid before the House a bill Mo R. 8499) to au- 
thorize the construction of a bridge across the Missouri River in 
the county of Dakota, in.the State of Nebraska, and in the city of 
Sioux City, in the county of Woodbury, in the State of Iowa, with 


/an amendment of the Senate thereto. 


® Mr. MEIKLEJOHN. Mr. Speaker, I move that the Houseconcur 
in the Senate amendment. 

The amendment was read, as follows: 

Page 5, strike out all of section 7 and insert: 

“Seo. 7. Thisact shall take effect in one —- after its val, and shall be 
nulland void if the actual construction of the b be not commenced within 
one year and completed within three years from the date it takes effect.” 

The amendixent was concurred in. s 
On motion of Mr. MEIKLEJOHN, a motion toreconsider the vote 
by which the Senate amendment was concurred in was laid on the 
table. 
SENATE BILLS REFERRED. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House Senate bills of the 
following titles; which were severally referred as indicated below : 

A bill (8.1795) to aid in the erectior of a monument to the 
memory of Gen. William Smallwood and the soldiers of the Mary- 
land Line in the war of American independence—to the Commit- 
tee on the Library. 

A bill (8. 2388) for the relief of Fred Kormann—to the Commit- 
tee on Private Land Claims. 

A bill (S. 2503) for the relief of James Curran—to the Commit- 
tee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

A bill (S. 2745) to authorize the Postmaster-General to refund 
to Volley P. Hart, postmaster at Sedalia, Mo., moneys sent him 
by the Post-Oftice Department for the disbursements and losses by 
the failure of the First National Bank of Sedalia—to the Commit- 
tee on Claims. 

A bill (8S. 2783) to postpone the enforcement of the act of August 
19, 1890, entitled ‘‘An act to adopt regulations for preventing col- 
lisions at sea "—to the Committee on Merchant Marine and Fish- 
eries. 

MILITARY INSTRUCTION IN PUBLIC SCHOOLS. 


Mr. BRETZ. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for the 
present consideration of the bill (H. R. 8637) to amend section 1325 
of the Revised Statutes so as to provide for the detail of officers of 
-_ ney and Navy to assist in military instruction in the public 
schools. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Beit enacted, etc., That section 1225 of the Revised Statutes, concerning the 
detail of officers of the Army and Navy to educational institutions, be, and 
the same is hereby, amended so as to permit the President to detail, under 
the provisions of that act, and in addition to the detail of the officers of the 
Army and Navy now authorized to de detailed under the existing provisions 
of said act, such officers and nonco: oned officers of the Army and Navy 
of the United States as in his Judgment can be peared for Sank per pcese with- 
out affecting its efficiency, to act as instructors in mili and tactics 
in the pubic schools of the various cities in the United States where such in- 
struction shall have been authorized by the educational authorities thereof 
and where the services of such instructor shall have been applied ‘for by said 

these details shall be by the Presi- 

ed officers of the troops which are 

stationed in the vicinity of the schools in which instruction is required, and 

Sescslsacommarytie tan provided, That no detail of any such 
as is necessary for purpose: no any su 

officer or noncommissioned officer shall be made or continued where the 
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number of scholars of the town or city to be instructed by him shall not ex- 
ceed 300. The maximum number of officers to be detailed under the pro- 
visions of this act in public schools as herein prescribed shall not exceed 50 
and shall be exclusive of the details of officers of the Army and Navy 
authorized by the section hereby amended, and this amendment shall not 
affect any wh og on thereof. 

Sec. 2. That the Secretary of War is authorized to issue, at his discretion, 
and, under proper regulations to be prescribed by him, out of ordnance and 
ordnance stores belonging to the Government, and which can be spared for 
that purpose, such number of the same as may be required for military in- 
struction and practice by the public schools of any city which shall eines 
military instruction as a part of its public-school system; and the Secretary 
shall require a bond in each case for double the value of the property for the 
care and safe-keeping thereof and for the return of the same when required. 


The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the consideration of this 
bill? 

Mr. McMILLIN. Mr. Speaker, reserving the right to object, I 
would like to hear the report read. 

The report (by Mr. OUTHWAITE) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Military Affairs, to whom was referred the bill (H. R- 
8273) to amend section 1225 of the Revised Statutes, so as to provide for the 
detail of officers of the Army and Navy to assist in military instruction in 
the public schools, having had the same under consideration, report a substi- 
tute therefor, with a recommendation that House bill 8273 lie on the table and 
that the substitute do pass. 

This bill simply extends the privilege of securing military instruction from 
army and navy officers to the public schools, but with such limitations as not 
to impair the efficiency of the Army and Navy. Under existing laws, 75 offi- 
cers from the Army and 25 from the Navy may be detailed to colleges having 
certain capacity and membership, and these limitations are such that public 
schools are not included. 

This bill increases the number of officers that may be detailed to 150, and 
provides that the increase of 50 be allotted to public schools. Your committee 
pelieve that to extend the instructions to those attending public schools would 

secure to the youths throughout the country such knowledge of military 
affairs as will make them efficient as volunteers in cases of emergency, and if 
that can be accomplished without any inconvenience to the United States 
Government it may prove to be a valuable undertaking. 

The ofticers detailed to public schools under the provisions of this bill shall 
not be required to remain at such schools continually, but it is specially pro- 
vided “that the instruction shall be so arranged as to only require them to 
devote such time as is necessary for that purpose.”” There must be at least 
300 scholars in the town or city where the officer is detailed to receive such 
instruction. 

The Secretary of War, in his last annual report (1894), in discussing this 
subject, says: 

“| renew the recommendation made last year, that the opportunities for 
military instruction of officers of the ys now open to colleges be extended 
to the high schools of our large cities and to normal schools.” 

The Major-General Commanding the Army uses the following language in 
reference to the same subject: 

“No better employment can be given to the officers of the Regular Army 
in time of peace than in this wide dissemination of elementary military edu- 
cation.” 

Your committee recommend the passage of the substitute. 


The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present considera- 
tion of this bill? 
Mr. BLACK. I object. 


FORFEITURE OF RAILROAD LAND GRANTS, 


Mr. ELLIS of Oregon. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent 
for the present consideration of the bill (H.R. 8097) which was 
up the other day and was objected to by the gentleman from Ken- 
tucky [Mr. Stonr]. The gentleman has since examined the mat- 
ter and withdraws his objection. The bill was read the other day 
and I hope it will now be put upon its passage. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the title of the bill. 

The Clerk read as follows: ‘ 


A bill to amend an act entitled “An act to amend an act entitled ‘An act to 
forfeit certain lands heretofore ted for the purpose of aiding in the con- 
struction of railroads, and for other purposes,’ approved September 29, 1890, 
and the several acts amendatory thereof.” 


The SPEAKER. This bill was submitted and read the other 
day in the House, but the gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. STONE] 
objected to its consideration. 

Mr. STONE of Kentucky. 
Speaker. 

The SPEAKER. Is there further objection? 

Mr. COOPER of Florida and Mr. JONES asked for the reading 


of the report. 4 
Mr. McMILLIN. Mr. Speaker, let the bill be again read. 
The bill was again read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That ‘‘ An act to amend an act entitled ‘ An act to forfeit 
certain lands heretofore granted for the purpose of aiding in the construc- 
tion of railroads, and for other purposes,’ approved September 29, 1890, and 
the several acts amendatory thereof,” sere December 12, 1893, be, and 
the same is hereby, amended so as to read as follows: 

“That section 3 of an act entitled ‘An act to forfeit certain lands heretofore 
granted for the purpose ef aiding in the construction of railroads, and for 
other pores,’ approved September 29, 1890, and the several acts amenda- 
pee! thereof, be, and the same is, amended so as to extend the time within 
which persons entitled to purchase lands forfeited by said act shall be per- 
mitted to purchase the same, in the quantities and upon the terms provided 
in said section, at any time prior to January 1, 1897: Provided, That actual 
residence upon the lands by persons Ss oe right to purchase the same 
shall not be uired where such lands have n fenced, cultivated, or other- 
wise improved by such claimants, and such pecone shall be permitted to pur- 
chase two or more tracts of such lands by legal subdivisions, whether con- 
tiguous or not, but exceeding 320 acres in the aggregate: And provided fur- 
ther, That n herein tained shall be so construed as to interfere with 
any adverse claim that may have attached to the lands or any part thereof.” 


I withdraw the objection, Mr. 
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An amendment recommended by the Committee on the Public 
Lands was read, as follows: 


Page 2, line 25, strike out the word “exceeding,” before “320 acres,” and 
insert ‘‘not to exceed.” 


Mr. JONES. Mr. Speaker, I would like to hear the report on 
that bill. 

TheSPEAKER. Without objection, the report can be read. 

The report (by Mr. Eiuts of Oregon) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on the Public Lands have had under consideration House bill 
8097. and find under the construction placed upon section 3of the act approved 
September 29, 1890, as promulgated by the Commissioner of the General Land 
Office in his letter of Sooemtar 24, 1890, purchase was allowed to be made by 
parties claiming under the third section as settlers without requiring them 
to show actual residence, they having met all the requirements of the bill as 
to fencing, cultivation, ete., and also that they were allowed to purchase 
in an amount not exceeding the maximum allowed under said act, even 
though the amount so purchased was not contiguous. Under said construc- 
tion by the Department they purchased their lands and acquired patents for 
the same. 

Under a decision of the Secretary of the Interior, made November 3, 1893, 
it was held that actual residence must be shown, and under said ruling many 
entries are now held for cancellation, although the entrymen stand on pre- 
cisely the same footing occupied by those who have long since received pat- 
ents from the Government for their lands. This bill does not enlarge any 
rights, but only seeks to give those who from any cause may have been 
unable to complete purchase under the original act and amendments thereto 
the same rights and privileges that were accorded to their more fortunate 
brethren. 

Your committee think the relief asked is meritorious and just, and there- 
fore report the bill back with the recommendation that it do pass with the 
following amendment: 

After the word “ but,” in the twenty-fifth line, strike out the word “ ex- 
ceeding” and insert ‘‘ not to exceed.” 

The committee appends the letters of the Commissioner of the General 
Land Office and the Secretary of the Interior and makes them a part of this 
report, and recommends the passage of the bill. 


DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR, 
Washington, December 15, 189h. 


Srr: Itransmit herewith a report of the Commissioner of the General Land 


Office on House bill No. 8097, entitled “A bill to amend an act entitled ‘Anact | 


to amend an act entitled ‘““An act to forfeit certain lands heretofore granted 
for the purpose of aiding in the construction of railroads, and for other 
purposes,” approved September 29,1890, and the several acts amendatory 
thereof,’ * recommending the passage of the bill. 

I do not concur in this view. 

The third section of the act of September 29, 1890, provides for the right of 
purchase of lands within the forfeited limits by twoclasses of persons. First, 
where persons being citizens of the United States, or who have declared their 
intention to become such, are in possession of any of the forfeited lands under 
deed, written contract with, or license from the State or corporation to which 
such grant was made, or its assignees, executed prior to January 1, 1888; and, 
second, where persons may have settled said lands with a bona fide intent to 
secure title thereto = a purchase from the State or corporation when earned 
by compliance with the condition of the requirements of the granting act. 

As to the first class, the De ment has held that mere occupancy and im- 
provement of the land is sufficient to entitle such person to purchase, for the 
reason that their right depends upon a deed, written contract with, or license 
from the company, under which they ceuld require the company to specific- 
ally perform their contract whenever the lands were earned. 

As to the second class, the right of purchase depends solely upon the settle- 
ment made upon the land, and without any contract or license that could be 
enforced we the company. 

To accord to persons the right to purchase by merely taking possession of 
and improving such lands, without requiring residence thereon, would be to 
grant a privilege that is not conferred upon the homesteader as to any other 
part of the public domain. 

For this reason I do not approve the passage of the bill. 


Very respectfully, 
HOKE SMITH, Secretary. 
Hon. W. R. ELuts, 
House of Representatives. 


DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR, GENERAL LAND OFFICE, 
Washington, D. C., December 14, 1894. 


Srr: There has been submitted to me by the Hon. W. R. Euuts, of the House 
of Representatives, a copy of House bill 8097, entitled “A bill to amend an act 
entit'e 1 ‘An act to amend an actentitled “An act to forfeit certain lands here- 
tofore granted for the purpose of aiding in the construction of railroads, and 
for other purposes,”’ approved September 29, 1890, and the several acts amend- 
atory thereof,’ for an expression of my views thereon. 

: Thave the honor to transmit the said copy herewith, which reads as fol- 
ows, viz: 

‘Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Representatives of the United States 
of America in Congress assembled, That ‘An act te amend an act entitled “An 
act to forfeit certain lands heretofore granted for the purpose of aiding in 
the construction of railroads, and for other purposes,” approved September 
29, 1800, and the several acts amendatory thereof,’ approved December 12, 
1893, be, and the same is hereby, amended so as to read as follows: 

“*That section 3 of an act entitled “An act to forfeit certain lands here- 
tofore granted for the purpose of aiding in the construction of railroads, and 
for other purposes,’ approved September 29, 1890, and the several acts 
amendatory thereof, be. and the same is, amended so as to extend the time 
within which persons entitled to purchase lands forfeited by said act shall be 
= to purchase the same, in the quanities and upon the terms provided 

n 


said section, at any time prior to January 1, 1897: Provided, That actual | 


residence upon the lands by persons claiming the right to purchase the same 
shall not be required where such lands have been fenced, cultivated, or other- 
wise improved by such claimants, and such persors shall be permitted to pur- 
chase two or more tracts of such lands by legal subdivisions, whether con- 
tiguous or not, but exceeding 820 acres in the aggregate: And provided fur- 
ther, That nothing herein contained shall be so construed as to interfere with 
any adverse claim that may have attached tothe lands orany part thereof.” 
on nen therewith I have the honor to make the following state- 
mt, viz: 
The first section of the act of eo aye 29, 1890 (26 Stat., 496), declared a 
— forfeiture of granted lands opposite the unconstructed portions of 
d-grant railroads. 


The second section provided a relief for actual settlers or occupants on such 
lands according to the general principles of the homestead laws, calling for a 
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prescribed period of residence and cultivation by the claimants on the land 
claimed as a prerequisite to perfecting title 

The third section contains special provisions for the relief of a class of per- 
sons who had taken action with a view toacquire the title of the railroad com- 
panies to portions of the land in question, who had incurred more or less of 
expense in the pursuit of that object before the forfeiture was declared, and 
who a a to be regarded by Congress as proper subjects for special re- 
lief. 1at section read as follows, viz: 

“That in all cases where persons being citizens of the United States, or who 
have declared their intentions to become such in accordance with the natu- 





ralization laws of the United States, are in possession of any of the innds af- 
fected by any such grant and hereby resumed by and restored to the United 
States, under deed, written comtract with, or license from, the State or cor- 


ooration to which such grant was made, or its assignees, executed prior to 
January 1, 1888, or where persons may have settled said lands with bona fide 
intent to secure title thereto by purchase from the State or corporation when 
earned by compliance with the conditions or requirements of the granting 
acts of Congress, they shall be entitled to purchase the same from the United 
States, in quantities not exceeding 20 acres to any one such person, at the 
rate of $1.25 per acre, at any time withim two years from the passage of this 
act, and on making said payment to receive patents therefor, and where any 

such person in actual possession of any such lands, and having improved the 
same prior to the Ist day of January, 18%), under deed, written contract, or 
license as aforesaid, or his assignor, has made partial or full payments to said 
rai company prior to said date, on account of the purchase price of said 
lands from it, on proof of the amount of such payments he shall be entitled to 
have thesame, to the extent and amoant of $1.25 per acre, if so much has been 
paid, and not more, credited to him on account of and as part of the purchase 
price herein provided to be paid the United States for said lands, or such per- 
sons may elect toabandon their purchases and make claim on said lands under 
the homestead law and as provided in the preceding section of this act: Pro- 
vided, That in all cases where parties, persons. or corporations, with the per- 
mission of such State or corporation, or its assignees, are in the possession of 
and have made improvements upon any of the lands hereby resumed and re- 
stored,and are not entitled to the same under the provisions of this act, such 
parties, persons, or corporations shall have six months in which to remove 
any growing crop, and within which time they shall also be entitled to remove 
all buildings and other movable improvements from said lands: Provided 
further, That the provisions of this section shall not apply to any lands sit- 
uate in the State of Iowa, on which any person in good faith has made or 
asserted the right to make a preemption or homestead settlement: And pro- 
vided further, That nothing m this act contained shall be construed as limit 

ing the rights granted to purchasers or settlers by ‘An act to provide for the 
adjustment of land grants made by Congress to aid in the construction of 
railroads and for the forfeiture of unearned lands, and for other purposes,’ 
approved March 3, 1887, or as repealing, altering, or amending said act, nor 
as In any manner affecting any cause of action existing in favor of any pur- 
chaser against his grantor for breach of any covenants of title.” 

The duty of administering this statute first arose in this office under a 
former Administration. The Secretary of the Interior in his letter of De- 
cember 24, 1890, to the then Commissioner of the General Land Office (11 L. 
D., 625), in reference to the proper instructions to be issued to the district 
land officers, under the third section of the said act, suggested ‘* that the in- 
structions should be in the words of the act itself,” which it will be seen do 
not expressly require actual residence on the tracts claimed thereunder. 

The cireular of instructions was issued accordingly under date of January 
3, 1891 (12 L. D., 3), and it appears that in subsequent proceedings purchase 
was allowed to he made by parties claiming under the third section as set- 
tlers, without requiring them to show actual residence on the tracts so 
claimed by them. 

It appears to have been held that when persons who were citizens of the 
United States, or who had declared their intention to become such citizens, 
had settled said lands with bona fide intent to secure title thereto by pur- 
chase from the State or corporation when carried by compliance with the 
conditions or uirements of the ting acts of Congress, and the lands 
were fenced, cultivated, or otherwise improved by such claimants, in such 
manner and to such extent as to show govd faith, that they should be per- 
mitted to purchase under the said third section, without being required to 
show, as a part of the proof of their settlement, that they were actual resi- 
dents on the tracts claimed by them. In other words, it appears to have been 
held that parties might be settlers within the meaning of the statute without 
being actual residents on the tractsclaimed. Numerous entries were allowed 
to be made under this view of the meaning of the statute, and many of them 
were patented. 

In the case of James C. Daly, decided by the Secretary of the Interior, No- 
vember 3, 1893 (17 L. D., 498), 1t was held as per syllabus that— 

“ The right to purchase from the Government forfeited railroad lands, ac 
corded by section 3, act of September 29, 1890, to those ‘who may have set- 
tled said land with bona fide intent to secure title thereto by purchase from 
the State or corporation,’ can not be exercised by one who has not estab 
lished his residence on such lands.” 

That decision, without questioning that one of the classes of persons pro- 
vided for in such third section, viz, t in possession of any of the lands af- 
fected by such grant under deed, written contract with, or license from the 
State or corporation to which such grant was made, or its assignees, executed 
prior to January 1, 1888, were entitled to purchase from the Government 320 
acres of the land so held in possession whether actual residents thereon or 
not, decided that the other class, viz, those who “may have settled” said 
land with bona fide intent to secure title thereto by purchase from the State 
or corporation when earned by eompliance with the conditions or require- 
ments of the granting acts of Congress were not entitled to make such pur- 
chase unless they were actual residents on the lands claimed. 

ere the decision referred to asa precedent on the point involved, 
this office has refused to permit claimants of the class referred to to perfect 
their claims. All entries on claims of settlement under said third sec- 
tion in which actual residence is not shown, which had not been patented 
prior to the promulgation of said decision of the Secretary of the Interior, 
were suspended, and are liable to cancellation, if not yet canceled. 

The bill (H. R. 8087) above quoted would not operate to change existing law, 
except so far as to permit claimants to perfect their titles in the character of 
settlers under the third section of the act of September 29, 1890, without being 
required to show actual residence upon the tract claimed, where such lands 
have been fenced, cultivated, or otherwise improved by them. The passage 
of this bill would enable this Office to relieve from suspension the entries 
found to be invalid under the decision in the Daly case, above mentioned 

As one incident to the enforcement of that decision it is required that en- 
tries of this class must form a compact body, as where residence is required 
that condition can not be recognized as fulfilled with regard to both by resi- 
dence on one of two disconnected tracts, nor can residence on one be ac- 
cepted as entitling the party to make entry of the other. Jt follows that in 
on one legal subdivision of land has made an 
entry within the maximum, but including another legal subdivision, not con- 
tigers, the entry as regards the latter must be canceled. The passage of 

d bill would relieve a number of cases of this kind now suspended in view 
of the Daly decision. 
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By reason of the facts above stated I am of the opinion that this bill should 
become a law, and I would so recommend. : 
Attention is called to a clerical error in the twenty-fifth line, by which, as 
the fourth word, “ but” is used where “ not” is evidently intended. 
Very respectfully, 
S. W. LAMOREUX, Commissioner. 
The SECRETARY OF THE INTERIOR. 


Mr. TRACEY. I would like to ask whether the Interior De- 
partment has recommended this action? 

Mr. ELLIS of Oregon. The Commissioner of the General Land 
Office recommends it strongly as being in the interest of the Gov- 
ernment. 

Mr. TRACEY. Is there any communication from the Commis- 
sioner of the General Land Office on that point? 

Mr. ELLIS of Oregon. Yes; quite a lengthy one. 

Mr. McMILLIN. Is that appended to the report? 

Mr. ELLIS of Oregon. Yes, sir; but it ao sneer It re- 
counts all of the legislation that has been on this subject. 

Mr. McMILLIN. Let it be read. 

The SPEAKER. The document is quite voluminous and would 
probably occupy a half hour inreading. If there be no objection, 
it will be read. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. I object to the reading. 

Mr. McCREARY cf Kentucky. I demand the regular order. 

Mr. TRACEY. Ido not want to prevent the bill from being 
— if the gentleman from Kentucky will withdraw his 

emand. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Kentucky demands the 
regular order, which is equivalent to an objection. 


LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 


By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted, for this 
day, to Mr. DAVEY, on account of sickness. 


DIPLOMATIC AND CONSULAR APPROPRIATION BILL. ’ 


The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Kentucky demands the 
regular order, which is the further consideration of the Senate 
amendment, disagreed to by the House, on the consular and diplo- 
matic appropriation bill. 

Mr. McCREARY of Kentucky. Before proceeding with the de- 
bate I would like to make some arrangement, if possible, with gen- 
tlemen on the other side as to the time to be consumed in the dis- 
cussion. 

Mr. HITT. Howmuch time does the gentleman from Kentucky 
suggest? 2 

r. McCREARY of Kentucky. I would suggest an hour on 
each side. 

Mr. HITT. That will be agreeable to me. 

The SPEAKER. Without i that order will be made. 

Mr. VAN VOORHIS of New York. I object. 

The SPEAKER. The pene from Kentucky of course 
can give notice that he will demand the previous question at the 
expiration of two hours’ debate. 

r. McCREARY of Kentucky. ThenI give notice that I will 
demand the previous question in two hours from this time, unless 
we can make some arrangement now. 

Mr. HITT. In the mean time the two hours suggested by the 
gentleman will be divided equally? 

Mr. McCREARY of Kentucky. Certainly. 

Mr. VAN VOORHIS of New York. I suggest that, having heard 
two very able speeches on either side, a hour on each side 
would be sufficient, and for that reason I have made the objection. 

Mr. McCREARY of Kentucky. In order to meet the objection 
of the gentleman from New York,if agreeable to the gentleman 
from Illinois, I will suggest that the time be limited to three- 
quarters of an hour on each side. 

Mr. HITT. I can get along with that time and meet the de- 
mands on me. 

Mr. McCREARY of Kentucky. Verywell. ThenI suggest, Mr. 
Speaker, that the time be limited to an hour and a half, three- 
quarters of an hour on each side. 

Mr. VAN VOORHIS of New York. I object to that. 

Mr. McCREARY of Kentucky. Then I give notice that at the 
end of two hours I will move the previous question. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. Say an hour anda ; 

Mr. VAN VOORHIS of New York. I withdraw the objection 
to an hour and a half. 

The SPEAKER. Is there further objection? 

Mr. WELLS. I object. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman, as the Chair has suggested, 
can demand the previous question whenever the gentleman from 
Illinois and himself shall agree upon the time to be consumed in 
the discussion. 

Mr. HITT. The gentleman from Kentu understands that 
we will get through on this side in rs of an hour. 

Mr. McCREARY of Kentucky. I ask unanimous con- 
sent then, Mr. Speaker, and hope the gentleman from Wisconsin 
will not object, to close the debate and consider the previous ques- 
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tion ordered in one hour and a half, the time to be equally di- 
vided between the gentleman from [linois and myself. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request of the gen- 
tleman from Kentucky? 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

Mr. McCREARY of Kentucky. Under the agreement the time 
is limited to one hour and a half, three-quarters of an hour on 
each side. LI yield twenty minutes to the gentleman from Missis- 
7 [Mr. Hooker]. 

r. HOOKER of Mississippi. Mr. Speaker, before proceeding 
with the discussion of this question, I desire to call the attention 
of the House to the specific terms of the amendment of the Sen- 
ate which was referred to in the debate on yesterday, and I think 
when the House understands the full aye abe of this proposition 
there will be no hesitancy in saying that the conferees on the part 
of the House have acted wisely and properly in refusing concur- 
rence in the amendment. I call your special attention to the lan- 
guage of the amendment itself in order that its breadth and scope 
may be taken in by the House. The amendment is on page 8 
line 25, of the bill, and proposes to insert the following—and will 
remark in poseing that if the point of order had been made in the 
Senate, as I think it should have been, on the proposition it would 
have been excluded from the bill altogether for the reason that 
there is nothing in the amendment which pertains to the question 
of appropriation for the support of the diplomatic and consular 
service of the United States. 

Mr. VAN VOORGHIS of New York. If the gentleman will per- 
mit me, does he not know that the point of order was made and 
overruled bs Vice-President? 

Mr. HOOKER of Mississippi. I was not aware of that; but if 
that be the case, then, in my judgment, the Vice-President made 
an erroneous decision. 

But this is the amendment made by the Senate: 


The President is hereby authorized to contract for the entire work— 


Mark the terms of the amendment— 


to contract for the entire work of laying a telegraphic cable between the 
United States and the Hawaiian Islands, and to direct the prosecution of 
such work whenever such a contract shall be made, and as a part— 
That is, a part of the prosecution of this work, and to carry it 
out— 
and asa part of the cost of such cable the sum of $500,000 is hereby appro- 
priated; said cable— = 
And I call the particular attention of the House to the closing 
lines of this amendment— 


said cable to be owned and operated by the United States Government. 


Mr. Speaker, I venture the assertion that such a proposition has 
never been made before in the history of the Congress of the United 
States. 

As has been well said, and it is conceded by gentlemen on both 
sides, this is but the entering wedge to appropriations in support 
of the building and operation of this cable, which are to amount 
in the end to between three and four million dollars. It is con- 
ceded by everybody that the cost can not be less than this. 

Now, that is the scope of the amendment; that is the breadth of 
the enterprise which is to be begun upon the completion of the 
contract and operated by the Government of the United States. 
Are we prepared to enter upon this enterprise in thisform? Why, 
sir, the honorable gentleman from [Illinois [Mr. Hirt] who made 
the motion to concur in the Senate amendment said in the course 
of his s h yesterday that there had been a conference at Ot- 
tawa, Gomaia. at which the home Government was represented 
by a gentleman from across the water, and the local government 
of Canada was also represented. Why, sir, that conference failed 
entirely to accomplish anything; it declined to sanction the enter- 
prise, and declined upon the ground that it was not to the interest 
of Great Britain to go into the measure at all, both the represent- 
ative of the home Government and the representative of the local 

anadian government concurring in that opinion. 

In the course of the speech of my honorable friend from Illinois 
the gentleman from Maine {Mr. BouTELLE] has interpolated, as 
I find in the REecorp this morning, a report of the nu:aber of 
vessels which stopped at the port of Honolulu during the last 
year. But it will be seen, if members of the House will examine 
this report, that a large number of vessels, both American and 
foreign, entering that port were simply ing vessels ping 
in their transit to or fro at that great inlet to the Pacific Ocean 
and to the Oriental countries which lie beyond it. In the very 
table itself attention is called to this fact in notes which say: 

* Owned almost eeetieely Dy Americans. 

+ The greater part of tonnage represents calling sepeeeies ot trans- 
pacific lines; those of the Canadian fic Company, running between Van- 
couver and Yokohama; the Occidental and Oriental, between San Francisco 
and the same port, and a chartered British steamer in the Oceanic line, from 
San Francisco to Sydney, New South Wales. 

So that a large number of the vessels stopping at the port of 
Honolulu, as contradistinguished from other vessels from our 
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country, is attributable to the fact that they are passing vessels— 
nothing more. 

My friend from Illinois said that he was in favor of this meas- 
ure; and when his attention was called to the fact that in the 
ja acy Congress when the proposition was made it was voted 

own—— 

Mr. HOLMAN. And that was a Republican Congress. 

Mr. HOOKER of Mississippi. His reply was that it was done 
because the American people were hostile to subsidies. I am glad 
to know it. I am glad to find that the ea to subsidies 
does not exist alone on the Democratic side of the House, but 
among other Representatives of the American people. Does the 
honorable gentleman from Illinois hope to educate the American 
House of Representatives up to the granting of subsidies? In 
his admiration of English liberality and English magnificence, 
which he commented on with so much favor, is he willing to 
forego so far the principle which lies at the foundation of our 
Government—that we are a Government of limited powers, and 
that we can only appropriate money for such measures as are in 
accordance with the cardinal and fundamental principles of the 
Constitution? Does the gentleman hope to educate the next 
House up to the idea of granting subsidies? He may do so; but he 
can not educate this House to the idea of voting subsidies for any- 
thing—much less for a Hawaiian cable—when he concedes himself, 
by his own remarks of yesterday, that we have now all the com- 
merce between America and Hawaii. 

The gentleman went on to show what had been accomplished in 
Hawaii. He commended the “republican” form of government 
which has been established there, and as an illustration of the 
wonderful growth of that ‘‘republican” Government he intro- 
duces figures to show that while the land value of the Hawaiian 
Isiands amounts to $36,000,000, this great ‘‘ Republic” composed of 
about 250 people had absolutely absorbed $26,000,000 wvorth of that 
land already. That is a fact, as he reiterates now by nodding as- 
sent to my statement. 

Why, sir, what is the meaning of the proposition now to con- 
struct a cable from San Francisco to Honolulu at an expense to 
the American Government of three or four million dollars? We 
had a company chartered by the Government of the United States 
with authority to build such a cable, and that company did not 
carry out the enterprise because it was not profitable. But the 
gentleman says now that this line will be continued finally to 
Japan, connecting with various islands in the Pacific. And, Mr. 
Speaker, when we have exhausted the $500,000 for the purpose of 
starting this cable, is it proposed to add another and another and 
another subsidy until the line as mapped out by the gentleman 
shall be completed? Because if his argument is worth anything, 
and it is the interest of the United States Government to give a 
subsidy to construct a cable from San Francisco to Honolulu, it 
is far more to the interestof the Governmcnt to give an additional 
subsidy to complete it to Japan. It is conceded, then, that we 
already have all the commerce that we can get from the Hawaiian 
Islands; that we are in control of it; that we export almost all 
that they receive, and that we get almost all that they export. 

Mr. COX. I should like to suggest one question to the gentle- 
man. Under the amendment inserted by the Senate the proposi- 
tion is that the United States shall own this line and operate it. 

Mr. HOOKER of Mississippi. Undoubtedly. 

Mr. COX. Now, suppose a conflict should arise between those 
islands and the United States as to how the line shall be operated, 
is the United States Government to assume authority to control 
= operation of that line, in opposition to the wishes of those 
islands? 

Mr. HOOKER of Mississippi. Unquestionably. 

Mr. COX. Then does not my friend see at once that we might 
be involved in a serious conflict? 

Undoubtedly. 


Mr. HOOKER of Mississippi. We madea treaty 


with those people in 1875; and that portion of the message of the 
President of the United States which my honorable friend from Ili- 


nois adverted to yesterday was addressed to the House of Repre- 
sentatives in reference to that treaty, which gave such enormous 
advantages to the United States under the reciprocity for which it 
provided and under which we now absolutely control every par- 
ticle of the enormous production of that country, consisting 
mainly of sugar, of which those fertile islands are said to produce 
from two to seven tonsto the acre. Under the treaty those islands 
are allowed to send their products here free of duty; andin return 
we export to those islands free of duty all that they need in the 
way of provisions, machinery, etc. 

That treaty was urged with great force by a distinguished gentle- 
man from New York who was then a member of this House. It 
was advocated in most eloquent terms by my distinguished col- 
league [Mr. Money] then and now on the floor of the House. 

hen that treaty was about to expire, and we were likely to lose 
the reciprocal benefits which had been brought to this country by 
its passage by Hawaii and the United States, the President of the 
United States, in urging upon Congress the necessity of reenact- 
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ing that treaty, did allude to the fact that it would be very much 
to the interest of the whole country to have a cable route from 
San Francisco to Honolulu; but he never proposed that that should 
be at theexpense of the Government «f the United States and oper- 
ated by the Government of the United States. No proposition 
has been made in any of the great political debates, embracing the 
three parties of this country, so broad as this proposition to pledge 
the Government of the United States to construct and to operate 
a cable line between San Francisco and Honolulu. 

_No party has ever yet committed itself to the support of a propo- 
sition which looked forward to pledging the Government to the 
expenditure of three or four million dollars for the construction 
of this cable. 

Mr. HOLMAN. This is the beginning of a new policy. 

Mr. HOOKER of Mississippi. Yes, sir; this is the beginning of 
anew policy. Nearly twenty years ago an act was passed “ to en- 
courage and promote telegraphic communication between America 
and Asia,” but not by engaging the Government of the United 
States in the work of laying down a cable. That act contem- 

lated the construction of a line of telegraphic communication 

y a private corporation, with certain important stipulations and 
reservations in favor of the United States, and was in the words 
following: 

An act to encourage and promote telegraphic communication between 
America and Asia. 

Be it enacted, etc., That Celso Czesar Moreno, Alvinza Hayward, John F 
Miller, Leland Stanford, Mark 4 ~~ C. Flood, William Irwin, James 
MeM. Shafter, O. H. La Grange, Isaac Friedlander, William Alvord, Eugene 
L. Sullivan, John P. Jackson, Andrew J. Bryant, John B. Felton, Louis Sloss, 
Philip A. Roach, Nathaniel W. ae William Norris, Frank M. Pixley, 
and J. Craig, of the State of California; Henry Failing and Julius Friedman, 
of the State of Oregon, Henry O’Rielly, and William Barnet Phillips, of the 
State of New York; Dudley 8S. Gregory. of the State of New Jersey, shall 
have the right to construct, lay, land, and maintain a line or lines of tele- 
graph or submarine cable or cables on the Pacific coast of the United States 
of America, to connect the American and Asiatic coasts by telegraph lines, 
wires or submarine cables: Provided, That said company shall begin to lay 
said cable or cables within three years from the passage of this act. 

_ Sec. 2. That any telegraph line or cable laid by said company shall be sub- 
ject to the following conditions, stipulations, and reservations, to wit: The 
Government of the United States shall be entitled to exercise and enjoy the 
same or similar privileges with regard to the control and use of such line or 
lines or cable or cables that may, by law. agreement, or otherwise, be exer- 
cised and enjoyed by any foreign Government whatever; secondly, citizens 
of the United States shall enjoy the same privileges as to the payment of 
rates for the transmission of messages as are enjoyed by the citizens of the 
most favored nations; thirdly, the transmission of dispatches shall be made in 
the following order: First, dispatches of state, under such regulations as may 
be sarees upon by the Governments interested; secondly, nen tele- 
grap ic service; and, thirdly, private despatches; fourthly, the lines of any 
such cables shall be kept open to the public for the daily transmission of mar- 
ket and commercial reports and intelligence, and all messages, dispatches, 
and communications shall be forwarded in the order in which they are re- 
ceived, except as hereinafter provided; fifthly, before extending and estab- 
oe any such line or lines or cable or cables in or over any waters, reefs, 
islands, shores, and lands within the jurisdiction of the United States a writ- 
ten acceptance of the terms and conditions imposed by this act shall be filed 
in the office of the Secretary of State by the said company. 

_ Suc. 3. But nothing in this act shall be construed to limit the United States 
ae to other persons or companies similar privileges herein con- 

ained. 

Sec. 4. That the right to alter, amend, or repeal this act, at any time, is 
hereby reserved to Con ' 

Approved August 15, 1876. 

Mr. Speaker, I understand that there is now a bill pending be- 
fore the Congress of the United States which proposes not only to 
charter a company to construct a cable to Honolulu, but to ex- 
tend it to the islands of the Pacific beyond, and finally to the 
Oriental countries, and terminate in Japan. Let private enter- 
prise construct this if it is desired. I am not willing to see the 
Government of the United States start out in imitation of the 
Englishmen whom my friend from Illinois [Mr. Hirt} so much 
delights to eulogize in this House. I am not willing to see the 
Government of the United States constructing forts upon every 
island in the ocean; Iam not willing to see the Government of 
the United States building outlying fortifications around all the 
countries with which it has commercial relations. Let Europe 
shape its own policy, but let us be governed by the policy fash- 
ioned by our fathers in the pure days of the Republic, and let us 
look simply to our commercial welfare, as we have well done. If 
this cable were constructed to-morrow, whether by Government 
aid or by private enterprise, it would not add one iota to the 
commercial tacilities which we have obtained by our treaty stip- 
ulations in Hawaii, nor would it do anything to develop that 
country or increase its commercial relations with ourselves. — 

I say, therefore, that this is a new departure for the American 
people, whether they belong to one party or to another; that this 
is a proposition to construct at Government expense and operate 
by Government money this cable, which it is conceded would not 
pay if it was constructed by private subscription. You may say 
this cable would be of value in the event of war. But here area 
few islands lying in the Pacific, important to us because we have 
there the coaling station which we have been careful to reserve to 
ourselves in the harbor of Pearl River, and which we have secured 
exclusively for the use of the United States by the treaty of 1875 
and by the renewed treaty of 1884. What more do we want? 
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What closer relations do we desire to maintain? Does the honor- 
able gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Hirt] want to maintain rela- 
tions with all of the barbarous tribes on the islands of the Pacific, 
and would he, in order to accomplish it, put the Government of 
the United States to the expense of constructing a cable? Why, 
sir, such a proposition would startle the commercial world, the 
idea that the Government should undertake to build up its com- 
merce by the expenditure of four or five millions of dollars to con- 
struct acable between the United States and the barbarous islands 
of the Pacific. 

Mr. HOLMAN. What would we gain? 

The SPEAKER. The time of the gentleman from Mississippi 
has expired. 

Mr. McCREARY of Kentucky. I will yield {to the gentleman 
five minutes more time. 

Mr. HOOKER of Mississippi. Mr. Speaker, we should know 
and understand the geographical Fs ager of this country with 
which we are proposing to make this extraordinary connection, 
commercial and otherwise. From San Francisco to Honolulu 
the distance is 2,100 miles; to Auckland, New Zealand, from San 
Francisco, the distance is 3,810 miles; to Sydney, New South 
Wales, 4,484 miles; to Yokohama, 3,440 miles; to Hongkong, 4,893 
miles, and to Tahiti, 2,300 miles. 

The extension of this cable line, so that it would reach all the 
countries that it must eventually reach, would cost the Govern- 
ment of the United States many millions of dollars, if it is to be 
encouraged by the Government of the United States, in the shape 
of subsidies proportionate to that which gentlemen propose to give 
to the first 2,100 miles from San Francisco to Honolulu. 

Now, sir, what is the condition of that country as shown to us 
by the census of 1878? The whole population amounted to 57,985 
persons. The number of natives of pure Hawaiian blood was 
44,088, and of half caste, 3,420. There were at that time Chinese 
numbering 5,916. Of Americans there were only 1,276; of British, 
883; of Portuguese, 430; of Germans, 273; of French, 81, and of 
other foreigners, 666; of Hawaiians born of foreign parents, 947. 

I do not think that is proposed in the interest of the Hawaiian 
races, but in the interest of the men who want to construct this 
cable under the auspices of the Government; in the interest of the 
men who want to conduct the commerce with those islands for their 
own personal emolument, and they propose that we appropriate 
$500,000 in aid of that purpose. 

Mr. HOLMAN. To begin with. 

Mr. HOOKER of Mississippi. To begin with, simply as an in- 
itiatory step, which looks to a gigantic subsidy which they subse- 
quently desire to get along the line of the route, because they can 
noi, build it from San Francisco to the Hawaiian Islands only for 
the purpose of the extension of our commerce; they propose that 
the Government of the United States shall construct it, and then 
the Government of the United States, after having constructed it, 
must operate it; and when the Government of the United States 
shall have completed every mile of it, connecting by a cable under 
the ocean San Fronalam with Honolulu, you will hear of another 
appeal to the American Congress, more successful, perhaps, in an- 
other Congress than it will be in this, toadd another million upon 
top of another million, for the purpose of extending the cable line 
to where it will pay. That is the broad proposition. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Where is it to end if once commenced? 

Mr. HOOKER of Mississippi. Where is it to end if commenced? 
Why not apply the principle of the Populist party, to purchase all 
the railroads of the United States and operate all the railroads by 
the Government of the United States? Why not apply it to all 
the relations of commerce everywhere? If the Government can 
do it in one instance, if it can build a mile of this cable, it can 
under the same authority and with the same power appropriate 
$50,000,000 to construct it to a point where it would become valu- 
able. 

The allusion made by my colleague from Texas [Mr. CocKRELL 
to the appropriation for a survey for a transcontinental railro 
route was not, to my mind, analogous, because that was a con- 
tract we entered into not to appropriate a dollar, not to give one 
acre of land toward the construction of a railroad, because eve 
mile of railroad in the United States which would connect wi 
a transcontinental railroad had been built in the United States, 
and that was largely so in Mexico, and largely so in Central and 
South America; that was an appropriation simply to make a pre- 
liminary survey, and no more. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. Tracey). The time of the 
gentleman has expired. 

Mr. HITT. I yield ten minutes to the_gentleman from Ohio. 

Mr. STORER. Mr. Speaker, it is only the gentleman from 
Kentucky [Mr. McCreary], chairman of the Committee on For- 
eign Affairs, who can seein this matter a party issue. I regret 
that he has drawn that line. I regret that he has appealed to 
party lines in this House on this issue, but I recognize the neces- 
sity for his doing so, because in that way alone could he a to 

eat what I believe to be, not only the wish and desire of the 
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American people, but the wish and desire, privately speaking, of 
this House. This isnot a party question. The vote in the Senate 
on this amendment showed that. Does the gentleman from Ken- 
tucky mean to impeach the Democracy of Senator BuTLER, Sena- 
tor CALL, and Senator MorGan, letting alone the votes of Senator 
HI, Senator GORMAN, and Senator WHITE of California? One- 
quarter of the Democratic votes of the Senate polled on this issue 
were polled in favor of thisamendment. Andwhy? Because this 
was a matter which was pushed to the attention of Congress by 
the last Democratic Administration that we have had. It was 
brought to the attention of Congress twice by President Cleve- 
land, once in 1886 and once in 1888, and it was done when there 
was a Democratic Secretary of State and not a Secretary of State 
who belongs to no party but rises either above or falls below any 
party, according to the judgment of him who looks at him. 

Mr. McCREARY of Kentucky. Will the gentleman allow me 
to interrupt him? 

Mr. STORER. I have but ten minutes. If the gentleman will 
be short, I will permit him to ask me a question. 

Mr. McCREARY of Kentucky. I will be very short. At the 
time when President Cleveland sent the message to which the 
gentleman refers I suppose that no Democrat or Republican 
would suggest—— 

Mr. STORER. Why, you are making a speech. I yielded to 
you to ask me a question. 

Mr. McCREARY of Kentucky. That he made any recom- 
mendation that the Government should own and operate a cable 
to the Hawaiian Islands. 

Mr. STORER. Iobject. I decline to yield further. The gen- 
tleman from Kentucky has already had time and will have time, 
and he can make his speech then. 

Mr. McCREARY of Kentucky. I know—— 

Mr. STORER. In 1886—— 

Mr. REED. I rise to a question of order. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. What is the question of order? 

Mr. REED. I would like to inquire who has the floor? 

‘ The SPEAKER pro tempore. e gentleman from Ohio hasthe 
oor. 

Mr. REED. What position isthe gentleman from Kentucky in? 
anaes), 

Mr. McCREARY of Kentucky. Ifthe gentleman will allow me 
to answer, I wished only to lay before you 

Mr. STORER. I decline to allow the gentleman to take any 
more of my time. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
tleman from Kentucky rise? 

Mr. McCREARY of Kentucky. To respond to the gentleman 
from Maine. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
floor and will proceed. 

Mr. STORER. Whenin1886 Mr. Clevelandand Mr. Bayardsent 
to the House of Representatives and the Senate of the United 
States a message saying of the Sandwich Islands: 

The paramount influence we have there acquired, once relinquished could 


only with difficulty be regained, and a valuable ground of vantage for our- 
selves might be converted intoastronghold for our commercial competitors. 


And followed it up by adding: 

The importance of telegraphic communication between those islands and 
the United States should not be overlooked. 

They evidently did not agree with the gentleman from Kentucky. 

Again, in 1888, the President of the United States, Mr. Bayard be- 
ing his Secretary of State, sent to Congress a proclamation that— 

In the vast field of Oriental commerce now unfolded from our Pacific bor- 
ders no feature presents stronger recommendation for Congressional action 
— the establishment of communjcation by submarine telegraph with Hono- 

ulu. 

Are our interests less now than they were then? Is our Navy 
weaker or stronger now than it was then? Has the question of 
our relations to those islands been more or less of profound inter- 
est to the American people in the last two years than it was during 
the last Administration of President Cleveland? 

Again, in 1888, the President through Mr. Bayard, or Mr. Bayard 
through the President, as the case may have been, announced to 
the Congress of the United States that— 


The geographical position of the Hawaiian group in relation to our Pacific 
States creates a natural interdependency and mutuality of interest which 
our present treaties were intended to foster, and which make close commu- 
nication a logical and commercial necessity. 

Has the President ever withdrawn that? Never. It may be 
said, I know it has been privately said, that the present Adminis- 
tration is against this amendment. If so, the honest and decent 
thing for the Administration to do would be to send us a message 
against it after having twice sent messages urging Congressional 
action upon this matter. When the President of the United States 
calls the attention of Congress to the absolute necessity of a sub- 
marine cable to a certain place, what doesthat mean? Doesit not 
mean that he desires that Congress shall take action? And yet in 
1891, four years ago almost to a day, when the question was up 


For what purpose does the gen- 


The gentleman from Ohio has the 
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whether this Government should subsidize or assist in laying a 
cable, the gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. McCreary] op 

the proposition on the ground that a subsidy was wrong, an that 
if a cable was to be built at all the Government should control it. 

Mr. McCreary of Kentucky rose. : 

Mr. STORER. The gentleman will have ample opportunity to 
answer me in his own time. And now, Mr. Speaker, when the 
proposition is not for a subsidy, but that the Government itself 
shall build this cable, as it would build a deckyard or a dispatch 
boat, the gentleman still objects to it, because the Government 
builds it. Im which way is Congressional action to be had to sat- 
isfy the gentleman from Kentucky and the President of the 
United States, who seems now, according to statements made pri- 
vately on the other side, to have altered his opinion on this ques- 
tion? 

Mr. Speaker, this cable to Honolulu or to the Sandwich Islands 
is no more a private enterprise than the building of a rapid dis- 

sh boat for naval purposes would be. Fifteen, twenty, or per- 
aps thirty years ago, with the same necessity that now exists for 
rapid communication between our shores and the key of the Pa- 
cific Ocean for commercial reasons and for the preservation of our 
naval supremacy, we should have built the fastest dispatch boat 
then possible, and probably in such a case should have been met 
with objections on the constitutional ground that the Navy did 
not include means of sending news rapidly. But we have built 
such vessels re tedly, and now, in the march of science, it is a 
submarine cable that is needed, and that is just as much a neces- 
sity in these days as the telephonic connection between the pilot 
house and the engine room of aman-of-war. The harbor of Hono- 
lulu is the sole place in this world, of commercial importance to 
us, that is now without acable. It is the center of our commerce 
and naval power in the Pacific, and God knowsit ought to be kept 
so. ‘The British would make it theirs if they could. It is for you, 
gentlemen of the majority at this time, to say under which fiag 
you will sail. Will you surrender our right to the interest of a 
subsidized British cable, or will you let us build ours, as by treaty 
we have a right to do? ete 

We can not pass it without your votes. Youarein the majority. 
If you choose to take that burden and, if I may call it so, that shame, 
on yourselves for the next two years, you can reject it and leave 
us in the minority again. But when you do it, remember what 
you are doing. You are not undertheflagof Marcy; you are not 
even under the flag of Bayard; you are under the flag of the pres- 
ent Secretary of State; and if you want it, why stay there. [Ap- 
plamse on the Republican _~ 

I yield back the remainder of my time. 

Mr. HITT. I yield ten minutes to the gentleman from Massa- 
chusetts [Mr. DraPER]. 

Mr. DRAPER. Mr. Speaker, a year ago, when another phase 
of the Hawaiian question was under consideration, I spoke at 
some length advocating the policy of annexing these islands, and 
explaining from a commercial standpoint, and the standpoint of 
our Pacific Coast defense, the advan that would accrue to 
this country from their possession. I do not propose to repeat 
to-day what I then said, but I can not let this opportunity pass 
without a few words of a similar character. 

A year ago there was considered to be some political capital in 
the discussion. To-day there is no reason why any man should 
approach this subject from any but a national standpoint, whether 
he is a Republican, a Democrat, or a Populist. We are all Ameri- 
cans, and ought to consider our foreign relations at least as 
Americans, regardless of partisanship. 

We are one of the great nations of the earth,and should re- 
spect ourselves and provide for our needs accordingly. 

Other great powers, like England and Franceand Germany and 
Russia, have recently been taking possession of the islands of the 
Pacific, though far distant from their home soil, until there is 
little left but the Hawaiian group, which is so closely allied to us 
by its position and its population and its commerce. If we do not 
annex it, eventually some of these other powers will, and we shall 
have another Bermuda on our west coast to serve as a base of 
operations against us in case of a foreign war. 

England has had a jealous eye on the Sandwich Islands for many 
years. At the time the cession of Pearl Harbor to the United 
States was first mentioned in the public journals the London 
Times, commenting thereon, stated that— 

The narrow land-locked harbor named Pearl River is in itself small in ab- 


solute extent, but of inestimable value to any ci nation possessing it 
for naval purposes. 


And that— 


the maritime power that holds Pearl River, and moors its fleets there, pos- 
sesses the key to the northern Pacific. 


This policy of Hawaiian annexation is not new. It has been 
favored by our statesmen of both political parties for nearly or 


quite fifty years. 
William H. Seward, in a speech in the Senate in 1852, pre- 
dicted that— 
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The Pacific Ocean, its shores, its islands, and the vast region beyond, will 

become the chief theater of events in the world's great hereafter. 
_ Secretary Marcy advocated annexation in 1854, Secretary Seward 
in 1867, President Johnson in 1868, and President Grant in 1871. 
Their words are on record and referred to in my former remarks. 
_ On December 1, 1881, our Secretary of State, James G. Blaine, 
in an instruction to the American minister at Honolulu, wrote as 
follows: 

It [this Government] firmly believes that the position of the Hawaiian 
Islands, as the key to the dominion of the American Pacific, demands their 
benevolent neutrality, to which end it will earnestly cooperate with the na- 
tive Government. And if through any cause the maintenance of such a posi- 
tion of benevolent neutrality should be found by Hawaii to be impracticable, 
this Government would then unhesitatingly meet the altered situation by 
seeking an avowedly American solution of the grave issues presented. 

Finally, in his message of December 3, 1888, President Cleveland 
made the following statement in regard to a submarine cable, the 
point at issue, though I regard it as merely preliminary to a closer 
connection: 

Proclamation was duly made on the 9th day of November, 1887, of the con- 
ventional extensions of the treaty of June 3, 1875, with Hawaii, under which 
relations of such special and beneficent intercourse have been created. In the 
vast field of oriental commerce now unfolded from our Pacific borders no 
feature presents stronger recommendations for Congressional action than the 
establishment of communication by submarine telegraph with Honolulu. 
The geographical position of the Hawaiian group in relation to our Pacific 
States creates a natural interdependency and mutuality of interest which 
our present treaties were intended to foster and which make close communi- 
cation a logical and commercial necessity. 

There is surely enough authority to warrant either Democrats 
or Republicans in favoring closer relations with Hawaii, or at 
least to prevent either from being actuated by prejudice against 
annexation on party grounds. 

The great bulk of the trade of these islands, 91 per cent it is 
said, is with the United States, and the controlling element largely 
of American birth or descent. 

American ships were the first that opened trade with Hawaii 
after its discovery by Cook. American missionaries have civilized 
its natives. American energy, backed by American capital, has 
bronght it into our commercial system and converted it into an 
American outpost in the North Pacific. The question is now, 
Shall we retain the hold we have peacefully acquired there? 
Our Pacific Coast is yearly growing in population and commercial 
importance, and the marvelous prophecy of Mr. Seward is fast 
approaching its fulfillment. Will our Government, with the ad- 
vantages it possesses and with the prestige it has acquired, neglect 
to provide for the future of our commerce in that quarter? 

t is due to our citizens commercially established there that 
some action be taken by this Government that will add to the 
stability of the large interests they have built up, and that will 
strengthen the ties that already bind them to their mother country, 
toward whom none can show more sincere devotion than our 
brethren on those islands. 

Mr. Blount’s report, which was surely not a jingo document, 

contamed the following (page 21) description of the Hawaiian 
people: 
_ The white race, or what may be termed the Reform party, constitute the 
intelligence and own most of the property in these islands, and are desper- 
ately eager to be a part of the United States on any terms rather than take 
the chances of being subjected to the control of the natives. With them we 
can dictate any terms. The feeling of the natives is that, while they do not 
want annexation, if the United States does it will be accomplished, and they 
will acquiesce. 

I also quote from his report (pages 133, 134): . 

A majority of the whites, especially Americans, are for annexation. The 
Americans of what is sometimes termed the better class, in point of intelli- 
gence, refinement, and good morals, are fully up to the best standard in 
American social life. Their homes are tasteful, and distinguished for a gen- 
erous hospitality. Education and religion receive at their hands zealous 
support. These general observations can be applied to the English and Ger- 
man population. 

The question that confronts us to-day is, Shall these islands that 
have been civilized and Christianized by our teachers, that occupy 
so important a place in our commercial system, come within our 
political domain, or shall we leave them to others who are greedily 
watching for an opportunity to take them? We have a cession of 
a valuable harbor there already. The commerce between this 
country and Hawaii carried in American ships is larger than that 
with any other country in the world, and in the near future an 
Isthmian canal will add vastly to their importance as a depot on 
the world’s great ocean highway. 

We are expending large sums on our Navy, and I am glad of it, 
but if we are to use a navy in time of war we must have coaling 
and supply stations; and Hawaii is the most valuable one to us in 
the Pacific. I have fully elaborated my views on this point, and 
was pleased to find that they were approved by the highest mili- 
tary and naval authorities of this country. 

I believe in annexation—and I believe in this cable as a step to- 
ward it—and I appeal to those gentlemen who agree with me in 
this general view to vote for this appropriation. 

I also appeal to all who object to foreign interference in these 
islands. Even the majority of the present Committee on Foreign 
Affairs reported February 3, 1894, that “foreign interference in 


Eta cap ecedeeaeatn 


ee Sei 


Ss vege 


on A ae Nace ner RR ea IC iy ae ema ne. RP NR 


nether tteneth Ine 


ARTE jl aa atti ed ea mga 


x aa 
Pew Per . 
aloud CE RO SOE Se a RR NR IT 


[ARN OM Ne = ne aml 


if 
§ 
i 
| 
a2 
4 


vrs 
iam Plan AEE i 
seid nakacetnniaaatglt a iinet 


ee gt eye ee ee 


2516 


the political affairs of these islands will not be regarded with in- 
difference by the United States Government.” 

Now, if we do not lay this cable, England will lay one; and after 
she has a cable and we none—she wanting the islands as a part of 
her great plan for commercial and naval supremacy, and we re- 
fusing even to establish suitable communication with them—how 
long does any sensible man suppose they will remain free from 
English control? 

If any Representative here wishes to prevent that, now is the 
time to prevent it. It will be too late to take action after England 
is in possession. [Applause. ] 


{[Mr. VAN VOORHIS of New York addressed the House. See 
Appendix. ] 

Mr. HITT. I yield now to the gentleman from Oregon [Mr. 
HERMANN]. 

Mr. HERMANN. Mr. Speaker, in my judgment, and in the 
judgment of the people of the entire Pacific Coast, there is no ques- 
tion presented to the Congress at this time which is of more over- 
shadowing and transcendent importance than the one which is 
now before us, except it possibly be the construction of the great 
Nicaraguan ship canal, which will practically extend the mouth 
of the Mississippi frem the Gulf to the Pacific Ocean and the 
mouth of the great Columbia River from the Pacific to the Atlan- 
tic, saving over 10,000 miles of transportation route by steam and 
sail, with millions and millions of dollars saved in reduction of 
freight rates, insurance, and other expenses to our shippers, man- 
ufacturers, and producers of all kinds, and with a saving in time 
of transit between the Atlantic and Pacific ports of weeks and 
even months, over the present long and costly voyages around the 


capes. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. Let me ask the gentleman if these 
propositions are not twins? 

Mr. HERMANN. They are substantially connected together. 
There is no doubt of that. : 

The construction of a cable line to the Hawaiian Islands is not 
the mere result of a patriotic impulse, nor is it prompted _alto- 
gether by a sentiment of friendship to the people who reside on 
those islands. It is the legitimate prompting of a great commer- 
cial nation, which seeks to maintain close and intimate relations 
with those countries which engage in extensive traffic and ex- 
change their products with it. That this prompting is well justi- 
fied it need only be said briefly that our tonnage at the port of 
Honolulu, Hawaiian Islands, exceeds our entire tonnage at Liver- 

9001, Hongkong, Rio de Janeiro, Havre, Sydney, and Valparaiso. 
n fact, there are but two other foreign ports in the world where 
our tonnage exceeds that at Honolulu. 

Our tonnage there exceeds that of any other nationality. Last 
year the value of our imports from the Hawaiian Islands 
amounted to $10,065,317, and our exports to the islands during 
the same year amounted to $3,306,187. As compared with other 
nations this people give us 90 per cent of their entire trade; and 
what is equally noticeable and greatly to our advantage is the 
fact that this traffic is carried on exclusively in American ships. 
Some of my constituents are engaged in this business, and sail 
their own ships in constant traffic with the Sandwich Islands, 
selling iaveuah this means our products of fruit, flour, our man- 
ufactured products, our lumber, fish, and all other commodities 
produced on our coast, and bringing back in return cargoes of 
rice, sugar, and miscellaneous products. 

More American ships entered Honolulu last year than entered 
Liverpool, Hongkong, Yokohama, Southampton, or Sydney. As 
against our $3,838,359 in exports to the islands, Great Britain ex- 
ported $380,000; China, $154,696; Germany, $99,113. Nearly 90 
per cent were American products sold there and only 8 per cent 
were British. 

So much for the present commercial inducement for a cable. 
Looking into the near future, we behold a canal across the Isth- 
mus, when the industries of the islands will rapidly increase and 
their commerce grow to large magnitude and value, and then, too, 
as Hawaii becomes a midway station between the Pacific States 
and the proposed Nicaragua Canal, cable communication with 
Hawaii will be felt to be more than ever valuable to the great in- 
terests involved. 

So much to the business of our people which alone demands and 
justifies the cable. Aside from this there are political or govern- 
mental, or I may say patriotic considerations, which of themselves 
warrant and require this cable. Hawaii is now a Republic, with 
a form of government modeled largely after our own. The people 
who are the moving spirits of this infant Republic are of our own 
kith and kin. They possess that exalted love of liberty which 
characterized their ancestors. They also revere the flag of their 
fathers, and gaze with ee eyes to the Union of States, with 

rayerful hope that in the not distant future their own Hawaiian 
ol shall be merged with the American Union and ultimately 
become as one or as several States in the great sisterhood of States. 

But viewing it merely as a neighboring Republic, we are justi- 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


FEBRUARY 21, 


fied in keeping in close and rapid and absolutely independent 
communication with it. The very proximity of theislands to our 
country makes it imperative that no foreign control by the na- 
tions of the Old World should ever attach to these lands. Inthe 
event of future complications in regard to them it is essential that 
we should exercise the earliest precaution in their behalf. This 
a cable communication will enable us to do. It is in one sense a 
compliance with the wise maxim of Washington: ‘In time of 
peace prepare for war.” 

An attack upon the Republic of Hawaii will henceforth be re- 
garded by every patriotic American as an attack upon our own 
Republic. Time and again has our Government indicated to the 
nations of the world that it would not tolerate any foreign domi- 
nation of those lands. But, evenin the face of this notice, Great 
Britain very diplomatically paves the way for future advantage 
by her recent endeavor to obtain a privilege for a cable station on 
one of the islands. Do we require any further reminder of our 
own interests in this direction, or shall we permit the shrewd 
Briton first to acquire the great advantage of cable communica- 
tion? 

This cable can not be constructed by individual effort. The 
business at present will not justify the expenditure required, and 
the alternative is left for the entire American people to undertake 
the enterprise and make it an American project for Americans and 
under American control, 

In conclusion, I would say if we are not yet prepared to accept 
the political annexation of Hawaii,we are prepared to accept com- 
mercial annexation, and one of the most favorable conditions to- 
ward such union will be the construction and maintenance of a 
telegraph cable between the two countries. 

Mr. HITT. Lask that general leave to print be given on this 
subject. 

The SPEAKER protempore. The gentleman from Dlinois [Mr. 
Hitt] asks unanimous consent that gentlemen be allowed to print 
remarks in the RECORD on this subject. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. HITT. Will the gentleman from Kentucky occupy some 
of his time? I have no one ready just at this moment. 

Mr. McCREARY of Kentucky. Mr. Speaker, I yield five min- 
utes to the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. HARTER]. 

Mr. HARTER. Mr. Speaker, like my colleague from Ohio, I 
regret that this eminently practical question should have taken on 
a Fea ee aspect. It seems to me that we ought to beable to con- 
sider it from the everyday standpoint of the average taxpayer of 
the United States, and it is certain that is the standpoint from 
which it can be most properly and intelligently treated. It is im- 
material to me, much as I respect the present Administration, 
whether Mr. Cleveland and Mr. Gresham want this cable laid, or 
whether they would prefer not to have it. It is simplya question 
of whether the interests of the country call for the construction 
of the cable, and whether, if laid, it shall be as a private enter- 
prise or at the public expense. Certainly, when the public credit 
of the United States is at such a low ebb that its bonds sell on a 
basis of 33 per cent interest per annum, while the bonds of the 
English Government sell at 24 per cent per annum, and bring a 
premium at that—at a time like this it seems to me that unless the 
increase of the public debt is called out by a vital measure that 
we ought to refuse to make this appropriation and upon this 
ground. 

Again, at a time when the people from one end of the country 
to the other are complaining of the burden of the hardness of the 
times, when this burden rests upon every family in the land, and 
when the current income of the United States is so far below the 
necessary expenses of the Government, there can be no valid 
grounds upon which we should vote to increase the public ex- 
penses or to enlarge the debt of the United States. 

Mr. DRAPER. Will the gentleman yield for a question? 

Mr. HARTER. Not at this moment. Even if we had a Treas- 
ury overflowing with money, the first question that would natu- 
cals be asked would be, Is this a proper channel in which to let a 
portion of the surplus find its way out of the Treasury? It occurs 
to me, sir, from all that I have heard in this House, that this is an 
enterprise which is not called for either by the commerce of the 
United States of to-day or by the probable business of the United 
States for years tocome. If the enterprise promised any pecu- 
niary returns to the investor, certainly private capital all over the 
country would rush in to occupy the opportunity for profit, and 
certainly private capital should be encouraged to employ itself in 
this direction, and we should refuse to allow the Government to 
enter into this kind of illegitimate channels—illegitimate, I mean, 
for the Government. I am reliably informed now that a set of 
gentlemen representing large capital, themselves American citi- 
zens of reputation, have appeared before the proper committee 
and requested that they be chartered, that they be given an op- 
portunity to build this cable at their own expense, If this is 
true—and I am here to say that it is true—what excuse, gentle- 
men, have you, as representatives of the people, for deciding that 











1895. 


instead of permitting American citizens to build this cable as a 

rivate enterprise you will tap and break into our bankrupt 
Freusery and pour out money which ultimately will find its rest- 
ing place in the kets of people who have no claim whatever 
upon the taxes paid by the people? 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. HITT. I yield five minutes to the gentleman from New 
York [Mr. Ryan]. 

Mr. RYAN. Mr. Speaker, I hope the House will recede from 
its disagreement and adopt the Senate amendment to the bill. 
To my mind, Mr. Speaker, it needs no argument to prove that 
very many and beneficent results commercially and politically 
will accrue to the people of the United States from the construc- 
tion of the proposed cable. In considering this question, sir, we 
must not lose sight of the fact that from many causes to which 
the limited time at my disposal will not permit me to even refer, 
but which are very well known, our relations with the people of 
the Hawaiian Islands have become very different from those with 
any other people of the world, and as one of the results the in- 
terests of the ee of this Republic of the isles and of our own 
have become so identified as to be practically inseparable; and so, 
sir, I believe they must remain. 

As has been well stated during this debate, this is the only spot 
on the globe in which our merchants have been able to maintain 
and toextend the supremacy of the foreign commerce of this coun- 
try during the past twenty-five years, and for this reason alone, 
if there were none other, I think that this Democratic House, 
during the last days of its existence, may well show its substan- 
tial sympathy with our merchants in their laudable and success- 
ful efforts to extend their foreign commerce by ae this bill. 
I believe this to be good Democratic doctrine; I believe it to be 
good, sound American statesmanship; and I am not willing to 
concede that there is any difference between the two. 

Mr. Speaker, the distinguished gentleman from Kentucky, the 
chairman of the Committee on Foreign Affairs, in his speech yes- 
terday stated that the nine submarine cables connecting the 
United States with foreign nations had all been built by private 
enterprise; and he instanced that as a reason why we should refuse 
to subsidize the proposed cable. I should like to ask the distin- 
guished gentleman this question: If his oe were not now 
cananabell with the other portions of the civilized globe, and if it 
had been demonstrated that it was entirely feasible to lay a con- 
necting cable under the ocean, but that private enterprise was not 

ual to the task, or, what is the same thing, if through the timidity 
of capital sufficient funds could not be obtained to construct and 
lay a submarine cable, would he then refuse to vote a subsidy to 
connect this country with the other nations of the world? 

Mr. McCREARY of Kentucky. Mr. Speaker, I will answer 
that question. 

Mr. RYAN. I hope the gentleman wiil in his own time. I 
have only three or four minutes of my time remaining. 

Mr. McCREARY of ae You asked me a question. 

Mr. RYAN. The gentleman hasall the time he desires. I have 
but a few minutes, and am sorry I can not yield to the gentle- 
man from Kentucky. 

Mr. HITT. Will the gentleman from Kentucky yield the gen- 
tleman from New York time? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
has the floor. 

Mr. McCREARY of Kentucky. I will answer the question. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from New York 
declines to yield. 

Mr. RYAN. Mr. Speaker, the gentleman from Kentucky ob- 
jected to this pro amendment for the reason, among others, 
that it seemed to impose no sufficient restraint upon the President 
as to the terms of the pro’ contract; because the Senate had 
shown such unpreceden confidence in the business sagacity of 
the President of the United States that the safeguards usual in 
such measures are omitted from this. I believe that that objec- 
tion is a minor one and one that can very easily be removed in con- 
ference; but even if it should not be found possible to remove such 
an objection, I should then, with the distinguished gentleman from 
Illinois [Mr. Hitt], whose loyalty to the Republican party does not 
prevent his advocacy of a measure designed to increase the powers 
of a Democratic President, be entirely willing to give a vote of con- 
fidence to this Administration to the extent of permitting it the 
unusual latitude of action allowed by this proposed amendment. 

Mr. Speaker, the gentleman also said in his h that the peo- 
ple of the United States had lost $56,000,000 since the treaty be- 
tween the Hawaiian Kingdom and the United States, made in 1876, 
by the provision of which that much tax on food products which 
were imported into the United States from Hawaii for the con- 
sumption of the American people has been remitted or not col- 
lected at the custom-house; and it seemed to me that was a very 
strange doctrine to be prom ted by a Democratic leader from 
Kentucky. I had been taught that what is really the same in 
principle, that is, that the foreigner pays the tax, when stated by 


The gentleman from New York 
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a Republican leader of Ohio, was rank political heresy from a 
Democratic standpoint; but I do not believe that because it is 
stated now with the apparent sanction of the distinguished gen- 
tleman from Kentucky it is any different as a political doctrine 
from what it would be if uttered by an Ohio Republican leader. 

I do not believe, sir, that the admission of sugar and rice free of 
a duty of $56,000,000, and which lowered the price of sugar and 
rice in this country from the date of that treaty of 1876 to the en- 
actment of the McKinley tariff, cost the consumers of this country 
any such sum nor any sum whatever. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The time of the gentleman has 


expired. 
Mr. RYAN. I would like one minute more. 
Mr. HITT. I yield to the gentleman. 


Mr. RYAN. I believe, Mr. Speaker, in conclusion, that we can 
well employ ourselves during part of the few remaining days of 
this Democratic Congress by passing this bill as amended, so that 
it shall secure to us a cable connection to the islands which will 
eee: in the near future, be a part of our common country; 
and furthermore, that we should, before the expiration of our 
term, follow up this good work by favorable action on the pro- 

1 Nicaraguan Canal. 

With the plea that the times are not propitious for undertaking 
projects that may entail the expenditure of any considerable sums 
of money by the Government I have no sympathy. On the con- 
trary, Mr. Speaker, I contend that when employment is most 
needed by our people is just the time when the General Govern- 
ment, as the largest employer in the nation, should undertake 
and carry on those public improvements which are needed and 
necessary, and which can be done now to better advantage than 
at any other time. No matter what may be said to the contrary, 
neither the nation nor its credit is too poor to do that which is 
necessary for its development or protection. The small sum re- 
quired by this amendment is a mere bagatelle as compared with the 
resultant benefits. Let us grant it, and show that the Democratic 
party in the last as in the first decade of this century believes in 
the future development and magnificent destiny of the Republic. 
[Loud applause. 

Mr. McCREARY of Kentucky. I now yield five minutes to the 
gentleman from Virginia {[Mr. TUCKER]. 

Mr. TUCKER. Mr. Speaker, it is well enough to understand the 
real question before the House. The amendment presented appar- 
ently is for the sole purpose of laying a cable by the Government 
of the United States between this country and Honolulu, to be 
owned and operated by the United States Government. I say that 
that is the proposition, Mr. Speaker, but that is not its ultimate 
object. Down below the laying of the cabie, down in the bottom 
of the hearts of gentlemen who advance this proposition there is 
another—not to lay the cable to Honolulu, but to lay the wires for 
the annexation of the Hawaiian Islands. [Loud applause on the 
Republican side. } 

Il am very glad, Mr. Speaker, that I have succeeded at last ir 
smoking out the gentlemen upon the other side. [Jeers on the 
Republican side. ] 

Mr. STORER. The gentleman can always smoke out the Ameri- 
can flag. 

Mr. TUCKER. I listened with great pleasure to the distin- 
guished gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Hirr], who is a noted diplo- 
mat, on yesterday. I noticed that his speech was given up toa 
discussion of the commercial interest that existed between this 
country and the Hawaiian Islands, but I failed to hear him declare 
openly for annexation. I noticed his magnificent appeal to the 
Americanism of this House. I accept it, sir. I am for America 
against the world. Yet, sir, I am for America for Americans, and 
not America for Chinese, Dagos, Japanese, and half-breeds in the 
Hawaiian Islands. [Applause on the Democratic side. ] 

I must do justice to my honored friend and colleague, the gentle- 
man from Massachusetts [Mr. DRAPER], who, in his discussion in 
this matter, with a frankness which is characteristic of him, did not 
conceal the fact that his object was to haveannexation. Mr. Spealer, 
I do not believe in an ambitious government. I do not believe in 
that principle which would lead us to cast our longing eyes across 
the seas, seeking what we can gather under the folds of ths United 
States flag. Our duty, sir, as Americans is to see that honest and 
good laws are enacted for the advancement, cultivation, civilization, 
and progress of Americans, and to see that our commercial relations 
with other nations are proper and correct. I am against annexation. 

Gentlemen have said in this discussion that they voted for the 
naval appropriation bill on yesterday carrying $20,000,000 for 
building four war ships in time of peace. Well, sir, 1 found it to 
be my duty to vote against it; but when that bill was passed, I at 
least congratulated myself that the country was at last safe. But 
now, my honorable friends on the other side say that the Navy alone 
amounts to nothing. We are to have it, but, they say, “ What isa 
navy without a cable?” 

Mr. BOUTELLE. A cable is a good thing for a navy. 

Mr. TUCKER. A sort of umbilical cord! |Laughter.] Why, 
Mr. Speaker, if the United States can not get along with the reen- 
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forcement of the Navy, with four battle ships provided for in the 
bill just passed, and which I think ought not to have been passed 
in the present condition of the Treasury—if we can not get along 
with that, what next will gentlemen bring up? Do they want to 
extend this cable to Japan and thence to the islands of the sea 
beyond, and in their wild dreams of conquest and power compel 
submission from those countries to ours? Mr. Speaker, I have no 
sympathy with that idea. I have no sympathy with annexation. 

Have we not questions of sufficient difficulty to contend with in 
the vast domain now under our jurisdiction? Have we not political 
and social questions enough to engage our attention? And has our 
solution of the great race problem with which we have been strug- 
gling for thirty years been so successful as to warrant our accept- 
ance of others? ‘The acquisition of territory on this continent in 
the past for well-known political reasons is one thing; to attempt 
to bring into our social fabric the islands of the sea is an entirely 
different matter. Sir, the argument can not be resisted that if the 
Hawaiian Islands, 2,100 miles from our coast, are necessary for its 
protection, then must it follow that the countries beyond the Ha- 
waiian Islands must be necessary to the United States for the protec- 
tion of the Hawaiian Islands. I can not do more than suggest the 
argument in the limited period of five minutes. 

| believe that our true principle is to legislate for Americans, and 
not to seek, by greed and lust of power, to extend our domain across 
the sea. Without meaning any pun, I may suggest, in the language 
of another, that “‘when you leave the land, then are you at sea 
indeed.” [Applause on the Democratic side. } 

Mr. HITT. Mr. Speaker, I yield twelve minutes to the gentle- 
man from New York [Mr. SICKLEs}. P 

Mr. SICKLES. Mr. Speaker, I am a littleembarrassed, for two 
reasons. First, my esteemed friend from Ohio occupied this seat 
a while ago, and, having nothing else to do, he tore up my speech. 
[Lau ghter.} Furthermore, he took an unfair advantage, because, 
having read it and torn it up, he went over on the other side of 
the House and replied to it. [Laughter.] Sohere I am, sir, with 
twelve minutes of time and no speech. 

Mr. Speaker, I am embarrassed for another reason. 

I find myself here surrounded by my Democratic associates and 
unable to agree with Democracy as any of those who have spoken 
have defined it, except my esteemed colleague [Mr. Ryan]. Iam 
obliged to appeal from the Committee on Foreign Affairs of this 
House to the Committee on Foreign Relations of the Senate for 
Democracy. I read in the RecorpD the magnificent speech of the 
chairman of the Committee on Foreign Relations, Mr. MorGan 
of Alabama, in which he advocates this measure on the broadest 
grounds of American statesmanship, and then I hear our worthy 
chairman of the House committee denouncing it as hostile to all 
the objects of American policy and antagonistic to Democratic 
principles as he understands them. 

I am afraid, sir, that I shall be obliged to build a platform for 
myself, and describe Democracy as I understand it. [Laughter. ] 
But, sir, when I go back a little in our history 1 do not find my- 
self so circumscribed or embarrassed. Thomas Jefferson was the 
first American annexationist. He annexed Louisiana. I am a 
Jeffersonian Democrat to-day, and always have been. He was 
denounced for it. It was said to be unconstitutional, impolitic, 
unwise, dangerous. Coming down the line a little further Istand 
with Monroe, another Democrat, who took the whole American 
continent under his wing and announced the policy of an Ameri- 
can protectorate over this hemisphere; and that policy has stood 
intact until to-day, and will stand forever. [ Applause. } 

I go further and put another plank in my little platform, which 
I get from Andrew Jackson, under whose inspiration Texas was 
annexed. Jackson, too, was an annexationist, inspiring the policy 
of Mr. Polk and Mr. Buchanan and of Robert J. Walker, all good 
Democratic names. They annexed Texas. Howmany Americans 
were there in Texas when she wasannexed? Not one-thirdas many 
as there are now in the Sandwich Islands. The battle of San 
Jacinto was fought by seven or eight hundred Americans, who 
annihilated the Mexican army and captured its generalissimo. 
Yet we are told to-day that we can not annex territory that has 
any foreign prewiation. The population of Texas at the time it 
was annexed was nine-tenths Mexican, but what is it to-day? 
Texas to-day isa vast empire with millions of population, one of 
the brightest stars in the ublic. 

I go further and take another plank for my platform from the 
Administrations of Polk and Pierce. When we had extended our 
Pacific territory and boundaries, our wise Democratic statesmen 
of that epoch looked to tne commerce of the East to aggrandize 
our trade and power; a railway across the Isthmus of Pune 
was projected; but it could not be built. Why? Because no pri- 
vate capital would trust itself to the protection of the insecure 
governments which existed there. What happened? 

The Democratic Administrations of Polk and Pierce extended 
our protectorate over that isthmus and covered that railway with 
the American flag, which has waved over it from that time to this, 
nearly a. years. This is American policy; this is Democratic 
policy, as I have been taught from my boyhood to understand it, 
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andas Ladhere toit. But, sir, if the time shall come when I am 
unable to assist in the development and the progress of my coun- 
try within party lines, I will break party lines, and I will seek 
progress wherever I can find it, as an American. [Applause.] I 
have done so before and I will do it again. I am happy always to 
stand with my political friends and associates; and t trust I shall 
not be separated from them on this question. I know I am not 
separated from the hearts of the American people. - There is noth- 
ing partisan, and should not be, in this question. 

Gentlemen say that they can not find power in the Constitution 
of the United States tolay a cable. Mr. Speaker, the Constitution 
of the United States givés to Congress control over our foreign in- 
tercourse; it gives to Congress power to regulate commerce be- 
tween the States and with foreign nations. It gives to Congress 
the control of postal communications; and these are not limited 
to a horseback rider carrying a mail bag; they expand and extend 
with the times and with civilization. To-day they include tele- 
graphic wires and submarine cables as much as they do any other 
meansof postal communication. We were told wecould not build 
a railway to the Pacific, but we built it all the same. We were 
told this Government had not the right of self-preservation, but 
we saved the Union all the same. 

The Supreme Court of the United States has held in a long series 
of decisions from the era of Marshall down to this date that the 
power of Congress, within its sphere, is absolute and unlimited. 
The power of Congress extends over commerce and foreign inter- 
course and all forms of postal communication. Therefore, a sub- 
marine cable is as much within the authority of Congress as it 
would be to authorize the Navy Department to build a wheelbar- 
row or to buy stationery. Whatever facilities are necessary to 
execute an unquestioned power of Congress, no matter what those 
facilities may be, the Supreme Court of the United States has again 
and again said are within the discretion of Congress. And so is 
this measure. 

Now, as to the future. The gentleman from Virginia [Mr. 
TUCKER] says he sees lurking under this measure a possibility 
of annexation. I see it, too, sir; and I accept it. [Applause.] I 
am for the annexation of the Sandwich Islands. Governor Marcy 
was for it. President Pierce was for it. A long line of states- 
men, Democratic and Republican, have been for it. It is the tra- 
ditional policy of the United States. 

Mr. Speaker, my span of life can not be extended much longer; 
yet I hope to live until the day when the star of the new Republic 
of the Pacific shall add its tropical splendor to the starry flag of 
the great Republic of the western hemisphere. [Loud applause. | 

The SPEAKER protempore. The gentleman from Illinois {[Mr. 
Hitt] has one minute remaining. 

Mr. HITT. I will not use it now. 

Mr. McCREARY of Kentucky. I am entitled to close the de- 
bate, I believe. If the gentleman from Illinois desires to speak, I 
hope he will do so now. 

he SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Illinois is 
recognized, if he desires to use his time. 

Mr. HITT. I believe I will not use my time. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Then the gentleman from Ken- 
tucky [Mr. McCreary] is recognized to close the debate. 

Mr. McCREARY of Kentucky. I desire to make a parlia- 
mentary inquiry. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. McCREARY of Kentucky. I have the right to close this 
debate, I believe. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair so understands. 

Mr. McCREARY of Kentucky. Andthe gentleman from Ili- 
nois has declined to use the residue of his time. 

Mr. HITT. I yield what time I have to the gentleman from 
New York [Mr. BarTLerr}. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from New York 
{[Mr. BarTLETT] is recognized for one minute. 

Mr. BARTLETT. Mr. Speaker and gentlemen of the House, 
as Iam about to cast my vote against some of the leaders of my 

y I desire to explain my position in a few moments; and 
ope that the one minute which has been granted me by the gen- 
tleman from Illinois will be extended so that I may have five 
minutes. 

Mr. SNODGRASS and others. No. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. Iask that the gentleman from New York 
may have four minutes additional. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Maine [Mr. 
BovuTELL#} asks unanimous consent that the gentleman from 
New York be allowed five minutes. 

Mr. SNODGRASS and Mr. CABANISS objected. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. The gentlemen certainly did not understand 
the request. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from New York 
will proceed in the one minute which has been allowed him. 

Mr. BARTLETT. Mr.Speaker, my reason for voting in favor of 
this proposition is that I believe it is part of that general scheme 
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which is necessary for the maintenance of our Navy and the pro- 
tection of our national defense. I believe it is necessary that we 
should control the direct telegraphic communication with theSand- 
wich Islands in order that we may maintain a coaling and repair- 
ing station there for our Navy. believe that it is in consonance 
with the principles of the Democratic party as enunciated in their 
national platform, where they declare that they will maintain the 
Nicaragua Canal against foreign control. 

Here the hammer fell. } 

ir. McCREARY of Kentucky. Mr. Speaker, the debate on the 
Senate submarine-cable amendment has taken a very wide range. 
The advocates of the amendment have discussed subjects that are 
far away from the real question before this House, and it is well 
that we inquire, what are we now considering? The question now 
before this House is, Shall $500,000 be appropriated to start the 
United States Government in the business of building and owning 
and operating a telegraph line between the United States and the 
Hawaiian Islands? 

The gentleman from Dlinois [Mr. Hirt] yesterday sought to 
make the House believe that the President of the United States 
had sent a message to Congress in 1888 in which he indorsed the 
plan now proposed in the Senate amendment. I denied that at 
the time, and I deny it now. The President of the United States 
in 1888 used these words in his message: 

In the vast field of Oriental commerce now unfolded from our Pacific bor- 
ders, no feature presents stronger recommendations for Congressional action 
Sen the establishment of communication by submarine telegraph with Hono- 

ulu. 

Up to and including the year 1888 no man had ever dared in our 
country to advocate in any legislative body that the Government 
of the United States should go into the business of building or own- 
ing telegraph lines. The President had no cause to believe that 
the Government would be asked to make such a departure from 
the usages and precedents of the past. 

His reference to Congressional action looking to the establish- 
ment of communication by submarine telegraph with Honolulu 
clearly meant that a company should be incorporated to build this 
telegraph line. as nine other telegraph lines had been built which 
then connected the commercial centers of the United States with 
the commercial centers of the world. Only a few years before 
these words were written by the President a bill had been passed 
by Congress authorizing Leland Stanford, Celso Czesar Moreno, 
John F. Miller, and others to construct and maintain lines of tel- 
egraph or submarine cable to connect the American and Asiatic 
coasts. 

The gentleman from Ohio [Mr. StorRER] in his extremity to-day 
insinuated that when this cable question was before the Fifty-first 
Congress I did not oppose the Government constructing the tele- 
graph line. That gentleman has not read the speech I made then 
with intelligence if he insists on this statement. I advocated on 
the floor of the House that an incorporated company should build 
the Hawaiian cable and referred to the fact that Senator Leland 
Stanford was president of a company already authorized to con- 
struct that cable line. I opposed earnestly the proposition that 
the Government of the United States should go into the business 
of building telegraph lines and owning them, just as I oppose it 
now. 

The extremity to which our friends are driven to sugar-coat this 
scheme has been very remarkable. My friend from Ohio [Mr. 
STORER] says it is a higher question than politics. He says this 
is a great American question. I would like to call his attention 
to what his own party did in the Fifty-first Congress. Congress 
was then asked to grant a subsidy of $3,000,000 to the construction 
of a submarine line to connect San Francisco with the Hawaiian 
Islands, and when that question was brought before the House 
Democrats and Republicans were good Americans and voted 
against it, and it was defeated by a majority of 46in a Republican 
Congress. 

Mr. Speaker, this debate has developed the real sentiment 
underlying the proposed Senate amendment. The gentleman 
from Massachusetts [Mr. DRAPER], as well as the gentleman from 
New York [Mr. SICKLEs], said that it meant annexation. The 
sweet morsel that all of these gentlemen present is an appropria- 
tion of $3,000,000 to build this cable, and afterwards provide for 
the annexation of the Hawaiian Islands. I am opposed to the 
Government of the United States going into the business of build- 
ing railroads or telegraph lines, and I am opposed also to the an- 
nexation of the Hawaiian Islands to the United States, and I wish 
I had time to answer the gentleman from New York fully, whose 
speech, although that subject was not before the House, was en- 
tirely devoted to the question of annexation. 

Mr. Jefferson, to whom the gentleman referred, and from Jef- 
ferson, including all the Presidents of the United States, to Mr. 
Cleveland, with the single exception of Mr. Harrison, always ad- 
veeated the acquisition of territory contiguous to the United 
States. The framers of the Constitution of the United States 
prepared that sacred instrument for the Government of the 
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United States of America and not for countries in different parts 
of the world. It was not made and shaped for a colonial system, 
but for a family of sovereign States composing the American 
Union, held and governed by homogeneous people, with harmo- 
nious institutions, and as free as possible from entangling alli- 
ances with foreign nations. 

In 1803, during the Administration of Mr. Jefferson, we acquired 
from France what is known as the Louisiana territory, which 
gave us the great father of waters, the Mississippi River, as an 
outlet and a vast and wonderful domain contiguous to our coun- 
try. In 1819,in Monroe’s Administration, we aequired Florida 
from Spain, as bordering onour Republic. Under the Guadalupe- 
Hidalgo treaty and the Gadsden treaty a large scope of country was 
acquired from Mexico, allof which was contiguous to the United 
States. When we acquired Alaska, the northwestern boundary 
line had not been run, and that territory was thought to be con- 
tiguous to the United States. But it is proposed now to go 2,100 
miles from our shores to build a cable line to Hawaii, and then 
annex the islands. The gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. 
DRAPER] was candid enough to say he wanted all the Representa- 
tives, in voting for the cable line, to understand that that was the 
meaning of the adoption of the Senate amendment. The gentle- 
man deserves to be complimented for his candor. 

My friend from Dlinois {[Mr. Hirt] in his speech on yesterday 
showed how fond he was of the people living in the Hawaiian 
Islands. There are 90,000 people occupying the Hawaiian Islands. 
Eighty-six thousand of them are Portuguese, Chinese, Japanese, 
Polynesians, and Kanakas. There are only 2,000 Americans on the 
islands, and 2,000 French, German, and English, making 4,000 in 
all; and yet my friend [Mr. Hirt], in the plenitude of his gener- 
osity and affection, speaks of all the people there as ‘‘ our friends, 
our brothers, our children.” 

It might well be said of this mixed population, as was said by 
the great dramatist: 

Black spirits and white, 
Red spirits and gray: 
Mingle, ming!e, mingle. 

If the gentleman from Illinois is pleased with his endearing lan- 
guage, I shall not endeavor to break the spell which binds him to 
those people; but I wish to bring the members of this House back 
to the American idea that it is mot our policy, mor according to 
the traditions of our Government, to annex or acquire any coun- 
try not contiguous to our own, and that we should not vote to pro- 
vide a submarine cable line except according tothe way they have 
been built in all the years that are past—by private corporations 
and private capital. 

& ere the hammer fell. ] 

1e SPEAKER. Under the order of the House the previous 
question is now ordered. The gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. 
McCrEARY] moves that the House further insist on its disagree- 
ment to the Senate amendment, and the gentleman from Hlmoeis 
Mr. Hitt} moves that the House recede from its disagreement. 
he question will be first taken on the motion of the gentleman 
from Illinois, that the House recede from its disagreement and 
concur in the amendment of the Senate. 

Mr. McCREARY of Kentucky. I wish to submit a parliamen- 
tary inquiry. The first question, as I understand it, is om the 
motion of the gentleman to recede? 

The SPEAKER. It is. 

Mr. McCREARY of Kentucky. Then upon my motion? 

The SPEAKER. If the House votes down the motion to con- 
cur, it is equivalent to the motion of the gentleman from Ken- 
tucky to insist on its disagreement. 

Mr. HITT. And if the House should recede the gentleman will 
have the business disposed of. I ask the yeas and nays on my 
motion. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. Hirt and Mr. McCreary of Kentucky were appointed tell- 
ers at the desk. 

The question was taken; and there were—yeas 114, nays 152, 
answered ‘*‘ present” 2, not voting 80; as follows: 


YEAS—114 
Adams, Ky. Chickering, Gillet, N. Y. Ker, 
Aldrich, Childs, Griffin, Wis. Kiefer, 
Avery, Cockrell, Grout, Lacey, 
Babcock, Coffin, Md. Grow, Lefever, 
Baker, Kans. Cooper, Wis. Hager, Linton, 
Baker, N. H. Cousins, Hainer, Nebr. Livingston, 
Bartholdt, Curtis, Kans. Harmer, Loud, 
Bartlett, Dalzell, Harris, Loudenslager, 
Bell, Colo. Daniels, Hartman, Maguire, 
Blair, Davis, Haugen, Mahon, 
Boen, Dingley, Hepburn, Marsh, 
Boutelle, Dolliver, Hermann, MeCall, 
Bowers, Cal. Doolittle, Hitt. McDowell, 
Broderick, Draper, Hooker, N. Y. MeGann, 
Bromwell, Ellis, Oreg. Hopkins, Ill McKeighan, 
Brosius, English, Cal. Hepkins, Pa. Meiklejohn, 
Bundy, Fletcher, Hudson, Mercer, 
Caminetti, Funk, Hull, Milliken, 
Cannon, Cal. Gardner, Tkirt, Morse, 
Cannon, Ill. Geary, Johnson, N. Dak. Murray, 
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Northway, 
O'Neill, Mo. 
Payne, 
Pence, 
Perkins, 
Phillips, 
Powers, 
Randall, 
Ray, 


Alderson, 
Alexander, 
Allen, 
Arnold, 
Bailey, 
Baldwin, 
Bankhead, 
Barwig, 
Beckner, 
Bell, Tex. 
Beltzhoover, 
Berry, 
Black, 
Bland, 
Boatner, 
Bower, N. C. 
Branch, 
Breckinridge, 
Bretz, 
Brickner, 
Brookshire, 
Bunn, 
Bynum, 
Cabaniss, 
Cadmus, 
Capehart, 
Caruth, 
Catchings, 
qeueey, 

‘lancy 
Clark, Mo. 
Clarke, Ala. 
Cobb, Ala. 
Cobb, Mo. 
Cooper, Ind. 
Cooper, Tex. 
Cornish, 
Cox, 


Crain, 
Curtis, N. Y. 
Davey, 


Reyburn, 
Russell, Conn. 
Ryan, 
Scranton, 
Settle, 

Shell, 

Sickles, 


im 
Smite a 
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Stephenson, 
Stone, C. W. 
Stone, W. A. 
Storer, 
Strong, 
Tawney, 
Thomas, 


Upde . 
ven oorhis, N. Y. 


NAYS—152. 


Crawford, 
Culberson, 
De Armond, 
Dinsmore, 
Dunn, 
Dunphy, 
Durborow, 
Edmunds, 
Ellis, Ky. 
Epes, 
Erdman, 
Everett, 
Fielder, 
Fithian, 
Forman, 
Fyan, 
Geissenhainer, 
Goldzier, 
Gorman, 
Grady, 
Graham, 
Gresham, 
Griffin, Mich. 
Hall, Minn. 
Hall, Mo. 
Hammond, 
Hare, 
Harrison, 
Harter, 
Hayes, 
Henderson, N. C. 
Henry, 
Hines, 
Holman, 
Hooker, Miss. 
Hunter, 
Izlar, 
Johnson, Ohio 


Jones, 
Kilgore, 
Kribbs, 
Kyle, 
Lane, 
Lapham, 
Latimer, 
Lawson, 
Layton, 
Lester, 
Little, 
Lockwood, 
Lynch, 

allory, 
Marshall, 
Martin, Ind. 
McAleer, 
McCreary, Ky. 
McCulloch, 
McKaig, 
a 

cNagny, 
Meredith, 
Meyer, 
Money, 
Montgomery, 
Moore, 
Moses, 
Mutchler, 
Oates 

en, 

O'Neil, Mass. 
Qaeree, 

age, 
Paschal, 
Patterson, 


Pearson, . 
Pendleton, Tex. 


ANSWERED “PRESENT ”—2. 


Barnes, 


Enloe. 


NOT VOTING—2#0. 


De Forest, 


Goodnight, 
Grosvenor, 
Haines, 

Hatch, 

Heard, 

Heiner, Pa. 
Henderson, Tl. 
Henderson, Iowa 
Hendrix, 


Hutcheson, 


Johnson, Ind. 
Lucas, 
er, 
Marvin, N. Y. 
cCleary, Minn. 
old, 
McDearmon, 
McEttrick, 
McLaurin, 
McRae, 
Moon, 


Mo ‘ 
Mowlants, 
Pendleton, W. Va. 
Pickler, 


yner, 
Reed, 
Robinson, Pa. 


Van Voorhis, Ohio. 
Walker, 

Wever, 

Wheeler, Tl. 
Whiting, 

Woomer, 

Wright. 


Pigott, 

Price. 

Reilly, 

Richards, 
Richardson, Mich. 
Richardson. Tenn. 
Ritchie, 

Robbins, 
Robertson, La. 
Sayers, 
Snodgrass, 

Sorg, 

Springer, 

mg 2 

Stone, Ky. 

Strait, 

Straus, 

Talbert, 8. C. 
Talbott, Md. 
Tarsney, 


Tate, 
Taylor, Ind. 
Terry, 
Tracey, 
Tucker, 
‘Turner, Ga. 
Turner, Va. 
Turpin, 
Tyler, 

arner, 
Washington, 
Weadock, 
Wells, 
Wheeler, Ala. 
Williams, Il. 
Williams, Miss. 


Wise, 
Woodard. 


Rusk, 

Russell, Ga. 
Schermerhorn, 
Sherman, 


Taylor, Tenn. 
Wadsworth, 
Wanger, 


Wilson, W. Va. 
Wolverton. 


Accordingly the motion to concur was rejected. 


Mr. SW. 


from Pennsylvania, Mr. ADAMs. 


vote ‘‘aye,” and I should vote ‘‘no.” 


Mr. CURTIS of New York (having previously voted). 
to know { the gentleman from West Virginia, Mr. PENDLETON, 


has voted? 


The SPEAKER. He has not. 

Mr, CURTIS of New York. Then I desire to withdraw my 
vote. Were the gentleman from West Virginia here he would 
I have voted ‘‘aye,” but I withdraw my vote for the 
reason stated. 

Mr. CABANISS. Mr. Speaker, my colleague, Mr. Mappox, is 
If present, he would vote ‘‘no.” 


vote ‘‘no.” 


absent on account of sickness. 


Mr. WILSON of West Virginia. 
man from Maine, Mr. ReEep. If he were present, I should vote 


Sa” 


Mr. ERDMAN. 


be excused on account of sickness. 
There was no objection. 


Mr. COX. 


cused on account of sickness. 
There was no objection. 
The Clerk announced the following pairs: 
Until further notice: 


Mr. AssotT with Mr. Houx. 


Mr. McRae with Mr. Gear. 
Mr. Hutcueson with Mr. DRAPER. 
Mr. Wooparp with Mr. TayLor of Tennessee. 


SON. Mr. Speaker, Iam paired with the gentleman 
If he were present, he would 


I am paired with the gentle- 
I ask that my colleague, Mr. WOLVERTON, 


I ask that my colleague, Mr. McDEARMON, be ex- 


I desire 
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For this day: 

Mr. WILSON of West Virginia with Mr. REEp. 

Mr. Hatcu with Mr. Ropinson of Pennsylvania. 

Mr. Coomss with Mr. BIncHAm. 

Mr. DocKERY with Mr. HENDERSON of Iowa. 

Mr. McLavRIN with Mr. Quiaa. 

Mr. ENLOE with Mr. HEINER of Pennsylvania. 

Mr. RAYNER with Mr. SwEEt. 

Mr. McDANNOLD with Mr. Jonnson of Indiana. 

Mr. CRAIN with Mr. Moon. 

Mr, STOCKDALE with Mr. BELDEN. 

Mr. ENGLIsH of New Jersey with Mr. HEINER of Pennsylvania, 

Mr. Mappox with Mr. GROSVENOR. 

Mr. BuRNEs with Mr. CoGsSwELL. 

Mr. Rusk with Mr. SHERMAN. 

Mr. Sipe with Mr. GILuett of Massachusetts. 

On this question: 

Mr. PENDLETON of West Virginia with Mr. Curtis of New York. 

Mr. SWANSON with Mr. Apams of Pennsylvania. 

On this vote: 

Mr. APSLEY with Mr. McETTRICcK. 

The result of the vote was then announced as above recorded. 

The SPEAKER. The motion to concur being voted down, is 
equivalent to an affirmative vote of nonconcurrence. 

Mr. McCREARY of Kentucky. The House having refused to 
recede from its disagreement, I now move that we agree to the 
conference asked by the Senate. 

The SPEAKER. Without objection that order will be made. 

There was no objection. 

The SPEAKER announced as conferees on the part of the House 
a McCreary of Kentucky, Mr. HooKER of Mississippi, and Mr. 

ITT. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE. I move that the House resolve itself 
into Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union for 
the consideration of general appropriation bills. 


CLASSIFICATION OF MINERAL LANDS IN THE STATES OF MONTANA 
AND IDAHO, 


Mr. ELLIS of Oregon. Mr. Speaker, I desire to cali up the con- 
ference wares on’ the bill (H. R.3476) to provide for the exami- 
nation and classification of certain mineral lands in the States of 
Montana and Idaho. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE. Can I raise the question of considera- 
tion against that conference report? 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman can. The Clerk will read the 
statement and then the gentleman can raise the question of con- 
sideration. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


The committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on 
the amendment of the Senate to the bill (H. R.3476) to provide for the ex- 
amination and classification of certain mineral lands in the States of Montana 
and Idaho, having met, after full and free conference have agreed to recom- 
mend and do recommend to their respective Houses as follows: 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the Sen- 
ate and “eo to the same with the following amendments: 

In line 8 of section 2, after the word “and,” strike out the words ‘two of 
whom at least residents” and insert in lieu thereof the words ‘a resident;” 
and the Senate agree to the same. 

In lines 15, 16,17,18,and 19 of section 3, after the word “determine,” strike 
out the words “and to enable the Northern Pacific Railway Company to 
select the indemnity for mineral lands, as provided in its charter, the sur- 
veyor-general for said State or States shall compute the area of said unsur- 
veyed tract or tracts so classified as mineral;”*’ and the Senate agree to the 
same. 

In line 23 of section 5, after the word “‘ published,” strike out the words “in 
the capital cities of Montana and Idaho” and insert in lieu thereof the words 
‘at the capital city of the State in which the lands may be situated;*’ and the 
Senate agree to the same. 

In lines 43, 44, and 45 of section 5, strike out the words ‘“‘or by some proper 
officer of the Interior Department, detailed by the Secretary of the Interior 
for that a, who shali receive a compensation not exceeding,” and insert 
in lieu thereof the words “unless the Secretary of the Interior shall detail 
some proper officer of the Department of the Interior for that purpose. The 
compensation for such service shall not exceed; * and the Senate agree to the 


same. 

THOMAS C. McRAE, 
W. R. ELLIS, 

Conferees on the part of the House. 
JAMES H. BERRY, 
T. C. POWER, . 
FRED. T. DUBOIS, 

Conferees on the part of the Senate. 

The statement of the House conferees is as follows: 

“The Senate amendment or substitute in many respects is identical with 
the bill as it passed the House. Both provide for the examination, classifica- 
tion, ond soptamstion of the mineral lands within the limits of the Northern 
Pacific nt in four land districts in the States of Montana and 
Idaho by a board of three commissioners for each district. The Senate 
amendment requires that the examination and classification shall be fully 
completed in four years from the date of this act. The House bill fixed no 


limitation. 

“The most important change is in section 3, which defines what shall be 
classified as mireral lands. e House provision on this point is as follows: 

*** That all lands shall be classified and taken to be mineral lands under this 
act which prior to the passage of this act have been located or patented as 
mineral lands, or which have, or probably will have, a market value by rea- 
son of the minerals which they contain, or which show such indications of 
valuable mineral deposits as would induce a miner tospend his time or money 
upon them with the reasonable expectation of finding mineral in paying quan- 
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tities, or which from their geological formation, or their situation or propin- 
quity or relation to known mineral lands, are or probably will be valuable 
for the mineral therein; and all of these matters shall be considered by the 
commissioners in determining the mineral or nonmineral character of such 
lands and in classifying the same.’ 

“The Senate amendment on this : 

“* Sec. 3. That all said lands shall be classified as mineral which, by reason 
of valuable mineral deposits, are open to exploration, copupenens, and pur- 
chase under the provisions of the United States mining laws, and the com- 
missioners in making the classification hereinafter provided for shall take 
into consideration the mineral discovered or developed on or adjacent to such 
land, and the geological formation of all lands to be examined and classified, 
or the lands adjacent thereto, and the reasonable probabilities of such land 
containing valuable mineral deposits because of its said formation, location, 


or character.’ 
of the chan 


“ The pu is to make the definition conform to the estab- 
lished practice of the Department and the decisions of the courts as to what 
should be classified as mineral lands, and has been approved by the Interior 
Department. The Senate amendment gives the Department full power and 
authority to direct the work of the commissioners and limits the total amount 
of compensation to be paid each*“commissioner annually, including transpor- 
tation and subsistence expenses, to $2,500. It reduces the compensation of the 
district attorney or his assistant from $15, as provided in the House bill, to 
$10, and provides that the Secretary of the Interior may detail some proper 
officer of his Department for the purpose of representing the United States 
at hearings before said commissioners, with like compensation. : : 

“The provision of the House bill which declares that nothing contained in 
this act shall be taken or construed as recognizing or confirming any grant 
of land or the right to any land in the said Northern Pacific Railroad Com- 

ny, or as waiving, or in any wise affecting ~~ on the part of the 

nited States against the said Northern Pacific Railroad Company to claim 
a forfeiture of any land grant heretofore made to said company, is contained 
in the Senate amendment. That provision of the Senate amendment relat- 
ing to indemnity to said road for mineral land, which is apparently in con- 
flict eo ne < = a eee ee the —— to forfeit the grant, 
is to be stricken out the adoption o: is report. 
. - “THOS. C. McRAE. 


“W. R. ELLIS.” 


Mr. ELLIS of Oregon. Mr. Speaker, I move the adoption of 
the report, and upon that I demand the previous question. 

Mr. SAYERS. I would like to have some explanation in re- 
gard to this report. It seems to me to be a very important mat- 
ter. 

The SPEAKER. The explanation has just been read. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE. I would like to know from the gentle- 
man how long it will occupy before I relinquish the opportunity 
of raising the question of consideration. 

The SP R. The gentleman demands the previous ques- 
tion. The question is on the demand for the previous question. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE. Iwill not raise the question of con- 
sideration. 

The previous question was ordered. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on ing to the report. 

Mr. SAYERS. Mr. Speaker, I trust that the gentleman will 
make some explanation in addition to the statement that has been 
read. One of the conferees, I understand, has refused to sign 
this report; and the House ought to know what they are doing. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman can be heard in reference to 
the report of the committee of conference. There are fifteen 
minutes for debate on either side. 

Mr. SAYERS. Iask the gentleman from California to make 
an explanation. 

Mr. CAMINETTI. Mr. Speaker, on the 23d day of last July this 
House passed what is known as the “‘ Hartman bill,” providing for 
the examination and classification of mineral lands within the North- 
ern Pacific Railroad grant in the States of Montanaand Idaho. An 
urgent necessity existing for the extension of the law to the State 
of California and other mineral regions—— 

Mr. HERMANN. And Oregon. 

Mr. CAMINETTI. Yes, sir. 

I prepared an amendment and submitted it to the chairman of 
the Committee on Public Lands [Mr. McRag]}. At his earnest 
solicitation I refrained from offering it, as he said it would cause 
debate and prevent his committee from considering other measures 
of importance in the time assigned to it. The chairman kindly 
offered to assist me in securing its insertion in the report of the 
Senate committee. 

Isecured a hearing before the latter committee, and I confidently 
expected to see a general law reported on the subject, or secure at 
least the insertion of California. 

On the report of the bill to the Senate without amendment I 
introduced H. R. No. 8551, providing for the examination and classi- 
fication of mineral lands within the boundaries of railroad land 
grants in the State of California. 

The House Committee on Public Lands, to which it was referred, 
after due consideration and an extension of its provisions to Oregon 
and Arizona, reported a substitute therefor (H. R. No. 8794) with a 
favorable recommendation. 

Within the last ten days the legislature of the State of Oregon 
has memorialized Congress in favor of its passage. 

California, by a mass convention of miners, held in the city of 


int is as follows: 


San Francisco, representing every county in the State, passed reso- 
lations urging the California delegation to use all honorable means 
to secure relief in this matter. 

When the Hartman bill as amended in the Sénate reached this 
House, a conference was ordered on the disagreeing votes of the 
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two Houses, and I had the honor of being named as one of the 
conferees. 

In obedience to the duty I owed to my constituents, and in view 
of the favorable report of our Committee on Public Lands, I again 
endeavored to include California in its provisions. 

The conferees held various meetings. The main difference arose 
on account of this endeavor. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. Will the gentleman allow me to ask 
him a question for information ? 

Mr. CAMINETTI. Yes, sir. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. Has the conference committee juris- 
diction, by any amendment on the bill, to include that or other 
States? 

Mr. CAMINETTI. Yes, sir; for this reason: When the bill was 
called up for passage in the Senate an amendment was offered 
striking out all after the enacting clause and inserting the provi- 
sions, barring a few changes made afterwards by unanimous con- 
sent, sent to this House. It came here, as the record shows, as one 
amendment, hence under the rule was subject to alteration or 
change in conference throughout. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. Is California, Oregon, or Arizona in- 
cluded in the amendment? I am asking for information. 

Mr. CAMINETTI. No, sir; the Senate conferees refused to yield, 
not because they had any objection to the merits of my request, but 
for reasons I shall explain. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. It seems to me the committee of con- 
ference did not have jurisdiction. 

Mr. CAMINETTI. The gentleman will not deny that an amend- 
ment made to a bill by one House is subject to change or elimina- 
tion in conference. The rule is the same whether the amendment is 
to a sentence, section, or, as in this instance, the whole bill. The 
Senate having pursued this method had reopened the whole sub- 
ject. I have the opinions of leading parliamentarians who have 
examined the question in support of this position. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. Will the gentleman aljlow another 
question ? 

Mr. CAMINETTI. Certainly. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. Is the gentleman’s objection to this 
bill because it does not include California and other States? 

Mr.CAMINETTI. I will come to that later. 

Mr. SAYERS. I would like to hear the gentleman answer the 
question of the gentleman from Illinois. If California, Oregon, 
and other mining States are included, the bill would in your 
judgment be right and would meet with your approbation. 

Mr. CAMINETTI. It would be complete if that were done. It 
is not my purpose to antagonize this report, but to present the facts 
in favor of enlarging the scope of the proposed legislation so as to 
include all mining regions similarly situated, and particularly to 
call attention to the nature of the opposition to such extension. 


THE DEMAND FOR A GENERAL LAW. 


The Senate committee, in its report on the question of making 
the law general, says: 

Your committee observes that this bill is not a general one, in that it does not 
apply to all land- it railroads, and while it believes that legislation of a similar 
character applied to all land-grant railroads would be advisable, yet it does not 
feel that it ought to imperil the pas of the bill, which it believes to be a wise 
and conservative measure, even though it does not go as far as it might desire, by 
attempting to amend it to make it general in its provisions. It is a step in the 
right direction. 

The House committee absolutely commits itself in the following 
terms: 

A general law providing not only for the examination and classification of 
mineral lands within railroad grants, but also for their survey, with ample 
appropriations for its proper enforcement, is a public necessity. 

The Secretary of the Interior has lately said in a communication 
to Senator Berry, chairman of the Senate Committee on Public 
Lands: 

I am impressed with the importance of adjusting .s soon as possible the 
railroad land grants, and I trust that Congress will take such action as may be 
deemed necessary, providing for the examination and classification of mineral 
lands at the present session. 


WHO OPPOSES GENERAL LEGISLATION, OR — INCLUSION OF CALIFORNIA IN 
BILL 

The only objection urged to an enlargement of the territorial 
jurisdiction of this measure is that to do so would defeat the wishes 
of Montana and Idaho. 

It passed both Houses by practically a unanimous vote. What 
opposition was openly developed was not aimed against the general 
purposes of the bill; certain features only were affected, which by 
consent were altered. 

Then whence comes this opposition? Certainly not from the peo- 
ple, or those who represent them, 

I have already cited the action of the two land committees and of 
the respective Houses, and I know that the conferees desire in good 
faith to gratify the wishes of the people, each having expressed his 
willingness to aid legislation for their benefit. 

It has been hinted to me from outside sources that any attempt 
to include new territory would defeat all legislation. 

I can not blame the conferees, nor the friends of this bill, under 
the circumstances, for their refusal to endanger its passage; but I 
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do think it necessary to unmask the real opponents of the efforts of 
California, Oregon, and Arizona to obtain relief. 

The Northern Pacific Railroad, the only one affected as the mat- 
ter now stands, singular as it may appear, favors its passage. 
Whether a preference on its part for the indemnity lands has caused 
this unusual indication of public spirit the future will determine. 
It is not a bond-aided road, and so far as I amaware is not indebted 
to the Government. In this respect it differs materially from roads 
interested in the mining regions of the Pacific Coast. 

The Central Pacific, the Oregon and California, and other land- 
grant lines are bond-aided and also indebted to the United States. 
At this moment some are in default to the Government. 

For over twenty years they have refused to take out patents for 
a considerable portion of their grants, in order to avoid State and 
municipal taxation. Now that they are in, or about to, default, 
selections are being filed and applications for patent urged with 
an energy only equaled by that which engineered the wholesale 
methods of the Contract and Finance Company and other similar 
organizations. 

Nor are they particular as to whether the selections are on land 
to which they are entitled by law. In this again they are true to 
their record, 

Mining regions of vast extent have been thus covered. Lands in 
Eldorado, Placer, Nevada, and other counfies on the leading min- 
eral belt of the United States, from which has been extracted the 
bulk of the gold California has given to the commerce of the world, 
are not exempt from this raid. 

The same course has been pursued in the northern and southern 
mines of ourState, notwithstanding that the grant»therefor ex- 
pressly reserves mineral Jands from its operation. 

These companies, through their emissaries, are here antagonizing 
the wishes of the people of California. 

But it is not alone on this ground that I urge action. The Gov- 
ernment as a creditor should interpose its — to protect itself. 
Existing laws have forfeited to the United States lands already 
patented to them, as well as all other property in their possession 
at the date of default, under what is known as the forfeiture clause 
of section 5 of the Pacific Railroad act of 1862, applicable to all bond- 
aided roads. It reads: 

On the refusal or failure of said company to redeem said bonds, or any part of 
them, when required so to do by the Secret of the Treasury, in accordance 
with the provisions of this act, the said road, with all the rights, functions, immu- 
nities, and appurtenances thereunto belonging, and also all lands granted to the 
said company by the United States which at the time of said default shall remain 
in the ownership of the said company, may be taken possession of by the Secretary 
of the Treasury for the use and benefit of the United States. 

Ordinary prudence, as well as the obligations of duty, dictate 
that lands remaining unpatented to these bond-aided roads, espe- 
cially after default has taken place or danger thereof exists, should 
be withheld as an element of security from further loss. 

The Committee on the Public Lands of the House has acted favor- 
ably on a bill having this object in view. 

Pending a settlement of their debt, or the institution of proper 
proceedings to protect the rights of the Government, all their appli- 
cations should at least be suspended, if it is not the desire to declare 
an immediate forfeiture as of right should follow. 

Concerning these lands President Cleveland, in his message trans- 
mitting the report of the Pacific Railway Commission, makes the 
following recommendation : 

I desire to call attention also to the fact that if all that was to be done on the 
part of the Government to fully vest in these companies the grants and advan- 
eee by the acts passed in their interest has not yet been perfected, 
and if the failure of such companies to perform, in good faith, their part of the 
contract justifies such a course, the power rests with the Congress to withhold 
further performance on the part of the Government. 

If donated lands are not yet granted to these companies, and if their violation 
of contract and of duty are such asin justice and morals forfeit their rights to 
such lands, Congressional action should intervene to prevent further consumma- 
tion. Executive power must be exercised according to a laws, and Exec- 
utive discretion is probably not broad enough to reach such difficulties. * * * 
Lespecially commend to the attention of Congress this condition of affairs, in 
order that it may determine whether or not it should intervene to save these 
lands for settlers, if such a course is justifiable. 

I do not on this occasion, nor did I in conference, desire to pre- 
vent Montana and Idaho from receiving the benefits of this legisla- 
tion. I believe its objects, if carried out in good faith, are for the 
public interest; but I appeal now, as I appealed in conference, for 
equal privileges. You are taxing the people of California to enforce 
this law in those States, and yet our people are suffering far more 
from the evils intended to be remedied by our action to-day than 
those of the States named. 

It was feared by the conference that the California bill might fail 
in securing consideration owing to the crowded condition of affairs 
in both branches of Congress and the limited time left for the neces- 
sary work of the session. 

It was then agreed that a concurrent resolution should be prepared 
and introduced providing for a suspension of action on all selections 
within the State of California. The resolution as introduced by 
me in the House reads as follows: 

Resolved by the House of Representatives (the Senaie concurring), That the Seere- 
tary of the Interior be requested to suspend action upon all selections filed by 
land-grant railroad companies for lands situated in the State of California until 
the first day of January, 1896, unless legislation providing for the examination 
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and classification of mineral lands within the limits of such selections shall be 
enacted previous to said date. 

This, it was supposed, would give an opportunity to the Fifty- 
fourth Congress to take action in case nothing could be done before 
the expiration of this session. 

Senator WuiIre, of California, introduced a like resolution in the 
Senate. 

The public land committees of the Senate and House have 
promptly and unanimously reported favorably thereon. 

The secretary of the Interior kindly accorded me a hearing after 
it was referred to him by Senator Berry. He gives it his approval 
as this communication will show: 

DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR, 
Washington, February 20, 1895. 

Srr: I transmit herewith a report from the Commissioner of the General Land 
Office upon the following coneurrent resolution, to wit: 

Resolved bythe Senate (the House of Representatives concurring), That the See- 
retary of the Interior be requested to suspend action on all selections filed by 
land-grant railroad companies for lands situated in the State of California until 
the Ist day of January, 1896, unless legislation providing for the examination 
and classification of mineral lands within the limits of sueh selections shall be 
enacted previous to said date. 

I am impressed with the importance of adjusting, as soon as possible, the rail- 
road land grants, and I trust that Congress will take such action as may be 
deemed necessary providing for the examination and classification of mineral 
lands at the present session. 

I am, however, advised that in California the land-grant railroad companies are 
indebted to the United States for aid given in the construction of their roads. 
Entirely outside of the question of mineral lands, it seems to me unquestionably 
advisable that the United States should patent no lands to such railroads until 
an adjustment can be had of the indebtedness of the roads to the United States. 
In my opinion, the resolution should embrace all lands in any State or Territory 
granted to railroad companies thus indebted to the United States. 

The view herein contained is the result of a suggestion only brought to my 
attention within the pasi few days. 

For the reasons given I cordially approve the resolution. 

Very respectfully, 
HOKE SMITH, Seeretary. 

Hon. JAMES H. Berry, 

Chairman Committee on Public Lands, United States Senate. 

Now, my object in addressing the House at this time is to present 
the united desire of the two committees of conference for action 
favorable to California, and I hope, Mr. Speaker, that an opportu- 
nity will be given her people, as well as those of other States, to 
prevent mineral lands from being unlawfully patented to these cor- 
porations, and at the same time protect the interests of the United 
States. 

The experience we are having in this matter brings us face to 
face with a power that defies law and sets at naught the will of 
the people. 

These same companies are now the subject of considerable atten- 
tion in Congress. 

ANOTHER FUNDING BILL. 

They are endeavoring to persuade us that a law providing for a 
settlement of the first and second mortgage bonds should be passed 
at this session. 

Sugar-coat their propositions as they may they are made of mate- 
rial from which they have spun the webs and traps of the past thirty 
years. 

The new bill which is about to be reported differs only from that 
which was so overwhelmingly defeated by the tempting bait of the 
offer to pay the principal of the debt due the United States within 
one year. 

What proof have we, what guaranty is offered or proposed that 
the payment will then be made? 

In the mean time they secure a year’s delay, enjoying the license 
that has enriched their manipulators, while the hands of the Gov- 
ernment will be completely tied up, legal proceedings suspended, 
and valuable properties now subject to forfeiture permitted to re- 
main in their possession or otherwise dealt with without regard to 
the interests of the Government whose rights thereto may possibly 
be waived by this course of action. 

One forfeiture has already taken place involving millions of dol- 
lars in value, yet we hear of no steps being taken to protect public 
interests. 

Rather than toy with wily schemers and stockbrokers, let us 
arouse the sleeping power of our Government charged with the 
enforcement of the law. 

A TAX ON THE WEST. 


While on this branch of the discussion, I purpose to direct the 
attention of the House to the effect of the passage of any funding 
oo which may be reported. 

yhen the Reilly bill was before us it was denied by its supporters 
that the local traffic would be compelled to pay the bulk of this 
debt. 

I took issue with them and was prepared to substantiate my view 
had an opportunity been afforded. 

I assert now that the passage of any law postponing payment, or 
organizing a system such as proposed by the remodeled Reilly bill, 
will mortgage the labor, productions, and enterprise of the people 
inhabiting the country through which these lines run, for an indefi- 
nite period. This particularly will be the case with California. 

There are many things Congress can do; there are some things 
Congress should refrain from doing. ‘This is of the latter class. 
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Whatever errors of omission or commission it may commit on the 
tariff, silver, or bond issue, it ought not to yoke us against our 
solemn protest to a fate so unmerited and so indefensible as that 
proposed. 

Now for the proofs: 

The Senate Committee on Pacific Railroads, in its report to the 
Senate, filed in anticipation of the passage of the original Reilly 
bill, said of the funding proposition: 


Whichever plan may be adopted will require the consent of the company, and 
ought to take into consideration the interests of the people living along the lines 
and depending wholly upon them for railroad facilities. As the honorable Com- 
missioner of Railroads well says in his special report of April 1, 1892, above 
referred to: 

“The interests of the people living along the lines and depending wholly upon 
the Union and Central Pacific roads for their transportation facilities are directly 
and vitally involved in this controversy. There is only one way in which the 
railroad companies can pay their debts—that is, by earning the money to pay 
them with. They have no surplus funds and no sources of income except from 
the operation of their roads. If the terms of settlement enforced by Congress 
demand too speedy rae or too high a rate of interest, then if the roads 
attempt to comply with such terms they can do so only by levying exorbitant 
rates upon their traffic. This would be a hardship upon the people living along 
their lines. There would be no escape for those who depend entirely upon these 
roads for their transportation. Through rates can not be advanced; competition 
would prevent that. The forces of commerce are more potential than any rail- 
road company in fixing the rates from competing centers. The burden would 
inevitably rest upon local traftic.”’ ; 

A failure of crops, the closing down of the mines, and a general stagnation in 
business of all kinds have prostrated the affairs of nearly all the Western roads. 
With little to sell, and that little bringing a low price, and with the general 
scarcity of a circulating medium, the condition of the Western producer is far 
from satisfactory. The railroads, as before stated, must depend upon local traftic 
almost exclusively for their earnings. 

The opinion of the Commissioner included in this quotation 
should have weight with us. We should impress upon our minds 

ue pertinent suggestion with which he closes: 

“The burden would inevitably rest upon local traffic.” 

The Senate report proceeds: 

As we have stated with reference to the Union Pacific, the earnings of these 
roads must come almost wholly from locai traffic. The competition for through 
business has become very sharp since the completion of theother transcontinental 
lines of road, so that now thst business pays little or nothing beyond the cost of 
its transportation. Along the whole line of the main stem of the Central Pacific 
from Ovden to Reno, a distance of nearly 600 miles, there is no local traffic of any 
consequence whatever. The State of Nevada, through which this line extends, 
is not increasing in wealth and population at all. Its population is not now as 
great as it was some years ago. 

The mining industry in that State has for years been on a decline, and now 
what mines remain are all practically closed down. That industry almost alone 
in former years made up the business of the Central Pacific in Nevada. Without 
it, and with nothing else to take its place, the long line of road from Ogden west 
to the the mountains, in the language of Mr. Huntington, might as well be ‘‘ 1,000 
feet in the air,”’ so far as its value for local traflic is concerned, it being simply 
‘‘ what you might call a bridge to connect the East and the West.” 

The local traffic, therefore, of the Central Pacific system must come from the 
country along the lines west of the Sierra Nevada; that is, along the line of the 
old Western Pacitic from Sacramento down to San Jose, along that portion of the 
main line from Sacramento east to the base of the mountains, and along the 
branch lines. All that country is very rich, and the business of it will, in all 
probability, increase from year to year. It is from those pieces of road that the 
Central Pacific must derive its income for many years—in fact, until, if ever, the 
State of Nevada takes on new life and is more fully developed. 

Who has or can successfully dispute these conclusions? 
HUNTINGTON AND STANFORD'S ADMISSIONS. 


C. P. Huntington himself, in a pamphlet bearing his signature 
and lately distributed to the members of the House, said on this 
question, ‘‘ The money has to come mostly from the people who live along 
the line; that is, from the local business, as the interstate-commerce 
law has enabled the Canadian Pacific Railway Company to take 
most of the through or overland business.” 

‘The report submitted on a similar bill by Senator FRYE of Maine, 
in the Fifty-first Congress, first session, contains a letter from Sena- 
tor Stanford of California, in which occurs the following: 

If the Government is to be paid it must be chiefly out of the earnings of the 


local roads in the State of California; therefore, while the benefit has been and 
is national, the burden of payment will be local. 


Of course he had reference only to the Central Pacific debt. 
I feel that we can safely rest our case on this point without fear 
of the rebuttal evidence of our opponents. 
The local traffic, and not the manipulating syndicates, would pay 
this debt. 
SPURIOUS CAPITALIZATION. 


But again, any refunding scheme that may be forced on the Pacific 
Coast, and other States affected, that does not provide for a purging 
of the spurious and fraudulent capitalization of these roads, will 
continue indefinitely the tax upon their resources which they have 
unjustly borne since the opening of rail communication between 
the East and the West. 

Official reports give the amount of watered or spurious capital 
at $172,347,115. " 

The burden has been patiently suffered in the past, as a result of 
frauds which the law did not impose. Let us not sanction it for the 
future by deliberate action of the lawmaking power. 

I have been led to refer to this matter in connection with the 
mineral-land question because they constitute twin impositions, 
from which the Congress of the United States should defend us 
with all the power in its gift. 
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Mr. HERMANN. I merely wish to add to what has been said 
by the gentleman from Galifornia that the legislative assembly of 
Oregon, within the last few days, has sent a memorial here in 
favor of the classification of lands in that State upon the same basis 
as those of Montana and Idaho. 

TheSPEAKER. Thegentleman from Montana [Mr. Hartman] 
is recognized for five minutes. 

Mr. HARTMAN. Mr. Speaker, the career of this bill has been 
a checkered one. It ran the gauntlet of the House: it came under 
the scrutinizing eyes of the chairman of the Committee on Appro- 
priations, the gentleman from Texas [ Mr. SAYERS}, and is here 
now, after leaving the conference committee, appropriating less 
money than when it passed the House on the 234 day of last July. 

Mr. SAYERS. Iam not complaining of the bill. 

Mr. HARTMAN. I know the gentleman has not complained 
of it; and I am glad he doesnot. It passed the Senate with amend- 
ments and went to the conference. It there had a stormy time 
between the five members of the conference committee and the 
gentleman from California [Mr. CAMiNETT!}. 

This bill contains the results of five long years of hard work on 
the part of the Representatives and Senators from Montana and 
Idaho. It represents $30,000 in cash spent by our people to pay 
our mineral-land commissioner in the last six years. I[trepresents 
untold effort on the part of the present Representatives on this 
floor and of the Senators in the other end of the Capitol. Itis 
the most important piece of legislation for the people of Montana 
and Idaho that has ever been enacted by the American Congress. 
It meets the unqualified approval of the Land Office of the Inte- 
rior Department and the entire legislatures of Idaho and Mon- 
tana, including the governors and State officers. 

The gentleman from California [Mr. Caminettt] had exactly 
the same opportunity that I had to procure this legislation for his 
people; and the Public Lands Committee is here ready to listen to 
his cause, and if he presents a good one—and I hope he has a good 
one—I shall be very glad to assist him with every power that I 
have to secure the legislation for his people. I have no resent- 
ment against him in that regard; but I do not believe that the 
gentleman from California has any right to come here at this day 
and hour and say to me and to this House, ‘‘ If I can not get Cali- 
fornia provided for—California that has not been taken care of as 
you have taken care of Montana and Idaho in the bill—the bill 
itself shall go down to defeat.” I do not believe that Congress is 
going to do anything of that kind. 

A moment further, Mr. Speaker, and I will yield the floor. 
This conference report has been adopted in the Senate and the 
conferees discharged. The chairman of the conference commit- 
tee of the House, the honorable chairman of the Public Lands 
Committee [Mr. McRae], has been called to his home in Arkan- 
sas, to the bedside of a sick daughter, and can not be here to par- 
ticipate in any further conferences; and therefore voting down 
this report is to defeat the bill entirely. If the gentleman from 
California wants to assume that responsibility it is for himself 
and he understands what it means. 

Mr. CAMINETTI. I said expressly in the conclusion of my 
remarks that I was not here to antagonize the bill of the gentle- 
man from Montana. But it was understood in the committee 
that I should be permitted to present the facts on behalf of Cali- 
fornia, so that the case on which we base our claim for action 
of this kind in regard to California might be before the House 
The remarks of the gentleman, therefore, that I am against the 
bill, are entirely out of place. 

Mr. HARTMAN. I am very glad to hear that. I misunder- 
stood the gentleman, and withdraw any remark that I made as to 
his opposition to the measure. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on agreeing to the report of 
the conference committee. 

The report was agreed to. 

On motion of Mr. ELLIS of Oregon, a motion to reconsider the 
last vote was laid on the table. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. BRECKINRIDGE. Iask unanimous consent, Mr. Speaker, 
that gentlemen having reports to make from the committees may 
be permitted to file them with the Clerk. 

The SPEAKER. Without objection that order will be made. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 


The following reports of committees were handed in at the 
Clerk’s desk, referred to their appropriate Calendars, and other- 
wise disposed of as indicated below: 


SURVIVORS OF INDIAN WARS OF 1832 TO 1842. 


Mr. TAWNEY, from the Committee on Pensions, reported back 
favorably the bill (H. R. 8595) to amend an act entitled “An act 
granting pensions to the survivors of the Indian wars of 1832 to 
1842, inclusive, known as the Black Hawk war, Creek war, Chero- 
kee disturbances, and the Seminole war,” approved July 27, 1892; 
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which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the 
state of the Union, and, with the accompanying report, ordered 
to be printed. 


BRIDGE OVER THE OBION RIVER IN THE STATE OF TENNESSEE. 


Mr. DURBOROW, from the Committee on Interstate and For- 
eign Commerce, reported back favorably the bill (H. R. 8873) 
authorizing the Dyersburg and Mississippi River Railway and 
Improvement Company to bridge the Obion River in the State of 
Tennessee; which was referred to the House Calendar, and, with 
the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 


BRIDGES ACROSS THE EMORY AND THE CLINCH RIVERS, IN THE STATE 
OF TENNESSEE, 


Mr. DURBOROW also, from the Committee on Interstate 
and Foreign Commerce, reported back favorably the bill (H. R. 
8659) to authorize the construction of bridges across the Emory 
and the Clinch rivers in the State of Tennessee; which was re- 
ferred to the House Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, 
ordered to be printed. 


PUBLIC BUILDING AT OWOSSO, MICH. 


Mr. BRETZ, from the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds, reported back with amendments the bill (H. R. 6319) 
for the construction of a public building at Owosso, Mich.; which 
was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the state 
of the Union, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be 
printed. 5 
NATIONAL GAS AND ELECTRIC LIGHT AND POWER COMPANY, DIS- 

TRICT OF COLUMBIA, 


Mr. BABCOCK, from the Committee on the District of Colum- 
bia, reported back with amendments the bill (H. R. 7310) to incor- 
porate the National Gas and Electric Light, Heat and Power Com- 
pany of the District of Columbia; which was referred to the 
Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union, and, 
with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 


CONSTRUCTION OF RAILROAD, TELEGRAPH, AND TELEPHONE LINE 
THROUGH THE INDIAN TERRITORY. 


Mr. HUNTER, from the Committee on Indian Affairs, reported 
back favorably the bill (H. R. 8900) to amend section 9 of an act 
entitled ‘‘ An act to authorize the Kansas City, Pittsburg and Gulf 
Railroad Company to construct and operate a railroad, telegraph, 
and telephone Tis through the Indian Territory, and for other 

urposes;” which was referred to the Committee of the Whole 
Teees on the state of the Union, and, with the accompanying re- 
port, ordered to be printed. 


REMOVAL OF SNOW AND ICE FROM SIDEWALKS, CROSS WALKS, AND 
GUTTERS, WASHINGTON AND GEORGETOWN. 


Mr. HEARD, from the Committee on the District of Columbia, 
reported back favorably the bill (S. 1921) for the removal of snow 
and ice from the sidewalks, crosswalks, and gutters in the cities 
of Washington and Georgetown, and for other purposes; which 
was referred to the House Calendar, and, with the accompanying 
report, ordered to be printed. 


ENROLLED BILL AND JOINT RESOLUTIONS SIGNED. 


Mr. PEARSON, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, re- 

rted that they had examined and found truly enrolled a bill and 
joint resolutions of the following titles; when the Speaker signed 
the same: 

A bill (H. 8. 8681) authorizing the Arkansas Northwestern Rail- 
way Company to construct and operate arailway through the In- 
dian Territory, and for other purposes; 

Joint resolution (H. Res. 273) extending from March 1, 1895, to 
the 15th day of April, 1895, the time for making returns of income 
for the year 1894, and for other pu $s; and 

Joint resolution (H. Res, 209) authorizing the Secretary of War 
to deliver condemned cannon to Asher Gaylord Post, Grand Army 
of the Republic, of Plymouth, Pa.; to the William H. Tarbee Post, 
Grand Army of the Republic, McGrawville, N. Y.; to the Eckley 
B. Coxe Post, Grand Army of the Republic, of Freeland, Pa., and 
_— R. eee Post, Grand Army of the Republic, Chelsea, 

ich., an 





MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


A message from the Senate, by Mr. PLatr, one of its clerks, an- 
nounced that the Senate had agreed to the report of the commit- 
tee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on 
the amendments of the Senate to the joint resolution (H. Res. 273) 
extending from March 1, 1895,to the 15th day of April, 1895, the 
time for making returns of income for the year 1894, and for 
other purposes. 

The message also announced thatthe Senate had passed without 
amendment, joint resolution (H. Res. 277) in reference to the Free 
Zone along the northern frontier of Mexico and adjacent to the 
United States. 
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The message also announced that the Senate had passed the fol- 
are resolution; in which the concurrence of the House was re- 
quested: : 

Joint resolution (S. R. 134) calling on the President to take such 
measures as he may deem necessary to consummate the agreement 
between the Governments of Spain and the United States for the 
need of Antonio Maximo Mora, naturalized citizen of the United 

tates. 

The message also announced that the Senate had passed the fol- 
lowing resolution; in which the concurrence of the House was re- 
quested: 

Resolwed by the Senate (the House of Representatives gomcuryng), That the 
Congress of the United States has learned with high gratification of the special 
honors paid to the memory of the deceased by the Government of Mexico 
upon the occasion of the death of the Hon. Isaac P. Gray, late minister of the 
United States near the Republic of Mexico. 

Resolved, That in token of the appreciation of the same, the Secretary of 


State be requested to forward to the Mexican Government an enrolled copy 
of this resolution. 


DEFICIENCY APPROPRIATION BILL. Vv 


Mr. BRECKINRIDGE. I move that the House resolve itself 
into Committee of the Whole for the purpose of considering gen- 
eral appropriation bills. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The House accordingly resolved itself into Committee of the 
Whole, Mr. TARSNEY in the chair. 

i — CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the title of the first 
yl. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

A bill (H. R. 8892) making appropriations to supply deficiencies in the ap- 
te eae: Ang fiscal year ending June 30, 1895, and for prior years, and 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE. I ask unanimous consent to dispense 
with the first formal reading of the bill. It is quite a long bill, 
comprising many items, and must be taken up and considered by 
paragraphs. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. I think unanimous consent to dis- 
pense with the first reading ought to be given. I believe there 
will be no objection on this side. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection to the request of the gen- 
tleman from Kentucky? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE. Now, Mr. Chairman,I would be glad 
if the gentleman from Illinois would give mehisattention. I ask 
that there be no general debate on the bill, but that as items are 
reached about which there will be some discussion we shall then 
agree to such reasonable general debate on the several items, other 
than that allowed by the five-minute rule,as may be acceptable 
or desirable. There are some matters that will probably lead to 
we extended debate than can be allowed under the five-minute 
rule. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. I will say to the gentleman in charge 
of the bill that, so far as I know, upon this side of the House there 
is no disposition except to consider this bill in good faith. I con- 
cede that consideration and real debate is most valuable, provided it 
Sey precede a vote of the House upon the proposition 

e ; 

There are some matters on the bill, and I am advised that there 
will be —— a few other matters moved by way of amend- 
ments, that will probably lead to a more extended debate than 
can be had under the five-minute rule—— 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE. I agree that there shall be longer de- 
bate when they are reached. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. And if the gentleman is willing to 
say that when we shall reach such items from time to time liberal 
general debate may be allowed, I am quite willing, so far as I am 
concerned, that he should proceed now with the consideration of 
the bill by peesare hs. 

Mr. BRECKI RIDGE. I agree to that; and when these items 
are reached I think the gentleman from Illinois and myself will 
have no difficulty in arranging a reasonable time for debate upon 
them. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. That is satisfactory to me. 

Mr. BAILEY. I would like to give notice to the gentleman 
from Kentucky that when we reach the appropriation for the pay- 
ment of the judgments of the Court of Claims we shall want a 
longer time than the five-minute debate. 

r. BRECKINRIDGE, I understand that the gentleman from 
Texas may desire, or may not desire (for there may be such de- 
velopments in the mean time as to render it unnecessary), a more 
extended debate than would be allowed under the five-minute 
rule on the Indian depredation claims. As the amcunt involved 
is large, and the principle quite important, I think that such an 
arrangement ought to be assented to, and I will gladly agree that 
there be a reasonable time allowed for debate on that subject. 

TheCHAIRMAN. Under the understanding between the gen- 
tleman from Kentucky [Mr. BRECKINRIDGE] and the gentleman 
from Dlinois [Mr. CANNON] the gentleman from Kentucky now 
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asks unanimous consent that general debate be considered closed. 
Is there objection? [A pause.] The Chair hearsnone. The Clerk 
will proceed to read the bill for amendment. 

; The Clerk, proceeding with the reading of the bill, read the fol- 
owing: . 


STATE DEPARTMENT. 
r) For care and subsistence of horses and 
repairs of wagons, carriage, an 
care of clocks, telegraphic and electric ap 


ess, rent of stable and a shed, 
to the same, 
and for miscellaneous items not including The foregoing, 


ratus, and repairs 

Mr. DURBOROW. [offer the amendment which I send tothe 
Clerk’s desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

At the end of line 3, page 2, insert: , 

“And the Secretary of State be, and he hereby is, authorized to transfer 
to the trustees of the Columbian Museum, of Chicago, all of the exhibit of 
the Department of State at the World’s Columbian ee that was pro- 
cured with funds appropriated for the support of the board of govern- 
ment, ement, and control, and exhibited in the building known as the 
Convent of Rabida and the east gailery of the Government building.” 


Mr.SAYERS. Iwant toreserve a point of order on that amend- 
ment, pending an explanation by the gentleman from Illinois [ Mr. 
DurBorow]. Isubmit to the gentleman whether we had not bet- 
ter insert in the bill a clause transferring the seat of Government 
with all it archives at once to the city of Chicago? [Laughter.] 


For contingent expenses, namely: 


Mr. DURBOROW. It was not so intended. 

Mr. DINGLEY. The language of the amendment appears to 
cover all the articles which were exhibited, a large number of 
which I understand have been transferred to the Smithsonian In- 
stitution. 

Mr. DURBOROW. It is not intended to cover those already 
on exhibition in the Smithsonian Institution and National Mu- 
seum. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Then does not the language need some modi- 
fication? I am entirely willing that the articles remaining at 
Chicago shall be transferred under the amendment; but not those 
already transferred to the Smithsonian Institution. I suggest 
that the gentleman modify his amendment so as to cover specific- 
= what he says was intended. 

r. DURBOROW. I will accept an amendment to that effect. 

Mr. DINGLEY. I ask unanimous consent that this paragraph 
may be passed without prejudice. 

Mr. HOPKINS of Illinois. It can be settled now by inserting 
the words ‘‘ except such as are already in the Smithsonian [nsti- 
tution.” 

Mr. DURBOROW. I will accept such an amendment. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Knowing that the most important of these 
articles have been transferred to the Smithsonian Museum, I do 
not want any paragraph adopted in this bill that will transfer the 


Mr. DURBOROW. Mr. Chairman, in explanation of this item | articles which have already been removed to the Smithsonian In- 


I want to say that during the preparations for the late Columbian 


stitution. It seemed to me that the provision was broad enough 


Exposition in Chicago the Exposition corporation and the United | to cover the whole, because those articles were a part of the ex- 


States Government, acting in conjunction, sent a number of spe- 
cial commissioners on special missions to the South American 


hibition. 


Mr. DURBOROW. It occurs to me that such a construction 


countries, to collect there such relics and exhibits as would be | might possibly be placed upon this amendment, but that is not 


proper for that Exposition. These were collected, and in a lar, 
measure exhibited in the Convent of La Rabida and in certain 
sections of the Government building, chiefly under the control of 
the State Department. In order to take advantage of existing 
conditions at the close of the Fair, the citizens of Chicago sub- 
scribed very liberally to the endowment of what is now known as 
the Field Columbian Museum. A very large sum of money has 
been raised for this purpose; and it is intended—— 

Mr. SAYERS. I withdraw the point of order. 

Mr. DINGLEY. I renew it. 

Mr. DURBOROW. It is intended, Mr. Chairman, to collect 
and perpetuate in this museum the most complete exhibit of relics 
and nautical apparatus of all kinds of the time of Christopher 
Columbus that ever been embraced in any collection in the 
history of the world. The trustees of this museum desire very 
much that this small collection from the Latin-American coun- 
tries, which really has now but a nominal value, should be turned 
over tothem. The State Department has recommended such a 
transfer, and it needs only the formal action of Congress in order 
that the transfer may be completed. I hope the point of order 
will be withdrawn. 

Mr. McMILLIN. I will ask the gentleman whether there is 
not in the Smithsonian Institution here a collection kindred to 
that referred to in the amendment, embracing duplicates of almost 
everything that is now at Chicago? 

Mr. DURBOROW. Yes, sir; almost everything is duplicated. 

Mr. SAYERS. Ihave withdrawn my point of order. I simply 
wished to afford the gentleman an opportunity of explaining the 
amendment. 

Mr. DURBOROW. Icertainly appreciate the gentleman's kind- 


ness. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Ireserved a point of order on the amendment. 
I desire now that it be read again in order that we may fully 
understand it. 

The amendment was again read. 

Mr. DINGLEY. This amendment, I see, covers the whole ex- 
hibit that was made—— 

Mr. DURBOROW. Only what is now left in Chicago. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Some of it has been transferred? 

Mr. DURBOROW. Almost everything now remaining is du- 
plicated in the Smithsonian Institution. It is only the duplicates 
that it is desired to keep out at Chicago. 

Mr. BLACK. The gentleman says that ‘‘ almost everything has 
been duplicated.” What is there that has not been duplicated? 
Mr. DINGLEY. I hope that the gentleman from Illinois will 
ylain what this collection consists of. 

fr. DURBOROW. The collection consists of a number of 
curios collected from Mexico and the Central and South American 
States. It consists principally of eee 

Mr. DINGLEY. What is the remainder? 

Mr. DURBOROW. The remainder is pottery, nautical instru- 
ments of the time of Columbus, and records. Almost everythin 
was gotten up in duplicate; and the principal part of the oFiginal 
collection has already been transferred to the Smithsonian i- 
tution. These articles that we desire to have out there are only 
the duplicates. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Would not this amendment cover the articles 
already transferred to the Smithsonian Institution? 


e 


the intention at all. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

At the end of the amendment insert the following: ** Except such as are now 
under the control of the National Museum.” 

Mr. DINGLEY. I withdraw the point of order. 

The amendment as modified was agreed to. 

The Clerk, proceeding with the reading of the bill, read as follows: 

United States and Venezuela Claims Commission: For salaries and expenses 


of the Commission to arbitrate the claim of the Venezuela Transportation 
Company. against Venezuela, under act of August 27, 1894, $7,500. 


Mr. BRECKINRIDGE. Mr. Chairman, I am authorized by the 
Committee on Appropriations to offer the amendment which I 
send to the Clerk’s desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


On page 2, after line 9, insert the following: 
“ Bering Sea damages: For the payment to the Government of Great Brit- 


ain, under the agreement reached by exchange of notes of August 21, 1894, 
in full satisfaction of all demands for damages against the United States grow- 
eg owe of the controversy between the two Governments as to the fur seals 
in Bering Sea under the award and findings of the Tribunal of Arbitration at 
Paris, $425,000. 


Mr. BRECKINRIDGE. Now, Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous 
| consent that that item and the next item, relating to the Bering Sea 
| arbitration, be roe over for the present. 

Mr. CANNON of [llinois. I am quite content that that should 
| be done, with the understanding that it shall not be called up just 
| about the time of adjournment. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE. As to that I shall consult the gentle- 
men of the minority. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. This is an important amendment 
and should be considered when there is a full attendance and when 
the members are not weary. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE. Wecan agree privately astothat. We 
have eulogies at half past 3 this afternoon, and therefore it is im- 
possible to discuss the matter to-day. -I suggest that we pass it. 

Mr. McCREARY of Kentucky. I heard the proposed amend- 
ment read, but did not understand the statement in reference to 
it. Has there been any agreement about it? 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE. We have agreed to pass it for the 
present. 

The CHATRMAN, 
his proposition again? 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE. I ask unanimous consent that this 
item and the next be passed for the present. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Kentucky asks unan- 
imous consent that the amendment pending and the next item be 
passed for the present. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

: The Clerk, proceeding with the reading of the bill, read as fol- 
ows: 


That the Auditor for the Treasury Department be, and he is hereby, di- 
rected to allow the expenses for personal services of officers. clerks, and em- 


Will the gentleman from Kentucky state 


ployees in the Executive Department of the Treasury incident to the 
enforcement of the provisions of the act of October 1, 1890, respecting bounty 
on sugar and to the collection of internal revenue, under the provisions of 
“ An act to provide for the collection of internal revenue, and for other pur 


poses,” approved August 27, 1804. 
Mr. BRECKINRIDGE. 


I am directed by the Committee on 


Appropriations to offer at this point the amendment which I send 
to the Clerk’s desk. 
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The amendment was read, as follows: 


On page 4, after line 18, insert the following: : 
** Office of Auditeur for Post-Office Department: For temporary clerks in 
the office of the Auditor for the Post-Office Department for the pu 


bringing up the work now in arrears in said office, $8,000, to be available from 


April 1, 189%, until expended; said temporary clerks to be appointed from 
those now in the classified service of the Treasury Department.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The Clerk, proceeding with the reading of the bill, read as fol- 
lows: 

For post-office and court-house at Charleston, 8. C.: For completion of 
building, $40,000. 

For post-office at Fort Dodge, Iowa: For completion of building, $1,500. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE. I move to strike out the item for the 
post-office at Charleston, 8. C., and at Fort Dodge, Iowa, lines 3, 
4, 5, and 6, on page 9, because those items have been put in the 
sundry civil bill in the Senate. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Kentucky moves to 
strike out lines 3,4,5,and 6,on page 9. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE. Those two public buildings are pro- 
vided for in the sundry civil bill in the Senate. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Do they not properly belong in this bill? 

Mr. a RIDGE. No; they belong reaily in the sundry 
civil bill. 

Mr. SAYERS. Iwill state to my friend that some years ago, as 
I am informed, there was a double appropriation made for a build- 
ing ata certain place in the Uni States, whereas but one ap- 
propriation should have been made, and yet they uged the double 
appropriation. Now, these towns that the gentleman refers to are 
provided for in the sundry civil bill. 

Mr. DINGLEY. My query is, whether these items are not really 
deficiencies instead of hone current expenses? 

Mr. SAYERS. They are not, deficiencies; they are to increase 


the limit. 

Mr. DINGLEY. All right. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Kentucky moves to 
strike out lines 3, 4, 5, and 6, on page 9. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

For post-office at Richmond, Ky.: For completion of building, $25,000. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE. I make the same motion as to that. 
It is also included in the sundry civil ree bill. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Kentucky moves to 
strike out the two lines which have just been read. If there be 
no objection it will be so ordered. 

There was no objection. 

The Clerk proceeded with the reading of the bill. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE. Mr. Chairman, I understand that to- 
day has been set apart, after half past 3 o’clock, for eulogies upon 
the late Senator Stockbridge. I, therefore, now move that the 
committee rise. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The committee accordingly rose; and the Speaker having re- 
sumed the chair, Mr. TaRsNEY, Chairman of the Committee of 
the Whole House on the state of the Union, reported that that com- 
mittee had had under consideration the bill H. R.8892, and had 
come to no resolution thereon. 


HOUR OF MEETING, 


Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, Mr. Speaker, I desire to ask unani- 
mous consent that the House meet to-morrow at 11 o’clock, and if 
that is agreed to I think we can conclude the consideration of this 
bill during the session of to-morrow. Thelarger part of Saturday 
is to be taken by eulogies on the late Senator Vance. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Kentucky asks unani- 
mous consent that the House meet to-morrow at 11 o’clock, so as 
to go on with the deficiency bill. Is there objection? [After a 
pause.] The Chair hears none, and it is so ordered. 


WITHDRAWAL OF PAPERS. 


Mr. DURBOROW, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to 
withdraw from the files of the House, without leaving copies, 
the papers in the case of William N. Pringle, Fifty-second Con- 
gress, no adverse report having been made. 


LATE HON. FRANCIS B. STOCKBRIDGE. 


The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the special order. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


Resolved, That Thursday, the 2ist day of February, beginning at 3.30 o'clock 
.m., be set a for eu on the life and services of the late Francis 
one Stockbridge, late a Senator from the State of Michigan. 


The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the Senate resolutions. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


In THE SENATE OF THE UNITED STATES, February 9. 


Resolved, That the Senate has heard with profound sorrow of the death of 

Hon. Francis B. Stockbridge, iate a Senator from the State of Michigan. 
Resolved, That as a mark of respect to the memory of thedeceased the busi- 

ness of the Senate be now suspended to enable his associates to pay proper 


tribute to his high character and distinguished public services. 


se of. 


Resolved, That the Secretary communicate these resolutions to the House 
of Representatives. 


Resolved, As a further mark of respect to the memory of the deceased, the 
Senate do now adjourn. 

Mr. THOMAS. Mr. Speaker, I[ offer the following resolutions. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, That the House has received with sincere regret the announce- 
ment of the death of the Hon. Francis B. Stockbridge, late a member of the 
Senate from the State of Michigan, and tenders to the family of the deceased 
the assurance of their sympathy with them in the bereavement they have 
been called upon to sustain. 

Resolved, That as a further mark of respect to the deceased, and in recog- 
nition of his eminent abilities as a public servant, the House, at the conclusion 
of these memorial proceedings, shall stand adjourned, 

Resolved, That the Clerk be directed to transmit to the family of Mr. Stock- 
bridge a certified copy of the foregoing resolutions. 

Mr. THOMAS. Mr. Speaker, from the eastern shore of Lake 
Michigan and the scenes of his life work I bring my humble trib- 
ute of affectionate regard and lay it upon the grave of Francis B. 
Stockbridge. 

Born in obscurity on the rocky coast of New England; appren- 
ticed to business in Boston; achieving fortune and fame in the 
great Northwest, and dying in the fullness of years, honored alike 
by the great and the lowly—these are the graphic outlines of his 
illustrious career. 

When he came to my State in 1851, an adventurous youth of 
25, the resources of the Commonwealth of Michigan were compara- 
tively unknown. Her primeval forests were then unsubdued. 
Beneath the site of the Indian wigwam lay vast deposits of un- 
known mineral wealth. Here it was, with a prescience worthy of 
maturer years, young Stockbridge cast his lot with that select 
body of men whose enterprise was destined in a few short years 
to transform Michigan into homes of comfort and cities of wealth. 

The same sagacity that guided his business affairs characterized 
his political career. 

Notwithstanding the presence of two distinct civilizations, ap- 
parently irreconcilable, he saw with a prophetic vision the insep- 
arability of civil liberty and Federal union. 

Through the darkest days of rebellion Governor Blair had no 
truer friend or safer counselor than Colonel Stockbridge. 

When peace returned to our distracted country nt great eco- 
nomic questions confronted our nation he brought with him to 
the United States Senate and to the solution of governmental 
problems the lessons of patriotism and the practical experience of 
business. 

The curiosities of a new political economy never bewildered his 
judgment or entangled his feet. The truths of finance and of rev- 
enue wrought outin the white heat of the American Revolution and 
demonstrated during a century of national life were never aban- 
doned by him. 

In the Republican and Democratic parties he saw the embodi- 
ment of a natural and historical issue. "Within one or the other 
of these parties he believed all the needed reforms could be accom- 

lished. The disintegration of either by collateral issues he be- 
fieved would result in the ascendency of the other. Hence, he 
welcomed to Republican councils Prohibitionists and Populists 
and all who had a cause or a grievance. 

I first met Colonel Stockbridge in 1871 at the convention which 
nominated him for the State senate. He was then a strong man 
of 45, of commanding presence and affable demeanor. His fine 
head was crowned with dark hair, and his full beard was un- 
touched by age. His kindly face had no trace of severity, save 
those lines of thought which constant business habit had been 
registering there since his sixteenth rr. 

fis largest title at that time was that of ‘‘ The Saugatuck Lum- 
berman.” He had already served in the lower house at Lansing, 
and a man of his nature could not fail to appreciate the generous 
expression of confidence contained in his promotion to the State 
senate. 

It is customary on occasions like this to speak of the early life 
of the illustrious dead. To be well born involves three factors, 
namely, lineage, locality, and liberty. Organic quality must be 
inherited, environment must favor development, and freedom to 
act attend upon opportunity. 

The name of Stockbridge proclaims an English ancestry. To 
be descended from a race which has maintained the supremacy of 
one on all the seas during the most momentous centuries of 
— istory is no mean honor and itself an earnestof inherited 
wort 

Of the locality of his birth I can not speak in detail, as I have 
never seen the storm-swept hills of Maine; but this I know, that 
great men have been nursed beneath her wintry skies. Their 
names are illustrious in our country’s history. One was the sec- 
ond officer in rank in the Republic and the Presiding Officer of 
the Senate during all the years of civil war. One was a dis- 
tinguished of State, whose fame as a parliamentarian 
and statesman outranked in honor the Executive himself. Another 
is the present distinguished Chief Justice of the United States; 
and on the decisive field of Gettysburg, at a spot where the com- 
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bat was fiercest, I read an inscription to the soldiers of Maine who 
fell in the defense of their country’s flag. A 

Francis B. Stockbridge was born at Bath, in the State of Maine, 
April 9, 1826, and died suddenly and painlessly at oa Ti., 
April 30, 1894, while on his way to California with his e. 

is father was a physician in ordin circumstances. He was 
nurtured in a home of comfort, education, and refinement until 
his sixteenth year, when, in 1842, he went to Boston and began 
his business career as a commercial clerk. In 1847 he removed to 
Chicago and connected himself with the lumber business, and, 
becoming interested in Michigan pine lands, in 1851 he removed 
to Allegan County. 

Here he wooed and won his faithful wife, Miss Betsy Arnold, of 
Gun Plain. In 1874 I was elected to the seat formerly occupied 
by him in the State senate, and from that time to the time of his 
death I knew him well and he was closely identified with my 
county, my State, and my political party. ; 

Colonel Stockbridge possessed the qualifications of leadership. 
His knowledge of men was intuitive and his charity for their fail- 
ings unbounded. In his upward progress to fame and fortune he 
was never weighted with malice nordisabied by envy nor corroded 
by jealousy. His faith in men and in the possibilities of the fu- 
ture enveloped his life in the sunshine of hope and guided him to 
certain success. 

It is often the case that men render favors from selfish motives 
and hope to receive personal advantages as a result of their bene- 
factions. These men pass by opportunities to show unselfish ‘‘ hu- 
manity to man.” 

Senator Stockbridge was often known to show his liberality, 
which came from the kindness of his heart, without the remotest 
expectation of praise or personal gain, and this virtue must have 
made him many friends. 

During the campaign that preceded his last election to the United 
States Senate the contest for nominating members of the legisla- 
ture was in some localities very active between the friends of 
Mr. Stockbridge and his opponents. In one locality the opposition 
united upon a man who was very popular and influential in his 
locality, and his friends also thought this a proper time to give 
him the honor of a seat in the councils of the State, and they so 
conducted the campaign in his interest that his nomination was 
conceded. But, to the surprise of all, when the roll was called at 
the convention, his nearest friends voted for his opponent, and 
thereby gave him the nomination. When asked afterwards why 
his personal friends had deserted him, he replied: 

‘* Many years ago, when I was a poor boy, I walked into Sauga- 
tuck as good as barefooted and wore only an excuse for clothing. 
I met Mr. Stockbridge and talked with him about the prospects 
for work. He informed me that he had nothing for me to do. 
‘ But,’ said he, ‘ come with me to the store.’ I did so, and he di- 
rected that I be supplied with everything necessary for my per- 
sonalcomfort. I accepted his generosity; and although since then 
I have been abundantly able to pay him, as you know, yet the 
spirit with which he supplied my necessities forbade my offering 
him a moneyed consideration. I have not seen Mr. Stockbridge 
in many years, but if I had been nominated and elected you would 
have expected me to have voted against him. This I could not 
have done, so I asked ‘my personal friends to vote for the other 
man.” Thus, the unselfish consideration given to that poor boy 
gave to the benefactor a vote for the United States Senatorship. 

As society is now constituted the accumulator of wealth must 
be a leader of men. There was a time when leadership meant 
power; to-day it means justice; for such leadership the workmen 
of America are yearning. 

The revolt of society is not against authority but against avarice. 
Of all the virtues that promote the well-being of man I would as- 
sign to justice the first rank. Industry, temperance, fortitude, 
and benevolence are grand virtues, butthey are often self-relative 
and expend their force on a narrow field. What the world is per- 
ishing for is justice, not charity. If one-half of the millions that 
are wasted in organized Christian charity was expended to pro- 
mote the plain pagan virtue of justice between man and man the 
daybreak of the millennium would fleck the eastern skies. 

aniel Webster it was who said: 

Justice, sir, is the t interest of man on e : 8 ic 
holds civilized beings and civilized nations komt: aimemere nee temnpie 
stands, and so long as it is duly honored, there is a foundation for general se- 
curity, general happiness, and the improvement and progress of our race. 

Speaking of justice; Sydney Smith said: 

Truth is its handmaid, freedom its child, its comps aion, safety walks 
in its yy victory followsin its train. It is the highest emanation from the 
Cope t is the attribute of God. 

Above all things is justice— 

Said David Dudley Field— 

Success is a good thing, wealth is good also, honor is better, but justice excels 
them all. 

Such were the ethics of Senator Stockbridge. And whether you 
visit his mines in the upper peninsula of Michigan or his lumber 
yardsin the lower; whether you inspect the plant of the Red Wood 
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Company of California, or the Spring and Axle Works of Kala- 
mazoo, or his famous stock farm in western Michigan, everywhere 
and always the secret of his leadership was the recognition of the 
rights of those he led. And as a tribute to his memory I would 
carve upon his monument these words: ‘‘ He believed in the equal 
rights of all and in rendering to each his own.” 

That was indeed a sorrowful day when Michigan paid its last 
tribute of love to the faithful son she had delighted to honor. 
Very few, if any, of the great cities of the State were unrepre- 
sented. Around his casket gathered alike the rich and the poor, 
the titled and the lowly; all social, political, and religious dis- 
tinctions vanished beside the grave of one who was broad enough 
to be a patriot without partisanship, a capitalist without ostenta- 
tion, and a Christian without sectarianism. Death has of late 
been a frequent visitor to the Senate Chamber. First, it claimed 
the distinguished Georgian, Senator Colquitt. Next, in rapid 
succession, Senator Vance, North Carolina’s honored son; and be- 
fore the funeral dirge of Senator Vance had died away, the an- 
nouncement went forth that Michigan’s senior Senator had re- 
ceived his final summons. 

Farewell most loyal citizen. Farewell, most wise statesman. 
Farewell, devoted husband, esteemed neighbor, and faithful friend. 
Well may we say with Senator McMILLAN, ‘“‘ His genial presence 
and kindly nature are now a loved remembrance.” 





Mr. GRIFFIN of Michigan.* Mr. Speaker, it was not my privilege 
to be personally acquainted with the late Senator Stockbridge. His 
social and business relations were largely remote from my home, in 
the city of Detroit. His political sympathies and surroundings, 
so far as political parties are concerned, were entirely different. 
Though both were members of the Fifty-third Congress, I came into 
it at its second session, and he was called from it when that session 
was little more than half under way. 

It is sufficient, however, to warrant my use of a few moments’ 
time that we both came from the same State. If more is needed it 
is to be found in the esteem accorded him while living and the 
respect paid him dead by every citizen of Michigan who knew of his 
honored career. Bornin the East he sought the West for his fortune, 
and he was its own architect. Happily for him and happily for the 
State, he found a home in the Commonwealth made illustrious by 
the great statesman whose name is so often coupled with the names 
of Clay, Webster, and Calhoun; a State rich in its waters, its for- 
ests, and its mines; a State carved out of that immense Northwest 
Territory and inspired by the utterance of the ordinance of 1787, 
“Schools and the means of education are forever to be encouraged ;” 
renowned for the intelligence and morality of its people, for its 
common schools and colleges, and for its great university, whose 
light through its teachers and scholars illumines and enlightens the 
civilized world, occident and orient alike. 

He was quick to discover its natural advantages and its superior 
attractions asa home. It needs no personal acquaintance with the 
man to be assured that to be chosen from such aState and by such a 
people to the Senate of the United States there must be something 
in him of character and manhood to provoke admiration and win 
If we turn, therefore, to that source of knowledge which 
is not infrequently more searching than the ofttimes partial judg- 
ment of personal association; if we turn to the common and united 
speech of his fellow-citizens, which go to make up reputation, we 
shall find by this estimate that the people made no mistake in their 
choice, forhe wasevery whitaman. A member of thestaff of Michi- 
gan’s war governor during the second epoch in this country that tried 
men’s souls, he cherished no bitterness aud no sectional hatred when 
the contest was over. 

With a full realization that this nation, to be the greatest must be 
united, and that the glory and grandeur of the Republic are to be 
preserved and perpetuated by the unflinching loyalty and undying 
devotion of every section and of all her sons, he longed for harmony 
and brotherly forbearance with peace, for real content and satis- 
faction with outward reconciliation. He was generous in senti- 
ment, considerate in expression, not impatient of honest difference 
of opinion, and ever dominated by the patriotic impulse that lingers 
upon the words of one of America’s most lovable poets—words which 
seem freighted with a divine afflatus: 


Thon, too, sail on, O Ship of State! 
Sail on, O Union, strong and great! 
* - . * 


Our hearts, our hopes, are all with thee; 
Our hearts, our hopes, our prayers, our tears, 
Our faith triumphant o’er our fears, 

Are all with thee, are all with thee. 


Nor, Mr. Speaker, was he a novice in legislative experience when 
he entered the Capitol. He had in the very prime of manhood 
been successfully chosen representative and senator in the councils 
of his adopted State. It was there undoubtedly that he won his 
first spurs as a wise and safe legislator; there he gained the con- 
fidence of his associates and the plaudits of the people, riveting 
their attention upon him, until he became the target for kindly 
expression and generous approval, eventually culminating in the 
grateful summons to go up higher. 
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He had not been educated for the forum or specially equipped for 
the halls df legislation. He was not learned in the scholastic sense 
of the word, but nature had gifted him with a remarkable capacity 
to divine cause and effect, and had endowed him with a sort of cor- 
rect a priori reasoning. These things stood him in good stead in 
business and public life, and enabled him to accumulate wealth, and 
at the same time hold himself secure in the growing love of the 
people. He was one of those rare men who, without early mental 
discipline in the direction of scholarship, in the midst of increasing 
business cares and responsibilities, fitted himself to creditably and 
faithfully serve his countrymen in the highest station the State can 
bestow. 

I have alluded to his wealth. His fortune for these times was not 
extremely, but moderately, large. It had come to him by earnest and 
steady effort and by honest and wise management, availing himself 
of the opportunities offered in the legitimate avenues of traffic and 
trade. But he was not a man to glory in hisriches. He wasrich in 
good works and willing to contribute. He held his wealth in trust 
for the good that it could accomplish. He was a bountiful giver. 
Every object of charity and benevolence felt the kindly touch of 
his generous nature, and the benedictions of the poor were always 
over and upon him, Inthe quaint language of the old preacher, 
he “‘furred himself warm with poor men’s hearts.” He had scarcely 
attained the age of three-score years and ten, but if we live in deeds 
not years, he had reached the full limit of four-score. 

Mr. Speaker, I should be untrue to my own instincts, and this most 
imperfect sketch would be most unjustly incomplete, if I failed to 
recall one feature of his life which, pervading as it did his entire 
business and public career, is deserving of a most marked recogni- 
tion. The voice of Him who spake as man never spake, whose 
utterance gave back to the despairing widow of Nain her only son, 
called from the tomb the brother of Mary and Martha, restored the 
ruler’s daughter, and on the midnight lake even the winds and 
sea obey, had a potency and charm for him that permeated all his 
ambitions, and, as unerring as the Star of Bethlehem, always brought 
him in sight of the will and command of the Master. His religion 
was not a thing of lip service. It was not the seeming, but the 
real. It was not without only, but within also. He left no wound 
prints, the marks of gross betrayal, and no deeds that reveal the 
whited sepulcher. 

Humbly at this hour I pay this meager tribute to his memory. 
He lived a life of usefulness, of honorable distinction, of worthy 
example, and bequeathed to those he left behind a precious legacy 
of good works and a record of high and lofty achievement. He 
sleeps the sleep of the just. How true it is— 

The last end 
Of the good man is peace! How calm his exit! 


Night dews fall not more gently to the ground, 
Nor weary, worn-out winds expire so soft. 


Mr. GROUT. Mr. Speaker, my acquaintance with Francis 
Browne Stockbridge, late a Senator from the State of Michigan, 
was not intimate, but sufficient to give a distinct impression of 
his manly, sturdy character, 

His neighbors at home and his colleagues in the Senate all tes- 
tify to his singleness of purpose and his straightforwardness; 
also to his great good sense and his faithful perseverance in 


whatever work he undertook. His judgment was always excel- | 


lent. whether on questions. of business or of public concern. 
Though always able to express himself clearly and forcibly, he was 
in no sense an orator. In fact, he made no attempt at display in 
speech, but was rather a man of action than of words. 

He had only a common-school education, with perhaps a term 
or so at the academy. He was a native of the State of Maine and 
was 68 years of age at the time of his death. He had been eight 
years in the Senate, having been first elected in 1886 and again in 
1892. 

The high honor of a seat in the United States Senate is matter 
of recognition by the entire American people. And no man can 
reach that enviable distinction, and especially be reelected, except 
there be that in him worthy of high approval in the estimation of 
the le of his State. It seems that Senator Stockbridge had 
reached this commanding position with the people of the great 
State of Michigan, and had become the worthy successor in the 
Senate of such distinguished men as Lewis Cass, Zachariah Chan- 
dler, and Jacob M. Howard. Yes, Senator Stockbridge had made 
his way to this goal of great difficulty and placed his name amon 
these great names in the history of his State. And the question 
am going to ask, if you will bear with me for a little time while I 
answer it, is, By what means was this grand result reached? 
What was the secret of this great success? 

And first of all, in answering, let me say that this was not Sen- 
ator Stockbridge’s first ;zreat success. He had before that made 
a great success in business and amassed a large fortune, not by 
speculation, but by a lifetime of industry and patient labor. He 
had also accomplished the great success of winning the hearts and 
the absolute confidence of all who knew him; the great success of 
being esteemed, not only independent and able, but thoroughly 
upright, and always to be relied upon to perform to the utmost 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 








FEBRUARY 21, 


verge all that he had promised, and frequently more than was ex- 
pected of him, not only in matters of charity but in business as 
well. And these great successes, possibly thought by some not 
very great, but, I repeat, these great successes were the stepping- 
stones by which Senator Stockbridge rose in the estimation of the 
we of Michigan, till they crowned his reasonable ambition 

or a seat in the United States Senate with success also, thereby 
honoring honest worth and providing themselves with a represent- 
ative in that body sure to guard well their interests and always to 
uphold their honor. 

Senator Stockbridge had served creditably in both branches of 
the State legislature, and had shown himself familiar with public 
questions, both State and national. In his extensive business en- 
terprises he had displayed great courage and ability; in fact, here 
he was a veritable leaderamong men. Butthat which most of all 
:aupressed the people with his superiority was the rectitude of his 
lite, both public and private, and the nobility and grand individu- 
ality of his character. He was, indeed, a fine specimen of Ameri- 
can manhood, and his noble qualities came partly from inherit- 
ance and partly from a well-ordered life, into which entered but 
little of frivolity and vanity, and much of sober, thoughtful work, 
not only as the means of success for himself but of usefulness to 
his fellow-man. He was a good illustration of the poet’s concep- 
tion that— 

Life is real! life is earnest! 
And the grave is not its goal; 
Dust thou art, to dust returnest, 
Was not spoken of the soul. 

He was in the first place born with that idea. He was of good, 
strong Puritan stock, which is never quite destitute of energy and 
a certain religious flavor which have made New England civili- 
zation what it is, and not alone New England civilization, but 
largely that of the great West. 

He acquired no extravagant false notiots in the receptive, for- 
mative period of childhood and youth, spent as it was in the sim- 

le, quiet home of his father, a country doctor. And if we had a 

ull and particular history of the four years, from the age of 17 to 
21, spent by young Stockbridge in the wholesale store in Boston, 
we should undoubtedly find him strictly faithful and conscien- 
tiously diligent in the work of his employer and exemplary in all 
his habits—doubtless standing then, as in all after life, on the prin- 
ciple of total abstinence from intoxicating drinks, which he did 
not depart from here at the capital, but exemplified, as few have 
the courage to do, by having no wine served at his elegant and 
sumptuous dinner parties. 

Yes; if the curtain could be raised on these four years, young 
Stockbridge would undoubtedly be presented as ‘‘ many a time 
and oft” politely but firmly declining the invitation of friends 
and acquaintances to partake of the flowing bowl. 

It would also disclose the fact that his companionship was not 
with the prodigal young man who ‘ wasted his substance in riot- 
ous living.” He evidently did not invest all his current earnings 
in ‘ wild oats,” as was unquestionably done by many a gilded 
and giddy youth of his acquaintance, whose life naturally enough 
in most instances ended early in failure. 

No; for at the age of 21 we find him with some cash and much 
character, and with good habits and good health, settled in the 
lumber business inthe then young city of Chicago. Here, as at 
every point in life, he was successful. His upright dealing won 
confidence and credit, and his business sagacity and foresight, 
backed by unusual energy of character, soon carried him from his 
lumber yard in Chicago to the sources of supply in the pineries of 
Michigan. 

Here he bought lands and built mills and pushed his fortunes 
till he was accountedarich man. Villages sprung up about him 
and thousands of men were in his employ; all of whom, because 
of his kindly relations with them, had come to look upon him as 
a sort of foster father. 

Of a sudden, however, one of those terrible forest fires which 
have more than once devastated the State of Michigan overran 
his lands and swept lumber and mills out of existence. He was 
thought to be utterly ruined, but the indomitable spirit within 
him rose equal to the occasion. 

He at once set himself with unabated courage to the work of re- 
pairing his fortune. His employees stepped forward to a man 
with a loan of their savings. 1ey had implicit confidence in Mr. 
Stockbridge, the same as the people of Michigan had when they in- 
trusted him with their interests in the Senafe of the United States. 
And thus seconded by the men in his employ he resumed busi- 
ness, striking out into new fields, and, phcenix-like, out of the 
ashes of his first estate sprung another far greater, but which he 
all the time looked upon as a trust fund for the benefit of man- 
kind—for the relief of the orphan world, rather than for his own per- 
sonal use and aggrandizement. Healways held open hand toward 
charities, both great and small; to which the Kalamazoo College, 
Academy of Music, and Young Men’s Christian Association build- 
ing stand as eloquent witnesses; while the church of which he was 
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a member leaned upon him as upon a pillar for support. Andthe 

r whom we have with us always, and whose benevolent steward 

e felt himself to be, were never turned empty away—he seldom, 

if ever, stopping to inquire if, perchance, he might not sometimes 
be im upon. 

Such, in brief, were some of the qualities of the late Senator 
Stockbridge, and is it any wonder that when his sudden death was 
announced the newspapers told us of many a moist eye and husky 
voice in the city where he had his home and where everyone felt 
that he had lost a personal friend? : 

Any picture of Senator tein. would be incomplete which 
did not present his benevolent an —— acts as wholly 
without ostentation or display, and as well guarded by a dignified 
and quiet reserve, both of manner and speech, which to the stran- 
ger seemed to make him a little inaccessible; but with the ac- 

uaintance and the friend the cordiality was complete, while with 
the needy a statement of the case was all that was necessary. 

The picture would also be incomplete if it did not disclose un- 
derneath this sober, earnest exterior a vein of pleasantry and 
humor that always relished a joke and had a keen sense of the 
ludicrous; a taste, also, for the beautiful, both in art and nature, 
especially for that most beautiful and noble of animals for the use 
of man, the horse. And so strong was his admiration not only 
for the beautiful but for the lively in nature, that he had one of 
the largest and best establishments for breeding the trotting horse 
in the whole Northwest, in which he took great pride and pleasure. 
Here is, indeed, a bright, brisk spot in the otherwise quiet outline 
of his sedate career. 

But the picture would be still incomplete, sadly incomplete, if 
it did not bear testimony to those rare qualities of head and heart 
which always saved him from serious mistakes and kept him on 
the right side of all public questions. He was wise and patriotic. 
His judgment was clear, strong, and practical. His convictions 
were always a fixed quantity, he was never tossed about by the 
uncertain winds of e iency, and, as the result, his public rec- 
ord is one of fidelity to duty and of honor alike to himself, his 
party, and his State. 

Mr. Speaker, aside from respect for the dead, if there be any 
profit to the American people in the memorial exercises held from 
time to time in the two Houses over deceased Senators and Mem- 
bers, it is to be found in the lesson for the living, and especially for 
young men, to be drawn from the life and career of those who have 
gone out from amongst us and are now at rest. 

It seems to me that in the life of this deceased Senator may be 
found a valuable lesson for American youth. Here was a poor boy 
of humble birth, who won his way to a seat in the American Sen- 
ate, with only limited educational advantages, and with none of 
the gifts or arts of oratory, which sometimes obscure defects in 
judgment and are frequently accepted as a substitute for sounder 

ualities, but which never fail to dazzle and attract, and are really 
the mediumship of the highest public service; with none of the 
arts, either, of the professional politician, but with a life devoted 
to the stern demands of business, in which everything he under- 
took was thoroughly and conscientiously done; a life of which 
each day gave proof of his sense of responsibility to his Creator 
and his fellow-man; a life filled with the every-day heroism of 
the faithful and the just; in short, a life worthy of imitation and 
of commemoration. 

Mr. Speaker, the following verses from Longfellow’s ‘* Psalm of 
Life” were written of such men as the late Senator Stockbridge, 
and are fit to be read in any presence: 


Lives of great men all remind us 
We can make our liyes sublime, 

And departing, leave behind us 
Footprints on the sands of time. 


Footprints that perhaps another, 
Sailing o’er life’s solemn main, 

A forlorn and shipwreck’d brother, 
Seeing, shall take heart again. 


Let us, then, be up and doing, 
With a heart for any fate; 
Still achieving, still pursuing, 
Learn to labor and to wait. 


Mr. DINGLEY. Mr. Speaker, in view of the fact that Senator 
Stockbridge was a native of the State of Maine and of the district 
which I have the honor to represent, it is fitting that I should 
unite in the tributes offered on this occasion to his memory. 

I do this all the more gladly because the bond of sympathy which 
always unites the sons of Maine wherever they may have cast 
their lot was supplemented in the case of the departed Senator by 
the ties of mutuai respect and confidence. 

Although only 17 years of age when he left his boyhood home in 
Bath, Maine, in 1843, to enter upon the struggles and take up the 
responsibilities of active life in a large business establishment in 
Boston, yet, young as he was, he was equipped with endowments 
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inherited from a Pilgrim ancestry that always insure success— 
industry, self-reliance, integrity, pluck, and that practical grasp 
of men and affairs popularly styled ‘“‘ common sense,” not becanse 
it is common, but because it embodies those qualities which enable 
the possessor to speak the word or do the act which is at once rec- 
ognized by men everywhere as the right thing at the right time. 

When, five years later, at the age of 22, young Stockbridge went 
to Chicago, then just entering upon that marvelous career possi- 
ble nowhere else than in the great West, and entered into busi- 
ness for himself as a lumber merchant, he was admirably fitted 
by the thorough training which he had received in business meth- 
ods, added to his natural aptitude for business affairs, to take high 
rank in a city famed for the ability and push of its captains of in- 
dustry and trade. True to the instincts of a son of the Pine Tree 
State, he soon found himself pushing his way into the forests of 
Michigan, the New England of the West, to which State he re- 
moved in 1851, and in whose development and business and polit- 
ical activities he was a tireless and prominent factor till the day 
of his death. 

When called to positions in public life Senator Stockbridge 
displayed the same practical qualities in State and national affairs 
that he had shown in his successful business career. On com- 
mittees, where the work of legislation is really done, his thorough 
acquaintance with business and industrial life made him excep- 
tionally useful. Although never trained as a public speaker, yet 
his plain, businesslike statements on senctioal questions always 
commanded attention and carried conviction. The confidence 
which his character inspired gave great weight to his brief 
speeches, strikingly illustrating the truth that it is not so much 
ho went uttered as the man behind them which gives potency 
to speech. 

Mr. Stockbridge’s fame rests, however, on his conspicuous suc- 
cess as a business man. He was one of those sagacious and enter- 
prising men, endowed with a rare business insight and foresight 
and capacity to organize and execute on a grand scale, who have 
been instrumental in developing the wonderful resources of this 
country within a generation to a degree that surpasses the fabled 
energies of Aladdin's lamp. Under their sagacious leadership 
and marvelous inspiration our broad expanse has been spanned 
with railways, the valleys and the mountains have been made to 
yield up their treasure, the rivers coursing to the sea have been 

aid under contribution, the forests have been utilized, and the 
broad prairies, no longer “‘ tickled with the hoe” in the hands of 
man, but cultivated with machinery, which works with human 
intelligence, have ‘‘laughed with harvests” such as the world 
never before saw. The forces of nature have been harnessed by 
capital and made to so cooperate with labor that human energy 
has been multiplied many fold and wealth produced as never 
before—wealth which has been distributed by an economic law 
higher than statutes in increased wages to labor, lower cost of 
products to every human being, and a bountiful recompense to 
those exceptional captains of industry whose genius and skill have 
made possible such results. 

It is to me, Mr. Speaker, a peculiarly gratifying trait of the 
well-rounded character of Mr. Stockbridge—a trait, indeed, with- 
out which no character can be said to be well rounded—that he 
regarded the wealth which had come to him by virtue of his rare 
God-given business capacity, not as his alone, but in large measure 
as a trust placed in his hands for the benefit of his fellow-men. 
In that charming gem of the many beautiful cities of Michigan 
in which he so long resided, and to which his remains were taken 
for burial, his benefactions were so numerous that his name was 
a synonym of public spirit and benevolence. 

he sympathy of his nature and the kindliness of his heart were 
manifested in his beaming countenance, his helpful greetings, and 
his philanthropic deeds. Some men are a perpetual benediction 
as they tread the pathway of life, and cheer and aid the struggling 
around them. Such was Senator Stockbridge. 

While possessed of abundant means to gratify every desire, Mr. 
Stockbridge was unostentatious, modest, and simple in his tastes 
and mode of life. The simplicity, sobriety, and rectitude which 
were a part of his pilgrim inheritance followed him through life, 
and were as manifest in the whirl of business and the gayeties of 
the national capital as when, a boy of 17, he left his quiet home on 
the Kennebec, with the benediction of those who had watched 
over him in infancy and boyhood and taught him the way of 
truth. 

He was a type of that grand Pilgrim character—judged by its 
influence and fruitfulness, worthy of eulogy in story and song-— 
for which Brewster and Winslow and Standish stood, leaders who, 
though dead, are still striding from the Atlantic to the Pacific, 
molding our institutions, framing our laws, inspiring our policies, 
and impressing themselves on the West as well as the East, on the 
Pacific slopes as well as on New England. 

Those who are accustomed to denounce New England as if her 
people were of a different type from the people of the great West, 
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and to speak of the men of the East as if they were in antagonism 
to the men of the West, forget that it was the sons of New Eng- 
land and New York and Pennsylvania, of whom Senator Stock- 
bridge was a type, who laid the foundations of Ohio and Michi- 
gan and the States beyond; and that the bond of kinship and 
sympathy which exists between those who left our hearthstones to 
found a new empire and those who remained behind and their 
descendants can never be broken. 

Mr. Speaker, I should fail to give an adequate conception of the 
character of Mr. Stockbridge, and undoubtedly of the potent in- 
fluence which shaped his life, if I should lose sight of the fact that 
he was a Christian man in the sense that he was an earnest be- 
liever in the great truths of Christianity and had a deep and abid- 
ing personal faith in the Saviour of mankind. It is such a faith 
which builds character that stands like a rock when the hours of 
trial come, and inspires life’s weary wayfarer with courage and 
hope. It is such a faith that lifts men above the storms and buf- 
fetings and disasters of this life and enables them to do their duty 
here nobly, bravely, and grandly by widening their vision, deep- 
ening their faith in God, and giving them root not simply in the 
transient world that now is, but also in the immortal world be- 

yond. 

: The great change which with our narrow vision we call death, 
but which to the spiritual vision is only the laying aside of the 
worn and dusty garments of this brief life and the putting on of 
the splendid robes of immortality, must come toall. It never 
comes bidden, whether it appears with or withont warning. It 
came to him whose memory we honor to-day suddenly, but I doubt 
not it found him prepared. 

It is a consolation to those who mourn that, though he has 

assed through that great change which we call death, yet he still 
Seas=daren in the fragrance which his helpful life shed; lives in 
the loving remembrance of those who best knew him; lives in that 
higher, nobler, and better unending life, of which this is only the 
preparation and threshold, 


Mr. LINTON. Mr. Speaker, we have met at this time for the 
purpose of paying a tribute to the memory of a leader, a typical 
American, and an honest man. I, sir, not only had the honor of 
being a member of the legislature which first elected Francis B. 
Stockbridge to the Senate of the United States, but it was my lot 
and privilege also to be a member of the caucus which placed him 
in nomination for that high position; and, having been one of his 
supporters therein, I watched his career with the greatest inter- 
est, and now, during the busy closing scenes of the last session of 
the Fifty-third Congress, it is indeed a sad pleasure for me to say 
kind words of the man whom all Michigan loved. 

He was a great organizer if not a great orator, but at times he 
spoke with much force, while his genial manner and kind actions 
toward all who had the pleasure of his companionship won for 
him admiration and respect. 

He was loved not only by his home ple, but by all residents 
of Michigan, and by every American citizen who was honored by 
his acquaintance. 

He was ever vigilant and watchful when the interests of his 
constituents and the Peninsular State were at stake, and was dili- 
gent and careful when performing any and every duty assigned 
to him. 

He was a man of good judgment, with firm convictions, and 
his counsel and advice were always in demand by those who knew 
him; and now that he has mg to the great beyond, we here 
this afternoon exemplify in his honor one of the kind features of 
political life, when members of all parties join in kindly, courteous 
tributes to his memory. 

His employees knew him to be a friend in time of need; honest 
and intelligent, he was a safe counselor to those in trouble; deter- 
mined upon doing right, he never faltered in the battle of life and 
his courage never weakened. No other man assisted more in de- 
veloping the great resources of Michigan. He caused her soil to 
be cultivated, her live stock to be improved, mines to be opened, 
rail?oads to be built, caused the enactment of wise laws, and in 
divers other ways , to make the Wolverine State great, 
wealthy, and strong. He was aman of deeds and not of empty 
words, while his votes in the United States Senate and elsewhere 
were cast for honest convictions and not for policy. He was loyal 
to the party of his choice, but was free from offensive partisan- 
ship or prejudice toward those who differed from his political 
views. 

It was my riage to be assigned as a member of the House 
committee which attended Senator Stockbridge’s funeral in the 

leasant city of Kalamazoo, chosen years ago for his life’s home. 
here I saw the lip quiver and the tear fall upon the faces of 
neighbors and those ihe were bound by ties of relationship as 
they looked for the last time upon the form about to be laid away 
upon the hill top in their beantifal cemetery. There were gathered 
men and women who had long known dead Senator during 
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his active life and had been associated with him in social, busi- 
ness, and political affairs. I shall never forget their sad hearts, 
sorrowful countenances, and the great attendance, showing the 
high esteem in which he was held by those whom he had so often 
joined in enterprises for the advancement of his city and State, 
and also many times aided in charitable works, being enabled so 
to do by his wealth, every dollar of which was accumulated in 
honorable pursuits, and the possession of which never caused him 
to lose that gentleness of manner or the spirit of good fellowship 
for which he was so well known. 

The community in which he lived considered him a benefactor 
in every sense of the word. We all remember the warm clasp of 
his hand and the heartiness of his greeting. We know that in his 
public as well as his private life he evaded no duty nor shirked 
any responsibility. Although seldom heard in debate, his judg- 
ment in committee rooms was considered the best, and there where 
our work is mostly performed he often decided the fate of a bill or 
measure under consideration. His record has no stain upon its 
page, as evil doing was never thought of in connection with his 
name; and his life being full of success and exemplifying the pos- 
sibilities of American citizenship, it is proper and fitting that we 
should to-day pay homage to whom homage is due by revering 
the memory and saying kind words of Senator Stockbridge, whose 
name and deeds will be cited as an example so long as our Com- 
monwealth exists. 

He died with his armor on. Commissioned by the people of a 
great State to sit in the council chamber of the world’s leading 
Republic, and with his name still upon the roll, he was called be- 
yond the grave, where we hope at the end of earth’s existence the 
universal congress of all nations may assemble for time eternal. 


Mr.GORMAN. Mr. Speaker, in deference to a long-established 
custom of paying tribute to a deceased member of either branch 
of Congress, [ rise to make a few remarks touching the life and 
official career of the Hon. Francis B. Stockbridge, late a Senator 
from the State of Michigan. 

I am not given to lauding the services of the living or rendering 
fulsome praise to the dead. I am constrained, however, to feel 
that it is a matter of justice and a common expression of feeling 
of respect to the late Senator to call to mind some attributes of 
strength, success, and admiration that attended him throngh life. 
Of his birth I know nothing other than what is now a matter of 
history; of his training neither do I know anything than what his 
neighbors have told; of his public career, when called to official 
dignity and state, I am fairly well conversant. 

Two things have always strongly impressed me with a feeling 
of admiration for Senator Stockbridge. The first is that uncon- 

uerable di ition that he has always manifested to succeed in 
that to which he aspires. The second is his absolute and unques- 
tionable loyalty to his friends that he made. The first great ele- 
ment of his strength is that which commands the respect and 
admiration of every American citizen. Success once attained, 
the beneficiary is justly entitled to the consideration of his fellow- 
men. Coming into the business, social, and political controversies 
of this life — did quite fully and fairly demonstrates the pos- 
sibilities that are within the reach of the young men of this coun- 
try whoare not upheld and supported by distinguished parentage, 
wealth, or social relations. o more beautiful illustration of the 
possibilities of a young man in this country could possibly be ex- 
emplified with more force and effect than that which Senator Stock- 
bridge has _ rome to the people of his adopted State. 

As it has been said many times, some are born to honors, others 
have honors thrust upon them. Neither could be said of the late 
Senator; he acquired all that he had, and is therefore more to be 
honored than if they had come by any other source. I never had 
a very extended personal acquaintance with Senator Stockbridge, 
but from what little I did see of himand have known of him, I am 
satisfied that he must have had elements of strength in his honesty 
with his friends, his devotion to his principles, and his strict com- 
pliance with his promises and obligations in every walk of life, 
that made him especially strong with those who came in every- 
day business contact with him. 

1 cooupied a seat in the upper branch of the Michigan legisla- 
ture when Senator Stockbridge was first elected to the honorable 
pn to which he was subsequently reelected, in the United 

tates Senate. I occupied a seat on the floor of the house of 
representatives at Lansing, when a very warm friend of mine, 
Senator Palmer, of Big Rapids, presented the name of Francis B. 
Stockbridge as a candidate for United States Senator in the Re- 
— caucus. With the eloquent and oratorical effort for which 
nator Palmer was especially distinguished, he pictured in such 
glowing terms the life, the business qualifications, the capacity, 
the honesty, the probity, and the worth of Mr. Stockbridge as an 
honorable citizen of the State that it made an impression on my 
mind that I never have, and perhaps never will, forget. 
In speaking of the second great qualification, for which Senator 
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Stockbridge has been especially admired and respected by his as- 
sociates and friends, irrespective of party, thronghout the State, 
that is, his loyalty to his friends, I can not too strongly express 
my admiration for a man who is particularly identified as the 
one who never forgets his friends. Ido not believe that a man 
ought to be blind to the interests or wishes of those who are not 
especially classed as his friends, but Ido think that one of the 
strongest elements that any man in public life can bring to bear 
in his own behalf, and in the behalf of his party, is that of faith- 
fulness to those who were faithful to him. This may not be in 
strict accordance with the doctrine of the New Testament, but it 
is the most natural to human kind, and justified in Holy Writ. 
To my thinking the most beautiful tribute that I could pay to the 
memory of a departed friend would be to say he thought first of 
those who were loyal to him in the hour of need. 

Senator Stockbridge did not believe in the public policy of Gov- 
ernmental affairs that I do; he believed in the advocacy of a policy 
purely and exclusively American. Whether I think he was right 
or wrong, is a matter of little concern here; it is enough to say 
that I believe he was sincere in the advocacy of his principles. I 
have great respect for any man who advocates a policy, even 
though I think him wrong, if he is sincere in the advocacy of the 
same. ThatSenator Steckbridge was sincerein everything that he 
did, I have noquestion of doubt,and I do not think that others who 
know him have; that he was honest in his purposes goes without 
saying; that he was kind-hearted is well known by the many ben- 
eficiaries of his liberal purse; that he was broad gauged and con- 
siderate in the national and religious rights of others is well 
known and wholly appreciated by all the people familiar with his 
life. He was honest, sober, sincere, and hberal in what he did. 

He was a beautiful illustration of the possibilities of American 
citizenship—an unquestioned type of a self-made man. 


Mr. WEADOCK. Mr. Speaker, having had for many years 
only that knowledge of Colonel Stockbridge which every citizen 
of Michigan had, having known him as one of the prominent 
business men and one of the political leaders of the State, my 
cjoser knowledge of him began in the Fifty-second Congress. Col- 
onel Stockbridge prior to that time had illustrated in the highest 
way one of the most beautiful aspects of political life in this 
country; that is, the strong and enduring friendship that political 
contests bring, for there are none of us who can fail to remember 
those friends who, at great cost to themselves either of time or 
money, or both, have stood by us and the principles which we 
represented in those contests with that loyalty which imspires a 
memory lasting as long as life itself. This is one of the few com- 
pensations which come to those who are engaged in public life. 

One incident I wish particularly tospeak of. Ata certain time 
in the history of Michigan a certain Senator who belonged to Sen- 
ator Stockbridge’s party, and whose term was about to expire, 
was the candidate of a large majority of his party for reelection. 
A revolt was led against that choice. Colonel Stockbridge, then 
a private citizen, stood by this man who was the choice of his 
party with a loyalty, an earnestness, and faithfulness that chal- 
Jenged and won the admiration of the people of that State. Finan- 
cial and other misfortunes had come to this man of his choice, 
but he stood in the breach unflinching, ready to fulfill every obli- 
gation and every requirement of the situation. 

When the nomination for Senator was offered him, if he would 
step aside and abandon his friend, he firmly refused to do so, and 
a new man was elected. He served only one term. In his stead, 
there came from the State of Michigan, with a very strong public 
sentiment behind him, created by the steadfastness and loyalty he 
had shown to his friend, the man whose. memory we are com- 
memorating to-day, Francis B. Stockbridge. 

In the Senate, and throughout his career, Colonel Stockbridge 
was always —_ modest, unassuming, loyal, and friendly. He 
belonged to that class of lambermen that in Michigan, using the 
colloquialism of the camps, we call the “State of Mainers.” ‘They 
are among the most successful lumbermen of the State, and it was 
in that line of business that his great success was achieved prior 
to his coming to the Senate. 

Of his career in Washington the gentlemen who have preceded 
me have perhaps sufficiently spoken. Never at any time nor at 
any place did he fail to remember the slightest wish of any citizen 
of his State or fail to respond to it in the fullest measure. With- 
out pretension to great learning, his library was one of the choicest 
in the State, and he was a man of wide information. He had 
studied nature in her great forests; he had studied men in the great 
arenas of business and public life. 
that which we are taught as that which we know. With such an 
education as that our departed friend was exceedingly well 
equipped. 

Those who see their friends taken from them wonder often 
that the busy hum of life goes on without any change; that the 
birds still sing, and the sun shines, and the world follows its usual 
avocations, when everything seems so dark before them. So on 
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these occasions of eulogies upon our departed brethren, the great 
demands upon human activities call this and that and the other 
man away, so that at the close only a few men, who have some 
special interest in the proceedings by their closer acquainiance 
with a departed fellow-member, remain to pay the last tribute of 
respect to the deceased. 

In such facts as these there is perhaps but little enconrazement 
to enter upon a career in the public service. At such times snch 
a career seems perhaps the most thankless and disappointing that 
can fall to the lot of anyone. But it is a part of the obligations of 
good citizenship to discharge in the best manner we can the offi- 
cial duties we may be called upon by the preference of our fellow 
citizens to perform. And to the discharge of such duties with a 
hearty loyal friendship, with a thorough love of country, with 
thorough loyalty to friends, and with a thorough appreciation of 
the every-day duties of life came Francis B. Stockbridge, whose 
memory we honor to-day. 





Mr. BLAIR. Mr. Speaker, Senator Stockbridge, with whose 
friendship I was honored while in the Senate, was a man of genial 
and equable temperament, most courteous and obliging in manner, 
who never for a moment seemed to lose his self-poise, much less 
to act from impulse which endangered in the slightest degree his 
absolute self-possession. But his calmness of demeanor did not 
indicate any want of strong opinions and deep convictions or of 
determined will. Hewas really aman of great intellectual powers, 
and his views upon all questions were those of a strong thinker, 
guided and controlled by sound judgment and the promptings of 
a philanthropic heart. 

He was of New England birth. In fact, Michigan has been 
called the New England of the West, and it is true, probably, that 
the influence of the three northerly States of that section of the 
country, Maine, New Hampshire, and Vermont, has been felt 
more strongly in the growth and development of Michigan than 
in almost any other of the States which have been begotten of 
the old thirteen. To New Hampshire the State of Michigan seems 
almost as a daughter, although the mother may not ever be too 

fondly remembered, for the great girls of the family do not always 
like to think of the little cradles in which they were rocked; but 
later on they will remember, for Cass and Chandler were from 
New Hampshire, and our hills are high enough for us to behold 
the mighty growth of Commonwealths born of her own institu. 
tions which tower along the lakes, in the great valley, and across 
the continent, overtopping the mountain ranges with still more 
elevated moral and political imstitutions, to the far-setting sun 
and the Pacific seas. 

Senator Stockbridge was from our sister State of Maine, and it 
is enough to say of any man that he was a worthy son of that no- 
ble mother. He was a business man in the largest and best sense. 
He knew how to make money without robbing his fellow-men 
under the forms of law, and the great fortune which he acquired 
by wise and prudent intellectual grasp of the resources and oppor- 
tunities which surrounded him, but which would have been wasted 
but for his capacity to comprehend and utilize them, was as legiti- 
mately his own as the wage of the laborer for his daily toil. 

Wealth thus acquired does not provoke the envy of the less for- 
tunate. They rejoice in it, rather, and point their children to such 
examples of the success of honest and generally of self-made men as 
a proof of the excellence of our institutions and the justification of 
the hopes which should stimulate their own honorable activities. 

The masses of the American people do not subscribe to the doc- 
trine that “property is robbery,” and they never will. But too 
often,as they look upon the millionaire, they know that robbery 
is sometimes the source of property. 

Men like Senator Stockbridge restore the public mind and 
demonstrate not only that honesty and fair dealing may result in 
great wealth, but by their wise and humane administration of 
vast possessions assure the people that a man is a man for all his 
wealth as well as for all his poverty. With the constantly in- 
creasing prejudice in our country against owners of immense 
| wealth, it is something—perhaps I may well say that it is high 
| honor—to have acquired and administered great fortune so as 
| to have won the approval of society as a rich man. 

Senator Stockbridge was a model for al! rich men. 

The strong, solid business man, with his practical ideas and 
| his old-fashioned honesty and conservative conduct in affairs, is 
| an indispensable element in the successful statesmanship of this 
| country. We are preeminently a business country, and the happi- 
| ness of our people depends upon the prevalence of sound and 
sensible ideas in economic affairs. More and more business men 
must come to the front in the making and administration of our 
laws. 

Of this increasingly important class of men in our higher poli- 
tics Senator Stockbridge was one of the most influential and best 
illustrations that I have known. His loss in the very prime of 
life and while his infimence was ever widening and increasing, 
and when his State and country hoped for his services for many 
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years to come, was a distinct and serious calamity to the public, 
as it ae a source of irreparable grief to his large circle of personal 
friends. 

But his high example will long be remembered for the encour- 
agement and instruciion of those who survive, and the benedic- 
tions of those whe loved him will keep his memory fresh and un- 
fading forever. 


[Mr. RICHARDSON of Michigan addressed the House. See 
Appendix. | 


Mr. AVERY. Mr. Speaker, the death roll of the Fifty-third 
Congress is a long one, and Michigan hascontributed toit two hon- 
ored names, J. Logan Chipman from this House, anable lawyer, 
an eloquent speaker, an upright judge, and an earnest and stead- 
fast friend of the veteran soldiers; and Francis B. Stockbridge 
from the Senate, in whose memory these exercises are being held. 

Death comes unheralded, asks no questions, and will take no ex- 
nem, but leaves with the living its admonition, “ Be ye always 
ready.” ‘ 

Senator Stockbridge came of sturdy New England stock, and 
traces his ancestry in this country back to 1635, when a young Eng- 
lishman by the name of John Stockbridge, well born and pros- 

rous, with his young wife and baby boy 1 year old settled in 

situate, Mass. e bought a mill and built another, also a man- 
sion house, which was used as a garrison during King Philip’s 


war. > 

Mill-building and the milling business seem to have descended 
in almost regular line from this four times great-grandfather 
down to the late Senator. 

From this John Stockbridge have descended some of the most 
eminent men and women of New England—business men, mer- 
chants, lawyers, physicians, and scientists. 

Abcut 1800 William Stockbridge, the grandfather of the late 
Senator, is described as the greatest landholder in Hanover, Mass., 
and it is of record that he was a man of ‘‘ ready wit, lively and 
sociable in his habits, an agreeable companion, and an industrious 
and upright citizen.” 

He was a selectman in Hanover in 1812. His son John, father 
of the late Senator, was a physician, and settled in Bath, Me., in 
1805, where he practiced his profession for forty-eight years, and 
was known as a ‘‘ scientific and successful practitioner, a consist- 
ent and devoted friend, and an honest and upright man.” 

Here Francis B. Stockbridge was born in 1826. His mother, 
Eliza Stockbridge, was the daughter of the Hon. John Russell, for 
many years the editor and proprietor of the Boston Commercial 
Gazette. Here he attended the common schools and academy un- 
til he was 16 years of age, when he accepted a position as clerk in 
a wholesale dry goods store in Boston. 

When barely twenty-one years of age, in 1817, he turned his 
fave westward, and from a clerk in a dry goods store in Boston 
became at that early age a lumber merchant in Chicago. Soon 
after this he saw across the lake in Michigan an almost unbroken 
forest of pine. He saw also the practically unlimited demand for 
lumber the settlement of the vast prairies of Illinois and the West 
would create. 

At that time he could hardly have foreseen the wonderful growth 
of that marvelof the West, the city of the World’s Exposition of 
1893. 

But with true business instinct and sagacity he saw his oppor- 
tunity and added to his business as a lumber merchant that of a 
manufacturer of lumber in Michigan. And while yet a young 
man only 27 years of age, in 1853 he took up his residence in Sau- 
gatuck, Mich., just across the lake from Chicago, where he had 
already mills engaged in cutting lumber. 

Here he rapidly extended his business until he became one of 
the most prominent and extensive lumber manufacturers and deal- 
ers in the Northwest. 

In 1863 he married Miss Betsy Arnold, the estimable and accom- 

lished daughter of Daniel Arnold, of Gun Plain, Allegan County, 
ich., who survives him and is now living in elegant retirement 
in ti.is city. 

Always domestic in his tastes, genial and social, though some- 
what of a retiring disposition, his social and domestic relations 
have ever been most pleasant. At his elegant home in his own 
beloved city and State he was noted for his hospitality, and the 
humblest of his many friends always found as warm a welcome as 
those most favored by fortune. 

At the nation’s capital he and hisaccomplished wife have moved 
in the most select circles and have been noted for the munificence 
and elegance of their entertainments and receptions; and many 
there are who will remember the genial and unostentatious host 
and hostess of the Stockbridge mansion. 

My first acquaintance with the late Senator was in 1870, while 
he was serving his first term in the Michigan legislature. I there 
learned to respect him for his sterling qualities of head and heart. 
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He was known for his good sense and attention to duty, and as an 
industrious and painstaking committee worker. He seldom took 
part in the discussion of subjects not directly connected with his 
committee work. When he did he was brief, pointed, and clear 
and commanded the attention of all. 

He never posed as an orator, and yet he had a good, strong, 
clear voice, well modulated, and spoke directly to the question 
under discussion with great clearness and force, but without any 
attempt at ornamentation. 

He took an active part in several campaigns and was counted a 
well-informed and logical speaker. He always spoke within the 
comprehension of the common people, and made plain the ques- 
tion he discussed, and the people understood him end believed in 
his honesty and sincerity of purpose. 

After serving one term in the lower branch of the Michigan 
legislature he was elected to the State senate, where he served 
one term with the same conscientious fidelity to the interests of 
his constituents and State as he had in the lower branch. He 
was never an office seeker, but he was always ready to respond to 
any duty, public or private, imposed upon him. 

In 1874 he comaeel to Kalamazoo, one of the most beautiful of 
Michigan’s inland cities, where he resided at the time of his death. 
Though never a politician in the general acceptation of the term, 
he was always interested in public affairs and kept thoroughly in- 
formed upon all questions affecting the interests of his State and 
nation, and he was frequently mentioned as one who would honor 
the State as its chief executive. 

In 1887 he was elected to the United States Senate to succeed 
the Hon. Omar D. Conger, and in 1893 he was reelected to succeed 
himself. In the Senate he was known and respected as a practical 
business Senator, as an industrious worker, and for his devotion to 
the interests of his constituents and State. He always kept in close 
touch with the people of his State, and the humblest citizen could 
write him at any time with perfect assurance that his business 
would receive prompt attention and his letter a respectful answer. 

While he was a Repebiionn of pronounced views upon all the 
economic questions that divided the parties, and gave to these 
questions close study and practical application, he was never offey- 
sive in giving expressions to them, and thus by his courtesy and 
firmness won for himself the respect of his colleagues for his hon- 
esty of purpose and practical ability. 

He was a lover of the beautiful in art and nature. He adorned 
his home with rare and fine pictures and stocked his farm with 
fine horses and thoroughbred cattle; and he never appeared to 
better advantage than at home when he had laid aside the cares 
of state and business, and gave himself up to the enjoyment of the 
beautiful in his home and on his farm. Asa business man he had 
a capacity and liking for large operations, and yet he was con- 
servative, methodical, and always thoroughly familiar with the 
details of every interest with which he was connected. And in 
business, as in political life, he was the soul of honor, and nothing 
so aroused the fire of his indignation as to have his confidence be- 
trayed by one in whom he had confided. 

As a citizen he was ever mindful of the interests of his own 
city and State, and was in every way a broad-minded and generous 
man. In his private charities he followed the injunction of the 
Master, “‘ Let not thy left hand know what thy right hand dosth,” 
and many a needy and distressed family in his neighborhood 
have had their prayers for food and warmth answered by an 
unseen agent. 

In his public benefactions he exercised the same careful thought 
that he did in his business investments, but never neglecting the 
charitable, educational, and religious institutions of his own city 
and State. 

The Children’s Home at Kalamazoo, the beautiful home of the 
Young Men’s Christian Association at the same place, Kalamazoo 
and Albion colleges and Hobart Hall at Ann Arbor all bear elo- 
quent testimony to his munificent and practical liberality. But 
more eloquent than all, perhaps, would be the words spoken from 
the room in the Woman’s Hospital at Chicago, endowed by his 
ea and which he constantly kept occupied by some un- 

ortunate but deserving poor woman. 

In his death the State loses one closely identified with all its 
interests and a faithful guardian of every one of them; very many 
who were wont to rely upon him, a safe counselor and a generous 
benefactor; the Congress a safe and practical legislator, and the 
community in which he lived a public benefactor, an upright 
citizen, and a courtly Christian gentleman. 

The career of Senator Stockbridge is eminently worthy of emula- 
tion by the young men of to-day. He set up a high standard in 
early life and few men came nearer attaining it than he. 

Starting with a well-grounded Christian character, by his indus- 
try, perseverance, honesty, and an earnest and upright life he has 
assisted the upward movement of Christian civilization, and has 
demonstrated that true worth outweighs genius in the great strug- 
gle for success in life, 
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He lived an active, earnest life, was faithful to every trust, and 
his ‘“‘ works do follow him.” 

Mr. Speaker, on behalf of several gentlemen who had expected 
to participate in these proceedings and pay tribute to the mem- 
ory of our dead friend, I ask unanimous consent that those who 
desire to do so may print remarks in the REcorp. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. ; 

The resolutions were unanimously agreed to; and accordingly 
(at 5 o’clock p. m.) the House adjourned until to-morrow morn- 
ing at 11 o’clock. 


——__ 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PRIVATE BILLS. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, private bills and resolutions were 
severally reported from committees, delivered to the Clerk, and 
referred to the Committee of the Whole House, as follows: 

By Mr. BUNN, from the Committee on Claims: A bill (H.R. 
824) for the relief of L. A. Noyes. (Report No. 1897.) 

By Mr. LAPHAM, from the Committee on Military Affairs: A 
bill (H. R. 8074) to correct the military record of and grant an hon- 
orable discharge to Peter Rourke, late of Company C, Seventh 
Regiment of Rhode Island Infantry Volunteers. (Report No. 
1898. ) " 

By Mr. TURPIN, from the Committee on Indian Affairs: A bill 
(H. R. 8647) to refer the claim of Eli Ayres to the Court of Claims 
and quiet the title to certain lands in the State of Mississippi. 
(Report No. 1900.) 


—_—_. 


CHANGE OF REFERENCE. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXII, the Committee on Invalid Pensions 
was discharged from the consideration of the bill (S. 2122) to in- 
crease the pension of Mrs. Eunice Ida Rhoades, and the same was 
referred to the Committee on Pensions, 





PUBLIC BILLS, MEMORIALS, AND RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, bills, resolutions, and memorials 
of the following titles were introduced, and severally referred as 
follows: 

By Mr. McGANN (by request): A bill (H. R. 8931) to secure 
the payment of masters’ wages by giving them a maritime lien 
therefor in certain cases—to the Committee on Merchant Marine 
and Fisheries. 

By Mr. HAGER: A bill (H. R. 8932) to further regulate com- 
merce—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. FLYNN: A bill (H. R. 8933) donating a section of land 
in Oklahoma Territory to Douglas City, in said Territory—to 
the Committee on the Public Lands. 

By Mr. MAGUIRE: A bill (H. R. 8937) to relinquish the interest 
of the United States in and to certain lands in California—to the 
Committee on the Public Lands. 

By Mr. HERMANN: A bill (H. R. 8938) providing for the 
appointment of a board of engineers to consider and report on a 
new project for deeper water on the bar of Yaquina Bay, in 
Oregon—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr.GROUT: A joint resolution (H. Res. 281) authorizing 
the Secretary of War to deliver condemned cannon to the Soldiers’ 
Home for the State of Vermont, located at Bennington, Vt.—to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. SPRINGER: A joint resolution (H. Res. 282) to author- 
ize the appointment of a clerk to the Committee on Banking and 
Currency—to the Committee on Accounts. 

By Mr. CURTIS of Kansas: A resolution of the legislature 
of the State of Kansas, asking for the passage of a bill to pro- 


hibit the collector of internalrevenue for the State of Kansas from | 


issuing receipts for special tax to retail dealers in intoxicating 


liquors to any persons not holding permits—to the Committee on 
Ways and Means, 





PRIVATE BILLS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills of the following titles 
were presented and referred as follows: 

By Mr. HAGER: A bill (H. R. 8934) authorizing and directing 
the Secretary of the Treasury to pay the city of Council Bluffs, 
Iowa, the cost of constructing pavements and sewers in front of 
lots 1 and 2 and east 20 feet of lot 3, block 6, Bayliss’s first addi- 
tion to Council Bluffs, owned by the United States Government 
in said city, and used as United States court-house and post- 
office—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. HOOKER of New York: A bill (H. R. 8935) granting a 
pension to John H. Crandall—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 


By Mr. CHARLES W.STONE: A bill (H. R. 8936) for the re- 
lief of James R. D. Morrison and William H. Morrison, executors 
and administrators of William M. and Charles J. Morrison—to fhe 
Committee on War Claims. 





PETITIONS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, the following petitions and papers 
were laid on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows: 

By Mr. DALZELL: Resolutions adopted by 344 citizens of Pitts- 
burg, Pa., favoring an amendment to the Constitution of the 
United States to be known as the seventeenth amendment, ** No 
State shall grant the right of franchise to any person who is not a 
citizen of the United States”—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, resolutions of 46 citizens of Pittsburg and 190 of the State 
of Pennsylvania in favor of an amendment to the Constitution 
that ‘‘neither Congress nor any State shall pass any laws respect- 
ing an establishment of religion,” etc.—to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

By Mr. DOOLITTLE: Memorial of citizens of Sumner, Wash., 
for a constitutional amendment relative to elective franchise—to 
the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. DURBOROW: Memorial against the publication of the 
Columbian dairy tests—to the Committee on Printing. 

By Mr. GRIFFIN of Michigan: Petition of business men of the 
city of Detroit, for payment of sugar bounty for 1894—to the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations. 

By Mr. MER: Resolution adopted at a meeting of Amer- 
ican citizens of Chestnut Hill, Philadelphia, Pa., in favor of main- 
taining civil and religious liberty by absolute separation of church 
and state, and in favor of an amendment to the Constitution of 
the United States against the use of the property or credit of the 
United States or any State, or any money raised by taxation, for 
maintaining any institution wholly or in part under sectarian or 
ecclesiastical control—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. HEARD: Petition of the Builders’ Exchange of Wash- 
ington, favoring the extension of the sewerage and highway sys- 
tem for the District of Columbia—to the Committee on the Dis- 
trict of Columbia. 

By Mr. HOOKER of New York: Petition in claim of John H. 
Crandall, Company I, Twenty-seventh New York Volunteers, and 
Company A, One hundred and thirty-sixth New York Volun- 
teers—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. IKIRT: Petition of 130 citizens of Osnaburg, Ohio, 
against granting franchise to aliens—to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

By Mr. LAWSON: Petition of certain colored people in Geor- 
gia, asking for transportation to Liberia, in Africa, and supply of 
food for twelve months after reaching there, to be furnished by 
the Government of the United States—to the Committee on Ap- 
propriations. 

By Mr. MAGUIRE: Memorial of the Chamber of Commerce of 
San Francisco, Cal., in favor of House bill 8476, to reorganize the 
personnel of the Navy—to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. MAHON: Two petitions of citizens of Chambersburg 
and two of the citizens of Edenville, Pa., requesting that a certain 
amendment be made to the Constitution of the United States—to 
the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, petition of citizens of Mont Alto, Pa., requesting an 
amendment to the Constitution of the United States in regard to 
giving money for sectarian purposes—to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

By Mr. REYBURN: Resolutions of a meeting of 121 citizens of 
Wissahickon, Philadelphia, against appropriating public money 
to aid sectarian institutions, etc.—to the Committee on the Judi- 
ciary. 

Aliso, resolutions adopted at a meeting of 121 citizens of Wissa- 
hickon, Philadelphia, against granting the right of franchise to 
persons not citizens of the United States—to the Committee on 
the Judiciary. 

By Mr. SCRANTON: Resolution of the Scranton Board of 
Trade, of Scranton, Pa., relative to the reform of the consular 
service—to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

Also, resolution of the Scranton Board of Trade, of Scranton, 
Pa., against the passage of House bills 5361 and 6098—to the Com- 
mittee on Patents. 

By Mr. CHARLES W. STONE: Memorial of Lodge No. 422, 
International Association of Machinists, of Bradford, Pa.,in favor 
of the passage of the Maguire bill (H.R. 5603)—to the Committee 
on Merchant Marine and Fisheries. 

By Mr. STORER: Resolution approving detail of army officers 
for military instruction in public schools—to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

By Mr. WOOMER: Resolutions adopted at meetings of citizens 
of Duncannon and Lykens, Pa., against granting the right of 
franchise to persons not citizens of the United States---te the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 





CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


SENATE. 
FRIDAY, February 22, 1895. 


The Senate met at 11 o'clock a. m. 

Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. W. H. Mizpurn, D.D. 

The Secretary proceeded to read the Journal of yesterday’s pro- 
ceedings; when, on motion of Mr. Hii, and by unanimous con- 
sent, the further reading was dispensed with. 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATION, 


The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a communica- 
tion from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting for the 
favorable consideration of Congress a letter from the chief of 
the division of stationery, printing, and blanks, Treasury Depart- 
ment, stating that an additional sum of $120,000 will be required 
for printing and binding for that Department; which, with the 
accompanying paper, was referred to the Committee on Appro- 
priations, and ordered to be printed. 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. JAMES 
Kerr, its Clerk, announced that the House had agreed to the con- 
current resolution of the Senate expressing appreciation of the 
special honors paid by the Mexican Government upon the occasion 
of the death of Hon. Isaac P. Gray, late ministtr of the United 
States near the Republic of Mexico. 

The message also communicated to the Senate the resolutions of 
the House of Representatives commemorative of the life and serv- 
ices of Hon. Francis B. Stackbridge, late a Senator from the State 
of Michigan. 

ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


The message further announced that the Speaker of the House 
had signed the following enrolled bills; and they were thereupon 
signed by the Vice-President: 

A bill (H. R. 3476) to provide for the examination and classifi- 
cation of certain mineral lands in the States of Montana and 
Idaho; 

A bill (BH. R. 6750) to authorize the construction of a bridge 


across the Yellowstone River, in the county of Dawson, State of- 


Montana; and 

A bill (H. R. 8499) to authorize the construction of a bridge 
across the Missouri River in the county of Dakota, in the State of 
Nebraska, and in the city of Sioux City, in the county of Wood- 
bury, in the State of Iowa. 


PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT presented a petition of sundry citizens 
of Washington, D. C., sufferers from thelocal water famine, pray- 
ing that the provision of the House inthe District of Columbia ap- 

ropriation bill which appropriates $125,000 for increasing the 
eight of the dam at Great Falls be retained; which was referred 
to the Committee on Appropriations. ; 

Mr. SHERMAN presented a petition of 67 citizens of Chagrin 
Falls, Ohio, praying for the adoption of an amendment to the 
Constituiion of the United States prohibiting the appropriation of 
moneys for sectarian institutions; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary. 

He also presented a petition of 67 citizens of Chagrin Falls, 
Ohio, praying for the adoption of an amendment to the Constitu- 
tion of the United States providing that ‘‘ no State shall grant the 
right of franchise to any person whois nota citizen of the United 
States;” which was referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. QUAY. I present resolutions of the Manufacturers’ Club 
of Philadelphia, Pa., bearing upon the currency question. It is 
an important subject and the Manufacturers’ Club is an impor- 
tant commercial body. I should be glad to have the resolutions 
read. They are brief. 

There being no objection, the resolutions were read, and referred 
to the Committee on Finance, as follows: 


MANUFACTURERS’ CLUB OF PHILADELPHIA, 
February 21, 1895, 

DEAR Str: Atameeting of the Manufacturers’ Club, held on Monday even- 

ing, the 18th instant, the following fesolutions were paonimceay. adopted: 

Yhereas the troubles in which the Treasury of the United States is in- 
volved are chiefly due to the failure of the present tariff law to produce suf- 
ficient revenue; and 

Whereas the practice of borrowing money to meet expenditures which 
may be fully provided for by procuring revenue from usual sources by the 
employment of usual means,is most ill-advised, whether it is pursued by a 

rivate citizen or by a Government: Be it, and by the Manufacturers’ Club of 

hilade! phia it is, 

Resolved, That we make solemn protest against the policy which, after im- 

ottoman 4 the American people by | sang, oe pea oe — ——_ 
ing them to injurious foreign competition, heaps upon them in a time of pro- 
found ‘6 new and wholly woollen burdens of debt. 

Resolved, That we also protest against the action of the President in se- 
qeny iving to European bankers at high cost to the people a eens 
the gut to lend to the Treasury money which may be had at lower cost, if it 
must >» had at all, from the people themselves. 


| 


FEBRUARY 22, 


Resolved, That we repudiate as un-American, as humiliating to the nation, 
and as disgraceful to those who are responsible for it, that conduct of public 
affairs which has placed the Treasury of the United Statesin a position of de- 
pendence upon the favor of foreign bankers and has permitted Europeans to 
om, to control, and to direct the economical and fiscal policies of this great 
nation. 


Resolved, That we call upon our representatives in Congress to voice the 
indignation with which the people regard these iniquitous performancesand 
to demand that the Treasury and the public credit shall be strengthened 
solely by the acquirement of sufficient lawful revenue obtained through the 
medium of duties upon imports. 

WM. 8S. STOCKTON, 


Attest: 
Assistant Secretary. 


Mr. QUAY presented petitions of 108 citizens of Pittsburg, of 
159 citizens of North End, of 200 citizens of Rowzersville, of 72 
citizens of Clarion, of 60 citizens of Fayette City, of 52 citizens of 
Worthington, of 41 citizens of Upper Middleton, of 41 citizens of 
Buttereup, and of 40 citizens of Cassellman, all in the State of 
Pennsylvania, praying for the adoption of an amendment to the 
Constitution of the United States providing that ‘‘no State shall 
grant the right of franchise to any person who is not a citizen of 
the United States;” which were referred to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

He also presented petitions of 41 citizens of Buttercup, of 72 citi- 
zens of Clarion, of 66 citizens of Kempton, of 52 citizens of Worth- 
ington, of 100 citizens of Upper Middleton, of 40 citizens of Cas- 
sellman, of 159 citizens of North End, of 200 citizens of Rowzers- 
ville, and of 40 citizens of Irwin, all in the State of Pennsylvania, 
praying for the adoption of an amendment to the Constitution of 
the United States prohibiting the appropriations of moneys for 
sectarian institutions; which were referred to the Committee on 
the Judiciary. 

Mr. VEST presented a memorial of District Assembly No. 4, 
Knights of Labor, of St. Louis, Mo., remonstrating against the 
enactment into law of the provisions recommended in the recent 
message of the President on the financial question; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Finance. 

He also presented a petition of 26 citizens of Sheffield, Mo., 
praying for the adoption of an amendment to the Constitution of 
the United States prohibiting the appropriation of moneys for 
sectarian institutions; which was referred to the Committee on 
the Judiciary. 

He also presented a petition of 26 citizens of Sheffield, Mo., 
praying for the adoption of an amendment to the Constitution of 
the United States providing that ‘‘no State shall grant the right 
of franchise to amy person who is not a citizen of the United 
States;” which was referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. LODGE presented a petition of Branch No. 333, National 
Association of Letter Carriers, of Binghamton, N. Y., praying 
for the passage of Senate bill No. 2523 regarding the tenure of 
letter carriers, ete.; which was referred to the Committee on 
Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES, 


Mr. PERKINS, from the Committee on Naval Affairs, to whom 
was referred an amendment submitted by himself on the 21st in- 
stant intended to be proposed to the naval appropriation bill, re- 
ported it with an amendment, and moved that it be referred to the 
Committee on Appropriations and printed; which was agreed to. 

Mr. ALLEN, from the Select Committee on Forest Reservations, 
to whom was referred an amendment submitted by Mr. Prrri- 
GREW on the 20th instant intended to be proposed to the sundry 
civil appropriation bill, reported favorably thereon, and moved 
that it be referred tothe Committee on Appropriations and printed; 
which was agreed to. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Wisconsin, from the Committee on Military 
Affairs, to whom was referred the bill (H.R. 840) to correct the 
muster of Lieut. Gilman L. Johnson, reported it witaout amend- 
ment, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. HUNTON, from the Committee on the District of Columbia, 
to whom was referred the bill (H.R. 8696) to amend the act to in- 
corporate the American University, reported it without amend- 
ment. 

Mr. FAULKNER, from the Committee on the District of Co- 
lumbia, to whom was referred the bill (H.R. 8624) for the relief 
of James Linskey from the operation of the act restricting the 
ownership of real estate in the Territories and the District of Co- 
lumbia to American citizens, reported it without amendment. 

Mr. McMILLAN, from the Committee on the District of Co- 
lumbia, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 8714) to incorporate 
the Capital Railway Company, reported it without amendment, 
and submitted a report thereon. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the 
bill (H. R. 8698) to authorize the Washington and Marlboro Elec- 
tric Railway Company of Maryland to extend its line of road into 
and within the District of Columbia, reported it with amendments, 
and submitted a report thereon. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the 



















bill (H. R. 8427) to amend the charter of the Eckington and Sol- 
diers’ Home Railway Company, a it without amendment. 

Mr. McMILLAN. I directed by the Committee on the Dis- 
trict of Columbia, to whom were referred the bill (S. 2771) to au- 
thorize the extension of the Columbia Railway Company and the 
bill (H. R. 6816) to amend the charter of the District of Columbia 
Suburban Railway me to report them without recommen- 
dation, there being a difference of opinion in the committee in re- 
gard to the bills. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The bills will be placed on the Cal- 
endar. 

Mr. GALLINGER, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom 
was referred the bill (S. 2519) granting an increase of pension to 
Adelaide Morris, reported it with amendments, and submitted a 
report thereon. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the 
bill (S. 1707) granting a pension to Caroline Reed, reported it with 
an amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. PASCO, from the Committee on Claims, to whom was re- 
ferred the bill (H. R. 725) for the relief of the trustees of the 
Presbyterian Church of Bethel Springs, Tenn., reported it with- 
out amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. BLACKBURN, from the Committee on Military Affairs, 
reported an amendment concerning sea-duty pay of officers in- 
tended to be proposed to the naval appropriation bill, and moved 
that it be referred to the Committee on Appropriations and be 
printed; which was agreed to. 

He also, from the same committee, reported an amendment in- 
tended to be proposed to the sundry civil appropriation bill, the 
amendment being to insert in line 7, page 46, after the word 
“manufacture,” the words “‘and may be constructed of steel or 
other metal or an alloy,” and moved that it be printed, and, with 
the accompanying papers, be referred to the Committee on Appro- 
priations; which was agreed to. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. Isubmit an amendment which it is pro- 
posed to be offered to the sundry civil appropriation bill, and I 
present it by direction of a majority of the Committee on Appro- 
priations. T move that the amendment be printed, and that it lie 
on the table. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. MARTIN, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was 
referred the bill (H. R. 7028) to pension Joseph W. Snyder, crippled 
son of a soldier of the war of 1812, reported it without amend- 
ment, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. POWER, from the Committee on Public Lands, to whom 
was referred the bill (S. 2714) granting certain lands in the aban- 
doned military reservation at Fort Maginnis, Fergus County, 
Mont., to the State of Montana, for a soldiers’ home, reported it 
with amendments, and submitted a report thereon. 


BERLIN SILVER COMMISSION, 


Mr. GORMAN, from the Committee on Printing, reported the 
following order; which was considered by unanimous consent, 
and agreed to: 

Ordered, That there be printed and bound in paper covers, for the use of 
the Committee on Finance, 3,000 copies of part 1, Senate Miscellaneous Doen- 


ment No. 274, being the proposals submitted to the Berlin Silver Commission 
of 1894, of which 1,000 shall be for the use of the Senate document room. 


OREGON STATE SOLDIERS’ HOME. 


Mr. PERKINS. Iam directed by the Committee on Naval Af- 
fairs, to whom was referred the joint resolution (H. Res. 227) au- 
thorizing the Secretaries of War and of the Navy to donate to the 
Oregon State Soldiers’ Home, at Roseburg, Oreg., certain cannon, 
etc., to report it without amendment. The joint resolution 
simply provides for the donation of unused cannon under the con- 
fol o the Secretary of the Navy. I ask that it be now con- 
sidered. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Let it be read for information. 

The Secretary read the joint resolution, and, by unanimous con- 
sent the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to con- 
sider the joint resolution. 

The joint resolution was reported to the Senate without amend- 
ment, ordered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


BATTERY PARK, BURLINGTON, VT. 


Mr. HALE. Iam directed by the Committee on Naval Affairs, 
to whom was referred the joint resolution (S. R. 138) authorizin 
the Secretary of the Navy to deliver unserviceable or condemnec 
cannon to the mayor of Burlington, Vt., to be used in decorating 
Battery Park, to report it without amendment. I ask that the 
joint resolution be put on its passage. 

By unanimous consent, the Senate, asin Committee of the Whole, 
proceeded to consider the joint resolution. 

The joint resolution was reported to the Senate without amend- 
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ment, ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third 
time, and passed. 


WITHERBY & GAFFNEY. 
Mr. HILL. There is a claim bill which has passed the other 


House and which came over to the Senate and has been reported 


favorably by the Committee on Claims, not granting the claim 
but simply referring it to the Secretary of War to take testimony. 
I ask unanimous consent to proceed to the consideration of the bill 
(H. R. 4507) for the relief of Witherby & Gaffney. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill, which had been reported 
from the Committee on Claims with an amendment, to strike out 
all after the enacting clause and insert: 


That the Secretary of War be, and he is hereby, authorized and directed to 
examine into the contract entered into by Witherby & Gaffney with the 
United States on the 9th day of September, A. D. 1889, to tear down and re- 
construct the west wing of the officers’ quarters at Madison Barracks, Sack 
etts Harbor, New York, and ascertain what work was done thereunder and 
whether any balance isstill due to thesaid contractors therefor; also,whether 
the said cor tractors were required by the officers of the Government having 
direction of the work to modif or change the plans or to add to the work; 
and if so, whether the cost of construction was thereby increased. and the 
amount of such increase;‘also, whether there was any failure on the part of 
the Government to comply with any agreement or obligation to furnish heat 


= the work during the winter whereby the contractors were injured or 


; and if so, the value of the material lost and of increased labor 


cau thereby; also, whether there was any loss to the contractors justly 
chargeable to the Government on account of the removal of the old building 
mentioned in the contract and the rejection of any materials it contained 
which the contractors had a right to expect they could use in the construction 
of the new building; if so, the amount in value of such loss; alse, whether 
for any other reason or because of any other facts the said contractors are 
equitably entitled to any additional compensation on account of work per- 
formed or material furnished in the construction of said barracks. And the 
Secretary is authorized to take evidence to ascertain the facts in the case, 
notwithstanding the terms of the contract, and to determine the aggregate 
amount that is justly and equitably due the contractors as the result of his 
examination inte the matters aforesaid; and the Secretary of the Treasury 
is hereby authorized and directed to pay to the said contractors, Witherby 
& Gaffney, the aggregate sum so found 

tified by the Secretary of War. And a sufficient amount of money is hereby 
appropriated, ont of the funds in the Treasury not otherwise seauguiuted, 


to be due tothem when properly cer- 


to pay the said aggregate sum to the said Witherby & Gaifney. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. 

The amendment was ordered to be engrossed and the bill to be 
read a third time. . 

The bill was read the third time, and passed. 


JAMES STEWART. 


Mr. SHERMAN. Mr. President—— 

Mr. KYLE. May I ask what is the pending order of business? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senate is proceeding under the 
call of reports of standing and select committees. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I hope the Senator will allow me to havea 
bill passed for the relief of a soldier, to enable him to sue in the 
Court of Claims. 

Mr. KYLE. Certainly. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Iask the Senate to proceed to the consider- 
ation of the bill (H. R. 5224) for the relief of James Stewart. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. It proposes to refer to the 
Court of Claims the claim of James Stewart, who served as first 
sergeant Company B, second and first lieutenant Fourth Artil- 
lery, and captain Eighteenth Infantry of the United States Army 
in the late war of the rebellion, for a balance of wages earned by 
him in the suppression of the rebellion and during his entire time 
of service in the Army, and not paid to him. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Has the bill been referred to a committee? 

Mr. SHERMAN. Oh, yes; it has been reported from the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. It is a House bill; it has passed the 
House and has been reported unanimously by the Committee on 
Military Affairs of the Senate. The Senator from Minnesota [Mr. 
DaVIs] submitted the report. 

Mr. DAVIS. Mr. President—— 

Mr. HALE. Let.me give anotice. I wish to state that after 
this bill is disposed of I shall ask for the regular order of business 
and that the morning -business shall proceed regularly. When 
that is through, if the Senate chooses to go on and consider bills 
by unanimous consent I do not object, but it is getting to be too 
much the practice here for Senators in the midst of morning busi- 
ness to call up matters from the Calendar and break into the 
routine morning business. 

Mr. SHERMAN. This bill will take but a moment. There can 
be no objection to it. 

Mr. HALE. I do not object now, but after the bill is passed I 
shall object to the consideration of any other bill until after the 
conclusion of the routine morning business. 

Mr. DAVIS. For the information of the Senator from Missouri, 
I will state that this is one of those cases of which Captain Pull 
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man’s is the leading one, often passed upon by the Committee on 
Military Affairs and concerning which an omnibus bill is on the 
Calendar for many claims directing the Secretary of the Treasury 
to audit and pay them. 

Mr. WHITE. With reference to the remark made by the Sen- 
ator from Maine concerning the calling up of bills, I wish to say 
that there are some Senators upon this floor who have bills of local 
importance and who do not obtrude themselves sufficiently per- 
haps to get their bills before the Senate. It seems to me that 
there ought to be some arrangement made by which every Sen- 
ator shall have a right to call up some bill of localimportance. I 
have a matter here in my hand which affects a few citizens of the 
county in which I live, and it is an eminently just bill, to which no 
one would object. While I do not intend to offer any objection to 
the bill now proposed to be passed, I suggest that the Senators 
having these matters in charge, in deference to the wishes of all 
others here who do riot care to enforce their particular interests 
to the disadvantage of public business, should consent to some 
kind of aprogramme by which there might bea fair dealall around. 

Mr. HALE. We ought to have a couple of hours some day for 
just such business and just such consideration as the Senator from 
California has referred to, but we ought not to break into the rou- 
tine morning business with it. 

Mr. FRYE. I desire to call the attention of my colleague to the 
fact that always during the last five or six days of a session, when 
the appropriation bills get into conference, there is ample time to 
pass local bills. 

Mr. HALE. That is the time when there will be more space 
than any other. 

Mr. FRYE. We have always had ample time to pass these bills 
at the last of the session. 

The bill was reported te the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


COMMITTEE ON PACIFIC RAILROADS, 


Mr. MORGAN, from the Committee on Pacific Railroads, re- 
ported the following resolution; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee to Audit and Control the Contingent Expenses of the Sen- 
ate, and ordered to be printed: 

Resolved, That the Committee on Pacific Railroads be instructed, either by 
full committee or such subcommittee or committees as may be appointed by 
the chairman thereof, with the full power of such committee, to continue 
during the coming recess of Congress the investigations authorized by the 
resolution of October 13, 1893, with the authority and in the manner and to 
the extent provided in said resolution, and in pursuance of such investiga- 
tions such committee or committees are authorized to make a personal ex- 
amination of the roadsand other properties of the bond-aided Pacific railway 
companies and their branches, and the country through which they pass or 
which is immediately contributory to their income, with a view of ascer- 
taining their present status and their ability to pay their indebtedness to the 
United States and how that indebtedness can be adjusted and paid. In — 
suing such investigations said committee or committees are hereby further 
authorized to sit during the recess or sessions of the Senate, at such times 
and places as they may deem advisable; and they shall have power to send 
for persons and papers, to administer the necessary oaths, and to employ a 
stenographer and such clerical and expert assistance as they may deem nec- 
essary. Said committee or committees shall have authority to cause its 
proceedings and testimony taken to be printed from time to time as they may 
see fit; and such expense as na result from said investigation shall be paid 
out of the contingent fund of the Senate, upon vouchers to be approved } by 
the chairman of said committee and by the Committee to Audit and Control 
the Contingent Expenses of the Senate. Any subcommittee appointed b 
the committee or the chairman thereof shall have all the powers of the full 
committee. 


BILLS INTRODUCED, 


Mr. McLAURIN introduced a bill (S. 2794) to relieve the United 
States of the costs of election contests; which was read twice by 
its title, and referred to the Committee on Privileges and Elections. 

Mr. PETTIGREW introduced a bill (S. 2795) to amend an act 
entitled ‘‘An act to prevent the extermination of fur-bearing ani- 
mals in Alaska, and for other purposes;” which was read twice by 
its title, and referred to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. FAULKNER introduced a bill (S. 2796) approving an act 
entitled ‘‘An act to provide an addition to the insane asylum of 
New Mexico, and for other purposes;” which was read twice by 
its title, and referred to the Committee on Territories. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 2797) approving an act entitled 
“An act authorizing the rebuilding of the Territorial capitol at 
Santa Fe, N. Mex., which was destroyed by fire May 12, 1892;” 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee 
on Territories. 


AMENDMENTS TO APPROPRIATION BILLS, 


Mr. MILLS submitted an amendment intended to be proposed 
by him to the sundry civil appropriation bill; which was referred 
to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. QUAY submitted an amendment intended to be proposed 
by him to the sundry civil appropriation bill; which was referred 
to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. VOORHEES submitted an amendment intended to be pro- 
posed by him to the general deficiency appropriation bill; which 
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was ordered to be printed and, with the accompanying papers, 
referred to the Committee on Appropriations. 

Mr. QUAY submitted an amendment intended to be proposed 
by him to the general deficiency appropriation bill; vik was 
ordered to be printed and, with the accompanying paper, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. WOLCOTT submitted an amendment intended to be pro- 
posed by him to the sundry civil appropriation bill; which was 
ordered to be printed and, with the accompanying paper, referred 
to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Mr. FRYE submitted an amendment intended to be proposed 
by him to the sundry civil appropriation bill; which was referred 
to the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. HUNTON submitted an amendment intended to be pro- 
posed to the naval appropriation bill; which was referred to the 
Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. TELLER submitted an amendment intended to be proposed 
to the general deficiency appropriation bill; which was referred 
to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 


DUES TO ARMY OFFICERS. 


Mr. DAVIS submitted an amendment intended te be proposed 
by him to the bill (S. 2297) to provide for the restatement, read- 
justment, settlement, and payment of dues to army officers in 
certain cases; which was ordered to lie on the table and be printed. 


IMPORTANT PERIODS IN THE HISTORY OF THE UNITED STATES. 


Mr. KYLE. I submit a concurrent resolution, and ask for its 
present consideration. 

The concurrent resolution was read, as follows: 

Whereas Gen. James D. McBride is the originator of the centennial memo- 
rial entitled ‘The administrators of the United States Government at the 
beginning of its second century;” also the Columbian state paper entitled 
‘The administration of the United States Government at the beginning of the 
four hundredth anniversary of the discovery of America,”’ to which the seal 
of the United States, the seal of the Supreme Court, the seal of the Senate, 


and the seal of the House of Representatives have been affixed by authority 
of law: Therefore, 


Resolved by the Senate (the House of Representatives concurring), That the 
President of the Senate and the Speaker of the House of Representatives be 
and they are hereby, authorized and directed to accept for the Senate and 
House two copies of the said publication entitled Important Periods in the 
History of the United States. 

The Senate, by unanimous consent, proceeded to consider the 
concurrent resolution. 

Mr. KYLE. I will state that this resolution does not involve 
any expense whatever. A year ago, under a resolution of Con- 
gress, Mr. McBride was authorized to use the seal of the United 
States in preparing a chart for the Columbian Exposition, and the 
same privilege was also granted to him in 1876 in reference to the 
administration of the Government at that time. He also made a 
chart of the Declaration of Independence of 1776, thus making a 
complete chart of the three periods in the administration of the 
United States. No doubt many Senators will remember having 
signed their names to this chart. [Exhibiting.] Mr. McBride, 
out of gratitude for what the Senate has done, wishes to present 
one of these charts to the Senate and one to the House of Repre- 
sentatives. That is all the resolution contemplates. It was pre- 
pared by the Committee on the Library. 

Mr. HOAR. Ishould like to inquire—I do not know whether 
the Chair would consider himself at liberty to answer the question 
from the chair, but some Senator may perhaps do so—whether it 
requires a concurrent resolution of the two bodies to have a book 
put in the library of the Senate or the House of Representatives. 
I suppose that it is within the power of the librarian as a matter 
of course. If that be so, the passing of this resolution may em- 
barrass everybody hereafter who wants to send a copy of any book 
which he thinks may be useful and interesting to the library of 
either House of Congress. 

I think the resolution had better go over or be referred to the 
Committee on the Library. 

Mr.COCKRELL. Probably there maybe a good reason for this 
action, for the reason that there is an amendment here, offered by 
the Senator from South Dakota [Mr. KyL&}, which authorizes the 
purchase of quite a large number of these charts. 

Mr. KYLE. That has nothing at all to do with this question, I 
will say to the Senator from Missouri. 

Mr. VOORHEES. Allow me an observation in reply to the Sen- 
ator from Massachusetts. 

Mr. HOAR. I suggest that the resolution should go to the 
Ccmmittee on the Library, if there beno objection. . 

Mr. VOORHEES. This is a perfectly harmless matter. 

Mr. HOAR. If the Senator will pardon me, the Committee on 
the Library is a perfectly harmless committee. 

Mr. VOORHEES. That is true, especially since the Senator 
from Massachusetts is no longer a member of it. [Laughter.] 

This gentleman has a very handsome chart, and he asks the 
privilege of presenting two copies of it, one to the Vice-President 
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and the other to the Speaker of the House of Representatives. I 
do not know about the precedents, or whether there be a prece- 
dent or not, but this costs no money, it can do no harm, and may 
do some good. 

Mr. HAWLEY. I do not quite agree with the distinguished 
Senator from Indiana [Mr. VoorHEEs] in saying that this will do 
no harm. It affords a precedent for other peonte of more vanity 
and less usefulness coming here and bothering Congress, in the 
hope that they will be able to carry about as scalps at their belt 
such evidence as this of the distinguished treatment they have re- 
ceived, the extreme value of their services, and all that sort of 
thing. I would much rather have a report from the Library Com- 
mittee; and I move the reference of the resolution to that com- 
mittee. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on the motion of the 
Senator from Connecticut to refer the concurrent resolution to 
the Committee on the Library. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. KYLE. I should like to have the chart go with the concur- 
rent resolution to the committee, so that the committee may see 
what it is. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. 
of objection. 

HEARINGS BEFORE COMMITTEE ON INTERSTATE COMMERCE. 


Mr. GORMAN. Isubmit an order to print a document for the 
use of the Senate to-morrow. This is the only copy that can be 
found. By accident all the copies but this one were destroyed, 
and we want it for to-morrow morning. 

The order was read and agreed to; as follows: 

Ordered, That there be printed for the use of the Senate the usual number 
of copies of the freport of the —— before the Committee on Interstate 

2 


Commerce on December 14, 1892, on the bill (S. 3577) to amend the interstate 
commerce act. 


It will be so ordered, in the absence 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. JAMES 
KERR, its Clerk, announced that the House had passed a bill (H. 
R. 8880) to authorize the Pittsburg, Monongahela and Wheeling 
Railroad Company to construct a bridge over the Monongahela 
River; in which it requested the concurrence of the Senate. 


ENROLLED BILL SIGNED. 


The message also announced that the Speaker of the House had 
signed the enrolled joint resolution (H. S.277) in reference to 
the Free Zonealong the northern frontier of Mexico and adjacent 
¥ aa United States; and it was thereupon signed by the Vice- 

resident. 


AFFAIRS IN THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. Concurrent and other resolutions are 
in order. If there be none such, the Chair lays before the Senate 
a resolution of the Senator from Florida [Mr. CaLL] coming over 
from a previous day. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. May TI ask, as the morning business seems 
to have been completed-—— 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The morning business has not been 
completed. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. I meant reports of committees, the intro- 
duction of bills, and the introduction of resolutions. 

I was going to ask the Senate to take up at this time for consid- 
eration two bills, neither of which, I am sure, will provoke a min- 
ute’s discussion. They are House bills to amend the Articles for 
the Government of the Navy, and it is important that they should 
be passed. The Naval Committee has reported them unanimously 
favorably; they are on the Calendar here and have been passed by 
the House of Representatives. The Secretary of the Navy is very 
solicitous that they should be passed before the adjournment of 
Congress. They are both very short bills, there being not more 
than a half dozen lines in either; and I am sure no one will want 
to discuss either of them. 

Mr. VOORHEES. Do they relate to the reorganization of the 


avy? 

Mr. BLACKBURN. No; they are simply to amend the Articles 
for the Government of the Navy. 
wee They do not relate to the personnel of the 

avy 

Mr. BLACKBURN. Oh, no. I will say to the Senator from 
Florida that if he thinks the consideration of these bills would 
delay the consideration of his resolution and interfere in any wise 
with the disposition of it I will withdraw the request. 

Mr. CALL. Iwas going to say that the resolution submitted 
by me was sent here by the labor organizations of the District of 
Columbia. It is a resolution only asking for information, and it 
will not take any more time than the reading of it. 

Mr. PLATT. What is the order of business, Mr. President? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair was laying before the Sen- 
ate the resolution of the Senator from Florida coming over from 
a previous day. The resolution will be read. 





The Secretary read the resolution submitted by Mr. CALL on 
the 21st instant, as follows: 


Resolved, That the Commissioners of the District of Columbia be, and are 
hereby, directed to furnish as soon as practicable for the information ot the 
Senate a statement showing— 

__ First. The names of all streets, avenues, alleys, and reservations in the lim- 
its of the cities of Washington and Georgetown partially or wholly unpaved, 
and the total length thereof so unpaved; also the lengths thereof unsewered; 
also the lengths thereof without water mains; together with the estimated 
cost of fully improving, paving, sewering, and laying water mains in the same. 

Second. An estimate of the amount required to carry out the provisions 
of an act passed March 2, 1893, to provide a permanent system of highwaysin 
that part of the District of Columbia lying outside of the cities of Washing- 
tonand Georgetown; and the amountand cost of condemning landsand build- 
ings for said highways and reservations; also an itemized estimate of the cost 
of building bridges, culverts, grading and fully improving said highways, 
streets, avenues, alleys, and reservations as contemplated by said act of March 


2, 1893; also an estimate of the cost of improvements in such other unim- 
roved streets and avenues as lie outside of the cities of Washington and 
teorgetown; also the assessed value of private and Government property 


lying outside of the cities of Washington and Georgetown and in the District 
of Columbia. 


Third. A statement showing the amount of taxes collected in the cities of 
Washington and Georgetown and the county, respectively, by years, from 
1878 to 1893, both inclusive; and in like manner the amounts expended in each 


of said sections from the District revenues during the same period. 

Fourth. The amount of surplus revenues of the District of Columbia cov- 
ered into the Treasury of the United States from 1878 to 1894, inclusive, and 
to what fund credited; also the amount of surplus now in the Treasury to the 
credit of the District of Columbia. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing 
resolution. 

Mr.HARRIS. Isuggest that in line 25, before the words ‘‘ Gov- 
ernment property,” the words “estimated value of” be inserted. 
The resolution as it reads asks for ‘‘the assessed value of private 
and Government property.” Government property is not assessed 
at all. As I propose to amend it the resolution will ask for ‘‘the 
assessed value of private property and the estimated vaiue of 
Government property.” 

Mr. CALL. I will accept that amendment and modify my res- 
olution accordingly. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The resolution will be so modified. 
The question is on agreeing to the resolution as modified. 

The resolution as modified was agreed to. 

PROPOSED EVENING SESSIONS. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair lays before the Senate a 
resolution submitted by the Senator from Florida [Mr. Cau], 
coming over from a previous day: which will be read. 

The Secretary read the resolution submitted by Mr. CALL on 
the 19th instant, as follows: 

Resolved, That the Senate meet at the hour of llin the morning and remain 
in session until 5 p. m., then take a recess until the hour of 8 p. m. 

Mr. CALL. That resolution may go over. 

a VICE-PRESIDENT. Without objection it will be so or- 
dered. 


to the 


ARTICLES FOR THE GOVERNMENT OF THE NAVY. 


Mr. BLACKBURN. I now ask for the consideration of the two 
bills to which I have alluded. They are both purely administra- 
tive; their consideration is absolutely necessary, and they are 
pressed upon us by the Secretary of the Navy. 

Mr. DUBOIS IT inquire of the Chair if the morning business 
has closed. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The morning business has closed. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. I first ask for the consideration of House 
bill 6323. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the request of 
the Senator from Kentucky for the consideration of the bill named 
by him? 

“Mr. QUAY. Ihave no objection; but I wish to say to the Sena- 
tor from Kentucky, that by an agreement between the Senator 
from New Jersey [Mr. McPHERSON] and myself, the joint reso- 
lution relative-to the bridge between the cities of Camden and 
Philadelphia was to be taken up and disposed of to-day after the 
routine morning business. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. I will say to the Senator from Pennsyl- 
vania that the bills for whose consideration I ask will not require 
five minutes’ time. 

Mr. QUAY. With that understanding, of course I have no ob- 
jection. 

By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill (H. R.6323) to amend the 
Articles for the Government of the Navy relative to punishment 
on conviction by court-martial, which was reported from the 
Committee on Naval Affairs with an amendment, in line 5, after 
the word ‘‘Article,” to strike out ‘‘64” and insert ‘‘63;” so as to 
make the bill read: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Articles for the Government of the Navy be, 
and the same are hereby, amended by adding thereto the following: 

“ART. 63. Whenever, by any of the Articles for the Government of the 
Navy of the United States, the punishment on conviction of an offense is left 
to the discretion of the court-martial, the punishment therefor shall not, in 
time of peace, be in excess of a limit which the President may prescribe.” 


The amendment was agreed to. 
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The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. 

The amendment was ordered to be engrossed and the bill to be 
read a third time. 

The bill was read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. Now I ask for the consideration of the 
bill (H. R. 5218) to amend the Articles for the Government of the 
Navy. 

By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. It proposes that the Ar- 
tieles for the Government of the Navy be amended by adding 
thereto the following: 

Art. 61. No person shall be tried by court-martial or otherwise punished 
for any offense, a as provided in the following article, which appears to 
have been committed more than two years before the issuing of the order for 
such trial or punishment, unless by reason of having absented himself, or of 
some other mani est impediment he shall not have m amenable to justice 
within that. period. 

Ant. 62. No person shall be tried by court-martial or otherwise punished 
for desertion in time of peace committed more than two years before the 


issuing of the order for such trial or punishment, unless he shall meanwhile 
have absented himself from the United States, or by reason of some other 


manifest impediment shall nof have been amenable to _—_— within that 
yeriod, in which case the time of his absence shall be exciuded in computing 
he period of the limitation: Provided, That said limitation shall not begin 

until the end of the term for which said person was enlisted in the service. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

HOUSE BILL REFERRED. . 

The bill (H. R. 8880) to authorize the Pittsburg, Monongahela 
and Wheeling Railroad Company to construct a bridge over the 
Monongahela River was read twice by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on Commerce, 

DELAWARE RIVER BRIDGE. 


Mr. QUAY. I now ask the Senate to proceed to the considera- 
tion of the motion of the Senator from New Jersey to reconsider 
the vote by which the Senate passed the jointresolution (S. R. 133) 
directing the Secretary of War to make an examination of the 
bridge to be constructed over the Delaware River between the 
States of New Jersey and Pennsylvania, which motion was en- 
tered by the Senator from New Server [Mr. McPHeErson] a few 
days ago. 

Mr. WASHBURN. Lask the Senator from Pennsylvania to 
= to me to allow me to ask for the consideration of a House 

ill, which will take but a moment. 

Mr. QUAY. If the bill provokes no discussion, I have no ob- 
jection. 

’ Mr. WASHBURN. I ask unanimous consent for the present 
consideration of House bill No. 7259. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The title of the bill will be read for 
ipformation. 

/ The Secretary. A bill (H.R.7259) for the relief of certain 
settlers who have entered lands under the timber and stone act, 


etc. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the present con- 
sideration of the bill? 

Mr. PETTIGREW. I should like to know from what commit- 
tee that bill comes. 

Mr. WASHBURN. It has been reported favorably by the Com- 
mittee on Public Lands. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. Iask that the bill may be laid over until 
to-morrow. 

Mr. KYLE. I object to the consideration of the bill. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. There is objection. 

Mr. QUAY. I now ask the Senate to proceed to the considera- 
tion of the motion of the Senator from New Jersey [Mr. McPHer- 
son], to reconsider the vote by which the Senate passed Senate 
joint resolution No. 133. 

a - VICE-PRESIDENT. The joint resolution will be stated 
y title. . 

The Secretary. A joint resolution (S. R. 133) directing the 
Secretary of War to make an examinationof the bridge to be 
constructed over the Delaware River between the States of New 
Jersey and Pennsylvania. 

Mr. FRYE. Let the joint resolution be read. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The joint resolution will be read. 

The Secretary read the joint resolution. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on the motion of the 
Senator from Pennsylvania—— 

Mr. McPHERSON. Mr. President, the object of my entering 
the motion—— 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair will state to the Senator 
from New Jersey that the pending question is on the motion of 
the Senator from Pennsylvania to proceed to the consideration 
of the motion for the reconsideration of the vote by which the 
joint resolution was passed, and that motion is not debatable. 

Mr. HALE. How long a time, I will ask the Senater from 
Pennsylvania, is this subject likely to take? 

Mr. QUAY. So far as Iam concerned, I am ready to move to 
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lay the motion to reconsider on the table, and if any time is oeeu- 
pied it will be oceupied by those in opposition to the joint resolu- 
tion. 

Mr. McPHERSON. Ihave the floor, Mr. President. I do not 
think the Senator from Pennsylvania has it. 

Mr. QUAY. TheSenatoris mistaken. I think Ihave the floor. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair will state that the motion 
is not debatable, except by unanimous consent. 

Mr. HALE. Then let us have the question put, Mr. President. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on the motion of the 
Senator from Pennsylvania. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I understand the motion is to take up the 
joint resolution. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on the motion of the 
Senator from. Pennsylvania to take up the motion to reconsider 
the vote by which the joint resolution was passed. 

The question being put, a division was called for; and the ayes 
were 15. 

Mr. QUAY. I willsay, Mr. President, pending the vote—— 

Mr.. HARRIS. The Senate is dividing. 

Mr. QUAY. That it was agreed between the Senator from New 
Jersey |Mr. McPHERsON] and myself that this question should be 
taken up at this time to-day. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Senators opposed te the motion will 
rise and stand until they are counted. 

Mr. QUAY. Let us have the yeas and nays, Mr. President. 

The yeas and nays: were ordered; and the Secretary proceeded 
to call the roil. 

Mr. COKE (when his name was called). I am paired with the 


| Senator from Oregon [Mr. DoLPnr}. 


Mr. PASCO (when his name was called). I am paired with the 
Senator from North Carolina [Mr. PrircHarp]. The Senator 
from Montana [ Mr. POWER] is paired with the Senator from Lou- 
isiana [Mr. CaFFERY]. We have agreed to exchange pairs, so 
that the Senator from Louisiana will stand paired with the Sena- 
tor from North Carolina. I vote ‘‘nay.” 

Mr. WILSON of Iowa (when his name was called). I am 
paired with the Senator from Georgia [Mr. Gorpon], and there- 
fore withhold my vote. 

The roll call was concluded. 

Mr. DUBOIS. Iam paired with the junior Senator from New 
Jersey [Mr. SMITH]. 

Mr. McMILLAN (after having voted in the affirmative). I in- 
quire whether the Senator from Louisiana | Mr. BLANCHARD] has 


voted? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Louisiana has not 
voted. 

Mr. McMILLAN, Then I will withdraw my vote, as Iam paired 
with that Senator. 

Mr. QUAY. In accordance with the notice I gave I now 
move—— 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair has not announced the 
result. 

Mr. CALL. The hour of 12 o’clock having arrived, I ask the 
Senate to proceed with the regular order. 

Mr. GORMAN. The result has not been announced. 

Mr. QUAY. I hope the Senator from Florida will wait until 
we dispose of this matter. 

The result was announced—yeas 42, nays 15; as follows: 


YEAS—42. 


Martin, 
Mitchell of Oreg. 
Morriil, 
Peffer, 
Perkins, 
Pettigrew, 
Hoar, Platt, 
Jones of Ark, Power, 
Chandler, Lindsay, Proctor, 
Cockrell, Lodge, uay, 
Davis, Manderson, ansom, 


NAYS—15. 


McPherson, Pasco, 
Mitchell of Wis. Voorhees, 
Walsh. 


Roach, 
Sherman, 
Squire, 
Stewart, 


Allison, Dixon, 
Bate, Faulkner, 
Berry, Gallinger, 
Burrows, Hansbrough, 
Butler, Hawley, 
Call, ili, 
Cameron, 
Carey, : 
Wolcott. 


Allen, Hale, 
Blackburn, Harris, 
Frye, Kyle, Morgan, 
Gorman, McLaurin, Palmer, 

NOT VOTING—31. 
Aldrich, Daniel, Hunton, Pugh, 
Biane Dolph, Irby, Shoup, 
— — sone — Nev. Paced 
Caffery, orgs. cMillan urpie, 
Camden, Gibson, Mantle, Vilas, 
Clark, Gordon, Mills, Wilson of Iowa 
Coke, Gray, Murphy, Wilson of Wash. 
Cullom, Higgins, Pritchard, 


So the motion was agreed to. 
Mr. McPHERSON. Mr. President—— 
Mr. QUAY. I move to lay the motion to reconsider on the 


table. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on the motion of the 
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Senator from Pennsylvania, to lay on the table the motion of the 
Senator from New Jersey to reeonsider the vote by which the 
joint resolution was passed. 


Mr. McPHERSON. I think, Mr. President, I am entitled to 
be recognized, as I addressed the Chair first. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair will state to the Senator 
from New Jersey 
Mr. SHERMAN. 

Mr. QUAY. This 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. 
the motion is not debatable. 

Mr. McPHERSON. I understand the motion is not debatable, 
but, as I addressed the Chair first, I thought I had a right to be 
recognized. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair did not hear the Senator 
from New Jersey address the Chair, but the Chair will hear the 
Senator’s i iry. 

Mr. QUAY e The Senator from New Jersey, as a matter of fact, 
did not address the Chair first. I was on the floor and addressed 
the Chair pending the calling of the roll, and was ruled out of 
order on that account. 2 

Mr. McPHERSON. I addressed the Chair immediately after 
the announcement of the result of the vote. 

Mr. MANDERSON. I rise to a question of order. 

Tho VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator will state his point of 
order. 

Mr. MANDERSON. The question of recognition is entirely 
for the Chair to decide, and can not be debated on the floor. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair so understands, but the 
Chair was listening to the suggestion of the Senator from New 


ersey. 

Mr. McPHERSON. I ask the Senator from Pennsylvania to 
withdraw his motion for a single moment in order that I may 
make a statement. 

Mr. QUAY. Mr. President, under ordinary circumstances I 
should do that with pleasure, but after the Senator from New 
Jersey made a deliberate agreement with me yesterday to proceed 
to the consideration of this question and then voted against the 
motion to take it up I do not feel compelled to do so. 

Mr. HARRIS. I object to any statement upon a motion to lay 
on the table. If the Senator from Pennsylvania will not with- 
draw his motion he can not debate the question. 

Mr. QUAY. I merely wished to make a personal explanation. 

Mr. FRYE. It is 12 o’clock, and I call for the reguiar order. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The hour of 12 o’clock having ar- 
rived, the Chair lays before the Senate the unfinished business, 
which will be stated by title. 

The Secrerary. A bill (H.R. 8479) making appropriations for 
current and contingent expenses of the Indian department and 
fulfilling treaty stipulations with various Indian tribes for the 
fiscal year ending June 30, 1896, and for other purposes. 

Mr. QUAY. Mr. President—— 

Mr. HOAR. I rise to a question of order, which is, that a mo- 





The motion is not debatable. 
uestion is not debatable. 
The Chair was about to state that 


tion of the motion to reconsider, and I shall insist on the motion 
to lay on the table. 

Mr.CALL. I call for the regular order. 

Mr.QUAY. I do not desire to discuss it, but if necessary I will 
lay before the Senate the resolutions of commercial bodies of the 
city of Philadelphia and the State of Pennsylvania and the State 
of New Jersey at whose instance I am proceeding. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair lays before the Senate the 
unfinished business. The Chair will then hear the Senator from 
Pennsylvania. 

Mr.QUAY. I move that the Senate proceed to the considera- 
tion of the joint resolution. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Themotion of the Senator from Penn- 
sylvania to postpone the regular order is in order. That motion 
will be entertained. 

Mr. QUAY. That is the motion. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 
motion of the Senator from Pennsylvania. 

Mr. FRYE. Is that not debatable? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. [It is debatable. 

Mr. FRYE. So I understand. 

Mr. STEWART. I hope the motion will not be agreed to. I 
like to see fair play in the Senate. I think the Senator from New 
Jersey should oe permitted to make the explanation he desires. 
Senators have voted—at least I did—without the slightest knowl- 
edge of the question. A motion to lay on the table without any 
explanation is unusual in the Senate. I hope the Senator from 
Pennsylvania will withdraw the motion to lay on the table and 
allow an explanation of the joint resolution. 

Mr. McPHERSON. Mr. President, it seems as though it were 
the purpose to press this matter without any opportunity what- 
ever to explain it. The Senator from Pennsylvania has referred 
to some kind of an agreement which he said took place between 
himself and myself yesterday in regard to the disposition of this 
motion. I did say to the Senator from Pennsylvania that I had 
no objection to his moving to take up the motion which I entered 
to prevent further action upon the joint resolution; but gentlemen 
upon this side of the Chamber, the hour of 12 o’clock having nearly 
arrived, were desirous of goimg on with the appropriation bill. 
I could not agree with the Senator from Pennsylvania to use an 
hour or two hours of the time of the Senate for the purpose of dis- 
cussing the motion. 

Now, I wish to say a few words with respect to the whole mat- 
ter, and then I will leave the subject to the Senate. The bridge 
bill was passed some time in 1894. It provided for a bridge across 


| the Delaware River between Pennsylvania and New Jersey. The 
| bridge act required that the bridge should be 40 feet in height. It 
| required that it should have draw spans of 125 feet. It required 

that it should have channel spans of a certain width. The com- 


pany which undertook to build the bridge voluntarily increased 
the height of the bridge 10 feet, making it a 50-foot bridge. They 


| increased the channel span something like 100 feet, and they in- 
| creased the draw spam from 125 feet to 129 feet. 


The bridge is 


tion to reconsider is a privileged motion, and having been taken up | under construction, and a large number of workmen are employed 


by the Senate and being under consideration it must be decided. 
I believe it goes on until it is disposed of. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair thinks it is not a privi- 
leged motion in the sense indicated. The hour of 12 o’clock hav- 
ing arrived, it was the duty of the Chair under the rule to lay be- 
fore the Senate the unfinished business. 

Mr. GORMAN. That is right. 

Mr. QUAY. I move that the unfinished business be informally 
laid aside until the business which by the roll call was just or- 
dered to be taken up is proceeded with. 

Mr. HARRIS. That can be done only by unanimous consent. 

Mr. QUAY. I think the Senators in opposition to this—— 

Mr. FRYE. [am not going to interpose any objection pro- 
vided an opportunity is given to discuss the question. It mever 
has been discussed before the Senate. It is a question of grave im- 
portance. There are 800 men at work to-day on this very bridge. 

Mr. QUAY. They will remain at work if the joint resolution 
is passed. 

Mr.F RYE. They will be discharged forthwithif the joint reso- 
lution passes amd goes to the other House. 

Mr. QUAY. They will remain at work if the joint resolution 


passes. The work will not be interrupted for two weeks. 
Mr. FRYE. I do not make any objection if I can have an op- 


portunity to discuss the question. The matter was referred to 
the Committee on Commerce, but the committee made no rt, 
except, as frequently happens here, by a poll by the Senator from 
Pennsylvania on the floor, without any consideration. That is the 
only way the joint resolution passed the Senate. It is entitled to 
consideration and discussion in the Senate before it passes under 
@ motion to lay on the table the motion to reconsider. 

Mr. QUAY. Mr. President—— 

Mr. CALL. I call for the regular order. 

Mr.QUAY. I move that the Senate proceed to the considera- 


| to-day in building it. 
| Now itis proposed to arrest the progress of the work by intro- 
| ducing a joint resolution here which requires that the whole ques- 
| tion shall be again submitted to a board of engineers. When the 
| bridge act was passed the matter was submitted to the engineer 
| in charge, who reported to the Chief of Engineers, and the re- 
port of the engineer was approved by the Chief of Engineers and 
| the Secretary of War. 
| The Senator from Pennsylvania [Mr. ne one day when 
there were but few Senators present—at least 1 know I was not 
present at the time, and I think the Senator from Maine | Mr. 
FRYE] who had reported the bridge bill, was not present—polled 
the committee upon the floor as I am informed, introduced his reso- 
lution, and passed it in the absence of the Senator from Maine and 
; myself. When I returned to the Senate Chamber I made a mo- 
| tion to reconsider the vote by which the joint resolution was 
| passed in order that we might arrive at the true facts in the case. 
Now, if amy error has been committed, it is an error which has 
| been committed by the board of engineers and by the Congress of 
the United States in passing the original act. The bridge is much 
wider in its span and much higher than the act required, and now 
it is proposed to stop the work, to annul the contract, if another 
beard of engineers shall so declare, and spend months of time, 
perhaps, in arriving at a judgment respecting it. And all for 
what purpose? To gratify, I understand, some gentlemen in the 
State of Pennsylvania and perhaps a few in the State of New 
Jersey. 

I heard it stated here yesterday that some action had been taken 
by the legislature of New Jersey respecting the bridge. Nothing 
was done by the legislature in opposition to the bridge, but a reso- 
lution was passed merely referring to a dike, which was to run on 
the New Jersey side of the river at the terminus of the bridge 
where it connects with the shore. 
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Mr. QUAY. What was mentioned in connection with the New 
Jersey legislature was mentioned to the Senator privately. I said 
nothing of the kind upon the floor. The Senator’s statement is 
correct. The action of the New Jersey legislature referred to the 
dike and not to the bridge. 

Mr. GORMAN. I wish to make an appeal to the Senator from 
Pennsylvania, as well as to the Senator from New Jersey, to let 
the matter go over until we can reach some convenient point for 
its consideration, either to-day or to-morrow, after the appropria- 
tion bill is disposed of. It will unquestionably lead to quite a 
discussion. It may be disposed of before we get through the pres- 
ent session, but we are in great jeopardy of not being able prop- 
erly to consider the great eee bills. The Indian appro- 
priation bill, which is pending here to-day, will take some hours, 
undoubtedly, if it is to be intelligently considered by the Senate. 
Then all the other great appropriation bills are behind it—the 
sundry civil bill, which practically deals with every department 
of this Government and in which questions of great moment are 
involved, and the legislative bill. 

Now, I appeal to the Senator to let the matter go over, and if we 
can find a convenient point where it can be discussed—it ought 
to be discussed for a half hour or an hour—some reasonable time— 
then take it up. 

Mr. QUAY. Ihave no objection to the suggestion of the Sena- 
tor from Maryland. I never resist any of his suggestions. If he 
will name a time to-day or to-morrow when a vote can be taken, 
I shall have no objection. But the Senator from Maryland will 
remember that the joint resolution has already passed the Senate, 
and that it is held up and has been held up for ten daysin an iron 
cage by a motion to reconsider entered by the Senator from New 
Jersey. If the joint resolution does not pass the other House this 
week it can not become alaw. If atime can be fixed for a vote 
any time to-morrow I have no objection to letting the matter go 
over. Iam quite as anxious as is the Senator from Maryland to 
speed the passage of appropriation bills. 

Mr. GORMAN. I hope we can arrange a time when the ques- 
tion can be voted upon. 

Mr. FRYE. If atime isfixed for theconsideration of this matter 
am I to suppose that the Senator from Pennsylvania will renew 
his motion to lay upon the table? 

Mr. QUAY. Iwill. 

Mr. FRYE. Then no discussion will be had upon it. 

Mr. QUAY. No, sir. 

Mr. FRYE. I propose to discuss the joint resolution before it 


passes. 
Mr. QUAY. There is nothing to prevent the Senator from 
Maine from discussing the matter upon any bill before the Senate. 


Mr. FRYE. Inever do that, I will inform the Senator from 
Pennsylvania. 

Mr. QUAY. I will do it. 

Mr. FRYE. I discuss questions only when they are before the 
Senate for discussion. 

Mr. QUAY. I will doit. I will state that what I have to say 
on the subject will be confined, as I have said, to the resolutions 
adopted by my constituents, whom I represent in my action here. 

r. FRYE. I do not see that I am obliged to discuss the ques- 
tion now. I do not wish to interfere with the appropriation bills, 
for I feel as anxious as does the Senator from Maryland that they 
shall be acted upon and passed, so that we shall not havean extra 
session. 

Mr. GORMAN. I will now make a suggestion to the Senators 
on both sides. This is an important matter, it is true, and I trust 
we will be able to fix some time to-day or to-morrow when, after 
fair statement on each side, with no prolonged discussion, we can 
take a vote on the joint resolution. I hope we will be able to ar- 
range that, if the Senator from Pennsylvania will postpone his 
motion for the time being—— 

Mr. QUAY. Ihave no objection to the matter going over, but 
it must pass this week, as the Senator from Maryland knows. 

Mr. GORMAN. That to-morrow morning by unanimous con- 
sent we dispose of it in the morning hour. 

Mr. HALE. Let us take it up to-morrow morning. 

Mr. a. What is the suggestion of the Senator from Mary- 
land? I did not clearly understand it. 

Mr. HALE. Wecan take it up to-morrow morning after the 
reading of the Journal. 

Mr. GORMAN. Yes; immediately after the reading of the 
Journal is concluded and devote half an hour to it. 

Mr. HALE. Say one hour. 

Mr. QUAY. I should like to dispose of it. 
tion. 

Mr. HALE. 

Mr. QUAY. 

Mr. HALE. 
the subject. 

' Mr. FRYE. Did the Senator from Pennsylvania ever know 
- to talk anything to death? I simply wish to debate the ques- 
n. 


It is a joint resolu- 


That is fair. 
If there is no disposition to talk it to death. 
My colleague has indicated a desire to speak on 
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Mr. QUAY. Would it be indelicate for me to ask the Senator 
from Maine how much time he will occupy? 

Mr. FRYE. Not over twenty-five minutes. 

Mr. QUAY. Allright. Then I accept the suggestion of the 
Senator from Maryland. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Will the Senator from Maryland 
again state his proposition? 

Mr. GORMAN . Itis that the matter may be taken up at a quar- 
ter past 11 o’clock to-morrow morning and voted on by 12 o’clock. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the request of 
the Senator from Maryland? 

Mr. QUAY. There is none. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair hears no objection, and it 
is so ordered. 


CONSIDERATION OF UNOBJECTED CASES ON THE CALENDAR, 


Mr. GORMAN. I wish to submit a request to the Senate, that 
on Tuesday next the Senate will begin a session at 8 o’clock in the 
evening to take up unobjected cases upon the Calendar, so as to give 
each Senator, as has always been the rule, an opportunity to call 
up at least one bill. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection? 

Mr. CHANDLER. Willi the Chair state the request? 

Mr. ALLEN. I understand the request of the Senator from 
Maryland merely embraces unobjected cases on the Calendar. 

Mr.GORMAN. Unobjected cases, and with the distinct under- 
standing thatif the chairman of the Committee on Appropriations 
finds it necessary to consider an appropriation bill that night, of 
course the unanimous-consent agreement will not stand. 

Mr. HARRIS. I wish to suggest to the Senator from Maryland 
that the consideration of those bills should also be under Rule 
VIil. 

Mr. GORMAN. Under Rule VIII. 

Mr. HARRIS. And debate limited to five minutes. 

Mr. GORMAN. Under Rule VIII, and unobjected cases only. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the request of 
the Senator from Maryland? 

Mr. ALLISON. Subject to appropriation bills. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Will the Chair kindly state the understand- 


ng? 

Mr. GORMAN. Itis that on Tuesday next, from 8 o’clock in 
the evening, the Senate will consider unobjected cases on the Cal- 
endar under Rule VIII, giving to each Senator an opportunity, as 
has always been the rule, to call up a bill, subject, however, to 
the consideration of an appropriation bill if it becomes necessary 
to consider one that night. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection? The Chair hears 
none, and it is so ordered. 


INDIAN APPROPRIATION BILL. 


The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the consid- 
eration of the bill (H.R. 8479) making appropriations for current 
and contingent expenses of the Indian department and fulfilling 
treaty stipulations with various Indian tribes for the fiscal year 
ending June 30, 1896, and for other purposes. 

Mr. CALL. I ask unanimous consent that the debate on the 
Indian appropriation bill and the amendments be limited to five 
minutes to each Senator. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection? 

Mr. MORGAN. [I object. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. I object at the present time. 
some time during the day I shall consent. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. There is objection. The pending 
question is on = to the amendment of the Senater from 
South Dakota [Mr. PETTIGREW] to the amendment of the com- 
mittee, which will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. Strike out all after the word ‘‘ Alaska.” in line 
2, page 78, down to and including the word “cease,” in line 11 of 
the same page, and insert: 


Provided, That $515,000 of said sum of $1,253,440 shall be expended in support 
of schools with which contracts have heretofore been made: Provided further, 
That the Secretary of the Interior may in his discretion expend 20 per cent 
of said sum of $515,000 in the purchase of the property of such contract schools 
as may be offered for sale. 


Mr. GALLINGER. Mr. President, when the amendment was 
offered yesterday I had the floor, which I very cheerfully yielded 
to the Senator from Tennessee [Mr. HARRIS] to make a motion for 
an evening session. I had not then very carefully examined the 
amendment; it was not printed, and I had very grave doubts as 
to its effect and purpose. I have looked it up during the past few 
minutes, and I am very thoroughly satisfied that it 1s a mischiev- 
ous amendment, intended to annul practically the provisions 
which are now proposed to be put into the bill by the committee. 

It is a very good principle in legislation, as in other things, to 
adopt the well-known maxim to beware of the Greeks when they 
come bearing gifts; and I have learned in these matters to be 
somewhat careful in considering propositions offered by my friend, 
the Senator from South Dakota | Mr. PETTIGREW]. e Senator 
has extremely winning ways, and I always like to accommodate 


Perhaps 
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him when I can; but I am very well satisfied that his winning 
ways in this case are designed to obscure the facts and to lead us 
to adopt what we do not want to adopt in relation to the educa- 

tion of Indian children. j 

I may be wrong in my analysis of the amendment, but I think 
Iam right. It is certainly very loosely drawn. It states, in the 
first place, the sum of $1,253,440, which is not the sum appropriated 
in the bill. The amendment furthermore provides that $515,000 
shall be expended in the support of Indian schools with which con- 
tracts have been heretofore made. Then it provides further— 
That the Secretary of the Interior may, in his discretion, expend 20 per cent 
of said sum of $515,000 in the purchase of the property of such contract schools 
asmay be offered for sale. 

So the entire amount is in the first place to be used for the edu- 
cation of Indian children, and 20 per cent of it is to be diverted 
for the purchase of school property. 

Mr. PLATT. Is $515,000 precisely the amount which was ex- 
pended last year for that purpose? 

Mr. GALLINGER. Sol understand. If the pupils in the con- 
tract schools are reduced 20 per cent, the number in Government 
schools will necessarily be correspondingly increased, and the 
same amount of money and possibly more money will be required 
to educate those children than is required under the existing con- 
dition of things. So if we divert 20 per cent of the school money 
to the purchase of property, it will necessarily result in depriving 
20 per cent of the children of school facilities. I do not think the 
Senator from South Dakota intends to reach that result, but it 
seems to me manifest and indisputable that if the amendment is 
adopted it will bring about precisely that condition of affairs. 

ow, I have this to say to the Senator from South Dakota, and 
I hope he will accept the suggestion in the spirit in which it is of- 
fered: Let us proceed to act upon the provisions of the bill as 
they are now before us. Let us determine whether or not we 
will stand he the other House in providing that each succeeding 
year there shall be a proportionate reduction of 20 per cent, so 
that at the end of five years we will get rid of the contract schools. 
Let us either accept or reject the other provisions in this para- 
graph of the bill. Then having done that, let the Senator from 
South Dakota, if he sees fit to do so, offer an amendment appro- 
riating a certain amount of money, whether it be great or small, 
for the purchase of school buildings, and let the Senate proceed in- 
telligently and openly to discuss and act upon that question. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. Ishould like toask the Senator from New 
Hampshire if he will vote for such a provision. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I will consider the matter and listen very 
attentively to any argument the Senator from South Dakota chooses 
to advance in the matter, and very likely I may vote for it; I donot 
know whether I shall or shall not vote for it. But I suggest that 
if we are going to appropriate money for that purpose we ought 
not to take it from the school fund and rob the Indian children 
of the facilities which we have always given them in matters of 
education and divert the money to the purchase of real estate in 
the State of South Dakota or any other State in the American 
Union. If we are going to purchase those school buildings, if 
that is the policy of the Government, and I think we will have to 
come to it sooner or later, let us meet the matter fairly and 
squarely; let us appropriate money for that specific purpose and 
not appropriate it under the guise of an amendment that is going 
to take from the children the money to which they are entitled to 
secure their education. 

I believe I have said all that I desire to say on this question. I 
hope the Senate will reject the amendment offered by the Senator 
from South Dakota unless he temporarily withdraws it. Whether 
I have intelligently discussed this matter or not (I may be labor- 
ing under a misapprehension; the Senator from South Dakota 
knows much more about the details of Indian education, as well 
as Indian affairs, thanI do), I hope he will see the propriety of 
withdrawing his amendment and letting us act upon the provi- 
sions of the bill which we are now considering. Then if he chooses 
to offer an amendment appropriating money for this specific pur- 
pose, let him do so, and we will act upon it as an independent 
proposition. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. Mr. President—— 

Mr. CALL. I rise to a point of order. 

_The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Florida will state 
his point of order. 

_Mr. CALL. It was unanimously agreed that we should con- 
sider the committee amendments first as the bill was read, and 
then consider other amendments that might properly come before 
the Senate. 1 hope the Senator from South Dakota will not insist 


upon discussing at this time the amendment which he proposes. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. 
committee amendment. 
Mr. CALL. It not only increases the oe but it pro- 
ator will not bring 


The amendment is an amendment to the 


poses general legislation. SoI hope the 








me to the necessity of objecting to it or making a motion to lay 
it upon the table. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. 
time. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair will state to the Senator 
from Florida that the pending amendment, submitted by the 
Senator from South Dakota, is an amendment to the committee 
amendment. : 

Mr. PETTIGREW. It does not increase the appropriation. 

Mr. CALL. I beg pardon; it does increase the appropriation. 
It increases the appropriation by $515,000 added to $1,164,000. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. I intend by my amendment to provide not 
for any increase of the appropriation, but to make definite the 
sum which shall be expended for contract schools and not leave 
that amount in the discretion of the Secretary of the Interior or 
the Commissioner of Indian Affairs. I made the sum the same 
amount that was expended last year for this purpose. 

In addition to that, I provide for complying with the policy of 
the Government in reducing the amount 20 per cent in the discre- 
tion of the Secretary of the Interior, and propose that that sum 
shall be expended in the purchase of schools. If we purchase 
schools, the Government at once takes care of the children in those 
schools. So the other schools are still provided.for by the amend- 
ment. If it is not clear, if it is not plain, I hope the Senator from 
New Hampshire will give us the benefit of his thought and judg- 
ment, and offer such amendments as will carry out my intention. 

Mr. GALLINGER. With the permission of the Senator from 
South Dakota I will ask him one simple question. If I am wrong 
I should like to be set right. If 20 per cent of the money appro- 
priated is to be taken for the purchase of real estate, does it not 
take just that amount out of the school money, and does it not 
leave those children without the facilities for education? 

Mr. PETTIGREW. The Senator from New Hampshire talks 
about purchasing real estate. The bill proposes to purchase 
schools with which we have heretofore contracted. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Certainly. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. If we purchase a school where there are 
125 children, those children will be taken care of by the Govern- 
ment; and the other 80 per cent of the appropriation goes to take 
care of the other schools which we do not purchase. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Will 80 per cent take care of their educa- 
tion when heretofore 100 per cent has been needed? 

Mr. PETTIGREW. There will be that many less children. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I will not call it real estate; I will say 
school buildings, if the Senator from South Dakota prefers. If 
you take 20 per cent of the school money for the purchase of con- 
tract school buildings, how are you going to accommodate and 
educate the children? There is the same number of children. If 
you take them out of contract schools you must put them in Gov- 
ernment schools. The money must be expended, and if you ap- 
propriate it in this way how are the children going to be educated? 

Mr. PETTIGREW. The bill provides for a reduction of 20 per 
cent anyway. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Not of the children. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. There isa 20 per cent reduction for con- 
tract schools. What are you going to do with the children who 
arein contract schools? You provide, any way, for theexpenditure 
of the money to purchase schools. So the school capacity will not 
be decre . There is no question about that. 

Mr. GALLINGER. The children, of course, are going to be 
transferred to the Government schools, but the Government can 
not educate children without spending money for that purpose. 
In fact, the contention has been that it costs more to educate in 
Government schools than in contract schools. If you take 20 per 
cent for the purchase of schools you must certainly deprive 20 per 
cent of the children of education. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. But the proposition is to reduce the appro- 
priation 20 per cent, and thereby close up a portion of the schools 
withont any provision at all as to them. Iam perfectly willing 
to increase the appropriation; I am perfectly willing that a spe- 
cific sum shall be a to purchase those schools outside 
of the sum provided for their maintenance and support. I think 
my amendment may be improved. But I am not afraid of any 

roposition or suggestion or amendment which the Senator from 
ew Hampshire may frame, and I am not afraid that he will de- 
ceive me one particle with regard to its contents. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I do not propose to draft amendments for 
the Senator from South Dakota. He is fully competent to do that 
himself. Now, he has conceded precisely the ground that I have 
contended for, that we must increase the appropriation if we pur- 
chase the school buildings. Let the Senator from South Dakota 
meet the matter squarely. Let him propose an amendment to the 
bill that will provide an appropriation for this specific purpose, 
and then the Senate can adopt it or vote it down just as it pleases; 
but to come in here and, under the guise of an innocent amend- 
ment, undertake to rob 20 per cent of the Indian children of school 


I shall insist upon my amendment at this 
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facilities and divert the money to the purchase of school buildings 
is an absurdity so patent to my mind that I do not think the Sen- 
ator from South Dakota is going to stand here’ and advocate it 
many minutes longer. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on the amendment 
proposed by the Senator from South Dakota to the amendment of 
the committee. 

Mr. LODGE. Mr. President,it has been made very plain that 
the amendment of the Senator from South Dakota takes the 20 
per cent which is taken from the contract schools, and which 
ought to go to Government schools in order to educate the same 
number of children, and uses it for the purchase of buildings and 
equipment. I have no objection to an additional appropriation 
if it is desired for the purpose of campensating the contract 
schools for buildings and equipment taken by the Government. 
It seems to me very clear that an additional appropriation is 
needed if this amendment is to be agreed to, as it would have the 
effect of crippling the educational fund used solely for the educa- 
tion of the children. 

But there is, to my mind, a very much more important objec- 
tion to the amendment presented by the Senator from South Da- 
kota. If adopted by the Senate it entirely effaces the proviso on 
page 73. In that proviso is contained a declaration of the policy 
of the House of Representatives embodying the recommendation 
of the Secretary of the Interior. That declaration of policy 
adopted by the House is that this reduction shall go on steadily 
for tive years until all these contract schools are abolished. I be- 
lieve entirely in that policy. I think those schools ought to be 
abolished and that Government schools should take their place. 
If the amendment of the Senator from South Dakota is adopted it 
carries all that declaration out with it and we shall have no op- 
portunity of reaching it. Iam quite aware that one Congress can 
not bind another, but at the same time I think it is of the utmost 
importance that that declaration of policy should stand. It isthe 
abolition of a class of schools and of the appropriation of money 
for them in what [ think is a wrong manner, and I am most anx- 
ious that those lines should be reached. If the amendment is 
adopted the opportunity of voting upon.that amendment is taken 
away. It not only becomesa portion of the educational fund, but 
entirely wipes out the declaration of policy of the House in favor 
of the abolition of these schools, which, I think, is of the utmost 
importance. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. Of course, the object for which I strive is 
accomplished by a direct appropriation for the purchase of these 
schools. In the amendment I propose to take the 20 per cent which 
is to be diverted from the contract schools to Government schools, 
and apply it to the purchase of contract schools. The Senator 
objects on the ground that it would reduce the appropriation for 
the Government schools. All the Government schools are pro- 
vided for and filled to their fullest capacity. If 80 per cent is 
taken off from the contract schools you can not remove those 
children to Government schools, for we have not the buildings to 
accommodate them. Therefore the Secretary of the Interior will 
be compelled to erect new buildings. I propose, instead of hav- 
ing him erect new buildings, to buy the old ones and continue the 
schools where they are. 

Iam perfectly willing that this shall be brought about by in- 
creasing the appropriation. I think it would be better to conform 
as far as possible to the idea of the committee and not increase 
the appropriation. If the Senator from New Hampshire and the 
Senator from Massachusetts are willing that an increased appro- 
priation shall be made I am heartily in favor of it. 

Mr. STEWART. Allow me to make a suggestion. It is to 
add to the aisendment of the Senator from South Dakota: 

And in case of such purchase a sum equal to the money meee for such 
purchase is hereby aceropenees for the support of the schools which become 
Government schools by such purchase. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. I accept the amendment. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Pasco in the chair). The 
Chair understands that the pending amendment is an amendment 
to an amendment. 

Mr. STEWART. The Senator from South Dakota accepts my 
amendment. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. I beg pardon; I modify my amendment. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Let the amendment be read as modified. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. It is accepted as part of the 
amendment of the Senator from South Dakota. The amendment 
to the amendment will be read as modified. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

Provided, That $515,000 of said sum of $1,164,350 shall be expended in support 
of schools with which contracts have heretofore been made: Provided further, 
That the Secretary of the Interior may, in his discretion, expend 20 per cent 
of said sum of $515,000 in the purchase of the property of such con’ schools 
Se et Seen 
money expen 
of incomes which Ceceuee Shavereimnent per ~~ such purchase. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. I am glad to make the last clause a 
of my amendment. I understand that it carries out the idea of the 
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Senator from New Hampshire and the Senator from Massachu- 
setts. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Certainly it does not carry out my idea, I 
beg to suggest to the Senator from South Dakota. In the first 
place, I contend, as does the Senator from Massachusetts, that 
striking out certain provisions from the bill and inserting any 
sort of an amendment strikes at the very fundamental doctrine 
for which we contended in this Chamber one year ago and for 
which we contend to-day. 

I suggest to the Senator again, that if he is to offer an amend- 
ment of this kind, whether in its original form or as modified, he 
should withhold it until we act upon the important provision of 
the bill that is embraced in the portion that he proposes to strike 
out. Ido not know whether I should vote for the amendment as 
modified or not if it is offered as an independent proposition. I 
certainly shall not vote for it if it is offered as a substitute for the 
most important provision that the bill contains, and that is the 
declaration of policy which we passed upon one year ago, which 
the Secretary of the Interior has confirmed in his late report, and 
which the House of Representatives has incorporated in this bill, 
that we shall proportionately reduce the amount 20 per cent each 
year, so that at the end of five years we shall get rid of these con- 
tract schools entirely. I trust that if the amendment is insisted 
upon in its present form it will be rejected, and fhat we shall pro- 
ceed to act upon the provisions of the bill as they come from the 
House of Representatives and from the Committee on Appropria- 
tions on the part of the Senate. 

Mr. LODGE. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair will first state the 
parliamentary situation. The Chair understands that the amend- 
ment offered by the Senator from South Dakota proposes to strike 
out all after ‘‘Alaska,” in line 2, on page 73, to the end of the pro- 
viso. The committee amendment is to amend that langnage, and 
the committee amendment is, therefore, firstin order. Until there 
has been an opportunity to perfect the text, a motion to strike out 
is not in order. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Then let us have the question on the com- 
mittee amendment. 

Mr. LODGE. The amendment of the Senator from South Da- 
kota as modified undoubtedly meets the objection as to the dis- 
position of the school funds, but it does not meet the objection 
which to me is most important, that it strikes out the declaration 
of policy made by the House of Representatives in regard to the 
abolition of these schools. I had supposed that when a motion 
was made to strike out it was necessary to perfect the text first 
before the motion to strike out was put. 

Mr. GALLINGER. The Chair holds to that view. 

Mr. LODGE. Therefore, as the amendment of the Senator from 
South Dakota is intended to perfect the passage which the com- 
mittee proposes to strike ont, it would have precedence. I think 
that is the rule laid down in Jefferson’s Manual. I am not pre- 
pared to say whether it is the practice of the Senate or not. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Isuggest to the Senator from Massachu- 
setts that the Chair has stated as his ruling that the committee 
amendment is now in order. 

Mr. LODGE. I did not so understand. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The matter was so stated, the 
Chair understands, by the Vice-President last night. The Sena- 
tor from South Dakota [Mr. PeTriarew] said: 

I have an amendment on the desk which has not been disposed of that I 
think covers the question. I ask that it may be read, 


The Vice-PRESIDENT. When the text is perfected the Chair will recognize 
the Senator from South Dakota. ~ 


The Senator from South Dakota then said: 

I think if the amendment of the Senator from Arkansas prevails it may 
take the place of the one [offered. As I offered my amendment first, [should 
like to have it disposed of first. 

The Chair thinks that the motion to perfect the text would be 
in order before the motion to strike out and insert. The question, 
then, is on the adoption of the amendment of the committee to 
insert in line 3 what will be read. 

The Srcretary. After the word ‘ contracts,” line 3 of page 
73, insert the words ‘but only with present contract schools.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The next committee amendment 
will be stated. 

TheSEcrRETARY. Afterthe words “‘ eighteen hundred and ninety- 
five,” in line 7, page 73, strike out: 

And each succeeding year he shall proportionately so reduce the amount 
thus used that at the end of five years from the date on which this act goes 
into effect all contracts for such education shall cease. 

Mr. CALL. I hope we shall have a vote on the amendment. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The language having been per- 
fected, the amendment of the Senator from South Dakota is in 
order to strike out the whole proviso and insert the words which 
will be read by the Secretary. 











» 
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Mr. CALL. I hope the amendment of the Senator from South | probably withdrawn; but by unanimous consent the vote will be 


Dakota will not prevail. The bill has been very carefully pre- 
pared with a view of providing strict and impartial justice be- 
tween the different contract schools. If we propose to interfere 
with it we shall destroy entirely the harmony and propriety of 
these provisions. 
Dakota would require an increase of appropriation unless we aban- 
don the whole theory of the bill in its adjustment of the schools. 
I hope that the Senate will vote down the amendment. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I have only to say in reference to this 
matter that I trust the committee amendment may not be adopted. 
We had a declaration yesterday from the distinguished chairman 
of the Committee on Appropriations that this amendment was not 
put in the billat his instance, but in opposition I think to the posi- 
tion he then held. I understand the Senator in charge of the bill 
to say that he does not approve of it. It iscertainly the vital part 
in the whole matter, and if it is stricken out will emasculate the 
bill and relegate us to precisely the same condition of things that 
existed one year ago when this contention was inaugurated. 

I trust that the amendment of the committee may be rejected, 
and..if necessary I shall ask for the yeasand nays on agreeing to it. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair will state to the Sen- 
ator from New Hampshire that the pending question is on the 
amendment offered by the Senator from South Dakota, and not 
the amendment of the committee. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I beg the Chair’s pardon. 

Mr. GORMAN. What is the question before the Senate? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is to strike out the 
proviso on page 73 as amended by the committee and insert the 
language offered by the Senator from South Dakota | Mr. PEtti- 
GREW |. 

Mr. GORMAN. 


Senator from South Dakota. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

Provided, That the Secretary of the Interior may make contracts, but only 
with present contract schools, for the education of Indian pupils during the 
fiscal year ending June 30, 1896, to an extent not exceeding 80 per cent of the 
amount so used for the fiscal year 1895. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The pending question is on the 
motion of the Senator from South Dakota to strike out the proviso 
which has just been read and insert what the Secretary will now 
read. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

Provided, That $515,000 of said sum of $1,164,350 shall be expended in sup- 
port of*schools with which contracts have heretofore been made: Provided 
further, That the Secretary of the Interior may, in his discretion, expend 
20 per cent of said sum of $515,000 in the purchase of the peer of such 
contract schools as may be offered for sale. And in case of such purchase a 
sum equal to the money expended for such purchase is hereby appropriated 
for the support of the schools which become Government sehools by such 
purchase. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. What became of the amendment I 
moved yesterday to perfect the text by striking out the word 
“may ” and inserting the word “shall,” in line 2, page 73? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will be stated. 

The Secretary. In line 2, page 73, strike out the word ‘‘ may” 
and insert the word “ shall;” so as to read: 

That the Secretary of Interior shall make contracts, etc. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. That amendment is now inorder, 
it being to perfect the text proposed to be stricken out. The ques- 
tion is on agreeing to the amendment of the Senator from Arkan- 
sas. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question recurs on the adop- 
tion of the amendment offered by the Senator from South Dakota. 

Mr. GORMAN. [inquire of the Chair whether the committee 
amendment striking out the clause from line 7 to line 11 has been 
agreed to? 

“The PRESIDING OFFICER. It has been agreed to, the Chair 
will state. 

Mr. LODGE. Not the amendment beginning in line 7? 

Mr. GALLINGER. Certainly not. 

Mr. FRYE. It was declared agreed to. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Itwasannounced agreed to by the 
Chair in the absence of objection. 

Mr. LODGE. I did not so understand. 

Mr. GORMAN. I certainly did not so understand. 

Mr. LODGE. The amendment of the commiitee in line 8 was 


agreed to. 
The Chair will state that both 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. 
amendments were agreed to. 

Mr. LODGE. I certainly did not understand it, because I my- 
self have an amendment pending to that clause. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The matter can be easily set 
straight. It was so declared by the Chair in the absence of ob- 
jection while the attention of the Senator from Massachusetts was 


The amendment of the Senator from South | 





| 
| 





regarded as reconsidered, and that will be declared to be the pend- 
ing amendment. 

Mr. LODGE. I understood the Chair to hold that before the 
committee amendment to strike out that clause could be put it 
was necessary to put the question on the amendment of the Sena- 
tor from South Dakota. 


_ The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Massachusetts 
is entirely mistaken. Perhaps the Chair was not + itly clear 


in his statement. The statement of the Chair was that the text 
must first be acted upon and perfected before a motion to strike 
out is in order. 

Mr. LODGE. Do I now understand the Chair to state that the 
question is on the committee amendment to strike out the clause 
beginning in line 7? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The text has been perfected by 
two amendments, one by inserting the words ‘“‘but only with 
present contract schools,” in the third line, and the other by sub- 
stituting ‘‘ shall” for *‘ may” in line 2. The pending amendment 
is to strike out from line 7 to line 11, beginning with “‘and” and 
ending with ‘* cease.” 

Mr. LODGE. On that amendment I ask for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. COCKRELL. What isthequestion? Let us understand it. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The pending amendment of the 
committee will be stated. 

The Secrerary. After the words “eighteen hundred 
ninety-five,” in iine 7, page 73, strike out: 

And each succeeding year he shall proportionately so reduce the amount 


thus used that at the end of five years from the date on which this act goes 
into effect all contracts for such education shall cease. 


and 


Let it be read, so that we may see how it stands. Mr. GORMAN. Mr. President, [ trust the amendment of the 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The proviso will first be read as | Committee on Appropriations will be agreed to. 
amended and then the amendment suggested in lieu of it by the | comes from the 


The bill as it 
ouse isa radical change in the entire system, 
and attempts on an appropriation bill to determine what weshalldo 
for the next five years. That is bad in principle inanycase. The 
Committee on Appropriations thought we ought to dealonly with 
the next fiscal year, and we have tried to eliminate everything 
from the bill that would bind the Government to what it shall do 
in the next five years in the matter of the education of Indian 
children. 

I trust the Senate will sustain the Committee on Appropriations 
in this amendment. Let the next Congress deal with the fiscal 
year thereafter. Nobody can tell to-day how this new system will 
operate; what injustice may be done concerning investments which 
may have been made in buildings, or the effect upon the schools 
already in existence. I confess that I do not know that the way 
these schools have been conducted all over the country has been a 
very great success, beginning with the highest school and going 
down to the lowest; but it seemed to the committee. and it seems 
to me, that in fairness to everybody, to the people who are inter- 
ested in this work, to the Indians themselves, and te the Govern- 
ment, we ought to deal with the subject for only one year. Inthe 
next Congress we shall have had nearly a year of the operation of 
the system that we are inaugurating im this bill, and we shall have 
all the facts before us. The Commissioner of Indian Affairs and 
the people who are engaged in the education of the Indians will 
be able then to give us further light on the matter, and we can deal 
with the subject intelligently. It is possible that we may thea be 
able to make a greater reduction, and that such an adjustment of 
this matter can be had as to enable the Secretary of the Interior 
and the Commissioner of Indian Affairs to present a scheme which 
can be satisfactorily introduced. Atall events, it is bad policy in 
a matter of this sort that Congress should without due considera- 
tion change the whole system for five yearsin advance. It is uan- 
usual. 

If this provision had been proposed in the Senate of the United 
States as an amendment it would have been out of order. It has 
no place and no right in this bill under the rules of any parlia- 
mentary body that I know of. But like some other provisions, it 
has come to us and we have attempted to correct it, and to correct 
it without running counter to the sentiment which unfortunately 
has crept out in this whole matter, and which ought not to be 
permitted to influence the mind of amyone here. But atall events 
we can afford to do simple justice.and confine the reduction to one 
year. I trust the Senator from Massachusetts, who I know to be 
as much interested in the matter of Indian education as any Sen- 
ator here, will see the justice and the propriety of domg what the 
Committee on Appropriations have attempted to do. 

Mr.PLATT. Mr. President, much that the Senator from Mary- 
land has said with reference to attempting to control future Con- 
gresses in legislation is correct and true; but we have a very pe- 
culiar state of affairs here. Im the fiscal year ending June 30, 
1893, there was spent for contract schools $512,435. In last year’s 
appropriation act a clause was inserted declaring it to be the 

icy of the Government to change the contract schools to Govy- 
ernment schools as rapidly as possible. Yet with that clause in 
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the appropriation act there was spent between June 30, 1893, and 
June 30, 1894, I understand, an increased amount of money, 
$515,000, for the contract schools. So instead of the amount hav- 
ing been decreased it has been increased during the past year, 
although Congress has declared it to be the policy of the Govern- 
ment to have a reduction. 

Mr. GALLINGER. The Senator is doubtless right on that 
point, but still we have submitted the matter to the Secretary of 
the Interior for his examination and report, and he reports that 
hereafter we ought to decrease the amount 20 per cent. 

While I am on my feet I wish to say a single word further. I 
listened to the argument of the Senator from Maryland in favor 
of the committee amendment. I do not agree at all with him. I 
know of no reason why we may not inastatute, and especially in 
an appropriation act, where we declare all sorts of things, make 
a declaration looking to the future as well as to the present. If 
the bill as it comes from the House of Representatives is enacted 
into law and works a hardship we can take care of that in the 
next appropriation bill, where, as my colleague has frequently 
said, we enact all sorts of legislation. 

I was somewhat canamaae to hear the Senator from Maryland 
suggest that if this provision had been offered as an amendment 
in the Senate it would have been out of order. Mr. President, 
almost one-half of the bill is out of order to-day, but we are pass- 
ing upon it. We are not raising the point of order on these 
various amendments. Hence that suggestion does not carry any 
weight. I think we havea clear and plain duty to perform in 
this matter, and that is to reject the amendment and to pass the 
bill, so far as this provision is concerned, precisely as it came from 
the House of Representatives. 

Mr. LODGE. Mr. President, I quite understand, as the Sen- 
ator from Maryland has pointed out and as I have already said in 
this debate, that one Congress can not bind another. Thatis per- 
fectly obvious. But these schools are the schools known as sec- 
tarian denominational schools. I believe, and I think that it is 
the general belief of the American people, that the public money 
ought not to be appropriated for sectarian purposes or for secta- 
rian schools. I have held that view ever since I have served in 
Congress. Now, the Secretary of the Interior has recommended 
their abolition and stated that it can be done in five years by a 
gradual reduction. 

It seems to me it might be done in a much shorter time; but it 
is admitted on all hands that it is desirable to get rid of these 
schools. If we are going to do it, I see no objection to Congress 
making a declaration of policy. On the contrary, I think it is of 
great importance that Congress should so declare the policy of the 
Government in regard to these schools. There can be no surprise, 
no complaint of unfairness. It can be known that they are to be 
removed in the course of the next three or five years. Undoubt- 
edly the next Congress will not be bound by it, and equally un- 
doubtedly the next Congress will give due weight to the action of 
the present Congress. 

To me, Mr. President, this is far the most important provision 
in the pending appropriation bill, and I sincerely hope that the 
amendment of the committee to strike out will fail. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The roll call will proceed on 
agreeing to the amendment of the Committee on Appropriations. 

The Secretary proceeded to call the roll. 

Mr. COKE (when his name was called). Iam paired with the 
Senator from Oregon [Mr. DoLPxH]. 

Mr. RANSOM (when his name was called). I am paired with 
the Senator from Maine [Mr. Haug}. 

Mr. VEST (when his name was called). I am paired with the 
Senator from Minnesota [Mr. WAasHBURN]; otherwise I should 
vote ‘‘ yea.” 

The roll call was concluded. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. Has the Senator from Wisconsin 
[Mr. ViLas] voted? 

The = IDING OFFICER. The Senator from Wisconsin has 
not voted. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. Iam paired with that Senator, and 
therefore withhold my vote. 

Mr. McMILLAN —— having voted in the negative). I in- 
quire if the Senator from Louisiana [Mr. BLANCHARD] has voted? 

The > Eat OFFICER. The Senator from Louisiana has 
not voted, 

Mr. McMILLAN. Then I withdraw my vote, as I am paired 
with that Senator. 

Mr. BURROWS (after having voted in the negative). Iam 

ired with the junior Senator from Maryland [Mr. Grsson], but 

transfer er to the Senator from Rhode Island [Mr. AL- 
DRICH], and will let my vote stand. 

Mr. DUBOIS. Iam paired with the junior Senator from New 
Jersey [Mr. Smit]. 

Mr. WHITE (after having voted in the affirmative). The Sen- 
ator from Idaho [Mr. SHoup] and I are paired. I voted inadvert- 
ently, and withdraw my vote. 
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Mr. GALLINGER (after having voted in the negative). I in- 
ae whether the junior Senator from Texas [Mr. MILLs] has 
voted? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The junior Senator from Texas 
has not voted. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I notice he is in his seat, and therefore 
will allow my vote to stand. 

Mr. HARRIS. I inquire if the Senator from Vermont [Mr. 
MORRILL] is recorded as voting? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Vermont is 
not recorded. 

Mr. HARRIS. I suggest to the Senator from New Hampshire 
that we transfer our respective pairs. 

Mr. GALLINGER. It is not necessary, inasmuch as my pair 
is present. 

Mr. HARRIS. Very well. ThenI withdraw my vote, and an- 
nounce my pair with the Senator from Vermont {Mr. MorrILL]. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (when Mr. Pasco’s name was 
called). The present occupant of the chair is paired with the 
Senator from North Carolina [Mr. PRITCHARD]. 

The result was announced—yeas 31, nays 23; as follows: 


YEAS—31. 


Bate, George, McPherson, Power, 
Blackburn, Gorman, Mantle, Roach, 
Brice, Gray, Martin, Stewart, 
Caffory, Hansbrough, Mitchellof Wis. Turpie, 
Camden, Hill, Morgan, Voorhees, 
Carey, Hunton, Murphy, Walsh, 
Clark, Jones of Ark. Palmer, Wilson of Wash. 
Davis, Lindsay, Pettigrew, 
NAYS—23. 

Burrows, or Lodge, Proctor, 
Call, Gallinger, McLaurin, Pugh, 
Cameron, Hawley, Manderson, uay, 
Chandler, Higgins, Peffer, gure, 
Cockrell, Hoar, Perkins, olcott. 
Dixon, Kyle, Platt, 

NOT VOTING—S. 
Aldrich, Dolph, MeMillan, Smith, 
Allen, Dubois, Mills, Teller, 
Allison, Faulkner, Mitchell of Oreg. Vest, 
Berry, Gibson, Morrill, ilas, 
Blanchard, Gordon, Pasco, Washburn, 
Butler, . Pritchard, ite, 
Coke, i Ransom, Wilson of Iowa. 
Cullom, y Sherman, 
Daniel, Shoup, 

So the amendment was agreed to. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question recurs on the 
amendment offered by the Senator from South Dakota [Mr, Prt- 
TIGREW]. 9 ; 

Mr. PETTIGREW. Ishould like to have the amendment read. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will be stated. 

The Secretary. It is proposed to strike out the proviso be- 
ginning on page 73, line 2, and insert: 

Provided, That $515,000 of said sum of $1,164,350 shall be expended in support 
of schools with which contracts have heretofore been made: Provided further, 
That the Secretary of the Interior may, in his discretion, expend 20 per cent 
of said sum of $515,000in the purchase of the property of such contract schools 
as may be offered for sale, and in case of such purchase a sum equal to the 
money expended for such purpose is hereby appropriated for the support of 
the canes which become Government schools by such purchase. 


Mr. GORMAN. I understand it was agreed by unanimous con- 
sent that we were first to go through with the committee amend- 
ments, and then that amendments were to be submitted by indi- 
vidual Senators. I make that point now. I will suggest to the 
Senator that this is not the time to offer hisamendment; it can be 
offered later on. 

Mr. CALL. I desire to say that I made that point; I think it is 
a correct point; but the Vice-President, then in the chair, ruled 
that it was an amendment to the committee amendment, and not 
to the text of the bill, and therefore was in order. i should be 
very glad if that decision could be reversed. In justice to myself 
I feel that I should make this statement. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair will state that when 
the Vice-President occupied the chair that point was raised and it 
was determined that the amendment was in order, and it was the 

ding amendment when the present occupant took the chair. 

e present occupant is not disposed to overrule the action of the 
Vice-President, and decides the amendment to be in order. The 
question is on the amendment. 

Mr. GORMAN. Very well. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Do I understand that the Presiding Officer 
now holds the amendment to be in order? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment was declared 
to be in order when the Vice-President was in the chair. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Asthe amendment is to be voted on, I should 
like to have it in read. 

—— PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will be again 


The Secretary read the amendment proposed by Mr. PETTIGREW. 
Mr. LODGE. I ask for the yeas and nays on the amendment, 
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The yeas and nays were ordered; and the Secretary proceeded 
to call the roll. 

Mr. COKE (when his name was called). 
Senator from Oregon [Mr. DoLpu]. 

Mr. DUBOIS (when his name was called). 
the Senator from New Jersey [Mr. Smita]. 

Mr. HARRIS (when his name was called). 
the Senator from Vermont [Mr. MorRIL1]. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Wisconsin (when his name was called). 
Iam paired with the Senator from Wyoming [Mr. Carry], and 
in his absence withhold my vote. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (when Mr. Pasco’s name was 
called). *The present occupant of the chair is paired with the 
Senator from North Carolina [Mr. PRITCHARD]. 

Mr. WILSON of Iowa (when his name was called). I am 

aired with the Senator from Georgia [Mr. GorDoN], and there- 
fore withhold my vote. 

The roll call was concluded. 

Mr. BRICE. Iam paired with the junior Senator from Colo- 
rado [Mr. WoLcorT]. ; : 

Mr. BURROWS (after having voted in the negative). I wish 
to withdraw my vote, and announce my pair with the Senator 
from Maryland [Mr. Gipson]. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. I am paired with the Senator 
from ee ee Viias], and therefore withhold my vote. 

Mr. GALLINGER (after having voted in the negative). I in- 
quire if the junior Senator from Texas [Mr. MILLs] has voted? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The junior Senator from Texas 
has not voted. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I am paired with that Senator, but I will 
transfer that pair to the senior Senator from Ohio [Mr. SHERMAN] 
and allow my vote to stand. 

Mr. McPHERSON. I inquire if the Senator from Delaware 
[Mr. Hiaatns] has voted? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. TheSenator from Delaware has 
not voted. 

Mr. McPHERSON. 
with that Senator. 

Mr. HARRIS. In order to make a quorum I will record my 
vote, notwithstanding my pair with the Senator from Vermont 
[Mr. MorRILL], and vote “‘ nay.” 

The result was announced—yeas 13, nays 33; as follows: 


Iam paired with the 
I am paired with 
I am paired with 


Then I withhold my vote, as I am paired 


YEAS—13. 
Caffery, Hansbrough, Perkins, Stewart. 
Cameron, Jones of Ark. Pettigrew, 
Chandler, Manderson, Power, 
Davis, Martin, Squire, 

NAYS—33. 
Aldri Gallinger, McLaurin, uay, 
= Gorman, MeMillan, gu; 
Berry, Gray, Morgan, Teller, 
Blackburn, Harris, Murphy, ie, 
Blanchard, Hawley, Palmer, Voorhees, 
Call, Hoar, Peffer, Walsh. 
Cockrell, Hunton, Platt, 
Dixon, Lindsay, Proctor, 
Frye, Lodge, Pugh, 

NOT VOTING—£. 

Allen, Dolph, wie, Shoup, 
Allison, Dubois, cPherson, Smith, 
Brice, Faulkner, Mantle, Vest, 
Burrows, George, Mills, Vilas, 
Butler, Gibson, Mitchell of Oreg. Washburn, 
Camden, Gordon, Mitchell of Wis. White, 
Carey, Hale, orri Wilson of Iowa 
Clark, Bigeins, Pasco, Wilson of Wash. 
Coke, lb Pritchard, Wolcott. 
Cullom, Irby, Ransom, 
Daniel, Jones of Nev. Sherman, 


So the amendment was rejected. 

eS eseeee I offer the amendment which I send to 
the * 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair will state to the Sen- 
ator from South Dakota that unanimous consent was given that 
the committee amendments should first be considered. The 
Senator will please withhold his amendment until the committee 
amendments have been acted upon. 

sn PETTIGREW. Very well, I will withhold the amend- 
ment. 

Mr. LODGE. I gave notice of an amendment which I intended 
to offer at this time. It was an amendment making the time for 
the abolition of these schools three years, but as the Senate has 
just declined to keep in the — declaring it to be the policy 
of the Government to abolish them in five years, it is obviously 
quite useless for me to press an amendment declaring it to be the 
policy to abolish them in three years. So I do not press a vote 
upon it, but withdraw the amendment. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment is withdrawn. 
The reading of the bill will proceed. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of 
the Committee on Appropriations was, on page 73, line 18, before 
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the word “dollars,” to increase the total from “$1,184,350” to 
**$1,278,440.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 73, line 19, after the word 
“of,” to strike out “two hundred and fifty” and insert ‘three 
hundred;” in line 23, before the word ‘‘dollars,” to strike out 
‘‘ forty-one thousand seven hundred and fifty” and insert “fifty 
thousand one hundred;” and, on page 74, line 3, before the word 
‘* dollars,” to strike out ‘‘forty-four thousand seven hundred and 
fifty” and insert ‘‘fifty-three thousand one hundred;” so as to 
make the clause read: 

For support and education of 300 Indian pupils at Albuquerque, N. Mex., at 
$167 per annum for each pupil, $50,100; for pay of superintendent of said 
school, $1,500; for general repairs and improvements, $1,500; in all, $53,100. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 74, line 12, after the word 
**pupil,” to strike out ‘‘$90,000;” in line 18, after the word 
**school,” to strike out ‘‘ $5,000,” and in line 15, before the word 
** thousand,” to strike out ‘‘ $3,000; in all, ninety-eight,” and in- 
sert ‘‘one hundred and five;” so as to make the clause read: 

For support of Indian industrial school at Carlisle, Pa., at not exceeding 
$167 for each pupil; for transportation of pupils to and from said school, for 
general repairs and improvements, $105,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 74, line 21, before the word 
hundred,” to strike out ‘“two” and insert ‘ five,” and in line 22, 
after the word ‘‘ thousand,” to insert ‘‘ three hundred;” so as to 
make the clause read: 

For support and education of 125 Indian pupils, at $167 per annum each, at 
the Indian school at Carson City, Nev., $20,875; for pay of superintendent at 
said school, $1,500; for general repairs and improvements, $1,000, in all, $23,375. 

The amendment was agreed to. ? 

The next amendment was, on page 75, line 10, after the word 
‘** repairs,” to insert ‘‘and;” in the same line, after the word ‘“ im- 

rovements,” to strike out “‘ and,” and insert ‘‘one thousand dol- 

ars; for;” and in line 14, before the word ‘“‘ hundred,” to strike out 
‘twenty-seven thousand two ” and insert ‘‘ twenty-eight thousand 
five;” so as to make the clause read: 

For support and education of 150 Indian pupils at Flandreau, 8. Dak., at 
$167 each per annum, ,050; for general repairs and improvements, $1,000; 
i water supply, $1,000; for pay of superintendent of said school, $1,500; in 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 75, after line 21, to insert: 

That any unexpended balance of the amount eppreprinted for buildings and 
repairs of buildings for Fort Shaw Reservation and Indian Industrial School, 
Montana, for the fiscal year 1895, not needed for that purpose, may be used 
for purchase of seed, agricultural implements, irrigation, and for water and 
— system for said school, and shall be available during the fiscal year 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 76, line 5, after the word 
support,” to insert ‘‘and education;” in line 6, before the word 
** Indian,” to strike out ‘“‘two hundred and forty” and insert 
‘** three hundred;” in line 9, before the word “dollars,” to strike 
out “forty thousand and eighty,” and insert “fifty thousand one 
hundred,” and in line 12, before the word ‘“ dollars,” to strike out 
‘* forty-two thousand five hundred and eighty” and insert ‘‘fifty- 
two thousand six hundred;” so as to make the clause read: 

For support and education of 300 Indian pupils, at $167 per annum each, at 
Indian school, Fort Totten, N. Dak., $50,100; for pay of superintendent at said 
school, $1,500; for general repairs and improvements, $1,000; in all, $52.600. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 76, line 14, before the word 
‘‘TIndian,” to strike out ‘‘ and fifty.” in line 17, before the word 
*‘ dollars,” to strike out “‘ fifty-eight thousand four hundred and 
fifty” and insert ‘‘ fifty thousand one bundred,” and in line 20, be- 
fore the word ‘‘ dollars,” to strike out ‘“‘sixty thousand nine hun- 
dred and fifty” and insert “fifty-two thousand six hundred;” so 
as to make the clause read: . 

For support and education of 300 Indian pupils at the Indian school, Genoa, 
Nebr., at $167 per annum each, $50,100; for general repairs and improvements, 
$1,000; for pay of superintendent of said school, $1,500; in all, $52,600. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 77, line 1, after the word 
‘* dollars,” to insert ‘‘ for erection of hospital, $1,500; and in line 
2, after the word “‘all,” to strike out ‘‘ twenty-seven thousand five 
hundred” and insert ‘‘ twenty-nine thousand;” so as to make the 
clause read: 

For support and education of 150 Indian pupils at the In’ian school at 
Grand Junction, Colo., at $167 per annum each, $25,050; for pay o1 superintend- 
ent at said school, $1,500; for general repairs and improvements, $1,000; for 
erection of hospital, $1,500; in all, $29,050. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair understands that the 
two clauses for the support and education of Indian pupils at the 
school at Hampton, Va., and at the Lincoln Institution in Phila- 
delphia, on page 77, extending from line 4 to line 10, have already 
been acted upon by the Senate. The next amendment in order 
will be stated. 

The next amendment of the Committee on Appropriations was, 
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on page 77, line 15, before the word “‘ dollars,” to strike out ‘‘ one 
thousand five hundred” and insert “two thousand;” and in line 
17, before the word ‘‘ dollars,” to insert ‘‘ five hundred;” so as to 
make the clause read: 

For support and education of 500 Indian pupils at the Indian school, Haskell 
Institute, Lawrence, Kans., at $167 per annum each, $83,500; for pay of super- 
in ail $30, = said school, $2,000; for general repairs and improvements, $1,000; 

n all, $86,500. 


The amendment was agreed to. 


The next amendment was,on page 77, line 22, before the word 
“hundred,” to strike out ‘‘two” and insert “‘five;” im line 24, be- 
fore the word “dollars,” to strike out ‘‘one thousand ” and insert 
“three thousand two hundred and fifty,” and on page 78, line 2, 
before the word “ dollars,” to strike out ‘‘ twenty-seven thousand 
two hundred and fifty” and insert “thirty thousand three hun- 
dred;” so as to make the clause read: 

For support and education of 150 Indian 7 at the Indian school, Mount 
Pleasant, Mich. at $167 each annum, $25.0 ; for pay of net of 
said school, $1,500; for general repairs and improvements, $3,250; in all, $36,300. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on 78, line 3, after the word 
“hundred,” to insert ‘‘ and fifty;” in line 6, before the word “‘ dol- 
lars,” to strike out ‘‘ sixteen thousand seven hundred” and insert 
‘*twenty-five thousand and fifty;” in line 8, before the word ‘* hun- 
dred,” to strike out ‘‘ two” and insert “five;” in line 9, before the 
word “thousand,” to strike out ‘“‘three” and insert “‘ten,” and in 
line 11, before the word “‘ dollars,” to strike out “‘ twenty thousand 
nine hundred” and insert “thirty-six thousand five hundred and 
fifty;” so as to make the clause read: 
net apes ont fate of 150 1 Oud: yaoi at = nee eee “ 

rris, Cal., a 7 : superin 
anid echool, $1,500; for erection of ‘additional buildings Ml and general improve- 
ments, $10,000; in all, $36,550. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on 78, line 12, after the word 
“hundred,” to insert “and fifty;” in line 16, before the word 
* dollars,” to strike out “‘ thirty-three thousand four hundred” 
and insert “forty-one thousand seven hundred and fifty;” and in 
line 20, before the word ‘‘ dollars,” to strike out ‘‘ thirty-six thou- 
sand four hundred ” and insert “ forty-four thousand seven hun- 
dred and fifty; ” so as to make the clause read: 

For support and education of 250 Indian pupils at the Indian school at Pha:- 
nix, Ariz., at $167 per annum each, $41,750; for pay of superintendent at said 
school, $1,500; for general repairs and improvements, $1,500; in all, $44,750. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 79, line 3, before the word 
“Indian,” to strike out “ sixty” and insert ‘‘ seventy-five;” in line 
7, before the word ‘‘dollars,” to strike out ‘‘ten thousand and 
twenty” and insert ‘‘ twelve thousand five hundred and twenty- 
five: in line 8, before the word “ dollars,” to insert “two hun- 
dred,” and in line 11, before the word “dollars,” to strike out 
“eleven thousand five hundred and twenty” and insert ‘‘ fourteen 
thousand two hundred and twenty-five;” so as to make the clause 
read: 

For apes and education of 75 Indian poe at the Indian school, Pipe- 
stone, Minn., at $167 per annum each, $12,525; for pay of superintendent at 
said school, $1,20¢; for general repairs and improvements, ; in all, $14,225. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 79, line 19, before the word 
** hundred,” tostrike out “one” and insert ‘‘ two;” in line 28, be- 
fore the word “dollars,” to strike out ‘* twenty-five thousand and 
fifty” and insert ‘‘ forty-seven thousand seven hundred and fifty;” 
on page 80, line 1, before the word “dollars,” to insert ‘‘ five hun- 
dred:;” in the same line, after the word “‘ for,” to insert ‘‘ erection 
of additional buildings;” in line 2, before the word “‘ thousand,” 
to strike out ‘‘ one” and insert “fifteen,” and in line 3, before the 
word “hundred,” to strike out “twenty-eight thousand five” and 
insert “‘ fifty-nine thousand seven; ” so as to make the clause read: 

For support and education of oe adn pw ils at the Indian school at Santa 
Fe, N. Mex., at $167 each per annum, $47.7: or pay of superintendent at said 
school, $1,500; for water supply for — ¥ and fire protection, $1,500; for 
— = << gaeienen buildings, gen repairs and improvements, $15,000; 

The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on page 80, line 6, before the word 
*‘ Indian,” to strike out “‘ twenty-five ” and insert “ fifty; ” in line 
9, before the word “dollars,” to strike out ‘“‘ twenty thousand 
eight hundred and seventy-five” and insert ‘twenty-five thou- 
sand and fifty;” in line 10, before the word “hundred,” to strike 
out ‘‘*two” and insert ‘“‘five;” and in line 13, before the word 
‘‘dollars,” to strike out ‘‘ twenty-three thousand and seventy-five ” 
and insert ‘‘ twenty-seven thousand five hundred and fifty;” so qs 
to make the clause read: 
on cyeet aoe es <i Indian pupils om = —— omen, Sho- 
5 @ annum each, $25,050; of superin- 
Somdiens at said Thee | . for guaral repairs and ieepeaevemenia, ohe., 

000; in all, $27,550. 

‘ Mr. CALL. In line 11, I move to strike out the words “‘ and so 
orth.” 


FEBRUARY 22, 


The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

The amendment as amended was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 40, line 18, before the word 
** hundred,” to strike out ‘‘ two” and insert ‘‘ five,” and in line 20, 
before the word “‘ hundred,” to strike out “‘ eighteen thousand nine” 
and insert ‘‘ nineteen thousand two;”’ so as to make the clause 
read: 

For su ert and education of 100 Indian pupils at the Indian school, Tomah, 
Wis., at 5 67 per annum each, $16,700; for pay of sapere at said school, 
$1,500; for general repairs and improvements, $1,000; in all, $19,200. 

The amendment was agreed to. . 

The next amendment was, on page 81, line 4, before the word 
**thousand,” to strike out ‘“‘thirty” and insert ‘‘forty;”,so as to 
make the clause read: 

For collecting and transportation of pupils to and from Indian schools,and 
also for the transportation of Indian pupils from all the Indian schools and 
placing of them, with the consent of their parents, under the care and con- 
trol of such suitable white families as may in all respects be qualified to give 
such pupils moral, industrial, and educational training, under arrangements 
in which their proper care, support, and education Il be in exchange for 
their labor, $40,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. P 

The next amendment was, on page &1, after line 4, to strike out: 

That the allotments of land made to the Quapaw Indians, in the Indian Ter- 
ritory, in ees of an act of thé Quapaw national council, approved 
Mareh 23, , be, and the same are hereby, ratified and confirmed. And the 
Secretary of the Interior is hereby authorized to issue patents to said allot- 
tees in accordance therewith: Provided, That said allotments shall be inalien- 
able for a period of twenty-five years from and after the date of said patents: 
And ided further, That the surpius lands on said reservation, if any, may 
be ted from time to time by said tribe to its members under the above 
entitied act. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair understands that the 
next committee amendment, to strike out, on page 81, from line 5 
to line 15, inclusive, has already been acted upon. 

The next amendment was, on page 84, line 14, after the word 
‘*hundred,” to strike out ‘‘ninety-six” and insert ‘‘ ninety-five;” 
so as to read: 

But no such goods or anpetes shall be distributed or delivered to any of 
said Indians prior to July 1, 1895. 

The amendment was agreed to. _ 

The next amendment was, in section 10, on page 89, line 6, after 
the word “this,” to strike out ‘“‘ act” and insert “‘section;” so as 
to make the clause read: 

And on failure of any purchaser to make aa as required by this sec- 
tion he shall forfeit the lands purchased, and the same shall be subject to 
entry and sale, at the appraised value thereof, or shall be again offered at 
public sale, as the Secretary of the Interior may determine. 

The amendment was agreed to. f 

The next amendment was,on page 89, line 12, before the word 
‘< the,” to strike out ‘‘ Act” and insert ‘‘section;” so astomake the 
clause read: 

That there shall be exempted from the provisions of this section the lands 
upon which the two boarding or industrial schools are located on these res- 
ervations, not exceeding 640 acres for each school, the amount to be deter- 
mined and designated, after the tribe shall have assented, by the Secretary 
of the Interior. 

The amendment was agreed to. . 

The next amendment was, on page 89, line 17, after the word 
*‘this,” to strike out ‘‘Act” and insert ‘‘section;” so as to make 
the clause read: 

That for the purpose of carrying this section into effect the sum of $1,500, 
or so much thereof as may be necessary, be, and the same hereby is, appro- 
priated, out of any money in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, which 
sum shall be reimbursed to the United States out of the proceeds of the first 
sales of lands made under the ed agp 3 hereof, each tribe to be charged only 
with the expenses attending the sale of its own lands. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 90, line 3, after the word 
‘*this,” to strike out ‘‘ act” and insert ‘‘ section;” so as to make 
the clause read: 

That before any of the surplus lands belonging to the zipanco tribe of 
Indians shall be sold under the provisions of this section there shall ne allotted 
by the Secretary of the Interior 80 acres to each of the children of said tribe 
residing on or adjacent to said reservation who have not heretofore received 
any 

The amendment was agreed to. ; 

The next amendment was, on page 90, after line 8, to insert the 
following as an additional section: 

Sec. ll. That in all payments or disbursements of money to Indians indi- 
vidually the Secretary of the Interior is hereby authorized, in his discretion, 
to detail an officer from his Department or appoint a special agent to make 
or to superintend and inspect such payment; and when made by special] agent 
the Secretary shail fix a reasonable compensation, not to exceed $200 per 
month when actually employed, for the services of such special agent and 
pay it out of the money to be disbursed. In all cases the agent m: such 
—— shall give bond to the United States in double the amount to be dis- 

rsed, with good and sufficient security, to be approved by the Secretary, 
conditioned for the faithful performance of his duties. All such payments 
to be made under such rules and regulations as the Secretary may prescribe. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I propose to suggest an amendment 
tothe committee amendment. In lines 14 and 15 I move that the 
words “not to exceed $200 per month when actually employed ” 
be stricken out. The purpose of conferring on the Secre of 
the Interior the power of employing an agent to pay out 
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moneys to the Indians per capita is to avoid such scandals as have 
charac transactions. The 


terized such amendment requires that 
bonds shall be given for such payments. Wherea half million or 
a million dollars has to be paid out te one of these tribes and a 
bond is required to be given for double the amount, say for a mil- 
lion or two million dollars, I do not think any man can be found 
who would be willing to make the bond for the paltry considera- 
tion of $200 a month for the time he was actually employed, which 
perhaps would not be more than three or four weeks of actual pay- 
ment. 

To strike out these words will leave the matter of compensation 
in the discretion of the Secretary of the Interior. Of course he 
will not act in such cases except by consent of the Indians con- 
cerned. = eee to me — can Se — - _~ as the 

ent o goes. suggest e mem oO e com- 
jpn rv in charge of the bill that the words ‘‘not to exceed $200 per 
month when actually employed” ought to be stricken out of the 
amendment. That will leave it in the discretion of the Secretary 
of the Interior to fix a reasonable compensation wherever he 
chooses to direct that a ial agent shall be employed. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment to the amend- 
ment will be stated. 

The Secretary. After the w “ compensation,” in line 14, 
page 90, _ e out ‘not to exceed $200 per month when actually 
employed.” 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

The amendment as amended was agreed to. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Wisconsin. I desire tocall attention tothe 
amendment on page 47, which was passed over. I understand 
the committee amendments have been gone through with. 

Mr. PLATT. Several committee amendments have been passed 
over. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Wisconsin. The amendment to which I 
allude was the first committee amendment passed over. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senate now recurs to the 
amendments passed over, the first of which is on page 47. The 
amendment will be read. 

The Secretary. Under the head “‘ Miscellaneous,” page 47, 
beginning in line 4, the committee report to strike out: 

The Secretary of the Interior is hereby authorized and directed to pay to 
the Lee te Indians, per capita, one-half of the trust fund now to their 
credit in the United States , and heretofore appropriated, when the 
allotment to their lands shall have been completed. 

Mr. COCKRELL. There is no objection to the recommenda- 
tion of the committee being disa to. The committee had no 
information about the matter, and the amendment was—— 

Mr. PLATT. I think the amendment of the committee ought 
not to be disagreed to. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Very well, if there is any objection to dis- 
agreeing toit. The clause was in the bill as it came from the House, 
and we had no information about it from the Senate Committee 
on Indian Affairs. Before this amendment is taken up I should 
like to correct one or two other thi that will take notime. Let 
the amendment on page 47 be over informally. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. If there be no objection the 
amendment will be passed over temporarily. 

Mr. COCKRELL. After line 8, on page 47, under the head of 
*« Miscellaneous,” I move to insert: 

The Secretary of the Interior is authorized to negotiate with the Indians 
on the San Carlos Reservation, Ariz., through an interpreter, for the ces- 
sion or relinquishment to the United States of the lands embracing the coal 
fields, and any agreement made shall be submitted to Congress for its action. 

We find in the sundry civil ny cep bill a very vague pro- 
vision as it came to us from the House authorizing the Secretary 
of the Interior to segregate these coal lands without any provision 
for the consent of the Indians or any negotiation. I referred the 
matter to the Commissioner of Indian Affairs, and he reported 
back a recommendation that in the Indian appropriation bill a 
Pe aga of this kind should be inserted; stating that the coal 

lds are there; that the Indians know they are valuable; that 
they will never be satisfied unless through regular negotiation 
the United States shall obtain title to them, and that as they are 
not available to the Indians he thought it was the best policy to 
negotiate and adjust the matter and make them available. Sol 
ask that the amendment I propose be adopted, and that the letter 
of the Commissioner of Indian Affairs may be printed in the Rrc- 
ORD and also as a separate document. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. It is so ordered in the absence 
of objection. The question is on agreeing to the amendment sub- 
mitted by the Senator from Missouri. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The letter referred to is as follows: 

- DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR, 
Office of Indian Affairs, Washington February 9, 1896. 


Sir: I received from you on yesterday a telephone message requ me 
to examine the deen Inge Eaekdtent of thea civil as 
oe tion of the fields on the 


ao the House ting to survey and se; 


Carlos Reservation, Ariz.,and make report to you as to purpose and 


—— of said provision and my opinion as to the necessity or propriety of this 
work. 


The provision referred to is as follows: 

“For the purpose of a survey and se tion of the coal fields on the San 
Carlos Indian Reservation, in Arizona, $5,006." 

As to just what ultimate effect this legislation would have I am not pre- 
oe be to say, as there is no provision as to what disposition shall be made of 

he coal fields when segregated. The arnarent pa ose of it is to cut off 

from the reservation the lands embracip-, ‘+ coal fields and have them sur- 

qeres. in order that they may become subjec disposal under the general 
nd laws. 

These coal fields lie south of the Gila River, opposite the present site of the 
San Carlos Agency. For many years the people of Arizona especially have 
been endeavoring to get possession of these lands in order to utilize the coal 
which is known to exist there in more or less quantities. The legislature of 
Arizona has several times petitioned to that end. 

This office has always been in sympathy with the people in their desire to 
obtain possession of these coal fields, but has always taken the ground that 
the consent of the Indians should first be obtained and that they should be 
paid a reasonable sum for the lands. 

Thad occasion not long agoto make a report to the Secretary of the Interior 
touching this very matter, in which I remarked in substance that the Indians 
of the White Mountain Reservation were known to be very jealous respect- 
ing their boundary limes; that they were well aware that these coal fields 
were and have long been coveted by the whites, which fact doubtless gave 
them a value which they did not possess before this was so well understood. 

My engpesticns were that an inspector of the Department be sent to aego- 
tiate with the Indians for the cession or relinquishment to the United States 
of the lands embracing the coal fields, and that any agreement made should 
be submitted to Congress for its action. 

I am still strongly of the opinion that these lands should not be segregated 
without the consent of the Indi and just compensation; and if the effect 
of the clause in the civil bill above cited would be contrary to this 
equitable plan, I think it should be stricken out. 

As having a direct bearing upon this question, I have the honor to invite 
ae a the — — only the other day - _—— ent vetoed a ua 
granting a wa a way company throu; is reservation largely 
upon the ground that it did not provide for first obtaining the consent of the 
Indians. (See S Executive Document No. 49, Fiftty-third Congress, 
third session.) 


In conclusion I will add that the pa: ph in the sundry civil bill provid- 
ing for this “survey and segregation” did not originate in this office, nor do 
I ow where it originate. I am free to say, however, that these coal 
fields ought to be made available to public use, and I believe that upon a 
proper presentation of the case to the Indians they would give their consent. 


Very respectfully, 
D. M. BROWNING, Commissioner. 
Hon. F. M. CocKRELL, 
Chairman Senate Committee on Appropriations 
(Through the Secretary of the Interior). 


Mr. COCKRELL. Now, on page 62 is the next amendment 
passed over. I suggest an amendment in lieu of any amendment 
there. In line 20, strike out ‘‘the surplus lands purchased by the 
United States,” and after the word ‘‘thereof,” in line 19, insert 
**purchased by the United States.” This is offered im lieu of the 
amendment proposed by the committee. Let it be read as it would 
stand if amended in that way. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will be stated. 

The SecrETARY. Amend the paragraph so as to read: 


That any State or Territory entitled to indemnity school lands or entitled 
to select lands for educational purposes under existing law may select such 


lands within the boundaries of any Indian reservation in such State or Terri- 
tory from the surplus thereof, purchased by the United States, after al- 
lotments have been made to the Indians of such reservation and prior to the 


opening of such reservation to settlement. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The original committee amend- 
ments are withdrawn and the amendment suggested by the Senator 
from Missouri is declared adopted in the absence of any objection. 

Mr. CALL. I think some consideration ought to be given to 
this amendment. It seems to me it opens the whole of these lands 
to outside allotment and location of scrip. The Senator from 
South Dakota a PETTIGREW] yesterday objected to it because 
it would open the lands to selection in other States and Territories 
than those in which these Indian lands lie. I call his attention 
to it. 

Mr. PLATT. Let me suggest that whether this amendment is 
adopted or not adopted the whole matter will go into conference, 
and it can be fully examined in conference. 

Mr. CALL. That may, perhaps, be the advisable course to 
pursue. 

Mr. PLATT. It seems to me well to adopt the amendment and 
leave the matter for adjustment in conference. I do not know 
what the Senator from South Dakota thinks about it. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. The Senator fromSouth Dakota thinksso, 
too 


Mr. COCKRELL. We had to amend the provision as it came 
from the House to make it mean anything. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. I think the Senator from Missouri has it 
in such s that it is entirely satisfactory to me. 

Mr. PLATT. Let it be agreed to. 

Mr. COCKRELL. The amendment I have offered is in lieu 
of the amendments of the committee. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. That I agree to. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendments of the commit- 
tee to the paragraph have been withdrawn. The question is on 
agreeing to the amendment of the Senator from Missouri. 

The amendment was a: d to. 

The PRESIDING O CER. The committee amendment on 
page 58 will be reported. 
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Mr. COCKRELL. That was really agreed to the next morn- 
ing. I offered certain amendments as a settlement of the whole 
question. Let it be read, however, if the record does not show it. 

The Secretary. After the word “barred,” page 58, line 14, 
insert: 

And provided further, That it shall be the duty of the Attorney-General of 
the United States, within ten days after the filing of said petition—— 

Mr. PLATT. All that has been read. 

Mr. COCKRELL. That has all been read, and the amendments 
were agreed upon and offered the next morning at the instance of 
the Committee on Indian Affairs, which was a settlement of the 
whole matter. Those amendments were to be considered as 
agreed to. If the record does not show it—— 

Mr. PLATT. The amendments on page 54 were agreed to? 

Mr. COCKRELL. Certainly. 

Mr. PLATT. And that was—— 

Mr. COCKRELL. Part and parcel of the same thing. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Then the amendment on page 58 
will be declared adopted. 

Mr. COCKRELL. And on page 59. 

Mr. CALL. I wish to express my dissent to that at once. The 
amendment on page 58, beginning in line 14, is as follows: 

And provided further, That it shall be the duty of the Attorney-General of 
the United States, within ten days after the filin of said petition, to give 
notice to said Wichitas and affiliated bands through the agents, delegates, at- 
torneys, or other representatives of said bands that said bands are made de- 
fendants in said suit, of the pu of said suit, that they are required to 
make answer to said petition, and that Congress has, in accordance with arti- 
cle 5 of said agreement adopted this method of determining their compensa- 
tion, if any. And the answer of the Wichitas and affiliated bands shall state 
the facts on which they rely for compensation, and may be verified by their 
agents, delegates, attorneys, or other representatives upon their information 
and belief as to the existence of such facts, and no other statement or verifi- 
cation shall be necessary: And provided also, That said Wichitas and affili- 
ated bands shall file their answer in said suit within sixty days after they 
shall receive from the Attorney-General of the United States the notice 
herein provided for unless further time is granted by the court; and in the 
event of failure to answer they may be barred from all claim in the premises 
aforesaid. : 

A statement was made the other day by the Senator from Iowa 
[Mr. ALLISON] showing thatin the preceding portion of thisagree- 
ment the Government had agreed positively by treaty that Con- 
gress would take final action in determining this matter. Now 
we refer it to a court, with a provision that the Indians shall be 
barred absolutely and forever if they fail to answer in accord- 
ance with that agreement. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I should like to suggest that the 
amendment which is being discussed by the Senator from Florida 
was discussed fully and settled three or four days ago. It cer- 
tainly is not open for discussion now in Committee of the Whole. 

Mr.CALL. It was not settled with my knowledge or approval. 
i “> JONES of Arkansas. That may be, but the Senate set- 

ed it. 

Mr.CALL. I say it did not meet with my approval. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I discover that on page 73, in consequence 
of the amendment pro by the—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair thinks that the 
amendments on page 58 should be first settled. The Senator from 
Arkansas states that they were disposed of several days ago. 

Mr. COCKRELL. There is no question about that. That was 
the distinct understanding, and I made the statement when I re- 
ported certain agreements. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Then those amendments do not 
require any action at this time. 

Mr. COCKRELL. On page 73, line 17, the total, $1,273,440, 
shoul‘ be disagreed to; so as to leave the amount as fixed by the 
House, $1,184,350. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will be consid- 
ered as reconsidered, and the amount will be left as it was fixed 
by the House, in the absence of objection. The amendment on 

e 47 will now-be taken up. 

. PLATT. In regard to what the Senator from Florida has 
just said, I wish to state that he proposed to offer an amendment 
providing that the judgment should not be binding on Congress 

ut only advisory, and the Chair then said that the Chair would 
recognize the Senator from Florida for the purpose of having the 
individual amendment considered after the committee amend- 
ments had been disposed of. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. But that is not in order now, for the 
committee amendments have not yet been disposed of. 

Mr. PLATT. No. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The individual amendments 
we taken up hereafter. The amendment on page 47 will now 

read. 

The Secretary. On page 47 the committee repo-t to strike 
out the paragraph beginning in line 4, in the following words: 

The Secretary of the Interior is hereby authorized and directed to pay to 
the Stockbridge Indians, per capita, one-half of the trust fund now to their 


credit in the United States eo heretofore appropriated, when the 
allotment to their lands shall have n completed. 
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Mr. MITCHELL of Wisconsin. I suggested to the committee 
heretofore the propriety of withdrawing the amendment, and I 
gave some reasons for that opinion. The amendment was laid 
aside waiting an expression from the Department of the Interior. 
I believe my colleague has a letter on the subject from the Secre- 
tary of the Interior. 

Mr. VILAS. I hope that the amendment is not going to be in- 
sisted upon. I have received acommunication with respect to it. 

Mr. COCKRELL. The Senator has not heard what occurred. 
The Senator from Connecticut [Mr. PLatr], a member of the 
= on Indian Affairs, thinks the amendment ought to be 

0 . 

r. VILAS. I understand that the idea of the Senator from 
Connecticut grows out of the resolution which he introduced, 
which was passed without attention being called to it on the 30th 
day of January, with a view of suspending further proceedings 
under the allotment which was directed to be made by an act of 
Congress. 

Let me remark that this is simply to renew before Congress a 
controversy which raged, one may say, for some years over this 
subject, which was considered with great care in the Fifty-second 
Congress, and finally resulted in the passage of the act of March 
8, 1893, devoted solely and entirely to the subject of that contro- 
versy, and which, I think, ought to be considered as forever put- 
ting it at rest. That act of Congress commands the Secretary of 
the Interior to proceed to enroll the members of that tribe ac- 
oes to certain principles, and then declares in specific terms 

a 
all members— 

Of the tribe— 
who entered into possession of lands under the allotments of 1856 and of 1871, 
and who by themselves or by their lawful heirs have resided on said lands con- 


tinuously since, are hereby declared to be owners of such lands in fee simple 
in severalty, and the Government shall issue patents to them therefor. 


Mr. PLATT. Butthis provision goes further than that. If it 
referred only to those parties to whom lands had been allotted 
previous to the passage of the act, I should not have the same ob- 
jection to it that I have now. Will the Senator let me make a 
statement? 

Mr. VILAS. Certainly. I shall be very glad to hear the Sen- 
ator’s statement before I draw attention to the matter. 

Mr. PLATT. I would be very willing if the Senator would al- 
low the amendment to be disagreed to, so that the matter might 
go into conference, and then if he can satisfy the committee that 
it is all right of course it can be settled in conference. But I ap- 
prehend very great injustice is going to be done to some Indians 
if this provision of the House should be allowed to stand. It is 
true in 1893 (and I must make any statement about the matter 
brief) an act was sed providing for a new enrollment of the 
Stockbridge and Munsee Indians, taking in some Indians claiming 
rights who up to that time had been excluded. It was said in the 
report that there were but few of them, but the enrollments have 

one on under that act until more persons have been enrolled un- 
ie the new enrollment than were under the enrollment before 
the act was passed. So the few for the benefit of whom it was 
supposed the act was passed number more than the original In- 
dians. 

Great complaint is made by those Indians that the enroll- 
ments have not been fair. They say that the enrollments are 
illegal. They say, first, there has been an enrollment of all per- 
sons who were members of the tribe at the time of the treaty of 
1856, without regard to the question whether = did not subse- 
quently separate themselves from the tribe. hat would be 
against the act. They say that many persons have been enrolled 
who entered upon allotments under the treaties of 1856 and 1871, 
irrespective of the requirement that they should have resided con- 
tinuously thereon since; that under this line persons have been 
enrolled and placed in position to receive a new allotment of land 
in cases where they have sold out and abandoned their allot- 
ments; that in some cases persons have been unlawfully enrolled 
who separated from the tribe and became citizens of the United 
States and were never received back into the tribe in pursuance 
of article 6 of the treaty of 1856; that persons have been enrolled 
who were never at any time members of such tribe; also persons 
who were not recognized under any treaty; also persons who 
claimed to be descendants of a member of the tribe at one time 
and who became outcasts for crime and were properly dropped 
from the tribal roll, and had not resided within the tribe for thirty 
years or more. 

Now, the Indians make those charges. I have here a petition 
of the Munsee and Stockbridge Indians protesting against this 
enrollment, saying that it embraces persons who ought not to be 
enrolled. it is signed by the chairman and secretary of the meet- 
ing held for that ee and with thirty or forty names protest- 
ing that the enrollments are not right. ; 

did introduce a resolution asking the Secretary of the Interior 
to communicate to Congress the facts in regard to the enrollment. 











I am not aware that he has made any reply. I did add to the 
resolution a provision that he should suspend further action. I 
know he can not be controlled by that action of the Senate. 

If what is claimed here is true, that there have been persons 
illegally enrolled (and without knowing accurately about all the 
facts I am inclined to think that is the case), then the provision 
inserted by the House gives them their share of the tribal funds. 
I do not think that ought to be done. I am perfectly willing, 
without entering into a long discussion about it here, that the 
matter shall be settled in conference. 

Mr. VILAS. I do not wish to protract the discussion, but I do 
not recognize the force of the suggestion by the Senator from Con- 
necticut that because there are a greater number of people entitled 
to share in that long-delayed justice than we suppose therefore 
all the justice should be denied to them which Congress has em- 
bodied in an act of Congress for the —e. F 

Mr. PLATT. If the enrollment has m fair the Senator is 
quite right. If it has been unfair and illegal, as the large number 
which have been enrolled would seem on the face to indicate, then 
they are not entitled to it. 

. VILAS. How are we to decide whether the enrollment was 
well madein accordance with the specific directions of the act 
of Congress or not? Neither the Senate nor Congress itself is 
equipped with the means of making that inquiry. It is one of 
those executive acts which must necessarily be intrusted to the 
Secretary of the Interior. 

I do not object at all to any direction for renewed scrutiny. 
No one ought to be enrolled not authorized and entitled by the 
act of Congress to be enrolled. I can not presume that the Sec- 
retary of the Interior in the execution of the act has enrolled per- 
sons not entitled by law to that place. Neither am I willing to 
accept, as against the probabilities that he has strictly and care- 
fully executed the law, the complaints of some of those interested 
people who for so many years strove, and strove successfully, 
against the award of an act of justice so plain that every Sec- 
retary of the Interior, every Commissioner of the Indian Office, 
and I was about to add every Committee on Indian Affairs of the 
Senate has recognized it, although it took some years before it 
ripened into a decree. am willin g that the paragraph shall 
be amended, if the Senator from Connecticut desires, so as to de- 
clare that the amounts awarded shall be paid only tosuch persons 
as under that act are legally entitled. 

Mr. PLATT. ‘Only tosuch persons as the Secretary of the 
Interior shall find are legally entitled under the act of 1893.” 

Mr. VILAS. ‘‘As the Secretary of the Interior shall find under 
the act of Congress are lawfully entitled to participate.” 

Mr. PLATT. Isuppose I had better accept that. 

Mr. VILAS. That will put it in conference, but it does not 
put the whole question of disbursement into conference. It only 

uts into conference the specific thing which the Senator addressed 
his objection to, in respect to which I have no complaint if there 
be any real fault. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Wuire in the chair). The 
amendment proposed by the Senator from Wisconsin will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. In line 5, after the word “to,” insert ‘‘ such 
of;” in the same line, after the word “‘ capita,” insert ‘‘ as he shall 
find entitled under the act of March 3, 1893, to be enrolled and to 
participate in the distribution;” so as to read: 

The Secretary of the Interior is hereby authorized and directed to pay to 
such of the Stockbridge Indians, per = as he shall find entitled under 
the act of March 3, 1893, to be enrolled and to Belpete in the distribution, 
one-half of the trust fund now to their credit in the United States Treasury, 
and —somee appropriated, when the allotment to their lands have been 
completed. 

Mr. VILAS. In connection with this matter I will ask to have 
printed in the REcorD, without now reading it, a communication 
from the Secretary of the Interior, addressed to me, approving 
this amendment and desiring its adoption. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. If there be no objection it will 
be so ordered. 

The paper referred to is as follows: 

DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR, 
Washington, February 21, 1895. 

Sire: In response to your informal request for an expression of my opinion 
as to the payment to the Stockbridge Indians, per capita, of one-h of the 
trust funds now to their credit in the United States asury, when the al- 


jonmnens of their lands shall have been completed, I would submit the fol- 
owing: 

The eornes for this payment was mcnsenrated in the Indian eperoprie 
tion bill as it passed the House of Representatives. Asreported to the Senate 
by the Committee on Appropriations this provision was stricken out. 

my opinion these tebiens are fully -—— of their own busi- 
ness, and may be safely trusted to expend this money, if it be given them, 
advantageously. In support of this opinion, and as furnishing the latest in- 
formation in the ion of the Department as to their status and condi- 
tion, I oe the following from a special report of the agent in charge, dated 
November 30, 1894: 
“STOCKBRIDGES AND MUNSEES. 


“These Indians occupy a reservation consisting of about 11,000 acres, and 
numbered on the last roll503 persons. These Indians are civilized, speak <7 
the English language, and have entirely lost their Indian habits and tradi- 
tions, and are as capable of managing their own affairs as the same number 
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of white men. I would recommend that their lands be allotted to them, 
patents in fee simple be given, their fund of $75,000 be given them in a lump 
sum per capita, and that they be made complete citizens and thrown entirely 
upon theirown resources. Aslongasthey are under the control of the Govern- 
ment they will be an annoyance to the Department and a constant source of 
trouble to the agent, the Department, and to Congress. 

_‘* Each head of family has selected his land and they are awaiting the ar- 
rival of a special agent to confirm their selections and give them certificates. 
Their land is well timbered, and when cleared and cultivated will produce 
good crops. By selling their —- timber as they clear the land and usin 
the $75,000 divided among them they should at once become prosperous an 
well-to-do citizens. 

“I would also state that out of the 503 of these Indians enrolled not over 300 
reside on the reservation. The balance live in the State of New York and in 
various portions of Wisconsin, and will never remove tothe reservation, as 
they are too comfortably situated to ever move into the woods to occupy and 
claim a few acres of land that has but a small value at most. These Indians 
have 500 acres under fence, own 25 horses, 1 mule, 30 head of cattle, 25 hogs, 
and 500 fowls, but next year the number of houses and acres cultivated will 
be much ter on account of some of the newly enrolled members of the 
tribe coming on tothe reservation and opening up farms. 

“Very respectfully, 
“THOS. H. SAVAGE, 


“Tnited States Indian Agent.” 


In this connection, however, I would call your attention to a resolution 
submitted by Senator TT on January 30, 1895, Miscellaneous Document 
No. 80, Fifty-third Congress, third session, as follows: 

‘** Whereas complaint is made of the result of the carrying out by the Secre- 
tary of the Interior of the act of Congress entitled ‘An act for the relief of the 
Stockbridge and Munsee Indians in the State of Wisconsin,’ approved March 
3, 1893: Therefore 

“Resolved, That the Secretary of the Interior is hereby instructed to repert 
to the Senate of the United States the names of all persons enrolled by him 


in bg meg of said act, and his reason therefor; all allotments made by him 
and their extent, and all meres issued, if any, giving names and dates and 
amounts of land, and a full account of all his actions and proceedings under 
said act since the 3d day of March, 1893; and that all further proceedings 


under said act be suspended until said report is made and until further action 
of Congress.” 

Lalso inclose herewith copy of a communication of the Commissioner of 
Indian Affairs, of this date, upon this subject. 


This Department has no objection to the provision in the billas it passed the 
House of Representatives, but is inclined to the opinion that such fegislation 
would be of benefit to the Indians, provided the work of making allotments 
— is to be continued and completed as contemplated by the act of March 

Very respectfully, 
HOKE SMITH, Secretary. 

Hon. WILLIAM F. VILAs, 

United States Senate. 


Mr. PLATT. I should like to have printed also the petition of 
theIndians. It is eee 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. If there be noobjection, it will 
be so ordered. 

The petition referred to is as follows: 


To the honorable Senate of the United States: 
We, the undersigned, members of the Stockbridge and Munsee tribe of In- 


dians, do hereby petition your honorable body, that the issuing of patents 
as provided by an act of Congress. dated March 3, 1893, be suspended until 
further investigation can be had, for the following reasons, etc.: That a large 
number of persons have been enrolled under said act of March 3, 1593, who 


are not properly or legally entitled tosaid enroliment; further, if said enroll- 
ment is continued a large portion of our lands will fall into the hands of per- 
sons who are neither of Stockbridge nor Munsee descent. And your petition- 


ers would ever pray. 
JAMESON QUINNEY, Chairman, 
BENJAMIN YACCAM, Secretary, 
And others. 
JANUARY 2, A. D. 1895. 


Mr. VILAS. I suppose the order will be, then, that the amend- 
ment of the committee is disagreed to, and the amendment pro- 


by me is agreed to. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. In the absence of objection, it 
will be so ordered. 
Mr. MORGAN obtained the floor. ° 
Mr. CALL. Iask the Senator from Alabama to yield to me. 
The Senator from Connecticut [Mr. PLatr] has an amendment 


which he desires to offer at this time. 
Mr. PLATT. Ihave an amendment which I should like to pro- 


se. 
peur. MORGAN. I rose to offer an amendment. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair recognized the Sen- 
ator from Alabama. 

Mr. MORGAN. I offer an amendment which I send to the 
desk, but before it is read I desire to make some observations 
upon it. 

Mr. PLATT. Will the Senator withhold his amendment for a 
moment? It is going to give rise to a good deal of discussion, and 
I wish he would allow one or two little amendments which will 
occasion no discussion to be incorporated in the bill. 

Mr. MORGAN. If itis understood that, after these formal mat- 
ters have been disposed of, I can have the floor, I shall have no ob- 
jection to that course. ; 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair will recognize the 
a Alabama after the other amendments have been dis- 

of. 

Mr. PLATT. Idesire, on page 72, after line 15, to have inserted 
the amendment which I send to the desk. I will say in regard to 
it that it has received the approval of the Committee on Indian 
Affairs, but was reported to the Senate too late to reach the com- 
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chairman of that committee, and { think there isno objection to it. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will be stated. 

TheSecretTary. Afterthe amendment already adopted on page 
72, line 15, it is proposed to insert: 

That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, directed to examine 
the claim of the Sac and Fox Indians of Mississippi, now residing in the State 
of Iowa, as set forth in their memorial presented to Congress (Senate Mis- 
celaneous Document No. 48, Fifty-third Congress, third session), for the pay- 
ment of annuities and other sums from the tribal funds of said Sac and Fox 
Indians of Mississippi and any and all claims of that portion of the tribe resid- 
ing in Iowa, and to ascertain whether, under any treaties or acts of Congress, 
any amount is justly due them asa portion of said tribe from those of said 
tribe now in Oklahoma by reason of any unequal distribution of tribal an- 
nuities, land funds, or funds from other sources, and if so, how much, giving 
full opportunity to all parties in interest to be heard, and to report his con- 
clusions to Congress at the next assembling thereof. 

Mr. PLATT. The claim is merely submitted to the Secretary 
of the Interior, and he is authorized to examine disputed claims 
between two different bands of the same tribe of Indians. There 
is nothing final about it. He is to report to Congress. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amend- 
ment of the Senator from Connecticut | Mr. PLatr]. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. CALL. Ioffer an amendment to perfect the text of the 
Senate amendment which has been adopted on page 60, line 5. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. Onpage 60, after line 5, it is proposed to insert: 

Provided, That such judgments shall not be binding on Congress, but only 
advisory and of persuasive force. 

Mr. CALL. That is my own amendment, Mr. President, and 
not an amendment of the committee. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. We have inserted at considerable 
length in this bill a provision authorizing certain suits to be 
brought in the Court of Claims, and appeals are provided for to 
the Supreme Court of the United States. Now the Senator from 
Florida moves to add an amendment that the judgment, when so 
rendered by those courts, shall have no force. 

Mr. MANDERSON,. Hardly that. I want to suggest to the 
Senator that the amendment, as I understood it—perhaps my ear 
did not catch it aright—is that the judgment is to have persuasive 
force. Exactly where the persuasion is to cease and the force to 
begin I should like to know as a matter of instruction. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I simply call the attention of the 
Senate to the nature of the proposition, and do not think it neces- 
sary to argue it. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amend- 
ment proposed by the Senator from Florida. 

Mr. CALL. Mr. President—— 

Mr. CHANDLER. Will the Senator allow the amendment to 
be reported again before he speaks in favor of it? 

Mr. CALL. I will. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will be stated. 

The Secretary read the amendment proposed by Mr. CALL. 

Mr. CALL. Mr, President, the agreement with the Indians 
provides in absolute terms that the action of Congress shall be 
final upon this subject. There is a provision inserted in this bill 
absolutely barring those Indians if they fail to appear in that suit 
within sixty days, and making the judgment of the court abso- 
lutely binding upon them in the face of the treaty provision that 
the legislative power of Congress shall determine this question 
and their action shall be final upon it. I do not see that the Sen- 
ator from Nebraska needs any other information than that we can 
not transfer the legislative power of this Government to any 
cdurt, and that, in the presence of our own treaty provisions with 
these Indians, we have no right to transfer to a judicial tribunal 
= sovereign legislative duty which Congress has agreed to per- 

orm. 

These Indians have been recognized as having rights. They 
were the original occupants. The United States has offered them 
50 cents an acre for their land, which they have refused. While 
it may be proper to have an investigation of those cases and that 
the facts may be submitted to the Congress of the United States, 
it is not proper, in my judgment, that that action shall be final 
and conclusive in the face of the direct and absolute agreement of 
this Government that it shall not be, but that the action of Con- 
gress shall be final. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Mr. President, it seems to me that the 
amendment proposed by the Senator from Florida [Mr. aad is 
entirely right in principle. It may not be framed exactly as other 
Senators would frame it, but the obvious intent and purpose of 
the amendment should meet with the approval of the Senate. 

Senators are aware that judgments of the Court of Claims in 
what are known as the Bowman Act cases are all submitted to 
Congress; they are not treated as having any binding force; they 
are only treated as having persuasive force, and the Senate ac- 
cepts or rejects them at its pleasure. There is another class of 
claims, exceedingly meritorious, the French tion claims. 
By solemn act of Congress those claims have sent to the 
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Court of Claims and they have been carefully adjudicated. Gen- 
eral opinions and specific opinions have been rendered by the 
Court of Claims and numerous judgments have been rendered in 
the French spoliation cases. The judgments of the Court of 
Claims in both those classes of cases, the Bowman Act or Southern 
claims and the French spoliation cases, mainly Northern and East- 
ern claims, come to Congress; the claimants knock at the door 
of the Appropriations Committees of the two Houses and they 
meet with no favorable response. 

Session after session and Congress after Congress these claims— 
which we are bound to presume are just and honest if that pre- 
sumption is to arise in the judgments to be rendered in these 
Indian cases—come here and are submitted to the will and the 
judgment, if it be a judgment, of Congress, and they are refused 
payment. 

Mr. President, it seems to me that the amendment proposed by 
the Senator from Florida means nothing more than this, that be- 
fore they are paid the judgments of the Court of Claims in this 
case shall be submitted to Congress. I should express the proposi- 
tion differently if I were to draw it; so would the chairman of the 
Committee on Appropriations [Mr. COCKRELL]; so would the 
distinguished Senator from Nebraska [Mr. MANpDERSON]; but, 
after all, is not this the only safe thing to do with this proposed 
extraordinary lawsuit? 

Mr. FAULKNER. Iaskthe Senator from New Hampshire—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from New 
Hampshire yield to the Senator from West Virginia? 

Mr. CHANDLER. Always, Mr. President. 

Mr. FAULKNER. I would ask the Senator from New Hamp- 
shire, as no appropriation is made for any judgment that would 
be rendered, would not the matter ultimately have to come to 
Congress for determination? 

Mr. CHANDLER. That question does not do justice to the 
usual discrimination and intelligence of the Senator from West 
Virginia. If he had studied this bill with the care he gives to mat- 
ters connected with the District of Columbia or the Territories of 
the United States, he would have seen that the proceeds of those 
lands when they are sold come into the Treasury, that this judg- 
ment is to be paid from those proceeds, and there is no need of a 
new appropriation of public money by Congress. If Iam wrong 
in that respect, the Senator from Florida will correct me; and, if 
I am not wrong, then the Senator from West Virginia was mal 
& propos in his interrogatory. 

Mr. President, here is a most extraordinary statement; here is 
an arbitrary sum of $1.25 an acre written in this bill as the amount 
of money which the United States is to pay the Wichita and affili- 
ated bands of Indians for those lands. ow, i ask who fixed that 
$1.25 an acre? Was itfixed by anyagreement? No. There have 
been various negotiations made with the tribe, but no sum ha; 
been agreed upon. Was it fixed by the Secretary of the Interior? 
Not by the Secretary of the Interior.. Was it fixed by the Senate 
Committeeon Indian Affairs? Notatall. How thissum of $1.25an 
acre came to be inserted in this bill in the House of Representatives, 
and why it is approved by the Senate Committee on Indian Affairs 
and the Senate Committee on Appropriations, either or both of 
them, we have absolutely no knowledge whatever; but here it is; 
somebody has named $1.25 an acre for the lands, estimated to be 

700,000. 

Om we give it to the Wichita and affiliated bands of Indians? 
By no means. We promise it to them; but instead of giving it to 
them, we put it in the Treasury of the United States, and then we 
set the Choctaw and Chickasaw Indians to fighting for it. We 
say to the Choctaw and Chickasaw Indians, ‘‘ Make a claim to 
these lands,” which we have acknowledged practically belong to 
the Wichita tribe, and we send these Indians, the Wichitas and 
Choctaws and Chickasaws, who are supposed to be at peace with 
themselves up to this time, into the Court of Claims to fight over 
the proceeds of those lands. We invite that lawsuit; we create 
that lawsuit by an act of Congress, and the $1.25 an acre, which 
is to make this large sum of money, fixed by no competent author- 
ity, fixed upon no considerations which are submitted to the Sen- 
ate, is to be fought for in a grand lawsuit in the Court of Claims 
between the Choctaws and the Chickasaws on one side and the 
‘Wichitas and affiliated bands of Indians on the other. 

Mr. President, there is neither sense nor reason in the construc- 
tion of a piece of machinery of this kind and putting it into an 
appropriation bill which is to be passed upon during the last ten 
= of the session of Congress. 

ut if this provision is nere, if it is to be adopted by Congress, 
and this lawsuit is to go forward to judgment, then I say by all 
means let the judgment when it is rendered be brought into Con- 
and be considered by Congress before it becomes effective, 

and let it not be given any more force and effect than we give to- 
day to the judgments for millions of dollars for Bowman Act 
claims and to judgments for millions of dollars in the French 


spoliation 5 
I suggest to the Senator from Florida to modify his amendment, 
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and, instead of using the rhetorical expression which has occa- 
sioned some criticism of Senators, to use some eaeuaee to indi- 


cate that the judgment when it shall be rend is to be sub- 
mitted to Congress for its consideration. In that form I hope the 
amendment will be adopted. oe s 

Mr.CALL. I have not the slightest objection to amending the 
language of the amendment in any respect Senators may desire or 
think proper, but Congress has the final right, as well as power, 
to settle this matter by its action. The amendment, however, I 
think, is worded quite as accurately as it can be. A judgment is 
either of binding force or it is persuasive, one of the two. No 
judgment of any court can open the Treasury of the United States. 
If we were to pass, as the Senator from Nebraska seems to think 
we can do, an act requiring that payment should be made of what- 
ever decree or judgment the Supreme Court shall render without 
an appropriation to be made from the Treasury of the United 
States, it would not be according to our laws and according to 
the division of power contained in the organic law. Therefore, I 
insist that this amendment is in exactly correct terms. It should 
be of persuasive force, and advisory, as every decision of a com- 
petent tribunal should be. : 

When by solemn treaty the Congress of the United States has 
guaranteed to these Indians that Congress shall adjudicate, settle, 
and determine their right, for an amendment to be brought here 
referring this whole question to the decision of a court and bar- 
ring these ignorant Indians, who are relying upon the faith of 
Congress, if in sixty days they shall fail to comply with the pro- 
visions of that act, I insist that it is a violation of the treaty obli- 

ation we have assumed and an act of great injustice to those 
lanes: and that, while we may refer this question for the pur- 
pose of ascertaining the facts in regard to it, we have no right, in 
the face of our positive obligations to the contrary, to avoid the 
duty we have assumed on the part of Congress to inform itself 
finally and act upon this subject, and tr er it to another and a 
different department of the Government. 

I am indifferent as to the fate of this amendment. I can see in 
it the opportunity to defraud these Indians; I can see in it an op- 
portunity for advantages to be taken of them, and therefore I in- 
sist that these ignorant people should not be bound by the pro- 
cesses of judicial procedure of which they have no knowleége. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Mr. President, the-facts in the case 
are simple and plain. The United States has agreed to open cer- 
tain lands in the Indian Territory to which the Wichitas lay 
claim. The Choctaws and Chickasawsalso prefer a claim to those 
lands. We provide by this bill that the settlers going upon the 
land shall pay a dollar and a quarter an acre beyond the ordinary 
office fees for the land; that this money shall be deposited in the 
Treasury of the United States; that the claimants to those lands 
shall go into court and present their claims, to be determined by 
the court, and that whatever judgment is rendered by the Court 
of Claims may be appealed by either party who is dissatisfied to 
the Supreme Court of the United States. 

estions have been frequently referred to the Court of Claims 
under the Bowman Act for examination of the facts and a report 
. made to Congress, but there never was an appeal allowed from 
an ascertainment of facts; but when a judgment is provided for, 
and an appeal permitted to the Supreme Court of the United 
States, it seems to me to be the veriest folly to talk about such a 
judgment not having the force and effect of a judgment when 
rendered by that high tribunal. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Mr. President, the Senator from Arkansas 
overlooks the exact language of the agreement and of the statute 
he proposes to enact. Here is article 5 of the agreement, on e 
52, and I call the attention of the Senator from Wisconsin | Mr. 
Vi.as}, who is familiar with these matters, to this language, 
where, in addition to the allotments which are provided for— 

It is further agreed that the question as to what sum of money, if any, shall 
be paid to said Indians for such surplus lands shall be submitted to the Con- 
gon of the United States, the decision of Congress thereon to be final and 

inding upon said Indians. 

Then, on page 54, this bill says: 

That the said Wichita and affiliated bands of Indians be allowed as com- 
pensation for the cession of the lands described in article 1 of the foregoing 
agreement the sum of $1.25 cents per acre for so much of said land as will not 
be required for allotment to the Indians. 

Mr. President, so far there is a perfect compliance with the 
contract with the Indians, that the Congress of the United States 
shall decide what the Indians shall have, that that decision shall 
be final and binding wpon the Indians, and there is the decision 
of Congress that they shall have $1.25 per acre for their land. 
Then what follows? After thus keeping faith with the Indians 


the bill proceeds to break faith with them by the use of the fol- 

lowing provision: 

pees, That no part of said sum shall be paid except as hereinafter pro- 
ed, 


Then the bill goes on to determine, not that this $1.25 an acre 
shall go to these Indians by the judgment of Congress, but that 
the Choctaws and the Chickasaws shall be invited to make claims 


to the land and to the proceeds of the land; and, so far as Congress 
can see, every dollar of the $1.25 an acre which has thus been sol- 
emnly adjudicated as belonging to the Wichitas may be taken 
away from them bya judgment of the CourtofClaims. And when 
the Senator from Florida [Mr. Catt] insists that a judgment 
which shall do that thing shall first be submitted to Congress for 
its consideration the Senator from Arkansas [Mr. JonEs] says the 
case is so plain that there need be no discussion of the subject. I 
say it is not plain, unless it is plain that the plighted faith to the 
Wichita Indians in these contracts is being broken by the Congress 
of the United States by this agreement, and, instead of Congress 
deciding what money the Indians shall have and giving it to them, 
Congress goes through the form of deciding what they shall have, 
and gives it to them with one hand and takes it away with the 
other, by providing that they shall only have the money provided 
it is left to the adjudication by the Court of Claims and the Supreme 
Court of the United States of this lawsuit, which no one seems 
to know anything about. 

Nobody has undertaken to tell us what the rights of the Choc- 
taw and Chickasaw nations are, but they are invited to makea 
plunge into a lawsuit upon this sum of money solemnly guaran- 
teed to the Wichita Indians. 

I say, without fear of successful contradiction, that this bill, 
instead of being a bill which complies with either the letter or the 
spirit of the contract with these Indians, is a direct and positive 
breach of the good faith of the United States. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Pasco in the chair). The 
—— is on agreeing to the amendment of the Senator from 

orida [Mr. Ca]. 

The amendment was rejected. 


RECONSIDERATION OF CONFERENCE REPORTS. 


Mr. GALLINGER. Mr. President, yesterday two conference 
reports were concurred in which were submitted to the Senate, 
one by the Senator from Illinois [Mr. PALMER] and one by my- 
self; one being on the bill for the relief of Evalyn N. Van Vliet, 
and the other granting a pension to Annie M. Greene. It has been 
discovered that the wording of the reports was defective. I now 
move to reconsider the votes whereby the two conference reports 
— adopted, and ask permission to submit other reports in their 
) ; 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. If there be no objection, the 
votes by which the conference reports referred to were concurred 
in by the Senate will be reconsidered. The Chair hears none, and 
it is so ordered. 

EVALYN N. VAN VLIET. 


Mr. GALLINGER. I now submit the conference reports in 
those two cases, which I ask may be read and acted upon. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The first conference report sub- 
mitted by the Senator from New Hampshire will be read. 

The Secretary read as follows: 


The committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses 
on the amendment of the House of Representatives to the bill (S. 68+) for the 
relief of Evalyn N. Van Vliet, having met, after full and free conference have 
cavese to recommend and do recommend to their respective Houses as fol- 
ows: 

‘ _— the House recede from its amendment and agree to an amendment, as 
ollows: 

Strike out the word “thirty,” in line 4, and insert the word “twenty-five” 
in lieu thereof; and the Senate ag.‘ee to the same. 

JOHN M. PALMER 
J. H. GALLINGER. 
J. R. HAWLEY, 
Managers on the part of the Senate. 
A. N. MARTIN, 
GEO. B. FIELDER, 
G. D. METKLEJOHN, 
4 Managers on the part of the House. 
The report was concurred in. 


ANNIE M. GREENE. 


Mr. GALLINGER. I now ask that the other conference report 
may be read and acted upon. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The report will be read. 

The Secretary read as follows: 


The committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses 
on the amendment of the House of Representatives to the bill (S.305) grant- 
ing a pension to Annie M. Greene, having met, after full and free conference 
ae agreed to recommend and do recommend to their respective Houses as 

ollows: 
‘ Fat the House recede from its amendment andagree to an amendment, as 
ollows: 

Strike out the word “twelve” and insert “ten” in lieu thereof in line 7; 
and the Senate agree to the same. 

JOHN M. PALMER, 

J. H. GALLINGER, 

W. A. PEFFER, 
Managers on the part of the Senate. 

A. N. MARTIN, 

M. J. McETT RICK, 


L. D. APSLEY, 
Managers on the part of the House. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on concurring 


in the report. 


The report was concurred in. 
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DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. GORMAN. I submit the report of the conferees upon the 
disagreeing votes of the two Houses upon the bill (H.R. 8388) 
making ee to provide for the expenses of the govern- 
ment of the District of Columbia for the fiscal year ending June 
80, 1896, and for other purposes. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Oniees it is the intention of the Senator from 
Maryland to ask for action on the report at this time, to which I 
shall certainly object, I simply ask that it may be printed in the 
RECORD and go over until to-morrow. 

Mr. HARRIS. A conference report is a privileged question to 
the extent of submitting it to the Senate and having it read. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I hope the report will be read. 

Mr. GORMAN. Let it be read. 

The Secretary proceeded to read the report, and was interrupted 


by— 

Mr. ALDRICH. I understand from the Senator from Maryland 
that the report is a long one and that it is his purpose to have it 
printed so that Senators may examine it. He does not expect an 
action to-day. Therefore I withdraw my request to have it read. 

Mr. GORMAN. Several Senators desire to look at the report. 
It is an important bill. I have no objection to the suggestion of 
the Senator from Rhode Island. I submitted the report this after- 
ncon merely that it might be printed in the Recorp and also in 
document form; and I shall call it up to-morrow morning. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I should like to ask the Senator from Maryland 
now, in order that the Senate may understand it, what became 
of the amendments in regard to the waterworks, the dam across 
_ ae at Great Falls, and also the proposition as to the 
schools. 

Mr. GORMAN. In respect to the dam at the Great Falls, I 
will state that the bill as it came from the other House proposed 
to appropriate $125,000 for raising the dam at the Great Falls. 
The Senate struck out that ete ee but we have now con- 
curred in the bill as it came from the House in that respect, with 
an addition that the dam, together with the balance of the im- 
provements as to the water supply, shall be under the proper offi- 
cer, leaving General Casey as consulting engineer. The appro- 
priation of $125,000 to raise the dam remains, as do practi all 
the other provisions, with some changes in the provision wk 
the Senate passed in relation to the abandoned tunnel. 

Mr. HARRIS. May I ask the Senator if the raising of the dam 
is made to depend upon any investigation or action of Colonel El- 
liot and General Casey? 

Mr. GORMAN. No; the appropriation is made directly for it, 
and it is to be consummated without any further examination so 
far as the dam is concerned. But in relation to the abandoned 
tunnel between Georgetown and the reservoir at the Soldiers’ 
Home, that examination is to be made, and we have provided 
also, by enlarging the provision, that in the event the Commis- 
sioners determine that the tunnel can not be utilized, they are to 
report a feasible plan for an additional pipe from Georgetown to 
the city of Was m. 

Mr. HARRIS. I think that action eminently proper and wise. 

Mr. GORMAN, Ishall be glad to have consent that the con- 
ference report be printed, ant’ will explain it more in detail to- 
morrow when I call it up. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. It will be so ordered. 

The report is as follows: 

The committee of conference on the dimgrestng votes of the two Houses 
on the amendments of the Senate to the (H. R. 8888) ** appropria- 
tions to provide for the expenses of the government of the District of Colum. 
bia for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1896, and for other pu * having 
met, after full and free conference have to recommend and do recom- 
mend to their respective Houses as follows: 


That the Senate recede from its amendments numbered 9, 10, 11, 16, 20, 22, 
25.%, 47,51, 55, 50, 60, 61, 71, 79, 80, 81, 86, 92, 101, 102, 108, 107, 108, 128, 134, 135, an: 


That the House recede from its fies seen to the amendments of the 
Senate numbered 1, 2, 3, 6, 7,8, 12, 13, 14, 15, 18, 19, 21, 37, 38, 43, 44, 45, 48, 52, 57, 58, 62, 
63, 64, 66, 67, 68, 69, 78, 84, 88, 93, 95, $6, 97, 98, 99, 100, 105, 109; 110, 112, 117, 118, 120° 
124, 155, 126, 127, 139, and 1 rand agree to e same. 

Amendment numbered 4: the House recede from its disagreement to 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 4, and agree to the same with an 
amendment as follows: In lieu of the number proposed insert “ three;” and 
the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 5: That the House recede from its disagreem 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 5, and to the same with an 
amendment as follows: In lieu of the sum pro; insert ‘$49,583;"" and the 
Senate to the same. 

Amendment numbered 17: That the House recede from its disagreement 
to the amendment of the Senate numbered 17, and to the same with an 
amendment as follows: In lieu of the sum proposed rt “$67,382; and the 
Senate to the same. 

Amendment numbered 23: That the House recede from its disagreement 
to the amendment of the Senate numbered 23, and to the same with an 
amendment as follows: After the word “ it,” in line 1 of the matter in- 
serted ons amendment, insert the word “hereafter;” and the Senate 
agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 24: That the House recede from its disagreement 
to the amendment of the Senate numbered 24, and to the same with an 
amendment as follows: In lieu of the sum proposed * $2,500;” and the 
Senate to the same. 

Amendment numbered 26: That the House recede from its disagreement 
to the amendment of the Senate numbered 26, and agree to the same with an 


ent to 
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amendment as follows: In lieu of the sum’ proposed insert ‘‘ $12,500;” and the 
Senate to the same. 

Amendment numbered 27: That the House recede from its disagreement 
to the amendment of the Senate numbered 27, and agree to the same with an 
amendment as follows: In line 2 of the matter inserted by said amendment 
strike out the words “$10,000, or so much thereof” and insert in lieu thereof 
the words “so much;” and the Senate a: to the same. 

Amendment numbered 29: That the House recede from its disagreement to 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 29, and agree to the same with amend- 
ments as follows: In lieu of the sum pro insert “$14,000,” and in line 14, 
page 10 of the bill, strike out the word “‘ Ninth” and insert the word “ Tenth;’ 
and the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 31: That the House recede from its disagreement to 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 31,and agree to the same with an 
amendment as follows: In lieu of the sum proposed insert “ $142,000;” and the 
Senate to the same. 

Amendment numbered 32: That the House recede from its disagreement to 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 32, and to the same with an 
amendment as follows: In lieu of the sum proposed insert “ $11,360;" and the 
Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 33: That the House recede from itsdisagreement to 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 33, and to the same with an 
amendment as follows: In lieu of the sum proposed insert ‘* $53,960; and the 
Senate to the same. . 

Amendment numbered 34: That the House recede from its disagreement to 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 34, and agree to the same with an 
amendment as follows: In lieu of the sum proposed insert ‘ $18,460;"" and the 
Senate saree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 35: That the House recede from its disagreement to 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 35, and ee to the same with an 
amendment as follows: In lieu of the sum propo insert ‘* $26,980; and the 
Senate a to the same. 

Amendment numbered 36: That the House recede from its disagreement to 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 36, and agree to the same with an 
amendment as follows: In lieu of the sum proposed insert “ $31,240;” and the 
Senate to the same. 

Amendment numbered 40: That the House recede from its disagreement to 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 40, and agree to the same with an 
amendment as follows: In lieu of the sum proposed insert ‘*$10,000;" and the 
Senate to the same. 

Amendment numbered 41: That the House recede from its disagreement 
to the amendment of the Senate numbered 41, and agree to the same with 
amendments as follows: In line 3 of the matter inserted by said amendment, 
strike out “thirty-seven thousand three hundred and eighty-two ” and in- 
sert in lieu thereof “‘ thirty thousand; and in lines 4 and 5 strike out “ sixty- 
four thousand three hundred and eighty-two” and insert in lien thereof 
“fifty-seven thousand;”’ and the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 42: That the House recede from its disagreement to 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 42, and agree to the same with an 
amendment as follows: In line 2 of the matter inserted by said amendment, 
strike out “seventy-five” and insert in lieu thereof the word “forty;” an 
the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 46: That the House recede from its disagreement 
of the amendment of the Senate numbered 46, and agree to the same with an 
amendment as follows: In lieu of the sum proposed in said amendment insert 
* $6,000; and the Senate to the same. 

Amendment numbered 49: That the House recede from its disagreement 
of the amendment of the Senate numbered 49, and agree to the same with an 
amendment as follows: In lieu of the sum proposed in said amendment insert 
** $6,000; ** and the Senate ee to the same. 

Amendment numbered 50: That the House recede from its disagreement to 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 50, and ee to the same with an 
amendment as follows: In lien'of the sum proposed in said amendment insert 
** $6,000; and the Senate to the same. 

Amendment numbered 53: That the House recede from its disagreement to 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 53, and e tothe same with an 
amendment as follows: In lieu of the sum Propose taneet “* $65,000;” and the 
Senate to the same. 

Amendment numbered 54: That the House recede from its disagreement 
to the amendment of the Senate numbered 54, and e to the same with an 
amendment as follows: In lieu of the sum proposed in the amended para- 
graph insert ‘‘ $146,000;” and the Senate agree to the same. ‘ 

Amendment numbered 56: That the House recede from its disagreement 
to the amendment of the Senate numbered 56, and e to the same with an 
amendment as follows: In lieu of the sum proposed insert ‘ $19,000;" and the 
Senate to the same. ; 

Amendment numbered 65: That the House recede from its disagreement 
to the amendment of the Senate numbered 65, and agree to the same with 
an amendment as follows: In lieu of the matter stricken out and inserted 
by said amendment insert the following: 

“For raising the height of the dam at Great Falls, together with the cost 
of such other work as =r be found necessary in connection therewith, in- 
cluding the cost of strengthening the conduit, and for damages on account of 
fi of land and other $125,000, for which amount and pargesse 
the a ‘ble balance of the appropriation for increasing the water supply of 
the city of Washington shall applicable, subject to all the provisions and 
restrictions of the act to increase the water supply of the city of Washing- 
ton, and for other purposes, approved July 15, 1 and of the act appreved 
July 5, Tees, morne appropriations for the expenses of the government of 
the District of Columbia, as to apportionment and settlement between the 
United States and the District o lumbia, and the refunding thereof. And 
in the execution of this work Gen. Thomas L. Casey shall be associated with 
the proper officer in charge of the Washington Aqueduct as consulting en- 

eer 


“For testing the tunnel conduit to determine the amount of its leakage, 
ee. to be taken from the appropriation ‘for increasing the water supply 
of Washington, D. C.,’ to be immediately available. 

“There shall be prepared, upon careful investigation by the proper officer 
of the Government having the charge of the Washington Aqueduct and the 
water supply to the city of Washington, a full and detailed report, which 
shall be su tted to Congress on the first Monday in December, 1895, upon 
the feasibility and , prone ey of completing the tunnel conduit as now pro- 
qctets thecompletion of the new reservoir, including its dam or any modifica- 

ions to the same deemed nece ; and upon the results as to the supply of 
water to thecity when said dam, the raising of the dam at the Great Falls, 
the conduit, and reservoir are completed. And if such officer and consulting 
aes shall conclude that it is impracticable, or too expensive, to repair 
such tunnel conduit, then they shall report some plan for eee 
=— supply from the reservoir in Georgetown to Washington by pipes or 
otherwise. 


“Each separate item of the report shall be accompanied by a detailed esti- 
mate of the cost of the work required and the necessary costs, not_to exceed 
$10,000, connected with the inquiry and reports, shall be defrayed from the 
appropriation for ‘increasing the water supply of Washington, D.C.:’ Pro- 
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vided, That in the preparation of this report Gen. Thomas L. Casey, United 


States Army, be associated wit=<je proper officer of the Government 
in charge of the Aqueduct as consulting eer, and his signature shall be 
appended to said report in said copeetty and said report also be accom- 
ied with the judgment of the Chief of Engineers, and made to the Secre- 
of War, who shall transmit the same to Congress with his views thereon.” 

And the Senate to the same. 

Amendment numbered 70: That the House recede from its disagreement to 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 70, and to the same with an 
amendment as follows: In lieu of the sum proposed fh said amendment insert 
** $9,000; *’ and the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 72: That the House recede from its disagreement to 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 72, and to the same with an 
amendment as follows: In lieu of the sum pro; in said amendment insert 
“*$4.000;” and the Senate to the same. 

Amendment numbered 73: That the House recede from its disagreement 
to the amendment of the Senate numbered 73, and agree to the same with an 
amendment as follows: In lieu of the sum proposed in said amendment insert 
“* $12,000;"" and the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 74: That the House recede from its disagreement to 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 74, and to the same with an 
amendment as follows: In lieu of the sum proposed in said amendment insert 
**$12,000;” and the Senate to the same. 

Amendment numbered 75: That the House recede from its disagreement to 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 75, and to the same with an 
amendment as follows: In lieu of the sum proposed S said amendment insert 
**$30,000;"” and the Senate agree to the same. ‘ 

Amendment numbered 76: That the House recede from its disagreement to 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 76, and to the same with an 
amendment as follows: In lieu of the sum proposed in said amendment insert 
‘* $12,000; ’ and the Senate to the same. 

Amendment numbered 77: That the House recede from its disagreement to 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 77, and agree to the same with an 
amendment as follows: In lieu of the matter inserted by said amendment 
insert the following: ‘‘For one new four-room b , Sixth Division A, 
Conduit road, $8,000: Provided, That this sum shall not be available until a 
suitable site for said building shall have been donated therefor;” and the 
Senate agree to the same. ; 

Amendment numbered 85: That the House recede from its disagreement to 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 85, and agree to the same with an 
amendment as follows: In lieu of the sum ;proposed insert ‘‘ $480;*’ and the 
Senate to the same. 

Amendment numbered 87: That the House recede Zrom its disagreement to 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 87, and agree to the same with an 
amendment as follows: In lieu of the sum proposed insert ‘‘ $480;” and the 
Senate to the same. 

Amendment numbered 89: That the House recede from its disagreement 
to the amendment of the Senate numbered 89, and ee to the same with an 
amendment as follows: In lieu of the sum pro insert ‘$480; and the 
Senate to the same. 

Amendment numbered 90: That the House recede from its disagreement 
to the amendment of the Senate numbered 90, and agree to the same with an 
amendment as follows: In lieu of the sum pr by said amendment insert 
the following: “ Five hundred and twenty-eight thousand seven hundred dol- 
lars;” and the Senate agree to the same. E 

Amendment numbered 94: That the House recede from its disagreement 
to the amendment of the Senate numbered 94, and agree to the same with an 
amendment as follows: In lieu of the sum pro in the amended para- 
graph insert “* $24,545; and the Senate to the same. 

Amendment numbered 104: That the House recedes from its disagreement 
to the amendment of the Senate numbered 104, and agree to the same with an 
amendment as follows: In lieu of the sum proposed insert ‘$11,000; and the 
Senate ee to the same. 

Amendment numbered 106: That the House recede from its disagreement 
to the amendment of the Senate numbered 106, and _ to the same withan 
amendment as follows: In lieu of the sum proposed * $7,000; and the 
Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered lil: That the House recede from its disagreement 
tothe amendment of the Senate numbered 111, and agree to the same with an 
amendment as follows: In line 8, page 29 of the bill, after the word “ may,” 
oe the words “ onand after the passage of this act; *” and the Senate agree 

e same. 

Amendment numbered 113: That the House recede from its disagreement 
to the amendment of the Senate numbered 113, and agree to the same with an 
amendment as follows: In line 3 of the matter inserted by said amendment, 
after the word “shall,” insert the words “in the discretion of the Commis- 
sioners;’ and the Senate care to the same. 

Amendment numbered 119: That the House recede from its disagreement 


to the amendment of the Senate numbered 119, and to the same with 
an amendment as follows: In lieu of the sum proposett ineert ** $4,000; and 
the Senate agree to the same. 


Amendment numbered 121: That the Honse recede from its disagreement 
to the amendment of the Senate numbered 121, and agree to the same withan 
amendment as follows: In line 50 of the matter inserted by said amendment, 
after the word “ Columbia,” insert the following: ‘“‘two copies each to the 
Commit on Appropriations of the Senate and House of Representatives;” 
and the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 122: That the House recede from its disagreement 
to the amendment of the Senate numbered 122, and agree to the same with an 
amendment as follows: In lieu of the sum proposed rt ‘* $8,000; and the 
Senate ee to the same. 

Amendment numbered 123: That the House recede from its disagreement 
to the amendment of the Senate numbered 123, and agree to the same with an 
amendment as follows: In lieu of the sum proposed insert ‘$40,000;" and the 
Senate to the same. 

Amendment numbered 130: That the House recede from its disagreement 
to the amendment of the Senate numbered 130, and agree to the same with an 
amendment as follows: In lieu of the sum proposed insert ‘$8,500; and the 
Senate to the same. 

Amendment numbered 131: That the House recede from its disagreement 
to the amendment of the Senate numbered 131, and agree to the same with an 
amendment as follows: In lieu of the sum proposed insert ‘ $16,000;” and the 
Senate to the same. 

Amendment numbered 132: That the House recede from its disagreement 
to the amendment of the Senate numbered 122, and agree to the same with an 
amendment as follows: In lieu of the sum proposed insert “‘ $54,025; * and the 
Senate ee to the same. 

Amendment numbered 136: That the House recede from its disagreement 
to the amendment of the Senate numbered 136, and agree to the same with an 
amendment as follows: In lieu of the word “eight” insert “ six;” and the 
Senate to the same. 


Am ent numbered 137: That the House recede from its disagreement 
to the amendment of the Senate numbered 137, and to the same withan 
amendment as follows: In lieu of the sum proposed rt ‘* $1,800; and the 


agree to the same. 





Amendment numbered 139: That the House recede from its disagreement 
to the amendment of the Senate numbered 139, and agree to the same with an 
amendment as follows: In lieu of the sum proposed insert “ $37,034;*’ and the 
Senate agree to the same. 

On amendments numbered 91, 114, 115, and 116 the committee of conference 
have been unable to agree. 

A. P. GORMAN, 


F. M. COCKRELL, 


W. B. ALLISON, 
i Managers on the part of the Senate. 


J. R. WILLIAMS, 

A. M. DOCKERY, 

D. B. HENDERSON, 
Managers on the part of the House. 


INDIAN APPROPRIATION BILL. 


The Senate. as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the con- 
sideration of the bill (H.R. 8479) making appropriations for cur- 
rent and contingent expenses of the Indian department and ful- 
filling treaty stipulations with various Indian tribes for the fiscal 
year ending June 30, 1896, and for other purposes. 

Mr. WOLCOTT. Mr. President—— 

Mr. COCKRELL. If the Senator from Colorado will allow me 
for just one instant, I will state that there is an amendment, more 
formal than otherwise, which I think can be disposed of in one 
second, that I should like to suggest. I have a letter from the 
Secretary of the Interior, inclosing one from the Commissioner of 
Indian Affairs, who suggests that in the ae for collect- 
ing and transportation of pupils to and from Indian schools, on 
page 81, at the end of line 4, the following words be inserted: 

Of which amount the sum of $8,000 shall be immediately available. 

I presume there will be no objection to the amendment. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Pasco in the chair). 
amendment will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. After the word “dollars,” in line 4, page 81, 
insert: 

Of which amount the sum of $8,000 shall be immediately available. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. WOLCOTT. I desire to call up the amendment which was 
reported from the Committee on Indian Affairs, appropriating 
$10,000 for the purpose of c ing out the provisions of the bill 
removing the Ute Indians, which was signed by the President 
Saturday. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will be read. 

The SECRETARY. Amend by inserting as follows: 

To pay the necessary expenses of securing the consent to the removal by 
the Southern Ute Indians and the necessary expenses of removing said _In- 


dians, in accordance with the provisions of the law recently passed for their 
removal, $10,000, or so much thereof as may be necessary. 


Mr. COCKRELL. I ask that the amendment be again read. 

The amendment was again read. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. At what point in the bill is the 
amendment to be inserted? 

Mr. WOLCOTT. Itis to come in at the end of the bill, I take it. 

Mr. ALLEN. I should like to ask the Senator from Colorado 
how the consent of the Indians is secured. 

Mr. WOLCOTT. I will state that it is the custom of the De- 
artment to send somebody out to properly take a poll of the In- 
ians for that purpose, which has to be appropriated for. It is 

the most unimportant item. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I suggest that the amendment be inserted 
on 47, right after the San Carlos amendment. 

r. WOLCOTT. Very well. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing to 
the amendment of the Senator from Coiorado. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. KYLE. I offer an amendment to come in at the end of line 
10 on e 10. 

Mr. RGAN. I think under an agreement with the Senate I 
have the right to the floor on the amendment I offered. I yielded 
to certain matters which would not lead todebate. If the amend- 
ment the Senator from South Dakota proposes to offer will lead to 
debate—— 

Mr. KYLE. I will allow the Senator from Alabama to take the 
floor provided he will yield to me for a moment for the considera- 
tion of the amendment I desire to offer. 

Mr. MORGAN. How much time will it take? 

Mr. KYLE. It will take only a few moments. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair had recognized the 
Senator from South Dakota. 

Mr. MORGAN. [had aright to the floor under the agreement 
with the Senate, and I yielded for the purpose of perfecting the 
bill. I yielded to such matters as would not provoke debate for 
the purpose of having the bill perfected. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. What is the amendment? : 

Mr. MORGAN. It is an amendment I desire to discuss. I 
offered my amendment before anybody did, and I am here repre- 


The 


senting a committee. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The present occupant of the 
Chair found other Senators occupying the floor, and when they 


had concluded the Cha‘ recognized the Senator from South Da- 
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kota [Mr. Kyi]. If the Senator from Alabama was entitled to 
the floor the Chair did not know it. 

Mr. MORGAN. I am clearly entitled to the floor under the 
consent of the Senate, and 1 yielded it with that understanding 

Mr. KYLE. Will the Senator from Alabama yield to me fore a 
few moments? 

Mr. MORGAN. How long will it take? 

Mr. KYLE. It willtaka but fifteen or twenty minutes, I think. 

Mr. MORGAN. Iam willing to yield fifteen minutes if I can 
give the bill any progress by doing it. 

Mr. KYLE. I will yield to the Senator from Alabama, on con- 
dition that I shall have the floor when the consideration of his 
amendment is concluded. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair is unable to make 
any bargain with the Senator from South Dakota. If the Senator 
from South Dakota yields the floor the Chair will recognize the 
Senator from Alabama. The Chair understands the Senator from 
cn h Dakota to yield, and the Chair recognizes the Senator from 

abama. 

Mr. BERRY. I should like to have the amendment of the 
Senator from Alabama read, If it is the same as the bill which 
the Senator offered, I do not ask to have it read. 

Mr. MORGAN. It is the same with one or two verbal amend- 
ments, but nothing to change the character of the bill. 

Mr. BERRY. ery well; I do not ask to have it read. 

Mr. MILLS. I reserve the point of order on the amendment. 

Mr. MORGAN. Mr. President, the Committee on* Indian Af- 
fairs directed me to bring in the amendment, which has been re- 
ports din twoforms. It was reported as an amendment to the 
pending bill, and also as an independent measure now on the Cal- 
endar, The committee have examined it very carefully and very 
closely and under the pressure of a great necessity to provide for 
the preservation of life and property and liberty among the Five 
Civilized Tribes. What might very well be termed a vendetta has 
been going on in those tribes for months and years, and it has 
been aggravated very much in recent times. The committee 
have felt that it was necessary to invite the attention of the Sen- 
ate to the matter for the pu of executing the laws of the 
United States for the safety of the people who are in the Five 
Civilized Tribes. More than 120,000 people are there exposed to 
every imaginable dan ee of lawlessness without the protection of 
the law in any partic 

The attention of the Congress of the United States was very 
sharply drawn to this subject at its last session, and a commission 
was organized for the p of making an investigation of the 
actual condition of the people of the Five Civilized Tribes, or the 
Indian Territory I will call it, for that is the legal name of it. 
The President was authorized to appoint a commission of eminent 
men to go into that Territory to examine and report upon the 
actual condition of affairs there. 

Those Senators who feel an interest in this measure and would 
like to know what its provisions are can ascertain by y getting the 
bill which was reported back from the Committee on Indian Af- 
fairs and is now pending upon the Calendar. The amendment I 
offer is with very few changes, and slight ones indeed, a copy of 
that bill. I will statefurther in respect to the body of the amend- 
ment that I am not the author of it. It was — really in the 
Interior Department, and is recommended by that Department, 
out of two statutes which are now upon the book. One is a part 
of the statute organizing the Territory of Oklahoma, and the 
other is the statute the year before a district court 
of the United States in the fallen Territory. ana of 
the amendment in all of its important provisions is therefore such 
as has been agreed to in both of those vatated, and I suppose there 

be no occasion for any criticism upon the language of the 
amendment or the to which it ap t of the different sections or the 
different subjects to which it applies. 
provisions of the amendment are contained in the law 
= = now stands except that we create two judges instead of one; 
udicial districts instead of one, and we also create clerks for 
erent courts, the places where the courts are to be 
held create attorneys and marshals for the different courts, three 
attorneys and three marshals, the deputies and clerke for the dif- 
ferent courts, and deputy clerks for places at which the clerks 
do not reside but where courts are held. berg hte: gre of the 
amendment is to confer aaa the courts of the Uni States in 
that Territory ene tion over criminal and civil mat- 
ters, and to abo. the distinction that now exists in - 
persons who may become litigants before the courts ei as 
caxtine laintiff or parties defendant. 

ae ject of the amendment is gradually to get rid of the In- 

urts in those six or seven tribes. e Indians at what is 

called the < Quapaw Agency, a half dozen or more little bands of 

Indians or fragments of Indien tribes, have nolaws at all. They 

have no legislature, they have no judges, they have no sheriffs or 

constables. They are ees a law unto themselves. a 
very good and quiet people, the necessity has not arisen in 
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~— of the countr gether as it has in others for enforcing the 
a 


ws of the Unit tates through the agency of district courts, 
Nevertheless, any ae included in the amendment. They were 
included in the Indian Territory when it was set apart at the 
time Oklahoma was created into a Territory, and they were also 
included in the jurisdictional limits of the judge of the district 
court of the United States which we established in the Indian 
Territory with circumscribed powers. 

It would be impossible for any one within due limits to under- 
take to make in detail a statement or to draw an apt portrayal 
of the actual condition of affairs in that country. A man can 
scarcely speak of the matter at all, in terms of the most exact 
truth, without exposing himself to the criticism of being a ro- 
mancer and overstating the actual condition of terror that reigns 
in that country. 

We all know in this body, and we are glad to remember, too, 
the ability of Mr. Dawes, the Senator from Massachusetts who 
was recently here, whose place is now —— by another gen- 
tleman, and who declined a reelection. Mr. Dawes was for many 
years the chairman of the Committee on Indian Affairs in this 
body. He was also a member of the Committee on Appropria- 
tions, and had charge of the appropriation bills for the benefit of 
the Indians. Ido not suppose that in American history a man 
could be found whose devotion to those pe has been so con- 
co. so just, so gentle, so kindly, and so enlightened as that 

Mr. Dawes. We know that he would make no representation 
to the Senate or to the Government of the United States that in 
the slightest degree was not true. 

He went down with the other commissioners, Mr. Kidd and Mr, 
McKennon, under the orders of the Secretary of the Interior or 
the President, and he returned and made a report to the Secretary 
of the Interior, from which I will read a short extract, a sort of 
summing up of.a part of the situation in that part of the country 
to which this bill now particular! i. plies. Speaking, first, of the 
demand of the Ghordiaes particu , and other tribes also, for 
the removal of a very large class of ae ite persons from that coun- 
try called intruders, he says: 

The : apoay, of enforcing these ampontery rovisions has arisen from 

omen h sides orce them. This neglect is largely the result of 
ou considerations for which neither is responsible and of the influence 
of forces which neither can control. These executory conditions are not only 

impossible of execution, but have ceased to be a a, “> 9 It has 
been demoustrased that isolation is an im oy * 
could never result in the elevation or civi — z ‘the 4 eh eo 
made — that under its operations, imperfectly as it ome been ee wat in its 
effect has been toretard rather than to promote ci tion, to impair rather 
thanstren ae the observance of law and orderand regard for human life and 
human io“ no S the is peepee | or promotion of a virtuous life. Tosucha 
become evident that to-day a most deplor- 
ab oon a Ronee condition of affairs exists in the Territory, causing wide- 
sprees. alarm and demanding most serious a. 

All the functions of the so governments of these Five Tribes have 

become powerless to protect st the life or property rights of the citizen. 


That is a broad remark. He says: 


All the functions of the shego-enied governments of these Five Tribes have be- 
come eee to protect the life or property rights of the citizen. The 
courts of justice have ype helpless and paca. Violence, robbery, 
and murder are almost of daily occurrence, and no effective measures of re- 
straint or punishment are put forth to eaporem crime. Railroad trains are 

and their passengers robbed within a few miles of populous as 

carried off with ey the very presence of 

authori A reign of terror exists rbarous Outra, rapes. almost lnpene- 
ble of belie are enacted, and the perpetrators hardly find it necessar we 
shun daily ‘intercourse with their victims. We are now informed t 
within the te of one of these tribes, there were 53 murders durin r 
the month of September and the first twenty- -four days of October last an 
not asingle person brought tc trial. 

In every respect the present condition of affairs demonstrates that the per- 
mission to govern themselves, under the Constitution of the United States, 
which was originally embraced in the treaty, has proved a failure. So, like- 

vision that requires the United States to ensinla white citi- 

. Thecourse “pecans by the governments of the 

ly contributed to this result, and they are pam 

pistreniing as the nited States for the fact that there are 250, hite peo- 
in the peeene. These citizens of the United States Isave been 

es a wave and by — pono d wr prs te the Indian 


to construction 
rough the Territory. and one thereby consented that 
Se ding and 
t ere ae ons, and the inevi ble 
tion of stich Failroada- the mocassary depots, st er the Se large building which 
white men alone could seevene and which these railroads were sure to stimu- 


make profitable. 
Besides these, they have, by their laws, invited men from the border States 
their in the Territory, receiving into their treasuries a 
y have also seviaen 
hite persons — their citizens arented 

into ee teh By operation of these laws large numbers of white 
people have become adopted citizens, participating in benefits of citizen- 
ship. A angie instance 2 of such marriage has enabled one white man under 
the laws fae Se Sepents So Bie oameaive ste GS nee acres of val ——. 
They have, 4 legislation, induced citizens of the United States tocom: 
in from all and under leases and other SGikent with pene citi. 
zens, sanctioned by their own laws, farmed out 
domain, as well as inexhaustible coal de: 
ders, and other contested interests which 
to profit. In some sections of the Territory the production of cotton has 
proved so feasible and profitable that whee men have been permitted to 
come in by thousands and cultivate ro and build ee aeree and populous 
towns for the successful operation of 


I need not pursue that very aaah statement or report any 


to become Le 
ears x it the privilege a such employment. 
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further for the purpose of getting before the mind of the Senate a 
condition of affairs there which, according to the description of 
this eminent man, is paralleled nowhere else in the world except 
in Turkish Armenia. There is not another place that any man 
can name now in the civilized world where there is such utter dis- 
regard of human life, such destruction of all human rights, such 
contempt for government and for law as there is amongst the Five 
Civilized Tribes. 

Mr. President, I have had the honor of being on this floor for 
eighteen years, and during almost the entire time I have been 
upon the Committee on Indian Affairs. I made various visits, at 
great personal trouble, to those tribes, in company with Mr. 
Dawes, the former chairman of that committee. So far as I am 
concerned, so far as every member of that committee is concerned, 
and particularly in respect to the chairman and his able manage- 
ment of Indian affairs, nothing has been omitted that justice and 
mercy could indicate for the purpose of trying to get those people 
into a condition where they would let each other alone, where 
their savage instinct for blood would be quelled in the midst of 
our happy and pleasant civilization. 

My remarks are not true in regard to the people who occupy the 
Indian Territory at large. These 250,000 people—he has the num- 
bers a little wrong but I will put them before the Senate in correct 
form presently—this very large mass of people there comprise one 
Indian and two white men. The Indians in the entire Indian Ter- 
ritory form about one-third of the population. What laws have 
they there? In the Cherokee Nation they have a written constitu- 
tion. They have an organized government, very well organized 
indeed, with all the paraphernalia of a State government. They 
have a legislature consisting of two bodies. They meet together 
atstatedtimes. They passlaws. They areapproved by theirchief 
or governor. They are signed and promulgated. 

In the Choctaw and Chickasaw countries, treating those tribes 
as being a unit, as they really are, except in their separate legis- 
lative capacity, they also have a written constitution and they 
have all the formalities of civil government. They have courts 
and judges, sheriffs and constables, justices of the peace, and 
many of the institutions of the higher civilization. 

Now, goto the Creeks. They have a few statements or propo- 
sitions which they call a constitution. Some of their laws are 
printed and some are not. Some of their laws are mere tribal 
enactments, which are promulgated in the way the Creek tribe 
formerly promulgated them, by sending out magistrates through 
the different towns to communicate to the people in common 
councils what the law was, as the ruler, the king, and his coun- 
cil had determined at the center of government. 

The Seminoles have no written laws. Their laws are merely 
tribal traditions. They are very severe in their character, very 
few, very simple; but they are binding upon the people to the 
last degree of obedience. The penalties for their disobedience 
are extremely severe. 

I have mentioned that the various fragmentary tribes in the 
Quapaw Agency have no laws at all and no legislature. They 
have simply a common council, where they meet together and ad- 
just by a process of arbitration amongst themselves matters re- 
lating to contracts and debts, and also in respect tocrimes. They 
have not any written laws. They have no code that any man 
could prove in a court except perhaps it might be the law of de- 
scent. In that respect they hold on to the old Indian law, which 
carries the line of descent through the female branch of the 
family, from the mother instead of the father. 

Now, that is the situation in respect to the law. Wecan under- 
stand very well that in a population of, say, 230,000 people, two- 
thirds of whom are white men, with the women and children, 
such a system of jurisprudence as that, even administered in good 
faith and by competent men, would be a failure necessarily. It 
gives license to crime. It gives immunity to all manner of tres- 
pass. There is indeed nothing connected with the administration 
of justice in that country which meets the demands of our civili- 
zation. 

So plainly is this a fact, that we have devised two courts, one in 
Arkansas and one in Texas, for the purpose of trying the Indian 
who commits a crime against a white man or the white man who 
commits a crime against an Indian, or in reference to him or his 

operty. We take them out from the jurisdiction of the Indian 

erritory entirely and carry them to Arkansas and Texas for trial. 

Mr. VEST. And to Kansas. 

Mr. MORGAN. And also to Kansas. 

Now, what was the reason that forced the Government of the 
United States to take these people from the interior of that Terri- 
tory and carry them sometimes a distance of 200 miles with their 
witnesses, or the witnesses against them, at public expense for the 
oe eee trying a certain class of crimes punishable by hard 

bor or by death? What was the occasion for it? Well, there 
were some reasons for that course which may have been im ex- 


istence at the time we resorted to it and may have been somewhat 
persuasive if not substantial for a courseof that kind. Butatthe 
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time that system was adopted very few white men comparatively 
were in the Territory, onl it was a matter of impossibility, as was 
then supposed, to get good, honest, and fair juries for the trial of 
men for their lives and upon penitentiary accusations. 

So we went off to the aoidiiention States, to Kansas, to Texas, 
to Arkansas, and attached the Indian Territory in certain bound- 
aries which were marked to these various outside courts in order 
that offenders against the laws of the United States might be 
taken to these places and tried before juries of the different States 
assembled in the district courts of the United States. 

Mr. Dawes in the report refers to a process which has been 
going onfor several years amongst all those Indian tribes by which 
the white population has been continually invited into the Indian 
country in great numbers, particularly the farming population. 
There is another population that has gone in there, traders and 
speculators, and still another, criminals against public justice in 
all parts of the United States, who have made a rendezvous of the 
Indian Territory because the extradition laws that obtain there, if 
there areany at all, are entirely ineffectual. But the main body 
of the population that has been drawn into the Indian country 
amongst the white classes has been assembled there by the em- 
ployment on the part of the Indians of those persons to go upon 
tneir places as farmers, upon some contract or understanding with 
the ssors of the farms, the Indian government charging to 
the ~— landlord a license tax (I believe $10 a year is the tax 
usually imposed there) for the privilege of hiring a white man to 
come into the Territory and work upon his farm. 

In this way there has been, of course, a very large importation 


of white men into that country and for very good reasons. They 
were not intruders; they were not refugees from justice. They 


were men who went there under a lawful contract which the 
Government of the United States recognized through its agents 
as being a proper contract. Whenthey got there with their fam- 
ilies they settled down upon the different holdings where the In- 
dians were residing, and after they had been there for a year and 
made some little improvement, putting up a cabin, or opening a 
truck patch, or something of that kind, planting a little orchard, 
ese they wanted to stay another and another, andthey have 

me fixtures in that country. They are really permanent oc- 
cupanats of that country. When the Indians come to us with 
complaints about intruders, they do not include that class of peo- 
ple. They include only the men who go there otherwise than un- 
der engagements of employment from them or engagements with 
the railroad companies or the companies that are there cutting 
timber or mining coal. 

Thus, Mr. President, the Indian policy of playing landlord in- 
stead of going upon his farm and working it has really drawn 
into that country a mass of white people who are absolutely un- 
controllable. Who would think of undertaking to go into the In- 
dian Territory with an army or with policemen or marshals and 
expel all of those white men from that country? You can not 
conceive of such a thing being possible. As fast as you get them 
beyond the border—there being no law against their going into 
the Territory—they flock back again. The fact is that it is a 
moral and physical impossibility to free that country of the pres- 
ence of the white people. We can not select between those who 
are intruders and those who are not, and at the bidding of the In- 
dians say, I will pick this man to stay and that man to go. The 
Indian government or the Indian people can not make a selection 
of that Kind. That they must all go or they must all stay is the 
result of the situation. — 

Under such circumstances how is justice to be administered 
among the men who are innocently, legally, and properly in the 
Indian Territory? What instrumentalities of government and 
what right, too, have our people, under the Constitution of the 
United States, in that country? They have not gone there to ex- 
pose themselves to Indian judges, for we have never permitted 
the Indian courts to take any jurisdiction or cognizance of them. 
They went there for the purpose of serving their own interests 
under contracts and agreements with the Indians, which were con- 
sidered to be entirely legitimate, to which neither the Indians nor 
the Government ever objected. 

If we should consider only the necessities of the better part of 
the white people who are in that Territory we would not hesitate, 
of course, finding them in any part of the United States, and say- 
ing that the Constitution and the laws of the United States should 
attend them in this Territory, for itis a Territory of the United 
States, and that we should there exercise our right and our duty 
as prescribed in the Constitution of the country to make all laws 
ae for the disposal and government and control of the ter- 
ritory of the United States. 4 does not mean territory the 
title of which is in the Government of the United States by any 
means. It means territory that is included within our political 
boundaries. It means that portion of the domain of the United 
States over which the Constitution prevails. 

It makes no difference what may be the nature of the title of 
the Indian to his land, no manin this country can have sucha 
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title to a tract of land, no ee ge no body of citizenship, no 
tribe of Indians can have such a title to atract of land as to oust 
the eminent domain of the United States even in respect of the 
actual allodium, the actual title. I need not remind Senators 
that that has been decided in the Supreme Court of the United 
States in the railroad cases, where the Indians made the question 
and brought it to the Supreme Court of the United States whether 
Congress had the right to grant the right of condemnation toany 
more than the two roads that were to cross each other in the 
Cherokee country, as prescribed in the treaty of 1866. That ques- 
tion came up and was settled. 

So, as to the very inherent right of the Government itself in the 
land, it has been decided that we possess it asa sovereignty. We 
can go and condemn the Indian lands to public uses of the United 
States just as well as my land in Alabama can be condemned to 
the public uses of that State. Their property, I care not how 
sacred we may call the title, is subjected to all the public control 
that mine is. 

Yet I am a citizen of a sovereign State of this country, and 
these men are mere occupants of territory. 

Now, we have a still further control over every body of men 
who are assembled in the United States within our limits, whether 
upon our lands or upon the lands of somebody else, whether upon 
the lands of the Government or lands in private ownership, 
whether in a city, a county, or a State, more particularly where 
there is no intervention of State sovereignty to prohibit or to re- 
strain our powers. When we find a set of men or acommunity in 
a territory in the occupancy of a region of country which we have 
deeded to them, it makes no difference how solemn and sacred 
may be the character of the deed, our political power over that 
community remains in the Government of the United States. 

The Supreme Court of the United States also decided upon that 
in the Georgia case. They said that these are not sovereignties at 
all; they are mere dependent tribal governments, and that the 
laws of the United States enacted in pursuance of the Constitu- 
tion that do not disturb some actually vested right bie to the 
exclusion of all other laws that may oppose them. That is a very 
important point. It shows that the right of civil government in 
the hands of the Government of the United States extends through 
all of its borders, and that it can be interrupted only to the extent 
of some personal vested right in some individual or by some con- 
stitutional provision that restrains the operation and powers of 
the Federal Government within the States. 

The provision empowering the Congress of the United States to 
nee the disposal of the Territories of the United States has 
reference not merely to the public lands contained within the ter- 
ritorial limits, but also all matters relating to human govern- 
ment. It covers the whole subject. That has been frequently 
decided. In fact, we scarcely a law in regard to an dian 
tribe at all that does not include that provision. We hold tribes 
to their reservations where we make grants of land to them, from 
which oy | take estates in severalty, leaving another part as 
communal land. We say to these people, ‘‘ You shall not sell 

our land; you shall not mortgage it for twenty years.” We say 
to them, “ You shall keep upon the reservation; you shall not go 
abroad from that reservation without a license from some officer 
of the Government, the agent, or someone else; you shall not 
buy any intoxicating drinks; no man shall go among you to trade 
with you, to traffic with you about the earnings of your labor, 
unless he has a license from the Government of the United States. 
And yet you will own the land. You are locked up upon the 
lands that you own by the powers of the Government of the 
United States; and you are required to remain there because there 
is no right that stands against the power of the Government of 
the United States to require you to do that thing.” 

So when government was given to the Congress of the United 
States by these provisions of the Constitution it means plenary 
government. It does not mean government with the consent of 
the Indians; it does not mean a power that the Congress of the 
United States can abdicate at its pleasure. It does not mean a 
— that the Congress of the United States can transfer into an 

dian legislature. It means power to be exercised here, abso- 
lutely and completely exercised in this Chamber and in the other 
House, and through the assistance of the President. 

Mr. President, I grant you that we have a — many provisions 
upon our statute book which have resulted from the necessities of 
the situation, in which we have not come down to the exercise of 
our actual power, but have made agreements with these Indian 
tribes, beginning with the first treaty that was made in New Eng- 
jand and coming down to the present time, suited to the circum- 
stances and conditions that were then present, never, however, 
yielding the sovereign power of the white people of this country 
into the hands of the Indian. : 

The sovereignty which was established over this country by the 
men who first planted their feet upon the shores of Massachusetts 
was a sovereignty which has ripened from time to time into such 
higher degrees of authority as it was able to take to itself; and it 
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has never been aaaapine it has never been admitted away; it has never 
been surrendered, and can not be surrendered under the Constitu- 
tion of the United States, because Congress can not abdicate its 
power to govern, according to the full measure of its jurisdiction, 
all people in the United States, wherever the Constitution extends, 
who are subject to the authority of this Government. 

We commenced making treaties with them; colonial establish- 
ments in the United States, using the riame of the British Crown, 
made treaties with them. But even those treaties were not with 
sovereign, separate, and oe powers; they were not made 
by the Parliament of Great Britain; they were made by the col- 
onies. I do not know of any British colony in the world which 
has a right to make a treaty with a sovereign power, nor do I re- 
member in the history of Great Britain and of her colonies any 
instance of that kind. Perhaps there may be some here who are 
wiser than I am in history—and there are many, I know—who can 
cite me to an instance in which this has been done. 

The colonies of Great Britain in the United States, the fourteen 
original colonies as they were, including Canada, made their own 
treaties with the respective Indian tribes, and sometimes there 
was serious complaint by one colony that a treaty had been made 
by another to its disadvantage; but enough appears in the histo 
of this country to show that these treaties were not made wi 
independent and sovereign powers, but that they were made in the 
nature of contracts or agreements for the purpose of tiding over 
and getting rid of circumstances which surrounded the people at 
the time and which made these agreements necessary. 

Look back over your own book of treaties with the Indians. 
You have two volumes of them here, a large number of treaties 
made with a great number of different tribes and on different 
occasions. Although they were formerly brought before the Sen- 
ate of the United States for ratification by a vote of two-thirds, 
they are not treaties which are promulgated by an exchange of 
ratifications. Theterms of all these Indian treaties were and are 
that they shall take effect when they were ratified by a vote of 
the Senate, which, under our Constitution, means a two-thirds 
vote, but with no exchange of ratifications, no formalities. 

I refer to this, Mr. President, for the purpose of showing the 
wisdom of that very provident act—I think it was of 1867, if I 
have the date right; we all remember the act, whether I quote it 
correctly by date or not—in which the Congress of the United 
States determined by an act of law that there should hereafter be 
no more treaties made with Indian tribes. That merely took 
jurisdiction away from the Senate of the United States to ratify 
and confirm one of these Indian agreements: that was all. We 
took it away from the Senate and transferred it into the hands of 
Congress, and that is the whole effect of it. We have goneon and 
made a _— many agreements since that time, and perhaps more 
than before, but they come here to this body and find their way 
into bills, such as we have here to-day, which ratify and confirm 
these agreements. There is one of them ratified in this very bill 
we are now discussing, not by a vote of the Senate under the treaty- 
making power, but by the legislative power. 

Now, we ask ourselves the question, so far as we are concerned, 
have those treaties which have been heretofore ratified been a part 
of the supreme law of the land in the same sense that a treaty 
ratified between the United States and Great Britain or France is 
a part of the supreme law of the land after ratifications have been 
exchanged and the treaty promulgated? Surely not. They stand 
upon an entirely different basis. When Congress passed the act 
it did not take away from the Senate of the United States a part 
of its constitutional power to ratify a treaty; it merely determined 
that these agreements, reaching k to the first one which was 
made in that form, depended for their sanction solely upon acts 
of Congress, and not ae acts of the Executive making a treaty 
through his agents with the Indian tribes. 

We must stand in this generation of men and justify our con- 
duct upon the Constitution of the United States, and whenever it 
is necessary for the preservation of life, liberty, and law that we 
should act in respect to these various Indian agreements, even in 
contravention of the guardianship which we have assumed over 
the Indians, the responsibilities which attend it and the benign 
spirit of justice and mercy which has always followed it, stand here 
and justify us in taking ground, all the ground that is necessary, 
for the purpose of preserving the lives of these people in the Indian 
country. 

We have the power, and we can not abdicate it; we can not 
throw it away; there is no authority to doit. We must exercise 
it, or else we must take the ig rere: and the blame of allow- 
ing crime to go unpunished, because we want to pay some un- 
necessary deference to a condition of law, as it is called, in those 
countries which estops and forbids us from doing justice to our 
own people, to our own civilization, and to our own wey 

I maintain that there is no such impediment at all. All the de- 
cisions of the Supreme Court of the United States which define 
in any respect whatsoever the nature of the government of an In- 
dian tribe show that they never had the capacity to make a 
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treaty with us; that they never were possessed of any soverei 
or She status that we should even recognize without de- 


stroying our own authority as a people, without permitting them 
to ae an imperium in imperio, where they would be absolutely 
independent of us. 

That is exactly the pretense which is being encouraged here da 
by day by our weak course in dealing with these subjects. I 
it ‘‘a weak course,” because it is a course which pays deference to 
a sentiment and an opinion, instead of to truth, to justice, to right, 
and to correct dealing. We yield to sentiment merely, when we 
ought to exercise in all justice and in all mercy and with all proper 
strength the strong right arm of the law. : ; 

I have not by any means exhausted the subject, Mr. President. 
I have merely touched upon the margin, but I have gone over this 
to show that in the event some one should find, or think that he 
could find, any treaties which we have formulated and signed 
with the Five Tribes and with this fragmentary Quapaw Agency 
or bunch of Indians—I will call them that, for that is the only 
way to describe them—if he thinks that he can find some engage- 
ment of ours which shuts us out from the exercise of our sover- 
eign powers as a Government in that Territory, I think when he 
comes to consider the nature of the engagements thus made and 
the tribes with which they were made, he will realize two eae 
sitions. The first is settled by the Supreme Court of the United 
States, that we can repeal any treaty by an act of Congress as to 
every pur of it and every effect of it which does not confer a 
vested right, which is protected by other provisions of the Con- 
stitution; and the next would be that these engagements with the 
Indians are not in themselves anything more than temporary 
agreements for the p of providing as well as we could for 
them and ourselves, dealing with a people who were savages, pro- 
gressing into civilization, but who, at the time we were dealing 
with them did not have a nee conception of what was their 
duty to the civilization of this age and to the great Government 
under which we live. 

We have a character of court there which we have established 
by law, which I will merely advert to. Senators will all remem- 
ber about those courts. They are called Indiancourts. They ex- 
ist in almost every tribe in the United States. An agentappointed 
by the Government of the United States will assemble to his as- 
sistance two or three chiefs or headmen in a particular agency 
where he may be, and they will sitin judgment in their own way 
and pass sentences, to be approved ouly bythe agent, not reaching 
to life, not reaching to capital punishment, but a sentences 
upon Indians for a great many minor offenses, the definition of 
which is taken from the Indian traditions and Indian laws. We 
take their laws and their traditions in these little piepoudre 
courts, and we administer them ene an agent, associating 
with him two or three Indians, whom he himself selects. They 
execute these laws among the Indians. They might be called 
the first outbudding of justice; and yet to the extent of the penal- 
ties they impose upon the Indians, it is just as much and effect- 
ually a law asifit was enacted by the Congress of the United 
States or through th epower of any State government. That is 
one class of Indian courts we have in that country, which exist 
almost every where. , 

That is not the class of courts which exists among the Five Civ- 
ilized Tribes. Thatclassof courts does exist amongst the Indians 
of the Quapaw Agency, and there are quite a considerable number 
of Indians there, some eight or nine tribes. They are the richest 
Indians in the world. They have more property per capita, I sup- 
pose, than any people in the world. Ithink that as an entire com- 
munity they _— be considered as the wealthiest people in the 
world; and yet they have not a law, no legislature, no judges, or 
anything of the kind. They associate sometimes with the agent 
and sometimes by themselves in the trial of questions of right and 
agreement between two members of their own tribe. When they 
come to administer the law we pay respect to it; we do not interfere 
with it; they enforce it, and therefore eee it under our 
authority. That system prevails now in that part of this country 
to which I pro to bring the laws of the United States and the 
judges of the United States. 

Then we will go—and I have remarked before that I shall not 

o over that ground in detail—to the lowest grade of Indians, the 
minoles, who have no written law. They have a code of laws, 
but it is not written, unless, perhaps, a few items of it may be writ- 
ten down for the purpose of more convenient nee. They 
have, for all, some very enlightened men in the Seminole country; 
they are rather a strong y of Indians, a very intelligent people, 
too, and very warlike in their disposition. 

We then go to the Creeks, who have a little higher range of 
information, not civilization. They have the laws which I , ne 
described, a few written statutes, a few written original or ele- 
mentary propositions, and they have their judges and their courts. 

We then go to the Chickasaws and Choctaws, and we find a still 
better development, and perhaps in the Cherokee country yet a 
better development than there is among the Chickasaws and Choc- 





taws by their system of tribal government, and particularly in the 
judicial d ent. They have been in operation, through the 
aid of the white people, protected by the Government of the United 
States, not interfered with by the intruders, as they are called, 
since 1836 or 1837, down to the present time; and, instead of hav- 
ing built up permanently and established a government there that 
is capable of taking care of human life and property, they are de- 
generating from time to time, from day to day, a degeneracy not 
caused by the evil influence of white men upon them, but it is 
because they have found that a great many of them can live by 
speculation, by land grabbing, by their wits, by playing landlord 
and having white men hired to work for them, and they can go off 
on the tipple, and indulge in gambling, and in all those sports of 
which the Indian is so fond. The are being demoralized by their 
ve as and their wealth, until we have had to take 
hold of them, as I observed before, by creating tribunals entirely 
outside of the country to deal with them in their crimes committed 
— white people or crimes committed by white people against 
em. 

After emigrating from Alabama, Mississippi, Florida, Georgia, 
and Tennessee to the country west of the Mississippi River, these 
Five Tribes, of which lam speaking now particularly, estabiished 
the governments about which I have been talking. When the 
civil war came on they participated in that civil war, taking sides 
in it as they chose, according to their convictions. The nations 
were divided against themselves upon that question, and no one 
of the nations went wholly or bodily either in favor of the Con- 
federate or the Union cause. 

After that war was over there came a reconstruction amongst 
them. That reconstruction involved two questions. The first 
was what the Indians would be willing to do, what they would 
agree to do in re + of the renewal of their loyalty to the Gov- 
ernment of the United States, and the second was, what they 
would do with the colored population amongst them, whom they 
had largely and chiefly owned as slaves, for the Creeks, the Cher- 
okees, the Choctaws, the Chickasaws, and the Seminoles were all 
slave-owning tribes. They did not have any compunction at all 
about the putting of the negro into bondage. The negro question 
was treated in these various treaties separately; that is to say, it 
was put into such shape as suited the Government of the United 
States, and the Indians were willing to agree to it, in respect of 
their becoming citizens of the tribe of which they had formerly 
been slaves, and also in ect of their political rights and place 
in the different Territories and the different tribal lands which 
they might occupy. Negroes abounded in the Creek country more 
than they did in any oak in proportion to the number of the 
population. In the treaty of 1866 between the Creek Indians and 
the Government of the United States is article 10, which provides: 

The Creeks agree to such legislation as Congress and the President of the 
United States may deem necessary for the better administration of justice 
and the protection of the rights o rson and property within the Indian 
Territory: Provided, however, (That) said legislation shall not in any man- 
ner interfere with or annul their present tribal organizations, rights, laws, 

and customs. The KS agree that a general council, con- 


privil 
sisting of Uslogntes elected by each nation or tribe lawfully resident within 
the Indian Territory, may be annually convened in said Territory, which 


—— ee apenas in such manner and possess such powers as are 
I have read the latter part of that tenth article for the purpose 
of ing theattention of the Senate toacommon consent among all 


of these Five Tribes toa Territorial government. The general coun- 
cil which is spoken of here had never existed, had never even been 
in contemplation, so far as we have any historical information on 
the subject, — to the time of the making of these treaties. 
They were all made in and about the same time, the same year, 
and perhaps in almost the same month. 

Mr. GRAY. What is their consent with reference to the ad- 
ministration of justice there? 

Mr. MORGAN. This is the provision: 

The Creeks agree to such legislation as Congress and the President of the 
United States may deem necessary for the better administration of justice 


and the protection of the rights of person and property within the Indian 
Territory. 


That covers, of course, the whole case. We putin a proviso, to 
which I will call attention in a moment. I wish, however, before 


I reach that proviso as to the proper construction of article 10, to 
call attention to the fact that in the reconstruction of these Indian 
tribes—for that is exactly what it was; it was as much a recon- 


struction among them as it was amongst the Southern States 
which had seceded from the Union—those conditions were imposed 
by the Government of the United States equally upon all of the 


-| Five Tribes. They all consented to them. 


A general council was to be called, to which each tribe should 
select its proper delegates to go there and make laws for the whole 
of the Five Tribes. They agreed to that and the Government of 
the United States was to pay the expenses of the delegates, who 
were to get. $4 a day. They were to be elected and sent there, 
and on one or two occasions they were elected and they were sent 
there, but the work was disagreeable to them. It wounded their 
















tribal pride, and they abandoned it, and they said, for a pretext, 

that the Government of the United States had not made the appro- 
priations for ing the law into effect, when the fact was that 
they were to go there, transact their business, and do their work, 
and the Government of the United States was to provide the funds 
necessary to carry itout. There may have been something a little 
slack in our administration of this law, and I am very sorry for 
it, because these Indians, instead of getting closer together and 
drawing more nearly to the bonds of statehood, have dissevered 
from each other, and have become now really belligerent tribes 
as against each other. 

Recognizing that fact—and I want to call the attention of the 
Senate to it—when we came to pass the Indian court bill, which 
is now upon our statute books, we provided in the jurisdiction of 
that court that the Indian of one tribe might sue the Indian of 
another tribe in that court. What does that mean? It does not 
mean that we had surrendered the jurisdiction of determining suits 
between Indians—not by any means. In the very act from which 
this bill in large part is copied we affirm the principle that we 
had the right to authorize an Indian of one tribe to sue an Indian 

_ Of another tribe in that court. Therefore it can not be said that, 
upon that in tion of it, we have yielded up in these 
treaties, or elsewhere, the right to try an Indian for an offense 
committed upon an Indian, or a white man either, or the right 
te entertain a suit on the part of an Indian against an Indian of 
another tribe. 

I now come to that proviso, and I will consider that as present- 
ing ee strongest featureof the case against my argument. Iwill 
read it: 


Provided, however, That ont yphintien shall not in any manner interfere 
with or annul their present tri I organizations, rights, laws, privileges, and 


customs. 

Then it goes on to provide as to this general council. Now, ad- 
mitting the full efficacy of that treaty engagement with a foreign 
power and irrepealable—put it in the strongest form you can—and 
then see how much of a barrier it is to our legislating for these 
Creek Indians. 

That noid apisiation shall not in any manner interfere with or annul their 
present tribal organizations— 

The bill does not propose to do that— 
rights—- 

No rights are taken away. 
laws — 

No laws are interfered with. 
privileges— 

No privileges are broken down. 
customs, 

No custom is disregarded; but entirely consistent with all of 
these the judicial arm of the nation is extended there, and it may 
be that the judges in controversies between these Indians will 
feel themselves bound in the administration of the law between 
them as to disputed matters of right or criminality to regard their 
customs and privileges as they have existed there as controlling in 
the administration of justice precisely as the piepoudre Indian 
courts, to which I have referred, recognized the customs of the 
Indians in administering penalties. All over that country, in 
every reservation, and emnenges every tribe everywhere that is the 

inciple that is recognized, and in the jurisprudence of the 

nited States which touches upon the Indian is not absent any- 
where; his rights, his duties, his privileges, and customs are all 
regarded by the courts, unless we take occasion to repeal or change 
these rights, privileges, and traditional usages. 

Mr. President, that is all that bars us out from the Creek coun- 
try. Does any Senator here find, when a murder is committed in 
that country or any other form of outrages or abuse of law and 
justice is committed there, that the Government of the United 
States has no right to enter, with its Constitution there already, 
with its laws enacted under the Constitution, and with its judi- 
cial system—becanse we can appoint as many inferior judges as 
we choose—and take up the wuldest of the redress of those wron, 
and the punishment of the culprits and the protection of soci 





















































im consequence of it? How can such a provision as that in a 
treaty, itting that it was made by lawful authority and ap- 


ee ee ee See eee ees of 
United States from going there and taking hold of this sub- 
ject and regulating it? I can not see. 

Now, in regard to the Choctaws and Chickasaws, there is a 
stro provision in their favor. But it does not shut us out. 
Article 7 of the treaty made the same year provides: 

The Choctaws and Chickasaws agree tosuch legislation as Congress and the 
President of the United States may deem necessary for the better administ 


ra- 
tion of justi d of the rights of and rty within 
the In o ee Red Ly ey leghietion shall nat | in Sapwies 
interfere with or — their — se organization, 7. tenner rae 
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If we should construe that article into an absolute bar against 
our going with our judicial system amongst the Choctaws and 
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Chickasaws, whose people are very anxious that we shall go, the 
question will arise, Shall we in consequence of that proviso as a 
qualification of the itive engagement we have made, find our- 
selves disarmed of the power, constitutional and otherwise, to go 
there and exercise the functions of a Government which adminis- 
ters justice according to law? We can not abdicate the right to 
doit. The ratification of that treaty, which was by the Senate of 
the United States, never gave to it such an effect of law as to give 
to those peoplea vested political right of that sort. What is it 
but a P oe vangren right? Nothing. Unless they were politically in 
a condition to receive that right as a sovereign power and to hold 
us to the engagement, they have nothing more in the world upon 
us than a moral claim, which I am entirely free and have been for 
years to indulge, admit, and execute. When I find that those 
courts are totally inefficient, that their judges are corrupt, that 
their powers are not respected, that murder and rapine sit at the 
very doors of the courts of justice in that country, I do not feel 
that I am under any constitutional or treaty obligation to forbear 
the powers that are possessed by the Congress of the United States 
to redress those grievances of the le, and to protect them in 
their lives, their property, and their liberty. 

But I contend that that is not at all a pooee construction of 
the article. Even giving to the words the broadest possible force 
of which they are capable, for there is no community in the 
United States not protected by the sanction of a written, perma- 
nent constitution of the sovereign character that belongs to the 
States of the American Union, there is and there can be no insti- 
tution of government or le or tribal organization here which 
can stand against the necessities of civilization and justice in this 
country. ecan not possibly admit in this country that any 
body of men can stay outside of all government except their own 
tribal organization, with no resentation anywhere and no 
communication with anybody. e can not admit now that they 
can do that or that we can encourage and sustain them in it, un- 
l¢zs we are prepared to give up the whole subject of government 
into their hands. 

I wish to read two or three extracts from the Creek laws to show 
the animus of those people and to describe to the Senate what 
they think of the powers they possess and the manner in which 
they want to use them in ——- and hostility to the Govern- 
ment of the United States. ere is theactapproved August, 1872: 
; That no citizen of this aatice abel emvciee he powes x4 petitioning ag 

oreign . W suc. STI 610! 8 natur 
aubvertive of the ines. cn | constitution of suk ion; and ony citizen we 
shall be found guilty of the above law shall receive fifty lashes upon 
the bare back. 

No Indian in that country is allowed to come here with a peti- 
tion or a suggestion that he does not get justice, nor is it allowed 
that any foreign power—they class us as a foreign power—shall be 
invited or petitioned to do anything at all for the relief of a per- 
son in thatcountry. Here is another provision of the actapproved 
August, 1872: 

That no citizen of this nation shall exercise the right of attending any meet- 
ing or council called by an alien or aliens, when such meeting is intended to 
ree law or issubversive of the constitution and laws of this na- 


fifty and any citizen found guilty of violating the above law shall receive 

The law goes on with various other provisions of that kind. 
The Cherokees had a aan in their law that noman should be 
permitted to ship timber out of the Cherokee Nation. I know a 
man who had, ‘perhaps, eight or ten thousand dollars, a large 
amount of money, involved in the logging business out there. 
He went around among the occupants of the land and bought 
logs from them, walnut and cherry, etc., and shipped them down 
the Arkansas River. The officials seized the logs and confiscated 
them and put the money into the treasury or their pockets, which- 
ever they pleased. Then theytried him and punished him heavily, 
all because he was Se logs outside of the Cherokee coun- 
try into a foreign lan own to Fort Smith in Arkanvas—for 

e. are cases of that kind. 

Now I will read an extract from the latest census report of the 
United States. I read it to show something of the manner in 
which justice is administered out there by some of the courts, and 
there are a great many instances of that kind. We haveevidence 
of a number of instances in which justice has been administered 
in this way. Iwill pick out one. There are a number of in- 
stances. 

Albert Rennie, United States commissioner, of this city, who, for a time, 
was stationed at Wewoka, the capital of the Seminole nation, relates an in- 
human and bar’ ent connected with an execution at Wewoka._ It 
the custom to execute those convicted of a capital crime by sore. The 
executioners were two members of the nat: light horse, detailed for the 
purpose. In the instance referred to the victim was led to the 
which these judicial killings take place. 

The two light horsemen, executioners, were too drunk to hit a barn, and 
their shots wounded the hnman a They left the ground at once, and 
ae brought A og rougb. box i. pote side te wounded mae, wan 
ait. Koiseed be two other negroes the bod con ut in the era an ef. 
fort made to the lid. but the victim pushed and kicked it so that the task 
was only accomplished by two of the men si on the lid while the other 
Grove the naile with the utmout nonchalence. interment was then made, 


rock upon 
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There is a Senato this fi ho has a taken by 
a Senator on oor W! photograph, as 


one of those story-telling kodaks, of a man who was 8s 
same way. He was condemned to death, and the sheriff gave the 
job of shooting that man to his worst mortal enemy. He tookhis 
gun and deliberately shot the condemned man on the wrong side 
of his body. Instead of shooting him through the heart, he shot 
him on the other side, so as to wound him. ‘When the poor crea- 
ture had been shot, though not yet dead, they laid him upon the 
ground, sat wu his chest, put their around his throat, 
and choked him to death. is the kodak picture telling the 
story. A Senator on this floor has it. That might do as an ex- 
ample of the barbarous manner in which they execute the decrees 
of what they call their courts. Any man is convicted against 
whom the judge and his friends combine, and any man is acquit- 
ted who will put up money enough to make his escape or who has 
power enough in the community to threaten these men with be- 
ing waylaid and shot. : 

re is not only no justice in that country, but there is scarcely 
amockery orpretenseof justice. Ihavepaperslying beforeme now 
which, if it is requisite, I will read to show that at the time when 
we commenced di rpm a money amongst the Cherokee In- 
dians, for instance, for the land strip we bought of them, the most 
horrible and brutal robberies and murders were carried on through- 
outthe Territory. There wasscarcely asinglestorein the Cherokee 
Nation which was not robbed. A great many of the very best citi- 
zens in the country were met w the highway and robbed. On 
the day of the distribution of the money, at a p within 2 miles 
of the telegraph and the capital of the Cherokee Nation, an Indian 
cameriding down theroad. He foundacouple of com ial drum- 
mers in a wagon of some kind. He shot one and arrested them 
both, and robbed them. Going on down the road he found a very 
respectable young man with his mother in a His mother 


was a woman very much beloved in the country. In his effort to 
shoot the young man the Indian killed the old in the wagon. 
The young man took up his gun, and killed the Indian and his 


horse. 

Such things go on there in the presence of the courts and judges, 
who have not the will or the power, either, to administer justice, 
Such a mockery of justice human life to greater danger 
than if there were no courts in the Territory. Then men would 
not rely upon the courts. They would rely upon the power of 
self-defense, and these murderers and marauders who go about 
there and attack everybody, day and night, railroad trains and 
everything else, might become afraid to do such things in the 
event that they knew men would go armed for them and would 
not rely upon the courts for their protection. 

In an effort to relieve this situation we established two courts, 
one at Fort Smith and the other at Paris, and also a court of 
limited jurisdiction in the Territory. Whoever speaks of those 
courts, and the testimony abounds in every investigation ever 
made in that country, says it is am enormous cruelty upon the 
a le. The mars go out with their deputies, having a hun- 

deputies at their command to send to different parts of the 
country. They will pick up this man or that man or the other 
man to take down to court. There may be a large number of 
witnesses to go. The marshal makesa slow and circuitous move- 
ment through the country with his caravan, picking up prisoners 
and witnesses, camping at that place and the other, and after 
a while he wheels into Fort Smith with a brigade of people follow- 
ing him. When he comes to make up his accounts he has so 
much for catching a man, so much for the night’s entertainment 
in camp, so much travel per mile. He makes his money by thus 
going around among the people and collecting prisoners and wit- 
nesses and carrying them to court from various distances, any- 
where from 10 to 200 miles. I am informed that one of them sent 
a bill for his personal fees in a single year which amounted to 


$25,000. 
The expenses of the courts down there have simply been enor- 
mous. There is no occasion for carrying those people outside of 


the Indian Territory to get juries no better than they can find 
inside and judges who are no better. There is no reason for re- 
moving justice from the door of the culprit because you want to 
to take him into a strange land and punish him. justice is 
worth anything it is because it seats itself whereit is within easy 
reach of the appeal of the innocent and where the guilty will feel 
that there is present in the community a power and an instrumen- 
tality that is not to be set aside. 

Justice does not protect people by running off from them a hun- 
dred or two hundred miles to hold its court in some other coun- 
try or some other place. The United States Government can not 
protect the people in that kind of a way, no matter what the ex- 
pense may be or even what the economy might be, if there were 
any economy about it. It would be a failure of justice, because 
the influence and effect of justice is not felt the people. 
Under = circumstances the whole advantage of our judicial 


lost. 
I obtained from the Department of Justice a statement of the 





expenses of those two courts. The expense of the district court 
in western Arkansas for the fiscal year 1894 was $189,870.14, in the 
Indian Territory $186,008.66, in eastern Texas $195,558.40, making 
$571,437.20. That amount is bestowed upon the trial of a com- 
paratively small number of cases. The convictions in one court 
were 80, in another perhaps a little over a hundred, but all to- 
gether the convictions, most of them, I think, for retailing whisky 
and offenses of that kind, would not ainount perhaps to more 
than three or four hundred out of a population which Mr. Dawes 
states is 250,000. The census returns show differently. I will 
put before the Senate the correct statement from the census of 
1890. It shows that the total population of all races in the Five 
Civilized Tribes was 178,097. 1 am reminded by the Senator from 
Arkansas [Mr. Jones] that the number has increased considera- 
bly since that time. Another gentleman informs me that it has 
almost doubled. So perhaps Mr. Dawes’s figures giving them a 
population of 250,000 are correct. 

Now, I wish to call attention to another matter. In the Chero- 
kee country there were in 1890 56,309 people, but the per cent of 
Indians was 39.10. In the Seminole country there were 2,739, and 
the per cent of Indians was 64.29. But in the computation of the 
Indians do not confine themselves to fall bloods. They take 
all who belong to the tribe, all the citizens of the tribe, and there 
are a great many white men who are counted Indians because 
they are citizens of the tribe. But taking it upon the figures of 
the census of 1890 the majority of white — in that country 
over Indians was 68,704. For the sake o ing care of 39 per 
cent of the a of the Cherokees, 9 per cent of the popula- 
tion of the Chickasaws, and 25 per cent of the population of the 
Choctaws, shall we go to all that expense and have this elaborate 
system of judicial procedure by which men are taken up and 
carried out of the Territory for trial? 

There is not a paper, I think, in the whole Five Civilized Tribes, 
and there are a { many newspapers there, which does not ad- 
vocate the a onment of those outside courts and the creation 
of the court that is proposed in the amendment of the Committes 
on Indian Affairs which I have had the honor to present and to try 
to defend. I donot know that I could justify myself in detain- 
ing the Senate by a more protracted statement of the necessities 
of this legislation than that which I have made. There is one 
point, however,in regard to the Cherokee country and its condi- 
tion to which I wish to call attention. 

The Cherokee Indians have presented the strongest objections 
that have been made here upon the question of the obligation we 
are under to protect them in their treaty rights. I wish now to 
show another en t+ which we made with those people and 
the e ment which they insist is stronger than the one we made 
with Chickasaws and Choctaws. It is really not so strong in 
its language, and taken with its surrounding circumstances it is 
not so strong in its import. What does it mean? I invite the at- 
tention of Senators, who have any doubt or difficulty at all about 
this case, to article 26. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Will the Senator from Alabama allow me 
to suggest, in relation to the amendment which he proposes to the 
appropriation bill and to which he imvites the attention of the 
members of the Senate, whether there should not be some member 
of the majority of the Committee on Appropriations on the floor 
to be convinced by the Senator that the amendment ought to go 
on the bill? 

Mr. MORGAN. Ipresume they are entirely convinced anyway. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I understood the amendment has not yet 
received the approbation of the Committee on Appropriations, 
and it seems to me they ought to hear the remarks of the Senator 
from Alabama. 

Mr. MORGAN. It has not received the disapprobation of that 
committee by any means. 

I wish to read article 26. Ishall be very glad if Senators will 
give me their attention for just a moment. 

The United States guarantee to the people of the Cherokee Nation the 
quiet and —- possession of their country and protection against do 
mestic feuds and insurrections, and against hostilities of other tribes. 

If there is any one guarantee needed in that country at this time 
it is for the protection of one Indian against another, for the Ter- 
ritory isin a condition of feud, and vendetta prevails there. There 
have been a great number of Indians killed there recently in per- 
sonal feuds among themselves. I am not exaggerating when I 
say hundreds of Indians have been killed there recently in feuds 
among themselves without any apparent responsibility to the law 
or any dread of it at all. They have no respect for their own 
courts, and up to this time we have not given any court of the 
United States power to interfere where one Indian attacks another. 
But there is our promise to them in the treaty that we will pro- 
tect them against feud. 

What is a fend? Not a political turmoil. It is a personal con- 
troversy; it is that which breeds vendetta—private malice and 
private anger, sometimes running into families and getting up 
combinations of that kind, one family against another. But the 
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prevalence of this lawlessness and destruction of human life is 
s0 great we can well call it a feud, and many, yes, a great num- 
ber, of those people, are looking to-day with extreme anxiety for 
the ple of the United States to come there and suppress those 
feuds and establish laws in that land. 

Now, having stated these points, I will ask the Secretary to 
read the amendment, in order that the Senate may get in its pos- 
session the precise programme that is presented. Then I may 
submit a few remarks upon the provisions of the amendment. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment proposed by the 
Senator from Alabama will be read. 

The SECRETARY. Insert the following: 


That the territory known as the Indian Territory, now within the jurisdic- 
tion of the United States court in said Territory, is hereby divided into three 
judicial districts, to be known as the northern, central, and southern districts. 

The northern district shall consist of all the Creek country, all of the Semi- 
nole country, all of the Cherokee country, of the country occupied by the In- 
dian tribes in the Quapaw Indian Agency, and the town site of the Miami 
Townsite Company, and the places of holding courts in said district shall be at 
Miami, Vinita, Claremore, Tahlequah, me and Okmulgee. 

The central district shall consist of all the Choctaw country, and the places 
of pevties courts in said district shall be at South McAlester, Atoka, Antlers, 
an meron. 

The southern district shall consist of all the Chickasaw country, and the 

laces of holding courts in said district shall be at Ardmore, Purcell, Pauls 
alley, Ryan, and Chickasha. 

Sec. —. That there shall be appointed by the President, by and with the 
advice and consent of the Senate, two additional judges of the United States 
court in said Indian Territory, who shall hold their respective offices for the 
term of six years from the date of their wy ee unless sooner removed 
as provided by law, one of whom shall be the judge of themorthern district 
aaa the other shall be the judge of the southern district, and the judge of the 
United States court now in office shall, from and after said eppe ntments, be 
the judge of the central district, and shall hold his office for the term for 
which he was appointed, any ene in this act to the comsnned and during the 
period of their service said judges shall reside in the judicial district for 
which they are appointed; and said judges of the northern and southern dis- 
tricts shall each e the oath of office required by law to be taken by the 
judges of the district courts of the United States. Said judges shall each be 

ida salary of $5,000 per annum, the same to be paid from the Treasury of the 
nited States in like manner as the of the judges of the Uni States 
district courts. If said judges are ap ted at a time when Co: ss is not 
in session, they shall hol cé until the next final adjournment of Congre: 
unless they are confirmed by the Senate, and when so confirmed their terms o 
office shall then date from the date of such confirmation. 
bind ye po shall have, within the judicial districts for which they are ap- 
pointed, all such authority, both in term time and vacation, as to all matters 
and causes, both criminal and civil, pending or that may be brought in said 
districts, and shall have the same superintending control over commissioners’ 
courts therein, and the same authority in the judicial districts, to issue writs 
of habeas corpus and prohibition, injunction, mandamus, certiorari, and other 
remedial and final process, as is by law vested in the judge of the United States 
court in the Indian Territory, or in the circuit and district courts of the United 
States; and the district co created by the provisions of this act shall be 
erred by act of Con. a oad 
ric 


judges each of sai 
are author’ and empowered to hold courts in any other district, and they 
are required to sit in the courts of either of said icts when it is neces- 
sary to provide for the trial of any cause or causes when the judges of such 
districts, or either of them, is for any reason ualified from holding the 
court or from any cause pen therein. And in case of sickness or 
the inability for any cause of one of said judges at ae to perform his 
duties, another of said judges may perform duties in term time or in va- 


cation, 

Until the eppetment and qualification of said jndges of the northern and 
southern districts, respectively, the judge of the ted States court in the 
Indian Territory shall continue to perform all the duties and exercise all the 
authority that is now, or he r may be, conferred upon him as such 
judge, except as herein provided. 

‘At least two terms of court shall be held each year at each owe of holding 
— = each district, at such regular times as the judge reof shall fix 
and determine. 

There shall be appointed by the President an attorney and marshal for 
each of said districts, who shall continue in office for four S and until 
their successors be duly appointed and qualified, an an dis- 
charge the like duties as other United States attorneys and Each 
of said marshals shall soo one or more deputies, who shall have the same 
powers, rform the like duties, and be removable in like manner as other 

eputy United States marshals; and said marshals shall give bond with two 
or more sureties, to be oqpeeres by the judge of the district, in the sum of 
me conditioned as by law required in regard to the bonds of other United 
tates marshals. And the attorney and the marshal in the Indian Territory 
peal = Ly attorney and marshal for said central district after this act goes 
effect. 

Each of the attorneys appointed in said Territory shall receive a salary of 
$3,000 per annum; and ack of the marshals shall receive a salary of $4,000 per 
annum; and each of his deputies, not exceeding four in number, unless a 
greater number be y authorized by order of the district judge, entered 
of record, shall receive a salary of $1,206 per annum, and his reasonable and 
necessary expenses of travel and subsistence while on duty, to be a ved 
7 the judge of the district for which he is ai ted: Tha’ case 
of emergency, either of said judges may authorize the a tment of as 
any. deputy as he may deem necessary for the enforcement of law 
and the suppression of crime, and such deputies shall receive the same pay 
and expenses of travel, for the time they may serve as regular deputy mar- 


sh. 

Sxc. —. That the clerks of the courts of each of said districts shall be ap- 
pomied by the judge thereof, and he shall reside and keep his office at one of 
he places of ho court in his district. He shall perform the same duties 

subject to same liabilities as clerks of er like courts; and, be- 
fore entering upon his duties, he shall give bond in the sum of $5, with two 
or more sureties, to be operores ba ine judge of the district, conditioned that 
he will aren discharge his duties as required by law. of said clerks 
shall agpene a deputy clerk for each court in his district at which he himself 
does not reside. deputy clerk shall keep his office and reside at the place 
appointed for holding the court for which he is appoin and shall keep the 
records of said court: Provided, That the appointment of such deputy shall 
be approved by the ju of the district, and may be annulled by said ju 
for cause, which shall stated on the records of the court, and the cler 
shall be responsible for the official acts and negligence of his deputies. Each 


iv 
courts of criminal and urisdiction co! 
of common law and cau jurisdiction. The 
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of the clerks in said Terri shall receive a of $2,400 per annum, and 


receive a salary of $1,200 per annum. 

— courts shall have the powers conferred by law 
upon United States circuit courts to 8p int commissioners within the dis- 
trict in which he presides, who, at the e of their appointment, shall be an 
attorney of some court of the United States, or of some State, and shall be 
competent and of good standing, and shall be known as United States com- 
missioners; but not exceeding six commissioners shall be a ted for any 
district hereinbefore constituted: Provided, That the present commissioners 
shall be included in that number, and s' hold office under their existin 
appointments, subject to removal by the judge of the district where sai 
commissioners e, for causes prescri by law. The judge of each dis- 
trict may fix the place where, or the time when, each commissioner shali 
hold his regular terms of court. 

The order ——« such commissioners shall be in writing and shall bo 
spread a the records of one of the courts of the district for which they 
are ap ted; and such order shall designate Dy motes and bounds the por- 
tion of the district for which he is appointed. ey shall have all the powers 
of commissioners of the circuit courts of the Uni States. They shall beex 
officio notaries public and ex officio justices of the peace within and for the 
portion of the district for which they are appointed, and shall have the power 
as such to solemnize marriages. 

The provisions of chapter 45 of Mansfield's Digest of the General Laws of 
Arkansas, entitled ‘Criminal Law,” except as to the crimes and misdemean- 
ors mentioned in the proviso of this section, and chapter 46 of said laws of 
Arkansas, contained in said digest, entitled * Criminal ure,” and chap- 
ter 91 of said general laws, regulating the jurisdiction and procedure before 
justices of the in civil cases, be, and they are hereby, extended to and 
put in force in the Indian Territory; and the jurisdiction to enforce said pro- 
visions is hereby conferred upon the United States district courts therein: 
Provided, That in all cases where the laws of the United States and the said 
criminal laws of Arkansas have provided for the punishment of the same of- 
fenses, the laws of the United States shall govern as to said offenses, except 
for the crime of larceny, the punishment for which shall be that prescribed 
by the laws of the State of Arkansas. And all laws now in force in said In- 
dian Territory.in conflict with this act are hereby repealed. 

The jurisdiction of such commissionersas justices of the peace in civil cases 
shall, in all those classes of cases where jurisdiction is —— act conferred 
upon the United States courts in the Indian Territory, be exclusive, where 
the amount or value of the demand or of the property or thing in controversy 
does not exceed $100. 

That said commissioners, acting as justices of the peace in criminal cases 
shall have jurisdiction to hold preliminary examinations, and discharge, hold 
to bail, or commit in cases of offenses which, under the laws applicable to the 
Territory, amount to felonies. 

Ap may be taken to the district courts in said Indian Territory from 
the 1 ju ent of said commissioners, acting as justices of the peace, in 
all cases; and such appeals shall be taken in the manner that appeals may be 
taken from the final judgments of the justices of the peace under the provi- 
sions of said chapter 91 in civil cases, and chapter 46 in criminal cases of the 
laws of Arkansas: Provided, That no appeal shall be allowed in civil cases 
where the amount of the judgment, exclusive of costs, does not exceed $20. 
Each of said commissioners in said Territory shall receive a salary of $1,000 
_ —- and all fees collected by him shall be paid over to the clerk of 

e ct. 

Sec. —. That each of said courts mene appoint a constable for each of said 
commissioners’ districts, so designated by the court, which appointments 
shall be in writing and spread upon the records of one of the courts of the 
district, and the constable so appointed shall perform all the duties required 
of constables by the laws of the State of Arkansas, chapter 24 of Mansfield’s 
Digest. Each of said constables shall receive a salary of $600 per annum. 
Each of said commissioners and constables shall keep a careful account of all 
fees, fines, and costs collected 7 him, and shall settle with and the same 
to the clerk of the district at the end of re uarter, who pay the 
same into the Treasury of the United States. d commissioners and con- 
stables, before entering upon the discharge of their duties, shall execute to 
the United Sta’ for the security of the public, a good and sufficient bond in 
the sum of $2,000, to be speroves by the judge appointing him, conditioned 
that he will faithfully discharge the duties of his office and account for all 
oars coming into his hands; and he shall take an oath to sapport the Con- 
stitution of the United States, and to faithfully perform the duties required 
of him, which bond and oath shall be filed with the clerk in the district for 
which the een is made. 

SEC. —. t jurors for each term for each of said courts in each district 
shall be sel and summoned in the manner provided by Be statute laws 
of the State of Arkansas, now in force in said Territory: Provided, however, 
That Indian citizens, both by blood and marriage. be eligible to serve 
upon both _— and grand juries the same as the citizens of the United States. 

Sxc. —. That all prosecutions for crimes or offenses committed in said Ter- 
ritory, except as herein provided, shall be had within the district in which 
said offense shall have been committed, and in the court nearest or most con- 
venient to the locality where it is committed, to be determined by the judge 
on motion to transfer the trial of the case from one court toanother. All 
civil suits shall be brought in the district in which the defendant or de- 
fendants reside, or may be found, but if there are two or more defendants 
residing in different districts the action may be brought in any district in 
which either of the defendants reside or may be found, and in the court 
nearest to his residence. All cases shall be tried in the court to which the 
process is returnable, unless a change of venue is allowed, in which case the 
court shall cha: the venue to the nearest place of holding court, without 
regard to the district in which said court is held, and any civil cause may be 
removed to another district for trial if the court shall so order, on the appli- 
cation of either party. 

Seo. —. That any person, whether an Indian or otherwise, who shall in said 
Territory manufacture, sell, give aways or in any manner or by any means 
furnish to any one, either for himself or another, any vinous, malt, or fer- 
mented liquors, or any other intoxicating drinks of any kind whatsoever, 
whether medicated or not, or who shall oar: = inany manner have carried, 
into said Territory any such liquors or drinks, or who shall be interested in 
such manufacture, sale, giving away, furnishing to anyone, or carrying into 
said Terri any of eae Dae or drinks, shall, upon conviction thereof, 
be punished by fine not ex ing $500, and by imprisonment for not less than 
one month nor more than five — 

Src. —. That the United States courts in the Indian Territory herein cre- 
ated shall have and exercise jurisdiction as follows: 

They shall have exclusive original jurisdiction of all offenses committed in 
said Territory. Theyshall have exclusive jurisdiction of ali civil cases where 
the amount or value of the demand or property or thing in controversy ex- 
ceeds the amount of $100, and appellate jurisdiction of all cases tried before 
said commissione: as justices of the peace, where the amount of the 
jud nt exceeds $20, an jurisdiction of causes transferred into 

the Indian courts. 


said courts from : 
Any cause ay in any Indian court at the date of the approyal of this 
act shall, on e motion of any party thereto, be transferred into the United 
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States court of the district where the cause of action originated, or in which 
any defendant resides, for trial as an original cause; and, for the period of 
two years from the approval of this act, said Indian courts shall have juris- 
diction to hear and determine all causes now pending therein that not 
be so transferred, after which date their j ction shall cease, and the pa- 
pers and a transcript of the record in all causes pending in said Indian courts 
which are not decided shall then be transferred into such United States 
courts for trial: Provided, That the jurisdiction of the Indian courts searing 
to the administration and settlement of the estates of deceased persons, an 
to guardians, and the accounting executors, administrators, and guardians, 
onal thelr appointment and qualification or removal shall continue, except as 
the same shall be changed by law. Administrators and executors of dece- 
dents, and guardians and trustees, shall be held liable to suits in the United 
States courts upon demands, obligations, and liabilities that may exist against 
the estates they represent. 

All laws heretofore enacted, onaeing Jeroen pee the United States 
courts held in Arkansas and Texas, ou e of the limits of the Indian Terri- 
tory, as herein defined, as to causes of action arising or offenses committed in 
ae Indian Territory, except as herein provided, are hereby repealed, and 
such jurisdiction as is now conferred by law upon said courts are hereby 
given to the courts created by this act in said Territory: Provided, That in 
all criminal cases where said courts outside of the Indian Territory have, 
when this act takes effect, acquired jurisdiction of the persons of the defend- 
ants by arrest, they shall retain jurisdiction to try and finally dispose of such 
cases, and shall retain jurisdiction to try all civil cases pending therein at 
the date of this act; but all other criminal cases in which the offense is 
charged to have been committed in the Indian Territory shall be transferred 
to the courts herein created, together with all original papers belonging to 
the same, and a copy of all proceedings of record therein. All cases, civiland 
criminal, now pending in the Uni States court in the Indian Territory 
shall be tried and disposed of by the courts in the districts where the same 
are now pending, unless the venue therein be changed. 

Src. —. That it shall be the duty of the marshals appointed under this act 
to provide, under the direction and with the approval of the judge of the dis- 
trict, suitable buildings and rooms for holding the district courts of their 
respective districts. They shall also procure suitable offices for the clerks 
an . Any contract for these purposes shall be oa by the 
judge only after personal inspection of the premises leased, and any contract 

or a period longer than six months shall be reported to the Attorney-Gen- 
eral for his approval. Said marshals shall also provide suitable prisons at the 
places of holding district courts for the confinement and safekeeping of all 
prisoners committed by order of said district courts and the commissioners 
appointed under this act, and all other prisoners in legal custody. 

Sec.—. That the judges of said district courts, together with the judges 
of the United States district court for the western district of Arkansas, shall 
constitute a United States circuit court of ones, to be re, over by the 
judge of the United States district court for the western district of Arkansas, 
as chief justice of said court, and said court shall have such jurisdiction and 
powers in said Indian Territory, and such = ere control 
over the courts thereof as is conferred upon the supreme court of Arkansas 
over the courts thereof by the laws of said State, as provided by chapter 40 
of Mansfield’s Digest of the Laws of Arkansas, and the provisions of said 
chapter, so far as they relate to the jurisdiction and powers of said supreme 
court of Arkansas as to ap s and writs of error and as to the trial and 
decision of causes, so far as they are Sy ee shall be, and they are hereby, 
extended over and put in force in the Indian Territory, and appeals and writs 
of error from said district courts to said —_ court, in criminal cases, 
shail be prosecuted under the provisions of chapter 46 of said Mansfield’s Di- 
gest, by this act put in force in the Indian Territory. But no one of said 
- Judges shall sit in said appellate court in the determination of any cause in 
which an re is prosecuted from the decision of any court over which he 
presided. In case of said presiding judge being absent, the senior judge of 
said district courts shall preside over said appe 
two of said judges shall constitute a quorum. 

Writs of error and appeals from the final decision of said ap 
shall be allowed, and may be taken to the Supreme Court of the United 
States, in the same manner and under the same regulations as from the cir- 
cuit courts of appeal of the United States. Said appellate court shall pent 
its own clerk, who shall hold his office at the pleasure of said court, and who 
shall receive a salary of $1,200 perannum. Said appelinte court shall be held 
at South McAlester, in the Choctaw Nation, and it shall hold two terms in 
each year, at such times and for such — as may be fixed by the court. 

Sec. —. That there shall be allowed to said attorneys, marshals, and clerks 
of the court of appeals and district courts the same feesas are allowed to like 
officers in chapter 16, title judiciary, of the Revised Statutes of the United 
States, and as are allowed in chapter 68 of the Laws of Arkansas, in all cases 
where such fees or taxed costs are paid by individuals or corporations, and 
they shall each keep careful account of such fees collected by him, and 
account to the clerk of the court of appeals for all of the same in excess of 
their respective salaries, making settlement therefor with said clerk at the 
end of each quarter of the fiscal year. And the said clerk of the court of ap- 

als shall at the end of each quarter pay the moneys or fees so received by 

im to the assistant treasurer of the United States in St. Louis, Mo. 

Sno. —. That the laws heretofore enacted by the several legislatures of the 
Indian tribes within the territory included in this act, so far as the same are 
not in conflict with the Constitution of the United States, or with the laws of 
Congress that are specially applicable to any of said tribes of Indians, shall 
remain in force, except so far as the same are in conflict with the provisions 
= this ach, and shall recognized by the United States courts as valid en- 

ments. 

Sec. —. That within thirty days after the _——- of this act the President 
of the United States will, by his public pokes on, inform the inhabitants 
of the territory included in this act of its provision, and in said proclamation 
there shall be given a copy of the Laws of Arkansas that are hereby made 
applicable to said territory. 

for carrying into effect the provisions of this act, the sum of 
dollars 2 peseny appropriated out of moneys in the Treasury not otherwise 
appropr ; 

Ec. —. That none of the provisions of any other acts, or of any of the laws 
of the United States, or of the State of Arkansas, heretofore put in force in 
said Indian Territory, except so far as mf come in conflict with the provi- 
sions of th® act, are intended to be repealed, or in any manner affected by this 
get. bat all such acts and laws are to remain in full force and effect in said 

'e ry. 

Sec. —. That this act shall take effect from and after its so far as 
to authorize the appointment and qualification of the judges onal other offi- 
cers required by its several provisions, but in all other respects it shall take 
effect on and after ninety days from its passage. 


Mr. MORGAN. If a point of order is to be made upon the 
amendment, of course it ought to be disposed of in limine. I wish 
to say that there are verbal amendments to the amendment which 
Senators have suggested and which I myself think ought to go 
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into the text; and that will be the next question whenever the ques- 
tion of order is passed upon. I do not wish to delay the Senate. 
I wish to get along as fast as we can possibly do so. I do not feel 
that really I have as much time as I ought to have to present this 
question to the Senate, because I am so anxious that the pending 
bill shall get through as well as the other appropriation bills. 
Therefore I shall not detain the Senate at the present time any 
further upon it. 

Mr. BERRY. Mr. President 

Mr. CALL. Will the Senator from Arkansas allow me? 

Mr. BERRY. For what purpose? 

Mr. CALL. I wish to ask unanimous consent that the bill 
shall be proceeded with under the five-minute rule, one speech to 
a Senator upon each amendment. 

Mr. MORGAN. I do not think that would be just to gentle- 
men who may wish to discuss the pending amendment. 

Mr. MILLS. I wish to have an executive session this evening. 
There is some important business that ought to be transacted in 
executive session. 

Mr.CALL. I hope Senators do not propose to address the Sen- 
ate at length on the amendment. 

Mr. MILLS. I ask the Senator from Arkansas if he will yield 
to me and take the floor in the morning, so that we may have an 
executive session now? 

Mr. BERRY. I was going to state that if, as the Senator from 
Alabama [Mr. MorGan] says, a point of order has been made 
against the amendment, while I am very anxious to make some re- 
marks upon it, lam equally anxious that the appropriation bill 
shall be disposed of, and if the point of order is sustained I do not 
care to take the time of the Senate in discussing the amendment. 
I regret that this most important matter, one of the most impor- 
tant matters that can possibly affect the country, at least that sec- 
tion of the country, is not presented in such a way that it can be 
discussed in all its bearings. 

On the 5th of December [ introduced a bill to create a Territo- 
rial government, to provide courts, to provide for a legislature, to 
have a governor appointed in the Indian Territory; and that I 
believe is the only remedy for the existing evil. If this subject 
is to be legislated on now I should like to have a vote of the Sen- 
ate upon the proposition as to whether it would not be better to 
organize a Territorial government there at once and provide for all 
the conditions that exist. Such a measure would go far beyond 
that which is proposed by the Senator from Alabama. 

I do not disagree with the Senator from Alabama as to the ques- 
tion of power nor astothe conditions there. I think Congress has 
the undoubted and unquestioned power to deal with the situation 
there, and I believe it is the duty of Congress to deal with it in 
such a way that it will effectually suppress the lawlessness that 
exists there and insure to each Indian in that Territory his just 
rights within the Territory. 

Among the violations of United States laws there the train rob- 
beries are not all the evil. In my opinion there are others almost 
as great; but the evil which I believe demands the action of Con- 

as much as any other is the fact that that vast territory, 
which belongs to the tribe for the benefit of every Indian, has 
been seized upon by a few individuals and converted to their own 
use. 

The commission of which the Senator from Alabama has spoken, 
headed by ex-Senator Dawes, state in their report, which I hold 
in my hand, that in one nation 61 citizens have appropriated to 
their own use more than 1,000,000 acres of land, being more than 
one-third of all the lands which belong to the tribe, consisting of 
some 14,000 people. I say that is an evil which ought to be cor- 
rected; and if we had the time, and this matter came before the 
Senate in a re r way, I should desire to offer the bill introduced 
by me as a substitute for the bill proposed by the Senator from 
Alabama to be inserted as an amendment to the pending appro- 
priation bill. 

I repeat, the conditions which exist there are such that they 
ought to be dealt with in a way that will correct all the evils. 
But, as I have said, I do no not care to go into that if the point of 
order is sustained. If it be overruled, then various questions will 
arise upon that amendment, and there are numerous amendments 
to the amendment which I shall desire to discuss; but until the 

uestion is settled as to whether or not we are to consider the en- 
tire subject upon this bill I shall not further detain the Senate. 

Mr. MILLS. I renew the point of order I made when the Sen- 
ator from Alabama [Mr. MoraGan] took the floor, which is that 
the amendment is general legislation on an appropriation bill and 
is in violation of Rule XVI of the Senate. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair submits to the Senate the 
question, Is the proposed amendment in order? [Putting the 
question.] The ‘‘ noes” seem to have it. 

Mr. MORGAN. I call for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered, and the Secretary proceeded to 
call the roll. 




























vo 


Fe i cay ati ORC nei 


2562 


Mr. COKE (when his name was called). I am paired with the 
Senator from Oregon [Mr. DoLpx]. 

Mr. DUBOIS (when his name was called). I am paired with 
the junior Senator from New Jersey [Mr. Sm1tTH]. 

Mr. PETTIGREW (when his name was called). I am paired 
with the Senator from West Virginia — CAMDEN]. 

Mr. ROACH (when his name was called). Iam paired on this 
question with the Senator from California [Mr. PERKINS], who is 
necessarily absent from the Senate. If he were present I should 
vote ‘‘ yea.” 

Mr. WHITE (when his name was called). Iam paired with the 
Senator from Idaho [Mr. SHovuP]}. 

The roll call was concluded. 

Mr. LINDSAY. I am paired with the senior Senator from 
Rhode Island [Mr. ALprRicH]. If he were here, I should vote 
“nay” and he would vote ‘‘ yea.” 

Mr. HARRIS. Is the Senator from Vermont [Mr. MorRILL] 
recorded as voting? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Vermont is not 
recorded. 

Mr. HARRIS. I am paired with that Senator, and withhold 
my vote. If he were present I should vote ‘‘ nay.” 

The result was announced—yeas 18, nays 26; as follows: 


YEAS—18. 
Blackburn, Frye, Morgan, »st, 
Blanchard, Jones of Ark. Platt, Walsh, 
Brice, Kyle, nay, *Wolcott. 
Chandler, Manderson, aire, 
Cockrell, Martin, Teller, 

NAYS—26. 
Allen, Gallinger, MeMillan, Pugh, 
Bate, George, - Mantle, Turpie, 


Call, Gorman, Mills, . 
Clark, Hawley, Mitchell of Oreg. Washburn, 
Davis, Hunton, Pasco, Wilson of Wash. 
Dixon, Lodge, Peffer, 
Faulkner, McLaurin, Power, 
NOT VOTING—4. 
Aldrich, Daniel, Hoar, 
Allison, pa Irby, 
Berry, Dubois, Jones of Nev. 
Burrows, Gibson, Lindsay, 
Batler, Gordon, McPherson, 
Caffery, Mitchell of Wis. 
neem, . —— 
— ptorphy, 
Coke, 
Callom, 

Mr. M1i.LS. I move that the Senate proceed to the considera- 
tion of executive business. 

Mr. PLATT. Can we not get through with the bill to-night? 

Mr. MILLS. We must have some executive sessions. There 
is much important executive business to be transacted. 

Mr. PLATT. Will the Senator from Texas listen to me for a 
moment? 

Mr. MILLS. I will. 

Mr. PLATT. Can we not get through with the Indian appro- 
priation bill :n a few minutes? 

Mr: GEORGE. Let us get through with the bill to-night. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair is compelled to state that 
upon the call of the yeas and nays no quorum has voted. The 
Secretary will call the roll of the Senate. 

The Secretary calied the roll, and the following Senators an- 
swered to their names: 

m, Lindsay, 

Dubois, 

Faulkner, McLaurin, 
Berry, Frye, McMilla: 
Blanchard, Secret 
Barrows, Gibson, ; 
Call, Gorman, Mills, 
Camden, i Mitchell of Oreg. 
Chandler, Hawley, Morgan, 
Clark, a, Pasco, 
Cockrell, Jones of Ark. Peffer, 
Coke, Kyle, Pettigrew, Wolcott. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Fifty-two Senators have answered 
to their names. A quorum is present. 

Mr. MORGAN. I ask unanimous consent that I may withdraw 
the demand for the yeas and nays, and let the decision of the Chair 
on the question stand as the judgment of the Senate. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection? 

Mr. WOLCOTT. What is the request? We could not hear it. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The ator from Alabama asks 
unanimous consent that he be permitted to withdraw the demand 
for the yeas and nays, and that the decision of the Chair on the 
viva voce vote of the Senate, that the amendment of the Senator 
=_ Alabama is not in order, stand as the judgment of the 

mate. 

Mr. MILLS. I now move that the Senate proceed to the con- 
sideration of executive business. 


r, Memdereca, 
Mantle, 
Martin. 
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Mr. CALL. Iask unanimous consent that further debate on 
this bill may be continued under the five-minute rule, and that 
we agree to take the final vote upon the bill to-day. 

Mr. KYLE. I shall have to object to that. 

Mr. CALL. Then I will say at 6 o’clock this evening. 

Mr. MILLS. I move that the Senate proceed to the considera- 
tion of executive business. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair will first submit the re- 
quest of the Senator from Florida to the Senate. Is there objec- 
tion to the request? 

Mr. PETTIGREW. Mr. President—— 

Mr. CALL. Iask the Senate to allow me, by unanimous con- 
sent, to say a single word. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection? The Chair hears 
none. 

Mr. CALL. If this bill is not finished to-day or early to-mor- 
row the appropriation bills will not be concluded at this session. 
I ask that the vote may be taken at 2 o’clock to-morrow. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection? 

Mr. PETTIGREW. Ishall object to the request of the Sen- 
ator from Florida, in the first place, for the reason that there are 
a large number of amendments to this bill which I desire to offer. 
I have made no opposition to the consideration of the bill for the 
purpose of delay, but this is the most important appropriation 
bill which comes before Congress, so far as my people are con- 
cerned. There are nearly 30,000 Indians in my State, and there 
are many amendments to be still considered which interest the 
people of my State which can not be disposed of under the five- 
minute rule. Further than that—— 

Mr. MILLS. What has become of my motion to proceed to the 
consideration of executive business, Mr. President? 

Mr. PETTIGREW. I have made no objection to the disposi- 
tion of the ome riation bills, but I understand—— 

The VICE- RESIDENT. The Chair must state that debate is 
not in order, objection being interposed. The Chairentertains the 
motion of the Senator from Texas to proceed to the consideration 
of executive business. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. I hope the Senate will give unanimous con- 
sent to me to make avery brief statement of not more than a 
minute. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the request of 
the Senator from South Dakota? 

Mr. MILLS. What is the request? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. That he be permitted tomakea state- 
ment. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. That I be permitted to finish my sentence. 
I shall only take a moment. 

I wish to state further, it is well understood in this Chamber that 
at 3 o’clock to-morrow an effort is to be made to get up the railroad 
pooling bill and to sit it out, to hold a session to-morrow evening 
and on Sunday. So long as such a notion is entertained, I want 
to say emphatically that when the legitimate consideration of this 
bill is disposed of, for my part I shall proceed to interpose delay 
in every way possible, and I want it distinctly understood that 
the railroad pooling bill, if I am able to prevent it, will not become 
a law at this session of Congress, much less will it be considered 
on Sunday. 

Mr. MILLS. I object to further debate. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. There is objection to further debate. 

Mr. CALL. I ask the Senator from Texas to allow me to make 
a request for unanimous consent that the vote may be taken upon 
the pending appropriation bill to-morrow before the Senate ad- 
journs. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the request of 
the Senator from Florida? 

Mr. ALLISON. Will the Chair state the request? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. TheSenatorfrom Florida asks unani- 
mous consent that the vote may be taken upon the pending bill 
to-morrow—at what hour? 

Mr. CALL. I will say at 4 o’clock to-morrow. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection? 

Mr. PETTIGREW and others. I object. 

Mr. GORMAN. If I may be permitted, I ask that we may have 
@ wnanimous-consent agreement that the vote on the pending 
appropriation bill shall be taken before the Senate adjourns to- 
morrow. ; 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the request of 
the Senator from Maryland? 

Mr. HARRIS. Why not fix the hour at, say, 3 o’clock? 

Mr. FRYE. You can not do that. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair hears no objection. 

Mr. MILLS. I move that the Senate proceed to the considera- 
tion of executive business. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I object, Mr. President. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair did not hear the Senator. 

Mr. CHANDLER. To the request that the bill be finished to- 
morrow I object. 
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The VICE-PRESIDENT. There is objection to the request of 


the Senator from Maryland [Mr. Gorman]. The question is on 
the motion of the Senator from Texas that the Senate proceed to 
the consideration of executive business. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate proceeded to the con- 
sideration of executive business. After thirteen minutes spent in 
executive session the doors were reopened, and (at 5 o’clock and 
_ 80 minutes p. m.) the Senate adjourned until to-morrow, Satur- 
day, February 23, 1895, at 11 o’clock a. m. 





NOMINATIONS. 
Executive nominations received by the Senate February 22, 1895. 
MINISTER RESIDENT AND CONSUL-GERERAL. 


William H. Heard, of Pennsylvania, to be minister resident and 
consul-general of the United States to Liberia. 


POSTMASTERS. 


John Earley, to be postmaster at Seymour, in the county of 
New Haven and State of Connecticut, in the place of Wilbur W. 
Smith, whose commission expired February 14, 1895. 

J.E. Petite, to be postmaster at Bellevue, in the county of Jack- 
gon and State of Iowa, in the place of William M. Haney, whose 
commission will expire February 27, 1895. 

Andrew W.Bingham, to be postmaster at Littleton, in the 
county of Grafton and State of New Hampshire, in the place of 
Chauncey H. Greene, whose commission expired J mage 27, 1895. 

Fanny P. Bisgood, to be postmaster at Sag Harbor, in the county 
of Suffolkand State of New York, inthe placeof Genevieve French, 
whose commission expired December 19, 1893. 

Wilbur P. Borland, to be postmaster at Richfield Springs, in the 
county of Otsego and State of New York, in the place of Norman 
Getman, whose commission expired February 2, 1895. 

William W. Collins, to be postmaster at Whitneys Point, in the 
county of Broome and State of New York, in the place of Eli B. 
Blach, whose commission expired December 9, 1894. 

Albert Dornfeld, to be postmaster at North Tonawanda, in the 
county of Niagara and State of New York, the appointment of a 

ostmaster for the said office having, by law, become vested in the 
resident on and after April 1, 1894. 

Richard Gleeson, to be postmaster at Antwerp, in the county of 
Jefferson and State of New York, in the place of Josis Miller, 
whose commission expired February 14, 1895. 

Frank Hasbrouck, to be postmaster at Poughkeepsie, in the 
county of Dutchess and State of New York, in the place of John 
I. Platt, whose commission will expire February 24, 1895. 

Frank Johnson, to be postmaster at Havana, in the county of 
Schuyler and State of New York, in the place of William V. 
Dolph, whose commission expired December 21, 1893. 

James S. Kissane, to be postmaster at Chateaugay, in the county 
of Franklin and State of New York, in the place of Charles L. 
Bentley, whose commission expired February 2, 1895. 

John H. Mealey, to be postmaster at Greenwich, in the county 
of Washington and State of New York, in the place of Stephen 
L. Stillman, whose commission expired February 14, 1895. 

John C, Marlette, to be postmaster at Fultonville, in the county 
of Montgomery and State of New York, in the place of William 
Wiles, whose commission expired January 19, 1895. 

John Peel, jr., to be postmaster at Livonia Station, in the county 
of Livingston and State of New York, in the place of Grace 
Chapman, whose commission expired January 6, 1895. 

Hervey Ross, to be postmaster at Gloversville, in the county of 
Fulton and State of New York, in the place of George O. Potter, 
whose commission expired February 9, 1895. 

Mary V. Proctor, to be postmaster at Lebanon, in the county of 
Warren and State of Ohio, in the place of Thomas Starry, whose 
commission expired February 9, 1895. 

Jacob M. Winder, to be postmaster at Bristol, in the county of 
Bucks and State of Pennsylvania, in the place of William H. H. 
Fine, whose commission expired December 20, 1893. 





CONFIRMATiIUNS. 
Executive nominations confirmed by the Senate February 22, 1895. 


TERRITORIAL ASSOCIATE JUSTICE. 
Gideon D. Bantz, of New Mexico Territory, to be associate jus- 
tice of the supreme court of the Territory of New Mexico. 
CIRCUIT JUDGE. 


Erskine M. Ross, of California, to be United States circuit judge 
for the ninth judicial circuit. 


MARSHAL. 


Richard T,. O’Connor, of Minnesota, to be marshal of the United 
States for the district of Minnesota. 





PROMOTIONS IN THE ARMY. 
Artillery arm. 
a Col. Edmund Cooper Bainbridge, Third Artillery, to be 
coionel, 
Maj. Edward Bancroft Williston, Third Artillery, to be lieuten- 
ant-colonel. 
Capt. John Reucklin Myrick, Third Artillery, to be major. 
First Lieut. William Everett, Fourth Artillery, to be captain. 
First Lieut. Henry Clay Danes, Third Artillery, to be captain. 
Second Lieut. Eugene Trimble Wilson, First Artillery, to be 
first lieutenant. 
Second Lieut. Moses Gray Zalinski, Second Artillery, to be first 
lieutenant, 
Infantry arm. 
First Lieut. Silas Augustus Wolf, Fourth Infantry, to becaptain. 
Second Lieut. William Curtis Neary, Third Infantry, to be first 
lieutenant. 
POSTMASTERS. 
Martin V. Woodworth, to be postmaster at Danielsonville, in 
the county of Windham and State of Connecticut. 
Hugh Ferry, to be postmaster at Audenried, in the county of 
Carbon and State of Pennsylvania. 
Frank Hasbrouck, to be postmaster at Poughkeepsie, N. Y. 
Jefferson M. Swett, to be postmaster at Eastport, in the county 
of Washington and State of Maine. 
Charles F. Easterbrooks, to be postmaster at Bristol, in the 
county of Bristol and State of Rhode Island. 
Clarence B. Davis, to be postmaster at West Haven, in the 
county of New Haven and State of Connecticut. 
Frank Johnson, to be postmaster at Havana, N. Y. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
FRIDAY, February 22, 1895. 


The House met atilo’clock a.m. Prayer by the Chaplain, Rey. 
E. B. BaGsy. 
The Journal of the proceedings of yesterday was read and ap- 
proved. 
DEATH OF THE LATE MINISTER TO MEXICO. 


The SPEAKER laid before the House the following concurrent 
resolution of the Senate: 

Resolved by the Senate (the House of Representatives concurring), That the 
Congress of the United States learned with high gratification of the special 
honors paid to the memory of the deceased by the Government of Mexico 
upon the occasion of the death of the Hon. Isaac P. Gray, late minister of the 
United States near the Republic of Mexico. 

Resolved, That in token of the appreciation of the same, the Secretary of 
State be requested to forward to the Mexican Government an enrolled copy 
of this resolution. 

Mr. BYNUM. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for the 
present consideration of this resolution, and move concurrence. 

Mr. REED. Would it not be desirable to have this matter re- 
ferred to some committee first, to see if it is in accordance with 
the precedents? I think it would have more weight. 
suggest this to the gentleman from Indiana. 

Mr. BYNUM. I do not see why it should have any more weight 
if reported upon by a committee. 

Mr. REED. I would suggest to the gentleman that the Com 
mittee on Foreign Affairs might consider it with the right to re- 
port at any time. I merely wish to see if it is in accordance with 
the custom in such matters. 

Mr. BYNUM. Mr. Speaker, I would prefer to have action now. 
If the gentleman desires to object—— 

Mr. HITT. There would probably be some difficulty at this 
stage of the session in getting a meeting of the committee. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present considera- 
tion of the concurrent resolution? 

Mr. DINGLEY. Let it be again reported. 

The resolution was again read. 

Mr. DINGLEY. I would like to ask the gentleman from In- 
= the United States at a foreign court, to pass such resolutions as 
this? 

Mr. BYNUM. Thisissimplya resolution of thanks to the Gov- 
ernment of Mexico for its courteous action in reference to the 
death of our late minister there. 

Mr. DINGLEY. But has it been the custom? 
done before? 

Mr. BYNUM. Iam not able to say. 
tion, and I presume is in the usual form. 

Mr. DINGLEY: Becauseif it has been the custom there could 
be no objection. 

Mr. REED. It is one of those things that ought not te be done 
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without some consideration, although a matter of very little im- 
portance in itself. 

Mr. BYNUM. Ido not know whether it has been the custom 
or not. 

Mr. DINGLEY. There is no objection, of course, unless this is 
the establishment of a practice with reference to the death of a 
foreign minister, in which event some consideration should be 
given to the matter. 

Mr. BYNUM. I think it eminently proper that it should be 
done under the circumstances, and I ask unanimous consent for 
the present consideration of the resolution. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request of the gen- 
tleman from Indiana for the present consideration of this concur- 
rent resolution? 

There being no objection, the resolution was considered, and 
agreed to. 

REIMBURSEMENT OF CITY OF MENASHA, WIS. 


Mr. WELLS. Mr. 8 er, I ask unanimous consent for the 
present consideration of the bill (H. R. 8331) to reimburse the city 
of Menasha, Wis., for moneys expended, and for other purposes. 

The SPEAKER. The bill will be read, subject to the right of 
objection. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the sum of $2,745.48 be, and the same is hereby, ap- 
propriated, out of any moneys in the Treasury of the United States not 
otherwise appropriated, for the pu of reimbursing the city of Menasha, 
Wis., for moneys expended by said city in the construction of avretaining wall 
along the bank of the Government canal in block 44, and at the head of Main 
street, in said city of Menasha, the construction of which wall was made nec- 
essary through the washing away of a portion of what is known as Water 
street, in said city, as also the foundations of the drawbridge crossing said 
canal, which said washing away was caused by the passage of boats through 
said Government canal. . 

Sec, 2. That the moneys so agasopenied shall be immediately available for 
the purpose aforesaid, and shall be paid over to said city through its proper 
officers immediately upon the enactment and approval of this measure. 

The — Is there objection to the present consideration 
of the bill? ; 

Mr. SAYERS. Let us have some explanation of this bill. It 
seems to be somewhat unusual. 

Mr. WELLS. Mr. S er, the report of the Committee on 
Claims is unanimous in favor of this ons and is very short. 
It covers the ground pretty well; and before asking to have the re- 
port read I will take a moment to make a brief statement. 

Early in the fifties what was known as the Fox and Wisconsin 
improvement was inaugurated in our State. Subsequently the 
General Government obtained possession of the canal which had 
been commenced, and all the works on the Fox and Wisconsin 
rivers now belong to the Government. In building the canal 
through the city of Menasha they failed to build a retaining wall 
along what is known as Water street in the city. It was soon 
found that the operation of the canal washed this street to such 
an extent that it was necessary for the city to go to the expense, 
in order to preserve the street from total destruction, to build 
what is known as a retaining wall along the canal. Last fall the 
city of Menasha had their laborers at work on this wall, and I 
wired to the Secretary of War in their behalf, and borrowed stone 
Soe a Government with which to carry on the work during 
the ; 

The report of the committee carries with it the affidavits of the 
older citizens of the city of Menasha, who have been there since the 
creation of the village and the settlement of that country, who set 
forth all the facts which I have now stated, to wit, that the retain- 
ing wall is necessary to preserve the street and the drawbridge 
across the Government canal. The city engineer has reported 
that this money was expended in the construction of this wall 
and was absolutely necessary. There is no question as to the 
— of the case. 

r. SAYERS. Has the gentleman anything from the War De- 
partment in reference to this? 

Mr. WELLS. There has been a report by the Chief of Engineers, 
to which reference is made by the committee. The committee, 
after an examination of this report and all of the facts in the case, 
subsequently unanimously reported this bill. 

Mr. SAYERS. What is the report of the Chief of Engineers? 

Mr. WELLS. Well, it is the ordinary report in such cases, 
showing the work done and the necessityforit. It is a short re- 
port, ee i the facts, as 1 have done. 

Mr.SAYERS. Did the Chief of Engineers state that this injury 
now claimed was the result of negligence on the part of engineers 
of the Government in not properly constructing the c in the 
first instance? 

Mr. WELLS. The Chief of Engineers is not in the habit of 
= such suggestions, as brother officers of prior date. 

Mr. SAYERS. I suppose he would state the truth, if he knew 
it to be the fact? ; 

Mr. WELLS. I presume he accepted that as a fact, upon the 
basis of the sworn statement made Shy soe oon who know all 
about the fact. Indeed one of them, Mr. Reed, postmaster of the 
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city of Menasha, testifies that he helped to build the canal, and 
knows all the circumstances. 

Mr. LOUD. This opens up too great a question, I think, for 
this Congress to dispose of by unanimous consent. If this bill 
were to pass the district of my friend from Mississippi [Mr. StrocK- 
DALE] would have a claim on Congress in the matter of the im- 
provement of the Mississippi River; and this is really a great ques- 
tion. I hope this Congress will not establish the precedent with- 
out due consideration in Committee of the Whole, after a full dis- 
cussion. Upon these grounds I shall have to object. 

Mr. WELLS. I hope the gentleman will not object. 

Mr. DALZELL. . I ask unanimous consent for the considera- 
tion of a bill which I send to the Clerk’s desk. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE. I wish, if possible, to get the general 
deficiency bill through to-day, and I call for the regular order, so 
that we can be impartial to everybody. 

Mr. DALZELL. I hope the gentleman will allow me to pre- 
sent this bill. It is a bridge bill. 

Mr. SAYERS (to Mr. BRECKINRIDGE). Let them have one 
recognition on that side. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE. I will withdraw the demand for the 
regular order long enough for one recognition on the other side. 


BRIDGE OVER THE MONONGAHELA RIVER. 


Mr. DALZELL. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for the 
present consideration of the bill H. R. 8880. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the bill. 

The bill was read at length. It authorizes the Pittsburg, Mo- 
nongahela and Wheeling Railroad Company, a corporation organ- 
ized under the laws of the Commonwealth of Pennsylvania, or its 
successors or assigns, to construct and maintain a bridge and ap- 
proaches thereto across the Monongahela River at a point in the 
county of Allegheny, Pa., opposite, or as nearly opposite as may 
be, Monongahela City, in said State. 

Mr. SAYERS. I understand the bill is in the usual form. 

Mr. DALZELL. It is in the regular form. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present consideration 
of this bill? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. DALZELL. There are twoamendments to the bill, one for 
the insertion of the word ‘‘company ” after the word “ railroad,” 
and the other an amendment to the title. 

TheSPEAKER. The Clerk will report the amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

In line 9, section 7, after the word “ railroad,” insert the word “‘company.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a third 
time; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, 
and passed. 

The committee recommended that the title of the bill be amended 
so as to read: 

A bill (H. R. 8880) to authorize the Pittsburg, Monongahela and Wheeling 
Railroad Company to construct a bridge over the Monongahela River. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

On motion of Mr. DALZELL, a motion to reconsider the vote by 
which the bill was passed was laid on the table. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE. Now, Mr. Speaker, I demand the regu- 
lar order. 

LEAVE OF ABSENCE, 


The Clerk read as follows: 


Mr. PIcKLER, who is confined to his room by sickness, asks to be excused 
from yesterday’s and to-day’s session of the House. Had he been present 
yesterday he would have voted “aye” in favor of the Hawaiian cable. 


TheSPEAKER. Without objection this leave of absence will 
be granted. 

There was no objection. 

VISITORS TO MILITARY AND NAVAL ACADEMIES. 

The SPEAKER announced as Visitors to the Military Academy 
Mr. WHEELER of Alabama, Mr. WASHINGTON, and Mr. MILLIKEN. 

The SPEAKER also announced as Visitors to the Naval Acad- 
emy Mr. Sayers, Mr. Tate, and Mr. HULL. 

REGISTERS AND RECEIVERS OF LAND OFFICES. 

Mr. DOCKERY, from the Joint Commission to Inquireinto the 
Status of Laws Organizing the Executive Departments, submitted 
a report concerning the duties of registers and receivers of land 
offices; which was ordered to be printed and to lie on the table. 

BONDS OF OFFICERS OF THE UNITED STATES. 

Mr. DOCKERY, from the same commission, submitted a report 
with reference to bonds of officers of the United States; which was 
ordered to be printed and to lie on the table. 

SOLICITOR OF INTERNAL REVENUE. 

Mr. DOCKERY, from the same commission, also submitted a 
report recommending the abolition of the office of Solicitor of 
Internal Revenue, and for other purposes. The report was or- 
dered to be printed and to lie on the table. 
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MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE, BARK JOHAN LUDWIG. 


A message from the Senate, by Mr. Piatt, one of its clerks, Mr. ROBBINS, from the Committee on Merchant Marine and 
announced that the Senate had passed without amendment bills | Fisheries, reported back favorably the bill (H.R. 8922) to provide 


and joint resolution of the following titles: - American register for the bark Johan Ludwig; which was referred. 
A bill (H.R. 5711) to authorize the adoption of children in the | to the House Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, or- 


District of Columbia; dered to be printed. 
A bill (H. R. 5218) to amend the Articles for the Government of MARINE HOSPITAL. SAVANNAH. GA 
the Nav Quai Reali: Si itiie, 


avy; . Mr. McKAIG, from the Committee on Public Buildings and 

iS ee oe "397) sutherising the Se and sof the | GTounds, reported back favorably the bill (H. R. 8281) to establish 

joint resolution (Hf. ae seme oe a marine hospital at Savannah, Ga.; which was referred to the 
Navy to donate to the Oregon State Soldiers’ Home, at Roseburg, , 


: Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union. and 
., certain cannon, etc. : F , ;: 
Ores. anna also announced that the Senate had passed with with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 
amendments the bill (H. R. 2377) to amend ‘‘An act to amend ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


section 4400 of Title LII of the Revised Statutes of the United Mr. PEARSON, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, reported 
States, concerning the regulation of steam vessels,” approved | that they had examined and found truly enrolled bills and joint 
August 7, 1882; and also to amend section 4414, Title LI, of the | resolution of the following titles; when the Speaker signed the 
Revised Statutes, ‘‘ Regulation of steam vessels,” asked a confer- | same: 

ence with the House on the bill and amendments, and had ap- A bill (H. R. 3476) to provide for the examination and classifi- 
pointed Mr. Ransom, Mr. VEstT, and Mr. FRYE as the conferees on | cation of certain mineral lands in the States of Montana and 
the part of the Senate. Idaho; 

The message also announced that the Senate had passed with A bill (H. R. 6750) to authorize the construction of a bridge 
amendments the bill (H. R. 8237) for relief of William W. Buck- | across the Yellowstone River, in the county of Dawson, State of 
ley, late first lieutenant One hundred and ninety-fourth Regiment | Montana; 

Ohio Volunteers; in which the concurrence of the House was re- A bill (H. R. 8499) to authorize the construction of a bridge 
quested. across the Missouri River in the county of Dakota, in the State of 

The message also announced that the Senate had agreed to the | Nebraska, and the city of Sioux City, in the county of Woodbury, 
report of the committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of | in the State of Iowa; 
the two Houses on the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. A bill (H. R. 5711) to authorize the adoption of children in the 
R. 8092) making appropriations for the payment of invalid and | District of Columbia; and 
other pensions of the United States for the fiscal year ending June Jointresolution (H. Res. 277) in reference to the Free Zone along 
30, 1896, and for other purposes. : the northern frontier of Mexico and adjacent to the United States. 

The message also announced that the Senate had agreed to the FRIDAY EVENING SESSION. 
report of the committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of Mr. MARTIN of Indi hg arene are ' << 
the two Houses on the amendment of the House to the bill (S. 1969) ae ie soaal ee ane 2 ish to be recog- 
granting e pension to Harrisus C. Hobart, brevet brigadier-general The SPEAKER. Theregular orderhasbeen demanded. What 


of volunteers. is th Seneaial t? 
A further message from the Senate, by Mr. Piatt, one of its | % “© Senteman's request: 
ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


clerks, announced that the Senate had passed with amendment 
the bill (H. R. 6323) to amend the Articles for the Government of | Mr. MARTIN of Indiana. Mr. Speaker, I ask that that portion 
the Navy relative topunishment on conviction by court-martial; in | of the rule governing Friday night sessions limiting them to 10.30 
which the concurrence of the House was requested. p. m. be vacated or changed so as to extend, if necessary, until 
The message also announced that the Senate bad passed with | 12 o’clock to-night. Let me sayin that connection that there are 
amendment the bill (H. R.4507) for the relief of Witherby & | a large number of Senate bills that have not been acted upon. 
Gaffney; in which the concurrence of the Honse was requested. | We would like very much if the House would agree that this even- 
The message also announced that the Senate had passed joint | ing we may sit, if necessary, until 12 o'clock. 
resolution (S. R. 138) authorizing the seers of the peg to The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Indianaasks unanimous 
deliver unserviceable or condemned cannon to the mayor of Bur- | consent that the rule governing the night sessions be so modified 
lington, Vt., to be used in decorating Battery Park; in which the | as to permit the House to remain in session, if necessary, until i2 
concurrence of the House was requested. Gelade Befers adjourning, in place of 10.30. Is there objection? 
A further message from the Senate, by Mr. PLATT, one of its 
clerks, announced that the Senate had agreed to the reports of the 
committees of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two 
Houses to bills of the following titles: 
A bill (S. 305) granting a pension to Annie M. Greene; and 
A bill (S. 684) for the relief of Mrs. Evalyn N. Van Vliet. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES, 


The following reports of committees were handed in at the Clerk’s 
desk, referred to their appropriate Calendars, and otherwise dis- 
posed of as indicated below: 


TERMS OF UNITED STATES CIRCUIT AND DISTRICT COURTS AT CUM- 
BERLAND, MD. 


Mr. BOATNER, from the Committee on the Judiciary, reported 
back favorably the bill (H. R. 8842) to amend an act to provide 
for terms of the United States circuit and district courts at Cum- 
berland, Md., approved March 21, 1892, and for other purposes; 
which was referred to the House Calendar, and, with the accom- 
panying report, ordered to be printed. 


REGULATIONS FOR PREVENTING COLLISIONS AT SEA, 


Mr, FITHIAN, from the Committee on Merchant Marine and| The Clerk proceeded with the reading of the bill, as follows: 
Fisheries, reported back favorably the bill (S. 2783) to postpone | NAVAL ACADEMY. 
the enforcement of the act of August 19, 1890, entitled S An act to To pay the accounts for heating and lighting for the fiscal year 1994, which 
adopt regulations for preventing collisions at sea;” which was re- | are set forth in House Executive Document No. 258 of this session, $1.218.%. 
poe te + My bean 2 ree end ae rey, | Mr. GOLDZIER. Mr. Chairman, I offer an amendment. 
Coe 2 ae The Clerk read as follows: 
YAQUINA BAY, OREGON. At the end ¢ line 15, page 29, add: oe 
NN . : * Provided, at ever epresentative or Delegate in Congress whose dis- 
Mr. HERMANN, from the Committee on Rivers and Harbors, | trict or Territory is not Low represented at the Naval Academy for any cause 
reported back favorably the bill (H. R. oe for the | by a cadet shall be permitted and authorized to recommend a candidate for 
payment of a board of engineers to consider and report on a new | a - ae the — mana “ _ ma anon. = rec- 
s ; : .» | OMmendation to be made on or before e 4th day of March, 18%, subject to 
project for deeper water on the bar of Yaquina Bay, in Oregon; the qualifications now prescribed by law. Nothing herein contained shall be 
which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the | construed to increase the number of cadets at said Naval Academy as now 
state of the Union, and, with theaccompanying report, ordered to 


provided by law.” 
be printed. Mr. GOLDZIER. I ask for a vote. 


Mr. JONES. I object, Mr. Speaker. 
REPORTS. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. Breck- 
INRIDGE] asks that gentlemen having reports to file may be per- 
mitted to hand them in at the Clerk’s desk. Is there objection? 
[After a pause.] The Chair hears none. 


DEFICIENCY APPROPRIATION BILL. /“ 


TheSPEAKER. The gentleman from Kentucky moves that the 
House resolve itself into Committee of the Whole House on the 
state of the Union for the purpose of considering general appro- 
priation bills. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The committee accordingly resolved itself into Committee of the 
Whole, Mr. TArRsNEy in the chair. 

The CHAIRMAN. The House is in Committee of the Whole 
for the purpose of considering the bill the title of which the Clerk 
will report. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

A bill (H. R. 8892) making appropriations to supply deficiencies in the ap 

ropriations for the fiscal year ending June 30. 1895, and for prior years, and 
or other purposes. 
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Mr. DINGLEY. I reserve the point of order upon that. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. What is the purpose of this provision? 
Who offers this amendment? 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Illinois [Mr. GoLp- 
ZIER}. 

Mr.GROSVENOR. The outgoing gentlemen propose to reverse 
the law and make the appointments for the next two or three 
years. 

Mr. COLDZIER. I did not hear the gentleman. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. The outgoing gentlemen propose to make 
the appointments for the next three or four years. 

Mr. GOLDZIER. The outgoing gentlemen propose to have 
the appeintments made to which they are entitled in their terms. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. They have never been entitled to any- 
thing of the sort. If so, there is no necessity for this amend- 
ment. 

Mr. GOLDZIER. Mr. Chairman, the object of this amendment 
is to cure a defect in the bill which was recently passed by the 
House, in which the House authorized these appointments to be 
made; but the Secretary of the Navy construes that law as mean- 
ing only a certain class of appointments, when the members of 
the House who voted for the bill were of the opinion that it in- 
cluded all vacancies. This amendment carries no appropriation 
whatsoever and does not change existing law, but simply gives 
additional time for the appointment that the sitting member has 
the right to make. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. 
order? 

The CHAIRMAN. 
point of order. 

Mr. DINGLEY. I reserved the point of order. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Why not make the point of order? 

Mr. DINGLEY. You can make the point of order now. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. I make the point of order. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will hear the gentleman on the 
point of order. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. The existing law provides that imme- 
diately after the 4th of March the existing vacancies, or vacancies 
to exist, shall be noted to the then member of Congress, and there- 
upon, prior to the ist day of July, he shall make a nomination. 

This is a clear, distinct, and unequivocal change of existing law. 
It is very easy to see what the purpose is. It provides that prior 
to the 4th of March the outgoing Congress shall fill the vacancies 
for the four years to come thereafter. Now, this appointment has 
‘no operation and no effect until the annual examination on the 
15th day of May or on the 15th day of September, and ai that 
time there is in every Congressional district a member of Congress 
who ought to have the appointment. 

I am not discussing the merits of the question. I make the 
point of order that it changes existing law. If it does not do so, 
then there will be no necessity for offering this amendment. It 
is enough to say that the House inadvertently passed this sort of 
a measure in the form of law, or a bill, which repealed the exist- 
ing law and changed the statute; and it has falien to the ground. 
It is now proposed, on this appropriation bill, to do in this indirect 
way what failed to be done in a direct way in the legislation to 
which I have referred. 

Mr. MARTIN of Indiana. Iask the gentleman from Ohio to 
yieid to me. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. For what purpose? 

Mr. MARTIN of Indiana. I want to make a little explanation 
in connection with this amendment. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Very well. 

Mr. MARTIN of Indiana. So far as I understand, this amend- 
ment would cover the case of the district which I have the honor 
to represent, although I did not know it was to be presented. I 
raade a nomination last year, under the law, of a young man as a 
cadet at Annapolis. He failed to pass the examination. As I 
supposed, I had, under the law, the right to make another nomi- 
nation. The Department declined to make the appointment, say- 
ing that the law or rules of the Department do not authorize it. 

he effect of that ruling of the Department, or of law, is that 
during the six years [have been a member of this Congress, while 
there has been but one opportunity for the appointment of a naval 
cadet, I am entirely shut out. Now, I understand that the effect 
of this amendment will be merely to cover cases of that kind and 
that it will not change existing law. 

Mr, GROSVENOR. If it does not change existing law, what 
do we want it for? This amendment, if it were adopted, would 
have no effect on me, so that it is not a selfish position that I am 
taking in this matter. There is a vacancy in the Naval Academy 
at this time from my Congressional district, but if i live Is 
have the privil of filling it under the existing law, and I am 
not ready to fill it with the precipitancy contemplated by this 
amendment. It is very true that a member of Congress may 
sometimes fail to make these eee I made a recom- 
mendation almost two years ago, but I have thus far failed to se- 


Is this before the Chairman bn a point of 


The gentleman from Maine reserves the 
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cure an applicant that could be admitted to the Academy; but that 
does not affect the question here. 

When the Congressional district which I now represent was 
created, on the last days of February two years ago, my prede- 
cessor, or a gentleman who represented one of the counties of my 
present district, nominated a cadet from one of my counties to 
the Academy at West Point, and I therefore lost that appoint- 
ment. But that was the operation of the law. I submit that 
there can be no question but what a provision which undertakes 
to give to an ex-member of Congress an appointment—because 
that is exactly what this does—changes the existing law. As the 
law now stands the nomination is to come from a man who isa 
member of Congress at the time. 

The CHAIRMAN. Will the gentleman permit the Chair to 
call his attention to the fact that the amendment as offered pro- 
vides that the recommendations shall be made on or before the 
5th day of March? 

Mr. GROSVENOR. I understand that, but the recommenda- 
tion is to be made to fill a vacancy that has not occurred; it is to 
fill the place of a cadet who will not vacate the place at the Acad- 
emy until the June examination. 

Mr. GOLDZIER. That is done at the present time. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. It is done, but it is done by a man who is 
a member of Congress and who will be a member of Congress at 
the time of the June examination; not otherwise. 

Mr. GOLDZIER. No, sir; in the case of the West Point Acad- 
emy the appointments are made now and the cadets report for 
examination in March, after our terms here expire. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. It is true that the law provides that ap- 
pointments to the Academy at West Point shall be further along; 
there is a longer interval. Iadmit that, but the notice is not sent 
out until the vacancy is about to happen. Mr. Chairman, this 
amendment clearly changes existing law. 

The CHAIRMAN. For the information of the Chair, will the 
gentleman from Ohio state whether the recommendations or ap- 
pointment of these cadets is regulated by statute or by a mere 
ruling of the Department. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. By the statute, as I understand it. 

Mr. TAYLOR of Indiana. The limitation of the time when an 
appointment can be made by a member is a mere ruling of the 
Secretary. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Then, if it is made by a mere ruling of the 
Department, this legislation is unnecessary and ought not to be 
brought in here. 

Mr. GOLDZIER. It is not unnecessary because it is directory. 

The CHAIRMAN. The suggestion of the gentleman from Ohio 
goes to the merits of the question and not to the point of order. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Why, Mr. Chairman, there are scores of 

members of the Fifty-fourth Congress who have already held 
their examinations and made their preparations for the filling of 
these vacancies, and now it is proposed that gentlemen who have 
had the good fortune to have been elected to stay at home shall 
come in and undertake to do the work which legitimately belongs 
to members of the next Congress. This bill can notpass with that 
provision in it. 
_ Mr. CANNON of Illinois. Mr. Chairman, I would like to ask 
a question, for Ido not know that I have quite ‘“‘caught on” to 
the merits of this point of order. If I understand it, the law as 
it now exists without this amendment will keep the sitting mem- 
ber from making the nomination to the Academy for the May or 
June examination. Am I correct about that? 

Mr. GOLDZIER. Not the law, but the construction of it that 
the Secretary of the Navy makes. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. Let us see about that. The law is 
as it is construed to be by the officers charged with its execu- 
tion—— 

Mr. TAYLOR of Indiana. That is not necessarily so. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. Necessarily so,as I understand it, 
and the very object of this provision is, by legislative enactment, 
to change that law. The Secretary’s construction of the law may 
not be a wise one. I can not tell whether it is ornot. Ido not 
know whether appointments will fall in or fall out by virtue of 
the adoption or nonadoption of the proposed amendment. But 
upon its very face, if it isnot a change of law asit is construed to be 
by the officer charged with its enforcement, then there is no use for 
it. The case is something like that of the destruction of the 
library at Alexandria away back, many hundred yearsago. That 
oe was destroyed, notwithstanding its great literary and his- 
torical value, upon the theory that all that was good was contained 
in the Koran, and if there was anything in that library which was 
not in the Koran it ought to be destroyed. 

The CHAIRMAN, ‘The point of order made against this propo- 
sition is that it changes existing law. The Chair has not been re- 
ferred to any statute which fixes and regulates—— 

Mr. GROSVENOR. ‘TheChair has not stated the entire point. 
I hope the Chair will not rule upon a partial presentation of the 
question. 
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The CHAIRMAN. What is the other point? 


Mr. GROSVENOR. The other point is that the amendment is 
new legislation. The proposition is clearly obnoxious to the rule 
upon the one ground or the other. 

Mr. TAYLOR of Indiana. Does the gentleman from Ohio know 
of any part of this bill that is not new legislation? 

Mr. GOLDZIER. The fact that a measure is new legislation 
does not make it out of order. 

The CHAIRMAN. The understanding of the Chair (his at- 
tention not having been called directly to any statute on the sub- 
ject) is that there is no statute conferring upon members of Con- 
gress the power to appoint cadets; that they merely have, under 
a rule of the Department, the right to make recommendations of 
appointments to the head of the Department, and that the time 
when these recommendations shall be made is fixed purely by de- 
partmental regulation. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. The Chair is mistaken. I can show the 
statute which fixes the date. 

The CHAIRMAN. The date when the recommendation shall 
be made? 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Yes, sir. 

The CHAIRMAN. That is the statute which the Chair asked 
for. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Iam informed that the statute fixes the 
date. 

The CHAIRMAN. That is the statute which the Chair desired 
to examine. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. The Chair ought not to rule ona question 
of so much importance without referring to the statute when the 
statute is within reach. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair asked the gentleman from Ohio 
to furnish the statute. If one exists, the Chair has no knowledge 
of it. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Ican not be making my argument and at 
the same time sending for the Revised Statutes. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will withhold his ruling on this 
question until he can refer to the statute which the gentleman 
from Ohio says he can furnish. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. We had the same fight last year on a point 
of order with reference to this question, and the point was sus- 
tained. 

Mr. BYNUM. IthinkIcanstate correctly the law and the regu- 
lations of the Department with reference to this matter. Thestat- 
ute gives toevery Representative the right to make a recommenda- 
tion to the Secretary of the Navy for the appointment of a cadet; 
the Secretary makes the appointment. The law directs that the 
Secretary of the Navy shall notify Representatives after the 5th of 
March, and that the Representative shall recommend for the ap- 
pointment before the 1st day of July. I think the Chair will find 
that such is the provision in the statute. At the present time a 
great many vacancies exist because the candidates recommended 
and appointed between the 5th of March and the ist of July last 
year failed tosecure admission, having failed in their examinations. 

The examinations were held, some in June and some in Septem- 
ber, and as a number of the nominees failed vacancies still exist. 
The only question is, when a cadet fails to pass the examination 
has the member a right to make another appointment before the 
5th of March following? The Department holds that the Repre- 
sentative can make only one recommendation during the year, 
and that between the months designated. I think the Chair will 
find that to be the whole point. I insist that this proposition is 
not a change of law. The moment a candidate fails to pass for 
any reason, the member ought to have the right under the law to 
make another recommendation. The law does not preclude him 
from doing so; it only gives the Secretary the paramount right to 
fill the vacancy. The Department, however, holds that this can 
not be done except at the time specified. 

The CHAIRMAN. Unless there be objection, this matter will 
be temporarily passed over until the Chair can have opportunity 
to examine the statute. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Mr. Chairman, upon the former question 
I cite the Chair to section 1514, Revised Statutes. 

The CHAIRMAN subsequently said: The Chair is now ready to 
ruie upon the question of order on the amendment proposed by 
the gentleman from Illinois [Mr.GoLpziER]. The Clerk will read 
section 1514 of the Revised Statutes, 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Sno. 1514. The Secretary of the Navy shall, as soon after the 5th of March 
in each year as possible, notify, in writing, each Member and Delegate of the 
House of Representatives of any vacancy that may exist in his district. 
The nomination of a candidate to fill said vacancy shall be made upon the 
recommendation of the Member or Delegate, if such recommendation is 
made by the Ist day of July of that year; but if it is not made by that time 
the Secretary of the Navy shall fill the vacancy. The candidate allowed for 


the District of Columbia and all the candidates appointed at large shall be 
selected by the President. 


The CHAIRMAN. The Chair holds that the point of order is 
well taken. The amendment proposes to change the existing law, 
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under which the recommendation for appointment can only be 
made by the Representative prior to the Ist of July of any year. 

The Clerk resumed the reading of the bill. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE. I offer the amendment which I send 
to the desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

On page 22, after line 23, insert the following: 

“To pay William E. Brandt, late a qualified surgeon in the Pension Offica, 
for expenses incurred while detailed as a special examiner of the Pension 
Office during the fiscal year 1886, $153."” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


INTERIOR DEPARTMENT. 






To pay Charles E. Monroe for professional services rendered in the chemical 
examination of and testing the quality of various rubber bands sul ted as 
samples with bids to supply the Department of the Interior bureaus end 


offices with stationery for the fiscal year ended Jane 30, 1894, $125. 

Mr. BOWERS of California. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike 
out that paragraph under the head of ‘‘ Interior Department.’ 

This is one of the most astonishing things I have ever heard or 
seen in an appropriation bill in this House. They propose here 
$125 to pay an expert to test rubber bands furnished to the Depart- 
ment. Certainly there should be some satisfactory explanation 
from the committee as to the qualifications necessary in this man 
who has this remarkable duty to perform, whether he is aSandow, 
a Goliah, a David, or if he has peculiar qualifications that are not 
ordinarily possessed by other men which fit him for this purpose. 
Will the chairman of the committee explain to a waiting and 
anxious House and country this remarkable appropriation? 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE. I send to the desk a statement of Mr 
George W. Evans, chief of the disbursing division of the Depart- 
ment of the Interior, which explains this matter. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

The CHAIRMAN. Explain this item in reference to George E. Munroe 

Mr. Evans. Professor Munroe isa professor in the Columbian College of 
Washington, and he was called upon by the Secretary of the Interior to make 
a chemical examination of a large number of rubber bands submitted to the 
Department and upon which the Department had received bids and estimates, 
There were a great number of biddersand a large number of samples of bands 
submitted for examination. The Secretary agreed to pay Professor Munroe 
$125 for this service. 

The CHAIRMAN. Had he no fund out of which he could pay it? 

Mr. Evans. Hehad. The Secretary ordered that it sh: mald he paid out of the 
contingent fund, but the question was submitted to the Comptroller, and the 
Comptroller ruled that we could not pay for such services out of the contin- 

rent fund. There being no other fund out of which it could be paid, the 
omptroller said we would have to go to Congress for it. 

Mr. BOWERS of California. I submit that that does not ex- 
plain anything, except that they have agreed to pay so much for 
some kind of a service rendered. It does not show what the man 
did, or what he is required todo. I would ask if the committee 
has any evidence as to the number of days or months or hours this 
man has been engaged in this remarkable labor, and how much he 
has suffered in his physical development and energy during this 
phenomenal test? 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE. This issimply an appropriation in the 
interest of honest contractors against adulterated goods. Itisan 
attempt on the part of the Secretary of the Interior to obtain knowl- 
edge, that must be that of an expert, by which he can determine 
whether the articles furnished are worth the amount proposed to 
be expended for them or not. If the House desires honest con- 
tracts and honest goods they will vote for the appropriation. If 
the House prefers to give dishonest contracters a chance to palm 
off dishonest goods upon the public, and against honesty, they 
will strike it out. 

Mr. BOWERS of California. Can the gentleman state the 
value of the rubber bands reported upon? 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE. The statement was not given. I ask 
& vote. , 

Mr. BOWERS of California. I submit that this item should 
be stricken out. 

The question was taken; and ona division (demanded by Mr. 
Bowers of California) there were—ayes 6, noes 38. 

So the amendment was rejected. 

Mr. ELLIS of Oregon. I offeran amendment to this paragraph. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

After the word “dollars,” in line 5, page 33, insert: 

“In order to pay John H. Cradlebaugh, of Hood River, Oreg., for publish- 
ing in 1892, pursuant to instructions from the local land office at Vancouy 
Wash., eleven notices of intention of final homestead proof to be made by 
Indians, $55, or so much thereof as the Secretary of the Interior may ascertain 
to be due and certify for payment.” 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE. : The gentleman from Oregon submit- 
ted this to me, and I do not know but that it ought to be adopted. 
I have no objection to it. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

That the unpublished work of the Eleventh Census shall be completed in 
the office of the Secretary of the Interior, to whom the records and other 
ere of the Census Office shall be transferred; and the Secretary of the 

nte 


rior is authorized to employ, from the date specified in this act, from the 
force of the Census Office then employed, a chief of division, at a salary of 
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$2,000 per annum; three special agents, and such other employees, not to ex- 
ceed 9), as he may deem necessary for closing up and completing the work of 
the Eleventh Census, such employees to be paid according to the classifica- 
tion set forth in an act va for the taking of the Eleventh and subse- 
quent censuses, approved March 1, 1889; and the Secretary of the Interior is 
further authorized to rent necessary rooms in the city of Washington to 
carry out the provisions of this act, at a cost not exceeding the rate of $6,000 
per annum; and he is also authorized to continue the services of the Com- 
missioner of Labor in charge of the completion of the Eleventh Census, in 
accordance with an act to extend the time for completing the work of the 
Eleventh Census, and for other purposes, approved October 3, 1893. 


Mr. HEPBURN. Mr. Chairman, I reserve the point of order 
in regard to this paragraph until some explanation can be made 
by the gentleman in charge of this bill. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE. Do you mean the entire paragraph or 
the latter clause of it? 

Mr. HEPBURN. The entire paragraph. I want to knowif the 
gentleman will state, or can state, to the committee within what 
time we may reasonably expect the completion of this census re- 
port. It has been now nearly five years since the work was begun. 

My understanding is that none of the bound volumes of the re- 
port have yet been completed, except what is known as the Com- 
pendiuim of the Census. Now, if this delay is to continue it looks 
to me as if the value of the work is practically lost. It is no use 
for the Government to go on making expenditures for a work of 
this kind if it is not to be laid before the people within such time 
as will makeit of any valueto them. Five years emp gees | have 
elapsed already, and I hope the gentleman, if he has the informa- 
tion, will give us some idea in a brief statement, as to when we 
may expect some returns from the enormous expenditures already 
made, 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE. As I understand from Mr. Carroll 
Wright, the head of the department, the work will be entirely 
done, so far as the census tables are concerned, by the ist of March. 
The material is nearly all in the hands of the Printer at this time, 
and will be gotten out as rapidly as it can be printed. The appro- 
priations for it have already been made, and there is no additional 
appropriation covered by this bill except one to which I will refer 
presently. 

Mr. HEPBURN. The work, I believe, contemplates a series of 
26 volumes, does it not? 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE. Iam not quite certain as to that. I 
think 26 volumes was the number originally suggested, but there 
may be one or two about which there is some question. 

Mr. HEPBURN. And but two are already in print? 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE. I think so, although I should not like 
to say positively that that is the exact number. The work is 
progressing, I will state to the gentleman, as rapidly as possible, 
and, as I have said, it is already in the hands of the Printer. The 
aperegeeneee of the last session were ample to continue and com- 
plete the work, and no ane is in this bill except for the one 
item to which I have referred, and which I will explain in a mo- 
ment. The entire work is being done as rapidly as possible, and 
I think there will be no material delay in completing it. 

Now, there is one matter, and that is, what shall we do with the 
original returns? The gentleman understands that there is a vast 
mass of original returns. The recommendation of the bill and of 
the Department is that, instead of printing or binding them, the 
way to do is simply to arrange and tie them up, so that anybody 
who desires to examine them can go and examine the particular 
things that he wants by merely having them shown to him and 
untying the bundle. That will require about $10,000. That will 
wind up all the expense of the Census Bureau. 

Mr. HEPBURN. And it is for the care of these original docu- 
ments that this sum is asked? 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE. It is not only for the care of them, but 
the preparation of them in such form as that any person who may 
dwire to obtain information from the originals may have an op- 
portunity to examine them. 

Mr. HEPBURN. I withdraw the point of order. 


The Clerk, proceeding with the reading of the bill, read as fol- 


lows: 


For miscellaneous expenditures, including telegraphing, fuel, lights, for- 
eign pos , labor, repairs of building and care of grounds, and other nec- 
essaries, directly ordered by the Attorney-General, to supply deficiencies on 
acgount of fiscal years, as follows: 

‘or 1895, $1,100. 

For 1894, $36.83. 

Mr. FLYNN. Mr. Chairman, I offer the amendment which I 
send to the Clerk’s desk. 

Tle amendment was read, as follows: 

After line 12, page 37, insert: 

‘For payment of expenses of five district judges in Oklahoma Territory 
when holding court outside of the counties where they reside, $1,500." 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE. I reserve the point of order upon that 
amendment. 

Mr. FLYNN. Iam frank to admit that there has been no pro- 
vision in the law whereby the —— of the district judges in 
Oklahoma Territory are authorized to be paid when they are out- 
side of their districts. The Attorney-General transmitted to the 
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committee a letter recommending an appropriation to cover this 
eer and stated in connection with it that the one district 
judge in the Indian Territory was allowed $600 a year. 

There are five judges in Oklahoma, and this would make the 
appropriation $3,000 if it were on the same basis; but I have, how- 
ever, reduced that to one-half of what the recommendation of the 
Attorney-General would seem to indicate was necessary. One of 
the judges, in a statement transmitted to the Attorney-General, 
and by him to the committee, states that while the salary is $3,000 
a year, his necessary traveling expenses to hold court in his dis- 
trict are $1,000. If the judges are to be paid by law $3,000, Con- 
gress ought to arrange the matter so that it would not take alarge 
part of their salary to pay their expenses to comply with the law. 

This is fair, and I[ trust that the gentleman in charge of the 
bill [Mr. BRECKINRIDGE] will not insist upon his point of order. 
I was before the committee, and the objection there was that 
there was no existing law authorizing this appropriation. I can 
readily understand that; but there are a great many matters in 
this bill which are not authorized by existing law, and if there 
was ever a just expenditure appropriated for by Congress it is 
this. It is not in the interest of any particular individual. The 
judges are all appointees of the present Administration, with the 
exception of one. I trust the gentleman will not insist upon the 
point of order, because this amount has been reduced to one-half 
of what the Attorney-General requested to be appropriated. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE. Mr. Chairman, there is no question of 
politics about this. I do not know who the judges are, but the 
committee examined the matter and did not allow it, and, there- 
fore, by authority of the committee, I must raise the point of 
— Certainly there is no law permitting this expense to be 
paid. 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Kentucky insist 
upon the point of order? 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE. I do. 

The CHAIRMAN. The point of order will be sustained. 

: The Clerk, proceeding with the reading of the bill, read as fol- 
ows: 

Payment to Winston & Winston: To pay the accounts of Winston & Win- 
ston for $250, and of Alexander M. Winston for $115 for services as attorneys 


rendered in defending certain Indians, under orders of the judge of the United 
States court for the district of Washington; in all, $365. 


Mr. SMITH of Arizona. I offer the amendment which I send 
to the Clerk’s desk. 

The amendment was read, as follows: 

On page 38, after line 2, insert the following: 


“To pay Allen R. English, of Arizona, for services as attorney rendered in 
defending five certain Indians charged with murder, under orders of the 


judge of the United States court in Arizona, $1,000.” 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE. Ireserve the point of order on that 
amendment. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. Ifthegentleman from Arizona[Mr. Smiru] 
does not desire to be heard, I wish to address the committee. 

Mr. SMITH of Arizona. Iwill yield to the gentleman. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. I want to say in regard to this paragraph 
of the bill that, while the amount is asmall one, yet we are setting 
a precedent here that is dangerous. 

r. BRECKINRIDGE. What is the motion that the gentle- 
man makes? 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. My motion is to strike out the paragraph 
in the bill. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE. Against that motion, of course, I do 
not raise ee of order. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. I was saying that while the amount is 
a small one, it is setting a precedent that this House ought not to 
set. The facts in the case are simply these: Winston & Winston 
were appointed by the judge to defend some pauper Indians. Now, 
there is not alawyer on the floor of this House who does not know 
that the law provides expressly that any citizen whodeclares him- 
self to be a pauper shall be entitled to free counsel in the courts 
of the country with nocharge whatever tothe Government. That 
is a provision of the United States statutes. 

Here are two pauper Indians, who came and declared in the pres- 
ence of the court that they had not counsel, and were not able to 
pay for counsel, and Winston & Winston, as provided in this 
clause, are to be paid this amount of money for defending them. 
These were pauper Indians. Every lawyer on this floor knows 
that in every court in this country, from one side to the other, and 
one end to the other, charity practice has to be done every day 
without compensation. 

Mr. BRETZ. Not at all. 

Mr. DOOLITTLE. Never. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. toe are defended without compensa- 
tion; and the only point in this case upon which you can hang a 
claim is that these pauper Indians were not citizens of the United 


States. 

. “ STORER. Will the gentleman allow me to ask him a ques- 
on 
Mr. LIVINGSTON. The law says ‘‘citizens of the United 
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States.” Now, Winston & Winston claim that they ought to be 
paid for defending these Indians because these pauper Indians 
were not ¢itizens. Why, it is as evident as that two and two 
make four that the law was intended to include the wards of the 
Government as well as citizens of theGovernment. I do not care 
anything about the amount of money. It is not that. 

r. DOOLITTLE. Winston & Winston do. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. Winston & Winston may. But I want 
to put this House on notice that if you pay this bill you will open 
the floodgates for appropriations of this character from the Indian 
Territory. Every pauper Indian, and every Indian who has no 
conscience, will go before the court and declare he is a pauper, and 
the United States will have to defend his suit without cost to him; 
and they will come back and get this precedent of the action taken 
by the House, and we will have to pay the bills. 

Mr. STORER. Will the gentleman yield to me for a question? 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. I yield to the gentleman for a question. 

Mr. STORER. Do I understand the gentleman to say that in 
his State counsel are supplied for indigent persons and are not 


i 
a LIVINGSTON. They are not paid. That is the law, and 
that is the law of the United States. 

Mr. STORER. I understood the gentleman to say that that was 
the law of every State. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. I did not state that. 

Mr. STORER. I will state to the gentleman that in the State 
of Ohio indigent prisoners are supplied with counsel, but at the 
expense of the county. 

r. LIVINGSTON . The Revised Statutes provide that an in- 
digent person shall be defended without cost to him. 
r. STORER. Who is to pay? 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. Nobody is to pay. That is one of the 
things which a lawyer has to do some time in his lifetime, and it 
is a very small matter to give his services to pauper defendants. 

Mr. STORER. The gentleman made the point especially as to 
the Indian Territory. ow large a bar is there in the Indian Ter- 
ritory, and how large an amount of labor would be thrown upon 
that bar if they are to be called upon to defend all indigent persons 
and are not paid? 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. That I do not think is pertinent to the is- 
sue. In Georgia the judge selects the counsel to ree a pau- 
per person without cost. The Revised Statutes of this country do 
the same; and I understand that Winston & Winston undertake 


of the country. 

Mr. STORER. Iam only desirous of ans that in Ohio the 
judge selects the counsel, the amount is allowed by the court, and 
is paid by the county. 

Mr, CANNON of Illinois. Mr. Chairman, a word in reply to 
the motion, which I believe is to strike out the appropriation. I 
do not believe it should be stricken out. I hold in my hand Ex- 
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ecutive Document 122, in which the Attorney-General, after re- | 


ferring to these cases, shows it was for the defense of two Indians 
charged with murder, taking a week in trial and longer in prepa- 
ration, and between $300 and $400 in amount,and recommended 
by the court. The poverty of the Indians was shown, the judge’s 
certificate given as to the effectiveness and the necessity of the 
defense, and the Attorney-General recommends as follows: 

These accounts were presented to the last session of Congress without re- 
sult. They areagain presented, at the request of the parties claimant. They 
are meritorious, and are therefore submit for appropriation and payment. 

That forecloses the propriety. Now, I understand the Indians 
were acquitted. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. DolIunderstand my colleague on the com- 
mittee to say that the simple fact that the Attorney-General rec- 
ommends the appropriation forecloses the question of ee. 

Mr. CAN NON of Illinois. Yes. Now,as to the legality of the 
payment. These Indiansare wards of theGovernment. Stricken 
with poverty, crowded necessarily by our people, charged with 
murder, not going into court upon their own motion, these men 
are assigned to defend and do defend them, and it is claimed that 
they were to donate their services. There is nothing in the law 
which requires it to be done. 

T have the pauper act that the gentleman refers to, the act of 
July 20, 1892, and it provides that any citizen of the United States, 
being a poor person, on proper proof may prosecute his suit, and 
that the officers of the court shall perform the services for nothing. 
It will be observed that there is no provision in the act for a de- 
fendant who is a poor person; it is as a plaintiff that the r per- 
son is provided for, and also as a citizen of the United States. 
These Indians did not come within the statute first because they 
were defendants and not plaintiffs, and second because they were 
not citizens of the United States but wards of the Government. 
In my —— the Attorney-General is right in his recommen- 
dation, and these parties have a legal claim on the Government 


of the United States; and, when it is only $355 for the defense of | paragraph just read, beginning on line 11 and ending on line 21. 
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two Indians, involving a week’s work, to say nothing of prepara- 
tion, I certainly think the claim ought to be paid. 

Mr. SMITH of Arizona. Mr. Chairman, I thoroughly agree with 
the gentleman from Illinois. There is no doubt that the statute 
which has been referred to has no reference whatever to blanket 
Indians or Indians on reservations. It never was so intended; 
nor was the act intended to touch a question of attorneys’ fees. 
Gentlemen who desire to have the Indian treated fairly when he 
is brought before the courts, in a community where it is here 
claimed there is a prejudice against him. certainly can not want 
to see him defended by inferior counsel, and you can not get the bet- 
ter talent ot the bar to stop their other business to defend an Indian 
accused of murder when there is no pay attached to the service. 
The only way you can obtain a fair trial for the Indian in such 
cases is by allowing reasonable compensation for his defense. 

In the case referred to by the gentleman from Dlinois [Mr. 
CANNON], and especially in the case to which my amendment re- 
fers, certain Apache Indians were being tried for murder, and 
counsel was appointed by the court to defend them, and the At- 
torney-General reports that it was a necessary employment, and 
that these moderate fees should be allowed. I believe, too, that 
the committee have allowed in these cases a much less sum than 
was recommended by the Attorney-General; certainly they have 
done so in the case covered by my amendment, and I think that 
my friend from Georgia [Mr. LivinasTon], when he understands 
the circumstances and surroundings of these Indians, and when 
he takes into account the prejudice which is alleged to exist against 
them in those communities—which, however, I deny—will not ob- 
ject to this allowance. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. Is the gentleman willing to agree to an 
amendment providing that this money shall be taken from the 
Indian fund? 

Mr. SMITH of Arizona. I do not care where it comes from. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. You are aware of the fact that the In- 
dians have a fund and that they have a larger per capita amount 
of currency to-day than any State in the Union? 

Mr. SMITH of Arizona. That depends entirely upon what In- 
dians you are talking about. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. I understand that. 

Mr. SMITH of Arizona. Some of the Indians have no fund 
whatever. I know of no particular fund that the Apaches have 
out of which this allowance could be justly made. The Govern- 








| ment is supporting these Indians at its own expense; they are 
to get this claim simply on the idea that the Indian is not a citizen 


charged with murder on the reservation, and attorneys are ap- 
pointed by the court to defend them; and now the point of order 
is made that this pauper act applies to them, although the gentle- 
man must have seen from its reading that it has no application 
whatever, and could not, in mercy or in justice, have any appli- 
cation to such cases. 

Mr. DOOLITTLE. Mr. Chairman, I simply want to say a word 
in addition to what has been said by the gentleman from Illinois 
in support of that provision. This gentleman, Mr. Winston, was 
for a full term United States attorney of the district of Washing- 
ton. Shortly after the expiration of his term he was appointed to 
defend these Indians. Their case was regarded as meritorious, 
but on account of many surrounding circumstances it wasregarded 
also as &@ dangerous case for the Indians, and Mr. Winston ren- 
dered the country, as well as the Indians for whose defense he 
was —*, valuable service, extending over more than a 
week, he and his son being engaged during all of that time in the 
defense of these men, which they conducted successfully. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. Mr. Chairman, I want to add just a word. 
In the first place, this is without authority of law. In the second 
place, it is a bad precedent. In the third place, it is not only 
without authority of law and a bad precedent, but there were no 
ascertained facts before the committee which allowed the account 
as to how many days or hours of service was rendered. Now, 
having brought the matter to the attention of the committee, I 
have done my duty, and I withdraw the motion to strike out. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendment of the 
gentleman from Arizona. 

Mr. SMITH of Arizona. Mr. Chairman, on consultation, I 
believe that I will accept an amendment fixing the amount at $750 
instead of $1,000, although I believe the recommendation of the 
Attorney-General was $1,200. 

The amendment was modified by striking ont ‘‘a thousand” and 
inserting ‘‘seven hundred and fifty,” and was then adopted. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

For defraying expenses incurred by marshalsin executing orders, warrants, 
and processes of United States courts; for the protection of property in the 
hands of receivers of such courts, and for the arrest and detention until trial 
of persons arrested for violating such orders and resisting the execution of 
such warrants and processes, to be audited and allowed by the Attorney- 


eae $140,000, and said sum shall be available for expenses incurred dur- 
ing the years 1894 and 1895, $140,000. 


Mr. LIVINGSTON. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the 
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I want to state to the committee that this provision is very 

culiar in its language, and forms a precedent which, if once set 
in this House, will open a fiood gate of extravagance by putting 
into the hands of officers of the Government amounts of money 
to be expended without any ascertained account. Notice the 
language of this paragraph. It provides that this money shall be 
expended on warrants “to be audited and allowed by the Attor- 
ney-General.” Here is an appropriation of $140,000, for what? 
Not a member of the Appropriations Committee knows to-day for 
what, and not a member of this Committee of the Whole knows 
for what this money is to be expended. 

The chairman of the subcommittee and myself insisted on the 
Attorney-General saying why this was necessary and where this 
money was to go. It is said to be for ‘‘ expenses incurred by 
marshals in executing orders, warrants, and processes of United 
States courts for the protection of property in the hands of re- 
ceivers.” The question was propounded to the Attorney-General 
how much of this money was to go for services in defense of prop- 
erty not in the hands of receivers, and he failed to answer. How 
rauch of it was for the protection of the Dlinois Central Railroad 
Company? How much of it was for the protection of Armour & 
Co., or any private property? Those questions were asked, and 
they were not answered. ow, it is proposed in this bill to ap- 
propriate a lump sum of $140,000, to be placed in the control of the 
Attorney-General, to be expended upon vouchers to be audited 
when and reported to whom? 

What necessity can there be for auditing an account, after it has 
been paid? And how can a deficiency be ascertained until the 
account has been audited or estimated? Mr. Chairman, this pro- 
vision is subject to a point of order and it ought to go out on that 

ound, 

Mr. BOATNER. Why do you not make the point of order? 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. wish to og that the committee was di- 
vided as to the propriety of paying this money—— 

Mr. BOATNER. The rule provides that no appropriation shall 
be reported in any general appropriation bill or be in order as an 
amendment thereto for an expenditure not previously authorized 
by law 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. Yes, sir. 

Mr. BOATNER. Why not, then, make a point of order against 
the appropriation? 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. LIraise a point of order against this para- 
graph under Rule XXI. 

r. RAY. It is too late to make that point of order. The gen- 
tleman has discussed the proposition and moved to strike it out. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair thinks the point of order comes 
too late. The question is on the amendment of the gentleman 
from Georgia [Mr. Livinasron] to strike out the paragraph. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Mr. Chairman, I think an appropriation 
carrying $140,000 ought to be in words and figures more definite 
and certain than this one. I think the Committee on Appropria- 
tions ought to know what thisis for; andif any of them does know 
I wish they would tell us. My position about this question is this: 
If this money is to be applied to the payment of any Government 
officials for the discharge of any duties that they performed under 
duly constituted authority, I have no objection, of course, to the 
appropriation; but if the employment was by private persons or 
private corporations, then, notwithstanding the person doing the 
service may have been disguised as a public officer, yet if his 
service was a private duty, I should not be in favor of making this 

vyment. Any person whose property suffers injury by mob vio- 

ence has recourse for damages upon the locality that was legally 

bound to furnish protection for the property and that has failed 
to perform that duty. If this appropriation is intended to com- 
pensate private corporations or private individuals for outlays 
made for the protection of their own property, then, in my judg- 
ment, it ought not to be allowed. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. Mr. Chairman, this provision speaks 
for itself. Nota dollar of this money after it is appropriated can 
be paid until the expenditure which is to be ovens is shown and 
has received the special approval of the court whose process the 
officer was re The Committee on Appropriations in the 
oe, gp of this bill exhausted this question so far as they 
could, and in the published hearings will be found between four 
and five closely printed pages giving the questions propounded to 
the Attorney-General and the answers made. 

The Department— 

Says the Attorney-General— 
was officially advised that property inthe hands of receivers was in jeopardy; 
that the laws of the United States were violated and defied, and that the 
ordinary forces of the marshals were wholly inadequate to enforces the or- 
ders of the court. Immediate action was imperatively demanded. Under 
these circumstances, and upon a representation of the facts, instructions to 
the marshals were given to employ sufficient force to carry out the orders of 
the court and to uphold the laws. It is evident that the ordinary provisions 
for the payment of marshals’ accounts under usual circumstances were not 
— le in these cases. From time to time, therefore, on the requisitions 


the marshals, funds have been advanced to them to defray the necessary 
expenses, with specific instructions that the accounts must t receive the 





spesteh approval of the court. It should perhaps be stated incidentaily that 
these expenses covered a period of several months, commencing from the 
time of the ““commonwealer " disturbances. 

m oy » © & % * 

In answer to inquiry 4, the Department states that it is impossible to esti- 
mate the amounts expended, or for which the United States are liable in the 
protection of properties not in the possession of receivers, or the causes for 
such pee and the dates thereof, except that where properties were 
not in the hands of receivers the expenditures were for executing the inter- 
state and postal laws under the orders of the United States courts, and what- 
ever protection was granted to roads not in the hands of receivers of the 
courts was not granted for the benefit of the roads, but was an incidental 
protection which was absolutely necessary to enforce the laws of the Gov- 
ernment in interstate and postal matters. 

1 might read further; but this substantially covers the ground, 
There is the list of the claims so faras we could get them; but 
these are not claims of the usual character, payable in the ordi- 
nary way. Theycan not be audited until they are paid; and they 
can. not be passed until the courts specially approve them; and in 
addition to that they must receive the approval of the Attorney- 
General. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. I would like to bring to the attention of 
the gentleman 

Here the hammer fell. ] 
ir. CANNON of Illinois. I will move to strike out the last 
word, if there be no objection. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, Iask unanimous consent that the gen- 
tleman from Illinois be allowed five minutes more. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. Iwish to bring to the attention of my 
colleague on the committee the fact that in this paragraph we pro- 
pose to appropriate a lump sum of $140,000 for certain purposes 
indicated upon accounts to be audited and allowed, and the usual 
expression, ‘‘ or so much thereof as may be necessary,” is omitted. 
So that here is an appropriation of $140,000 to be given over to the 
Attorney-General to be paid on accounts that he knows nothing 
about, thatthe House knows nothing about, and that the Committee 
on Jere knew nothing about; and we have not even 
inserted the qualifying clause, ‘‘or so much thereof as may be 
necessary.” 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. Mr. Chairman, the statement of that 
objection, if you will stop and think a minute, does not need any 
answer. The words, ‘‘ or so much thereof as may be necessary,” 
are merely ‘“‘ leather and prunella.” 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. If $140,000 has been ascertained as the 
amount to be paid, why not say so? 

Mr.CANNON of Illinois. Itisnotclaimed that the precise amount 
has been ascertained; it can not be ascertained until the money 
has been paid out by the marshal and until he takes his vouchers 
and gets the special approval of the judge, and afterwards the ap- 
proval of the Attorney-General. The words “ or somuch thereof 
as may be necessary” can be inserted by unanimous consent, if 
desired. But they do not change the effect of the appropriation 
the ten-thousandth part of a hair. 

Now, what are the facts? Unfortunately—without locating the 
blame; it is not nec«-sary to do so—during a portion of the last 
fiscal year and of this jiscal year there have been great disturbances 
throughout the country. This was the case at Chicago, out West, 
down East, and in various parts of the country; parties, without 
locating the blame, took possession of the gateways through 
which the travel and commerce of the country passed and stopped 
it. ItwasSundayevery day, in the words of the old song, through- 
out the length and breadth of the country. 

The President, charged with the execution of the laws, through 
the Department of Justice ordered the expenditures provided in 
this paragraph tobe made and how theyshould be made. So faras 
they were made to enforce the law they ought to be paid. I want 
further than that to call the attention of the gentleman to this 
fact: The President of the United States—and we appropriate a 
part of the deficiency in this very bill—the President of the United 
States found the civil arm of the Government weak and powerless 
to restore order, and directed the military force of the Government 
to proceed to the point of trouble,and at the end of the bayonet, 
against the protests of governors of States, he enforced the law of 
the United States; and I repeat, this bill contains a deficiency ap- 
propriation to pay the Army for that use of the bayonet. 

Why, Mr. Chairman, does the gentleman swallow the camel 
and strain at the gnat? If it was wrong to use and pay the civil 
arm of the Government to enforce the law, much more wrong is 
it, to pay the Army for helping to enforce the same law against 
the protests of governors of States. 

Now, I might let the matter rest there, but there is one addi- 
tional thing to which I wish to call your attention. All over this 
country there are humble men who work by the day and live in 
the sweat of their faces who, it is alleged, and in many cases I 
believe, did take service under the marshals, taking their lives in 
their own hands for the purpose of guarding the mails of the 
United States and its commerce Corvin wacker the interstate-com- 
merce law. They have not been paid for that service, and they 
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ought to be, if I am correctly informed as_ to these cases and I 
think Iam. The payment has been withheld from them. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. Will the gentleman state where the 
$140,000 is going? How do you know that they have not been paid 
already? 

Mr. CAN NON of Illinois. I know it from the fact that orders 
were given in the northern and southern districts of Dlinois, and 
that this document that I hold in my hand says that between 
thirty and forty thousand dollars were contracted there without 
being able to give the details of it until the vouchers come in, and 
they can not come in until the money is appropriated. And I 
know, further, that gentlemen representing districts in the north- 
ern and southern divisions of Illinois have come in contact with 
men who have not been paid. 

Mr. BOATNER. Will the gentleman from Illinois give some 
reason why the committee should not have furnished the House 
or should not themselves have been furnished with the details of 
the expenditures and the names of the parties to whom the money 
is to be paid? Ido not mean, of course, the name of each indi- 
vidual, but the amount expended by the various marshals acting 
under the order to which he refers. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. If my friend from Louisiana had 
listened to me it would not be necessary for me to repeat the lan- 
guage of this document. 

Mr. BOATNER. There was so much confusion at the time I 
could not hear. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. 
will read again a brief extract. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. BOATNER. I ask unanimous consent that the gentleman 
have time to discuss this question. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. Oh, well,I withdraw the pro forma 
amendment, and renew it. 

Mr. BOATNER. Let me say this to the gentleman: I have read 
the answer of the Attorney-General, and it seems to be entirely 
insufficient or unsatisfactory, as far as accurate details are con- 
cerned, to support so large an appropriation. Iagree entirely that 
the United States is responsible and ought to appropriate whatever 
is necessary for the enforcement of the laws of the United States 
and to protect property entitled to Federal protection. But before 
appropriating the money the House ought to be advised in what 
manner the money has been expended or the obligation incurred, 
the parties paid, the circumstances, the condition under which it 
was expended, and so on, so the House may judge for itself, and 
not the Attorney-General, whether it ought to be appropriated. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. I understand; but if the gentleman 
will just allow me to read one moment I think he will be satisfied. 
Let me read: 

Under these circumstances and upon a representation of the facts, instruc- 
tions to the marshals were given to employ sufficient force to carry out the 
orders of the court aud to uphold the laws. It is evident that the ordinary 
provisions for the payment of marshals’ accounts under the usual circum- 
stances were not applicable in these cases. From time to time, therefore, on 
the requisition of the marshals, funds have been advanced to them to defray 
the necessary expenses with specified instructions that the accounts must 
first receive the special approval of the court. It should perhaps be stated 
incidentally that these expenses covered a period of several months, com- 
mencing from the time of the ‘‘ commonwealer”’ disturbances. 

It will be seen from this that this expenditure forms an excep- 
tion to the usual expenditures in such cases. 

Mr. BOATNER. Now, why does not the Attorney-General, I 
ask the gentleman, proceed to give the number of persons em- 
ployed by the several marshals, and the marshals who employed 
them, how long a time they served, and the amounts to be paid? 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. And the property they protected. 

Mr. BOATNER. All of which information now seems to be 
withheld from the House. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. Oh, Mr. Chairman, a child could 
ask more questions in a minute than a sage could answer in a life- 
time. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. It will not take a lifetime to answer a sim- 
ple question like that. 

Mr. BOATNER. And the gentleman is superior to a sage. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. Oh, my friend from Louisiana is 
larger than a child. Suppose you put it that way. 

Now, the accounts for fees of marshals are only audited after 


It covers about four pages, but I 


they are paid, and can not be paid until the money is appropriated. | 


The money is advanced to the marshal; he pays it out to a thou- 

sand people perhaps, and he takes their vouchers, returning them 

to the Department of Justice. Then for the first time it is in the 

oes of the Department to tell the individual to whom the money 
as been paid. 

Mr. SMITH of Arizona. 
upon it? 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. Yes. Now, whatis the fact. These 
expenses were directed to be made. The marshal did not have 
the money, but he made the employment under the order of the 
Attorney-General, and now those vouchers can not be ascertained 
by the Attorney-General until the money is furnished to pay 


After the local courts have passed 
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them, and when the marshal pays them and takes a receipt there- 
for, every receipt must first bear the special approval of the court. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. And unless approved it will not be paid, 
and the marshal becomes responsible for it? 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. Why, certainly. It must first have 
the special approval of the court, and then it mast come to the 
Attorney-General’s office and pass that office, and then, for the 
first time, it is in the power of the Attorney-General to tell how 
many people were paid. 

Ah, but says the gentleman, suppose the marshal pays some- 
body whom he ought not to pay. Why, that question comes up 
in the public service everywhere. If he fails to get the approval 
of the Attorney-General he is not allowed for that expenditure 
and he must make it good, and his bond is held to make it good. 
There is no danger of any man improperly getting a cent and the 
marshal getting credit for that payment unless the courts spe- 
cially approve wrongfully, and unless the Attorney-General spe- 
cially approves wrongfully; and if you go to higgling about mak- 
ing this appropriation from that standpoint, then we will strike 
it all out, because you come to a point where you have got to 
trust somebody to make the payment. 

Mr. BOATNER. With all due respect to the gentleman from 
Illinois, I think that his answer tothe question which I propounded 
to him is not only not satisfactory, but is utterly fallacious. The 
logical deduction from what he says is that this House shall aban- 
don its discretion in this matter to the Attorney-General, and that 
because the Attorney-General says $140,000 is necessary to dis- 
charge the obligations of the Government incurred in this way 
we ought to appropriate the amount. When I ask why de- 
tails are not given which show the justification for this expendi- 
ture and the obligation of the United States, the gentleman says 
that the details can not be given until the money is paid. Well, 
then, if that be true, how does the Attorney-General arrive at the 
fact that the sum of $140,000 is necessary to discharge the obliga- 
tion? I do not ask why the Attorney-General did not furnish 
vouchers. I do not ask for vouchers; but it seems to me to com- 
port with common sense and reason that the Attorney-General 
could lay before this House the information which he has. If any 
marshal employed any number of deputies, he knows when he 
employed them how much he agreed to pay them and how long 
they served. 

It is not necessary that he should produce vouchers in order to 
show us what expenditure it has been necessary to make. So I 
submit to the gentleman from [linois, with all due respect for 
his experience as a member of the committee and his ability as a 
legislator, that unless we propose to abandon the discretion which 
the law imposes upon us to scrutinize these accounts and to know 
where the money of the United States is going to be paid before 
we appropriate it, we ought to have exactly the information which 
Ihave indicated by my question to the gentleman. 

Mr. SMITH of Arizona. It is a mere estimate. 
can give. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. I desire to say in answer to the gen- 
tleman thatit takes two people to conduct aconversation. Soun 
made by the voice is no sound to him who is deaf. There must 
be a man who talks and a man who has an ear that hears before 
there can be practically any such thing as sound. When I have 
stated that it seems to me I have covered the ground. 

Mr. BOATNER. No doubt, to your satisfaction. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. Well, possibly so, and I trust to the 
satisfaction of the House. I will not again explain why it is not 
in the power of the Attorney-General to give a list of these men. 
I have twice explained it; but I will turn back to pages 24, 25, and 
26, and I now want the attention of the gentleman from Ohio [ Mr. 
rere chairman of the Committee on Military Affairs. 
Here is a bill which carries a deficiency of $25,000 for subsistence 
of the Army. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. It hasvery rarely happened that there has 
been any deficiency from the Military Committee, I want to say. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. Well, now, the Army went to Chi- 
cago because they were sent there. They had to be clothed and 
to be furnished with ammunition. They had to have rations, and 
the disturbance which led to this deficiency grew largely out of 
the enforcement of the law through calling into use the mili- 
tary arm of the Government. Yet my friend from Louisiana {| Mr. 
BoaTNER] allows that which was specially ordered by the Presi- 
dent to pass by. Why did he not demand the number and names 
of the soldiers that made that deficiency—how many privates, and 
who commanded them? What property did they protect, and 
where did they go? Whose rights or person did they defend? 
But my friend was as silent as the graveyard there. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. Why are you addressing your remarks to 
me? 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. Well, I am cross-eyed; I was look- 
ing at my friend from Louisiana. [Laughter.] 

r. OUTHWAITE. Then you must be cross-eyed. 
with you in the proposition. 


That is all he 
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Mr. BOATNER. Will the gentleman state whether or not, in 
asking the committee for that deficiency appropriation, the De- 
partment did not furnish them with the necessary specifications 
as to how these expenses were incurred, what amount was neces- 
sary to defray the cost of transportation, defray the cost of sus- 
tenance, to pay for the ammunition, and all those items? 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. Why, they did not, and never do. 
They never do that; they come before us with an estimate. 

Mr. HENDERSON of Iowa. They make a requisition in bulk 
of so much. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. They will make an estimate and for- 
ward that estimate with a request that theappropriation be made; 
but there were no details. If we had to have the details of the 
expenditures of every cent to every individual with our 70,000,000 
population and the 1,500,000,000 people in the world where our 
public service reaches on the earth, there would not be room 
enough in this House to hold them. 

Mr. BOATNER. If the gentleman will allow me. 

Mr. SAYERS. If my friend will refer to page 40 he will find 
an appropriation for 1895 deficiencies, $713,000, for fees of marshals. 
Now, the Committee on Appropriations could not possibly ascer- 
tain how many deputies the marshals would require, how many 
miles they would hove to travel, or how many writs they would 
serve. We could only take the estimate of the Department of 
Justice that this would be the probable deficiency during the 
present fiscal year, and we Ag omg: $713,000. So all through 
this bill there is a well-defined line of difference in deficiencies. 
One is what may be termed ‘“‘ascertained deficiencies” and the 
other class as ‘‘estimated deficiencies.” An ‘‘ ascertained” defi- 
ciency may arise during the present fiscal year or the year before 
or the year before that;-future deficiencies can only be estimated. 

Let us consider the subject under immediate consideration. 
The courtsin Illinois (I will take that State, for instance, ) having in 
their charge and under their control through receivership of certain 
railroads, etc., finding that the operation of these roads was being 
impeded, directed the United States marshals to incur certain ex- 
penditures; that is, by swearing in deputy marshals and taking 
such steps as would release these roads from interference. Usu- 
ally, as in the payment of all expenses, the United States marshals 
make payment upon their own responsibility and then transmit 
their accounts. This appropriation is made in bulk, and, as 
stated by the gentleman from Illinois, before the marshal can pay 
one dollar he mustdo so upon the order of the court. He must show 

the order of the court for his voucher, and such voucher is trans- 
mitted to the ans of Justice for revision. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Why do you not say so in this appropria- 
tion—that it should be audited by the Auditor of the Treasury? 

Mr. SAYERS. If my friend will notice, on the top of page 40 
there is no such requirement as this. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. But this specially provides that it shall be 
audited by the Attorney-General. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. Who has no authority to audit accounts. 

Mr. SAYERS. These accounts, if I do not misunderstand the 
law, go to the Attorney-General. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE. You are wrong. 

Mr. SAYERS. These accounts go to the Attorney-General. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE. This particular item was put in before 
that law, and it was to be audited by the Treasury, and not in 
the way of the ordinary law. 

Mr. SAYERS. They are to be revised and allowed by the At- 
torney-General. Are not all the accounts of the marshals revised 
by the Attorney-General? 

Mr. BREC RIDGE. Not in the sense of this language. 

Mr.SAYERS. Now for fees of marshals for 1895. Does notthe 
gentleman from Kentucky know that the Department of Justice 
under this new act must revise every one of these accounts? 

Mr. GROSVENOR. I understand the gentleman to state that 
the expenditure for which this appropriation is to go has already 
been made. 

Mr. SAYERS. It has already been made. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. What is the necessity for this peculiar 
language, to which I wish to call the gentleman’s attention? After 
reciting that it is to defray expenses incurred by marshals in exe- 
cuting orders, etc., of United States courts, it provides that the 
appropriation shall be $140,000, and then goes on to say that ‘‘ said 
sum shall be available for expenses incurred during the fiscal 
years 1894 and 1895, $140,000.” 

Mr. SAYERS. The two fiscal years arementioned because my 
recollection is that the troubles occurred in both years. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. I think not. 

Mr. SAYERS. Well, I think so; but I am not positive. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. But does this appropriation carry $140,000 
or $280,000? 

M:. SAYERS. Only $140,000. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Why do you not content yourself, then, 
with saying $140,000 once? 

Mr.SA . The repetition comes from the practice of nam- 
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ing the amount at the end of each paragraph in order to facilitate 
thesumming up. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. But this states the sum twice at the end. 

Mr. SAYERS. I do not think there can be any question that 
the amount is eo 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE. What is the gentleman’s criticism? 

Mr. SAYERS. The gentleman from Ohio seems to think that 
this is an Hy ropriation of $280,000. 

Mr. BR ‘KEN RIDGE. Not at all. The last “$140,000,” 
though, ought to be stricken out, as it is a mere repetition. 

Mr. SAYERS. There is no more danger of $280,000 being paid 
out under this or ropriation than there is of a million. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE. But at the best the second “$140,000” 
is a repetition. 

Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. Mr. Chairman, I offer an 
amendment, which I send to the desk. 

The amendment was read, as follows: 

Insert after the word “dollars,” in line 21, page 40, the following: 

“Provided, That the Attorney-General shall report to Congress the pay- 
ments made under this paragraph, to whom paid, and for what purpose or 
service.” 

Mr. SAYERS. That is entirely unobjectionable, 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE. I have no objection to that. Now, 
Mr. Chairman, I desire to say a single word in justice to myself 
on this provision of the bill. I loyaily support the bill reported 
by the committee and which I was directed to report, but person- 
ally I was against the making of this particular appropriation. 
I want to put that on record, because the question may arise in 
some other way. I was opposed to it, Geek. Weta I am opposed 
to the mode in which it is proposed these claims shall be audited. 
All other claims are audited by the regular accounting officers 
of the Department according to law, but these claims are to be 
audited solely by the Attorney-General. I think it is a bad prec- 
edent. I have every confidence in the present Attorney-General, 
but there are eight Cabinet officers for all time to come. I was 
opposed to it also because I was not prepared to say that the re- 
sponse of the Attorney-General as to how this money was to be 
expended was sufficient. I disagree with my friend from IIli- 
nois [Mr. CANNON|—and I content myself by simply stating the 
disagreement—in his statement that the Attorney-General shows 
where the money is to go. I think the Attorney-General leaves 
it absolutely in doubt. 

We only know that it goes to certain districts. There are cer- 
tain districts in which it is to be distributed, but to whom or for 
what properties or under what proceedings we are not informed. 
I was opposed to the tomers upon a third ground, which 
went to the bottom of the matter. I think that the tendency 
toward the control of great corporations and of the workingmen 
employed by them by writs of injunction and by prosecutions for 
contempt is in the wrong direction. I think we are going too far 
in conceding to courts of equity the powers which they have as- 
sumed over corporations and their employees. We are opening 
the door too wide to great corporations to come into a court of 
equity and, at the expense of the United States, invoke the proc- 
esses of the court for that protection which, if they are entitled 
to it at all, they ought to obtain at their own expense. 

I admit that it is hard to draw the line as to where the Federal 
courts should stop when their power is invoked for the protection 
of person or property under the interstate-commerce clause of 
the Constitution in relation to corporations upon whose service 
the mail facilities of the United States in large measure depend; 
and while I myself was opposed to this provision, yet as the com- 
mittee heard it in the last session of Congress with great care and 
suspended action and then heard it again, and now, having heard 
it a third time, have determined to report it, I stand with the 
committee, and oppose the motion of my colleague [Mr. Lrvinc- 
STON] to strike it out. 

Mr. SAYERS. Mr. Chairman, I always like gentlemen, when 
they oppose an appropriation for a particular purpose, to show 
that they have manifested their opposition to that purpose ina 
legitimate way, which in this case would be by the introduction 
of a bill limiting the powers of the Federal courts. 

No such bill has been before the House. I will give the reason 
why I support this appropriation. I have been informed that the 
men who performed this service are citizens of the United States, 
who were summoned to perform certain duties by the United 
States marshals. If that be true, and if they performed the serv- 
ice, then each and every one of those citizens can sue the Govern- 
ment in the district court nearest to his home, and can obtain 
judgment against the Government for the services that he ren- 
dered; and then Congress will be obliged to appropriate not only 
the original sum, but the costs and the interest also. My object, 
therefore, in supporting the appropriation is to save the payment 
of a larger sum, which must otherwise be paid in thefuture. The 
persons to whom this appropriation, if made, will are poor 
men, summoned to the performance of a public duty by the mar- 
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Mr. HENDERSON of Iowa. Mr. Chairman, I ask the Clerk to 
read from the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD a paragraph which I send 
to the desk. 

The Clerk read the following from the proceedings of the House 
of Representatives of July 16, 1894: 

Resolved, That the House of Representatives indorses the prompt and vig- 


orous efforts of the President and his Administration to suppress lawless- 
ness, restore order, and prevent improper interference with the enforce- 


ment of the laws of the United States and with the transportation of the 


mails of the United States and with interstate commerce, and pledges the 
President hearty support, and deems the success that has already attended 
his efforts cause for public and general congratulation. 

Mr. HENDERSON of Iowa. Mr. Chairman, I make that the 
text for a few observations touching thisappropriation; and I will 
confine myself solely to the merits of the main question involved; 
for I fear that some at least of the technical objections raised here 
are really directed to the main question instead of the technical 
ones to which they appear to attach. 

A few months ago, as the Recorp just read shows and as we 
all remember, there was serious trouble in this country. The 
Executive, coming manfully to the discharge of his duty as 
Chief Magistrate, acted, according to the judgment of Congress, 
promptly and wisely. That resolution was adopted under a sus- 

nsion of the rules requiring a two-thirds vote, and it practically 

d little opposition in either House of eo 

That was the way Congress felt then when we were in great 
trouble, confronted with confusion, great and weighty questions 
hanging in the balance. It was a time when some novel issues 
were presented, considered, met, and solved. The protection of 
the United States mails, the protection of interstate commerce, 
and the enforcement of the mandates of the Federal courts were 
all involved. And I am glad to live in a country where the su- 
— Executive met his duty manfully, and where Congress, 

acked by every Republican vote, said ‘“‘Amen” to that action. 

The storm has blown over. The men who took their lives in 
their hands as bailiffs, possibly as a part of the posse comitatus of 
the country, and as deputy United Btates marshals, with a cour- 
age which no soldier can say was second to anything that was 
done on bloody battlefield, responded to the call of the law and 
helped toexecuteit. They were mostly ae men—laboring men— 
but men and citizens who did not shrink from their grave duty. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, the Executive lays upon the table of Con- 
gress the statement of a legitimate expenditure in connection with 
that execution of the law; he shows how, according to long and 
well-established usages, this money was called for and expended. 
The storm, I say, has passed; there is no trouble now in the great 
centers; no blockade of commerce, no stoppage of the mails, no 
rumblings, as it were, of civil war. And now we can afford, as 
gentlemen seem to think, to haggle and become technical in re- 
spect to paying the poor and worthy men who helped us in our 
hour of trouble. 

For one I will say, shame upon the American Congress if it 
fails to step up and do its duty! The Committee on Aen ria- 
tions has done its duty and has laid this provision before the Com- 
mittee of the Whole. I ask that you respond, as the Committee 
on Appropriations has done, to the demands of duty and in behalf 
of g overnment. [Applause.] ~ 
Mr. LIVINGSTON. Mr. Chairman, the opposition to this clause 
in the appropriation bill has nothing to do with the Democratic 
party, and nothing to do with Feadieas Cleveland, and nothing 
to do with the indorsement by this House of his action in this 
matter. Whether Mr. Cleveland did right or wrong is not the 
question before this House now. That was settled when the reso- 
lution which has been read was pending; and the House indorsed 
his action. The question is now whether these accounts are 
oe presented to this Committee of the Whole. The speech 
of the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. HENDERSON] was simply the 
utterance of a sentiment—nothing more. He never touched the 
issue before the committee, whether the Attorney-General has 
authority to audit accounts or not. There is one objection to this 
clause. There is no law for it; and if you begin to-day to give the 
Attorney-General authority to audit accounts, then abolish the 
Auditor's office so far as the Department of Justice is concerned. 

There is another objection. Some of us believed in the com- 
mittee room, and we believe now, that a part of this money was 
spent illegally, and that if this appropriation be now made it will 
be expended without authority of law. We believe [that these 
United States marshals and these bailiffs were protecting private 
property which the State of Illinois ought to fms protected, if 
protected at all; which the city of Chicago should have protected, 
if protected at all, or which the Illinois Central Railroad Compan 
should have protected, if protected at all. And we endeavored, 
by a letter addressed to the Attorney-General, to ascertain to 
whom this money was to be paid and for what —- We 
sought to ascertain the names of the marshals and deputy mar- 
shals,with a description of the property that was protected and the 
expense incurred in protecting it. e could not get answers to 
those questions, and we have not got them yet. 


My colleague the chairman of the subcommittee is right when 
he suggests that this is a dangerous precedent, without authority 
of law, and may entail upon the Congress of the United States in 
days to come an amount of trouble which we shall hardly have 
the capacity to roll off our shoulders. 

_ There is another objection to this provision. 
tion is clearly and distinctly repeated. We appropriate the sum 
of $140,000 twice. How do you know and how do I know what 
construction will be put upon the language in this bill? 

1 will confess, Mr. Chairman, that if the amendment now pend- 
be adopted a great deal of my objection to this proposition 
vanish and I may cease my opposition to this clause of the 

But the matter as it now stands I can not and will not vote 


This appropria- 


in 
wi 
bill. 
for it. 

Mr. BYNUM. Mr. Chairman, I think that very much of the 
opposition which has been made on the floor to this appropria- 
tion arises from a ee or a misunderstanding of the 
facts. As I understand it, this appropriation is made in bulk to 
the Department in order to pay the expenditures of that Depart- 
ment in executing the laws of the country. It stands precisely 
on the same principle as the appropriation to the Department for 
the payment of witnesses or jurors. Of course, none of the 
officers of that Department can, in advance, give a statement of 
aa Se appropriated for the payment of jurors is to be ex- 

n 


_ Mr. LIVINGSTON. But this stands on a very different foot- 
ing. 

Mr. BYNUM. The very same objections might be alleged 
against appropriations for the payment of jurors,I repeat. Tho 
money is appropriated, it is sent by the Department to the various 
officers throughout the country, often before the juries are drawn, 
and it would be impossible before the money is expended and be- 
fore the jury is paid to render an account to the Department giv- 
ing the details of the expenditure. It is just the same way with 
the appropriation carried in this bill with reference to other ap- 
ror made for the United States courts. 

r. LIVINGSTON. No; the difference is this: In the appro- 
priations for witnesses and jurors the accounts are audited. In 
this they are not. 

Mr. BYNUM. They will be audited after the payment is made. 
How can they be audited in the case of jurors before the jurors 
are drawn, before their service has been rendered, and before pay- 
ment has been made? All of these appropriations for such fees 
must in the very nature of things be made in advance. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE. But there is this distinction, if the 
——- will permit me: In all other cases of expenditures for 

nited States courts the expenditures are audited by the Auditors 
of the particular Department under which the expenses are in- 
curred. For instance, in the cases of jurors’ and marshals’ fées 
the accounts are passed upon by the Auditors; butin this case these 
expenses are audited by the Attorney-General in person and al- 
lowed by him. These are expenses that are not regarded as the 
ordinary expenses of the Federal courts. . 

Mr. BYNUM. Ido not know whether a change has been made 
by the new system in auditing these accounts 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE. 0; in respect to that no change has 
been made. 

Mr.BYNUM. But that, however, makes no difference in the 
principle. 

I know as a matter of fact that the deputy marshals, so far as 
Indiana is concerned—the men for whom this appropriation is 
asked—were appointed from the laboring classes and were labor- 
ing men. They went in obedience to the law and discharged their 
duties faithfully and promptly. Some were seriously injured in 
the discharge of their duty. The great majority of them were 
— men, who were unable to do without their pay, and suffered 

rom the fact that there was no money on hand to promptly dis- 
charge their claims. 

After their discharge var were compelled, because of their 
circumstances and because there was no money to pay for the 
services they had faithfully rendered in preserving order and in 
aiding in the enforcement of the laws of the country—they were 
compelled to discount their claims against the Government. Now 
we are quibbling over the appropriation to pay those of them who 
were able to hold their claims until Congress had an —— nity 
to make an appropriation. I know a large number of these men 
personally; they are entitled to their pay. It is objected for the 
reason that the Department of Justice should come to Congress 
and render an itemized account as to what all the various deputy 
marshals who were necessarily employed were engaged in, where 
they were and what they were engaged in every hour of the day, 
and whose property they were guarding. 

In the very nature of things it would be impossible to render 
such a statement. These men who performed the duty were under 
the control of the marshal and they were sent wherever their serv- 
ices were required, and fo require a specific report to the House 
of all of the particulars of the services rendered in various parts 
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of the country at that time would be just as impossible as to re- 
quire full and complete details from every officer of the Govern- 
ment in every one of its Departments who has charge of expendi- 
tures in the enforcement of any of its laws. It is sufficient to 
know that these men were engaged in a duty which was consid- 
ered to be essential, and they performed their duty well. The 
appropriation, therefore, ought to be made without objection and 
without contest on this floor. 

I represent a large labor district. I represent men who were 
engaged in that strike; but I do not believe, Mr. Chairman, that 
there is one of them who would countenance for a moment the re- 
fusal on the part of the Government of the United States to pay 
its just obligations which were incurred during that period. 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 


Mr. BOATNER. Mr. Chairman, it is a favorite resort, or rather 
a common thing in the practice of law, for a party who holds the 
weaker side of an issue to shift it whenever he can. I have not 
heard a man on this floor, in the discussion of this question, an- 
tagonize the position taken by the gentleman from Indiana io 
Bynum]. I doubt if there is a man here who objects to the Gov- 
ernment paying the poor men he refers to in Indiana every dollar 
it owes to them. I certainly do not object to it, nor do [ object 
to the payment of every dollar of expenditure lawfully incurred 
by the Government in the maintenance of law and in the protec- 
tion of every right which it is the duty of the Federal Govern- 
ment to protect. But that is not the question at ail. The ques- 
tion is whether we shall take the mere statement of the Attorney- 
General that he needs $140,000 for the purpose contemplated 
here as conclusive of this question, and therefore excuse him 
from furnishing any details to the House as to whether his esti- 
mate is correct or not. Who suggests that anybody wants an ac- 
count of what these deputies did? 

Mr. BYNUM. The gentleman from Georgia suggested that? 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. No, I did not. 

Mr. BOATNER. No, sir; the suggestion is that the Attorney- 
General should furnish this House a statement of the number of 
deputies employed, and the time that they served, and the amount 
of their wages. Does that involve a difficulty impossible of ac- 
complishment? Why, sir, to say that the Attorney-General could 
not furnish this House with a statement that would show the way 
in which this money had been expended with reasonable particu- 
larity, so that we can judge whether or not it ought to be paid, is 
an insult to any man’s understanding. ‘iat, sir, is all I contend 
for. I object to this House surrendering the discretion imposed 
upon it by the Constitution of determining how the money of the 
United States should be expended, and to accepting the mere 
statement of the Attorney-General that he had incurred an ex- 
pense of $140,000 in protecting the public peace, in protecting 
property, and that we shall accept that, and accept his declination 
to give us the particulars of the expenditure of that money. I 
repeat, sir, that he could without difficulty have given us the de- 
tails upon which he arrived at the conclusion that the sum of 
$140,000 is necessary. 

Now, the gentleman from Texas [Mr. SAYERS] in his remarks 
a few minutes ago drew a distinction between a deficiency which 
is estimated and a deficiency which has occurred. If the defi- 
ciency is estimated for the future, of course the particulars can 
not be given, except by estimation; but where the appropriation 
is to cover a deficiency in public expenditure which has already 
occurred, there is no reason whatever why the exact figures of 
that deficiency should not be given to the House. 

I repeat, that I do not yield to the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. 
Bynum], or the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. HENDERsoN], or the 
gentleman from Illinois [Mr. CANNON], or any other gentleman 
upon this floor in disposition to me proper appropriations to 
pay all lawful expenses of the United States, and particularly ex- 
penses lawfully incurred in the preservation of the public peace 
and in the protection of property; but I protest, sir, that this 
House should not permit the Attorney-General to treat one of its 
committees with the discourtesy which he has shown to this one, 
or to treat the House with the discourtesy which he has shown it 
by refusing to furnish such a statement of the expenditure of this 
money as will enable us to determine whether it was lawfully and 
rightfully expended or not. 

Mr. TURPIN. Does he refuse to give the information? 

Mr. BOATNER. There is his letter, which is evasive, and 
which does not give the information. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE. I think it is due to the Attorney-Gen- 
eral to allow his letter to be putin the Recorp. I think it is 
hardly fair to say that the Attorney-General refused or that he 
was discourteous. He simply did not give us the information. 


Mr. BOATNER. I want to be understood with reference to 
that matter as saying that the act is in itself discourteous. There 
is a reply to a letter addressed to him by the chairman of the com- 
mittee. I —— that it seems to me that it was easy for him to 
have given these 


details, that it was easy for him to have ascer- 
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tained how many deputies had been employed, the length of time 
they had served, and the amount which had been agreed to be 
paid to them. Ido not mean that he should have given the details 
with absolute accuracy; but certainly he could have given the 
House more information than is contained in that letter. I repeat, 
that in my judgment the act itself was discourteous, although 
the letter is not. The discourtesy consisted in withholding from 
the House the details which it ought to have, in order to enable it 
to decide whether the Attorney-General wisely exercised the dis- 
cretion vested in him. 


Mr. BRECKINRIDGE. I make the request that the letter of 


the Attorney-General be printed in the REcorD. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Kentucky asks that 
the letter of the Attorney-General be printed in the Recorp. Is 
there objection? 

There was no objection. 

The letter is as follows: 


DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE, 
Washington, D. C., December 15, 1894. 
Str: Your letter of December 7, 1894, transmits a request for statements to 
be sent to the committee showing “ the various properties, with the names of 
the corporations owning them, in the possession of receivers appointed by 
the courts of the United States, and the courts in which said receivers were 
appointed.” 
in reply it may be stated that the Department has not a list of the various 
properties, with the names of the corporations owning them, in the hands of 
receivers, appointed by the United States courts, whether circuit or district, 
in which receivers were appointed. In this reply there is no wish to evade 
any item of the inquiry or to conceal any matter connected with the inquiry. 
The clerks of the United States courts are the only officials who can give the 
correct information. An effort to collect from them what is desired and tabu- 
late their answers when received for report to Congress could hardly be ac- 
complished till late in the present session. The clerks of the courts not being 
under the control of this Department, they would only report upon the order 
of the judge, and as such work is without compensation some delay might be 
onpoetes at their hands in comer ing with the Department request. 

The Department was officially advised that property in the hands of re- 
ceivers was in jecpardy; that the laws of the United States were violated and 
defied, and that the ordinary forces of the marshals were wholly inadequate 
to enforce the orders of the court. Immediate action was imperatively de- 
manded. Under these circumstances, and upon a representation of the 1acts, 
instructions to the marshals were given to employ sufficient force to carry 
out the orders of the court and to uphold the laws. It is evident that the or- 
dinary provisions for the payment of marshals’ accounts under usual circum- 
stances were not applicable in these cases. From time to time, therefore, on 
the requisitions of the marshals, funds have been advanced to them to defray 
the necessary expenses, with specific instructions that the accounts must 
first receive the special approval of the court. It should perhaps be stated 
incidentally that these expenses covered a period of several months, com- 
mencing from the time of the “commonwealer ” disturbances. 

“The sums expended, respectively, in the protection of said properties, and 
the dates and a of said expenditures.”’ 

Answer. The Department furnishes in Exhibits A and B the amounts which 
nave been advanced to the marshals of the different judicial districts out of 
the appropriation for Font on property in the hands of receivers for the 
fiscal years 1894-95 and 1894, with the dates when the advances were made; 
but it can not apportion the advances so as to show what kind of expenses 
were paid off by the marshals. This can only be ascertained by a careful 
analysis of the accounts that have already been examined and paid and are 
now on file in the Treasury, or those awaiting examination by this Depart- 
ment and those in the marshals’ hands yet unpaid, awaiting a deficiency ap- 

ropriation. In making requisitions for advances for the purpose above in 
Nicated the marshals did not specify the character of the accounts in their 
hands, but simply asked for amounts to cover all the claims that were read 
to be paid. To completely analyze all the accounts that have been rendered, 
which are now in the he porto and those in the hands of the marshals, 
would require the labor of several clerks and would consume at least a month 
or two in the preparation of a statement which would fully answer the in- 


uiry. 
. it might be borne in mind that the special appropriation for ppastacting 
property has only been used to pay expenses incurred by reason of these dis- 
Pavkaness. and any fees that were earned in executing orders of the court 
—— from the regular appropriation provided for that purpose. 

“The sums for which the United States are now liable for the protection 
of said properties, respectively.” ; 
Answer. The amounts for which the United States are now liable under 
the appropriations mentioned are set forth in Exhibit C, as reported by the 
marsha 
4n answer to inquiry 4, the Department states that it is impossible to esti- 
mate the amounts expended, or for which the United States are liable in the 
protection of properties not in the possession of receivers, or the causes for 
such expenditures and the dates thereof, except that where properties were 
not in the hands of receivers the expenditures were for executing the inter- 
state and postal laws under the orders of the United States courts. and what- 
ever protection was granted to roads not in the hands of receivers of the 
courts was not nted for the benefit of the roads, but was an incidental 
protection which was absolutely necessary vo enforce the laws of the Gov- 
ernment in interstate and postal matters. The main object of the court, act- 
ing through the marshal and his deputies, was to enforce obedience to the 
laws of the United States, to do which it was necessary to see that the roads 
were protected so far as was needed for a proper execution of the laws. To 
this extent the protection was given, and no more than what was incidental 
to the main objectof executing the laws. 
In answer to inquiry 5, the Department states that it is im ible to give 
the names or number of “persons arrested or detained by the order of the 
United States courts in the protection of property in the hands of receivers 
of said courts, or the cause of such arrests and detentions, and the expenses 
thereof,” for reasons indicated in reply to No. 3. 
The amounts paid in the various districts, r tively, for fees of jurors 
a ee of witnesses during the fiscal year 1895 are presented by Exhibits 

an 
It is impracticable to furnish the information as desired in No. 7, as the 
accounts of marshals for even the first quarter of the fiscal year 1895 have 
The expe re rtation of prisoners to places of imprisonment 

e mses for transpo: on © ers to places 0! mment are 

yable from “Fees and expenses of marshals,” not from “Support of pris- 
oners.” To obtain the desired data letters would have to be sent to all the 
marshals asking for the information. 




















1895. 





The cost of transportation of prisoners released from penitentiaries (pay- 
able from “ Support of prisoners ™) is estimated to be about $24,000 a year. 
Very respectfully, 


Attorney-General. 
Hon. W. C. P. BRECKINRIDGE, sales 
Chairman Subcommittee on Deficiencies, J 
Committee on Appropriations, House of Representatives. 


Mr. SAYERS. I desire to say in behalf of the Attorney-Gen- 
eral that in my intercourse with him, not only personally but offi- 
cially as chairman of the Committee on Appropriations, I have 
always found him ready and willing to give all the information 
within his power in reference to any matter whatsoever about 
which he was interrogated. There can be no question as to his 


entire willingness at all times to furnish our committee with such | 


information as he possessed, and he did furnish it, and that, too, 
in a courteous manner. The trouble is that he did not have all 
the information that was asked of him. He is an able, honest, 
and efficient official. I believe that the amendment offered by the 
gentleman from New Hampshire [Mr. BAKER] will cure every 
defect, and will enable this Congress to ascertain to a cent to 
whom this appropriation goes. The only question now is whether 
we shall pay those citizens of the United States who have been 
summoned by marshals to discharge certain duties and who have 
discharged those duties, many of them being poor men. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE. I ask for a vote. 

The CHAIRMAN (Mr. Tarsnry). The question is upon the 
motion of the gentleman from Georgia [Mr. Livineston] to 
strike out lines 11 and 21, inclusive, on page 40. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. Has the amendment proposed by the gen- 
tleman from New Hampshire [Mr. BAKER] been agreed to? 
There has been no vote upon it. 


The CHAIRMAN. The present occupant of the chair was not | Rule XXI. I want to make every point of order that may be 


in the chair when it was offered. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. There was no motion put to the com- 
mittee. 

Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. I understood the chairman of 
the subcommittee to accept the amendment, and that it was 
adopted. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. I desire to say that there was a motion 
made to strike out the paragraph, and then there was another 
proposition to amend the paragraph. Before the motion toamend 
can be declared to be adopted it must be voted upon while the 
other motion is pending. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE. To settle all doubt,I call fora vote on 
the amendment offered by the gentleman from New Hampshire 
[ Mr. a 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. Iask that that amendment be reported. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will again report the amend- 
ment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


After line 21, on page 40, insert the following proviso: 

“Provided, That the Attorney-General shall report to Congress the pay- 
ments made under this paragraph, to whom paid, and for what purpose or 
service.”’ 


Mr. BRECKINRIDGE. Now, Mr. Chairman, I ask for a vote 
upon that. 

The CHAIRMAN. The amendment of the gentleman from 
New Hampshire is to the original text. 

Mr. BYNUM. The vote should first be taken on the motion to 
perfect the text. 

Tbe question was taken; and the amendment of Mr. Baker of 
New Hampshire was agreed to. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. Mr. Chairman, as the amendment which 
has just been agreed to obviates some of the objections I had to 
the penne, I withdraw my motion to strike out the para- 
gra 


Mr. BRECKINRIDGE. Now, Mr. Chairman, I move to per- 
fect the text by striking out the words “ hundred and forty thou- 
sand dollars,” in lines 20 and 21. They are a repetition by a mis- 
print. 

The CHAIRMAN. If there be no objection that amendment 
will be considered as agreed to. [After a pause.] The Chair 
hears none. 

Mr: CANNON of Illinois. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out 
the last word, for the purpose of saying—the gentleman from 
Georgia having withdrawn his motion to strike out the para- 
graph—on the real, substantial, permanent, patent excuse or rea- 
son that the amendment of the gentleman from New Hampshire 
has been adopted, and as we are to pass on, as peace broods over 
the House, and gentlemen have got themselves into the RECORD, 
so that they can go, if they want to, in the sweet by and by or here- 
after, so that they can “‘catch them coming and going,” and say 
they were for or against the proposition—‘‘ you pays your money 
and takes your choice”—being in that blissful condition, I am 
nay that the Clerk, so farasI am concerned, shallread. [Laugh- 

r. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


For 1892, $292.50. 
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Mr. LIVINGSTON. Mr. Chairman, I desire to offer an amend- 
ment. 

Mr. TRACEY. I would like to offer an amendment before we 
reach the next paragraph. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. I offer an amendment on page 48, after 
line 8. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

On page 48, after line 8, insert: 

“To pay the claims of Charles Morgan, C. B. Payne, and the 
Steamship Company, audited and reported to the Forty-sixth Congress; 
claims of Charies Morgan and M. ©. Mordecai,audited and reported to the 
Forty-eighth Congress, being for allowance for one month's extra pay as 
United States mail contractors, $17,510.83, or so much thereof as may be neces- 
sary. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE. While I am in favor of paying these 
claims, if subject to the point of order I feel it my duty to make 
the point of order. 

Mr. SAYERS. Iam opposed to paying these claims. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. Mr. Chairman, I want to hear the gentle- 
man on the point of order. I want to know where it is. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Has the amendment been read? 

Mr. DOCKERY. Reserve every point of order. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE. I make the point of order that there is 
no law under which they can be paid. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. Why, in answer to that, Mr. Chairman, I 
have the law here. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Is the point of order reserved? 
heard it read. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Kentucky makes the 
point of order. 

Mr. DOCKERY. I make the point of order under clause 





Southern 
the 


I have not 


9 of 


~ 


made. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. I understand that these gentlemen are 
catching at a straw. I will show them what it is before I get 
through. 


I will say, in answer to the gentleman in charge of the bill, that 
these are all accounts allowed by the statutes of the United States, 
under a law which authorized the Postmaster-General to allow a 
month’s extra pay to a railway mail contractor when he sus- 
pended his contract, and the letter that I have sent to the desk 
shows that the Postmaster-General allowed these contractors one 
month’s extra pay. It shows more than that, Mr. Chairman; that 
these accounts have gone to the Auditor and been ascertained and 
certified to Congress as lawful and right and equitable. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will read the letter from the 
Auditor. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


TREASURY DEPARTMENT, 
OFFICE OF THE AUDITOR OF THE TREASURY 
FOR THE Post-OFFICE DEPARTMENT, 
Washington, D. C., June 12, 1894. 

Str: In repl to your request contained in your indorsement on the 
inclosed list of claims, to be informed whether or not ‘‘these claims have 
been paid in whole or in part by the Confederate States, and it said claims 
are now justly due to parties,” I have the honor to inform you that a careful 
examination of the Confederate records, now in the custody of this office, 
fails to disclose that any part of said claims was paid by the Confederate 
States government. 

There can be no question as to the legality of these claims, based, as they 
are, upon the orders of the Postmaster-General, issued under authority 
vested in him by the terms of the contract, and in view of the fact that the 
Supreme Court has decided that the suspension of contracts for service in 
the Confederate States carries with it a month's extra pay as if the service 
were discontinued. (Wallace, 8, page 38.) 

The claims of Charles Morgan, C. B. Payne and the Southern Steamship 
Com y were reported to the Forty-sixth and Forty-seventh Congresses, 
_ hat of Charles Morgan to the Forty-eighth and Forty-ninth Congresses, 
aiso. 

The claim of M. C. Mordecai was reported to the Forty-seventh, Forty- 
eighth, and Forty-ninth Congresses. 

he following footnotes appear in Executive Documents No. 29, second 
session, Forty-sixth Congress, and No. 2, first session, Forty-seventh Con- 


Ss: 

‘First. These six items are incident to service on mail routes jn Southern 
States, discontinued because of the rebellion, being in the nature of damages 
by reason of such discontinuance. The accounts for the original service are 
“——e in this office, waiting additional legislation. 

“A doubt has arisen as tothe propriety of reporting these allowance, but as 
they have been certified to this office since the date of the act approved June 
14, 1878, they are submitted herewith.” 

“Second. These six claims are based on the condition in all mail contracts 
‘that the Postmaster-General may curtail or discontinue the service on whole 
or in part, he allowing one month's extra pay on the amount dispensed with.’ 
The amount due for service peenet under each contract has been paid 
in full, with the exception of the first, which, with all other ante bellum mail 
service, is waiting action by Congress."’ 

In explanation of the doubt expressed in the first note above quoted, one of 
my predecessors, in a letter to the honorable Secretary of the Treasury, wrote 
as follows: ‘ The doubt referred toin thisnote related solely to the propriety 
of reporting claims for one month's extra pay, while the accounts for the 
original service were suspended in this office awaiting legislation, it in no wise 
affects their validity and integrity. and does not arise under any law.” 

The question whether or not a claim for one month's extra py under the 

of the contract, in the abscnce of any order from the Postmaster- 

eral authorizing its payment, and of evidence that service was performed 

to the date of its suspension, heretofore raised in this office, remains unset- 
tled, but that can in no sense affect the validity of these claims, as orders 


CONGRESSIONAL 


were issued by the Postmaster-General authorizing the payment of one 
month's extra pay, and evidence of service to the date of discontinuance fur- 
nished in each case. 
Very respectfully, 
; GEO. A. HOWARD, Auditor. 
Hon. L. F. LIvineston, 
House of Representatives, Washington, D. C. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. Now, Mr. Chairman, the Auditor, Mr. 
Howard, quotes the fact, and gives you the law and the date of 
its passage. 

r. DINGLEY. But he does not take into account an act of 
war, which practically suspended these contracts. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. Mr. Chairman, this act was passed since 
the war. It was passed in 1878, and authorized the Postmaster- 
General to do this thing. The Postmaster-General had suspended 
these contracts. These accounts were submitted to the Auditor, 
who passed on them and sent them to Con: , and they have 
been in this Hall and upon the floor of this House and in the com- 
mittee since the Forty-sixth, the Forty-seventh, and the Forty- 
eighth Congresses; and I desire, Mr. Chairman, for the benefit of 
the committee, to remind them that these four claimants are not 
at all associated with a lot of claims that Mr. Reagan got into 
trouble with on the floor of the House many yearsago. There are 
only four of them; and I send this letter to the Clerk’s desk and 
ask that it be read. 

Mr. DINGLEY. How many are there behind that? 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. There areno more behind that. The gen- 
tleman is getting these confused with a different sert of claims 
altogether. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

TREASURY DEPARTMENT, 
OFFICE OF AUDITOR FOR THE PosT-OFFICE DEPARTMENT, 
Washington, D. C., February 18, 1895. 
Srr: In reply to your letter of this date I have the honor to inform you that 


the four claims named are for one month's extra pay on discontinuance of 
service, and are all of that class of claims now pending. 


Very respectfully, 
WM. G. CRAWFORD, 
Deputy Auditor for Post-Ofice Department. 
Hon. W. C. P. BRECKINRIDGE, 
House of Representatives, Washington, D. C. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. Now, Mr. Chairman, there are but four 
of this class of claims unpaid. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair desires to hear the gentleman 
from Kentucky on the point of order. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE. I have an impression on my mind that 
at one time the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. DocKERY] who sits 
before me, as Chairman of the committee, had some such claim 
before us, and I do not know upon what ground it was decided. 
I am in the attitude that I believe that these claims ought to be 
rted against them, it is my 


id; but the committee having repo 
Satyr to raise the question of order. Iask the gentleman from 
distinctly that when pre- 


Missouri to make a statement. 
Mr. DOCKERY. I remember ve 
siding over the Committee of the Whole in a former Congress I 
sustained a point of order that was madeagainst aclaim presented 
on behalf of Mr. Mordecai, though I do not now recall upon what 
ground. My recollection is that some time after the war an ap- 
ropriation of about $375,000 was made to pay this class of ante- 
3 claims, but that, in the administration of that appropria- 
tion, some doubts arose as to whether or not the Confederate gov- 
ernment had not paid a part of the claims. Possibly there was a 
suspicion of fraud in connection with some of the claims—not 
these particular ones, however—and, if I remember right, a sub- 
sequent statute was enacted forbidding any further payment of 
those claims; but in the hurry incident to the presentation of the 
question a moment ago I have been unable to find the statute. I 
believe, however, that such a statute exists. 
Mr. LIVINGSTON. I think that if there was any statute of 


that kind the Auditor would not have overlooked it. 
Mr. DOCKERY. Well, I do not assert positively that there is 
such astatute, but that is my recollection. I hope that this 
graph and the amendment will be allowed to fo over, with the 
point of order pending, until the conclusion of the bill. 
“— BREC RIDGE. I hope the gentleman will consent to 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. Mr. Chairman, I will consent that this 
shall go over until the other parts of the bill are acted upon. 

Mr. DOCKERY. With the point of order pending. 

Mr. TRACEY. Mr. Chairman, I desire to offer the amendment 
which I send to the desk. 

The amendment was read, as follows: 
= apne gS 4 od ; ives: To enable the Secretary of the 
Semade and the Clerk of en leon of Representatives to pay to the officers 


and emplo: of the Senate and House borne on the annual and session rolls 
on the Ist day of ree including the Ca police and Official Re- 
e 


rs of the Senat ouse, for extra se: during the Fifty-third 
Roneress, a sum equal to one month's pay, at the compensation then paid 
them by law, the same to be made imm: y available.” 

Mr. SAYERS. I understand that thisis the ordinary resolution 
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for an extra month’s pay that has been adopted heretofore at the 
short sessions of Congress. 

Mr. TRACEY. Yes, sir. 

Mr. SAYERS. I will ask the gentleman to let that lie over 
until we get through with the bill. There are several persons 
who are endeavoring to get special appropriations independent of 
this, and Ido not think that, in justice to ourselves, we should 
allow an extra month’s pay and then permit certain gentlemen to 
come and get appropriations for five hundred or a thousand dollars 
extra. Idonot make any objection to the gentleman’s amendment, 
but I ask him to let it lie over until we can see how the matter 


stands. 

Mr. TRACEY. Mr. Chairman, this is the proper place for the 
amendment to come in, and I have offered it r consultation 
with the committee. 

Mr. SAYERS. I do not object to it, but I ask unanimous con- 
sent that it be _—< over for the present without prejudice. 

Mr. TRACEY. Mr. Chairman, with the understanding thatno 
point of order is raised against the amendment I will not object. 

The CHAIRMAN. No point of order has been raised. 

Mr. TRACEY. Atany rate, theamendment hasbeen discussed, 
so that if an attempt were made now to raise the point of order it 
would come toolate. With the understanding, then, that no point 
is or can be made against it, I will agree that the amendment shall 
go over, as nape by the ger.tleman from Texas. 

The CHAIR e gentleman from Texas asks unanimous 
consent that the amendment offered by the gentleman from New 
York (Mr. TRacEy] may be laid aside until the committee has 
gone through the bill. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

Mr. CURTIS of New York. Mr. Chairman, I desire to add as 
an amendment to the amendment of my colleague [Mr. TRAcEY 
the following: ‘‘and employees of the law library of Congress.” 

Mr. SAYERS. I reserve the point of order on the amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. The amendment of the gentleman from 
New York [Mr. TRACEy] has already been laid aside informally. 

Mr.CURTIS of New York. Well, I desire to have my amend- 
ment follow his and be considered immediately after it. 

Mr. DOCKERY. With the point of order pending. 

The CHAIRMAN. The point of order has been made on the 
amendment to the amendment, but no point of order has been 
made on the amendment of the gentleman from New York [Mr. 
TRACEY], and that amendment having been discussed upon its 
merits, of course no point of order will be entertained by the 
Chair when it comes up for consideration. 

Mr. O’NEIL of Massachusetts. Mr. Chairman, I offer the 
amendment which I send to the desk. 

The amendment was read, as follows: 


P 48, after line 21, insert: 

- pay $2,000 to Mrs. Celeste H. McCoy, of St. Paul, Minn., widow of the 
Hon. W. D. M ¥ deceased, late minister and consul-general of the United 
States to Liberia.” 


Mr.SAYERS. Imake the point of order on the amendment. 

Mr. O’NEIL of Massachusetts. Mr. Chairman, I desire to make 
a brief statement. I offer this amendment at the request of my 
colleague, Dr. EVERETT, who is unable to be here to-day. I send 
to the Clerk’s desk and ask to have read the report of the subcom- 
mittee of the Committee on Foreign Affairs, by whom this appro- 
priation is recommended. 

The Clerk read. as follows: 


The subcommittee, to whom was referred H. R. 7984, for the relief of Mrs. C. 
H. McCoy, widow of W. D. McCoy, beg leave to report as follows: It appears 


rtment that W. D. McCoy was — 
minister to Liberia January 11, 1 


; that he offered his resignation February 
6, 1898; that it was received March 16, but never formally accepted; and that 


Be died of a bilious attack resulting from the climate at Monrovia May 15, 


Mr. McCoy was allowed salary from the 20th of January, 1892, to the 15th of 
May, 1893, at the rate of §4,000 per annum, aggregating $5,283.40; his widow 
has received, under section 1749, Revised Statutes, $549, va? salary at that 
rate for fifty days’ transit time from the 16th of May to the 4th of July, 1898. 
She now applies for one year’s , and her petition to that effect states 
her to be in tly reduced circumstances. 

The precedente this case are thoroughly set forth in the report (No. 1061) 
of Hon. J. B. McCrEary in the Fifty-second Congress on H.R. 5227, for the 
relief of >. Swift. There have been ten instances since March 3, 1879, 
two of them the widows of ministers to Liberia, where varying sums have 
been paid under similar circumstances. 

Your subcommittee therefore report the bill, recommending that it be 
amended. by ee the word “four” and inserting the word “ two” in 

ine 5, thus givi McCoy six months’ salary in addition to the sum 
y received, report according with the greater number of prec- 


ents. 
Respectfully submitted. 
WILLIAM EVERETT, 
H. ST. G. TUCKER, 
WILLIAM F. DRAPER, 
a ie ; by Subcommittee. 
pproved in writing by— 
THOS. J. GEARY. 
ANDREW PRICE. 
CHAS. E. HOOKER. 
A. C. HARMER. 
H. W. BLAIR. 
J. VAN VOORGIS. 
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Mr. O’NEIL of Massachusetts. Mr. Chairman, as I have said, 


I offer this amendment at the request of my colleague. It has 

been approved by a majority of the Committee on Foreign Affairs; 

and I hope that the pate from Minnesota, who represents 

the district to a a ee om will be allowed to say 
two i tion to matter. 

* The CHAIRMAN The Chair desires to hear 


The CHAIRMAN (Mr. Hatc#). } 
from the gentleman from Texas [Mr. Sayers] on the point of 
order. 


Mr. SAYERS. There is no law authorizing the payment of 
money for the purpose indicated. It will be a mere gratuity and 
can not properly be put upon an appropriation bill. If there can 
be shown any law which in the remotest degree authorizes this 
appropriation I will admit that my point of order is unfounded. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair would like to ask the gentleman 
from Texas whether there is any provision of any statute author- 
izing the appropriation reported in this bill by the Committee on 
Appropriations? 

To pay the widow of M. B. py ee late a Representative in Congress from 
the State of Pennsylvania, $1,699.82. 

Mr. SAYERS. That is subject to a point of order; any gentle- 
man can make it if he chooses. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair does not think it is, because it 
follows an unbroken precedent, and the amendment to it is of the 
same character. If the Committee on Appropriations can report 
an appropriation to pay a claim simply upon precedent, certainly 
the Committee of the Whole can entertain an amendment of the 
same character. 

Mr. SAYERS. I appeal from the decision of the Chair. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Texas has made the 

int of order that the amendinent offered by the gentleman from 

assachusetts is not in order, because there is no law authoriz- 
ing the payment of the amount named. The Chair has overruled 
the point of order. The gentleman from Texas has appealed 
from the decision of the Chair; and the question now is, Shall the 
decision of the Chair stand as the judgment of the committee? 

Mr. SAYERS. I desire to be heard a moment. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will hear the gentleman. 

Mr. SAYERS. Mr. Chairman, if any — can show any 
authority whatever in law for making this appropriation I will 
withdraw my appeal. But there is no law in existence which 
either directly or indirectly authorizes this appropriation. Itisa 
mere gratuity. 

Mr. WEADOCK. What is the amendment? 

Mr. SAYERS. It proposes to pay the widow of a minister to 
Liberia $2,000. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. If authority of law is required for all these 
appropriations, then four-fifths of this bill would go out. 

Mr. SAYERS. Let them go out. 

Mr. BOATNER. Does not the report show that this officer re- 
signed and that his resignation was not accepted, and that this 
appropriation is to pay the amount of his salary between the date 
of his resignation and his death? 

Mr. SAYERS. No, sir. 

Mr. BOATNER. Iso understood. 

Several MempBers. Let the amendment be again read. 

The Clerk again read the amendment. 

Several Members. Let the report be read. 

Mr. MOSES. I object to reading the whole _— again. 

Mr. BYNUM. Mr. Chairman, while I think the point is prob- 
ably well taken, I wish to say that this is a very meritorious case. 

r. SAYERS. Let us first decide the question of order. 

Mr. BYNUM. This officer, at the time of his appointment, was 
a resident of the district I represent. He was an educated gentle- 
man and a creditable representative of his country and an honor 
to hisrace. He died in a foreign country at his post of duty, and 
his family were thus bereft and left in limited, if not distressed 
circumstances, and I should like to see this appropriation made. 
He was a most estimable colored gentleman. His y was 
brought home, whether at the expense of his family or the Gov- 
ernment I do not know, but presume at the expense of the for- 
mer. This appropriation would, in my judgment, meet general 


—— 
he CHAIRMAN. The question is, Shall the decision of the 
Chair stand as the judgment of the committee? 

The question being taken; there were on a division (called for 
by Mr. SAYERS)—ayes 104, noes 30. 

Mr. SAYERS. I call for tellers. 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the — make the point of no 
quorum, or does he desire a vote by tellers? 

Mr. SAYERS. I have called for tellers. 

Tellers were not ordered; only 20 voting therefor. 

The CHAIRMAN. Tellers are refused; and the decision of the 
Chair is sustained by the Committee of the Whole. [Applause.] 
The question is now on the amendment offered by the gentleman 
from Massachusetts =. O’NEIL]. 

Mr. BRECKINR E. I move to amend the amendment by 
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striking out the word “‘ two” andinserting “one,” which will give 
to this widow one-fourth of the annual salary. 

Mr. O’NEIL of Massachusetts. I accept that amendment. 

The question being taken on the amendment of Mr. O’Net of 
Massachusetts as modified, it was agreed to. 

Mr. TERRY. I offer the amendment which I send to the desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Amend by adding at the end of line 21, page 48, the following: 


“And to iy And asper Blackburn balance of salary due him as member of 
t ongr : 


the Fortie ess from the State of Louisiana, $5,597.23." 


Mr. BRECKINRIDGE and Mr. SAYERS raised a point of order 
upon the amendment. 

Mr. TERRY. I suggest that this amendment should come in 
after the amendment adopted on motion of the gentleman from 
Massachusetts [Mr. O’NEIL]. 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Kentucky desire 
to be heard on the question? 

Mr. SAYERS. I desire to argue the point, if the gentleman 
from Kentucky does not. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE. This is a claim, as I understand, on 
account of salary as member of the Fortieth Congress. It comes 
here without any information of any sort as to why payment was 
notmade. Unless there was some good reason to the contrary, this 
gentleman would have obtained his salary under the statute at 
that time. I therefore raise the point of order that there is no law 
for the = eng of this salary. If there had been, it would un- 
doubtedly have been paid at the time. 

Mr.SAYERS. If the Chair will indulge me, I will furnish the 
authority in a few moments. I have sent for it. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will be glad to hear the gentle- 


man. 
Mr. TERRY. Mr. Chairman, I desire to state that so far as the 
int of order is concerned I do not think it can be sustained. 
We will undertake to show that under the law this man was en- 
titled to the money which is proposed to be appropriated by this 
amendment; and it does not detract from that right that Congress 
has heretofore not made arrangements to pay him. 

Now, in regard to the claim not having been presented before, 
let me state that it has been sent here to the Representatives from 
the district wherein Mr. Blackburn resides, Congress after Con- 
gress, for from fourteen to twenty years or more. This old man, 
now gray-headed and in want, has been knocking at the doors of 
the American Congress for what is justly due him and which has 
been withheld from him all these years, and has not been able 
under any circumstances heretofore to get payment of his claim. 

The Committee on Claims, to which this was referred, in their 
report use this language: 

Your committee have carefully considered the same, and find that W. Jasper 
Blackburn was a member of the Fortieth Congress and as such was entitled 
to the sum of $10,000 salary, and that he has only received the sum of $4,412.77, 
and is therefore entitled to the balance, to wit, the sum.of $5,597.23. It also 
appears in evidence before the committee that Nathaniel Boyden was a 
member of the same Congress, and was entitled to the same sum, and that he 
ae the sum of $4,347.22, and is entitled tothe further sum of $5,652.78. 

e said Nathaniel Boyden is dead. 

Your committee found the law to be clearly in favor of the payment of 
these sums (see resolutions, July 12, 1862, 12 Stat. L., page 624), and so far as 
your committee have been able to ascertain these are the only cases since 
the passage of this resolution where the law has not been followed. 

In that connection I wish to read also a letter from the Treas- 
ury Department bearing upon this question: 

TREASURY DEPARTMENT, FIRST AUDITOR'S OFFICE, 
Washington, D. C., February 18, 1892 


S1r: In reply to your letter of the 13th instant to the Secretary of the 
Treasury, asking for information in regard to the compensation of Hon. W. 


Jasper Blackburn, M. C., from Louisiana, referred to this office, it appears 
from the records of this Department that Mr. Blackburn received mileage for 
both terms of the Fortieth Congress, amounting to $1,865.60, and salary for 
ten months and seventeen days, viz, from April 17, 1868, to March 3, 186, in- 


clusive, —— to $4,402.77. 
have been entitled, in addition to what he received as set forth above, to sal- 
ary from March 4, 1867, to April 16, 1868, or thirteen months and thirteen days, 
amounting to $5,597.23. 

Respectfully, yours, 


Hon. B. H. Bunn, 
Chairman Committee on Claims, House of Representatives. 
The CHAIRMAN. Will the gentleman from Arkansas inform 
the Chair wee this money was not paid heretofore? 
Mr. TERRY. Iam unable to inform the Chair why it was not 


For the full period of the Congress he would 


GEO. P. FISHER, First Auditor. 


| paid, unless it be that the persons he relied upon to present it did 


not press the matter. 

The CHAIRMAN. Did he serve in that Congress: 

Mr. SAYERS. If the gentleman from Arkansas will allow me, 
I will read from the REcorp showing the facts in this case. 

Mr. BOATNER. I wish to be heard myself on this question 
before the Chair rules on the question of order. 

Mr. SAYERS. Mr. Chairman, this question was up for con- 
sideration at the second session of the present Congress, upon a 
resolution similar to that now proposed by the gentleman from 
Arkansas. It was then offered by the same gentleman who offers 
it now. Upona point of order suggested by me the Chairman 
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decided that the amendment could not be considered, and it was 
ruled out. 

The facts ofthe casearethese: Mr. Blackburn waselected to Con- 
gress on the 17th of April, 1868, and received pay from that date 
until the conclusion of his term on the 4th of March following. 
The object of this resolution, as was the object of the onedeclared 
out of order on the occasion to which I have referred, was to pro- 
vide for back pay from the 4th day of March, 1867, up to the 17th 
of April, 1868. . 

Mr. BRETZ. That is, pay before he was elected? 

Mr. SAYERS. Yes; from March 4, 1867, to April 17, 1868. 

Mr. CATCHINGS. Upon what theory does the claimant de- 
mand this pay? 

Mr. SAYERS. For instance, I will state, if a person is elected 
a member of Congress his salary begins to run not from the time 
he is elected 

Mr. CATCHINGS. But it does. 

Mr. SAYERS. I know; but the theory of the gentleman from 
Arkansas is that it runs from the commencement of the term; that 
is to say, for the entire time. 

Mr. CATCHINGS. Does the gentleman from Texas mean to 
say that if { should die, for instance, now, and a man is elected to 
succeed me, that he would receive full pay for the entire term? 

Mr. SAYERS. Oh, no. 

Mr. CATCHINGS. I understood the gentleman to state that 

Mr. SAYERS. Not so. I wish the committee to understand 
the proposition. » 

Mr. BOATNER. I think the gentleman wants the committee 
rather to misunderstand it. 

Mr. BAILEY. The gentleman will find that a member does not 
draw pay under such circumstances from the beginning of the 
term, but from the time his p r ceases to serve. 

Mr. HAUGEN. How would that be in the case of this amend- 
ment? 

Mr. SAYERS. There was no representation from this district. 

Mr. MARSH. Why? 

Mr. SAYERS. Because the State was under reconstruction. 

Tread now from the statement of the gentleman from Arkansas 
(Mr. Terry] himself, who now offers amendment. He says: 

The term of oo to which this man was elected began March 4, 1867. 
Now, he was not elected until April 17, 1868, and from April, 1868, until the 
close of the term he received his pay. 

The object of this amendment, it will be seen, is to give him 
pay for the entire term, even when he was not a member of Con- 
gress and while the State was not permitted representation. 

Mr. BOATNER. Will the gentleman from Texas allow me to 
ask him a question right there? Is the gentleman from Texas 
aware that a member of the Fortieth Congress was elected from 
that district in 1866 and the Congress of the United States refused 
to recognize the validity of that election? 

Mr. SAYERS. Certainly. 

Mr. BOATNER. And directed another election to be held, 

Mr. SAYERS. Yes. 

Mr. BOATNER. That election was held in April, 1867, pur- 
suané to the provisions of an act of Congress. 

Mr. SAYERS. April, 1868. 

Mr. BOATNER. April, 1868, and the member was seated as a 
member of the Fortieth Congress? 

Mr. SAYERS. That is my recollection. 

Mr. BOATNER. Hedidnotreceivethesalary allowed by thelaw, 
which then stood exactly as it stands to-day, because the account- 
ing officers of the Treasury miscons the law. This House 
has reversed Ne eee and oo has ee “= 
construction by subsequently paying salary for the 
term to every other member who was elected under similar cir- 
cumstances except this old man, who now lives in Little Rock. 

Mr. SAYERS. I would like to conclude. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE. How was the point of order decided? 

Mr. SAYERS. The point of order was decided against the 


amendment. 

Mr. TERRY. I desire to say in regard to the — of order 
being decided in that way, that when I went to the Chairman 
afterwards, with the law on the subject, he said, ‘‘Oh, you know 
what I was put up there for!” ([Laughter.] 

am. CATCHINGS. Who was the Chairman who made that 
ruling? 

Mr. SAYERS. The gentleman from Indiana 


[Mr. Bynum]. 
Now, Mr. Chairman, if 


amendment is not subject to the point 


of order, then, in my judgment, it is useless to pro any point of 
order to an t that can be offered to this bill, and any 
in wile has been or which has not been reported to this 
House by the Committes on can be offered to this bill 
a So any of the committee see proper to put it on it will 
n ‘ 

Mr. PAYNE. That has just been decided, has it not? It comes 
pretty close to it. 

Mr. SAYERS. Mr. Chairman, I ask that the decision of the 
Chairman, made on the occasion referred to, be read. 
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The Clerk read as follows: 


The CHAIRMAN, There is no question that under the act of 1863 a member 
elected to fill a vacancy is entitled to salary from the beginning of the va- 
cancy of the term; but the question in this case is whether that statute is 
modified by the act of 1868, which admitted Representatives from Louisiana 
on certain conditions. The act of 1868 provided that Representatives from 
Louisiana and other States should be admitted from those States upon the 
acceptance of the provisions of the fourteenth amendment, etc. The Chair 
is of the opinion that the act of 1868 is modified by the act of 1868. 

That is, while the act of 18683 entitles, under ordinary circumstances, a Rep- 
resentative elected to draw the salary from the beginning of the vacancy, 
that that act is not applicable to this case. The question here is whether 
there was a vacancy prior to the election of Mr. Blackburn in 1868. The Chair 
does not desire to go outside of the act and to express an opinion upon the 
legality of the act, or anything of that kind. The Chair accepts the act as it 
finds it, and as construed ef the Congressat that time. Under that construc- 
tion the State was not entitled to representation until the proclamation was 
issued by the President in July, 1868; and on examining the record the Chair 
finds that this member was sworn in on the day of the proclamation by the 


ent. 

The Chair is inclined to think that the act of 1863 is modified so far as the 
Stete of Louisian:,is concerned by the act of 1868, and that the term of the 
gentleman really »egan on the date this member was sworn in, and that, 
under the rules affecting amendments on appropriation bills, no law exists 
authorizing payment of salary prior to his admission. Further, there is no 
question but what this claim is an equitable claim to be presented to Con- 
gress. The question here as to whether, under the rules as affecting appro- 
priation bilis, there is any clear authority of law for the payment of the same, 
the Chair is of the opinion that that is a somewhat doubtful question; and at 
mes the Chair gives the benefit of the doubt to the Committee on Appropria- 

ons. 


Mr. TERRY. Now, Mr. Chairman, I desire to state the propo- 
sition of law that is involved in this matter. The pay of a mem- 
ber of Congress dates, not from the day of his election, nor from 
the day of his taking his seat, but it dates from the beginning of 
the Co to which he was elected. 

Mr. OSIUS. May I inquire whether that applies to a case 
where a man is elected to fill a vacancy. 

Mr. TERRY. There is a provision in the act of 1863 which 
covers it. 

Mr. BRETZ. There was no vacancy at that time in this case. 
The State was not entitled to representation. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair would like to suggest this in- 
quiry to the gentleman from Arkansas: apven one of the Terri- 
tories were admitted to this Congress to-day, would the salary 
of the member admitted from that Territory go back to the begin- 
ning of this Congress? 

r. TERRY. I donot know how it would be in regard toa 
Territory. Previous to their admission as States they are repre- 
sented by Delegates, who draw pay the same as members of Con- 


ess. 
One. HAYES. That is not an analogous case. 

Mr. TERRY. I donot think that is an analogous case at all, 
but the rule has been as I have stated, and it has uniformly been 
held that way. Now, the point that they try to make against this 
old man’s claim is that his State was not readmitted into the 
Union until June, 1868. That is the ground upon which the hon- 
orable Chairman of the Committee of the Whole ruled it out be- 
fore; but to show how inconsistent that ruling was, this member's 
pay was dated back to the 16th of April, 1868, and his State was 
not readmitted until June, 1868. Now, in the States of South 
Carolina, Alabama, Tennessee, Virginia, and all the other States 
that passed through reconstruction their members were paid, not 
from the times their States were readmitted, but from the begin- 
ning of the Congress to which they were elected. 

It was only a few years ago that Benjamin F. Rice, who wasa 
Senstor from the State of Arkansas, was paid back to the 4th of 
March, 1867, when the State of Arkansas was not admitted into 
the Union until June 22, 1868. There has never been a case, Mr. 
Chairman, that has been presented to Congress in which they have 
not allowed the member to be paid back to the beginning of the 

J to which he was elected, irrespective of the time when 
his State was admitted. 

Now, sir, if there ever was a meritorious claim it ic the claim 
of thisold man. He belonged not to the household of my political 
faith; but when I came here, I told him that I thought his claim 
was just, and I would advocate it u this floor. The old man 
is a and ee stricken, and here, with this amount of 
money due him from the great Government of the United States, 
we find members of the Appropriations Committee raising all kinds 
of technical objections to try to beat the old man out of his pay, 
and yet they have embraced in their appropriation bill thousanc 
upon thousands of dollars not authorized by any existing law. 
‘*Consistency, thou art a jewel” not possessed by those honorable 
gentlemen of the Appropriations Committee! 

Isay, Mr. Chairman, thatit is a shame upon the American Con- 
gress that this old man has not been — long beforethis. I yield 
to my friend from Louisiana {Mr. Boatner] to further discuss 
the point of order, because he the authorities before him. I 
will say that on no mere technicality is it subject to the point of 
order, and it is not under that statement of the gentleman from 
Texas, for his point is not good. He was not any point, 
but just attempting to bulldoze the Chair, so as to get him to sus- 
tain his view of it. 
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Mr. BAILEY. I desire te submit an inquiry to the gentleman 
from Louisiana just as he begi The difficulty I have in this 
case is this: Could a vacancy exist in the representation of a State 
that was not entitled to be represented in Congress? In other 
words, I believe this gentleman, Mr. Blackburn, was elected a 
Representative from the State of Louisiana when that State was 
not entitled to representation at all under the theory adopted by 
the Federal Government. ‘ : 

Mr. TERRY. According to Lineoln’s theory of this matter, 
the State of Louisiana, and none of the rest of them, was ever out 
of the Union. That was the point that Mr. Lincoln made and 
the theory acted upon by the dominant party all through the war. 

Mr. BAILEY. The point to which I desire to call your atten- 
tion is: Could any from the State of Louisiana have been 
qualified as a member of this House before this man Blackburn 
took the oath of office? 

Mr. BOATNER. Mr. Chairman, I would like to address my- 
self to the judgment of the Chair as a lawyer, and I ask the same 
deliberate consideration of the case from the Chair as if he were 
sitting as a judge of the court, because the question involves 
everything to the party who is the beneficiary of the amendment. 
Now, the only question before the Chair is the point of order. 
The gentleman from Texas raises the point of order that this 
amendment is in conflict with the second section of Rule XXI, 
which reads as follows: 

No appropriation shall be reported in any general appropriation bill, or be 
in order as an amendment thereto, for any expenditure not previously au- 
thorized by law, unless in continuation of appropriations for such public 
works and objects as are already in progress. 

Then I say, Mr. Chairman, the provisions of the law existing 
while the Fortieth Congress was sitting, which law is unchanged 
to this day in letter or syllable, authorized the appropriation of 
that money in the appropriation bill by that Congress which is in 
order here to-day. Irefer the gentleman to the law under which 
this yr a ger can be made. Section 14 of the act of 1866 
fixes the salaries of members of Congress. It reads as follows: 

That the compensation of each Senator, Representative, and Delegate in 

ress shall be $5,000 per annum, to be paid from the first day of the pres- 
ent Congress,and im addition thereto m: at the rate of 20 cents per mile, 
to be estimated by the usual route of travel going to and returning, ete. 

That, Mr. Chairman, is the law to-day, and under the uniform 
construction of that law by this House members elected have been 
considered as entitled to receive compensation for the term and 
not from the day of their election, unless they succeeded some one 
who had been elected, in which case, under a law adopted in 1863, 
they received compensation from the time the compensation of 
their predecessor ceased. I call the attention of the Chair to the 
resolution: 

That in.all cases of vacancies in either House of Congress, by death or other- 
wise, of any member elected or =. thereto after the commencement 
of the Congress to which he shall have been elected or appointed, the person 
afterwards elected or appointed to fill such vacancy shall be compensa’ or 
paid from the time the compensation of his predecessor ceased. 

Now, my friend from Texas [Mr. BarL&y] wants to know if 
this member-elect was entitled to receive compensation for the 
time that the State wasnotentitled to representation. Possibly not; 
but, sir, no such case is presented here. The whole theory upon 
which the secession of the Southern States was forcibly prevented 
was that they had no right to secede; thatthe Union was one and 
indissoluble; that no State could withdraw itself from it; and 
upon that theory the war was begun and successfully prosecuted 
and the o ‘es of secession of the several States deemed and 
treated as if they were void. 

Proceeding upon that theory, the President of the United States, 
immediately after the cessation of hostilities, took steps to reor- 
ganize the State governments in the several States. The govern- 
ment of Louisiana was reorganized. A governor, a legislature, 
and State officers were elected, and in November, 1866, the State 
of Louisiana exercised her constitutional right to elect a member 
of Congress from the Fifth district to this y. Early in 1867 
the Congress of the United States suspended the effect of that 
reorganization and denied the right of the member thus elected 
to a seat in this body; not because the State was not a State in 
the American Union, or was not entitled to representation here, 
but because the steps which had been taken to obtain that repre- 
sentation did not meet the judgment and approval of the then 

ongress of the United States upon the theory that the State con- 
stitution of that and other Sout. States were not republican 
inform. So in 1867 the reconstruction act was he State 
of Louisiana was directed and authorized to form a State gov- 
ernment, and in —_ 1868, she eee a a to the Fortieth 
Conyress, not to A gg we term of that Congress. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. a member been elected from that dis- 
trict to the same Congress before that time? 

Mr. BOATNER. A member had been elected from that district 
before that time to that Congress. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. Then there were two persons from that 
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district who were entitled to pay as members of that Congress, 
two persons entitled to $10,000 each? 

Mr. BOATNER. Notat all, because Congress refused to let the 
other gentleman take his seat, refused to recognize the validity of 
his election, and therefore he is considered as if never elected. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. What right had Congress to do that? 


Mr. BOATNER. It did it in the exercise of its legislative dis- 
cretion, just exactly as Congress would have the right to decide 
that there had been no election in your district. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. But upon what theory did they do it? 

Mr. BOATNER. Upon the theory that the State governments 
which had been established in those Southern States after the war 
were not republican in form, and that they were not properly en- 
titled to representation in the Congress of the United States. 

Now, I want to call the attention of my friend and of those 
who are talking as if Louisiana and Arkansas were not in the 
Union to the language of the statutes which permitted those 
States to have representation in this body. Those statutes no- 
where claimed that those States were not in the American Union. 
They nowhere claimed that they were not States. They nowhere 
claimed that they were not entitled to representation in Congress. 
On the contrary, they recognized the right of those States to re 
resentation by prescribing the conditions upon which they could 
obtain that representation. 

There was no contention that Louisiana or Arkansas was not 
entitled to tation here. The contention was that the peo- 
ple of the States had not conformed to the provisions of the law 
in such a manner as to lawfully entitle them to have representa- 
tion w this floor. When gentlemen ask if this man is to be 
»aid for the time which ran before hiselection, they must certainly 

ignorant of the fact that the Representatives from the State of 
Arkansas, both Senators and members of this House, occupying 
exactly the same position as the claimant here, the members from 
Tennessee, the members from Virginia, the members from Florida, 
the members from Alabama, the members from South Carolina, 
and from other Southern States, who were elected under exactly 
the same conditions, were paid by subsequent Congresses and by 
the Congresses sitting immediately subsequent; reversing the ac- 
tion of the accounting officers of the previous Congresses in refus- 
ing to recognize the rights of those members to receive pay from 
= commencement of their terms instead of from the date of their 
election. 

Mr. TUCKER. I want to say to my friend that, so far as the 
State of Virginia is concerned, no pay was given to the men who 
were elected under the circumstances to which he has made ref- 


erence. 

Mr. TERRY. Here is a statement taken from the record that 
the members from Virginia were seated here in 1870 and paid. 

Mr. TUCKER. Well, that is not true. The Hon. Alexander 
H. H. Stuart, the Hon. Robert Y. Conrad, and the whole delegation 
were elected, but they were never paid. 

Mr. BOATNER. Here is the official record from the Depart- 
ment, which says they were. 

Mr. TUC It is not correct. In fact, I was asked by one 
of those gentlemen to introduce a bill in relation to this matter. 

Mr. BOATNER. Well, they may have been unfortunate, as 
this old gentleman was. Now, Mr. Chairman, it is asked why 
this claim has not been more vigorously pressed. Soon after the 
expiration of his term as a member of Congress he became the sub- 
ject of domestic affliction, and was for a time almost unbalanced in 
his mind. Since that time he has pressed it to the full extent of 
his ability. He has had it here in the hands of his Representative. 
He has had it here in the hands of a claim agent. He has done 
all that he could do. He has persistently and continuously asked 
Congress to give him relief. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, I submit that this amendment is to carry 
into effect the provisions of existing law; that is to say, we hold 
that the amount claimed is due this gentlemen as a part of his 
salary as a member of the Fortieth Congress. If it is not due 
him, then thereis no claim. But the contention is that this money 
is due as the balance of his salary; and that is a question, Mr. 
Chairman, for the House to decide, not for the Chair. The amend- 
ment contemplates the execution of the provisions of an existing 
law—the payment of the balance of the salary of a member of 
Congress. ether that balance is due is a question of fact and 
of law for the House to decide. But certainly the amendment 
proposes to execute the provisions of law which existed at the 
time this man was a member and exist now. 

Mr.HUDSON. Does not the amendment propose to pay this 
man for thirteen months prior to the time he was elected and be- 
fore he was even a candidate, when he was nothing but a private 


? 
Mr. BOATNER. It does. 
Mr.HUDSON. Upon what ground should a man receive sal- 


ary for a time when he was a mere citizen, when he had no claiza 
to a seat in Congress? 
Mr. BOATNER. That goes into the merits of the question. 
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Mr. HUDSON. It is the merits of the question Iam talking 


about. 

Mr. BOATNER. But I will ae to my friend that this claim is 
based upon the ground that the law pays a member of Congress 
his salary for the term. This man was elected a member of the 
Fortieth Congress and was entitled to receive the compensation 
fixed by law in accordance with the terms of the Constitution. 
That compensation was not paid by the day or by the month or by 
the year, but for the term at the rate of $5,000 per annum. 

Mr. HUDSON. If the gentleman’s position is true, would not 
a man elected a member of Congress only three months before the 
expiration of the term be entitled to the full salary of $5,000? 

Mir. BOATNER. Under the plain provisions of law as read a 
few moments ago, if the election under which the gentleman from 
Kansas [|Mr. Hupson] now holds his seat should be decided by 
this House to have been void, if it should be held that there had 
been no lawful election in his district and he is not entitled to the 
seat, and if the question should be referred back to the people of 
his district to elect a new member, then, although the election 
might not take place until thirty days before the expiration of the 
term, the man elected would be entitled to the salary for the 


term. 

Mr. HUDSON. You do not mean he would be entitled to the 
full salary as a matter of right, but simply as a matter of prece- 
dent. 

Mr. BOATNER. As a matter of law under the statute enacted 
in 1863, which has now stood upon the statute book for more than 
thirty years. And upon exactly the same principle, if the sitting 
member dies, and a month afterwards his successor is elected, that 
successor draws the salary back to the death of his predecessor. 

Now, in this case the State of Louisiana was entitled to repre- 
sentation, but her people had not -_ her in such condition that 
the House of Representatives would seat her representative. She 
was still a State of the American Union; she had never been out 
of it since her admission into the Union, and in 1866 she was en- 
titled under the Constitution of the United States to representa- 
tion in this body if she would conform to the other provisions of 
that instrument. The Congress then sitting decided that she had 
not so conformed, and would not seat the member she elected— 
required her to have another election and elect another member. 
The member who was first elected was not paid. Then as a mat- 
ter of law and logic, and justice under the law, the member who 
was last elected was entitled to the salary for the full term of the 
existence of the Fortieth Congress. 

Mr. BAILEY. Allow me a question right there. Ihave never 
investigated this matter, and I wish to ask the gentleman whether, 

rior to the joint resolution of 1863, it was customary if a mem- 
sa died to pay his successor from the beginning of the term? 

Mr. BOATNER. I have not made any investigation of that 

uestion. 
. Mr. HAYES. Im such case payment was not made from the 
beginning of the term, but from the date of the death of the 
member’s predecessor. 

Mr. BAILEY. Then I must insist that it does not appear that 
the salary in these cases is paid for the full term, but, according 
to the plain language of the statute, ‘‘per annum;” and it must 
begin from the beginning of the service. 

Mr. HAYES. No, that is not the construction which has been 

put upon the law. The Congressional term is an entirety; and 

if a man who is elected while the term is running has no 
legal predecessor, then he is entitled to pay from the beginning 
of the term. If there has been a le predecessor, the incum- 
bent is entitled to pay from the time that the service of his prede- 
cessor ceased. 

Mr. BAILEY. Then, as I understand, the joint resolution of 
1863 was only necessary in order to give the successor the salary 
from the time his predecessor ceased to draw the salary, because, 
under the statement which is now made, both members could not 
draw the salary from the beginning of the term, and neither could 
have drawn it for the interim except under the statute of 1863. 

Mr. BOATNER. Let me call my friend's attention to this fact, 
that at the time the act of 1863 was passed the act of 1866 was not 
in existence. 

Mr. BAILEY. Thatistrus. But the act of 1856 was. 

Mr. BOATNER. But that cuts no figure in this argument at 
all, lrest my case and appeal to the judgment of the Chair and 
members of this House on this proposition, which I believe to 
be unassailable: That on the 4th day of November, 1866, the State 
of Louisiana was entitled to elect a member of this body from the 
Fifth district of that State; that if the member so elected was not 
seated, or could not be by the then Fortieth Congress because of 
any obstacle that Congress found sufficient to prevent it, the set- 
ting aside of that election created a vacancy in the literal terms 
of the act of 1868; and under the terms of that act, a vacancy hav- 
ing been created, the member elected at a lawful election, which 
Congress recognized as such, is entitled to the salary back to the 
commencement of the term. 

I submit that the legal effect of that proposition can not be 
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assailed. If that be so, then this member is entitled to receive the 
salary which the Constitution says shall be ascertained by law and 
paid for his services. It has not been paid in this case. Tho 
reason it was not paid was because the accounting officers of the 
Treasury misconstrued the law. But Congress has repeatedly 
decided otherwise and has shown that there was a misconstruc- 
tion of the law on the part of the officers of the Department by 
paying members elected under the same circumstances the exact 
amount that we ask to be paid to this old man. And I wonder 
that the gentleman from Texas, I wonder that fair-minded men 
anywhere who want to do the right thing, and who are willing 
that the citizens of the United States shall have their rights under 
the Constitution and the law of the land, I wonder that they 
should rise upon this floor and by a forced construction prevent 
this body from doing justice to one of its citizens who stands as 
sadly in need of his rights as any other member of this House, or 
as any man in this country anywhere. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE. Mr. Chairman, I want to discuss the 
point of order which is now pending. 

I have no response to make to the somewhat excited peroration 
of my friend from Arkansas [Mr. TERRY], that it is a great shame 
that men should stand in the way of a raid on the Treasury by 
raising technical objections, because I know no objection in the 
law except that which is technical. And my good friend from 
Arkansas will hereafter see that that sort of argument, on the 
construction of the rules of the House, while exceedingly eloquent, 
has no bearing whatever upon the question. 

As to my friend from Louisiana [Mr. BoATNER], who has ex- 
pressed surprise that persons should be found on this floor ready 
to raise a question of order on such propositions, Ican only say 
we are in this attitude: I am in charge of this bill, trying to have 
it passed according to the rules of the House and the wishes of 
the committee I represent. 

Now, in the first place, Mr. Chairman, this is only a claim at 
best. Whatever it may be, right or wrong, it is only a claim, and 
under the rules all claims go for consideration to the Committee 
on Claims and not to the Committee on Appropriations. This is 
not a proper bill to put it on, even if it is a just claim, which is 
shown by the fact that the friends of the measure had it referred 
to another committee and let it take its chances in that committee 
with all other claims of every kind against the Government of the 
United States. 

In the second place, it is res adjudicata. It has been brought 
before the House or the Committee of the Whole and decided to 
be not in order; in other words, it has been adversely decided, and 
while of course one Congress can not bind another, it is certainly 
persuasive if not conclusive. Besides, in this case it has the addi- 
tional advantage that it was in the present Congress that this ad- 
verse action took placeand not a preceding Congress. 

Mr. BOATNER. If the gentleman from Kentucky will allow 
me—— 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE. ar 

Mr. BOATNER. I desire to call his attention to the fact that 
in this very Congress the Chairman of the Committee of the Whole 
made a ruling upon a question, and within two weeks afterwards 
the Speaker made a contrary ruling, reversing him. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE. But not on the same question. 

Mr. BOATNER. On an exactly similar question. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, That may be. 

Mr. BOATNER. And the present occupant of the chair can 
not be bound by a mistake of his predecessor. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE. That is true. It is notan unusual 
thing for two tribunals, or the same tribunal trying different 
cases, to come to very different conclusions, although the facts 
and the law would seem to be identical; but the decision I refer 
to was of this very case, on this precise point. But under any 
circumstances, this party under the law is not entitled to the sal- 
ary. If granted at all, it would bea mere gratuity. Now, Mr. 
Chairman, I agree with the gentleman from Louisiana that this 
question should be argued as if I should say ‘‘your honor” in- 
stead of ‘‘ Mr. Chairman,” because on all questions of parliamentary 
law I make it the rule here to vote on appeal according to what I 
think the law to be, without regard to partisan advantage. 

The gentleman was not entitled to his salary,except from the 
day on which he was elected or swornin. Prior to 1856 Repre- 
sentatives were paid a per diem. In 1856 they were paid a salary. 
Finally, in 1862, a resolution was adopted providing that where a 
certain member had served, and died or resigned, or there was a 
vacancy occasioned, his successor should be paid, not from the day 
upon which he was elected or sworn in, butfrom the day on which 
the payment to his predecessor had ceased. That of course was 
based upon the hypothesis that there was a vacancy in the true 
sense; that is, an existing office which could be filled,and which 
had been filled,and he who had filled it ceased to fill it. Now, 
there was no vacancy here at all. Whatever may have been the 
status de jure, the Representatives of certain States ceased to rep- 
resent those States on this floor. 

It was a political question, resting with the Congress, as to 
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when that resentation should recommence. Whether States 
were in or oa of the Union, whether they were entitled, as a 
matter of intangible right, under constitutional provision, to rep- 
resentation here or not, p arto it was settled that it was a 

litical question to be decided by the Congress of the United 
Btates, and not by the President, except as a part of the legislative 
force of the Government, when representation should commence. 
And by the ucts of the legislative branch of the Government it 
began, as to Louisiana, in the spring of 1868. 

t is not for me to decide who was right in the great contro- 
versy between the Congress of the United States and President 
Johnson, nor is it for us to reopen those great disputes as to 
whether sovereign States had always remained sovereign, as to 
whether representation was merely suspended, and by the very 
act of peace, without any proclamation, they were entitled to be 
represented here at once, or whether it took some enabling act for 
them to reestablish themselves with Representatives. ; 

In point of law, in point of fact, the Congress of the United 
States admitted this gentleman upon the floor of this House as the 
recommencement of the representation of the sovereign State of 
Louisiana. From that date, and only from that date, did that 
representation recommence. From the time that the Louisiana 
Representatives withdrew in accordance with and in obedience to 
the act of secession of Louisiana, up until that date, Louisiana in 
point of fact, and in point of ee law, and in point of recog- 
nition by this body, which is the sole judge of the election and 
qualification of its members, was without representation. There 
was, therefore, no vacancy in the representation of Louisiana. 
There was no predecessor whose payment had ceased. There was, 
therefore, nothing upon which to hang this claim. There is abso- 
lutely no peg upon which it can be hung. That representation be- 
gan at that election. He was paid from that time, and that is his 
sole claim. 

Mr. BOATNER. Will my friend from Kentuc 
in some way for the reasons that induced the Forty-first and 
Forty-second Congresses to pay the salaries of the Senators and 
Members from Arkansas, Louisiana, South Carolina, and Florida 
under similar conditions and taking the view of the law which 
we now seek to impress upon the House? 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE. I can not undertake to account for 
why those Congresses did anything. Personally and politicall 
they did very few things that I would approve, and therefore 
would feel exceedingly loath, at this late day, to undertake to 
construe the motives or acts which at the time seemed to me to 
be unwise. 

Mr. BOATNER. I did not ask for the motive, but under what 
construction of law? 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, I can only say tomy friend that itwas 
robably upon a motive like those which have been so eloquently 
iscussed by my friends from Louisiana and Arkansas, sympathy 

for some poor fellows who had gotten into a scrape, whom they 
wanted to pullout. Probably the reconstruction period was over. 
The gentlemen who had been elected belonged to a party whose 
domination in the South had passed away. e House was under 
the control of that party still, and perhaps they felt that they were 
paying them for the sacrifices they undergone, for the dangers 
they had incurred, and all that sort of thing. I am not here, how- 
ever, toanswer that. Idonotknow. This law which I ask ‘your 
honor ”—if I may so change the vernacular of the committee—to 
construe, is as follows: 

Whenever a vacancy occurs in either House of Congr. by death or other- 
wise, of ony Member or Delegate elected or appointed thereto, after the com- 
mencement of the Congress to which he has m elected or appointed, the 
person elected or appointed to fill it shall be compensated and paid from the 
time that the compensation of his predecessor ceased. 

There was no predecessor and no vacancy in this case. 

Mr. Chairman, under ordinary rules no man is entitled to money, 
paid by the taxpayers of the country, for a period when he does 
not serve them. It is an anomalous provision that a member of 
Congress shall receive pay for a period anterior to his election or 
anterior to his qualification. 

We ought not toincrease, we oughtnot toamplify this anomalous 
provision by a doubtful construction. So that finally it returns 
to this: the affirmative is upon them. I put the law and rule of 
this House, simply to say that, as the committeeman in charge of 
this bill, I believe that this question ought not to be put to a vote 
of the House; and I raise a question of order. We stand upon 
the law. Of the member who desires t> vote public money from 
emotional reasons I have no criticism to make; of the member who 
fails to draw a distinction between the = money, of which he 
is trustee, and private funds, of which he has entire control, I 
have no criticism to make. The simple proposition is, Shall the 
law and rule of the House be complied with, no matter who the 
person is who asks an appropriation in violation of it? 

Mr. TERRY. Mr. i ,justa moment. Ir nse to 
the last statement of the gentleman from Kentucky, which is that 


then account 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 





2581 


their committee wish to guard the Treasury and are not actuated 
im any way by sympathy, I read in this bill: 
anu poy te mee of] Bu S. Post, late a Representative in Congress from 
a BRECKINRIDGE. Thatisthelaw. Weare bound to pay 
at. 
Mr. TERRY (reading): 


To pay the widow of G. B. Shaw, lat R i ‘Ss > 
the State of Witconsty ‘aisien” © a Representative in Congress frem 


inn pai ot Peete ne late a Representative in Congress from 

Now, I would like to know if they can show any law under which 
this is done. 

Mr. SAYERS. You can make the point of order on all of it, if 
you desire. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE. No, you can not; the law is sufficient; 
a precetonts very numerous. 

_Mr. TERRY. The chairman of the Committee on Appropria- 
tions and the gentleman from Kentucky in charge of this bill 
differ on that point. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE. The law is: 


In all cases of vacancy in either House, by death or otherwise, of any mem- 
ber elected or appointed thereto after the commencement of the Congress 
to which he shall have been elected, each person afterwards elected or ap- 
getetes to fill such vacancy shall be amen and paid from the time 

he compensation of his predecessor ce: ; 


Mr. BOATNER. This goes on to the end of the term. 

Mr. CAUSEY. No; it does not. 

a BOATNER. That has been the uniform custom of the 
ouse. 

Mr. TERRY. I would not raise the point of order against any- 
thing of this kind, as suggested by the gentleman from Texas. I 
just wish to show the opinion of some of the gentlemen who bad 
to do with the construction of the law, in which the gentleman 
from Kentucky [Mr. BRECKINRIDGE] says that there is existing 
law for pera to the widow of a member of Congress for the 
whole of his unexpired term, and the gentleman from Texas [ Mr. 
SAYERS] informs him there is no such law, and yet they have put 
in their appropriation bills thousands of dollars for such claims. 
I read from the report made by Senator TELLER, and he certainly 
knew something onouk the law. Heshows that Senators Rice and 
McDonald, of Arkansas, were paid back of the time when the 
States were admitted. 

Sawyer of South Carolina was paid back of that date. Spencer 
of Alabama and Senators Foster and Patterson of Tennessee were 
all paid back of that time. I read now an extract from the re- 
port of Senator TELLER, in which he says: 

Your committee finds that the Senators and Representatives from Arkan- 
sas were seated in the Senate and House on the 23d of June, 1868, and that the 
Representatives were paid from the 4th day of March, 1867. 

This report shows that the Senators and Representatives from 
Virginia were seated in the Senate and House on the 27th day of 
January, 1870, and the Representatives were paid from the 4th day 
of March, 1869, and the Senators were paid from the 27th of Janu- 
ary, 1870. 

And all of them were paid from the 4th day of March, 1869; and 
the Senators, also, were paid from the 4th of March, 1869, although 
not seated until 27th January, 1870. Hon. G. S. Patterson and 
Hon. John 8. Fowler, the United States Senators from Tennessee, 
were seated July 27, 1866, and were paid from the 4th day of 
March, 1865. 

All back of the date of the Congress to which they were elected. 

The Representatives from Tennessee, Hon. W. B. Stokes and 
others, were seated July 28, 1866, and paid from March 4, 1865, on 
a report of the Hon. Henry L. Dawes, afterward Senator Dawes. 
The Sergeant-at-Arms asked for instructions as to when their pay 
shouldcommence. The House decided without division that their 
pay should begin with the term. 

t has been the practice all along; and Mr. Stevens'and Mr. 
Dawes said there could be no doubt of the fact that members’ pay 
should commence with the term and was for the term. These 
were the men who had been here, and were experienced in the 
usage of the law. The report of Mr. TELLER states; 

Your committee find many precedents both in the Senate and House sus- 
taining this fact. 

Now, what I stand upon is that the pay of a member of Con- 
gress dates not from the date of his election and the time he takes 
his seat, but from the beginning of the Congress to which he is 
elected. 

Now, the act of 1862 is not in order now. That does not confine 
it to the case of vacancy from death or anything of that kind, but 
it says as follows: 

Resolved by the Senate and House of Representatives of the United States of 
America in Congress assembled, That in all cases of vacancy in either House 

by death or otherwise, of any member elected or appointed 
thereto after the commencement of the Congress to which he shall have been 


each person afterwards elected or appointed to fill such vacancy shall 
be compensated and paid from the time the compensation of his predecessor 
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So that, if a man is not elected at the beginning of Congress, 
but is afterwards elected, and seated, he is entitled to pay from the 
beginning of the term, without any question. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair regrets that on a question of 
this importance a decision must be rendered sg such brief con- 
sideration. It is embarrassing to the Chair to be required to ren- 
der an opinion upon the pointof order raised without more ample 
time to examine the one precedent presented or toconsider the ar- 
guments submitted. Members of Co receive an annual sal- 
ary of $5,060, not a term salary of $10,000. 

"toe the act of 1862 provision is made in case of the election 
of a member during a term of Congress that he shall be entitled 
to the salary which would have gone to his predecessor in that 
term had there been such predecessor; in other words, that his 
salary shall date back to the creation of a vacancy in the office by 
death or otherwise. This presupposes the election of another per- 
son to fill the particular term and the creation of a vacancy by 
the death or removal of such person, or some other like cause. 

It appears that in 1868 the gress of the United States made 

rovision for the representation upon this floor of the State of 
Louisiana, that State not having for some years previous had rep- 
resentation in this body. By the act of 1868 Congress made pro- 
vision for restoring the representation of that State in this House, 
not for filling vacancies caused by death or any personal event, 
but creating a legal right to representation on the part of the 
State to begin upon compliance with the conditions prescribed in 
the act. A proclamation reciting certain conditions was to be 
issued by the President of the United States, and when, and not 
until, those conditions had been complied with the State of Lou- 
isiana was to be entitled to representation upon this floor. 

The present occupant of the chair will not assume to enter into 
any discussion of the constitutionality or validity of that law, but 
will accept it as the valid law of the land, as it was then construed 
valid by all the authorities of the Government, and in particular 
cases since its validity has been uniformly upheld. If, then, the 
act of 1868 was a valid act, its effect was the same as th the 
State of Louisiana had never theretofore had or been entitled to 
have representation in this body; it created a right upon the part 
of Louisiana to representation on this floor, to begin when, and 
not until, the State had complied with the terms of the act, and 
only upon compliance with the terms of that act the right of the 
Congressional districts of Louisiana to representation here was 
to commence. Con the validity of the act of 1868 , the Chair 
can not distinguish this case from that of a person chosen a mem- 
ber to represent a new State admitted after the commencement 
of a Congress. 

The Chair would not feel so strongly warranted in making this 
decision at this time without further examination and considera- 
tion but for the fact that when the gentleman for whom this claim 
is made was admitted to his seat to fill an unexpired term, or to fill 
the short term that was created by that law, his salary was paid to 
him for only the remaining od of the term. That was the 
construction of law at the time by the Congress in which he 
served by the fiscal officers of the Government and by all the 
authorities of Government at that time. 

Now, this is not a question of equitable right appealing to the 
sympathy or even the discretion of the Chair. As presented here 
there is no question of justice involved in it. It isa question of 
whether here upon a deficiency bill this claim, be it equitable or 
be it legal, has a right to be incorporated by amendment. The 
present occupant of the chair finds that im the last Congress the 
same point of order was made upon this very same claim, and the 
then occupant of the chair held, following the line of precedents 
and reasoning now being followed, that such an amendment was 
not in order under the rules of the House. That decision was, 
upon appeal, sustained by the Committee of the Whole at that 
time, and these being precedents which should govern until some 
higher and better precedent is set, the Chair sustains the point of 
order and holds that this amendment is not in order. 

Mr. TERRY. I appeal from the decision of the Chair. 

TheCHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Arkansas oa from 
the decision of the Chair. The question is, Shall the decision of 
the Chair stand as the judgment of the committee? 

Mr, BOATNER. Mr. Chairman, I desire to be heard on that 
fora moment. The Chair in passing upon a question of order has, 
in —- passed upon the merits of this case and decided that 
inasmuch as, in his judgment, the United States does not owe this 
claimant any balance of salary, he will prevent, if it is in his power 
to do so, the House from passing on that question itself. This 
amendment proposes to Pay a balance of salary due to this man as 
a member of Congress. hether there is a balance of salary due 
isa res of fact, and it is a question which the House is en- 
titled to ascertain and determine for itself. 

What has th He has said that inasmuch as 
the State of Louisiana was not entitled to representation u 
this floor in 1868 until an act of Congress had a co author- 
izing her to obtain that representation, the United States could 
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not be bound for a salary to a member of Con: from Louisi- 
ana for a period anterior to the time when the State was admitted 
to representation here under that action of ess. I submit 
that that is pana eeey from the House the right to judge of the 
very fact which the House ought to determine for itself. this 
amendment is to pay a balance of salary to a member of Congress 
it is not denied that it is in order. 

No one will contend but that an amendment proposing to pay 
an officer of the Government any part of his fixed by ex- 
isting law would be in order as an amendment to an eer 

lene of sal- 
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tion bill. The amendment declares that it is for a 

ary, and I say it is a question of fact for the House to decide 
whether it is a balance of salary or not, and not a question of law 
for the Chair to decide in ruling upon the point of order. 

Another thing. If the ruling of the Chair be correct that the 
act of 1868 admitting those States to representation upon this floor 
is a valid statute, then there are several States of this Union that 
have not a lawful representation upon this floor or in the Senate 
of the United States to-day, because there are incorporated in that 
act certain so-called fundamental conditions taking away from the 
States the right to amend their organic laws in a number of very 
important particulars, which conditions several States have disre- 
garded and have —_ on to frame their organic laws to suit them- 
selves and according to their own ideas of a republican form of 
government. 

Mr. Chairman and gentlemen of the committee, I submit chat 
the act of 1868 was merely declaratory of a right which already 
existed. I submit that this House can not decide that inose 
States were ever out of the American Union or were ever for one 
day de jure deprived of the right of representation upon the floor 
of both Houses of the Congress of the United States. That, to 
my mind, is a perfectly clear proposition. It is a right which 
those States refused for a time to exercise, which they for a time 
abandoned by going into a state of open war. But when that 
war had ,» when the military authority of the United 


States had reinstated the integrity and unity of the Government, 
the right to representation on this floor eo instante asserted its 
existe 


mce. 

Mr. CATCHINGS. Does the gentleman take the position that 
we never did get out of the Union at all? 

Mr. BOATNER. I certainly do. Does the gentleman think 
we did? 

Mr. CATCHINGS. I thought so. 

Mr. HAYES. What do you think now? 

Mr. CATCHINGS. I think we are in the Union now. 

Mr. BOATNER. The gentleman from Mississippi [Mr. Carcu- 
INGs] doubtless tried very hard to get out of the Union; but he 
must not belittle a question of this sort by ignoring the great con- 
tention between the two political parties which then existed in 
the United States. He is perfectly aware of the fact that those 
who maintained that the United States had the right to subjugate 
the Southern States, did so upon the ground that the Union could 
not be dissolved, and that the General Government had the right 
by force of arms to maintain the Union of the States. 

Mr. CATCHINGS. That is true; but I once entertained a con- 
trary opinion. 

Mr. BOATNER. The genileman knows that the correctness of 
that conclusion was successfully enforced by the military power 
of the United States. 

Now, Mr. Chairman and gentlemen, there are some members 
of the Appropriations Committee who have brooded over the 
Treasury eggs until, like a hen setting over her time, they can not 
distinguish an egg from a doorknob. [Laughter.] hey are 
willing to invoke any sort of a technicality to prevent the Gov- 
ernment of the United States from discharging its obligations 
wherever they can be avoided. 

Mr. LACEY. And the Treasury has about as much meat in it 
as a doorknob about this time. 

Mr. BOATNER. Why, sir, the Secretary of the Treasury re- 
ports that we have a handsome surplus. [Laughter.] The Com- 
mittee on Appropriations will not deny that fact. There is no 
pretense that the United States is not able to pay its just debts. 

Mr. SIMPSON. ‘The syndicate has a surplus, too. 

Mr. BOATNER. Now, I appeal to gentlemen to answer this 

uestion in their minds, and to answer it by their votes: Wh 
should this old man, who was elected a member of the Fortiet 
Congress, be denied his compensation as a member of that Con- 
gress—the same compensation which was accorded to every other 
member of that body? 

A MemeBer. But we do not know that. 

Mr. BOATNER. Here is an official report. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. We have had simply a statement which 
was read awhile ago from a speech. 

Mr. BOATNER. There has been no denial that all the Repre- 
sentatives from the State of Arkansas were paid; there is no denial 
that the Senators from that State were paid. 

Mr. BRETZ. The gentleman from Virginia has stated that 
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one of these very gentlemen had asked him to introduce a bill to 
that effect. 


A Member. That statement was taken back. 
Mr. BRETZ. When and where? The retraction ought to be 
blicly. 
me MOSES. That was the case of a gentleman elected but 


ais SOATNER. I wish to call attention to another fact. The 


case of the Virginia members on somewhat different grounds 
because ther oats not elected until 1868. They were elected in 
the fall of that year for a term which commenced at that time. 
These other men were elected in 1868 for the term which com- 
menced on the 4th of March, 1867. 

Now, gentlemen, in conclusion I want to say that I have been 
in my action on this matter by a desire that the C 


anima 1 ‘ ongress 
of the United States shall do justice to a man who is entitled to 
receive justice at its hands. This old tleman who was elected 


and served is entitled to the same 
paid to his c who were elected under similar circum- 
stances, and that the House should not make fish of one and flesh 
of another. If those who were elected at the same time and under 


the same circumstances were paid the full amount of the compen- | 


sation for the whole term, we ought to pay him the full amount. 
The Chair, instead of passing on the question of law involved, has 
gone beyond it and passed on the facts and the merits of the ques- 
tion itself. As he has ascertained to his satisfaction that there is 
no balance of salary due he sustains the point of order, and here- 
fuses to permit the House to determine for itself the merits of the 
controversy. 

The CHAIRMAN, The question is, Shall the decision of the 
Chair stand as the judgment of the committee? 

The question was taken; and on a division (demanded by Mr. 
Terry) there were—ayes 98, noes 14. 

So the decision of the Chair was sustained. 


The Clerk read as follows: 
Por allowance to the following contestants and contestees, audited and rec- 
ommended by the Committee on Elections, for expenses ineurred by them in 


their contested-election cases, namely: 

To J. Thomas Goode, $2,000; 

To JAMEs F. Epazs, $2,000; 

'To Charles E. Belknap, $1,500; 

To G. F. Rica ARpsoN, $1,500; 

To Lewis Steward, $1,000; 

To Roserr A. CHILDS, $2,000; in all, $10,000. 

Mr. McDOWELL. Mr. Chairman, I offer the amendment I 
send to the desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Insert on page 49, after line 12, “ To THoMAS Sz#rrie, $2,000.” 


Mr. BRECKINRIDGE. Has that been certified by the Com- 
mittee on Elections? If the committee has certified it under the 
law the Committee on Appropriations will accept it. 

Mr. BROWN. Let the amendment be again read. 

The amendment was again reported. 

Mr. BROWN. Mr. Chairman, the Committee on Elections al- 
lowed Mr. Williams and Mr. Serre each $2,000 at the last session 
of Congress. Their respective claims were put. into the bill at 
the last session of Congress—the deficiency bill, I suppose. This 
matter has not been before the Committee on Elections. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Then I reserve the point of order upon it. 

Mr. BROWN. The truthof the matter is this: The expenses in 
this contest were very great, and it was thought by many gentle- 
men that there should be an allowance of this amount in excess of 
the amount already paid, But we all know that Congress is re- 
stricted to $2,000 in cases of this sort. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE. Has the $2,000 been allowed already? 

Mr. BROWN. Yes, sir. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE. This, then, would make the total al- 
lowance in this case $4,000 to each of the parties? 

Mr. BROWN. Yes. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE. Then, of course, Mr. Chairman, there 
is a question of order here. 

Mr. S$ Will the gentleman from Kentucky permit me 
a moment before submitting the point of order? 

There are, if the Chair will permit me, a number of precedents 
where the full amount of the mse incurred in a contested- 
election case has. been allowed by this body, notably in the Fifty- 
first Congress in the case of General Post. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE. Which I did all I could to beat. 

Mr. SETTLE. I am fully aware of the fact that if the point of 
order is insisted upon it must be sustained. I only desire to state 
to es committee the facts connected with my expenses in this 
contest. 

_ There was a contest before every tribunal in the State having 
jurisdiction of any phase of the case, in the various counties com- 


prising the district, and before the board of canvassers, entailing 
a cost of approximately $1,000 tome. After allof that the notice 
of contest was served, depositions were taken in five counties of 
the district at the same time, requiring the retention of lawyers 
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of compensation that was | 
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at each place, and a large number of witnesses, much greater 
than in any contest before the present Congress or any other that 
I have known of in this country. This entailed from the date of 
the service of the notice until the conclusion of the argument be- 
fore the Committee on Elections on my part an expense of be- 
tween $4,500 and $5,000, not counting the cost before the local 
boards amd the State boards, which of course would not bea 
branch of the expense to be taken into consideration in the con- 
test here. 

It is with a view of reimbursing at least a part of this that the 
amendment is offered; and it is statement only I desired to 
make to the committee, hoping the gentleman from Kentucky will 
not insist on the point of order under the circumstances. 

Mr. COX. DolI understand that $2,000 has been already paid 
for this contest? 

Mr. SETTLE, Yes, sir. 

Mr. COX. And this is an extra $2,000? 

Mr. SETTLE. Yes. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. I wish before the gentleman from 
Kentucky submits the point of order that he will yield to me for 
a few moments. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE. I always yield to the gentleman with 
pleasure. I will reserve the point of order for the moment. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. I want to say a word touching this 
amendment. Prior to 1879 or 1880 there was no limitation upon 
allowances to contestants in Congress. Under the law prior to 
that time, on the recommendation in the main of the Committee 
on Elections, Congress gave what was thought to be fairly due to 
reimburse contestants their expenses. 

And, as I conceive, this was a wise policy. Our object ought 
to be to see that the voters are represented, and if fraud or mistake 
intervene it is along the line of the right of the citizen in a repre- 
sentative government that the fullest scope should be given to 
make known the will of the majority. 

So much for the policy of the appropriation and the practice of 
the Government up to 1879 or 1880. During that session, under 
the lead of General Atkins, of Texas, a provision was enacted upon 
an appropriation bill that in no case should over $2,000 be allowed, 
and it has been the law from that time to this. There are some 
cases, however, where it is perfectly evident that that is no proper 
allowance. I recollect that within two years after the enactment 
of the law there was a case that came from Pennsylvania, where 
the expenses were properly so great that the appropriation to each 
of the parties to the contest was over $8,000. Later on substan- 
tially the same thing, perhaps in less degree, happened im the 
State of Ohio. LI recollect that in the Fifty-first Congress my col- 
league, General Post, now dead, who had been allowed the $2,000, 
had actually e led, as I recollect, between $6,000 and $7,000; 
and, notwithstanding the law, and notwithstanding it was sub- 
ject to a point of order, the House, on consideration, voted to re- 
imburse him. 

Mr. BRECKENRIDGE. My colleague will recollect, however, 
that in that ial case the rule was enforced in the House, and 
then the provision was put on im the Senate, and the committee 
of conference to it. 

Mr. CANNON of Hilinois. Well, the House agreed to it. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE. It wasoriginally decided adversely in 
the a the ground I take to-day. 

Mr. C ON of Illinois. As the amendment came in from the 
Senate, it was not subject to a point of order in the House. Now, 
I could wish, if it were proper to wish, that the House, after dis- 
cussion from the Committee on Elections, and full knowledge 
touching this matter, might have the privilege of voting whether 
or no it was a meritorious case, and so meritorious that the mem- 
ber should be reimbursed over and above the $2,000. 

Mr. COX. Will the gentleman yield to me for one moment? 

Mr. CANNON of [linois. In a moment. I am not claiming 
that it is not.subject to the point of order, but I am giving 2 little 
history of this legislation, and perhaps it may be considered in the 
shape of an appeal, after the gentleman from Indiana { Mr. Browy] 
has made his statement, that the House may have an opportunity 
to do justice in this matter, the law tothe contrary notwithstanding. 

Mr. COX. One word, if you please. There is a statute upon 
the books that in these contested-election cases the amount 
allowed shall not exceed the sum of $2,000. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. Oh, certainly. 

Mr. COX. Now, how are you going to change that lawin a 
special case here, and allow the additional sum of $2,000, without 
new legislation? 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. Well, I will say to my friend that 
there is no trouble about that. We have full power to appro- 
priate, and do appropriate, im fifty cases on this bill, where there 
is no law authorizing the appropriation. We give a menth’s ex- 
tra pay to the employees of this House. We give here and there 
am yonder without any provision of law, and with full power in 


© premises. 
That is all I want to say. 
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Mr. BRECKINRIDGE. Mr. Chairman, I desire simply to say 
that I believe the law is a good law. Before that law was = 
there were various ugly scandals about this very thing. en- 
ever Congress ceases to obey that law and goes into a computa- 
tion of expenses the door is instantly opened by temptation to all 
sorts of expenses that are not proper. Therefore, in the Fifty- 
first Congress I did all Icould to prevent the precedent in the case 
of General Post, of whom I was very fond, and who was a very 
noble and excellent gentleman, and I must insist upon the point 
of order now. 

Mr. McDOWELL. Is it not too late to make the point of order 
after the matter has been discussed? 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman first reserved the point of 
order. 

Mr.McDOWELL. Not until after it was discussed. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair understood him to reserve the 
point of order. 

Mr. MCDOWELL. He reserved no point of order until the 
matter had been discussed. 

The CHAIRMAN. Thegentlemanfrom Kentucky [Mr. BREcK- 
INRIDGE] and the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. DocKERy] of the 
Committee on agg yr both reserved the point of order. 

Mr. McDOWELL. But it had been discussed. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will overrule that point, and di- 
rect the Clerk to read the provision of the Digest relating to mat- 
ters of this kind. 

The Clerk read as follows: , 

Hereafter no contestee or contestant fora seat in the House of Representa- 
tives shall be paid =a ae expenses in election contests; and be- 
fore any sum whatever sha paid to a contestant or contestee for expenses 
of election contest he shall file with the clerk of the Committee on Elections 
a full and detailed account of his expenses, accompanied by the vouchers and 


receipts for each item, which account and vouchers shali sworn to by the 
party presenting the same. 


The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will hold that the amendment is 
subject to the point of order. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. Mr. Chairman, I present an amendment. 

‘She Clerk read as follows: 

After line 14 on page 49, insert the following: 

“To pay John R. Conklin, messenger, for extra services as clerk in the dis- 
bursing office, $300.” 

Mr. SAYERS. I raise the point of order upon that. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. First as to the —_ of order, I would 
like to hear what the chairman of the Committee on Appropria- 
tions has to say. 

Mr. SAYERS. I want the gentleman to explain his amend- 
ment. 

Mr, OUTHWAITE. Iwill make this statement, Mr. Chairman. 
It is well known to the committee that by virtue of the provision 
of law for clerks to members a large number of new accounts 
were necessarily begun and conducted during this Congress—over 
800 new accounts—that is the accounts for clerks to members. 
This gentleman is a messenger inthe library. He was called upon 
by the disbursing clerk to assist in making up these accounts. He 
did assist in making up these accounts and in keeping these ac- 
counts. Two other gentlemen also, in the Clerk’s office I believe, 
were called upon to assist in the same manner, 

In the last deficiency bill these gentlemen were each allowed 
$300 for their extra services. This gentleman, Mr. Conklin, has 
performed quite as much service in that direction as the other 

entlemen who have already received $300. I send up to the 

Jlerk’s desk and ask to have read a letter in this connection from 
the Clerk of the House to the chairman of the Committee on 
ms orycenes I maintain, Mr. Chairman, before that letter is 
read, that this is for the pen of a work already in pecapens: 
that it was necessary to have some one to perform this extra duty; 
that no one was appointed or provided for by Congress to perform 
this duty; that the disbursing clerk exercised his discretion in call- 
ing to his assistance these other gentlemen. 

r. BRECKINRIDGE. Right there. Is not that a mistake? 
Was not the disbursing clerk necessarily the person by whom this 
work should have been done? 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. The disbursing clerk could not perform it 
all. It was impossiblefor him to do so. It was necessary for him 
to have this assistance, and they not only were not able to do it at 
night, but were also sometimes compelled to work on Sundays to 
ges uy these accounts. Now, I ask that the letter be read by the 
Clerk. 

Mr. SAYERS. I desire to state my point of order. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

HovsE oF REPRESENTATIVES UNITED STATES, 
Washington, D. C., February 5, 1895. 

My Dear Sir: I take pleasure id to your consideration the 
work that has been performed by J.R.Conklin, who, as a clerk in the dis- 
bursing office, has been very faithful in the discharge of his duties. He is 
there early and late, night after night, Sunday after Sunday. In f has 
been continual almost in the performance of the heavy duties that have been 


laid upon the siyermeg office ay conan, of the] tinued session of Con- 
gress and the additi work t has been brought to that office by reason 
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of the clerk-hire resolution which became a law at the beginning of this Con- 
gress. I think an extra allowance of $300 to him is reasonable and deserved. 
Very respectfully, yours, 
JAMES KERR. 


Hon. Josepn D. SAYERS, 

Chairman Committee on Appropriations, 
House of Representatives. 

Mr. SAYERS. Mr. Chairman, at the last session it was not 
claimed that this gentleman was entitled to any extra pay or had 
rer‘dered any extra service; but it was claimed for the two clerks 
that they had performed extra service. They claimed for them- 
selves, and so did the Clerk of the House, that they were the ones 
who rendered extra service. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. Oh, no. 

Mr. SAYERS. The reason given by the gentleman from Ohio 
in showing that the amendment is in order is that it is for the 
‘*construction of a work already in progress.” 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. I did not say ‘‘ construction.” I said for 
the ‘‘ prosecution of a work already in progress.” 

Mr. SAYERS. The “prosecution of work already in progress.” 
That is absolutely untenable in my opinion. If the ruling that 
was made with reference to the construction of ships and the in- 
crease of the naval force should be available to theamendment, then 
there is no limit or restriction upon the action of this committee 
upon any appropriation bill that may be presented for considera- 
tion. If this man be really entitled to extra compensation, I would 
prefer to withdraw the point of order rather than to have it over- 
ee upon such a ground as that stated by the gentleman from 

io. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. Well, withdraw your point of order, then. 

Mr. SAYERS. I will withdraw it if the gentleman will with- 
draw his statement of the ground on which he supports the 
amendment. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. I am just a little bit surprised at the 
course of argument taken by the gentleman, for it seems to reflect 
upon the good faith of this proposition, in that he intimates that 
because this gentleman’s claim was not presented at the last ses- 
sion of this Congress it has no validity. Now, let me say that 
the letter indorsing the claims of the other two gentlemen did 
not pretend to state that they were the only two who had been 
engaged in this labor. It did not pretend to state that they had 
done all this extra labor. It was simply a letter similar to that 
which was read from the Clerk’s desk—that these two gentlemen 
had performed extra labor, labor performed at night, labor per- 
formed on Sunday, in the prosecution of this work in making up 
these 300 accounts. Suppose the whole amount is allowed. It is 
$3 for each account. Three dollars for each account during the 
whole Congress. That is all. 

Now, I wish to say in this connection, because the gentleman’s 
remarks would seem to indicate that there is something suspicious 
about this not having been presented sooner—— 

Mr. SAYERS. Oh, no; I did not intend any such intimation. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE, I desire to say that this gentleman is not 
a constituent of mine and I was not aware of his having done this 
labor. It was brought to my notice first, not by him, but by an- 
other gentleman in the employ of the House, who called my atten- 
tion to the fact that two others had received extra compensation 
at the last session of Congress, but that no one had seen fit to pre- 
sent a claim for Mr. John Conklin, who had performed equal 
services. It is, therefore, upon the ground of doing equal and 
exact justice to this gentleman that I ask the chairman of the 
committee to withdraw his point of order. 

Mr. SAYERS. Well, if you will withdraw the—— 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. Oh,I will withdraw my reasons if you 
will withdraw your point of order. [Laughter. 

zo SAYERS. Upon that condition I withdraw the point of 
order. 

Mr. REILLY. Mr. Chairman, I desire to offer an amendment 
to the amendment of the gentleman from Ohio. 

The amendment to the amendment was read, as follows: 


Add to the amendment the following: 
“To pay J. Frank Snyder, disbursing clerk, and Thomas B. Kaibfus, as- 
secant Cinbareing clerk, for extra services rendered, $500 each.” 


Mr. OUTHWAITE. Mr. Chairman, I desire to oppose that as 
an amendment to my amendment. The gentlemen there named 
are the two who received $300 each during the last session of Con- 
gress for this work, and now the gentleman from Pennsylvania 
comes in and attempts to attach to the amendment which I have 
offered another proposition to pay these two gentlemen $500 each. 

Mr. REILLY. Iwill say to my friend that I offer this upon my 
own nsibility. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. Yes; but those two gentlemen received 
$300 each at the last session. 

Mr. REILLY. Iam aware of that, and I was waiting for an 
oe, to offer this amendment on its merits at the proper 

ace 


place. 
Mr.OUTHWAITE. Then why not let my aa be dealt 
with upon its merits and offer yours separately? 

Mr. REILLY. Well, your amendment comes in at the proper 








| 
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place, and I submit that my amendment to it is entirely fair and 
proper. This proposition originated in the shape of a resolution, 
which was introduced and referred to the Committee on Accounts. 
That committee thoroughly investigated the matter and made a 
favorable report to the Committee on Appropriations, recommend- 
ing this allowance; but the Committee on Appropriations, for 
some reason, have not seen proper to include it in their bill, al- 
though I do not understand that they antagonize it. Now, I ask 
to have read in this connection the rt of the Committee on 
Accounts, and also a letter from the Clerk of the House. 
The documents were read, as follows: 
J. Frank Snyder, disbursing clerk, and Thomas B. 
Ae Gresing clerk, each for extra services. 
AccouN House or REPRESENTATIVES, 
On a” eckiapton, D. C., January 25, 1895. 
GENTLEMEN: The Committee on Accounts, to whom was referred the ac- 
ing resolution, offered by Mr. REILLY, to Mr. J. Frank Snyder, 
Shoureins Sirk, and Thomas B. bfus, assistant Eabarsing clerk, $500 each 
for extra services rendered— ; 
After due investigation and proper consideration this committee is of the 
opinion that this mg eg shoul — made and respectfully recommend that 
visi made for i ment. 
Tues petition and inter of Hon. James Kerr, Clerk House of Repre- 
ae H. W. RUSE, Chairman. 


To the honorable COMMITTEE ON APPROPRIATIONS. 


CLERK’S OFFICE, HousE oF REPRESENTATIVES, 
Washington, D. C., January 24, 1895. 


Srrs: I desire to recommend the allowance and. payment of $500 to each of 
the above employees for extra services rendered by them in their respective 
positions during the present session. 

The disbursements of the House have increased during the last and present 
fiscal year, and have brought additional labor and added greater responsi- 
bilities upon the disbursing clerk and assistant disbursing clerk, for which 
their respective salaries are not,in my judgment, an adequate compensation. 

These gentlemen have, by their attention tothe duties of the office, in every 
way protected the interests of the Government and at the same time 
have most efficiently discharged all the duties imposed upon them from time 
to time in such manner as to make them in justice and equity entitled to the 
full amount they each claim, and I recommend and ask that it be allowed. 


Respectfully, 
JAMES KERR, 
Clerk House of Representatives. 
To the COMMITTEE ON ACCOUNTS, 
House of Representatives. 


(Fifty-third Congress, third session.] 
CONGRESS OF THE UNITED STATEs, 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, January 22, 1895. 


we ae submitted the following, which was referred to the Committee 
“\Beaoteed. That the Clerk of the House be directed to pay out of the con- 
tingent fund of the House to J. Frank Snyder, disbursing clerk, and Thomas 
S ail $1.00 assistant disbursing clerk, for extra services rendered, $500 each; 
Attest: 
JAMES KERR, Clerk. 
By T. O. TOWLES, Chief Clerk. 

Mr. REILLY. In addition to what has been said, Mr. Chair- 
man, I wish to remind this House that since the act was passed 
authorizing the employment of clerks to members the labors of 
these accounting clerks have greatly increased. Furthermore, we 
all know that under the law clerks in Government employ are not 
obliged to work more than eight hours a day. All the points 
which have been presented by the — from Ohio apply to 
my amendment. These gentlemen have also been obliged to work 
extra hours and on Sundays, and if they worked only eight hours 
a day, according to law, it would necessitate the employment by 
this House of several additional clerks. It is true that these two 
gentlemen were paid $300 apiece in the last session of Congress 
upon the report of the Committee on Appropriations; but even if 
the allowance I now ask for is made it will only make their com- 
pensation equal to that of the officials who do the same kind of 
work in the other branch of Congress. 

Mr. WISE. Do you say that these gentlemen got an increase 
last year? 

Mr. REILLY. I say that the Committee on Appropriations al- 
lowed them $300 each last year; but that was not the amount they 
asked for, and did not put them onan equality with the employees 
doing the same kind of work in the other branch of Congress. 

Mr. WISE. But they did get an increase at the last session. 

Mr. REILLY. They were allowed $300 apiece extra. 

Mr. WISE. Then why do you come in here again now and ask 
for another increase for them? 

Mr. REILLY. Because these extra services have been rendered 
and these gentlemen are entitled to the compensation. The Com- 
mittee on Accounts have investigated the matter and reported 
upon it favorably, and the Clerk of the House, who is responsible 
for their work, recommends this allowance. I will say to my 
friend from Ohio [Mr. OUTHWAITE] that [have no disposition in 
the world to prejudice or interfere in any way in the world with 
the chances for favorable action on the amendment that he offers. 
On the contrary, I am willing to vote for it, and will do so, be- 
cause from my own knowledge I think these claims are entirely 
saaritorious, 


Mr. OUTHWAITE. The proper way to do is to allow each 
proposition to stand on its own merits, and not attempt to make 
an amendment in behalf of a messenger who is receiving only 
$1,200 while doing clerical work c @ proposition in favor of 
two gentlemen, one of whom is receiving $2,200 and the other 


_ Mr. REILLY. I hope the gentleman will not state the question 
in that way. I have no such p I would be giad to see the 
gentleman’s amendment adopted as well as my own. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. Then withdraw your amendment, and 
let each proposition stand on its own merits. 

Mr. REILLY. Will not my amendment be subject to a point 
of order, if offered separately? I will ask unanimous consent that 
I may be permitted to offer my amendment separately. 

Mr. WISE. I object. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE. Mr. Chairman, if the Committee of the 
Whole will do me the favor to listen, I wish to make a statement 
about this proposition and other matters of similar character. 
The subcommittee charged with the preparation of the deficiency 
bill had before them probably eighty or ninety claims of various 
officers of the House, for compensation for extra work of various 
kinds. We also had before us communications from the Commit- 
tee on Accounts endorsing many of these claims, and in some cases 
similar communications from various officers like the Sergeant-at- 
Arms, the Clerk, and the Doorkeeper. Thesubcommittee thought 
that as the Committee on Accounts is a privileged committee and 
can come in at any time and submit to the House as single propo- 
sitions any of these claims, to be decided on their merits and paid 
out of the contingent fund, our committee ought not to be made 
the dumping ground of the claims of these different officers for 
various allowances. 

In the second place, we thought it was not a good precedent to 
establish that at the close of the Congress when we give usually an 
extra month’s salary to the various employees of the House, par- 
ticular officers should be making claims for extra services. But 
on the other hand there are gentlemen connected with the House 
who do perform extra work—whom it is necessary for the proper 
transaction of public business that we should sometimes call on 
for very severe and exacting labor—performed at odd times, some- 
times at a late hour of the night, sometimes on Sundays and in 
various other ways. In such cases, the committee thought, some 
extra compensation ought to be allowed. Of course the commit- 
tee could only decide these questions on the testimony before them. 
Therefore, while they rejected a majority of these claims they 
allowed certain of them. 

Having made this general statement, I wish to make a specific 
statement about these particular gentlemen, the two disbursing 
officers. The committee believed that there had.been put upon 
them a considerable amount of extrawork. About350 additional 
accounts which were not anticipated when the salaries of these 
ee were fixed have been opened and extra services ren- 

ered in connection with those accounts. Therefore we thought 
some extra payment should be made, and at the last session we 
oo for paying to the disbursing clerk and the assistant dis- 

ursing clerk $300 each. Some members of the committee—and 
I am frank to say that I was one—thought that we ought to pay 
these gentlemen something for this session, but we were met by 
several considerations. e subcommittee on deficiencies is sim- 
bg Aw: appropriating committee. 

e subcommittee on the legislative bill have before them the 
question of fixing salaries; and as the duties of these clerks had 
been going on for some time, and the committee on the legislative 
bill had not seen fit to raise the salaries of these gentlemen, and 
as the legislative bill had met the approval of the House without 
any such increase, we thought that we ought not to put ourselves 
in the attitude of reversing pro tanto the action of the legislative 
committee and of the House with reference to the salaries of these 
particular officers. 

For myself, while I think that Mr. Conklin ought to be paid 
something, I do not think he ought to be paid as much as these 
other gentlemen, because while he accepted service as a messen- 
ger his work has actually been pleasanter than that of a messen- 
ger, and some consideration is to be given to this fact. I think 
that these two disbursing clerks ought each to be paid about $200 
extra, and that for Mr. Conklin $300 for his entire extra services 
a this Congress would be — pay. I therefore move to 
amend the amendment of the gentleman from Pennsylvania by 
striking out the word ‘‘five” and inserting the word “two.” __ 

Mr. REILLY. I have no objection to that amendment, and 
will t it. 

Mr. RY. Mr. Chairman, it seems to me that each one 
of these itions ought to stand on its own merits, if they have 
any, and that the proposition of the gentleman from Pennsylva- 
nia ought not to be offered as an amendment to that presented by 
the gentleman from Ohio. If this amendment is to prevail it 
would seem that an amendment should be presented adding $500 
to the salary of every one of the 306 employees of this Hewse. It 
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is not fair to make these selections. If the salaries fixed by law 
are not ample, there should be a general revision of the salary 
list; but certain gentlemen of the 306 employed by the House 
should not be selected for special favors. 

Mr. SAYERS. My colleague on the committee will allow me 
to suggest also that there is now an amendment pending to give 
all the officers and employees of the House an extra month's salary. 
And that was intended to cover all these deficiencies. 

Mr. DOCKERY. That istrue. As the gentleman says, there 
is an amendment pending, and although Iam opposed to it, it will 
doubtless pass Congress at this session, allowing each one of our 
306 employees an extra month’s pay. 

Mr. REILLY. Does not the gentleman from Missouri know 
that the disbursing clerks of the House have very much extra 
labor to perform—more than they have ever had before? 

Mr. DOCKERY. They have rendered just this extra service: 
They have opened up accounts with 360 members, which consist of 
a debit of one item and a charge of one item, and they also send to 
each member one printed voucher, receive a receipt from the mem- 
ber, and issue one draft in payment. 

Mr. REILLY. But that is each month, and this involves an 
expenditure of over $300,000-—— 

ir. SAYERS. I suggest also that these gentlemen were com- 
pensated for this extra service at the first session of this Congress 
at the rate of $300 for the year. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Certainly, as suggested by my colleague on 
the committee, they have already been as for it. 

Now, with reference to the proposition of the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania, let me say that the subcommittee in charge of the 
legislative bill considered it and unanimously decided against it. 
The Clerk of the House submitted in his estimates, as he submits 
from time to time in cases here, increases from $2,500, which the 
law now gives, and $2,000, respectively, in these two cases, to 
$3,009 and $2,500, and the subcommittee in charge of that bill 
unanimously disapproved of his recommendation. The House 
approved the recommendations of the Committee on Appropria- 
tions; and it seems that we have fully reached the point where 
we yas stop these profligate increases of salaries of House 
empioy ees. 

r. CANNON of Illinois. Mr. Chairman,I only want to make 
a@ single remark for the purpose of giving notice. We have had 
now two hours, almost, of wrangling, ing up the time of the 
House about an increase in the pay of certain employees of the 
House here that we know, or that some of us know, and I think 
it will last the day out and bids fair to take up a part of to-mor- 
row, and then will come Be vision to give a month's extra 
pay; and after finishing ‘ up, taking at least a day of time 
to give extra pay to the oyees we happen to know or comein 
contact with, we have but . When next Congress or- 
ganizes, the most of this force, some, not all, will come in one way 
or another to claim other extra allowances. Now, it has always 
been so for twenty years to my certain knowledge—sometimes one 
Gey. sometimes two days taken up in this kind of squabble. 

n my judgment—and I am not saying it to antagonize any- 
body's pets particularly at this time—the employees of the House 
of capreee are the best-paid employees in this Government 
ov where, for the service performed, except the employees of the 

nate. 

Mr. DOCKERY. That is true. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. Further than that, I want to say 
that if the salaries ought to be increased to cover the month's ex- 
tra pay and other increases ought to be made, then we should take 
a day and revise them, changing the law, and then call a Lalt on 
nets to increase salaries by appropriation over the provision 
made by law; and if I can get the cooperation of members, as this 
Congress is soon to expire and the place that knows it now is to 
know it no more forever, when the new Congress organizes—if I 
can get their cooperation—I want to give notice that our employees 
so far as I am concerned, will be paid the le salaries, and if 
they are not getting enough we will increase by a eral 
law, and then get rid of this everlasting scrambling, in which not 
infrequently the i t, clever fellow gets more than he ought 
to get, while i ee hard-working fellow, if he happens 
to be modest, gets ing. 

Mr. OUTHW AITE ow, Mr. Chairm the amendment I 
have offered is in the interest of a hard-working fellow, in the 
interest of a man who is not a pet of mine, who is not here by 
my selection and does not come from my district. He has no 
claims on me whatever, nor havelonhim. He is receiving a 
salary inadequate to the duties he is called upon to perform. He 
is on the roll as a messenger and is receiving that . But 
because of his skill and ability he was called in by the dis ane 
clerk to assist in the matter of ing the accounts. He di 
this; he assisted daily, and assisted at all times. He assisted in 
this work at night, and assisted upon other days on which the 
work is not usually required for members. He did quite as much 
work as either of the other gentlemen did, the one getting $2,200 
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and the other getting $2,500, that now appear to want him and 
his amendment to carry them through the House. 

I ask that a vote be taken on the merits of the amendment I 
have offered. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on agreeing to the amend- 
ment as modified by the gentleman from Pennsylvania to the 
amendment of the gentleman from Ohio. 

The question was taken; and on a division (demanded by Mr. 
REILLY) there were—ayes 29, noes 78. 

So the amendment to the amendment was rejected. 

The question recurring on the amendment of Mr. OUTHWAITE, 
it was adopted; there being on a division—ayes 83, noes 39. 

‘ 9 COBB of Missouri. I offer the amendment I send to the 
esk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Insert after line 14, page 49: 

“To pay Thomas Me Rogers for services rendered as octies clerk to the 
Commiittee on Railways and Canals, from March 24, 1894, to y 17, 1894, in- 


clusive, the difference in salary between that of clerk to a Congressman and 
a session clerk to a committee, $149.50." 


Mr. BRECKINRIDGE. I reserve the point of order on that 
amendment. 

Mr. COBB of Missouri. This is simply the difference between 
the pay of a Congressman’s clerk and that of a committee clerk 
for the time Mr. Rogers was acting clerk of the committee and 
before he was appointed as clerk. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE. I suggest to the gentleman that he 
withdraw the amendment. We shall have to rise very soon, and 
he can put it in later, which will give us an opportunity to look 
into it. 

Mr. COBB of Missouri. 
Committee on Accounts. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE. Leave it pending, with the point of 
order pending, 

Mr. COBB of Missouri. It is all right. The Committee on 
Railways and Canals certify to the fact of his services. 

. The CHAIRMAN. Is the point of order insisted upon? 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE. Iam perfectly willing that it be passed 
over, with the point of order pending. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Let it be nana over, with the point of order 
waived. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE. I will not waive the point of order. 
+. Mr. COBB of Missouri. Then I would rather have a vote upon 
it now. 

The CHAIRMAN. If the point of order is insisted upon at this 
time, the Chair will have to decide that the amendment is not in 


oO : 
Mr. BRECKINRIDGE. Let it go over. 
Mr. COBB of Missouri. I will let it go over, Mr. Chairman. 
Mr. BRECKINRIDGE. With the point of order pending. 
. The Clerk, proceeding with the reading of the bill, read as fol- 
ows: 

To D. 8. Porter as extra compensation for services rendered as assist- 
ant ¢ to the Committee on Pensions during the Fifty-third Congress, $500. 

Mr. MARTIN. I offer the amendment which I send to the 
Clerk’s desk. 
The Clerk read as follows: 

On page 49, between lines 21 and 22, insert the following: ‘“‘To pay F. F. Den- 
nis for extra services rendered as assistant clerk to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions, on detail from the Pension Office, during the third session of the 
Fifty-third Congress, the sum of $200." 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE. 
that amendment. 

Mr. MARTIN of Indiana. Mr. Chairman, the gentleman from 
Kentucky wishes this matter to go over until to-morrow. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE. Let it go over with the point of order 


pending. 
Is there objection to the request that the 


It is unanimously reported from the 


I reserve the point of order against 


The CHAIRMAN, 
matter go over? 

There was no objection. 
. The Clerk, proceeding with the reading of the bill, read as fol- 
ows: 

To pay G. W. Pratt, assistant Journal clerk, for extra services rendered 
during Fifty-second and Fifty-third Congress, $500. 


Mr.SPERRY. Ioffer the amendment which I send totheClerk’s 


The Clerk read as follows: 

After the word “ dollars,” in line 2%, page 49, insert the follo : 

“To pay R. A. Rosenbaum, P. F. Perkins, and George Zerb 
extra services rendered d g the Fifty-third Congress in 
of the House of Representatives.” 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE. I reserve the point of order. Let it go 
over. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. BRETZ. I offer the following amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 
ou” Richard H. Dalton, for extra services rendered in the folding room, 


each, for 
folding room 
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. BRECKINRIDGE. I will say to the gentleman that if he 
wit alae that the committee will offer it. I am authorized 


by the subcommittee to offer it. 
Mr. BRETZ. Why not let it be offered now? ‘ 
Mr. SAYERS. I will reserve the —— of order on it, then. 
Mr. BRETZ. I will withdraw it, Mr. Chairman, with the un- 
derstanding that I shall have the right to offer it if itis not offered 
s the committee hereafter. 
— BROWN . The gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. BREcKIN- 
RIDGE] has just stated that he would offer it; that the committee 
sidered it. 
ne Chek, eecosiiee with the reading of the bill, read as fol- 
lows: 
L. Browning and P. E. Cox $300 each for extra services ren- 
dcred ia the fo ding susan inal, $600. 
Mr. IKIRT.' I desire to offer the amendment which I send to 


the Clerk’s desk. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
fter line 24, 50, insert the following: 
ane ome John H. Hi the difference between the pay of a laborer and that 
of a messenger in the House post-office during the sessions of the Fifty-third 
Congress, _—" 


Mr. BRECKINRIDGE. I reserve the point of order on that. 
Let it go over. 

Mr. fKIRT. I will let it go over. I think the gentleman will 
withdraw the point when he understands the case. 
Mr. BRECKINRIDGE. Itis understood that the point of order 

nding. 

r. SPRINGER. On page 50 of the bill I see the following 
words: 


To pay the following, which have been audited and recommended by the 
Committee on Accounts, namely. 


I desire to know where that list ends. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. At the bottom of page 51. 

The Clerk, proceeding with the reading of the bill, read as fol- 
lows: 

To pay M. M. Robinson for services rendered as assistant to the Sergeant-at- 
Arms, $100. 

Mr. BERRY. I desire to offer the amendment which I send to 
the desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Amend line 9, page 51, as follows: Strike out “$100,” and insert ‘‘ $300.”’ 


Mr. SAYERS. I reserve the point of order on that. _ 

Mr. BERRY. Ido not think this is subject to the point of or- 
der. 

Mr. SAYERS. I will reserve the point of order. 

Mr. BERRY. The last Congress allowed this gentleman $300. 
It is not one of those cases that are hidden away in committee 
rooms or the library, but this is Mr. Robinson, an employee of the 
House, who is right here before us, an employee assisting the Ser- 

nt-at-Arms, who is detailed from another roll, at $900 a year. 

e all know him. He has kept our pairs and done work on this 
floor for which $100 a monthis not excessive pay. He does twice 
as much work as many of those who get $2,200 a year. He has 
been in the service of this House for seven or eight years as assist- 
ant to the Sergeant-at-Arms, and this claim is recommended by 
the Committee on Accounts, and it ought to be allowed. 

This is a matter that we can all see for ourselves daily. We 
are associated with him daily as an officer of this House. His pay 
is not sufficient; it is a meager andinsufficient salary; and there is 
no reason why he should not be allowed an additional $300. I 
ask the committee to act upon it. 

Mr. SAYERS. If the gentleman insists upon immediate con- 
sideration I will insist upon the point of order. There is no law 
or resolution of the House authorizing the appropriation. 

Mr. BERRY. I do not like to let this thing go over, but on the 
urgent request of somany gentlemen I will consent toit. [Laugh- 
ter. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE. I offer an amendment containing a 
series of additional items. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

On page 51, after line 23, insert the following: 

“To pay Howard Gill for services as acting assistant foreman of the fold- 
ing room, from August 29 to December 3, 1894, inclusive, $240. 

“Po pay Howard Wiltberger for services rendered in the folding room from 
Augus to December 3, 1894, inclusive, $240. 

*'To pay J. H. Van Buren, assistant index clerk of the House, his salary from 
October 1 to November 28, 1894, inclusive, and from November 4 to December 
3, 1898, inclusive, at $6 per day, $534. 

“To pay George B. Parsons, lling clerk, and John Kelley, assistant 
enrolling clerk, for extra services, $200 each; in all, . 
goon” pay Richard H. Dalton for extra services rendered in the folding room, 

“To reimburse Walter H. French for moneys actually paid by him for cler- 
ical hire in eexeemeen Os files of the House, including the consolidation of 
the papers in the re of the Southern Claims Commission and the papers 
in the Indian a ation cases, and relettering the file boxes from the Forty- 
fourth to the Fifty-second Congress, inclusive, $750. 

. MeDonald the difference between his salary as folder snd 


is 


so eey Peter 
that hee foreman of the folding room, at $1,200 per annum, from 


January 20, 1804, to January 20, 1895, inclusive, $300.” 


Mr. SPRINGER. Would it be in order to add an additional 
item to this? ; 

ae DOCKERY. Dol understand that is offered by the com- 
mittee? 

— BRECKINRIDGE. Yes; on an order made by the com- 
mittee. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendment offered 
by the gentleman from Kentucky. 

Mr. DINGLEY. One moment. I want to know if these items 
have been oe by the committee. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE. They have. 

Mr. SAYERS. If any point of order is to be raised, the point 
of order ought to be reserved on that at once. 

Mr. DINGLEY. I had not heard of any action of the commit- 
tee on that list. 

Mr. DOCKERY. I want to suggest to the gentleman that in 
justice to certain employees of the House who have not pressed 
their claims, and in view of the fact that it is said thai all the 
oe are to get an extra month’s pay, it is unfair, grossly 
unfair, to select for special recognition these persons mentioned 
in this amendment and other amendments that have been offered. 
I simply desire to protest, and protest most earnestly, against this 
policy of discrimination. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. 
matter. 

Mr. SPRINGER. It is too late. 

eal CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Texas raised the point 
of order. 

Mr. SPRINGER. But it is too late; debate had occurred. I 
desire to offer an amendment, as an additional paragraph, to the 
amendment offered by the gentleman from Kentucky. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Amend by adding after line 23, on page 51, as a separate paragraph, the fol- 


lowing: 

“To pay John W. Almarode, the father of Ernest Almarode, deceased, late 
an employee of the House of Representatives, a sum equsl to six raonths of 
the sa! being paid to him at the time of his death, and also to pay to him 
the amount of the expenses of the last illmess and funeral of said Ernest Al 
marode, said expenses not to exceed $250, in all not to exceed $700.” 


The CHAIRMAN. The Chair would hardly consider this 
amendment germane to the proposition of the gentleman from 
Kentucky. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE. I move, im view of the fact that the 
House has to take a recess at 5 o'clock, that the committee do now 
rise. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The committee accordingly rose; and the Speaker having re- 
sumed the chair, Mr. TarsNrey, Chairman of the Committee of 
the Whole House on the state of the Union, reported that that 
committee had had under consideration the bill H. R. 8892, and 
had come to no resolution thereon. 


EANSAS CITY, PITTSBURG AND GULF RAILROAD COMPANY. 


Mr. TARSNEY. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for the 
present consideration of the bill (H. R.8900) to amend section 9 of 
an act entitled ‘‘An act to authorize the Kansas City, Pittsburg 
and Gulf Railroad Company to construct and operate a railroad, 
telegraph, and telephone line through the Indian Territory, and 
for other purposes.” 

The bill was read at length. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present consideration 
of this bill? 

Mr. HOPKINS of Hilinois. Mr. Speaker, I hope some explana- 
tion will be given by the gentleman. My information is that there 
is but very httle of the Territory that has not been taken up by 
these rights of way that have already been granted in the Terri- 


tory. 

Mr. TARSNEY. Mr. Speaker, this is simply an act to amend 
one section of an act that was passed two years ago, giving aright 
of way for the construction of a trunk line from Kansas City to 
Shreveport, La. Since that right was granted, the road has been 
constructed from Kansas City to the point where its line is to 
enter the Indian Territory, more than 250 miles. The original 
charter would require them to complete their road through the 
Indian Territory this year. The company desire to complete their 
road south of the Territory, through Texas, Arkansas, and Louisi- 
ana, so as to get the benefit of local traffic while they are building 
through the portion of the Indian Territory. It merely ex- 
tends the right one year. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading; and 
being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

On motion of Mr. TARSNEY, a motion to reconsider the vote by 
which the bill was passed was laid on the table. 

HOUR OF MEETING. 
Mr. BRECKINRIDGE. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent 


that the hour of meeting to-morrow may be changed so that the 
House may meet at 11 o’clock. There isa special order for eulogies 


I reserve the point of order upon this 
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on the late Senator Vance at2o’clock. I make this request so that 
it will give us a greater length of time before the special order is 
reached. Wedesire to get this bill through as rapidly as possible. 

Mr. PAYNE. I have no objection to meeting. at 11 o’clock if 
those who are in charge of the business of the House deem it 
necessary; but it seems to me that the order might be made to 
meet at that hour for the remainder of thesession. The objection 
to making it 11 o’clock from time to time is that members do not 
understand it and do not get here until 12 o’clock. 

Mr. SAYERS. Mr. Speaker, we desire an exception in this in- 
stance, because we are anxious that this bill shall get to the Sen- 
ate to-morrow, and that will complete the appropriaiion bills. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE. 1 would be sal, Mr. Speaker, if the 
gentleman from New York would not complicate the general ques- 
tion of the hour of meeting with my request for an early meeting 
to-morrow. His proposition can be taken up by the Committee 
on Rules. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request of the gen- 
tleman from Kentucky that the House meet to-morrow at 11 a. m.? 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 


DEEP-WATER WAYS BETWEEN THE OCEAN AND THE GREAT LAKES. 


Mr. HAUGEN. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for the 
— consideration of Senate joint resolution authorizing a pre- 
iminary inquiry concerning deep-water ways between the ocean 
and the Great Lakes and providing commissioners therefor. 
The joint resolution was read, as follows: . 


Resolved, etc., That the President of the United States is authorized to ap 
point, immediately after the posmere of this ~~ resolution, three persons, 
who shall have power to meet and confer with any similar committee which 
may be appointed by the Government of Great Britain, or of the Dominion 
of Canada, and who shall mnuke inquiry and report whether it is feasible to 
build such canals as shall enable vessels engaged in ocean commerce to pass 
to and fro between the Great Lakes and the Atlantic Ocean, with an adequate 
and controllable suppiy of water for continual use; where such canals can be 
most conveniently located, the probable cost of the same, with estimates in 
detail; and if any part of the same should be builtin the territory of Canada, 
what regulations or treaty arrangements will be necessary between the 
United States and Great Britain to preserve the free use of such canal to the 
people of this country at all times; and all necessary facts and considerations 
relating to the construction and future use of deep-water channels between 
the Great Lakes and the Atlantic Ocean. The persons so appointed shall 
serve without compensation in any form, but they shall be paid their actual 
traveling and other necessary expenses, not ex g in all $10,000, for which 

urpose the said sum of $10,000, or so much thereof as may be necessary, is 

ereby appropriated. 

The President may, in his discretion, detail as one of such persons an officer 


of the Engineer Corps of the Army. 

Mr. SAYERS. {f will ask the gentleman whether that matter 
has been before any committee of the House? - 

Mr. HAUGEN. It was referred to the Committee on Interstate 
and Foreign Commerce of the House and received the unanimous 
over of that committee. The appropriation, as the gentleman 
will see, is very small—only about what it would cost, on an 
average, to build 80 rods of railroad. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request for the pres- 
ent consideration of this resolution? 

Mr. SAYERS. Iobject. 


COLLISIONS AT SEA. 


Mr. TRACEY. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for the 
present consideration of the bill (S. 2783) to postpone the enforce- 
ment of the act of August 19, 1890, entitled ‘‘An act to adopt 
regulations for preventing collisions at sea.” 

e bill was read, as follows: 


Whereas the President, in accord with the proposition of Great Britain 
to enforce on March 1, 1895, the revised interna tions for prevent- 
ing collisions at sea, and on the representations of that Government that 
those regulations had received the general approval of the several foreign 
maritime powers, pursuant to section 3 of the act of August 19, 1890, entitled 
“An act tc adopt regulations for ; peoventens eoueene at sea,” issued on J uly 
13, 1894, his proclamation fixing h 1, 1895, as the time when the provisions 
of said act, as amended, embodying said revised international regulations 
shall take effect; and . 

_ Whereas the Government of Great Britain has withdrawn from the posi- 
tion, communicated to this Government on April 25, 1894, that no time should 
be lost in ere those regulations into effect, and on January 16, 1 an- 
nounced to this Government that the Government of Great Britain now finds 
itimpossible until Parliament has been consulted to fix a date for bringing 
the regulations into force, and cmenty requests this Government to con- 
— toa temporary postponement of the enforcement of said regulations; 


TW hecese it is desirable that the revised international regulations for pre- 
venting collisions at sea be put into force simultaneously by the mari- 
time powers: Therefore, 

Beit enacted by the Senate and House of Representatives of the United States 
of America in assembled, That said act of March 19, 1890, take effect 
not on March 1, but at a subsequent time, to be fixed by the President by 
proclamation issued for that purpose. 

Mr. DURBOROW. Mr. Speaker, I will ask the gentleman 
whether this has been referred to a committee? 

Mr. TRACEY. Yes, sir; and unanimously reported. 

Mr. DURBOROW. From what committee? 

Mr. TRACEY. The Committee on the Merchant Marine and 
Fisheries. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to considering this bill? 
There was no objection. 
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The bill was ordered to a third reading; and it was accordingly 
read the third time, and passed. 

On motion of Mr. TRACEY, a motion to reconsider the vote by 
which the bill was passed was laid on the table. 

On motion of Mr. TRACEY, members of the committee and 
others desiring to print remarks on the bill in the Recorp ob- 
tained leave to do so. 


ANNIE M. GREENE. 


Mr. MARTIN of Indiana. Mr. Speaker, I desire to submit a 
conference report. 
The report was read, as follows: 


The committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses 
on the amendment of the House of Representatives to the bill (S. 305) grant- 
ing a pension to Annie M. Greene, having met, after full and free conference 
aare agreed to recommend and do recommend to their respective Houses as 

OLLOWS: 

That the Senate recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the 
House and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: Strike out the 
word “ twelve” and insert the word ‘“‘ten;” and the House agus to the same. 

A. N. MARTIN, 


M. J. McETTRICK, 
Managers on the part of the House. 
JOHN M. PALMER, 
J. H. GALLINGER, 
W A. PEFFER, 
Managers on the part of the Senate, 
The statement of the House conferees was read, as follows: 
STATEMENT. 
[Fifty-third Congress, third session.] 

In the case of the bill (8.305) granting a pension to Annie M. Greene, now 
in conference between the two Houses, the managers on the part of the 
House submit to the House the following statement of the differences be- 
tween the two Houses, viz: As the bill passed the Senate it granted a pen- 
sion of $12 per month for the beneficiary as dependent and invalid daughter of 
the deceased soldier. Under the facts stated in the report of the Senate Pen- 
sions Committee, the soldier does not appear to have died as the result of his 
army service, and therefore if pensioned at all, the beneficiary ought, as it 
seemed to the House, to be placed on the pension roll under the act of June 
27, 1890, and therefore the House amended the bill accordingly, the effect of 
which would be to pension the beneficiary at the rate of $10 per month—and 
the amendment recommended by the conference committee's report will 
specifically give effect exactly according to the import of the House amend- 
ment—being a virtual agreement to the House amendment. 

A. N. MARTIN 
M. J. McETTRICK, 
Mahagers on the part of the House. 


The conference report was adopted. 

On motion of Mr. TIN of Indiana, a motion to reconsider 
the vote by which the conference report was adopted was laid on 
the table. 

MRS, EVALYN N. VAN VLIET. 


Mr. MARTIN of Indiana. Mr. Speaker, I desire to present an- 
other conference report. 

The report was read, as follows: 

The committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on 
the amendment of the House of Representatives to the bill (S. 684) for the re- 
lief of Mrs. Evalyn N. Van Vliet, having met, after full and free conference 
pare agreed to recommend and do recommend to their respective Houses as 

ollows: 

The Senate recedes from its disagreement to the amendment of the House 
and agrees to the same with an amendment. Strike out the word “thirty,” 
in line 4, and insert the word “ twenty-five;” and the House ogres to the same. 

A. N. MARTIN, 

GEO. B. FIELDER, 

G. D. MEIKLEJOHN, 

Managers on the part of the House. 

JOHN M. PALMER, 

J. H. GALLINGER, 

JOS. R. HAWLEY, 
Managers on the part of the Senate. 


The statement of the managers on the part of the House was 
read, as follows: 
STATEMENT. 
[Fifty-third Congress, third session.) 

The mannqere on behalf of the House as to the bill (8.684) to grant a pen- 
sion to Mrs. Evalyn N. Van Vliet, now in conference between the tvro Houses, 
make the following statement, viz: 

The Senate bill fixed the rate of pension at $30 per month; the House 
amended it so as to pension her subject to the provisions and limitations of 
the pension law, which would have been equivalent to $25 per month, and the 
amendment agreed on by the managers on behalf of both Houses fixes that 

cally, being an actual agreement by the Senate to the amend- 


amount 8) 

ment of House. 
A. N. MARTIN. 
GEO. B, FIELDER. 
G. D. MEIKLEJOHN. 

The conference pence’ was adopted. 

On motion of Mr. MARTIN of Indiana, a motion to reconsider 
the vote by which the conference report was adopted was laid on 
the table. 

MATHEW 8. PRIEST. 


Mr. PEARSON. Mr. sess I ask unanimous consent for the 
— —— of House bill 1314, for the relief of Mathew 
. Priest. 
The bill was read. 
The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request for the pres- 
ent consideration of this bill? 











_——— 


Mr. SAYERS. Iask consent that this may go over until to- 
morrow. Iam not willing to object, but I would like an oppor- 
tunity to examine this case. ee” ; 

The SPEAKER. Without objection it can go over, subject to 
the right to object. 

There was no objection. 

BRIDGES ACROSS THE EMORY AND CLINCH RIVERS. 


Mr. PATTERSON. Mr. 8 er, I ask unanimous consent for 
the present consideration of the bill which I send to the desk. 

The bill (H. R. 8659) was read. 

The amendments recommended by the Committee on Interstate 

ign Commerce were ; 

onthe bill as amended was soled to be engrossed and read a 
third time; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

On motion of Mr. PATTERSON, a motion to reconsider the 
vote by which the bill was passed was laid on the table. 


LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 


Mr. WASHINGTON, by unanimous consent, obtained leave of 
absence for this day on account of sickness. 


WITHDRAWAL OF PAPERS. 


Mr. WADSWORTH, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to 
withdraw from the files of the House, without leaving copies, the 
papers in the claim of Catherine Childs. 


RECESS. 


The hour of 5 o’clock having arrived, the House, under therule, 
took a recess until 8 p. m., the Speaker announcing that at the 
evening session the duties of the Chair would be performed by Mr. 
DOCKERY. 


EVENING SESSION. 


The recess having expired, the House, at 8 o’clock p. m., was 
called to order by Mr. DocKERyY as Speaker pro tempore. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. MARTIN of Indiana. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House 
resolve itself into Committee of the Whole to consider bills on the 
Private Calendar, under the rule. 

The question was taken; and on a division (demanded by Mr. 
TALBERT of South Carolina) there were—ayes 33, noes 0. 

So the motion was agreed to. 

The House accordingly resolved itself into Committee of the 
Whole, Mr. Brerz in the chair. 

Mr. MARTIN of Indiana. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous 
consent that, beginning where we left off on Friday night last, the 
roll be now called and that each member present be allowed to 
call up one bill introduced by himself or one bill coming from the 
Senate originating in the State from which the member comes. 

Mr. TALBERT of South Carolina. Mr. Chairman, while I do 
not propose to interpose objection to the request, still it seems to 
me that this is rather an irregular way to proceed. I have noticed 
that on several nights past when we proceeded in that way gentle- 
men would call up a bill at the request of someone else, not their 
own bills; and I have also observed that as soon as gentlemen got 
their bills through they immediately took their cloaks and hats 
and left the Hall. Now, it seems to me that they ought to stay, 
et least, and help others. They bh. ve shown considerable selfish. 
ness in the matter, and for that reason I do not think this rule 
ought to obtain. I, however, merely throw out the suggestion, 
for I do not desire to object. The committee can exercise its own 


ane in the matter. 

The CHAIRMAN, The Chair would suggest to the gentleman 
that an inquiry or a point of order would reach his objection in 
case any gentleman undertakes to call up a bill not within the 
agreement. 

The gentleman from Indiana asks unanimous consent that the 
committee proceed to call the roll, beginning where we left off on 
Friday night last, which was at the name of Mr. Everett, and 
that each member present be permitted to call up a bill introduced 
by himself or one coming from the Senate and originating in the 
State which he represents. Is there objection? 

Mr. BRODERI I do not wish to object, but on last Friday 
night I was absent from the House on account of sickness when 
my name was called. I have a bill here, one which passed the 
Senate, introduced 7 one of our Senatorsfor the benefit of a con- 
stituent of mine, and I will ask consent to call that bill up. My 
absence at the last meeting was on account of sickness. 

Mr. TALBERT of South Carolina. I shali not object, provided 
that every gentleman, after he gets his bill through, will stay and 
oe rest of us to get ours through. 

e CHAIRMAN. The Chair, of course, has no power to com- 
pel members to remain. 

Mr. TALBERT of South Carolina. Of course I understand that, 
Mr. Chairman, and I do not mean to undertake to control the 
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Chair, but I merely throw out the suggestion for the benefit of 
members of the committee. 


The CHAIRMAN. 
tleman from Indiana? 
_ Mr. PEARSON. Ido not want to pose in the light of an ob- 
jector to granting unanimous consent to anybody, but scme of 
us have attended most every Friday night session for the last four 
years and have been unfortunate enough not to be able, when 
their names are reached, to get a bill through the House. I am 
one of that class, and while i do not object to the order now asked, 
I shall object to unanimous consent being given to any member 
until after the alphabet has been called through. 

Mr. GROUT. Mr. Chairman—— 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection to the request? 
gentleman from Vermont object? 

Mr. GROUT. I will state, if the Chairman will allow me a 
moment, I do not want to object to the request, but I do wish to 
say that at the request of persons interested in a bill to grant a 
pension to Martha Custis Carter, granddaughter of Martha Wash- 
ington and widow of Rear-Admiral Carter, lately deceased, I 
came up here to urge the consideration of that bill when my name 
shall be called—— 

Mr. HAYES. Well, nobody will object to it. 

Mr. GROUT. Very well, if they will not I shall becontent not 
to object to the request asked by the gentleman from Indiana. 
But the order the gentleman asks will exclude me, because the 
beneficiary in this bill is not from my State, and I can not call it 
up unless I practice a silent fraud on the House. There is emi- 
nent propriety, and I do not suppose anyone will object to my 
calling it up on this, Washington’s birthday. 

Mr. HAINES. There is a gentleman from Massachusetts here 
who will be able to call it up. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will again submit the request. 
Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. BRODERICK. I ask unanimous consent now before the 
roll is called to take up a Senate bill for the reason I have already 
stated. I was sick on Friday night last, and necessarily absent, 

Mr. PEARSON. I must object, Mr. Chairman. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will call the roll. 

The name of Mr. FIELDER was called. 

Mr. BRODERICK. if the gentleman from New Jersey will 
yield just a moment I want to call up a Senate bill—— 

Mr. FIELDER. I should be very glad to give way to my friend. 
I know he represents a case of merit. 

Mr. BRODERICK. It will take but a few minutes. 

The CHAIRMAN. But unless the gentleman from Ohio with- 
draws his objection the Chair can not recognize the gentleman. 

Mr. BRODERICK. If there is serious objection I will with- 
draw the bill. [Cries of ‘‘ Regular order! 

ao CHAIR . Objection is made. 
roll. 


Is there objection to the request of the gen- 


Does the 


The Clerk will call the 


JOHN C. DULL. 


Mr. FIELDER. Mr. Chairman, I call up for present considera- 
tion the bill (S. 1535) to correct the naval history of John C. Dull. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Navy be authorized and 
directed to correct the naval history of John C. Dull, who, while yet a minor. 


was enlis asa in the United States - tna for service dur- 
ing the war with Mexico, so asto relieve him from the charge of desertion, 
dated June ag and that said John ©. Dull be given an honorable dis- 
charge from that date. 


The report (by Mr. TYLER) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Naval Affairs, to whom was referred the bill (S. 1535) to 
correct the naval history of John C. Duil, having in a prior Congress submitted 
a favorable at on a bill of similar import (H. R. 4796, House Keport 1473, 
first session ty-second Congress), adopt the said report and recommend 
the passage of the Senate bill. 


[House Report No. 1473, Fifty-second Congress, first session. ] 


The Committee on Naval Affairs, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 4796) 
to correct the naval history of John C. Dull, having considered the same, beg 
leave to report: a 

It appears from the evidence that Dull enlisted in the Navy January 13, 
1847, at the age of 18 years, as a landsman, for three years; that he served on 
board the United States steamers Ontario, Franklin, and Avtna, and that 
while serving on the last-named vessel, on the 3d day of June, 1848, he failed 
to report for duty before the sailing of his ship, and thereby became charge- 
able with desertion, for which he was deprived of all pay and allowances then 
due him and “ dishonored for all his services during the war.” G 

In his letter to the Secretary of the Navy, dated December 9, 1891, Dull 
states, in explanation of his conduct, that he was led astray, during tempo- 
rary excitement, by persons older than himself, and that he was wholly un- 
conscious of committing any serious injury to the Government. He further 
states in this letter that he “‘ would never have made a complaint, perhaps, of 
the harshness of this punishment had he not met with a severe accident in 
1866, by which he lost all the fingers of both hands, rendering him incapable 
of manual labor in his advancing years.”’ ’ 

Under these circumstances and (as stated by the Secretary of the haley in 
his letter of March 11, 1892, herewith appended) “in view of the fact that Dull 


was a minor at the time of his enlistment and of his desertion, and that prior 
to the date of his desertion hostilities had ceased aad the treaty of peace be- 
tween Mexico and the United States had been concluded and ratified,” the 


committee report favorably on the bill and recommend that it do pass. 
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NAVY DEPARTMENT, Washington, March 11, 1892. 

Sir: I have the honor to acknowledge the receipt of the letter from the 
Committee on Naval Affairs of the House of Representatives, inclosing H.R. 
bill No. 4796, ““to correct the naval history of John C. Dull,” and requesting 
the opinion of this Department as to the merits of the proposed legislation. 

It appears from an examination of the records of the Bureau of Navigation, 
Navy Department, and in the office of the Fourth Anditor of the Treasury, 
that Dull enlisted in the Navy January 13, 1847, at the age of 18 years, as a 
landsman, for three years; that he served on board the United States steam- 
ships Ontario, Franklin, and Avtna, and that he deserted from the latter- 
named vessel off Frontera, Mexico, June 3, 1348. 

In view of the fact that Dull wasa minor at the time of his enlistment and of 
his desertion, and that prior to the date of his desertion hostilities had ceased, 
and the treaty of peace between Mexico and the United States had been con- 
cluded and ratified, the Department perceives no objection to the favorable 
action by Congress upon the bill to correct his naval hasbory. 

Very respectfully, 
B. F. TRACY, Secretary of the Navy. 

Hon, HinAry A. HERBERT, 


Chairman Committee on Naval Affairs, House of Representatives. 


WAsHINGTON, D. C., December 9, 1891. 


Srr: Your humble petitioner, John C. Dull, age 62 years, residing in Wash- 
ington City, re tfully submits the following statement of facts: : 

n the year 1847, then a minor, and working at my trade of blacksmith, 
Ienlisted in the Uni States steamer 47tna as alandsman for during the war 
with Mexico. I served in said capacity until the 3d day of June, 1348, after 
the treaty of peace between the United States and the Republic of Mexico had 
been duly ratified, and being led astray, during temporary excitement, by 

rsons older than myself, and wholly unconscious of committing any serious 

jury to the Government in whose service I had volunteered, I failed to re- 
port for duty before the ship sailed from Tabasco. For this infraction of the 
rules of discipline, which I have ever since regretted, the serious charge of 
desertion was entered against me, by which I was deprived of my pay and 
allowances then due and dishcnored for all my service during the war. 
I would never have made a complaint, perhaps, of the harshness of this 
ponies had I not met with a severe accident in 1866, by which I lost all 
he fingers of both hands, rendering me incapable of manual labor in my ad- 
vancing years, and I have submit an application to the honorable Com- 
missioner of Pensions to grant me the allowance awarded to the soldiers and 
sailors who served in the war with Mexico. The Commissioner, on December 
1, 1891, rejected my application on the ground that I “ was not honorably dis- 
charged, mut aaenee the service June 3, 1848, and the mark of desertion has 
not be removed.”’ 
I therefore humbly petition the honorable Secretary of the Navy, in view 
¥ Ra trcemaeemans related, to grant me an honorable discharge to date from 
une 38, . 
And your petitioner will ever pray, etc. 
‘Very respectfully, 


The SECRETARY OF THE NAVY. 


Mr. JONES. I hope the gentleman who is in charge of this 
bill will make some statement in reference to it. He is probably 
aware that the President has recently vetoed a bill of this charac- 
ter. In reading that veto I observe the President says that this 
authority exercised by Congress to remove the charge of deser- 
tion is one of rather doubtful character, and that when the power 
is exercised he thinks the beneficiary should not be given a pen- 
sion such as is enjoyed by soldiers who served during the entire 
time of their enlistment. inasmuch as one bill of this character 

by us has been vetoed on that ground, I should like the 
gentleman to state why this bill has any peculiar merits beyond 
other bills of this class. 

Mr. FIELDER. I will say that Mr. Dull was a minor at the 
time of his enlistment. Receiving a furlough from his vessel, he 
went ashore, and being a very young man he was inveigled into a 
series of little indiscretions, so that when he was ready to report 
again to his vessel she had left her moorings, and he was unable 
to reach her. For this reason he was returned as a deserter, 

He does not seek this correction of his record with any reference 
to an application for pension, although he cites the fact that in 
1866, by a series of accidents, he lost the fingers of both hands. 
He is at eens a _— of some “ of He does not on 
pect to enjoy this life very much longer, and being a patriotic 
citizen of the United States, he nat desires before he dies 
that his record may be cleared so that he may leave an honorable 
name to his children. On this ground and this ground only I 
base my support of this application, and I do hope that in view of 
the age of the applicant and the peculiar circumstances the bill 
will receive favorable consideration. 

Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. Will the gentleman explain 
why this “ patriotic gentleman” to wait forty-seven 
years before a from this ? 

Mr. FIELDER. ell, I never asked him that question. His 
action in this respect was doubtless due to some consideration of 
his own. As I have stated, he is now a man of advanced years— 
& man conse moral habits; and his object in seeking the passage 
of this bill, in view of the short time that he has to live, is that 
he desires to hand down to his children a clear record. The 
service in connection with which he is charged with being a de- 
serter was during the Mexican war, of which I know nothing. 
But I do believe that this claim is just. 

Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. It was nearly thirty years 
ago that he lost his fingers. 

Mr. FIELDER. Yes; and during the in ing time he has 
eked out a very comfortable living. He is not in impoverished 
circumstances. He earns his own support and has a comfortable 


JOHN C. DULL. 
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inheritance. He does not seek the passage of this bill with refer- 
ence to any application for pension. 

Mr. BALDWIN. If this application is not made with any 
reference to pension, I should like to know why the applicant 
states in this report that he would not have taken this action but 
for the fact of his having maimed his hands. 

Mr. FIELDER. At that time I believe he did make application 
for pension, which he now withdraws. 

Mr. BALDWIN. I think the case had better be put fairly and 
squarely before the Committee of the Whole. This man desires 
his record corrected with the view to securing a pension. 

Mr. FIELDER. No, sir. 

Mr. BALDWIN. Well, I think we can put no other construc- 
tion upon the case; and it seems to me it would be best to put the 
matter in that shape. 

Mr. JONES. Let the bill be amended. 

Mr. FIELDER. Gentlemen can amend the bill if they like; 
but I feel justified in saying that the applicant for the passage of 
this bill does not seek it for the purpose of securing a pension. 

Mr. HAINES. Mr. Chairman, I have been advised, correctly 
or incorrectly, that there is a disposition on the part of one or 
more of the Representutives on this floor to object to any bill that 
may come before the committee this evening, whether it be meri- 
torious or otherwise. Therefore, I have asked and received recog- 
nition from the Chair. I favor this bill (without going into any 
discussion of its merits) for the reason that it has been passed 
upon by the regularly authorized Pensions Committee. I have 
served upon the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and I know that 
the gentlemen composing that committee have been very careful 
to investigate ey every bill brought before them, and the 
passage of any bill by that committee is a sufficient guaranty to 
satisfy me that it is worthy of consideration and passage by this 
Committee of the Whole and by the House. I favor the passage 
of this bill, as I shall all others which may be brought here upon 
a favorable report of the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

A MemsBer. This bill is not from the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions, 

Mr. HAINES. I have the floor at present, and I do not know 
that I shall be recognized later. I wish to complete my statement 
in reiation to the matter now under consideration. 

Mr. Chairman, having been elected a member of the House of 
Representatives, early in 1892 I called up claim No. 22334, the 
pension claim of Jeremiah Whitbeck, of my district, and I asked 
for a statement of that claim. On January 6, 1893, I was notified 
that it was in the hands of a special examiner. I waited longand 

atiently until I was asked concerning it by the people interested. 
Faguis inquired the status of the claim; and on April 13 of the 
same wean’ was again notified that it was in the hands of a special 
examiner. I again called it up on July 1, 1893, and was notified 
that it was still in the hands of a special examiner. 

On October 20 it went to a special examinerin Sullivan County. 
I do not know the reason why. Again, later, the notice received 
was that it awaited letters of inquiry. Later, I was informed 
that more information was required, and later that it must go be- 
fore an examining board. Later, I was told that a new declara- 
tion must be filed; again, that a medical examination was neces- 
sary; then that further testimony was required, and again it was 
referred to the medical burean. Then it went to a board of sur- 
geons to await additional information. Then itwentto the board 
of surgeons again, to determine the rate of pension, and so on 
until ‘Seoeunrs 4, 1895, it went to a special examination in Minne- 
sota. That is one of the claims that I have been requested to 
facilitate, and yet this, as other like claims, is not settled. 

Mr. LOCKWOOD. Is that the case under consideration now? 

Mr. HAINES. No; it is not the case under consideration at the 
present time. I am only stating the reasons why [ favor this or 
any other bill brought before this committee after having passed 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions or any other committee of the 
House, because I believe in the integrity and honor of those peo- 

le who represent their constituents here upon these committees. 

en I was a member of that committee I was careful, and so is 
every member of that committee, to determine each claim upon 
its merits. 

The case that I mention has been before the Pension Commis- 
sioner for and still, knowing it to be a claim that must 
sooner or later receive recognition, the Pension Department does 
not want evidently to place an extra expense upon this Adminis- 
tration. That is about the truth of the case. 

Mr. PAGE. Has it not been rejected yet? 

Mr. HAINES. It has never been rejected. If it was rejected, 
why then that would settle the matter; but they do not reject it. 
They hold on and hold on. That man is either entitled to a pen- 
sion or he is not entitled to a pension. I want it settled one way 
or the other, and I can not get it settled. 

Mr. HAYES. Nobody will get anything settled if the gentile- 
man keeps on talking. . 

Mr. HAINES. I only wish to talk for a few minutes. Going 
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up into my district three months ago I was very happy to take to 


man named Martin P. Hoy, who was in the county house in Co- 
inseliils County, N. Y., a pension certificate. I knew it would 
ladden his heart, for he had waited long years for that pension. 
tting it in my pocket, I intended to deliver the certificate per- 
sonally to this poor man, who was being supported by our county. 
I had occasion to go there to attend the funeral of a Masonic 
brother, and I went to Ghent to deliver this ion, when I was 
surprised to find that the poor man, tired of waiting for his pen- 
sion, had hanged himself. : : 

Mr. HAYES. If they were granting pensions to dead men, 
what are,you complaining about? ; 

Mr. HAINES. It came too late. They are making these men 
wait too long in cases where they are legitimately entitled to 
pensions, and I am not one of that class that ask the people who 
are entitled to pensions to wait any longer. J do not belong to 
that party, thank God, that asks that. I do not belong to the 
party of the gentleman from Virginia, or of the gentleman from 
Alabama, or of those men who object always to these claims that 
are brought forward here. I claim to be a Democrat, and a New 
York Democrat, but not of that class of Democracy. yee 
The reason that I speak to-night m this subject is t day 
before yesterday I called up a bill (H. R. 5877) for the relief of a 
man named Michael Gaul, living in my district. 

Mr. MARTIN of Indiana. . Chairman, I am very sorry— 
and I speak with all deference to my friend from New York—I 
am very sorry to raise a point of order on this line of discussion. 
It is not ane to the subject under consideration at all. 

Mr. TUCKER. Ido not think the gentleman is right about 


that. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair is inclined to think that the 

int of order is well taken, and hopes the gentleman from New 
Fork will confine himself to the bill under consideration. The 
gentleman from New York will proceed in order. 

Mr. HAINES. I think I can proceed in order, Mr. Chairman, 
and I do not intend to delay any of the bills here. 

A Memper. You are doing it by talking. 

Mr. HAINES. That is what I am here for, to talk. ugh- 
ter.] This bill that I called up day before yesterday (H.R. 5877) 
was objected to by the gentleman from Alabama [Mr. STALLINGs}. 
I will only take the time of the committee for a few moments, as 
' they are listening so attentively to my remarks, for which I thank 
them, to state that this constituent of mine entered the Navy and 
served four years, reenlisted and served three years, and was hon- 
orably discharged. He appeals to me, as his Representative, to 
get a charge of desertion removed, for after the third enlistment 
he indulged too freely and went home. 

Mr. CURTIS of New York. He could not livein your district, 


then. 

Mr. HAINES. It is something unusual there, I will acknowl- 
edge. He got drunk and went home, and now he asks that that 
charge be removed, stating that he never had any bounty, any 
back pay, but that he has three girls and two boys, and on account 
of his children he wants that charge removed, without asking 
anything else from the Government, directly or indirectly. Still 
that bill was objected to. 

And, as I stated in the beginning, I have in the past and I shall 
in the future, so long as I am honored by the people I represent, 
vote for any bill passed by the Pension Committee of this House. 
[Applause. 

Mr. JONES. Mr. Chairman, I want to ask the gentleman 
whether or not he would consent to an amendment to this bill. 
I do not exactly remember the language of the bill now, but it 
seems to me that the usual provision, that the soldier shall re- 
ceive no bounty or back pay, is not in this bill. I understand, of 
course, the gentleman will not object to that amdenment, as it 
is the usual amendment put on by the committee. I want to 
ask the gentleman, as this applicant is in comfortable circum- 
stances, whether he will not consent that the amendment shall 
also be made that he shall receive no pension by reason of the 
passage of this act. 

Mr. FIELDER. I will make no objection whatever to the sug- 
gestion of the gentleman; but I do think the gentleman from Vir- 
ginia would take my word for it. 


ew’ JONES. ill the gentleman accept that as an amend- 
ment: 
Mr. FIELDER. I accept the amendment, if the gentleman 


from Virginia insists upon it. 

_Mr. JONES. I move to amend by inserting the following pro- 
viso: 

Provided, That no bounty, back pay, or pension shall be paid by virtue of 
the passage of this act. 


The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the amendment. 


The amendment was read, as follows: 


Provided, That no bounty, back pay, or pension shall be paid by virtue of 
the passage of this act. 


Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. As I understood the sugges- 





tion of the gentleman from Virginia, it did not include pension, 
but simply bounty and back pay. I shall object to this amend- 
ment. 

Mr. JONES. I included the word “ pension,” because the gentle- 
man having charge of the bill said that the party did not want a 
pension, and he had no objection to the amendment. 

Mr. HULL. In all the bills reported by the Committee on Mili- 


tary Affairs removing the charge of desertion we put in the words: 


Provided, No pay or emolument shall become due by virtue of the passage 
of this act. 

I think that is sufficient. 
— JONES. My amendment included the word “ pension” 
also. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendment. 

= BAKER of New Hampshire. How does the amendment 
rea 

The Clerk read as follows: 
obrenites, sat ne bounty, back pay, or pension shall be paid by virtue of 

Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. I moveto strike out the words 
“ or pension.” 

The question was taken on the amendment to the amendment; 
and the Chairman announced that the ayes seemed te have it. 

Mr. JONES. Division. 

The committee divided; and there were—ayes 41, noes 38. 

So the amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

The amendment as amended was agreed to. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on laying aside the bill as 
amended with a favorable recommendation. 

The question was taken; and the Chairman announced that the 
ayes seemed to have it. 

Mr. JONES. Division. 

The committee divided; and there were—ayes 58, noes 1. 

So the bill was ordered to be laid aside with a favorable recom- 
mendation. 

MICHAEL RYAN. 


Mr. FLETCHER (when his name was called). Mr. Chairman, 
I desire to have considered the bill (H.R.8391) for the relief of 
Michael Ryan. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of War be, and he is hereby, author- 
ized and directed to revoke the order dishonorably discharging Private 
Michael Ryan, Company I, Fifth Regiment United States Infantry, on Sep- 
tember 20, 1865, and to issue to him an honorable discharge from the military 
service of the United States as of that date. 


Mr. FLETCHER. I ask that the report be read. 

<n MARTIN of Indiana. I reserve the point of order on the 
Mr. DOCKERY. This is not a case of desertion. 
Mr. MARTIN of Indiana. This is not a bill for the removal of 


the charge of desertion. 
Mr. DOCKERY. This is a court-martial case, and is not in 
order at this time. 


The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will be glad to hear the gentle- 
man from Minnesota upon the point of order. 

Mr. FLETCHER. Mr. Chairman, I am not aware that this bill 
is not entirely inorder. I supposed the bill wasin order. I talkéd 
with the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. Manon] with respect 
to the bill, and he was of the opinion that it was in order. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Mr. Chairman, that bill is not in order; and 
discussion on that point only delays the transaction of other busi- 
ness. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will cause the rule to be read. 

The Clerk proceeded to read the rule. 

My. FLETCHER. I will withdraw the bill, as there seems to 
be some objection, and I do not wish to interpose any obstacle in 
the way of the transaction of business. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair is of opinion that the commit- 
tee has no jurisdiction to deal with the case. 

ALEXANDER M. LAUGHLIN. 


Mr. FUNK (when his name was called). Mr. Chairman, I de- 
sire to call up the bill (H. R. 8884) granting a pension to Alexan- 
der M. Laughlin. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 


and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Alexander M. l.anghlin, who 
was & private in the company of Capt. George B. Willis, Fortieth Regiment, 
Fourth Brigade, First Division of the Illinois State Militia, and who served 


as such in the Indian war of 1832, known as the Black Hawk war, and pay to 
him a pension at the rate of §8 per month. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will read the report. 

The report (by Mr. Moses) was read, as follows: 

The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 8884) 
granting a pension to Alexander M. Laughlin, have considered the same and 

y report as follows: 
e claimant was a private in Capt. George B. Willis’s company, Forticth 

Regiment, Fourth Brigade, First Division of Illinois Volunteers, in the Black 
Hawk war. The rolls of the company, which are on file with your commit 
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tee, fail to show the exact date of his enlistment, but this presumably took 
place on Mag &. 1832, as nearly all of the other members of the Company 
enlisted on t day. He was mustered out with the company on June 15, 


Although, as stated above, the exact date of enlistment is not shown by 
the rolls, it is fair to presume that, like the eanyorsy of the com y, he 
served twenty-nine days—just one day short of the time req to give 
title to pension under the Indian-war act of July 27, 1892. | 

Mr. Laughlin is now 79 years old and in straitened circumstances, and 
unable to do anything toward commas a support. . 

The passage of the billis respectfully recommended, with an amendment 
fixing the rate of pension at $12 per month, so as to conform to the provisions 
of an act passed by the House at this session and now on Senate Calendar. 


The amendment recommended by the committee was agreed to. 
The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor- 
able recommendation. 
MARIA T. KARGE, 


Mr. GARDNER (when his name was called). Mr. Chairman, 
I call up the bill (S. 1230) for the relief of Maria T. Kargé. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Maria T. Kargé, widow of 
Joseph Kargé, colonel ond Regiment New Jersey Cavalry, at the rate of 
$30 per month. 

The report (by Mr. FIELDER) was read, as follows: 

The Committee on Invalid Pensions have considered the bill (S. 1230) to pen- 
sion Maria T. Kargé, and submit the folegiag report: : 

This bill passed the Senate March 15, 1894, the following facts being shown 
in the report of the committee. 

The beneficiary, Maria T Kargé, is the widow of Joseph Kargé, late colonel 
Second New Jersey Cavalry. She is 74 years of age, without property, and 
dependent on others for support. c 

Phe late Colonel Kargé was a most gallant and meritorious officer, as will 
be seen from the subjoined letter of the Record and Pension Office of the 
War Department. He was anative of Poland, and took part in the revolu- 
tionary movement in Europe in 1848. He entered the Union Army in 1861 
and was mustered out in 1865. He was one of our most efficient foreign offi- 
cers, and was many times trusted with ial duties, which he discharged 
with signal credit and ability. At the battle of Rappahannock Station, Va., 
August 20, 1862, he was wounded while in action with his command. For 
this wound he was pensioned. He fell dead of heart disease December 27, 
1892, while crossing the ferry from Jersey City to New York. The medical 
records fail to state the diagnosis of his case or his disposition at the time of 
his last admission to the regimental hospital, May 30, 1865, and it is therefore 
impracticable to prove the origin in the service of the complaint of which he 
died to the satisfaction of the Pension Bureau. 

The records of the War Department show that Joseph Kargé was mustered 
in as lieutenant-colonel First New Jersey Cavalry October 18, 1861; August 
81, 1862, absent, wounded, in hospital, Washington, D. C.; received gunshot 
wound left thigh August 19, 1862; resigned mber 22,1862; was mustered 
in as colonel Second New Jersey Cavalry September 25, 1863; mustered out 
November 1, 1865, 

The records of the Pension Bureau show that he was pensioned at $30 per 
month for gunshot wound of left thigh, and died December 27, 1892, from syn- 
cope from valvular disease of heart. 

t is also stated that he was appointed first lieutenant Eighth United States 
Cavalry July 18, 1867, and mustered out eaaey 1, 1871. 

The widow has applied for pension both under the general law and under 
the act of June 27, 0. and both claims are ene. swreneens evidence called 
for February 1, 1804,as to prior marriage of the c 
former husband. 

The proof shows that she is without property or income, and it is reasona- 
bly certain that a pension of $8 per month will be allowed her under the act 
of June 27, 1890; and while his death from heart disease may not be traceable 
to his military service, in view of all the circumstances the committee report 
the bill back and recommend its passage. 


Mr. MARTIN of Indiana. Mr. Chairman, while it is true that 
this bill is reported from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, I 
can hardly understand why a favorable report is made in this case. 
I can not now recollect of the case being up, and must appeal to 
the gentleman on the committee who seems to have made the re- 
port [Mr. FreELDER]. Here is a widow that has applied, and her 
claim is pending both under the general law and under the act of 
June 27, 1890. 

Mr.GARDNER. SBincethe data on which this report was based 
have been obtained the pension has been granted by the Pension 
Bureau at the rate of $8 per month. Itis notnow pending. Asa 
matter of fact, the certificate has been issued. 

Mr. MARTIN of Indiana. Now, Mr. Chairman, accepting that 
statement as true—— 

Mr. GARDNER. That is the fact. 

Mr. MARTIN of Indiana. I know itis true. Idonot mean to 
question it in the way my language would perhaps imply. But 
accepting that statement as true, here is a pension granted under 
the act of June 27, 1890, an act which expressly states in terms 
that no discrimination shall be made on account of rank. Now, 
what reason does there appear here in this case for the granting 
an increase from eight to thirty dollars per month? Would the 
reasons given here for an increase from eight to thirty dollars per 
month be sufficient were it the case of a widow of a private sol- 
dier or a second lieutenant? 

Mr. GARDNER. If I may answer that 5 yr cow right here, I 
will say that if a private soldier or a second lieutenant had per- 
formed as valuable services as those of Colonel Kargé, she would 
be entitled to such a pension at the hands of this House. 

Mr. MARTIN of Indiana. I do not want to take up more time 
than I can avoid, for time is precious; but here is a general law. 
Under the general law, where death is the result of army service 


mant and death of her 
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the widow of a second lieutenant is entitled to a pension of $15 a 
month, the widow of a first lieutenant $17 a month, of a captain 
$20 a month, of a major $25, and of a colonel and all ranks above 
that $30 per month. 

Under the act of June 27, 1890, regardless of the question of 
rank, the widow is entitled, it dependent upon her own labor, to 
but $8 per month. Now, I have called the attention of the com- 
mittee to this bill, and with all respect to the gentleman who has 
made the favorable report on the bill, and I have no recollection 
of it myself, it seems tome that the Committee of the Whole should 
not pass this bill. If you do you will find that you have seta 
precedent which will come to you in the next Congress and in 
succeeding Congresses and will plague you to the very uttermost. 

Mr. GARDNER. Mr. Chairman, if my memory is not at fault 
this bill is precisely in line with one recently passed by this com- 
mittee and by the House in the case of the widow of Samuel F. 
Starr, reported favorably by the Committee on Invalid Pensions 
and favored by the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. Martin]. That 
was a case where the death of the soldier at 81 years of age could 
not be traced to his military service. Sois this. That was the 
case of a colonel who had performed most gallant and meritorious 
services. Soisthis. That was the case of an old soldier who had 
left a widow of more than three-score and ten. Soisthis. In so 
far as I am aware the cases are wholly parallél. Now, I do not 
advance this as a reason why the Committee of the Whole ought 
to vote to lay this bill aside with a favorable recommendation, 
but I do advance it as what seems to me a conclusive reason why 
the chairman of the Committee on Invalid Pensions should not 
oppose it. 

One word further as to the merits of this bill, though I do not 
know that “os more need be said than is set forth in the re- 
port. Colonel Kargéentered the Army in 1861 as lieutenant-colonel 
of a New Jersey cavalry regiment. He performed most merito- 
rious services and wasgrievously wounded. Heresigned. Recov- 
ing, he reenlisted and was mustered in ascolonel of a cavalry regi- 
ment, and so served until the end of the war. Because of his serv- 
ices and because of the nature of his wounds, he was pensioned by 
the Department at the rate of $30 per month. A year or two ago 
he fell dead. His widowis now morethan seventy-four years old. 
She was past seventy-four when the data on which the report is 
made came to the committee, and so much time passes in getting 
— bills advanced that I do not know how much older she may 

now. ‘ 

Mr. HERMANN. What are her circumstances? 

Mr. GARDNER. Her circumstances are those, I may say, of 
extreme poverty. Colonel Kargé was not a native of this country. 
He came here poor. He was a scholar, a professor in Princeton 
College after the war, and this bill is pressed by nobody, perhaps, 
with as much earnestness as by the faculty of Pikecetce. Living 
there a scholastic life, he accumulated nothing. He died without 
estate. He left a widow who must be now 75 years of age, with 
nothing to depend upon but the $8 a month granted her by the 
Pension Bureau. 

Mr. FIELDER. And that only six months ago. 

Mr. HERMANN. Are her relatives in needy circumstances? 

Mr. GARDNER. Her relatives, I believe, are in needy circum- 
stances where they live, and they are not in this country. 

Mr. Chairman, I am asked why, being the widow of a colonel 
who was wounded, this lady is not entitled to $30 a month under 
the law. I understand the reason to be this, that the man’s death 
of heart disease two years ago can not be shown to be the result 
of his wound, and therefore his widow can only be pensioned 
under the act of 1890. 

Mr. HERMANN. Has she any children to support her? 

Mr. GARDNER. _ She has none that I am aware of. 

Mr. FIELDER. Mr. Chairman, I will state that she has one 
son, who lives abroad and never has been in this country except 
as a visitor. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on laying the bill aside to 
be reported to the House with the recommendation that it do 


pass. p 

Mr. JONES. Mr. Chairman, I understand the gentleman from 
New Jersey [Mr. GARDNER] to say that there are precedents for 
this bill. I have in my hand a report made by the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions upon the Pe of the widow of a gentle- 
man who served as colonel and who, when he was mustered out, 
was a brigadier-general and was retired as a brigadier-general. 
This is an adverse report and it is the unanimous report of the 
Committee on Pensions, and I desire to read the last paragraph 
of it to this body: 

This lady is now receiving 2 pension two and a half times as large as that 
of a private’s widow, and your committee are unable to see any reason why 
further discrimination should be made in her favor. This committee has in- 
variably of late years ref to report favorably bills of this character, in- 
creasing the pension of widows because of the high rank of their husbands, 
believing it to be personal or class legislation of a very unwise character. 

Your committee therefore recommend that this bill do lie on the table. 


Mr. FIELDER. What case is that? 














Mr. JONES. This is the case of Alice K. Potter. Mr. ApsLEY 
submitted the report, and it is the unanimous report of the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions, in which they say that the committee 
has invariably of late years refused to report bills of this char- 
acter. Now, Mr. Chairman, it does seem to me that this is the 
true doctrine. It does seem to me thatif this has been the in- 
iable policy of the commi 

va LACEY. Let me call the attention of the gentleman to the 
fact that in the pending case the widow of the officer is drawing 
only $8 a month, while in the case rted by Mr. ApsLEY, from 
which the gentleman has just read, the widow was drawing $30 a 
month, and the pending bill is a proposition to increase the pen- 
sion of $8 a anal to $30 a month, the same amount that Mrs. Pot- 
ter was drawing. oo ee 

Mr. JONES. I understand that. The application in the case 
from which I have read was to grant a pension of $50 a month to 
the widow of ageneral. The pending bill is a proposition to grant 
$30 a month to the widow of a colonel. 

Mr. LACEY. He was a brevet major-general also. : 

Mr. JONES. Iam aay reading the reasons of the commit- 
teeand their conclusions. They say that this application proposes 
to give the widow about two and a half times as much as she was 
receiving. The application now under consideration is to give 
the widow nearly four times as much as she receives. But the 
committee say that their reason for reporting adversely the bill to 
which I have referred is that they failed to see any reason why a 
distinction should be made between the widow of an officer and 
the widow of a private. They state that position broadly; they 
make no exception. And this isa unanimous report. Even my 
friend from South Dakota [Mr. PICKLER] is eee to have voted 
for the report. And the report states that it has been the invari- 
able course of the committee in late years to make no distinction 
of this sort between the widows of private soldiers and the widows 
of officers. 

Mr. HAYES. Is not that report based upon the idea that the 
committee would not give the widow by special act more than 
she would have received under the general law, provided the hus- 
band had died from injuries incurred in army service? 

Mr. JONES. No, sir; not at all. 

Mr. HAYES. I think that is the distinction. 

Mr. JONES. Notatall. I will read thelanguage of the report: 


This committee has invariably of late years refused to report oroety 
bills of this character, increasing the pension of widows because of the hig 
rank of their husbands, believing it to be personal or class legislation of a 
very unwise character. 

Mr. HAYES. The gentleman fails to apprehend correctly the 
idea of the committee. They were unwilling to increase the pen- 
sion of the widow beyond what she would receive if her husband 
had died of injuries incurred in the military service. They do 
not object to bills eat they have continually reported such 
bills) bringing up the pension to what it would have been if the 
husband had died by reason of his army service. 

Mr. JONES. The gentleman is no doubt correct in saying that 

the committee has repeatedly reported such bills as he mentions. 
But in this case the committee did not make such a report, and 
= —. invariably refused to do so. 
3 . HAY . The gentleman does not get the correct meaning 
of the language used by the committee. hat they mean is that 
they will not, because the applicant is an officer or the widow of 
an officer, increase the pension beyond what the law would give 
provided the disability or death resulted from injuries re- 
ceived in the Army. ey do not mean that they would not give 
- * amg widow more than they would the widow of a common 
soldier. 

Mr. JONES. That question does not arise in this case at all. 
The report is a very short one, and I have read nearly everything 
that it contains, They base the report upon the broad ground I 
have stated. 

Mr. HAYES. The gentleman mistakes the meaning of the 
committee. 

Mr. JONES. I know that the committee in taking this ground 
is a little inconsistent. Some of the members of the committee 
who favor bills of the character now before us were probably ab- 
sent when this report was adopted or did not understand exactly 
its effect. Still, the report comes before the House as a unani- 
mous MA 

Mr. HAYES. In the case to which that report refers the pen- 
sion under the law would have been $30; and the effort was to in- 
crease it to $50 on the ground that the applicant was the widow 
of an officer. The committee decided that they were opposed to 
any such proposition. 

- JONES. This lady is now receiving the very highest pen- 
sion that can be given under thelaw; and the gentleman who has 
charge of this bill says that he thinks it ought to be increased on 
account of the services or rank of her husband. 

Mr. HAYES. Increased up to the amount which it would be if 
the soldier had died by reason of his army service. 
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to the 
there being, on adivision (called for by Mr. Jones)—ayes 53, noes 7. 


desire to call up for 
granting a pension to 


authorized and directed to 
Tuttle, formerly widow of 
Light Artillery, and to cause to 
month. 


granting a 


Sixth 
1861, to Oc 
June, 1888, a pension was allowed to his widow, the 
ete dates t paid her be $339. 

, 1885, the amount paid her being 47. 
third marriage : 


K, Twenty-third Re 
Dec 


es to the Sixth Wisconsin Battery. Lester died April 21, 1882. 
app. 

ent, she married Albert Tuttle in November, 1885. 
Tuttle she received an allowance of pension due her on her application as 
widow, and February 6, 1891, Tuttle died. She is three times a widow, twice 
the widow of soldiers. At the present time she is infirm with age and very 
poor.” 


Mr. JONES. I simply wanted to read this report so that gen- 


tlemen of the Committee of the Whole might understand the 
views of the committee on this subject. 


The question being taken on laying the bill aside to be reported 
ouse with a favorable recommendation, it was agreed to; 


MARY TUTTLE. 


Mr. GRIFFIN of Wisconsin (when his name was called). I 


resent consideration the bill (H. R. 5616) 
ary Tuttle. 
e bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
lace upon the pension roll the name of Mary 
oseph Lester, late of Sixth Battery, Wisconsin 
paid to her a pension at the rate of $12 per 


The report (by Mr. MARTIN) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions have considered the biil (H. R. 5616) 
. pension to Mary Tuttle, and submit the following report: 
titioner was formerly the widow of Joseph Lester, who served in 
dependent Battery Wisconsin Light Artillery. from September 28, 
ber 10, 1864, and died April 21, 1882, from disease of lungs. In 
petitioner, at $8 per month 
te of his death until her remarriage to Albert Tuttle Taceman 
It appears that this was her 
, and that this third husband died February 6, 1891. The fol- 


The 


jowing statement appears in the Senate report of June 27, 1892, Fifty-second 
ongress: 


‘** Mrs. Tuttle was the wife of John N. Thomas, who was a etcebe in Company 

ent Wisconsin Volunteers, who died in the service 
n October, 1864, she married Joseph Lester, who be- 
She 
ied for a pension, but there was long delay, and, being entirely depend- 


ember 16, 1862. 


After her marriage to 


The pu of this bill is to place her on the pension rolls now as widow of 
Lester at $12 per month. 

Your committee recommend that the bill do pass after being amended by 
ae after the word “roll,” in line 4, the words “subject to the limita- 
tions and provisions of the pension laws.” 

The amendment reported by the committee, as stated in the con- 
cluding paragraph of the report, was agreed to. 

Mr. TALBER of South Carolina. I should like to have the 
gentleman from Wisconsin make some statement of this case. 

Mr. GRIFFIN of Wisconsin. Mr. Chairman, I do not know that 
I can by any further statement give any information beyond that 
embraced in the report. The chief question, as I apprehend, in- 
volved in this case is one of precedent; and I believe that the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions, which has been so careful, particularly 
with reference to the establishment of improper precedents, would 
not have reported unanimously in favor of this bill unless the 
precedents were such as to warrant such a report. This woman 
was twice the widow of soldiers; and I would ask the gentleman 
from South Carolina how many soldiers he would have a woman 
bury before he thinks she is entitled toa pension? [Laughter.| 

Mr. TALBERT of SouthCarolina. Has she been married three 
times? 

Mr. GRIFFIN of Wisconsin. Yes. 

Mr. TALBERT of South Carolina. 
soldier? 

Mr. GRIFFIN of Wisconsin. No; he was a civilian, and died 
about four years ago. This lady is poor; is 64 years ofage. She 
has no relatives younger or older than she is upon whom she may 
depend for her support. Ifthe third marriage amounts to any- 
thing it cancels, according to the general law, the claim which she 
had upon the Government on account of her widowhood of one 
soldier. And, Mr. Chairman, I hope to live long enough to raise 
my voice in the next Congress against the unconstitutional, un- 
natural, and unjustifiable provision of law which assails, through 
the legislation of Congress passed years ago, the inalienable right 
of these widows to their pensions by depriving a woman who may 
have been the widow of a soldier of her pension if she marries 
again. It is unjustifiable, and is not founded on any natural law, 
any reason, or any logic. 

Now, it may be that one claim of this woman has been canceled 
as against the Government; but the second claim still remains 
unsatisfied, and I ask the committee on that claim to lay the bill 
aside with a favorable recommendation. 

Mr. TALBERT of South Carolina. Mr. Chairman, I do not 
propose to make any captious objection to the passage of this or 
any other pension claim, but I do think if the pension law is worth 
anything at all it is a law that we should obey under any and all 
circumstances. The law under which we are acting to-night ex- 
pressly says that when a widow remarries she forfeits all rights 
she may have had under the pension laws; and the fact that this 
Congress or any other Congress has given pensions to widows in 
like cases to this is no reason or justification why this practice 
should be continued or that we should continue to violate the law 
and the Constitution. Hence I say I hope that the Committee of 
the Whole will refuse to pass this bill and that thereby we will 
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establish a precedent, or else stop the precedents that have here- 
tofore been established, so as to prevent the recurrence of such 
unjustifiable pensions in the future. 

I move that this bill be laid aside with the recommendation that 
it be reported to the House to lie on the table. 

Mr. PAGE. I would like to ask the gentleman from South 
Carolina a question. 

Mr. TALBERT of South Carolina. Certainly. 

Mr. PAGE. I want to ask the gentleman if he does not think 
that a woman who is patriotic enough to marry two or three 
veteran soldiers ought to have at least one chance for a pension? 
{Laughter and applause. } 

Mr. GRIFFIN of Wisconsin. I wish to extend to the gentle- 
man from Rhode Island my thanks, and the thanks of the com- 
mittee are evidently with him also for his inquiry. 

Mr. TALBERT of South Carolina. I will answer the gentle- 
man’s inquiry. 

Mr. PAGE. I hope the gentleman will. 

Mr. TALBERT of South Carolina. The patriotism of the lady 
is not in question at all here. The right that this lady has under 
the laws of the country to a pension is the only question that we 
are called upon to decide; and I can find any number of ladies in 
my district, and other districts throughout the country, who have 
married four or five times Serge ref hemes yet to-day are poor and 
dependent; and you need not stand here and plead poverty as an 
excuse for granting pensions. If you dol can go into my district 
and find numbers of women and children at the tery point of 
starvation. I can bring them up by brigades and get pensions for 
them under that rule, if that is to be the standard. 

But, Mr. Chairman, that is not thequestion. The question pre- 
sented here is not one of patriotism, nora question of poverty, but 
of right under the law we have sworn to support as members of 
this honorable body; and I submit that this lady, as she is, if she 
had buried a hundred soldiers and a hundred civilians would not 
be entitled to a pension under the law of the land; and I propose 
to stand by the law and not by the patriotism or the poverty of 
this, that, or the other claimant. I hope the committee will not 
pass favorably w the bill. 

Mr. PAGE. am obliged to the gentleman from South Caro- 
lina for his answer, and I wish to state to him that if any of the 
ladies in his district who have married four or five soldiers peti- 
tion for pension while I am in Congress I will cheerfully vote for it. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from South Carolina moves 
to lay the bill aside with the recommendation that it be reported 
to the House to lie on the table. That question takes precedence 
of the question to report favorably. 

The question was taken; and on a division (demanded by Mr. 
TALBERT of South Carolina) there were—ayes 10, noes 45. 

Mr. JONES. No quorum. 

The CHAIRMAN, The Chair will appoint the gentleman from 
South Caroliaa, Mr. TALBERT, and the gentleman from Wiscon- 
sin. Mr. GRurFrIy, as tellers. 

Mr. GRIFFIN of Wisconsin. With the consent of the gentle- 
man from Virginia, under the circumstances, I withdraw the bill. 

Mr. JONES. Then I withdraw the point of no quorum. 

.The CHAIRMAN. The bill is withdrawn, and the Clerk will 
proceed with the calling of the roll. 


MARTHA CUSTIS CARTER. 


Mr. GROUT (when his name was called). 
call up the bill (S. 328) granting a ion to 
widow of the late Rear-Admiral §. P. Carter. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to the name of Martha Custis Carter, widow 
of the late Rear-Admiral 8. P. Carter, on the pension roll, subject to the pro- 
visions and limitations of the pension laws, and eo a pension at the 
rate of $75 per month, from and after the passage of this act. 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions recommended the following 
amendment: 
4 a Haep 7 and 8, strike out the words “seventy-five” and insert the word 
r y.” 
The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will read the rt. 
The report (by Mr. Staines) was read, as follows: 
The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (8.328) granting 
a pension to Martha Custis Carter, have considered the same and report: 
similar bill was introduced in the House, and, having been eonatheret by 
your committee, the same was reported back to the House with the recom- 
mendation that it be amended soasto fix the at$30 per month, and that 
This bill ae ) is now on the House Cal- 


month under the Mexican 
aclaim under the 


Mr. Chairman, I 
Custis Carter, 
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Mr. JONES. I understand there is a Senate report on this bill, 
and I should like to have it read in my time: 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair is informed by the Clerk that 
the report is not at the desk. 

Mr. GROUT. Lhave acopy of theSenate report, made by Sena- 
tor Patmer. If the gentleman from Virginia [Mr. Jonxs] will 


give his attention for a moment, I will say that this Senate report 
is somewhat long. It is the report on the bill as it passed the Sen- 
The House having pre- 
ee a bill at $30, the House committee 


ate, providing a pension of $75 a month. 
propose an 
ent to this Senate bill reducing the amount to $30a month. 
Mr. JONES. So I understand. 


amen 
I am very anxious to hear the 
Senate report, because I want to hear something about the serv- 
ices of the late Rear-Admiral Carter. 

The Senate report (by Mr. PALMER) was read, as follows: 


_ The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (5.328) grant- 
ing . pension to Mrs. Martha Custis Carter, have examined the same and re- 
port: 

Your committee find that Rear-Admiral Samuel Powhatan Carter bore a 
highly honorable record in both the Army and Navy, of which the following 
isa mpaepeis: 

Samuel Powhatan Carter, Tennessee, midshipman, United States Navy, 
February 14, 1840; passed midshipman, July 11, 1846; master, September 12, 
1854; lieutenant, April 18, 1855; lieutenant-commander, July 16, 1862; brigadier- 
general volunteers, May 1, 1862; brevet major-genera! volanteers, March 13, 
1865, for gallant and meritorious service during the war; honorably mustered 
out of volunteer service January 15, 1866; commander, United States Navy, 
June 25, 1865; captain, October 28, 1870; commodore, November 13, 1878; retired 
August 9, 1881; retixed with rank of rear-admiral May 6, 1882. 

We also find that a similar bill had been introduced in the Fifty-second Con- 
gress, first session, and was carefully considered by the Committee on Pen- 
sions of the Senate, and a report was made thereon by Senator Davis, then 
chairman of the committee, which is hereto appended as follows, which your 
committee indorse and herewith make a part of this report: 

“The bill to grant a pension to Martha Custis Carter, the widow of the late 
Admiral S. P. Garter, GS empportel by most meritorious considerations. 

“Admiral Carter was appointed a midshipman in the Navy February 1, 1840. 
and remained in. constant service, having meanwhile risen to the rank of 
lieutenant, until July 9, 1861, when he was detailed to special duty at the War 
Department. This was doneat his instance, in order that he might be enabled 
to transfer his service from the ocean to the land and to enable him to raise 
troops in his native State of Tennessee in defense of the Union. In this he 
was successful, was commissioned as a colonel in the Army. 

“He was promoted from grade to grade until he attained the rank of major- 
general, in which rank he served until the conclusion of the war. He there- 
upon resumed his position in the Navy, and from grade to e rose to the 
position of rear-admiral on the retired list, May 6, 1882, and died intestate on 
the 26th day of May, 1891, mexing is widow little or no property. 

“Services so distinguished and various should receive the fullest recogni- 
tion, and the committee accordingly recommend the passage of the bill.” 

Your committee therefore recommend the passage of the bill as amended, 
by inserting in line 7, after the word “of” and before the word “ dollars,’ 
the words “seventy-five; so as to read ‘$75” per month. 


The amendment recommended by the committee was agreed to. 
The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside to be reported 
to the House with the recommendation that it do pass. 


MARIAN C. GURNEY. 


Mr. HAINER of Nebraska (when his name was called). Mr. 


Chairman, I call up the bili (H. R. 5560) granting a pension to 
Marian urney. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be enacted, etc,, That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, at the rate of $12 
month, the name of Marian ©. Gurney, the indigent widow of James W. 
Gurney, late a captain of Company E, One hundred and twenty-seventh 

t New York Volunteer Infantr . Who was wounded at the battle of 
Antietam, Md., on Sopenamnet 7, 1862, and from the effects of which wound he 
died on or about May 18, 1876. 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions recommended the adoption 
of the amendments set forth in the report. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will read the report. 

The report (by Mr. MErKLEJONN) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions have considered the bill (H. R. 5560) 
gran a pension to Marion C. Gurney, and submit the following report: 

The mant is the widow of James W. Gurney, who was captain of Com- 

E, One hundred and twenty-seventh New York Volunteers, from Sep- 
Rae 8, 1862, to October 23, 1864; her marriage to him is shown by the origi- 
nal marriage certificate to have occurred June 17, 1873, and_ the fact is also 
shown by testimony of several witnesses as is also the fact that she has no 
means of support but her own labor at the washtub, and that she has not re- 
since the soldier's death, 

The soldier never a pe for pension. It is alleged that he was wounded 
at Antietam, but of th: s there is no satisfactory proof. 

The widow can not secure a pension under the general laws, for the reason 
that she is unable to prove positively that the soldier is dead, much less to 
prove that his death was due to his military service. There is abundant cir- 
cumstantial evidence, as set forth more fully in the Senate Report No. 10383, 
tending to show that the soldier died about May 18, 1876, while on his way 
from thigan to join his family in Nebraska. His family relations were 
pleasant; he has not been heard of for about eighteen years, and, in short, the 
evidence at hand leaves no logical conclusion but that he died in 1876. 

In view of these facts, it seems clearly proper that the widow should be 
pensioned under the act of June 27,1890, but not under the rates provided for 
cases where the soldier's death is clearly shown to be a result of his military 
service. : 

Your committee therefore recommend that the bill do pass after being 
amended by striking out the words “at the rate of $2 per month,” in lines 
4and 5, and inserting in lieu thereof the words ‘subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the act approved Jane 27, 1890," and by striking out all of 
the bill after the word “ Infantry,” in line 8. 


Mr. JONES. Mr. Chairman, this report refers to a Senate re- 
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port, which sets forth the circumstances of this man’s disappear- 
ance, amd I hope that will be read. 
The C N. Has the gentleman a copy of the Senate re- 


2 

Mr. HAINER of Nebraska. Mr. Chairman, I have not the 
Senate report which is referred to in the report already read, but 
I have the Senate report hat this year, which incorporates 
that Senate report, and I send it to the Clerk’s desk. I will, how- 
ever, suggest that this is the same case which I canvassed with 
wy friend from Virginia [Mr. Jones), and the Senate report is 
rather long. It introduces no new fact, other than has already 
been stated, anid I trust the _e will not take up the time 


of the committee b i it be again read. 

Mr. JONES. I Sea Gimk that the time is at all wasted in 
giving the House that information. I think it is just as little as 
we can do, if these cases are not discussed, to have the meager 
facts given in the re I understand from this report that this 
man disappeared. is woman does not know whether she is a 
widow or not. She does not know whether this man is living or 
dead, and she can not, of course, trace his death to the wounds 
which she knows he received in the war. Itdoes seem to me that 
the circumstances ought to be set forth with sufficient clearness 
for this committee to be able to judge whether or not the man is 
really dead, or whether they are simply separated. I should like 
to have the Senate report read. 

Mr. CURTIS of New York. Does the gentleman think that the 
Senate report sets forth the facts in the case any more succinctly 
or concisely than the gentleman himself has stated them? 

Mr. JONES. It sets forth the facts much more fully. I donot 
understand my friend from Nebraska to state the facts. 

Mr. CURTIS of New York. But my friend from Virginia has 
already stated that the man disappeared. Eighteen years have 
ela . That isthe only question, and that is known tothe com- 
mittee. I should think the gentleman would be willing to take a 
vote on that. 

Mr. JONES. We should like to know the circumstances, 
whether they were living together or not. 

Mr. CURTIS of New York. But they did live together. Why 
not let a vote be taken? 

Mr. JONES. It will not do any harm to have the report read. 

Mr. HAINER of Nebraska. r. Chairman, as this bill has al- 
ready sed the Senate, I ask, with the consent of my friend 
from Virginia [Mr. Jonzs}, to move an amendment substitutin 
the Senate bill, which is now on the Speaker’s desk, in place o 
the House bill. 

Mr. JONES. What is the difference in the bill?’ 

Mr. HATNER of Nebraska. There is no difference. 

Mr. MARTIN of Indiana. If the Senate bill is upon the Speak- 
er’s table, I suggest that the gentleman ask unanimous consent 
that the Senate bill be substituted for the House bill, so that we 
may consider it rather than the House bill, and then have the Sen- 
ate report read. 

Mr. HAINER of Nebraska. That is my motion. 

Mr. JONES. I would like to ask whether that can be done in 
Committee of the Whole? 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair desires to ask the gentleman 
from Nebraska where the Senate bill is? 

Mr. HAINER of Nebraska. The Senate bill is on the Speaker’s 
i Now I move to substitute the Senate bill for the House 

ill. 

The CHAIRMAN. Thegentleman from Nebraska asks unani- 
mous vonsent to substitute the Senate bill for the House bill and 
that the Committee of the Whole to-night act upon the Senate 
bill instead of the House bill. Isthere objection? (Aftera pause.) 
The Chair hears none. 

The title of the Senate bill was read, as follows: 


A bill (8. 2539) granting a pension to Marian C. Gurney. 


The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will now read the Senate report. 

The Clerk proceeded to read the Senate report. 

The C MAN. The Chair is informed that the Senate re- 

rt is precisely in the language of the House report, which has 

nm read once. 

Mr. JONES. Mr. Chairman, I noticed when the House re 
was being read reference was made to the Senate report fora 
fuller statement. 

Mr. HAINER of Nebraska. The variation is in the small type. 
If the Clerk will read the small type in the report of the Senate 
the gentleman will find the new matter. 

_The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk then, without reading the en- 
tire report, will read the additional facts. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

The following is a copy of the report made by Mr. Paddock, from the Com- 
mittee on Pensions, pes to the Senate in the Fifty-second Congress, first 
Sess to accompany 8. 8265: 

The tiee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (S. 3285) t- 

a pension to Marian C. Gurney, have examined the same and 3 

Giaimant is the widow of James W. a 


One hundred and twenty-seventh Regiment Row York Gee a, 











2595 



































































The soldier was wounded in action at the battle of Antietam, Md., Septem- 
ber 7, 1862, and is said to have died from the effects of the above-mentioned 
wound on or about May 18, 1876. 

It appears from the evidence in the case that the widow isin destitute cir- 
cumstances and dependent upon her own exertions for the support cf her- 
self and children. 

Claimant states under oath that the late soldier was teaching school at Cold- 


water, Mich., in the year 1876; that a little while before the close of the school 
term a party of friends decided to leave Michigan and settle in Nebraska, and 
that her late husband had also decided to make his home in the State of Ne- 


braska, but owing to the fact that his school had not as yet closed for the 
season, he sent her and the children with the party of friends to Nebraska, 
intending to follow in a few weeks; that soon after reaching Nebraska she 
receiveda card stating that her husband was very ill; that she was prostrated 
by a high fever and remained unconscious and helpless for a long time; that 

ng her illness above referred to another card came announcing the death 
of her husband; that as soon as she was able after her recovery from sickness 
she made diligent and persistent efforts to ascertain the circumstances attend- 
ing her husband's death, but has never been able to obtain full and satisfac- 
tory information; that she has not heard from him since the spring of 1876, and 
that she firmly believes that he died on or about May 18, 1876. 

Mrs. Caroline Niles, formerly of Coldwater, Mich., now a resident of Ne- 
braska, testifies that she knew Mr. and Mrs. Gurney as husband and wife, liv- 
ing t in happy relations, at Coldwater, Mich.; that she has personal 
know! that claimant's statements respecting the death of her husband 
are true In every particular. 

In affidavit executed July 8, 1892, Hon. J. E. Hill, treasurer of the State of 
Nebraska, testifies that he has known claimant since 1880 and believes her to 
be a lady in whose word the utmost confidence may be placed. Mr. John A. 
Forbes, of Beatrice, Nebr.,a gentleman of high standing, states that claimant 
is a person of the highest integrity and is justly entitied to a pension on ac- 
count ef the service and disability of her late husband. 

Under similar circumstances a person not heard from within seven years 
would be presumed to be dead. Nothing has been heard from this soldier 
within the past sixteen years. It is, therefore, reasonable to conclude that he 
is now numbered among the dead, and that claimant as his lawful widow has 
a pensionable status. She has exhausted all of her sources of information 
respecting his death, and as he was not a pensioner during his lifetime, nor 
has anybody else drawn a pension on account of his service, and admitting 
that his death was bi ought about by no fault of his, the issuing of a pension 
certificate to claimant would be an act of simple justice to herself and chil- 
dren. As her needs are pressing, the allowance of her pension should not be 
delayed a day longer than is absolutely necessary. 

The facts seem to warrant favorable action, and your committee therefore 
resenaianm the passage of the bill with the following proviso as an amend- 
ment: 

Amend by adding, after the word “ Infantry,” in line 8, the following: “ Pro- 
vided, That if it shall at any time be ascertained that said James W. Gurney 
in ving, then the pension herein granted shall cease to be paid to said 
widow. 


The CHAIRMAN. The Chair desires to state in reference to 
the action of the committee a few moments ago in substituting the 
Senate bill for the House bill, that in the opinion of the Chair that 
action was without authority for this reason: The Senate bill re- 
ported from the Senate is upon the Speaker’s table and has not yet 
been presented to the House; and therefore this committee has no 
jurisdiction of that bill. Without objection the action substitut- 
mg the Senate bill for the House bill will be vacated. [After a 
pause.] The Chair hears no objection. The committee will act 
upon the House bill; and the Chair will suggest to the gentleman 
from Nebraska that if this bill is laid aside with a favorable recom- 
mendation he can substitute the Senate bill for the House bill 
when the bill is properly before the House. 
Mr. HAINER of Nebraska. I wish, however, Mr. Chairman, to 
offer this amendment or proviso, which was engrafted in the Sen- a 
a so as to make it in all its terms correspond with the Senate F 
The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the amendment. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
ane by adding the following proviso after the word “ Infantry,” in 


“Provided, That if it shall at any time be ascertained that said James W. 
Gurney is living, them the pension herein granted shall cease to be paid to 
said widow.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor- 
able recommendation. 

MICHAEL GAUL. 

Mr. HAINES (when his name was called). I wish to call up 
the bill (H.R. 5877) for the relief of Michael Gaul. I think this 
committee has jurisdiction over this bill. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That theSecretary of the Navy be, and hereby is, author- 
ized and directed to eorreet the record of Michael Gaul by removing the 
charge of desertion which now stands against him on the records of the Navy 
Department, and to issue to him a certificate of honorable discharge from 
the United States Marine Corps. 


The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the bill. 

Mr. HAINES. It has been suggested that the words ‘‘or pen- 
sion” be inserted in the bill. 

Mr. MARTIN of Indiana. I desire to make a purliamentary 
inguiry. From what committee does this come? 

. ES. From the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

Mr. MARTIN of Indiana. Then I makethe point of order that 
we have no jurisdiction of it to-night. 

Mr. JO. . This is a bill for the removal of the charge of de- 
sertion, as I understand; and the rule, as I read it, is: 


That the evening session shall be devoted to the consideration of private bills 
reported from the Committee on Pensions and the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions, to bills for the removal of political disabilities, and bills removing 
charges of deserticn only. 
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It does not confine the committee to bills reported from the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 
Mr. MARTIN of Indiava, 

oint. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair thinks the bill is properly before 
the committee. The Clerk will now read the report. 

Mr. HAINES. I may say, in all fairness to the gentleman who 
has raised objection to this bill, that I desire to offer an amend- 
ment that is marked in pencil upon the bill. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

After the word “ bounty,” in line 9, insert the words “‘ or pension.” 

Mr. JONES. Has the report been read? If it has not, I would 
like the _— from New York to make a statement in regard 
to the bill. 

Mr. HAINES. I hope the gentleman will withdraw that re- 


quest. 

Mr. JONES. I will say to my friend that I am not raising any 
objection; but this is a bill to remove the charge of desertion, and 
I think the House ought to have some information upon which to 


act. ; 

Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. I think the shortest way is 
to have the report read. 

The report (by Mr. MEYER) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Naval Affairs have considered the bill (H. R. 5877) for 
the relief of Michael Gaul, and submit the caserene report: 

The purpose of this bill is to remove the charge of desertion inst Michael 
Gaul, who was a sailor in the Uni States Marine Corps and Navy. 

The records of the Navy Department show that he enlisted in the Marine 
Corps October _26, 1861, and was honorably discharged November 6, 1865; en- 
listed in the Navy December 17, 1866, as first-class fireman, and was honor- 
ably discharged April 28, 1870; enlisted again in the Marine Corps January 
25, 1871, and deserted verry 16, 1871, and the Navy Department has no au- 
thority under the general law to remove this charge. 

The petitioner states, in explanation of this charge of desertion, that he was 
on a spree with some of his old shipmates, and when he became sober he re- 

etted what he had done, but his health not good he returned to his 
Come and never returned to duty; that he wishes the charge of desertion re- 
moved for the sake of his family; that he had one brother killed in the war 
and another who served through the war; that he never received any bounty 


or prize money. 

there is on hie an original number of a newspaper, the Hiogo News, dated 
September 24, 1868, containing a letter from an officer of the United States 
steamer Iroquois describing the rescue from drowning of a Japanese (whose 
boat had capsized) 7 the united efforts of William Hawkins and Michael 
Gaul, at the imminent peril of their own lives. 

The petitioner states that William Hawkins, above referred to, assaulted a 
comrade with a razor and subsequently dese the [roquois, but was 
reinstated in his rank as a petty officer by the President because of his as- 
sistance in rescuing the Japanese. , 

Your committee recommend that the bill do pass after being amended by 
adding the words: 

‘Provided, That no arrears of pay or bounty shall be allowed to the said 
Michael Gaul by this act.” 


The amendment of Mr. Hangs to the amendment recommended 
by the committee was agreed to. 

The amendment as amended was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor- 
able recommendation, 


I am mistaken; I withdraw the 


IDA C, MARTIN. 
Mr. HARRIS (when his name was called). 


Mr. Chairman, I 
call up Senate bill No. 2032, to grant a pension to Ida C. Martin. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll the name of Ida C. Mar- 


tin, widow of John A. Martin, who was colonel of the hth Regi- 
ment of Kansas Infantry Volunteers in the war of the rebellion. 


Mr. HARRIS. Mr. Chairman, I will simply state that this lady 
has never received any pension whatever, and the object of this 
bill is to put her upon the pension roll under the provisions of the 
general law. She has four young children. She is without in- 
come, and she is the widow of one of the most gallant soldiers 
of Kansas sent to the war. 

The report (by Mr. Lacey) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions have considered the bill (S. 2082) to pen- 
sion Ida ©. Martin, and submit the following report: 

This bill proposes to pension at $50 the ow of John A. Martin, who was 
colonel of the Eighth Kansas Infantry, and cabsornen Sy was povernor of 
Kansas, r of the National Home for Disa Volunteer Soldi 
commissioner uf the Centennial Exposition. The claim was rejected b 
Pension Bureau because of the claimant's inability to prove that the soldier's 


death was chargeable to his mili service. 
This bill passed 16, 1804, and the Senate report, No. 640, 


the Senate A’ 
contains the following: 

“Tt appears from an examination of the panere thet Oshenal Mastin enlisted 
on the 27th day of October, 1861, was honorably ot November 15, 1864. 
and disd October 2, 1889. During the campaign of 1864 he was much exposed 
to severe physical trials by reason of inclement weather, long marches, hard 
fighting, and insufficient food. By reason of these res and ps 
he was taken down with se’ , and with lung and throat disease, which 
finally resulted in his retirement from the Army after a period of more than 
three years’ hard and faithful service. 

“Tt a pears further that the disease he contracted while in the service af- 
fected his lungs, his throat. and bis skin so seriously that ms who had 
known him ever since that time and been familiar with his habits readily 
connected his and cutaneous eruptions, which were frequently ex- 
hibited afterwards, all along during his lifetime, with his army troubles. 

“After his retirement from the Army, and when he acquainted with 
the lady whom he afterwards marred, and who is now . 
ant in case, she frequently observed eruptions on his face and neck, ac- 

by a short hacking cough, and upon calling his attention to these 
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matters he always attributed them to his ex re and disease during the 
war. Her eee upon this point is clear ant her statement is explicit. 

_ “It appears further from her testimony, and from that of several witnesses, 
including their a physician and his partner, that after their marriage 
her husband frequently told her and others that his cou hing and his throat 
troubles ane his cutaneous affection had originated in his exposures during 
the period of his army service. 

“It is shown by the sworn statement of Mrs. Martin that Colonel Martin 
often said that he did not expect that he would ever be relieved from the 
effects of the disease which he contracted during the war; and it a rs 
that during his last sickness he spoke several times of his disease having 
originated while he was in the Army.” 

. A oe of affidavits are also printed in full in the Senate report re- 


e 5 

There is record evidence of scurvy and intermittent fever in 1864. 

Your cominittee recommend the passage of the bill, amended by striking 
out all after the word “ rebellion,’ in line 7, and all of line 8, and inserting in 
lieu thereof the words “subject to the provisions and limitations of the gen- 
eral pension laws.” 

Mr. JONES. Mr. Chairman, I understand from the reading of 
the report that the claimant married this soldier after the war. 

Mr. HARRIS. I believe that is true. 

Mr. JONES. Can the gentleman state how long after the war 
she married him? 

Mr. HARRIS. I think my colleague [Mr. BRopERICK] can give 
you the exact facts. 

Mr. BRODERICK. Mr. Chairman, I probably have a more de- 
tailed knowledge of this case than my colleague who called the 
bill up. It is true that this lady married the deceased officer after 
the war. Colonel Martin served more than three years in the 
Army. He went in early and was in active service during the 
entire period. He was discharged on account of disability con- 
tracted from exposure the last year of the war. He never ap- 
plied for a pension. He was the editor and proprietor of a news- 
paper, and while he lived he was able to earn a livelihood in that 
way, although he had frequent sick spells, and it was understood 
by all his neighbors that they were the result of disease contracted 
in the Army. 

Nevertheless, as I have said, being able to earn a living, he 
never applied for a pension. He died in 1889. His widow hereto- 
fore has never applied for a pension. At the time of his death she 
was left with six children, five of them under sixteen, and four of 
them are still under the age of sixteen. She hasvery limited means 
apart from her homestead. The paper was controlled by the ad- 
ministrator of the estate for some time, and was then traded for 
encumbered town property which is yielding no income. The 
Senate passed a bill granting a pension of $50 a month, but it has 
been amended by the House conimittee so as to provide that this 
lady shall be pensioned under the general law. 

Mr. JONES. The gentleman has not yet answered the question 
L esoumien as to the time when this lady married Colonel 

arti 


n. 

Mr. BRODERICK. She married him after the war. 

Mr.JONES. I gathered from the report that it was after the 
war, but how long after the war? 

Mr. BRODERICK. Three or four years, I think. 

Mr. JONES. Then of course she did not share any of his pri- 
vations during the war. .Now,if this bill should pass, those four 
children who are under sixteen years of age would also draw pen- 
sions, would they not? 

Mr. BRODERICK. That may be. 

Mr. JONES. So thatthe effect of the passage of this bill would 
be not only to give this lady a pension of $30 a month, but also to 
give those children pensions. 

Mr. BRODERICK. Until they are sixteen. 

Mr. JONES. What are the ages of the children now? 

Mr. BRODERICK. The fourth one is nearly sixteen; the young- 
est is about six. AsI have already said, the widow has never re- 
ceived an nsion. 

Mr. J ONES. Now, ifitis so well understood in that community 
that the soldier died from disease contracted in the service, how 
doves it happen that the widow can not establish her claim at the 
Pension Bureau? 

Mr. BRODERICK. Iam glad the gentleman called my atten- 
tion to that point. The records show that Colonel Martin was in 
the hospital while in the service and was treated for scurvy and 
lung trouble, and he died of lung trouble. The army surgeon 
who treated him there is dead, and one of the physicians who 
treated hima three or four years after he came out of the Army is 
also dead, so that his treatment from the time he first contracted 
the disease up to the time of his death can not be traced continu- 
ously and established by regular proof. Only for that the widow 
could have had a pension under the general law. 

Mr. JONES. And this bill proposes to give her how much? 

Mr. BRODERICK. Just whatshe would get under the general 
law, $30 a month. 

. JONES. The husband's rank was what? 

Mr. BRODERICK. He was a colonel. When he enlisted he 
was made lieutenant-colonel. He was soon promoted to be colonel 
for gallant services, and in the latter part of his service he com- 
manded a brigade, and was a brevet brigadier-general at the time 
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of his disch . There are gentlemen here, I believe, who served 
ith him in the Army. 

ee: FIELDER. Mr. Chairman, I would state that I knew 
Colonel Martin very well in the war and after the war. I un- 
derstood that there had been a false statement or intimation made 
about his habits after the war, and I want to state here, very 
frankly, that he was my guest several times at banquets in my 
city, and on several occasions when op rtunity was offered (and 
I was the party who offered the ind nce) Colonel Martin re- 
frained absolutely from taking any liquor whatever. I want tosay 
further that Colonel Martin was as good a soldier as ever lived or 
ever served in the Army, and his disease, I believe, was contracted 
in the service. : 

Mr. JONES. DoI understand the gentleman to say that it has 
been su ted that this soldier’s dente resulted from his habits? 

Mr. FIELDER. I understood the insinuation had been made. 

Mr. JONES. Where? : 

Mr. FIELDER. It was madéin my presence. 

Mr. JONES. Before the committee? 

Mr. FIELDER. Not before the committee. Some years ago. 

Mr. JONES. Not in connection with this application? 

Mr. FIELDER. No; not in connection with this application. 
But the insinuation having been made, I want to refute any state- 
ment that this gentleman’s habits were of such a nature as would 
be calculatedto hasten his death. On the contrary, in my estima- 
tion, a more exemplary man never lived. 

The question being taken on the amendment, it was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was laid aside to be reported favorably to 
the House. 

CARRIE H. GREENE. 


Mr. CLARKE of Alabama (when the name of Mr. HARRISON 
was called). At the request of my colleague [Mr. Harrison], 
who is absent, I ask unanimous consent to call up a bill intro- 
duced by him—the bill (H. R. 8690) for the relief of Carrie H. 
Greene. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Alabama asks unani- 
mous consent to call up a bill for his colleague [Mr. Harrison], 
who is absent. Is there objection? The Chair hears none. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place upon the pension roll the name of Carrie H. 
Greene, of Lee County, Ala.,widow of John W. Greene, late member of Captain 
Jones’s company of rgia Volunteers, Indian war of 1836, subject to all of 
the conditions of the act of July 27, 1892 sor the provision of the said act 
requiring the soldier to have rendered thir ty days’ actual service against 
hostile Indians, which provision is hereby waived in hér behalf. This pen- 
sion to date from the th day of October, 1893 


The report (by Mr. STaLLINGS) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 8690) 
granting a pension to Carrie H. Greene, have considered the same and re- 
spectfully submit the following report: © . 

The claimant is the widow of John W. Greene, late a private in Capt. S. A. 
H. Jones’s company of Georgia Volunteers in the Creek Indian war of 1836. 

The soldier in his lifetime made application for a pension under the Indian- 
war act of July 27, 1892, and the records showing that, including fifteen days’ 
travel, he served forty-two days in said war, his claim was allowed and he 
remained on the roll until his death on October 29, 1893. 

This widow, the beneficiary, then made application under the act referred to, 
but the fifteen days’ travel included in the soldier's case was not allowed in her 
claim by the Department, and her a was rejected on the und of 
insufficient service. The reason for this was that, subsequent to the allow- 
ance of the soldier's claim, departmental decisions in what are known as the 
“Blazer and Bailey ” cases declined to accept time consumed in travel to and 
from the rendezvous of the organization at the time of enlistment and dis- 


As stated above, it is conceded in the soldier's case by the Department that, 
including the fifteen days’ travel referred to above, the period of his service 
was twelve days more than is required to give title under the general act 


granting pensions to Indian-war veterans and their widows. 


Mrs. Greene was married to the soldier in 1856. She is now well advanced 
in years, an invalid, and wholly unable to do anything toward earning a sup- 
port; and the pension carried by the bill is greatly needed to provide her a 
comfortable maintenance. 

The passage of the bill is tfully recommended with amendment 
striking out all after the word “ behalf,” in line 12; also with an amendment 
¢ ing the title of the bill soas to read: ‘A bill granting a pension to Car- 

e H. Greene.” 


The amendment reported by the committee to strike out at the 
end of the bill the words “‘ the pension to date from the 29th day 
of October, 1893,” was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was laid aside to be reported favorably to 
the House. 


ELIZABETH L. MARKHAM. 


Mr. HAYES (when his name was called). I call up the bill (H. 


R. 7671) granting a pension to Elizabeth L. Markham. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc.. That the Secretary of the Interior be, and is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place upon the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Elizabeth L. Markham, widow 
of Rufus A. Markham, late of Company G, Fiftieth Regiment Pennsylvania 
Infantry, and pay her a pension of per month. 


The amendment reported by the committee was read, as follows: 


Strike out the word “twelve,” in line 8, and insert in lieu thereof the 
word “ eight,” and add at the end of the bill the words, “Provided, That pen- 
sion under this act shall cease in case it be shown that said soldier is alive.” 
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Mr. HAYES. If it be acceptable to the committee, I think ! 
can state this case in less time than it will take to read the report; 
and upon the statement of the case I think there will be no objec- 
tion to it. This lady is a neighbor of mine, and the facts are 
within my own wpe peso The only reason she has not been 
granted a pension at the Pension Office is that she has not been 
able to show, in accordance with the rules and requirements of 
the Bureau, the death of her husband. He has been absent and 
not heard from for more than twelve years. The relations be- 
tween her and her husband were entirely pleasant. He left about 
twelve years ago to go to Chicago to obtain work. He immedi- 
ately dropped out of sight and has never been heard from since. 
There is practically no question about his death. That fact is ac- 
cepted by his family and everyoneelse. The amendment provides 
that if he should hereafter prove to be alive this pension shall 
cease, 

Mr. JONES. I think we had better hear the report. 

Mr. HAYES. I have stated all there is in it. This man is not 
drawing any pension; the records show that. His wife’s applica- 
tion for pension was rejected at the Department simply for the 
reason I have stated. 

Mr. JONES. I accept the gentleman's statement, though I 
think as a general rule reports ought to be read. 

Mr. MARTIN of Indiana. I ask that the report be printed in 
the REcorD. 

There was no objection. 

The report (by Mr. Lacry) is as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 
7671) granting a pension to Elizabeth L. Markham, having examined and con- 
sidered the same, submit the following report: 

Mrs. Markham was the wife of Rufus A. Markham, Company G, Fiftieth 
Regiment Pennsylvania Infantry, in which he served as fifth sergeant, hav- 
ing been appointed to that position in 1862, while serving in the regiment, in 
which regiment he so continued to serve until Somorabiy discharged in 1865. 
They were married September 17, 1859. Mr. Markham never made any ap- 
plication for pension, although it is claimed by his family that he was ea- 
titled to a pension by reason of the breaking down of his health in the 


service. 

Mrs. Markham made goqtiention for pension in the Department under the 
law of 1890, and although she has shown everything to entitle her to a pension 
under that act, except absolute proof of the death of the soldier, her husband, 
her claim has been rejected on the ground of failure to show that fact. but 
the affidavits in the Department show that over twelve years ago he left his 
home for the purpose of securing some employment and that he has never 
been heard from since. 

It is represented that his relations with his family were pleasant and that 
he was so situated and surrounded that there is no reason to believe that he 
would not have made his whereabouts known and returned if alive,and his 
family implicitly believe that he is dead, and to so presume is entirely in 
cord not only with the general principles of law upon this subject, but with 
the precedents of this committee. Hon. W. I. HAYsgs states personally that 
he is well acquainted with Mrs. Markham, and that he knows of the disap 
pearance as above stated, and that he has been absent and his whereabonts 
unknown for about twelve years, and the common belief and report is that 
the soldier is dead. 

Your committee therefore recommend tkat the bill do pass after being 
amended by striking out the word “twelve,” in line 8, and inserting in lieu 
thereof the word “eight;” also by adding at the close of the bill the words, 
“Provided, That pension under this act shall cease in case it be shown that 
said soldier is alive.” 


The amendment reported by the committee was agreed to. 
The bill as amended was laid aside to be reported favorably to 
the House. 





WILLIAMSON DURLEY. 


Mr. HENDERSON of Illinois (when his name was called). I 
call up the bill (H. R. 8888) granting a pension to Williamson 
Durley. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Williamson Durley, who was 
a private in the company of Capt. George B. Willis, Fortieth Regiment, Fourth 
Bri 6, First Division of the Illinois State Militia, and who served as such 
in the Indian war of 1832, known asthe Black Hawk war, and pay to him a pen- 
sion at the rate of $8 per month. 


The report (by Mr. MosEs) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 8888) 
granting a pension to Williamson Durley, have considered the same and re- 
spectfully report as follows: 


The claimant, Williamson Durley, swears that in June, 1831, he enlisted in 
Captain ng omer company of Illinois Volunteers in the Black Hawk war, 
and served therein for a period of about thirty-one days; and, further, that 
in 1832 he again enlisted, under Capt. George B. Willis, and served for a 

riod of nineteendays. A record of the claimant's service in Captain Camp- 

all's com y has not been obtained by your committee, but a certified copy 
of the rolls of Captain Willis’s company is on file, and shows the nineteen 
days’ service alleged by the claimant in that organization. 
r. Durley is now 86 years old, and unable to do anything toward earning 
a support. 

The of the bill is respectfully recommended, with an amendment 
fixing the rate of pension at $12 per month, so as to conform to the ratings 
allowed pensioners under the general Indian-war act by a bill which passed 


the House at this session and is now on the Senate Calendar. 


The amendment reported by the committee to strike out ‘‘ eight” 
and insert ‘‘twelve,” so as to make the rate of pension $12 per 
month, was read and agreed to. 

The bill as amended was laid aside to be reported favorably to 
the House. 
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JOSEPHINE FOOTE FAIRFAX. 


Mr. HENRY (when his name was called). Mr. Chairman, I 
call up for present consideration the biil (S. 1589) granting a pen- 
sion to Josephine Foote Fairfax. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc,, That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Josephine Foote Fairfax, 
widow of the late Rear-Admiral Donald MacNeil Fairfax, of the United States 
Navy, at the rate of $100 per month. 


The report (by Mr. PrckLER) was read as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions have considered the bill (8.1539) to pen 
sion Josephine Foote Fairfax, at $100 per month, and submit the following re- 


port: 

This bill (8. 1589) passed the Senate on July 28, 1804. The Senate report 
makes the following statement: 

“The applicant isthe widow of the late Rear-Admiral Donald McNeil Fair- 
fax, of the United States Navy, and the daughter of Rear-Admiral Andrew 
Hull Foote. Both these officers served h great distinction, and their ca- 
reers reflect credit to a remarkable degree upon the American Navy. 

‘“ Rear-Admiral Foote was bornin Connecticut September 12, 1806. He was 
ason of United States Senator 8. A. Foote, ofthatState. Entering the Navy 
as a midshipman in 1822, he saw active service almost immediately under the 
elder Porter in breaking up the piratical haunts in the West Indies. He be- 
eame lieutenant im 1830. 

“During the years 1849, 1850, and 1851, while in command of the Perry, he did 
effective service in the suppression of the African slave trade. While com- 
manding the Plymouth in China in 1856, protecting American property during 
hostilities between Great Britain and China, he was fired upon. by the forts 
on Canton River. An apology being refused he attacked the forts, mang 
them by storm. At the outbreak of the war of the rebellion he was selec 
to command the flotilla forming on the western waters. * His conduct 
in connection with this and similar subsequent duty was so conspicu- 
ously fine that in June, 1862, he received the thanks of Congress and was 
made arear-admiral. In June, 1863, he was ected to succeed Rear-Admi- 
ral Du Pont in command of the fleet off Charleston; but while on his way to 
assume this command he died in New York, June 26, 1863. 

“ Rear-Admiral Fairfax was born in Vir, March 10, 1821, and appointed 
midshipman in the Navy Au 12, 1887. the Mexican war he served 
on the California station and took part in the of Mazatlan and Lower 
California. At the outbreak of the war he had been promoted through suc- 
cessive grades to lieutenant, and was serving as executive officer of the San 
Jacinto. The boarding of the British mail packet Trent, and the taking there- 
from Mason and Slidell and their secretaries, Eustis and MacFarland, was 
directed in person by Lieutenant , & most delicate and important 
event. 

“Tn May, 1862, he was ordered to command the Cayuga, rting to Ad- 
miral Farragut, «ff New Orleans, In January, 1863, he was ordered north to 
command the monitor Nantucket, just built at South Boston. He was after- 
wards transferred to the Montauk, and participated in all oe ee 
operations before Charleston. He was commissioned as rear-admiral July 11, 

, and in the following year was placed on the retired list, having been 
forty-four years in active service, twenty-four of which were spent at 
sea. He died at Hagerstown, Md., January 10, _ 

In addition to t your committee have the following evidence before 


Om: 
The clerk to the county commissioners at Beguntogs. Md., certifies un- 
der seal that Mrs. Josephine Fairfax is assessed for real and personal prop- 


erty to the amount of $4,300. Mr. Buchanan Schley, of rstown, writes 
that of this $4,000 is for real estate, namely. her house, and $900 for furniture. 

Dr. A. 8S. Meson, Buchanan Schley, and J. C. Lane testify that Mr. Fairfax 
died in January, 1894, leaving no estate at all; that his widow's means are so 
limited as to be wholly insufficient for the support of herself and three un- 
married daughters, who are dependent upon her, one of whom is in delicate 
aso The house in which she lives, and which she owns, is assessed at 

B00, 

Your committee is advised that the petitioner married the deceased officer 
about ten years before his death. 

Your committee recommend that the bill be amended by striking out the 
words “one hundred,” in line 8, and inserting in lieu thereof e word 
“thirty,’’ and that as so amended the bill do pass. 


The CHAIRMAN, The question is on the amendment recom- 
mended by the committee. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. MAP.TIN of Indiana. Mr. Chairman, I want to call the 
attention of the committee to this phase of the pending question: 
This lady was a widow and married Rear-Admiral Fairfax about 
ten years ago. The daughters to whom reference is made in the 
report here are not his children, and of course I mean no reflection 
upon the lady. No word that I say should be construed as a 
reflection upon her in anywise whatever. But she was not his 
wife during the time of his naval service. She married him 
some two or three years, not more than that, before he was placed 
upon the retired list. She is reported as having property which 
is assessed in value at $4,300, and is drawing no pension. 

There is no pretense, as I understand it, that the death of this 
officer was due to his naval services. There is no allegation or 
claim that his death was due in any way, even remotely, to that 
service; and if in any statement I now make I am at all incorrect: 
X shall be very much obliged to any gentleman to correct me. I 
want to lay before the House the matter in its exact form, to show 
that this is simply a service pension and nothing more; where the 
husband of the recipient did not die as a result of the service 
remdered to his country. I believe this is a class of bills that 
ought not to be , although in saying that I say it with the 
very deepest regret that I can express. 

But I feel it to be my duty to lay these facts before the commit- 
tee to show that this is a service pension and simple. 

Mr. McKAIG. Mr. Chairman, I w like to state to the com- 
mittee that all the facts detailed by the chairmam of the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions were presented in full before the Com- 
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mittee on Invalid Pensions when this case was examined, and 
were in possession of the committee when the report. was made, 
They had full and fair knowledge of the fact that this lady was 
not the wife of Admiral Fairfax at the time of his services. He 
served the United States Government for over forty-four years. 
After his active service had terminated he was placed upon the 
retired list and wentinto the district that I have the honor to repre- 
sent on this floor, making his residence in the city of Hagerstown; 
and I believe it was there he met this lady who became his wife. 
She is the daughter of Admiral Foote, a man who has performed 
for his country most gallant and meritorious services. She was 
a widow when he married her, and was his wife for ten years be- 
fore his death. 

He was on the retired list about four years previous to his death. 
The children the gentleman from Indiana speaks of are the chil- 
dren of her first husband. One of the young ladies is quite a del- 
icate invalid, who has to make her own livingand assist her mother 
as far as she is able by doing fancy work. The other daughter 
teaches school. 

Mrs. Fairfax has no ixeans or income at all. The property she 
has is assessed at $4,000, real estate, and $300: in household furni- 
ture; all of the property being inside of the limits. of the town of 
—— and is heavily taxed. 

. MAHON. May I ask who presented this bill? 

Mr. McK AIG. Thisis a Senate bill. I would not have had it 
called up by another gentleman, except that it isa Senate bill, 
and mv colleague, under the order adopted to-night, called it up. 

Mr. HICKS. This pension is for the widow? 

Mr. McKAIG. Yes; for the widow of Admiral Fairfax. 

Mr. HERMANN. What is the amount? 

Mr. McK AIG. It was originally $100, but it has been cut down 
to $30 by an amendment in committee. 

Mr. RMANN.. She would be entitled to that under the gen- 
eral law. 

Mr. McKAIG. She would be entitled to a pension of $30 pro- 
vided the officer had died in line of duty. 

Mr. HERMANN. And she has no income? 

Mr. McKATG. None at all. 

Mr. HERMANN. Then let us vote. 

Mr, McK AIG. The real estate is taxed heavily and she gets 
oe in the shape of revenue from it. [Cries of ‘“ Vote!” 
se ote! ” 

The CHAIRMAN. Thequestion is on laying aside the bill with 
a ‘favorable recommendation. 

Mr. JONES. Mr. Chairman, I would like to accommodate my 
friend from Oregon and other gentlemen by voting at once on 
this bill, but it seems. to me that this is a matter that should be 
“= carefully considered before the vote is taken. 

I know I can not add anything to what has been said so ably 
and forcibly by the chairman of the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions, but I want to call the attention of the House to one fact in 
this.connection, and that is that at a previous session of the House 
we refused in Committee of the Whole to pass just such a bill. 
We voted down a bill to pension the widow of an officer, the widew 
having married the officer long aiter the war, but there having 
been no children as the result of the marriage. In that case it 
was shown to the House that the officer had rendered over forty 
years’ service to the Government, and it was claimed that his 
services had been longer and more meritorious than those of any 
other that could possibly come before the House. 

That matter was fully diseussed. A vote was had in the Com- 
mittee of the Whole, and the Committee of the Whole voted that 
bill down. Now, here is precisely a case of that character, and I 
hope that that committee will not undertake to adopt a precedent . 
of this sort. 

This bill came from the Senate at $100 a month. There is not 
a gentleman here who does not know that when these larye bills 
are amended and cut down in the House they go back to the Sen- 
ate, and there is a conference committee appointed, and gentle- 
men know that the Senate, as we have seen to-day, insist either 
upon retaining the figure fixed by that body or they compromise 
the matter by fixing an intermediate sum. 

_ MARTIN of Indiana. Will the gentleman indicate the case 
to-day? 

Mr. DOCKERY. They receded in those cases to-day. 

Mr. JONES. I thought the Senate had insisted in the cases to- 


day. 

Mr. MARTEN of Indiana. In both cases reported to-day the 
Senate receded. 

Mr. JONES. The gentleman may te correct about the cases 
to-day; but there have been cases in the last day or two, and I 
know of a case now pending, in which that question has arisen. 
Gentlemen insist that they can not control these bills after they 

t; back to the Senate, and that the Senators having charge of 
Som insist upon these large pensions. 
beyond the $80 im this case. 
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’*s statement, but I 
, and that state- 


Mr. JONES. — — * 
here recen 

ee uae to me by a member of this House, but the bill 

went to the conference committee, and that gentleman was not a 

member of that conference committee. What has been the re- 


sult of it I do not know. But I was informed by a gentleman 
who was on the committee that no protest had been made, and 
that the Senate insisted upon its amendment, and the gentleman 
vas powerless to prevent it. f 
Mr. HERMANN. Let us vote on this one. — 
Mr. JONES. lam tired of that sort of thing, so far as I am 
concerned. : 
Several Mempers. We are all tired. 
Mr. JONES. I know you are tired, but your fatigue goes to 
the extent of desiring to get these bills off the Calendar as rap- 
idly as possible, so that you may call up others in which you are 


interested. I do not look at it from that standpoint. 
I think that each one of these bills ought to be carefully con- 
sidered. Ido not think this bill ought to be passed. I think it is 


a very bad precedent to establish; but if it is passed, I am glad 
that I have the assurance of my friend from Maryland that it will 
not be increased to more than this amount, and that that sum 
will be accepted, and that he will see that itis not raised. I shall, 
however, vote against the bill and oppose it under any circum- 
stances, but I am glad that the gentleman has given us that assur- 
ance. 

The CHAIRMAN. The questionis onlaying aside the amended 
bill with a favorable recommendation. 

The question being taken, the Chairman announced that the 
ayes appeared to have it. 

Mr. JONES demanded a division. 

The committee divided; and there were—ayes 37, noes 5. 

Accordingly the bill was laid aside to be reported to the House 
with the recommendation that as amended it do pass. 


DAVID H. SEXTON. 


Mr. HERMANN (when his name was called). Mr. Chairman, 
I call up the bill (H. R.5301) granting a pension to David H. Sex- 
ton for services in Oregon Indian wars. 

Mr. JONES. I understand now why the gentleman wanted a 
vote on the bill which was just under consideration. [Laughter.] 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, ete., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
directed to place on the pension roll of the Government the name of David 
H. Sexton, of Capt. Ro Williams's Company E, Second Regiment Oregon 
Volunteers, for meritorious service, and for wounds received by hostile In- 
dians, in the Oregon Indian war of 1855 and 1556 in Oregon, then a Territory, 
and ailow him a pension at the rate of $25 per month. 


The Committee on Pensions recommended the amendment set 
forth in the report. 
The report (by Mr. TAWNEY) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 5301) 
granting a pension to David H. Sexton, have considered the same and re- 
spectfully report as follows: 

The records of the Second Auditor's Office, Treasury Department, show 
that David H. Sexton was enrolled August a, 1853, as a private in Captain 
Owens’s Com y, Colonel Lane's Oregon Volunteers, Rogue River Indian 
war, and that he was disckarged with t. anny September 14, 1853. 

He also served in Cones E, Second Regiment Oregon Volunteers, com- 
manded by Capts. R. L. ‘itams and Hugh O'Neil, from November 13, 1855, 
to February 1, 1856. This last service is a matter of record in the office of the 
Third Auditor of the Treasury. 

Mr. Sexton swears that while in his last service he participated in four en- 

sments with the Indians, and that in the battle of Battle Bar, on Rogue 
iver, November 26, 1855, the bones of his left leg were shattered by a rifle 
shot, causing permanent lameness of the leg. He further declares that he is 
66 years old, in feeble health, and without property of any productive value. 
He resides at Lucky Queen, J osephine County, Oreg. 

Abram Cole, a citizen of the above-named county and State, testifies that 
he was a member of thesame company and regiment with claimant, and fully 
corroborates, from personal know , all of the latter's allegations respect- 
— receipt of a wound, and his age, disability, and Soper ence. 

existence of the wound is also testified to by Dr. W.F. Kremer, who 
states that there is a cicatrized wound upon the lower third of the left leg 
and an indentation in the ti indicating clearly that when the wound was 
received the tibia was badly ured. The doctor also testifies that the 
beneficiary is feeble from the effects of rheumatism. 

In view of the Geen se committee recommend the sage of 
the bill, amended, however, by ng out the word “twenty-five,” in line 10, 
Ty inserting in lieu thereof the word “ twelve;*’ so as to allow a pension of 

per mon 


Mr. JONES. I hope the gentleman from Oregon [Mr. Her- 
MANN] is not so anxious for a vote that he will fail to make a state- 
ment about this bill. I understand this man was not in the service 
of the United States, 

_Mr. HERMANN. He was in the Territorial service. At that 
time Oregon was a Territory, and he was one of the volunteers 
under the Territorial government. He is on the muster roll, now 
of record in the War Department. 

Mr. JONES. Has he ever applied for a ? 

Mr. HERMANN. He hasnever applied fora pension, and could 


not get it if he did, because there is no law pensioning the old In- 
dian war survivors after 1842, : 
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Mr. JONES. Does not the gentleman think this is one of those 
cases that ought to be covered by general legislation? 

Mr. HER - Ido think there ought to bea general law 
covering these cases, but I also think that this bill onght to pass. 
I do not wish to detain the committee, because we have only a few 
minutes remaining. I know this man. He is old and in poverty. 
He has a lame leg, which was shattered by a rifle ball fired by an 
Indian at the battle of Battle Bar, Rogue River, November 26, 
1855. One of his comrades who was present by his side at the 
time saw him fall to the ground as the effect of the shot. There 
is testimony which amply establishes the fact. A physician also 
— There are a good many precedents for legislation of this 

ind. 

The amendment recommended by the committee was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside to be reported 
to the House with the recommendation that it do pass. 


MARY JANE LYNN. 


Mr. HICKS (when his name was called). Mr. Chairman, I call 
up for consideration the bill (H.R.6565) granting a pension to 

ary Jane Lynn. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place upon the pension roll the name of Mary Jane 
Lynn, the daughter of J R. Lynn, who served as a private soldier from 
the State of Pennsylvania under General Wayne in the war of the Revolu- 
eee allow the said Mary Jane Lynn a pension at the rate of $12 per 
month. 


Mr. DOCKERY. I understand this lady is 76 years old, and is 
the daughter of a Revolutionary soldier. 

Mr. HICKS. That is right. 

The report (by Mr. Lucas) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 6565) 
ting a pension to Mary Jane Lynn, and appropriating money therefor, 
aving the same under consideration, submit the following report: 

Mary Jane Lynn, the applicant, is now over seventy-six years of age, and 
resides in the city of Altoona, Pa. She was born in Union County, Pa., No- 
vember 23, 1817, and is the only surviving child of John R. Lynn and Jane Lynn. 
John R. Lynn, her father, enlisted as a private in Captain Gill's company of 
Colonel Moylan’s regiment of Pennsylvania volunteers in 1780, to serve dur- 
ing the war, and resided at the time of his enlistment at Lancaster, Pa., and 
was honorably discharged from service. 

At the age of 63 years he was granted a pension as a Revolutionary veteran, 
his apvlication ore April 6, 1818. He died in Union County, Pa., Sep- 
tember 28, 1847, and left to survive him a widow and the applicant. who con- 
tinued to reside with her mother until her mother’s death in 156. Miss 
Lynn, the applicant, is a maiden lady, and is in indigent circumstances, and 

e her living as a seamstress. She is now of such an age and is so in- 
firm that she is unable to follow her employment, and is depencent to a very 
ao degree upon her friends (she having no relatives) for support. 

the facts relative to the service of the soldier are shown in the papers 
on file at the Pension Bureau; and Hon. J. D. Hicks, the gentleman who in- 
troduced the bill in the House, certifies from personal knowledge to the re- 
lationship, age, and dependence of the beneficiary. 

There are several precedents for the proposed legislation, and in the Ii 
of the claimant's necessitous circumstances, your committee believe tha 
small pension proposed in the bill should be allowed to her. The passage oi 
the bill is, therefore, recommended. 


The bill was ordered to be laid aside with a favorable recom- 
mendation. 





ASA HALL. 

Mr. HOOKER of New York (when his name was called). Mr. 
Chairman, I call up for consideration the bill (H.R.8178) to cor- 
rect the military record of Asa Hall. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of War be, and he is hereby, directed 
and empowered to remove the charge of desertion standing against the name 
of Asa Hall, late a private of Capt. James Houser’s company, United States 
Artillery, and to grant unto the said Asa Hall a certificate of honorable dis- 


charge from said service. 

Mr. HOOKER of New York. Mr. Chairman, I desire to make a 
short statement, as I have to catch a train inafew minutes. The 
facts are briefly these: A bill passed the House granting a pension 
to the widow of this soldier at the rate of $12 per month as the 
widow of a soldier of the war of 1812. The bill went to the Senate, 
and they refused to report it from the Committee on Pensions for 
the reason that it appeared that the soldier was borne on the rolls 
as adeserter. Therecord shows, however, that he wasin the serv- 
ice two years, and only fourteen days’ service was necessary to 
ertitle his widow to a pension. The committee thought that that 
service was sufficient. And inasmuch as the records of the War 
Department were very inaccurate as to service in the war of 1812, 
they thought the claim should be allowed for a pension of $1 
month. This bill is simply to correct the record, so that this 
widow can get a pension. She is now 84 years of age, and in 
destitute circumstances. 

The bill was ordered to be laid aside with a favorable recom- 
mendation. 


a 
hi 


CHARLES E. JONES. 
Mr. HUDSON (when his name was called). Mr. Chairman; I 
ask for the present consideration of the bill (S. 2351) granting a 
pension to Charles E-’ Jones. 
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The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Charles E. Jones, late pho- 
Seqgenmper for the Eleventh Pennsylvania Cavalry Volunteers, said pension 
to be at the rate of $30 per month. 


The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
follows: 


In line 8 strike out the words “ of $30 per month’ and insert the following: 
ad propor pene to the degree of disability from gunshot wound of the bac 
and resuits.”’ 


The report (by Mr. Martin of Indiana) is as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions have considered the bill (8S. 2351) to pen- 
sion Charles E. Jones, and submit the following eer 
got pes bill —— i the Senate January 24, 1895, and fixes the rate of pension at 

) per month. 

The petitioner, Charles E. Jones, was not a soldier. He wasa civilian, who 
accompanied the Eleventh Regiment Pennsylvania Cavalry as a photogra- 

yher. It is shown by the evidence that on one occasion, while taking a pho- 

raph of Longstreet’s fortifications, under orders of Gen. John Peck, he 
received a gunshot wound across the small of the back from one of Long- 
street's sharpshooters. 

The petitioner has since become almost totally blind, and it is claimed that 
this is a result of the wound referred to, but it is not shown to the satisfac- 
tion of the committee that the present condition is chargeable to said wound. 

The policy of the committee has been well defined in cases of this kind, 
namely, to report bills to pensfon civil employees and nonenlisted men only 
for wounds or injuries received in battle. 

It does not appear that this man was wounded in battle, but the testimony 
does show that-he was acting under orders and received - wound at the 
hands of the enemy. Your committee therefore favor pensioning him for 
this gunshot wound and its direct results only, and therefore recommend 
that the bill do passafter being amended as follows: 

Strike out the words “ of $30 _ month,” in line 8, and insert in lieu thereof 
the words “ proportionate to the degree of disability from gunshot wound 
of the back and results.” - 


The amendment recommended by the committee was agreed to. 

Mr. JONES. Mr. Chairman, I understand this is not a bill to 
pension a soldier at all. This bill is to pension a photographer 
who was with the Army, and he does not claim to have been a 
soldier, unless I am mistaken about it. I would like to hear a 
statement concerning the bill. I certainly will object most stren- 
uously to pensioning photographers. 

Mr. HUDSON. Mr. Chairman, I think the inquiry of the gen- 
tleman from Virginia is perfectly proper. However, I will state 
that this is a Senate bill, that it the Senate without objec- 


tion, was unanimously reported by the Senate Committee on Pen- 
sions, came to this House, and was unanimously reported by the 


Committee on Pensions of this House. This man was with the 
command of Gen. John A. Peck, who commanded a portion of 
the troops of Pennsylvania. He had been in company with the 
Army, and he was directed to go and take a photograph of Gen- 
eral Longstreet’s position for the use of the Army. e went to 
take that paren and while doing so was shot across the 
back and his back was broken. He is to-day helpless and blind. 

The amendment recommended by the committee was agreed to. 

The question was taken on ordering the bill as amended to be 
laid aside with a favorable recommendation, and the Chairman 
announced that the ayes seemed to have it. 

Mr. JONES. Division. 

The committee divided; and there were—ayes 27, noes 1. 

So the bill was ordered to be laid aside with a favorable recom- 
mendation. 

Mr. MARTIN of Indiana. I move that the committee do now 


rise. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The committee accordingly rose; and Mr, DocKERY having re- 
sumed the chair as Speaker pro tempore, Mr. Bretz, Chairman 
of the Committee of the Whole, reported that that committee had 
had under consideration sundry bills on the private calendar and 
had directed him to report the same to.the House with various 
recommendations. 

Mr. MARTIN of Indiana. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous con- 
sent that the previous question be considered as ordered on each 
of the bills reported by the Committee of the Whole to the House 
to-night, with the right of fifteen minutes’ debate on each side, 
em to the right of way of revenue and general appropriation 

ills. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

The SPEAKER protempore. The hour of 10.30 having arrived, 
the House stands adjourned until 11 o’clock a. m. to-morrow. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PRIVATE BILLS. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, private bills and resolutions were 
severally reported from committees, delivered to the Clerk, and 
referred to the Committee of the Whole House, as follows: P 

By Mr. MARTIN of Indiana, from the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions: A bill S. 2491) granting a pension to Mary A. Hall. 
(Report No, 1912. 
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Also, a bill (S. 2671), with an amendment, granting an increase 
of pension to Florence W. Buskirk. (Report No. 1914.) 
y Mr. BUNN, from the Committee on Claims: A bill (H. R. 
8668) for the relief of George F. Horton. (Report No. 1915.) 
By Mr. CAMPBELL, from the same committee: A bill (H. R. 
8671) for the relief of George Rushburger. (Report No. 1916.) 


ADVERSE REPORT. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XTII, Mr. LOUD, from the Committee 
on Claims, reported adversely the bill (H. R.7738) to appropriate 
a certain sum for the purchase of eight acres of land for the bene- 
fit of Portage Lake harbor of refuge, Manistee County, Mich.; 
which, with the accompanying report (No. 1917), was ordered to 
be printed and laid on the table, 


PUBLIC BILLS AND MEMORIALS. 


Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, a bill and a memorial of the fol- 
lowing titles were introduced, and severally referred as follows: 

By Mr. DOCKERY: A bill (H.R. 8939) to abolish the office of 
Solicitor of Internal Revenue, and for other purposes—to the Joint 
Commission of Congress to Inquire into the Status of Laws Organ- 
izing the Executive Departments. 

By Mr. HARTMAN: A memorial of the joint assembly of 
Montana, asking for the setting aside of a portion of the Fort 
Shaw Military Reservation for school purposes—to the Committee 
on the Public Lands. 


———_ 


PRIVATE BILLS, ETC. 


Under clavse 1 of Rule XXII, private bills of the following 
titles were presented, and referred as follows: 

By Mr. CLARKE of Alabama: A bill (H. R.8940) to increase 
the pension of John T. Walton, of Marengo County, Ala.—to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. SPRINGER: A bill (H.R. 8941) for the relief of Benja- 


min J. Kilbourn—to the Committee on War Claims. 


PETITIONS, ETC. 


Under clause i of Rule XXTI, the following eine and papers 
were laid on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows: 

By Mr. ADAMS of Pennsylvania: Memorial of the Manufac- 
turers’ Club of Philadelphia, for legislation to enlarge the tariff 
so as to produce sufficient revenue for the needs of the Govern- 
ment—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. BELL of Colorado: Petition of Progress Assembly, No. 
899, Knights of Labor, Durango, Cole., praying for the free coin- 
age of silver and against bond issues, etc.—to the Committee on 
Coinage, Weights, and Measures. 

Also, protest of Progress Assembly, No. 399, Knights of Labor, 
Durango, Colo., against any further suspension of the mining as- 
sessment law—to the Committee on Mines and Mining. 

Also, petitions of Junior Order of United American Mechanics, 
of Chante, and of citizens of Pueblo, Colo., praying that the right 
of franchise be granted only to bona fide citizens of the United 
States—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. GRIFFIN of Michigan: Resolutions of the Chamber of 
Commerce of Detroit, in favor of hydrographic service for De- 
troit—to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. HARMER: Resolution adopted at a meeting of 140 citi- 
zens of Tacony and 75 of Harrowgate, Philadelphia, Pa., in favor 
of maintaining civil and religious liberty by absoltite separation 
of church and state, and in favor of an amendment to the Consti- 
tution of the United States against the use of the property or credit 
of the United States or any State, or any money raised by taxa- 
tion, for ee any institution wholly or in part under secta- 
rian or ecclesiastical control—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, preamble and resolution adopted at a meeting of 140 citi- 
zens of Tacony, Philadelphia, and 75 of Harrowgate, Philadelphia, 
Pa., setting forth that in a number of States the right of fran- 
chise is granted to aliens after a residence of from,four to five 
months to one year, and, that the rights of the legal citizens may 
not be abridged, petitioning that Congress shall ates @ joint reso- 
lution Ses an amendment to the Constitution of the United 
States that no State shall grant the right of franchise to any per- 
son in violation of the law of the United States—to the Committee 
on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. HENDERSON of Iowa: Resolutions of the Manufactur- 
ers’ Club of Philadelphia, denouncing the recent gold-bond trans- 
action of the Government—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. McCLEARY of Minnesota: Resolutions of the Minne- 
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sota Academy of Natural Sciences, favoring special postal rates 
for science e imens exchanged by collectors—to the Committee 
on the Post and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. MAGUIRE: Petition of the Chamber of Commerce of 
San Francisco, Cal., urging the laying of the Hawaiian cable—to 
the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, petition of residents of Los Angeles, Cal., against im- 
posing a tax upon the funds of mutual life and accident insurance 
companies—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. PENCE: Petition against exempting mining claims from 
annual assessment work—to the Committee on Mines and Min- 
ing. 

By Mr. RICHARDS: Petition of citizens of Mount Eaton, Ohio, 

nst sectarian appropriations—to the Committee on the Ju- 
diciary. 

By Mr. RICHARDSON of Michigan: Petition of W. R. Mc- 
Murray and 25 others, citizens of Ada, Kent County, Mich., for 
the passage of the bill to give the States full control over the man- 
ufacture and sale of oleomargarine and other imitations of but- 
ter—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. SCRANTON: Petition of Cigar Makers’ Union No. 295, of 
Scranton, Pa., in favor of House bill 5603—to the Committee on 
Merchant Marine and Fisheries. 

By Mr. WOOMER: Petitionof 74 citizens of Oberlin, Pa., pray- 
ing for a constitutional amendment providing that neither Con- 
gress nor any State shall pass any law respecting an establishment 
of religion—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 


SENATE. 
SATURDAY, February 23, 1895. 


The Senate met at 11 o’clock a. m. 

Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. W. H. MiLsury, D. D. 

On motion of Mr. QUAY, and by unanimous consent, the read- 
ing of the Journal of yesterday's proceedings was dispensed with. 


CREDENTIALS. 


Mr. BLANCHARD presented the credentials of DONELSON CaF- 
FERY, chosen by the legislature of the State of Louisiana a Senator 
from that State for the term commencing March 4, 1895. The 
credentials were read amd ordered to be filed. 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS, 


The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a communica- 
tion from the Secretary of the Interior, transmitting, in response 
to a resolution of the 20th instant, a copy of the report of Dr. 
Sheldon Jackson upon the work of introducing reindeer in Alaska 
in 1894; which, with the accompanying papers, ws referred to 
the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 

He also laid before the Senate a communication from the Secre- 
tary of the Treasury, transmitting, in response to’a resolution of 
the 14th instant calling for an estimate of the return from the 
internal-revenue taxes upon distilled spirits, etc., a report of the 
Commissioner of Internal Revenue upon the subject; which, with 
the accompanying paper, was referred to the Committee on Finance, 
and ordered to be printed. 

He also laid before the Senate a communication from the Secre- 
tary of the Interior, in response to a resolution of the 15th instant, 

ing for a statement of the number of acres of land now owned 
by the Union and Central Pacific railroads, which are a part of 
the lands granted to those railroads by the United States, etc., 
transmitting a report of the Commissioner of the General Land 
Office containing the information desired; which, with the accom- 
panying papers, was referred to the Committee on Public Lands, 
and ordered to be printed. 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. James 
Kerr, its Clerk, announced that the House had agreed to the re- 
ports of the committees of conference on the disagreeing votes of 
ne two Houses on the amendments of the House to the following 

ills: 

A bill (8.305) granting a pension to Annie M. Greene; and 

A bill (8S. 684) for the relief of Mrs. Evalyn N. Van Vliet. 

The message also announced that the House had passed the bill 
(S. 2783) to postpone the enforcement of the act of August 19, 
1890, entitled ‘‘An act to adopt regulations for preventing colli- 
sions at sea.” 

The message further announced that the House had passed the 
following bills; in which it requested the concurrence of the Sen- 


ate: 
A bill (H. R. 8659) to authorize the construction of bridges 


—— the Emory and the Clinch rivers, in the State of Tennessee; 
an 


A bill (H. R. 8900) to amend section 9 of an act entitled ‘An 
act to authorize the Kansas City, Pittsburg and Gulf Railroad 
Company to construct and operate a railroad, telegraph, and tele- 
phone line through the Indian Territory, and for other purpcses.” 


ENROLLED BILL SIGNED. 


_ The message also announced that the Speaker of the House had 
signed the enrolled bill (H. R. 5711) to authorize the adoption of 
children in the District of Columbia; and it was thereupon signed 
by the Vice-President. 


FORT HAYS MILITARY RESERVATION, KANS. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair presents a concurrent 

resolution of the legislature of the State of Kansas, which will be 
rope in the REcorD and referred to the Committee on Public 
ands. 

Mr. MARTIN. I should like very much to have the concurrent 
resolution read, and I also ask leave to introduce a bill in connec- 
tion with it, that it may be referred with the concurrent resolu- 
tion. 

ane VICE-PRESIDENT. The concurrent resolution will be 
read. 

The memorial was read and referred to the Committee on Public 
Lands, as follows: 


House concurrent resolution No. 20. By Mr. Schlyer. 


Whereas the experience of the settlers upon the plains of western Kansas, 
covering a period of more than twenty years, has demonstrated conclusively 
that agriculture can not be pursued with profit, under existing natural con- 
— and that artificial means and methods must be substituted therefor; 
an 

Whereas the tests and experiments required to determine the fitness of 
new methods applicable to these higher altitudes and limited rainfall can not 
be made at the Agricultural College of the State; and 

Whereas the Fort Hays Military Reservation, at an altitude of 2.000 feet 
above sea level, containsa valuable body of native timber that should be pre- 
served to posterity, and the land of said reservation is admirably adapted 
for such experiments in agriculture as are required in the premises; and 

Whereas the buildings upon said military reservation, formerly used as 
residences for officers and their families, barracks for troops, storehouses. 
etc., are large and commodious, but can not be moved without destruction 
of their value, but in their position are of great value, and could be used with 
little additional repairs for the purpose of a branch of the State Normal 
School; and 

Whereas the location of a branch of the State Normal School at this place 
wane be central and convenient for the whole of the north half of the State; 
anc 

Whereas the said military reservation has long since been abandoned by 
the United States Government as a military post: Now, therefore, be it 

Resolved by the house of representatives of the State of Kansas (the senate 
concurring therein), That our Senators and Representatives in Congress are 
hereby requested to secure the sage of an act of Congress donating the 


said Fort Hays Military Reservation to the State of Kansas for the following 
public purposes: 
First. For a western branch of the Kansas Agricultural College 


Second. For a western branch of the Kansas State Normal Institute. 

Third. For a public park. 

Resolved, further, at the secretary of state be, and he is hereby, in- 
structed to transmit a copy of these resolutions to the President of the 
United States Senate, the Speaker of the House of Representatives, and to 
each Senator and Representative in Congress from the State of Kansas 
STATE OF KANSAS, Office of the Secretary of State: 


I, W. E. Edwards, secretary of state of the State of Kansas, do hereby cer- 
tify that the following and annexed is a true and correct copy of the original 
instrument of writing filed in my office February 18, 18%. 

In testimony whereof I have hereunto subscribed my name and aftixed my 
official seal. ne at Topeka, Kans., this 19th day of February, 1895 

[SEAL.] W. E. EDWARDS, 

Se cretary oy State 

Mr. MARTIN introduced a bill (S. 2799) granting to the State 
of Kansas the abandoned Fort Hays Military Reservation in said 
State for the purpose of establishing western branches of the 
Kansas a College and of the Kansas State Normal 
Institute thereon, and for a public park; which was read twice 
by its title, and referred to the Committee on Public Lands, 


NEW MEXICO MOUNTED VOLUNTEERS. 


Mr. MITCHELL of Wisconsin. Iam directed by the Committee 
on Military Affairs, to whom was referred ihe bill (H. R. 962) for 
the relief of Capt. Ceran St. Vrain’s company of New Mexico 
Mounted Volunteers, to report it favorably without amendment. 
The bill has the unanimous approval of the committee. I do not 
think there can be any possible objection to it, and I ask unani- 
mous consent for its present consideration. 

Mr. HALE. If the bill is to take any time I must notify the 
Senator that at a quarter past 11 I shall insist upon the agreement 
that was made yesterday being carried out. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Wisconsin. I do not think it will take any 
time. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
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COMMITTEE ON FINANCE. 


Mr. VOORHEES. Iam authorized unanimously by the Com- 
mittee on Finance to report a resolution. I ask for its immediate 
consideration. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The resolution will be read for in- 
formation. 

The Secretary read the resolution, as follows: 

Resolved, That the Committee on Finance be, and they are hereby, author- 
ized and directed, by subcommittee or otherwise, to ascertain in every prac- 
ticable way, and to report from time to time to the Senate the effect of the 
tariff and internal-revenne laws upon imports and exports, the growth, 
production, Govelopenent, and prices of agricultural and manufactured arti- 
cles at home and abroad; and upon wages, domestie and foreign; and thev 
are also authorized to submit to the Senate such statistics and data concern- 
ing loans and currency as they may deem of importance to the Senate; and 
for these purposes they are empowered to sit by subcommittee or otherwise 
during the recess and sessions of the Senate at such times and places as they 
may deem advisable, and to employ a stenographer and such clerical and 
other assistance as may be necessary, the expenses of said investigations and 
reports to be paid from the contingent fund of the Senate. 


Mr. HALE. The resolution goes to the Committee to Audit 
and Control the Contingent Expenses of the Senate. 

Mr. VOORHEES. Not necessarily. 

Mr. HALE. Under the rule. 

Mr. MANDERSON. Under the rule it must be referred to that 


committee. 

Mr. VOORHEES. Let it be referred, then. I want to make 
simply one observation. It is the same work that has been on 
hand for ten years. It is just a continuation of the work, and 
involves little if any expense at all. I wish to make this state- 
ment in connection with the resolution. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The resolution will be referred to 
the Committee to Audit and Control the Contingent Expenses of 
the Senate. 

INTERNATIONAL MONETARY CONFERENCE. 


Mr.WOLCOTT. Mr. President, I submit an amendment in- 
tended to be proposed to the sundry civil a iation bill, which 
Task to have read. In this connection I will state that I recog- 
nize the agreement that at a quarter after 11 we are to take up 
the bridge bill. I shali not trespass two minutes upon that time 
in the few words I feel it necessary for me to say in explanation 
of the amendment, and I ask that the clock shall not point fifteen 
minutes until after lam through. I ask tohave the amendment 


Mr.HALE. If the Senator keeps to that promise I for one will 
not interpose at that time. 

Mr. WOLCOTT. I will do that. 

Mr.HALE. But promptly when he is through and the action 
taken I shall insist that the a t be carried out. I must do 
that. I am trying to get business done. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment submitted by the 
Senator from Colorado will be read. 

The Secretary read the amendment, as follows: 


Amendment intended to be introduced to the sundry civil appropriation bill. 


Whenever the President of the United States, upon invitation of the Gov- 
ernment of Germany or Great Britain or any of the Governments of Europe 
or otherwise, shall determine that this Government should be represented at 

international or other conference to be held with a view to secure inter- 
lly a fixity of relative value between gold and silver as money b 
means of a common ratio between those metals, with free mintage at su 
ratio, he shall be authorized to request the attendance of the commissioners 
to be appceinted as hereinafter provided, to attend such conference on behalf 
of the United States. 

The number of such commissioners shall be nine. The President of the 
United States shall appoint, by and with the consent of the Senate, three of 
said commissioners prior to the Soa of this ; the other six 
members of said commission shall be a joint committee of this Congress, three 
of said committee to be members of the Senate three of the House of 
Representatives. If after the adjournment of this there shall be 

vacancies in said commission so appointed, by death, resignation, or 
se, such vacancies shall be filled by appointment by the President. 

For the compensation of said commissioners and for all reasonable expenses 
connected therewith, to be ved by the Secretary of State, including the 

roportion to be paid by the United States of the joint expenses of such con- 
Seemnen. the sum of ,000, or so much thereof as may be necessary, is hereby 
appropriated. If such commissioners shall not be called upon to serve, no 
compensation shall be allowed them. 


Mr. WOLCOTT. Mr. President, it was with much hesitancy, 
after discussion with others interested in the subject, that this 
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ceedings and in its share of the expenses, etc., it seemed wise to 
introduce this amendment. 

It is entirely satisfactory, I think. to those bimetallists who vote 
for bimetallism. It should be equally satisfactory to that devoted 
band of bimetallists here who talk for us and vote against us, and 
who look with ravished eyes for English approval before they 
register their votes. 

The method of appointment may at first seem somewhat pecul- 
iar, but it is not so. The President of the United States is to ap- 
point three of these commissioners. He would naturally appoint 
one-third, or thereabouts, among civilians, men outside of public 
life. The last commission and all others have been largely and 

sroperly represented by members of the two Houses of Congress. 
t occurred to ws that the Congress of the United States was best 
fitted to name its membership in that body. Every member of 
this body knows that our thoughts instinctively turn to the Sen- 
ators who should represent us in any international conference, 
men who have spent nearly a generation in the study of the great 
financial questions of the world, and who have illumined them 
with their thought and utterances, and whose presence in any 
international conference would be hailed with satisfaction by 
metallists all over the world. For these reasons it seemed best 
tet the Congress of the United States should name its member- 
ship. 

Mr. President, the Senate, by a decisive majority the other day, 
declared its opinion that bimetallism by the United States should 
at once be inaugurated. There was disinclination to imperil the 
great appropriation bills, and possibly bring about an extra session, 
by insistence at this time on consideration of a free-coinage meas- 
ure, with the knowledge that nothing could be practically accom- 
plished in the way of legislation at this time and under existing 
circumstances; but this body did recordits solemn conviction that, 
amid the suffering, the poverty, and the paralysis of business which 
have overtaken this land, the way out was not by waiting for the 
tardy and uncertain action of European countries, not by the 
abandonment of silver and the adoption of gold monometallism, 
but by a return to the principles laid down by our Constitution, 
and to the financial policy which brought this country prosperity 
for nearly a century. 

We are for the establishment of bimetallism by the United 
States alone. If other countries will join us so much the better. 
The amendment gives this country an opportunity to act in con- 
cert with other nations, if that cooperation shall be tendered us. 
Lask that the amendment be referred to the Committee on Fi- 
nance. . 

Mr. HALE. Let the Senate understand. Does not the Sena- 
tor intend in the end that the amendment shall be submitted to 
the Committee on Appropriations? 

Mr. WOLCOTT. Oh, certainly; it must go there. 

Mr. HALE. Then I suggest to the Senator and to the Com- 
mittee on Fimance that there should be no delay whatever, as the 
appropriation bill to which it would properly belong, if any, may 
be considered at any time by the Senate as soon as the pending 
appropriation bill is through. 

. WOLCOTT. Lappreciate that suggestion. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment will be referred to 

the Committee on Finance. 


PUBLIC BUILDING AT CHICAGO, ILL. 


Mr. VEST. I desire to submit a report from the Committee on 
Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Mr. HALE. I must ask for the enforcement of the agreement 
entered into yesterday. 

Mr. VEST. I will state to the Senator from Maine that we 
passed a bill the other day for the erection of a public building 
at Chicago. There is a mistake of one word. Undortunatety it 
has been signed by the President. I should like to pass a bill this 
morning of about five lines changing one word, the word ‘* low- 
est” to ‘ highest.” 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection? 

Mr. VEST. It will lead to no debate whatever. 

Mr. HALE. I have been trying to get the agreement that was 
deliberately entered into arses yesterday enforced, and I 
am ed. to in a dozen different directions. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. If thereis objection to the request of 


amendment was introduced. The chief embarrassment arose 
from the fact that it might be construed abroad as indicating an 
undue desire on the part of this country that other countries 
should enter into some t for international bimetallism. 
But inasmuch as nine full months are to elapse between the ad- 
journment of this Congress and the meeting of the next, and in- 
asmuch asthe President of the United States, if he should be 
called upon to er with ee in some yon yeas os 
to an internatio: ting and silver, wo’ 

be powerless to act other than Tee neniament of commission- 
ers, and would be unable to them with the proper authority 
and funds for the representation of this Government in such pro- 


the Senator from Missouri the joint resolution will, under the 
agreement, be laid before the Senate. 

Mr. VEST. Do I understand the Senator from Maine toobject 
to a mere formal report of this kind? 

Mr. HALE. Iam appealed to in half a dozen cases. Let the 
Senator from Missouri goon. After that I shall imsist on the 
agreement being carried out. 

Mr. VEST. Iam directed by the Committee on Public Build- 
ings and Grounds to report a bill, and ask for its present consid- 


eration. 
The bill (S.2798) to amend an act entitled ‘‘An act to provide 
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for the erection of a Government building at Chicago, Hl.,” ap- 
proved February 13, 1895, was read the first time by its title and 
the second time at length, as follows: 

; That “lowest,” im line Il of the act to which 
this oct fom ee eee empwend “highest,” so that the original 
act shall provide as follows: “And the Secretary the Treasury is author- 
ized. to contraet with the highest and best. bidder, after reasonable notice by 
advertisement in two or more hewspapers edin the city of Chicago, 
for the sale of the present building as hereinbefore described and the re- 
moval of the same from the site where it is now located.” 

By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. : 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and 

ed, 
rage DELAWARE RIVER BRIDGE. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT (at 11 o’clock and 21 minutes a. m.). 
Under the agreement made yesterday the Senate proceeds to the 
consideration of the motion of the Senator from New Jersey [Mr. 
McPuERsoN]| to reconsider the vote by which the joint resolution 
(S. R. 133) directing the Secretary of War to make an examina- 
tion of the bridge te be constructed over the Delaware River be- 
tween the States of New Jersey and Pennsylvania was passed. 

Mr. PRYE. Mr. President, I have not the remotest interest in 
the action which the Senate shall take on this joint resolution, 
bat the Committee on Commerce in the matter of bridges have 
always exercised the utmost care. Ido not know of a single in- 
stance in which therr judgment has been subsequently overruled. 
‘Fhe Senator from Missouri [Mr. Vest] has been chairman for a 
great many yearsof the bridge committee,socalled. Every bridge 
bill referred to our committee is referred to that subcommittee 
and thorough mvestigation is always had. 

Now, take the case at bar. In 1894 the Pennsylvania and New 
Jersey Railroad Company had a bill introduced for the construe- 
tion of a bridge with terminals at Philadelphia and at Camden. 
It was referred to the Committee on Commerce. That committee 
referred it to the Secretary of War. The Secretary of War re- 
ferred it to Major Raymond, one of the ablest officers in the Engi- 
neer Corps, who is stationed at Philadelphia. He has beem there 
for five years, and understands the navigation of that harbor just 
as thoroughly as I understand this Senate Chamber and its seats. 
No man can understand better than he the requirements of that 
harbor. The bill was referred to him. He reported that if a 
bridge was to be constructed over the Delaware River at the points 
indicated it must be 150 feet high, and a single suspension span; 
and it was utterly impracticable for the rail eompanies to 
build any such bridge. He reported further that the harbor of 
Philadelphia extended between two points, Eli Point, I think it is, 
and Fishers Point; that a bridge could be constructed at Fishers 
Point, or just above it, and it would not to any material extent 
interfere with navigation, because above Fishers Point there really 
- little or no navigation, the depth of water being only about 15 

eet. 

Mr. QUAY rose. 

Mr. FRYE. I will state what the navigation is before the Sen- 
ator interrupts me. 

Mr. QUAY. TheSenator from Maine is entirely mistaken. As 
high up as the city of Burlington, 16 miles above this proposed 
bridge, there are 30 feet of water. There are one or two shoal 
places, I think, in the bed of the river, where the depth of water 
is reduced from 13 to 20 feet, but with a very little improvement 
a depth of 25 feet can be carried from the bridge up to Burling- 
ton, 16 miles; and 25 feet is the ordinary depth carried im the har- 
bor at Baltimore for the ocean steamers. 

Mr. FRYE. If there is one point where it is only 13 feet, then 
no vessels cam now use that river drawing more tham 12 feet of 


water. 

Mr. a: It is 13 feet at low water. 

Mr. PRYE. Asa matter of fact, there are no vessels going up 
the Delaware River above Fishers Point under sail. No vessel 
goes up there that does not goin tow. There is no vessel that re- 
— a height of bridge of over 15 feet that is not under tow. 

# further matter of faet, in the river at that point there are a 
few summer steamersthat rum onexcursions. Asamatter of fact 
there, too, the railroad corporations made an arrangement with 
those small river steamers by which they should telescope their 
smokestacks, and they would place the bri instead of 40 feet, at 
50 feet above the water. 


Mr. pe rose. i 

Mr. FRYE. As the Senator is to reply to me, will he be kind 
enough te allow me to go on? 

Mr. QUAY. I rose just to correct one error in the Senator's 
statement. There is a daily line of steamers from the city of Bal- 
timore, through the Chesapeake 
ware, and thro 

Mr. PRYE. 


and Delaware Canal, up the Dela- 
h the Raritan Canal, te New York. 
am coming to that further on, I say Major 
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Raymond reported in favor of a bridge above Fishers Point, with 
a span of 500 feet, with a draw of 125 feet, with a height of 40 
feet, and with other spans not less than 300 feet. That report 
came to the committee. The committee reported favorably the 
bill to construct the bridge at that point. Immediately these two 
railroad companies entered uponitsconstruction. They prepared 
their plans and specifications, and submitted them to the Secre- 
tary of War. He approved them; and Congress enacted into law 
the right of those companies to build this bridge of 40 feet height, 
with 500 feet span, 125 feet draw, and spans of not less than 300 
feet outside. That is to-day the law. 

Immediately on its becoming a law the railroad companies com- 
menced to build the bridge; they made their contracts for strac- 
tural iron, and all that sort of thing. They have, I understand, 
over 800 men at work on that bridge to-day, om either side. 
Now comes in @ proposition from the Traffic League of Philadel- 
phia that that work shall be suspended; that another commission 
shall be appointed, and that that commission shall determine 
whether or not the plans and specifications of this bridge, all pre- 

ured under the law, all approved by the Secretary of War, shall 
changed. Suppose there are commissioners appointed who 
would recommend a change; they can not change the law. The 
law must stand until the next meeting of Congress, nearly a year 
from now; and the work on this bridge must be hung up. But I 
have not the slightest fear of that. No commission of engineers 
will make any change there. 

Mr. QUAY. Then therecan be no objection to the joimt reso- 
lution. 

Mr. FRYE. The joint resolution suspends work on the bridge 
for the present until the commission reports. That is the objec- 
tion to it. 

Mr. QUAY. The joint resolution can be amended so as to pro- 
vide that the commission shall make a report within two weeks. 

Mr. FRYE. Will the Senator who has the reply to me be kind 
enough to make his reply afterwards? Ordinarily I do notobject 
to any interruption, but we are going to vote at 12 o'clock. 

Mr. President, the plans and specifications of this bridge were 
over there in Major Raymond's office for six months. The har- 
bor commissioners for the harbor of Philadelphia are in constant 
communication with Major Raymond. The Maritime Associe- 
tion is inconstant communication with Major Raymond; they have 
access to his office and his plans. There was not an intelligent 
man im Phi hia who did not know,that this bridge was to be 
built at Fishers Point; there is not one who did not have an op- 

rtunity to know just exactly how it was to be built, and yet 
Kajor Raymond says no man in Philadelphia ever made the 
slightest complaint to him about this bridge during that entire 
time, and no question was ever raised about it by the men who 
understand the navigation of that harbor better than anybody 
else possibly can. Now, the Traffic League—what it is I do not 


ow—— 
Mr. QUAY. I will tell the Senator it is the Trades League. 
Mr. FRYE. The Trades League, is it? 


Mr. QUAY. Yes, and I might give the Senator further infor- 
mation if he would permit me to interrupt him. 

Mr. FRYE. I will hear the Senator after I get through. 
not wish for the information now. 

The Trades League sent in their statement of complaint to the 
Secretary of War and asked to be heard. The Secretary of War 
heard them all they desired to be heard at the time, and informed 
them that he had no power whatever in the premises, that the 
bridge was being built under a law of Congress, and that he had 
no power to repeal any such law; and he sent the complaints to 
Major Raymond, the officer in charge, who, I say. is one of the 
best officers in the corps, and has been in Philadelphia for five 
years. Major Raymond made reply to it, which I have received, 
taking the charges one after the other, and I propose to read what 
he says in part. 


The construction of a railroad bridge across the Delaware at or near the 
point established by the act is, I believe, considered by all to be highly desir- 
able for the best interests of the city of Philadelphia. With reference to this 
point I have never he a dissenting voice. Even the Trades League admits 
this. The construction of a single-span suspension or cantilever bridge high 
enough to permit the panes ot masted veasels would not be justified by the 
traffic and would not be undertaken. [If a bridge isto be constructed it must 
have piers in. the river; and since the cost and difficulty of obtaining suitable 

rades hibit an elevation great enough to pass all masted vessels, it must 

ave adraw. I believe these points will not be disputed. 

With these ‘assumptions the main points to be considered were the location, 

: +, Width of channel and side spans, and width and location of the 
drawspan. These were to be determined with a view to the best interests of 
commeres, including the traffic across the bridge as wel! as that upon the 
waterway. It was fully recognized that the construction of any pier bridge 
over an! bie channel must to some extent be an obstruction to water 
navigation, and that a fair and reasonable adjustment must be made between 
the interests of land and water transportation. A brief statement of the 
character and extent of the navigation interests of this part of the Delaware 
River is therefore necessary. 

As is well known to the Losnetment, the physical character of the chan- 
nelof the Delaware River changes at a point not far from Pishers Point. Be- 
low this point the normal channel depth at mean low water has been deter- 
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mined to be about 26 feet. Above it this depth is not greater than about 15 
feet, and it steadily decreases as the river is ascended. 


This is from an engineer who knows every inch of the river as 
well as he knows the way to his house. 


Surveys and numerous investigations made by this office during the past 
ten years have shown that this upper part of the river can probably never be 
made of much more im ce as a route of commerce than it is at the pres- 
ent time. The physical harbor of Philadelphia has, therefore, been consid- 
ered to end at this point, and this is the upper limit of the existing projects 
for the improvement of Philadelphia Harbor and the Delaware River. 


Then he goes on and explains how he located it, and he explains 
still further that, after the location and after the law of Congress 
establishing a bridge 40 feet high, with a span of 500 feet, the 
railroad companies themselves, for the purpose of not being com- 
pelled to open the draw more frequently than could be helped by 
them—because it is a nuisance to open a draw—made ar arrange- 
ment with the steamboat men that they would increase the height 
of that bridge to 50 feet, and they did that without any law at all. 
They made it 50 feet instead of 40 feet, and then made an arrange- 
ment with the steamboat men to telescope their smoke funnels so 
as to go under the bridge, instead of compelling the railroad com- 
panies to open the draw. — 

Let me say right here that the Harlem River has twenty times 
the navigation there is on the Delaware River above Fishers 
Point, or that there ever will be, and yet the Committee on Com- 
werce never reported in favor of the building of a bridge over 26 
feet high over the Harlem River, and there is nof a bridge upon 
the Harlem River over 26 feet high, and this bridge will, be 50 
feet high. They did increase the span from 500 to 540 feet, and 
they increased the draw from 125 to 129} feet. 


Major Raymond takes up seriatim the complaints made by the 
Trades League. He says: 


T will not attempt a thorough analysis of the remarkable pamphlet of the 
Trades ~<\ but will simply invite attention toa few prominent points, 
upon which I will comment as they are stated. 

‘ihe introduction to the resolutions of the board of directors, adopted Janu- 
ary 10, 1895, contains the following direct or implied statements: 

. That the height adopted for the bridge is insufficient for the free passage 
of large numbers of steamboats and other craft now using the river. 

This is not true, if we leave out of consideration vessels which could not 
pass if the bridge were raised to 70 feet. 

2. That the United States Government is now expending large sums of 
pooner in bettering and deepening the channel in the vicinity of the proposed 

ridge. 

This implies either that the bridge will interfere with the improvement, 
or that the Government is engaged in the improvement of the river above 
the bridge so that it will accommodate a heavier traffic. Neither is true. 

3. That the passage of vessels through a draw is often aggravated by cer- 
tain causes which lead to coiling vessels missing the draw at first trial. 

This implies that vessels will sail through the draw. As before stated, 
vessels of sufficient size to use the draw do not sail on this part of the river, 
but are always towed. : é : 

4. That riparian property above the bridge will be injured in value and 
unfitted for commercial purposes by the construction of the betige. 

However this may be, the value of riparian property can not be seriously 
influenced by a question of elevation which affects merely the convenience 
of passage of a very small number of vessels. 

5. That the cost of raising the bridge to 70 feet would be insignificant as 
compared with the damages inflicted upon the commerce of the river and 
the losses in other values. 

in my opinion, the cost would be very large and the benefit would be very 
sma 


6. That “the right of the people of this city. of this State, of New Jersey. 
and of the whole country to full enjoyment of all the natural advantages of 
a t river is incontestable.” 

f this were true, no bridge which in the slightest de obstructed navi- 
gation could be built over any navigable river. In t rticular case it 
means (if it means anything) t+ a small number of steamboat men have an 
incontestable right to compel all the rest of the people to travel over incon- 
veumens or dangerous es in order to save them from a trifling incon- 

ce. 
“Tieve already remarked upon the letter of the committee, so far as con- 
cerns its request for the organization of a Board of Engineers to revise the 
action of Congress. It only remains for me to invite attention to the two dis- 
ingenuous comparisons with which it is concluded. 

he first is a comparison of the uirements for the proposed bri over 
the North River at New York with those for the bridge over the Delaware 
at Philadelphia. 

Now, this committee seriously undertakes in this paper to com- 
pare the requirements of navigation in the erection of a bridge 
over North River to the Delaware River above Fishers Point. 
There is no more comparison which can be instituted between 
them than can be between the navigation of the Mississippi River 
and the navigation down here of Rock Creek—not a bit more. I 
do not understand it at all. Idid insist that there should not bea 

ier in the North River—there is no doubt about that—but the 
Renate overruled me and voted that there might be a pier in the 
North River, but there is the commerce of the whole world in the 
North River and not a few small vessels, an occasional sailing 
vessel, passing up, drawing 13 or 14 feet of water. It is utterly 
absurd to make such a comparison. I am not certain that if New 
York had the cholera Philadelphia would not insist upon ha 
it also, in order not to be outstripped by New York. [Laughter. 

Mr. QUAY. Did not the Senator from Maine two weeks before 
the report of that bill to the Senate vote for the reporting of a bill 
for the building of a bridge between Philadelphia and Camden 
with an elevation of 150 feet above high water? 
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Mr. FRYE. Yes; but that was down in Philadelphia Harbor, 
where the whole commerce of the harbor is, not up at Fishers 
Point, where there is no commerce of any account, 

Mr. QUAY. The bridge was not located by the bill, but it was 
to be located under the direction of the Secretary of War. 

Mr. FRYE. But the first bill provided that the bridge should 
be located between the terminals in Philadelphia and Camden, and 
the engineer found it would be right across the present harbor 
improvements at Philadelphia. The Senator will bear me witness 
that I have never been laggard in voting for appropriations in 
favor of improving the harbor of Philadelphia. I have done 
everything in my power toward that end. I presume now, be- 
cause I ype this project of the Trades Sanam. that all I have 
tried to do before for Philadelphia Harbor w.ll be forgotten and 
I shall be censured because a yacht club, with a yacht house 20 
miles below this point, sends a petition here for the improvement 
of the navigation of the Delaware River above Fishers Point, and 
against the bridge. 

Mr. QUAY. ot at all, Mr. President, but—— 

Mr. FRYE. I have not got through, if the Senator will allow 
me. 

Major Raymond says further about the North River: 


The writers of this letter well knew when they made this comparison that 
the two cases are utterly incomparable. They knew that one was the case of 
a bridge across the most important roadstead in the country, over a great 
anchor as well as a great iSorengndere, where physica! as well as commer- 
cial conditions absclutely prohibited the construction of a bridge with piers 
and a draw: while the other was a case of a bridge near the upper limit of a 
harbor, crossing no anchorage and covering relatively unimportant traffic, 
where the conditions required a drawbridge with piers in the river. Never- 
theless, they do not hesitate to make the comparison; and in another part of 
the pamphlet they publish extracts from the proceedings of the Senate with 
reference to the North River bridge, printing some of the remarks of a dis- 
tinguished Senator in full-faced type, in order to intensify the false impres- 
sion they desire to create. 

The other comparison is a still more serious misrepresentation, because it 
involves the garb ing of officialrecords. They invite attention to the fact that 
on April 2, 1894, a bill (8.1843) was presented to the Senate proposing a bridge 
across the Delaware at Philadelphia— 


Here comes the Senator’s point— 


and it was returned to the Senate from the Committee on Commerce with 
the following amendment: 

‘** Provided, That no piers or other structures shall be constructed within 
the waterway of the Delaware River between the established pier-head lines: 
And provide or That the bridge shall have a clear height of 150 feet above 
mean high water.’ 

They further state that on April 25, 1894, a Booty new and very different 
bill was presented “ oa ora bridge across the Delaware at Philadel- 
=. and with a height of only 40 feet, and for five piers between the pier-head 

ines.” (The italics are the committee's. ) 

The obvious intention of this comparision was to convey the impression 
that these two cases were exactly similar except in the requirements for the 
beiieets and for this purpose it was necessary to suppress the fact that the 
first bill authorized the construction of a bridge between the cities of Phila- 
delphia and Camden, thus requiring it to cross the most oo art of 
the harbor, while the second required the Prstan to be located above the foot 
of Roxborough street and the shore end of the Fishers Point dike. 

In my report of April 6, 1894, on the bill (S. 1843) authorizing the construc- 
tion of a bridge between the cities of Philadelphia and Camden, I pointed out 
that such a bridge would necessarily cross the harbor within the limits of 
the Government improvement, and stated that the construction of a pier in 
this pet of the harbor at any point between the established pier-head lines 
would form an obstruction to navigation and greatly interfere with the 
maintenance of the channel. The amendment presented by the Committee 
on Commerce was adopted upon my recommendation. The bridge site re- 
quired by the other bill is considerably more than 3 miles farther up the 
river, and, as I have already explained, at a point where the physical and 
commercial interests are entirely different. 

These two deliberate misrepresentations should suffice to stamp the whole 
= hlet with itstrue character. Of course the writers did not suppose that 

he meh could be deceived by such methods; their object was simply 
to create a false impression upon an unsuspicious public through the medium 
of a letter to the Secretary of War, which they did not hesitate to print and 
circulate before it had received a reply. 


This is the reply of Major Raymond, who has been in charge of 
that harbor for five years, and who is more intimate with it than 
any man living in Philadelphia, and has a better judgment about 
the necessities of the navigation up and down the river and the 
necessities of traffic over and across the river. I can certainly add 
nothing to that, and I conclude by saying, as I commenced, that 
itis a matter in which I have not the remotest interest. I care 
not what the Senate does in relation to it, but it seems to me that 
an intelligent vote of the Senate, after hearing this communica- 
tion of Major Raymond, will not justify the stopping of the work 
on that bridge. 

Mr. QUAY. Mr. President, the Senator from Maine has stated 
that he has no interest in this question, and I take it for granted 
he has not. It seems from his remarks that heis merely represent- 
ing Major Raymond and the railroad corporations, who are inter- 
ested in the construction of this bridge. I have the very deepest 
interest in this question. I stand here for my constituency, the 
pe of Philadelphia, and for the request they have made to the 

nate. No matter whetherthe report of Major Raymond be true 
or not, it is not unreasonable that the requests which have been 
made by the business people of Philadelphia should be granted. 

The entire issue involved is an issue between the business peo- 
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ple of Philadelphia and the river towns on the Delaware River to 
the head of tide water and Major Raymond, and the question to be 
determined is whether or not the report of Major Raymond was 
ill advised and ill considered. They ask fora board of review from 
the War Department. Traversing the finding of Major Raymond, 
they ask for a determination whether or not their statement as 
contained in the pamphlet read by the Senator from Maine or the 
report of an officer of the Engineer Corps is correct, so that Major 
Raymond's statement, for the purpose of this discussion, goes as 
waste paper. ; 

In April, 1894, the Senate entertained, on report from the Com- 
mittee on Commerce, two bills for the construction of bridges 
between the Pennsylvania and New Jersey sides of the Delaware 
River at or about the city of Philadelphia. One was limited to 
the cities of Camden and — in its termini, the exact 
location to be determined by the retary of War. The other 
was located also with one terminus on the east shore of the city 
of Philadelphia and one on the western shore, a little north of the 
city of Camden. ; 

e first bill was reported here April 12, as I have said, by the 
Senator from Missouri. It provided for an elevation of 150 feet. 
Two weeks afterwards the other bridge bill was reported, provid- 
ing for an elevation of only 40 feet. e first bill was never con- 
sidered, I presume, because the requisite capital did not appear to 
back it. The second was supported by a powerful corporation, 
a corporation which had been very beneficent in its operations in 
Pennsylvania and New Jersey, and which was abundantly able 
to carry out the design of Congress. That bill was passed. It 
went to the Committee on Commerce on the 26th of April, and it 
went to the War Department the same day; it went from there 
to Major a at Philadelphia, on the next day, and onthe 
evening of that day his report was in the mail on its return path 
to the War Department—the report the Senator from Maine has 
read here. Major Raymond displayed great acumen and energy. 
His investigation was not protracted. course the distinguished 
Secretary of War acted promptly and properly upon the report of 
his officer, the fairness of which is disputed. The bill wasfinally 


The bill which passed the Senate, as Senators will remember, 
was one providing absolutely for an elevation of 40 feet only. It 
was thought at that time—I know not how the impression came— 
that the board of port wardens of the city of Philadelphia enter- 
tained or exercised some jurisdiction over the construction of the 
bridge. Applications were made to them for an indorsement of 
the plans, and the business people of Philadelphia prepared to go 
there for a hearing. On the 8thof January last the city solicitor, 
a distinguished member of the bar, who has since been elevated 
by a great majority to the office of chief magistrate of that city, 
delivered an opinion that the board “en wardens of Philadelphia 
had no jurisdiction in the case. is opinion was undoubtedly 
correct. 

The railroad company at once proceeded to the construction of the 
bridge, and the Trades League and the business people of Pennsyl- 
vania commenced a movement in the direction of this Senate. 
Meanwhile, the ee had broken ground for the construc- 
tion of the approaches to the bridge, and that was all. There was 
nothing done toward the erection of the bridge proper. Of 
course, the work was practically abandoned during the late se- 
vere weather, but they have employed a number of men—I know 
not how many—up# © within three or four weeks past. There is 
no question about that. 

I introduced, at the request of a number of business organiza- 
tions, and the request of gentlemen of the very highest respectabil- 
ity, of Mr. John H. Converse, the vice-president of the ufac- 
turers’ Club of Philadelphia, and the president, I think, of the 
Baldwin Locomotive Works, who send their locomotives all over 
the world; also of the gentlemen of the Trades League, the Prod- 
uce Exchange, and others, the joint resolution which is now the 
oo of one It provides merely that the business peo- 
ple located along the Delaware River shall have a day in court on 
this question, which Sey have lost, not entirely, but largely, I 
think, because of the confusion in the public mind in Philadelphia 
between the two bridge bills which were reported to the Senate in 
April, 1894, and partly from their impression that the board of 
port wardens of the city of Philadelphia would be able to control 
the elevation of this bridge. All that is asked of the Senate is that 
these persons shall be heard. They traverse, as I said, the entire 
finding of Major Raymond, which the Senator from Maine has 
read in support of his opposition and upon which he absolutely re- 
lies. The question to be tried out, which we ask to have tried out 
by this commission, is whether the report is true or not which is 
offered in evidence here. 

The joint resolution was passed without opposition. The Sen- 
ator from New Jersey [Mr. McPHERSoN] moved the next day 
after its passage to reconsider it, stating that he would withdraw 
his moticn and oor of the question on the next day; but it 
has been suspended here since. The Secretary of War having 








exhausted his original authori 


, having approved the original 
plan of the _ a 


joint resolution in the nature of a law is 
power to reopen the question and to give 
t ple a hearing, and unless it is passed, and passed to-day, 
it will very certainly not become a law during this Congress. 
The situation is analogous to that presented in relation to the 
legislation required the other day by the proclamation of the 
President in relation to the question of lights and signals at sea. 

I believe, Mr. President, this is about all I have to say. I wish 
to have read what these gentlemen have stated, and I will state 
who they are. I will then send the papers to the Secretary's desk, 
and ask to have read first the preamble and resolutions of the 
Trades League of Philadelphia, of which the Senator from Maine 
and Major Raymond have spoken somewhat contemptuously. 
That league is composed of 1,700 business firms, and is one of 
the es 9 business organizations in the world. I also ask to 
have read the resolutions of the Manufacturers’ Club—all Re- 
publicans, at least, are fully acquainted with that organization— 
whichis composed of 700 business firms; the Commercial Exchange 
of Philadelphia, which is composed of 400; the Philadelphia Prod- 
uce Exchange, of 150 business firms, and the Hardware Merchants 
and Manufacturers’ Association, composed of 75 business firms. 
In addition to those, I have from the State of New Jersey resolu- 
tions of the Board of Trade of the city of Trenton, the capital 
city of New Jersey; the city of Burlington, practically at the head 
of tide-water navigation; the resolutions of the common council of 
the city of Beverly, N. J., a little below, and the preambles and 
resolutions sane by the boroughs of Riverton and Palmyra, 
N.J., and Bristol, Pa. 

I send these memorials and statements to the Secretary’s desk 
to be read, and after they have been read I shall move to lay the 
motion of the Senator from New Jersey on the table. 

Mr. McPHERSON. I wish to say only a word by way of addi- 
tion to what I said yesterday. 

I hold in my hand some resolutions passed by commercial or- 
ganizations, clubs, etc., of the city of Philadelphia and of towns 
and cities along the Delaware River in the State of New Jersey. 
This is the first time that my attention has been called to this 
matter. In fact, it is the first time that any resolutions or notice 
of any. action taken by any New Jersey cities have been placed in 
my hands. 

It seems that the Trenton Board of Trade on May 24, 1894, ad- 
dressed: a protest to the Secretary of War, and also another like 
protest on January 10, 1895. Nowhere does it appear that these 
protests were sent to Senators in this body, but they were for- 
warded to the Secretary of War, and therefore never came to my 
attention or into my hands. I remember, however, that I was 
absent from the Senate by reason of illness, and if sent to me 
they esca my attention. Thereis one by the mayor and city 
council of Burlington, N. J., one by the common council of Bev- 
erly, N.J., one by the mayor and council of the borough of Riv- 
erton, N. J., one by the township committee of the township of 
Palmyra, N.J., and one from the burgess and council of the 
borough of Bristol, Pa., none of which have I seen before this 
morning. 

The statement made by the Board of Trade of the city of Tren- 
ton is as to the insufficiency of the elevation of the bridge; that it 
might prove a serious obstacle to navigation, particularly if the 
proposed ship canal across New Jersey should become an accom- 
plished fact. 

Mr. President, if I had seen these protests on the part of the 
people of New Jersey I — should have entered no motion 
to reconsider the vote by which the joint resolution of the Senator 
from Pennsylvania was ; but, as I say, these papers were 
directed to the Secretary of War, and have only now come into 
my hands. 

But the argument of the Board of Trade of the city of Trenton 
is not a very good one as they make it, because there is another 
bridge at Arthur Kill, which will become a part of this great 
waterway. The Congress of the United States passed an act in 
1886 authorizing the construction of a bridge across the Arthur 
Kill, which, as I say, must become a part of this great ship canal. 
The span-opening there is less than that of the proposed bridge on 
the Delaware; the height of the bridge is the same, while the chan- 
nel spans are even narrower. So that in reality that bridge will 
have to be changed also to give any additional advantage to the 
pro canal. 

Mr. President, if it be true that the commerce of the Delaware 
River at this point is of sufficient importance that it is necessary 
that a higher bridge should be constructed there, then it nowhere 
appears in any of the statistics of the commerce of the Delaware. 

e commerce of the Arthur Kill is ten times greater than that 
of the Delaware River at this particular point. I read over the 
reports last night, which had been sent to me by some gentlemen 
in Pennsylvania, which go to show that above a certain as in 
the river, where there are shoals which may easily be dredged 
out, the depth of the water is from 25 to 30 feet, and that when 
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dredged would enable vessels of a larger draft to go up the river. 
Imade the motion to reconsider the fugitive resolution of the 
Senator from Pennsylvania at the request of some citizens of New 
Jersey in the absence of some members of the committee who were 
familiar with the whele subject, andI wasnot. AsI before stated, 
I have never seen or had knowledge of any protest upon the part 
of the cities and towns on the bank of the Salawere until I had 
made the motion to reconsider the vote. 

Mr. QUAY. Mr. President, I desire merely to say, which I 
omitted in my previous remarks, that we are not asking for an 
elevation of 150 feet for the proposed bridge. The only question 
involved between the people of Philadelphia and the corporations 
+ Sor the elevation shall be 50 or 70 feet, a question of a rise 
of 20 feet. 

Mr. McPHERSON. [If there is any special reason why the 
bridge should be raised higher it is one that does not appear in 
any of the reports of the Chief of Engineers, they having been ap- 
proved by the Secretary of War. The bridge is now under con- 
struction, and it seems to be of sufficient height and width to ac- 
commodate the commerce of the river. 

Mr. QUAY. I should liks, if the Senate will indulge me, to 
have the petitions read. I suppose it will not occupy more than a 
few minutes. 

Mr. HALE. Let them be printed, 

Mr. FRYE. It will take some time. I read nearly all of them 
in Major Raymond’s report. 

Mr. QUAY. The Senator from Maine did not read the peti- 
tions. . 

Mr. FRYE. It will take a long while to read them. 

Mr. HALE. Let them be printed. 

Mr. QUAY. Then I renew my motion to lay on the table. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 
motion of the Senator from Pennsylvania to lay on the table the 
motion of the Senator from New Jersey to reconsider. 

Mr. QUAY. Did I understand from the remarks of the Senator 
from seg Jersey that he is ready to withdraw his motion to re- 
consider? 

Mr. McCPHERSON. No, sir. The motion has been made and 
is in the possession of the Senate for action after the statement of 
the Senator from Maine [Mr. Fryz] and the statement of the 
Senator from Pennsylvania [Mr. Quay]. I stated that if Ihad 
been put in possession of the papers which came to me from those 
towns in the State of New Jersey, I do not think I would have 
entered the motion. But still at the same time I do not see that 
in the statements made they make a very clear case that the bridge 
is not of sufficient height and the span of sufficient width. 

Mr. HALE. Let us have the regular order. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 
motion of the Senator from Pennsylvania to lay on the table the 
motion of the Senator from New Jersey to reconsider. 

Mr. FRYE. On that I ask for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered, and the Secretary proceeded 
to call the roll. 

Mr. COKE (when his name was called). Iam paired with the 
Senator from Oregon [Mr. Dora}. 

Mr. DUBOIS (when his name was called), I am paired with 
the Senator from New Jersey [Mr. Surrx]. 

Mr. HANSBROUGH (when his name was called). Iam paired 
with the junior Senator from Illinois [Mr. PALMER}. 

Mr. PASCO (when his name was called). Iam paired with the 
Senator from North Carolina [Mr. PrircHarD]}. In his absence 
I withhold my vote. 

Mr. ROACH (when his name was called). I am paired with 
the Senator from California [Mr. Perkins]. If he were present 
I should vote ‘‘yea.” 

Mr. WILSON of Towa (when his name was called). Iam paired 
with the Senator from Georgia [Mr. GorRDON]. Ido not see him 
present, and withhold my vote. 

The roll call was concluded. 

Mr. GALLINGER (after having voted in the affirmative). I 
ask if the junior Senator from Texas [Mr. Mirus] has voted? 
a VICE-PRESIDENT. He has not voted, the Chair is ad- 


Mr. GALLINGER. Iam paired with the junior Senator from 
Texas [Mr. Mu.is], but will transfer my pair to the Senator from 
Nevada [Mr. Jonrs] and let my vote stand, 

Mr. DANIEL. I beg leave to state that Iam paired with the 
Senator from Washington [Mr. Squire}. 

The result was anno —yeas 37, nays 10; as follows: 


Gorman, Martin, Ransom, 
Hawley, M Sherman, 
Hill, Turpie, 
Hunton, Vest, 


Kyle, Peff Walsh, 
Lindsay, latt, Washburn, 


McMillan. 
Manderson, 


Aldri 
—" 
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NAYS—10. 
Chandler, Frye, Harris, 
Dixon, George, McPherson, 
Fauikner, Hale, Mitchell of Wis. 


NOT VOTING—41. 


Berry, Daniel, Jones of Nev. Smith, 
Bianchard, Dolph, Mantle, Squire, 
Brice, Dubois, Mills, Stewart, 
Burrows, Gibson, Mitchell of Oreg. Vilas 
Butler, Gordon, Palmer, 
Caffery, Gray, Pasco, 
Call, Hansbrough, Perkins, 
Camden, Higgins, Pettigrew, 
Cockrell, Hoar, Pritchard, 
Coke, Irby, Roach, 
Cullom, Jones of Ark. Shoup, 


So the motion to reconsider was laid on the table. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The joint resolution stands passed. 

Mr. QUAY. I ask that the papers to which I referred be 
printed in the REcorD. 

There being no objection, the papers were ordered to be printed, 
as follows: 


List of resolutions of commercial organizations and clubs, also cities and 
townson Delaware River, in qoson to projected bridge across the Delaware 
River between the city of Ph elphia and New Jersey with insufficient height 
above mean high water and mogogants width of draw, etc.: Preamble and reso- 
lution of the Trades League of Philadelphia; preamble and resolution of Manu- 
facturers’ Club of Philadelphia; preamble and resolution of Commercial Ex- 
change of Philadelphia; preamble and resolution of Philadelphia Produce 
Exchange; preamble and resolution of the Hardware Merchants and Manu- 
facturers’ Association; preamble and resolution of — Yacht Club; 
preamble and resolution of Corinthian Yacht Club; preamble and resolution 
of Trenton Board of Trade, May 24, 1894; — and resolution of Trenton 
Board of Trade, vos Ba 1895; preamble and resolution of mayor and city 
council of Burlington, N. J., February 5, 1895; peoenstie and resolution of 
common council of Beverly, N.J., February 15, 1895; preamble and resolution 
of mayor and council of borough of Riverton, N.J., January 29, 1895; pream- 
ble and resolution of township committee of township of Palmyra, N. J. 
January 29, 1895; preamble and resolution of burgess and council of borough o: 
Bristol, Pa., Jamvuary 23, 1895. 

THE TRADES LEAGUE OF PHILADYZLPHIA. 
{Resolutions adopted January 10, 1895.] 


Whereas a bridge across the Delaware River, between Philadelphia and 
New Jersey, is to be constructed by the Pennsylvania and New Jersey Rail- 
road Company; and 

Whereas the _renns plans for the bridge provide that it shall be but 50 feet 
above mean high water; and 

Whereas this height is insufficient for the free passage of steamboats and 
other craft which even now in large numbers use that t of the river; and 

Whereas it is but reasonable to expect that the traffic in the upper Dela- 
ware will in the near future increase, not only as to volume, but also as to the 
size of the craft employed—the Delaware River being an important link in the 
chain of water communication between the Southern and the Eastern States, 
via the Chesapeake and Delaware and Delaware and Raritan canals; and 

Whereas the United States Government is now expending large sums of 
meee in bettering and deepening the channel in vicinity of the proposed 

ridge; an 
Whaseas the bri will be a public bridge, the use of which may, and 
doubtless will, be extended in the future to admit much greater and more 
varied traffic than now exists; and 

Whereas the » of vessels through a draw is, from the nature of the 
operation, attended with delay, often aggravated by unpropitious weather, 
or + causes, which lead to sailing vessels missing the draw at first trial; 
an 

Whereas the use of a drawbridge is necessarily embarrassing and hurtfui 
to the traffic passing through the draw, as it is also detrimental to the inter- 
ests ing over the bridge, by interfering with the swift and regular move- 
ment of trains, thus tnerenshng the peril of accidents; and 7 

Whereas there are above the site of the bridge 5} miles of deep-water river 
front within the city of Philadelphia, and at least 15 miles more of such river 
front beyond the city's limits ween the Pennsylvania side alone, all of which, 
at small cost, may be made available for the expanding commerce and manu- 
facturing inte of Philadelphia; and 

Whereas the erection of a low bridge must inevitably deteriorate the value 
of such river-front property and unfit it for the pu above stated; and 

Whereas the cost of clovelins the bridge toa minimum height of 70 feet 
above mean water would be insignificant as compared with the damages 
inflicted upon the commerce of the river and the loss in value to the upper 
river front, as well as upon the thriving towns of the upper Delaware, and 
upon the railroad company itself; and 

hereas the right of the people of this city, of this State, of New Jersey 
and of the whole country to enjoyment of all the natural advantages of 
a great navigable river is incontestable, be it, and by the Trades League of 
Philadelphia it is, hereby 

Resolved, That the Trades League of Philadelphia protests against various 
features in connection with the construction of the proposed bridge, and par- 
ticularly against any bridge having a less clearance than 70 feet above mean 

h water. 
esolved, That the Trades League invites the cooperation of kindred com- 
mercial organizations of Pennsylvania and New Jersey to unite in this move- 


ment. 
Resolved, 'That a special committee of seven be appotated by the chair to 
take charge of this subject and present this protest to the Secretary of War. 


Wilson of Iowa, 
Wilson of Wash. 


PHILADELPHIA, January 15, 1895. 


Sir: The Trades ieee of Senate a commercial organization with 
a membership of over 1,700 firms, indiv duals, or corporations, begs to submit 
to you, inclosed (a), certain resolutions adopted unanimously at the monthly 
memes of the board of directors of the Trades League on January i0, 1895, 
respe e° proposed bri over the Delaware River to connect Philadel- 
pe and New Jersey, which the Pennsylvania and New Jersey Railroad con- 
emplate erecting under authority of 5. 1950. 
e now respectfully ask that you will fix a time for posstving and hearin 

a committee resenting commercial interests of Philadelphia, Pennsy!- 
facts and ond ee thet will en e eae 
@ reques uu or oO - 

ization and tho, mecting at Philadelphia of a Pourd of United States expert 
e rs to which highly t matter of the construction of a 
dge over one of the na’ ble streams in the country may be re- 
ferred. Weare confident that to such a board facts can be presented which 
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show that and irreparable injury to commercial 


and other inter- 
of o CSS a hee 
s that have n approv e War Department. 

“a oie upon the part of the ee interests involved in the preserva- 
tion from hurt of this natural and national highway has heretofore been taken 
because of the confidence entertained that all the interests thus menaced 
would be protected by the judicious action of the board of wardens of the 
port of Philadelphia or by board of harbor commissioners. But you will 
perceive upon examination of the accom yine report (b) from the said board 
of wardens, under date of January 8, 1 t the board has discovered, to 
the surprise of the community, that it has been declared to have no jurisdic- 
tion over the matter. Hence the necessity for action by our organization in 
bringing the subject to your attention, as per inclosed resolutions (a), which 
were adopted on the 10th instant, only two days after the report of the board 
of wardens (b). It has thus become necessary that there should be recourse 
to the authority by law in you for the prevention of the infliction of a 
great wrong upon the large body of American citizens whose right to free 
and unobstructed use of Delaware River is threatened with restriction and 
obstruction, absolutely without any need for such injury, by the contem- 

plated action of the Pennsylvania and New Jersey Raiiroad Company. 
Much has been said of late, in the public prints and elsewhere, of the ne- 
cessity that the great natural highways, the rivers, shall not be obstructed 


by brid ane eepert, Pe ae i: the proposed North River bri 
his mate cenr the act that the ofa 


rivate corporation to invade 
and to injure an important natural c commerce belonging, in fact, 
to the people of the whole country should not be permitted to have success. 

With respect to the proposed bridge over the Delaware, the public mind, 
rarely closely fixed upon such matters in their earlier stages of promotion, 
has been confused by the variety of legislation presented from time to time 
or finally procured in the interest of bridge enterprises to cross the Delaware 
at Philadelphia. These have included in 1894: 

1. National legislation (three,if not four bills). 

2. Legislation by the State of New Jersey. 

3. A charter from State of New Jersey. 

4. A charter from State of Pennsylvania. 

5. An ordinance from the councils of Philadel 

Thus it has been difficult for the people to follow or clearly to discern the 

urpose of all the movements toward a conclusion which menaces their in- 

erestsin a serious manner. This may be argued asa reason of weight why 
the whole matter shall be heard and examined by ~~ expert commission com- 
posed of engineers United States Army before dazuage shall be done beyond 
probability of repair. 

The board of engineers having in charge the task of considering plans for 
a new bridge over the North River at New York required that the structure 
should have a height of 150 feet clear above mean high water, with no pier or 
other obstruction in the river, and a single h of span of 4,100 feet be- 
tween the pier head lines. The plans for the ige over the Delaware at 
Philadelphia propose an extreme height of only 530 feet with four piers within 
a distance across the stream of 8% feet. In the deep-water channel at the 
draw, where there is nearly 35 feet depth at low water, there are to be located 
within a distance of 355 feet piers 100 feet in width. The mere 
statement of such a case, contr with the facts relating to the bridge 
over the North River, surely will ge you strongly with the necessity 
that steps shall be taken to check attempt to injure the navigation of 
the upper Delaware. : é 

We invite your attention to the fact’that between April 2and June li, 
1894, an unusual number of bills relatingto at the Delaware at 
Sa were introduced to the Senate or at Washington. On 
April 2 Senator QUAY presented a bill (S. 1843) such a bridge, and 
this on April 12 was returned to the Senate nator Vist, of Committee 
on Commerce, with amendments, “Provided, tno piers or other structures 
shall be constructed within the waterway of the Delaware River between 
the established pier head lines; And t , That the bridge shall 
havea clear height of 150 feet above mean high water.” 

On April 25 Senator CAMERON presented a wholly new and very different 
bill, providing for a b across the Delaware at Philadelphia, and with a 
height of only 40 feet, and for five piers between the pier-head lines. 

As the necessity for prompt action in this matter for the correction of an 
Sapenens wrong, which will be forever beyond correction if the bridge shall 
be built as is now proposed, will be asapparent to you as it is to us, we would 
respectfully urge you to grant the request for a ing for the committee 
at your earliest convenience. 

We are, respectfully, yours, 
WM. W. FOULKROD, President. 
J. N. FITZGERALD, Becretary. 
WALTER WOOD, Chairman Committee. 
Hon. Dante 8S. LAMONT 


Secretary of War, Washington, D.C. 


THe COMMERCIAL EXCHANGE OF PHILADELPHIA, 

i ia, January 22, 1895. 
of the board of directors of the Commercial Exc », held 
—— 22,1 the following preambles and resolution were unanimously 
= ad: 


ereas permission has been obtained and plans have been prepared by the 
Pennsyl and New Jersey Railroad Company for the construction of a 
drawbridge across the Delaware River at lphia, which plans provide 
for a least height of only 50 feet above mean high water; and 

Whereas the nning of the Delaware at Philadelphia by a bridge at solow 
an elevation as that aforesaid would create a serious impediment to the free 
navigation of a national waterway and tend to interfere especially with the 
aa = ee of the commerce of the city of Philadelphia and contiguous 

erritory; an 

Whereas the lagiaie tion prenting the right to construct the proposed bridge 
has been obtained without a sufficient ee ee been accorded to 
the mercantile and commercial interests affected to be heard in regard tothe 
project: Therefore, 

Be it resolved, That the Commercial Exchange of Philadelphia respectfully 
petition the Secretary of War to oupotes a of expert engineers at 
an early date to hear testimony on subject and todetermine if the interests 
of the community do not ae that the bridge should be built at 
a materiall eater eleva’ above the w than is contemplated and 
authorized in the present plans. 


Ata meetin 


E. L. ROGERS, President. 
C. ROSS SMITH, Secretary. 
PHILADELPHIA PrRopuce EXCHANGE, 
Philadelphia, January 23, 1895. 
following preambles and resolution were unanimously ited by the 
ice Exchange of cho go at 
to-day, and copies of sam Co tat pant Paces % president, duly 
gealed. were to be forwarded to Hon Dante Seeretary of War: 
Whereas the Pennsylvania and New Jersey Railroad Company contem- 


plates the erection of a drawbridge across the Delaware River, the proposed 
elevation of which, being not more than 50 feet above mean high water, wuuld 
be insufficient to permit the free navigation of an important national water- 
Way, and would therefore impede the natural growth of the commerce of 
Philadelphia and the territory contiguous thereto; and 
reas the capuietton granting the right to erect the proposed bridge had 

been secured before = realization of its effect upon business in- 
terests had evoked seriousobjection to the movement: It is 

Resolved, That the directors of the Philade!phia Produce Exchange unite 
with the Trades League and other commercial organizations in an appeal to 
the Secretary of War to appoint a committee of expert engineers to hear tes- 
timony and decide if the interests of the community do not require that the 
bridge should have a greater elevation above the mean high level of the chan- 
nel t. that contemplated by the present — 

VM. 8S. EMLEY, President. 
HOWARD AUSTIN, Secretary. 


MANUFACTURERS’ CLUB OF PHILADELPHIA. 


At the monthly meeting of the Manufacturers’ Club held on January 21, 
1895, the following preambles and resolutions relative to the proposed bridge 
across the Delaware River between Philadelphia and New Jersey were unani-_ 
a qhovted and committee appointed to present the same to the Secre- 


ar: 
“Wiseoes the plans for the construction of a proposed bridge over the Dela- 
ware River at Philadelphia provtie that the greatest height of the structure 


above mean high water shall be but 50 feet; and 

Whereas it is believed that this elevation is not sufficiently great to permit 
the safe and free navigation of a stream which is an important natural and 
national highway belonging to the whole body of the American people: and 

Whereas as public attention has but recently been directed to this im por- 
tant matter, justice would appear to require that a hearing shall be given to 
other interests than those represented in the bridge project before a struc- 
ture which will permanently affect the commerce of the Delaware River shail 
be erected: Be it, and by the Manufacturers’ Club of Philadelphia it i 


Resolved, That the Secretary of War be respectfully but urgently requested 
to have appointed a committee of expert military engineers to examine the 
matter, to take testimony, and to determine if the plans f* should 
not be chan; so as to require the further elevation of the structure 
Resolved, t the subject be referred to the committee on commerce and 
transportation with instructions to present these resolutions to the Secre- 
tary of War, and to take such other action as may be deemed necessary in 


the premises. 
WM. 8S. STOCKTON, 
Assistant Secretary. 


wr the bridge 


PHILADELPHIA, Pa., January 2%, 1395. 
Sir: Herewith I Lem Song inclose a copy of preambles and resolutions unani- 


mously passed on the Zist instant by the Manufacturers’ Cinb of this city with 
respect to the pro; construction of a drawbridge across the Delaware 
River at Philadelphia. 

[trust the reasonableness of the request embodied in these resolutions 
(which have been dictated solely in the spirit of fair play toward all) wiil com- 


mend itself to your judgment, and that you will see your way to take the 
needful action toavert what, if consummated, would be a grave, though per 
haps unintentional, injustice to the commercial interests of the Delaware 
River. The bridge in question will, if constructed, be the first between the 
ocean and the head of tide water to span this national waterway. Not only 
is it and reasonable that so important a project as this (which, I repeat, 
has for its object the erection of the first bridge across the Delaware between 
the ocean and tide water) should not be undertaken until after the public 
has been granted ample opportunity to be heard pro and con, but the neglect 
of such precaution would create what in the future might prove to be a most 
dangerous precedent. 

I might mention that the local authorities, the harbor commissioners of Phila- 
delphia and the port wardens, who had m looked to to exercise a super- 
Sa have recently declared their lack of jurisdiction in the prem- 
ises; the to you. 

A committee of the Manufacturers’ Club purpose waiting upon you in per- 
mary the 26th instant by appointment with a copy of the resolutions here- 
with in 

Yours, respectfully, 

JOHN H. CONVERSE, 
Vice-President 

Hon. DANTEL S. LAMONT, 

Secretary of War, Washington, D. C. 


Protest of Trenton (N. J.) Board of Trade against a bridge of insufficient 
elevation. 

On May 24, 1894, the following resolution was unanimously passed by the 
Trenton of Trade. and a copy sent to the Secretary of War and toeach 
of the New Jersey members of Congress: 

Whereas application to Congress has been made by certain parties for 
authority to construct a railroad bridge across the Delaware River between 
Camden and Philadelphia; and 

Whereas the construction of said bridge. unless built at a sufficient eleva 
tion, might prove a serious obstacle to navigation, particularly if the proposed 
ye across New Jersey should become an accomplished fact: There- 

ore, 

Resolved, That the Board of Trade, while heartily approving, in a general 
ware the idea of a railroad bridge at the location specified, does most emphat 
ically protest against permission being granted for the construction of any 
style of a bri that might in mewn obstruct or interfere with the free 
navigation of the Delaware River by vessels of the largest size. 

Resolved, That a copy of the above be transmitted to the New Jersey mem- 
bers of Congress. 


Resolution of Board of Trade of Trenton, N. J 
TRENTON, N. J., January 10, 1895. 

Ata meeting of the Board of Trade of Trenton, N. J., held on the 3d instant, 
the following was unanimously adopted: 

‘Whereas the plans for the new railroad bridge at or near EnGoteitin, 

seem to indicate that there will he only a clearance of some 530 feet above 

water for the of vessels under the same: Therefore, 
That in the opinion of this Board of Trade the clearance should 


be at least 70 feet above -water mark for the needed free passage of many 
of the water craft at that point. 
Very respectfully, 


WM. W. STELLE, Secretary. 
The above has been sent to the Secretary of War. 
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Preambles and _ resolutions passed by the city of Burlington, N. J., February 
5, 1895, and copy of same sent to Secretary of War. 


Whereas the Pennsylvaniaand New Jersey Railroad Company contemplate 
the construction of a drawbridge over the Delaware Riyer at Philadelphia, 
in accordance with authority nted under a recent act of Congress; and 

Whereas the pr rity of the city of Burlington is vitally connected with 
the maintenance of the unobstructed navigation of the upper Delaware, 
which is a competitive meansof transportation of the greatest benefit to this 
community: erefore, 

Resolved, That the mayor and city councils of Burlington earnestly and 
respectfully petition the Secretary of War to appoint a commission of expert 
engineers who shall hear testimony and provide that the aforesaid draw- 
bridge shall be constructed at sufficient height above the water to permit 
the free and unhampered passage of the upriver traffic, and so preserve to 
the public their rightfui advantage in this national waterway. 


Resolution of common council of city of Beverly, N. J. 


Whereas the authority has been given to the Pennsylvania and New Jersey 
Railroad Company to build a drawbridge at P' elphia across the Dela- 
ware River, which, uniess constructed at a sufficient height above the sur- 
face of the water, will seriously impede the movement of craft plying be- 
tween the towns along the ar Delaware and points below the location of 
the proposed drawbridge: Therefore, 

Resolved, That the mayor and city council of Beverly respectfully petition 
the Secretary of War to appoint a commission of expert United States engi- 
neers to hear testimony from all the interests concerned and decide upon 
the clearance above the water which would be fair and equitable to all. 

The above resolution was adopted by the common council of the city of 
ak at a meeting held February 15, 1895. 


ELLWOOD P. RODMAN, City Clerk. 


, 


Preambies and resolution passed by the borough of Riverton, N. J., January 
29, 1895, and copy of same sent to the tary of War. 


Whereas the citizens of Riverton, realizing the advantages accruing from 
a free competitive water route, are deeply interested in the ——— of 
the unobstructed navigation of the u r Delaware River for both passenger 
and freight craft of the largest practicable size; and 

Whereas it is apparent that the proposed drawbridge of the Pennsylvania 
and New Jersey Railroad Company across the Delaware at oa will 
eee a serious impediment to the free passage of the upriver c unless 

he bridge is constructed at a considerably greater height above the water 
than now contemplated: erefore, 

Resolved, That the mayor and councils of the borough of Riverton respect- 
fully petition the Secretary of War to appoint at an early date a commission 
of United States engineers to hear tes ony and decide whether or not an 
equitable regard for the re of the le does not require that the bri 
in question, if built, shoal elevated above the height now provided for 


the plans. 
EDWARD H. OGDEN, Mayor. 
E. C. STOUGHTON, Clerk. 


Preambles and resolution passed by the township of Palm 
1895, and copy of same sent to the Secretary of War. 


Whereas permission has been given and plans drawn by the Pennsylvania 
and New Jersey Railroad Company for the erection of a drawbridge across 
the Delaware River at Philadelphia; and 

Whereas the said drawbridge, if not constructed at a greater height above 
the water than is specified in the present will materially interfere with 
the free navigation of the river above P elphia, and so tend to the detri- 
ment of this and neighbo: communities: Therefore, 

Resolved, That the to Pp committee of the township of Palmyra re- 
spectfully urge upon the Secretary of War the importance of st a 

on of expert engineers to decide upon the proper height at which 
the aforesaid bri should be built without infringement upon the rights of 


any of the inte concerned. 
R.L. TEMPLE, Chairman. 
F. L. SMITH, Clerk. 


January 29, 


BOROUGH OF BRISTOL. 


Whereas the Pennsylvania and New Jersey Railroad Company has been 
ted authority to construct a drawbridge across the Delaware River at 
hiladelphia, the plans for which provide for a height of only 50 feet above 
mean high water; and 
Whereas a bridge at so low an altitude would Breve a needless obstruction 
of the most serious character to the free navigation of the upper Delaware 
River and tend to restrict the growth of the commercial interests of Bristol 
and adjacent river towns, whose traffic is largely river borne; and 
Whereas it is of vital importance to the prosperity of these towns and the 
extensive country tributary te them that the freest possible navigation of 
the Delaware River be preserved: Therefore 
a oe the burgess one ee of a borough of meen ae 
on the Secretary ar to appoint a commission of expert engi- 
seeke eo hear testimony from the various interests affected by the erection 
of the prepeet bridge, with a view of granting justice toall and preventin 
a wrong being wrought to the communities situated on the shores o 


this national waterway. 
THOMAS B. HARKINS, Burgess. 


Attest: 
J. WESLEY WRIGHT, Clerk. 


(SEAL.] 
BRISTOL, PA.. January 23, 1895. 
I certify that the above was unanimously adopted at a regular meeting of 
ees and council of Bristol Boroug’ held this date. 
J. WESLEY WRIGHT, Clerk. 


JANUARY 15, 1895. 
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: Therefore 

Resolved, That the Hardware , tion 
of Philadelphia, in the interests of fair play and lustice to all, hereby unites 


with th mercial in Secre- 
See ene elas for the clttinn ct a lseetd of Usnted Gteves ihaginess ot 


FEBRUARY 23, 


——, to receive testimony on this important subject, and to afford 
an opportunity for a full and free consideration of the question in all its bear- 


ings. 
oe W. N. SUPPLEE, President. 
T. JAMES FERNLEY, Secretary. 


Resolution of the Corinthian Yacht Club of Eatnteiite at the second gen- 
eral meeting on February 14, 1895. 


Whereas authority has been given by Congress to the Pennsylvania and 
New Jersey Railroad Company to construct a drawbridge (with six piers be- 
At — and shore) across the water of the Delaware River at Philadel- 
phia; an 

Whereas the pawe for the said bridge contemplate a height of only 50 feet 
above mean high water, and a width of but 125 feet for the eee and 

Whereas the erection of the bridge at so low an altitude above the water, 
and with so narrow a draw ,. would prove an obstruction to the free 
passage of a © number of the pleasure yachts, which now include in their 
sailing course the beautiful portions of the Delaware River above the site of 
the proposed bridge, and would accordingly curtail seriously a legitimate and 
healthful recreation: Therefore, 

Resolved, That the Corinthian Yacht Club of Philadelphia earnestly peti- 
tion the Secretary of War to appoint at an early date a commission of expert 
engineers to review the plans of the projected bridge and allow to all parties 
interested an opportunity to present their views. 

EDGAR T. SCOTT, Commodore. 
ADDISON F. BANCROFT, Secretary. 


Custom-Hovussz, COLLECTOR'S OFFICE, 
Trenton, N. J., January 1h, 1895. 
Srr: I write you concerning the new bridge across the Delaware River, above 
Philadelphia, Pa. The measurements, as they have been given to me, give 
only an average height of 50 feet above high-water mark. I think this would 
be a great mistake,and seriously interfere with navigation. This bridge,in 
my judgment, should be at least from 70 to 75 feet above high-water mark. 
Having | over fifty years’ espereece on the river, would be very sorry to 
see navigation obsterecked by bridge. 
Respectfully, yours, 
JOHN A. WILSON, Collector. 


Hon. SECRETARY OF WAR, 
Washington, D. C. 


The resolutions in protest against present plans of bridge across Delaware 
River to be built by Pennsylvania and New Jersey Railroad Compare, as 
adopted iy he Philadelphia Yacht Club at their annual meeting, held Feb- 
ruary 6, 1895, are as follows: 

Resolved, That the Philadelphia Yacht Club condemn the plan of the pro- 

bridge of the Pennsylvania and New Jersey Railroad Company across 
he Delaware River from Bridesburg, Pa., to Fishers Point, N. J., because 
of the insufficient height of the structure (50 feet) above the water. There 
are few yachts owned in this city that could pass thereunder without strik- 
ing their ts, but many which could not, at a height of 50 feet, and the 
use of the w for yachts would be wholly impracticable. All yachtsmen 
and owners of vessels know that the draw of a railroad bridge is of little value 
to sail craft. Tenders of draws of railroad bridges, either in obedience to or- 
ders of the superior officers (who generally act in that ——- as if they 
owned the river, or think they do, or have the same opinion themselves) suit 
their own sweet in the opening of the draws, and no time is in their 
opinion too long for vessels, and especially yachts, to wait. This has been 
the experience of yachtsmen and vessel owners everywhere, and we have no 
reason to belicve that the present proposed structure across the Delaware 
will be managed differently. i 

The officials of the Pennsylvania and New Jersey Railroad Company and 
the United States engineers, with little or no consideration for the interests 
of vessel owners, or even for the welfare of the city, have approved the plan 
herein condemned. 

This fact should have little weight with the authorities at Washington or 
with the people, for some of these same United States engineers have ap- 
proved the dumping of earth, etc. (taken from the islands opposite the city), 
into the harbors of the heading Philadelphia yacht clubs, between Little Tin- 
icum Island and the mainland, without the consent of the riparian owners, 
when they knew, or should have known, if they were competent, that the 
same earth, etc., would soon wash (asa large portion, if not the most of it, 
has washed) into the ship channel below. 

It isnot true that the location of the bridge will not interfere with the 
class of craft that navigate this part of the river. Hundreds of freight ves- 
sels and pa pass t — annually. 

We believe that the only proper way to do justice to all interests in the 
location and construction of this bri is to submit it to a commission of 
competent persons to take testimony and to fully consider all the interests 
that wal probelk be affected. 

The e] Yacht Club, believing that the location of the eeapeees 
bridge at a height of 50 feet would be an irreparable injury to the ts of 
owners of vessels and goceas, enemy request our Congressmen to do allin 
their power to secure the a tment of the commission referred to so that 
the interests of the city and vessel owners generally may be protected. 

Resolved, That a copy of these resolutions be sent to the Secretary of War, 
Gen. Thomas L. Casey, and to each of our Senators and city Congressmen. 

FRANCIS SHUNK BRO , Commodore. 
J. G. RAMSDELL, Secretary. 


HOUSE BILLS REFERRED. 


The bill o> 8659) to authorize the construction of bridges 
across the ery and Clinch rivers, in the State of Tennessee, 
was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Com- 


merce. 

The bill (H. R. 8900) to amend section 9 of an act entitled ‘‘An 
act to authorize the City, Pittsburg and Gulf Railroad 
Company to construct and operate a eaitroal , telegraph, and tele- 
phone line through the Indian Territory, and for other purposes,” 
was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Ter- 
ritories. 

PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT presented a petition of the Choctaw 
Nation of Indians relative to the claim against the United States 
on account of the lands of the Wichita Reservation, and Graying 
that they may be allowed to plead their cause before the Court 
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Claims and the Supreme Court of the United States; which was 
ordered to lie on the table. Y f 

Mr. DUBOIS presented a concurrent resolution of the nee 
ture of the State of Idaho; which was read, and ordered to lie on 
the table, as follows: 

{House concurrent resolution No. 8. By Johnson.] 
Concurrent resolution against the passage = on — — a 
is a bill now pending before the Senate of the 

Gaeenn  commnany known as the pooling bill,” the object of which is to en- 
ableall the railroad com es in the United States to organize themselves into 
a gigantic trust, controlling the transporta business of the whole country, 
and thus place the commerce of the nation, and the employment and w 
of nearly 1,000,000 laboring men, at the mercy of a vast corporate monopoly, 
controlling more than eleven hundred millions of capital: and r 

Whereas we believe that the effect of the passage of said “pooling bill 
can not be otherwise than disastrous to the people, and tend to still further 
a them beneath the iron heel of corporate greed and rapacity: 


— canine by the house of representatives of the State of Idaho (the senate 


ing herein), First. That our Senators and they are hereby, in- 
structed and earnestly requested to vote t and use every effort possible 


t the of the said pooling bill. : 
" peek. That acopy of this preamble and resolution be immediately for- 
warded toes —r AD. 18 
re ee W. J. McCONNELL, Governor. 
EXECUTIVE DEPARTMENT, Secretary's Office, State of Idaho, 


I, Isaac W. Garrett, secre ofthe State of Idaho, do hereby ass that 
the annexed is a full, true, and complete transcript of house concurrent reso- 
lution No. 8, which was filed in this office the 9th day of February, A. D. 1895, 
and admitted to record. 

In testimony whereof, I have hereunto set my hand and affixed the great 
seal of the State. Done at Boise City, the capital of Idaho, this 9th day of 


b , A. D. 1895. 
“eee I. W. GARRETT, Secretary of State. 


Mr. SHERMAN presented a petition of 40 citizens of Ironton, 
Ohio, praying for the adoption of an amendment to the Constitu- 
tion of the United States providing that ‘‘ no State shall grant the 
right of franchise to any person who is not a citizen of the United 
States;” which was referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

He also presented a petition of 40 citizens of McCutchenville, 
Ohio, and a petition of 125 citizens of Dayton, Ohio, praying for 
the adoption of an amendment to the Constitution of the United 
States prohibiting the appropriation of moneys for sectarian insti- 
tutions; which were referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. VEST presented the petition of N. Porter and sundry other 
citizens of the State of Washington, praying for the enactment of 
legislation providing for the free coinage of silver; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. GEORGE presented a memorial of 40 citizens of Senatobia, 
Miss., ministers of the Baptist Church, remonstrating against the 
submission by Congress to the several States of a joint resolution 
amendatory of the Constitution of the United States in respect to 
the Christian religion; which was referred to the Committee on 
the Judiciary. 

Mr. CAMERON presented petitions of 108 citizens of Pittsburg, 
of 42 citizens of Mercersburg, of 40 citizens of Irwin, and of 70 
citizens of Pleasantville, all in the State of Pennsylvania, praying 
for the adoption of an amendment to the Constitution of the 
United States providing that ‘‘no State shall grant the right of 
franchise to any person who is not a citizen of the United States;” 
which were referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

He also presented a petition of 42 citizens of Mercersburg, Pa., 
and a petition of 70 citizens of Pleasantville, Pa., praying for the 
adoption of an amendment to the Constitution of the United 
States prohibiting the appropriation of moneys for sectarian in- 
stitutions; which were referred to the Committee on the Judi- 
ciary. 

Mr. GIBSON. I present the memorial of J. W. Albaugh, of 
Washington, D.C., remonstrating against the adoption of the pro- 

d amendment in the sundry civil ————. bill condemn- 
ing certain property in the city of Washington, D. C., known as 
the ‘ Blaine lot.” 

I move that the memorial lie on the table, and that it be printed. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. LINDSAY presented a petition of sundry citizens of Hodg- 
ensville, Ky., praying that an appropriation be made for the erec- 
tion of a monument at the birthplace of Abraham Lincoln; which 
was referred to the Committee on the Library. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES, 


Mr. VEST, from the Committee on Commerce, to whom was re- 
ferred the bill (H. R. 8880) to authorize the Pittsburg, Mononga- 
hela and Wheeling Railroad Company to construct a bridge over 
the Monongahela River, reported it without amendment. 

Mr. PASCO, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to whom 
was referred the bill fe" R. 5005) to remove the charge of deser- 
tion from the record of William Albin, late of Company D, Thirty- 
fourth Regiment Indiana Volunteers, reported it with an amend- 
ment, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. MANDERSON, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to 
whom was referred the bill (S. 2441) for the relief of the heirs of 
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the late Col. Israel C. Woodruff, reported it with an amendment, 
and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. FRYE, from the Committee on Commerce, to whom was re- 
ferred an amendment submitted by himself on the 22d instant, 
intended to be proposed to the sundry civil appropriation bill, re- 
ported favorably thereon, and moved that it be referred to the 
Committee on a rag which was agreed to. 

_He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the 
bill (S. 2720) to amend section 1 of chapter 398 of the laws of 1882, 
entitled ‘“‘An act to provide for deductions from the gross ton- 
nage of vessels of the United States,” reported it with amend- 
ments. 

Mr. FRYE. On the 2istinstant I reported, from the Committee 
on Commerce, an amendment intended to be proposed to the 
naval appropriation bill. The purpose of the amendment is to 
promote the efficiency of the Revenue-Cutter Service. I now sub- 
mit astatement of fact, in the nature of a report, which I ask may 
be referred to the Committee on Appropriations, to accompany 
the amendment heretofore reported by me and referred to that 
committee. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. It will be so ordered in the absence 
of objection. 

Mr. McMILLAN, from the Committee on the District of Colum- 
bia, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 8057) to incorporate the 
East Washington Belt Line Railway Company, reported it with 
an amendment. 

Mr. GORMAN, from the Committee on Commerce, to whom 
was referred the bill (S. 2721) to amend the river and harbor act 
of August 7, 1894, providing for improving the outer harbor of 
Brunswick, Ga., reported it with amendments. 

Mr. HALE, from the Committee on Naval Affairs, to whom was 
referred an amendment submitted by Mr. GALLINGER on the 22d 
instant, intended to be proposed to the naval appropriation bill, 
reported favorably thereon, and moved that it be referred to the 
Committee on Appropriations and printed; which was agreed to. 

Mr. GALLINGER.~ Iam directed by the Committee on Pen- 
sions, to whom was referred the bill (H.R.8127) to provide in- 
crease of pension to Hosea Brown, of the war of 1812, to report it 
with an amendment, and submit a report thereon. This soldier 
is 103 years old, and the bill will have to go to the House, having 
been amended by the committee. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Let it go over. 
measures will be considered. 

Mr. GALLINGER. It is very kind of the Senator if he prom- 
ises that. 

Mr. COCKRELL. We have already set aside Tuesday night 
for the consideration of unobjected bills. 

Mr. GALLINGER. All right. 

= guia eh aaa. The bill will be placed on the Cal- 
endar. 


On Tuesday night all such 


COMMITTEE ON PACIFIC RAILROADS. 


Mr. CAMDEN. From the Committee to Audit and Control the 
Contingent Expenses of the Senate I report favorably a resolution, 
for which I ask present consideration. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. FavuLkKNerR in the chair), 
The resolution will be stated. 

The SecRETARY. A resolution submitted by Mr. Morean on 
the 22d instant, instructing the Committee on Pacific Railroads 
to continue during the coming recess of Congress the investiga- 
tions authorized by the resolution of October 13, 1893, into the con- 
dition of the bond-aided Pacific railway companies. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there objection to the present 
consideration of the resolution? 

Mr. CHANDLER. I object. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Objection is made, and the res- 
olution will be placed on the Calendar. 

DISCARDED HEATING APPARATUS. 

Mr. CAMDEN. I report from the Committee to Audit and 
Control the Contingent Expenses of the Senate a resolution for 
which I ask immediate consideration. 

The Secretary read the resolution, as follows: 


Resolved, That the Sergeant-at-Arms of the Senate is hereby authorized 
and directed to turn over to the Architect of the Capitol any portion of the 


peeing & ratus lately discarded at the Maltby Building, that may be use- 
ful in the Botanical Garden. 

Mr. CAMDEN. I will explain thatthe resolution simply grants 
permission for the transfer to the Botanical Garden of a boiler 


that is notin use. I ask for the immediate consideration of the 
resolution. 

The resolution was considered by unanimons consent, and agreed 
to. 


BILLS INTRODUCED. 


Mr. MORGAN introduced a bill (S. 2800) to grant a township 
of land to the State of Alabama for the use of the Alabama State 
Normal. College; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Public Lands. 
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Mr. PUGH introduced a bill (S. 2801) to increase the pension of 
Jokn T. Walton, of Marengo County, Ala.; which was read twice 
by its title, and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. BERRY introdnced a bill (S. 2802) to approve a compromise 
and settlement between the United States and the State of Arkan- 
sas; which was read twice by its title. 

Mr. BERRY. Imovethat the bill be referred to the Committee 
on Public Lands, with the accompanying paper, which is an 
ment between the Secretary of the Interior and the oro 
the Treasury and the governor of Arkansas in regard to a 
under a law that was passed. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. BERRY. Ialso move that the agreement, together with 
the repurt of the representatives of the Treasury Department and 
the Interior Department, be printed as a separate document. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. LINDSAY introduced a joint resolution (S. R. 139) author- 
izing the Secretary of War to ver condemned cannon to citi- 
zens’ general committee on the Somiadah national encamp- 
ment, Grand on the Republic, to be held at Louisville, 
September, 1895; ich was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

AMENDMENTS TO APPROPRIATION BILLS. 

Mr. SQUIRE submitted an amendment intended to be 
by him to the sundry civil appropriation bill; which was referred 
to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to pe ae 

Mr. DUBOIS submitted an amendment intended to be proposed 
by him to the ame deficiency appropriation bill; which was 
te to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be 
print 

Mr. HUNTON submitted an amendment intended to be pro- 

posed by him to the naval appropriation bill; which was referred 
to to the Committee on Naval Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. BLANCHARD submitted an amendment intended to be 
proposed b on: him to the legislative, executive, and judicial appro- 

priation bill; which was referred to the Committee on Appropri- 
sain and ordered to be printed. 

Mr.CALL submitted an amendment intended to be proposed 
by him to the sundry civil appr opriation bill; which was referred 
to the Committee on Foreign Relations,and ordered to be printed. 

WITHDRAWAL OF PAPERS. 

On motion of Mr. PEFFER, it was 


Ordered, That James L. White, agent for the Home for Aged and Infirm 
Colored Persons, be permitted to withdraw from the files of the Senate, under 
the rules thereof, all the petitions memori filed im the Fifty-second 
and Fifty-third Congresses in of the measures to provide for the erec- 
tion of a national home for aged and colored persons. 


REPORT ON CONDITION OF COTTON INDUSTRY. 

Mr. GEORGE. I present the report of the Committee on Agri- 
culture and Forestry on the canilition of cotton growers in the 
United States, the present ae of cotton, and the remedy; and 
on cotton consumption and production. At the same time I sub- 
mit a resolution, which I ask may be read and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Printing. 

The resolution was read, and referred to the Committee on Print- 
ing. as follows: 


Resolved, That there be printed 5,500 copies of the re of the Committee 
on Agriculture and Forestry on cotton, e, = su itted; of which 500 
shall be for the use of the said committee — rtment, and 

and 2.000 fon tor the 


200 for the Bureau of Statustics, 2,600 for the 
House of Representatives. 
R=EMISSION OF TIME PENALTIES. 
Mr. CAMERON submitted the following — which was 
considered by unanimous consent, and agreed to 
Resolved, That the of the Navy be Sivdatel te tremens forthwith 
to the Senate copies of all correspondence and re on file in relation to 


the remission of the time penalties on the Uni States vessels Yorktown, 
Baltimore, Philadelphia, and Newark. 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. JamzEs 
Kerr, its Clerk, announced that the House had to the 
amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 8237) for the relief of 
William W. Buckley, late first lieutenant, hundred and 
ninety-fourth Regiment Ohio Volunteers. 

The message also announced that the House had disagreed to 
the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 2377) to amend 
“An act to amend section 4400 of Title LIL of the Revised Stat- 
utes of the United States, concerning the regulation of steam ves- 
sels,” approved August 7, 1882, and also to amend section 4414, 
Title Lit of the Revised Statutes, ‘ ee of steam vesse. 
agreed to the conference asked for by the Senate on the ous 
ing votes of the two Houses ,; and had appointed Mr. 
Wan. Mr. MauLory, and Mr. STORER managers at the confer- 
ence on the part of the House. 

ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


The message further announced that the Speaker of the House 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE 


FEBRUARY 23, 


had signed the Souneny apretian bills and joint resolution; and 
they were thereupon signed by the Vice-President: 

A bill (H.R. 5218) to eee | im Articles for the Government of 
the Navy; 

A bill (H. R. 5224) for the relief ‘of James Stewart; and 

A joint resolution (H. Res. 227) authorizing the Secretary of the 
Navy to donate to the Oregon State Soldiers’ Home at Roseburg, 
Oreg., certain cannon, etc. 

PRESIDENTIAL APPROVAL. 

A message from the President of the United States, by Mr. O, 
L. PRUDEN, one of his secretaries, announced that the President 
had on the 2ist instant approved and signed the act (S. 2589) 
granting cannon to the Historical Museum, Des Moines, Iowa. 


MEXICAN FREE ZONE. 


Mr. HARRIS. A day or two since the joint resolution (H. Res. 
277) in reference to the Free Zone along the northern frontier of 
Mexico and adjacent to the United States was by the Sen- 
ate. In the light of certain suggestions which have just come to 
me, I wish to enter a motion to reconsider the vote by which the 
joint resolution was passed. For the present I will let the motion 
simply be entered, because the committee desires to investigate the 
matter a little further. 

Mr. ALLISON. I understand the joint resolution has already 
been signed by the presiding officers of the two Houses. If so, it 
seems to me some further action should be taken. 

Mr. HARRIS. If the joint resolution has been signed by tho 
presiding officers of the two Houses and has gone to the i- 
dent, I connect with my motion a motion to request the President 
to return the joint resolution. 

Mr. ALLISON. I think that would be wise, as I understand 
that is the situation. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The motion of the Senator from 
Tennessee will be entered. 

Mr. HARRIS subsequently said: I submit a resolution asking 
the House to return a joint resolution now in the hands of the 
Committee on Enrolled Bills of the House. I ask for its present 
consideration. 

The resolution was considered by unanimous consent, and 
agreed to, as follows: 

Resolved, That the House of Representatives be requested to return to the 
Senate the engrossed joint resolution (H. Res.277) in reference to the Free 


Zone along the northern frontier of Mexico and adjacent to the United 
States. 


INDIAN APPROPRIATION BILL. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair lays before the Senate the 
unfinished business, being the Indian appropriation bill. 

The Senate, as in Committee of the ole, resumed the con- 
sideration of the bill (H. R. 8479) making ap ropriations for cur- 
rent and contingent expenses of the Indian Department and ful- 
filling treaty stipulations with various Indian oe for the fiscal 
year ending June 30, 1896, and for other Jie 

Mr. KYLE. I offer an amendment whic t out to the desk. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment proposed by the 
Senator from South Dakota will be read. 

The Secretary. Addtothe bill the following as an additional 
section: 

Sec. —. That the term “Indian,” wherever it occurs in any law of the 
United States or Sot pone of the United States with any nation or tribe of 
Indians, shall to mean and include not - all Indians of the mixed 
blood, of [aie degree, whenever such ood Indians, at the time 
of the of any such law or ratification of any such treaty, lived and 
maintained tribal Pelations with and were recognized members of any tribe 
of Indians which was interested in or affected by any such law or treaty; and 
suc > Indians of the mixed bloods shall be entitled . all the rights and privi- 
under the law the same as Indians of the fuli blood. 
Mr. PETTIGREW. I wish to reserve the pointof order against 
the amendment. I do not care to cut off my colleague from stat- 
ing his ition, but I reserve the point of order. 

Mr. RYLE. Do I understand the point of order is raised by 
my co’ e before I can make my remarks? 

r. PETTIGREW. I simply reserve the point of order for the 
P of a cutting the Senator off from making his remarks. 

Mr. KY KYLE. Mr. President, the amendment which I have offered 
is one of vital importance to the peo — of my State. It affects 
the interests of the Indians in the whole Northwest. We know 
that during the past one hundred years it has been the custom of 
white traders to visit the Indian tribes and marry Indian women, 
to become incorporated with the tribe, and to raise fami- 
lies. That ss has been pursued to such an extent that there 
are to-day t ds and thousands of mixed-blood Indians in the 
United States. I think it is safe to say that in my State one-fourth 
of the twenty-five or thirty thousand Indians are those of mixed 
blood; that is, the children of Indian mothers and white fathers. 

Now, it so happens that in the year 1891 a question arose as to 
the right of a certain Indian woman, a Mrs. Jane Waldron, to take 
an al mage in the Sioux Reservation of South Dakota. The 

uestion, after being considered by the Commissioner of Indian 
‘Affairs, was referred by him to the Assistant Attorney-General, 





ea 
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then Mr. Shields. Mr. Shields was asked to 


upon two ques- 
tions. The first was whether Mrs. Waldron, being a mixed- 
Indian, was entitled to annuities; and second, whether she was 
entitled to take an allotment. U; these questions he presents 
uite an elaborate decision. I quote one or two paragraphs 
fae the opinion touching upon the question of mixed-bloods. 
He says: * oi 
i Waldron is not an Indian, and therefore 
noe senited, bowers, et aa said reservation. 

Her father, as we know, was a white man who went —— 
reservation ih 1855, and has continued to live among the Indians 
from that time to this, ee with the Sioux tribe, 
according to the treaty of 1568. 

. that ~*~ soutien oo to os ma one of ams 

i y A e Commissioner 0: 
a oe eect it for aaeeee that Mrs. Waldron is an In- 
dian within the meaning of the law in question. 

Then Mr. Shields quotes various decisions of the Supreme Court 
and other courts relative to the status of mixed-blood Indians. 
He sums that up in the following sentence: 


members of the various nations and tribes of Indians, altho liv- 
a Ue the geographical limits of the United States, are not by birth citi- 
zens thereof; and (2) ese people constitute separate and distinct, though 
dependent nations, and their individual members are freemen. 
Then, as relating to the case of Mrs. Waldron, he makes this 
remark: 

The status of the parents of Mrs. Waldron’s mother is not sufficiently shown 
to justify a positive conclusion thereon, but for the yn ee of this opinion 
she cong bo considered an Indian. We have then to determine, whether— 
and here is the question— 
the child of a white man,a citizen of the United States, and an Indian woman, 
his wife, is an Indian within the purview of the act of March 2, 1889. 

Then he quotes this decision as supporting the position which 
he has taken: 

In the case of Ex parte Reynolds (5 Dill., 304), the question, Who is an In- 
dian? was presented 6 and wabs fully iain It was concluded that, the 
Indians being free persons, the common-law rule, that the nining th of fres 


e status 


sons follows the condition of the father, prevails in determin 
persons follo c Pp eae 


of the offspring of a white man, a citizen of the United States, 
woman. 


Commenting upon this matter as to the rights of Mrs. Waldron 
with regard to receiving annuities and an allotment under the 
severalty act, he says: 

Under the rule laid down in the decisions cited, which rule is, in m 


Toe. 
a sound one and —— to the case under consideration, Mrs. Waldron | 


was born a citizen of the United States. Her claim that she is an Indian by 
virtue of being born of an Indian mother can not be allowed. There is no 
allegation that she has taken steps to renounce her ance to the United 
States or to assume the rights and duties of a citizen of any other nation, 
tribe, or people. 

Now, Mr. President, a question is presented here for our de- 
cision. It is whether the child of a white father and an Indian 
mother is an Indian within the meaning of the law, As we know, 
these white men take up residence with an Indian tribe, marry In- 
dian women, and become members of the tribe either by recognition 
or adoption or by provision of the various Indian treaties. They 
are practically members of the Indian tribe. At the same time 
they occupy a dual relation. They are at once citizens of the 
United States and incorporated members of the Indian tribe, and 
their children born to them in wedlock also preserve this dual re- 
lation as regards their tribal rights and their citizenship. The 
children, the mixed-blood Indian sons and daughters, are at the 
same time incorporated members of the Indian tribes and citizens 
of the United States. Mr. Shields goes on to say: 

‘The conclusion that Mrs. Waldron is not an Indian carries with it the an- 
swer to both questions propounded by the Commissioner of Indian Affairs. 
In reply to the first question— 

That is, whether she was entitled to annuities— 

I would say Mrs. Waldron was not, at the date of the act of March 2, 1889, en- 
titled to receive rations and annuities at the Cheyenne River Agency. This 
also dis s of the second question, which is hypothetical, dependent upon 
the first question being answered favorably to Mrs. Waldron’s claim. 

That is, that she was not entitled to take an allotment under the 
severalty act. 

Mr. President, I submit that this decision of Mr. Shields, ready 
for promulgation upon November 27, 1891, is in direct violation 
of the customs and usages along this line for the past one hundred 
years. It isan old principle of common law known to every Sena- 
tor upon this floor—partus sequitur ventrem—that the child follows 
the mother. It was trueamong the colored race in the South with 
reference to the offspring of a colored woman and a white man. 
Tt is true in all barbarous nations. It is true as relates to the In- 
dian tribes of the United States. To-day the Indians of mixed 
blood in the United States are recognized as members of the Indian 
tribes and are known as Indians. There never has been a viola- 
tion of that rule in United States law during our history. 

Now, the question is whether that status as existing heretofore 
in the United States shall be allowed to remain. The provisions 
of my amendment are that the status heretofore adopted shall re- 
main, and that no such decision as that prepared by Mr. Shields 
shall be promulgated to disturb the rights of mixed-blood Indians. 





Mr. MORGAN. Can the Senator from South Dakota tell me 
whether the Secretary of the Interior or the Attorney-General of 
the United States affirmed that decision? 

Mr. KYLE. I will come to that point in a moment. 

The laws of the United States, as I have said, have always re- 
garded those men as Indians. They have regarded them as In- 
dians in making treaty stipulations with tribes in different por- 
tions of the United States. It was true when the commission of 
the United States went to Wyoming to make the famous treaty of 
1868 with the Sioux Nation. Those men towhom I have referred, 
half-breeds, the sons of white fathers, not only helped to prepare 
the treaty but assisted in getting the Indians of the various tribes 
tosign the treaty. It was stipulated in the act of 1868, proclaimed 
February 24, 1869: 

No treaty for the cession of any portion or part of the reservation herein 
described which may be held in common shall be of any validity or force as 
ae the said Indians unless executed and signed by at least three-fourths 

all the adult male Indians occupying or interested in the same. 

I submit the fact that in all the treaty stipulations made with 
the Indian tribes in the West they have included not only the 
Indians of full blood but the Indians of mixed blood in order 
to make the ne three-fourths to comply with the provisions 
of the treaty from which I have read. That was also done with 
reference to the treaty made with the Sioux Nation in South Da- 
kota in 1889. It was the case two years ago with reference tothe 
Yankton Sioux treaty, by which the Sioux sold or ceded to the 
United Statesa portion of theirland. In order to make up the nec- 
ee to comply with the provisions of the treaty 
they to include and they did include not only the Indians of 
full blood but the Indians of mixed bloci as well. 

The United States has not only recognized this principle in this 
way, but it has gone further. It has during the past few years 
and since the passage of the Dawes severalty act sent a number of 
agents to the Indian reservations of the United States. These men 
have allotted lands to whom? Not only to the full-bloods, but in 
every case have allotted lands to the mixed-blood Indians—the 
children of Indian mothers and white fathers. 

This is a recognition of the old principle which has been enforced 
since the foundation of the Government that the Indians of mixed 
blood are entitled to all the rights and privileges as regards an- 
nuities and allotments the same as Indians of the full blood. That 
is all I wish to accomplish by this amendment; simply to confirm 
what has heretofore been enforced during all the periods of the 
history of our country. 

Mr. President, I feel confident that if a decision such as we have 
here presented before us by Mr. Shields is promulgated it will in- 
validate not only all the treaties made by the United States where 
these mixed-bloods were counted as necessary to make the neces- 
ce signatures, but will alsoinvalidate many of the laws relating 
to Indian tribes of the United States. 

Now, in reference to the question raised by the Senator from 
Alabama [Mr. More@an], I will state that when the present Secre- 
tary of the Interior came into office he found the decision of Mr. 
Shields ready for promulgation. He withheld it, however, I be- 
lieve, and referred the question at issue to the Attorney-General, 
Mr. Olney, forhisdecision. Mr. Olney has given quite an elaborate 
opinion, one particular section of which I shali read; and I believe 
that in all such cases the opinion of the Attorney-General over- 
rides the opinion of the assistant: 

It will be noticed that the act under consideration was dependent for its 


validity — the consent of the Indians. (Sec. 28.) In other words, it was 
substantially a treaty with the Sioux Nation, acts in this form having taken 


the place of the ancient Indian treaty since the latter was prohibited by act 
of Congress in 1871. By the agreement confirmed in this act the Sioux Na- 
tion gave upa large amount of territory, and the rightsconferred on the na- 
tion or on individuals were in consideration thereof. The persons entitled 
to such rights are the persons who, at the time of the agreement, constituted 
the Sioux Nation and were lawful members thereof. The question, there- 
fore, whether any particular person is or is not an Indian, within .the mean- 


ing of this agreement, is to determined, in my opinion, not by the com- 
mon law, but by the laws or usages of the tribe. (See Western Cherokee 
Indians ve, United States, 27 Ct. Cls.,1,54; United States vs. Old Sottiers, 148 
U. S., 27, 429.) 


That is in direct line with the features of the amendment which 
I have proposed, which are these: 


That the term “Indian,” wherever it occurs in any law of the United 
States or any treaty of the United States with any nation or tribe of Indians, 
shall be held to mean and include not only all Indians of the ful) blood, but 


all Indians of the mixed blood, of whatever degree, whenever such mixed- 
blood Indians,at the time of the passage of any such law or ratifi x 

any such treaty, lived and maintained tribal relations with and w c 
nized members of any tribe of Indians which was interested in or : ed by 
any such law or treaty; and such Indians of the mixed-blood shall be entitled 
to all the rights and privileges under the law the same as Indians of the full 






What I have said with reference to the recognition by the United 
States of these mixed-blood Indians is also true with reference to 
the recognition of the Indians themselves as to the rights of the 
mixed-bloods. I have been upon the reservation a great deal dur- 
ing the past twenty years. It has been my privilege to be a pio- 
neer in the West nearly all of my life. I am perhaps as well 
acquainted with the customs and usages of the Indians as alraost 
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any member upon this floor. I have talked with the Indian chiefs 
regarding the particular custom of the induction of white men 
into the Indian tribes. These men are unanimous in saying that 
“‘the white men were accustomed as traders to come among us 
and ask the privilege of taking an Indian wife and becoming mem- 
bers of the Indian tribe.” They would come and present their re- 
quest to the chief in most instances and state their desire. The 
chief would then call a few of the leading men around him and 
state the desire of the white man. If this was agreed to, they 
would have in many instances what was called a ‘‘ brave dance” 
and a feast, and by that the man was known to be incorporated 
into the tribe, and, as was stated to me, he was entitled to all the 
rights and privileges of Indians of the full blood from that time 
forth. 

It has been the custom of all United States Indian agent for 
the past fifty years in dispensing the annuities to the Indians to 
regard Kndians of the mixed blood exactly the same as if they 
had been Indians of the full blood. When the United States Gov- 
ernment came under recent laws to make the allotments of land 
in severalty to Indians they gave the Indians of mixed blood ex- 
actly the same privileges they did Indians of the full blood, be- 
cause the Indians themselves declared that ‘‘these men were 
adopted into our tribe by our usages and our customs, and they 
are furthermore incorporated with us by the treaty provisions.” 

Mr. President, if this matter be not settled it will be the cause 
of a great deal of disturbance among the half-breed or mixed- 
blood Indians of the United States. The very fact that this de- 
cision of Mr. Shields was ready for promulgation three or four 
years ago created a great uneasiness among those who had taken 
their land in severalty, and who were trying to make for them- 
selves homes upon the Western prairies. 

I have here petitions and bundles of letters almost innumerable 
from half-breedsin Montana, Wyoming, North and South Dakota, 
Wisconsin, the State of New York, and the country generally. 
asking that Congress shall pass a law fixing the status of the 
mixed-bloods and not place the allotments they have taken in 
jeopardy. I might read, but I shall not take the time except to 
refer to just a few letters, one from a prominent mixed-blood 
Indian of the Yankton Reservation in my own State, which will 
express about the general sentiment of all these men: 


I will embrace the opportunity hereby presented to offer on the part of 
myself and that of all other “* mixed-bl Indians,” residents of this place, 
the hearty thanks you justly deserve in championing our cause. We appre- 
ciate the kindly interest you take in us, and assure you that your efforts on 
behalf of the mixed bloods will not be forgotten. The late decision of the 
Department of Indian Affairs, affecting the rights of the class of people known 
as the mixed-blood Indians, is one of vast import tous, and unless some speedy 
action is taken in the matter we will be made to suffer unjustly a great 
wrong for which we were not responsible. The status of the mixed bloods 
has never been questioned before, it being mutually conceded by both the 
white and the red men, and by rulings of the Indian Office, that we were 
Indians. But now it would seem that we are Indians only when we show a 
willingness tosign the treaties yprepeses tothe Indians for the cession of their 
reservations, or any portion thereof; and white people when the reserva- 
tions are open to settlement and the settlers want our allotments. Our sig- 
natures are as as any full-blood Indian’s when signed in receipt of sup- 
plies issued to Indians or toa treaty, but the moment we claim the right 
allotments of land as Indians the whole country is up in arms and we are 
assail “( on all sides; then it is that we are white le, but if we wish to use 
the rigat of franchise we are told that we are Ind What are we, and 
where do we stand? If we are white people the treaty with the Sioux in 
1889 and that with the Yankton tribe in 1892, by which were ceded to the Gov- 
ernment several millions of acres of land, are null and void, for the necessary 
majority could never have been obtained without the mixed-bloods who 
signed. The Indians have a perfect right to, and will at no distant day, take 
the necessary steps to dispossess the settlers who are now holding land on the 
said ceded land, unless the mixed-bloodsare decided to be Indians. I would 
like very much a copy of your bill, or any bill affecting the mixed-bloods; 
also a copy of the treaty with this tribe now pending action of Congress. 


Very respectfully, 
: Cc. H. BONNIN. 
Also the following: 


Sisseton AcEncy, 8. DAK., January 19, 1894. 


Dear Srr: I see by the papers that the honorable Secretary of the Interior 
has affirmed a decision made a few years ago relative to the rights of mixed- 
bloods to take lands as Indians under the severalty bill, and I write you in 
regard to the matter, as I would like to know if the decision will affect those 
of us holding lands here, we having taken 160 acres each under a treaty con- 
cluded March 3, 1891. There are on the rolls of this agency about 1,850 people, 
and something over a third of this number are mixed-bloods. By a treaty 
concluded February 19, 1867, this reservation was set apart for a ce num- 
ber of Sisseton and Wahpeton Indians and mixed-bloods as a permanent 
home in consideration of services rendered during and just after the Sioux out- 
break in Minnesota in 1862; but me of the Indians have been led to believe 
that all mixed-b!ood Indians here will lose their rights to annuity By ig en 
and lands. Many of the Indians and mixed-blood Indians have lived on their 
farms for the past twenty years, and have quite an amount of improvements 
on them. Some have held patents for the same time. It would bea great in- 
qemsce te apply a decision of that nature here and deprive the mixed-blood 

ndians of their homes and the lands they have been impro for so long. 
Can there be nothing done that will insure to the mixed-blood Indians here 
their homes, or will the land all be thrown open to settlement? 

The treaty by which all vacant lands of this reservation were ceded to the 
Government was made by the aid of mixed-blood Indians, as I find that 64 out 
of 209 signers were mixed-blood Indians, while it required 180 to make the 
necessary majority. 

Very respectfully, yours, etc., 
J. R. BROWN. 

Hon. James H. KY, 

United States Senate, Washington, D. C. 
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RosEBuD INDIAN AGENCY, 8S. DAK., January 5, 1896. 


DEAR S1rR: I have been connected with the Indian service in itions of 
trust and responsibility since 1873, and nearly eleven years of t riod as 
licensed trader at this agency. I am included in that class called * squaw 
men,’ a term originated by exasperated thieving Indian agents, who found 
these men—who could see, read, and write—an obstacle to their successful 
thieving operations. ' 

it has always been claimed by the Sioux that all their treaties were 
signed through the persuasion of the squaw men and mixed-bloods; and if 
you will refer to pages 19, 96, and 173 of the printed report of the Crook com- 
mission you will observe that the white men and mixed-bloods were virtuall 
giveu credit for the acceptance of that agreement, and their rights were or. 
mitted. All white men, whether legally married in 1868 or 1888, were “ incor- 
»orated into the tribe; and I have heard such authorities on Indian laws as 
Judges Shannon and Edmunds so decide; and I have a certificate from the 
Interior Department to land under the treaty of 1868, although I was not 
married until 1878, and the later authorities of the Interior Department, in a 
letter to Agent Wright here, confirmed the rights of men married subsequent 
to 1868. Allof us signed the last treaty, and by referring to page 118 of this 
same report you will read that Swift Bear, the recognized head chief and 
successor to Spotted Tail, called upon me to make a speech, which request 
was made because I was recognized as an adopted or incorporated member 
of the tribe, and it is known and can be easily proved that following my speech 
the Indians commenced signing the treaty, and that I called for and accom- 
panied to the table those who first signed. 

See section 21, latter part, of the act of March 2, 1889, and you will perceive 
that where the term “Indian” is used in the foregoing sections it is clearly 
admitted that it covers *‘ mixed-blood Indians,” and acknowledges their right 
to land under that nT: 

The question of the rights of the white men married to Indian women and of 
their offspring has been a vexed one and has perplexed the authorities for 
many years, and it would seem no more than right that some humane law 
should be enacted to protect these men and their children, and therefore the 
settlers whose claims to land under the new treaty seem to be invalidated by 
this Waldron decision. 

Yours, very truly, 


Hon. J. H. Kye, 

United States Senator. 

In other words, the general sentiment of these men seems to be 
that in case they are not recognized as being Indians in the eyes 
of the law, then the treaty made in 1889 by the Sioux Nation 
with the United States by which millions of acres of their land 
were given to the United States shall be declared null and void 
and they shall take steps to dispossess the white settlers who have 
gone upon that reservation. 

Mr. President, [ do not understand why there can be a point of 
order raised against this amendment. It does not formulate a 
general law. It does not change existing law. It merely inter- 
prets and confirms and determines the status of the present law 
that has been in force for the past one hundred years in the United 
States. That is all there is of it. If the point of order is to be 
raised against an amendment like this the same point of order 
will lie against one-half of the amendments that have been made 
to the pending Indian appropriation bill during the past few days. 

I can not see the objection of my colleague to this amendment. 
I consulted, before drawing it, with some of the best-informed 
men upon the floor as regards Indian matters, the Senator from 
Wisconsin [Mr. Vis], the Senator from Colorado [Mr. TELLER], 
the Senator from Minnesota [Mr. Davis], who has lived on the 
northern frontier for the past twenty-five or thirty years; I do 
not know how long. In fact, the amendment as I have presented 
it was practically drawn by the Senator from Minnesota [Mr. 
Davis], and he is capable of giving it the proper legal phrase- 


©. P. JORDAN. 


ology. 

I aes: Mr. President, that my colleague will withdraw the 
point of order he has made, because he knows, as I know, that 
the Indians of the mixed blood in our own State, who comprise, as 
I said, about one-fourth of the Indians of the State, are risin 
up in arms and asking that this matter shall be settled; and 
know he does not wish to place in jeopardy the rights and the 
claims of the mixed-blood Indians who have taken their allotments 
during the past. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I wish to suggest tothe Senator from South 
Dakota an amendment to his amendment to carry out exactly the 
object expressed by the Attorney-General. I suggest that he 
make it read ‘‘recognized as members by such nation or tribe.” 

Mr. KYLE. Very well. 

Mr. HANSBROUGH. Let the amendment offered by the Sena- 
tor from Missouri be stated. nea 

Mr. COCKRELL. Let the amendment be read as it will stand 
with my amendment. , 

The SECRETARY. The amendment as modified will read: 

That the term “Indian,” wherever it occursin any law of the United States 
or any treaty of the United States with any nation or tribe of Indians, shall 
be held to mean and include not only all Indians of the full blood, but also all 
Indians of the mixed blood, of whatever degree, whenever such mixed-blood 
Indians, at the time of the passage of any such law or ratification of any such 
treaty, lived and maintained tribal relations with and were recognized as 
members of any such tribe of Indians by such nation or tribe which was in- 
terested in or affected by any such law or treaty, and such Indians of the 
mixed blood shall be entitled to all the rights and privileges under the law 
the same as Indians of the full blood. 

Mr. KYLE. Mr. President, there is only one other question in 
connection with this matter. During the past few years a large 
number of mixed-bloods went to surrounding States and made 
homes; but as soon as the law was passed giving allotments to 
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Indians they were willing to return and take up their place with 


the tribe and claim the same privileges as the tribe. They were 
looked upon by many of the white settlers as being interlopers 
and having no right to the privileges of the full-blood Indians. 
In regard to that I will say in closing that I think the amend- 
ment as drawn and as mt the Senator from Missouri com- 
pletely covers that point. I will read that particular phraseology: 

- at the time of the passage of any such 
ee es ee ee puch treaty, ~ and maintained tribal relations 

i recognized such tribe o 
eae tribe which was fnterested in or affected by any cach | lew or reaty. 

In other words, it bri us exactly to the position laid down by 
the Attorney-General, which I think is law, that the status 
of mixed-blood Indians is to be determined, as he says here, ‘‘ not by 
the common law, but by the laws and by the usages of the tribe.” 

I hope that the Senate will allow this amendment to go upon 
the bill in order to quiet the status of the mixed-bloods in South 
Dakota and the adjoining States. 

Mr. HANSBROUGH. Mr. President, I am very much afraid 
that the enactment of this proposed amendment into law will 
greatly complicate the Indian a along the boundary line 
between the United States and Canada. Ihave in mind one tribe 
of Indians in the State of North Dakota that would be seriously 
affected. I refer to the Chippewa Indians, located at Turtle 
Mountain. Ten years ago there were less than 300 of those In- 
dians. Since then, year by year, the Government has appropri- 
ated money for the care and maintenance of those Indians to pre- 
vent them from starving, and every time the Government has 
sent its bounty to that region it has resulted simply in drawing 
Canadian half-bloods to that section. I believe the enactment of 
this amendment into law would simply result in bringing eve 
half-blood Indian in the Dominion of Canada to the State of Nort 
Dakota, and every one of them would claim that he belonged orig- 
inally and belongs now to the tribe. 

Mr. KYLE. MayI ask the Senator from North Dakota a ques- 
tion there? 

Mr. HANSBROUGH. Certainly. 

Mr. KYLE. Is it not true that the law asit now stands pro- 
vides exactly for what this amendment covers? 

Mr. HANSBROUGH. There is a question in regard to that. 

Mr. KYLE. Isit not true that the Government to-day allots 
lands in severalty to all Indians upon the reservations in North 
Dakota as well as South Dakota where the Indians are recognized 
as members of the tribe according to the laws and usages of the 
tribe and are incorporated with it? 

Mr. HANSBROUGH. That has been the intention of the In- 
terior bt with reference to the management and govern- 
ment of the Indians in the Northwestern States. 

Mr. KYLE. Then the amendment does not change the princi- 
ples of the law at all. 

Mr. HANSBROUGH. But, sir, that has not been the result. 
It is very difficult to distinguish between a full-blood Indian and 
a half-breed. They have a way of aa ee this country and 
attempting at least to acquire land. e result I know has 
always been to increase the number of half-breeds coming to this 
country from the Dominion of Canada, until the little band of 
Turtle Mountain Indians, as I have said, which amounted to 300 
ten years ago, now amounts to 2,500, and the Government is called 
on year by year to maintain them. Anything that further recog- 
nizes the half-breed Indians who come to this country from Can- 
ada will simply increase the amount that will be required to be 
es from year to year to care for the Indians. 

r.PLATT. Mr. President, I wish to make an inquiry of the 
Senator from South Dakota. DoI understand him to state that 
the Attorney-General has decided differently from the Assistant 
Attorney-General in the Interior Department? I understood the 
Senator to state that the decision of the Attorney-General was in 
consonance with this proposed amendment. If that be true, what 
is the necessity of our doing anything about it at the present time? 

Mr. KYLE. I will state thatthe opinion of the Attorney-Gen- 
eral hardly amounts toa decision upon this particular point. It 
takes up the question as to who is an Indian and does not decide 
it, but says that the laws and usages of the tribe must determine 
that question. He leaves it right there. 

Mr. PLATT. Is not that the best way to leave it? 

Mr. KYLE. That is the best way to leave it, I think, myself, 
and I want to confirm that principle in the law, so that in the fu- 
ture there shall be no dispute in regard to it. 

Mr. HANSBROUGH. The Senator refers to the laws and 
usages of the tribe. Asa matter of fact the laws and usages of 
the tribe of the Chippewa Indians in the Turtle Mountain region 
have become the lawsand usages of the half-breeds who have come 
over there and simply overwhelmed them. From 300 pure-blood 
Indians ten years ago they have increased by the acquisition of 
half-breeds from Canada to 2,500. The half-bioods are in power in 
the execution of “laws and usages.” 
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Mr. KYLE. Were the people who were brought over from Can- 
ada members of the tribe? 

Mr. HANSBROUGH. Not at all; but they have come there 
steadily and claimed tribal relations, and have been recognized 
perforce — native Indians. 

Mr. KYLE. There is something in the usages of that tribe to 
determine whether those Indians are members of the tribe or not. 
If they are not the Interior Department can cut them off. 

_Mr. PETTIGREW. This is a very broad and important ques- 
tion. In the State of South Dakota there are a very large num- 
ber of mixed-blood Indians of all degrees who have taken lands 
in severalty upon reservations and lands ypon ceded portions of 
reservations and are citizens of the United States. If this pro- 
vision is enacted into law a white man who has only one-sixteenth 
Indian blood in his veins, or an eighth—— 

Mr. PLATT. Or a sixty-fourth. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. Or a sixty-fourth, or any Indian blood 
whatever, can hold those lands exempt from taxation, from alien- 
ation, and from incumbrance for twenty-five years, thus forcing 
upon the people of South Dakota the necessity of furnishing a 
government without receiving any taxes whatever from those 
people. Iam willing to give everyone lands; I am willing to con- 
firm to these people the title in the lands which they have occu- 
pied; but I am unwilling to make them Indians by law and pro- 
vide that the lands shall not be taxed for twenty-five years, and 
thus compel the people of the counties where they are located and 
the people of the State of South Dakota to furnish them a govern- 
ment and protection under the law when they are just as much to- 
oe citizens of the United States as any other inhabitants of that 

tate. 

In the very case cited by my colleague, the Waldron case, Mr. 
Van Meter is a full citizen of the United States. He married a 
half-breed Santee-Sioux Indian woman back in 1858. When I 
went to Dakota he was living in the village of Vermillion and 
was one of the officers of the town. He had an addition to the 
town and was engaged in business. His children were born there 
and became unquestionably citizens of the United States. They 
had the advantage of the public school. They did not learn the 
Indian language, but the English language, and spoke the Eng- 
lish language, and speak it to-day as wellas anyone. You could 
not tell that they had Indian blood in their veins. One of the 
girls married Waldron, a full citizen of the United States. When 
the Sioux treaty was made opening up a portion of the land to 
settlement Waldron and his wife moved upon a half section of 
land adjoining the village of Fort Pierre, on the west side of the 
Missouri River, and sheclaimed that she was an Indian and entitled 
to that land under the law and could occupy it for twenty-five 
years without taxation. The Department has held that she is not 
an Indian, and this proposed legislation is for the purpose of cur- 
ing her title. 

r. KYLE. Will mycolleague allow me to give the exact fact 
as to the date? 

Mr. PETTIGREW. When I get through my colleague can 


reply. 

Mt KYLE. The date is all I wish to refer to. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. I am willing that Mrs. Waldron should 
have the land, I am willing any half-breed should have the land, 
but Iam not willing that we shall declare them Indians and allow 
them exemption from taxation for the next twenty-five years. It 
is an unusual burden to place upon the people of South Dakota, 
and one that I must resist as long asI am able toresist it. Along 
the Bad River several hundred half-breed Indians have taken 
their allotments. In fact,the whole Van Meter family is there. 
They have taken the water and they have great herds of cattle. 
I can see no reason in the world why they for twenty-five years 
should be exempt from taxation. Along the Cheyenne River 
there is another settlement. Mr. Du Pre has a herd of 15,000 
cattle and a numerous family of half-breed children. They have 
occupied the water supply along that river for 10 or 12 miles. 
Shall they be exempt from taxation for the next twenty-five 
years? That is what this amendment proposes to do. 

Mr. ALLEN. Will the Senator from South Dakota permit me 
to make a suggestion? Did we not pass at the last session of Con- 
gress a law authorizing the Secretary of the Interior to take from 
the funds of the Indians what would be a fair and equitable tax 
and pay it into the different county treasuries of South Dakota, 
Nebraska, and other States? ; 

Mr. PETTIGREW. I will say to the Senator that such a bill 
was considered by the Committee on Indian Affairs and reported 
favorably to the Senate. It is on the Calendar, and has not been 
passed by either House of Congress. 

Mr. ALLEN. My recollection is that it became a law. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. It ought to be passed. But is the United 
States ready to say that these white people are Indians and that 
they shall hold their lands and the Government shall pay the taxes 
even if that bill did pass? Of course that would relieve the burden 
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from the people of South Dakota and take the money out of the 
Treasury of the United States. Further, thisamen was in- 
troduced as a. separate bill and referred to the Committee on Indian 
Affairs, and the Committee on Indian Affairs refused to report it 
back favorably to the Senate. 

Mr. KYLE. Idonotthinkthatistrue. IthinktheCommitteeon 
Indian Affairs have not yet.acted upon the question. I think they 
will report it faverably when they get to it, but they have not yet 
considered it. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. The Committee on Indian Affairs, of which 
T am a member, voted upon this question and decided not to report 
it favorably. . 

Mr. ALLEN. Let me correct the Senator from South Dakota. 
The Committee on Indian Affairs did not vote upon it at all. 1 
was present, and the bill was referred to me as a subcommittee. 
I made a favorable report upon it. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. I will take the statement of the Senator, 
and say, then, that the Committee on Indian Affairs refused to 
report the amendment favorably. 

Mr. ALLEN. Wo; that is not correct. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. I insist that it is correct. The Senator 
can reply to me after I get through if he chooses to do so. 

Mr. ALLEN. I-was not present at the time, and for that rea- 
Bon it was not acted upon. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. Iwas present and that was the decision of 
the committee. The committee refused to report it favorably. 

Now, this question is one of too great importance te be disposed 
of on an appropriation bill. Iam willing’thatit shall be'taken up 
next winter by the Committee on Indian Affairs. If the questions 
with regard to alienation are properly guarded and protected I 
am perfectly willing to eonfirm the title of the mixed-bloods to 
the lands which they occupy, and to provide also that in the future 
all mixed-bloods of whatever degree may take land and acquire 
title thereto, subject, however, to the laws of taxation which ap- 
ply to other property. I would also allow these people to sell or 
encumber their lands the same as other citizens. It seems to me 
no other course can fairly be pursued in this connection. 

Mr. KYLE. Mr. President, my colleague seems to be laboring 
mnder a very great misa hension. He seems to think that the 
amendment is granting to all half-breeds something that they do 
not already possess. ese half-breed Indians have the privilege 
of taking their allotments, and by the present Jews of the United 
States they are as Indians from taxation. The pending 
amendment proposes to grant them no immunity from taxation. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. 1 wish to say to my colleague that if they 
are specially protected now this proposed legislation is very un- 
necessary. 

Mr. KYLE. I have tried to make the ent clear all the 
way through this morning that we must confirm by statutory act 
of the United States that which has been the custom of the United 
States for the past hundred years. Thatisall. The question of 
the taxation of these half-breed Indians has nothing whatever to 
do with the question under consideration. I will take up the 

uestion next year, or any other time, as to whether half-breed In- 
ians shall pay taxes or not. 

Ithink a great number of these squaw men should be taxed, and 
the half-breeds who have large herds of cattle I think onghtalso to 
be taxed; but [know this to be true, that the larger part of the half- 
breeds to-day in the United States are not able to pay taxes; and 
to impose such a burden upon them would destroy the effect of 
the law providing that those ons should take their lands in sev- 
eralty, looking forward to the time when they should have estab- 
lished homes. I say the question of taxation has nothing what- 
ever to do with this bill, as those people are already exempt from 
taxation. 

As to Mr. Van Meter, my colleague has said that he knew him 
first as a resident of Vermillion, 5. Dak., where he was keeping a 
store or livery stable of some kind, and educating this family. I 
have a letter from Mrs. Waldron, in which she states: 

Fort Prerre, 8. DaK., February 5, 1895. 

KInpD Sir: 

* ° ° & * a + 

My father has been in this Indian country since 1855. When he first 
SEsrocy. cn is same sftentoan the pay reheat te Grnteconcor Oe 
In the year 1858 he married snathar and iocated at a point on the Ver- 
million River where the town of Vermillion now stands. He did not leave 
the Indian country, but it became ceded land as the ent opened i 
up about him. 

In other words, he located there when that was Indian land; he 
did not leave the Indian country; he was an Indian living among 
the Indians. When they became ceded lands he remained there 
and educated his family among the whites. 

In 1879 he moved west, and ‘has been on this particular reservation since 
1881 He Indians 


is one of the men in into the Sioux tribe of 
to the treaty of April 29, 1668, so that his offspring ought 


as 
Very respectfully, 
Hon. JAmes H. Kyux, Washington, D. C. 


JANE E. WALDRON. 


FEBRUARY 23, 


in other words, Mr. Van Meter left the town of Vermillion in 
1879, and in 1881 became a resident upon the Sioux Reservation, 
where he now is, and has had his family there with him since 
that time. Simce 1681 he and all the members of his family have 
received annuities from the Government, and when the law of 
1889 was passed grantimg to these people the privilege of taking 
lands he and his family, according to the provisions of that law, 
took their allotments, and they are now holding them; and the 
question is, whether they are going to lose them er not im consid- 
eration of any ruling of the Interior Department. 

Mr. ALLISON. I should like to hear the amendment read. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The.amendment will be read. 

The Secretary. Itisproposed, after line 9on page 10, to insert: 

Tuat the term “Indian,” wherever it occurs inany law ofthe United States or 
any treaty of the United States with any nation-or tribe of Indians, shall be 
held to mean and include not only ali Indians of the full bleod, but alsoall In- 
dians of the mixed bleod,of whatever degree, whe 
Indians at the time of the passage of a 
treaty lived and maintained tribal re 
members of any such tribe.of i 


mever such mixedblood 
such law or ratification of amy such 
tions with and were recognized as 

by such nation er tribe which was in- 
terested in or affected by any such law or treaty, and such Indians of the 
nrixed bloods shall be entitled to all ‘the rights and privileges under ‘the law 
the same as Indians of the full blood. 

Mr, ALLIson and Mr. Hieoins addressed the Chair. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair has recognized the Sena- 
tor from Iowa. 

Mr. ALLISON. I will yield to the Senator from Delaware; 
then I wish to make a point of order on the amendment. 

Mr. HIGGINS. Mr. President, I feel like saying a word on 
this subject,as it was brought to my attention in the course of .an 
investigation which was conducted by the late Senator from Kan- 
sas, Mr. Perkins, and myself in the Indian Territory about two 


years ago. 

We went to Muscogee, in the Creek Nation, and to Tahlequah, 
and the refrain of my remarks was that I wanted to find an In- 
dian; that they were all whites, whilst all of them were so- 
called Indians. You could not see a yellow Indian nor a red 
Indian; no full-bloods were to be found anywhere about; but every- 
body was an Indian to take part im the praperty or lands owned 
in the Cherokee Nation or the Creek Nation, and to take part in 
any distribution of money to be paid by the United States for the 

ee Strip. They were included as the beneficiaries in every- 
thmg which was to be given. 

This nation is generous, and means to be generous, to the In- 
dians, but that, I know, the people understand and mean the 
Indian aborigines, not the half-bloods, not the quarter-bloods, not 
the eighth-bloods, not those in whom you can not observe ‘the 
- admixture—to use the old legal term of slavery days—of 

dian blood. This is growing to be a vast abuse. By intermar- 
riages you may in that way virtually, to use a phrase, eradicate 
Indians as Indians, and yet you will have all the Western coun- 
try full of white people, but clinging to whatever is to comefrom 
the Goverment on the ground that they are Indians. 

It seems to me one of the ways of getting rid of the Indian ques- 
tion is just this of intermarriage, and the gradual fading out of 
the Indian bloed; the whole quality and character of the aborigine 
disappears, they lose all of the traditions of the race; there is no 
longer any occasion to maintain the tribal relations, and there is 
then every reason why they shall go and take their place as white 
ate do everywhere. Such a sweeping amendment as this of- 

ered by the Senator from South Dakota means just the epposite 
of this. It would perpetuate this mischief and wrong. 

Mr, ALLISON. I makethe point of order on this amendment, 
that it is legislation of the most general character upon an appro- 
priation biil. 

Mr. HALE. Let us have that question decided. 

Mr. KYLE. Is the question debatable, Mr. President? 

Mr. SHERMAN and others. No. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The point of order is not debatable, 
but the Chair will hear the Senator, with the consent of the Sen- 
ate, if he desires to make a suggestion upon the subject. 

Mr. KYLE. Justaword. Duri e absence of the Senator 


nring 

from Iowa from the Chamber I explained that pomt somewhat 
fully. Ihave stated that the provisions of this amendment do 
not change existing law and are not in the line of general legisla- 


tion, but merely confirm and determine what has already been 
the law of the United States for the past hundred years. ‘There- 
fore I do not think the point of order will lie against the amend- 
men 


t. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The os of order waving been 
— by the coaetes from Iowa Seat that the a 
ment is gener: islation upon a appropriation bill, 

ir i under the rule of the Senate to sustain the 
point of order 


Mr. KYLE. I shall not press the matter further, though I am 

i has taken the position he has. 

i i occupy but a 

moment, and to which I think there will be no objection. At the 

ae 16, on page 83 of the bill, I move to insert what I send 
e 
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The amendment will be stated. 
The SmcreTary. At the end of line 16, on page 83, it is pro- 
posed to insert: 


And provided furth 
écntenll or otherwise for Indians on all reservations s 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. 


urchased under 
be of the best 
grade obtainable, and all male be of thoroughbred stock. 

Mr. KYLE. That merely provides that in contracts for cattle 
and horses to Indians good stock shall be furnished. At present 
horses and Indian ponies are being furnished to the Indians for 
drawing the plow, and the Indians are raising a breed of cattle 
which are utterly useless when they go to market. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Wisconsin. The words “ full-blooded” 
should be used instead of ‘‘ thoroughbred.” 5 

Mr. KYLE. Very well. I will modify the amendment in that 


Withe VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment as modified will be 


er, That all stock cattle and horses 


stated. 

The Szcrerary. On page 83, at the end of line 16, it is pro- 
posed to insert: 

And provided further, That all stock cattle and horses purchased under 
eontract or otherwise for Indians on all reservations shall be of the best grade 
obtainable, and all male animals shall be of full-blooded stock. 

Mr. HALE. It seems to me it would be literally im ible in 

hasing supplies for the Indians that they should be of full- 


looded stock. I raise the point of order that the amendment is 
new legislation. I think the amendment ought to be beaten on 
its merits, but I want to dispose of it as soon as possible. 

Mr. KYLE. I do not understand the criticism of the Senator. 

Mr. HALE. Does the Senator believe that in all the great range 
of purchases for Indian tribes upon reservations it would be a 
possibility to confine the purchase to full-blooded stock? 

Mr. KYLE. Oh, no. The Senator did not understand the 
amendment. The ordinary herd are to be of what we call a good 
grade, but the male animals shall be what we call thoroughbreds 
or full blooded. 

Mr. HALE. Would not that apply to most of the purchases of 
what are known as steers? 

Mr. KYLE. We do not purchase steers for stock cattle for the 
Indians. Cowsarefurnishedtothem. 

Mr. HALE. Then the amendment will simply apply to the 
purchases of stock and not of supplies. 

Mr. KYLE. To stock cattle running upon the range. 

Mr. HALE. It does not apply to the general subject of pur- 
chases for the Indian reservations for food? 

Mr. KYLE. Not at all. 

Mr. HALE. As the amendment was read it looked as if it ap- 
plied to such purchases. Let the amendment be read again. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment will be again stated. 

The ene read the amendment proposed by Mr. KyYL& as 
modified. 

Mr. HALE. I think the words ‘‘stock cattle” there limit the 
operations of the amendment. 

Mr. KYLE. Yes. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on the amendment 
of the Senator from South Dakota. 

The amendment was a to. 
® Mr. MANDERSON. 1 offer an amendment which [send to the 

esk. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. ‘The amencment will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. On page 72, after line 15, it is proposed to in- 
sert: 

T , out of the Treas 
ane 12th Ta ei 
sum of $4 —s which said sum of money was by the United States taken 
from their tribal funds, against their protest, and in ‘violation of the treaty of 
1854, and paid to other persons not entitled to it; which facts have been found 
and determined by the Court of Claims, in Congressional case No. 9255, and 
reported to Con which sums shall be immediately avsilable: Provided, 
however, That before the payment of any said suta to dians 
there shall be deducted and paid tothe attorney of record in the Ccurt of 
Claims, employed by said Indians underan agreement heretofore approved by 
the somes = the Interior and the Commissioner of Indian Affairs, che sum 
so approved by the Secretary and Commissioner, not excceding 10 ner cent of 
said amount: And provided her, That said sum shall be paaa tot. i 
entitled to receive the same by a special agent appointed by the Secretary of 
the Interior, and shall be distributed to said Indi under such rules and 


not otherwise appropriated, to 
im. the picts of Indiana or elsewhere, the 


regulations as the Secretary of the Interior may prescribe. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on the amendment 
pro by the Senator from Nebraska. 
r. COCKRELL. On what page is that? 
Mr. MANDERSON. On 72, after line 15. I think that 
perhaps is the best place in ill for it to come in, as it follows 


the numerous amendments submitted by the Committee on Ap- 
propriations, and is immediately before the provisions for the sup- 
port of schools. 

Mr. President, I offer this amendment by the warrant and under 
the authority of the Committee on Indian Affairs, and on the spe- 
cial request of the Senator from Indiana [Mr. Turrre], who, un- 


fortunately, is unable to be present. 
Mr. COCKRELL. Has the amendment been reported favorably 
by the Committee on Indian Affairs? 





Mr. MANDERSON. It has been reported favorably, and was 
referred to the Committee on Appropriations, but probably too 
late for that committee to give it consideration. 

The facts in the matter are these: Many years the greatest 
tribe of Indians in this country was the Miami tribe, inhabiting 
parts of Ohio and Indiana. The Indiana portion of the tribe, by 
the treaty made with them, removed or took steps looking to the 
removal of the entire tribe west of the Mississippi River. There 
Was no compulsion upon them, and that portion of the tribe re- 
mained in the State of Indiana. Afterwards they stipulated to 
or to surrender to the Government another portion of their 
lands and received in lieu thereof a large tract of land in the State 
of Kansas, where many of them live even until this day. Those 
who remained in the State of Indiana had a fund in the Treasury 
from which they received certain annuities which were paid under 
a treaty made to 302 members of the Miami tribe. 

The 302 members were to receive these annuities, which were 
arranged for by a treaty made between the United States Govern- 
ment and the Miami tribe, and these annuities were to be paid to 
these 302 Indians and none others. Afterwards, without any ap- 
proval by the Indians and in violation of the treaty stipulation, 
some 68 additional persons, half-breeds, I think, most of them, 
were added to this number, and money was paid to them to the 
extent of the amount provided for in thisamendment. After some 
years, the matter being referred by the Indian Departmens to the 
Attorney-General, he gave it as his opinion that they were not en- 
titled to any part of this meney; that it had been paid in violation 
of the treaty rights of the Miami Indians. They have been trying 
for many years to recover this sum, and at last Congress sent 
them, under the Bowman Act, to the Court of Claims. I have 
here the finding of the Court of Claims, in which they find the 
facts which I have here narrated, and wind up as follows: 


These 68 persons so placed upon the Indiana Miami rol] in January, 1859, 
and the others afterwards added, were not embraced in the corrected list of 
802 agreed upon by the Miamis of Indiana and the Commissioner of 


sons 
Indian Affairs in June, 1854, nor were they the descendants of any of the 302 
persons who alone by the terms of said treaty were to share in the annuities 
and ether moneys of the Indiana Miamis. 

The moneys so paid from 1859 to 1867 to said 68 persons, and the others after- 
wards aaael eae taken from the funds then in the possession of the United 
States belonging to the Indiana Miamis, and were a part of their proportier 
of the instaliments due them under the treaties of November 28, 184, and of 
June 5, 1854, and also interest at the rate of 5 per cent per annum on the sum 
of $221,257.86, held in trust for the Miamis of Indiana under the amendment of 
the treaty of 1854. 


The aggreeste amount to the persons so added to the Indiana Miami 
roll to when = mames were stricken from the roil under an 


opinion of Attorney-General was $48,528.38. 

The claim by these people was not only for this sum, which thus 
wrongfully had been diverted from their use, but for the interest 
which accum since 1867 upon that amount, and the 
amendment which is proposed to the bill by the Senator from 
Indiana provided for the payment of that interest, which would 
be Soeit in excess of the principal sum. The Committee on 
Indian ‘Aifairs had determined that they would not establish the 
precedent of paying interest upon this class of claims, but that it 
was right and just that the finding of the Court of Claims should 
be carried out as to the principal. The Committee on Indian 
Affairs also carefully guarded the attorney's fee, limiting it to 19 
per cent of the amount, which, it seems to me, is a fair compensa- 
tion for this lengthy litigation in the Department and in the Court 
of Claims, and it also provides how the amount shall be paid, 
under rules and regulations prescribed by the Interior Depart- 


ment. 

I would say that there was no dissenting voice in the Committee 
on Indian Affairs as to the righteousness of this amendment, and 
I hope it will prevail. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT, The question is on the adoption of 
the amendment. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Will the Senator from Nebraska please have 
the decision of the Court of Claims from which he has quoted 
printed in the RecorD, and also ask to have it printed as a sepa- 
rate document? 

Mr. MANDERSON. I ask permission to have printed in the 
RECORD the finding of the Court of Claims as part of my remarks, 
and also that it be printed as a document. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. It will be so ordered in the absence 
of objection. 

The paper referred to is as follows: 

(Court of Claims. No. 9255 Congressional. The Indiana Miami Indians ws, 
The United States. } 
FINDINGS OF FACT. 


This case having been heard by the court, the court, upon the evidence and 
after considering the briefs and arguments of counsel on both sides, finds the 
facts as follows: 


L 
On the 6th day of November, 1838, by treaty of that date, the Miami tribe 
Indians, then living in Indiana, ceded to the United States, for a money 
ration, a portion of their lands im Indiana, looking to the eventual re- 
of tribe tothe country west of the Mississippi River. 


Le 


= 


- 
i 
| 

I 
f 
i. 


Sia tant 


PL Nc A A A RO: AO Re animate Te cael 


tie alll i tapas 


i 


i> eae i as 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


IL 


On the 28th or of November, 1840, the Miami tribe of Indians entered into 
another treaty by which they ceded to the United States their remainin: 
lands in Indiana, and the United States stipulated to assign them a large trac 
of country in the then Territory of Kansas, to which they agreed to remove 
within five years. 

Il 


Tn compliance with the treaty of 1840, most of the Miamitribe of Indians re- 
moved to Kansas in the year 1846, but a rw number of the tribe had special 
permission under the treaties of 1838 and 1840, and joint resolutions of Con- 
gress passed in March, 1845 (6 Stat., 942), and in May, 1850 (9 Stat., 806), to re- 
main in Indiana. They did not therefore emigrate.with the tribe, but re- 
mained in Indiana and adjacent States, and the annuities due the tribe were 
divided; one part being distributed among the Western Miamis or those who 
reemee in Kansas, and the other part distributed among the Miamis of In- 

jana. 

IV. 


On the 5th day of June, 1854, both branches of the Miami tribe of Indians 
entered into another treaty with the United States (10 Stat., 1093). In the 
same month and year the Commissioner of Indian Affairs, in consultation 
with the head men of the Indiana portion of the tribe, revised and corrected 
the list of those remaining in Indiana and who were entitled to a distribution 
of the fund to be paid to the Indiana Miamis, which constituted a list of 302 
persons. At the time of the ratification of said treaty (August 4, 1854) an 
amendment of the treaty was made for the benefit alone of the Miamis of 
Indiana, which amendment, after reciting the disposition to be made of that 
portion of the money to be d to them, provided: 

“That no persons other than those embraced in the corrected list agreed 
upon by the Miamis of Indiana, in the presence of the Commissioner of Indian 
Affairs, in June, 1854, comprising 302 names as Miami Indians of Indiana, and 
the increase of the families of the persons embraced in said corrected list 
shall be recipients of the payments, annuities, commutation moneys, and in- 
terest hereby stipulated to be paid to the Miami Indians of Indiana, unless 
other persons shall be added to said list by the consent of the said Miami 
Indians of Indiana, obtained in council according to the custom of Miami 
tribe of Indians.” ¥v 


Under the provisions of the said treaty of 1854, payments were made an- 
nually to the Western Miamis and to the Miamis of Indiana, until 1858, when, 
under an act of Congress passed on the 12th day of June, of that year, the 
Secretary of the Interior took $15,629.27 from the funds set apart by treaty 
for the Indiana Miamis, without their consent and against their earnest pro- 
test, and paid the same to 68 persons, none of whom were a part of the 302 
Miamis named in theamendment to the treaty of 1854, or the descendants of 
any of said 302 persons. vI 


These 68 persons were then panentt upon the pay roll of the Indiana Miamis 
(to which roll others were afterwards added) and they received additional 
annuities from the Indiana Miami funds, ans to $32,899.11, until their 
names were stricken from said roll under an opinion of the Attorney-Gen- 
eral dated September 20, 1867. 


These 68 persons so placed upon the Indiana Miami roll in Janu 1859, and 
the others afterwards added were not embraced in the correcte list of 302 
rsons sane m by the Miamis of Indiana and the Commissioner of In- 
ian Affairs in June, 1854, nor were they the descendants of any of the 302 
pereene who alone, by the terms of said treaty, were to share in the annui- 
es and other moneys of the Indiana Miamis. 
VIt. 

The money so paid from 1859 to 1867 to said 68 persons, and the others after- 
wards added, were taken from the funds then in the possession of the United 
States belonging to the Indiana Miamis, and were a part of, their proportion 
of the installments due them under the treaties of November 28, 1840, and of 
June 5, 1854, and also interest at the rate of 5 per cent per annum on the sum 
of $221,257.86 held in trust for the Miamis of Indiana under the amendment 
of the treaty of 1854. -_ 


The egate amount paid to the persons so added to the Indiana Miami 
roll to the period when their names were stricken from the roll, under an 
opinion of the Attorney-General was $48,528.38. 

A true copy of the findings of the court, filed February 11, 1895. 

Test this llth day of February, A. D. 1895. 

[SBAL. ] JOHN RANDOLPH, 

Assistant Clerk, Court of Claims. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Mr. President—— 

Mr. PETTIGREW. If the Senator will allow me one moment 
I wish to have di of an amendment which has been con- 
sidered by the Committee on Indian Affairs and about which I 
think there will be no discussion. I should like to offer it while 
the chairman of the committee is present. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Very well. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. I offer the amendment which I send to 
the desk, and ask to have read. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment will be stated. 

The SecrETaRY. At the end of page 32 it is proposed to insert: 


For epmonantin the Indians of the Crow Creek Reservation for loss sus- 
tained = hose Indians in receiving less land per capita in their diminished 
reservation than is received by the Indians occu other diminished 
reservations, the amount to be added to the share © permanent fund of 
the said Crow Creek Indians and to draw interest at the rate of 5 per cent 
per annum, $187,039. The Secretary of the Interior may, in his discretion, 
pay to said Indians $50,000 of said sum in cash. 

' Mr. PETTIGREW. I will simply say that this is the last of 
the promises made by General Crook and the other commission- 
ers when the Sioux — signed. A bill for this p 

has passed the Senate, I think, at every session but the last dur- 
ing the last five years; this item has been two or three times upon 
appropriation bills and not a to by the House of Representa- 
tives. It is now recommended Py Ss Interior Department and 
also by the Committee on Indian Affairs. ‘ 

Mr. COCKRELL. This amendment came to the Committee on 
Appropriations too late for consideration before the bill was re- 
ported. After the bill was reported my attention was called to 


FEBRUARY 23, 


the amendment by the Senator from South Dakota, and I addressed 
a communication to the Interior Department asking their views 
in regard to it. In reply I received this telephone message: 
. FEBRUARY 16, 1895. 
Senator COCKRELL: 
The Commissioner of Indian Affairs is reporting favorably on the amend- 


ment, and it will be up in a few minutes. 
SECRETARY OF INTERIOR. 


Here is the report which was sent, addressed to the Senator 
from South Dakota, and I ask that it may be read, and I should 
also like to have it printed as a separate document, so that we 
may have it. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. It will be so ordered in the absence 
of objection. 

The paper referred to is as follows: 

DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR, 
Office of Indian Affairs, Washington, February 16, 1895. 


Sir: I have received by your informal reference an amendment proposed to 
be introduced by you to the pending Indian appro riation bill as follows: 

‘For compensating the Indians of the Grow Creek Reservation for loss sus- 
tained by those Indians in receiving less land per capita in their diminished 
reservation than is received by the Indians occupying other diminished res- 
ervations, the amount to be added to the share of the permanent funds of the 
said Crow Creek Indians and to draw interest at the rate of 5 per cent per 
annum, $187,039. The Secretary of the Interior may, in his discretion, pay to 
said Indians $50,000 of said sum in cash.”’ 

soe desire to know whether this Office recommends the legislation pro- 
posed. 

In reply I have to state that this Office has repeatedly urged the payment 
of the Crow Creek Reservation Indians for loss sustained by them in receiv- 
ing less land per capita in their diminished reservation, etc., as provided in 
the proposed amendment. 

The nog Ag feature is the proposition authorizing the Secretary of the 
Interior, in his discretion, to pay $50,000 of said sum in cash to said Indians. 

I see no objection to the ony een cash perme, and I recommend the 
adoption of the amendment as above quoted. 

Very respectfully, 
D. M. BROWNING, Commissioner. 

Hon. R.F. PETTIGREW, 

United States Senate. 
(Through the Secretary of the Interior.) 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on the amendment 
submitted by the Senator from South Dakota. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. On page 44, at the end of line 17, I 
move to insert the amendment which I send to the desk. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. On page 44, after line 17, it is proposed to 
insert: 

The Secretary of the Treasury is hereby authorized and directed to reim- 
burse, out of say unexpended balance of appropriation for the support and 
civilization of Indians in Arizona and New Mexico for the fiscal year 1894, 
Capt. John L. Bulliss for expenditures made by him from his own private 
funds for the Indian service while acting United States Indian agent at San 
bextra ency, Ariz., upon the furnishing of proper vouchers to the amount 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on the amendment 
submitted by the Senator from Arkansas. 

The amendment was agreed to. “ 

Mr. COCKRELL subsequentiy said: In connection with the 
amendment which has just been adopted at the instance of the 
Senator from Arkansas [| Mr. JONES], I move that the letters which 
I send to the desk may be printed asa separate document. I hope 
they will be printed as ey as possible, 

The motion was agreed to. 

EXECUTIVE SESSION. 


Mr. BLACKBURN. I move that the Senate proceed for a few 
minutes to the consideration of executive business, and I am sure 
that there is not a Senator in the Chamber who would not vote 
for it if he knew the I have in making this motion. 

The VICE-PRESIDE T. The question is on the motion of the 
Senator from Kentucky that the Senate proceed to the considera- 
tion of executive business. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate proceeded to the con- 
sideration of executive business. After ten minutes spent in 
executive session the doors were reopened. 


INDIAN APPROPRIATION BILL. 


The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the consid- 
eration of the bill (H. R.8479) making appropriations for current 
and contingent expenses of the Indian Department and fulfilling 
treaty stipulations with various Indian tribes for the fiscal year 
ending June 30, 1896, and for other purposes. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. On page 65, line 24, after the word 
‘* necessary,” I move to insert ‘‘ to be immediately available.” It 
is an omission. 

The Secretary. After the word “necessary,” in line 24, page 
65, insert ‘‘ to be immediately available;” so as to read: 

For the survey of the lands in the Indian Territory, $400,000, or so much 
thereof as may be necessary, to be immediately available. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. On page 47, after the word “ miscel- 
laneous” in line 3, I move to insert what I send to the desk. 





1895. 





The SecrETARY. After the word “miscellaneous,” in line 3, 
page 47, insert: 

Tha scog Creek Nation be, and hereby is, authorized to sell, 
ae aera 600,000 of indebtedness of the United States of America 


together with the interest thereon, agreed to i 


be paid to the said nation and 
appropriated by an act of Congress entitled **An act to ratify and confirm an 


ent with the Muscogee Nation of Indians in the Indian Territory, and 
for other cavecauatl approved March 1, 1889, to enable said nation to make 
a per capita payment to the Creek people, and to liquidate the Creek national 
indebtedness; and the principal sum, $600,000, shall be payable January 1, 
1905. and the interest thereon, as in said act provided, shall be paid to the 
assignees of said indebtedness or their transferees: Provided, That the Secre- 
tary of the Treasury is authorized and directed to make such payments when 


due. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I desire to modify the amendment b 
striking out the words ‘‘and five;” so as to read “and the princi- 
pal sum, $600,000, shall be pero January 1, 1900.” 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. FAULKNER in the chair). 
The amendment as modified will be agreed to,if there be no ob- 
jection. 

Mr. ALLEN. I desire to object to the amendment. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. The amendment is offered in pur- 
suance of an act of the council of the Creek Nation, asking that 
they may be allowed now to realize out of the funds which they 
have in the Treasury of the United States $600,000, to be distrib- 
uted among their people. They say that owing to a failure of 
crops last year their people are in a condition where they need the 
money. 

When the proposition was brought forward I offered a proposed 
amendment in the Senate, which was referred to the Committee 
on Indian Affairs, and the opinion of the Indian Office was taken 
on the question. I hold in my hand a letter from Assistant Sec- 
retary Sims, returning a letter from the Commissioner of Indian 
Affairs, stating that they would recommend the ene of the 
act amended as suggested. The amendmentas read at the Clerk’s 
desk is as it came from the Indian Office, suggesting that the pay- 
ment should not take place earlier than 1905. I presume the idea 
of the Indian Office in suggesting that the period of payment 
should be postponed for ten years was that the debt could be sold 
at a higher price and the Indians could realize a larger amount of 
money out of it. 

Submitting the matter to the consideration of some members of 
the Committee on Appropriations and other members of the Sen- 
ate the suggestion was made that the payment should not be post- 
poned longer than the ya 1900. In compliance with that sug- 
gestion, I have proposed to amend the proposition as it was sub- 
mitted by the Commissioner of Indian Affairs so that it shall be 
payable not earlier than 1900. The request of the Creek Nation is 
that Sy shall be allowed to take $600,000 of their own funds, of 
which they have between $2,000,000 and $2,500,000 in the Treasury, 
and distribute it among their people now at a time when they say 
there is great need among their people. This is the case as I un- 
derstand it. 

Mr.ALLEN. The amendment has not been before the Com- 
mittee on Indian Affairs, I understand. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. It has been before the Committee on 
Indian Affairs and favorably reported. 

Mr.ALLEN. When did that occur? 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I can not give the Senator the date, 
but I can send to the committee and find out. 

Mr.ALLEN. However, I desire to make the objection that the 
— is general legislation proposed upon an appropriation 

Mr.JONES of Arkansas. I do not see how a proposition of this 
kind can be considered general legislation. It relates only to the 
private affairs of the Creek Nation, and is, it seems to me, a mat- 
ter of humanity, allowing those people to realize on this sum. 

I will say, in further explanation to the Senator from Nebraska, 
as I presume he does not propose to enter a captious objection, 
that this is just what was done with the Cherokees a year or two 
ago in allowing them to realize on certain funds that the Govern- 
ment owed them. It is put in exactly the same condition, I un- 
derstand; and it is a matter of no concern to the Government of 
the United States as to whether the money shall be paid to the 
assignees of the Creek Nation or to the nationitself. If they ought 
to have this money no harm could come to the Government of 
the United States from permitting them to have it that I can 
see. It is only a question of propriety as to whether the Creeks 
should or should not have it. I have in my hand a copy of the 
act of the council, properly certified, and sent by the Indian Office, 
declaring that their people want the money, and it seems to me 
they ought to be allowed to use their own funds. 

Mr. ALLEN. I simply want to call the attention of the Chair 
to the fact that less than an hour ago the then occupant of the 
chair held that an amendment precisely the same as this was 
general legislation and ruled it out. I desire to make the same 
point of order upon this amendment, and I call the attention of 
the Chair to that precedent. 
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The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair in this particular 
case will submit the question of order to the Senate. Is the 
amendment submitted by the Senator from Arkansas in order? 
[Putting the question.] The ayesseem to have it. The ayes have 
it. The amendment is before the Senate, and the question is on 
agreeing to it. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I ask to have the amendment read again. 

The Secretary again read the amendment. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I understand that the amendment merely 
allows them to borrow money on thestrength of the existing Gov- 
ernment promise. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Yes, sir. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I ask the Senator when the principal sum 
will be due according to the existing law? 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. It is payable to these people at the 
discretion of the Government. 

Mr. CHANDLER. And the amendment fixes a date when the 
principal is payable? 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. So much of it as these 
pose to transfer—$600,000. 

Mr. ALDRICH. As I understand the matter, this money is 
nominally in the Treasury of the United States. 5 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. That is the fact. 

Mr. COCKRELL. It is a trust fund. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. It is a trust fund. 

Mr. ALDRICH. But it is not really there, I suppose. 
it proposed to pay the $600,000? 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. These people propose to assign their 
claim on the Government for the money and to realize the money 
by selling it, as the Cherokees two or three years ago sold the fund 
that was due them. The assignees of the Creek people will be- 
come the payees of the Goverument instead of the Creek people; 
that is all. It leaves the condition so far as the Treasury is con- 
cerned just a8 it is now, except that it is to be paid in five years. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Will they issue bonds or certificates of in- 
debtedness, or what? 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Not at all; nothing of the kind. 

Mr. ALDRICH. They mustissuesomething. The Creek Nation 
must issue some kind of an obligation. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Yes. In the case of the Cherokees 
certificates of indebtedness were issued by the Government. 

Mr. ALLEN. I should like to ask the Senator in what form 
these Indians have their funds. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. It is deposited to their credit in the 
Treasury. 

Mr. ALLEN. In money? 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. It is money due them, upon which 
the Government is paying them interest. 

Mr. ALLEN. hy authorize them to make a loan? Why not 
authorize the Secretary of the Treasury to pay over to them a 
certain amount? 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. From the fact that the money is not 
in the Treasury. There has been difficulty in paying the current 
expenses of the Government, and to make such an appropriation 
would simply be to send the Creeks to the Treasury, where the 
appropriation could not be paid. They have not asked that ihe 
money shall be paid to them, but simply ask that they may be 
allowed to negotiate a part of the debt that is due to them from 
the Government and realize on it. 

Mr. ALLEN. What rate of interest will they have to pay? 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I think the Government pays 5 per 
cent on this fund. 

Mr. ALLEN. But what rate of interest will the Indians have 
to pay? 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. They will pay no interest. They will 
simply assign this part of the fund and realize the money for it. 

Mr. ALLEN. hat does the Senator mean, then, by saying 
that they will negotiate the debt that is due to them? 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. The Government owes these people 
two and a half million dollars. They want an act of Congress to 
authorize them to assign $600,000 of their claim to certain assign- 
ees, and that the Government shall pay that $600,000 to their as- 
signees instead of to them. The assignees will pay them the 
money. 

Mr. ALLEN. I should like to ask the Senator on what terms 
the Indians will make this assignment. Is there any arrangement, 
any contract, or anything by which certain parties are to have the 
assignment made to them? 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. They have had no authority to make 
any such arrangement, but they are asking for authority to make 
it now. The Cherokees disposed of theirs at par, as I remember. 
I do not think there is any doubt that the Creek Nation suffi- 
ciently understand their interests not tosellthis debt for anything 
less than par. I have no idea that there will be any difficulty 
about that. 

Mr. ALLEN. I think there ought to be some safeguards placed 
about this matter. ; 
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Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I have no objection to the words 
being put in that they shall not be sold at less than par. 

Mr. ALLEN. I do not see why the Government should not be 
required te pay over a specific sum of money, making an appro- 
priation to cover it. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. The chief difficulty is that it has not 
the money. 

Mr. ALLEN. I wish to call the attention of the Senator to the 
fact that we are issuing bonds at any time and there is not the 
slightest trouble about it. Bonds have been issued within the 
last month, and there will not be the slightest difficulty about 
issuing bonds whenever and as often as there may seem to be a 
demand for them. If we can issue bonds and can authorize J. 
Pierpont Morgan and his associates in New York to make $10,- 
000,000 in the course of a day or two out of them, it strikes me 
that we ought to be able to issue bonds enough to permit these In- 
dians to have the money direct from the Treasury without being 
compelled to go into the market and discount their paper and pay 
a premium, of course, to the white men. 

he Indian is the legitimate subject of prey. If he can escape 
from the Congress of the United States he ought to consider him- 
self very fortunate indeed. The Indian tribe that can run the 
gantlet of both branches of Congress and come out with any- 
thing in their pockets are a very fortunate set of men indeed. I 
believe there ought to be some guard placed around this provision. 
Here this paper is to go out to be placed in the hands of these In- 
dians at a discount. I do not know whether there isany genitle- 
man down in that part of the country with surplus money who 
wants to invest in this credit or not. There ought to be safe- 
guards at least placed around the amendment by which the In- 
dians would not be permitted to sell the credit for less than par, 
because I understand the a Senator from Arkansas to 
state that the rate of interest which the Government pays is 5 per 
cent. If the bonds of this nation are as good to-day as they were 
fifteen or twenty days - there is a lot of money to be made in 
the transaction. Why does not the distinguished Senator from 
Arkansas hedge in the right of these Indians by his amendment? 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I suggest that the words “‘at not 
less than par” shall be inserted after the word ‘‘ assign,” in the 
amendment. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will be modi- 
fied at the request of the Senator from Arkansas. 

Mr. ALLEN. I should like to ask the Senator from Arkansas 
why we can not authorize the payment of this money. He says 
we have no money in the Treasury. This is a small sum for this 
nation. Why, for instance, can we not authorize the issuance of 
bonds at the rate of 2} cent for the purpose of making good 
this payment to these Indians? Does that meet the approval of 
the Senator from Arkansas? 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. The s ion I have made in the 
amendmentis in compliance with the request of the council of the 
Creek Nation. They state that their — need thismoney. If 
we shouid undertake to issue a bond here for any purpose the Sena- 
tor from Nebraska knows perfectiy well the sort of debate it would 
provoke, and the impossibility of doing anything with it. After 
submitting their request to the executive department, I sub- 
mitted the proposition which comes from the Indian Office, 

ded, it seems to me, in every reasonable way, that they ma 
be allowed to assign their claim against the Governmentand real- 
ize the money on it. 

Mr. BATE. I did not hear the reasons given. I should like to 
have the Senator from Arkansas state the necessity which requires 

is assignment to be ‘ 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. The Cherokee council adopted an act, 
which I hold in my hand, in which they say that owing to the fail- 
ure of crops in their country last year i le need the im- 
mediate use of $600,000 out of the two anda million dollars 
which they have to their credit in the of the United 
States; that they wish to distribute it among their people; and 
that they owe certain debts upon which they are preiag sane, 
and which they would like to pay with this money. uest 
of the council was sent here; it was submitted to the Indian . 
it was favorably reported on by the Commissioner of Indian Af- 
fairs, and by the Assistant ene the Interior, and it seems 
to me it is in every way. P ion is simply to «.:- 
low these Indi to use their own money in their own wy for 
their own benefit. ‘ 

Mr. BATE. Not for the p of speculation? 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Not at all. : 

Mr. BATE. Nor for anyone to make money out of it? _ 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Not at all. It is to be distributed 
per capita. 

Mr. ALLEN. The Senator from ae eae © 
issue bonds would provoke a discussion in this Chamber which 
would be endless. It may be true that it would provoke discus- 

provoked discussion 


sion, as it has in days past. I suppose if we 
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are to put on a loose-jointed amendment to this bill, permitting 
these Indians to sell their credit, which is at par, or more than 
par according to the present financial status of bonds and stocks, 
and a lot of white men down in that country or in some other 
portion of the country get hold of the Indians and rob them of 
their money, as doubtless they will do, no one is to protest or to 
indulge in any discussion on that subject. The Indian is the le- 
gitimate prey of whoever may deal with him. In my judgment 
it would be much better for us even to have some lengthy discus- 
sion here on the subject of the issuance of bonds or an attempt to 
borrow money in some form and pay off a portion of this indebt- 
edness, than to turn these defenseless wards of the nation over to 
the harpy hands of those who have no interest in them whatever, 
except to take from them that which they have. 

Mr. ALDRICH. If the United States owe the Creek Nation 
any peaner they ought to pay it; that is, if the Creek Nation desire 
to id any portion of it, and the Government ought to pay it 
directly and not indirectly. I am afraid of the successive stepsin 
regard to this matter. I remember that we became obligated in 
some form to the Cherokee Nation a few years ago to the extent 
of six or seven million dollars. The first thing anybody knew an 
amendment was placed upon an appropriation bill by which Gov- 
ernment 4 per cent bonds were issued to parties who had obtained 
the loan or the indebtedness in some form or other. Four per 
cent bonds of the United States were issued at par. 

This amendment proposes to continue a 5 per cent indebtedness 
of the United States at not less than par. There has been much 
criticism in this Chamber, and very properly, that a sale of United 
States bonds was en a 3% per cent basis. This proposes 
to issue bonds substantially or certificates of indebtedness of the 
United States upon a 5 per cent basis for somebody's benefit. 

I agree with much that has been said by the Senator from Ne- 
braska - ALLEN] on this subject. If we are to have a twenty- 
two-million-dollar surplus, as the Secretary of the Treasury sug- 

ts that we shall have in the next fiscal year, and if we owe the 
k Nation $600,000, let us make an ee emne and pay them, 
and not oblige the Creek Nation to go intothe market and borrow 
money upon their certificates of indebtedness, which after a while 
will be certain to be changed by some act of Congress into a cer- 
tificate of indebtedness or bonds of the United States for the bene- 
fit of third parties and not for the benefit of the Indians them- 
selves. Iask the Senator from Arkansas, if we are to pay these 
people, to make an appropriation out of the Treasury of the United 
tates and pay them ee and not keep this thing going for 
an indefinite length of time for the benefit of third parties. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I desire to deal justly with this question. 
The Government owes these Indians $600,000. The Senator from 
Arkansas proposes that it shall be payable in the year 1900 at the 
existing _ of interest that has been promised, which he says is 
5 per cent. 

r. JONES of Arkansas. That is my impression. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Thereupon the Indians propose to borrow 
that money on the strength of this Government promise. It will 
be a six-hundred-thousand-dollar 5 per cent Government loan, 

yable in 1900. In answer to the remarks of the Senator from 
Rhode Island, the suggestion is that it is not to be presumed that 
the Indians will give away these bonds or sell them for any less 
than they are worth. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Ifthe Senator is familiar with the Cherokee 
transaction, by which certain parties in New York bought the in- 
debtedness and afterwards secured bonds of the United States, sub- 
stantially bonds of the United States, at par, I wish he would state 
that to the Senate in order that we may know what is likely to 
happen in this case. 

. CHANDLER. I think in that case the promises were sold 
at par. I think it was 4 per cent bonds which were sold at par, or 
possibly a little above par. 

Mr. ALDRICH. The parties who bought the loan secured 
United States 4 per cent bonds at par; but what did they pay the 
Cherokee Nation for those certificates? 

Mr. CHANDLER. They paid the Cherokee Nation, I have no 
Aoubt, par for the bonds. The only question would be whether—— 

Mr. RICH. My im ion is that they did not pay them 
par. I have some knowl of the transaction. 

Mr. CHANDLER. The Senator appealed to my knowledge of 
the transaction and I gave it to him; and now he wishes to sub- 
stitute his own for mine, to which, of course, there can be no ob- 
jection. .As I remember, the Indians in that case received par for 
a4 ceat loan. Now, in this case, here is a 5 per cent six-hun- 
feud thousnhdailes loan or promise to pay by the United States, 
and it is made payable in 1 Though I think there is some 

in the subject, as the Senator from Rhode Island seems to 

, [take it for ted that the Indians will get the full value 

of that promise. y are not going, so far as we have any reason 
i are the Senator from Arkansas will tell us of it), 
,000 through the same syndicate which bought 
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the Government loan; and so far as Iam aware the name of Mr. 
Francis Lynde Stetson has not been and will not be connected with 
is t bi 


Because the Government loan has been disposed of in this way 
by the authorities controlling the Government of the United States, 
it does not follow that the same improvident parties will negotiate 
this loan for these Indians. It is to presume that these In- 
dians will, in ing this six-hundred-thousand-dollar 5 per cent 
loan of the United States, get the largest price for it; that they 
will sell it prudently and judiciously; and in all probability they 
will call for bids and get the highest market value. I admit, in 
response to the ion of Senator from Rhode Island, 
that if there is ees that these Creek Indians are not going 
to manage their business any better than the Treasury Depa 
ment manages its business we ought not to grant this authority. 
But assuming that they know what they are about, and if they are 
going to borrow money on these securities that they will get the 
highest price for them, I do not see any particular harm in giving 
them the opportunity. ; 

Mr. K Will the Senator from New Hampshire allow me 
to interrupt him justthere? I wish he would explain the matter in 
regard to the Cherokees a little more fully. Ihave heard it stated 
(I do not know whether it is true or not) that the Cherokees in 
the seven-million-dollar loan did not realize over about 75 per cent 
of it themselves. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I am confident that that isa mistake. The 
bonds were negotiated through R. T. Wilson & Co., and I am 
quite certain they received par for the bonds. Iam sure they did. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I do not think so. 

Mr. KYLE. In the first instance they contracted to pay a cer- 
tain percentage of the amount to some attorneys, I believe. 

Mr. CHANDLER. If the Senator will allow me, that is an- 
other thing altogether. I have a pamphlet in my hand which 
shows that it cost the Chickasaw and Choctaw Indians $692,000 
for counsel fees; but afterwards, when they undertook to nego- 
tiate in the market the Government loan, they got par, and I am 
inclined to think a little more, as I have no doubt these Indians 
wili get par or more for this loan. 

Mr. KYLE. May I ask the Senator whoare of counsel in this 


ase? 
Mr. CHANDLER. I shall have torefer the Senator to the Sen- 
ator from Arkansas, who offered this amendment. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. The Senator from South Dakota 
doubtless knows that the complaint which was made here of a 
large fee being paid to certain Chickasaws and;Choctaws fora 
prosecution of a claim here is what was alluded to. It has no re- 

ion to the negotiation of the Creek loan, and I have no idea 
that there are any attorneys connected with this transaction. I | 
have a copy of the act of the Creek council, in which they make 
‘the statement I have just given. If there are any attorneys con- 
nected with it, or if there is anything connected with it that is 
not ae straight, I do not know. I do believe that those 
people ask for this money because their people need it. I have 
stated the facts fairly to the Senate. If Senators are not willing 
to let these people do what they please with their own money and 
think they in their wisdom can manage it better I am perfectly 
willing for the Senate to take action as it chooses. I have stated 
all I know about it, and am perfectly willing for the Senate to 
dispose of the amendment in whatever way it chooses. I am dis- 
posed myself to carry out what seems to be the request and wish 
of the constituted authorities of the Creek Nation. They are an 
intelligent people, capable of taking care of their own business, 
and any man who supposes that they can be hoodwinked under- 
estimates the intelligence of the Creek Nation. 

Mr. ALDRICH. The United States are paying 5 per cent upon 
this trust fund, I take it, because the Creek Nation is a ward of 
the United States and for no other reason. Certainly the United 
States could borrow money, evenin the present condition of credit, 
at less than 5 per cent interest. Whenever we stop paying 5 per 
cent upon this loan for the benefit of the Creek Nation I do not 
see any reason why we should continue to pay it for the benefit of 
third parties who may buy the certificates, because if we have no 
surplus money in the Treasury the Government of the United 
States can certainly borrow money at less than 5 per cent even on 
aloan continuing to the year 1900. I think it is quite time we 
should stop this kind of transactions. I will move to amend the 
amendment of the Senator from Arkansas, so that this shall be 
made an appropriation of $600,000 from the Treasury. Iam quite 
willing to vote for it in that way, but I am not willing to vote for 
the amendment as it stands. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Does the Senator reflect that we 
may be depriving these of the use of this money by his 
amendment? If this money is appropriated and there is no money 
in the Treas to pay it out, how can the Creeks get their money? 


Cc 


Mr. ALDRICH. But there is money in the Treasury to pay it, 
and there will always be money in the 
Cleveland says we ie 


Treasury to pay it. r. 
ve a “comfortable surplus” of $63,000,000, 








and the Secretary of the Treasury said the other day we had $95,- 
gent.oue surplus. I see no reason why we should not pay the 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. The Indians would rather have the 

money if they could get it; but I should regret very much to see 
such action taken here as would prevent these people from getting 
the money at a time when they are very much in need of it. 
_ Mr. ALDRICH. We ought either to pay the money or author- 
ize the Secretary of the Treasury to borrow it. We ought to pay 
it directly out of the Treasury, because the money is there, or 
else let the Secretary of the Treasury borrow it at less than 5 per 
cent on the credit of the United States and pay these people. 

Mr. MORGAN. When I was a boy I lived for several years 
among this Indian tribe. I know a good deal of their habits at 
that time and I think I know a good deal about them now. At 
that time they were very fond of silver money, silver half dollars. 
They sold one of the most beautiful countries in the world for'sil- 
ver half dollars. I have seen tables 10 feet long, 34 feet across, 
stacked up five dollars deep with silver half dollars, as much as a 
table could hold, in payment to these Indians for their reserva- 
tions in Alabama. They could use silver half dollars in the Creek 
country without any sort of difficulty at all. They could buy all 
the corn and grain and everything that they want, meat and what 
not, with silver half dollars. If the amendment proposed by the 
Senator from Rhode Island should prevail I shall offer an addi- 
tional amendment that a part of the seigniorage of silver in the 
Treasury shall be coined for the benefit and advantage of these 
people into silver half dollars and that that money shall be paid in 
that way tothem. They would prize it very much indeed. 

Mr. TELLER. They would rather have it than any other 
money. 

Mr. MORGAN. I donot know but that I am primitive enough 
and Indian enough in my instincts and tastes to applaud them for 
their preference for that kind of money. It is good legal tender, 
you know, for $5 in a sum, and it ought to be legal tender for any 
amount of money under oursystem of laws. But it is good for $5. 
We have the surplus bullion lying there, and if these Indians are 
really in want of food, as I have no doubt many of them are, we 
have the finest opportunity in the world, without giving offense 
to the Senator from Ohio [Mr. SHERMAN}, a doctrinaire upon this 
subject. by coining a little of the silver in the Treasury to pay 
this debt to the amount of five or six hundred thousand dollars. 
I do not think we will break Wall street by doing that, or that 
we would lower the standard of our credit in Wall street or in 
London. I know we would not lower it in the Indian country, 
inasmuch as the money is going there to be spent, or ought to go 
there to be spent, and ought not to go into the hands of specuia- 
tors who will carry it into Wall street and presently come back 
upon us with a gold demand forit. I think we had better just 
resolve this question now by the expedient suggested by the Sena- 
tor from Rhode Island and my amendment to it, which as a bimet- 
allist I am sure he would be very giad to accept. 

Mr. ALDRICH. It makes no difference to me in what money 
they are paid. I should dislike to make the Creek Nation accept 
money which the Senator from Alabama would not accept him- 


self. 

Mr. MORGAN. I would accept it. Iwish Icould have a mil- 
lion dollars of it. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Ido not think there ought to be any discrimi- 
nation as to the kind of money in which this appropriation shall 
be paid. 

Mr. MORGAN. More than that,if I had a debt against the 
Senator from Rhode Island and if he were to come and tender me 
these silver half dollars I would be obliged to accept them. 

Mr. ALDRICH. He would be very wise to accept them. 

Mr. MORGAN. I would probably be very wise also, but I 
would be patriotic. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Would the Senator from Alabama say if 
the $600,000 was due him from the Government he would take it 
in silver half dollars? 

Mr. MORGAN. Oh, yes; very cheerfully. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amend- 
ment of the Senator from Rhode Island [Mr. ALDRIcH] to the 
amendment of the Senator from Arkansas [Mr. Jones}. The 
amendment to the amendment will be stated. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

To enable the r e Creek Nation a portior 
of the fund ae ee tee Vnitod Btntee te eeecnlme with the naontah oa 
of the act of Congress entitled ‘An act to ratify and confirm an agreement 
with the Muscogee Nation of Indians in the Indian Territory, and for other 
purposes,” approved March 1, 1889, $600,000. 


Mr. CALL. Mr. President, I should be very glad to vote for 
this amendment if the matter had undergone careful considera- 
tion. It seems to me that we are the guardians of the Indians. 
They are our wards, and some supervision should be had over 
them. If this amendment could pass without any consideration, 
with such amendments as have been placed upon it, I should not 
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be disposed to say anything in regard toit. It seems to me, how- 
ever, that in all cases of appropriations for the Indian Depart- 
ment the question should be considered as to the capacity of the 
Indians to take care of themselves, as to the character of the pay- 
ment to be made and the necessity for it, whether or not a trust 
fund should be continued, as has been the policy of the Govern- 
ment always, and annuities paid, or whether the whole amount 
of money should be distributed to them; whether the money paid 
to them should ge into the hands of liquor dealers, speculators, 
and others of that class of people. These are questions which 
ought to be investigated and carefully considered. 

It seems to me the question is, Has that been done in this case? 
If it has been, and these Indians are entirely capable of taking 
care of themselves, if it is time to abandon the policy of holding 
them as wards, if it is time to pay to them whatever the Govern- 
ment owes to them, then it is proper that this amendment should 
pass; but otherwise it is not. 

Mr. KYLE. The Senator who has charge of the bill seems to 
oppose the amendment, and I think, therefore, the Senator from 
Arkansas should withdraw it. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amend- 
ment of the Senator from Rhode Island wee ALDRICH] to the 
amendment of the Senator from Arkansas [Mr. Jongs]. [Putting 
the question.] The ‘ayes’ appear to have it. 

Mr. KYLE. I call for the yeas and nays. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I hope the Senator from South Dakota will 
withdraw the call for the yeas and nays, and let my amendment 
be adopted. 

Mr. QUAY. Iask that the amendment be again read. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment as proposed to 
be amended will be read. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

To enable the Secretary of the Treasury to pay the Creek Nation a portion 
of the fund now held by the United States, in accordance with the provisions 
of the act of Congress entitled “‘ An act to ratify and confirm an agreement 
with the Muscogee Nation of Indians in the Indian Territory, and for other 
purposes,” approved March 1, 1889, $600,000. 

Mr. KYLE. I called for the yeas and nays on a misunderstand- 
ing. I thought we were voting on the proposition of the Senator 
from Arkansas, and therefore I withdraw my demand for the yeas 


and nays. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair is of the opinion that 
upon the viva voce vote the ayes have it; and therefore the amend- 
ment to the amendment is agreed to. The question recurs on the 
amendment of the Senator from Arkansas as amended on the mo- 
tion of the Senator from Rhode Island. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I do not think there is ener of my 
amendment left. The amendment of the Senator from Rhode 
Island was substituted for my amendment, as I understand. 

Mr. ALDRICH. That is right. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. e Senator from Rhode Island can 
take charge of the amendment now and put it in any shape he 
chooses. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question recurs on the 
amendment of the Senator from Arkansas as amended on the 
motion of the Senator from Rhode Island. 

The amendment as amended was agreed to. 

Mr. MORGAN. I move to amend the amendment as adopted 
by the Senate—— 

Mr. ALDRICH. Too late. 

Mr. MORGAN. By adding this proviso: 

Provided, That for this purpose the Secretary of the Treasury shall coin 
the silver bullion in the Treasury. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator can not amend the 
amendment now, as it has already been adopted by the Senate. 

Mr. MORGAN. At the time I suggested my amendment it 
would have been an amendment in the third degree, and there- 
fore out of order. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I suggest to the Senator from Alabama that 
he add a proviso at the end of the bill making all the appropria- 
tions in the anes in silver half dollars. 

Mr. MORGAN. I will accept the Senator’s suggestion when- 
ever he is ready to vote for it. I know he is not. 

Mr. TELLER. I will enter a motion to reconsider the vote by 
which the amendment as amended was agreed to. 

Mr. CHANDLER. It will be perfectly in order for the Senator 
from Alabama to move to add his amendment to the clause, as the 
committee amendments are finished. The Senator simply moves 
to add another paragraph, a very vicious paragraph, I think, but 
still it is in order. 

The PRESIDINGOFFICER. The Chair is of opinion that there 
is no difficulty in the Senator from Alabama moving to add the 
words to the ph which has just been adopted. 

Mr. TELLER. Then I will withdraw my motion to recon- 


sider. 
Mr. MORGAN. I will move to add these words: 
And the same shall be paid from the silver coin in the Treasury. 
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I see that the Chair does not comprehend the point I made about 
this matter. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair rules that the Sena- 
tor can move to add anything to any portion of the bill which does 
not conflict with the action of the Senate already taken. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I make the point of order on the amendment 
that it is general legislation and changes existing law. 

Mr. MORGAN. Ithought the Senator from Rhode Island prob- 
ably would reverse his wheel before we got very far into this subject. 
The amendment I propose is not any more general legislation 
than that which the Senate has just put on the bill,and whenever 
there is general legislation put on the bill I have a right to move 
to amend that as much as I have to move to amend special legis- 


lation. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The point of order is made on 
the amendment, and the Chair will submit the point to the Sen- 
ate, as he did on the former occasion. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Let the amendment proposed by the Sena- 
tor from Alabama be read. 

Mr. MORGAN. Ishould like first to hear the amendment of 
the Senator from Arkansas as amended read. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Secretary will read the 
amendment as adopted. 

The Secretary read as follows: 


To enable the Goceytary of the Treasury to pay the Creek Nation a portion 
of the fund now held by the United States, in accordance with the provisions 
of the act of Congress entitled “An act to ~~ 4 and confirm an agreement 
with the Muscogee Nation of Indians in the Indian Territory, and for other 
purposes,”’ approved March 1, 1889, $600,000. 


Mr.MORGAN. Thatis the amendment as it has been amended. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. That is the amendment as 
adopted by the Senate. 

r. MORGAN. I move to add these words: 

And the same shall be paid in silver coin. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment of the Senator 
from Alabama will be stated. 

The SEcRETARY. At the end of the amendment just adopted, 
it is proposed to add: 

And the same shall be paid in silver coin. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Iwill withdraw my point of order, and move 
to amend the amendment by adding: 


Or in such other lawful money of the United States as said Creek Nation 
shall desire. 


Mr. HILL. We ought not to make any distinction in the stat- 
utes we pass between the different forms of currency of the United 
States. It strikes me that the amendment as proposed makes such 
a discrimination. 

Mr. KYLE. The Indians are all silver men and they will be 
glad to get silver. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amend- 
ment of the Senator from Rhode Island to the amendment of the 
Senator from Alabama. 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question recurs on the 
amendment of the Senator from Alabama as amended on the mo- 
tion of the Senator from Rhode Island. [Putting the question. ] 
The noes sent to have it. 

Mr. TELLER. I ask that the vote be again taken. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair will again put the 
question on the amendment of the Senator from Alabama as 
amended on motion of the Senator from Rhode Island. 

Mr. HANSBROUGH. Let the amendment be read as it stands. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will be read. 

The SEcRETARY. It is proposed to add at the end of the amend- 
ment just adopted the following: 


And the same shall be d in silver coin, or such other lawful money of 
the United States as the k Nation shall desire. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amend- 
ment as amended. [Putting the question.] The ayes seem to 
have it. 

Mr.CHANDLER. I ask for a division. 

The question being put, there were, on a division—ayes 13, 


noes 5. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. No quorum has voted. The 
Secretary will call the roll. 

The Secretary called the roll; and the following Senators an- 
swered to their names: 
Aldrich, Hunton, 
Allison, i Jones of Ark. 
Bate, Kyle, 
martes e Lindsay, 
Blackburn, Lodge, 
Blanchard, Geo: McLaurin, 
Burrows, Manderson, 
Caffery, Go Mantle, 
Call, Michell of Oreg. 
Chandler, Hal: 
Clark, 
Coke, 
Daniel, 


Power, 
Pugh, 
ay, 
m, 

oach, 
Sherman, 
Saute 
Teller, 
Vest, 


Wastbu 
TD, 
Wolcott. 
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The PRESIDING OFFICER. Fifty-five Senators have an- 


swered to their names. A quorum is ena The question re- 
curs on the amendment of the Senator from Alabama as amended 
on the motion of the Senator from Rhode Island. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Let the vote be taken viva voce again. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is the demand for the division 
withdrawn by the Senator from New Hampshire? 

Mr. CHANDLER. Yes, sir. , 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amend- 
ment of the Senator from Alabama as amended on the motion of 
the Senator from Rhode Island. 

The amendment as amended was agreed to. 4 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I now offer an amendment to be in- 
serted on page 72, afterline15. Iwillstatein a word the substance 
of the amendment. It is a proposition to allow the loyal Creek 
Indians to bring suit against the United States and against their 
own nation for the value of certain property taken from them 
during the late war. A considerable number of Creek Indians 
enlisted in the Federal Army and others became refugees from the 
Creek country. In 1866 the Government of the United States made 
a treaty with them, in which the Government agreed to ascertain 
the value of the property taken from them, and to pay them cer- 
tain sums of money. The language of the treaty has been con- 
strued by the Government, I believe, to limit this liability to 
$100,000. The value of the property taken from these Indians was 
ascertained by an agent of the Government to be somewhere near 
Saeee. One hundred thousand dollars was paid upon that 
claim. 

The Creek Indians contend that the Government is liable, or, 
if the Government is not liable, the Creek Nation is liable to them 
for their property taken during the war. This amendment is 
simply a proposition to authorize these people to bring a suit 
against the Government and against their own nation to set up 
and assert their claims in court. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment of the Senator 
from Arkansas will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. After line 15, on page 72, it is proposed to in- 
sert: 


To authorize the loyal Creek Indians, Indian Territory, to bring suit in the 
Court of Claims for damages committed upon their property. , 

That the loyal Creek Indians now residing in the Indian pares? may, 
through and in the name of their oy selected and consolidated delegates 
and agents, as shown by the records of the Interior Department, institute, 
within ninety days after the passage of this act, but not thereafter. against 
the United States and the Musco (Creek) Nation of Indians, in the Court 
of Claims and prosecute to final decision ony suit that may be necessary to 
settle their claim for property taken and lost, as provided by the eighteenth 
article of the treaty between the United States and the Creek and Seminole 
tribes of Indians, a August 28, 1856, and as provided in the third and 
fourth articles of the treaty between the United States and said Creek Indians, 

roclaimed the lith of August, 1866,and u the awards made in pursuance 
BS said treaties by the agents of the United States and approved by the Com- 
missioner of Indian Affairs and the Secretary of the Interior. 

Sec. 2. That such suit shall be by petition in the nature of a bill in equity, 
and shall be conducted and determined in all respects according to the rules 
and principles of equity eam and jurisprudence in the other courts of the 
United States; and for the purposes of this act the Court of Claims is hereby 
invested with the jurisdiction and powers exercised by courts of equity so 
far as may be necessary to give full relief in such suit; and it may consider 
all ns involved de novo, and pass upon the same as original questions 
under the several treaties aforesaid, or acts of Congress, irrespective of any 
award or awards heretofore made, regardless of any acts or decisions of an 
Department of the Government affecting the claim or claims sued on; oa 
shall fS upon all claims, or cross claims, or counter claims proposed or as- 
serted by either party, so as to adjudicate all matters of Ris ute arising 
therein completely, and do what justice and equity require as between the 

rties: Provided, That no allowance shall be made for interest, and nothing 
n this act shall be construed as a confession of any indebtedness on the part 
of the United States for or on account of such claimorclaims. All papers and 
records in any Executive Department of the Government, as well as any that 
are before Congress, touching or bearing upon such claim or claims, may be 
filed in said court, and shall be given such consideration and weight by the 
court as in its judgment they may be entitled to in such suit; and in addition 
thereto the parties may take other testimony they may desire under rules and 
regulations to be prescribed by the court. Notice of such suit shall be executed 
by delivery of a true copy thereof witha copy of the petition, to the Attorney- 
General and to the principal chief of the Muscogee (Creek) Nation of In- 
dians, whose duty it shall be, respectively for and in behalf of the United 
States and said nation, to demur to or answer the petition therein within 
thirty days after the service of such process upon them, unless the court shall, 
for good cause shown, grant further time for filing the same; and such suit 
when ready for hearing shall be advanced on the docket, and either party may 
take an appeal from the final decree in such cause to the Supreme Court of 
the Uni States within sixty days after the rendition of such decree, and 
the Supreme Court is hereby vested with full jurisdiction to hear and deter- 
mine such suit on appeal in the same manner and with the same effect as in 
cases of — in equity causes to that court from other courts of the United 
States, and such cause on appeal shall be advanced on the docket of the Su- 
preme Court. 

Sec. 3. That should judgment be rendered in favor of the petitioners upon 
the trial of the cause provided for in this act, the court shall fix the compen- 
sation for the attorney of record for his services in the prosecution of said 
suit, not exceeding 10 per cent of such judgment, which ll be a part of the 
judgment of the court. 


Mr. COCKRELL. That being too important an amendment to 
be considered now, I make the point of order that it is legislation 
pure and simple. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. TheChair is of opinion that the 
amendment is obnoxious to the fourth clause of the sixteenth rule 
respecting appropriation bills, and therefore not in order. 


_ Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I move, on page 72, after line 15, to 
insert what I send to the desk. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will be stated. 
_ The Secretary. After line 15, on page 72, it is proposed to 
insert: 

That section 2139 of the Revised Statutes of the United States, as amended 
by the act of July 23, 1892 (27 Statutes, 260), be, and the same is hereby, ex- 
tended over and made applicable to the town and town site of Miami, in the 
Indian Territory; and the United States courts of said Territory shall have 
full jurisdiction thereof. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. The amendment is suggested by the 
Indian Office, and the letter of the Commissioner of Indian Affairs 
states—I do not know how it can be true—as follows: 

At the informal suggestion of the chairman of the Committee on Indian 
Affairs of the House of Representatives, I have the honor to report that in 
view of the numerous statements contained in the correspondence of this 
office with parties in the Indian Territory, to the effect that whisky and other 
intoxicating beverages are freely used on the town site of Miami, in the In- 
dian Territory, I deem it desirable that the following, which it is proposed to 
add as an amendment to the Indian appropriation bill, now pending in the 
Senate, should be adopted: 

Then follows the amendment which has just been read at the 
desk. The Commissioner continues: 

The fact that so much whisky is introduced upon this town site has made 
it easy for the Indians of the Quapaw Agency to obtain intoxicating bever- 
ages, which it is very desirable they should be Feseetes against. 

I have the honor to recommend that a copy of this report be transmitted to 
the chairman of the Committee on Indian Affairs of the Senate for his infor- 
—— with the request that the proposed amendment be incorporated in 

@ DL. 

Mr. PLATT. Thereason forthat amendment is this: We passed 
an act which enabled some parties to acquire title to certain lands 
in the Quapaw Agency for town-site purposes. It is supposed 
that thereby we took that land out from the Indian country. It 
has been so decided by a judge in Kansas. I think it is very 
doubtful whether we did or not, but since that decision, everybody 
who so desires goes there and sells liquor at will. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. At any rate, if the impression of the 
Senator from Connecticut and my impression is correct, that the 
law is still in force in the Miami Township, it can do no harm to 

ass this amendment and declare that such is the law, as it has 

en the law all along. 

Mr. PLATT. None at all. 

Mr. CALL. I have no objection to the amendment, but it 
seems to me that it ought to be in different form. This way of 
extending a statute by reference to it, without enacting the words 
of the statute, it occurs to me is a very bad practice. We have 
to go back and examine the statute referred to to find out what it 
is. Itis much better to put it in terms in the amendment itself; 
but I shall make no objection to the amendment. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amend- 
ment proposed by the Senator from Arkansas. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. VEST. On page 7 of the bill, I move to strike out all after 
line 16 down to the end of line 5, on page 8. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment submitted by 
the Senator from Missouri will be stated. : 

The SEcrRETARY. After line 16, on page 7, it is proposed to 
strike out the following: 

For pay of one superintendent of Indian schools, $3,000. 


For pay of one secretary to the superintendent of Indian schools, to be 
employed by him, $1,000. 

For necessary traveling expenses of one superintendent of Indian schools, 
and his secretary when necessary. including telegraphing and incidental 


expenses of inspection and investigation, $1,500: Provided, That he shall be 
allowed $3 per day for traveling expenses when actually on duty in the field, 
exclusive of cost of transportation and eae fare: And provided, That 
he shall perform such other duties as may be imposed upon him by the Com- 
missioner of Indian Affairs, subject to the approval of the Secretary of the 
Interior. 

Mr. VEST. Mr. President, I have noknowledge or information 
as to what person holds the position of superintendent of Indian 
schools at this time or to what political party he belongs. I am 
therefore innocent of any personality in the matter; but I have 
been of the opinion for some years that this position was entirely 
unnecessary, and I know that the purposes for which it was origi- 
nally created have been accomplished or abandoned. 

Now, toshow the facility with which these offices are multiplied 
by acts of Congress, I cali the attention of the Senate tothe clause 
in the Indian appropriation act of 1882, which created this office. 
The Senate will see that it was created for specific purposes only: 

The President is authorized to appoint a person toinspect all Indian schools, 


who is hereby required to report a plan for carrying into effect, in the most 
economical and efficient manner, all existing treaty stipulations for the educa- 
tion of Indians, with careful estimates of the cost thereof; alsoa plan and esti- 
mates for educating all Indian youths for whom no such provision now exists, 
and estimates of what sums can be saved from existing expenditures for In- 
dian su rt by the adoption of such plan, whose compensation shall not ex- 
ceed $3,000, which sum is hereby appropriated for that purpose, and also a 


further sum of $1,500 for his necessary traveling expenses. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair will state to the Sen- 
ator from Missouri that the amendment submitted by him is not 
It would be in order in 


in order as in Committee of the Whole. 
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the Senate, as the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, has al- 


ready adopted an amendment to pr ces pt 

Mr. COCKRELL. Let it be consi as open. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. By unanimous consent, the par- 
agraph as amended will be considered as open. The Chair hears 
no objection, and that is the order. 

Mr. VEST. It is very evident that the purposes for which the 
office was created have either been accomplished or abandoned. 
This officer is not now required to report _ plan for theeducation 
of Indian children, and he is simply and purely an inspector. 
The Commissioner of Indian Affairs already has five inspectors 
who can go to the Indian schools, and it is within my personal 
knowledge, for I was for some years a member of the Committee 
on Indian Affairs, that those —— perform the duties of 
going to the Indian schools and ing a report in regard to their 
condition. It will be seen by subsequent statutes that all pre- 
tense that this officer is anything else than an ordinary inspector 
has been abandoned. It will be found that in 1886, four years 
after the position was created, the inspector was simply regarded 
as an ordinary ins r, and received $4,000, as was provided in 
that law, and $1,000 for his traveling expenses. In 1890 it was re- 
duced to $3,000, and $1,500 for traveling So seme 

Now, this officer is, to a extent, independent of the Com- 
missioner of Indian Affairs. He is at the head of a minor bureau. 
I see by the amendments that he is to have a secretary, and the 
secretary's expenses are to be paid in going around through the 
country, together with theinspector. Why can pot the Commis- 
sioner of Indian Affairs, who has absolute control of all Indian 
matters, detail an inspector or send one of his five inspectors to 
investigate these schools? Or, if itis necessary, give him another 
inspector, so as to make the number six. Why should we have a 
oe of Indian schools under a Commissioner of Indian 

airs, an imperium in imperio, with additional expense, and 
from year to year with increasing cost? There is no necessity, in 
my judgment, for any such position, and I therefore make this 
motion 


Mr. PLATT. I hope the amendment will not be agreed to. I 
po neat er Nagel we ar ton weet, cece! ment fee Pye 
portant office. I think if the Senator from Missouri will take the 
report of the superintendent of Indian schools and read it he will 
be satisfied that it is not a sinecure by any means and that it isnot 
an uni t+ work which he is doing. 


tmportan 
With regard to the secretary, I will state that it was 
ated for in ee for some reason it was 


the other House. committee has simply restored it. It is 
not the creation of a new office at all. Itis an office that existed 
last year. I do not wish to take up time in discussing the matter, 
but if any Senator will take the of the supermtendent of 
Indian schools and read it, I think he will be entirely satisfied 
that that officer is doimg good work. 

The Senator from Missouri said he does not know who the offi- 
cial is. The office was formerly held by Mr. Dorchester, but upon 
the incoming of the present Administration a gentleman by the 
name of Heilman, from Indiana, I believe, was appoimted. The 
Senator from Indiana [Mr. TurPte]} assured me at the time of his 
appointment that Mr. Heilman was perhaps as good a man for 
the place as could be found in the United States. All that I know 
of his work since that time justifies what the Senator from Indiana 
said with reference to him. 


gen 
supervision of the entire matter of education at the Indian schools 
of the country, and an inspector can not doit. Ani can 
be sent here or there ee work, but the superintendent 
is given a higher duty t any inspector is called upon to per- 


Mr. VEST. The act which created the office of Commissioner 
of Indiam Affairs, as will be found reference to the Revised 
Statutes, gives the Commissioner of Indian Affairs con- 
trol and supervision of all matters ing the Indians, includ- 
Pichon saooan anes ted for ale | 4 

ndian sc was crea a purpose, an 
ee accomplished or abandoned. This is 
nothing but an inspectorship with increased salary, and now heis 
furnished with a secretary. 


as he sees 
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proper. He does the same thing as to other inspectors, 
entirely unnecessary office. 


ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. JAMES 
Kerr, its Clerk, announced that the Speaker of the House had 
signed the following enrolled bills;.and they were thereupon 
signed by the Vice-President: 

A bill (8.305) pons a pension to Annie M. Greene; 

A bill (S. 684) for the relief of Mrs. Evalyn N. Van Vliet; 

A bill (8. 2783) to postpone the enforcement of the act of August 
19, 1890, entitled ‘‘An act to adopt regulations for preventing col- 
lisions at sea;” and 

A bill (H.R. 6323) to amend the Articles for the Government of 
the Navy relative to punishment on conviction by court-martial. 


SURVEYOR OF DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA, 


Mr. PROCTOR submitted the following report: 


The committee of conference on the @ eing votes of the two Houses on 
the amendments of the House to the bill (8.444) making the surveyor of the 
District of Columbia a salaried officer,and to for more efficient serv- 
ice in_ the surveyor’s office, having met,after full and free conference have 
agreed to recommend and do recommend to their respective Houses as fel- 


lows: 

That the Senate recede from its disagreement to the amendments of the 
House and agree to the same with the following amendments: 

In line 5 of section 1, page 1, after the words “ shall be,” insert “appointed 
by the Commissioners of the District of Columbia fora term of four years, 
unless sooner removed for cause, shall be;” and the Senate agres to the 


In line 6 of section 1, page 1, after the word “the” where it first occurs in 
said line, insert ‘‘said;’’ and the Senate agree to the same. 

Tn lines 6 and 7 of section 1, page 1, strike out “of the District of Columbia;” 
and the Senate agree to the same. 

In line 4 of section 3, e 2, after the words “per annum,” insert “and 
such employees as may in the judgment of the Commissioners of the District 
of Columbia be required for the surveyor'’s office and operations, at an aggre- 
gate expense of not exceeding $4,000 im any one year.” Amend the peopceed 
amendment by striking out “ $4,000” and rt ‘ $5,200” in lieu thereof; and 
the Senate to the same. 

In section 3, page 2, strike out all after the words “per annum,” in line 6, 
down to and including line 13; and the Senate agree to the same. 

In line 3 of section 4, page 2, strike out the word “cities” and insert in lien 
thereof the word “ city; and the Senate the same. 

In line 4 of section 4, page 2, strike out the words “and Georgetown;” and 

Senate agree same. 

Tn line 5 of section 4 page 2, strike out “cities” and insert in lieu thereof 
the word “ city;” and Senate agree to the same. 

In lime Il of section 5, page 3, after op word ene | mot one 
records, plats, plans, and other papers or documents now existing or hereafter 

of the said surveyor shall be delivered by each 
surveyor i i co.” Amend inserting after the word 
“ office,” “and no plat or survey of land shall be led in the office of the 
surveyor of the District of Columbia except it be certified to 
the surveyor of the said District;"' and the Senate agree to the same. 

In section 8, peee 3, strike out all after the word “ laws,” in lime 1, down to 
and including 4, and insert in lieu thereof the following: “ Inconsistent 
= the provisions of this act are hereby repealed;” and the Senate agree to 

same. 


REDFIELD PROCTOR, 

CHAS. J. FAULKNER, 

H. C. HANSBROUGH, 
Managers on the part of the Senate. 


4 Bian, 


J. A. T. HULL, 
Managers on the part of the House. 

Mr. GORMAN. I trust we shall have some explanation of the 
conference report. Ishould judge from hearing the report read 
that there was a large increase of salaries to employees of the 
District of Columbia. We ought to have some explanation of it. 

Mr. PROCTOR. The important amendment agreed to is in 
section 3. The billas it passed the Senate provided for a surveyor 
at a salary of $3,000, an assistant surveyor ata salary of $1,800, 
and a draftsman, a computer, a clerk, two rod men, two chain 
men, aggregating, besides the salaries of the surveyor and the 
assistant surveyor, $7,340. The other House struck out all of 
those ial officials except the surveyor and assistant, and in- 
serted m lieu thereof a provision authorizing the Commissioners 
to employ necessary assistants outside of the first two officers at 
an of not exceeding $4,000 in place of the $7,340 that was 


expense 

in the bill ao ne the Senate. 

Mr. GO - [should like to ask if we have made provision 
for the J on em of those officers for the current fiscal year. 

Mr. PROCTOR. No provision has been made. It was my pur- 
pose to ask that an amendment be made to the legislative bill, pro- 
viding the proposed act became alawinseason. If not, of course 
it will be a deficiency. The fees, according to the statement of 
the Commissioners, and I have no doubt it is correct, will consid- 
erably more than pay the expenses of the officials. 

Mr. GORMAN. ill the fees be applicable without some legis- 
lation, I ask the Senator from Vermont? 

Mr. PROCTOR. The fees are not applicable without legisla- 


tion. 
I will say to the Senator that the conference 


It isan 


Mr. GORMAN. 4 
report on the District of Columbia appropriation bill where these 
items would bly go is already pending in the Senate. The 
appropriation bill has reached a stage where it would be impossible, 
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in my judgment, to put on it a provision of this kind. Therefore, 
loument to the Senator whether it is not wise for him to let the 
report be printed and see if we can not come to an agreement to 


insert a provision in this bill as to the pay of these officers. It 
would require a very radical change of existing law to make pro- 
vision for their compensation during the next fiscal year, and it 
ought not to be mixed up with the sundry civil or any other bill 
except the District of Columbia appropriation bill. 

Mr. PROCTOR. Providing that the fees may be used for this 


purpose? 

Mr. GORMAN. During the next fiscal year. : b 

Mr. COCKRELL. Just make an ordinary appropriation for it, 
like the others. 

Mr. PROCTOR. The sum, as the report now stands, is pre- 
cisely $10,000—$4,800 for the surveyor and his assistant, and $5,200 
for such other assistants as the Commissioners may think neces- 


sary. 

Mr. GORMAN. I suggest that the Senator, as was su 
esterday about the conference report on the District of Columbia 
ill, have the —— — and we can take it up Monday. 

Mr. PROCTOR. ar well. 

oat VICE-PRESIDENT. Without objection it will be so or- 


AMENDMENT OF INTERSTATE-COMMERCE ACT. 


Mr. BUTLER. Mr. President, I now move that the pending 
appropriation bill be laid aside informally and that the Senate 
proceed to the consideration of the bill (H. R.7273) to amend an 
ont entitled “‘ An act to regulate commerce,” approved February 

» 1887. 

Mr. KYLE. Mr. President—— 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair will state the motion. 
The Senator from South Carolina moves that the Senate now pro- 
ceed to the consideration of the bill indicated by him. 

oe BUTLER. And that the regular order be informally laid 
aside. 

Mr. ALDRICH. That can not be done. 

Mr. FRYE. That would require unanimous consent. 

Mr. ALDRICH. That is not in order. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair has stated the parliament- 
ary motion. 

Mr. HARRIS. Isuggest to the Senator from South Carolina 
that his motion in effect is to proceed to the consideration of a 
bill. I am inclined to think that it would be wiser policy for him 
to wait until the Indian appropriation bill shall ne See. if itis 
ever passed, which I doubt; but if ever, that he his motion 
when that bill is , 

Mr. BUTLER. Mr. President—— 

Mr. HALE. I make the point of order that the motion is not 
debatable. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair sustains the point of or- 
der. The motion is not debatable. 

Mr. BUTLER. ThenI move to strike out the last clause in the 
bill pending before the Senate. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair will state to the Senator 
that a motion Sears. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. On that motion I demand the yeas and 


nays. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question ison the motion of the 
Senator from South Carolina that the Senate proceed to the con- 
sideration of the bill which he has indicated, on which the yeas 
and nays are demanded. 

Mr. GEORGE. Mr. President—— 

Mr. HALE. I make the point of order that the motion is not 
debatable. 

Mr. GEORGE. I move to amend the motion by striking out 
the bill mentioned and imserting the bill (H. R. 4609) to establish 
a uniform system of bankruptcy. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair must hold that the motion 
of the Senator from Mississippi is not inorder. The vote must 
be first taken on the motion of the Senator from South Carolina. 
one GEORGE. I will take an appeal from the decision of the 

air. 

Mr. HALE. I move to lay the appeal on the table. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Thequestion is on the motion of the 
Senator from Maine to lay on the table the appeal of the Senator 
from Mississippi. 

Mr. GEORGE. Can a motion be made tolay my appeal on the 
table until after I have surrendered the floor? 

Mr. HALE. The Chair has entertained the motion. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair did not hear the inquiry 
of the Senator from Mississippi. 

Mr. GEORGE. I suggest that I had not surrendered the floor. 
The Senator from Maine can not make the motion until 1 have 
surrendered the floor. 

Mr.GRAY. The Chair had recognized the Senator from Maine. 

Mr. GEORGE. I took an appeal. That appeal is debatable, 
and I was going to proceed to debate that question. 


Mr. HALE. After a motion had been made to lay it on the 
table it is not debatable. 

Mr. GEORGE. But the Senator could not make the motion 
when I had the floor. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair did not intend to take the 
Senator from Mississippi from the floor, but the question is not 
debatable. 

Mr. GEORGE. The appeal is debatable. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The appeal is not debatable. 
motion is made to lay the appeal on the table. 

Mr. HALE. I call for the regular order. 

Mr. GEORGE. That motion was made before I surrendered 
the floor. The Senator from Maine had no right to make the 
motion while I occupied the floor. 

Mr. HALE. I call for the regular order. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair must state that the pend- 
ing motion is that of the Senator from Maine to lay on the table 
the appeal of the Senator from Mississippi. 

The motion to lay the appeal on the table was agreed to. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 
motion of the Senator from South Carolina [Mr. BuTLEr]}. 

Mr. BUTLER. Mr. President 

Mr. GORMAN. Regular order. 

Mr. BUTLER. I call for the yeas and nays on my motion. 

The yeas and nays were ordered; and the Secretary proceeded to 
call the roll. 

Mr. BURROWS (when his name wascalled). Iam paired with 
the junior Senator from Maryland [Mr. Gipson]. 

Mr. COKE (when his name was called). Iam paired with the 
Senator from Oregon [Mr. DoLPpH}. If he were here I should vote 
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Mr. GORDON (when his name was called). I am paired with 
the junior Senator from Iowa [Mr. WiLson]. 

Mr. HANSBROUGH (when his name wascalled). Iam paired 
with the junior Senator from Illinois [Mr. PALMER]. Were he 
present I should vote ‘‘ nay.” 

Mr. MITCHELL of Wisconsin (when his name was called). 
Has the Senator from Wyoming [Mr. Carry} voted? 

_The VICE-PRESIDENT. He has not voted, the Chair is ad- 


Mr. MITCHELL of Wisconsin. If he were present I should 
vote “‘ Fs oi 

Mr. ROACH (when his name was called). I am paired with 
the Senator from California [Mr Perkins}. If he were present 
I should vote ‘‘nay.” 

The roll call was concluded. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Iam paired with the junior Senator from 
Texas [Mr. Miius|, whoisnotin his seat. Isuggest to the Senator 
from Wisconsin . MITCHELL] that we transfer our pairs, so 
that the Senator from ee MILLs] will stand paired with 
the Senator from Wyoming [Mr. CaREy] on this question, and that 
will enable us to vote. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Wisconsin. Very well; that is satisfac- 
tory. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I vote “‘ yea.” 

Mr. MITCHELL of Wisconsin. I vote “‘ yea.” 

Mr. LODGE. My colleague [Mr. Hoar] is absent from the 
Senate. I desire to announce that he is paired with the Senator 
from Alabama [Mr. Pueu}. 

Mr. ROACH. Iam informed that if the Senator from Califor- 
nia {Mr. PERKINS] were present he would vote “nay.” As I 
would vote the same way, I will record my vote. I vote “nay.” 

Mr. GALLINGER (after having voted in the affirmative). 
Since making the transfer of the pairs I notice that the Senator 
from Wyoming [Mr. ord has come into the Chamber. The 
transfer will be annulled and I will stand paired with the junior 
Senator from Texas (Mr. Mitis]. I withdraw my vote. 

Mr. PUGH (after having voted in the negative). I have a pair 
with the Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. Hoar}, which, I un- 
derstand, has been announced. I take it for granted—it having 
been announced by his colleague—that if present the Senator from 
Massachusetts would vote “‘ yea.” If that be true, I withdraw my 


vote. 

Mr. ALDRICH. The remark of the Senator from Alabama was 
not understood on this side of the Chamber. 

Mr. POGH. If there is anyone who is authorized to state that 
the senior Senator from Massachusetts would vote ‘‘ yea” if pres- 
ent, I withdraw my vote. I have a general pair with him. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Ido not think he would; but Iam not certain. 

Mr. PUGH. That is the reason why I required some statement 
to the contrary. 

Mr. GALLINGER. It strikes me that the pair ought to be ob- 
served. Ishall take the liberty of voting on the other side and 
break my pair if the Senator from Alabama breaks his. 

Mr. DUBOIS. I wish to announce that my colleague [Mr. 
SHovur] is paired with the Senator from California [Mr. Wutre]. 
If my coll were present he would vote ‘‘nay.” The Senater 
from California would vote “nay” if present. 
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Mr. PUGH. I will transfer my pair to the Senator from Cali- 
fornia [Mr. WHITE] and let my vote stand. 
Mr. HANSBROUGH. I transfer oF nent es the junior Sena- 


tor from Illinois [Mr. ae to the absent Senator from Idaho 
[Mr. SHovup], and will vote. 1 vote “nay.” 
The result was announced—yeas 24, nays 42; as follows: 


YEAS—*%. 
Blanchard, Daniel, Lindsay, Proctor, 
Butler, Faulkner, Lodge, uay, 
Caffery, Gray, McPherson, m, 
Camden, Harris, Manderson, eg 
Cameron, Higgins, Mitchell of Wis. alsh, 
Carey, Hunton, Murphy, Wolcott. 

NAYS—22. 
Aldrich, Dixon, McLaurin, Pugh, 
Allen, Dubois, MeMillan, Roach, 
Allison, Frye, Mantle, Sherman, 
Bate, George, Mitchell of Oreg. Smith, 
Berry, Gorman, Morgan, Teller, 
Blackburn, Hale, Morrill, Turpie, 
Call, Hansbrough, Pasco, Vest, 
Chandler, Hawley, Peffer, Vilas, 
Clark, Hill, Pettigrew, Washburn. 
Cockrell, Jones of Ark. Platt, 
Davis, yle, Power, 

NOT VOTING—22. 

Brice, Gibson, Mills, Voorhees, 
Burrows, Gordon, Palmer, White, 
Coke, Hoar, Perkins, Wilson of Iowa 
Cullom, Irby, Pritchard, Wilson of Wash. 
Dolph, Jones of Nev. Shoup, 
Gallinger, Martin, Stewart, 


So the motion was not agreed to. 

Mr. BUTLER. May I inquire what is the question before the 
Senate? 

Mr. COCKRELL. The Indianappropriation bill. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senate resumes consideration of 
the Indian appropriation bill; and the pending question is on the 
amendment proposed by the Senator from Missouri [Mr. VEst] to 
the bill. 

Mr. BUTLER. Then I propose to address a few remarks upon 
the Indian appropriation bill. I believe that is in order now. 

I think, perhaps, sir, it is due to myself that I should make a 
statement to the Senate. The bill known as the pooling bill was 

assed through the Committee on Interstate Commerce, intro- 
eased there by the Senator from sen” oa {Mr. GorMAN], and, 
as I understood, supported by him cordially and by a very decided 
majority of that committee. As chairman I was charged with 
the duty of presenting it to the Senate and asking for the action 
of this hod on it. Ihave from time to time made an effort to 
get the bill up. It is one in which the entire business of the 
oer is very deeply and profoundly interested, asI am informed. 
Beyond that I have no interest in it. That effort has been ob- 
structed by dilatory proceedings, by having it antagonized with 
appropriation bills, and by various methods, Mr. President, which, 
I submit, in a bill of this kind, are not fair and just to the prblic 
or to this body. 

Yesterday (I do not think Iam violating any confidence when I 
refer to it) the committee charged with the order of business— 
certainly on this side of the Chamber charged with the order of 
business—had a meeting and decided that at 3 o’clock to-day the 
bill would be taken up for consideration and would be considered 
until disposed of in one form or another. I immediately discov- 
ered that there was put on foot a movement to delay the discus- 
sion of the Indian appropriation bill and to run that discussion 
beyond the hour designated by that committee. The opponents 
of the so-called pooling bill have succeeded in doing that. Ihave 
simply discharged my duty. 

I want to say in connection with the discharge of that duty that 
a great many intimations have been made here and elsewhere, 
notably by the Senator from New Hampshire [Mr. CHANDLER], 
that this is a great eleven-billion combination to oppress the people. 
Let me say that there never has been a bill presented in this body 
in which the great majority, the masses of the le of this coun- 
try, are more interested than in this measure. ehavecomplained 
since the organization of the Interstate Commerce Commission in 
1887 that that Commission did not have power enough to deal with 
the corporations in the interests of the people. This bill enlarges 
the powers of the Interstate Commerce Commission, and in its 
operation upon railroads is, in my judgment, extremely drastic. 
As I stated in the remarks I made the other day, one of the effects 
will be, in my judgment, if it should become a law, to prevent 
the large trusts and combines and monopolies of this country from 
taking the railroads and the people by the throat, as they have 
them to-day. 

Mr. WOLCOTT. Will the Senator from South Carolina allow 
me to ask him a question at this stage? 

Mr. BUTLER. With pleasure. 

Mr. WOLCOTT. I realize perfectly as a member of the com- 
mittee the earnest and unselfish character of his work, but inas- 





much as from three-fourths to nine-tenths of the railroad stocks 
and bonds in the United States are held in New England and New 
York, and inasmuch as more than four-fifths of the representa- 
tion from that section is opposed to taking up the pooling bill, I 
suggest to the Senator that he is relieved from much further re- 
ee respecting it. 

Mr. BUTLE If that opposition will develop itself and ex- 
ercise its influence upon this body I have nothing more to say; 
but all I ask, and what I think I have a right to ask, is that the 
Senate shall act upon this bill, favorably or unfavorably; and to 
me personally it would make no difference what the action of the 
Senate might be. 

But I am told, and I have good reason for believing, that there 
are certain monopolies in this country who have been getting the 
benefit of the repeal of the pooling clause, the fifth section of the 
act of 1887, who are themselves opposing the bill, because they 
have, as I said, the railroads by the throat and they have the 
country by the throat in deriving special privileges, preferential 
rates, rebates, making them rich, and everybody else, including 
railroads, poor. That, sir, is my reason for what appears to be 
persistency upon my part to get action by this body. 

I have nm told that there is a very decided majority of this 
body in favor of the bill. I have no personal knowledge of that 
fact, because I have made no special inquiry in regard to it; but I 
am reminded of the eloquent appeal made by the Senator from 
Maryland [Mr. GorMAN] the other day when opposing a change 
of the rules, in which he said with great truth and force that any 
measure which had a majority of this body generally had action 
by the body. I have seen, sir, for ten days or two weeks, methods 
adopted on this floor to defeat the consideration of the bill. The 
Senator from South Dakota [Mr. PETTIGREW] asserted yesterday 
that he did not intend to permit the consideration of this bill by 
this body if he could prevent it. 

I have felt it due to myself, as chairman of that committee and 
as being in charge of the bill, to make this statement, and I give 
notice here and now that I intend, if I can, to have consideration 
of it fairly, frankly, andfully. If the Senate votes it down, I say 
to you, Mr. President, and to the Senate, I have no further con- 
cern with it; but I do insist that it is entitled to fair considera- 
tion at least. Other bills have been brought in here pending the 
consideration of the appropriation bills, notably the bill by my 
friend the Senator from Arkansas [Mr. JonEs], which occupied 
twenty-four hours of the time of the Senate, and not one word 
was said about imperiling the appropriation bills. 

Mr. HALE. And it was then withdrawn. 

Mr. BUTLER. It was then withdrawn. Give me twenty- 
four hours, I say to the Senator from Maine, and if I can not 
pass the bill in that time I will withdraw it. 

Mr. HALE. Let me say a word to the Senator. Of course the 
Senator has the privilege every lawyer has, after he has lost his 
case, of scolding the jury. The Senator has had a fair day in 
court. The question was whether the Senate in the present ex- 
igency would vote to take up his bill, thereby practically confis- 
cating, it may be, the rest of the time. The Senator knows there 
has been no tactics resorted to to defeat the bill. The appropria- 
tion bills must necessarily be passed or we will be left with some 
one or more of them upon our hands and an extra session, which 
nobody wants, will be called. All that the Committee on Appro- 
priations is doing, all that the Senate is doing in sustaining that 
committee, is in keeping strictly to the business of passing those 
bills. If the Senator with the bill which he has so much at heart 
has let it drag along until this exigency has arisen he ought not to 
complain of the Senate nor of anybody else. All that we are 
seeking is to do the necessary business, and his bill is necessarily 
crowded out. 

I do not think that the Senator will get any opportunity when 
the Senate will vote to take up his bill, because everybody under- 
stands, with the determined opposition that there is to it, thet he 
can not pass it in twenty-four hours, nor forty-eight hours, nor 
seventy-two hours, nor ninety-six hours, nor in the rest of the 
session; and none with the exception of a few are in favor of con- 
fiscating the time for the benefit of the pooling bill. 

Mr. BUTLER. Mr. President, that is the same plea we heard 
ten days or two weeks ago. 

Mr. HALE. Itis growing more imperative. 

Mr. BUTLER. The Senator from Maine is repeating precisely 
what he said when I attempted to get the floor when the diplo- 
matic and consular appropriation bill and the Post-Office appro- 
priation bill were up and which the Senator knows have passed 
this body, one of them passing it in three hours. 

Mr. HALE. The plea and the reasons for it are growing more 
imperative every day. We are getting nearer the end of the ses- 


sion. 

Mr. WOLCOTT. Will the Senator from Maine permit me to 
ask him a question? I ask him if he is not aware that scores and 
scores of Senators on this side of the Chamber have been requested 
to speak upon amendments to appropriation bills in which they 
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did not have the slightest interest and upon which they would not 
otherwise have spoken, for the sole and unconcealed reason that they 
= - consume time and prevent the consideration of the pooling 

Mr. HALE. I will answer the Senator directly. I not only do 
not know of any such instance, but I know in my case I have 
sought early and late, and it may be in season and out‘of season, 
to prevent needless debate upon the provisions of appropriation 
bills, because; Mr. President, as surely as we stand here, with all 
the expedition that the human mind and human wit can give us, 
with limited debate upon appropriation bills, and with the five- 
minute debate, which I hope will be adopted upon amendments 
to the bill, I think we shall find ourselves crowded in passing those 
bills. So I say to the Senator I know of no such thing as he has 
mentioned. 

Mr. WOLCOTT. Of course the Senator from Maine knows, as 
I know, that I have not made the slightest personal reference to 


him. 

Mr. HALE. The Senator put the question to me, and I had to 
answer it. 

Mr. BUTLER. Iam not making charges against anybody. I 
am perfectly satisfied with the action of the Senate so far as I am 

rsonally concerned. Iam making no complaint about it, and 

am not scolding anybody. Iam simply adverting to well-known 
and conceded facts, which the Senator himself can not deny. 
Personally I make no charges against him of indulging in any dil- 
atory methods or proceedings; but yesterday, when it was an- 
nounced that the committee on the order of business of this body 
had decided on 3 o’clock to-day as the time when the bill in my 
charge should be taken up, what did we seein this body? The In- 
dian appropriation bill was proceeding. We could have concluded 
itin twohours. Instead of that we had an executive session, and 
then an adjournment very much earlier than usual. 

Mr. President, that may deceive some pecs. but does not de- 
ceive me, and is not going to deceive anybody here. Itwas plainly 
announced that the object of that delay was to prevent the con- 
sideration of the billin my charge. It was also announced, and 
there was no concealment about it, when the consular and diplo- 
matic and the Post-Office appropriation bills were being consid- 
ered, that the debate would = strung out; and I think about ten 
days were occupied in the discussion of those two bills when I was 
making an effort to get up the bill in my charge. 

All I ask is that the Senate take a vote on the bill. If the Sen- 
ate votes it down, that will be the end of it; and if it passes it, 
that will be the end of it. 

Mr. HALE. Let me say to the Senator that he can not get a 
vote on his bill until the Senate votes to takeftt up. He has to 
proceed by the regular process. 

Mr. BUTLER. That is what I wanted to do. 

Mr. HALE. The Senator has to proceed under the rules. He 
has tried it just now,and has been beaten. He can not get a vote 
on his bill until he can get the Senate to take it up, and he will 
find every hour and every day the difficulty of securing a vote to 
= SP his bill will increase, and he will never be as strong as he 
is ay. 

Mr. BUTLER. Will the Senator vote to take it up after the 
appropriation bill is disposed of? 

. HALE. I will not. “ 

Mr. BUTLER. Of course not. 

Mr. HALE. I will not until I am sure we can see our way to 
the ena of the session in disposing of appropriation bills. 

Mr. BUTLER. And yet we saw the Senator sitting perfectly 
quiet when the bill of the Senator from Arkansas [ Mr. JONES] was 
being discussed the other night until 9 o’clock, with not one word 
of protest against it. I have, however, no complaint to make of 
it. I was in favor of that bill; but not one word of protest was 
made by the Senator from Maine or any other Senator as to the 
consumption of time. 

Mr. LE. I protested then, as I did aay by voting against 
the bill of the Senator from Arkansas. That bill seemed to rep- 
resent the sentiment of the Senate, inasmuch as the Senate voted 
to take it up, and it involved a great question which lies at the 
bottom of the financial controversy, a deeper, a wider, a larger, 
and a nobler question than this, and when the Senator from Ar- 
kansas saw what the effect would be if he determined upon keep- 
ing that bill before the Senate, instead of insisting upon it he 
gracefully withdrew it, as he always does in such cases. He did 
not complain of the Senate because the di ition was to con- 
sider appropriation bills, as the Senator from South Carolina does, 
but he yielded to that motion and at once the bill went out of the 


way. 

Mr. BUTLER. If tho Senator from Maine will permit me to 
get the bill in my charge taken up, and if I find that it can not 
pass, I suppose the Senator from Arkansas may exceed me in 

ace, but certainly he will not exceed me in candor in withdraw- 

the bill. 
r. HALE. When the Senator from South Carolina can get a 
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majority to take his bill up, as the Senator from Arkansas did, 
joe the Senator from South Carolina will be entitled to consid- 
eration. 

Mr. BUTLER. The Senator from Arkansas was not at the dis- 
advantage that some members of the Appropriations Committee 
opposed an appropriation bill to his motion, as the Senator from 
Maine and other Senators are doing and have done to the bill in 
my charge. 

s Mr. PEFFER. Will the Senator allow me to make a sugges- 
on? 

Mr. BUTLER. Certainly. 

Mr. PEFFER. I know the Senator from South Carolina has 
been very hard pressed to secure a hearing for his bill, and un- 
avoidably that situation has prevailed for many days; but the 
Senator has worked faithfully and worked arduously and con- 
tinuously to perform his part of the work of getting the bill be- 
fore the Senate. 

The suggestion I wish to make is, that it may be some relief to 
the Senator to know that he can not get the bill passed in twenty 
days. Ican assure the Senator that I know personally at least 
twelve members of the Senate who are determined to fight that 
bill to the uttermost. I myself am prepared to occupy at least one 
full day in continuous discussion of it. [Laughter. | 

Mr. BUTLER. Inother words, Mr. President, the Senator from 
Kansas has had the frankness to do what many other Senators 
have not had the frankness to do, to state that he and 11 others 
will filibuster against a bill where there is a majority in favor of 
it. That, I understand, to be the position of the Senator. 

Mr. KYLE. Mr. President—— 

Mr. BUTLER. One moment. 

What I should like to do would be to give the Senator from 
Kansas and the other 11 Senators an opportunity to filibuster for 
a while, and let us see just how far they will go in carrying out 
this filibustering programme, which the Senator has so frankly ad- 
mitted is in store for this bill. 

Mr. PEFFER. I have no idea of filibustering. 

Mr. BUTLER. Of course not! 

Mr. PEFFER. I will say to the Senator, however, with perfect 
frankness, we will talk his bill to death, if we can not kill it in 
any other way. [Laughter.] 

Mr. BUTLER. That is another form of filibustering. 

Mr. KYLE. The Senator from California [Mr. Ware], who 
was obliged to go to New York yesterday evening, told me if the 
bill came up he wanted me to notify the members of the Senate 
that he would return this evening, and that he had a five days’ 
speech to deliver against the bill of the Senator from South Caro- 


ina. 

Mr. BUTLER. I doubt very much whether he could stand out 
as long as the Senator from Nebraska [Mr. rag y * but still I felt 
that it was my duty to make this statement. If the Senator from 
California, the Senator from South Dakota, the Senator from Kan- 
sas, and the Senator from Nebraska have made up their minds to 
perpetuate monopolies and trusts in this country by filibustering, 
ah must take the responsibility. 

r. ALLEN. If the Senator will permit me, I desire to con- 
tribute my portion to this entertainment, by saying that I shall 
take my ful — of time if his bill comes up. 

Mr. BUTLER. I think it quite unnecessary for the Senator to 
state that, because he always takes his full portion, and a good 
deal that is not his full portion. [Laughter. } 

Mr.GORMAN. Mr. President, I know the Senate will indulge 
me for a moment after the very remarkable statement of the dis- 
tinguished Senator from South Carolina [Mr. BuTLER] who has 
made a formidable assault upon me—— 

Mr. BUTLER. Not at all. 

Mr. GORMAN. Entirely unexpected and uncalled for by any 
relations between that Senator and myself, and unjustified by any 
action of mine in relation to this bill. The Senator began his re- 
marks by alluding to the fact that I had introduced a bill to per- 
mit pooling. 

Mr. BUTLER. That is true. 

Mr. GORMAN. Yes, Mr. President, it is true, and my opinion 
upon that question is as well known to the Senate as my opinion 
upon any other question. I think a fair and moderate bill per- 
mitting pooling is right, and in the interest of the people and in 
the interest of the railroad companies. I introduced a bill. as I 
introduce hundreds of bills, providing, as it did, for permitting 
pooling, but I was not committed to that bill in any of its provi- 
sions, except the general idea. It was referred to the Committee 
on Interstate Commerce, of which the distinguished Senator is 
chairman, and of which I am a member, in the early part of 
this Congress; it was discussed in committee and considered in all 
of its details. Nobody knows better than the distinguished Sen- 
ator from South Carolina that I offered and sustained amend- 
ments, which I considered vital to the bill, and without which I 
could not support it. 

That bill was considered carefully and for a long time, but no 
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report whatever was made upon it, and no conclusion was ever 
reached by the Committee on Interstate Commerce until the 22d 
of January of this year. Then, when the bill came to the Senate, 
the Senator from South Carolina knows as well as I do that it was 
a bill which had passed the House of Representatives, and differ- 
ent in its provisions from the one which he and I had considered 
as members of the Committee on Interstate Commerce, and that 
that bill was not satisfactory, except to a bare majority of the 
committee. The Senator also knows that the distinguished Sena- 
tor from New Hampshire [Mr. CHANDLER], I, and other members 
of the committee, insisted that the bill must be amended, but it 
was said by the majority that not an “i” should be dotted ora 
**t” crossed, and it was determined to report the bill. 

I have been out of the Chamber much of the time in the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations, but I know of no effort having been made 
totake that bill up at any time until to-day. The Senator tried to 
get the floor a few days ago to do it, but beyond that I personally 
know of no motion to take the bill up. 

Mr. President, the Senator singles me out for a reason perfectly 
well known. The Senators on this side of the Chamber have 
honored me by selecting me as the chairman of their caucus, and 
early in the session, before this bill was reported, before it had 
passed the House of Representatives, the Democrats in caucus 
determined what measures should be considered and the order 
in which they were to be considered, and, as their organ,I have 
endeavored faithfully to carry outthatdecree. It was one which 
was satisfactory to both sides of the Chamber, as we always con- 
fer about such matters. vi, a 

The bills to be considered were in the order in which I name 
them: First, the Nicaraguan Canal bill; second, any financial 
measure which might come from the Committee on Finance—— 

Mr. PASCO. Was not the bankruptcy bill second? 

Mr. GORMAN. No; I have the resolutions in my pocket, and 
can read them if any Senator desires it. Then came the bank- 
ruptey bill; the appropriation bills, of course, always and over 
ereryeing, and then the bill to admit two new States into the 

nion. 

Mr. President, we have faithfully endeavored to carry out that 
order, until it came to the question which was thrust on us, not 
by any member of this body, but because of the exigency in the 
country and the special message of the President of the United 
States, detailing what he believed to be necessary for the honor 
and interest of the Government. That message created a discus- 
sion here and everywhere. It consumed one whole week, yes, ten 
days, of the time of this session, ten precious days which | strug- 
gled to have devoted to the consideration of appropriation bills, so 
that this measure of the Senator from South Carolina and other 
measures might have the fair consideration of the body. This de- 
lay grew out of that message, and probably because of it the dis- 
tinguished Senator from Arkansas | Mr. JonEs], a member of the 
Committee on Finance, sought a few days ago to bring up what 
was known as the silver bill, and the honorable Senator from South 
Carolina endeavored to get the floor, I take it for granted, for the 
purpose of bringing up his bill. 

I rose in my place as a member of the Committee on Appropria- 
tions, the honorable chairman of the committee not being in the 
Chamber at the time, and I protested against the consideration of 
that bill or any other bill except an appropriation bill. I raised 
the question of order, and you, Mr. President [the Vice-President 
in the chair], decided in my favor that it was a privileged motion 
which I then made to proceed to the consideration of an appro- 
priation bill. That proposition was voted down by a majority of 
3, as I now recall it. Every member of the Appropriations Com- 
mittee stood paralyzed by that vote, and twenty-four hours were 
consumed in the discussion of the silver bill. At the first moment 
we could reach a vote we moved to take up the Indian appropria- 
tion bill, and we have pressed that bill from that time to this. 

I want to say, Mr. President, that amongst the best personal 
friends I have are great railroad magnates. They have been here 
pane me, as they have been pressing every other Senator; I 

1ave been deluged with telegrams here and atmy home; and there 
have been more men interested in getting up the great measure 
known as the pooling bill than any other which has been before 
Congress. They have begged; they have pleaded; some of them 
have even intimated threats; and my answer to them has been, as 
it is to anybody here or elsewhere, that in the present condition of 
affairs, with only seven or eight days of the session left, the time 
having been used in considering other matters for which I am 
not responsible, I would any power in the United States, 
or any personal —— to up any measure in the Senate in 
preference to the bills which are necessary to conduct the Gov- 
ernment. 

I say, Mr. President, to the distinguished Senator from South 
Carolina, with whom I have been on more than intimate terms, 
whom I have regarded almost as a brother, who was kind to me 
when I entered this body—and that friendship has grown—that 
no pique of his, no desire of his, no desire of any other man will 
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make meswerve trom a duty which has been imposed upon me by 
the Democrats in this Chamber; and if every Democrat in the 
Chamber were to appeal to me to put this Government in jeopardy 
by the failure of an appropriation bill in order to pass any other 
measure I should resist that appeal. 

That is all I desire to say, Mr. President. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Mr. President—— 

Mr. BUTLER. I simply desire to state, if the Senator from 
New Hampshire will pardon me—— : 

Mr. CHANDLER. Certainly. 

Mr. BUTLER. That the Senator from Maryland is entirely 
mistaken if he supposes that I intended by any remark I made to 
make an assault upon him. 

Mr. GORMAN. That is satisfactory. 

Mr. BUTLER. Nothing could be further from my purpose. I 
simply stated what I believed to be, what I know to be, the facts 
in connection with this bill. I simply stated that the Senator 
from Maryland had introduced the bill—— 

Mr. GORMAN. Introduced a bill. 

Mr. BUTLER. Well, introduced a pooling bill. He does not 
deny that, of course, and will not deny it. 

Mr. GORMAN. Of course not. 

Mr. BUTLER. I simply stated that I understood him to be in 
favor of that pooling ill. 

Mr. GORMAN. Not as it is. 

Mr. BUTLER. The Senator says, ‘‘ Not as itis.” He knows 
perfectly well, as do all the members of the Interstate Commerce 
Committee, that the bill he introduced was considered from time 
to time, and was thought to be imperfect, and when the House of 
Representatives passed the bill, which is now before the Senate, 
by such a large majority, after full discussion, and it came here 
to the Committee on Interstate Commerce, it was there con- 
cluded, as I thought wisely, that we had better take the bill as it 
came from the other House, because it made a great many modi- 
fications in the bill introduced by the Senator from Maryland, 
gave very much larger powers to the Interstate Commerce Com- 
mission than his bill did, and I supposed that he and every mem- 
— of the committee, with perhaps two exceptions, were in favor 
of it. 

The Senator from Maryland did offer two amendments, which 
T say to him, if I have the right to do it, I will accept on behalf of 
the Committee on Interstate Commerce. Those amendments 
were not adopted. The Senator can not forget that at the first 
meeting of the Committee on Interstate Commerce the Senator 
from Dlinois [Mr. CULLOM] was absent, and it was thought, out 
of deference to him, that we should take no final action until he 
returned. Meantime a letter was sent from that Senator, under 
and by virtue of which we had the right to proceed with the con- 
sideration of the bill. At the next meeting it was stated that the 
Senator from New Hampshire [Mr. CHANDLER] was absent, and 
probably out of deference to him we should defer action for one 
week more. The Senator from New Hampshire came, and offered 
an amendment, and, if my memory serves me correctly, asked for 
another meeting of the committee; which was granted. 

So we went, Mr. President, and the bill was reported to the 
Senate on the 22d of January, as the Senator from Jand has 
stated. If my memory serves me correctly I then gave notice 
that I should call it up at an early day, and I think that this is 
about the fourth or fifth time I have asked the Senate to consider 
the bill. I have availed myself of every opportunity which I 
could fairly and without intruding upon the business of the Sen- 
ate to ask it to consider it. Fimally, as I stated, the committee of 
which the Senator is chairman had a meeting rday and des- 
ignated to-day at 3 o’clock for the bill to be called up. Therefore 
Icalied itup. That is the only explanation I have to give in re- 
gard to the action of the Democratic caucus. 

The Nicaraguan Canal bill was out of the way, and I understood 
my friend from Mississippi [Mr. GrorGE] to give up his bill. 

Mr. GEORGE. Mr. Pale — 

Mr. BUTLER. Iam in favor of his bill, and told him at the 
time that I should not antagonize it. 

Mr. GEORGE, I have given up the bankruptcy bill to this ex- 
tent, and no more. I am Sosarmined to press it before the Senate 
at any time when I think I can consideration for it. 

Mr. BUTLER. I stated to the Senator when I first made the 
motion in the morning hour, so as not to antagonize his bill, that 
I should not an mize him, and I have not done so. Ihave sim- 
ply availed myself of every opportunity which presented itself to 
press the measure. 

The Senator from Maryland speaks of my having been piqued. 
The Senator does me great injustice when he supposes that I am 
piqued about it. I am simply discharging my duty, as he is dis- 
charging his. 

Mr. GORMAN. I withdraw that word, Mr. President. 

Mr. BUTLER. I must say I have been disappointed, but not 
piqued. I kave no more interest in the bill than anyone else, per- 
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haps, except that I am charged with the management of it on the 
floor of the Senate. 

After this explanation, I shall let the matter go; but I give notice 
now, notwithstanding the threat of the Senator from Kansas [ Mr. 
PEFFER] and the Senator from South Dakota [Mr. Ky¥xe}, that I 
shall cali it up when the pending appropriation bill is concluded. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Mr. President, it seems tome that it would 
be well to discuss a bill of this great importance without under- 
taking to impute motives to Senators upon this floor. It certainly 
is a great public question, and every Senator is presumed to act 
from motives of public duty. If motives are to be imputed, it is 
open to observation that those imputations will come from both 
sides, and a debate upon a great public question may degenerate 
into personalities. 1 do not propose to enter m that field, un- 
less my own motives are impugned. -I ascribe motives of the 
highest character to the Senator from South Carolina. 

Mr. BUTLER. Mr. President, does the Senator intimate that 
I have made any imputation upon his motives? 

Mr.CHANDLER. I do not, Mr. President; but I have noticed 
that there has been very little said in debate so far about the 
merits of the bill. If the Senator will tell me what shape the de- 
bate has taken, then I shall take heed of his admonition. 

As for the Senator from South Carolina himself, I believe he 
has taken this subject up as chairman of the Committee on Inter- 
state Commerce, to which position he was duly assigned at the 
beginning of this session, with a disposition to do exactly what is 
right. The Senator has reported the bill to the Senate, and with 
that zeal which always characterizes him, he has endeavored to 
secure action upon it. He has done that, so far as I know and 
believe, from the very best of motives. The Senator is about to 
leave the Senate, and naturally desires to finish every duty which 

been assigned to him, and I, for one, take occasion to bear my 
testimony, if it will do the Senator any good, to the fact that he 
always has endeavored to judge every question which has arisen 
and come before him for decision as a Senator ought to judge it; 
and certainly, Mr. President, when we part with the Senator from 
South Carolina, we shall part with as courteous and as genial a 
gentleman as has ever occupied a seat upon the floor of this Senate. 

So also the distinguished Senator from Colorado [Mr. WoLcotTT] 
is not to have motives ascribed to him other than those of public 
duty. He performs his duty as a Senator according to the light 
which is given to him. [Laughter.] He is free in his criticisms 
of other Senators, but never harsh or ungentle; and I have no 
doubt that he is just as anxious that this bill shall pass the Sen- 
ate in the interest of the money lenders and stock and bond 
owners of my section of New England as he is that a silver free- 
coinage bill shall pass in the interest of his own section. The Sen- 
ator knows no bounds in his patriotism, no bounds in his love of 
conntry; and equally before him stand Colorado and New England. 

So, Mr. President, we are all patriots, we are all public-spirited 
citizens, and we all of us undoubtedly deal with every question 
which comes before us from the best of motives, in the best of 
spirit, always seeking only the public good. 

Mr. President, if the Senator from South Carolina and the Sen- 
ator from Colorado stand there, as we know they stand and always 
have stood and always will stand, will they be kind enough to 
concede that the Senator from Maryland and I may stand there 
also? 

I take occasion to say—and I shall be brief, because I do not 
wish to incur even the suspicion of the gentle Senator from South 
Carolina that Iam prolonging the business of the session—a few 
words about this bill. ; 

It has been before Congress during the whole of the present ses- 
sion; it passed the House of Representatives on the iith day of 
December last, came to this body, and was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Interstate Commerce of the Senate, which was reorgan- 
ized, I may mcidentally remark, at the beginning of this Con- 
gress, very thoroughly and radically reorganized; I do not say for 
any purpose, because I have disclaimed any intention of imputing 
motives to anybody, but it was thoroughly reorganized, and this 
bill came before the committee in December last for considera- 
tion. Itisa House bill. If it passes this body as it came from the 
other House we must take it in all its length and breadth exactly 
as it met the approval of the House committee and the House of 
Representatives. One trouble about dealing with the bill fairly, 
justly, and becomingly as Senators of the United States is that 
we were told in the beginning that it must be passed exactly as it 
came from the other House. Not a ‘‘t” was to be crossed or an 
“i” dotted. The railroads differed about the bill when it was 
pending in the House of Representatives. One of the great rail- 
road lines of the country demanded certain amendments to that 
part of the bill which gives additional powers to the Interstate 
Commerce Commission, but that great railroad organization with- 
drew its objection. The bill passed the House, and the position 
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of the railroad managers to-day is that as they have 
the bill, therefore it must the Senate of the Uni 
actly as it came from the House of Representatives. 





Every amendment proposed in the Senate committee was voted 
down, inexorably voted down by the majority of the committee, 
including the distinguished chairman of the committee, and we 
were told that we must take the bill in hxc litera just exactly as 
it had suited the railroads of the company finally to frame it; we 
must pass it through this body whether or not we were willing to 
pass it in that shape, or whether or not we wanted to amend it. 

aw BUTLER. May I interrupt the Senator from New Hamp- 
shire? 

Mr. CHANDLER. I am always delighted to be interrupted by 
the Senator from South Carolina. 

Mr. BUTLER. Are we to understand that the Senator would 
intimate by the statement he has just made that the amendments 
were voted down at the instance of the railroads of this country, 
when he has just been so eloquently disclaiming any purpose to 
impute motives to gentlemen and Senators? 

Mr. CHANDLER. I have disclaimed any such intention, and 
I have imputed no motives. I have said we were told we must 
take the bill exactly as it came from the House of Representatives. 
I will ask the Senator from South Carolina whether or not that is 
true. 

Mr. BUTLER. I will tell the Senator from New Hampshire 
very frankly that I thought the bill had better pass as it came 
from the other House. I did noi say the Senate should take it in 
that form. I merely gave my individual opinion. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Limputed no metives. I said we were told 
that we must take this bill exactly as it came from the other 
House; and in proof of that is the fact that every amendment pro- 
posed was vo down. The Senator from South Carolina voted 
against every amendment. I disclaim any idea that the Senator 
acted from anything except a sense of public duty. Have I made 
my disclaimer sufficient to satisfy the Senator? 

Mr. BUTLER. Entirely so. 

Mr. CHANDLER. If not, I will try to begin again, for there 
is no end of good things I could say of the Senator from South 
Carolina if the present session were long enough to enable me to 
say them. [Laughter.]} 

Here is the trouble about the bill. Ido not believe the first 
section of the bill, as it is written and as we are told to take it, 
will pass either the present Congress or any other Congress. The 
language of the bill is: 

That it shall be unlawful for different and competing common carriers sub- 
ject to the provisions of this act to enter into any contract, agreement, or ar- 
rangement for the division or apportionment among themselves or with other 
carriers of the whole or any portion of their traffic, or amy of their gross or 
net earnings. 

The billisverycunningly drafted. Itstarts witha negative, and 
@ negative in legislation usually seems to be harmless unless it is 
followed by a very deadly affirmative, as is the case with this bill. 

That it shall be unlawful for different and competing common carriers 
subject to the. provisions of this act to enter into any contract, agreement, 
or arrangement for the division or apportionment among themselves or with 
other carriers of the whole or any portion of their traffic, or any of their 
gross or net earni : * * * Provided, however, That under the following 
conditions it shall lawfal for such common carriers to enter inte such 
contracts, agreements, or arrangements. 

Let us transpose the sentence. Let us make it read exactly in 
the form as it reads in effect, and then see what it is. 

That itshall be lawful for different and competing common carriers, subject 
to ey aye this act, toenter intoany contract, agreement, or ar re- 
ment for the division or apportionment among themselves, or with other car- 
riers, of the whole or any portion of their traffic or any of their gross or net 
earnings. 

The proposed legislation is vicious in form. It starts in with a 
prohibition that attracts the eye, and it ends with a license, and 
that license is as broad as the prohibition. The Senator from 
South Carolina will not deny that. So the bill which the Senator 
from South Carolina wants us to take down without any change 
in the closing hours of the present session is exactly the same as if 
it read in the way I have just placed it before the Senate. 

The proposed section of the statute is exactly what I described 
it to be in the remarks which I submitted to the Senate on the 
29th day of January. It is an authority to all the railroads of 
this country to form one partnership, and I defy any Senator to 
dispute the validity and soundness of that proposition. The rail- 
roads of this country are all different and competing roads, are 
they not? 

. BUTLER. Mostly. 

Mr. CHANDLER. “It shall be lawful or unlawful,” it makes 
no difference which of the words you use here, ‘‘ for different and 
competing common carriers.” Those are all the railroads of the 
country. They are all different. they are all competing with each 
other, and here is a proposition that all the different and compet- 
ing railroads, that is to say, all the railroads of the country, may 
make an agreement for the apportionment of the whole or any 
portion of their traffic or any tf their gross or net earnings. 

That proposition in all its length and breadth, I repeat, is not 
going to be adopted by the present Congress or by any succeeding 














CONGRESSIONAL R 


Congress. It is the abolition of competition by an act of Con- 
gress. It authorizes all the railroads of this country to put the 
whole of their net earnings in one common pool. It authorizes 
them to make a managing committee for all their earnings. It 
authorizes them to pay out of their gross or net earnings all the 
sums of money they choose to appropriate for that purpose in order 
to corrupt the legislatures of the States, the National Legislature, 
and every avenue of public life, if they choose to so expend it. 
When they have used the gross or net earnings for the purpose of 
destroying public virtue, for the purpose of controlling all the 
functions of government in State and in nation, then, and not 
till then, the managing committee of this great partnership will 
be under obligations to divide the net earnings among the vari- 
ous roads in accordance with the percentages which shall have 
been agreed upon in the pooling contract. 

All this is in justification of what the Senator from South Caro- 
lina was pleased to call the lurid headlines of my remarks on Jan- 
uary 29, in which I said that authority was given for a great eleven- 
billion-dollar railroad partnership in this country. The author- 
ity is given; the authority is in the act; there is no escape from 
the power that is given to the railroads; and the only defense 
which the Senator from South Carolina made the other day, the 
only defense which any advocate of the bill can make, is that al- 
though the power is given to unite in one partnership all the rail- 
roads of the country those railroads do not intend to make any 
such partnership agreement. 

When the Senator from South Carolina undertook to prove that 
no such intention existed in the minds of the railroad managers 
of the country, the only authority he was able to give was the 
opinion of Mr. George R. Blanchard, an able expert on the sub- 
ject, who said the intention of the railroads was only to make cer- 
tain east and west bound pools. If that is all that is intended, if 
all that the railroads of the country want to-day is to make cer- 
tain limited and specific pooling contracts, why, in Heaven’s name, 
do they not ask Congress for power to do exactly what they want 
to do, and no more? Why do they come here and ask the House 
of Representatives and the Senate to blot out the fifth section of 
the interstate-commerce act, which prohibits different and com- 
peting railroads from pooling, and to allow all the railroads of 
the country, without any limitation whatever as to the extent of 
territory or the number of contracting railroads, to enter into one 
partnership? 

Mr. President, if the railroads of the country want carefully 
repared and limited provisions for special pooling contracts, and 
hat is all they want, then they ought to submit a bill telling us 

exactly what they want, and if Congress consents to those provi- 
sions, and the interests of the people do not appear to suffer thereby, 
then one act can be passed and another act can be passed until it 
can be finally ascertained and determined whether or not unlim- 
ited pooling contracts can safely be allowed. But for the railroads 
in the country to come in here and demand the right to form 
themselves into one great overwhelming partnership is as prepos- 
terous as it would be for them to ask to be allowed to name the 
President of the United States and the Senators and the members 
of the House of Representatives. 

Mr. FRYE. I wish to ask the Senator from New Hampshire 
whether he feeis justified in saying that the words ‘‘ the different 
and competing railroads ” mean all of the railroads of the country? 
Are not the two words connected by the word “and,” and must 
not the railroads be different and competing? Does the Senator 
feel justified in saying that when the word ‘“ different ” is used it 
includes every relives in the United States? I certainly do not 
so understand it. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I do feel justified in saying it. I have 
given the bill careful study, as it was my duty to do, with a view 
to seeing whether it was a safe bill to pass and would protect the 
ga of this country; and I came to the conclusion that if the 

ill passes in its present form there is absolutely no limit to rail- 
road consolidation in this country. "When the Senator from Maine 
shall have studied the bill as carefully as I have, he, being a much 
better lawyer than I am, will come to the same conclusion. 

The most remarkable feature of the bill I have yet to allude to. 
The bill is ten times worse than a bill to repeal the fifth section of 
the interstate-commerce act, which absolutely prohibits pooling, 
and to leave no law whatever upon the national statute books. If 
we repeal that section absolutely and the railroads undertake to 
make pooling contracts, then of course they are subject to the laws 
of the States and the laws of the United States, if there are any, 
against trusts. If a combination of corporations to control the 
| seve of transportation is illegal under the laws of the country, 

he railroads, the fifth section of the act being repealed, may be 
pursued in the States and under nationallaw. They may be com- 

lied to dissolve their trust and each to —- the public func- 
ions that belong to it, and by the aid of State law and national 
law, by the aid of p in State courts and Federal courts, 
such agreements to abolish competition ~ be broken down by 
the courts under the laws as they exist. But if the bill passes 
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State control over pooling contracts and railroad trusts is abso- 
lutely gone. I read this provision: 

Provided, however, That under the following conditions it shall be lawful 
for such common carriers to enter into such contracts, agreements, or ar- 
rangements enforceable between the parties thereto. 

There is anational mandate; there is a declaration in pursuance 
of the authority given to the National Government to regulate 
commerce between foreign countries and the several States; there 
is a national mandate put upon the Federal statute book which 
says that these trusts that agree to abolish competition among the 
railroads in the country are legal. They are affirmatively legal- 
ized by the power of the National Government. I do not think 
any lawyer or any Senator will undertake to dispute the force of 
that language. Merely repeal the fifth section of the act, and the 
States and the nation can pursue trusts which agree to abolish 
competition. 

With this bill upon the statute books, however, pooling con- 
tracts may be made, and they are made “‘ enforceable” by express 
declaration of national law. When one of these corporations or 
any combination of these corporations is brought into a State 
court and an attempt is made to punish it for entering into a trust 
toabolish competition, it will set up the provisions of the national 
law made in pursuance of the clause in the United States Consti- 
tution, about the meaning of which there is no doubt, and it will 
claim that beyond all doubt and question and in spite of State 
law and State action the pooling contract is enforceable between 
the parties thereto. 

This is a most remarkable provision. Ido not think the like of 
it is to be found anywhere, either in State or Federal legislation. 
It is common in State and national legislation to say that it shall 
be lawful to make such and such contracts, but where can any 
Senator point out a statute which undertakes to give statutory 
validity to a contract—a provision of legislation which says that 
a contract shall be ‘‘ enforceable between the parties thereto?” If 
any Senator ever saw a provision of that kind in any law, State 
or national, I hope to be informed concerning it, for I never yet 
have seen such a provision; I never yet have heard of such a pro- 
vision. 

Mr. President, I shall not proceed further with the discussion of 
the question of pooling contracts upon the Indian appropriation 
bill. I have calied attention to this great, this inoredicstile defect 
in thebill. If therailroads of the country want authority to make 
limited pooling contracts let them say so; but let them not come 
to Congress in the closing hours of the session and demand that 
because they want to make limited pooling contracts, guarded 
pooling contracts, special pooling contracts, the Congress of the 
United States shall pass a law giving them the authority which is 
described in my remarks of the 29th of January, and is not exag- 
gerated in those remarks. As I stated in the lurid headlines to 
which the Senator from South Carolina [Mr. BuTLER] has taken 
exception, it is an authority to create an eleven-thousand-million- 
dollar railroad partnership. It provides that all railway competi- 
tion shall be abolished by act of Congress; it does not give ade- 

uate control over those contracts to the Interstate Commerce 

Jommission, and it authorizes this stupendous partnership to fix 
not only the rates of fares and freights over 176,461 miles of rail- 
road, but also to fix the wages of 873,602 railway workmen. 

Mr. President, 1 repeat my prediction that neither in this Con- 

ss nor in any other Congress. will a bill, which absolutely and 
totally strikes down the fifth section of the interstate-commerce 
act, ~— in any such language as the very first words in the bill 
which the Senator from Seuth Carolina is so anxious to have passed 
before his term of service in the Senate shall end. 

Mr. WOLCOTT. Mr. President, I do not intend to spend a 
moment’s time in answering the argument of the Senator from 
New Hampshire [Mr. oe eng as to the merits of the pooling 
bill. TheSenator from Maine [Mr. HALE] rose, and with earnest- 
ness said the only reason why the bill should be carried over and 
not considered at this time was because it was the patriotic duty 
of every Senator to give his undivided time to the appropriation 
bills. e Senator from New Hampshire voted against taking 
up this measure, and followed that vote by occupying the floor of 
the Senate for some time on the Indian appropriation bill to deliver 
an argument on the subject of the pooling bill. The Senator from 
New Hampshire was probably bursting with a speech on this sub- 
ject as he is with a speech on every other subject that comes before 
the Senate in any way. 

I merely propose to refer very briefly to the personal remarks of 
the Senator from New Hampshire. He seems to have brought 
into his speech a certain quality of personal reference which was 
uncalled for. The Senator from South Carolina [Mr. BUTLER] 
can perhaps endure the fulsome flattery of the Senator from New 
Hampshire. I only hope it will not injure the Senator from South 
Carolina at his home, to which he is shortly to depart, and where 
both Senators are known. As for myself, I shrink greatly from 
any passage at arms with the Senator from New Hampshire. 
Ever since his somewhat dramatic reconciliation with his col- 
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league, the little squirts of venom which used to be concentrated 
have been distributed generally around the Chamber, and all of 
us have received a little of it from time to time. 

I knew what an immense stock the Senator from New Hamp- 
shire carries on hand, and I shrink very greatly from any sort of 
response to the ironical suggestions he made as to the motives that 


might be imputed to Senators. What motives might be imputed 
to me I do not care a farthing for. Nothing the Senator from 
New Hampshire could say in the way of the imputation of a mo- 
tive would affect me in the slightest possible degree; but he did 
say I did my duty according to the lights that were given me. 
That is unfortunately true, and I desire for a moment to call the 
attention of the Senate to the character of light that has been 
given me. 

I have kept track for the last few days of the number of times 
the Senator from New Hampshire has addressed the Senate in 
these closing days when he says it is so essential that we shall pass 
the appropriation bills or else we shall have an extra session. On 
the 20th he spoke 23 times, on the 19th he spoke 13 times, on the 
18th he spoke 10 times, on the 16th he spoke 11 times, on the 14th 
he spoke 17 times, and on the 15th of the month he addressed the 
Chair 37 times. [|Laughter.] I have not kept account of the last 
two days. I can listen to the Senator from New Hampshire, but 
it makes me sick to read the RECORD and count it up. The Sen- 
ate must excuse me if in dealing with public questions I am some- 
what clouded by the frequency with which the Senator from New 
Hampshire addresses the Chair on every conceivable topic. 

I do not care to go into the merits of this measure. If the people 
in the sections of the country where the railroad properties are 
owned do not care to protect them, if the representatives of those 
sections find it consonant with their duty to vote against taking 
up and discussing the bill, Iam sure I do not care. We have the 
railroads. The existence of the provision prohibiting pooling has 
worked incalculable injury to the city where I live. Our people 
would be glad to see it removed, but if the Senators from New Eng- 
land and the Eastern States do not care to raise the question in 
the Senate at this time those of us who live in the West can well 
be content. 

Mr. BUTLER. Mr. President, I have no desire whatever to 
oe the debate, and shall not now occupy any considerable 
ength of time. 

The Senator from New Hampshire [Mr. CHANDLER] has re- 
ferred to imputing motives to Senators. I think my associates on 
this floor will acquit me in the long term I have served here of 
indulging in that style of debate; and if there is anything in my 
remarks to-day which would justify such an imputation I shall 
withdraw it very promptly. ButI wish to remind the Senator 
from New Hampshire that he has occasionally referred to a rail- 
road lobby around the Capitol in the interest of the bill, and has 
said that the railroads want this and want that and want the 
other. I desire to say in reply to that statement that no lobby 
has any terrors for an honest man. For myself I havealways en- 
couraged information upon any great public question from that 
source or any other; and I have in regard to this bill been very 
glad to receive suggestions from American citizens interested in 
the railroad transportation of this country. 

But the Senator from New Hampshire and other Senators who 
have spoken on this bill and other measures appear to proceed 
upon the assumption that every man in this country connected 
with railroads is a thief, and the moment he takes employment 
under a railroad corporation he then and there renounces his de- 
votion to his country, his patriotism, his interest in the welfare 
of his country. That, sir, has got to be a common imputation 
upon eight hundred and odd thousand American citizens engaged 
to-day in railroad transportation. Irepudiate and denounce it as 
a calumny and slander upon as good men as there are within the 
confines of this country. I happen to know a good many of them. 
I say here and now that they are the equals of the Senator from 
New Hampshire or any other Senator upon this floor in all that 
goes to make up true American citizenship—as honorable men, as 
true patriots as can be found in this country or any other. 

These constant imputations upon railroad lobbyists have no 
terrors for me and I say have no terrors for any honest man, Mr. 
President. The railroad people of this country have a right, it is 
their duty, to appear before the Senate and Congress and present 
in respectful terms, as they have done as far as I know, what they 
want Congress to do in their behalf. I can say for myself, if I 
may be pardoned for a personal reference, that I am under no ob- 
ligation to the railroads of this country; but I do not intend to 
permit these constant flings at as good men as can be found in the 
Senate or anywhere else. They have a right, sir, to come here 
and present their claims. Isay now Iam under obligations to 
them or to any other body of American citizens who have claims 
or rights to present to this body or to this Congress for bringing 
me any information in their power. 

When the Senator talks about impugning the motives of Sena- 
tors, let him remember that he has on repeated occasions spoken 


of the railroad lobby around these halls. They have, as I said, 
no terrors for me. or one, Mr. President, I protest against this 
wholesale and unqualified denunciation of honest American citi- 
zens coming to this body and asking for what they want, and 
doing it respectfully and in an intelligent way. 

So much, sir, I felt that 1 ought to say in reply to the observa- 
tions of the Senator from New Hampshire and some other Sena- 
tors. If the occasion should present itself, as I trust it will, I can 
expose, I think, the absolute fallacy of the argument of the Senator 
from New Hampshire to-day, how untenable it is, how far from 
the real facts are the propositions which he submits. 

But, sir, I shall not delay the Senate further. I desired the op- 
portunity to say this much. If, as I stated awhile ago, the occa- 
sion presents itself I shall attempt to reply, and I think I can 
successfully reply, to the criticisms which the Senator from New 
Hampshire has made on the bill. 


INDIAN APPROPRIATION BILL. 


The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the con- 
sideration of the bill (H. R. 8479) making appropriations for cur- 
rent and contingent expenses of the Indian Department and ful- 
filling treaty stipulations with various Indian tribes for the fiscal 
year ending June 30, 1896, and for other purposes. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I should be exceedingly gratified.if the Sen- 
ate would dispose of the bill this evening and enable me tocali up 
the sundry civil appropriation bill, making that the unfinished 
business. Then the Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. VILAs] desires 
some memorial services on a deceased member, after which the 
Senate will adjourn. 

Mr. HALE. Let us have the five-minute rule. 

tir. COCKRELL. I hope we can have the five-minute rule ap- 
plied until the bill is disposed of. As soon as it is disposed of I 
shall move to take up the sundry civil appropriation bill, and then 
yield the floor to the Senator from Wisconsin. 

Mr. HALE. That is right. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the request of 
the Senator from Missquri? The Chair hears none. The ques- 
tion is on the amendment proposed by the Senator from Missouri 
[Mr. VEST]. 

The amendment was rejected. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. I offer an amendment. In line 11, page 
73, after the word ‘‘ cease,” I move to insert the following: 

For the purchase of such school buildings and furniture as may be for sale 
belonging to parties with whom the Government has heretofore made con- 
tracts for the education of Indian children, said school property when pur- 
chased to be used for Government school purposes, $100,000, or so much thereof 
as may be necessary in the discretion of the Secretary of the Interior 

Mr. COCKRELL. I hope that the Senator from South Dakota 
will not insist on quite so much asthat. We conferred fully with 
the Commissioner of Indian Affairs. Hesays that under the exist- 
ing law he has authority to purchase, and with the increase of the 
appropriation made by the House there will be no necessity for 
any additional provision for the purchase of buildings. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. I wish to state that we are going to aban- 
don 20 per cent of the contract schools. We shall have some 
schools vacant that have been used for that purpose. The Gov- 
ernment takes the Indian children away from those schools and 
will have no buildings to put them in. Therefore it is certainly 
necessary that we should purchase the buildings. It is a matter 
of honor that we should do so. I am certain, after looking the 
bill over, that money enough is not provided to purchase the schools 
which are being abandoned. I do not think that an appropria- 
tion of $100,000 is excessive for the purpose. 

Mr. ALLEN. I should like to ask the Senator from South Da- 
kota what safeguard is drawn around thisamendment? How are 
we to ascertain what this property is worth? 

Mr. PETTIGREW. That is for the Secretary cf the Interior to 
ascertain; and the matter is in his discretion,anyway. He need 
not use the $100,000 unless he finds that he can do it to advantage. 

Mr. ALLEN. I desire to make the point of order on the amend- 
ment that it has not been submitted to any standing committee 
and is legislation, nor does it come under any estimate made by 
the Department. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The point of order is made against 
the pending amendment. The Chair is compelled to sustain the 
point of order. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. I think the point of order is undoubtedly 
well taken. I offer the following amendment. At the end of line 
20, page 81, I move to insert: 

That the Commissioner of Indian Affairs shall employ Indian girls as assist 
ant matrons and Indian boys as farmers and industrial teachers in all Indian 
schools when it is possible to do so. 

Mr. ALLEN. I suggest to the Senator that the word 
ble” be changed to ‘‘ practicable.” 

Mr. PETTIGREW. I have no objection to that. I prefer the 
amendment as it is, however, but still I shall not insist on the 
word ‘‘ possible.” 

Mr. COCKRELL. 


** nossi- 


** Practicable” is much better. 
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The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment as modified. 
Mr. PETTIGREW. 


I will state my object in offering the 
amendment. In the first place, we educatea good many boys and 
girls excessively, and they go back to the reservations with noth- 
ing todo. Inthe second place, under the present Administration 
there has grown up a practice of filling these places for political 
purposes. In many cases matrons are sent from the South who 
are utterly incompetent, who know nothing about the Indian 
service, and are unfit to fill these positions, while there are Indian 
girls abundantly capable of filling the places who are seeking them, 
and they are refused. 

Mr, COCKRELL. Let the question be put on the amendment. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on the amendment 
proposed by the Senator from South Dakota as modified. 

The amendment as modified was agreed to. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. At the suggestion of the Secretary of 
the Interior I move, on page 72, line 19, after the word “ build- 
ings,” to insert the words ‘‘including the expenses of advertising 
for bids for the erection of such buildings.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. HILL. I offer an amendment to come in at the bottom of 
page 28, at the end of line 24. I move to insert: 

That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he hereby is, authorized and di 
rected to negotiate with and purchase from the Ogden Land Company, so 
called, its successors, assigns, or legal representatives, all right, title, or in- 
terest of said company in and to the lands within the Cattaraugys and Alle 

any Indian reservations in the State of New York, at a price not exceeding 

5 per acre, for which purpose a sum sufficient is hereby appropriated, out 
of any money in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, payment to be 
made to said company, its successors, assigns, or legal representatives, upon 
the execution of a proper deed or deeds of conveyance to the United States 
of all right, title, and interest of said company in and to the lands aforesaid. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment proposed by the Senator from New York. 

Mr. HILL. Mr. President, I have not consumed the time of 
the Senate in discussing the pending bill or any other bill during 
the consideration of this appropriation bill. I desire the attention 
of the Senate for a very few moments while I briefly explain this 
amendment. 

The amendment relates to the Allegany and Cattaraugus In- 
dians in the State of New York. There is another tribe of Indians 
in our State—the Tammany tribe—which has given us consider- 
able trouble and concern in the past, but I do not call the atten- 
tion of the Senate to them now. [Laughter.] 

A year ago this amendment was proposed. The Appropriations 
Committee of the Senate did not think it ought then to be adopted, 
but kindly consented that there might be placed in the appropria- 
tion act the clause which I will now read: 

That the Secretary of the Interior be, and hereby is, authorized to make a 
thorough investigation of the facts touching the so-called Ogden Land Com- 
pany, its organization, when and by whom formed, its continued existence or 
organization to this date, its capital stock, nnmber of shares, amount or face 
value, where and by whom held, its liabilities and assets, and the original 
history of the alleged claim of said company toany of the lands of the Seneca 
Nation of Indians in the State of New York, and any and all evidences of 
title; and also the condition of said Indians, their progress in civilization and 
fitness for citizenship, their number and system of government, and the 
propriety of allotting their lands in severalty, and to make to Congress a full 
report with such suggestions and recommendations as he may deem proper 
in view of all the facts ascertained. 

That was placed in the appropriation act a year ago instead of 
the amendment which I now offer. The Secretary of the Inte- 
rior in pursuance of that authority proceeded to make an inves- 
tigation of this question, and I hold in my hand an elaborate re- 
port from the Secretary of the Interior in which, in substance, he 
recommends the adoption of this amendment giving elaborately 
the reasons which influenced that action. 

This Ogden Land Company, an old organization existing away 
back in 1700, has a claim upon these lands. I do not intend to 
enter into any elaborate argument to show its precise nature. It 
is fully discussed in this report. It is held in one view of the case 
that they have a fee subject to the right of the Indians to occupy; 
and in another view of the case it is held that they have simply the 
right of preemption, a right to purchase. No matter which con- 
tention is right, it bas a claim which has been sustained by the 
courts. It stands there as a barrier to the distribution of this 
land, toa changeof the tribal relationsand theimprovements which 
the people of the State of New York want to make in that Indian 
country. It is a strip of 40 miles right in the heart of the State 
of New York. 

The people of that State desire a charge, and the first condition 
precedent to a change is that this title must be eliminated. Now 
it is proposed to pay them $5 per acre for this title in order to 
eliminate it so that it can be followed subsequently by legisla- 
tion. The original amendment was $10. It was reduced to $5. 

The amendment is recommended as I said, by the Secretary of 
the Interior. The matter has been presented to the Committee 
on Indian Affairs of the Senate, and that committee has recom- 
mended this amendment. The Committee on Appropriations do 
not seem to think in the interest of economy that it ought to be 
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adopted now. Mr. President, I think it ought. We have com- 
_ with the suggestions contained in the last appropriation act, 

he proper Department of this Government has investigated it. 
That Department has made its report. Thatreportis here. The 
Committee on Indian Affairs especially charged with it has rec- 
ommended it; and in the interests of the State of New York and 
of the entire section of western New York the amendment ought 
to be adopted. If I should take an hour, Mr. President, I could 
not make it more clear than I have endeavored to make it. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I make the point of order on the amend- 
ment. This is too important a question to be considered now, in- 
volving hundreds of thousands of dollars and the title of the In- 
dians who have been living upon the land fora hundred years. I 
do not think it would be just or right that this legislation should 
be put in the bill. I do not agree at all with the Secretary of the 
Interior as to the right. Itis only a preemption right that they 
claim. That is the most that is claimed, I understand; and thisis 
legislation, and it is going further than we have gone on any ap- 

sropriation bill. It ought to be disposed of in a separate measure. 
These Indians have been living there, as I said, for a century, they 
and their ancestors, and they are bitterly opposed to this provision. 
I do not think it ought to be put in here. 

Mr. HILL. Itis not simply a question as to what the Indians 
desire. That isa question which we can decide at some other 
time. This is simply a question as to what the people of the State 
of New York desire and what are the best interests of that section 
of thecountry. This isa preliminary step, giving authority to 
the Secretary of the Interior to make this contract. 

Now, upon the point of order, the Senator from Missouri says 
that he differs with the Secretary of the Interior. He has not 
given the subject that consideration which the Department of the 
Government has givenit. He has not given it that consideration 
which the Committee on Indian Affairs has given it. 

I do not understand that the amendment is subject to any point 
of order. It comes from a Department. It is recommended bya 
Department. In the second place, it is recommended by the 
standing committee of the Senate that has the matter peculiarly 
in charge. 

Therefore I trust that the Senate, which has been very liberal 
in regard to this question, will not at this time thus summarily 
dispose of the amendment. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. 
the Senator from Missouri? 

Mr. COCKRELL. The point of order is that it is general legis- 
lation upon an appropriation bill. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. Mr. President- 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from South Dakota 
address himself to the question pending? 

Mr. PETTIGREW. Ido; to the pending amendment. 

Mr. PLATT. To the point of order? 

Mr. PETTIGREW. Not to the point of order. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The point of order is made against 
the amendment proposed by the Senator from New York that it 
is general legislation upon a general appropriation bill. TheChair 
is compelled to sustain the point of order. 

Mr. PLATT. I wish, on page 2, line 7, to amend by inserting 
befare the word ‘‘Cheyenne” the words ‘‘ Forest City, formerly 
the.” 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment will be stated. 

The Sxeoretary. Insert before ‘‘Cheyenne,” in line 7, page 2, 
‘** Forest City, formerly the;” so as to read: 

At the Forest City, formerly the Cheyenne River Agency, 8S. Dak., $1,700. 

Mr. PLATT. That is the way it has been in former appropria- 
tion acts. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. SQUIRE. On page 48, beginning in line 14, in the appro- 
priation for continuing the work of the Puyallup Indian Com- 
mission, I move to strike out the words: 

To be reimbursed to the United States out of the proceeds of the sale of 
the cuepey, tenes and allotted lands, as provided in said act, to be immediately 
avallapie. 

Mr. President, I will briefly state the reasons for moving this 
amendment, Ihave no desire to go into any general discussion 
of the Puyallup Indian Reservation matter at this time. We dis- 
cussed the subject quite fully at the last session of Congress, I 
think, gad it was determined to keep the commission there which 
was appointed in accordance with the provisions of the act of 
March 3, 1893. This commission consists of three citizens ap- 
pointed from different States of the Union, and they have been 
engaged since the 2ist day of November, 1898, according to the 
report of the Commissioner of Indian Affairs. 

here has been a great deal of exaggeration as to the value of the 
lands belonging to the Puyallup tribe, the greater part of which 
lands have been allotted in severalty. The ee is being 
done by the commission for the purpose of offering the property 
for sale, and the point to which 1 wish to call the attention of the 
Senate is that the amount of $14,000 which in the present terms 
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of this bill is to be appropriated for the purpose of defraying the 


expenses of the commission is to be reimbursed to the United 
States out of the proceeds of the sale of the agency tract and al- 
jotted lands. 

I thiuk this is unfair toward the Indians. They have not as yet 
receivixd anything out of any sales, and as soon as any sales take 
place this money is to be paid to the United States to reiinburse 
it for the expense of the commission, which commission has not 
been agreeable to the Indians. They do not regard it as essential 
or valuable to them. There is a difference of opinion about that. 
I am only speaking as to the opinions of the Indians themselves. 

The Puyallup Indians are a very intelligent tribe. There are 
but very few of them. They read and write and make contracts, 
and as has been explained hitherto, they are pretty well able to 
take care of themselves as business men. There are but few of 
them, perhaps less than a hundred adults. They have some valu- 
able property adjoining the city of Tacoma, and they could, a few 

years ago, have sold a portion of it, much less than one-half, for a 
ar sum of money, $700,000, enough to make every one of those 
adult Indians well off to-day. If they could have availed them- 
selves under the law and under the treaty with the tribe of the 
opportunity, and could have received the money which was pro- 
posed to be paid by persons who desired to purchase the land, a 
would have been individually well off, and still have retained muc 
the larger part of the tract. But there was objection to that, 
and it was feared that the Indians might be overreached, that they 
might lesea portion or a —o of their property by improvi- 
dent trade with white men. ere has been a great deal said by 
people, East and West,on the subject of taking care of these In- 
dians. The point to which I want to draw attention is that there 
has been an agency there—— 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator's time has expired. 

Mr. SQUIRE. I should like permisssion to speak a moment 
longer. I shall occupy attention for but a moment; and it is very 
seldom that I attempt to eccupy the attention of the Senate. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair hears no objection, and 
the Senator from Washington will proceed. 

Mr. SQUIRE. I believe it is wrong to saddle this commission 
upon those Indians against their will, against their protest, and 
make them pay for it. That is the poimt. I believe the United 
States should bear the expense of the commission itself. Of 
course it is paying the expenses now, but in accordance with the 
terms of the act it is proposed that al! this expense ultimately shall 
be charged up to the Indians. I claim that the land is not worth 
what it has been appraised at in former years. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Certainly it is not now. 

Mr. SQUIRE. Itisnet worth that money; and when they come 
to sell it is not going to sell for any such big figure. I do not be- 
lieve itis right to take the money from these Indiams when the 
sales are made and apply it te the payment of the expenses of the 
commission. 

If these lands were to be sold now, quite an important share of 
the proceeds would have to go to the Government to reimburse it 
for the expense of the commussion; and this expense is being stead- 
ily augmented. 

The commission has been thrust upon Indians who are able to 
take care of themselves. It is either a fact, or it is not, that they 
are able to take care of themselves. There is evidence on that 
point that they are; and I believe people are pretty well satisfied 
of that fact. lse, why does the Government abolish the agency? 
I have to-day a communication from the Bureau of Indian Affairs, 
in which it is stated that theagent has beem relieved and the agency 
abolished. Of course, unless these Indians were able to take care 
of themselves that agent would not have been relieved, and that 
agency would not have been abulished. I do not quite understand 
how to reconcile the statement of the Commissioner with two other 
provisions in this bill, unless the items have been taken out of it 
which appear on page 4 and on page 46. I see at the foot of page 
4 the following: 

At the Puyallup (consolidated) Agency, Wash., $1,600. 

That is for the pay of the Indian agent. Again, I see on page 
46, commencing at line 19: 

Washington: For general incidental expenses of the Indian service, includ- 
ing traveling expenses of agents at seven agencies, and support and civiliza- 
He Indians at Colville and Puyaliup agencies, and for pay of employees, 

It seems, unless these items are taken out of the bill, some ap- 
propriation has been made for the agency, and yet the Commais- 
sioner of Indian Affairs states in a communication, which I have 
before referred to, that the agency has been abolished and the 
agent has been relieved. 

Iquote his exact language: 

The commission is all the more important because the agent has been 
relieved and the agency abolished. 

Imight perhaps cite for the information of the Senate some 
other items which the Commissioner has stated in his commani- 
cation to me to-day, and which I submit to the chairman of the 
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Committee on Indian Affairs for his consideration. He asked me 
whether there had been any wrt from this commission. I will 
read what the Commissioner of Indian Affairs says as to the work 
of the commission. He states as follows: 

They have apprai the school tract, surveyed it into lots, blocks, streets, 
avenues, etc. Secretary of the Interior has approved the appraising 
and ordered the sale of lots to go on. There isa vast amount of work to go 
on in that direction. Besides that, they have just reported a good many 


tracts that the allottees are desiring to sell, and that is before this Uffice now, 
and when the appraisement of these allotments is approved they will have 
to sell those allotted tracts and have to make deeds of conveyance for those 
tracts and have to get orders and decrees of the court in the case of orphan 
and minor children, and they have reported that it will take until next Decem- 
ber to do all this work, and, on the whole, this Office was rather surprised to 
know that they could complete the work by that time, and of course very 
much gratified. 

In the light of this communication, looking at it fairly on all 
sides, I think that the commission should be retained until next 
December, although it seems very strange that they have not been 
able to complete the entire work since the 2ist day of November, 
1893, when they went to this agency under the direction of the Inte- 
rior Department. Itseems, however, they have made progress; they 
have made the appraisements and the selections, and the sales 
have been ordered to proceed. But why saddle this expense an- 
nually ontethoseIndians? Itisathing that they do notwant. They 
aver that they are abie to get along without it, and yet I do not 
feel like taking snap judgment upon the commission. 

I think it is well now to let it go until next December, in ac- 
cordance with the terms of the communication from the Indian 
Bureau, and let us relieve the Indians from this expense. espe- 
cially if the agency has been abolished, because there has hitherto 
been a large amount of money expended for the maintenance of 
the agent which will be saved to the Government in future if the 
agency is abolished, and I venture to ask the chairman of the 
committee to accept this amendment. 

ere ee is not right to keep along this commission imdefi- 
nitely at the ultimate expense of the Indians. That woul be to 
force an expensive administration upon them and to gradually eat 
up their substance. lam sure this would not be thought of un- 
less there were an exaggerated estimate of the value of the prop- 
erty involved. These Indians are now needing money. They are 
really “land poor.” Whether this amendment be adopted or not, 
I feel it my duty to present these pertinent facts to the Senate for 
its information preparatory to some future action which may be 
fair to all parties—fair to the Indians, fair to the commission, 
which ought te promptly conclude its labors, and fair toward the 
people of Tacoma and of Pierce County,in the State of Wash- 


Mr. COCKRELL. Let us have a vote on the amendment. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on the amendment 
proposed by the Senator from Washington. 

The amendment was rejected. 

Mr. HILL. A few minutes ago I proposed an amendment, 
which was very summarily disposed of on an objection made by 
the chairman of the Appropriations Committee. This bill is full 
of similar provisions inserted at the instance of the Appropria- 
tions Committee of the Senate, and so far as I am concerned, 
while I have not sought or endeavored to interfere with the dis- 
cretion imposed apon that committee, I propose to insist upon fair 
play in the Senate; and I give notice that I shall insist hereafter 
on any appropriation bill that amendments shall be considered as 





we proceed with the bill, and that an amendment offered by any 
Senator may be eonsidered at the same time. 

This is necessary, it seems to me, because Senators sit here and 
allow the committee amendmenis to be passed upon in the tirst in- 
stance, without any objection and without raising any questions 
or points of order; and after those amendmentsare all disposed of 


in that way, when a Senator who does not belong to the Conmnit- 
tee on Appropriations offers an amendment which does not seem 
to meet with the approval of the committee he is met with an 
objection, when it 1s too late to eliminate from the bill other pro- 
visions standing exacily upon the same footing. 

This bill, as 1 have examined it, contains numerous provisions 
the object of which is the allotment of lands in severalty. They 
may be worded somewhat differently from the way my amend- 
ment was, because they start off with an appropriation and then 


proceed to legislate. My amendment was not general legislation 
as it has been defined here over and over again. It may have 
been local legislation, it may have related to a particular tribe of 
Indians in a particular section of the country, but it did not pro- 


pose to change any statute; it did not apply to the whole country, 
and it was not general legislation, but simply local legislation, 
and of itself contained an appropriation. It provided for carry- 
ing out the provisions of the amendment just the same as a dozen 
other amendments provide in this bill. 

Mr. President, so far as I am concerned I propose to have the 
rules administered impartially, and I want my amendments to be 
placed upon the same footing as the amendments of the committee 
or the amendments which other Senators here propose. The ques- 
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tion as to whether an amendment offered by an individual Senator 
is oris not in orderonan appropriation bill should not depend 
upon whether it is submitted to the Senate or decided by the pre- 
siding officer. 

Mr. President, of course I represent but a small constituency 
interested in this question. One-tenth, I think, of the people of 
the United States live in my State; I claim no superior rights on 
that account, but I do insist upon it that all amendments of 
like character should be treated alike, and that this bill should 
not be placed full of amendments which relate to the same subject- 
matter, and when the Committee on Appropriations propose to 

lace amendments upon the bill our mouths should substantially 
ye closed until all the committee amendments have been adopted, 
and when Senators propose their respective amendments they 
must run the gantlet of objection because their amendments hap- 
pen to be, as it is said, general legislation. 

Mr. President, general legislation must apply to the whole coun- 
try; it must affect some existing statute; it must change some 
existing statute. A mere local appropriation for some particular 

urpose, and then a designation of how that appropriation shall 
ye used, is not general legislation, as it ever has been here con- 
strued. 

Mr. CALL. Will the Senator from New York allow me to sug- 
gest to him that we have agreed to proceed under the five-minute 
rule, and that he will have an opportunity of renewing his amend- 
ment when the bill is reported to the Senate? I therefore hope 
we shall proceed with the consideration of the bill. + 

Mr. HILL. I do not desire to proceed if thereare further amend- 
ments to be offered. There is no objection to going on with the 
bill, and I will make my remarks hereafter. 

Mr. POWER. I offer the following amendment, which I think 
is on the desk of the Secretary, to come in on page 80, after line 20: 

For purchase of * Holy Family” school buildings, situated in the Blackfeet 
Reservation, and St. lgnatius mission school, Jocko Reservation, Mont., and 
their conversion into Government schools, $50,000, or so much thereof as may 
be necessary. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on the amendment 
proposed by the Senator from Montana. 

Mr. ALLEN. Mr. President—— 

Mr. POWER. If the Senator will allow me a moment, I wish 
to make a brief statement as to the Indian schools in Montana. 
There are eight reservations in Montana, and one-eighth of all 
the Indian children in the country are in Montana. 

In answer to a telegram I sent to the agent, inquiring how many 
children of school age there were on the Blackfeet Reservation, 
and what facilities there were for educating them, the agent says: 

Five hundred children of school age, Blackfeet Reservation. One hundred 
and thirty attend Government school and 120 contract school. 

The buildings of the Holy Family school there can provide for 
125 children more, and that is all that can be taken care of on 
that reservation. 

At the Jocko Reservation there is only one school, St. Ignatius 
mission school. There are no other facilities for educating those 
children except at that school. 

Now that it seems to be the policy of the Government to take 
control of the Indian education, which is satisfactory to those in 
control of the schools in Montana, I want sufficient money appro- 
priated for the purchase of the school buildings. 

Mr. CALL. i desire to make the point of order on that amend- 
ment, the reason being that such an appropriation is not estimated 
for, there is no recommendation for it from the head of a Depart- 
ment, and that it is an increase of the appropriation. 

Mr. POWER. I would ask the Senator in charge of the bill 
how it is proposed to take care of the children at those two agen- 
cies? 

Mr.CALL. That is a matter intrusted to the Secretary of the 
Interior. He can rent buildings, if necessary, as there is money 
appropriated for that purpose. My point of order is that there is 
no estimate for this appropriation; it is not recommended by the 
head of a Department; it interferes with the general policy already 
established in the bill; and it increases the amount of the appro- 

priation. 

: Mr.POWER. I will ask the Senator another question. I ask 
how much money is set aside for the purchase of school buildings 
as the bill stands? 

Mr. CALL. If the Senator will turn over to that provision in 
the bill he will see. 

Mr. POWER. [I have turned to it. 

Mr. CALL. The Senator has only to read it to ascertain the 
amount. 

Mr. POWER. I can not see that any money is set aside for 
that purpose, and even the $40,000 which was set aside, as I under- 
stand, has been stricken out by the Senate. Is not that so? 

Mr. GALLINGER. While the Senator from Florida is looking 
for his data, I should like to ask the Senator from Montana a 
question. I understood him to say that there were not sufficient 
accommodations for the children on those reservations at the pres- 
ent time? 


Mr. POWER. Yes, sir. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Then, how are you going to add to the 
accommodations by buying a couple of school buildings? 

Mr. POWER. it the Indian children are expected to go to 
school the Government will require school buildings for this pur- 
pose. 

Mr. GALLINGER. They have the school buildings now to be 
found there, but they are insufficient, and the Senator proposes 
simply to buy school buildings which now exist to educate those 
children. 

Mr. POWER. The bill originally had a special appropriation 
for both of the schools mentioned in the amendment. The ap- 
propriation for those schools has been stricken out, and as the 
Senator and others want a different governmental policyin regard 
to schools, and as the people of Montana and those in charge of 
those schools are satistied for that policy to be adopted, they re- 
quest that those school buildings be purchased, and that is the 
object of the amendment. 

Mr. GALLINGER. But supposing the Government prefers to 
rent the buildings and keep the children in them, will not that 
answer the same purpose? 

Mr. POWER. But suppose the societies which own the build- 
ings do not want to rent them, but would like to sell? 

Mr. CALL. I will say to the Senator from Montana that on 
page 72 of the bill it is provided: 

For support of Indian day and industrial schools, and for other educa- 


tional purposes, including the purchase, lease, repair, and construction of 
school buildings, not hereinafter provided for. 


Mr. POWER. What is the amount appropriated? 

Mr. CALL. One million one hundred and sixty-four thousand 
three hundred and fifty dollars. 

Mr. POWER. Thatis all provided forin the estimates for edu- 
cation, and not one dollar for the purchase of buildings. ‘ 

Mr.CALL. Itincludes, by express terms, the purchase, leasing, 
repairing, and construction of school buildings. 

r. POWER. There is not one dollar appropriated for the pur- 
chase of buildings; it is all for the education of the Indian chil- 
dren. : 

I wish to submit for publication with my remarks a letter to 
the Commissioner of Indian Affairs, dated February 7, and his 
answer, pertaining to the management of schools in Montana. 
Iask to have this correspondence printed in the RECORD toshow to 
those who have charge of educating the Indians in Montana that 
after reading the explanation of the Senators in charge of the bill 
and the speeches of those opposing, that no provision is made for 
the yrs a of the education of the Indian children in Mon- 
tana outside of the arrangement heretofore carried on. 

The letter of the honorable Commissioner satisfies me that the 
Indian children of Montana will be provided for. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Without objection it will be so or- 
dered. 

The letters referred to are as follows: 

FEBRUARY 7, 1895. 

Dear Srr: Your favor of the 6th, furnishing information relative to In- 
dian schools in Montana, received. 

Isee that there are on the Blackfeet Reservation Indian children, school age, 
437; present school capacity, Government, 125; contract, 125; 250 in all; aver- 
age attendance both schools, 229; leaving nearly 50 per cent of the children 
unprovided for. 

Introduced the inclosed amendment asking that the foregoing shall not 
apply to any Indian schools or contract schools in Montana, referring to the 
20 per cent deduction. You can see that these schools, particularly Blackfeet 
Reservation, should be increased in Po of decreased. 

Can you stand by thisamendment? Ifnot, how doyou propose to take care 
of the children for the comigg reer at Blackfeet Agency? is will apply to 
all the agencies in Montana, Flathead Agency particularly, whose children are 
all educated by contract schools. 

Will you kindly let me know what you propose to do for the coming year? 
If the 2 per cent deduction is allowed in the bill for contract schools, how do 
you propose to make up for the 20 per cent deduction? 

The Committee on Appropriations tell me that it will not apply to the Mon- 
tana Indian schools for the coming year; that is, the 20 per cent will not be 
deducted from each school, but where schools are not needed in other parts 
of the country they may be cut out. 

I would like to know fully what the intentions of the Department are going 
to be betore the bill comes up in the Senate. 

Yours, respectfully, 
T. C. POWER. 

Hon. D. M. BROWNING, 

Commissioner of Indian Affairs. 


DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR, 
Office of Indian Affairs, Washington, D. C., February 8, 1898. 

Srr: Iam in receipt of your inquiry of yesterday as to the policy of the 
Office in regard to the reduction of aid to contract schools (as pro sdin the 
pending Indian sopra ill) at points where school facilities of all 

inds are inadequate for the school population. 

In reply, you are informed that the proy 20 per cent reduction is notin- 
tended to apply to every school, but to contract schools as a whole. The re- 
duction will therefore be made where it can be done to the best advan . 
the intention being not to Sanesve any child of a chance of schooling. If the 
Government has unused facilities, or can provide additional accommodations, 
or can put children in public schools, those will be the points at which aid to 
contract schools will be reduced. As I said in my annual report, contracts are 
to be declined or reduced wherever it can be done without epriving children 
of school peivileges, and only in such cases. With the law enacted as now 
= d itis not probable that it will be practicable to make any reduction 

uring the coming year in Montana contract schools except by accepting cne 
school which the contractors propose to turn over to theGovernment. Other 
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reductions can be made only as the Government 
accommodations, which will 


provides additional school 
uire considerable time. The aim of the Office 
is and will be to give every child a chance for an education. 


As stated above, negotiations are in progress for the transfer of one Mon- 
tana contract school to the Government, and other negotiations of that sort 
ave likely to follow. Where private parties have established educational 
“plants"’ upon Indian reservations and wish to dispose of them to the Gov- 
ernment the Office will be ready to purchase them at reasonable rates, the 
arrangement being advantageous to both parties, the Government obtaining 
school property all ready for use and the persons selling the same being re- 
lieved of large expenditures which can be diverted to other uses. 


Yours, respectfully, oa 
D. M. BROWNING, Commissioner. 
Hon. T. C. Power, 
United States Senate. ‘ ; 

Mr. CALL. I have read the language of the bill, and I must 
insist on the point of order. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair sustains the point of or- 
der. 

Mr. MARTIN. I offeranamendment, which I send to the desk. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment proposed by the 
Senator from Kansas will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. On page 72, after line 4, it is proposed to in- 
sert: 


That section 2139 of the Revised Statutes of the United States, as amended 
by act of July 23, 1892, be, and the same is hereby, extended overand made 
applicable to the town and town site of Miami, in the Indian Territory, and 
the United States courts of said Territory shall have full jurisdiction thereof. 


Mr. PLATT. Has not that amendment been adopted once to- 
day? 

Mr. CALL. Iso understand. 

Mr. PLATT. Some amendment of that kind has been adopted. 

Mr. MARTIN. I did not know of that. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Such an amendment was agreed to. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair is advised that an amend- 
ment similar to the one offered by the Senator from Kansas has 
been agreed to. 

Mr. PLATT. Practically the same amendment as that which 
the Senator from Kansas desires has been adopted. 

Mr. MARTIN. Then I withdraw the amendment. 

In line 18, on page 4, in the appropriation for the salary of the 
Indian agent ‘“‘ at the Pottawatomie and Great Nemaha Agency, 
Kars., $1,200,” I move to strike out ‘‘ 200” and insert ‘* 500.” 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. On page 4, line 18, before the word ‘“‘ hun- 
dred,” it is proposed to strike out ‘“‘two” and insert ‘‘five;” so as 
to read: 

At the Pottawatomie and Great Nemaha Agency, Kans., $1,500. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on the amendment 
of the Senator from Kansas. [Putting the question.] The noes 
seem to have it. 

Mr. MARTIN. I trust that the amendment will be agreed to. 
The agent there has charge of two different agencies. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I hope the amendment will not be agreed 
to. We have refused to increase the salaries of the Indian agents. 
If we increase one we shall have to increase all. 

Mr. MARTIN. Mr. President, it does not follow simply be- 
cause other agencies will have to be increased that this one should 
not be increased. This agent has charge of a part of two tribes of 
Indians. They are some 60 or 70 miles apart. There are no rail- 
roads to and from these different localities and there are three 
Indian schools of which he has charge and to which he has to give 
attention. There are 150 or 200 children in those three schools, 
and there are some twelve or fifteen hundred Indians under his 
jurisdiction at these agencies. 

He is compelled by the Government of the United States to give 
a bond of $40,000, and yet he gets only the pitiful sum of $1,200 
salary. Curiously enough, the Government also allows to the col- 
lector at the agency the same compensation precisely which it al- 
lows the agent. Thecollectorhas noresponsibility, isnot charged 
with any duties except those of a subordinate nature. He gives 
no bond, but the agent, who gives a bond for the performance of 
the entire work and service incumbent upon him by virtue of his 
agency, gets only the same compensation the collector receives. 

do not care whether it is unjust to other agents or not that 
their salaries are not increased. The question is, ought the salary 
of the agent at this place be increased? I submit to the fair judg- 
ment of the Senate that simply because the salary of other agents 
ought to be increased, or cmasy because other agents ought to be 
regulated by some system different from what they are is no kind 
of argument why the salary of the agent referred to ought not to 
increased; and I hope the Senate will agree that it shall be 

one. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on the amendment 
submitted by the Senator from Kansas. 

The amendment was rejected. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. I offeran amendment on page 9, at the end 
of line 5, after the word ‘“‘ farming,” to insert ‘“‘ within the State 
or Territory where such agency is located;” so as to read: 

And no person shall be employed as such farmer or stockman who has not 
m at least five years immediately previous to such employment practi- 





cally en: 


in the occupation of farming within the State or Territory 
where suc 


agency is located. 

So that the Indians will actually have practical farmers em- 
ployed. A practical farmer who has been engaged in the busi- 
ness of raising oranges in Florida is not a practical farmer to 
raise corn and wheat in South Dakota. 

Mr. CALL. Iam compelled to raise the point of order on that 
amendment. It changes existing law and is general legislation. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. Mr. President, if that rule were to apply 
to this amendment it would apply to every modification of the 
bill whatever. 

Mr. KYLE. So I have contended all day. 

Mr. CALL. The Senator’s amendment provides that appoint- 
ments shall not be made outside the limits of the State or Terri- 
tory. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. It isalsoan amendment of a committee 
amendment, and clearly in order. 

Mr. CALL. It changes the law by saying that no farmer or 
agent shall be appointed except from the State or Territory in 
which the agency is located. 

Mr. PLATT. Not an agent. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. Oh, no; only a farmer. 

Mr. CALL. There is no such law as that. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair overrules the point of 
order made by the Senator from Florida. The question is on the 
amendment proposed by the Senator from South Dakota. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. I now offer the amendment which I send 
to the desk. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment will be stated. 

The SEcRETARY. Itis proposed to insert after line 5, on page 
31, the following: 

For twenty-sixth of 30 installments for clothing in place of the articles 
as per treaty of April 29, 1868, $125,000, to be paid to said Indians in cash, an 
divided among the members of the tribe per capita. 

Mr. COCKRELL. What is the object of that amendment? 

Mr. PETTIGREW. I have moved that asa substitute for lines 
1, 2,3,4, and 5 of the bill, on page 31. 

Mr. President, we have heretofore expended this money in the 
purchase of clothing for these Indians and it has created great dis- 
satisfaction among them, so much so that they protest against the 
further purchase by the Government of such clothing, and ask 
that the money may be paid to them and that they may make their 
own purchases. Well they may protest against the Government 
making these purchases. Under our treaty with those people we 
agreed to furnish them good woolen clothing, and the Department 
no longer pretends to purchase woolen clothing, but purchases 
duck of the coarsest kind, suits worth about a dollar and a half 
apiece, and undertakes to satisfy these people with them. The 
result is that the Indians do not wear the clothing, but swap it off 
for what they can get, and do the best they can to clothe them- 
selves. We expend large sums of this money for the purchase of 
blankets so miserable and wretched that I never saw a Sioux Indian 
wear one of them. 

The blankets are so miserable and wretched that the Indians 
trade them off for what they can get, and purchase decent blank- 
ets from some trader. This has been the practice of the Govern- 
ment with those people for twenty years. 

During the last Administration we purchased our blankets of 
John Dobson, of Philadelphia. We advertised for all-wool 
blankets. The advertisement stated that sealed proposals, in- 
dorsed ‘‘ Proposal for blankets,” addressed to the Commissioner of 
Indian Affairs, Washington, D. C., would be received until a cer- 
tain time for 16,000 pairs of blankets, giving the size. They were 
to be all-wool, indigo-blue, mackinac blankets. Under that ad- 
vertisement the contractor furnished blankets that would not hold 
together if hung up cornerwise; and here are some of the samples. 
This [exhibiting] was the warp—African wool or hair, shoddy, 
and some real wool; stronger than the filling. Here [exhibiting] 
is the filling—African wool or hair, shoddy, with a little wool, 
some cotton. 

Instead of being dyed with indigo the blankets are dyed with 
logwood. If dyed with indigo it would cost $1.50 a pair to dye 
| them. Dyed with logwood, it costs 25 centsa pair. Yetan indigo- 

dyed, all-wool blanket is what is called for in the advertisement. 

Nevertheless, the blankets I have described are the ones which 

are furnished year after year. Whenever an Indian undertakes 

to wear one, if it rains the blanket crocks, and, even as black as 
he is and as smoked as he is, the blanket will make him look 
worse. You can not force a Sioux Indian to wear one of them. 

They will not use the blankets on their horses because of their 

filtby character and rotten condition. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator’s time has expired. 

Mr.CALL. Let the amendment be read. 

The Secretary again read the amendment. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. I understand I will be allowed five min- 
utes more if I move to strike out the last word. 


ee te 


Fenn th LS et da er, 


2634 


Mr.COCKRELL. On the Senator’s own amendment? 

Mr. PETTIGREW. I understand so; and that is the custom of 
the Senate. 

Mr.OOCKRELL. That is certainly an evasion of the rule. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. If it is an evasion of the rule I withdraw 
the suggestion. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Has the Senator consumed five minutes? 

Mr. PETTIGREW. Idonotknow. Icertainlyam not through. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from South Dakota had 
spoken five minutes. The Chair so announced. 

Mr. COCKRELL. ThenI makethe pointof order on the amend- 
ment that it not only proposes general legislation, but upon its 
face is a repudiation and violation of the treaty. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. We violate the treaty when we buy such 
stuff as we furnish those Indians. Every year we make a con- 
tract to furnish woolen goods, and we furnish ducking. We make 
a contract to furnish woolen blankets, and furnish shoddy and 
hair. Itis done at every session of Congress, and when it is at- 
raeres to be remedied tae point of order is raised that it vio- 

ates the treaty. 

oo VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair sustains the point of 
order. 

Mr. CALL. I desire tomakeaverbalamendment. Anamend- 
ment was adopted at the end of line 11, page 71, providing for the 
pay of the delegates of the Otoe and Missouria tribes now here 
$150 each for their traveling expenses in coming here and going 
home. I propose to add to it the words “‘ to be immediately avail- 
able.” 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment proposed by the Senator from Florida. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. I move to strike out all after the word 
‘“‘aforesaid,” in line 11, page 35, down to and including line 25 on 

age 36. 
"a will state that an amendment for this purpose was submitted 
to the Senate, referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs, and 
this portion of it was stricken out by the committee. When the 
bill came from the other House it had the entire provision in it. 
Therefore the Committes on Appropriations left it in, and I did 
n0t discover it earlier. Iwill state exactly what the point is. 

Under the provisions of a, treaty made in 1851 we agreed to pay 
in the future the balance of the money due the scouts who served 
im the war in Minnesota. Thereare about eight installments due. 
This provision appropriates the whole of it at once, so that it can 
be distributed among those scouts. The matter which I propose 
to strike out undertakes to say who shall receive the money. I 

»pose to leave that question with the Secretary of the Interior. 
do not believe the person who drew the bill can tell who ought 
to go on the rolls, and I do not think we ought to undertake to 
say. The bill wasintroduced without any such intention, but was 
drawn for some purpose. Ido not know what that purpose was. 

New, what I wish to do is simply to leave the rolls to be made 
up by the Secretary of the Interior. I wish merely to appropri- 
ate the money for those scouts, designating them, and then let 
the Secretary of the Interior determine who they are, and not 
undertake to do it by an act of Congress. 

Ft looks to me as though there was some design, some purpose, 
in the present provision. I knew there has been some complaint 
im the past that these rolls were not accurate, and the provision 
now in the bill proposes to fix those rolls so that no change can 
be made even if injustice has been done. It seems to me there 
can be no objection to the amendment. 

Mr. COCKRELL. We submitted the matter to the Commis- 
sioner of Indian Affairs,and he reported to us that hesaw no objec- 
tion to it. We saw that a similar amendment had been submit- 
ted to the Committee on Indian Affairs. But I have no objection 
to the matter objected to going out of the bill. Ido not know 
whether it is right or not. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. The Committee on Indian Affairs did re- 
port to strike it out. 

Mr. COCKRELL. So far as I remember, it was not reported to 
us in that way. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. It was so reported, undoubtedly, but the 
Committee on Appropriations left the provision as they found it 
in the bill as it came from the other House. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Yes. We consulted the Commissioner of 
Indian Affairs, and he said it was all right. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment of the Senator from South Dakota [Mr. Perricrew }. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. ILhave one further amendment to offer. 
On page 75, line 13, after the word “dollars,” I move to insert: 

Completing sewerage and pinmbing, $1,000. 

I wish to state in this connection that the work at Flandreau, 
S. Dak., has already been dome. I have herea letter from the su- 
perintendent of that school, in which he says that through some 
misunderstanding he had the work done and now has no money 
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to pay for it. I submitted the matter to the Commissioner of 
Indian Affairs, and he says he has no objection. 

Mr. CALL. We accept the amendment. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. PLATT. The total in line 14 should be changed from 
$28,500 to $29,500. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. That amendmentis agreed toif there 
be no objection. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. Isimply wish to state that I regret being 
unable to complete at this time my remarks with regard to the 
character of the clothing furnished the Indians, and I will finish 
them on the sundry civil appropriation bill. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. ‘The question is on concurringin the 
amendments made as in Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. LODGE. I desire to reserve one amendment for a vote in 
the Senate. I refer to the amendment to strike out, on page 73, in 
line 7, after the word “ninety-five,” down to and including the 
word “cease” in line 10, It is an amendment relating to con- 
tract schools. 

Mr. GALLINGER rose. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. If no other amendment is reserved, 
the Chair will put the question on concurring in the rest of the 
amendments made as in Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. GALLINGER. The amendment the Senator from Massa- 
chusetts has reserved is the one I rose to ask to have reserved. 

The amendments were concurred in. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment reserved by the Sen- 
ator from Massachusetts will be stated. 

The Secretary. The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 
struck out, on page 73, line 7, after the word “ ninety-five,” down 
to and including the word ‘‘ cease,” in line 11, as follows: 

And each succeeding year he shall proportionately so reduce the amount 
thus used that at the end of five years from the date on which this act goes 
into effect all contracts for such education shall cease. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. It seems to me that in the Senate as in 
Committee of the Whole we had a roll call on that amendment, 
and the committee was sustained by a very large majority. 

Mr. GALLINGER. We are going to have another. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. It will probably disclose the want of a 
quorum. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on concurring in 
the amendment made as in Committee of the Whole. 

The amendment was concurred in. 

Mr. CALL. I offer the amendment which I send to the desk. 

The SecreTary. On page 60, at the end of line 5, insert: 

Provided, That such judgment shall not be binding on Congress, but only 
advisory and of persuasive force. 

Mr.CALL. Mr. President, I do not propose to detain the Senate. 
A few daysago,when the bill wasas in Committtee of the Whole, I 
pointed out that this provision could not confer jurisdiction upon 
a court of the United States, that it was and could only be ad- 
visory. The judicial power has its bounds and its limits. I 
stated that a treaty or an agreement made by Congress between 
the United States and a foreign nation or any other power rec- 
ognized as such is not the proper subject of judicial power. I 
shall not enlarge upon that subject, but I will ask to publish for 
my own justification of that most clear and manifest proposition 
(which the Senator from Arkansas treated very lightly because 
he did not understand it) the decision of the Supreme Court of 
the United States upon that subject. I will only ask leave to 
insert in the Recorp a few brief extracts from the decision of 
the Supreme Court in The United States vs. Ferreira, in the thir- 
veenth volume of Howard's Reports. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. It will be so ordered if there be no 
objection. . 

The matter referred to is as follows: 

The act of 23d of March, 1792, required the circuit courts of the Daited 
States to examine into the claims of the officers and soldiers and seamen of 
the Revolution to the pensions granted to invalids by that act, and to deter- 
mine the amount of pay that would be equivalent to the disability incurred, 
and to certify their opimion to the Secretary of War. And itauthorized the 
Secretary, when he had cause to suspect: imposition or mistake, to withhold 
the pension allowed by the court, and to report the case to Congress at its 
next session. The authority was given to the cireuit courts; and a question 
arose whether the power conferred was a judicial one which the circuit 
courts as such could constitut omy exercise. 

The question was not decided in the Supreme Court in the case above men- 
tioned, but the opinions of the judges of the circuit courts for the districts 
of New York, Pennsylvania, and North Carolina are all given ina note to the 
case by the reporter. 

The jndgesin the New York circuit, composed of Chief Justice Jay, Justice 
Cushing, and Duane, district judge, held that the power could not be exer- 
cised by them asacourt. But in consideration of the meritorious and benevo- 
lent object of the law they agreed to construe the power as conferred on 
them individually as commissioners, and toadjourn the court over from time 
to time, soas to enable them to perform the duty in the character of commis- 
sioners and out of court. ; : 

The judges of the Pennsylvania circuit, consisting of Wilson and Blair, jus- 
tices of the supreme court, and Peters, district judge, refused to execute it 
altogether, upon the ground that it was conferred on them as a court, and 
was not ajudicial power when subject to the revision of the Secretary of War 
and Congress. 
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The judges of the circuit court of North Carolina, composed of Iredell, jus: 
tice of the supreme court, and Sitgreaves, district judge, were of opinion that 
the court could not execute it as a judicial power; and held it under advise- 
ment whether they might not construe the act as an appointment of the 
judges personally as commissioners, and perform the duty in the character 


of commissioners out of court, as had been agreed on by the judges of the 
New York circuit. 
% Fo) 2 e * s a 

A question might arise whether commissioners appointed to adjust these 
claims are not officers of the United States within the meaning of the Con- 
stitution. The duties to be performed are entirely alien to the legitimate 
functions of a judge or court of justice, and have noanalogy to the general or 

‘ial powers ordinarily and legally conferred on judges or courts to secure 
the due administration of the laws. And if they are to be regarded as offi- 
cers, holding office under the Government, the power of appointment is in 
the President, by and with the advice and consent of the Senate; and Con- 
gress could not by law designate the persons to fill these offices. p 

And if this be the construction of the Constitution, then, as the judge desig- 
nated could not act in a judicial character as a court, nor as a commissioner, 
because he was not appointed by the President, everything that has beev. 
done under the acts of 1823 and 1834 and 1849 would be void, and the pay- 
ments heretofore made might be recovered back by the United States. 

But this question has not been made; nor does it arise in the case. Itcould 
rise only in a suit by the United States to recover back the money, And as 
the case does not present it and the parties interested are not before the 
court, and these laws have for so many years been acted on as valid and con- 
stitutional, we do not think it proper to express an opinion upon it. In the 
case at bar, the power of the judge to decide in the first instance is assumed 
on both sides, and the controversy has turned upon the power of the Secre- 
tary to revise it; and it is in this aspect of the case that it has been consid- 
ered by the court in the foregoing opinion. 

The appeal must be dismissed for want of jurisdiction. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on the amendment 
of the Senator from Florida. [Putting the question.] The ayes 
seem to have it. The ayes have it. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I demand the yeas and nays. 

Several SENATORS. ‘* No!” ** No!” 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I can notagree to render the decision 
of the Supreme Court an absolute nullity by a proposition of this 
kind. 

Mr. CALL. The Senator from Arkansas does not understand 
the case at all. He knows nothing about it. TheSupreme Court 
of the United States has decided and all lawyers understand 
that the judicial power of the United States extends only to cases 
in law and equity and not toacase between two sovereign and 
independent nations nor to a case between the United States and 
an Indian tribe. That is clear; and I cite the case of The United 
States vs. Ferreira, in the thirteenth volume of Howard’s Reports, 
where this point is expressly decided by the Supreme Court, and 
it is declared that they can not and will not take jurisdiction of 
such a case. 

Mr. JONESof Arkansas. Iwill agreethat this amendment may 
go over for a vote on Monday next. 

Mr. VOORHEES. Without debate? . 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Without debate, to be considered on 
Monday with a full Senate. I do not want to delay action to- 
night. 

Mr. HARRIS. Does the Senator from Arkansas propose to 
prolong the consideration of this bill, that has been here for one 
week, and ought to have been disposed of in one day? * 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I am perfectly willing to have a vote 
taken on this question Monday, but I can not agree that the pro- 
vision shall be inserted without a vote of the Senate upon it. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair will ask if there is objec- 
tion to the request of the Senator from Arkansas? 

Mr. COCKRELL. I hope we can decide it now. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair has submitted the ques- 
tion to the Senate. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Let it be submitted to the Senate again. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. This question has already been de- 
cided once or twice by the Senate, and I shall insist on the yeas 
and nays. 

Mr. CALL. The Senator from Arkansas does not know any- 
thing about the case. I will withdraw the amendment. The 
Supreme Court has decided it, and all the laws that Congress can 
pass will not induce the court to take jurisdiction of it. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment is withdrawn. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I move to strike out the clauses in the bill 
from line 17, on page 48, down to and including line 8, on page 
60. Imake that motion for the purpose of inquiring what the 
present provision is of the amendments in relation to the rate to 
the Wichita and affiliated bands per acre for their land. The 
objection I made to the clause as it stood was that the original 
House provision purported to give a dollar and a quarter an acre 
to the Wichita Indians in fulfillment of the agreement made 
with them, and yet subjected that dollar and a quarter an acre 
to the chances of a suit in the Court of Ciaims brought by the 
Choctaw and Chickasaw nations. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. On what page is that? 

Mr. CHANDLER. The clause on page 54, granting the dollar 
and a quarter an acre. I understood the Senator from Missouri 
had moved some new amendment there. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. There was an amendment made to 
that paragraph. 
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Mr. PLATT. Let the Secretary read the amendment that was 
adopted. 

Mr. CHANDLER, I will take the statement of the Senator 
from Arkansas. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. There was an amendment providing 
that the total amount to be paid to these Indians for the extin- 
guishment of the Indian title should be a dollar and a quarter an 
acre, and that the question as to how much of the dollar anda 
quarter should go to’ the Wichitas on the one hamid and to the 
Choctaws and Chickasaws on the other should be submitted to the 
court to be determined in the suit. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Ido not think that it is wise to undertake 
to fulfill this promise to these Indians— 

Mr. COCKRELL. Thereisno promise. This is in strict ac- 
cordance with the terms of the agreement. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I think it is in strict compliance with 
the agreement. 

Mr. CHANDLER. No; article 5 says that they shall have more 
compensation; that Congress shall determine it. Now, to have 
Congress abdicate its function under the agreementand go through 
the form of allowing a dollar and a quarter an acre and then 
put the Wichitas to fighting in a lawsuit with the Choctaws and 
Chickasaws for their money, it seems to me is a mistake. I will 
not take the time of the Senate; I will withdraw the motion, in 
the hope that the conference committee will consider the point 
that we ought not to execute a solemn agreement with the Wichi- 
tas by saying we give them a dollar and a quarter an acre and 
then only give to them such portion of it as the Choctaws and 
Chickasaws may not get away from them. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Theamendmentis withdrawn. The 
bill is in the-Senate and still open to amendment. 

Mr. HILL. At the end of page 28I move to insert: 

To enable the Secretary of the Interior to negotiate with and purchase 
from the Ogden Land Company, which negotiation and purchase the said 
Secretary is hereby authorized and directed to make on behalf of the Indians 
upon the Cattaraugus and Allegany Indian reservations for all the right, 
title, or interest of said company in and to the lands within the Cattaraugus 
and Allegany Indian reservations in the State of New York, at a price not 
exceeding $ per acre, the sum of $300,000 is hereby appropriated, out of awy 
money in the Treasury not otherwise 4 ene d, or so much of said sum 
as may be necessary; such payment to be mace to said co y, its succes 
sors, assigns, or legal representatives, upon the executi« 
deeds of conveyance to the United States of all righ 
said company in and to the lands aforesaid. 

The Secretary of the Interior may, under such rules and regulations as he 
may prescribe, obtain consent of said Indiaus to said purchase. 

Mr. BLANCHARD. I should like to ask the Senator from New 
York if the amendment contains the limit of $5? 

Mr. HILL. Yes, sir; it contains the limit of $5. The form of 
the amendment is now precisely like all the appropriations for 
similar purposes contained in the bill. On page 63 there is a 
provision which starts off in this way: 










a proper deed or 


, title, and interest of 





To enable the President to cause, under the provisions of t Febra 
ary 8, 1887, entitled “ An act to provide for the allotment everalty 


” 


to Indians. 


Then it proceeds on several pages to prescribe in regard to the 
allotment of those lands to the Indians. 

Mr. STEWART. I should like to inquire of the Senator if that 
is the provision that was agreed upon and reported by the Com- 
mittee on Indian Affairs? 

Mr. HILL. Itis. Ihave worded it alittle different in order to 
correspond with the general style here, stating the appropriation 
first; that is all. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment of the Senator from New York. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. I should like to hear the amendment read. 

The Secretary read the amendment. 

Mr. COCKRELL. The difference between this and the other 
amendments which have already been put in the bill is that they 
are required to be reported back to Congress for confirmation. I 
presume that these Indians, having lived with their ancestors for a 
century in the State of New York and in contact with the intel- 
ligent citizens of the Senator’s great State, have intelligence enough 
probably, in connection with the Secretary of the Interior, to pro- 
tect their own interests in the matter. Therefore, I shall n 
make the point of order, as it is liable to be made, that it should 
be submitted to Congress for action before it becomes final. 

Mr. STEWART. It is safein thiscase. It will be investigated 
thoroughly. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. I offer an amendment to the amendment 
of the Senator from New York. I move to add at the end of the 
amendment: 

Provided, No money or property belonging to said Indians shall bo ex- 
pended or used for this purpose without their consent 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is the amendment to the amendmoxt 
accepted? 

Mr. HILL. I do not think that is a proper amendment to be 
placed on the provision. It simply authorizes a negotiation and 
a@ contract to be made, The subsequent reimbursement of the 
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United States from the Indians is a matter of course fer subse- 
quent legislation. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. I shall be forced to make a point of order 
unless my amendment is accepted. I have on my desk—but un- 
der the five-minute rule I am not permitted to present them—not 
only protests from these people against this whole business, but a 
resolution passed by their council and signed by their chief head 
men; and they have been here with regard to the matter. I sup- 
posed it was’@isposed of before. 

I must protest against this being done unless the Indians con- 
sent toit. These Indians say to me that they care nothing about 
this Ogden Land Company title. Ido not care to discuss the 
question because I do not want to oppose the Senator from New 
York, bat my amendment is entirely reasonable and fair, and un- 
less he can accept it I must object to the whole business in justice 
to these people. 

Mr. HILL. The Senator did not see fit, although a member of 
the Committee on Indian Affairs, to make any such suggestion at 
the time the amendment was considered by the committee. It is 
nota question simply as to what the Indians themselves want. It 
is a question of public policy to be observed. Perhaps they should 

ay some portion of these sums from the large funds which they 
nave in their hands. That is a question which I prefer to leave 
to subsequent legislation of Congress. Why should we legislate 
upon that question here? It seems to me that is the proper way 
to leave it. 

The amendment simply provides that we shall make in behalf 
of the Indians this contract and purchase. The Government ap- 
propriates the money. As to what portion, if any, the Govern- 
ment should pay, we expect the whole of it to be reimbursed from 
the Indians. They can not simply set themselves up and say they 
do not wish to be disturbed. Above and beyond all this is the 
great question of public policy as to what should be done with 
these Indians. 

The leaders of these Indians of course will object to this pro- 
vision. They always object toit. Their very rule depends upon 
the maintenance of their tribal relations,and they never want 
them disturbed, because they are the bosses and they do not wish 
to be disturbed. I think we can take care of all this in subsequent 
legislation. 

Mr. STEWART. I understand this is simply a proposition to 
buy outstanding title. 

Mr. HILL. That is it. 

Mr. STEWART. Which runs as long as the tribal relation ob- 
tains. 

Mr. HILL. That is all. 

Mr. STEWART. The United States takes the title. Then the 
United States will stand in the position of this outside company 
to deal fairly with the Indians. If the Indians have nothing to 
say about the purchase of it they can sell it to anybody else they 
a, with a view ay of settling it up, because it is a 

ong strip of country there and a great inconvenience. The legal 
title stands outside of the company and the Government can not 
deal with the question at all. The object is to purchase the out- 
standing title and have it in the Government so that we can deal 
fairly with the Indians. I think the Government can be trusted 
to settle with the Indians afterwards. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. In the first place, in the seer Reser- 
vation there are only 7 acres per capita of fertileland. The rest 
of the land runs into the mountains, and is assessed in the State 
of New York at $2 an acre, and valued at not exceeding $4 an 
acre. The Indians say that the lands can be divided among them 
in severalty without purchasing the Ogden Land Company’s title, 
and that they are perfectly satisfied that it shall be done when the 
time comes, and that all the Ogden Land Company have under 
heaven is the first right to purchase either of the tribe or of the 
individuals if they divide.it in severalty. Then, if the Ogden 
Land Company do not choose to purchase it, they can sell to other 
people. So this does not stand in the way of allotting that land 
in severalty to these people and obliterating this so-called govern- 
ment of theirs and wiping out the reservation. 

I believe all the Ogden Land Company can be bought out for 
$75,000. I believe they can be bought out for $50,000. If this 
amendment goes through we will pay $5 an acre; and if we pro- 
pose to do it without consulting those people we ought to pay it 
out of the Treasury of the United States. There is not any ques- 
tion about it. Unless my amendment is accepted I shall make the 
point of order against the amendment. 

Mr. HILL. The Senator from South Dakota seems to have 
more information about this matter than anybody else. If he is 
sincere in his statement that he thinks this outstanding title is 
worth only fifty or seventy-five thousand dollars he does injustice 
to his conscience by voting a much larger sum, as he did vote in 
committee to give the $5 per acre. The company wanted $10 per 
acre, and the committee very properly, I think, limited it to five. 

I am not the representative of the company and care nothing 
about it, but the citizens of my State, sir, find this Indian reser- 
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vation in western New York, covering 40 miles of some of the best 
portions of our land. What it is assessed for to the Indians 
amountstonothing. Itis worth from forty to fifty and sixty dol- 
larsanacre; and itstands there as a block to civilization, ruled bya 
lot of these leaders, who, of course, want to keep up the tribal re- 
lations. Now, Mr. President, we must yield to-night, I suppose, 
to the Senator who moves this amendment to the amendment. 
There seems to be no other way. I hope the committee of confer- 
ence will take care of it and strike that out. I donot think there 
is anything in the point of order. I am satisfied there is nothing 
in it, but we want to get home; it is Saturday evening. So let 
the amendment to the amendment go in. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment of the Senator from 
South Dakota is accepted. The question is on the amendment of 
the Senator from New York as amended by the Senator from 
South Dakota. 

The amendment as amended was agreed to. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. I now present the paper to which I re- 
ferred, a memorial of the Seneca Nation of New York Indians, 
remonstrating against the adoption of the proposed amendment 
to the Indian ertnresen bill providing for the purchase from 
the so-called Ogden Land Company all right, title, or interest to 
lands within the Cattaraugus and Allegany Indian reservations 
in the Stateof New York. LIask that it be printed as a document. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Without objection, it is so ordered. 

The amendments were ordered to be engrossed and the bill to be 
read a third time. 

The bill was read the third time, and passed. A 


SUNDRY CIVIL APPROPRIATION BILL. “es 


Mr. COCKRELL. I move that the Senate proceed to the con- 
sideration of the bill (H.R.8518) making appropriations for the 
sundry civil expenses of the Government for the fiscal year end- 
ing June 30, 1896, and for other purposes. 

he motion was agreed to. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill is before the Senate as in 

Committee of the Whole. 


DEATH OF FREDERICK DOUGLASS. 


Mr. PETTIGREW. I wish to offer a resolution and have it 
read for information. I shall ask unanimous consent for its im- 
mediate consideration. If it is to be passed at all it must be passed 
now. 

The resolution was read, as follows: 

Whereas in the person of the late Frederick Douglass death has borne away 
one of our most illustrious fellow-citizens, who served his country long, 
faithfully, and honorably as citizen, diplomat, and statesman: Therefore, 

Be it resolved, That out of res 
to lie in state in the rotunda of 
a.m. and 4p. m. on to-morrow. 


Mr. GORMAN. Let the resolution go over. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The resolution goes over. 


MEMORIAL ADDRESSES ON THE LATE REPRESENTATIVE SHAW. 


Mr. VILAS. Mr. President, I ask that the resolutions recently 
received from the House of Representatives in reference to the 
death of Hon. George B. Shaw, late a Representative from Wis- 
consin, be laid before the Senate. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. KYLE in the chair). 
resolutions of the House of Representatives will be read. 

The Secretary read the resolutions, as follows: 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, January 12, 1895. 


Resolved, That the House has heard with profound sorrow of the death of 
Hon. George B. Shaw, late a Representative from the State of Wisconsin. 

Resolved, That as a mark of respect to the memory of the deceased the busi- 
ness of the House be now suspended, that his associates may be able to pay 
proper tribute to his high character and distinguished service. 

Resolved, That as an additional mark of respect the House shall at the con- 
clusion of these ceremonies adjourn. 

Resolved, That the Clerk communicate these resolutions to the Senate. 


Mr. VILAS. Mr. President, I offer the resolutions which I 
send to the desk, and ask for their immediate consideration. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The resolutions will be read. 

The Secretary read the resolutions, as follows: 

Resolved, That the Senate has heard with sincere sorrow the announcement 
of the death of the Hon. George B.Shaw, lately a Representative from the 
State of Wisconsin. 

Resolved, That the business of the Senate be now suspended in order that 
suitable tribute may be paid to his character and memory. 

The resolutions were considered by unanimous consent, and 
unanimously agreed to. 


ct to his memory his remains be permitted 
he National Capitol between the hours of 10 


The 


Mr. VILAS. Mr. President, on the 27th of last August, as the 
long and trying second session of this Congress was drawing to its 
close, George B. Shaw, the esteemed Representative of the Seventh 
Wisconsin district, was called from the ranks of living men. Not 
long before, while at his post of duty, apparently in the full 
strength of mid-manhood. handsome in person, robust, vigorous, 
active, with every sign of promise for long and happy life about 
him, he had been stricken with a disorder which proved in its 
course to be mortal. During the weary weeks of the hot summer 
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councils, gradually rising in service and consideration until the 
estimation of his companions culminated in the bestowal of the 
highest honors possible in their gift. 
age he was chosen supreme chancellor of the order, the head of 
their supreme lodge of the world, and during two years enjoyed in 
that capacity the respect, confidence, and obedience of all its dis- 
— in every quarter of the globe to which its membership ex- 
tends. 

I am advised by those competent to speak of it that his service 
in that high station was reckoned of signal excellence and gave 
his name honored illustration in the annals of the order. He re- 


tired from that dignity upon his election to the Fifty-third Con- | 


gress, but both retained active interest in its affairs and enjoyed 


the highest esteem of its members until the hour of his death; and | 
none beyond his hearthstone’s compass more profoundly mourn | 


him now. 

It was natural to such a man to feel the obligations of citizen- 
ship as compelling him to share im all the work which in a free 
government devolves upon the good and useful men of society. 
He could not be silent or passive when help to the common inter- 
est might come from his counsel or efforts. And he never was, 
but he always bore his part as he conceived it, zealously, some- 
times aggressively, but without rancor. He was ambitious, lov- 


ing distinction; but apparently because he both loved to be doing | 
He was thus | 


and rejoiced in the kind regard of his fellow-men. 
early engaged in local political struggles and the possession of 
political preferment. . 

He entered the common council of Eau Claire at but 22 years of 
age, and so approved his service as to receive continuing election 
for eleven years. He was twice chosen tothe mayoralty of his 
town, in the years 1888 and 1889. In 1884 he was one of the del- 
egates of his party to the national Republican convention which, 
at Chicago, placed in nomination Blaine and Logan. His honor- 
able aspiration had been for some years directed toward the rep- 
resentation of his district in Congress, and in 1892 his party be- 
stowed the honor of nomination upon him, which was ratified by 
the people. 

He came here in the prime of manhood, in the fullness of vigor, 
animated by generous hopes and with a reasonable expectation of 
added honors to his career and name.” A first-term service rarely 
develops the qualities of an able man or authorizes special 
prophecy for his future. Mr. Shaw’s course and conduct during 
the brief period he was here bore no conspicuous mark, but were 
satisfactory to his associates in the House and his party at home. 
He was unanimously renominated and hiselection was a foregone 
certainty, when death cut him untimely off. 

He had won, I believe I may speak with confidence, the personal 
esteem of the members on both sides, and with many a warm and 
affectionate regard. What or how great would have been his 
Congressional career must remain a matter of opinion. But it is 
certain it would have been faithful to his principles and honorable 
in his personal conduct. 

In political associations he was a Republican, and always a 
steady, zealous, and ardent adherent of his party. Notwithstand- 
ing he never, so far as I know, qualified in the least his active 
efforts for his party’s success, but, as was natural to his character, 
was constant and untiring to promote that object, he aroused 
comparatively small personal antagonism among political oppo- 
nents. This was due in part to recognition of the fact that what- 
ever cause he espoused he must be zealous in, and still more to 
his agreeable and kindly manners and the general absence of per- 
sonal ill will, and largely also to the many associations he in 
affairs nonpolitical with his fellows, especially through the Pythian 
order I have mentioned. 

Mr. Shaw was of an unusually pleasing personality. Of fine, 
full habit, somewhat above medium height, with open, engaging 
countenance, animated, vivacious, sympathetic, the first impres- 
sion was always winning, and continued intercourse only added 
to the effect. Not magnetic and commanding, but genial and 
companionable, his manners attracted and enga won him 
always the feeling of good fellowship. Frank, direct, affable, and 
true, he was a man fitted for the intercourse of friends, sure to 

have them in numbers, and to please continually. He was re- 
warded abundantly with the best and most satisfying gifts of life, 
the love of those within the circle of love, the warm, cordial, 
friendship pressing about that cirele on every hand. 

By the desolate hearthstone which till the sad event of his loss was 
so happy, upon which we may not intrude but to offer our tender 

sincere sympathy, a stricken widow and two children, a lad 
of 10, a daughter of 5 years, lament their affliction. May they 
find the consolation and peace which no word of man can bestow. 

Mr. President, how many times has man’s yearning cried out to 
pierce the inscrutable mystery of death. We can not approach in 
thought, much less in the sharp brink over which life falls 
80 ae eee our ken without that look, eager, straining, in- 
tense, which never sees! 


While yet but 36 years of | 





Why goes first the vigorous man, equipped with experience, 
wisdom, and power, in the very beginning of the years of achieve- 
ment, while lingering and helpless age totters slowly to its rest? 
Why break off the loveliest buds while the yellow leaf clings 
shivering, with sear and withered hold? Alas, how little we 
know; how small we are! How impressive is our utter depend- 
ence! How surely it bids us trust confidingly in the Maker of 
heaven and earth, and turns us back with new consecration to 
contemplate here on earth the full measure of our knowledge, 


| our power, and our duties, with assurance that to act well our 


part is all the liberty of man, and in that doing all his hope save 
that alone which is vouchsafed by Heaven. 


Mr. BLANCHARD. Mr. President, my acquaintance with 
George B. Shaw had not been lengthy, nor was it intimate. But 
it was pleasant and cordial. It begun with the organization of 
the House of Representatives of the present Congress. We were 
then both members of that body. Prior to that time I had never 
met him. His home was in the far Northwest, mine in the far 
Southwest But he was a man it was not difficult to learn to 
know and to esteem, when brought in contact with. There were 
no barriers of cold reserve to cross to reach his hand and heart; 
no prejadices of partisanship or sectionalism to overcome; no 
formality which avoided direct approach; no semblance of dis- 
trust holding him aloof from his fellow-men. His nature was 
warm, earnest, mellow, sympathetic. 

It grew upon you, and it drew from you instinctively the hom- 
age of trust, esteem, admiration, friendship. He possessed to a 
great degree what the French phrase “ bonhomie” so well de- 
scribes. He loved his fellow-man and wanted to be loved in 
turn by them. He believed that life was too short to be wasted, 
or soured, or embittered by developing resentments, or worrying 
over them. His face was ever toward the sunshine of life. He 
loved to look on the bright side; he liked not its shadows or 
clouds; he shunned the austere and the somber. 

He moved always in the — and sought the sunlight and fresh 
air of daily existence. He looked for the good in men; liked to 
bring out there better qualities in them and to keep back and cover 
the evil. The shades and shadows of character he would pull 
a veil over, but would turn a calcium light on that which com- 
mended men to the esteem and respect of their fellows. 

He despised to harbor suspicions; was above little, petty, mean 
traits and actions. He was the opposite of the cunning, the sly, 
the intriguing. He was cast in a bigger mold. He liked to take 
a man’s hand in astrong grip and look him full in the eye in open, 
hearty sincerity. 

He was such a man as little children love and instinctively trust. 

A stranger, Mr. President, though he might be to you, you 
would not ask that he be vouched for once you looked into his 
honest, open, deceitless face, and met the frank sincerity of his 
straight, manly gaze. His face, manner, look were his bond, so 
full of the truthful, the real, the honest were they. 

He had the rare magnetism that accompanies, or rather issues 
from, the confident, hearty, cordial, buoyant nature such as his. 

He was aman that men liked to have about them. He wascon- 
genial. He made things brighter, more cheerful, where he was. 

He had life, humor, good nature, the milk of human kindness. 
He always did his full part, and a little more, toward improving 
every occasion where he was present, in the way of making things 
pleasant and agreeable. It was part of his nature; he did it in- 
stinctively; it required no effort. He possessed the social art; it 
was born with him, and he required no training to make him 
pleasing to others. His accomplishments in this line were be- 
stowed by the bountiful hand of Nature. Nature’s magic wand 
touched him and he stood forth among his associates ‘‘a prince of 
good fellows.” 

He had ease and charm of manner, affability, a pleasing person- 
ality, a generous nature, a big heart, a ready wit. 

He was possessed of the spirit of great fairness, and had such 
consideration for the views of others, even though opposed radi- 
cally to them, that he always secured the respect and esteem of 
his antagonists. His disposition was to be conciliatory. He pos- 
sessed rare tact and diplomacy. He had persuasion, knew how to 
manage, was a born organizer. 

He had an enterprising, inquiring mind; liked to study, to ex- 

lore, to find out for himself. He had a faculty for mastering 

ge affairs. 

He was progressive and public-spirited, full of life and energy, 
hope and accomplishment. He looked ahead and went ahead, and 
carried good humor, freshness, joyousness with him. 

With him whatever was worth doing was not only worth doing 
well, but joyously, heartily, pleasantly, good-humoredly—not com- 

iningly. grumblingly, petulantly, ill temperedly. 

I did not know him, Mr. President, in the home life, but can 
well imagine that there his amiable qualities shone with special 
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refulgence. He must have been the idol of father and mother, of 
brothers and sisters, and later of wife and children. 

Such men as he, Mr. President,gre additions to the world. The 
world is better and brighter because he lived in it. 

In the great and mystical Beyond, to which his soul has flown, 
may he meet the reward of the righteous and of the just. 

May the decree of Deity, sitting in merciful judgment on the 
earthly career of men, in his case be recorded thus: ‘* Well done, 
good and faithful servant; enter thou into the joy of thy Lord.” 


Mr. GALLINGER. Mr. President, my acquaintance with the 
late George B. Shaw was not that of intimacy or close friendship. 
I knew him as we know most men in public life, casually rather 
than intimately. He impressed me asa man of stromg convic- 
tions, high purposes, and unusual business capacity. He was a 
type of the men who stand as a conservative balance against the 
Sinees of the scholars, the lawyers, and the doctrinaires of po- 
litical life. He was essentially a business man. He did things. 
To him theories were subordinate to practical results. He an- 
alyzed and tested everything by a strong and subtle common 
sense. 

Others might indulge in speculation; he preferred to know. 
The touchstone of fact meant more to him than the labyrinths 
and mysteries of dream life. His intellectual alchemy was that 
of truth, knowledge, and experience. He preferred fact to fancy, 
and lived not in the clouds, but in the consciousness and enjoy- 
ment of the real, everyday things of life. 

The senior Senator from Wisconsin and the Senator from Lou- 
isiana, who knew our deceased friend better than I knew him, 
have given vivid and eloquent sketches of his career, which was 
one of rare credit and honor. As private citizen, as manager of 
great business interests, as mayor of his city, as the official head 
of a great fraternal order, and as a Representative of his people in 
the Congress of the United States, Mr. Shaw displayed a high 
order of talent, and acquitted himself with signal ability and suc- 
cess. But atthe very zenith of his triumph he was cut down, and 
we meet to-day to pay our tribute to his virtues and his memory. 

Mr. President, human life at best is a mystery both profound 
and insoluble. We begin our earthly career with acry and end 
it with a groan, and as Jeremy Taylor points out: 

He that lives most happily, his life is checkered with black and white, and 
his days are not all sunshine, but some are cloudy and gloomy, and there isa 
worm at the root of all his joy that seon eats out the sap.and heart of it, and 


the gourd in whose shade he now so much pleases himself by to-morrow will 
be withered and gone. 


And this same good man points us to a better land, where, he 
says: 


We shall be freed from this earthly and clothed with a heavenly and glo- 
rified body. 


Concerning this better land Jeremy Taylor says: 


At this distance we can not make any likely guesses or conjectures at the 
glory of that future state. Men make very imperfect descriptions of 
countries or cities that never were there themselves nor saw the places with 
their own eyes. It is not for any mortal creature to make a map of that 
Canaan that lies above. It is toall us that live here on the hither side of 
death an unknown country and an undiscovered land. 

It may be some heavenly pilgrim that, with his holy thoughts and ardent 
desires, is continuall cunstelna thitherward, arrives sometimes near the bor- 
ders of the promised land and the suburbs of the new Jerusalem, and gets 
upon the top of Pisgah, and there he has an imperfect prospect of a brave 
country that lies a far way off, but he can not tell how to describe it; and all 
that he hath to say to satisfy the curious inquirer is only this: “If he would 
know the glories of it he must go and seeit..* * * * 

We may use figures and metaphors and allegories, and tell you of fruitful 
meads, and spacious fields, and winding rivers, and purling brooks, and chant- 
ing birds, and shady groves, and pleasant gardens, and lovely bowers, and 
noble seats, and stately palaces, and goodly people, and excellent laws, and 
sweet societies; but this is to frame lttle comparisons to please our childish 
fancies, and just such discourses as a blind man would make concerning col- 
ors; so do we talk of those things we never saw, and disparage the state 
while we would recommend it. 

Indeed, it requires some saint or angel from heaven to discourse upon the 
subject; and yet that would not doeither; for though they might be able to 
speak something of it, yet we should want ears to hear it. Neither can those 
things be declared but in the language of heaven, which would be little 
understood by us, the poor inhabitants of this lower world; they are, indeed. 
things too great to be brought within the compass of words. St. Paul, when 
he had been rapt up into the third heaven, saw “things unlawful, or im- 
possible to be uttered;” and “eye hath not seen, nor ear heard. nor can it 
enter into the heart of man to conceive, what God hath prepared for them 
that love Him.” 


Mr. President, in these days of agnosticism and unbelief it is re- 
freshing to turn back to the simple faith of the early writers on 
Christian themes. Surely this can not be the end of human aspi- 
rations and growth. Beyond this uncertain and unsatisfactory 
existence there must be a world free from the disappointments, 
the sorrows, and the pains of earthly life. At any rate I prefer 
to believe that and to feel that our friend who has gone to that 
bourne from whence no traveler returns is to-day happy in the 
wider vision and a larger interpretation of God’s plans and pur- 
poses than is possible to as who are left behind. For him “ life's 
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fitful fever is ended;” and well may we adopt the words of one of 
America’s tenderest and sweetest poets, and say: 
When this farce of life is o’er, 
Are we fretted any more? 
Do they rest, I'd like to know, 
Under grass or under snow, 
Who have gone that quiet way 
You and I must go some day? 
If they do it seems to me 
Happy were it thus to be 
Sleeping where the blackberries grow, 
And the bramble roses blow, 
And the sunshine pours its gold 
On mossy rock a woodland old, 
While gentle winds and clouds of fleece 
And rippling waters whisper—Peace! 
Vain the fancy: nothing dies; 
Falling water falls to rise; 
Round and round the atoms fly; 


Turf and stone and sea and sky, 
Vapor drop and blood of man, 
In the inexorable plan. 

Allis motion; nothing dies; 


Mystery of mysteries. 


Mr. MITCHELL of Wisconsin. Mr. President, when George 
B. Shaw’s head, after weeks of suffering, drooped in death upon 
his breast—a head filled but a short time before with thoughts of 
domestic happiness and of high public endeavor—a bright intel- 
lect went out, a genial spirit vanished from among us. 

I was not one of Mr. Shaw’s intimates. An occasional meeting 
on the streets—a cordial ‘‘ How d’ye do?” simply a glint of sun- 
shine as I went my way—was the extent of my personal acquaint- 
ance with him. Nevertheless, I had come under his kindly infiu- 
ence, and I can sincerely say that I grieve to think that never 
again will he grasp me by the hand and greet me with his accus- 
tomed warmth. 

Mr. Shaw’s conspicuous traits of character were public spirit 
and a sympathetic humanity. Of the first, the city of Eau Claire 
stands a perpetual witness; to the last, the mighty order of the 
Knights of Pythias to a man will testify. 

From early childhood Mr. Shaw had his home in the city of 
Eau Claire. All the energy of his maturer years was devoted to 
her well-being. Railroads, lighting, sanitation of the city—all 
things felt his quickening touch. Here his impress will remain 
indelibly. 

Mr. Shaw joined the Knights of Pythias some twenty years ago. 
Under their banner, bearing the inscription “ Friendship, char- 
ity, benevolence,” he served right loyally from that time to the 
day of his death. His activity brought rapid promotion. In 1890 
he was elected, byacclamation, supreme chancellor. At the Shaw 
memorial services of the order many were the expressions of sor- 
row. One of Wisconsin’s most eloquent sons then said: 

Standing beside his vacant chair, draped in sablesand laden with the sweet 
emblems of everlasting hope, the gift of cherished friends, I cry to him be 
yond the tides of the shoreless sea to bless this hour devoted to his mem 

He was great in all that makes true manhood. He was strong, but gentle: 

proud, but not arrogant; just, but merciful. He hadall the grace of woman- 
ood, but no one I have ever known was a more manly man. 





As a representative of Wisconsin it became my duty to attend 
the funeral of our friend. To me it was an affecting scene 
There stood his devoted wife under a stress of grief too strong for 
tears; his fair-faced children, all anconscious of their loss; a mu! 
titude of mourners gathered from far and near crowding the cem- 
etery to its outer verge, while solemnly filed bya band of brother 
Pythians, dropping each one into his open grave a sprig of ever- 
green, symbol of that love which lives beyond the tomb. 

On a wooded height, looking down upon a tranquil lake, with 
the waters of the Eau Claire shimmering in the distance, he laid 
him down to pleasant dreams. 

Earth, that all too soon has bound him, 
Gently wrap his clay; 

Linger lovingly around him, 
Light of dying day. 

Mr. President, as a further mark of respect to the memory of 
our friend, Mr. Shaw, I move that the Senate adjourn 

The motion was unanimously agreed to; and (at 6 o’clock and 
45 minutes p. m.) the Senate adjourned until Monday, February 
25, 1895, at 11 o’clock a. m. 


NOMINATIONS. 
Executive nominations received by the Senate February 23 
ENVOY EXTRAORDINARY AND MINISTER PLENIPOTENTIARY. 

Matt W. Ransom, of North Carolina, to be envoy extraordinary 
and minister plenipotentiary of the United States to Mexico, vice 
Isaac P. Gray, deceased. 

POSTMASTERS. 

Mary L. Van Horne, to be postmaster at Muscatine, in the county 
of Muscatine and State of Iowa, in the place of George W. Van 
Horne, deceased. 
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Hamilton Eaton, to be postmaster at Barnesville, in the county 
of Belmont and State of Ohio, in the place of W. Howard Ander- 
son, whose commission expired January 19, 1895. 





CONFIRMATIONS. 
Executive nominations confirmed by the Senate February 23, 1895. 
ENVOY EXTRAORDINARY AND MINISTER PLENIPOTENTIARY. 


Matt W. Ransom, of North Carolina, to be envoy extraordinary 
and minister plenipotentiary of the United States to Mexico. 


MINISTER RESIDENT AND CONSUL-GENERAL. 


William H. Heard, of Pennsylvania, to be minister resident and 
consul-general of the United States to Liberia. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
SATURDAY, February 23, 1895. 


The House met atilo’clocka.m. Prayer by the Chaplain, Rey. 
E. B. Baasy. 
The Journal of the proceedings of yesterday was read and ap- 
proved, 
CORE SOUND, NORTH CAROLINA. » 


The SPEAKER laid before the Heuse a letter from the Secretary 
of War, transmitting, with letter of the Chief of Engineers, re- 
port of a preliminary examination of Core Sound, North Carolina; 
which was referred to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors, 


WITHERBY & GAFFNEY. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House a bill (H. R. 4507) for 
the relief of Witherby & Gaffney, with amendments of the Senate. 

Mr. CHICKERING. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House con- 
cur in the Senate amendments. 

Mr. SAYERS. Let us have some explanation of this, Mr. 
Speaker. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the Senate amendments. 

The Clerk proceeded to read the Senate amendments. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE (during the reading). Mr. Speaker, is 
this a privileged matter? 

The SPEAKER. This is a House bill with Senate amendments. 


The Chair has not examined the amendments and does not know } 
| Mr. HENDERSON of North Carolina. Mr. Speaker, I ask 


whether they require consideration in Committee of the Whole or 
not. The Senate have struck out all after the enacting clause of 
the House bill and inserted another bill. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, Mr. Speaker, I rise toa parliamentary 
inquiry. 

he SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE. If this isa privileged matter, of course 
I have nothing to say; but if not, I would like tocall for the regu- 
lar order. 

Mr. CHICKERING. This will take but a moment. 


this. 


bill lie on the Speaker’s table until Monday morning. 

Mr. CHICKERING. I am willing to agree that the bill shall 
lie on the Speaker's table, without prejudice, until Monday. 

The SPEAKER. In the mean time the Chair will examine it. 


GOVERNMENT OF THE NAVY. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House a bill (H. R. 6323) 
to amend the Articles for the Government of the Navy relative 
to the punishment on conviction by court-martial, with an amend- 
ment, as follows: 


Line 5, strike out 64" and insert “63;" so as to make it read “article 63.” 


Mr.GEISSENHAINER. Mr. Speaker, I move that the Senate 
amendment be concurred in. 

Mr.SAYERS. What is this? , 

Mr. GEISSENHAINER. Simply the correction of a number. 

The amendment was cuneumnel in. 


WILLIAM W. BUCKLEY. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House a bill (H. R. 8237) for 
the relief 6f William W. Buckley, late first lieutenant of the 
Ninety-fourth Regiment Ohio Volunteers, with amendments of 
the Senate thereto, as follows: 


8 Line 3, strike out “Secretary of War " and insert “ President of the United 
tates.” 


Line 4, strike out “and directed.” 
Line 7, after the word “ to,” insert “direct the Secretary of War to.” 











Mr. SAYERS. It will take more than a moment to dispose of | 
Mr. BRECKINRIDGE. I suggest that the gentleman let the | 


Mr.OUTHWAITE. I move to concurin the amendments of 
the Senate. 
The amendments were concurred in. 


SECTION 4400, TITLE LII, REVISED STATUTES. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House a bill (H. R. 2377) to 
amend ‘‘An act to amend section 4400 of Title LII of the Revised 
Statutes of the United States, concerning the regulation of steam 
vessels,” approved August 7, 1882; and also to amend section 4414, 
Title LIT, of the Revised Statutes, ‘‘ Regulation of steam vessels,” 
with amendments of the Senate thereto, and a request for a con- 
ference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses. 

The Senate amendments were read. 

Mr. WISE. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House nonconcur in 
the amendments of the Senate and agree to a conference. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Speaker appointed as con- 
ferees on the part of the House Mr. Wisk, Mr. MALLORY, and Mr. 
STORER. 

BATTERY PARK, BURLINGTON, VT. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House a joint resolution (S. 
R. 138) authorizing the Secretary of the Navy to deliver unserv- 
iceable or condemned cannon to the mayor of Burlington, Vt., to 
be used in decorating Battery Park. 

Mr. POWERS. Mr. Speaker, I ask for the consideration of that 
joint resolution. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE. Will not the gentleman let it go over 
until Monday? 

Mr. POWERS. It will take but a moment to dispose of it. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE. Well, Mr. Speaker, there are several 
other matters that are pressed for consideration, and while I hate 
to seem ungracious, I desire to be impartial. 

Mr. POWERS. lIassure the gentleman that this will not take 
half the time that we will if we quarrel over it. [Laughter.] 
I ask that the joint resolution be read, and I think there will be 
no objection to it. 

The SPEAKER, Itcanberead only byunanimous consent. Is 
there objection to the request of the gentleman from Vermont that 
this joint resolution be now read? 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE. Mr. Speaker, I hate to object, but we 
have so little time this morning for the consideration of the pend- 
ing appropriation bill 

Mr. POWERS. Then, Mr. Speaker, I ask that the joint resolu- 
tion lie on the Speaker’s table until Monday, retainingits position. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 


THE LATE SENATOR VANCE. 





unanimous consent that the time for the memorial services set for 
2 o’clock be postponed until 3 p. m., unless the deficiency bili shali 
be sooner disposed of. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 


COMMITTEE REPORTS. 


Mr. BRECKINRIDGE. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent 
that gentlemen having reports to present be allowed to hand them 
to the Clerk. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 


RELIEF OF MATHEW S&S. PRIEST. 


Mr. PEARSON. Mr. Speaker, I rise to a parliamentary in- 
quiry. When the House took a recess yesterday we were consid- 


ering a bill that I desire to have disposed of, the bill (H. R. 1314) 


for the relief of Mathew S. Priest, and I wish to inquire what will 


| be its status if the House now proceeds to other business. 


Mr. SAYERS. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that the 
status of the bill referred to by the gentleman from Ohio [Mr, 
PEARSON] may be for Monday the same as it is this morning. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 


NATIONAL GAS AND ELECTRIC LIGHT COMPANY. 


Mr. ALDRICH. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to file 
the views of the minority on the bill (H. R.7310) to incorporate 
the National Gas and Electric Light, Heat, and Power Company 
of the District of Columbia. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 


GENERAL DEFICIENCY BILL. | 


Mr. BRECKINRIDGE. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House 
resolve itself into Committee of the Whole on the state of the 
Union for the further consideration of the general deficiency bill. 

The motion was agreed to; and the House accordingly resolved 
itself into Committee of the Whole (Mr. TarsNery in the chair). 

The CHAIRMAN. The House is now in Committee of the 
Whole for the further consideration of the general deficiency bill, 
and the Clerk will proceed with the reading of the bill. 
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Mr.SPRINGER. There was an amendment pending when the 
committee rose—— 


The CHAIRMAN. There were several amendments pending, 
which the Chair understands went over by consent. 


Mr. BYNUM. I wish to offer an amendment to follow line 28 
on page 51, in the appropriation for the Government Printing 
Office. 

The CHAIRMAN. That part of the bill has not yet been 
reached. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I call up the pending amendment. 
dispose of them in their order. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE. lIask the Clerk to read the pending 
amendments offered by the committee. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

On page 51, after line 23, insert: 

“To pay Howard Gill for services as acting assistant foreman of the fold- 
ing room from August 29 to December 3, 1894, inclusive, $240. 

“To pay Howard Wiltberger for services rendered in the folding room from 
August 29 to December 3, inclusive, $240.’ 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE. There are several other paragraphs to 
the amendment, offered by instructions of the committee on yes- 
terday; but as these two stand on a somewhat different footing 
from the rest I ask that the question be taken upon them first. 

This, I will state, is not additional pay, but is payment for work 
already done. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on agreeing to the amend- 
ment just read. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Will the gentleman from Kentucky please ex- 
plain this amendment? 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE. These are cases where during the va- 
cation the Doorkeeper came to the committee and asked that cer- 
tain work might be done which was necessary in his department 
and that some provision be made to pay for it. It was found that 
the work was necessary, and hence this amendment is proposed to 
be inserted here to compensate forit. Itis not additional compensa- 
tion in any sense of the word, but payment for work for which 
these parties would get no pay in the event of the failure of this 
amendment. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Was this favorably reported upon by the 
Committee on Accounts? 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE. Yes; and asked for by the Doorkeeper. 
I was instructed by the subcommittee to offer the amendment in 
connection with others, and now ask a vote upon it separately, as 
it stands upon a different footing from the other paragraphs of 
the amendment. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Is there anyone left whose salary has not 
been increased or proposed to be increased? Have any of them 
escaped the attention of the committee? 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE. Agreat many have not been increased. 
I think the committee have rejected forty or fifty claims, and have 
allowed but a few. 

Mr. DINGLEY. 
cluded. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE. Not at all. The number of infants 
slaughtered by Herod is much greater tltan the number that es- 

aped. [Laughter. } 

The question being taken, the amendment was agreed to. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the next paragraph 
of the amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


To pay J. H. Van Buren, assistant index clerk of the House, his salary from 
October 1 to November 28, 1894, inclusive, and from November 4 to December 
8, 1893, inclusive, at $6 per day, $534. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE. I ask a separate vote on that amend- 
ment also, for the reason that it stands on a different footing 
from the others. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Willthé gentleman please explain the case? 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE. The caseissimply this: Under the law 
the assistant index clerk is ordered to do certain work which must 
be done after the adjournment of Congress. The work has been 
done in accordance with the law, but his salary ends with the 
session. So this is pay for work which he has already done and 
will do in March after the adjournment of this Congress, which 
otherwise could not and would not be paid for. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. This is a session employee? 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE. Yes; a session employee, but ordered 
to get out the index under the law, which takes three months and 
which extends beyond the termination of the shortsession. This 
is compensation for the work that he is required to do after the 
session terminates. By a mistake in the appropriation bill his 
compensation ends at the close of the session, although the work 
extends beyond it. This is not extra pay, but compensation for 


Let us 


It seems that about everybody has been in- 


- work actually done. 


Mr. BERRY. Let me ask the gentleman from Kentucky why 
it is that action is not taken on the various amendments offered 


XX V II——166 





| 


yesterday afternoon? 
these. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE. If the gentleman will permit me, I 
called for the reading of the amendments in their order, and they 
are to be taken up in that way. 

Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. 
year or the day? 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE. He is paid up to the last of the session; 
but under the law he must complete his work after the session ter- 
minates. He makes up the index, which is completed after the 
close of the session. 

Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. And has no other pay? 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE. None whatever. It is, as I have said, 
for work actually done. 

The question being taken, the amendment was agreed to. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the next amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


To pay George B. Parsons, enrolling clerk, and John Kelley, assistant en- 
rolling clerk, for extra services, $200 each; in all, $400 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE. Iam frank to state that this is addi- 
tional pay. These are the clerks employed in the enrolling room, 
and the chairman of the Committee on Enrolled Bills, the gentle- 
man from Ohio [Mr. eee, has stated to the committee that 
they had to do this work probably on Sunday, frequently at night, 
and possibly at the tail end of the session they would have to be 
up all night. Itis worthy of mention that there has not been a 
single mistake in the enrollments this session. 
the gentleman from Ohio. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. What is their pay now? 

Mr. PEARSON. One gets $2,250 and the other $2,000. The 
Senate clerks doing the same work get $2,500 and $2,290 respec- 
tively. 

Mr. CANNON of [llinois. Do these clerks perform as much 
duty now as before the enrollment was by printing? 

Mr. PEARSON. They do. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. 
the enrollment? 

Mr. PEARSON. If the gentleman will allow me, I will state 
that the clerks here specified are enrolling clerks, but not clerks 
to the Committee on Enrolled Bills. 

It is their duty to prepare these bills for printing. It is their 
duty, after a bill has passed the Senate, to prepare it for printing. 

‘{r. CANNON of Illinois. If the gentleman will allow me to 
ge. at the fact, does either of these gentlemen practice law or 
medicine now? 

Mr. PEARSON. No, sir: not to my knowledge. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE. I move that the committee rise for a 
moment, for the purpose of swearing in a Representative-elect. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The committee accordingly rose; and the Speaker having re- 
sumed the chair, Mr. TARSNEY, chairman of the Committee of the 
Whole House on the state of the Union, reported that that com- 


There are others just as meritorious as 


Is this employee paid by the 


I yield the floor to 


Then what is the good of printing 


| mittee had had under consideration the general deficiency bill, 


and had come to no resolution thereon. 
SWEARING IN OF A MEMBER. 


The SPEAKER. The Clerk will read the following certificate 
of election. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


We, the undersigned return judges Fifteenth Congressional district of 
Pennsylvania, composed of the counties of Bradford, Susquehanna, Wayne, 
and Wyoming, appointed by the courts of common pleas of our respective 
counties, on Thursday, the 2ist day of February, A.D. 1895. being the second day 
after the special election held in said district, held on Tuesday, the 19th day 
of February, A. D. 189%, for the purpose of electing a member of Congress 
from said district to fill the vacancy in the Fifty-third Congress caused by the 
death of Hon. M. B. Wright, tocompute the returns of said election, do hereby 
certify, that we have attended to our duties at the time and place fixed by 
law, and after carefully adding together and computing the returns of votes 
as certified to us from the respective counties, it appeared that for member 
of Congress for the Fifteenth district of Pennsylvania. to fill the vacancy in 
the Fifty-third Congress caused by the death of M. B. Wright, Edwin J. Jorden 


| had thirteen thousand four hundred and forty-five (13.445), Rhamanthus M 


Stocker had six thousand six hundred and ninety (6,690) votes, Charles P. 
Shaw had seven hundred and twenty-eight (728) votes, Henry M. Champlain 
had ninety-three (93) votes, and that Edwin J. Jorden, having received a ma- 
jority of the votes cast for said office, was duly elected to the same 

In testimony whereof, we have hereunto set our hands and seals this 22d 
day of February, A. D. 1895. 


JOHN KUHBACH SEAL. ] 
F. H. GOOTBAUGH SEAL. |} 
HENRY T. GREY (SEAL. } 
WM. D. B. ANCEIF. [SEAr 


The SPEAKER. This is not a certificate from the governor 
of Pennsylvania. 

Mr. DALZELL. I presume this certificate has been sent be- 
cause of lack of time for the governor’s certificate to arrive. 
There is no doubt about the election, and I ask unanimous con- 
sent that the oath be administered to Mr. Jorden. 
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The SPEAKER. If there be no objection, the gentleman will 
be swern in. 

The oath of office was then administered to Mr. Jorden. 

MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 

A message from the Senate, by Mr. PLaTr, one of its clerks, 
announced that the Senate had passed the biil (S. 2798) to amend 
an act entitled ‘‘An act to provide for the erection of a Govern- 
ment building at Chicago, [1l.,” approved February 30, 1895; in 
which the concurrence of the House was requested. 

The message also announced that the Senate had passed the fol- 
lowing resolution: 

Resolved, That the Secretary be directed to request the House of Repre- 


sentatives to return to the Senate the engrossed joint resolution (H. Res. 277) 
in reference to the Free Zone along the northern frontier of Mexico and ad- 


jacent to the United States. 

A further message from the Senate, by Mr. PLatrt, one of its 
clerks, announced that the Senate had passed without amendment 
the bill (H. R. 962) for the relief of Capt. Ceran St. Vrain’s Com- 
pany of New Mexico Mounted Volunteers, 

The message also announced that the Senate had passed joint 
resolution (S. R. 133) directing the Secretary of War to make 
an examination of the bridge to be constructed over the Delaware 
River between the States of New Jersey and Pennsylvania; in 
which the concurrence of the House was requested. 

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 


The following reports of committees were handed in at the 
Clerk’s desk, referred to their appropriate Calenda?s, and other- 
wise disposed of as indicated below: 


AMERICAN REGISTER FOR THE STEAMER KAHULUI, 


Mr. FITHIAN, from the Committee on Merchant Marine and 
Fisheries, reported baek favorably the bill (H. R.8771) to provide 
an American register for the steamer Kahului; which was referred 
to the House Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered 
to be printed. 

PACIFIC RAILROADS. 


Mr. REILLY, from the Committee on the Pacific Railroads, re- 
ported back in lieu of House bill 7798 a bill (H. R. 8943) to amend 
an act entitled ‘‘ An act to aid in the construction of a railroad 
and telegraph line from the Missouri River to the Pacific Ocean, 
and to’secure to the Government the use of the same for postal, 
military, and for other purposes,” approved July 1, 1862, and to 
amend an act approved July 2,1864, and also an act approved May 
7, 1878, both in amendment of said first-mentioned act; and to pro- 


to aid in the construction of certain railroads, and to secure to the 
United States payment of all indebtedness of certain companies 
therein mentioned; which was referred to the Committee of the 
Whole House on the state of the Union, and, with the accompany- 
ing report, ordered to be printed. 


VIEWS OF THE MINORITY. 


Mr. ALDRICH submitted the views of the minority of the Com- 
mittee on the District of Columbia on the bill (H. R.7310) to in- 
corporate the National Gas and Electric Light, Heat, and Power 
Company of the District of Columbia; which were ordered to be 
printed. 

LAND-GRANT RAILROADS. 


Mr. CAMINETTI, from the Committee on the Public Lands, re- 
ported back favorably House concurrent resolution to suspend ac- 
tion on all selections filed by land-grant railroads for land situated 
in the State of California until January 1, 1896; which was re- 
ferred to the House Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, 
ordered to be printed. 


MESSAGE FROM THE PRESIDENT. 
A message in writing from the President of the United States 


retaries, who also announced that the President had approved and 
signed bills and joint resolutions of the following titles: 

On February 20, 1895: 

An act (H. R.6792) to disapprove the treaty heretofore made 
with the Southern Ute Indians to be removed to the Territory of 
Utah, and providing for settling them down in severalty where 
they may so elect and are qualified, and to settle all those not elect- 
ing to take lands in severalty on the west 40 miles of present res- 
ervation and in portions of New Mexico, and for other purposes, 
and to carry out the provisions of the treaty with said Indians 
June 15, 1880; 

An act (H.R. 7781) for the relief of certain Winnebago Indians 
in Minnesota; 


An act (H.R. 27) to increase the limit of cost for the erection of | 


a public building at Paterson, N. J.; 
An act (H.R. 155) to erect apublic building at Pottsville, Pa.; 
An act (H.R. 116) for the erection of a public building at Brock- 
ton, Mass.; 


} 
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An act (H. R. 4283) to provide for the purchase of a site and the 
erection of a public building thereon in the city of Cumberland, 
Md.; 

An act (H. R. 2337) for the erection of a public building at New- 
port, Ky.; 

An act (H. R.109) to provide for the purchase of a site and the 
erection of a public building thereon at South Omaha, in the State 
of Nebraska; 

Joint resolution (H. Res. 140) to confirm the enlargement of the 
Red Cliff Indian Reservation, in the State of Wisconsin, made in 
1863, and for the allotment of the same; and 

Joint resolution (H. Res. 252) relative to the British Guiana- 
Venezuela boundary dispute. 

On February 21, 1895: 

An act (H.R. 6076) to repeal the special acts granting a pension 
to Louisa M. Sippell; 

An act (H.R. 5642) granting a pension to Elizabeth Brower, a 
hospital nurse during the war of the rebellion: 

An act (H.R. 6985) granting a pension to William Armstrong; 

An act (H. R.7602) to pension Mary R. Williams; 

An act (H. R. 7359) to pension Samuel F.. Tenant; 

An act (H.R. 6974) to pension Mrs. Mary L. Clark; 

An act (H. R.6483) granting an increase of pension to Julia 
Weeks; and 

Joint resolution (H. Res. 273) extending from March 1, 1895, to 
the 15th day of April, 1895, the time for making returns of incomes 
for the year 1894, and for other purposes. 

On February 22, 1895: 

An act (H.R. 3988) granting a pension to Marrilla Parsons, of 
Detroit, Mich. ; 

An act (H. R. 862) granting a pension to Pauline M. Pooler; 

An act (H. R.5377) granting a pension to Richard Knight; and 

An act (H. R.6131) to grant a pension to Sarah E. Roebuck. 


ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED, 


Mr. PEARSON, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, reported 
that they had examined and found truly enrolled bills and joint 
resolution of the following titles; when che Speaker signed the 
same: 

A bill (H. R. 5218) to amend the Articles for the Government 
of the Navy; 

A bill (H. R. 5224) for the relief of James Stewart; 

A bill (H. R. 6323) to amend the Articles for the Government 
of the Navy relative to punishment on conviction by court-mar- 


, : . ° > =. | tial; 
vide for the settlement of claims growing out of the issue of bonds | 


A bill (S. 305) granting a pension to Annie M. Greene; 

A bill (S. 684) for the relief of Mrs. Evalyn N. Van Vliet; 

A bill (S. 2783) to postpone the enforcement of the act of August 
19, 1890, entitled ‘‘An act to adopt regulations for preventing col- 
lisions at sea;” and 

A joint resolution (H. Res. 227) authorizing the Secretary of the 
Navy to donate to the Oregon State Soldiers’ Home, at Roseburg, 
Oreg., certain cannon, etc. 

GENERAL DEFICIENCY APPROPRIATION BILL. x 

On motion of Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, the House again resolved 
itself into the Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union 
for the further consideration of the general deficiency appropria- 
tion bill, with Mr. TARSNEY in the chair. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will again report the pending 
amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

To pay George B. Parsons, enrolling clerk, and John Kelley, assistant en 
rolling clerk, for extra services, $200 each. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE. I yield to the gentleman from Ohio. 

Mr. PEARSON. I simply desire tosay for these men that they 


| are not from the State of Ohio. Iknew nothing about them per- 
was communicated to the House by Mr. PrupEn, one of his sec- | 


sonally until I became chairman of the Committee on Enrolled 
Bills. They are not in any way connected with the Committee on 
Enrolled Bills. They are the enrolling clerks, and I want to say 
for them that they are very efficient officers, and that they are 
required to work at night frequently, required to work on Sun- 
days, in order to expedite the business of this House. I have no 
interest whatever in the matter, except a desire to see simple jus- 
tice done to these very efficient employees. 

Mr. DINGLEY. I have no desire to antagonize this particular 
increase of compensation, especially after the large number of 
increases already made, but it does seem to me as if this prac- 
tice, increasing in this Congress to an extent that we have never 
before seen, has gone about far enough. We fix a salary for each 
of these officials. They know what their duty is and what their 
salary is to be when they accept their positions. This practice of 
taking it for granted that compensation is expected to be in- 
creased—for it is becoming a general idea until now nearly every 
employee of the House feeis that heis not used quite right if his sal- 
ary is not increased in some way—it seems to me is an objection- 
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able one. I have no desire to antagonize this amendment, be- 
cause it is undoubtedly even more meritorious than some that 
have already been provided; but I desire for one to enter my pro- 
test against this policy, which seems to be increasing. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on agreeing to the amend- 
ment. 

The question was taken; and on a division (demanded by Mr. 
BAKER of New Hampshire) there were—ayes 30, noes 22. 

Accordingly the amendment was agreed to. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the next amendment. 

‘The Clerk read as follows: 
00° pay Richard H. Dalton, for extra services rendered in the folding room, 

WwW. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Mr. Chairman, let us have some explanation 
of this. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE. Mr. Chairman, in the folding room 
there are books kept, exactly as a bank account is kept, with each 
of the 360 Members and Delegates, showing their receipt of docu- 
ments. One of these accounts is kept by Mr. George L. Brown- 
ing, one by Mr. P. E. Cox, and one by Mr. Dalton. They have to 
be here during the whole of the recess, because books are taken 
out during vacation as well as any other time, and the House has 
for five sessions, I believe, paid extra compensation to two of the 
men. Mr. Dalton was left out because we were not aware of his 
being one of them, and this is simply offered upon the certificate 
of the Doorkeeper and of the Committee on Accounts, and the sub- 
committee have thought it just to put him in with the other two 
men who have done the same work. 

Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. Has this clerk any more to 
pe than a bookkeeper of a bank would have to do with 356 active 

epositors? 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE. I would say to the gentleman that 
these are very troublesome accounts. If the gentleman has ever 
gone and looked at the workings of that department he will have 
observed that the books are continually coming in and being sent 
out. ‘Ihe clerk has to attend at all times—durimg the vacation 
and also during the session; and these are very troublesome ac- 
counts. 

Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. It seems to me that it is very 
plain bookkeeping. 

Mr. SIMPSON. Is this for the performance of service after the 
adjournment? 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE. That would not be a fair statement of 
it. It is because they have to do service during the whole year. 
They are paid for work done during the session and during the 
vacation. The Committee on Accounts feel that this extra com- 
—— ought to be given; and we examined the matte? and 

1ave agreed with them. 

Mr. SIMPSON. Are they paid by the year or by the session? 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE. The clerks doing this work are paid 
$100 a month; but this gentleman is only a messenger, and has 
been specially detailed to that work. These are the facts. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

To reimburse Walter H. French for moneys actually paid by him for cler- 
ical hire in rearranging the files of the House, including the consolidation of 
the — in the ae of the Southern Claims Commission and the a 
in the Indian depredation cases, and relettering the file boxes from the Forty- 
fourth to the Fifty-second Congress, inclusive, $750. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Ireserve the point of order on that amend- 
ment. This matter has gone far enough. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE. Ido not know whether this is subject 
to the point of order; but the gentleman will reserve it, and allow 
me to state the facts. I would like the gentleman from Massa- 
chusetts [Mr. O’NeErL] to give his attention. The facts im this 
matter, as reported to the committee, are that Mr. French, the 
file clerk, having gone in there, he found everythingin confusion, 
sO : hat he could hardly find anything, as everything was in dis- 
orcder. 

Mr. DINGLEY. What place is that? 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE. That is the office of the file clerk. He 
went to work and rearranged the entire files from the Forty-fourth 
Congress down to the present time. He put everything in order, 
so that you can go there and he can put his hands on anything you 
want. This is a matter of great value, because there are a great 
many papers from the committees that are placed in his charge, 
and a great many of them it was difficult to find before this rear- 
Tangement. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Then I understand this money was paid out 
for services? 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE. Thisis for money he actually paid out. 
He does not get a cent of it himself, Iam assured; but it only re- 
pays him money that he has actua)’ vaid out. 

Mr. DINGLEY. ThenI withdr: . the point of order, because 
that is on an entirely different basis from the others. 

The amendment was agreed to. 
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The Clerk read as follows: 


To pay Peter J. McDonald the difference between his salary as folder and 
that of acting assistant foreman of the folding room, at $1,200 per annum, from 
January 20, 1894, to January 2, 1895, inclusive, $500. 


Mr. DOCKERY. I reserve the point of order on that. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE. The gentleman will please reserve his 
point a moment, and let me make a statement. Mr. McDonald is 
a folder, or a clerk in charge of what is known as the annex to 
the folding room. He is acting assistant foreman im the annex. 
For the work that he has done they have been in the habit of 
paying a gentleman engaged in the building here the amount that 
is asked for him. The House has heretofore made this increase. 
He now receives $900, but everyone else who has done the same 
work that he has been doing has received $1,200; and this gives 
him the difference between his salary as a folder and that of as- 
sistant foreman. The committee} have examined it. The Door- 
keeper has asked for it, and it was not put in the original report 
of the committee because we were not personally familiar with 
the facts. I hope the gentleman from Missouri will withdraw the 
point of order. 

Mr. DOCKERY. As all of the others have gonethrough, I will 
withdraw the point of order, and give notice that I will ask for a 
separate vote in the House on these amendments, as it seems to 
be impossible to defeat them in the committee. 

Mr. PAYNE. Would it not be better to make a general in- 
crease of salary of about 10 per cent on all these included in 
these amendments? 

Mr. DOCKERY. I think it would be justice to the others. 

Mr. GROUT. And quite an economy in time. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Yes. This proceeding is simply withont pre- 
cedent. 

Mr. McETTRICK. This is not an increase, as the gentlemen 
doing the same services have always had this extra allowance 
given to them. 

Mr. DOCKERY. During the twelve years I have been a mem- 
ber of this House I have never known of such wholesale increases 
of salaries of House employees. I recognize the fact, as stated by 
the gentleman from Kentucky, that there are a few cases that are 
really meritorious. With reference to Mr. French, the amend- 
ment in his favor was, perhaps, meritorious. However, I want 
to notify the committee that I shall ask a separate vote on these 
increases of salaries in the House. 

Mr. McETTRICK. This is not an increase of salary. It is the 
regular salary. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE. I ask that the other pending amend- 
ments be recurred to. There are other amendments pending, Mr. 
Chairman, offered last night, and which, at my request, went over 
until to-day. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will now report the pending 
amendments. 

Mr. SPRINGER. The one I offered was as an additional para- 
graph to the one offered by the gentleman from Kentucky. 

The CHAIRMAN. That will be reached im its regular or 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE. I would be glad to have these o 
amendments disposed of, 

The next amendment was read, as follows: 

Insert after line 14, page 49, the following: 

“To pay Thomas M. Rogers for services rendered as acting clerk of the 
Committee on Railways and Canals from March 24, 1804, to May 17, 1294, in 
clusive, the difference in salary between that of clerk to a Congressman and 
session clerk of a committee, $149.50." 

Mr. SAYERS. I raise a point of order on the amendment. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE. Thisis one of the cases that the com- 
mittee examined into, and we think this extra amount ought not 
to be allowed. It is a case where a gentleman rendered service 
as clerk to a member until his committee was given a clerk, and 
then he rendered service as clerk to the committee. 

Mr. COBB of Missouri. He acted as clerk of the committee up 
to the time the committee was allowed a clerk. He rendered the 
service, and this is to pay him for the time between his actually 
entering upon the service and his formal appointment as clerk. 

Mr. SAYERS. [I insist on the point of order. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE. This would seem to be simply an at- 
tempt to pay this man as clerk to the committee for a period pri 
to the time when the House had allowed the committee a clerk. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair understands that there is nolaw 
authorizing this allowance, and therefore sustains the point of 
order. 

The Clerk read the next amendment, as follows: 
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Between lines 21 and 22, on page 49, insert the following: 
“To pay T. F. Dennis for extra services rendered as assistant clerk of the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions on detail from the Pension Office during the 


third session of the Pifty-third Congress the sum of $200 

Mr. SAYERS. I raise a point of order on the amendment. 

Mr. MARTIN of Indiana. I ask the gentleman to withhold 
the point for a few moments. 

Mr. SAYERS. Certainly. 
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Mr. MARTIN of Indiana. I send to the Clerk’s desk to be read 
a resolution unanimously adopted by the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions; and I invite the careful attention of members of the 
House to this resolution. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved by the Committee on Invalid Pensions, That the Committee on Ap- 
pocorn - - be requested to place in the general deficiency bill the following 

em, > Wit: 

“To pay T. F. Dennis for extra services rendered as assistant clerk to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions during the third session of the Fifty-third 
Congress the sum of $200.”’ 

Mr. MARTIN of Indiana. I suppose there is no member of the 
House of Representatives who is not acquainted with the nature 
and character of the services rendered by the gentleman in whose 
behalf I have offered this amendment. He is not one of my con- 
stituents. 

Mr. DINGLEY. As I understand, he is a clerk in the classified 
service who is detailed to assist the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

Mr. MARTIN of Indiana. Yes, sir. 

Mr. DINGLEY. A fourth-class clerk? 

Mr. DOCKERY. He is receiving $2,000. 

_ Mr. DINGLEY. He does not belong, then, to the classified serv- 
ice. 

Mr. MARTIN of Indiana. He receives $2,000 a year. 

Mr. DINGLEY. That takes him out of the classified service. 

Mr. PAYNE. As I understand, he served during the first and 
second sessions of this Congress. . 

Mr. MARTIN of Indiana. Yes, sir. 

Mr. PAYNE. How muchadditional did he receive for his serv- 
ices during those sessions? 

Mr. MARTIN of Indiana. Five hundred dollars for the first 
and second sessions. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, I think no member of this House who has 
had any business to do in connection with the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions can fail to know personally the amount of extra 
services rendered by this clerk. He is not an employee of this 
House. If the resolution granting a month’s extra pay to em- 

loyees of the House should pass it will not benefit him in the 

east. He has attended the sessions of this House night after night, 
and his services are invaluable. 

Mr. LACEY. He has listened to all these Friday night speeches! 

Mr. MARTIN of Indiana. He has attended all the Friday night 
meetings of the House. In addition to that, let me say he has 
kept a record of every one of the 1,230 private pension bills intro- 
duced by members of the House and the 72 private pension bills 
coming from the Senate. As aresult of his labors we have now 
a complete record of the facts in connection with each bill. These 
have been put into a bound volume, which will be found of in- 
valuable service to Congress in the future. Inasmuch as it has 
been the custom for years and years to make an allowance to the 
clerk thus detailed from the Pension Office, we ought not to draw 
the line now on this clerk. 

Mr. BROWN. Has he been required to perform any duty at 
the Pension Office during his detail for service in connection with 
the committee? 

Mr. MARTIN of Indiana. No, sir. 

Mr. BROWN. And he has still drawn his $2,000 a year? 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. Mr. Chairman, in Holy Writ we 
sometimes read passages which are consoling and sometimes pas- 
sages which are not so consoling. We read, for instance, ‘‘Ask, and 
it shall be given you;” ‘‘ Knock, and it shall be opened unto you.” 
Those passages are literal with reference to employees of this 
House. Every employee here is to receive a mouths extra salary 
under a resolution which we shall adopt a little later on, and whieh 
in former Congresses, commencing in a Democratic Congress, was 
held in order time and again by the Chairman of the Committee 
of the Whole. These little matters in the main that are coming 
in here now are something extra in addition to the month's salary 
so far as the House employees are concerned. 

Mr. Martin of Indiana rose. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. I am coming to the case in which 
the gentleman from Indiana is interested. 

Now, in this particular case the person interested is a clerk in 
the Pension Office, who has done duty as assistant clerk to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. I have no doubthe is a valuable 
man. But when we come to vote the extra month’s salary it is 
not going to benefit him. So he can quote, unless this allowance 
of $200 goes through for him, that other passage of Scripture, 
which, if I recollect aright, runs in this way: In the last days 
“Two women shall be grinding at the mill; the one shall be taken, 
and the other left.” This man is liable to be ‘‘left” unless he gets 
in now. [Laughter.] That is all I want to say. 

Mr. MARTIN of Indiana. I am addressing myself now to the 
Chair and also particularly to the gentleman from Texas, I ask 
that gentleman to withdraw his point of order, because there have 
been allowances made here for extra services to employees of this 
House, and this man is not an employee of the House. There have 





been thousands of questions put to this clerk by members of this 
House, upon many of which it was impossible for me at the time 
to give information, and this clerk has given the information 
when I could not. Let me say, in addition, that the qualifications 
of this clerk are of so high an order that he is really an expert. 

I want to remind the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. CANNoN] 
that the same sort of allowance here proposed was made in the 
Fifty-first Congress to another gentleman who was detailed from 
the Pension Office for similar service. An allowance of the same 
kind was made again in the Fifty-second Congress, and if there 
be any good reason why it should not be made now for services 
which are so valuable I should like to know that reason. 

Mr. SAYERS. [I insist on my point of order. 

The CHAIRMAN. The point of order is sustained. 

The next amendment was read, as follows: 

After line 24, page 50, insert: 

‘**To pay John H. Hogan the difference between the pay of a laborer and 
that of a messenger in the House post-office, during the sessions of the Fifty- 
third Congress, $309.73."’ 

Mr.SAYERS. I make a point of order on the amendment. 

TheCHAIRMAN. Will the gentleman state the point of order? 

Mr. SAYERS. That there is no law, and no resolution of the 
House, authorizing the appropriation. 

The CHAIRMAN. The point of order is sustained. 

The next amendment was read, as follows: 

After the word “dollars,” line 25, page 49, insert the following: 

“To pay R. A. Rosenbaum, P. F. Perkins, and George Zerby the sum of $100 
each for extra services rendered during the Fifty-third Congress in the 
folding room, House of Representatives.” 

Mr. SAYERS. I make a point of order on the amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. The point of order is sustained. 

The next amendment was read, as follows: 


Page 48, line 8, insert the following: 

‘Senate and House of Representatives: To enable the Secretary of the Sen- 
ate and the Clerk of the House of Representatives to pay to the officers and 
employees of the Senate and House borne on the annual and session rolls on 
the lst day of February, 1895, including the Capitol police and Official Reporters 
of the Senate and House, for extra services during the Fifty-third Congress, 
a sum equal to one month’s pay, at the compensation then paid them by law, 
the same to be made immediately available.” 

Mr. SAYERS. I desire to offer an amendment to the amend- 
ment. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I understood that this amendment was re- 
served until the bill should be completed. I desire to offer an 
amendment. 

Mr. SAYERS. Iam on the floor now to offer an amendment, 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Illinois [Mr. SPRINGER], 
as the Chair understands, raises the point that this amendment by 
agreement was passed over until the rest of the bill should be 
completed. 

Mr. SAYERS. i did not so understand. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE. My understanding was that the amend- 
ment should be taken up at the completion of these paragraphs 
with reference to the House of Representatives. 

Mr. SPRINGER. They are not completed yet. I do not want 
to be precluded from my right to offer an amendment. 

Mr. SAYERS. Mr. Chairman, I move to amend by adding the 
proviso that no one for whom a special appropriation is made in 
this act shall be entitled to an extra month’s pay. 

Mr. SPRINGER. The gentleman ought to modify that, be- 
cause some of the special appropriations made in the bill may be 
less than a month’s pay. 

Mr. TRACEY. Mr. Chairman, I hope the gentleman will not 
press thatamendment. The appropriation has been made by pre- 
vious Congresses on these occasions in the form in which I have 
presented it, without any such proviso, and I do not think the 
proviso ought to be added in this case. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the amendment to the 
amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Add to the amendment of Mr. Tracey the following proviso: ; ‘ 
“* Provided, That no one for whom a special appropriation is made in this 
act shall be entitled to this extra pay.” 


Mr. BYNUM. Mr. Chairman, I suggest that the gentleman 
ought to modify that, so as to apply only where a special appro- 
priation is made for extra services. 

Mr. SAYERS. I will accept the suggestion. Makeitread: ‘‘a 
special appropriation for extra services.” 

Mr. SPRINGER. As I suggested before, the gentleman ought 
to modify his amendment further, because some of these special 
appropriations may be less than a month’s pay, and he does not 
want to treat any of the employees unfairly in this matter. 

Mr. SAYERS. I desire to do exactly what is involved in the 
amendment I have offered. 

Mr. SPRINGER. The gentleman might modify it so as to say 
that where the special appropriation is less than a month's ay 
the amount shall be deducted from the month’s pay and the bal- 
ance allowed. 

Mr. SAYERS. No, sir. I ask the Clerk té report the amend- 
ment as it will stand as modified. 
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The Clerk read as follows: 

Add the following proviso: a 

* Provided, That no one for whom a special appropriation for extra services 
is made in this act shall be entitled to this extra pay.” 

Mr.GROSVENOR. Mr.Chairman,I suggest that the amend- 
ment of the gentleman from New York as it will stand when 
amended by this proviso be now read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Page 48, line 8, insert the following: 


“Senate and House of fee emcee To enable the Secretary of the | 


Senate and the Clerk of the House of Representatives to pay to the officers 
and employees of the Senate and House borne on the annual and session rolls 
on the Ist day of February, 1895, including the Capitol police and Official Re- 
porters of the Senate and House, for extra services during the Fifty-third 
Yongress, a sum equal to one month's pay, at the compensation then paid 
them by law, the same to be made immediately available: Provided, That no 
one for whom a special appropriation for extra services is made in this act 
shall be entitled to this extra pay.” 


Mr. HENDERSON of Iowa. Mr. Chairman, I understand that 


in making up the pay rolls under these extra month's pay allow- | 


ances, the seven watchmen and the outside police are not included. 
That fact has just been brought to my attention by two of them. 
I do not know the men, but it seems to me that if this allowance 
is to be made these outside watchmen and policemen ought to be 
included, and I ask that the amendment be amended so as to in- 
clude them after the Capitol police. I offer that amendment. I 
think there will be no objection to it. 

The amendment was read, as follows: 

After the words “ Capitol police,” insert the words “and seven watchmen.” 


Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Mr. Chairman, I will ask | 


the gentleman whether the persons included in his amendment 
are employees either of the House or of the Senate. 

Mr. HENDERSON of Iowa. They are the outside watchmen. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. I understand that they are 
not employees of either the House or the Senate. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE. They are employees of the Interior 
Department. 

Mr. HENDERSON of Iowa. I know nothing about that except 
what was stated to me outside the door. 


Mr. BRECKINRIDGE. They are employees of the Interior De- | 


partment; not of either the House or the Senate. 

Mr. HENDERSON ofIowa. Well, if the gentleman knows that, 
I will withdraw the amendment. 

Mr. TRACEY. Mr. Chairman, the amendment which I offered 
giving the employees of the House and the Senate an extra month’s 
pay has been adopted in a number of appropriation bills on pre- 
vious occasions, and the pay has been allowed irrespective of any 
sums that may have been paid to individuals for extra work. 
I see no reason why a departure from that practice should be made 
in this case, ox why my amendment should not be adopted in the 
form in which it has been adopted in years past. 

Mr. BYNUM. Mr. Chairman, it is a well-known fact that the 
employees of this House will change at the beginning of the next 
session of Congress. An amendment will then unquestionably be 
offered and adopted to give them an extra month’s pay, upon the 
ground that they will be required to come here from their homes 
before the new Congress is organized, and will be obliged to go 
home shortly afterwards. While an appropriation like the pend- 
ing one has been made at the close of some sessions of Congress, 
it does occur to me that it is a wasteful extravagance to appro- 

wriate two months’ extra pay in a single year, and I therefore be- 
ieve that this amendment ought to be voted down now, and that 
the appropriation, if it is to be made, ought to be made at the be- 
ginning of the next Congress. Another thing, Mr. Chairman, the 
Capitol police, who are included in thisappropriation, do not stand 
upon the same footing as the employees of the House. 

They are annual employees of the Government, are here con- 
stantly, and are not put to the extra expense of coming here and 
going away at the end of every session of Congress. That class 
of employees ought not to be included in this amendment, even 
if it is meritorious as to the remainder. Therefore that portion 
of the amendment, even if the remainder should pass, should be 
stricken out. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. The question I want to ask 


the gentleman is this: If his objection is good as against the ses- | 


sion employees? They will not be here at the opening of the next 
Congress. 

Mr. BYNUM. That is true. The session employees are the 
only ones really that ought to have this appropriation. 

Mr. COX. For what reason should anybody have it? 

Mr. TRACEY. While this allowance was made in the extra 
session, it was not made in the long session, so it was not given 
twice in one year. 

Mr. SPRINGER. What is the pending question? 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendment offered 
by the gentleman from Texas [Mr. SaYERs] to the original amend- 
ment. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Let it be read, please. 





| The amendment was again read, as follows: 


| , Provided, That no one for whom a special appropriation for extra services 
is made in this act shall be entitled to this extra month's pay. 

Mr. SPRINGER. There are some appropriations that are only 
| for $100, for extra services, and if this passes those employees wil! 
| be deprived of a whole month’s extra compensation, which would 

be more. I do not think this amendment is well digested. I am 
willing that there should be a credit of the amount, but I think 
the amendment ought to be voted down. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. It strikes me that this new proposition 
ought not to pass. This committee has been considering claims 
for extra services, and it has passed upon some of those claims. 

| It has passed upon them after mature consideration It has 
found that there was something in each claim that justified tak- 
ing the person outside of the ordinary monthly appropriation for 
| all employees of the House. In one instance that I called to the 
attention of the House the gentleman is upon the rolls as a mes- 
senger, but has been doing duty as a disbursing clerk, and doing 
extra duty, and therefore this committee, by a very large major- 
ity, concluded that he was entitled to have that amount, over and 
| above his pay, and certainly over and above this proposition for 
| anextra month’s pay. We have never heretofore had this propo- 
sition come in. Now, because there happens at this time to be 
perhaps half a dozen more claims than heretofore, all resting 
| upon merit, all standing before this committee upon statements 
| of fact showing that the gentlemen were entitled to it, we should 
| not go so far as to say, after we have voted that these gentlemen 
| are entitled to extra compensation for extra labor, that they shall 
not have the extra compensation which is given to the whole 
| body of employees of this House. Therefore I am opposed to 
| this amendment to the amendment. 

Mr. COX. I desire to make but one inquiry with regard to this 
matter. You have gone through a series of amendments here to 
| add expense to the Government for compensation for extra work 
performed. Now, the next proposition you make is to add ad- 
ditional compensation for the employees of the House, whether 
| there was any work performed or not. All I desire to say about 
it is that when I see these employees in the House duly compen- 
sated for their labor, I enter my protest against the paying of an- 
other dollar more. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is upon the amendment to 
the amendment, which the Clerk will report. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Add the following proviso: 

“Provided, That no one for whom a special appropriation for extra services 
is made in this act shall be entitled to this extra month's pay.” 

The amendment to the amendment was rejected. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. Ioffer the amendment which I send to 
the Clerk’s desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Insert after the word “‘ House " the following, in line 30f the amendment: 
** Including the session clerks to Representatives in Congress.”’ 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. Mr. Chairman, that is an amendment—— 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE. I reserve a point of order against 
that. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. It is too late. I addressed the Chair. 
This is an amendment to the amendment, and it is proposed 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE. I have made a point of order. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. Will the Chair entertain the point of or- 
der? 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will entertain the point of order. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. I want to be heard upon it. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair is ready to decide it now. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. Iwish tobeheard upon the point of order. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair does not wish to hear argument 
on it; it is so manifestly out of order. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. I want to be heard, anyway. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair sustains the point of order. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. Then I appeal from the ruling of the 
Chair. If the Chair will not hearargument on the question of or- 
der when I have asked to be heard, I am compelled to take this 
| course. : 
| Mr. BRECKINRIDGE. As the amendment of the gentleman 
is drawn nobody could get a cent under it anyway. It would be 
| entirely nugatory. 

Mr. REED. Then let uspassit. [Laughter.] Thatwould bea 
good solution of the question. There is a resolution at last that 
seems reasonable; the only sensible question presented. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE. The argument of the gentleman from 
| Maine may be good on the merits of the proposition, but does not 
| go, however, to the point of order. 

The CHAIRMAN, The question is, Shall the decision of the 
Chair stand as the judgment of the committee? 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. Mr. Chairman, I should like to have order 
on the floor for a few moments while I discuss the appeal. 

The amendment I have offered is simply this: To provide that 
the session clerks of members shall have an extra month's salary 
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with all of the other employees of the House and Senate. Now, 
for what purpose is the amendment offered? Itis to enable the 
members of the Fifty-third Congress to distribute their pro rata 
share of more than a million of documents to be thrown on their 
hands within the next thirty days, and notice has been already 
given to us that they must be taken by the members of the Fifty- 
third Congress before the Fifty-fourth Congress organizes, or we 
will lose the documents altogether. 

There is a resolution giving the employees of Congress an extra 
month’s pay. Everybody connected with the Hovfse is to get it. 
And now the point of order is made that this amendment I have 
offered is not provided for by law. 

Mr. Chairman, I want to submit this fact, and it is far above the 
ruling of a Chairmanor a Speaker, or any rule that the House itself 
can make; itis a constitutional provision. You will find it on page 
2, Article I, of the Constitution: 

The House of Representatives shall choose a Speaker and other officers, and 
have the sole power of impeachment. 

There is no law existing for fixing the salary of the employees 
of this House, There never was such a law. It is always 
fixed by the Appropriations Committee or the Committee of the 
Whole on an appropriation bill, and this House has the sole power 
to fix the salary of its own officers and employees at any time and 
at all times. There is no law either for or against it, and if the 
point of order is good to the amendment to the amendment it is 
good to the original amendment itself,and it will stand good 
against three-fourths of the entire bill to-day. 

Now, it is a question whether the members of the, Fifty-third 


Congress, before their time expires and when they are entitled to | 


these documents, will take them and send them out to their con- 
stituents or not. There is nothing in the law to compel you to 
take them. Itis for you todetermine. Butsome provision should 
be made for distributing these valuable documents. There is 
nothing in the law to compel you to give an extra month’s pay to 
the clerks, but there is nothing to forbid it, either, and no gentle- 
man on this floor will dare cite a law either fixing the salaries of 
employees or authorizing it to be done. 

Mr. TAWNEY. Will the gentleman allow me to ask him a 
question? 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. Certainly. 

Mr. TAWNEY. If these documentsare not distributed by May 
1, by members of the present House of Representatives, by whom 
will they be distributed? 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. If they are not distributed by the mem- 
bers of this Congress in a given time, they will be credited to the 
members of the Fifty-fourth Congress. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. The time, however, is the organization of 
the Fifty-fourth Congress, which may not be until December, not 
May 1. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. Yes; but here comes the trouble: We are 
likely to have an extra session, and within thirty days. We are 
likely to have it at least in sixty days. That being the case, we 
would lose the entire pro rata share of the documents and get 
nothing. 

Tam ready now to vote on the appeal; let members vote as they 

lease. 

Mr. BYNUM. Mr. Chairman, with the merits of the proposi- 
tion pending to the bill I have nothing to do; I am opposed to it; 
but there is, it seems to me, a distinction to be drawn between an 
amendment to an amendment which is not in order and an amend- 
ment to the bill which would be entirely out of order. 

Now, the original amendment, to which the gentleman in charge 
offered his amendment, is not in order under the rules; and there- 
fore I maintain that if there is any science in parliamentary law 
or any reason or logic in it, it Goes not lie within the mouth of a 
member to raise a point of order against an amendment to the 
amendment because it is obnoxious to the rules of the House. If 
the amendment itself is not in order it is beyond the power of the 
committee to limit amendments to it because as original proposi- 
tions they might not be in order. I insist the committee have 
waived the question of order to the original amendment; that any 
amendment to the same which is germane is in order. The com- 
mittee can not first admit an improper amendment and then pre- 
vent its being perfected or amended by insisting upon the appli- 
cation and enforcement of the rules. You can add appropriations 
without limit and amendments without regard to the ordinary 
rules, because they stand on all fours with the provision sought 
to be made by the original amendment. 

Now, an amendment—— 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. Will the a permit a question? 

Mr. BYNUM. In a moment I will. An amendment to an 
amendment which is out of order, the original amendment being 
in order, is, of course, obnoxious to the point of order, because 
you could convert an amendment which was in order into an 
amendment out of order by adding amendments which would 
make the original amendment obnoxious to the rules, but to an 
amendment not in order in the committee the objection does not 





attach, and can not be raised, as it is within the power of the com- 
mittee to pass upon any question which is germane to a pending 
proposition. 

Mr. MOSES. Then a free-coinage bill could be added as an 
amendment. 

Mr. TRACEY. That has been ruled out before. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. The answers to that proposition are two. 
First, that the original proposition is in order, and has been held 
in order time and again by this House and by the committees of 
this House. 

Mr. ALLEN. What is the distinction between the original 
proposition and the amendment? 

a BRECKINRIDGE. There are no such clerks as members’ 
clerks. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. Furthermore, no point of order was made 
to the criginal proposition, and it is just the same in the parlia- 
mentary status as if no point of order could have been made. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is, Shall the decision of the 
Chair stand as the judgment of the committee? 

The question was taken, and the Chairman announced that the 
ayes seemed to have it. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. Division. 

The committee divided; and there were—ayes 68, noes 45. 

Mr. HICKS. Tellers, Mr. Chairman. 

Tellers were ordered. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will appoint the gentleman from 
Kentucky, Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, and the gentleman from Penn- 
syivania, Mr. Hicks, to act as tellers. 

The committee again divided; and the tellers reported—ayes 87, 
noes 94, 

The CHAIRMAN. So the decision of the Chair is not sus- 
tained. The question is on the adoption of the amendment offered 
by the gentleman from Georgia [Mr. Livineston] to the amend- 
ment offered by the gentleman from New York [Mr. Tracry}. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. I desire to correct the language of that 
resolution. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the amendment to the 
amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Insert after the word “‘ House,” in line 5 of the amendment, “including 
clerks to members of the House of Representatives in Congress.” 

Mr. SPRINGER. I make the point of order that there is so 
much confusion we can not hear a word of what the Clerk is read- 


ing. 

Mr. McMILLIN. Let ushave the amendment read again, after 
there is order. 

The CHAIRMAN. Conversation must cease on the floor. 

The amendment as proposed to be amended was again reported. 

Mr. TRACEY. The vote which has just been taken was on the 
question as to whether this amendment can be voted upon. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question was upon an appeal from the 
decision of the Chair, in which the decision of the Chair was over- 
— by the committee declaring that this amendment was in 
order. 

Mr. PENDLETON of West Virginia. What is tue question 
before the committee? 

The CHAIRMAN. Thequestion is on the amendment to the 
amendment. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE. Iask for order. We can not hear. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will again report the amendment 
to the amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

In line 5, after the word “‘ House,” insert the following: “ including clerks to 
members of the House of mtatives in Congress,” so as to read- 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. We do not want to know how it is to read. 
Let us vote on the amendment. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Mr. Chairman, { would like to 
understand what the amendment tothe amendment is. I ask that 
the Clerk may continue to read. 

The amendment and the amendment to the amendment were 
‘again reported. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. A parliamentary inquiry. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will state his parliamentary 


inquiry. 
Mr. OUTHWAITE. I ask that the Clerk state the amendment 
that we are to vote upon, which is the amendment to the amend- 





ment. 

The CHAIRMAN, The Clerk will again report the amendment 
to the amendment. 

The amendment to the amendment was again reported. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the adoption of the 
amendment to the amendment. 

Mr. SAYERS. Mr. Chairman, I wish to saya word. [Cries 
of ““Vote!”] The object of that amendment, if I understand it 
—- is to pay a month's salary to clerks to members of this 

ouse. 

Several Members. That is so. 
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Mr.SAYERS. Thatis correct, gentlemen say. Now, there are 
members of this House that do not pay out $25 a month for cleri- 
cal services. 

Several MempBers. Who are they? 

Mr. SAYERS. There are several of them. 

Mr. WALEER and others. Name one. 

Mr. SAYERS. The gentlemen are here and can name them- 
selves. I saw it stated in a paper that the gentleman from Geor- 
gia [Mr. TURNER] had paid out only a few dollars for services, 
and then I understand that the gentleman from Georgia [Mr. 
Back] has only paid out a few dollars. 

Mr. WALKER. Then they need not take it if they do not 
want it. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. Mr. Chairman, that amendment means 
simply this, and the gentleman from Texas has not stated the pur- 
pose at all. It is not to compensate Mr. BLack, Mr. TURNER, Mr. 
Jones, or Mr. Smith. Itis to give them amonth’s salary for their 
clerks when this House adjourns. I stated distinctly on the floor 
that the purpose of it was to enable the members of the Fifty- 
third Congress to distribute the immense amount and number of 
documents that will be apportioned to them under the new ré- 
gime, and this is the only way by which they can get those docu- 
ments. 

There is another point that I want to bring to the attention of 
the committee. The amendment to the amendment controls in the 
Senate as well as in the House, and it will be an immense saving 
there if this amendment shall be adopted. They have been pay 
ing out money largely, and, as we think, very extravagantly at 
the Senate end, for this kind of work, but if this amendment is 
adopted it will bind them to the same rule that we are bound by 
at this end of the Capitol. 

Mr.SIMPSON. Doesthis propose to pay the clerks $100 a month, 
or simply what members actually expend for clerk hire during the 
month? 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. This amendment provides not $100 nor 
$50 nor any specific sum, but “‘a month’s pay.” Therefore, if a 
gentleman has been paying out $25 a month for that purpose, he 
can take $25. 

Mr. ALLEN. And if he does not want it he need not take any- 
thing. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. Or, as the gentleman from Mississippi 
suggests, if he does not want it, he need not take anything. This 
amendment neither increases nor decreases the amount that the 
member takes per month for clerk hire. It has nothing to do with 
the amount. It simply means that he can claim one month’s more 
pay, but it neither increases nor decreases the amount. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Does not the gentleman's 
amendment give one month's full pay, whether the member cer- 
tifies that he has paid or agreed to pay the amount for that month 
or not? 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. Itdoes not. The member must certify to 
it the same as to any other month’s pay. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Suppose the member pays 
only $25 a month for clerical hire? 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. Then he gets but $25. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Does the amendment read 
that way? 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. I think it does, but you can amend it if 
you want it clearer. The amendment operates under the existing 
aw, but Iam willing to add a provision that the same shall be 
certified by the member. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Mr. Chairman, I ask that the amendment of 
the gentleman from Georgia be reported in my time. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Insert after the word “ House,” in line 5 of the amendment of the gentle- 
man from New York |Mr. TrAcEyY], the following: “Including clerks to 
members of the House of Representatives in Congress.” 

Mr. DOCKERY. Now, Mr. Chairman, I want to make this 
point, that under that amendment not a single dollar can be paid, 
or will be allowed to be paid by the Comptroller of the Treasury, 
to a member’s clerk. The law does not recognize the clerks to 
members. It recognizes the members themselves 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. We will take care of that. If that is your 
view you ought to be in favor of the amendment. 

Mr. SAYERS. Mr. Chairman, I call the gentleman from Geor- 
gia to order. He has no right to interfere with the gentleman 

om Missouri. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. The gentleman from Texas has no right 
to interfere either. [Laughter.] 

Mr. DOCKERY. Mr. Chairman, I repeat that the law deals 
only with the member. It authorizes the member to receive a 
hundred dollars for clerical service provided he certifies that he 
has paid or agreed to pay $100 for the month. Under that law the 
clerk to a member can not get $100 a month unless the member 
himself becomes the disbursing officer for the amount. This 
amendment, therefore, can not be effective unless it be soamended 
as to read that the members shall each be paid $100 extra, to be given 
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to their clerks as an extra month’s pay. Now, I ask members on 
both sides of this House whether they are willing to go on the 
record as voting for an amendment of that kind, which will put 
into their pockets as disbursing officers $100 a month for extra 
clerical hire; because if we are not, the clerks can not get the 
money in any other way. 

Mr. Chairman, this is a mere gratuity which imposes a tax on 
the Treasury of about $35,000, without any warrant or excuse 
either in law or in equity. Many gentlemen, I believe, will vote 
for it under the idea that if adopted it will kill the proposition of 
the gentleman from New York [Mr. Tracey}, and if it should 
have that effect I do not know that I should lose very much sleep. 
[ Laughter. } 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Mr. Chairman, I voted against 
the amendment giving members annual clerks because I did not 
think that annual clerks were necessary for the transaction of the 
business of the House. I regarded the clerks to members as em- 
ployees of the House of Representatives for the purpose of attend- 
ing to the public business, and not to the private business of mem- 
bers. The same reason thatled me to cast that vote leads me now 
to vote for an extra month’s pay for these clerks to members for 
the purpose of carrying on the business of the House during the 
next month. Whether by law or not, in some way the custom 
has grown up of giving the employees of the House a month’s 
extra pay. These clerks to members, if they have any raison 
d’étre at all, have it in the fact that they serve the House of Rep- 
resentatives, and not in the fact that they serve individual mem- 
bers. Here is the new printing bill with a vast amount of docu- 
ments to be sent to our constituents. As an individual member 
of this House I know that I can not possibly close up my business 
with my constituents in less than another month’s time and that 
I will need the services of aclerk. If I get through with him in 
half a month I will certify to a half a month’s pay. If I get 
through in ten days I will certify to ten days; if I am obliged to 
employ a clerk the whole month I will certify for a month’s pay. 

Several Memsers. That is right. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. The gentleman from Georgia 
has modified his amendment, I understand, by adding the words 
‘*the amount paid out to be certified by members as under exist- 
ing law.” This removes the objection stated by the gentleman 
from Missouri [Mr. DocKERY], and I see no substantial reason, 
founded on fact or theory, against the amendment. 

Mr. Chairman, I say with pride that I do not stand here as one 
of the men who have put their fingers out to take money from the 
public Treasury wherever possible. 1 have sought to be gnided 
by public not by individual interests. I say that if there is any 
reason at all for members having clerks it is to serve the House of 
Representatives as an entirety, not to serve each member as an 
individual. The House of Representatives as an entirety needs 
this service, and by analogy these men are employees of the House 
and should receive the same privileges as other employees. [Cries 
of “‘ Vote!” “* Vote!”’} 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Illinois. Mr. Chairman, this appeal seems 
to be made and pressed in behalf of the clerks of members of this 
House. Those clerks are under no obligation to work one day 
after this session closes; and what is done by them after the close 
of the session will be done to assist men in many cases who are no 
longer members of the House, but simply private citizens. 

A MemBer. Some of them. 

Another Memper. A majority of them. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Illinois. Now, if we want to do this work, 
and if we want clerks to assist us, I say we ought to employ these 
clerks out of our own money; for, sir, they are not clerks of this 
House; they aresimply clerks to members of Congress. The Con- 
gressional term expires on the 4th of March; and many whoare now 
members have not been reelected; so that there is no ground for 
claiming that they are any longer entitled to clerks to be paid by 
the people of the United States. Thisis a work that we should do 
ourselves, and if we want assistance in it we should be willing to 
pay for the performance of work which is to assist us in sending 
out these documents—arrears of work that we have not performed 
during the session. I say this proposition can not be placed upon 
the ground that these clerks are employees of the House. The ob- 
ject of the original proposition allowing these clerical services was 
to enable members to be here while the House is in session, at- 
tending to the business of legislation. But after a term of Con- 
gress has closed this reason no longer exists. 

Mr. TRACEY. I wish to call the attention of members to the 
fact that if the amendment to the amendment be carried this 
whole proposition will be reported to the House and voted upon 
as an entirety; and we a!l know how much difficulty there is in 
getting in a full Houseavote in favor of such an expenditure. If 
the amendment to the amendment be adopted I very much fear 
that when the question is taken in the House the entire amend- 
ment will be lost. 

Mr. SAYERS. Will the gentleman tell us why the amend- 
ment will be lost? 
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Mr. TRACEY. Because there will be a larger attendance than 


' there is at present; that is one reason. [Laughter.] I hope, 


therefore, Mr. Chairman, that the amendment as originally offered 
by me will be adopted without change, and that the amendment 
to the amendment will be rejected. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE. I now call for a vote. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendment of the 
gentleman from Georgia [Mr. LivinasTon] to the amendment of 
the gentleman from New York [Mr. TRAcEyY]. 

Mr. HULL. I understand that the amendment of the gentle- 
man from Georgia has been modified. I ask that it be read. 

The Cierk read the modified amendment of Mr. LIVINGSTON, as 
follows: 

Insert after the word “ House,” in line 5 of the amendment offered by Mr. 
TRACEY, the following: 

“Including clerks to members of the House of. Representatives now in 
Congress, to be certified to by members as now prescrived by law.” 

The question being taken on agreeing to the amendment of Mr. 
LIVINGSTON to the amendment, there were—ayes 97, noes 73. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE. I call for tellers. 

Tellers were ordered; and Mr. BRECKINRIDGE and Mr. LIvinc- 
STON were appointed. 

The  wenene again divided; and the tellers reported—ayes111, 
noes 70. 

So the amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

The CHAIRMAN. Thequestion now recurs on the amendment 
of the gentleman from New York [Mr. TRACEY] as amended. 

The question being taken, the amendment as amended was agreed 
to, there being on a division (called for by Mr. DockERy and 
others)—ayes 93, noes 61. 

Mr. DOCKERY. I give notice that I shall call the yeas and 
nays on this amendment in the House. 

Mr. SAYERS. Iam afraid they will not give them to us. 

The Clerk read the next amendment, as follows: 


On page 51, amend by striking out, in line 9, the words “one hundred dol- 
lars * and inserting *“ three hundred dollars;” so as to read: 

‘To pay M. M. Robinson for services rendered as assistant to the Sergeant- 
at Arms, $300.” 


Mr. GROSVENOR. Mr. Chairman, is this pending as an 
amendment to the bill? 

The CHAIRMAN. Itis. 

Mr.SAYERS. Iobjecttotue adoption of theamendment. The 
extra services claimed to have been rendered by this man, and for 
which the extra allowance granted in the bill is to be increased from 
$100 to $300 at this short session of Congress, can not be shown; and 
besides this additional allowance he will receive the extra month’s 


ay. 
. ‘Mr. GROSVENOR. Mr. Chairman, when I was taken off the 
floor by the impetuosity of the chairman of the Committee on Ap- 
propriations [laughter] I was about to address myself to the re- 
marks of the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. pee 

I recognize, Mr. Chairman, the honesty of the gentlemen who 
are specially ordained and ‘‘ consecrated” to care for the Treasury 
of the United States, and Iam free to confess that when a man 
feels that special ‘‘consecration” absolutely stealing upon him I 
always look upon him as something that ought to be exempt even 
from my own assaults. [Laughter.] 

But what I want to say to the gentleman from Missouri, and to 
the Committee on Appropriations, is this: We have rules for the 
governance of the House, rules of procedure well recognized on 
this floor, one of which is that when this bill, now under consid- 
eration, gets into the House of Representatives from the Com- 
mittee of the Whole there may be a yea-and-nay vote on any item 
which has been added to it in the committee. It is, therefore, 
hardly consonant, it seems to me, with the dignity of this com- 
mittee, for any gentleman, when a most decisive vote has already 
been taken, as there has been taken on the proposition to which 
the gentleman from Missouri refers, when that vote has been 
taken viva voce and then by tellers, and carried by an overwhelm- 
ing majority, to menace the House, as though he had some special 
—— and authority directly environing him, with a vote in the 

ouse of Representatives. Why, any , the smallest member 
of this House, can make that demand. It does not take a man 
who is specially ‘‘ consecrated” to secure that — in the 
House. |Laughter.] He does not even have to be a member of 
the Committee on Appropriations to enable him to shake his fist 
at the members of this House and say, ‘‘ I am going to put you on 
record.” [Laughter.] Is there anybody here who is afraid to go 
on record in support of his own acts? 

Mr. DOCKERY. Apparently there were several the other day 
on other propositions. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. I know that on some amendments here- 
tofore gentlemen have seen fit to demand a record vote, as, for 
instance, the greater Navy. It strikes me, however, that on that 
occasion, if I remember correctly, the ‘‘ consecrated” end of that 
contest came out rather the worse for it. [Laughter and ap- 
plause. | . “ 

Let us go forward, then, with the business of this House in a 
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businesslike way, and let everybody take care of himself on this 
and other questions and preserve his own record in the House of 
een without menace from his fellow-members. [Ap- 
plause. 

Mr. BERRY. Mr. Chairman, the amendment now before the 
House proposes to increase the compensation of the Assistant Ser- 
geant-at-Arms, who is detailed from a roll carrying a salary of 
$900 a year, to the very inconsiderable sum of $1,200 a year. He 
is not hidden away in a committee room in the basement of this 
Capitol, where he may work or not as suits his own convenience 
or the necessities of the case. He is notin any quiet little nook, 
but is provided over there with a desk in the actual presence of 
the House, where every member of the House can see him during 
the entire sessions of the House and know the character of the 
work he does. 

He sits at that desk day in and day outand assists the Sergeant- 
at-Arms of this body, keeping the pairs of the members and per- 
forming other duties of like character, that are really essential to 
the convenience of this body; and I do not think that there is a 
reasonable man on the floor of the House, outside of the Commit- 
tee on Appropriations, who will not agree that he is entitled to a 
compensation of at least $100 a month. 

I do not concede that the Committee on Appropriations own the 
Treasury of the United States. I know they stand here as the 
representatives of the Democratic party and try all they can to 
hold down the soenagennnens, but when I point out a man who is 
performing such work, a man who is doing perhaps as much work 
as any member of Congress does on the floor of the House, and in 
the face of the fact that last year in consequence of this additional 
work he was given $300 extra, and they object now to giving him 
$100 a month, after his eight years’ experience, it does seem to me 
to be a little unreasonable and unjust to raise the question of the 
propriety of the proposed action and seek to prevent the committee 
from voting upon it. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. What was the original salary? 

Mr. BERRY. Nine hundred dollars. He asks now only the 
salary of a messenger, the salary that we pay to the clerks of the 
members of this body. Hesits here day after day performing all of 
the duties of the deputy of the Sergeant-at-Arms, and I appeal to 
the members of this committee, who know the duties he performs, 
to say whether this is more than a fair compensation. We have 
been voting away hundreds of millions of dollars in this Congress. 
I saw an appropriation the other day carrying some twenty-one or 
twenty-two millions, providing for the construction of three new 
battle ships and a certain number of torpedo boats, and I wentso far 
as to vote foritmyself; and yet when you come to pay a man for the 
duties performed here, duties that everybody sees and recognizes, 
objection is made. Now, I do not know what these men em- 
ployed in the committee rooms do. I understand, though, that 
some of the committees meet once after the organization of the 
House and elect their clerk, who draws his salary for the session 
of Congress, and yorneee the committee never has another session. 

Here the hammer fell. ] 

r. DOCKERY. Mr. Chairman, I am not surprised that the 
gentleman from Ohio [Mr. GROSVENOR] manifests some degree of 
pleasure in the fact that the total appropriations of this Congress 
seem to be dangerously near the billion-dollar limit. Since Ihave 
been on this side of the Chamber [the Republican side], and I fre- 
quently visit here 

Mr. GROSVENOR. I notice the gentleman has improved very 
much since he has done so. 

Mr. DOCKERY. That may be; but since I have been on this 
side of the House I have heard suggestions from one or two gen- 
tlemen which seem to indicate a great deal of pleasure because 
the Committee of the Whole has uniformly sustained propositions 
increasing appropriations. 

Mr. Chairman, this is not the first time since I have been con- 
nected with this body when the Committee of the Whole has 
been found supporting lavish appropriations. 1 remember very 
well the closing days of the Fifty-first Congress, when the gentle- 
man from Illinois [Mr. CANNoN], then chairman of the Commit- 
tee on Appropriations, appealed to his own side of the House to 
stay their riotous and relentless assaults on the Treasury. It was 
on the occasion of the consideration of the bill for the erection of 
the Philadelphia mint—— 

A Memper. Did it do any good? 

Mr. DOCKERY. No; but he warned the Republican side of 
the House that if they continued to vote for augmenting and un- 
necessary appropriations, the expenditures of that Congress would 
exceed the billion-dollar limit, and the country would hold the 
Republican party to a strict accountability. 

e warnings of the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. CANNON] 
were then unheeded by the Republican party. It remains to be 
seen whether the repeated warnings to the Democratic side of 
this House shall be disregarded and the Democratic perey meet @ 
like disaster with the one which overtook the Republican party 
in the election following the Fifty-first Congress. 
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T also desire to say, Mr. Chairman, that if areasonable degree 
of judicious economy is observed this Congress can make ample 
appropriations for every branch of the public service and keep 
the total of the appropriations below the billion-dollar limit. If, 
however, lavish appropriations are to continue, if the House con- 
firms the action of the Committee of the Whole, then this Con- 
_ as the result of the improvident action of a Democratic 

ouse and a Democratic Senate will take its place with the billion- 
dollar Congresses which have preceded. 

I want to say further, in reply to the suggestions of the gentle- 
man from Ohio, that I have no greater responsibility on this floor 
as a Representative than he has, but I shall not be deterred from 
the discharge of what I understand to be my official duties in re- 
spect to appropriations by the taunts of the Republican side or 
by sneers from Democrats who may privately ridicule economy 
here but who proclaim it on the “stump” when they appeal to 
the people. [e lause. | 

Mr. BREC RIDGE. Now, Mr. Chairman, I ask for a vote 
on this proposition. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. It seems to me that the gentleman from 
Missouri [Mr. DocKERY] occupies a most unenviable position 
when he undertakes to lecture the House either on the Democratic 
sideor onthe Republicanside. Only afew daysago thegentleman’s 
Administration—the Administration for which he voted and _be- 
hind which he stands, the Administration which he has voted to 
uphold and support in every issue that has been made upon the 
floor of this House—startled this country and startled the world 
by notifying Congress and notifying the people of the world that 
it had made a loan and issued bonds of the Government and put 
into the pockets of a foreign syndicate, inside of the first twenty- 
four hours after the conclusion of the contract, not less than $10,- 
000,000 of the money of the people of the United States. And not 
only that, but they sold a bond of the United States Government 
at 104 that to-day is worth 116 to 120. 

Several MEMBERS. One hundred and twenty. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. And that is rapidly mounting to 120. 

Mr. SNODGRASS. Worth it now. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Will the gentleman allow me to ask him a 
question? 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Yes. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Did not Mr. Secretary Sherman sell a 4 per 
cent bond at par which afterwards reached a premium of 126? 

Mr. GROSYENOR. I am wonderfully glad the gentleman 
made that statement; and now will he listen to the answer? 

Mr. SPRINGER. Yes. 

Mr.GROSVENOR. Twelve years after the close of a great war 
Mr. Secretary Sherman borrowed the money to bring about re- 
sumption. He borrowed it upon a bond which sold at par. 

Mr. SPRINGER. At 4 per cent. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. At 4 per cent interest, payable in ‘‘ coin,” 
and he put it into the contract that before that syndicate should 
have one dollar the people of the United States should have thirty 
days to subscribe to that loan, and take it all if they wanted it. 
[Applause on the Republican side.] And so rapidly, under a Re- 
publican Administration, did the credit of this Government rise 
that it is true that twelve years afterwards that bond became 
worth 120. But here is a bond, issued thirty years after the war, 
issued by a nation that had just been borrowing money at 24 per 
cent, and this bond is sold at 104, and inside of twenty-four hours 
there is a profit of $10,000,000 put into the pockets of a foreign 
syndicate, and a miserable scheme brought in here to change our 
whole system, and to substitute ‘‘ gold” for “‘ coin,” and in that way 
to —— our outstanding obligations more that $30,000,000 in 
a day. 

Mr. CURTIS of Kansas. And it was a secret sale at that. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. And it was asecret sale, and the money 
that is hoarded in the banks and savings institutions and every- 
where throughout this country waiting and anxious for invest- 
ment at 3 per cent was denied a participation in the profits. 

That is the loan the gentleman is called upon to defend. The 
contrast is so great that no man could ask a better position to 
take than the position taken by Mr. Secretary Sherman. 

And that is not all of it. Mr. Secretary Sherman put into the 
contract a provision that whenever the Treasury of the United 
States saw that a better loan could be made than that he reserved 
to the Government the right to put an end to that contract, and 
the Government did put an end to that contract. The contract 
entered into by the present Administration binds this Government 
until next October to give to that syndicate an option upon every 
bond that the United States shall issue. Look on this picture, 
—_ on that. Iaddan editorial from the Philadelphia Press of 
to-day: 

y SHERMAN AND CARLISLE. 

A more deadly parallel for Secretary Carlisle’ could not have been sug- 

ested than has been urged by the New York Evening Post in declaring that 

retary Sherman’s issue of bonds for the gold reserve before the resump- 


tion of specie payments in 1879 was open tothe same objections as are made 
against retary Carlisle’s costly contract now. Quoting Secretary Sher- 
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man’s criticism in the Senate, the Post says: ‘‘If it is ‘faulty and improvi 
dent’ to sell a 3} bond at 104, with the prospect of seeing it quoted ai 118, 
what is it to sella 4 per cent bond at 100 only to have it quoted in afew years 


at 1267" 
This is nonsense. Secretary Sherman made his contract for gold with the 
Rothschilds after an open issue of bonds had failed. Secretary Carlisle made 


no attempt to sell on the open market. The4 percent bond rose while it was 
being placed on the market, but the advance was extended over weeks and 
months and never reached a fraction of the gap which separates Secretary 
Carlisle’s bond price, 1044, and the open market price, 116}. The 4 per cent 
bonds sold by Secretary Sherman in 1878 at 100 reached 126 in eight years—in 
bh The bonds sold by Secretary Carlisle at 104} have reached 116} in two 
weeks. 

Secretary Sherman carried out his refunding twelve years after the war, 
when the United States had outstanding a bonded debt thrice the size of that 
outstanding to-day and all but a fraction of it at 6 per cent interest. The 
population of the country was barely two-thirds of what it is to-day. The 
wealth of the country was $20,000,000,000 less. Secretary Sherman reduced 
the rate of interest paid by the Government one-third. Secretary Carlisle 
has increased it one-halfand more. The appreciation of the bonds which Sec- 
retary Sherman sold took place over a term of years in the hands of investors 
and improved the credit of the United States. The appreciation of the bonds 
Secretary Carlisle has sold has taken place in a fortnight in the hands of the 
purchasing syndicate and has improved their profits. 

No one b es Secretary Carlisle for selling bonds. It was his duty to pro- 
tect the gold reserve. But he is open to blame for selling the bonds at 104} 
when the public of bankers was ready to take the same bonds at 112} and the 
public of investors at 116}, and no defense of this action has yet been offered. 


Here the hammer fell. ] 
r. BRECKINRIDGE. I ask that a vote be taken. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I should like to have time to reply to the 
gentleman from Ohio. He has dragged into the debate something 
entirely foreign to it. 

The CHAIRMAN. Debate on the amendment is limited. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Mr. Chairman 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE. I hope the gentleman will defer his re- 
marks until a later time. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will recognize the gentleman 
from Illinois. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Mr. Chairman 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE. I ask fora vote upon the amendment. 
If the gentleman from Illinois is to proceed, I ask that the debate 
close in five minutes. 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman raise the point that de- 
bate on this amendment has been exhausted? 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE. Yes, sir. 

The CHAIRMAN. Then the Chair will sustain that point. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE. Let us havea vote on the amendment. 

The question was taken; and the amendment was agreed to. 

The CHAIRMAN. There is still another pending amendment 
to dispose of. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


' Amend by adding after line 23, on page 51, as a separate paragraph, the fol- 
owing: 

“To pay to John W. Almarode, the father of Ernest Almarode, deceased, 
late an employee of the House of Representatives, a sum equal to six months 
of the salary being paid to him at the time of hisdeath, and also to pay to him 
the amount of the expenses of the last illness and funeral of said Ernest 
Almarode, said expenses not to exceed $250, in all not to exceed $700.” 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE. I reserve the point of order on that 
amendment. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I desire to be heard upon that, if the gentle- 
man will reserve his point of order. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE. I will leave it pending until the gen- 
tleman can make a statement. 

Mr.SPRINGER. Mr. Chairman, on the 2d day of March, 1893, 
next to the last day before the preceding Congress adjourned, the 
Committee on Accounts of the House of Representatives reported 
this resolution: 

Resolved, That the Clerk of the House of Representatives be directed to pay 
out of the contingent fund of the House to John W. Almarode, the father of 
Ernest Almarode, deceased, late an employee of the House of Representa- 
tives, a sum equal to six months of the salary being paid to him at the time 
of his death; and that the Clerk be further directed to pay to the father of 
said Ernest Almarode out of the contingent fund of the House the expenses 
of his last illness and funeral, said expenses not to exceed $250. 

The Committee on Accounts, to whom was referred the accompanying 
resolution, submitted by Mr. SPRINGER. of Dlinois, have had the same under 
consideration and respectfully report that Ernest Almarode was employed 








as a page in the House of Representatives, and while filling that position died. 
It has nm the custom for years past to allow to the families of the deceased 
in such cases six months’ salary and funeral expenses; and your committee 


see no reason why it should not be allowed in this case. 
ommend the passage of the resolution. 

That was the day before the last Congress adjourned, and it 
was too late in that Congress to bring the matter up. The point 
of order was made that it required consideration in the Commit- 
tee of the Whole House, and the business was so pressing at that 
time that on a motion that the House resolve itself into Commit- 
tee of the Whole to consider it the yeas were 57 and the nays 62, 
so that the House refused to consider it at that time. That re- 
fusal, no doubt, was owing to the fact that the session was draw- 
ing to a close, only one day remaining for the House to consider 
its business. Now, this having been recommended by the Com- 
mittee on Accounts, it comes here as a deficiency. I want to say 
to the members of this House that this is the only case since I 
have been a member of this House where a similar resolution has 
not been passed. It is the case of a page whose parents reside in 


They therefore rec- 
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this city and who was appointed a page of this House on my rec- | tween the salary received by me, $000 per annum, and that of the Department 
: messenger, at $2,000 per ennum, for the period mentioned, it being the sum 


ommendation. Near the close of last Congress he sickened and 
died; and I ask, as a matter of justice to the parents of this page, 
to have the same done by him as has been done in five or six cases in 
this Congress and in other cases in preceding Congresses so far as 
I can remember; and especially when our Chaplain died, during 
the last Congress, we allowed his widow not only this, but a 
whole year’s salary in addition, Iask the gentleman from Ken- 
tucky to withdraw the point of order; the account having been 
audited by the Committee on Accounts and it being in the nature 
of a deficiency, it comes under the head in this bill with all other 
accounts that have been audited by the Committee on Accounts. 
There is no other means by which this can be paid except on this 
deficiency bill. 


Mr. BRECKINRIDGE. I have nothing to say. I will leave 


the question of order with the Chair. 

The CHAIRMAN. As the gentleman insists, the Chair will be 
compelled to sustain the point of order. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I want the gentleman to withdraw the point 
of order on this ground. This account has been audited by the 
Committee on Accounts; and it does not lie, because it is expressly 
a case in that part of the bill which is devoted to the payment of 
accounts which have been audited and recommended by the Com- 
mittee on Accounts. This has been audited by the Committee on 
Accounts and recommended by the Committee on Accounts; and, 
therefore, it is properly before the committee for consideration. 
If it is not allowed here there is no place where it can be allowed. 

I appeal to the gentleman from Kentucky, and to+this House, 
not to make a discrimination against one of the pages in a matter 
which has been allowed in all other cases. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE. I have no discretion in the matter. I 
represent the committee, and at a meeting of the committee I was 
instructed to raise the point of order on all matters which came 
within it. If this is not subject to the point of order, then that 
ends the matter. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I ask the gentleman to withdraw the point 
of order. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE. It seemed to us that this was a claim 
that ought to have been paid out of the contingent fund of the 
House, the Committee on Accounts having approved it; and it 
ought not to be put in the deficiency bill. 

Mr. SPRINGER. This is the reason why that can not be dene. 
It differs from any other application of the same kind which wuuld 
be made to the Committee on Accounts in this: They will say 
that it did not occur during this Congress, and therefore it can 
not be paid out of the contingent fund of this Congress. Hence, 
it is a deficiency belonging to the last Congress, and it ought to 
be paid under this bill. If the gentleman insists upon the Chair 
ruling it out the committee will have made an unjust discrimina- 
tion, and the only one that has been made by this House since I 
have been a member. 

Mr. MOSES. The gentleman is mistaken about that. I re- 
member that in the Fifty-second Congress two cases were cut out. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE. Mr. Chairman, I ask for a ruling. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair has no discretion in this matter. 
This account is clearly not authorized by law and it is new legis- 
lation. The Chair must sustain the point of order. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Then I ask consent to offer it as a separate 
proposition. 

r. SAYERS and Mr. SNODGRASS objected. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I appeal to the House to allow this just 
claim to be adjudicated here. It is a matter which everybody 
knows comes within the rule of the House. I appeal for justice 
in this case. [Cries of *‘Regular order!”] I appeal from the de- 
cision of the Chair. 

Mr. SNODGRASS. Too late. 

Mr.SPRINGER. Ladmit, Mr. Chairman, that theappeal comes 
too late, because [ had asked consent to offer the matter as a sepa- 
rate proposition. I will not, therefore, take an appeal, but I want 
to remind this House that the tlemen who have deprived this 
family of this allowance have done a great injustice. 

Mr. HATCH, Mr. Chairman, I offer the amendment which I 
send to the desk. 

The amendment was read, as follows: 

re 51, after pone 2. amet Ge ae wa . 

“To pay E.L. Phillips, chi », for ex servi ent mes- 
aunaet tram Se ptember 25 to October 24, 1893, $90.67 - - — 

Mr. HATCH. Iask that the communications from the Door- 
keeper and the Committee on Accounts, which I send to the desk, 
be read in connection with the amendment. 

The communications were read, as follows: 

Hovuse oF REPRESENTATIVES, UNITED STATES, 
Washington, D. C.,———., 1894. 


Dear Ste: I respectfully state that by direction of the Doorkeeper, in ad- 
diticn to my regular duties I acted in the place of Col. C. W. Coombs, De- 
tment messenger, during the period from September 25 to October 24, 
8983, he being absent on account of sickness, as shown in the accompanying 
statement of the Doorkeeper, and I request that I be paid the difference be- 


of 990.67. 
Very respectfully, 
1 E. lL. PHILLIPS, 
Chief Page House of Representatives, 
Hon. HARRY Weis RusxK, 
Chairman Committee on Accounts. 


OFFICE DOORKEEPER, 
House OF REPRESENTATIVES, UNITED STATES, 
Washington, D. C., August 7, 189%. 

I hereby certify that E. L. Phillips portermet the duties of Department 
messenger from September 25 to October 24, 1893, during the absence of Col- 
onel Coombs, the Department messenger, on account of sickness. 

Very respectfully, 
A. B. \TURT, 


Doorkeeper House of Representatives, 


COMMITTEE ON ACCOUNTS, House OF REPRESENTATIVES, 
Washington, D. C., December 20, 1894. 

GENTLEMEN: The Committee qn Accounts have duly considered the at- 
tached petition of E. L. Phillips, chief page House of Representatives, for 
services rendered as messenger during the illness of Col. C. W. Coombs, De- 
partment messenger, amount claimed being $90.67,and would respectfully 
Sai that provision be made for its payment in the general deficiency 

By order of the committee. 

H. W. RUSK, Chairman. 

To the honorable COMMITTEE ON APPROPRIATIONS, 

House of Representatives. 

Mr. SAYERS. Mr. Chairman, I make the point of order on 
the amendment. 

Mr. HATCH. ‘These letters have been read in my time as part 
of my remarks, and it is too late to make the point of order on the 
amendment. The gentleman from Texas has had the papers in 
this case before him. 

Mr. SAYERS. I never read them. 

Mr. HATCH. Well, they went before your committee. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE. Mr. Chairman, I think [I can explain 
this matter in a word. The messenger who goes from the House 
to the Departments was sick and absent. This young man is the 
chief page, for which service he receivesa certain amount of pay. 
He did the work of Mr. Coombs, the Department messenger, dur- 
ing the absence of that gentleman, and he now asks to be allowed 
the difference between his own salary and the salary of the De- 
partment messenger for the period named in the amendment. 
The committee did not feel authorized to include it because there 
were so many other applications. 

The amendment of Mr. Hatcu was adopted. 

Mr. SCRANTON. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent to 
return to » 48, where I desire to offer an amendment. 

a BRECKINRIDGE. I hope there will be no objection to 
that. 

There was no objection. 

‘ _ SCRANTON. I offer the amendment which I send to the 
esk. 

The amendment was read, as follows: 

Page 48, after line 12, insert: 

“For stationery for members of the House of Representatives, $125.” 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE. That amendment ought to be adopted. 
A Representative from Pennsylvania was sworn in this morning, 
after all the estimates have been made, so that there is no appro- 
priation out of which this stationery can be purchased. It is 
properly a deficiency that has to be provided for, and the neces- 
sity for it arose only since the House met to-day. 

e amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. SHELL. Mr. Chairman, I offer the amendment which I 
| send to the desk. 

The amendment was read, as follows: 

Page 51, line 23, insert the following: 

“To pay F.C. Sheil for services rendered as clerk to the Committee on 
Ventilation and Acoustics from January 1, 1894, during the second and third 
sessions of the Fifty-third Congress, $409.” 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE. Mr. Chairman, I stated to the gentle- 
man yesterday that I would not object to that, but since then the 
committee has had a meeting and I have been directed to make 
the point of order against the amendment. 

Mr. SHELL. Mr. Chairman, the Committee on Ventilation 
and Acoustics have directed me to present this amendment as a 
simple act of justice to the young man who has served as clerk to 
that committee for several months past. The Committee on Ac- 
counts have unanimously approved the account, and I think 
every member of the Committee on Ventilation and Acoustics 
joins in the recommendation. The services have been rendered, 
and I think the compensation asked for is not half the amount 
that the young man is really entitled to. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Has that committee a per diem clerk? 

Mr.SHELL. No, sir. This young man is the only clerk the 
committee has. 

Mr. DINGLEY. That is all right. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE. I am bound to make the point of or- 
der, Mr. Chairman. 
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Mr. BYNUM. Has this clerk received anything as clerk to a 
member? 

Mr. SHELL. He has. 

Mr. BYNUM. He has received $100 a month? 

Mr. SHELL. Yes, sir. 

Mr. BYNUM. And if he had been clerk to the committee the 
chairman of the committee would not have had a private clerk? 

Mr. SHELL. That, I suppose, is correct. ‘ 

Mr. WALKER. Mr. Chairman, in arranging for committee 
clerks at the beginning of the session no clerk was allowed to the 
Committee on Ventilation and Acoustics, because ordinarily lit- 
tle work has been done by that committee; but there were such 
complaints coming from all over the House that the committee 
were obliged to take some action, and this young man has done 
the work of clerk to the committee. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE. Mr. Chairman, I know the facts, and 
this young man seems to be entitled tosome compensation; but the 
House positively refused to give this committee a clerk. and under 
the direction I have received from the Committee on Appropria- 
tions I do not see my way clear to withdraw the point of order. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair would inquire of the gentleman 
from South Carolina whether there is any law or any resolution 
of the House authorizing the employment and payment of this 
clerk? 

Mr. SHELL. I think the precedent has been abundantly set 
here during yesterday in paying for similar services. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will bear in mind that the 
point of order was not made in those cases. The Chair must sus- 
tain the point of order. 

Mr. SHELL. I appeal from the decision of the Chair. 

Mr. SAYERS. I desire to say a word on the appeal. 

Mr. BRETZ. Sodol. Mr. Chairman, a month or two ago a 
resolution passed this House authorizing a subcommittee of the 
Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds to meet with the 
Committee on Ventilation and Acoustics for the purpose of mak- 
ing some investigation into the sanitary condition of this House. 
I happened to be one of the members detailed for that purpose. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair does not understand that there 
is any question before the committee. 


Mr. SHELL. I gave notice of an appeal from the decision of 


the Chair. 
The CHAIRMAN. The Chair was not aware of it. 
Mr. SHELL. I insist on the appeal. 
The CHAIRMAN. If the gentleman states that he made the 
appeal in time 
Oh, yes. 


Mr. SHELL. 
The Chair accepts the statement of the gen- 





The CHAIRMAN. 
tleman, of course. 

Mr. BRETZ. I want to say 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair understands that the gentleman 
from Indiana [Mr. BREeTz] is addressing himself to the question 
of the appeal. 

Mr. BRETZ. Yes, sir. Mr. Chairman, since my assignment 
to this duty Ihave been meeting with the committee regularly. 
There have been something like fifteen or twenty meetings. On 
the occasion of every meeting this young man has attended and 
performed all the duties of a regular clerk of the committee. To 
my certain knowledge he was requested time after time by mem- 
bers of the committee to go to different parts of the Capitol for 
the purpose of gathering information that the committee desired. 
He did this work on all occasions when requested. He received 
no pay, and I think he ought in justice to be paid the difference 
between the amount which he drew as clerk to a member and the 
compensation of a regular committee clerk. I think his services 
entitle him to that compensation. They were valuable services 
which were rendered for the benefit of the committee and this 
House. I think the appeal ought to be sustained. 

Mr.BROWN. For what reason? 

Mr. BRETZ. For the reason that this young man has amply 
earned all that he is asking for. I have no interest in this matter. 
I do not know anything about the young man except as I have met 
him in connection with the work of the committee. 

Mr. MORSE. I should like to ask the gentleman what has come 
of the meetings of this joint committee? 

Mr. BRETZ. I will say tothe gentleman that the committee 
had a meeting this morning; and we are going to have more meet- 
ings. 

Mr. MORSE. I hope there will be more meetings, and that 
something will come of them. 

Mr. HICKS. Mr. Chairman, I desire to be heard a moment on 
this point. This is a very meritorious case, and I hope gentlemen 
of the House wil! pay attention to the statement of its merits. As 
the occupant of the chair will recollect, for some two months past 
asubcommittee of the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds 
has been meeting with the Committee on Ventilation and Acous- 
tics, in accordance with an order of this House, and as the gentle- 
man from Indiana [Mr. Brerz] has stated, we have had some 








twenty or more meetings; and at those meetings this young man, 
Mr. Shell, has performed all the duties of clerk to the committee, 
and they have been onerous, varied, and exacting. We have met 
almost every other day. This young man has faithfully waited 
upon the committee, by notifying the members and keeping a rec- 
ord of our proceedings, and performing many other duties inci- 
dent to the labors of a committee clerk. Up to this time no pro- 
vision has been made to give him any compensation 

The gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. BRECKINRIDGE] was spoken 
to on this subject, and it was agreed yesterday that no point of 
order should be raised in this case on account of the special merit 
attaching to the services of this young man. I am surprised, 
therefore, that a point of order should be raised now, after what 
transpired yesterday. It was agreed that this young man should 
receive a fair compensation for his services, for which no provi- 
sion hasyet been made. It would be very unjust if heshould be 
denied any compensation. I trust the gentleman from Kentucky 
will withdraw the point of order. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE. Allow me to explain my attitude in 
reference to this matter. As gentlemen interested in this claim 
understand, it was before the subcommittee that prepared this bill 
and was rejected. The gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. 
WALKER] came before us and made a statement, a perfectly clear 
statement; statements were made by others; but the claim was 
finally rejected because we thought that as the House had refused 
to give this committee aclerk it would not be right forus to come 
in and ask an allowance of this kind on our bill. Besides, we did 
not think from the testimony before us that this young man is 
entitled to the full amount of the difference betweén his salary as 
clerk of a member and the salary of a committeeclerk. But I did 
say to the gentleman that personally I favored the payment of 
something to this young man for the services he had rendered. 
I understood an agreement was made at $500 with some member 
of the subcommittee, and I said, in view of that understanding, 
that I would be willing, if necessary, to allow $400. 

Yesterday afternoon, when so many amendments were offered, 
when every gentleman on the floor seemed to have somebody—an 
officer of the House—in view and to speak for, the subcommittee 
had a meeting after the adjournment, and I was directed to re- 
serve points of order. Iam acting, therefore, now simply as the 
representative of the subcommittee. I would be perfectly willing 
to pay this young man some reasonable compensation for his serv- 
ices—— 

Mr. HICKS. If the gentleman will permit me, at the time the 
House of Representatives refused to give a clerk to this commit- 
tee there was no special business before it; but the House itself, 
as the gentleman knows, by a resolution adopted, imposed a lot of 
extra work on the Committee on Ventilation and Acoustics, and 
it was impossible for the chairman of that committee to attend to 
the duties devolving upon him without the assistance of a clerk. 
He therefore called in his own clerk and employed him in that 
service. Now, certainly the House, after putting this extra work 
on the committee, will not refuse to pay the young man who was 
necessarily employed for the additional service rendered. The 
amount is reasonable, and, in view of the understanding which 
was reached in reference to this matter when it was talked over, 
I hope that the gentleman from Kentucky will withdraw the point 
he has made and see that the agreement is lived up to. 

Mr. SAYERS. The gentleman from Pennsylvania does not 
refer to me as agreeing to anything? 

Mr. HICKS. Iwill say for the gentleman from Texas, that 
when I went to him he referred me to the gentleman from Ken- 
tucky [Mr. BRECKINRIDGE], with the understanding that any ar- 
rangement I could make with him wouid not receive his disap- 
proval. 

Mr. STOCKDALE. [rise to a question of order. 

Mr. HICKS. I want to be fair in the matter, and my only pur- 
pose, in the statement I have made, is to show that this young 
man who performed this work ought to be paid, and it was 
understood that he should be paid. 

Mr. WALKER. Mr. Chairman 

Mr. STOCKDALE. I want to say a word on this question of 
order. 

Mr. WALKER. I am a member of the committee,and have 
been trying for the last ten minutes to get the floor. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will recognize the gentleman 
hereafter; but the gentleman from Mississippi rises to a question 
of order, and will state it. 

Mr. STOCKDALE. I want to know something of the legal 
proposition involved here in the appeal. That I understand to be 
the question before the committee,and not a discussion of the 
merits of the proposition. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Mississippi makes the 
point of order that gentlemen discussing this matter must confine 
themselves to the question of appeal. 

Mr. HICKS. Mr. Chairman, the matter is now a question on 
the merits of the case. A decision was made on the point of order 
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and an appeal taken, and now the House has a right to know the 
facts on which the appealis based. Personally I have no interest 
in the matter; all I want is justice done to this young man. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE (to Mr. Hicks). What does the gen- 
tleman ask in this proposition? 

Mr. HICKS. Four hundred dollars. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE. The gentleman made the impression 
on my mind—I will not say he said soin so many words, for I was 
very busy at the time when he came and leaned over my desk and 
talked to me; but the impression was made upon my mind that 
the proposition here was $500, and that that amount ought to be 
given. I declined that and said I was not willing to yield to it. 
Afterwards I was asked if I would agree to $400, with the under- 
standing that an arrangement had been made with other mem- 
bers of the subcommittee at $400. I said yes, if that is satisfac- 
tory. I subsequently understood that I was laboring under a 
misapprehension or a mistake—— 

Mr. HICKS. I gave the gentleman no misinformation and said 
nothing that could cause such a misunderstanding. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE. Ido not mean to say that the gentle- 
man did, but as I have said I was very busy at the time and the 
impression made upon me was that $500 had been agreed to by 
some members of the subcommittee. 

Mr. SAYERS. I did not agree to anything. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE. After that conversation, however, as 
I have said, the sucombmittee had a meeting and directed me to 
raise points of order. 

Mr. HICKS., Mr. Chairman, I desire the House té understand 
exactly the facts here. It would certainly be unfair as well as 
unjust, if the House, under the circumstances, would refuse to 
pay this young man a fair equivalent for the services he has ren- 
dered. He rendered these services faithfully and carefully. The 
House ordered the work to be done, and the committee of course 
could not do it without the service of a clerk. If the services are 
worth only $300, pay it; but I should prefer that he receive $400, 
which amount Colonel BRECKINRIDGE said he would agree to. 

Mr. WALKER. I want to appeal to the gentleman in charge 
of this bill to see if I can not arrange this question of order. I 
understand that there are 14 clerks provided for in our appro- 
priations that have not been assigned. Now, if no clerk was 
assigned to this committee, for it was supposed it would have no 
practical duties to perform—but if the appropriation is made for 
14 clerks, why can not the money be paid out of the appro- 
priations for the other clerks not assigned and withdraw the point 
of order? That is the condition now. We do not ask even for 
the making up of the difference that this clerk ought to get be- 
tween the pay of a member’s clerk and the pay of a regular clerk 
to the committee. We ask only $400, and I hope the gentleman 
from Kentucky will withdraw the point of order. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE. I will say this: I feel that a misappre- 
hension has existed for which I may possibly have been partly 
to blame, although I take this gratuitously upon myself, and will 
withdraw the point of order, and move to insert $300 instead of 
$400 in the amendment. ; 

Mr. SHELL. I will accept that. 

The CHAIRMAN (Mr. REILLY). The Chair would say that he 
has grave doubts as to whether the point of order was well taken, 
because under the act of 1894 provision was made for clerks to 
twenty-six of the committees of the House; but later, by action of 
the House, on a resolution to assign them, the House refused to 
concur in the resolution. So the Chair has some grave doubt in 
his mind whether, there being in existence this law authorizing 
the employment of clerks, the amendment would not be properly 
in order. But,in harmony with the rulings of the gentleman pre- 
siding in Committee of the Whole, the Chair felt bound to sustain 
the point of order. 

The cue now is on the amendment of the gentleman from 
Kentucky to the pending amendment, to strike out “‘ four hun- 
dred” and insert ‘‘ three hundred.” 

Mr. MORSE. Mr. Chairman—— 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. 
MorsE] is recognized. 

Mr.MORSE. Mr. Chairman, I would vote for this appropria- 
tion or the expenses of the Committee on Acoustics and Ventila- 
tion with a good deal better grace if I could see some results; 
and see that something had come of the joint meetings of that 
committee with the subcommittee of the Committee on Public 
Buildings and Grounds. 

Mr. Chairman, the mortality and sickness among the members 
of Congress is appalling—fourteen members of the Fifty-first 
Congress died oul a similar number of the Fifty-second. Eleven 
members of this Congress have died, and four members of the 
Pennsylvania delegation alone. 

Mr. Chairman, we have mortuary honors to some deceased mem- 
ber almost every week, and twice this week, Thursday afternoon 
and again this afternoon. The serious illness of members of Con- 
gress is appalling. Mr. Chairman, there must be some cause for 
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this in the conditions which surround us here. What isit? I 
believe it is the smoke and vile, filthy air we have to breathe 
in this Chamber, and I want the Committee on Ventilation and 
Acoustics to hurry up and invent some way to get fresh air in this 
Hall except through a spittoon, which is the use made of the floor 
ventilators at present. Why, Mr. Chairman, it is only a differ- 
ence in degrees of filth in all parts of this building. If there is 
anything in the germ theory of disease, then it is easy for us to 
get diphtheria, catarrh, and consumption out of these ventilators 
into which the members expectorate. 

Mr. BRETZ. I should like to state to the gentleman that the 
committee is now almost ready to make its report. 

Mr. WALKER. And sitting every day. 

Mr. BRETZ. And sitting every day, and we will make that 
report next week, as soon as we can get the facts together. 

tr. MORSE. Mr. Chairman, one word more and I have done. 
This is the only hall in the United States I ever heard of where 
they took in fresh air through a spittoon. Why, Mr. Chairman, 
this place smells like a barroom to me every time I go out and 
come in. 

A MEMBER. Howdo you know? [Laughter.] 

Mr. MORSE. Gentlemen think I do not know how a barroom 
smells. I do, for I have walked by them and smelled them from 
the outside. [Laughter. ] 

By all means let the Committee on Ventilation and Acoustics 
secure, if possible, some improved method of ventilating this Hall 
at once. 

Here the hammer fell. | 

‘he CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendment to the 
amendment, offered by the gentleman from Kentucky. TheClerk 
will report the amendment and the amendment to the amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

On page 51, at the end of line 23, insert: 

“To pay F.C. Shell, for services rendered as clerk to the Committee on Ven- 
tilation and Acoustics, from January 4, 1894, during the second and third ses- 
sions of the Fifty-third Congress, $400.” 

The amendment to the amendment was read, as follows: 

Strike out the word “four” and insert the word “three.” 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

The amendment as amended was agreed to. 

Mr. BYNUM. I desire to offer an amendment which I send to 
the Clerk’s desk. The amendment should properly, in an orderly 
arrangement of the bill, come in on page 48, at line 12, instead of 
at the end of the paragraph, and I ask unanimous consent that it 
be considered as offered at that point. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Let it be reported first. 

Mr. DEARMOND. Let the amendment be read. I wish to 
make a point of order on it. 

The CHAIRMAN. The amendment will first be reported, sub- 
ject to the point ef order. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


That the Speaker of the House of Representatives is hereby directed to 
certify, and the Sergeant-at-Arms to pay: the Representatives the amounts 
respectively deducted and withheld from their monthly payments of salary 
on account of absence. 


Mr. BRECKINRIDGE. I reserve a point of order upon that. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Indiana asks unani- 
mous consent that this be considered as offered at line 12, page 48. 

Mr. BYNUM. I am willing that the point of order shall be 
reserved, but let it be considered as offered at that place. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE. I have no objection to that. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection to the request of the gen- 
tleman from Indiana? 

Mr. BLACK. I object. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE. This is simply a question as to where 
the amendment shall come in. It does not affect the merits of it 
at all. 

Mr. BLACK. Then I withdraw the objection. 

The CHAIRMAN. The amendment, then, will be considered as 
offered to come in after line 12, on page 48, and the point of order 
is reserved on it. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE. It is absolutely clear that we can not 
get through this bill by 3 o’clock. There is another matter pend- 
ing. I suggest that this remain pending, and let the Clerk read 
the bill ae as to all matters about which there is no dispute. 

Mr. BYNUM. I am perfectly willing to let this be pending 
until all the bill has been read. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE. With the point of order pending. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman asks unanimous consent 
that the reading of the bill may proceed toits conclusion, and that 
the amendment offered by the gentleman from Indiana may be 
considered as pending. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE. I ask unanimous consent now that the 
Clerk be authorized to change the footings in the bill to correspond 
with the changes that have been necessitated by the various amend- 
ments that have been made. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Kentucky asks unani- 











1895. CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 2653 





mous consent that the Clerk be authorized to correct the compu- 
tationsor footings, showing the totals of the amounts appropriated 
in the bill. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will proceed with the reading of 
the bill. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


To enable the Public Printer to comply with the provisions of the law 
grantees thirty days’ annual leave to the employees of the Government Print- 
g Office, $50,000, or so much thereof as may be necessary. 


Mr. BRECKINRIDGE. I want to offer an amendment tocome 
in after line 23, page 52. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


On page 52, at the end of line 23, after the word “necessary,” insert the 
following: 

“And the Public Printer is authorized to pay pro rata leave of absence to 
any former employees of the Government Printing Office who have during 
the present fiscal year resigned, died, or otherwise severed his or her con- 
nection with the Office, notwithstanding the fact that thirty days’ leave of 
absence, with pay, may have been granted to such employee during the fiscal 
year on account of service rendered in a previous fiscal year. 

‘*Hereafter the Public Printer is authorized to pay pro rata leave of ab- 
sence out of any appropriations for leaves of absence to employees of the Goy- 
ernment Printing Office in any fiscal year, notwithstanding the fact that 
thirty days’ leave of absence, with pay, may have been granted to such em- 
ployee in that fiscal year on account of service rendered in a previous fiscal 
year. 


Mr. BRECKINRIDGE. I desire simply to have printed in the 
RECORD a letter from the Public Printer showing the necessity 
for this amendment. 

Mr. DINGLEY. I reserve the point of order for the moment. 
I do not understand what is to be accomplished by this. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE. This isexactly the same thing that we 
agreed to in a former bill. It is for the purpose of allowing the 
Public Printer to pay for such parts of a year as were in another 
year. He has not the right to do that now. 

Mr. DINGLEY. That is right. 

Mr. SAYERS. If the leaves had been granted in the same year 
he could pay it. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The letter above referred to is as follows: 


OFFICE OF THE PUBLIC PRINTER, 
Washington, D. C., February 18, 1895. 

DEAR Str: I desire tocall your attention to the fact that section 23of Pub- 
lic Act No. 15, ‘An act providing for the public printing and binding, and the 
distribution of public documents,” as approved January 12 last, in these 
words, ‘The employees of the Government Printing Office, whether em- 
ployed by the piece or otherwise, shall be allowed leave of absence with pay, 
to the extent of not exceeding thirty days for one fiscal year,” repealed that 
portion of Public Act No. 90, approved June 19, 1894, which reads as follows: 

“Hereafter the Public Printer is authorized to pay pro rata leave of ab- 
sence out of any appropriation for leaves of absence to employees of the 
Government Printing Office in any fiscal year, notwithstanding the fact that 
thirty days’ leave of absence, with pay, may have been granted to such em- 
— in that fiscal year on account of service rendered in the previous fis- 
cal year.” 

Task that you reenact the repealed section to the extent that I may be per- 
mitted to settle the pro rata leave account found to be due any employee of 
this office who may have severed his or her connection with the office by 
death, resignation, or otherwise, at any time, notwithstanding the fact that 
such parties may have received thirty days’ leave of absence during the fiscal 
year for a prior year’s service. 

Under authority of statute, employees are credited with the leave earned 
by service in the office, and it is just, at the time of severing their connection 
Wan, the office, that their claims should be met and their book account bal- 
anced. 

Without statutory authority I seek, Congress will be asked at intervals, as 
in the past, for deficiency appropriations for this purpose. No additional ap- 
prone eens will be needed, as the sum of $50,000, as placed in the deficiency 

vill by your committee for leaves of absence, will be sufficient, in my judg- 
yank to discharge all such obligations, including regular leaves of the present 
scal year. 
Respectfully, 
TH. E. BENEDICT, Public Printer. 
Hon. Josern D. SAYERs, 


House of Representatives. ‘ 


The Clerk read as follows: 


JUDGMENTS IN INDIAN DEPREDATION CLAIMS. 


For tre of the judgment of the Court of Claims in favor of John S. 
Friend for $897, after the deductions required to be made under the pro- 
visions of section 6 of the act approved March 3, 1891, entitled ‘‘An act to pro- 
vide for the adjustment and payment of claims arising from Indian depreda- 
tions,” shall have been ascertained and duly certified by the Secretary of the 
Interior to the Secretary of the Treasury, which certification shall be made 
as soon as practicable after the passage of this act, and such deductions shall 
be made according to the discretion of Secretary of the Interior, having due 
regard to the educational and other necessary requirements of the tribe or 
tribes affected; and the amounts paid shail Ye reimbursed to the United 
States at such times and in such proportions as the Secretary of the Interior 
may decide to be for the interests of the Indian service. 


aoe BAILEY. Mr. Chairman, I desire to offer an amendment 
there. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


On pages 53and 54 strike out all of lines 24 and 25 and lines 1 to 15, inclusive, 
and insert in lieu thereof: 

“For payment of judgments of the Court of Claims in Indian depredation 
cases in the order in which they are certified to Congressin Senate Executive 
Documents No. 7, parts 1 and 2, Nos. 82 and 128,and Senate Miscellaneous 
Document No. 249 of the Fifty-third Congress, second session, and House Ex- 
ecutive Document No. 143 and Senate Executive Document No. 86 of this ses- 
sion, $200,000 or so much thereof as may be necessary to pay and discharge 





such judgments as have been rendered against the United States, after the 
deductions required to be made under the provisions of section 6 of the act 
approved March 3, 1891, entitled ‘An act to provide for the adjustment and 
payment of claims oneness Sms Indian depredations,’ shall have been ascer- 
tained and duly certified by the Secretary of the Interior to the Secretary of 
the Treasury, which certification shall be made as soon as practicable after 
the passage of this act, and such deductions shall be made according to the dis- 
cretion of the Secretary of the Interior, having due regard to the educational 
and other necessary requirements of the tribe or tribes affected; and the 
amounts paid shall be reimbursed to the United States at such times and in 
such proportions as the Secretary of the Interior may decide to be for the 
interests of the Indian service: Provided, That no one of the said judgments 
shall be paid until the Attorney-General shall have certified to the Secretary 
of the Treasury that he has caused to be examined the evidence heretofore 
presented to the Court of Claims in support of said judgment and such other 
pertinent evidence as he shall be able to procure as to whether fraud, wrong, 
or injustice has been done to the United States or whether exorhitant sums 
have been allowed, and finds upon such evidence no grounds sufficient in his 
onan to ea a new trial of said case; or until there shal! have been 
filed with said Secretary a duly certified transcript of the proceedings of the 
Court of Claims denying the motion made by the Attorney-General for a new 
trial in any one of said judgments: Provided further, That any and all judg- 
ments included in saia documents which the present Attorney-General has 
already examined, and is willing to certify under the provisions of this act, 
and any and all judgments rendered during his term of office which he shall be 
willing to ay under the provisions of this act may be certified notwith- 
standing the order of payment herein specified.” 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. I desire to ask a question there. 

Mr. DINGLEY. I reserve the question of order against that 
amendment. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. I rise to make an inquiry. Is this 
a proposition to strike out lines 23 and 24, on page 53, and to line 
15, on page 54, under the head of ‘Indian depredations?” 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE. It strikes out that section and puts 
this amendment under the head of ‘‘ Indian depredation claims.” 

Mr. BAILEY. I have conferred with the gentleman from Ken- 
tucky in charge of the bill, and also with the chairman of the 
Committee on Appropriations, and they both agree that this is a 
just and proper amendment. If the gentleman from Maine will 
permit me to anticipate the point of order, I would suggest to 
him 

Mr. DINGLEY. I simply reserved it until I could hear what 
it was. 

Mr. BAILEY. I would suggest to him that this is in exact 
accordance with the present law, which, indeed, would require 
double this appropriation. 

Mr. SAYERS. Iwill explain to the gentleman from Maine and 
to the gentleman from Illinois. They will probably remember 
that at the last session, when the general deficiency bill was up, 
there was a controversy between the gentleman from Oregon [ Mr. 
HERMANN] and myself and others in regard to the adoption of an 
amendment looking to the payment of judgments that had already 
been rendered. Inasmuch as it had been rumored that many of 
those judgments had been obtained by collusion or through inad- 
vertence and inattention on the part of the officers of the Govern- 
ment, we finally agreed to an appropriation with that clause at- 
tached, which is the law now. My colleague from Texas [ Mr. 
BAILEY] and also the gentleman from Oregon [Mr. HERMANN] 
have spoken to me on the subject at this session, and 1 have agreed 
that if the same provision should be made in this bill I would 
agree to an appropriation, leaving still about three hundred and 
fifty or four hundred thousand dollars of these judgments unpro- 
vided for. But inasmuch as those judgments are being investi- 
gated, and probably will have been fully investigated and reported 
upon by the time Congress next meets, I thought it only right that 
the appropriation should ke allowed. 

Mr. HERMANN. What amount does the gentleman mean? 

Mr. SAYERS. Two hundred thousand dollars. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Are these judgments certified to Congress 
within the time provided by law? 

Mr. SAYERS. They were certified to the last Congress. 

Mr. DINGLEY. And the proviso preserves all rights? 

Mr. SAYERS. Yes. It is identically the same that was put 
in the last general deficiency bill. : 

Mr. DINGLEY. I withdraw the point of order. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE. I desire to ask unanimous consent to 
ut in the REcorD a letter from the Attorney-General giving a 
ist of judgments that have been certified since the last list was 

sent down. 

Mr. HERMANN. It isa list of judments as to which no pay- 
ments have yet been made, I understand. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE. Yes, sir. 

The letter is as follows: 





DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE, 
Washington, D. C., February 21, 1895. 

Str: Ihave to acknowledge the receipt of your telegram of this date re- 
questin a list of all judgments in Indian depredation claims to which the 
United States have no further defense or against which the United States 
can take no further steps, and in reply to transmit herewith a list of all such 
—- rendered since August 23, 1804. 

All judgments rendered prior to that date have heretofore been reported 
to Congress, and were appropriated for, provisionally, by an act approved on 
that day; and the cases which have been certified to the Secretary of the 
Treasury for payment under that act were reported to Congress, as therein 
provided, on January 19, 195, and may be found in House Executive Docu- 
ment No. 245 of the present session. 
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' The final judgments for which no appropriation has been made are as fol- 
Ows: 


Amount 
Cniened. 


Amount of | Date of 
judgment. | judgment. 


6,85 9 | Dec, 26104 


125. 00 | 

22, 260. 00 De 
260.00 | Jam. 23, 1995. 
100.00 | Feb. 4, 1895. 


100.00 Do. 
350. 00 Do. 


575.00 | Feb. 11, 1805. 
2, 445.00 | Feb. 18, 1895. 


In whose favor rendered. 


$10, 315. 00 
125. 00 
30,200. 00 
425. 00 
200. 08 


200. 00 
625.00 


825. 00 
2, 580. 00 


James Wileox -..... sical ae A ere aie i 

Wrylis K. Morris. | 

James M. Whitmore, administrator - 

Paustin Vigil 

Juan Montes Vigil, administrator - 

Teodora Trujillo de Gomes, adminis- 
tratrix _. mnie 

William Carl, jr. 

Antonio A. Vigil and José C. Vigil, 
esaministrators ...............-...... 

George W. Thompson and ioeme 
Horn, surviving partners-.- ‘ities 


Respectfully, 
RICHARD OLNEY. 
Attorney-General. 
Hon. W. C. P. BRECKINRIDGE, 
Howse of Representatives. 


ae: CANNON of Illinois. This amendment appropriates how 
much? 

Mr. BAILEY. Two hundred thousand dollars. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. Two hundred thousand dollars with 
all these safeguards, to pay judgments that are certified by the 
Attorney-General as the law provides. It seems to me that that 
is proper, but I want to ask the gentleman from Texas whether 
itis not true that there are about $300,000 or more of these claims 
in the same ition? 

Mr. BAILEY. Hardly $300,000, though there is quite a num- 
ber of judgments; but this amendment stipulates that the judg- 
ments shall be paid in their order. I believe thatit would be right 
and proper to appropriate a sum sufficient to pay all of these 
judgments under the safeguards provided in this amendment. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. But the safeguard is now in the bill, 
is it not? 


Mr. BAILEY. Yes, sir. This amendment contains it. 


Mr. CANNON of Hlinois. Then why not increase this amount 
to three or four or five hundred thousand, because, as this pro- 
vides that the judgments shall be paid in the order in which they 
are rendered, you make fish of one and fowl of another. 

Mr. SAYERS. I suggest to the gentleman from [linois that 
it is very pr robable that of these judgments, aggregating about 

a 


$750,000, all will not have to be paid, so that there is no necessity 
= appropriating the full amount now. 

Mr. BAILEY. I will say frankly to the gentleman from Illi- 
nois that I would vote to appropriate every dollar that is neces- 
sary to pay any judgment, but we have agreed now to take two 
hun thousand. 

Mr. CANNON of Hilinois. I will ask my friend, for he has in- 
vestigated the matter, does he believe that there will be certified 
under this provision, between now and the ist of December, 
$300,000 of these judgments? 

Mr. BAILEY. I donot. I say so because the Attorney-Gen- 
eral has filed motions for new trials in a great many cases, and 
does not seem to be disposed to press a determination of those 
motions. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. You think, then, that the $200,000 
will pay the judgments for the coming fiscal year? 

Mr. BAILEY. I think it will. 

Mr. HERMANN. Iam glad that the gentleman from Texas 
has made that qualification—that the Attorney-General does not 
seem to be disposed to try those motions for new trials. 

Mr. B: ‘AILEY, I think it is a just criticism. 

Mr. HERMANN. It is, and I am ready to unite with the gen- 
tleman in the criticism. 

The amendment was adopted. 

The Clerk resumed the reading of the bill. 

Mr. O'NEILL =. Missouri. lI offer an amendment to come in 
after line 4, 

Mr. BR ECREN EA (RIDGE. LIreserve a pointof order on the nial 
ment. 

The Clerk read the amendment, as follows: 

Aft: or line 4, page 58, insert the follow 

“To pay Bater Mar tin $77.80, the aaemak allowed by the Third Auditor of 
the Treasury Department, under the act of July 4, 1864.” 

Mr, CANNON of Illinois. What is this about? 

Mr. O'NEILL of Missouri. It is a claim allowed by the Treas- 
ury Dep partment, and certified 

Mr. CANNON of Dilincis. What for? 

Mr. O'NEILL of Missouri. For supplies furnished during the 


war. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. Where? 

Mr. O'NEILL of Missouri. Near Pilot Knob, Mo. They were 
furnished to Gen. Thomas C. Fletcher's troops. His adjutant 
neglected to furnish a voucher at the time, the proof being after- 
wards furnished. It was allowed by the “Treasury Department, 


ee 


and is embraced in the report made by the Secretary of the Treas- 
wa April 30, 1892. 
fr. CANNON of Illinois. Has the gentleman that report? 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE. This is a very small claim, but it 
properly belongs in what is known as the ‘‘4th of July bill;” it 
would be entirely proper in that bill, but it is not proper on this. 

Mr. SAYERS. I trust the gentleman from Missouri will not 

insist on this amendment. He knows that every time this propo- 
sition has come up in the committee it has been defeated. 

Mr. O'NEILL of Missouri. I do not think, upon a small matter 
like this, any quibble should be raised in regard to the committees 
to which it should be refer red, and ther eby ] prevent exact justice 
from being accomplished. This claim has waited a long time. 
It has been certified to by the Treasury Department as a proper 
account, and why not allow it? The only eiiection seems to be 
that it is almost too small a matter to be brought before Congress. 

A Memser. How much? 

oo O’NEILL of Missouri. Seventy-seven dollars and eighty 
cents 

A MEMBER. Why not pay it out of your own pocket? 

Mr. O'NEILL of Missouri I would ae so if on were not a 
surplus in the ee [Laughter.] I hope that the amend- 
ment will be adopted. 

Mr. SIMPSON Is this claim payable in “‘ coin?”~ Will silver be 
accepted? 

Mr. O'NEILL of Missouri. This is a deficiency and has been 
certified to by the proper officer of the Government. How can it 
be subject to a point of order? 

Mr. SAYE If we admit this, there are several hundred 
thousand dollars of claims of the same kind yet to be paid. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE. Very much more than that—millions. 

Mr. O’NEILL of Missouri. I do not see how this claim stands 
on different footing from the Indian depredation claims which the 
gentlemen of the Committee on Appropriations have just allowed 
to be put on this bill, amounting to several hundred thousand 
dollars. This House is sometimes very generous; it ought to be 
just. 

Mr. SIMPSON. Will this claimant take his pay in silver? 

Mr. O'NEILL of Missouri. He will take anything he can get. 
Yes; he will take silver. 

Mr. SIMPSON. Then Iam for your proposition. [Laughter.] 

The CHAIRMAN. Will the gentleman from Kentucky please 
state the grounds on which he raises the point of order? 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE. The ground of objection is that this 
isaclaim which, whatever may be its merits, should go under 
the rules of the House to the Committee on Claims, and is not 
proper as an appropriation upon a deficiency bill. There are 
claims 4mounting to millions and millions of dollars which have 
been audited by particular officers and which remain unpaid, but 
which do not belong to a deficiency bill and would not be proper 
on such a bill. 

Mr. STONE of Kentucky. Allow me to correct my colleague. 
The gentleman speaks of these claims amounting to “millions.” 
There are only about $2,200 of them. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE. What class of claims does the gentle- 


man refer to? 
“Fourth of July claims,” which 


Mr. STONE of Kentucky. 
have been allowed. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE. I do not confine my remarks to “4th 
of July claims;” I am referring generally to claims against the 
Government which have been passed by the auditing officers. 
There are over $100,000 of such claims for barracks and sup- 
slies— 

. Mr. STONE of Kentucky. They are not claims like this. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE. They may not be like this in a strict 
sense of the term; but they are like this in the sense that they are 
claims and not deficiencies. That is the point. 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. 
BRECKINRIDGE] insist that the payment of this claim is not author- 
ized by existing law—— 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE. I know nothing about that. 

The CHAIRMAN. Or that the allowance of this claim would 
change existing law? 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE. Ido not know anything about that. 

Mr. SAYERS. I suggest that this is merely a claim; such mat- 
ters have always been treated simply as claims—— 

The CHAIRMAN. That is not the point. 

Mr. SAYERS. And they have no place on a deficiency bill. 

The CHAIRMAN. Aclaim might have a right to be placed on 
a deficiency bill if it were a claim accruing against the Government 
under existing law in force at the time it acerued. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE. This is not a deficiency under the rules 
of the House. This is a claim and should go to the Committee on 
Claims. The Committee on Appropriations would have no juris- 
diction of such a claim. If we should attempt to take it up, . 
would be rejected by the committee, not because it n 
lacks merit as a claim, but because it does not come within nr 
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jurisdiction. Such claims are never sent to our committee. Cer- 
tain claims are sent to the Committee on Claims; certain claims to 
the Committee on War Claims; certain claims to the Committee 
on Private Land Claims; certain claims to the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions; certain claims to the Committee on Pensions; cer- 
tain claims to the Committee on Foreign Affairs; and so on. 

Now, under the rules of the House each bill carries its own ap- 
propriations; and a deficiency bill is only for those things which 
are really deficiencies. This is not a deficiency in any sense of the 
word. 

Mr. O’NEILL of Missouri. Will the gentleman yield for a ques- 
tion? 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE. Certainly. 

Mr. O'NEILL of Missouri. What is thedifference between these 
claims and claims certified from the Second Auditor's Office? 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE. Because they are sent down, under the 
law, to the Committee on Appropriations. 

Mr. O'NEILL of Missouri. But I mean as an exact matter of 
justice, what is the difference? 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE. Itis a matter of law; the rules pro- 
vide for it. Certain claims are sent to our committee, under the 
rules, to make provision for them. 

Mr.DINGLEY. They are deficiencies for currentexpenditures. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE. Yes, as my colleague suggests, they 
are deficiencies for the current expenditures of the Government. 
They are certified under certain acts of Congress and sent to our 
Committee on Appropriations, and then we have jurisdiction. Of 
the others we have not jurisdiction. The whole question is simply 
this: Can you turn this bill into a general claims bill and put on 
it every claim or gratuity which it may be alleged the Govern- 
ment of the United States owes? 

Mr. O’NEILL of Missouri. Permit me.a moment. 

This matter comes tothe House from the Treasury Department, 
certified by the Secretary of the Tre , and is embraced in a 
small lot of claims sent on the 13th of April, 1892, in reference to 
which the Auditor states that ‘‘ they are in pursuance of the second 
section of the act of June 16, 1871, and include claims examined 
and allowed under the provisions of the act of July 4, 1864.” Now, 
after this claim has been considered and approved by the Depart- 
ment, recognized as a just claim, I do not see why it should stand 
upon a different footing from the claims to which the gentleman 
from Kentuckyrefers. It looks strange to me, after the House has 
voted thousands and thousands of dollars as a gratuity, —— 
for large payments, that the moment a claimant comes here with 
an honest claim, allowed by the proper Department, the point of 
order is made against it. 

Mr. SIMPSON. And after voting twenty-three millions for 
battle ships. 

A MemsBer. The gentleman from Missouri voted for that him- 
self. [Laughter.] 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair is unable to determine what 
particular rule this amendment is obnoxious to—— 

Mr. O’NEILL of Missouri. There is no particular rule. 

The CHAIRMAN. And not being clear as to the existence of 
such rule, and none having been pointed out 

Mr. O’NEILL of Missouri. None can be pointed out. 

Mr.SAYERS. If the Chair will allow me a moment, this comes 
under what are known as the 4th of July claims. You may 
take the history of our deficiency bills for ten or fifteen years, cer- 
tainly eight years to my personal knowledge, and you will find 
that this class of claims has always been sent to the Committee on 
War Claims under the rules of the House and has never been ap- 
propriated for on a general deficiency bill. They are never sent 
to the Committee on Appropriations and there has never been a 
single one of them allowed as a part of this bill. We have uni- 
formly had rulings of Chairmen of Committee of the Whole when 
the bill has been under consideration against this very proposi- 
tion. 

The CHAIRMAN. Can the gentleman cite the Chair to such 
a ruling? 

Mr. SAYERS. I think I can, if the Chair will allow a little 
time. I think I can find where there was a ruling against this 
very claim, and it was held out of order. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. I call the attention of the Chair to 
this fact: That there is nothing in this Congress to give any com- 
mittee, under its rules, any jurisdiction in this matter without 
reference to when or where it originated. 

This seems to be an executive document forwarded in 1892. I 
presume it had a proper reference in the Fifty-first Congress, but 
there is nothing im the President’s message or any other docu- 
ment from any other Department or any certificate that gives 
any committee jurisdiction. Perhapsithas beenpaid. Perchance 
the Auditor has reversed himself; [donotknow. I merely suggest 
this for the consideration of the Chair. 

The CHAIRMAN. If there be no objection this matter will be 


The 





temporarily passed over. 
Mr. SAYERS. 


It has, I believe, been ruled on heretofore. 


gentleman himself, if I recollect aright, has tried to get it upon 
the bill before now. 

Mr. HOOKER of Mississippi. But it might have been ruled 
out on wrong grounds. Give him another chance. 

The CHAIRMAN. The matter will be passed over for the pres- 
ent, and the Clerk will proceed with the reading of the bill. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

CLAIMS REPORTED BY THE AUDITOR FOR THE WAR DEPARTMENT. 

For pay, etc., of the Army, $1,531.61. 

For subsistence of the Army, $224.58. 

For regular supplies, Quartermaster’s Department, $113.70 

For incidental expenses, Quartermaster’s Department. $2,058.73. 

For transportation of the Army and its sagelies $1,139.37 

Mr. RUSSELL of Connecticut. I offer the amendment I send 
to the desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

On page 58, after line 17, insert: 

“For payment on account of transportation of the Army for 1881 and prior 
years, the following-numbered Treasury settlements, heretofore allowed and 
certified by the proper accounting officers of the Treasury under appropri- 
ations the balances of which have been exhausted or carried to the surplus 
fund, and enumerated and described in Executive Documents Nos. 55 and 153, 
Forty-eighth Congress, first and second sessions. and House Miscellaneous 
Document No. 56, Fifty -third Congress, third session, namely: Nos. 174, 161, 
176, 331, 162, 210, 333, 322, 543, 544, 701, 711, 805, 944, 1206, 1586, 1538, 1715, 999—amount- 
ing to the sum of $37,313.44." 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE. I immake the point of order against that 
amendment. Those are rejected claims. 

Mr. RUSSELL of Connecticut. If it is the pleasure of the g¢ 
tleman that the remainder of the bill be read, I am willing to let 
this amendment go over. 

Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. I wish to discuss the point 
of order when it is taken up. I wish simply to say to the gentle- 
man from Kentucky, now, that they are not disallowed claims. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE. I thought they were claims that had 
been rejected by Mr. Maynard and Mr. Blackburn, after having 
been once allowed, some of them, by Mr. Upton. 

Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. They have been allowed by 
Mr. Upton. They were disallowed by Mr. Maynard, but they 
have been reallowed since by Mr. Mansur. They were never re- 
jected, in the proper sense. There was a review. They have 
been reviewed again and allowed by Mr. Mansur, the present 
assistant. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE. Let them go over, and we will exam- 
ine them between now and Monday. Let the point of order be 
reserved. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will read. 

The Clerk, proceeding with the reading of the bill, read as fol- 
lows: 

CLAIMS REPORTED BY THE AUDITOR FOR THE WAR 
~ y s y 3 

For horses for cavalry and artillery, $521.4. 

Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. I offer the amendment which 
I send to the Clerk’s desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Between lines 21 and 22,0n page 58, insert the following: 

* For barracks and quarters, $39,592.42.” 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE. I reserve the point of order. 

Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. I should like to inquire of 
the gentleman why that item has been omitted. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE. Has the gentleman examined the re- 
port of the committee? 

Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. I have not. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE. Isuggest to the gentleman that he read 
the report of the committee. 


‘Ti- 
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Mr. SAYERS. I think he will then withdraw his amendment. 

Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. Let this go over the same as 
the others, with the point of order reserved. 

The CHAIRMAN. If there be no objection, the amendment 
will lie over temporarily. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE. Mr. Chairman, there is a question 


raised by the gentleman from Georgia [Mr. Ltvineston| which 
we might take up and dispose of before 3 o’clock. I see the gen- 
tleman from Georgiaishere. There isa questionof order pending. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

On page 48, after line 8, insert: 

“To pay the claims of Charles Morgan, C. B. Payne, and the Southern 
Steamship Company, audited and reported to the Forty-sixth Congress; the 
claims of Charlies Morgan and M. C. Mordecai, audited and reported to the 
Forty-eighth Congress; being for allowance for one month's extra pay a 
United States mail contractors, $17,510.83, or so much thereof as may be neces 
sary.” 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. I want to ask if there is a point of order 
pending on that amendment? 

Mr. SAYERS. There is. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. I understood that the gentleman from 
Missouri [Mr. HatcuH], who was in the chair yesterday at the 
time this amendment was offered, overruled the point of order. 

Mr. SAYERS. Not at all; he did not overrule it. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. I will let the Recorp decide that. 
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The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will read the Recorp. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE. While that is being looked up, I desire 
to ask unanimous consent to put into the Recorp a letter from 
Mr. Carroll D. Wright giving fuller information about the census 
matter concerning which the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. Hep- 
BURN] questioned me yesterday. 

The CHAIRMAN. If there be no objection, the letter will be 
inserted in the Recorp. 

There was no objection. 

The letter is as follows: 

DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR, CENSUS OFFICE, 
Washington, February 23, 1895. 

My Dear Sir: I note that an ‘oeniry was made yesterday as to the publi- 
cation of the final reports of the Eleventh Census. 

The whole number of final volumesis 25. Thisnumber does not include the 
Compendium or Abstract. Of the 25 final volumes, 5 have already been is- 
sued; 3 will be issued in a very few days; 10 more are nearly ready, and have 
been out of the control of the Census for along time. There are but a few 
pages more to go to the printer. Isee no reason why the whole 25 volumes 
should not be out during the present calendar year, which will close the Cen- 
sus publications nearly three years earlier than they were closed for the 
Tenth Census. In addition to the final volumes already issued, parts 1 and 
2 of the Compendium are out, while the third is waiting for final results ina 
few directions. Nearly all of the material facts of the census have long been 
before the public in the form of bulletins, so the final volumes cause no delay 
in the publication of such information. 

I send you these memoranda in case further inquiries should be made rela- 
tive to the completion of the census. 

Iam, very respectfully, 
CARROLL D. WRIGHT, 
Commissioner of Labor in Charge. 
Hon. W. C. P. BRECKINRIDGE, * 
Committee on Appropriations, House of Representatives. 

Mr. SAYERS. I ask for the reading of the REcorp, to show 
what was done yesterday when the amendment referred to by the 
gentleman from Georgia [Mr. LIVINGSTON] was offered. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will read the Recorp on the 
point involved. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Mr. LivinestTon. I offer an amendment on page 48, after line 8. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

“On page 48, after line 8, insert: 

“*To pay the claims of Charles Morgan, C. B. Payne, and the Southern 
Steamship Company, audited and reported to the Forty-sixth Congress; the 
claims of Charles Morgan and M. C. Mordecai, audited and reported to the 
Forty-eighth Congress; being for allowance for one month’s extra y as 
United States mail contractors, $17,510.83, or so much thereof as may be nec- 
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essary. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE. While I am in favor of paying these claims, if subject 
to the point of order I feel it my duty to make the point of order. 

Mr. SAYERs. I am opposed to paying these claims. 

Mr. LIvINnGsTon. Mr. C man, I want to hear the gentleman on the point 
of order. I want to know where it is. 

Mr. DineLey. Has the amendment been read? 

Mr. DocKkERY. Reserve every point of order. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE. I make the point of order that there is no law under 
which they can be paid. 
> Mr. Livingston. Why, in answer to that, Mr. Chairman, I have the law 

ere. 

Mr. DinGuey. Is the point of order reserved? I have not heard it read. 

‘The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Kentucky makes the point of order. 

Mr. Dockery. I make the point of order under clause 2 of Rule XX1. I 
want to make every point of order that may be made. 

Mr. Livinaston. Iunderstand that these gentlemen are catching at astraw. 
I will show them what it is before I get through. 


Mr. LIVINGSTON. There is no necessity for reading the whole 
of that. Go to the conclusion, where it was carried over. 

Mr.SAYERS. If the Clerk will turn to page 2576, in the first 
column, he will find where the gentleman from Georgia said: 


I will consent that this shall go over until the other parts of the bill are acted 
upon. 
r.DockErRY. With the point of order pending. 


Mr. LIVINGSTON. The point of order madeagainst the amend- 
ment was upon the ground that there was no law authorizing the 
payment of these claims. I regret that the present occupant was 
not in the chair when the ar ent was made and the letters read 
from the Auditor. I refer the Chair most respectfully to those 
letters, in which the Auditor most distinctly states that under the 
act of 1878, in the Revised Statutes, these claims were audited and 
sent to the House. 

The act of 1874, Mr. Chairman, in substance was this, that when 
these unpaid claims were left over for the length of two years the 
money was covered back into the Treasury. The act of 1878 
amended the act of 1874 to the extent that these claims unpaid 
that had been covered back into the Treasury need not be reappro- 
priated for, but certified directly to the House for payment; and 
the Auditor, whose letters are now on the desk and which I had 
read, states emphatically under the law of 1878 these claims have 
been certified to the House; and I refer the Chair to the act of 
1878 and the Auditor’s letters to show that there is not only a law 
but a positive law. In the first place, the Revised Statutes state 
that the Postmaster-General shall have power when he discontin- 
ues a contract at his own will, for any cause whatever, to give a 
month’s extra pay to the contractor. He discontinued these con- 
tracts. Hegranted the month's pay; the money was sepeeeene 
but before being paid, under the act of 1874, it lap and went 
into the Treasury. Now, the act of 1878 takes it out, and from 
that year down, in the Forty-sixth, the Forty-seventh, and the 
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Forty-eighth Congresses, these claims have been certified to by 
the Auditor and sent to this House. 

I desire to say further, Mr. Chairman, they are not only in con- 
formity with law but expressly in conformity with the usage of 
the Postmaster-General for more than thirty years under the law. 

More than that. The letter of the Auditor states emphatically 
that these are the only four claims of this class unpaid and unset- 
tled, and that they are in conformity with the law; and he ex- 
pressly shows in his letter that there is no legal hindrance or let 
against the payment of these claims. They are legally and prop- 
erly just under the law. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Will the gentleman in this connection have 
read the letter of the Auditor of February 13, 1895? The letter 
that was read was the first letter, and I believe the gentleman has 
addressed a subsequent communication to the Auditor. I wish 
he would have the second letter read. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. I have another letter; I will have it read. 
It is a letter addressed to me on June 12, 1894. 

Mr. DOCKERY. That was read before. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. Here is the letter you want read. The 
letter that you want read has been read. Here is a former letter. 
I will have that read also if you wish it. 

: eo DOCKERY. The letter I refer to is the letter of February 
3, 1895. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. That has been read. 

The CHAIRMAN. The letter of June 12 was read yesterday. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. Here is the letter of June 12. 

The CHAIRMAN. It was read. 

Mr. DOCKERY. If I am not mistaken, and I spoke to the 
Auditor—— 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. I have no objection to this letter being 
read, and we will putthemallin. Hereisthe letter. Let that be 
read first. That is what the gentleman wants. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

TREASURY DEPARTMENT, 
OFFICE OF AUDITOR FOR THE Post-OFFICE DEPARTMENT, 
Washington, D. C., February 13, 1895. 


Srr: I have the honor to invite your attention toa letter from this Office 
(copy inclosed) addressed to you June 12, 1894, relative to certain ante-bellum 
claims. In making answer in that letter to your inquiry whether or not 
“these claims have been paid in whole or in part by the Confederate States,” 
the fact that the evidence on file in this Office of. the payment or —- 
any the Confederate States Government isincomplete was inadvertently 
omi . 7 

As this fact of incomplete records has subsequently been considered and 
reported on by this office in the case of other ante-bellum claims, and as this 
class of claims seem to stand upon the same footing as to merit, it is believed 
that the same information should be furnished you in the cases reported 
upon ms said letter of June 12, 1894, as has been furnished other claims of like 
character. 

Very respectfully, 
GEO. A. HOWARD, Auditor. 

Hon. L. F. Livineston, 


House of Representatives, Washington, D. C. 


Mr. DOCKERY. Now, Mr. Chairman, I understand the gen- 
tleman in charge of the bill desires, under some arrangement, to 
move that the committee rise; so that we will let this matter go 
over. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE. There will be eulogies on the late Sen- 
ator Vance at 8 o’clock, and as we can not conclude this argument 
by 3 o’clock I move now that the committee rise. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The committee accordingly rose; and the Speaker having re- 
sumed the chair, Mr. TARSNEY, from the Committee of the Whole, 
reported that they had had under consideration a bill (H. R. 8892), 
the general deficiency bill, and had come to no resolution thereon. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous con- 
sent that, for the = of proceeding with the consideration of 
the general deficiency bill, the House meet at 11 o’clock on Monday. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE. I ask unanimous consent that such 
gentlemen as have spoken or may desire to speak upon the mat- 
ters embraced in the bill may have permission to extend their re- 
marks in the RECORD. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 


THE LATE SENATOR VANCE, 


The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the special order. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


Resolved, That oe: the 23d day of February next, beginning at 3 o’clock 
.m., be set a for eulogies on the life and services of the late Zebulon B. 
ance, late a Senator from the State of North Carolina 


Mr. HENDERSON of North Carolina. Mr. Speaker, I offer the 
resolutions which I send to the desk. 
The resolutions were read, as follows: 


Resolved, That the business of the House be now suspended that_opportu- 
nity may be given for tribute to the memory of Hon. Zebulon B. Vance, late 
a Senator from the State of North Carolina. 

Resolved, That as a further mark of respect to the memory of the deceased 
and in — of his eminent ability and illustrious public services, the 
House, at the conclusion of these memorial services, adjourn. 
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Resolved, That the Clerk communicate these resolutions to the Senate. 
Resolved, That the Clerk be instructed to send a copy of thece resolutions 
to the family of the deceased. 


The resolutions were adopted. 


Mr. HENDERSON of North Carolina. Mr. oe Zebulon 
Baird Vance was born in Buncombe Coanty, N. C., May 13, 1830, 
and died in the city of Washington, D. C., Anes 14, 1894, being 
almost 64 years old. He received a thorough English education. 
He first entered Washington College, Tennessee, and afterwards 
went to the University of North Carolina, where he remained one 
year; studied law and was admitted to the bar in January, 1852, 
commencing the practice at Asheville, the county site of his native 
county. In the same year he was elected county attorney of Bun- 
combe County; was elected a member of the State house of com- 
mons in 1854; was elected a Representative to the Thirty-fifth 
Congress in 1858 as a State Rights American, succeeding to the 
vacancy created by the resignation of the Hon. Thomas L. Cling- 
man upon the latter’s election to the United States Senate; was 
also a Representative in the Thirty-sixth Congress. 

His service in Congress began December 7, 1858, and ended 
March 3, 1861. He entered the Confederate army as captain in 
May, 1861, and became colonel of the Twenty-sixth Regiment 
North Carolina Infantry, in August, 1861. He was elected gov- 
ernor of North Carolina in August, 1862, and reelected in August, 
1864. At the close of the war he was arrested by a company of 
Federal troops and confined in the Old Capitol Prison for a few 
weeks. Shortly after the war he removed to Charlotte and entered 
upon the active practice of the law; was elected to the United 
States Senate in November, 1870, but, being denied admission upon 
the ground that his political disabilities had not been removed, he 
resigned in January, 1872. In the same year he was again the 
Democratic nominee for United States Senator, but was not elected 
by the general assembly; was elected governor of North Carolina 
for the third time in 1876, and in January, 1879, was elected tothe 
United States Senate; was reelected in January, 1885, and again 
reelected in January, 1891. He died in peace and in the full pos- 
session of all his faculties, at his residence in the city of Wash- 
ington, 1627 Massachusetts avenue, on April 14, 1894. 

Of him it may be said as King David said unto his servants 
when announcing the death of Abner: 

Thereis * * * agreat manfallen * * * in Israel. 


He was indeed great intellectually and morally, and I do not be- 
lieve there was ever a time during the whole period of his career 
when he was not conscious of his own great powers and qualities; 
but he was entirely free from any peculiar egotism or individual 
self-esteem. He was one of the most lovable of men, andif he 
was never at a loss to hold decided opinions of his own and to ex- 
press them clearly and courageously he always did so with humil- 
ity and eT He had a giant’s strength, but the softness, 
simplicity, and heart of a child. At school and at college he was 
recognized Ly teachers and students alike as one who had the 
promise of a brilliant future. 

He was a ready, humorous, and fluent speaker, and a bright and 
witty conversationalist; and before he left college he acquired a 
reputation for genius and originality. His popularity everywhere 
and at all times was a matterof courseand something phenomenal, 
in school, in college, in the legislature, in the army, as governor 
of the State, asa private citizen, andin Congress. Like the Cheva- 
lier Bayard, he may be said tohave been, in most phases of hischar- 
acter, @ man ‘‘ without fear and without reproach.” Before the 
war began in 1861 he had served one term in the State legislature 
and two terms in the UnitedStates House of Representatives, and 
in both of these assemblies he achieved distinction and took high 
rank. Although astrong believerin State rights he did not origi- 
nally favor the withdrawal of the Southern States from the Union. 

hen war was inevitable he cast his lot with his State and 
went to the front in defense of the people of North Carolina and 
of the Southern States; and the ederate States never had 
amore faithful or loyal friend and supporter. It was not his 
fortune to serve long in the army, but he was a brave officer and 
soldier, and at the battle of Newbern he displayed skill and ca- 
pacity as an officer and was conspicuous for his gallantry and 
courageous conduct on the field, and for services in that battle he 
was highly commended by his superiors in command. 

During the four years of the war—the times that tried men’s 
souls—he was equal to every occasion and emergency. Until he 
was elected governor of the State in 1862 he served in the field, 
sharing all the privations of the soldiers of his command with the 
same endurance, courage, and patience which b paienere to the lot 
of the priyate soldier and with an alacrity and hopefulness born 
of true devotion to the Confederate cause. As governor of the 
State he showed himself at his best, and no American Common- 
wealth during the exciting and troublous period of the war had a 
wiser, more successful, or more capable executive. He built up 
and husbanded in a remarkable and most skillful way all the re- 
sources of the State. No State furnished as many soldiers in pro- 
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portion to population to the Confederate cause as North Carolina, 
and no soldiers of any State were better, braver, or more patriotic. 

Governor Vance was a splendid organizer. His blockade run- 
ners enabled him to export cotton and other products of the State 
to Liverpool and other European ports and to receive in exchange 
many necessary supplies for the use of the soldiers and people of 
North Carolina. here was dire distress in the State. Not only 
was there suffering among the soldiers, but starvation threatened 
many a household at home. The widows and orphans were pro- 
vided for, and, as far as was possible, all who were in distress. 
Governor Vance did everything in his power to make comfortable 
provision for the Federal prisoners confined atSalisbury. Inevery 
county in the State relief committees were organized to help and 
succor the poor and needy. The noble women of North Carolina, 
with patriotic devotion and genuine enthusiasm, responded to his 
every appeal. They ministered to the necessities of the sick and 
suffering, the wounded and dying. They clothed and fed the sol- 
diers of the army and the destitute athome. If doing good is the 
great way of enriching character, how great must their reward 
be! Their works do follow them! These good and lovely women 
did not expect payment in this world for their deeds of kindness 
and charity. eir citizenship and reward is in heaven beyond 
the skies! ‘‘ Heaven-born charity,” it has been beautifully said, 
‘*is the sovereign antidote for all the ills of womanhood.” 

At the close of the war the name of Vance was very dear to the 
people of North Carolina, and their love and esteem for him con- 
tinued to the very last. Men, women, and children all admired 
and revered him, and the people of the State gave the most genu- 
ine proofs of their attachment and love for him. In 1876 they 
elected him governor for the third time, and the general assembly 
four times elected him United States Senator. I had the honor 
and privilege, as a member of the State senate, to vote for Governor 
Vance for United States Senator at the time of his election by the 
general assembly in January, 1879. 

If Senator Vance was not distinguished as a lawyer, it was be- 
cause he did not practice long enough to build up a great reputa- 
tion, but he was certainly an accomplished forensic speaker and a 
splendid advocate at the bar. Until after he entered the Senate 
he had no reputation asastudent. His Senatorial career com- 
menced March 4, 1879, and thereafter he became a constant and 
faithful student of the tariff, of finance, and other economic 
—*. and he wrote and spoke much on all these subjects. 

€ was a good writer and a charming speaker. On the hustings 
he had few equals anywhere, and in the Senate he was always 
heard with attention and respect. He was a great debater, and 
had an easy command of the English language. At times he was 
eloquent, and he was always humorous, instructive, and enter- 
taining. He had an interesting and inexhaustible fund of anec- 
dote, and when he could not demolish his antagonist by argument 
he effectively turned upon him the weapons of irony, invective, 
and ridicule. He did not indulge in the flowers of oratory, but 
very few men excelled him in accuracy of speech or in strength 
of expression. 

His Senatorial colleagues admired and esteemed him greatly; 
and the tributes recently paid to his memory in the other House 
are marvels of eloquence and accuracy of judgment, and indicate 
a very keen insight into his character. Senator BLACKBURN, of 
Kentucky, said that ‘‘never in all his life did he hear the virtues, 
the merits, and worth of a man more eloquently portrayed, more 
fairly and truthfully put ” than by Senator Ransom in the Senate. 
Senator Vance was a statesman of spotless integrity, and no coun- 
try ever had a truer patriot. He was the friend of education, 
religion, and learning. Among his contemporaries he held a fore- 
most rank in fame and merit. He was ever the friend of the 
people, especially the humble, the needy, and the oppressed. 

Like Daniel Webster, he believed the Government of the United 
States to be the people’s Government, made for the people, made 
by the people, and answerable to the people. And I say it rever- 
ently, ‘* The common people heard him gladly.” And whileit may 
be truthfully said of him, as has been said of another great man, 
that ‘‘ he was absolutely without fear,as he was above self-seeking 
and corruption,” it must nevertheless be admitted that Senator 
Vance was sometimes timid when he found the wishes of any large 
number of his constituents to be in opposition to his own views. 
He was loath to oppose a great popular movement. He thought 
the popular judgment to be oftener right than wrong. He there- 
fore deferred to the wishes of the people until he was convinced 
that they were wrong. He considered it the duty of every public 
man to endeavor ‘‘ to keep in touch with the people.” We havea 
great country, but who made it great but the people? Trained 


and reared in another school of politics, Senator Vance became by 
choice, study, and conviction, before he reached the middle of 
life, a Jeffersonian Democrat, and thenceforward he adhered to 
and upheld with ever-increasing sincerity and devotion what he 
believed to be the ancient creeds and true principlesof the Demo- 
cratic party. 

He knew he was not, and he did not believe any man was, great 
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enough to be above his party. He loved the applause of the pub- 
lic and he was sincerely grateful for the honors that the people 
showered upon him. If it be true—and who doubts it?—that— 
The heavenliest tot that earthly natures know 
Is to be affluent in gratitude— 
he had indeed that blessing, for no man appreciated more or felt 
any more thankful for the favors of the people than himself. And 
that is one reason why his memory is so fragrant and his name so 
full of good cheer to the people of his State, who loved him so well. 
Their memory and meditation of him shall indeed be sweet! 

Senator Vance was truthful and sincere, open and candid to 
friend and foe alike. He knew full well that the people im trust- 
ing him did so because they had the utmost faith and confidence 
in his integrity and uprightness, and because they knew that the 
principles which guided him in his conduct through life would 
make him be to them a sincere and trustworthy counselor and 
friend. I can not find words better fitted to describe Senator 
Vance’s character than in the following extract from the writings 
of Dean Stanley: 

Give us a man, young or old, high or low, on whom we know we can thor- 
oughly depend—who will stand firm when others fail—the friend, faithful and 
true; the adviser, honest and fearless; the adversary, just and chivalrous. 

Senator Vance was twice married. Whenayoung man he was 
united in holy matrimony to Miss Harriet Newell Espey, of North 
Carolina, a lady of many intellectual gifts, of intense religious 
faith and convictions, a lovely Christian character, devoutly given 
to all good works. They lived very happily together. Her in- 
fluence over her husband was remarkable and permanent. They 
had four children; all sons, three of whom are still living. Her 
name is written in the book of life! 

Senator Vance had an abiding faith and a genuine belief in the 
truths of the Christian religion, but he was not the slave of edu- 
cation or prejudice. His views allowed for a wide latitude of 
the angieall opinion and individual liberty and tolerance. It is 
hard to admit the world inside a sacred precinct of the heart. 
The little tender traits of beauty, which we can not always expect 
the world to appreciate, are usually kept back and withheld. I 
had a conversation with him a number of years ago in regard to 
some controverted points of Christian faith and practice. He 
told me that he thought all Christians of whatever name were 
agreed upon the essential articles and creeds, and that too much 
stress was laid upon their theological differences, many of which 
were either unimportant, immaterial, or at least not vital. He im- 
pressed me at the time as one who had universal charity and tol- 
erance toward those differing from him in religious opinions. 
He would have been perfectly consistent in saying of all faithful 
Christian people: 

They are brothers and comrades; they stand side by side. 
Their faith and their hope is the same. 

It is reported that he once said to a dear friend of his: You 
believe in the doctrine of falling from grace but never fall, while 
I do not believe in that doctrine and am always falling. 

One of the most popular and brilliant lectures he ever wrote was 
upon ‘‘ The Scattered Nation "—God’s ancient and chosen people. 

e delivered it many times; and I suppose that no other Christian 
man in America was ever as much loved and admired by the chil- 
dren of Israel as Senator Vance. They gave him their heart, their 
confidence and friendship, and he had an ever-ready welcome to 
their homes. The name of Vance is exceedingly precious to every 
Jew and is a household wore in every Jewish circle in the United 
States. 

Senator Vance was not without his faults. He was subject to 
human infirmities and frailties, for there is no man, not a just 
man upon earth, that doeth good and sinneth not, but this is no 
reason why his friends should not praise his goodness and virtues 
and seek to follow his good example. 

‘* Whatsoever a man soweth, that shall he also reap.” 

‘* Tf he sows poppies, he will get gaudy flowers; but what will 
he do when the harvest comes and he is hungry for bread?” 

Senator Vance was married, in J une, 1880, to Mrs. Florence Steele 
Martin, of Kentucky, a lady of rare personal attractions, elegant in 
manners, lively and brilliant in conversation, exceedingly graceful, 
attractive, and intelligent, with literary talents and tastes of a 
high order; a refined, devoutly religious, and highly cultured 
woman. She was to her husband not only a devoted, dutiful wife, 
bat a faithful friend and companion. She was the solace and 
comfort of his declining years. One of the best women I ever 
knew—she is now at rest—once told me that to know Mrs. Vance 
intimately and to associate with her often in her own home was 
equal to a liberal education. 

Comparisons are said to be odious, and I will not undertake to 
say that Senator Vance was greater ¢han ‘any of his contempora- 
ries. History will do him justice and will faithfully portray his 
character and life’s work. His name will assuredly fill an envi- 
able space on the historic page of his State and country. His 
character was unique and original. He was 2 man of genius, with 
extraordinary abilities and talents. In many respects he was 
without a peer. No man ever lived who was nearer and dearer to 
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the hearts of the people of North Carolina. He was taken away 
at the very moment when his State and his country needed him 
most, and when he might have been expected to enter upon a greatly 
enlarged sphere of usefulness,and honor. Mr. Gladstone had been 
elected to Parliament before Senator Vance was born, and that 
great statesman is still living in the full possession of all his pow- 
ers and influence. What a reminder of the shortness, variable- 
ness, and uncertainty of human life! None of us can be made to 
realize this sufficiently. We are constantly reminded, and espe- 
cially on these solemn occasions, that ‘‘man that is born of a 
woman hath a short time to live, and is full of misery,” 

and that ‘‘in the midst of life we are in death.” 

Great men die, the land mourns, and for a short time death is a 
reality to us, but we go on in our course as if we expected an ex- 
ception to be made in some way in our own favor. Friends die, 
and, in a certain sense, we realize the hollowness of all things 
earthly, but we unconsciously ask ourselves whether a time shall 
really come when in a few years at most we ourselves must join 
theinnumerable hosts of those who live beyond the grave. Know- 
ing our own littleness and weakness, the shortness of life and the 
certainty of death, it needs no argument and requires no effort for 
us to conclude that the greatest man who ever lived on earth is in 
comparison with God as a “‘ vain shadow,” and that ‘‘ every man 
living is altogether vanity.” A great French preacher once ex- 
pressed this feeling when preaching the funeral sermon over ‘“‘ the 
Grand Monarch of France.” Looking round the church, which 
was draped in black for the solemn occasion, and then down on 
the corpse which was lying in state, Massillon commenced his 
sermon in these words: ‘‘God alone is great.” Eternity, then, 
must be our final refuge and resting place. 

O Great Eternity! 
Our little life is but a gust 

Which bends the branches of thy tree, 
And trails its blossoms in the dust. 

We must therefore learn to labor now, in this transitory life, 
before all our days are gone, bearing and forbearing, doing and 
suffering, for when a ‘‘few years are come,” after life’s short 
journey is over and we bring our years to an end, we ‘‘shall sleep 
a perpetual sleep, and not wake” again in this world. 

Death! the unknown sea of rest! Who knows what hidden harmonies lie 
there to wrap us in softness, in eternal peace; and in death, not sooner or 
otherwise, all the hot longings of the soul are to be satisfied and stilled. 

God alone can satisfy the desires and aspirations of the human 
heart. True greatness, then, is the eternal reward given for a life 
of moral and spiritual excellence. 

““Oh, God,” says Augustine, ‘‘Thou hast made the heart of man 
for Thyself, and it is restless until it rests in Thee.” 

Senator Vance received countless tokens of good will in his life 
from all sorts and conditions of men. Nearly everyone who knew 
him spoke well of him, and his friends rejoiced to haveit so. And 
that it should have been so does honor to those who gave him 
honor. Neither he nor his friends knew, however, how deep-seated 
and universal was the love and admiration for him of the people 
of his native State until after death had laid its hand upon him. 
The news of his decease was received everywhere throughout the 
State of North Carolina with the most heartfelt expressions of 
sorrow and sympathy. The whole population, without distinetion 
of party, race, or sect, vied with each other in their expressions of re- 
gret for his death and in showing respect for his memory. Women 
and children shed tears, and strong men wept. His loss isanirrep- 
arable one to his family, his party, and his State, and his name 
will ever be remembered with gratitude and honor by the people 
of his State, whom he served so well. Zebulon Baird Vance has 
departed hence in peace. 

All undaunted he died 
In the might of his pride. 

May we not humbly hope and believe that he is now in that un- 
seen world, ‘‘ where the spirits and souls of the faithful, after they 
are delivered from the burden of the flesh, are in joy and felicity?” 

The Lord grant unto him that he may find mercy of the Lord 
in the last great day! And give unto him ete rest, and let 
light perpetual shine upon him! 


Mr. HENDERSON of Iowa. Mr. Speaker, as one who was in the 
Union Army,standing by the grave of one who was in the Confeder- 
ate army, lapproach a new experience, but not with any hesitation 
or feelings other than my best judgment and my whole heart can 
comaneank and I bear witness to-day to the character of a departed 
statesman, and, though brief and limited my acquaintance, I can 
truthfully say, a respected and honored friend. 

I find pleasure, as I study the life of the departed statesman, in 
calling attention to his wonderful power, as his keen vision swept 
over the horizon when he stood in 1861 contemplating the fature of 
his country. He was a strong and ardent lover of this Union, and 
here let me quote a distinguished witness. His own colleague, 
Senator Ransom, speaking of him in another place after his death 
said: 

Hevhad always been opposed to the secession of the Southern States, did every- 


thing possible to avert it, and was one of the very last Southern men te declare 
his love and devotion to the Union. 
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I will not content myself with this single witness, but will quote 
also, on the same theme, the venerable and exalted statesman, Sen- 
ator Morritt. They served together on this floor, and Senator 
MORRILL says: 

Im an era when our whole country appeared to be rambling with invisible 
earthquakes and hissing with the oraterical skyrockets of secession, he served 
for four years, or until 1861, and, so far as I remember, contributed nothing to 
our, or to the national, unpleasantness. 

I will quote still another distinguished witness on this subject. 
The venerable Senator SHERMAN says: 

There can be no doubt that at the beginning of the civil war Gevernor Vance 
was conspicuous at home, as well as here, as an ardent outspoken Union man 
but he also loved his State and his people among whom he had been born and 
bred, and when they were swept away by the torrent of opinion in the belief that 
it was their duty to secede from the Union, he went with them. 

Looking over this reeord and speaking to-day by his fresh-made 
grave, I would not oceupy the mean position of being generous; I 
only ask for light and manliness to be just. This man came of rev- 
olntionary blood. The inspiration that followed the flag of Wash- 
ington never ceased to permeate his great and mighty heart, and 
in 1861 he stood like a bulwark against the waves that were beat- 
ing against his country. Who will rise and criticise him when he 
yielded to the press of public opinion that was around him? 

He can not be a just man who will not fairly interpret the mental 
conditions then existing throughout the South, and he would be an 
unwise and an unjust one who would condemn the impetuous youth 
who finally yielded to the wave of sentiment and enrolled himself 
under the flag of secession. But through that whole experience—for 
he was captain, colonel, and governor of his State during that 
period—he not only proved himself to be brave and able, but his 
big heart never ceased to throb for his fellow-man. 

Qualified witnesses tell us that when Union prisoners were suffer- 
ing in Salisbury, this war governer of North Carolina appealed to 
the Southern Confederaey to send relief tothese prisoners, and when 
that appeal was unheard he turned te the citizens of his own State 
and asked North Carolina to come to their aid. At the close of the 
war, that wonderful war, Secretary Stanton sent orders to the gen- 
eral commanding North Carolina to arrest Governor Vance and bring 
him to Washingten with all his papers. It wasdone. Copybooks 
containing every letter he had written as governor during the war 
were spread before the great Stanton, one whose heart did not quiver 
when duty called him to be severe. The record was examined, and 
here is the testimony which I present upon the authority of Senator 
BLACKBURN: . 

When he did read that record and saw what this man had done, how persistent 
his efforts had been to ameliorate the condition of the Federal priseners and to as- 
suage the horrors of war, that great Seeretary said te him : ‘‘ Upon your recerd you 
stand acquitted; yeu are at liberty to go where you please.” 

Ié is an honor te point, with a few brief words, this lesson to my 
fellow-countrymen. He had that greatness which can not be 
dimmed by any elouds or any revolutions, 

He was a great orator. But, Mr. Speaker, his atest oratorical 
power spoke through his gentle and noble life. In his pathway as 
a publie man and as aeitizen he delivered orations which, in House or 
Senate, his lips never equaled. As ap orator he had the wonderful 
gift of making everything that he spoke of so plain and simple that 
all around him understood every thought. He did not send his 
thoughts above the masses who listened tohim. He had the genius 
of Lincoln in that regard, of simplifying. And so it was in his life 
and conduct with his fellow-men. He was soapproachable that he 
was constantly in close contact with the masses and drew the inspi- 
rations which alone can come from what Mr. Lincoln called ‘the 
common people.” Noman feared to approach Senator Vance with 
his troubles or his joys or his ambitions, and he listened to them all 
so attentively and kindly that he arrived at the full status of the 
man’s mind and affairs, and was thus equipped to serve him. 

Promotion never warped his genius or destroyed his power. Ah! 
how often do we see a man in private life free and easy with his 
fellow-man, stopping to speak with the man carrying the dinner- 

ail or with the humblest citizen, laughing and talking and shak- 
ing hands as one of the people, and then, when subsequently pro- 
moted to power, he buttons up his coat, wears a “‘ heaven-erected 


face,” as Burns would put it, and fancies that God has dropped a | 


eculiar ointment upon him to lift him and make him better than 
is fellow-men, 

These men fail in their usefulness in public life. They do nothear 
the heart-beat or the sigh of sorrow. This distinguished man never 
made that mistake. In his every-day walks of life he was as simple 
as a Senator as he was a private citizen or a member of his State 
legislature. 

He was a wit. He carried that sharp and dangerous blade; but 
he seldom unsheathed it, indulging rather in the warm glow of 
hnmor, which turns even enemies into friends. 

I met him first, to take his hand, when we were attending a meet- 
ing of the Sons of the Revolution in this city. And when he sat 
gown after deseribing and elequently touching on some of the 
scenes of the past, he sat down with me as his brother and his friend. 
The thenght flashed through my mind, if this was a Confederate 
seldier, the Confederacy is truly gone and we are sure of a perma- 
nent, loved, and indissoluble Union. 

He was brave, honest, kind, true; and above all, he was faithful 
to his friends. He did not accept the hard teil and devotion of 











friends and then, when elevated to power, seek to dicker with his 


enemies at the expense of his friends. He was true to friendship, 
and at the same time true to his highest duty as a public man. 

Weighted, not. with years, but with many honors, cares, and duties 
well done, he has passed away. No noble heart rejoices over this 
grave; but serrow springs up in every generous soul because this 
great and goed man has passed from our midst. 


Mr. HOOKER of Mississippi. It was my privilege, and my 
honor too, to call Senator Vance my friend and to know him with 
a great deal of intimacy, springing up during our Congressional 
services. And while I have not written an address for this occa- 
sion I was gratified when one of the members of the North Caro- 
lina delegation came to me and said they desired that I should say 
something on this occasion. 

It has become a thing almost to be regretted that eulogies upon 
members of the Congress of the United States, whether they be- 
long to the Senate or the House, are not delivered immediately 
after the demise of the member; but as they are designed rather 
for posterity than for ourselves, and to put upon record a lasting 
impression of the opinions of those who have served with the de- 
ceased, and to commit to the printing press the power of perpetu- 
ating that record forever, it is probably not altogether improper 
that some time and sore reflection should be given to what is to 
be said. So, as I am prompted rather by my heart than my-head 
to speak on this occasion in memory of the friend whom I so hon- 
ored while he lived, and whom the country so honored while he 
lived, I must apologize for the want of that thorough presenta- 
tion of Senator Vance’s historical record which will come more 
ae from the members from his own loved State of 
North Carolina. 

Senator Vance was born in Buncombe County, N. C.,on the 13th 
of May, 1830. He was born in a region of country marked for its 
eo beauty, its magnificence, and its sublimity. It bor- 

ers upon my own native State of South Carolina; and of all the 
mountain scenery of our country, whether in the Blue Ridge or 
the Alleghanies or the Rockies or the Sierra Nevada looking out 
upon the Pacific, there is no sublimer scenery in our land than 
that in the midst of which Zebulon B. Vance was born. I have 
always held to the idea that men partake somewhat of the regiom 
of country in which their eyes first look upon the light; and those 
of us who have seen that beautiful country and stood in its val- 
leys with carpets made by the hand of the Master and have looked 
up into those lofty mountains, sometimes glassed in sunshine, 
sometimes covered with shadow, and sometimes the home of the 
storm god, will cease to wonder that a land so favored by nature 
should have produced heroes among her men and heroines among 
her women. 

It isof all favored portions of ourcountry probably the grandest 
andmostbeautiful. Andit was here, amidst that rural population, 
that Vance wasrearedand he took his firstimpressions. Hegrew up 
amongst a simple-hearted Scotch and Irish ancestry, who coming 
to this country found the quiet nooks of the mountainsanalogous 
to their own native soil, and therefore made in that region their 
settlement. He grew up with that wonderful veneration for the 
Divmity which belongs to those Scotch-Irish people. Simple in 
their habits, unostentatiousin theirmanners, they grew up amidst 
those mountains, cherishing the virtues of the country from 
which they came and lending a hand promptly in the Revolution- 
ary war to give permanency tothe libertiesof theirpeople. When 
that war closed a material development as remarkable as that of 
the countries from which they came marked the regions of North 
Carolina in which his revolutionary ancestry lived. 

Senator Vance wasearly distinguished in the history of his own 


| State, being elected twice to its legislature and twice to this 


House before the war, and after the war he was elected to the 
Senate of the United States in 1870. He came here at that time; 
but, unfortunately for him, what were called his “ civil disabili- 
ties” had not been removed by an act of Congress of the United 
States, and he was therefore denied admission to his seat as a 
Senator. He returned to the State of North Carolina, and think- 
ing it probable that he might not be admitted to his seat, he 
resigned his commission as a United States Senator in 1872, and 
went back to live among the people whom he loved so well and 
who were so delighted to honor him. But it was not the fate of 


| such a man, with such a mind and heart, to be left to follow 


the quiet walks of private life. 
He was soon returned again to the Senate of the United States, 


| his civil disabilities having been in the mean time removed, and 


was admitted to the Senate. When he took his position in that 
body as a Senator there were giants there—men of great minds, 
of long and large experience. Yet this gifted son of North Caro- 
lina took his place from the first in the front rank of the debaters 
of that great debating bedy of the world. His distinguished abili- 
ties being promptly recognized, he was assigned to important com- 
miittees; and he performed his Senatorial functions in such a way 
halenes e admiration of his associates on all sides of that 
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It was gratifying to me, in looking over the record of his obse- 
quies in that body, to find that it was not alone from his own peo- 
ple that he received wordsof commendation. His gifted cclleague, 
that man of splendid talent and magnificent oratory, that cheva- 
lier of the South, whether on the field of battle or in the halls of 
Congress—his gifted colleague, Senator Ransom, said one thing 
of him which almost summarized the history of his life. In de- 
livering the eulogy upon his gifted colleague, Senator RANsoM said: 

He was bold, brave, open, candid, and without reserve. He desired all the 
world to know his opinions and positions, and never hesitated to avow them. 

Alongside of him sat that able and venerable Senator from ‘er- 
mont, Justin 8. MorRRILL, the oldest surviving Senator of the 
United States when I first came to Congress, and the oldest living 
Senator now. His tribute was magnificent. Side by side with 
him there sat that splendid statesman of intellect and thorough 
knowledge of political questions, of astute powers of investiga- 
tion, who himself has made a great name for himself, JoHN SHER- 
MAN, the senior Senator from Ohio, who delivered a eulogy on 
that occasion of which any man or any State might well be proud. 
I mention these, Mr, Speaker, because of the differences of po- 
litical opinion existing between them and the deceased Senator. 

Senator Vance was again elected to the Senate of the United 
States, as I have said, and died while occupyin the honored posi- 
tion to which his ple delighted to assign him. It has been 
remarked by my distinguished friend from Iowa [Mr. HENDER- 
SON], who has just addressed the House in commemoration of 
Senator Vance, that he was a Union man at the outbreak of the 
war and was opposed to the secession of the States. That, Mr. 
Speaker, is true. He took his position in the early discussions of 
this question side by side with such men as William L. Sharkey, of 
my own State, who opposed secession because he believed that the 
differences between the States could be better settled by arbitra- 
tion, by prudence, by judgment, and by forbearance rather than 
by resorting to the last great final arbiter among men, the sword. 
And he defended that position with an earnestness and zeal and 
truthfulness—for he always avowed what he thought fearlessly— 
that the remedies of the Southern States and the Southern people 
were within the Union and under the Constitution. But when 
his State of North Carolina seceded from \the Union, believing 
his duty was to go with her, with that Poe inate wo and devotion to 
his people which always characterized him, he at once raised a 
company of troops, was elected as captain, and within a short 
time afterwards was chosen colonel of the Twenty-sixth Regiment 
of North Carolinatroops. On every field of battle where he was 
present he earned for himself the reputation not only of a saga- 
cious, intelligent, and brave soldier, but the character of one who 
knew how to care for the troops under his command. 

But he was a man of too large ability in civil life to be permitted 
to spend his time during the war in battle; and it was during the 
war that he was elected governor of his own State of North Caro- 
lina, and reelected a second time while the war was still progress- 
ing; and it was in this capacity that his great executive ability 
and wonderful devotion to the troops that entered the service of 
the Confederacy became manifested. When he had called again 
and again upon the Confederate Government for arms and sup- 

lies, food and clothing to supply the troops that he had called out 
in the field from his own State, and by his own proclamations, 
and found he could not rely upon them to furnish those things so 
necessary for their comfort, he equipped a small fleet of vessels, 
sent them down the river, out into the ocean and to the River 
Clyde, and there procured a suitable outfit for the Confederate 
troops from the State of North Carolina. 

That flotilla of small vessels came back, and, successfully run- 
ning the blockade of the Federai ~— not only provided for the 
wants of the North Carolina troops, but many of the other troops 
in the service of the Confederacy, thus showing that he felt it to 
be his duty, after he called the men into active service, to see that 
they were not only properly armed and equipped, but properly 
fed and clothed as well. 

It was in this capacity, Mr. Speaker, that he won for himself 
the title which has been yielded to no other man in the history of 
the Confederacy, that he was the “‘ war governor ” of the State of 
North Carolina, and not only the war governor of that State, but 
the great war governor of the South. e served in this capacity 
three times, and was thence transferred to theSenate of the United 
States, as I have already said. When any question came up for 
discussion in that body, and usually no question referring to the 
subject of taxation and the tariff laws was presented that he did 
not speak upon, he evinced a clearness of thought, a soundness of 
judgment, and a thoroughness of investigation that challenged 
admiration on all sides of the Chamber. 

His character was distinguished from the very start in his pub- 
lic life, and it is a remarkable fact that there was no error at any 
time committed by him that the historian can point to in his 
career as a governor, a# a Senator, as a soldier, or as a citizen. 
As a governor he was without a rT; as a citizen no one stood 
higher than he; and asa soldier he won + fame and honor 
on the battlefield. Butit was in the of private life that 
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the character of the man shone most brightly. First he was 
wedded to a lady of his own State, and his children survive him 
to receive the rich heritage of the high reputation of character 
and honor won for himself in every avocation of life. 

After the death of his first wife, in later life he married a lady 
with whom the citizéns of Washington and people who come 
here from every portion of the country are not unfamiliar. She 
was the solace of his life from the time of his marriage until 
he passed away. She has been the ornament of the society in 
which he dwelt andmoved during his lifetime. She, too, survives 
him. But in all the acts he has done, whether in the field or as 
the executive of the State of North Carolina or as the well- 
equipped Senator from one of the sovereign States of the Union, 
coming as its ambassador to the halls of Congress to speak its 
sentiments, whatever position he filled, he has won fame, honor, 
and the goes will of all men who held rank with him. Justly 
may his State and family be proud of the heritage they have 
received from his hands. In no position did he fail to discharge 
his duty to his country, to his fellow-citizens, and to the God 
whom he revered. 

It is said that one of the most remarkable discourses he ever de- 
livered was in a lecture where he paid a wonderful tribute to that 
great nation of Israelites, who in modern times it has been the 
custom to speak of in such terms of disparagement. Speaking of 
the scattered nations he depicts that great nation that had Isaiah 
for its poet and the Maccabees for generals. He might well have 
said of it that there were no people more remarkable than that 
wonderful nation. 

He delivered many other lectures, and at last,in the Senate of 
the United States, he consecrated his services to his country by 
leaving in every speech that he made specimens of oratory, of 
humor, of wit. He seldom indulged in sarcasm, because he had 
too much heart for it, but he has left prominently upon the records 
of the Senate specimens of oratory, of humor, of wit, that will 
make him rank with the greatest men of the olden times. He will 
take his position in line with the great men from his own State— 
and they have been great—from the earliest days. He will take 
his position side by side with that venerable trio that passed away 
long ago, of whom we are in the habit of speaking when the Sen- 
ate is named, Calhoun, Clay,and Webster. He will take his posi- 
tion as one of the great orators and statesmen of the land in which 
he lived. 

From his earliest service to his country, when he was first put 
into public position as governor, from the time he was first attor- 
ney of one of the districts of the State of North Carolina, down 
to the time when he finally closed his eyes, every act of his life, 
every thought of his mind, every conception of his heart, was for 
his country and his whole country. He might well be pardoned 
if, in the closing hours of his life, looking back to the memorable 
events in which he had been so prominent an actor, he had imi- 
tated the modesty of the great poet of the olden days who, when 
he contemplated the wonderful epic of his own production, ex- 
claimed in its closing lines, as Vance could have exclaimed in his 
closing hours: 


Jamque opus exegi, quod nec Jovis ira, nec ignis, 
Nec poterit ferrum, nec edax abolere vetustas. 


Mr. DANIELS. Mr. Speaker, I take part with the gentlemen who 
have been assigned to express their tribute of regard for the life and 
memory of this distinguished man from the circumstance that I was 
one of those who were selected on the part of the House to carry 
his remains to their last and final resting piace. During my 
early life, however, my attention had been called to the character 
and career of Mr. Vance. He soon rose upon the political and 
national horizon so high as to attract the attention and respect of 
the country. A public career was before him which was improved 
by his abilities and his fidelity to his country’s interests that con- 
tinued him in public life and the service of his State. He soon 
became known to the Union and to all the localities in which 

atriotism and ability were held in respect and esteem; and he was 

nown to be a man who in all the walks of public life certainly 
fulfilled the expectations of his State and of his country. 

But one period arose which subjected him in any respect to 
criticism, and that has been referred to upon this occasion by other 

entlemen addressing the House. That was the part which he took 
in the conflict that was brought on between the people of the differ- 
ent sections of the country in their struggle, either fur the main- 
tenance, as it finally turned out, or the overthrow of the system of 
human slavery. It was considered, in alarge section of the country, 
to be entirely incompatible with the free system of our Govern- 
ment, while on the other hand it was regarded and maintained 
as a peculiar institution of the other section. But it had become 
oppressive there, as well as the subject of condemnation from 
other portions of the land, and it was one of those developments 
which it has been the fate of humanity to settle only by the arbi- 
trament of arms. The knot was to be cut by the sword, and by no 
other means whatever. Negotiations and compromise had come to 
an end, and therefore this conflict was brought about by the appar- 
ent force of circumstances. 
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The system was placed in the balances, and the deceased Senator 
took the side of his own section, and manfully and fearlessly main- 


tained what he believed to be right. But in this conflict this insti- 
tution was extinguished, and has disappeared from the face of the 
country, and from its identity with its prominent institutions, and 
at this time we have reached certainly a point where the mantle of 
oblivion should be spread over the act, and the lives and the con- 
duct of those persons who, under the impulse of their own localities, 
took part in this serious and deadly conflict. The result has been 
an advantage to the country, to the section even in which this 
institution had existed and became oppressive, and now all the 
States and all the population of the States are in a condition to 
march forward in the progress of industrial success, of intellectual 
accomplishment, and of the highest patriotism that may be known 
to free and independent citizens. 

This man under all circumstances where he was employed on 
behalf of the public, whether in one capacity or another, fulfilled 
entirely the expectations that were entertained of him, and as such 
certainly was not only entitled to, but has generally received the 
commendation and approval of the people of the United States, 
whether in his own locality, or in others where his renown had 
extended, and his character was esteemed and respected. 

But it is not in reference to his public character that I desire so 
much to call the attention of the House upon this occasion as it is 
to the private character of the man. Although I had not a per- 
sonal acquaintance with the deceased Senator, yet from the circum- 
stances that occurred during the transit of his remains from here 
to the place of his burial, evidences were presented from the 
population of the State of which he was a member that indicated 
the high esteem in which his private character and his private 
virtues were held by the communities through which his remains 
were taken. 

I may say here, Mr. Speaker, that while the public men of our 
country and other countries may be commended, may be approved 
and extolled by general expressions of sentiment as to their public 
career and the discharge of their public duties, there is no greater 
evidence of the worth and character of the individual than that 
which is secured from the expressions of respect and regard by the 
masses of the people. When this man’s remains were taken to the 
capital of his State and laid there in the statehouse for the obser- 
vation of the people of that city, they not only assembled and passed 
in silent respect the bier where these remains laid, but in addition 
to that the poor and lowly, the masses, especially, were greatly 
among the throng that passed by the remains upon this occasion; 
and from the silent evidences of sorrow, respect, and regret that 
those persons gave as they passed by the remains of this distin- 
guished man it was apparent that his hold on the mind and affec- 
tions of the common people had reached through the community. 

They were the persons who passed silently by, indicating the 
great sorrow and the great attachment that had grown up in their 
hearts from the life and experience that they had had of this man and 
of his qualities and his conduct as a prominent man and member of 
their State. It was a tribute that could not be otherwise given to 
any public person than from a deep sense that had impressed itself 
upon the minds of these people of his virtues, of his forbearance, 
of his assistance to the lowly and laboring classes of the commu- 
nity. It was not only among the masses of the white people that 
these tributes of respect and these tributes of feeling were given to 
him, but among the black people as well. All seemed to cherish 
and revere him as their friend; as a person upon whom they had 
depended, and from whom they had received assistance. 

It was a gratifying circumstance to see these evidences of feeling 
and of sympathy upon the part of these people, the ‘‘ plain people,” 
as Mr. Lincoln designated them, flowing out upon this occasion for 
the memory of a man who had been so long in their service and the 
service of their State. 

When the remains were taken from this place toward the city 
where they were to be consigned to the tomb, they remained upon 
the cars of the railway at Durham for the period of an hour, and 
during the time the train remained there this class of people again 
thronged the train and passed through for the purpose of paying 
tribute to the man for whom they entertained this great degree of 
respect; and the crowd was so large that it seemed as though all 
the working classes of that town and city had gathered together to 
render the deceased this tribute of their sincerity and of their great 
respect. 

When, in the progress of the journey, the train passed through 
Greensboro, the same manifestations of feeling and respect from the 
masses of the people were again renewed, and while the train 
remained there those people, although in the evening time of the 
day, thronged about the platform and passed through the car for 
the purpose of taking a last look at the man whom they had lived 
to admire, to respect, and to love. 

We passed from there to the city where his residence had been; 
and there he was laid before the people in the same condition of 
state. There he received the attention, the commendation, the 
respect, and the love of the individuals composing those classes of 
the community, as he had at the other places through which the 
remains had been taken. When the time arrived to take him to the 
beautiful cemetery adjacent to the city of Asheville, where his 


remains were to be laid in quietude, he was followed by this class 
ot people, as well as by the intelligent, the business, and the 
wealthy of that city, to the cemetery upon the hillside where he 
was laid in the tomb. 

These evidences of respect, these evidences of attention, these 
tributes and marks of affection on the part of these people, show 
what the character of this man had been during his life. They show 
what he had earned in the way of commendation from the people of 
his own locality, as well as generally from the people of the United 
States. He was taken to this spot and there buried, with these peo- 
ple surrounding him, giving him the last evidences of respect and 
affection that they were capable of giving him, and there he was 
left to sleep in the slope of this beautiful cemetery, almost at the 
foot of which was the river that flowed from the mountains down 
to thesea. He has passed, as this river passed, to the ocean of eter- 
nity, and there his remains were left in the hope, of course, on the 
part of all, in the promise of a final and blissful resurrection. 

But these attributes which were exhibited in the manifestations 
of the people could not but impress every person with the convic- 
tion that he was a man who, in his life, in his conduct, in his rela- 
tions to others, had secured the approval not only of the wealthy, 
the intelligent, the prosperous members of the community, but also 
that he was upon a line of entire affinity with the working people, 
the poor people of the locality where he lived and of his great 
State, and that they entertained for him a deep measure of respect 
and affection, as indicated by the expressions of sorrow that 
attended his demise. It was an honor to his memory, an honor to 
the man, an honor to the State, a manifestation that could not have 
originated from any other source than the grandeur, tue sincerity, 
and the kindliness of his character, and these evidences will, no 
doubt, long live, to characterize, to preserve, and to secure his mem- 
ory in the minds and hearts of all classes of the people of his State 
as well as of the country at large. 


Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. Mr. Speaker, Senator Vance, 
probably more than any other man of this generation, possessed 
qualities which peculiarly fitted him for a public servant in a 
Republiclikeours. Hecombined great ability, profound learning, 
intuitive knowledge of human nature, and an ability to present 
his views with great power and clearness. In any attitude or 
position in life, Senator Vance would have been a leader and 
would have achieved great distinction. His character seems to 
have abounded in those qualities which people of all classes and 
conditions love and admire. 

He was honest and sincere in every phase and interpretation of 
those words. He was generous in all his dealings. To the weak 
he was tender and magnanimous. His whole life was an exem- 

lification of love and devotion to the people whom he served. 

o this was largely due the bounteous outpouring of love from his 
people to their idolized leader. 

At the age of 24 Senator Vance became distinguished as a mem- 
ber of the legislature of North Carolina; at 26 he was prominent 
as an eloquent and able Representative in the Congress of the 
United States. At 31 he had organized one of the finest regiments 
in the Confederate army, had become greatly distinguished as its 
leader, and had received the highest commendation for his cool- 
ness, courage, and soldierly conductin battle. A yearlater, when 
but 32 years of age, he was elected governor of North Carolina, 
and in 1864 was reelected to that exalted position. His adminis- 
tration of affairs as chief executive of his State earned for him the 
approval, support, and confidence of the people. He perfected ar- 
rangements by which the resources of the State were availed of 
to clothe, feed, and care for the soldiers in the field, and at the 
same time to give protection to their families and their homes. 

I first met Senator Vance in April, 1865. It wasinevitable that 
the next day the Federal army under General Sherman would oc- 
cupy the State capital. Itis ahistorical fact, that appalled as they 
were by the strength of the Federal army, and the inability of 
the Confederates to resist the overpowering forces under General 
Sherman, many prominent men advised that North Carolina 
should make the best possible terms with the Federal Govern- 
ment. 

Senator Vance was too great a man to beled from his plain line 
of duty into negotiations of such a character, and he determined 
that the honor and best interests of North Carolina and her brave 
soldiers, who had won imperishable renown, demanded that she 
should share the fate of her sister Southern States. Preferring, 
in case he fell into the hands of the Federals. to be in the attitude 
of a military rather than a political prisoner, and desiring to re- 
main as close to his capital as possible, and to obtain the earliest 
information as to the condition of the Confederates as well as the 
movements of the Federal army, Governor Vance was appointed 
an aide-de-camp upon my staff, with the rank of colonel, and for 
some days I had the honor and pleasure of an intimate association 
with this distinguished war governor. I was forcibly impressed 
with his wisdom and foresight. Surrounded as we were by what 
seemed to most people inextricable uncertainties, Governor Vance 
ap d to fully comprehend our future. 

is distinguished career since the war is fully known to our 
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country. Few Southern Senators have been so fortunate in exer- 
cising influences for the benefit of the States they represent as 
Senator Vance. 

[ shall leave it to those of his own State to speak more in detail 
of the career of thiseminent man. The exalted position which 
he held for more than the third of a century places him high in 
rank as a man of national usefulness and prominence. 

He enjoyed the respect of the entire country. The brave sol- 
diers he so gallantly led love and admire him for his courage in 
battle, the hearts of the people of his State go out with feelings of 
love and gratitude for the fidelity with which he executed the 
trusts confided to him, and the people of the South will always 
honor and revere his memory. 

By the side of the ever-running streams and the eternal hills of 
the historic State of North Carolina, the State which gave him 
birth and lavished honors upon him, the mortal remains of Sen- 
ator Vance have been laid to rest. 


Mr. BLAND. Mr. Speaker, I wish in a few words, to add my 
testimony to the great merits of our departed statesman, Senator 
Vance. 

He was a member of the Senate; I a member of the House. 
Yet we were frequently thrown together, both socially and offi- 
cially. Iwas, probably, brought closer to him because like myself 
he believed that the restoration of the free coinage of silver was 
necessary to the financial welfare of the country. Bimetallism 
had no abler advocate in either House of Congress*than Senator 
Vance. 

In the coming battles for this cause we will miss his wise coun- 
sels and deplore the loss of his eloguent pleas for the success of 
this great issue. 

When I understood that Senator Vance had the floor in the Sen- 
ate on the silver question I always took pleasure in going over to 
hear him. 

His eloquent words in opposition to the repeal of the purchas- 
ing clause of the Sherman law rang out in warning against the 
repeal, and his prophecies that the promised prosperity consequent 
on the repeal would never come, but on the contrary predicted 
that the country would suffer on account of such legislation, have 
proven to be true. 

Senator Vance was one of the most striking personages in public 
life. There was a magnetic charm about his smiling face. His 
evident good nature, coupled with his strength of character, at 
once photographed itself upon the memory. 

I can see him now as he appeared in all the strength and power 
of a great man, for he was truly great. 

In debate he was streng and forceful. Always in earnest, in- 
tensely sincere, yet withal he had a pleasing manner, so that while 
vanquishing his opponents he awoke no spirit of revenge. 

Mr. Speaker, if Death sought from among us a man who in all 
his nature was a sympathizer and friend of struggling humanity, 
if the fell Destroyer was determined to strikedown one of the most 
conspicuous champions and ablest defenders of the interest of the 
plain people, then, indeed, was the doom of Senator Vance inevi- 
table. But Death spares no man, however great and useful he may 
be. Truly life is but a span. When we live out our allotted 
‘‘three-score and ten” we look back to the days of childhood, 
youth, and matuce age; we compress all these years of joy and 
sorrow, of success and failure, in.a moment of intense thought. 
Yea, the mind goes back through the dim vista of ages past. We 
see the peoples who for thousands of years have come and gone. 
We confuse and confound until all mankind since the world 
began appear as our contemporaries. Dying, we join them as 
youthful companions in eternity. 

Death is the great commoner. He lays the heads of the great 
and powerful as low as the humblest. But death can not rob the 

eat Senator of his just renown. His memory will live. His 

ife and character will be pointed to as an example of what hon- 
esty and energy may accomplish. 

His name and fame are secure. 

As we love and revere his memory, so also we trust his spirit is 


. at peace with his God. 


Mr. McMILLIN. Mr. Speaker, one of the strongest and best 
beloved sons of the Southland and patriots of the whole land is 
gone. We come to-day to place in the records of this House our 
humble tribute to his many virtues. 

Senator Vance was born in 1830, in North Carolina, and finished 
his education, so far as schocls were concerned, about the time he 
reached manhood. But his period of study did not end here, for 
to the day of his death he was not only a thoughtful man, but de- 
voted much time to studying the writings and sayings of others. 

One of the British essayists has defined genius to be the posses- 
sion in combination of ‘‘a quick perception, a strong understand- 
ing, anda high sense of the ludicrous.” All of these our deceased 
friend possessed in a very high degree. In truth, he was a very 
rare and remarkablecombination. He possessed native brilliancy 
without it diminishing his disposition to study; he had the finest 
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wit and humor without impairing his reputation for serious 
thought and stern action. These were used only as aids in im- 
pressing solemn truths and serious matters. His speeches, both 
written and extemporary, abound in humorous thought, witty 
expression, and in anecdote; but I defy the most careful critic of 
his public utterances to point to any of these ever used except to 
illustrate a weighty matter. 

From his first entrance into public life to the close of his long 
and eventful career the most signal success marked the course 
of this wonderful man. For a third of a century he participated 
in the great conflicts of our intense American life. Step by step, 
and with remarkable rapidity, he rose from station to station till 
he had served his State asits attorney, in its legislature, in its 
army, and the House of Representatives here, as its governor, and 
as its four-times-elected United States Senator. He saw the 
slavery question rise and culminate. He saw the Union divided 
and our whole people rush to the tented field, and was a partici- 
= in the mightiest civil war of all the ages. So prominent was 

e as Congressman, as officer in the Army of Virginia, as war 
governor, as Senator, then as governor in the trying period that 
succeeded our war, that it would be no exaggeration to say that he 
was one of those upon whom all eyes were fixed. Yet it can be 
truly said that never for an hour, never for a moment, either 
North or South, was his courage, his honesty, his patriotism, or 
his self-sacrificing devotion to principle questioned. 

Nor were his admirable qualities confined to the field of public 
duty. He was as lovable in his home life as he was admirable in 
public station. I know now and knew before he wed her the 
noble woman who stood by his deathbed at the last sad hour. 
And I know that whilst his country suffered much by his depart- 
ure, his sweet and hospitable home can never again be lighted as 
his genial smile illumined it. 

Mr. Speaker, Senator Vance not only had the virtues I have 
enumerated, but he loved the God who gave him being, with his 
‘“‘whole soul, mind, and strength,” and yielded himself to His 
service. He was able to pass through the valley of the shadow of 
death with the same freedom from fear that had characterized 
his journey through life. The blaze of Christianity illumined his 
way, and no fear caused him to falter when he came to “tread 
the wine press alone.” 

Sir, honored by his great State as few men ever are, loved by 
all who knew him, respected and admired by the people of all the 
States, he has been taken from the country he loved so much and 
served so well. From the shores of the Atlantic to the summit of 
North Carolina’s beautiful mountains there is not a patriotic son 
or daughter of the glorious North State whose heart is not bowed 
down with grief on account of their and our country’s loss. His 
whole people, whether residing on mountain or in valley, in man- 
sion, in cottage, or in cabin, feel that they have lost a great cham- 
pion, and the country a great defender. 

May the God whom he loved and served bless the family left to 
mourn him, and inspire those of us who survive him with that 
love of country and devotion to duty and principle which are 
shining characteristics of his glorious life. 


Mr. SPRINGER. Mr. Speaker,I will not speak of all the posi- 
tions of honor held by the distinguished Senator whose memory we 
are commemorating on this occasion, nor of all his great virtues. 
Others better acquainted with hislong and honorable career than 
Iam have already given the details of his life work, and have re- 
counted the many acts of his illustrious and eventful history. He 
served asa member of this Housein two Congresses before the war, 
was three times governor of his State, and was four times elected 
a Senator in Congress, but was not seated under his first election. 
He died in the middle of his third term of Senatorial service. He 
held many offices of honor and trust in his State, and served for 
a short time in the Confederate army. In all the positicns held 
by him he acquitted himself with marked distinction. 

He was aman of commanding presence. In any assembly or 
company of people he would have been ‘ the observed of all ob- 
servers” on account of his fine physique, his dignified bearing 
and his intellectual features. I did not know him in his youth, 
but in his maturer years he was in appearance an ideal governor, 
a model Senator. 

He was of a most cheerful disposition. One could not come 
into his presence without feeling a sense of cheerfulness at once. 
It was impossible to be with him without forgetting all cares and 
vexations of life. He possessed an inexhaustible fand of informa- 
tion on all public questions, and never was at a loss to emphasize 
his narrations of personal and historical reminiscences with amus- 
ing anecdotes. He possessed in a high degree a sense of humor, 
and enjoyed telling and listening to others tell amusing incidents 
in everyday life. Few persons whom I have known could tell a 
story in a better vein of humor or in a manner more impressive 
than he could do. In this respect he was very much like Abraham 
Lincoln. They both made their popular addresses exceedingly 
attractive to their hearers by an occasional humorous illustration, 
which never failed to cali forth demonstrations of applause and 
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to rivet the attention of the audience upon the more solid and in- | as one of the most beloved, talented, and distinguished members of 


structive portions of their discourses. 

Senator Vance enjoyed in a most remarkable degree the affec- 
tions of the people of his State, and in fact of the whole country. 
He was a gentleman of the old school, honorable and just in all 
the relations of life. His integrity was far above all suspicion, 
and he maintained at all times a steadfast adherence to his con- 
victions, and upheld the right regardless of comsequences. He 
was a statesman in the broadest sense, a devoted friend of the 
common people, and a fearless advocate of .the equal rights of all 
before the law. ‘ 

He so lived during this mortal life that he approached the life 
to come with calm resignation, and even cheerfulness in anticipa- 
tion of a brighter and better existence beyond the tomb. And 
why not? 

There is no death! What seems so is transition; 


This life of mortal breath 
Is but a suburb of the life elysian. 


Our departed friend so regarded it and did not fear the change. 
His death is an irreparable loss to his family, to his State, and to 
his country. But their loss was his gain. e sleeps the sleep of 
the just and will receive the reward of the faithful servant. 


Mr.SWANSON. Mr. Speaker, I do not rise to deliver a studied 
or elaborate eulogy upon the distinguished Senator. That has 
been so well and eloquently done that I can add nothing to what 
has been said. I only rise to place upon his grave in behalf of 
myself and a a modest chaplet of love and esteem. 

The people of no section heard with more profound regret and 
sorrow the death of the late distinguished Senator from North 
Carolina than those whom I have the honor to represent npon this 
floor. No people loved him more than we loved him; none ad- 
mired him more than we admired him; none have experienced 
more than we his kind offices and erous aid. When to sub- 
serve partisan purposes the Senate of the United States, by a 

retended investigation, inaugurated by a recreant Senator from 

irginia, sought to blacken the fair mame and asperse the char- 
acter of the good people of Danville and my district, we found 
in Senator Vance our brave champion and our valiant defender. 
That gratitude which is the richest and rarest flower that sheds 
its perfume on the human heart will ever insure him our high- 
est regard; encircle his name with garlands of deepest love and 
devotion. We feel toward him that deep personal affection and 
pride which animate the people of his own State. I wish I had 
the power this afternoon of voicing the tender love and admira- 
tion that my people entertain for this man. I wish my power of 
speech was commensurate with and could do full justice to his 
splendid qualities of mind and heart. 

Senator Vance was a man whom to know was both to love and 
to admire. Affable, joyous, warm-hearted, kind, and generous, 
he was ‘‘the very schoolboy of the heart.” He possessed a genial 
flow of spirits, a witchery of wit and humor that was irresistible. 
His presence was sunshine. Vance always impressed me like the 
great State he represented. North Carolina is largely composed 
of rich, broad, fertile fields and plains, and is decorated here and 
there with a wild picturesqueness and beauty of scenery unsur- 

assed. So with her great son; he was endowed with a strong, 

road, masculine mind and heart, sparkling with all the fascina- 
tions of wit and humor and glittering with all the coi'uscations 
of eloquence, pathos, and genius. 

Mr. Speaker, the greatest of all English novelists, in his mas- 
terpiece, Vanity Fair, has truly said that the world is a looking- 
glass and casts back to each man the reflection of his own face. 
If hesmiles upon the worlditsmilesuponhim. If hefrowns upon 
it, it frowns upon him. If hehatesit,ithateshim. If he lovesit, 
itloves him. How profoundly is this truth illustrated in the mag- 
nificent career of the late distinguished Senator. He smiled upon 
the world with a tender smile, and it received him with open, lov- 
ing arms. He loved humanity and the world, and he died the idol 
of his people. He trusted the people, and with implicit confidence 
his people, in their hours of trial and gloom, placed with loving 
faith their hands in his and followed his leadership and guidance 
to sunshine and prosperity. 

His people showered upon him every trust, every honor which 
it was in their power to bestow. What a splendid career does his 
life present. Prosecuting attorney of his county at 22; member 
of the legislature at 24; Representative in the United States Con- 
gress at 28; a brave, distinguished soldier at $1; elected governor 
of his State at 82, to guide her through the storms and tempests of 
war; reelected at 34 with the reputation as the most distinguished 
and efficient of all the noted war governors. In 1870 elected to 
the United States Senate, but was refusedadmission. He returned 
to his State and successfully engaged in the practice of law until 


1876, when, by the universal call of his party, he again offered for 
governor, and in the memorable campaign of that yearredeemed his 
State from the corrupt and sstoeeilb 

struction had 
United States 


le government which recon- 
placed upon her. In 1878 he was elected to the 
Senate, and from that time to his death he served 








that body. 

Few —— men, few statesmen have experienced a life so 
crowded with great and grave responsibilities, so resplendent with 
success and honors. His public career, extending from prosecut- 
ing attorney to United States Senator, each year exhibited a 
broadening in reputation, in power, and usefulness. 

Mr. Speaker, Carlyle, in his splendid essay on Voltaire, has truly 
said that the life of every man is as the weilspring of a stream, 
whose small beginnings are indeed plain to all, whose ultimate 
course and destination, as it winds through the expanse of infinite 
years, only the Omniscient can discern. Will it mingle with the 
neighboring rivulets as a tributary or receive them as their sov- 
ereign? Is it to be a nameless brook, and will its tiny waters 
among millions of other brooks and rills increase the current of 
some world-famed river? Or is it to be itself a Rhine, a Danube, 
an Amazon, whose goings forth are to the uttermost land, its 
floods an everlasting boundary line on the globe itself, the bul- 
wark and highway of whole kingdoms and continents. 

As to which a man’s life shall be—whether a tiny stream or a 
magnificent river—depends largely upon one’s talents, but more 
than all, his own efforts and ambition. Vance, possessed of high 
qualities of mind and splendid talents, aspiring and ambitious, chose 
to make and did make the stream of his life. asit ran with its pure 
waters to the great eternal ocean, a large and majestic river, 
known far and wide, fertilizing broad fields, enriching States, and 
carrying on its bosom rich treasures for his country and mankind. 


Mr. CARUTH. Mr. Speaker, scarcely had the echo of the last 
gun of our fratricidal war died out in the land, hardly had the 
smoke risen from the last battle plain, blood-smeared Bellona had 
but just fled and white-winged Peace returned from her banish- 
ment to reign in her stead, when it entered the patriotic minds of 
some of the residents of the city of my home to bring together 
on Kentucky soil representative men of the North and of the 
South, who had so recently doffed the blue or the gray, to mingle 
together, to ‘‘ shake hands across the bloody chasm,” and to re- 
new their vows of allegiance to the Union of the States under 
the victorious Stars and Stripes. 

Itwas appropriate that such a gathering should be held on Ken- 
tucky soil, for that State stood on the border land, tried to avert 
the threatened conflict. spoke the words of conciliation and of 
peace. Her efforts were useless, her voice was unheeded, and 
from her blue-grass fields and her mountain fastnesses her brave 
sons rushed to the aid of the cause they had loved. Bighty thon- 
sand of her people enlisted on either side in that deadly conflict. 
Principle divided her people, dissension entered every household 
and separated father and son and brotherand brother. She loved 
the Union asshe loved theSouth. What better mediator for peace 
than she? What hand could more appropriately reach forth to 
bring together in peaceful unity the men of the North and the 
South than the hand of Kentucky? 

Animated by a desire to accomplish this great work, the patriotic 
people of Louisville brought to their hospitable homes represe: 
tive men of the North, men of importance and influence in the 
South. Inthisnotablegathering whocould more appropriately min- 
gle than Hon. Zebulon B. Vance, of North Carolina? A loverof his 
country, his infinence had been exerted, his eloquent voice had been 
raised against the dismemberment of the Union, and it was only 
after his efforts failed that he, with the greatest reluctance and 
the deepest sorrow, followed his beloved North Carolina into the 
Southern Confederacy. It is needless to say that on the occasion 
referred to no voice pleaded with more potent eloquence for the 
restoration of the Union on the principles of the Constitution than 
that of Governor Vance. Although I knew this dignified man by 
reputation it was not until this occasion that I had the pleasure 
of personally meeting him, and from that time I admired and re- 
spected him. I was destined, however, to know him better, not 
only from the official intercourse which a member of the House 
necessarily has with a member of the Senate, but because also it 
was to Kentucky and to the county of my home that Governor 
Vance afterwards came to select his lifecompanion. It was a for- 
tunate selection for him, for she was one of the fairest, brightest, 
most gifted daughters of Kentucky. She became indeed his help- 
mate—a wife devoted to her husband. 

Ever on the watch to borrow 
Mirth of his mirth, and sorrow of his sorrow 

From the fact of this union, Kentucky has claimed a deep inter- 
est in this distinguished man, and watched his career with affec- 
tionate pride. In the hour of mourning, sorrowing over the afflic- 
tion which has come to the heart and home of her gifted daughter, 
Kentucky claims the right to mingle her tears with those of be- 
reaved North Carolina. 

What could I say of Zebulon B. Vance that all America does 
not know? Shall I speak of his patriotism? His devotion to his 
country and his State is part of the history of the trying period 
of the civil war. Reluctantly he left this House to enter the army 
of his native State, and became a colonel in the Confederate serv: 
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ice. He laid down the sword to assume executive control of the 
affairs of his State. He was North Carolina’s war governor, sus- 
tained throughout this fierce conflict the supremacy of the civil 
over the military law, and when the end came his voice was raised 
in behalf of peace and a restored Union. All this the world knows. 

Shall I speak of him asa statesman? Do not all the people of 
the United States know the story of his work in the halls of legis- 
lation in behalf of his State and his country? Twice a Represent- 
ative in this House, thrice governor of his native State, four times 
chosen Senator. Whose civic career is more distinguished than this? 

Shall I speak of him as an orator? What words of mine could 
do justice to his fame? He was, indeed, gifted with eloquence. 
On the hustings his voice rang out with persuasive power and 
molded ‘‘the thoughts of many into one,” and in the legislative 
halls ‘‘ listening senates hung upon his tongue.” In modern times 
there has appeared in the Republic no more thoroughly equipped 
or better prepared debater and orator than Zebulon B. Vance. 

Shall I speak of him as aman? Those who knew him best have 
borne the strongest testimony to his worth. Born in the Old 
North State, with his ashes buried in her soil, North Carolina says 
to the world: ‘‘ He was my beloved son; I twice sent him to the 
National House of Representatives. I then made him my gov- 
ernor, and four times I elected him a Senatorin Congress. Never 
did I before so honor one of my citizens; he was always true, al- 
ways worthy. I honored myself in honoring him.” 

Let me borrow in this connection the very eloquent language of 
his colleague, Senator RANsom, who, in speaking of him on a sim- 
ilar occasion to this in the Senate, said: 

What Tell was to Switzerland, what Bruce was to Scotland, what William 
of Orange was to Holland, I had almost said what Moses was to Israel, Vance 
was to North Carolina. I can give you but a faint idea of the deep, fervid, 
exalted sentiment which our people cherished for their greatest tribune. He 
was of them. He was one of them. He was with them. His thoughts, his 
feelings, his words were theirs. He was their shepherd, their champion, their 
friend, their guide, blood of their blood, great, good, noble, true, human like 
they were in ail respects, no better, but wiser, abler, with higher knowledge 
and profounder learning. 

_Nor was this unsurpassed devotion unreasonable or without just founda- 
tion. For more than the third of a century, for upward of thirty years, in 
peace and in war, in prosperity and in adversity, in joy and in sorrow, he had 
stood by them like a brother—a defender, a preserver, a deliverer. He was 
their martyr and had suffered for their acts. He was their shield and had 
provectes them from evil and from peril. He had been with them—he had 

een with them and their sons and brothers on the march—by the camp fires, 
in the burning light of battle; beside the wounded and the dying; in their 


darkest hours, amid hunger and cold and famine and pestilences, his watch- 
ful care had brought them comfort and shelter and protection. 
e me a we un & o 

In defeat, amid tumult, amid ruin, humiliation, and the loss of all they had 
he had been their adviser, he had guided them through the wilderness o 
their woes and brought them safel Sack to their rights and all their hopes. 
He had been to them like the north star to the storm-tossed and despairing 
mariner. He had been greater than Ulysses to the Greeks. He had pre- 
served their priceless honor, had saved their homes, and was the defender of 
their liberties. He was their benefactor. Every object around them re- 
minded them of his care, every memory recalled, every thought suggested 
his usefulness and their gratitude. 


The labors of his useful, brilliant life are over, the triumphs of 
earth are ended in death, but the memory of his deeds, the story 
of his career, will not only live in history, but tradition will hand 
them down from sire to son to the remotest generations of our 
people. His fame is immortal. 


Mr. BRYAN. Mr. Speaker, we are called upon on these occasions 
to speak of the virtues of many different types of men. Some- 
times one is taken from us who has spent the most of his days in 
»orivate business and has come to these Halls to crown with public 
n0nors a busy life. Sometimes we are called to mourn a man 
taken from us in the very beginning of his career, and con- 
sider what he might have accomplished had he lived. But it is 
seldom that, in either of these Halls, we find a man whose life was 
so completely given to public service as was the life of Senator 
Vance. He began his public career when he was a young man, 
barely of age, and he was a public servant from that time, almost 
without a pause, until his earthly life was ended. In the history 
of our country I think we shall find few men as remarkable. 
When a man is elected once or twice and disappears, we may 
attribute his success to circumstances; but when a man begins, as 
Mr. Vance began, a young man, and retains theconfidence of those 
whom he served for a generation, we must conclude that his suc- 
cess is due to something more than chance or accident. 

Senator Vance was “a leader among men.” Few in our day or 
in our history even have better earned that designation than Zeb- 
ulon Vance. He was a leader among men—and naturallyso. He 
had those characteristics which could not fail to make him a leader, 
not self-appointed, but chosen by common consent. He was a 
wise man. He was able to estimate causes and calculate effects. 
He was able to foresee what would come to , because he un- 
derstood men—that is necessary in a leader. e rely upon the In- 
finite because we are finite. e feel the limitations of our own 
knowledge and we long to find someone who knows more and can 
see farther than we. Among men, we naturally turn to the one 
who can foresee events, as a child turns to a parent for advice. It 
was not the experience of age which he possessed, it was a sort of 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


FEBRUARY 24, 


intuitive judgment, an instinct for truth, that made him see in 
advance what others only found out afterwards. 

It has been mentioned here to-day that when the late civil war 
was about to break out, he was able to survey the whole ground 
and to see what would be the necessary result, and that he told 
his people what that result would be. He did this, too, when a 
young man, @ man younger than any of us who are on this floor 
to-day, and time proved his wisdom. So, coming on down, as 
each new crisis arose, as each new force began its work upon so- 
ciety, he seemed to be able to calculate what was coming, and 
every time his judgment was justified by events his hold upon 
popular confidence increased. 

When the Fifty-third Congress was convened in extra session in 
August, 1893, no man in this country more clearly foresaw the 
course of events and more clearly predicted the results of the pro- 
a financial policy. He talked with his associates; he wrote to 

1is people; he told them just what the effect would be upon the 
party with which he was identified and whose name he loved. 

Not only was he a wise man but he was a courageous man. 
And that is a characteristic, too, that is essential in the man who 
is to be a leader of men. He had the courage to assume respon- 
sibility. He shirked no duty. What he believed he said, and he 
was willing to stand or fall by the correctness of his conclusions. 
Jefferson, in speaking of some man, said that he had not learned 
the sublime truth that a bold, unequivocal virtue is the best hand- 
maid even unto ambition. Zebulon Vance had learned that sub- 
lime truth. He knew that a bold unequivocal virtue is the best 
handmaid unto ambition, and that, while trimming one’s sails to 
catch a passing breeze may help temporarily, there is nothing 
which is permanently of aid to a public man except standing by 
his convictions. I have no doubt he had ambition; but from what 
I have been able to read and learn of him it was an ambition 
which is laudable, an ambition which every man in this country 
may well possess, an ambition to do his duty everywhere, an am- 
bition to deserve well, to have what he deserved and nothing 
more. 

He had more than wisdom and courage; he had that without 
which wisdom and courage would have been of no avail. He 
loved the people whom he would lead. And it was no conde- 
scending love, either. It was no stooping down to someone be- 
neath him. He really believed in the equality of men and that 
those among whom he associated were his brethren. He shared 
their hopes, their aims, and their ambitions. He felt their woes 
and he knew their joys. He was one of them, and the people 
loved him because they knew that he loved them. They trusted 
him because they knew that he trusted them. And in building 
upon the affections of the people he built upon the only sure 
foundation. 

It has been said that the most sincere tribute that can be paid 
to a man is that which is paid at hisgrave. Some may fear a man 
while he lives, and therefore show him attention; or others may 
want to court his favor. When we see apparent friendship for the 
great we do not always know what motive may be behindit. But 
when a man is dead and is impotent longer to injure or to aid, 
when men gather around his grave and manifest their love, then 
we know that their affection is disinterested. And I believe it can 
be said that no man in this country ever enjoyed the sincere affec- 
tion of a larger proportion of the people whom he served than Mr. 
Vance. 

But he was not only a leader of men, he was an orator of great 
influence. Not that on dress parade he was the best man to put 
up for a public speech, but he was one of the great orators be- 
cause he possessed two of the characteristics of the orator; he 
knew what he was talking about when he talked, and he believed 
what he said. He who believes what he says will move others; 
and he who knows what he is talking about will convince others. 
Not only did he impart knowledge surcharged with earnestness, 
but he possessed rare ability in making the truth pleasant to re- 
ceive. 

He was a statesman as well as a leader of men and an orator. 
As a statesman he was devoted to his work. As a statesman he 
was prepared to make every sacrifice for which his position called. 
As a statesman he was ready to give to every call that conscien- 
tious canoe which duty required. As a statesman he was 
pecuniarily honest. There is nothing in the life of Mr. Vance 
that I prize more than the fact that with all his ability, with all 
his knowledge, with all his influence, no person can say that he 
ever sold his influence, his ability, or his support for money. No 
person can say that on any occasion he evcr surrendered the in- 
terests of the people as he understood those interests for hope of 
gain. 

Sometimes people speak sneeringly of legislators. Sometimes 
they speak as if there were no such thing as honesty among legis- 
lators. Some people talk as if every man has his price, as if all 
that is necessary is to offer enough money and the influence of 
any man who is serving in official position can be purchased. I 
do not believe that the worst enemy that Mr. Vance ever had would 
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say of him that any amount of money, however great, could have 
purchased his vote, his voice, or his influence. And that a man 
with his commanding ability, whose official life began at the very 
dawn of manhood and continued through all the conspicuous po- 
sitions within the gift of his countrymen, should successfully re- 
sist all pecuniary temptations and die poor is, I think, one of the 
proudest of his achievements. 

Mr. Speaker, there are things in this life more valuable than 
money. The wise man said three thousand years ago, “A g 
name is rather to be chosen than great riches, and loving favor 
rather than silver and gold.” We struggle, we sacrifice, and we 
toil in order to leave to our children a fortune; but I believe that 
Senator Vance has left to his widow and to his children a greater, 
a more valuable heritage than he could possibly have left had he 
given to them all the money which one man ever accumulated in 
this world. When he left to them a name untarnished, when he 
left to them a reputation such as he earned and bore, he left to 
them that which no wealth can purchase and that which no one 
who possesses it would part with for money. I am not skilled in 
the use of obituary adjectives, and did not rise to give a review of 
his life, but I beg to place on record my tribute of profound respect 
for a public servant who at the close of his career was able to say 
to the people for whom he toiled, ‘*I have lived in your presence 
for a lifetime; I have received all my honors at your hands; I 
stand before you without fear that anyone can charge against me 
an official wrong.” I say, to such a man I pay my tribute of re- 
spect. 


Mr. WARNER. Mr. Speaker, it has fallen to others, sir, to 
speak of Senator Vance from the standpoint of long association 
and intimate personal acquaintance. In the brief tribute which I 
shall pay to his memory I shall speak rather for those who watched 
his career from afar, and who had learned to trust in him as one 
of the standard bearers of the cause in which as private citizens 
they cast their ballots year after year. 

It was in the troublous days of reconstruction, sir, that we of 
the North first knew him.. We then heard of him as one of those 
extraordinary young men of whom North Carolina has had so 
many. District attorney of his county as soon as he became of 
age; elected member of his State house of commons before his 
term as district attorney was over; elected to Congress at 26, and 


kept there until he entered the Confederate army; made colonel | 


at 31, in three months after his enlistment, and elected governor 


of his State a year later, at the age of 32; sent to the Senate in 1879, | 


but refused ission there, we had learned to consider Governor 
Vance as the incarnation of North Carolina and North Carolina 
as the State of Governor Vance; and we were confirmed in this 
when, after being elected a third time governor, he was again sent 
to the Senate, this time taking his seat. 

And it was but a short time, sir, before we began to know him 
as one of the chosen few upon whom we could always depend to 
fight the fight and keep the faith of the great national party he so 
long and so well served. We of the North counted every year 
more and more on Senator Vance, and every year we found our 
faith better justified. 

And when, in 1890, as the great Senator from Kentucky was 
stricken with mortal illness, we saw Senator Vance, worn and suf- 
fering, taking his place in the thickest of the fight, he became 
thenceforth our rock of reliance; and not merely in the old North 
State of the South but throughout the North we gloried in his 
pluck and prayed for his health. 

Such, sir, was the confidence, such were the fears with which 
we were inspired when, but a little more than a year ago, we 
anxiously awaited his return to the place where he was so sorely 
missed. The crisis was at hand of the long struggle in which he 
had so long fought. If there was any man who had earned the 
right to lead the battle in the Senate, if there was one upon whom 
his party and his country had specially counted, that man was 
Senator Vance. 

But death claimed him. 

I shall not attempt, sir, to find consolation for his loss. In the 
crisis in which it occurred, in view of the long balance and dubi- 
ous issue of the events in which we needed his aid, and lacked it, we 
can only bow to what must be. He was stricken down just when 


his arm was most needed; we lost his aid just when it would have | 


availed us most; and the coranach of Duncan found its echo in 
our hearts: 
He is gone on the mountain, 
He is lost to the forest, 
Like a summer-dried fountain, 
When our need was the sorest. 


He died too soon—not for himself, for fame had already written 
full the record of his busy life, but for his State, his country, and 
his party, that he had served so long and so well in field and in 
council; as a soldier, without fear; as a statesman, without vari- 
ableness or shadow of turning; as a man among men, whose pres- 
ence warmed and cheered every fellow-mortal whom he touched. 
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Mr. BUNN. Mr. Speaker, in that sweetest and tenderest, the 
sublimest, and most beautiful love tragedy that was ever written— 
the thrilling, the heart-moving, the soul-electrifying play of Romeo 
and Juliet—Mercutio, the wit of that play, is made to say, when 
he had received a fatal wound in his breast by the hand of Tybalt, 
‘Tis not so deep as a well, nor so wide as a church door; but ‘tis 
enough, ‘twill serve.” 

And so the wound of bereavement which has been made in the 
hearts of his countrymen by that cruel danger, Death, which re- 
moved from time to immortality the spirit of the lamented Vance, 
is deeper than the soundless depths of old Ocean and broader than 
the whole Christian Church, and it will remain there until the last 
ripple in the riverof Time has been mingled with the waves in the 
ocean of Eternity. 

And, now, Mr. Speaker, in coming to pay my humble but sin- 
cere and heart-nursed tribute to transcendent worth and exalted 
greatness and loftiest excellence, I feel the poverty of human ex- 
pression and the weakness of strongest language, for words, how- 
ever expressive and graphic, are at best but poorest vehicles for 
the transmission of those feelings, when the heart is swept by the 
rushing billows of grief that sweep o’er the ocean of an overwhelm- 
ing bereavement. And so, my tongue isin the coffin of Vance, 
and I can only bow my head and weep o’er the memories of him 
who is now sleeping where the myrtles grow and the daisies peep. 

But, Mr. Speaker, I must attempt a tribute to his worth and ex- 
press my grief at the loss which our country has sustained in his 
untimely death. I say untimely, for he went down in the hour of 
his greatest usefulness, when his magnificently equipped mental 
forces were most admirably trained and drilled and disciplined 
and in fullest and strongest vigor. But he went down like the 
blazing meteor, more brilliant and dazzling and resplendent in its 
downward coruscations than when in pristine glory and unsullied 
radiance it first glistened in the firmament with planets; for our 
grandly panoplied Senator was ascending into the zenith of his 
glory; his last service was the most brilliant, his last speeches his 
greatest and his best, and will crown his career with a halo of re- 
nown that will never lose the richness of its effulgence or the bril- 
liancy of its beaming. 

Yes; he died when his mind was in the noontide of its richest 
brilliancy and his power in the very summer of its lustiest vigor. 
He passed away when his splendid abilities were in greatest de- 
mand and when his sage counsels were most needed. And his 
loss is irreparable, for he was a true patriot and a broad-gauged 
statesman, and being so thoroughly versed in the affairs of gov- 
ernment his sagacious counsels and ripe experience were indeed 
most needed in this trying ordeal of our political history. His 
death at such a time did indeed produce a shock that was felt all 
over the country, for while we all knew that he was in feeble 
health and was perhaps nearing that glorious sunset whose gor- 
geous beauties are but the undimmed reflections of celestial 
splendor, yet his death was so sudden that we could scarcely 
realize that the brawny-brained statesman had ended his last de- 
bate, and that listening Senators would never more hang with 
rapt attention upon the wholesome words that fell from his elo- 
quent tongue. 

Senator Vance was perhaps the most many-sided and admirably 
rounded public man of this century. He was not only a man of . 
magnificent ability and richest intellectual resources, but he was 
a speaker of rarest eloquence and the most thrilling and electrify- 
ing oratory. His stirring appeals were as sweeping as the winds 
when forests are rended and as resistless as the billows of the sea 
when navies are stranded. He was, indeed, a grand, powerful, 
intellectual giant, and on the stump the most admirably fortified 
men of this age dreaded the sweep of his logic, the vigor of his 
eloquence, the fiery outbursts of his dramatic oratory, and the 
withering fires of his burning invective. 

In the fields of literary culture and classic research he was indeed 
superb, for his speeches, while containing golden nuggets of ripest 
wisdom, sparkled with gems of richest humor and glistened with 
the auroral lights of the finest poetic fancy. Thousands have been 
charmed and enchanted with the richly blooming flowers of his 
poetic gardens and lulled and soothed by the rhythmic flow of his 
gracefully winding current of mellifiuent rhetoric. All of his 
speeches were forceful in their presentation of truth and facts, 
noble in their ethical teachings of duty to country, luscious with 
the mellowest fruitage of lofty patriotism, opulent with the gems 
of successfully garnered wisdom, kingly in the imperial sweep of 
their royal eloquence, and regal in the magnificent drapery of the 
most ornate diction. They will prove monuments to the fame of 
Senator Vance more lasting than marble, for on the adamantine 
and invulnerable surface of their imperishable worth, unequaled 
merit, superb splendor, and magnificent beauty, the corroding and 
devastating moth of decay will never fix a fang. 

And the people loved him because his big, generous, sympathetic 
heart was always responsive to every touch of sorrow and distress, 
and ever ready to vibrate with tenderest strains of solace and com- 
miseration; and so when the sad news of his death was sent on 
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the quivering bosom of the electric current throughout his native 
State it opened the floodgates to the briniest waters in the stream 
of human bereavement, for all felt that one of North Carolina’s 
truest and noblest and grandest sons had been stricken down like 
a flower in fullest bloom and beauty. And those who followed 
that funeral train as it took him to his last resting place in the 
mountains, and witnessed the spontaneous demonstrations of grief 
that gushed from the loyal hearts of the old and the young, the high 
and the low, the rich and the poor, must have realized that the 
depth of love and fervor of devotion felt and shown for him was 
never before manifested for any other man in the history of my 
State. 

And the people loved him, too, because he was true to them. 
In season and out of season his voice was ever ready to uphold 
their interests and defend their rights. He was in touch with 
them, and they could always hear the beating of his great heart 
and listen to the music of its throbbings and from its inspiring 
strains find solace for the ills of the present and hope in the prom- 
ises of the future. And so he became their idol, and they fol- 
lowed him most blindly. And he never deceived or misled them, 
for his life was as an open book and its pages could be read by 
all. And on those pages there were no blurs or blots or blemishes; 
all pure and bright and stainless and flawless. 

e was the soul of honor, the very embodiment of honesty. He 
had the courage of his convictions, and everybody knew how and 
where he stood, for he was free and bold in the expression of his 
views and opinions. And yet, bold and aggressive as he was in 
political combat, his heart was tender and sympathetic, and in all 
of his dealings with the weak and defenseless he was the very 
personification of womanly tenderness and forbearance; and no 
one could surpass him in those gentle amenities which give such 
a charm to manhood and such a glorious light to true greatness. 

These are some of the virtues which emblazon his character and 
which will shine forever in that fadeless and imperishable coronet 
that will crown the lustrous brow of the illustrious Vance. 

But, alas! this stately oak, the very monarch in the forest of 
humanity, with all of its widespreading and luxuriant. branches 
of intellectual adornment, bathing in the glad, warm sunlight of 
affectionate esteem and idolatrous admiration, has been stricken 
dewn by the inevitable bolt of death, and he now sleeps in the 
peaceful hush of the quiet grave. But men may stalk across the 
stage of existence and make reputation as bright and as radiant 
as the blush of a dewdrop under the trembling kiss of a morn- 
ing sunbeam, but never will the brilliancy of his reputation be 
surpassed by mortal man, and never will his name hold a second 
piace on the tablet that recites the glories of intellectual splendor; 
and though he has gone from us forever, yet he has left behind 
him an example and an influence and a memory that will prove a 
blessing to his country and a benediction to his people, for their 
radiant light will blaze for our guidance the glorious path of pa- 


triotic duty he so “ae trod and encourage us to live like him 
who has gone to his God, 

Yes; he has left behind a radiant stream of effulgent glory. 
Like the brilliant sun, which sinks behind the distant hilltops 
and leaves behind a golden stream of gorgeous splendors, making 
the whole western horizon seem as if the most opulent dye pots 
in the studio of the angels had been upset and had leaked through 


upon the clouds thus giving them the tintings of celestial glories, 
so his sun of existence has sunk behind the hilltops of death and 
left behind a stream of memories that will never fade from the 
tablets of our hearts. Unlike the glories of the setting sun, which 
soon lose their gorgeous colorings in the bosom of kness, his 
resplendent virtues will not lose their brilliancy in the shadows of 
death’s dark night, for they were dug from mimes of richest and 
arest ore, and bright in glory’s jeweled throne they will shine 

orever more. as i as i. 
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Mr. ALEXANDER. Mr. Speaker, ively few men 
have had such a checkered career as the late Senator lon B. 
Vance. I will give only so much of his history as will show that 
during the changing conditions of socie was always the 
trusted leader of his le. He was born May 13, 1830, in Bun- 
combe Coanty, N. C. is early life was uneventful, not differing 
from that of the friends of his boyhood. 

His educational advantages were not the best, but fairly good. 
He was admitted to practice law im the county courts in Soman. 
ber, 1851, elected county solicitor for Buncombe County in May, 
1852, and admitted to ice in the superior courts in August, 
1853. He was elected to the house of commons of North Carolina 
in 1856, and to the United States Congress in 1858, and reelected 
in 1860. During this period he was an ardent Whig, and devoted 
tothe Union. In 1861 he resigned his seat in Congress, and volun- 
teered in the service of North Carolina and the Confederate States 
to fight as a soldier, actuated by the same spirit that prompted his 
fellow-citizens to engage in the war. They had to fight upon one 
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side or the other, and preferred to cast their lot with the Southern 
States. He was elected captain of his company, and soon after 
was elected colonel of the Twenty-sixth North Carolina Regiment. 
He served with distinction in the battles of Newbern, N.C., the 
seven days before Richmond, and Malvern Hill. 

In August, 1862, the people of North Carolina recalled him from 
the tented field and placed him in the governor’s chair, and it 
was here that he exhibited that great executive ability that made 
him so well known through the Confederate States as the great 
war governor. His foresight in buying the Advance, a ship that 
repeatedly ran the blockade at Wilmington, N.C., freighted with 
blankets, clothing, boots, and shoes for the North Carolina sol- 
diers and many articles of necessity for the people of the State, 
rendered him the idol of the soldier as well as the citizen at home. 
Again, in August, 1864, he was elected governor, and the closin 
days of the Confederacy further demonstrated the greatness o 
his executive a 

After the surrender of the Confederate armies, in May, 1865, he 
was arrested by the military forces of the United States and 
brought to the city of Washington, D.C., and imprisoned in the 
Old Capitol. Some time afterwards he was released on parole, and 
permitted to returnto NorthCarolina. He moved with his famil 
to Charlotte, N. C., and commenced the practice of law, me 
proved himself to be one of the ablest advocates that bar has ever 
had. The national Republican party controlling the National 
Government rege the period of reconstruction disfranchised a 
sufficient number of white people to give the newly organized Re- 
publican party, composed chiefly of carpetbaggers and negroes, 
control of the State. 

The white people, believing that their civilization was threat- 
ened, united under the name of the Conservative Democratic 
»arty and in 1870 redeemed the State. Though the late Senator 

Jance was still disfranchised, his wise counsel aided materially 
in securing that great victory. The legislature, recognizing the 
valuable service he had rendered, elected him to the United States 
Senate; but his disabilities not having been removed by Congress, 
he was not permitted to take his seat. In 1872 he was defeated 
for the same office by the friends of ex-Senator Merrimon com- 
bining with the Republicans. In 1876, after the greatest political 
contest that has ever occurred in the State, he was elected gov- 
ernor for the third time by a flattering vote. 

In 1879 he was again elected to the United States Senate, re- 
elected in 1885, and again in 1891. His death occurred in April, 
1894. I think I but state the truth in saying that at the time of 
his death he had a greater hold upon the affections of the people 
of North Carolina than at any time during his life. A leader of 
the Whigs or Unionists, one of the great leaders of the Confeder- 
acy, and after reconstruction a great leader of the Democracy, as 
attested by being reelected governor and four times United States 
Senator, is a record that proves— 

Act well your part, there all the honor lies. 

In my opinion, the great secret of his success was his intense 
earnestness and great ability in carrying out the principles con- 
tended for. He never wavered or faltered ina fight. He guarded 
the interests of the people so well that their confidence in his in- 
tegrity and honesty was unbounded. They knew that he would 
never— 

Crook the pregnant hinges of the knee 
Where thrift may follow fawning. 

Few public men were so fortunate as to have so few personal 
enemies. Kind, generous, and sympathetic, gifted with a rare 
fund of wit and humor, he gained the friendship of nearly every 
one with whom he came in contact. Having been im feeble health 
for many months, his death was not unexpected. Yet his death 
came at a time when his people most needed his wise counsel to 
ie them through the political trouble then distracting the 

tate. Others have told how the sad news of his death was re- 
ceived by his people, and the great sorrow exhibited by them as 
his colleagues carried his bier to the capital of his State, and 
thence to Asheville, and placed it in a sepulcher near his kindred 
and friends. North Carolina has lost her brightest jewel, and her 

ple have seen their “guide star” struck from the political 
ment. 


Mr. BRANCH. Mr. Speaker, during my four years of service 
in the House the occasions have been frequent in either hall of 
Congress when solemn services like these are held to pay the last 
act of respectful duty to the memory of some departed member. 
These occurrences can but warn us of the precarious tenure by 
which we hold to the fleeting things of time and teach the im- 
oressive lesson of instability of human life. It is a happy thing 
or a country, Mr. Speaker, when the lives of its public men can be 
thrown freely open to the world and challenge its closest scrutiny 
with a consciousness upon the part of the friendly critic that there 
is no blot to be concealed and no glaring fault which a love of 
truth forbids him to deny and his own sense of right scarcely al- 
lows him to palliate. 
Of all public men I have known there are none whose lives 
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teach more impressively the great moral of the strength which 
ublic virtue gives than that of Zebulon Baird Vance. Here at 
Cast is a public man in whose life there can be found no mean or 
equivocating action, none of a departure from the self-imposed 
restraints of a lofty sense of honor; none in which either the 
fear of man, the seductions of ambition, or the allurements of 
pecuniary advancement could tempt to a deed which would de- 
stroy his own self-respect or the respect of others for him. He 
knew how to inspire a people with a just confidence in the sound- 
ness of his judgment and integrity of his purpose, so as to be 
looked toas a safe depository of trust and confidence. _ : 

His popularity was not the result of those factious aids which 

give to demagogues and political tricksters an existence, but was 
the natural consequence of his exalted qualities of both head and 
heart. Under such circumstances it is not surprising that each 
step in the political career of such a man shonld have been crowned 
with public honors. Amid all the fluctuations of public senti- 
ment, amid all the changes of party, tried in times of war as 
well as peace, he was found pursuing the path of duty by the 
light of principle, and dying, he has left behind him a life of con- 
sistency and public virtue upon which the patriot moe ponder 
with pleasure, and from which the mere aspirant for worldly honor 
may draw an instructive lesson. 

His life is a true illustration that the line of duty is alike the 
ath of safety and the way to honor. During along and event- 
ul period a very large portion of his life was spent in the public 

service; for near half a century he devoted his energies and his 
talents to the performance of public duties, always pent 
his trust with fidelity and ability, and never failing to comman 
the confidence, admiration, and gratitude of an enlightened con- 
stituency. How happy now the reflections of those who loved 
him most, that there is not an act of his public life which can be 
referred to but to his honor; not a suspicion that could mar the 
urity and luster of his escutcheon. The remembrance of the 
e and work of such a man should always be an inspiration to 
those who are to assume the duties he so well in his time per- 
formed. . 
Perhaps, Mr. Speaker, one of the highest encomiums ever pas 
on a man in public life, said John Quincy Adams, is that of an 
historian, eminent for his profound acquaintance with mankind, 
who, in painting a great character by a single line, says, ‘‘ He was 
just equal to all the duties of the highest offices which he attained 
and never above them.” The possession of this rare political vir- 
tue was preeminently exemplified throughout the career of Zebu- 
lon B. Vance, who laid down his work without one stain upon his 
record, leaving as a priceless heritage to his family and his coun- 
try a name synonymous with honesty and incorruptibility. 
it is a privilege and asad pleasure, Mr. Speaker, to lay gar- 
lands upen the tomb of the honored dead in whose memory these 
ceremonies are held to-day. I shall not attempt to give a review 
or sketch of his eventful life, nor recite the many important inci- 
dents that mark his long, distinguished public career. Colleagues 
of mine who have preceded me have with admirable precision of 
detail, and in eloquent graceful terms of unexaggerated eulogy, 
spoken of Zebulon B. Vance, who has left upon the historic annals 
of his State and country lasting and imperishable evidences of 
his statesmanship and patriotism. ° 

He was a brave, generous, magnanimous man; every pulsation 
of his warm unselfish heart was kindness and love for his fellow- 
man. The good of his State, the glory of her people, the honor 
and welfare of his country was the polar star ever guiding him. 
His thoughts were of his State and her people. He saw her wide- 
extending fields of cotton and grain, her mines, her quarries, her 
factories, the hum of her wheels of industry, the songs of her 
workingmen—these his thoughts. He knew the privations, the 
trials, the struggles of his people. To make the burden lighter, 
their hearts pear were thoughts that concerned him most, and 
while, Mr. Speaker, the addresses on this occasion can add noth- 
ing to the future happiness of the dead, can not augment the fame 
which his social virtues and his public career have earned, they 
tell the world that a republic can be grateful to those who have 
done her service, and that the citizens of a republic can appreci- 
ate the gentle qualities which give dignity and honor to a states- 
man’s life and insure peace and consolation toa Christian’sdeath. 

A great man has fallen; it is fit we mourn him, indulging the 

hope that the light of his example may long continue to illuminate 
the paths of the future Representatives of the State which hon- 
ored and loved him as the swiftest in the race of ambition to serve 
her, the strongest in the strife for her supremacy, a State which 
now holds his remains and will ever cherish his memory. 


Mr. BOWER of North Carolina. Mr. Speaker, all that pane- 
gyric can bestow has been accorded to him whose distinguished 
ife and melancholy death we to-day commemorate. The tongue 
of the orator, the pen of the historian, and, what would have been 
more to the illustrious dead, the love-inspired eloquence of his 
immediate fellow-citizens have proclaimed and recorded his dis- 
tinguished deeds and exalted station. In the presence of his stu- 
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pendous merit common adulation blushes into silence, and genu- 
ine appreciation would be mute. Discarding fulsome flattery, it 
may truthfully be said of him that he was the greatest of all North 
Carolinians. If asked in what respect greatest, let each honest 
admirer answer for himself oduerdie to what his own ideal of 
true greatness may be, for his greatness was full-measured and 
many-sided. If called upon to name the principal trait or talent 
that gave him such distinction, his friends would be widely apart 
in their views. On what rests his solid and enduring fame? 

The world has laughed and has been refreshed from the foun- 
tain of his quaint and inimitable humor. His anecdotes and sal- 
lies of wit are quoted in almost every household in his native 
State. In every family there yet lives some one to relate and re- 
count his wonderful achievements upon the hustings; how this 
—— was foiled; how that was overthrown by the keen thrust 

apt and witty illustration. Perhaps he was best known as a 
humorist, and yet I may venture to suggest that his humor was 
only an incident and an instrumentality to more substantial quali- 
ties. As aready and an agreeable debater he had few equals and 
no superiors. e ppled with a comprehension broad and 
accurate the most abstruse political questions of his day, and it 
may be said that he never discussed such a question without at 
once elucidating and simplifying it. Under his manipulation the 
intricate questions of revenue and tariff iegislation were hrought 
within easy scope of ordinary intelligence and understanding. 
He never shot above the heads of his audience and never below. 
Whether addressing a grave and dignified Senate or speaking face 
to face with the sturdy yeomanry of his State, whose arms had 
borne him so often to victory and never to defeat, he was the 
same easy, forcible, and convincing orator. He never discussed a 

uestion that he did not thoroughly understand, and hence never 
ailed to be interesting and instructive. 

His public life was preeminently eventful and successful. 
Scarcely had he attained his majority when he was clothed with 
responsible judicial office. At theage of 27 he had the honor of 
a seat in this Hall, defeating a gentleman of great prominence in 
his State and changing the political complexion of the district 
from which he hailed. For a new and young member his stand- 
ing in Congress was highly creditable. This was just prior tothe 
civil war, and when that memorable struggle came on, though 
only 30 years of age, the eyes of his people were turned to him for 
= and leadership. Up to the time when his State seceded 

rom the Union he had been an ardent Union man, but when the 
bond that united North Carolina with the other States had been 
severed he hesitated no longer, but threw himself with all his 
soul into the contest which he had hoped to seeaverted, but which 
when inevitable received his hearty and unfaltering support. 

When the tocsin of war was sounded he was promptly at the 
front, and as colonel of the Twenty-sixth Regiment of North Caro 
lina Volunteers, as gallant a troop as ever marched to battie, he 
gave promise of as much distinction in arms as afterwards awaited 

im in the civic field. But it was as the “‘war governor” of 
North Carolina that he reached the acme in the esteem and affec- 
tion of his people. He was in every pulsation and fiber truly 
Southern, and in the réle of governor at this critical period he 
showed forth to great advantage those splendid qualities of head 
and heart that make the ruler immortal and command the unai- 
loyed pride and gratitude of the governed. Those who lead in 
times of greatest gloom and trial are those around whose memory 
cluster the most tender affections of an appreciative people. 

In the dark days of 1864 and 1865 he was the beacon lighi of 
hope and consolation, and when the sun of the Confederacy went 
out in the final eclipse he appeared as the first and brightest star 
in the new and upper firmament. It is not necessary to trace his 
career from the days of reconstruction to the close of his life. It 
is written upon every imperishable page that records the history 
of his State and nation. ow he spurned the pelf of power and 
the lust and greed of office, ‘‘choosing rather to suffer afflic- 
tion” with his people “than to enjoy the pleasures of sin for a 
season,” how he drank the drugs of political humiliation and 
again tasted the sweets of politicial redemption, ‘‘ these things are 
known and read of all” his countrymen. 

In the magnificent structure of his life and character a few of 
the salient features may be noted. And first and most prominent 
was the inborn rugged honesty that characterized his life from its 
beginning to its close. And when I speak of honesty I do not 
mean it in its narrow, restricted sense of meeting one’s pecuniary 
obligations, though in this sense it may be remarked he lived an 
honest man and died a poor one. ButI use the term in its broader 
acceptance, involving perfect candor and fairness in all his per- 

ant political relations and dealings with his fellow-man. As 
a Representative he never deceived nor attempted to deceive his 
constituency. However embarrassing the strait or pressing the 
emergency, he “ hewed to the line.” Hewasnotrimmer. He pur- 
sued no devious ways, but sought his object with courageous rec- 
titude in a straightforward, manly way. And yet, while he did 
not court, he did not spurn public sentiment. 

The secret of his great political strength and success was thé 
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grace with which he responded to a popular demand when no in- 
consistency or sacrifice of principle was involved. Another ele- 
ment in his composition was his intense patriotism and ardent 
love for the people of his State. He loved North Carolina with 
the fervor of a first love. Her tall mountains and beetling crags, 
her deep ravines and undulating valleys, her green fields, her bab- 
bling brooks, her bounding rivers caught the enraptured fancy of 
his youth and held with unbroken charm the ripe and mellowed 
heart of the man. To him no atmosphere so rare and bracing, no 
landscape so witching, no sky so blue as hers. No wonder the 
tired and wasted body in the throes of its impending dissolution 
should have sought the scenes of its early association and imbibed 
fresh vigor and renewed hope in every breath wafted from the 
misty mountain tops of his birthland. 

His solicitude for the welfare of his people knew not limitation 
or cessation. In every crucial period in his life he had taken them 
into his innermost sympathy and confidence. In the ante bellum 
days of his budding greatness, at the twilight, and again at the mid- 
night, of war’s dread carnival, in the succeeding period of material 
depression and gloom, in victory and defeat, he was ever of them 
and with them. Through all the vicissitudes incident to a most 
eventful and thrilling public life he maintained his hold upon the 
popular heart as only a true patriot and matchless commoner 
could have done. As the solemn tidings of his death swept over 
the State every true North Carolinian felt as if a star of the first 
magnitude had suddenly been blotted from the heavens, and the 
State had somehow grown commonplace and dull. » He has gone 
from our sight forever, and we shall not see his like again. 


[Mr. WOODARD addressed the House. See Appendix. | 


Mr. CRAWFORD. Mr. Speaker, we pause to-day to paya 
tribute of respect to the memory of the late Senator Vance—to 
drop a tear, as it were, on his grave. Eulogy, at this time and 

lace, can but imperfectly outline the character and public serv- 
ice of the dead patriot and statesman. It must be left to the 
historian to review and analyze the great life work of the peerless 
and incomparable Vance and give him his true place in his coun- 
try’s history. 

Zebulon Baird Vance was born in Buncombe County, N. C., 
May 138, 1830, in the district which I have the honor to represent. 
He was not surrounded by the luxuries of wealth, but the ordi- 
nary comforts of life, and it may be said that his greatest heri- 
tage was a poverty that gave him an ry to build his own 
fortune—and he built as a master builder. Nature endowed him 
with a double portion of the essential elements of true greatness 
and cast his lot among the beautiful and picturesque Alleghanies, 
in the very heart of the ‘‘ Land of the Sky,” in the shadow, as 
it were, of Mount Mitchell, Pisgah, and a score of other peaks 
whose summits pierce the clouds 6,000 feet above the sea. That 
portion of North Carolina was then comparatively an isolated 
spot, where the busy ways of trade had not been learned, and 
where the tireless march of progress had scarcely trod— 

A solitude 
Of vast extent, untouched by hand of art; 
Where Nature sowed hersel 
And reap’d her crops. 

To him these mountains were an inspiration; upon their granduer 
his soul feasted, and his young life was filled with a love and ad- 
miration for the beautiful and sublime in nature. The fountain 
of his aspiration was fed by nature herself, and from her open 
pook he learned his most valuable lessons. The breeze that 
winged its way from mountain cavern, the sunbeam that frolicked 
with the leafy forest, the flower that smiled = the grassy dell, 
the brook that lisped its never-ending song, all had a message for 
him, and in them and beyond them all he saw and realized the 
power, the wisdom, and the goodness of God. 

The intellectual faculties of young Vance were aided by an in- 
domitable will power, and he seized every opportunity within his 
grasp for acquiring an education. After attending the best schools 
of the community he took a course at Washi m College, ‘Tennes- 
see, and subsequently a select course, including law, at the Univer- 
sity of North Carolina. He located in Asheville to practice his 
profession, and at the age of twenty-two he was prosecuting attor- 
ney of Buncombe County; at-twenty-four he was a member of the 
legislature, and at twenty-eight he was elected to Congress to fill 
the unexpired term of Thomas L. Clingman, who had been ap- 
pointed to the Senate. The district had been largely Democratic, 
and the party had for a candidate a strong exponent in W. W. 
Avery. But, contrary to all expectation, the Whigs carried it, 
electing Vance by a handsome majority—the youngest man North 
Carolina ever sent to Congress. e was again elected in 1860 over 
Col. Dayid Coleman. 

His term in the House was brief, but he made for himself a 
national reputation, and by his faithful and efficient services he 
endeared himself more than _ever to the people of his State. He 
was a strong Union man and opposed secession with all the ardor 
of his vigorous nature, but surrendered his judgment to the wis- 
dom of his sovereign State when she withdrew from the Union. 


He resigned his seat in Congress, came home, organized a com- 
pany, and went to theseatof war. In a few months he was made 
colonel of the Twenty-sixth North Carolina, and participated in 
the ‘‘seven days’ fight” around Richmond. In 1862, while in 
the field, he was elected governor over Col. William Johnson. 

His administration was more aggressive than that of any other 
governor of the seceded States, and he was known as the “ war 
governor of the South.” Under his administration North Carolina 
mustered and sent to the war more men than any other State of the 
Confederacy—more than one-sixth of the whole number enlisted. 
He was quick to realize that the State could not equip and main- 
tain her soldiers in the field without the aid of foreign commerce, 
therefore he purchased a splendid steamer in the Clyde, and suc- 
cessfully ran the blockade, exchanging cotton for arms, ammuni- 
tion, and clothing for the soldiers, and salt and other domestic ar- 
ticles for the people at home. 

The popularity of Governor Vance was unbounded. His wise 
policy and successful administration met the approval of the peo- 
ple generally, and in 1864 he was again elected by a large major- 
ity over W. W. Holden. 

Mr. Speaker, fate had decreed against the dissolution of the 
Union, the resources of the South were finally exhausted, and the 
Confederacy collapsed. The leading officials were- arrested and 
imprisoned. Governor Vance was brought to this city and con- 
fined in the Old Capitol, but after a few months was released. He 
returned home, located in Charlotte, and resumed the practice of 
law. But never foramoment did he lose sight of the political 
situation. During the dark days of reconstruction no man did 
so much to make the harsh and unwise policy of the Federal Ad- 
ministration odious as Zebulon B. Vance. While others hesitated 
and faltered, he struck straight from the shoulder with his keen 
Damascus blade, and never failed to leave a gaping wound. He 
hurled his thunderbolts against the carpetbag régime with the 
precision of Jove. 

I believe that when the historian comes to review the long and 
illustrious services of Senator Vance to his State, it will be re- 
corded that the period of reconstruction furnished the brightest 
star in his crown of fame. That period when the South was in a 
formative state, passing from the old to the new order of things; 
when local self-government was overthrown, and the people were 
under the iron heel of oppression; when his beloved State had been 
stricken by the devastating hand of war, and carrion vultures were 
flocking to feed upon its emaciated form; then it was he rose with 
the strength of young Hercules, and from one end of the State to 
the other he attacked these hordes of despoilers with a boldness 
and power that were irresistible, and rallied the patriotic and 
conservative people to his support and overturned their rule of 
riot and ruin. ise and wholesome laws were enacted, the right 
of local self-government was restored to the bona fide citizens, and 
no State in the Union with like advantages has made greater prog- 
ress, and no people have been more wisely, honestly, and econom- 
ically governed than the people of North Carolina. These results 
are largely attributable to Senator Vance, for he was in close touch 
with the masses and had great influence in molding public senti- 
ment and in shaping political policies. He was the idol of the 

ople, and they trusted him with implicit confidence and loved 

im as they loved no other man. They delighted to honor him 
and bestowed upon him their choicest gifts. 

Mr. Speaker, the issues of the war brought about a political 
revolution and made friends of former antagonists. Upon these 
issues the pane party went to pieces and Senator Vance became 
a Democrat and opposed the Republican party with greater zeal 
than he had opposed the Democratic party when he was a Whig. 
He was as true to the principles of Democracy as the needle to 
the pole, and at the hands of the Democratic party received his 
greatest honors. He was elected to the United States Senate in 
1870, but was not allowed to take his seat on account of pelitical 
disabilities incurred during the war. 

In 1876 he was nominated for governor, and the Republicans 
nominated Judge Settle, their best and ablest man. Their joint 
campaign was the most memorable in the history of the State, and 
is fresh in the minds of all who heard it. It was a battle of the 
giants—Greek meeting Greek. They were both in the prime of 
life, and both were splendid specimens of physical manhood. The 
discussion was masterly and on a high plane. Zeb Vance, as he 
was familiarly cailed, was a household word, though I had never 
seen him until the day of the speaking at Waynesville. But 
few days of my life are as clearly photographed on my mind as 
that, and the scope of no debate so well remembered. The 
people turned out en masse, and the discussion took place in the 
_- at the Baptist church, Vance leading off. I remember the 

st words he uttered, and to the closing sentence he held me 
spellbound. Never before had I heard such an outburst of wit, 
humor, and eloquence. His great speech, combined with his fine 
physique and stately bearing, made him at once my ideal states- 
man, and such he remained through life. The Democrats carried 
the State, electing Vance by a majority of over 13,000. 

After serving two years as governor, he was elected to the 
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Senate, and took his seat March 18, 1879, and was reelected in 
1885, and again in 1891. To undertake to review his course in the 
Senate would be to give a résumé of the important legislation of 
that body since he has been a member. He entered the Senate at 
the age of forty-nine, with an experience of twenty-five years in 
public affairs and a national reputation which put him at once In 
the front rank of American Senators. For a number of years he 
had been a leading member of the Finance Committee, and devoted 
most of his time to the tariff and financial questions, and had 
much to do with the legislation along these lines. He led the fight 
of the minority against the McKinley bill and demonstrated that 
he had thoroughly mastered the subject in detail. 

It was the ambition of his life to live to see the tariff reformed 
in the interest of the people and silver restored to its constitu- 
tional place as a money metal of the country. For these results 
he labored in season and out of season. Often he met successfully 
in debate the champions of the protective tariff, and the gold 
standard. He had but few equals and no superiors in debate. 
His nature was pugnacious and combative, but his sword was 
never drawn except in defense of the people’s rights, and when 
drawn was never sheathed until the right prevailed. But he was 
a generous, manly opponent, sincere and honest, and never re- 
sorted to a temporizing expedient to gain advantage over his an- 
tagonist. 

Mr. Speaker, Senator Vance was a student, and by too close ap- 
plication his health was gradually undermined, and before he was 
aware he was rapidly approaching the grave. The last speech he 
made was on September 1, 1893, against the unconditional repeal 
of the Sherman law. With prophetic wisdom he predicted that 
there would be no legislation favorable to silverif not had at the 
time the Sherman law was repealed. This was one of the great- 
est speeches of his life, and he spoke with his old-time vigor. 
When he had concluded, I congratulated him, saying, ‘‘ Governor, 
you seem to be yourself again,” and he replied, ‘‘ By no means; I 
am thoroughly exhausted.” And the great statesman and patriot 
stepped out of the Senate and the doors closed behind him forever. 

For some time he had realized that an insidious malady was 
sapping his vitals, and with a hope of relief he sought the sights 
and scenes of lands beyond the seas. Perhaps the deep, heaving 
billow or the cheery whisper of the wavelets; perhaps the soft 
caress of ocean’s briny breath—perhaps these might lend a balm 
to heal him. Hespentseveral months in Europe, visiting famous 
health resorts, but returned home without realizing his hopes. 
He resumed his duties in the Senate, but soon it became necessary 
for him again to abandon his work, and he retired, as he had often 
done, to the sweet seclusion of his mountain home in North Car- 
olina, to enjoy the companionship of tree and bird and brook, 
where he could lay his head upon the bosom of the solitude and 
feel the refreshing influence of nature’s heart throbs. This seemed 
to give him a new lease on life, and he returned to attend the extra 
session of Congress, in the summer of 1893, with his health appar- 
ently restored. But his laborious work as chairman of the Com- 
mittee on Privileges and Elections, the long, tedious struggle over 
the repeal of the Sherman law, and the worry and disappoint- 
ment over offices for his friends, completely prostrated him. 

Still hoping that the coveted panacea might be found, he went 
to Florida; but alas! he grew worse, returned to his home in 
Washington, and after lingering a few weeks died on the night of 
the 14th of April, 1894. He could no longer flee from death. The 
sands in the hourglass had refused to flow; the gateway to an- 
other world was reached and life vanished like a rainbow on a 
summer’s morning. His was a painless death. The angel poised 
in contemplative silence above the ebbing and flowing tide, and 
seeing the weary waves roll mse 7 the shore, reached 
down and laid a gentle hand upon the flood—and he was dead. 

The climax of his life was heralded by a glorious sunset, while 
the night drew on as gently as the summer's gloaming, and 
brightly gleamed the halo that crowned his earthly career as he 
fell Death’s captive on the threshold of the night. Too soon it 
seemed the autumn of his life drew swiftly on; too soon the 
hungry breath of ill-timed winter sought to steal away the glories 
of his ripening years, and his spirit, like a swift-winged bird of 
passage, took its flight to brighter and more genial climes. 

When the message was flashed along the electric wires, ‘‘ Sena- 
tor Vance is dead,” the heart of every North Carolinian was sad; 
for all realized that his death was not only a great and irrepara- 
ble loss to the State, but to each individual a personal bereave- 
ie every man, rich and poor alike, could say, ‘‘ He was my 

riend.” 

The remains of the dead Senator were escorted toa last resting 
place among his native mountains in North Carolina, the dearest 
= to him in all the world. Among these mountains he was 

orn, among them he spent his young manhood, to them he re- 
sorted for recuperation in his failing years, and there he desired 
to sleep while the ages roll on. 

The y layin state in the capitol at Raleigh for several hours, 
and hundreds came sorrowfully to take the last earthly view of 
their own loved Vance. The whole State was as a stricken house- 
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hold. The stations between Raleigh and Asheville were thronged 
with people, hoping that they might have an opportunity once 
more to see the face of their true friend and trusted leader. Ashe- 
ville was reached in the early morning of the 18th. The city was 
draped in mourning, and a sorrowing multitude that came from 
far and near stood about the streets waiting to pay the last tribute 
of love and respect to him who was returning home after the con- 
flicts of life were ended. The air was pleasant and the morning 
sun shined brightly, but soon the sky drew @ veil of somber clouds 
about its face, the mountains grew dark and gloomy, and as we 
stooped with tender hands and bleeding hearts to give him to the 
tomb, the very elements seemed to see our grief and dropped with 
us their tears. 

He sleeps in beautiful Riverside, and the rolling French Broad 
that soothed his childhood slumbers will ever sing to his molder- 
ing ashes. Sleep on! 

There is no death! The stars go down 
To rise upon some other shore; 

And bright in heaven's jeweled crown 
They shine forevermore. 


Mr. BUNN. Mr. Speaker, on behalf of several gentlemen who 
desire to add their tribute to the memory of the distinguished de- 
ceased, I ask unanimous consent that those who desire to do so 
may be pees to publish remarks in the Recorp. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. Tracey). Without objec- 
tion that order will be made. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. BUNN. I nowask, Mr. Speaker, that under the resolution 
already adopted, the House be declared adjourned as a further 
mark of respect to the memory of the deceased. 

Mr. MURRAY. Mr. Speaker, before adjournment I ask unani- 
mous consent to introduce—— 

Mr. BUNN. It is not in order, Mr. Speaker, to entertain a 
request for unanimous consent. The House stands adjourned at 
the close of these exercises by the resolution already adopted. 

Mr. MURRAY. I understand that; but I ask unanimous con- 
sent. Does the gentleman object? 

The SPEAKER protempore. The Chair will state to the gen- 
tleman from South Carolina that the order having been made, and 
the resolution adopted, it would not be in order now to recognize 
the gentleman for any change in the programme. That is the 
custom of the House. 

Mr. MURRAY. Even by unanimous consent? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Even by unanimous consent. 

And then, in accordance with the resolutions already adopted, 
the eae pro tempore (at 5 o’clock and 18 minutes p. m.) de- 
clared the House adjourned until Monday at 11 o’clock a. m. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PRIVATE BILLS. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, private bills and resolutions were 
severally reported from committees, delivered to the Clerk, and 
referred to the Committee of the Whole House, as follows: 

By Mr. HENDERSON of North Carolina, from the Committee 
on the Post-Office and Post-Roads: A bill (H. R. 8677) for the re- 
1080) F. M. Vandling, postmaster at Scranton, Pa. (Report No. 

Also, a bill (S. 2503) for the relief of James Curran. 
No. 1921.) 

By Mr. SWANSON, from the Committee on the Post-Office and 
Post Roads: A bill (H. R. 8431) for the relief of Irwin Tucker, 
postmaster at Newport News, Va. (Report No. 1922.) 





(Report 





PUBLIC BILLS, MEMORIALS, AND RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, bills, resolutions, and memorials 
of the following titles were introduced, and severally referred as 
follows: 

By Mr. HUDSON: A bill (H. R. 8942) granting Fort Hays Reser- 
vation to the State of Kansas for educational purposes—to the Com- 
mittee on the Public Lands. 

By Mr. NEILL: A bill (H. R. 8944) to approve a compromise 
and settlement between the United States and the State of Arkan- 
sas—to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

By Mr. GROUT: A joint resolution (H. Res. 283) authorizing 
the Secretary of the Navy to deliver condemned cannon to the 
Soldiers’ Home for the State of Vermont, located at Bennington, 
Vt.—to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. FITHIAN: A resolution condemning the action of the 
President in sending troops to Chicago to suppress the riots in that 
city—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. SPRINGER: A resolution to pay six months’ salary and 
the funeral expenses of Ernest Almarode—to the Committee on 
Accounts. 

By Mr. CRISP (by request): A resolution of the legislature of 

, asking the donation of the Fort Hays Military Reserva- 
tion to the State of Kansas for public purposes—to the Commit- 
tee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. LITTLE: A memorial (No.13) of the legislature 
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of the State of Washington, protesting against change in the pres- 
ent system of public-iaad surveys—to the Committee on the Pub- 
lic Lands, 

Also, a memorial (No. 6) of the legislature of the State of Wash- 
ington, setting forth the need of the removal of the log jams that 
impede navigation in the Skagit River,in that State, and asking 
an appropriation therefor—to the Committee on Rivers and Har- 
bors. 

By Mr. HARRIS: Concurrent resolution (No. 20) of the Kansas 


legislature, asking that the Fort Hays Military Reservation be | 
donated to the State of Kansas for certain purposes—to the Com- 


mittee on Military Affairs. 


3y Mr. HUDSON: A joint resolution of the State legislature | 


of Kansas, asking Congress for the donation of the Fort Hays 
Military Reservation—to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

By Mr. BRODERICK: A memorial of the legislature of the 
State of Kansas in favor of donating the Fort Hays Military Res- 
ervation to said State for a western branch of the State Agricul- 
tural College, for a western branch of the Kansas State Normal 
— and for a public park—to the Committee on the Public 

s. 


PRIVATE BILLS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXU, private bills of the following 
titles were presented and referred as follows: 

By Mr. HARE: A bill (H. R. 8945) for the relief of Anderson 
H. Ash—to the Committee on Claims. . 

By Mr. JOHNSON of Ohio: A bill (H. R. 8946) to increase the 
pension of the widow of the late Rene E. de Russy, colonel of Corps 
of Engineers and brevet brigadier-general United States Army— 
to the Committee on Pensi~ -. 

By Mr. WHEELER of Alabama: A bill (H.R. 8947) for the re- 
lief of the estate of Eliza J. Rudder, late of Jackson County, Ala.— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. BR. 8948) for the relief of the estate of Gabriel M. 
Smith, late of Jackson County, Ala.—to the Committee on War 
Claims. 


PETITIONS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, the following petitions and papers 
were laid on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows: 

By Mr. BABCOCK: Papers to accompany House bill 8749—to 
the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

By Mr. CATCHINGS: Memorials from the citizens of Green- 
wood and Belzonia, Miss., urging a compensating bounty to the 
sugar producers of the United States for the year 1894—to the Com- 
mittee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. COUSINS: Petition of Division 58, Order of Railway 
Conductors, of Cedar Rapids, Iowa, favoring House bill 8556—to 
¢éhe Committee on Labor. 

By Mr. DURBOROW: Petition of the Shipmasters’ Associa- 
tion of the Great Lakes, to establish branch hydrographic offices 
at the principal lake ports—to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. HARMER: Resolution adopted at a meeting of 286 citi- 
zens of Philadelphia, Pa., in favor of maintaining civil and reli- 
zious liberty by absolute separation of church and state, and in 
iarer of an amendment to the Constitution of the United States 
against the use of the property or credit of the United States or 
any State, or — money rai by taxation, for maintaining any 
institution wholly or in part under sectarian or ecclesiastical con- 
trol—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. HICKS: Resolution and petition of 101 citizens of Holli- 
daysburg, Pa., for a constitutional amendment prohibiting the 

anting of the right of franchise to persons not citizens of the 

nited States—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, petition and resolution of the Manufacturers’ Club of 
Philadelphia, Pa., relating to our present situation as a people 
and directing Congress to the cause of same and praying for re- 
lief—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. LOUDENSLAGER: Resolutions of citizens of Pitman, 
Cherry Landing, and Port Norris, N. J., against granting the 
right of franchise to persons not citizens of the United States—to 
the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, resolutions of citizens of Leesburg, Port Norris, Pitman, 
and Camden, N. J., against appropriating public money and in 
favor of a law prohibiting an establishment of religion—to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. PAGE: Petition of B. W. Foster and 164 soldiers of 
Rhode Island, asking for legislation by Congress to prevent the 
taking away of pensions from soldiers who are members of the 
State Home in Rhode Island by State officials—to the Committee 
on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. CHARLES W. STONE: Resolutions of a meeting of 
citizens of Pleasantville, Pa.,in favor of an amendment to the 
Constitution of the United States prohibiting any legislation for 
sectarian purposes, or appropriations—to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 





FEBRUARY 25, 


Also, resolutions of a meeting of citizens of Pleasantville, Pa., 
in favor of an amendment tothe Constitution of the United States 
prohibiting any State from granting the right of franchise to any 
person not a citizen of the United States—to the Committee on 
the Judiciary. 

3y Mr. WHEELER of Alabama: Petition of Tom M. Edwards 
and other letter carriers for pay due for overtime in carrying 
mail at Birmingham, Ala.—to the Committee on Appropriations. 

Also, petition of Robert Kent, of Lawrence County, Ala., for 
$1,167.50 worth of property taken by United States Army—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. WRIGHT: Petition of C. B. Prescott and 31 others, of 
Holyoke, Mass., in favor of a compensating bounty to the sugar 
producers of the United States for the year 1894—to the Commit- 
tee on Ways and Means. 


SENATE. 
MONDAY, February 25, 1895, 


The Senate met at 11 o’clock a. m. 

Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. W. H. Miupurn, D. D. 

On motion of Mr. CHANDLER, and by unanimous consent, 
the reading of the Journal of the proceedings of Saturday last 
was dispensed with. 

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. T. O. 
TOWLES, its Chief Clerk, announced that the House had agreed 
to the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H.R.1314) for the 
relief of Mathew 8. Priest. 

The message also announced that the House had passed the fol- 
lowing joint resolutions: 

A joint resolution (8. R. 109) to fill the vacancies in the Board 
of Regents of the Smithsonian Institution; 

A joint resolution (S. R. 117) granting permission for the erec- 
tion of a bronze statue in Washington, D. C., in honor of the late 
Prof. Samuel D. Gross, M. D., LL. D., D. C. L.; and 

A joint resolution (S. R. 138) authorizing the Secretary of the 
Navy to deliver unserviceable or condemned cannon to the mayor 
of Burlington, Vt., to be used in decorating Battery Park. 

The message further communicated to the Senate the resolu- 
tions of the House of Representatives commemorative of the life 
and character of the Hon. Zebulon B. Vance, late a Senator from 
the State of North Carolina. 


PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT presented a memorial of sundry citi- 
zens of Oklahoma Territory, remonstrating against the adoption 
of the so-called MARTIN “‘ sooner” amendment to the pending sun- 
dry civil appropriation bill; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. LODGE presented the petition of Francis H. Appleton and 
81 other citizens of Boston, Mass., praying for the passage of 
House bill No. 8135, to promote the efficiency of the militia; which 
was referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. QUAY presented petitions of 130 citizens of Jeannette, of 
74 citizens of Gordon, of 60 citizens of Adams, of 63 citizens of 
Cambridgeboro, of 40 citizens of Fredonia, of 70 citizens of 
Princeton, of 117 citizens of Taylor, of 286 citizens of Philadel- 
phia, and of 60 citizens of Pulaski, all in the State of Pennsylva- 
nia, praying for the adoption of an amendment to the Constitu- 
tion of the United States providing that ‘‘no State shall grant the 
right of franchise to any person who is not a citizen of the United 
States;” which were referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

He also presented petitions of 60 citizens of Adams, of 130 citi- 
zens of Jeannette, of 63 citizens of Cambridgeboro, of 40 citizens 
of Fredonia, of 74 citizens of Gordon, of 100 citizens of Volant, 
and of 60 citizens of Pulaski, all in the State of Pennsylvania, pray- 
ing for the adoption of an amendment to the Constitution of the 
United States prohibiting the appropriation of moneys for secta- 
rian institutions; which were referred to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

AMENDMENT OF REVENUE ACT. 


Mr. VOORHEES. Ipresenta communication from theSecretary 
of the Treasury, transmitting certain suggestions for amendments 
to the present tariff law. I move that the communication be 
printed in the Recorp and as a document, and that it be referred 
to the Committee on Finance, so that it will be before us at our 
regular meeting to-morrow. 

he communication was referred to the Committee on Finance, 
ordered to be printed as a document and to be printed in the Rro- 
ORD, as follows: 
TREASURY DEPARTMENT, OFFICE OF THE SECRETARY, 
Washington, D. C., February 23, 1895. 

Srr: I have the honor to inclose herewith certain suggestions for amend- 
ments to the present tariff law. These amendments are designed to make 
more clear the intention of and to lessen eS a 


by removing the ambiguity now existing in the various paragraphs 
r enumerated. 








1895. 


Most of these suggestions originate with General Appraiser Sharzette, a 
few having been added by this Department, and all are transmitted for the 
consideration of your committee. 

The paragraphs of the act of August 28,1894, sought to be amended by the 
suggestions referred to, are as follows: 44, 48, *76, 88,98, 124, 210, *217, 218, 2344, 
248, 263, 265, 266, 268, 276, 308, 321, 328, 338, 361, #401, 410, 431, 443, *467, *481, *542, 585. 

‘ = suggestions emanating from this Department are marked with an as- 
erisk. 
Respectfully, yours, 
J. G. CARLISLE, Secretary. 
Hon. D. W. VOORHEES, 
Chairman Finance Committee, United States Senate. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 


Mr. ALLEN, from the Committee on Public Lands, to whom 
was referred the bill (S. 1432) to open to settlement and provide 
for the disposal of the public lands of Fort McPherson Military 
Reservation, in the State of Nebraska, and for other purposes, re- 
ported it with amendments. 

He also, from the same committee, reported an amendment in- 
tended to be proposed to the sundry civil appropriation bill; which 
was referred to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to 
be printed. 

Mr. FRYE, from the Committee on Foreign Relations, to whom 
was referred the bill (H.R. 5580) to protect the insignia and the 
name of the Red Cross, reported it with amendments. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon, from the Committee on Claims, to 
whom was referred an amendment submitted by Mr. Quay onthe 
22d instant, intended to be proposed to the general deficiency ap- 
propriation bill, reported favorably thereon, and moved that it be 
printed, and, with the accompanying paper, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations; which was agreed to. 

Mr. BATE, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to whom 
was referred an amendment submitted by Mr. PETTIGREW on the 
19th instant, intended to be proposed to the sundry civil appro- 
priation bill, reported favorably thereon, and moved that it be 
referred to the Committee on Appropriations, and printed; which 
was agreed to. 

Mr. PLATT, from the Committee on Indian Affairs, reported 
an amendment intended to be proposed to the sundry civil appro- 
priation bill; which was referred to the Committee on Appropri- 
ations, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. PASCO, from the Committee on Claims, to whom were re- 
ferred the following bills, reported them severally without amend- 
ment, and submitted reports thereon: 

A bill (S. 377) for the relief of Robert C. Murphy; 

A bill (H. R. 561) for the relief of John and Sarah Griffin; and 

A bill (H. R. 526) for the relief of Joseph Haxthausen. 
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Mr. VILAS, from the Committee on Public Lands, to whom | 


was referred the bill (S. 2767) to quiet title to certain lands in per- 
sons who purchased the same in good faith, without notice, and 
for a valuable consideration, and to enable the Government to 
issue patents on such lands, reported it without amendment. 

Mr. BERRY, from the Committee on Public Lands, to whom 
was referred the bill (S. 2802) to approve a compromise and set- 
tlement betweon the United States and the State of Arkansas, 
reported it with an amendment. 

Mr. PEFFER, from the Committee on Claims, to whom was 
referred the bill (S. 2756) for the relief of Oliver M. Blair, admin- 
istrator of Thomas P. Blair, deceased, reported it without amend- 
ment, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. BRICE. I am directed by the Committee on Interstate 
Commerce to report back without recommendation the bill (S. 
1344) to sc -ure aerial navigation. I also submit a written report 
in connection therewith, which I ask may be printed. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill will be placed on the Calen- 
dar. The report will be printed under the rule. 


AMENDMENTS TO APPROPRIATION BILLS. 


Mr. HUNTON submitted an amendment intended to be proposed 
by him to the general deficiency appropriation bill; which was or- 
dered to be printed, and, with the accompanying papers, referred 
to the Committee on Appropriations. 

Mr. BUTLER submitted an amendment intended to be proposed 
by him to the general deficiency appropriation bill; which was re- 
ee to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be 
printed. 

Mr. KYLE submitted an amendment intended to be proposed 
by him to the general deficiency appropriation bill; which was 
eee to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be 
printed. 

Mr. WHITE submitted an amendment intended to be proposed 
by him to the general deficiency appropriation bill; which was or- 
dered to be printed, and, with the accompanying papers, referred 
to the Committee on Appropriations. 

LIEUT. F. C. ROCKENBACH. 

Mr. DANTEL introduced a joint resolution (8S. R. 140) author- 
izing Second Lieut. F. C. Rockenbach, of the Tenth Cavalry, 
United States Army, to accept the position of commandant of 
cadets at the Virginia Military Academy, at Lexington, Va.; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee 
on Military Affairs. 

































2671 


Mr. BATE subsequently reported the joint resolution without 
amendment from the Committce on Miltary Affairs, and it was 
placed on the Calendar. 


LIEUT. COL. J. MADISON CUTTS. 


Mr. GALLINGER. Mr. President, I rise to make a request to 
which I trust the Senator from Missouri [Mr. CocKRELL], a mem- 
ber of the Committee on Military Affairs, will give attention 

On the 26th day of January I asked unanimous consent to call 
from the Calendar the bill (S. 399) for the relief of Bvt. Lieut. Col. 
J. Madison Cutts. There was no objection, the bill was passed, 
and went to the other House. Since that time, in a very irregular 
and, as I think, improper way a so-called minority report, seri- 
ously reflecting upon the military record of the claimant, was in- 
jected into the Recorp before the majority report had been made 
to the House. I understand that the bill has since then been re- 
ported favorably by the House committee, but the only chance to 
get action upon it will be under a suspension of the rules. 

I now wish to ask, in justice to myself, in justice to the Sen- 
ate, as well as in justice to this soldier, the privilege of hav- 
ing printed in the Recorp the report of the Senate Committee on 
Military Affairs, which report adopts the report of General 
BLAcK, of the House of Representatives, and also an argument 
in behalf of the bill, which contains certain official documents re- 
lating to the case. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Isthere objection? The Chair hears 
none, and it is so ordered. 

The report referred to is as follows: 


Mr. Patmer, from the Committee on Military Affairs, submitted the fol- 
lowing report, to accompany bill S. 399: 

The Committee on Military Affairs, to which was referred the bill (S. 309) 
for the relief of Byt. Lieut. Col. J. Madison Cutts, have had the same under 
consideration, and beg leave to report that the committee have considered 
the bill and recommend its passage. 

The military history of this officer is voluminous. Without repeating the 
facts, the committee beg leave to refer to a report made by the Military Com- 
mittee of the House of Representatives in connection with the House bill No 
2556, which is adopted, and presents a very clear and succinct statement 
of the facts which entitle this officer to the favorable consideration of the 
Senate. 


Mr. BLAck of Minois, from the Committee on Military Affairs, submitted 
the following report, to accompany bill H. R. 2556: 

The Committee on Military Affairs. to whom was referred the bill (H.R 
2556) for the relief of Bvt. Lieut. Col. J. Madison Cutts, submit the following 


report: 

Pais bill has now for the third time, ina third successive Congress, received 
the careful and thorough consideration of the House Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

The committee adopt the report of the committee of the Fifty-second Co1 
gress, which also includes that of the Fifty-first Congress, as follow 


[House Report No. 2118, Fifty-second Congress, first session. } 
P J j 


The Committee on Military Affairs, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 
2120) for the relief of Bvt. Lieut. Col. J. Madison Cutts, submit the following 
report: 

An examination of the evidence accompanying this report shows that many 
of the most distinguished soldiers, living and dead, have with a great una- 
nimity described his services as imbued with patriotic ardor of a high order, 
varied, faithful, unwearied, valuable, arduous, and often hazardous, and so 
distinguished as to be the recipient of a triple medal of honor from the Con- 
gress of the United States. 

The commendations come from the brigade, division, and corps command- 
ers of the Ninth Army Corps. on the staff of which he served as aid-de-camp, 
judge-advocate, and frequently assistant adjutant-general. 

They are confirmed by his brigade, division,and corps commanders of the 
Fifth Army Corps, in which he served as acting field officer, second in com 
mand, and in command of his regiment. They are repeated from personal 
knowledge by commanders of othercorps and by distinguished staff officers 
of the Army of the Potomae, on the staff of which army Re himself served 
as aid-de-camp and jud advocate. They come from soldiers who have 
served with great distinction as chiefs of the general staff corpsof the Army, 
as adjutant, inspector, quartermaster, and commissary generals of the Army 
of the United States; and the entire record of this soldier has been carefully 
reviewed by distinguished commanders of Western armies, by Major-General 
Rosecrans, who commanded the Army of the Cumberland, a by Major 
General Sehofield, now commanding the Army, and who was Secretary of 
War at the date of this officer’s resignation, and was and now is officially 
familiar with all attending circumstances connected therewith. 

It has been made perfectly evident to the committee that the officer’s career 
in the line, field, and staff of the Army was of great distinction and that his 
services were of a high order of merit and usefulmess.and were eminent, 
brilliant, and worthy the highest consideration—eminent and worthy of the 
highest consideration in the belief of General Getty and General Schriver, an 
meritorious, gallant, and brilliant in the belief of General Rosecrans. The 
committee have therefore felt compelled to give the bill far more than usual 
consideration—careful, thorough, and even prolonged investigation. 

The committee adopt the unanimous report made in the Fifty-first Con 
gress upon a similar bill which passed the House of Representati the 
— of the Speaker unanimously and without objection on February 
26, 1591. 

{House Report No. 3343, Pifty-first Congress, second session. } 

The Committee on Military Affairs, to whom was referred the bill (H.R. 
7490) for the relief of Bvt. Lieut. Col. J. Madison Cutts, respectfully report 
as follows: 

We find from the evidence, and careful examination of his record, as certi- 
fied by the War Department, that this soldier. then a young lawyer, was one 
of the earliest of those who patriotically enlisted for the defense of the 
Union. 

After serving as a private soldier in the First Rhode Island Volunteers 
(three months’ service) he was commissioned by President Lincoln, at the 
request of Hon. Stephen A. Douglas, made shortly before his death, as cap- 
tain of the Eleventh United States Infantry. 

After organizing as mustering and disbursing officer Rhode Island troops, 
cavalry, artillery, and infantry, he was ordered to report for duty on the 












staff ot Major-General Burnside, and served on that general’s staff as aid-de- 
camp, judge-advocate, and in other staff capacities in his successive com- 
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mands of the Department of North Carolina, the Ninth Army Corps, the 
right wing of the Army of the Potomac, the Army of the Potomac, and the 
Department of the Ohio. During that period he was presentin the battles of 
South Mountain, Antietam, and Fredericksburg, in which his services were 
of a very high order of distinction. 

He thereafter served with his regiment at the Mine Run campaign of Gen- 
eral Meade and in the many battles of General Grant's campaign of the Wil- 
derness, and was acting field officer, and thereafter commanded his regiment 
at General Grant’s headquarters, City Point, Va., and at General Meade’s 
headquarters, andin the battle of Fort Steadman, Va. His final service was in 
Louisiana, as commander of the post at Shreveport, La., with subposts at 
Marshall and Jefferson, Tex. 

His services as a soldier were very varied, arduous, unremitted, often ex- 
tremely hazardous, and invelving great responsibilities, and he was at all 
times noted for ability and fidelity to duty and for conspicuous and distin- 
guished acts of gallantry on many battlefields until, after rallying his regi- 
ment, which had been broken by a decimating artillery fire in front of Peters- 
burg, Va., June 18, 1864, he himself fell, as was at that time ongpene> mor- 
tally wounded, while advancing in front of his regiment in the line of battle 
which he had reformed. 

He then incurred a disability, in the performance of a specific act of great 
geen, sufficient to have entitled him to be at once retired as captain. A 

ittle more than two years afterwards he could have been retired under the 
act of Congress of July 26, 1866, with the rank of his command when wounded— 
that of a field officer. 

Although often urged and advised to avail himself of the provisions of that 
act, he had no desire to become a charge upon the country he had helped to 
save,and remained in the service, although seriously disabled, hoping still to 
be of service to his country. < 

He resigned June 19, 1868, under circumstances of great personal distress, 
and after having been tried by a court-martial on two sets of charges, which 
om to have originated largely from personal difficulties with one of his 
officers. 

At the time of his resignation Colonel Cutts believed that the court-martial 
had sentenced him to dismissal, but was entirely ignorant of the fact that the 
court had unanimously recommended, not mitigation or lemiency, but the en- 
tire and absolute remission of the sentence, thus, while rendering a technical 
or pro forma judgment, themselves declaring that in view of all the circum- 
stances the accused was not strictly amenable to their sentence. 

This fact, by reason of his resi tion, was not known to Colonel Cutts un- 
til May, 1890, and has only lately n officially certified by the Secretary of 
War to your committee. " 

His career since his.resignation has been one of long-continued useful and 
honorable effort in civil and professional life. The committee believe it 
highly to his honor that, after marrying and having 11 children, 7 of whom 
are now living, he has forborne to = his claim and appeal for relief until 
no longer able, by reason of disability, the result of his wounds and expos- 
ae in the service, to bear the cares, anxieties, and wants of his large 

amily. anni fd 

In view of his long-continued and distinguished services, entitling him ina 
marked degree to the gratitude of his country, the committee recommend 
that he be honorably restored to the status he held when wounded, and ac- 
cordingly report favorably the bill for his retirement in the Army with the 
rank of captain. , 

In justice to the soldier, and in support of their action, your committee ap- 
pend the statements of the many inguished soldiers, living and dead, who 
were his friends, immediate associates, and comrades in arms. 


APPENDIX. 


Captain Cutts rendered efficient services as mustering and disbursing offi- 
cer in organizing Rhode Island troops, for which he was personally thanked 
by the governor of that State. ‘ 

Maj. Gen. William Sprague. late governor of Rhode Island, writes: _ 

“COLONEL: Say frcm me that your early action, the earliest who stirred, 
becoming the forlorn hope, against the organized South, entitles you to great 
consideration. More than that, your more than interested relations South 
would have restrained you had you not been more than ordinarily imbued 
with patrioticardor. Besides, were you not the brother-in-law of Stephen 
A. Douglas? Your services were of a high order here, and I unite fully with 
ose certify to your services, with equally praiseworthy ones under my 
oO al eye.” 

The shthements of Maj. Gens. Samuel D. Sturgis, J. D. Cox, John F. Hart- 
ranft, anes Ewing, Henry J. Hunt, and William.B. Franklin fully cover the 
period of his staff services. 

Says General Sturgis: 

“T was weli acquainted with Colonel Cutts during the campaign in Mary- 
land in 1862, and can not speak in terms too high of the valuable, arduous, 
and often hazardous services which he rendered at the battles of South Moun- 
tain and Antietam. ay merwones acquaintance with Colonel Cutts included 
also his services at the battle of Fredericksburg, Va., in the fall of 1862, where 
his services were well understood by the army corps (Ninth) to which we 
both belonged. 

“T believe it may be safely said of Colonel Cutts that there are few officers 
of his rank and opportwaities who have done so much and received so little 
in return.” 

Writes Gen. J.D. Cox: 
ee one t in stating that during the years 1862 and 1863 I was well 


with the military standing of Col. (then Captain) J. Madison 
Cut who was then ser on the staff of Major-General Burnside, com- 
man the right of the Army of the Potomac. This brought me in 


constant intercourse with the gentlemen of General Burnside’s staff, and I 
know that Captain Cutts was a the most energetic, brave, and intelligent 
of the officers in that service. e sought active field service as acting aid, 
and was found wherever severe duty was to be done.” 

Says General Hunt: 

*Tknew and esteemed Colonel Cutts during the late war, whilst he was 
serving on the staff of General Burnside, commanding the Army of the Po- 
tomac, my own headquarters being with those of General Burnside. 

“He bore the character of an active, intelligent, and efficient officer, not 
onl rae time but in the previous campaign in Maryland, when Gen- 
eral McCle. commanded that Army. : 

“After he joined his regiment I did not personally see so much of him, but 
his services were always well spoken of until he was disabled by a severe 
wound received in one of the assaults on Petersburg in June, 1864.’ 

Writes General Hartranft: ; 

“I was well acquainted with Col. J. M. Cutts du his services with the 
Army of the Potomac and up to the time of his disa wound in front of 
Petersburg, June, 1864. 

“He was distinguished for bravery and unswerving fidelity to duty, and I 
cheerfully testify to the very high —— in which he was held by his com- 
rades and his superior officers. On the staff of Major-General Burnside and 
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with his regiment he fully met every requirement of a gallant soldier and 
true patriot.”’ 

Says Gen. Hugh Ewing: 

“The troops which I commanded were led to their position in line of bat- 
tle at Antietam by Colonel Cutts, and the soldierly skill, coolness, and bright 
courage displayed by him that day won from me the highest admiration. 

_ ‘He displayed on that field the noble qualities that go to make up the bril- 
liant soldier, and I do not recall a single other officer during the entire course 
of the war that so quckly and profoundly impressed me: 

_ ** What more can I say? He was a bright light on the field of battle, cheer- 
ing up the duller spirits, and by such service long continued as few rendered 
or could render, he secured the gratitude of the soldier and earned the last- 
ing gratitude of the Republic.”’ 

rites General Franklin: 

“I well remember the fact that you were with me at the first battle of Fred- 
ericksburg, December 13, 1862,as a member of the staff of General Burnside 
the commanding general, I being at the time the commander of the Left G rand 
Division. The service that you then rendered was brave, able, and efficient, 
and deserved honorable recognition by the authorities, although I have 
never heard that you received it. As our paths led in different directions 
after that time, I can not s pumtosy of your service afterwards; but I 
know that it was honorable and distinguished, and that you were severely 
wounded in action, and were entitled to have been placed on the retired list 
had you applied to be so placed. I do not think that under the circum- 
stances you ought to be considered as having lost your right to such a posi- 
tion now, and sincerely hope that you will be successful in your efforts to 
have your merits recognized by the action of Congress, for which you ask.” 

Says Maj. Gen. Rufus Ingalls, chief quartermaster of the armies operating 
against Richmond: 

** This certifies that I have personally known Col. J. Madison Cutts, captain. 
Eleventh Infantry, for years, running back before he entered the Army. I 
saw much of him while he served in the Army of the Potomac on General 
Burnside’s staff, and with his opens. Isaw him at City Point when dan- 
gerously wounded in battle on the 18th of June, 1864, and sent him to Wash- 
ington for treatment. He isa man of fine education, and had a robust con- 
stitution before his hard and dangerous service, but is now enfeebled from 
the effects of this serviceand wounds. Asasoldier he stood high withall who 
served with him. No one questioned his ability, patriotism, and bravery. 
Ho served faithfully, and is deserving of his country now in his day of need.” 

In the early days of his recovery, while still confined to his bed, Captain 
Cutts was cheered and strengthened by a letter written by General Griffin, 
his divisien commander, to Mrs. Griffin, and by her brought to him to read. 

Writes General Griffin: 

‘“‘T asked General Ayres to-day how Captain Cutts was getting, and he re- 
plied he understood he was out of danger, and added he had made his mark 
as a gallant officer in this mpelgn. 

“I doubt whether any officer of the regulars has been so specially gallant 
and attentive to duty as Captain Cutts, and it was a subject of universal re- 
mark before he was wounded or thought he was going to die; still, it would 
not have surprised any one who had known his father.” 

Writes General Ayres, his brigade commander: 

“My knowledge of Colonel Cutts dates back tohis army service. He joined 
my command in 1864, and was with it in that long series of battles commenc- 
ing with the Wilderness, through that, Spottsy] vania Court-House, the North 
Anna, Cold Harbor, and the crossing of the James, to the front of Peters- 
burg, when, in the assault on that place, June 18, he was severely wounded 
and carried from the field. 

* His conduct was marked in all those battles, and in some of the se- 
verest his gallantry was conspicuous. He was a soldier who deserves well of 
his country.” 

And again, in a separate paper, General Ayers, writing from personal knowl- 
edge, as an eyewitness of the circumstances under which Colonel Cutts was 
wounded, says: 

“I have the honor to state, from personal. knowledge, that Bvt. Lieut. Col. 
J. Madison kan captain, Eleventh Infantry, was second in command of 
his regiment (and acting field officer) on the 18th of June, 1864 

“In the engagement in front of Petersburg, Va., on that day a spherical- 
ease shot burst in front of the regiment, killing 7 men and wounding 23 
others. Of course, confusion in the Foqenann followed. Colonel Cutts stepped 
to the front and straightened out the line. While doing so he was severely 
wounded and carried from the field. His conduct was, as on former occa- 
sions, conspicuous and gallant.”’ 

It now remains to refer to the statement of that most distinguished and 
skillful surgeon, Dr. Basil Norris, United States Army, who attended Col- 
onel Cutts while wounded. He writes: 

“Capt. J. M. Cutts, Eleventh United States Infantry, was wounded on the 
18th of June, 1864, in front of ewerare, Va., while acting as field officer, and, 
as I have been informed, advancing in line of battle in front of his regiment. 

““He was conveyed to Washington, where he arrived June 20, 1864, and 
paos under my treatment, and continued under me are until September 

ollowing. His wound was a gunshot wound (rifle ball) of left side. The 
ball entered between the eighth and ninth ribs ona line below the axilla, 
fractured the ninth rib, penetrated the lung, and made its exit between the 
ninth and tenth ribs at a point about 1 inch from the spinal column. 

“Captain Cutts was brevetted lieutenant-colonel for gallant and distin- 
guished services in that campaign of the Army of the Potomac, having pre- 
viously rendered conspicuous services in the preceding campaigns of the 
same army. 

‘His wound created a permanent disability, which then, and ever since 
would have entitled him, had he requested while in the service, to be placed 
on the retired list. 

‘*He never made such a. but before his wounds were entirely 
— is ae ma his regiment and sought opportunities for further service 
an ion. 

“ He resigned in 1868, and now, with a large family, after a long interval of 
honorable exertion, he finds himself no longer abie to contend against his in- 
creasing disabilities incurred in the line of duty and in battle. 

“Informed, as I am, that Colonel Cutts will apply to Congress to be placed 
on the retired list of the Army, I would respectfully say that such recognition 
of his services and sufferings would only be in accordance with the custom of 
service in the Regular Army in like cases,and that I believe he abun- 
dantly merits such consideration.” 

Colonel Cutts was twice brevetted for oy and distinguished services. 
He was recommended for the colonelcy of one of the regiments of General 
Hancock's veteran corps. Although strongly commended by his brigade, 
division, co and army commanders, Generals Ayres, Griffin, Warren, and 
Meade, and although his detail was requested by General Hancock in person, 
it was declined and refused by the Secretary of War, because he decided that 
the veteran corps was designed to bring into the service those that 
were out of it,and he therefore would not order the detail of an officer al- 
ready in the Army. 

The indorsement of that distinguished soldier, Maj. Gen. G. K. Warren, the 
commander of the Fifth Army with reference to Captain Cutits’s pro 
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motion to the colonelcy of a veteran corps regiment, followed the recom- 
mendations of his brigade and division commanders, Generals Ayres and 
Griffin, and was as follows: 


‘HEADQUARTERS FirTH ARMY Corps, August 24, 1864. 


‘“‘T could add nothing to the recommendations above, which I fully indorse. 
I hope such faithful service and suffering will not go unrewarded.” 

Writes Maj. Gen. Edward Ferrero: ; 

“Tt affords me great pleasure to recommend Col. J. M. Cutts, having known 
him personally while connected with the Ninth Army Corps. A brave and 
accomplished officer, whose faithful services during the late war entitle him 
to the kind consideration of his fellow-men in general. I sincerely hope that 
his wishes to be retired will meet with the —— of the Senate and House.” 

Writes Maj. Gen. and ex-President R. B. Hayes: ; 

“During the Antietam campaign I served in the same corps with Colonel 
Cutts, and have sufficient information of his services throughout the war to 
be well assured that it was of decided merit. , 

“Tam confident that he deserves the relief that Congress is asked to afford, 
and I trust sincerely that it will be granted.” 

Testifies Brig. Gen. David B. McKibben: 

“Tt affords me great pleasure to add my testimony to your gallantry on the 
field of battle oak to your high soldierly character when we served together 
in the Army of the Potomac. The recordsof the War Department show this. 
All your brother officers were witnesses of it. Such being the case, a gener- 
ous country will not refuse its aid, only asked for when broken down by 
wounds and disease incurred battling for its existence. ; 

“T sincerely wish you success, and I have not the slightest doubt you will 
achieve it. Noone has a better claim and few asrichly deserve of their coun- 
try.” 

Writes Maj. Gen. Orlando B. Willcox, now governor of Soldiers’ Home: 

“T have read the abstract of your service in the Army with great interest, 
and cheerfully add my testimony to the mass of evidence to your distin- 
gtished services during our acquaintance in the war of the rebellion. 

“TI remember your activity and great usefulness in the fights at South 
Mountain and Antietam, particularly where, as aid-de-camp to General 
Burnside, you contributed so much to success, and I may safely say that no 
staff officer habitually exposed himself todanger in carrying orders and gain- 
ing intelligence more than yourself. Z 3 

“In my humble judgment you are richly deserving retirement, with the 
rank of captain at least. 

Testifies Maj. Gen. George W. Getty: 

**T fully concur in all that has been said in your behalf. 

“During the Maryland campaign, which resulted in the battles of South 
Mountain and Antietam, I was the chief of artillery of the right wing of the 
Army of the Potomac. You rendered most efficient aid to me in selecting 
positions for the artillery, and subsequently in conducting the batteries to 
the positions selected. 

“In the Virginia campaign, under Major-General Burnside, your services 
were active and dangerous in carrying orders and gaining intelligence of the 
movements of General Lee’s army. No staff officer on General Burnside’s 
staff rendered more efficient or valuable services than yourself. 

“Your services during the war were eminent and honorable, deserving the 
highest consideration. 

*“T do most sincerely hope that Congress, as a simple act of justice, will 
grant the relief you ask.” 34 ; 

Since the above report was made much valuable and additional evidence 
has been laid before the Fifty-second Congress. This evidence is all embraced 
in its proper connections in the argument made before the committee. The 
entire argument which has so fully satisfied and convinced the committee 
has elicited evidences of equal approbation and conviction from the most dis- 
tinguished sources, from some of which we quote: 


WASHINGTON, January 21, 1892. 


DEAR COLONEL Courts: I have received your letter of this date, and have no 
hesitation in stating with pleasure that the argument in support of the Con- 

ressional bill for your relief is candid, soldier-like, fair, just, and honorable. 

can not doubt that it will convince all who may be called on to act in the 
case, and I trust that a meet the wishes of yourself and the friends 
who desire the success which you richly deserve. 

Truly, your friend, 
ED. SCHRIVER, 
Inspector-General U. S. A., Retired. 


GRAND RAPIps, MicHn., May 25, 1892. 


DEAR COLONEL: I have read your argument, and you make a very able one. 
The report of the committee in the Fifty-first Congress speaks for itself. 
You deserve to succeed. 
B. M. CUTCHEON, 


Yours, truly, 
Chairman Military Committee, 
House of Representatives, Fifty-jirst Congress. 
Col. J. MADISON CUTTs. 


[From Maj. Gen: Amos Beckwith, Commissary-General United States Army, 
retired, president of the New Orleans court-martial. 

DEAR COLONEL: I have read over your argument in the matter of the bill 
for your relief, I can not see wherein you can better the presentation of the 
case. I hope the committee may take a sensible and favorable view of your 
case, and make such a recommendation as will carry the bill through. 


PRESIDENT’S RooM, BROWN UNIVERSITY, 
Providence, R. I., May 21, 1892. 
My DEAR COLONEL Cutts: I do not see but that you have prepared your 
argument with admirable candor, taste, and force. I can not but hope and 
think that you will win. So hope all your friends here. 


Yours, 
E. BENJ. ANDREWS. 
[From ex-President R. B. Hayes.] 

SPIEGEL GROVE, Fremont,Ohio, May 18, 1892. 
My DEAR COLONEL: Ihave read with interest your full and convincing ar 
gument in behalf of relief by act of Congress. it will, I trust, persuade the 
authorities to grant what you ask. Nothing can give full compensation for 
what you have suffered, but the honorable military record you have fairly 

won can and should be restored to you. 

Sincerely, RUTHERFORD B. HAYES. 
[From Maj. Gen. Rufus Ingalls, Quartermaster-General United States Army, 
retired. ] 

New YOrK Ciry, June 3, 1892. 
My DEAR MAprson: I have read your argument very carefully and see 
nothing to add to it. 
The fact is, your record is perfectly glorious, and I trust Congress will so 
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decide promptly. At this late day, after having suffered so much through 
flagrant injustice, nothing can possibly be too good for you. 


Very sincerely, RUFUS INGALLS 


{From Gen. Edwin 8. Osborne, chairman of the Subcommittee House Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs, which unanimously reported the bili in the 
Fifty-first Congress. ] 

My DEAR CoLonsL: I became much interested in your case early in the 
Fifty-first Congress, and was sadly disappointed that the case was so long de- 
layed in the Senate as to prevent justice being rendered in some slight degree 
to you by that Congress. 

I have read the brief of yourargument with much satisfaction and sincerel 
hope the deserved result for good so long celayed may be shortly reached, 
and the great injury done you after these long years of sorrow and suffering 
may be forgotton and that your future may be rich with many biessings. 

Your services tothe country on the battlefield were grand and glorious and 
you deserve that reward your splendid efforts demand 

The circumstances surrounding your resignation from the Army were fully 
understood by the Military Committee of the Fifty-first Congress. and it 
never was regarded in the slightest degree as an objection to granting the 
relief you so justly are entitled to receive. 

Congress should restore to you all the rights and honors you certainly were 
entitled to before these sad experiences. though bad men overtook your ca- 
reer, and surely the wounds that carried you down on that hard day, 18th 
June, 1864, in the front at Petersburg, should not be forgotten. 

You deserve well of your country, and it will be small return for periled 
life to give you the brevet rank of brigadier-general and place you upon the 
retired list as captain. 

a I sincerely trust that justice may be permitted for yourself and your chil- 
ren. 

I am, dear colonel, with kind regards, your obedient servant, 
EDWIN 8S. OSBORNE. 









(From Major-General Commanding the Army. } 
HEADQUARTERS OF THE ARMY, 


Washington, D. C., February 20, 1892. 
My Dg£AR CoLoNneEL: I am sure the steps you have taken will secure to 
your case fair and deliberate consideration, and I doubt not ultimate success. 

Yours, very truly, 
J. M. SCHOFIELD. 
EXECUTIVE OFFICE, 

Lansing, Mich., May 25, 1892. 

My D&AR COLONEL: Yours of 22d with inclosed “ argument" receivad. J 


hope the bill for your relief will become a law. 
sive that the act would be only justice to you. 
Lam, very truly, yours, 


The argument seems conclu- 


EDWIN B. WINANS. 
Col. J. Mapison Curts, 
Washington, D. C. 


The committee have fully considered the courts-martial records and all the 
circumstances of great distress, anxiety, misapprehension, and entire mis- 
understanding which led to and attended this officer's resignation from the 
service after the machinery of courts-martial had been put in motion by had 
and malicious men for their own purposes of revenge totally disconnected 
from the good of the service, and during the exciting period of reconstruc- 
tion, when this officer at a culminating period of honorable usefulness was 
faithfully and intelligently exercising ail his powers and facilities for the 
welfare and best interests of his country in an important and difficult com- 
mand with the most beneficent results. 

The committee concur fully with the surviving members of the New Or- 
leans court-martial, which, at the time, unknowr to this officer, unanimously 
recommended not mitigation, but the entire, absolute, and unqualified re- 
mission of their gravest sentence, as now expressed by Maj. Gen. Beckwith, 
the president of that court, that ‘this most valuable officer should be re- 
stored to the service, where he rightfully belongs,” and only regret that, in 
accordance with all the recent precedents in cases of retirement, this can 
only be done by placing him on the retired list with the rank of captain, that 
being his actual rank at the date of his resignation, to date from the passage 
of this act, and without back pay, although in 1866, under then existing law, 
and two years before his resignation, he had the undoubted right to be re- 
tired as field officer, the rank of his command when wounded. 

The Committee of the Fifty-third Congress do not consider it necessary to 
republish the argument of the case which was made an appendix to the 
report of the committee of the Fifty-second House, but they do desire to 
comment upon this case as being a precedent of great value, going very far 
to affirm and establish fundamental principles of importance to the Army 
and Navy in the administration of military justice. 

It is much to the honor of this soldier that, during a long life since his 
resignation in 1868, his career has been one of active usefulness and honorable 
distinction in civil life; that he has never despaired of the justice of his 
country, and through a long contest, which almost invariably attends Con- 
gressional legislation, covering a large field of inquiry, he has borne himself 
ae: at all times displaying a chivalric spirit, the same courage and 

ortitude which he exhibited on many battlefields, and always insisting upon 
the most severe and critical examination of his entire record as a soldier, and 
finally has obtained the concurring judgment, with but few inte 
days, in the same month and year of the Committees on Military A 
both Houses of Congress, which both he and his many friends throu 
the entire country may well be justified in believing to be a final and cor 
sive judgment. 










It is a clear violation of the laws, usages, and customs governing armies to 
continue an officer in the discharge of important duties and hold over his 
head any charge, and a still greater violation to make the prosecution of 
that charge depend upon his acceptance or nonacceptance of any co1 ions 
whatever. 

Where an officer of tried ability, experience, and distinction exercises his 
best judgment in the performance of his duties a very careful inquiry s ud 


be made before subjecting him to the odium of a court-martial arising out 
of that performance of duty, or upon facts incidentally or accidentally con 
nected. 

The objects sought by the Articles of War, by the discipline, rules, and cus- 
toms of the service, and of trials by courts-martial, are not to gratify private 
and personal rese:.tments, or to accomplish private ends, but to maintain 
and secure, by the »roper punishment of offenses and delinquencies, the dig 
nity, order, good conduct, character, reputation, and discipline of the Army 
The ends of justice should, therefore, never be perverted, or its administ 
tion strained, by the admixture of private animosities or personal resent- 
ments. 

Where a court-martial, after a long and harassing trial, unanimous!y rec- 
ommends, not mitigation or clemency, but the absolute and unqualified re 
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mission of an entire sentence, thus conclusively demonstrating that in view 
of all the circumstances the accused is not a proper subject for punishment 
he should not for a moment be kept in ignorance of that judgment of his 
peers, since it is clear that no reviewing authority would ever disregard such 
a recommendation. 

Experience in this and other cases has shown that in the hurry, agitation 
and confusion of times of war or of civil excitements injustice is often done 
not always apparent on the face of the record, or the usual summary an- 
nouncements of general courts-martial orders, and that avery careful inquiry 
into motives and circumstances by a proper board or otherwise is often nec- 
essary in order that justice shall be secured to deserving soldiers. 

The truth of these propositions has been fully demonstrated in this case. 
The publication of the entire record of this soldier by the House Committee 
on Military Affairs, Fifty-second.Congress, having enabled him to obtain the 
judgments of many of the most distinguished officers, both upon the active 
and retired list of the Army, from some of whom we quote—preceding them 
with a semijudicial opinion of the chief justice of the great State of Ohio—and 
it is here to be noted that each has given his separate opinion in varying lan- 
guage unknown tothe other, and yet with entire general concurrence, thus 
constituting a board of review of the highest character. 








SUPREME COURT OF OHIO, CONSULTATION Room, 
Columbus February 10, 1894. 


My Dear MaAptsow: I have received your very kind letter of the 8th in- 
stant. It is to be earnestly wished by every lover of justice and every ad- 
mirer of noble and patriotic service for our country in its darkest hour 
that this Congress will not end without passing the bill pending for your re- 
lief. It is not necessary to repeat what I have several times written you, that 
upon careful review of the evidence at the courts-martial in your case, and 
with reliable information as to the causes that unjustly inspired the proceed- 
ings, you should, in my opinion, have all and more than you ask at the hands 
of Congress. 

Iam gratified by your kind expressions in reference to myself. It is true 
you left the profession of the law, of which you would have become an orna- 
ment had you continued in the struggle (which is the lot of all who woo the 
jealous mistress), yet no one can find fault with your haviag made the sacri- 
fice for the sake of your country. 

With my best wishes, and I will say prayers, for your success in the matter 
which must now fill so large a space in your mind and heart and soul, I am, 
ever and sincerely, 

Your friend, 
F. J. DICKMAN. 


Bvt. Maj. Gen. August V. Kautz, brigadier-general, United States Army, 
retired, a very high authority on the laws, usages, and customs which govern 
the Army, responded as follows: 

TACOMA, WASH., February 4, 1898. 


DeAR Str: Not until now have I been able to read the reports of House 
Military Committee of the Fifty-second Congress, which enables me to an- 
swer the interrogatories of your letter of the 30th of December, 1892. 

The customs and usages of the service were violated in allowing you to be 
continued in the performance of important duties after an alleged offense for 
which you were subsequently tried, as shown in the proceedings of the Cin- 
cinnati court-martial of 1863 in your case. 

The Braman court-martial case does not show any treatment of enlisted 
men by you that could not reasonably have been excused by the circumstances 
and the practice of the service at that time. 

The Peterson court-martial and the recommendation of the members show 
that they regarded you as a gallant and chivalrous officer, seeking to protect 
the country under your command against what you had reason to believe the 
dishonest schemes of Peterson. 

{ concur fully in the findings of the committees, and do not see how Con- 
gress can justly fail, except by default, to grant your petition. Trusting that 
when I shall have the opportunity of meeting you in person you will be 
e’~ enjoyment of your just dues, with your name again upon the Army 

, Tam, 
Yours, very respectfully, 
AUGUST V. KAUTZ, 
Brig. Gen. Retired, Bvt. Maj. Gen. U. 8S. A. 


Maj. Gen. Amos Beckwith, who was president of the New Orleans court- 
martial which tried both the Peterson and the Braman cases, with the full 
printed records before him, responds: 

Sr. Louis, Mo., January 4, 1894. 


My Dear CoLoneL Cutts: You are fortunately favored with a commit- 
tee of able, historic men who are perfectly familiar with military affairs and 
acquainted with the customs and courtesies of the military service. They 
will at once perceive that injustice was done you in concealing or withhold- 
ing from you the nature of the sentence of the New Orleans court. 

fy ividly recall all the incidents of this court-martial and recognize the 
recommendation of the court. In fact, it was written by myself. 

Surely the time is at hand when you will secure your restoration so long 
delayed, so justly due. 

Your obc dient servant, 
AMOS BECKWITH, 


Brevet Major-General, United States Army. 


General Otis, lately appointed brigadier-general United States Army, 
Writes: 
HEADQUARTERS DEPARTMENT OF THE COLUMBIA, 
Vancouver Barracks, Wash., February 26, 1894. 


My DEAR CoLoNneE.: I have carefully read the report which you sent me. 

Ido not_know anything of the great majority of facts presented and dis- 
cussed, and have now ascertained them for the first time, but concerning you 
I know this much: 

I became acquainted with you at the Cambridge Law School in 1859 and 
1860. You were a very close student, and established a reputation for appli- 
cation and ability. I next saw you in the Wilderness on the 7th of May, 1564, 
when you were with your regiment, and from that date to the 18th day of 
June, when you were severely wounded in front of Petersburg, Va., I saw 

ou very frequently, as I was continuously an active member of the brigade 

which you were serving. i 

On June 18 I commanded that brigade, and recollect most distinctly the 
circumstances under which you received your wound. 

In that terrible cam . from May 5 until Petersburg was reached, you 
bore yourself most gallantly and won the admiration and respect of all with 
whom you were associated. For ra services in that campaign alone your 
quniey is greatly indebted, and I shall be very glad to see you suitably re- 
warded. 

Very trul ou. 
ee E. 8. OTIS, 
Brigadier-General, United States Army. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


FEBRUARY 25, 


WASHINGTON, D. C., December 27, 1898. 
DEAR COLONEL: I regard the report of the Military Committee as a thor- 
ough vindication of your record as a soldier and of your claim to the grati- 
tude of your country. 
With the compliments of the season, I am, 
Yours, truly, E. A. CARR, 
Brigadier-General, U. 8. Army, Retired Brevet Major-General. 


GOVERNOR'S OFFICE, UNITED STATES SOLDIERS’ Home, 
Washington, D. C., December 30, 12893. 
DEAR CoLONEL: I have carefully read your papers submitted to the Mili- 
tary Committee of the House of Representatives and regard the argument 
as most convincing. 'The recommendation of the six officers, all of high char- 
acter, members of the court, could not possibly have been disregarded by 
any reviewing authority, and will, I trust, be equally respected by our Sen- 
ate and House of Representatives. 
Very respectfully, 
D. 8. STANLEY, 
Brigadier-General, Retired, Brevet Major-General. 


HEADQUARTERS DEPARTMENT OF THE EAST, 
Governors Island, N. Y., January 17, 1894. 
My DEAR COLONEL: Surely the country can afford to remember the grand 
stand and solid work of the “ Little Giant” and not less your own phenome- 
nal gallantry and self-denying service. 
Very truly, yours, 
O. O. HOWARD, 
Major-General, United States Army. 
From Maj. Gen. Alex. S. Webb, ex-chief of staff, Army of the Potomac, and 
now president of the Collegeof the City of New York: 
OysTeR Bay, Lone ISLAND, N. Y., October 11, 1393. 
My Dear COLONEL: I was inagony when your letter and report of Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs came to me here. I have an attack of my old 
enemy. 
Your vindication is complete. Of course, I read every word, and will read 
more. 
I remain, truly yours, 
ALEX. S. WEBB. 
From Bvt. Maj. Gen. D. H. Rucker, ex-Quartermaster-General United States 
Ariny, brigadier-general retired: 


WASHINGTON, February 3, 139%. 


DEAR COLONEL: I have received and read the reportof the Military Com- 
mittee, House of Representatives, sent me with your note of the 3lst Janu- 
ary last. 

Your very distinguished services in the Army during the war of the re- 
bellion are very clearly and forcibly set forth therein and should, I think, be 
convincing to all impartial readers. 

I hope that your brilliant career as an officer during the war may receive 
consideration and that you may be successful in your effort to be placed on 
the retired list of the Army. 

Truly, yours, 
D. H. RUCKER. 

Maj. Gen. Fitz-John Porter responds: 

119 WEsT FORTY-SEVENTH STREET, 
New York, December 24, 1893. 

DEAR COLONEL: I have read with pleasure and interest the report of the 
House committee on your appeal, which you have kindly sent me. 

Iam sorry your bill did not i and become law when first before Con- 
gress, but I do not doubt it will pass in your present appeal. 

Wishing you relief, comfort, and happiness, and the same to your family, 
believe me, 

Yours, truly, 
F. J. PORTER. 

Colonel Cutts, writing to Lieut. Col. John B. Parke, asking if he remem 
bered delivering to him in person the order to advance on June 18, 1864, re- 
ceived the following reply: 

COLUMBUS BARRACKS, OHTO, 
DEPOT GENERAL RECRUITING SERVICE, 
UNITED STATES ARMY, 
December 26, 1893. 

My DEAR CoLoneEL: Your favor of December 2], 1893, at hand with inclosed 
report. I can not recollect about my giving you the orders on the field on the 
18th of June, 1864, but I will state that from the time we crossed the Rapidan 
River up to the time you were wounded I saw you in command of your regi- 
ment, the Eleventh Infantry, and knew personally that you were always in 
the front. In several of the battles of the Wilderness and on the first day’s 
fighting at that place you had charge of the skirmish line, I being on it, and 
held it all day long. 

Hoping you may be successful, I remain, 

Very truly, yours, 
JOHN B. PARKE, 
Lieutenant-Colonel, Second Infantry, Commanding Depot. 


From Rear-Admiral Daniel Ammen, United States Navy (retired): 
AMMENDALE, Mp., November 19, 1898. 
My Dear CoLongE: Your note of the 14th came duly to hand and late: 
the Congressional report was received, which I have examined with interest. 
I am quite sure that an examination of the abundant testimony covering 
every part of your army career entitles you to the consideration of your 
claims in an eminent degree, and I shall hope to see your wishes fulfilled. 


Very truly, yours, 
- DAN’L AMMEN. 


From Gen. L. A. Grant, ex-Assistant Secretary of War: 

WASHINGTON, D. C., January 16, 1894. 

My Dear CoLonet: I have yours of yesterday, and have read with inter- 
est the report of the committee of the House, Fifty-seecond Congress, first 
session. 

There seems to me but one conclusion. Your record and the great value 
of your military services are fully established. and you deserve well of your 
— a 1 

ery truly, yours. 
: 7 L. A. GRANT. 


The committee report the bill back without amendment and recommend 
its passage. 
















1895. 





IX THE MATTER OF THE BILAL, FOR THE RELIEF OF CAPT. AND BYT. LIEUT. 
COL. J. MADISON CUTTS. 


Argument submitted to the Committee on Military Affairs, House of Rep- 
resentatives, Fifty-second Congress, April 25, 1892. 

Mr. Chairman and gentlemen of the committee, on the 6th of December, 
1890, [ was for the first and only time able to obtain an adequate hearing upon 
the bill then pending in the Fifty-first Congress for my relief. 

On that day I was heard in person before a subcommittee of five members 
of the House Committee on Military Affairs, consisting of. General Osborne, 
of Pennsylvania; Mr. Spooner, of Rhode Island; Mr. Lansing, of New York; 
General Spinola, of New York, and Mr. Lanham, of Texas. This subcom- 
mittee unanimously reported favorably. Mr.Spooner, of Rhode Island, was 
directed to prepare the report, which, after being read, msidered in detail, 
and amended in the full committee, was unanimously presented to the House 
on the 22d day of December, 1890, and the bill thereafter, February 26, 1891, as 
unanimously passed the House, too late in the session, the last of that Con- 
gress, to permit my obtaining the final and concurring action of the Senate. 

A petition signed by the governors of Indiana, Rhode Island, Ohio, Titinois, 
Michigan, Maine, Massachusetts, New Hampshire, and Vermont, and by ex- 
President Rutherford B. Hayes, Maj. Gen. Daniel Butterfield, Orlando B. 
Willcox, W.S. Rosecrans, and Capt. John Palmer, commander-in-chief Grand 
Army of the Republic, has been presented to the Fifty-second Congress pray- 
ing the passage of the bill to retire me as captain and for such future recog- 
nition by brevet rank of my services in the line, field, and staff of the Army 
“as may in your judgment give fitting expression to the gratitude of the 
nation.” y 

A bill differing in some particulars from that passed by the House, Fifty- 
first Congress, is now before you. - $ 

Iam thus compelled to renew the argument previously made, with some 
additions rendered necessary by very important additional evidence, by the 
fact that since the expiration of the Fifty-first Congress I have for the first 
time been able to fully examine certain courts-martial records, and have very 
recently been furnished with officially certified copies which I cheerfully and 
most gladly hold at the service of the committee. 

I here beg each member of the committee to read carefully the report made 
in the last House, more er because it fully sets forth the evidence 
upon which the committee acted, which, together with a large amount of 
most important additional eviderce since received, I shall have occasion to 
refer to in this argument. I shall thus, to a very great extent, be saved the 
necessity of detail and a discussion which must. of inevitable necessity, be of 
considerable length on account of its absolutely necessary proofs and illus- 
trations, will yet be made as short as sible. , 

Mr. Chairman, before the battle of Fredericksburg I had earned in the 
Ninth Army Corps and the Army of the Potomac an honorable reputation, 
which, if it was not distinguished as that of a soldier without fear ‘or re- 
proach, was certainly that of an officer whose patriotism was above suspi- 
cion, and whose devotion to duty was “constant and unwearied,” to use the 
language of General Burnside. 

During the battle of Fredericksburg, after exhausting my own horses I 

rocured a fresh mount from Gen. Rufus Ingalls to carry a communication 

o General Franklin. Returning, horse and rider jaded and worn, I had oc- 
casion to speak a few words of censure to certain junior officers of General 
Burnside’s staff, and riding past them, reported to that general, then hold- 
ing a council of war, upon the condition and position of General Franklin's 
forces, the ‘‘ Left Grand Division of the Army of the Potomac.” 

When I concluded, and, with diagram of General Franklin's line of battle 
in my hand, made by myself on the battlefield, had answered a few ques- 
tions, General Burnside said tome, with great warmth and earnestness, thrice 
repeating himself, ‘Thank you, captain! Thank you, captain! Thank you, 
captain!” 

liett the council room, and going downstairs I spoke to another member 
of the staff about the matter which had elicited my censure, which he said he 
also had observed, but yielding to his earnest and almost pathetic appeal, 
I determined to keep silent. I have kept silent ever since. 

From that time, while there was distance and reserve, there were no per- 
sonal quarrels; but I had incurred the hostility and concealed or suppressed 
enmity of certain officers, junior to myself, almost at the very moment of 
time when I had rendered services which had earned me the thrice-repeated 
thanks of the general commanding the Army of the Potomac, and as a con 
sequence the gratitude of my country. (See the evidence of General Frank- 
lin, hereafter quoted.) 

Under then existing law I wasentitled tohave been made major and judge- 
advocate of the Army, but, although I continuously performed the duties 
of judge-advocate, I did not receive the appointment, peemowon, pay, and 
rank of a major of cavalry, to which I was then entitled by long previous 
Services. 

Between the battle of Fredericksburg and the “mud march” the chief of 
staff came to me and directed me to prepare, quietly and unobserved, to ac- 
company the general commanding. did so, and we proceeded, unattended 
even by our orderlies, to meet President Lincoln at Belle Plain. The Presi- 
dent did not come. We met General Halleck in his stead. 

Returning, riding late at night, our conversation came to be directed to the 
matter of my appointment as judge-advocate, and General Burnside said to 
me, ‘“‘ Captain, Lhave as much confidence in you asinany member of my staff, 
and I do not know but that I have more. Ilcan at any time have you made 
major and judge-advocate, but I am seeking to give you much higher promo- 
tion.” : 

Shortly afterwards a very important court-martial was convened in Wash- 
ington, and I was detailed as its judge-advocate. General Burnside was a 
little later relieved from command of the Army of the Potomac. I joined 
him as he passed through Washington, and proceeded with him to Cincin- 
nati, Ohio, where I was at once assigned to duty as judge-advocate of the De- 
partment of the Ohio, embracing the five great States of Ohio, Indiana, Illi- 
noise, Michigan, and Kentucky, still only with my rank as captain, General 
Burnside again assuring me “ that he was seeking to give me much higher pro- 
motion, if circumstances developed as he expected, and that he had already 
had some conversation with the Secretary of War upon the subject.” 

I may here be permitted to state that although I knew I was the only offi- 
cer of General Burnside’s personal staff whom General Hooker would gladly 
have retained, and had at this time close and very intimate friendship with 
many of tife most cultivated and distinguished officers of the Army of the 
Potomac, which it grieved me to sever, I yet chose to remain loyal to my 
chief and to continue attached to his fortunes, while he himself was suffering 
from severe criticisms, disappointments, and vexation of spirit. : 

{ here quote the following letter, filed In evidence, from Gen. Joseph Dick- 
inson, the most intimate friend of General Hooker, his assistant adjutant 
throughout the whole of his career and his chief of staff on the field of Chan- 
cellorsville. 


DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR, BUREAU OF PENSIONS, 
Washington, D. C., April 27, 1891. 
et that the bill for your retirement, 


assed the House in so honorable and gratifying a manner, failed to be 
for the final action of the Senate. 


My DEAR CoLoneEt: I sincerely re 
which 
reach 
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I have read the report of the House committee with pleasure and interest, 
and Iam sure that no one who served with you would question the justice of 
its conclusions. 

I knew you well during the South Mountain, Antietam, and Fredericksburg 
campaigns and battles. Your valuable services, which then earned you adis- 
tinguished reputation as a soldier, were afterwards supplemented by equally 
conspicuous services in the campaign of the Wilderness. 









Noone at all familiar with the history of the Army of the Potomac would 
hesitate to accept as conclusive the testimony of the many dist uished offi- 
cers whose statements in your behalf are set forth in the report of your com- 
mittee. 


it was always a matter of surprise to me that you were not c 
as major and judge-advocate of the Army of the Potomac in 182 
been so appointed, under the law authorizing a judge-advocate 
arate army, you would have belonged perman y tot 
course, unless otherwise ordered by the War Department, w 
mained behind with General Hooker when General Burnside was reli 

Had you, even as it was, requested to have been transferred to General 
Hooker's staff, I have every reason to believe that your wish would have been 
gratified, and that General Hooker would have made you his judge-ad rocate 

I know that he would have been glad to have retained you in t] n 
the Potomac, and on his staff, because of your experience and reputation as 
an Officer and many warm and mutual friendships and soldierly ties which 
commended you to his esteem as they then did and always will to min 

I hope you will not relax your efforts, which I trust wili soon be crowned 
with deserved success., 

Very truly and sincerely, your friend, 














JOS. DICKINSON. 
I now beg leave to invite the most careful attention and rigid scrutiny of 
the facts now to be recited and a close observance and comparison of d 
I 


i dates, 

April 18, 1863, General Burnside issued his celebrated General Orders, No. 
38, at Cincinnati, headquarters Department of the Ohio. 

As judge-advocate of the department, it became my duty to take cogni- 
zance of all arrests made under this order, to prepare the cases for trial, and 
to see that courts-martial and military commissions were duly organized for 
that purpose. 

Dissenting from General Buraside, both as to the necessity and legality of 
that order, I determined by the careful and judicious selection of cases which 
most pressingly demanded trial, and by promptly dismissing such as were 
not sustained by evidence, to avoid any flagrant violation of the laws and 
Constitution of my country. 

A court-martial and military commission were immediately organized at 
Cincinnati. By this court and commission 10 cases selected by me with great 
care and a most painful sense of responsibility were tried previous to the ar- 
rest and trial of Mr. Vallandigham. 

On the night of the 4th of May, 1863, Mr. Vallandigham was arrested. His 
arrest was made without my knowledge that it was intended, and I knew 
nothing about it until the next morning, when Burnside, before either of us 
had risen from our beds, sent for me and, placing a copy of a newspaper con- 
taining a report of Vallandigham’s speech in my hands, directed me to draw 
up the charges against him and prepare for his immediate trial. I pro- 
nounced the arrest illegal and advised against the trial on the ground that it 
would create needless excitement and ill feeling in the department, and be 
productive of great injury to the cause and service of the Government. He 
angrily said that he would be responsible for the policy, and that as long as I 
was his judge-advocate it was my duty to do what he ordered metodo. I 
obeyed orders. Asa soldier I could not have done otherwise. 

The trial commenced May 6, and on its conclusion I hurried to Weshineton 
to attend my father in his last illness. Returning I renewed my opposition 
and continued my protests against Order No. 38. , 

On the 16th day of June, 1863, after some discussion between ns, again ter- 
minating quite angrily on his part and on mine, concluding with a request 
that he would allow me to prepare an order embodying my views, to which 
he assented, I submitted a general order and urged its adoption and i:mmedi- 
ate publication in lieu of General Orders No.38. His reply was that he would 
not issue it, as he was expecting a reply from the President relative to his 
request to be allowed to declare martial law throughout the department, 
which, if acquiesced in, no such order as mine would be necessary. 

It will at once be observed by every lawyer, jurist, and statesman that he 
here admitted the justice, legality, and constitutionality of my contention, 
which all along had been that General Order No. 38 was in effect a declara 
tion of martial law, which he had no right to declare and which was not au- 
thorized by the condition either of the Department or the country, and that 
no commanding general had the right to declare martial law except under 
ove wering necessity and in the immediate scene of operating and con- 
tending forces and warfare. : 

President Lincoln never gave General Burnside his consent to a declara- 
tion of martial law, and I have reason to believe and to know that ho and his 
Secretary of War concurred with me in their beliefs. 

On the 20th day of June I again urged the immediate publication of the or- 
der I had prepared. General Burnside’s answer again was that he was still 
waiting the President’s reply. After that time I[ had little personal or official 
communication with General Burnside. 

Now, during all this time, from the date of his assumption of command 
June 22, 1863, [had no knowledge of any storm brewing about my head. N 
a single word from any human being, or the slighest intimation from any 
source, had reached me that any charge involving any scandal was being held 
over me for punishment. 

If anything had occurred to the great scandal and injury of the service, 
and this took place. April 10, 1863, certainly between April 10 and June 22, 
more than two entire months having elapsed, during all of which time I was 
in the continuous performance of the most responsible, arduous, and exact- 
ing duties, it must have become publicly known, or else the inevitable con- 
clusion is that there was no great public scandal. 

Something certainly did occur on the 18th day of June, and on the 2!st ana 
22d, as fully set forth in General Orders, No. 333, War Department, Adjutant- 
General's Office, October 8, 1863. 

That occurrence was simply this: That one of the officers whom I had re- 
proved at Fredericksburg grossly insulted me by occupying my desk offivially 
assigned to me for my official use, and receiving a sharp reply from me toa 
remark made by him, chailenged me to fight a due! 

I declined for the reason that I did not consider him a foeman worthy of 
my steel, for reasons which abundantly appeared in the course of my trial 
and, above all, that I did not consider in any event that a pr r method of 
displaying courage, and did not intend, as the officer of the staff charged with 
the duty of enforcing military law, propose myself to violate the Articles of 
War with deliberate intent. 

It was then, and only then, when the sender of the challe 
and myself were all three placed in arrest, that an occt 2 which had 
aa on April 10, 1863, was for the first time brought to my attention 
with official emphasis, when a copy of the charges was handed to me 

This occurrence was unearthed by malice, and although the head and front 
of my offending was as I pleaded it, and was so found by the court, it was 
used, or attempted to be used, in the most cruel and treacherous manner for 








to 
ot 








, the bearer, 

























































































EPR AOI he TE rR CPE HEE te oe or, 


ona Bo Ft: 


a> 


Ne erin eR 


Oe ee es 


AAR ater 


Sci SPREE Per SS 


6 cmt oo cnn ih a el en itt tt IR NE En COIR E SOARES om IS IME 


2676 CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


my destruction, and I became then and for a long time afterwards an almost 
infinite sufferer. 

The court having no mercy for me leniently, complacently, if not compli- 
antly themselves, proceeded in the most flagrant manner to violate one of the 
Articles of War, and in open defiance of its mandatory and peremptory di- 
rection, found the sender of the challenge “ guilty,” and yet only sentenced 
him to be reprimanded, while the article of war, without leaving the slight- 
est discretion, absolutely prescribes only one punishment, that of dismissal, 
and then, continuing, found the bearer of the challenge “ not guilty,” aresult 
which clearly could have been reached only after some adroit subterfuge on 
his part, while they singled me out as the only victim and sacrifice. 

The President, as soon as the cases could receive his attention, promptly 
restored me to duty, and practically reversed the judgment of the court by 
dismissing the sender of the challenge from the service. I to receive a 
reprimand. 

When I afterwards saw the President he treated me with the greatest kind- 
ness and the most marked consideration, and did administer to me a mild 
reprimand. He advised me to forget the incident and not permit it to affect 
my future career, and concluded by saying: “I have done worse things 
myself, but nobody was ever mean enough to tell about them.” It is here to 
be said that the offense was one knownas the “‘concupiscence of the eyes.” I 
had in a moment of temptation simply sought to look upon a person of the 
opposite sex when I should not have done so, and there was no further sin, 
and absolutely no aggravation and no scandal. 

: ~ Chairman, the President restored me to duty for gallant conduct in 
vattle. 

Did the record of my services at that time and up to that date justify this 
action? Should it not have shielded me from the gross wrong and injustice 
done me and the ingratitude of Burnside? Let us examine that record with 
the assistance of General Burnside himself. 

Says General Burnside in his report of the operations of the “right wing, 
Army of the Potomac, September 7-19, 1862:" 

& 2 e e cy * « 


“To Brigadier-Generals Cox, Wilcox, and Sturgis: I desire to express my 
obligations for the prompt and efficient manner in which all my orders were 
executed.” 

e * * * * e . 

Again— i : ; 

“The battery commandersare deserving of special mention for the efficient 
service rendered by them during the day. I beg to call attention of the gen- 
eral commanding to the valuable services rendered by Lieutenant-Colonel 
Getty, chief of artillery, who posted the batteries. 

% * * * * . . 


“To my personal staff Iam under renewed obligations for their constant 
and unwearied efforts and their faithfulness and courage exhibited in the 
various duties required of them. They are as follows: 

& « ° % % * * 
“J. M. CUTTS, 
“Captain, Aide-de-Camp.", 
. * e & a . * 


It thus becomes immediately important to know what Generals Cox, Will- 
cox, Sturgis, Getty, Ewing, and Hartranft, all of whom were under fire with 
Captain Cutts, thought of his services at South Mountain and Antietam, and 
I may here also properly include their testimony and that of other distin- 
guished soldiers as to the battle of Fredericksburg, all of which is quoted in 
the House report. 

Writes Maj. Gen. J. D. Cox, who, after the death of General Reno at South 
Mountain, commanded the Ninth Army Corps at Antietam: 

*T take pleasure in stating that during the years 1862 and 1863 I was well 
acquainted with the military standing of Col. (then Capt.) J. Madison Cutts, 
who was then serving on the staff of Major-General Burnside, commanding 
the right wing of the Army of the Potomac. This brought me in constant 
intercourse with the gentlemen of General Burnside’s staff, and I know that 
Captain Cutts was among the most energetic, brave, and intelligent of the 
officers in that service. e sought active field service as acting aid, and was 
found wherever severe duty was to be done.” é 

Writes Maj. Gen. Orlando B. Willcox, now governor of the Soldiers’ Home, 
and brigadier-general, United States Army, retired: 

**T have read the abstract of your service in the Army with great interest, 
and cheerfully add my testimony to the mass of evidence to your distin- 
guished services during our acquaintance in the war of the rebellion. 

‘“T remember your activity and great usefulness in the fights at South Moun- 
tain and Antietam, particularly where, as aid-de-camp to General Burnside, 

you contributed so much to success, and I may safely say that no staff officer 
1abitually exposed himself to danger in carrying orders and gaining intelli- 
gence more than yourself. 

‘In my humble tadenpent you are richly deserving retirement, with the 
rank of captain, at least.” 

Says Major-General Sturgis, who commanded a division of the Ninth Army 
Corps at South Mountain and Antietam, and afterwards the corps: 

f was well acquainted with Colonel Cutts wee the campaign in Mary- 
land in 1862, and can not speak in terms too high of the valuable, arduous, and 
often hazardous services which he rendered at the battles of South Mountain 
and Antietam. My personal acquaintance with Colonel Cutts included also 
his services at the battle of Fredericksburg, Va., in-the fall of 1862, where his 
ferrteen were well understood by the Army Corps (Ninth) to which we both 

longed. 

‘I believe it may be safely said of Colonel Cutts that there are few officers 
of his rank and opportunities who have done so much and received so little 
in return.” 

. ne Maj. Gen. George W. Getty, now colonel, United States Army, re- 
ired: 

“T fully concur in all that has been said in your behalf. 

“During the Maryland campaign, which resulted in the battles, of South 
Mountain and Antietam, I was the chief of artillery of the right wing of the 
Army of the Potomac. You rendered most efficient aid to me in selecting 

sitions for the artillery, and subsequently in conducting the batteries to 

he positions selected. 

“Inthe Virginia campaign under Major-General Burnside your services 
were active and dangerous in carrying orders and gaining intelligence of the 
movements of General Lee's army. o staff officer on General Burnside’s 
staff rendered more efficient or valuable services than yourself. y 

“Your services during the war were eminent and honorable, deserving the 
highest consideration, = ge ? 

“TI do most sincerely hope that Congress, as a simple act of justice, will 
grant the relief you ask.” 2 

Writes Major-General Hartranft, who commanded a division of the Ninth 
Corps and the corps itself, and was afterwards governor of Pennsylvania: 

“i was well acquainted with Col. J. M. Cutts Soring his services with the 
Army of the Potomac and up to the time of his disabling wound in front of 
Petersburg, June, 1864, 
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‘He was distinguished for bravery and unswerving fidelity to duty, and I 
cheerfully testify to the very high regard in which he was held by his com- 
rades and his superior officers. On the staffof Major-General Burnside and 
with his regiment he fully met every requirement of a gallant soldier and 
true patriot.” 

Hon. Whitelaw Reid, ex-United States minister to France, in his history of 
“Ohio in the War; Her Statesmen, Her Generals, and Her Soldiers,” in his 
sketch of Maj. Gen. Hugh Ewing, a brother-in-law of General Sherman, says: 

“At the battle of Antietam he commanded a brigade at the extreme left 
which, according to General Burnside’'s report, after General Rodman had 
been driven back, ‘ by a change of front to rear on his right flank saved the 
left from being driven completely in.’ In General Cox’s order issued after 
= battle Colonel Ewing was favorably mentioned ‘for energy and skillful 

ravery.’”’ 

Certainly what General Ewing says of Captain Cutts, and with especial 
reference to his services on this same battlefield, is entitled to great weight 
with Congress and the country. 

Says Gen. Hugh Ewing: 

“The troops which I commanded were led to their position in line of bat- 
tle at Antietam by Colonel Cutts, and the soldierly skill, coolness, and bright 
courage displayed by him that day won from me the highest admiration. 

‘He displayed on that field the noble qualities that go to make up the bril- 
liant soldier, and I do not recall asingle other officer during the entire course 
of the war that so quickly and proto impressed me. 

“What more can I say?’ He was a bright light on the field of battle, cheer- 
ing up the duller spirits, and by such service long continued as few rendered 
or could render, he secured the gratitude of the soldier and earned the last- 
ing gratitude of the Republic.” 

Writes another of Ohio’s distinguished soldiers and one of the most distin- 
guished citizens of the Republic, al. Gen. and Ex-President R. B. Hayes: 

_“During the Antietam campaign | served in the same corps with Colonel 
Cutts and have sufficient information of his services throughout the war to 
be well assured that it was of decided merit. 

‘*T am confident that he deserves the relief that Congress is asked to afford, 
and I trust snore that it will be granted.” 

Writes Maj. Gen. Edward Ferrero, of New York, who commanded a brigade 
and a division of the Ninth Corps: 

‘It affords me great pleasure to recommend Col. J. M. Cutts, having known 
him personally while connected with the Ninth Army Corps. A brave and 
accomplished officer, whose faithful services during the late war entitle him 
to the kind consideration of his fellow-men in general. I sincerely hope that 
his wishes to be retired will meet with the approval of the Senate and House.” 

Says Major’General Hunt, chief artillery, Army of the Potomac: 

“| knew Colonel Cutts during the late war, whilst he was serving on the 
staff of General Burnside, commanding the Army of the Potomac, my own 
headquarters being with those of General Burnside. 

‘He bore the character of an active, intelligent, and efficient officer, not 
— during that time, but in the previous campaign in Maryland, when Gen- 
eral McClellan commanded that army. 

‘‘After he joined his regiment I did not personally see so much of him, but 
his services were always well spoken of until he was disabled by a severe 
wound received in one of the assaults on Petersburg in June, 1864.” 

Testifies Maj.Gen. William B. Franklin: 

“*T well remember the fact that you were with me at the first battle of 
Fredericksburg, December 13, 1862, as a member of the staff of General 
Burnside, the commanding general, I being at the time the commander of 
the left grand division. 16 service that you then rendered was brave, able, 
and efficient, and deserved honorable recognition by the authorities, although 
I have never heard that you received it. As our paths led in different direc- 
tions after that time, I can not speak positively of your service afterwards; 
but I know that it was honorable and distinguished, and that you were 
severely wounded in action and were entitled to have been placed on the re- 
tired list had you applied to be so placed. I do not think that, under the cir- 
cumstances, you ought to be considered as having lost your right to such a 
position now, and sincerely hope that you will be successful in your efforts 
to have your merits recognized by the action of Congress, for which you ask.” 

Says Maj. Gen. Rufus Ingalls, chief quartermaster of the armies operating 
against Richmond: 

** This certifies that I have personally known Col. J. Madison Cutts, captain 
Eleventh Infantry, for years, running back before he entered the Army. I 
saw much of him while he served in the Army of the Potomac on General 
Burnside’s staff, and with his regiment. I saw him at City Point when dan- 
gerously wounded in battle on the 18th of June, 1864, and sent him to Wash- 
ington for treatment. He is aman of fine education, and had a robust con- 
stitution before his hard and dangerous service, but is now enfeebled from 
the effects of this service and wounds. Asa soldier he stood high with all 
all who served with him. No one questioned his ability, patriotism, and 
bravery. He served faithfully, and is deserving of his country now in his 
day of need.” 

l can not close the testimony on this part of my case without quoting the 
evidence of one to whose magnificent and inspiring elan, while he was the 
youthful war governor of Rhode Island, that State and the entire country 
owes a debt of gratitude which can not be obscured or obliterated by his 
own subsequent misfortunes, or entirely forgotten until ingratitude ceases 
to be the basest of crimes. 

Maj. Gen. William Sprague, late governor of Rhode Island, writes: 

““COLONEL: Say from me that your early action, the earliest who. stirred, 
becoming the forlorn hope, against the organized South, entitle you to great 
consideration. More than that, your more than interested relations South 
would have restrained you had you not been more than ordinarily imbued 
with patriotic ardor. sides, were you not the brother-in-law of Stephen 
A. Douglas? Your services were of a high order here, and I unite fully with 
all — certify to your services, with equally praiseworthy ones under my 
official eye. 

Mr. Chairman, may I not reasonably expect your prompt and unanimous 
decision that the facts in my case abundantly authorize the President to re- 
store me to duty? 

Immediately an equally important questionarises. Was the President's ac- 
tion justified by the results? Gentlemen of the committee, itis of astrange or- 
der of Divine Providence that while on the 18th day of June, 1863, one Captain 
Hutton picked a quarrel with me which led to his own final discomfiture, 
while it returned to his regiment, with a sad and sorrowing countenaiice and 
almost a broken heart, one who before that time had been a “happy war- 
rior,” the man of sorrows, precisely to a day, one year afterwards, on the 
18th day of June, 1864, fell, as was supposed, mortally wounded, a universally 
acknowledged ‘hero of the Republic.” All this | great for a day and he- 
roic for an hour, but after the most conspicuous and distinguished services 
in a long series of battles, and in the very act of tendering specific, conspicu- 
ous, distinguished, and successful services of that kind which are the pride 
and glory of a soldier, and are in all nations recognized by the highest and 
noblest rewards and praises. 

Is not this absolutely true? See the evidence of my brigade and division 
commanders, quoted in the report as follows: 

“In the early days of his recovery, while still confined to his bed, Captain 
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Cutts was cheered and strengthened by a letter written by General Griffin, 
his division commander, to Mrs. Griffin, and by her brought to him to read. 

“Writes General Griffin: 

‘“**T asked General Ayres to-day how Captain Cutts was getting, and he re- 
plied he understood he was out of danger, and added he had made his mark 
asa ant officer this campaign. 

‘**f doubt whether any officer of the regulars has been so specially gallant 
and attentive to duty as Captain Cutts, and it was a subject of universal re- 
mark before he was wounded or thought he was going to die; still, it would 
not have surprised anyone who had known his father.’ 

“Writes General Ayres, his brigade commander: E 

““*My knowledge of Colonel Cutts dates back tohisarmy service. Hejoined 
my command in 1864 and was with it in that long series of battles commenc- 
ing with the Wilderness, through that, Spottsylvania Court-House, the North 
Anna, Cold Harbor, and the crossing of the James, to the frontof Petersburg, 
when, in the assault on that place, June 18, he was severely wounded and 
carried from the field. 

** His pos conduct was marked in all those battles, and in some of the se- 
verest his 
his country.’ 

“And again, in a separate 
knowledge, as an eyewitness 0 
was wounded, says: 

“*T have the honor tostate from personal knowledge that Bvt. Lieut. Col. 
J. Madison Cutts, late captain Eleventh rae. was second in command of 
his regiment (and acting field officer) on the 18th of June, 1864. 

‘***In the engagement in front of Petersburg, Va., on that day, a spherical- 
case shot burst in front of the regiment, killing seven men and wounding 23 
others. Of course, confusion in the regiment followed. Colonel Cutts stepped 
to the front and straightened out the line. While doing so he was severely 
wounded and carried from the field. His conduct was as on former occasions, 
conspicuous and gallant.’”’ 

Have I not conclusively shown, Mr. Chairman, that however distinguished 
a soldier I may have been in the Ninth Army Corps, I was even more distin 
guished in the celebrated Fifth Corps, Army of the Potomac? 


paper, General Ayres, writing from personal 
the circumstances under which Colonel Cutts 
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the Wilderness campaign of 1864, includes the following facts and evidence: 

“Colonel Cutts wastwice brevetted for gallant and distinguished services. 
He was recommended for the colonelcy of one of the regiments of General 
Hancock's Veteran Corps. Although strongly commended by his brigade, 
division, corps. and army commanders, Generals Ayres, Griffin, Warren, 
and Meade, and although his detail was requested by General Hancock in 
person, it was declined and refused by the Secretary of War, because he de- 
cided that the veteran corps was designed to bring back into the service 
those that were out of it, and he therefore would not order the detail of an 
officer already in the Army. 

“ The indorsement of that distinguished soldier,Maj. Gen. G. K. Warren, the 
commander of the Fifth Army Corps, with reference to Captain Cutts’s pro- 
motion to the colonelcy of a veteran corps regiment, followed the recommen- 
dations of his brigade and division commanders, Generals Ayres and Griffin, 
and was as follows: 


“ HEADQUARTERS FIFTH ARMY CORPS, August 24, 1864. 


“T could add nothing to the recommendations above, which I fully indorse, 
I hope such faithful service and suffering will not go unrewarded.” 

I here quote the evidence of a dearly beloved comrade and friend, who 
fought side by side with me in the Wilderness campaign, both of us captains 
and exercising the same commands as acting field officers. 

Testifies Brig. Gen. David B. McKibben: 

“Tt affords me at pleasure toadd my testimony to your gallantry on the 
field of battle and to your high soldierly character when we served together 
in the Army of the Potomac. The records of the War Department show this. 
Al! your brother officers were witnesses of it. Such being the case, a generous 
country will not refuse its aid, only asked for when broken down by wounds 
and disease incurred battling for its existence. 

“T sincerely wish you success, and I have not the slightest doubt you will 
— it. o one has a better claim and few as richly deserve of their 
country.” 

With equal pleasure and pride I here refer to the following testimony of 
another gallant and distinguished commander of the Fifth Army Corps, who 
was General Hooker's chief of staff at Chancellorsville, remained with Gen- 
eral Meade as his chief of staff at Gettysburg, and is now the president of the 
Society of the Army of the Potomac. He writes as follows: 


“616 FirrH AVENUE, NEW YORK, April 18, 1891. 


““My DEAR COLONEL: I regret to learn that Congress did not pass the bil 
putting you on the retired list as captain. I hope it will yet be done. Ire 
call your presence with the Army of the Potomac, and your coming to me 
with orders from General Burnside while [ commanded the Fifth Corps in 
the battle of I'redericksburg, and your self-possession and courage under a 
terrible fire at the time [ was with General Humphreys during the attack 
of his division. I recall also your activity in a general way during the war, 
and I know that you deserve this consideration and justly should have it. 

‘*T hope another Congress will give it you. 

“lam, very truly, yours, 
“DANIZCL BUTTERFIELD.” 


It was only after hearing of my services in the Fifth Corps, and knowing 
that 1 had received two brevets, that, possibly realizing the great wrong that 
had been done a most loyal and devoted staff officer, General Burnside wrote 
me the following letter: 


PROVIDENCE, R. I., February 15, 1865. 


CoLoNEL: Allow me to congratulate you upon_the honorable mention 
made of your services during the late campaign in Virginia. Notwithstand- 
ing the course pursued by me, I havealways felt the greatest interestin your 
success and welfare. I congratulate you upon the reward given for your 


distinguished services. 
A. E. BURNSIDE, Major-General. 
Bvt. Lieut. Col. J. M. Curts. 


Certainly, Mr. Chairman, that court-martial record is entirely disposed of 
now and forever. Surely that man does not live, citizen or soldier, so ungen- 
erous and unjust as to say or intimate that it can in any possible way be for 
a moment held or entertained as an objection to my being placed on the re- 
tired list of the Army by a tardy act of justice on the part of the Congress of 
the United States. : 

And now, Mr. Chairman, having incontestibly, and I trust gallantly, won 
this portion of the battlefield, I mass all my forces and direct all my guns in 
another direction. 

Upon the arrival of my regiment, the Twentieth United States Infantry, 
from Richmond, Va., at New Orleans, La., in January, 1867, I expected,as the 
senior captain, to be stationed at the regimental headquarters, ton Rouge, 
La. Lieutenant-Colonel Watkins came to me and informed me that he had 
been uested by General Sheridan to select his most experienced officer to 
send to Shreveport with three companies, and that the general had told him 
that section of country was in avery bad condition and that the services of a 
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competent officer were much needed, and that as I had the largest anc most 
varied experience of any captain of the regiment, especially so as a staff and 
administrative officer, he had been compelled to designate me. 

as my disappointment, I went cheerfully forward to the duty as- 
signed me, and, having first personally superintended the dispatch of the 
other companies to their ts, I, with three companies, the last to leave the 
levee, departed, via the Mississippi and Red rivers, for Shreveport, La 

The Eightieth United States Colored Infantry was then garrisoning that 
portion of Louisiana and neighboring parts of Texas. Its term of service had 
expired and the regiment was awaiting muster out. Alldiscipline had either 
relaxed, had never existed, or been entirely abandoned, and the complaints 
of the communities of Shreveport, La., Marshall and Jefferson, Tex., and sur- 
rounding country were universal. The disorganized colored troops were 
subjects of alarm and discontent, and they left behind them, both officers 
and men, a very bad and odious reputation. 

As soon as possible, by calling in their detachments and relieving them at 
Marshall and Jefferson, Tex., and wherever else was necessary, with troops 
of my own command, I sent them down to New Orleans to be mustered ont. 

Immediately I gave the closest attention to the discipline of my own com 
mand, and gave strict and peremptory orders that the men should be kept 
in theircamps until their posts were thoroughly policed, reconstructed where 
necessary, and put in perfect condition. I was determined that none of the 
odium attached to the colored troops shou!d ever by reflection soil the honor 
of my command. 

When they came to observe the marked contrast, kindly and friendly rela- 
tions with the people were soon established, their confidence and respect 
gained, quiet and good order restored, and my command accomplisne.: its 
mission. 

Those who are familiar with the early period of reconstruction will at once 
perceive that I had no time for idleness and dissipation, and that as the offi 
cers under my command, even my post adjutant and quartermaster, were 
absolutely without experience of the kind required, every detail of com- 
mand demanded and received my most constant personal attention and su- 


| pervision. 


[ took an active and studious interest in all questions affecting the welfare 
izens, who soon began to look upon me as a friend and adviser. 

I do not believe that any commanding officer or any body of troops in any 
part of the South during the entire period of reconstruction ever possessed 
in a higher degree the respect and confidence of the people among whom 
they were stationed. It is a source of calm content and happiness for me to 
know that in every just and honorable sense I justified the confidence re- 
posed in me, as both implied and expressed by my selection for the command, 
which, if not the largest, was certainly the most difficult and the most im- 
portant in the Fifth Military District, and by reason of its great distance 
rom department headquarters and the want of rapid and reliable means of 
communication—there were no railroads and the telegraph was irregular—- 
was, in fact, an entirely independent and isolated command, imposing upon 
me the greatest care, diligence, watchfulness, and frequently the gravest 
responsibilities. 

The limits of this. argument will not permit me to include here abundant 
contemporaneous public and official documentary and other proofs and illus- 
trations. It is enough to say that I was soon called to put the reconstruction 
lawsinoperation. UnderthemIwascompelled toexercise important powers, 
and was responsible for the eand good government of that section of 
country, of which I was in substance military governor. 

The present useful and distinguished member of Congress from the Shreve- 
port .) district, now chairman of the Committee on Rivers and Harbors, 
was then a young student at Alexandria, La. In November, 1890, I incl 
him a copy of so much of this argument I then had prepared for the House 
committee as contained the statements just made as to the character and re 
sults of my command in Louisiana and Texas, requesting that he would make 
careful inquiry and make such indorsement as he saw fit upon the paper. He 
returned it to me with the following indorsement: 


“ SHREVEPORT, LA., November 12, 1890 
“T was not living in Shreveport during the time J. Madison Cutts was com- 


NOC, 


mandant of the post there in the year 1867; but inquiry among substantial 
citizens who were resident there at the time enables me to say that { be within 
statement is substantially correct. Iam informed that his official conduct 


was marked by fairness, justice, and moderation. 
“N. C. BLANCHARD, 
“ M. C.. Fourth Louisiana District.” 

I have since had an opportunity to send the same statement, with Mr 
BLANCHARD’S indorsement, to a distinguished citizen who was a citizen of 
Shreveport and residing there while I was in command, but who now is the 
managing editor of the Galveston and Dallas (Tex.) News. Hisindorsement 
is as follows: 


“GALVESTON, TEX., June 4, 1891. 
“TI take pleasure in indorsing the within. I wasa resident of Shreveport 
during the period named, and can personally testify to the splendid conduct 
of J. Madison Cutts in coming to the relief of the people of my section of 
country during the troublous times of the reconstruction period 


“R. G. LOWE, 
“ Managing Editor Galveston News.” 


How, then, Mr. Chairman, did it happen that on the 17th day of July, 1867 
I was placed in arrest, relieved from arrest September 4, 1867, but thereafter 
suspended from command, and in January until near the end of May, 1868, 
was under trial before the same court-martial at New Orleans on two sets of 
charges, and afterwards, in great distress and in entire ignorance of the final 
action of the court, resigned from the service June 19, 1868? 

Was it wholly or in part my own fault, or was there malice and bad blood, 
misconception, misrepresentation, and misunderstanding of facts on the part 
of others, and hasty and ill-advised action? 

In the last = of June, 1867, in compliance with regulations, inspected my 
entire command—the ports of Shreveport, La., Marshall and Jefferson, Tex. 
I had also to investigate and report upon the local administration of justice 
and trials by jury in Jefferson, Tex.,and neighboring paris of Texas 

While I was at Jefferson the deputy collector of United States internal 
revenue informed me that he had been approached by a man named Peter- 
son, who had proposed that he should unite with him in defrauding the 
revenues of the Government. He told me that said Peterson had assured 
him it was a safe transaction; that he was intimate with General Mower, and 
that all the officers of the Army and internal-revenue officers, including E 
A. Rollins, then Commissioner of Internal Revenue, from Shreveport to 
Washington, were connected and associated with him. 

Satisfied of the character and personal integrity of Captain Fowler, who 
was my informant. I assured him that nothing of the kind could be attempted, 
still less accomplished, within the limits of my command, and I immediately 
took the responsibility of arresting the said Peterson, and directed that he 
should be sent by the earliest boat to New Orleans under guard. It must be 
— — that I had no commissioned officer who could be spared to send 

m. 







































































































































Sn) er AORTA 


et en 
Si an oe re ed AILS Sw eine Sareea See 


pd WEE ese tos ee 


CONGRESSIONAL BRECORD—SENATE. 





FEBRUARY 25, 





There was a delay in Peterson’s departure, otherwise I would have had no 
further personal connection with him. During this delay Icompleted my 
inspection at Jefferson, which involved some important matters of detail con- 
nected with the health and comfort of the troops. I also met Joiee Mabry 
and the leading members of the bar, and thoroughly investigated the admin- 
istration of local justice and the jury question, then apitetins the State of 
Texas, and was ready to return to Shreveport immediately. 

I had not expected to be on the same boat with Peterson. But it so hap- 
pened. Thedeparture of the boat wasdelayed by a storm, during which time 
many of the lawyers and other citizens I had met were on the boat, and some 
of them had come down in compliment to me to see me off. 

{had not intended to hold any intercourse whatever with Peterson. I con- 
sidered that for the time I wasentirely off duty. Ihad justcompleted a most 
laborious amount of duty. It was shown on my trial that during the whole 


time I had refused the social courtesies usually implied aes quam in 
a drink; had been a guest ata dinner party, drinking with hostess only 
one er of champagne, remarking at the time that I su I could do so, 
as I had performed all my duties and was “off duty.” the boat during 


the storm, with the gentlemen who were detained aboard, I indulged in the 
social intercourse common and almost universal in that country, and drank 
whisky, almost the only obtainable drink, with some of the gentlemen I had 
met. 

When he saw I was somewhat affected with liunor, Petersen seized an early 
opportunity and made a most offensive allusion to the fact that I had once 
been court-martialed at Cincinnati, and he threatened that when he arrived 
at New Orleans he would be released, and would have me put in arrest, and 
that his arrest would cost me my shoulder straps, which he would capture. 

This assault upon my character as a man and my honor as a soldier vio- 
lently angered me, and I treated him in the manner about as found by the 
su uent court-martial, but not as he himself alleged when he arrived at 
New Orleans, as will most clearly be seen by considering and examining the 
findings of that court. 

When the boat arrived the next day at Shreveport I was entirely free from 
the influence of liquor, took the prisoner out to my headquarters, retted 
that under violent provocation I had in anyway misusedhim. He apologized 
for his own insolence to me and expressed himself gratified with his subse- 
quent treatment. But I did not release him from arrest, but sent him, under 

zuard, to New Orleans. It is almost morally certain that had he been re- 
d he would never have preferred charges of any description inst me. 

Upon his arrival in New Orleans he was at-once rel , and I was soon 
afterwards placed in arrest. The record of the subsequent court-martial 
shows that Ithen entertained a very firm and decided opinion as to what I 
judged a very summary pr ing, and that opinion was soon afterwards 
expressed officially in very emphatic language, which I then believed to be 
true and do now believe to be true, but which was not intended to be disre- 
spectful to my district commander, and which the court found contained no 
“false accusations.” 

I beg leave here to refer to my “inspection report ” and accompanying let- 
ter of advice, dated June 30, 1867, and also to.a report made by me, dated July 
5, 1867, upon the administration of justice and the jury system as containing 
conclusive evidence of the large amount of important service and duty I was 
then at that very imstant of time performing with the greatest and most.con- 
scientious fidelity to duty. These papers can be furnished if desired from 
the War Department, “ Records of discontinued commands.” 

In my letter of advice transmit my inspection report for the month of 
June, 1867, I was able with the and most honorable regard for exact- 
ness to speak of my command as follows: 

“With the exceptions indicated the arms, accouterments, clothing, camp 
= garrison equipage of the entire command are in the most perfect con- 

ion. 

“In conclusion I have the honor to report that the conduct of the troops 
has been excellent. There have been no enlisted men in confinement at 
either of the above tsforalongtime. The objects for which they have 
been stationed in this country have been so fully attained as to induce me to 
recommend them to the commendation of the commanding general. 

“The registration has been conducted with entire success. All classes of 
citizens have been secure in their lives and to an extent heretofore 
unheard of in this portion of the country. Such rare and occasional out- 
rages as anyway come within the power of the military forces of the country 
to prevent or punish have been promptly met, acted upon, and reported 
from these head uarters, and the action en approved. 

“Though unable entirely to control sentiments or opinions, no unlawfn! 
acts have been permitted to go unnoticed, and the influence of this command 
has been exerted to promote good feeling, to accelerate an improved and im- 
proving tone of political sentiment, and to illustrate by character, conduct, 
example, and act that the power of the Government is not to be used for op- 
pression, nor for malice, nor for revenge, either public or private, but for the 
peace, harmony, and happiness of the entire country.” 

How, Mr. Chairman, were results so useful and honorable achieved? I can 
not give a better answer than by quoting what were uniformly my instruc- 
tions to the officers under my command as addressed in writing to the com- 
manding officer of the post at Jefferson, Tex., June 1, 1867: 

“It is much to be desired that you shouia cultivate the acquaintance of the 
most prominent and able citizens, the evils complained of to their at- 
tention, and induce them to use their utmost exertions to correct them. 

“Ineed not repeat my verbal instructions to ae your command at all 
times in a high state of discipline and efficiency. I mainly rely upon the 
moral effects which would thence result to restrain evil-disposed persons 
from the commission of acts which endanger the welfare of the country, and 
te inducea favorableand satisfactory condition of public sentiment through- 
out the limits of your post.” 

About this time, Mr. Chairman, June 21, 1867, there was published in the 
Shreveport and New Orleans rsa card of thanks from the officers and 

rs of the steamer Live addressed to me, for my successful aid 

n rescuing that steamer and her cargo from destruction. e editor of the 

Cado Gazette in publishing the commented upon it editorially as fol- 
ws: 

“We pales in another column a card from the officers of the steamer Live 
Oak, and also one from the rs, tend their thanks to Colonel 
Cutts, commanding at Shreveport, for his prompt, honorable, and kind ac- 
tion in relieving that steamer from her perilous position on the 20th instant. 

* Such Officers as Colonel Cutts sent among the of the South will do 
more for reconstruction and good will than all other measures combined.” 

Mr. Chairman, Iam here compelled to refer to other incidents of my career 
which were made subject-matter of court-martial before the same court- 
martial which tried the Peterson charges. 

In Shreveport, La., from February to July, 1867, Iwas an excessively over- 
worked man. I had been severely wounded, and no doubt ought to have gone 
on the retired list,as I was advised at the time, and as I have done any 
time after I was wounded, June, 1864, and after the passage of the act of Jul 
26, 1866, with the rank of a field officer, that having been the rank of comman 
when wounded. I was in 1867in an unhealthy, malarial coun unaccus- 
tomed to its climatic influences, and was often subject to great debility. My 
wound was through the left lung. 1 was advised to have recourse to stimu- 


lenin, et abstained as bravely asIcould. Sometimes I drank whisky and 
qu E 

This was the universal habitand customof the people there. Noman whodoes 
that either from choice or a supposed or real necessity can actely ay that he 


may not at some unguarded moment do so to excess, with results largely de- 
pendent upon his physical condition. 

Arriving at es in January, it was not until March 1, 1867, that I 
could r the ts of constant and incessant labors, not unmixed with 
care, and permit myself to seek any relaxation. February 27,in my ambu 
lance, I went with Rev. Father Pierre to make his annual visit to his most 
remote parishioners. The distance was t, the weather bad, and the 
roads very rough, and I returned March 1 thoroughly exhausted and worn 
out. This journey was not entirely one of relaxation. I desired to familiar- 
ize myself with the perme and country I was then practically governing, and 
whose happiness and welfare often depended largely upon my action. 

On the nightof March 1, 1867, after I had in person attended tattoo roll call, 
and my entire command was asleep, I not having previously touched asingle 
drop of liquor, after conversing for some time with Dr. Brayman, I asked him 
for a stimulant to enable me to sleep soundly and recuperate. He gave me 
some whisky, and I afterwards drank a great deal more. His quarters were 
next a own. Two hoursafter I had retired and was sowsng. profoundly a 
fire broke out in his quarters. He thoughtit meqereney Se me out of m 
quarters, and thus I was made to appear in my night shirt, and did all I coul 
under the circumstances. There were no ladies in the command, nota woman 
in camp. It was shown in evidence that I ought not to have been disturbed. 
_ The next morning I placed Dr. Brayman in arrest. The fire had oceurred 
in his. quarters. Here he himself was the only witness. But I believed it to 
have been the result of his own carelessness, against which I and others had 
pueutonny: and repeatedly cautioned him. I soon afterwards released him 

rom arrest. 

Near my camp “over and under the hill’ was arude shanty inhabited b 
colored women of bad peate, relics of the Eightieth United States Col- 
ored Infantry. I had strictly, under penalty of severe punishment, forbidden 
the soldiers of my command to go there. 

On the 8th of March, 1867, some of these women, stripes almost entirely 
naked, came running to my camp saying that some of my soldiers had de- 
stroyed or were destroying their shanty and were maltreating them. A 
gas was sent out to arrest the offenders, and Corporal Garland and Private 

right were arrested and brought before me. oth were drunk, violent, 
unruly, noisy, disres ful, and insubordinate. Incensed beyond measure, 
i tore off the corporal’s chevurons and reduced him to the ranks, and struck 
and knocked him down, and as they continued ungovernable I directed them 
to be bucked and d,and afterwards that water be thrown over them. 
Although I had often known such punishment inflicted in much less severe 
aon this was the first and only time I had ever inflicted it in any command 
of mine. 

it was proved on my trial that I immediately ordered the entire command 
to be paraded to witness the punishment of these men; that I appeared before 
thec yand ne and stated the gravity of their Sagres offense, 
stating that it was the first and only time in my life when I had been suffi- 
ciently incensed to strike an enlisted man, and I hoped it would be the last. 

This incident saved my command from utter demoralization, insubordi- 
nation, and-d . No officer or soldier of my command ever for amoment 
thought that Thad inflicted cruel, unusual, or unnecessary punishment, or 

me cae aouin nee —s . : nae aoternaipas. m. mene eee 

e corpor roke the metacarpa ne e finger 
of my right-hand, which was immediately set by Dr. Brayman. 

Dr. Brayman continued at the post and a member of my mess until 
nearly the end of the month, when he resigned. He preferred no charges 
against me while in the service, and never intimitated such intention, and 
left he oy on the most seety terms, expressing to myself and to others 
the ki t regards and the highest res for me, amounting to fulsome 
praise and admiration. He returned to Massachusetts and after along inter- 
val of time wrote me for a certificate which would enable him to recover from 
the Government the value of a box of medical instruments, his own private 
property, lost im the fire of March 1. 

I refused the certificate, still continuing of the belief that the fire had been 
the result.of his own carelessness. This wasthe belief of the command. My 
knowledge of the man was such that I did not even reply to his letter re- 
questi the certificate. With my belief I couid not honorably have given 
it. and knew it. 

He thereafter took a long time to shape his ends and develop his malicious 
purposes, and on the 10th day of July, 1867, wrote from Brighton, Mass., a 
most infamous and abusive letter to the Hon. Charles Sumner, which on that 
day he duly swore toand executed in the form of an affidavit before a justice 
of the peace. This letter was received by Senator Sumner and referred b 
him to the War Department.on or about July 15, 1867. The affidavit containe 
charges against me growing out of the fire of March 1, and my punishment 
of the enlisted men ih 8, 1867. He inaddition denounced my loyalty and 
called me ‘‘an unmitigated scoundrel.” 

Thus Dr. Brayman had allowed more than four full months to elapse before 
he carried his unfriendly purpose into effect and before he realized that his 
sense of duty required him to doso. Thedates also suggest the certainty be- 

yond mere probability that, hearing I was in arrest on other grounds and on 
eterson’s account, the courage of his convictions became strengthened, and 
he determined that his opportunity to do me evil had arrived. 

I -was tried on the charges thus originated, but it is morally and absclute 
certain that had I granted the certificate in question, thus furnishing hus 
money, these charges would never have been preferred. No one who reads 
the certified copy of the record in that court-martial can arrive at any other 
conclusion. 

For‘the findings and sentence of the court-martial on the Braman char 
inane . re General Order No. 28, Fifth Military district, New Or- 

., May 3, " 

The limits of anargument before Congress will not permit me to enter into 
elaborate detailed discussion of the Peterson and Brayman charges, and my 
trial upon them. Both ate matters of record and must speak for themselves, 
subject at all times to a proper and just review of both facts ané law. 

Imust, however, be permitted to declare my firm belief that an analysi 
or even cursory Treading of both sets of charges and specifications and find- 
ings, aided by the full records and the evidenee, will show that while they 
had color of fact.and of truth sufficient to enable any evil di or vicious 
man, guided by ill will or personal animosity, to make me the subject of a 
court-martial, they were much and pee | anqperee’ under the influence 
of deliberate premeditated malice and blood. I gofurther and say that 
this was evidently the opinion uppermost.and dominant in the minds and be- 
lief of the members of that court-martial, although, unhappily, I did not 
know this to be true at the time, and only knew it long years afterwards, 
when in May, 1890, [ learned of the unanimous recommendation of the court 
in the Peterson case, and received very recently the statements of the sur- 
vi members of the court, which will soon be quoted in evidence. Asa 

and conclusive demonstration of the truth of this contention, let us 
for a moment the first of the Peterson charges: 

“Conduct unbecoming an officer and a gentleman.’ 


SR 


—— 


1895. CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 2679 





To this charge there were eight specifications, all of them loaded down 
with venom of the most poisonous description. The court found me— 

Of the first specification: ‘‘ Guilty, except the words without sufficient au- 
thority, unlawfully, and willfully.” 

Of the second specification: ‘Not guilty.” 

Of the third specification: “‘Guilty”’ with exception. 

Of the fourth specification: “* Not ty.” 

Of the fifth specification: “* Not ty.” 

Of the sixth specification: “Guilty, in part.” 

Of the seventh specification: “* Not euilty.” 

Of the eighth specification: ‘‘ Not guilty.” 


Thus, the court found that I did arrest Peterson with sufficient authority | 


and lawfully. They could not possibly have attached any criminality to that 
act, but must, on the contrary, have sustained me. 

The court absolutely acquitted me of all the averments of fact contained 
in five specifications and did not sustain a single one of the eight specifica- 
tions entire and without any important exceptions, and, as a consequence, 
did not find me guilty of the charge, but guilty of a minor charge. 

Was there no self-evident exaggeration and malice here? There can be 
but one possible answer. 

Could the court have failed to believe that there was malice, exaggeration, 
and absolute unmitigated falsehood? The findings conclusively answer— 


they must have so believed, and could not by any possibility have believed | 


otherwise. Above all, their unanimous recommendation, not for clemency 


or mitigation of their sentence, but its absolute and entire remission shows | 


that in view of all the circumstances as shown in evidence they sustained 
my character and reputation as an officer and did not consider me a proper 
subject for punishment. HadI known this at the time, I would to-day have 
been a colonel in the Army high wp on the list or else long since on the 
retired list. 

Mr. Chairman, as illustrative of the vast difference between Colonel Cutts 
and Dr. Brayman, which I trust hasalready been made sufficiently apparent, 
Ihere quote a letter of the Rev. Father Pierre, a pious, self-sacrificing Catho- 
lic priest, who afterwards died at his post of duty attending the sick ina yel- 
low fever scourge. It was with him that I made the journey in February, 
1867. This letter is quoted from the record of my trial. 


SHREVEPORT, January 2, 1868. 


My DEAR CoLONEL: In answer to your request tome to inform you what 
Was my opinion as to the relations existing between Dr. Brayman and your- 
self, so far as my intercourse with both was concerned, it affords me great 
pleasure to be able to assure you that the forenamed gentleman spoke always 
of you in the highest possible terms, such as “I am proud of my colonel; che 
is a very clever man;” also, “i believe he is an honor to the United States 
Army,” and the like. 

This has been his uniform language to me previous to his leaving your post, 
and this a few days before his departure. Besides, as you well remember, | 
have been frequently at your quarters, where you also invited him and 
always showed him great kindness. 

I conclude, my dear colonel, 7. wishing you a prompt return to Shreve- 
pes. where the community will welcome you warmly and affectionately, 

necause by your uniform conduct whilst in our midst you have always con- 
ducted yourself as a gentleman and true soldier should. 

Come back soon, therefore, to the many friends you leave behind, in the 
number of whom I hope you will permit me to subscribe myself affection- 


ately and respectfully, yours, 
. ? I. PIERRE, P——. 


Mr. Chairman, as demonstrating wherein Colonel Cutts differed from Pe- 
terson, it may be said: 

1. That the one was a distinguished officer who arrested the other fora 
contemplated and well-planned conspiracy and an attempt to defraud the 
Government of the United States, and had previously been engaged in the 
cotton frauds and qe. 

2. That my subordinate officers, other civilian officers of the Government, 
and the people of that entire country approved the arrest; that the then 
United States district attorney at New Orleans and many distinguished law- 
yers not only justified the arrest but believed I would have culpably failed 
in my duty had I not made it. s 

3. That Gen. Lorenzo Thomas, the Adjutant-General of the Army, a sol- 
dier of three wars and of great experience, believed from gany made on 
= spot that I had acted wisely, and telegraphed to General Sheridan as fol- 

ows: 
SHREVEPORT, LA., August 8, 1867. 
Maj. Gen. P. H. SHERIDAN, 
Commanding Fifth Military District, New Orleans, La.: 

Please relieve Colonel Cutts from arrest and reinstate him in his com- 
mand, He is a capable and good officer who, if he is in error at all, has had in 
view only the best interests of the Government. Order him to New Orleans to 
communicate in person with you. You will be perfectly satisfied with his 


explanation. 
L. THOMAS, 
Adjutant-General United States Army. 


4. Col. D. B. CULBERSON, a distinguished lawyer of Texas, now chairman 
of the Judiciary Committee, House of Representatives, testified as follows on 
the trial of Colonel Cutts: ’ ; 

Q. (By defense.) State to the court the reputation of one B. H. Peterson in 
that community (Jefferson, Tex.), and what your means of knowledge are. 

A. His general character is bad. I do not know him personaliy, but I have 

rsonal knowledge of his aooeeenne and transactions in eastern Texas since 

e surrender of the Confederate army. ; : 

Q. (by defense.) Is your knowledge of his reputation derived from your 
mows + ge of his transactions? 

; Ss, y: 

2 (By defense.) What was the nature of the transactions you refer to? 

. The transactions I have referred to arose mainly from cotton operations 
in that sonar by which he had caused cotton to be seized as Government 
cotton on fabricated claims, and then in some instances he would have the 
cotton released on poet to him of a sum of money charged as fees. In 
other cases he would buy the cotton thus embarrassed at prices far belowits 
value. He would frequently receive cotton for securing military orders for 
the seizure of cotton for certain parties claiming it for other parties. 

Q. (By defense.) Have you any personal knowledge of cases where the 
proof was clear that he so operated? 

A. Yes, sir. 

Q. Did you have any professional connection as counsel in any way in mat- 
ters connected with his arrest by Colonel Cutts in June, 1867? 

A. I did after his arrest, but not before. 

Q. (By defense.) Have you formed any opinion as to the legality or neces- 
sity of his arrest by Colonel Cutts? If so, state that opinion. 

A. I think, under the circumstances, the arrest was necessary. I could not 
speak as to the legality, as opinions differ. 

Q. (By defense.) Did the circumstances authorize an arrest to be held for 
further exdmination? 

A. I think they did. 

Q. (By defense.) Have you any knowledge that at the time of Peterson's 








ernest he was actually engaged in a fraud upon the revenue of the Govern- 
ent? 

The witness declined to answer this question, as the information communi- 
cated to him came from clients. 

The aecused declined to press the question, as matter of courtesy, the wit- 
ness having pleaded this privilege. 

_ Mr. Chairman, for all of the ve distinct and clear affirmations reference 
is made to the full court-martial record. 

Mr. Chairman, the result of the Peterson charges was never made known 
to me, and I never had the slightest knowledge of the findings of the court 
until long afterward, as is hereinafter stated. Of course silence or nonpre- 
| mulgation of the findings and sentence led me to infer that the sentence was 
| dismissal, and that the record had gone to Washington for the final action of 
the President. In that event I did not dream, because of the action of the 
| court in the Braman case, that they had made any recommendation. 
| lLarrived at Baton Rouge worn out by a very long and protracted trial, pre- 
| ceded by a long suspension from command, all together inflicting upon me 
| great distress and anxiety, which had lasted from July, 1867, to nearly the 
end of May, 1868, all of which was punishment a thousandfold too great for 

the unhappy andentirely accidental circumstances which had given Brayman 

and Peterson opportunities to have me court-martialed and to take cowardly 
| advantage of me. In addition, I had passed through a season of overflow and 

of cw fever at Shreveport, and my strength and health ¥, ere greatly im- 
paired. 

Dr. Brayman had been reappointed, and, doubtless never expecting to meet 
me again, was at Baton Rouge on duty at the headquarters of my regiment. 
His presence almost maddened me. Sickness, excessive heat, great physical 
and mental prostration led _me for one entire day of my life to drink to the 
greatest possible excess. I was also under the influence of large doses of 
quinine. lI absolutely for one day lost and forgot myself—lost all self-control 
and was crazed beyond the control of others. 

It was thus that on the 25th day of May, 1968, I became amenable to charges 
which were preferred against me on the following day by General Sykes. As 
| soon as I was informed or was able to understand what had happened I made 
| every possible apology for what had occurred in an hour and day of entire 
| oblivion and frenzy. Except temporary frenzy or insanity, there was no 
defense. I resigned, and my resignation was accepted to date June 19, 1868. 

Shortly after I resigned and after I had left the post the same Dr. Bray- 
man, as if to indulge in some natural propensity, wrote a letter. which seemed 
to be his favorite method to accomplish the ruin of others,impugning the 
| character for honesty of Second Lieut. William McGee, Twentieth Infantry, 

then serving at Baton Rouge. Lieutenant McGee was known as the * drum- 
mer boy of Chickamauga.” He had been appointed as a protégé of Gen. 
George H. Thomas and Governor Marcus L. Ward, of New Jersey, and wore 
a medal of honor from the Congress for leading a charge while a drummer at 
the battle of Chickamauga. McGee went to Brayman’s quarters much as I 
did, but with a far different result. He confronted him and upbraided him. 
Pistols were drawn, and Brayman was killed. 

Of the dead I shall say no more. 

Mr. Chairmen, until April, 1890, when I had the opportunity to examine the 
War Department return, dated March 26, 1890, to the call for information in 
the matter of the bill for my retirement, I never knew what the findings of 
the court-martial in the Peterson charges were. The War Department re- 

| tarn made nomention whatever of any recommendation by the court; a most 
| essential and important omission. 

It was not until Saturday, May 24, 1800, that having occasion to deliver in 
| person a communication to the Secretary of State, being in the War Depart- 
| ment building, I thought I would go and examine the full records of the New 
Orleans courts-martial. This I was not permitted to do, but I asked a few 

uestions, to answer which the chief clerk of the acting Judge Advocate- 
eneral sent for the records themselves. 

Moved by some instinct, which must have been a heavenly inspiration, not 
| cxpesnaen, affirmative reply, because I had always thought that the sen- 
| tenceim the Brayman case was not justified, but was cruelly wrong, I said to 
| him, * Please look at the end of the record in the Peterson case and see if 
| there was any recommendation by the court.’ He did so, and said to me, 
“Yes; there is.” 

My surprise could not have been greater if a shell had exploded in the 
room. For the moment I was overcome. 

I was then shown the recommendation. It reads as follows: 

“The undersigned recommend the remission of the sentence. 

“AMOS BECKWITH, 
“Brevet Meior-Generai, U. S. A. 
“W. W. LOWE, 
“Major, Sixth Cavalry, Brevet Brigadier General. 
“W. M. GRAHAM, 
“Captain, First Artillery, Brevet Brigadier-General. 
“A. D. NELSON, 
“Major, First pe . Brevet Colonel. 
“W. T. GENTRY, 
“Captain, Seventeenth Infantry, Brevet Colonel, U. S. A. 
“A. E. HOOKER, 
“Captain, Ninth United States Cavalry.” 
This recommendation was subsequently certified by the Secretary of War 
| to the House committee, and was unanimous. 
Thus, after twenty-two long years of some fortitude and honorable efforts 
in civil life, I for the first time and only by accident learned that my brother 
officers, gallant and distinguished soldiers, representing all arms of the serv- 
ice, had nobly stood by my side, while I, in sorrow and bitterness, had sup- 
posed that they hadabandoned me, they, on the contrary, deciding that while 
they gave a technical or pro-forma verdict, the meaning of which is perfectly 
well understood throughout the entire Army and Navy of the United States, 
they were of opinion that I was not a fit or deserving subject for punishment, 
and had recommended not the merciful and lenient mitigation but the ab 
solute and unqualified remission of their entire sentence. 

Had I ssed the slightest intimation of this action of the court, what oc- 
curred May 25, 1868, would not have happened, and most clearly I would not 
have resigned. It certainly was a very great calamity and a great pity that 
I had not the slightest intimation from any source of this action of the court. 
My resignation was tendered under an entire misapprehension and under 
circumstances of the greatest possible distress. Is there, gentlemen of the 
committee. anything in my entire record which any patriotic, noble-minded, 
or gallant citizen or soldier or which my entire and now happily reunited coun- 
try needs to remember against me? On which stands the balance in a just, 
honorable, and equitable account? 

I have submitted my entire case with full detail, as embraced in this entire 
argument, to my former regimental commander, who was General Wool’s as- 

sistant adjutant-general in Mexico, cupteia of artillery, adjutant-general un- 


der Governor Seymour of the State of New York, then lieutenant-colonel of 
my regiment, and later General McDowell's chief of staff and Inspector- 
General of the Army, and received from him the following reply: 


WASHINGTON, September 12, 1891. 


Dear CoLOoNEL Cutts: I lose no time in acknowledging receipt of your 
polite letter with inclosed report in your case of the Committee on Military 
Affairs of the House of Representatives. 





Sieh eines de Sora ee ai 


Si 


Pr 


OT le ina: nile anal a 


2680 


IT need not assure you that the contents of both are Tr giving to me 
as the testimonials of distinguished brother officers nam n the report, de- 
served as they are, must be to you. 

I think you are qustly entitled to a brevet for your eminent services in 
the Maryland and Virginia campaigns in 1862, and trust that the authorities, 
even at this late day, may recognize er right thereto. 

Not doubting that the bill by the House of Representatives for 
pene restoration will be favorably ac on by the Senate, and thus restore 

© you a commission relinquished long since through a misapprehension, Ire- 
main, with best wishes for your success, 
Most truly, your friend, 
ED. SCHRIVER, 


I have made the same submission of all the questions involved in my case 
to General Rosecrans, reading to him nearly the whole of my argument and 
large portions of the court-martial records, and the following is his reply: 


WASHINGTON, D. C., November 3, 1891. 


My DEAR CoLONEL: You very kindly handed me a copy of the report in 
your case (H.R. Report No. 3343, Fifty-first Congress, second session, accom- 
panying H. R.7490) made by the Committee on Military Affairs of the House 
of Representatives, requesting that having exercised high command I would 
give the impression made by the recital of facts therein set forth concerning 
your behavior and services in the late war. 

I ye carefully read the report. I concur in the conclusion therein 
reached. 

Your record of meritorious, gallant, and brilliant services on staff, in line, 
and on numerous battlefields, attested by wounds sustained, by medals re- 
ceived, and by a cloud of gallant Union generals, living and dead, would out- 
weigh numerous mistakes, any one of them greater than those embodied in 
the allegations before the Burnside or the New Orleans courts-martial. 

President Lincoln's action on the Burnside court-martial sentence, re- 
storing you to duty, showed that, in his judgment, at most you had done 
nothing to stain a soldier's honor. E 

The unanimous recommendation of the New Orleans court-maxtial amply 
testifies to its judgment that the combined circumstances called for an abso 
lute remission of the entire sentence. 

Trusting that Congress may do you justice, I remain, 


Your friend, 
W.S. ROSECRANS. 

Mr. Chairman, the delay in the final passage of a bill for my relief has given 
me an opportunity to demonstrate conclusively that in thisargument I have 
done no violence to the acthal disposition and intentions-of the New Orleans 
courts-martial. 

I communicated with the president of the court-martial asking him to give 
me any information in his power. In reply, he chose to take official action 
and inclosed me the following pet, embraces the testimony of all the 
members of that court-martial who are now living: 


HEADQUARTERS FirtTH UNITED STATES ARTILLERY, 
Presidio of San Francisco, Cal., August 6, 1891. 
To whom it may concern: 


I take pleasure in commending the petition of Col. Madison Cutts to the 
favorable consideration of the proper authorities. 

I was a member of the court-martial which tried Colonel Cutts some 
twenty-three years since, and my recollection of the case is that while the 
court felt that an example was necessary in the proper performance of their 
duties, yet they were also sufficiently impressed with the conviction that 
there existed extenuating circumstances in the case to prompt the members 
to a unanimous recommendation to clemency. 

I, for one, should be glad to learn that lonel Cutts is to derive some 
benefit from that recommendation, even though it be at this late day. 


Respectfully submitted. 
WM. M. GRAHAM, 


Colonel Fifth Artil , Brevet Brigadier General, U. 8. A., 
a sa Commanding Regiment. 
[Indorsement. ] 


I was president of the court-martial within referred to before which Colonel 
Cutts wastried. In passing the sentence upon this officer, it certainly was not 
the intention of the court to throw him out of the service, and hence the unani- 
mous recommendation of the court that the sentence imposed be remitted. 
If Colonel Cutts had not sent in his resignation, he would now be in the serv- 
ice, and I sincerely hope that such action may be taken as will restore this 
most valuable officer of the service where he rightly belong : 1H 


Colonel and Brevet Major-General, United States Army, Retired. 


Mr. Chairman, I have also submitted my entire case to the General Com- 
manding the Army, who was Secretary of War at the date of my resignation, 
and had full and perfect knowledge, yy: of all the facts. He has with 
great cordiality authorized me to quote the ollowing letters, which explain 
themselves, addressed to me during the pendency of this bill, and he has 
further authorized and almost directed me to say to the committee from him 
that in awarding me the medal of honor he himself first made a personal an 
thorough examination of my entire record as a soldier. 


WASHINGTON, D. C., March 17, 1890. 


My DEAR CoLone.: I have read the record of your military services and 
the recommendations of the many distinguished officers under whom you 
served, and I sincerely a Congress will ea you the place on the re 
list which you have so well merited. Your honest struggle to support your- 
self and your family in civil life increases your title to consideration. 


Vv truly, you ! 
gg ore J. M SCHOFIELD. 


HEADQUARTERS OF THE ARMY, 
Washington, April 29, 1891. 

My DeAR CoLonet: In reply to your letter of yesterday I take pleasure in 
informing you that the medal of honor was awarded you ve mee 2) after 
the receipt of your last communication on the subject, and the medal is now 
in the hands of the engraver, and will be sent to you as soon as the suitable 
engraving is placed upon it." 

ubtiess you ought to have been informed of the action of the War De- 

rtment when it was taken, but I suppose, to save clerical labor, the habit 
Eto send the medal with the information that it has been granted. 

Regretting that you have been kept in any s in this regard, and 
hoping that the medal when it comes will serve all the desires of your heart 
in that respect, 

Lam, sincerely, your friend, 


J. M. SCHOFTELD. 

Col. J. Mapison Curts. 

Mr. Chairman, the of the United States, by an act approved July 
12, 1862, authorized the mt of the United States to cause ‘‘ medals of 
honor ” to be prepared with suitable emblematic devices, and to direct that 
the same be presented in the name of Con; to such noncommissioned 
officers and privates as “shall most distinguish themselves by their gallantry 
in ection, and other soldierlike qualities, during the present insurrection.” 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 





FEBRUARY 25, 


By an act approved March 3, 1863, this law was extended so as to include 
commissioned officers. 

The Confederate States passed a similar law October 13, 1862, and _a General 
Order No. 131, adjutant and inspector general's office, Richmond, Va., dated 
October 3, 1863, directed: 

(1) That the names of all those who have been or may hereafter be reported 
as worthy of this distinction be inscribed in a roll of honor to be preserved in 
the adjutant and inspector general's office, for reference in all future time 
for those who have deserved well of their country as having best displayed 
their courage and devotion on the field of battle. 

(2) That the roll of honor, so far as now made up, be appended to this 
order and read at the head of every regiment in the service of the Confed- 
erate States, at the first dress parade after its receipt, and be published in at 
least one newspaper in each State. 

Gentlemen of the committee: The medal awarded me was not for a single 
occasion; it is a triple medal of honor, and is inscribed as follows: 

“The Congress to Capt. James M. Cutts, Eleventh Infantry, for gallantry 
at Wilderness, Spottsylvania, and Petersburg, 1864.” 

I had previously during the war received the brevet of major and lieu- 
tenant-colonel for gallant and distinguished services. The medal of honor 
adds far more than a third brevet, and is regarded among all soldiers as out- 
rae any brevet or any number of brevets. Need I say that highly as I 
value it I shall even more dearly prize it if by your unanimous action on the 
bill before you you confirm my title to the thanks and gratitude of my coun- 


try. 

Mr. Chairman, the committee of the last House found that I fell June 18, 
1864, in front of Petersburg, supposed to be mortally wounded, while advanc- 
ing in ey of my regiment in the line of battle which I had reformed, and 

ey added: 

‘He then incurred a disability, int he performance of a specific act of great 
ginesy, sufficient to have entitled him to be at once retired as captain. A 
ittle more than two years afterwards he could have been retired under the 
act of Congress of July 26, 1866, with the rank of his command when wounded, 
that of a field officer. 

ee often urged and advised to avail himself of the provisions of that 
act, he had no desire to become a charge upon the country he had helped to 
save, and remained in the service, although seriously disabled, hoping still to 
be of service to his country.” 

Tam now drawing a ome for total disability, which in the case of a cap- 
tain is ie r month. here quote the evidence of that most distinguished 
and skillful surgeon, Dr. Basil Norris, United States Army, who attended me 
while wounded, and to whose constant care and attention at my home in 
Washington, after my wounds had been noes by surgeons in the field 
fatal, Lowe my recovery. He conclusively establishes the fact that I had the 
legal right to retired long before the date of the New Orleans courts-mar- 
tial—while in the service and long before I resigned. 

He testifies as follows: 

“Capt. J. M. Cutts, Eleventh United States Infantry, was wounded on the 
18th of June, 1864, in front of Petersburg, Va., while acting as field officer, 
ere I have been informed, advancing in line of battle in front of his regi- 
ment. 

“He was conveyed to Washington, where hearrivedJune 20, 1864, and placed 
under my treatment, and continued under my Gee until September follow- 
ing. His wound was a nshot wound (rifle No left side. The ball en- 
tered between the eighth and ninth ribs on a line below the axilla, fractured 
the ninth rib, penetrated the lung, and made its exit between the ninth and 
tenth ribs at a point about 1 inch from the spinal column. 

“Captain Cutts was brevetted lieutenant-colonel for gallantand distin- 
guished services in that campaign of the Army of the Potomac, having pre- 
viously rendered conspicuous services in the preceding campaigns of the same 
army. 

“His wound created a nem disability, which then, and ever since 
would have entitled him, he requested. while in the service, to be placed 
on the retired list. 

“He never made such application, but before his wounds were entirely 
healed rejoined his regiment and sought opportunities for further service 
and distinction.” 

“He resigned in 1868, and now, with a large family, after a long interval of 
honorable exertion, he finds himself no longer able to contend against his in- 
creasing disabilities incurred in the line of duty and in battle. 

“Informed, as I am, that Colonel Cutts will apply to ———_ to be placed 
on the retired list of the Army, I would respectfully say that such recogni- 
tion of his services and sufferings would only be in accordance with the cus- 
tom of service in the Regular Army in like cases, and that I believe he abun- 
dantly merits such consideration.” 

The committee say of me in their report: 

“ His career since his resignation has been one of long-continued, useful, and 
honorable effort in civil and professional life. The committee believe it 

hly to his honor that after marrying and having eleven children, seven of 
whom ure now living, he has foreborne to press his claim and appeal for re- 
lief, until no longer able by reason of disability, the result of his wounds and 
oes in the service, to bear the cares, anxieties, and wants of his large 
‘amily 

“In view of his long-continued and distinguished services, entitling him in a 
marked degree to the gratitude of his country, the committee recommend 
that he be honorably restored to the status he held when wounded, and ac- 
arr report favorably the bill for his retirement in the Army, with the 
rank of captain.” 

The number of my children, by the birth of a son March 5, 1892, is now eight. 

Mr. Chairman, the retirement of an officer of the Regular Army for wounds, 
disabilities, or length of service is simply a form of pension which is one of 
the legal conditions or elements of his service in the Army, and Congress, if 
it deems me worthy of retirement, can hardly decide to restore me to the 
status I held when I resigned without duly considering the arrears, if any 
such can properly be nted tome. The bill is myrpons to amendment in 
this or any other particular. Strongly op , as I have always been until 
necessity came upon me, to any thought of asking of my country pecuniary 
compensation for disabilities contracted in its service, I do so now only be- 
cause my dearest friends have insisted that in the interest of my wife and 
very large number of children it is my duty to present the question for your 
eonsideration. 

Mr. Chairman, I have strictly endeavored to confine myself in my argu- 
ment to the recital of facts, which I have endeavored to accompany with 
proper and, as I trust and believe, unimpeachable, unanswerable, and con- 
clusive evidence. 

In ing upon the bill before you it is within your power to decido that 
the general tenor of my existence, both in the Army and in civil life, shall be 
weighed and considered, and thus weighed is found to be patriotic, self-sac- 
rificing, and full of honorable efforts. You can decide without doing violence 
to truth and justice, and on the weight of overwhelming evidence, that m 
services to my country were conspicuous, long-continued, and distinguished, 

fully to the dignity and very high honor of entitling me to the grati- 
tude of the nation. 

It will not strain your authority to decide that a debt of national gratitude 
is not obliterated or forgotten because the benefactor meets with disa.ter or 
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misfortune, with sickness and sorrow, still less when he falls a victim and a 
ce to malice. 
You can torever silence the tongue of slander, confuse and confound assas- 
sins of character, while, in great degree, near the close of his life, restorin 


toa soldier his peace of mind and happiness, giving back to him his swor 
and his commission, surrendered only under circumstances of great distress 
and under an entire and most cruel misapprehension, and enabling him, by 
granting the relief he asks, to respond to the cares and still remaining duties 
of life, which now, by reason of honorable wounds received in battle, creat- 
mgs total disability, overtax his strength and powers of endurance. 
easuring sedately every word I say, I deliberately declare that if after 
my death any surviving friend, taking note of my departure, shall wish to 
be my eulogist, let him not my only that I earned the titude of my coun- 
try on many battlefields, but let him examine the full official records of my 
New Orleans courts-martial and find, as he inevitably must, that in the 
stormy, exciting, and perilous days of reconstruction I was a conscientious 
soldier, devoted to the fullest and most faithful performance of every duty, 
and that I consulted fearlessly and with ere of aim the honor, welfare, 
and best interests of my entire country; and let him add that I was not a pro- 
fessional but a citizen soldier, who, on more than one important occasion, 
brought to the service of his country the learning and attainments of a law- 
yer who always sought to be a wise counselor and an earnest advocate. _— 
Gentlemen of the committee, take the case and upon full consideration, 
make such a decision as your consciences shall approve and dictate. Pass the 
bill entire as it has been introduced, or amend it as your sense of honor and 
ustice shall dictate, but halt nor hesitate short of full justice, and do not 
eny to me an honorable measure of fame resting on its only true and endur- 
ing foundations thereof—conscientious adherence at all times and in all places 
to what I believed to be right and self-sacrificing devotion to the best in- 
terests of my country, so far as God gave me the power to judge correctly, 
and a patriotic love o “=y entire country. 
Respectfully submitted. 
J. MADISON CUTTS. 


PRESIDENTIAL APPROVAL. 


A message from the President of the United States, by Mr. O. 
L. PRUDEN, one of his secretaries, announced that the President 
had on the 23d instant approved and signed the act (S. 2783) to 
postpone the enforcement of the act of August 19, 1890, entitled 
“An act to adopt regulations for preventing collisions at sea.” 


SUNDRY CIVIL APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. COCKRELL. Iask the Senate to proceed to the considera- 
tion of the sundry civil appropriation bill. I desire to state that 
we have now on the Calendar—— 

Mr. HOAR. Let the assent be first obtained. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Very well. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair was about submitting to 
the Senate the request. Is there objection to the request of the 
Senator from Missouri? 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill - R. 8518) making appro- 

riations for sun civil expenses of the Government for the 

al year ending June 30, 1896, and for other purposes, which 

had been reported from the Committee on Appropriations with 
amendments. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Iask that the amendments of the Commit- 
tee on Appropriations may be considered and acted upon as they 
are reached in the reading of the bill, and that after the reading 
is concluded other amendments may be considered. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is thereobjection? The Chair hears 
none, and it is so ordered. 

Mr.COCKRELL. I wish to state to the Senate that wehave upon 
the Calendar the sundry civil appropriation billand the legislative, 
executive, and judicial appropriation bill. Thenaval appropriation 


bill will be reported to-morrow or next day. The general defi- 
ciency appropriation bill has not yet the other House, but it 
will probably be here to-day. e shall have all these bills before 


the Senate for disposition just as rapidly as the Senate can dispose 
of them. Now, this is a long bill, with a good many amendments 
and other provisions that will be debated, and I hope it will be the 
pleasure of the Senate at about 6 o’clock this evening to take a re- 
cess until 8 o’clock, and then meet and continue in session until 
10 or 11 o’clock. 

Mr. HALE. Can not the Senator get an agreement now that 
that shall be done? 

Mr. COCKRELL. I ask unanimous consent, then, that at 6 
o’clock this evening we shall take arecess until 8 o’clock, and then 
that we continue in session until 10 or 11 o’clock. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the request of 
the Senator from Missouri? 

Mr. CHANDLER. I do not object, but I give notice that this 
evening I shall object to the consideration of anything except the 
ee bill. 

Mr. COCKRELL. That will be the specific measure to be con- 
— as a matter of course. I shall not give way to anything 
else. 

“ Mr. CHANDLER. With that understanding, I make no objec- 
on. 

Mr. MANDERSON. I think the request ought to be delayed 
until there is a full attendance of the Senate. We have a very 
slim number here. 

Mr. HALE. But they ought to be here. 

Mr. MANDERSON. We have consented to take up the appro- 
priation bill, ignoring morning business, and this is a bill so im- 
portant that it ought not to be disposed of-—— 

Mr. HALE. I hope the Senator will not object. 
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Mr. MANDERSON. Let the request be made later in the day, 
when more Senators are here. I do not think it is exactly fair to 
what is practically a majority of the Senate that a consent agree- 
ment should be now made. There may be others who will desire 
to interpose an objection or to make a compromise. Let the re- 
quest be delayed until later. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. There is objection tothe request of 
the Senator from Missouri. 


DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. GORMAN. Iask that the sundry civil appropriation bill 
be temporarily laid aside and that the Senate take up the confer- 
ence report on the bill (H. R. 8388) making appropriations to 

rovide for the expenses of the government of the District of 
olumbia for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1896, and for other 
P 


S. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is thereobjection? The Chair hears 
none. The conference report will be read. 

Mr. GORMAN. The conference report has been read, or at 
least printed in the Recorp. I suggest that it is not necessary to 
read it. I will explain what it contains. 

Mr. SHER . I should like to have an explanation made 
by the Senator from Maryland, so that we may understand what 
the report contains. 

Mr. GORMAN. I will make an explanation of the report. 

The conferees have agreed on all the items of the billin dis- 
agreement between the two Houses except four amendments of 
the Senate, to which I shall presently call attention. The princi- 
pal amendments receded from by the Senate conferees are the 
following: 








NN ee on... cc wcceciinusedbensseseceewences $12, 500.00 
Work on streets as per schedule.................................... 18, 000. 00 
inn nissan agian aces eneennwemmemlt 25, 000. 00 
eae aie ilelalitie enepe Whebmdeaqudineouenn eqneeetanGevens 78, 118.00 
SE els a ekdtiicnainecknecuses evesacunsene iucssannneres 30, 000. 00 
Sweeping streets -...........-------.20-00-~2---222 oe eee oon ee += 22 -ee 4, 000. 00 
tcc hin aneeidnesemeqnmean 4,000.00 
Pied entonkneincneqnivece 25, 000.00 
School buildings .................... 27,590.00 
Telegraph and telephone service -. 7, 360.00 
a ic le serine did iednacamegneianes Guqenaeiinll 7, 000. 00 
NTE eee sindagoodunbencone newsiweds 5, 000. 00 
A a a clecigan sacecnawannadioowt 8, 000. 00 
Se iimadaintuatoossocaioavedh 14, 330.00 
Total receded from by Senate conferees -..................-- 365, 808. 00 
Amount appropriated by the bill as it passed the House of Rep- 
ee edie ea tnittibe eens wtddennsdéddeenocewscasucces 5, 392, 107.25 


a epabnoneonnewsses 
Amount as passed by the Senate..........:.............--...- 


741, 144. 00 


6, 135, 251.25 


The House conferees agree to Senate increases to the amount of. 338, 536. 00 

NT Go cece vnncen de cone seacnconseeeass 5, 730, 643. 25 
Senate conferees recede from ............-.------------------------ ~~ 865, 808. 00 
Amounts i et ameenemeem anny 46, 000. 00 
Pe RE A I 7, 217, 934. 25 
a ae ee le a ats on sees. eck need. ....-..-...-.. £ GB. W 


Mr. SHERMAN. What I want to know is what has been done 
with the smallpox-hospital provision. 

Mr. GORMAN. Iwill come tothatina moment. That is one 
of the items that is disagreed to. The first of the four disagree- 
ments on which the conferees have been unable to agree is the 
amendment providing $8,500 for the police and firemen’s relief 
fund. This is objected to by the conferees on the part of the 
House as being an innovation, notwithstanding the fact that since 
1861 this relief fund has been granted by act of Congress and pro- 
vision made for its payment, fixing the amount which shall be 
given to each of the disabled firemen and their wives and minor 
children in the case of death. It is an appropriation that has been 
constantly made, or a fund that has been created. 

It has been depleted only because of the immense increase in 
the number of policemen and firemen in the District. It is a pro- 
vision such as is made in every city of 100,000 inhabitants in the 
United States. The amount here provided is much smaller than 
in cities of 100,000, and is nearly one-half less than in Baltimore, 
Philadelphia, and other great cities that compare with Washing- 
ton. Yet it is objected to on the other side upon the mistaken 
idea that it is a civil pension fund, when there is absolutely noth- 
ing in the idea. 

do not want to detain the Senate, but I could give a list of all 
the cities that paysuch a fund. The practice is universal, and the 
amendment ought to be adhered to. It is a matter that does not 
affect the Treasury of the United Statesa penny. The fund, as 
we inserted the provision in the bill, comes from the fines im- 
in the police court, collected from the vicious, and the bad, 
and the unfortunate, if you please, and not a dollar of it comes 
out of the Treasury. As Congress, in legislating upon this matter, 
is practically the common council of the city, the Senate con- 
ferees can not understand how there can be an objection from any 
quarter when the authorities of the District have all agreed to it, 
so far as we know, and are very anxious to have it sustained. 
In the matter of the enforcement of the scarlet-fever act and the 
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purchase of antitoxine an amendment was inserted in the Senate, 
which was discussed here very thoroughly, making provision for 
some place where the clothing could be fumigated and provided 
for without destroying the effects of the poor people who happen 
to have one of these contagious diseases.. As I stated to the Sen- 
ate before, this city is absolutely without facilities for that pur- 
pose. The authorities were compelled, during the terrible scourge 
that swept over this city, instead of destroying the infected cloth- 
ing, etc., to take it to the steam heating establishments that are 
used for cleaning carpets and practically confiscate a room, hoping 
to relieve it afterwards by some process, and yet run the danger 
of having the disease spread all over the city. Yet the other House 
refuses to make the moderate appropriation of $6,000 for such a 
place and for machinery for that purpose. 

Connected with this was the provision for antitoxine, a matter 
that has been discussed in the Senate. Its use has become general, 
and it is now recognized as a specific against many contagious 
diseases, some carrying it so far as to make it a specific even 
against smallpox itself as being better than vaccination. Yet 
while the whole amount is to come out of the revenues of the 
District, and not a dollar out of the Treasury, that amendment is 
objected to; and with it a provision which the Senate inserted 
prohibiting any hospital for infectious diseases within 800 feet 
of other property or other houses. The House conferees object to 
that also. ; 

Mr. HARRIS. What is the amount of the apprgpriation for 
antitoxine? 

Mr. SHERMAN. I ask the Senator whether the 300-foot pro- 
vision has been retained? 

Mr. GORMAN. No; thatis allin the amendment that is left 

ending. Ithasnotbeen retained. It is objected to by the House 
conferees. It is one and the same amendment, and is still open 
for further conference. The Senate conferees insisted upon re- 
taining it in the bill. In answer to the Senator from Tennessee I 
wil) state that $20,000 is the amount. 

Another provision in disagreement is the appropriation for a 
smallpox hospital. Congress required the District Commission- 
ers to locate and fix a hospital for —— patients. We havea 
shed which is a disgrace to humanity down here on the east of 
the jail on a lot of 50 or 60 acres, out of the way of everybody. 
_— it is now, with the jail and the workhouse on one end of 

e lot. 

By the amendment adopted in the Senate we appropriated $25,000 
to erect a sufficient hospital there with four code and on the 
plans and estimate of Dr. Billings, who is an authority upon this 
subject, and also upon the estimate of the very intelligent young 
gentleman who is now the health officer of the District and has 

one into the matter very thoroughly. We-considered it abso- 

utely necessary in every respect that a building should be erected. 
Men of prominence in the last six months have been confined in 
that building, which was not fit to be inhabited by anybody, par- 
ticularly when suffering with such a disease, with no facilities to 
keep the patients, some of whom escaped and spread the disease 
elsewhere. Yet itis said that we shall not have.a place here to 
confine smallpox patients, but that they had better be put out in 
nee that they had better be sent across into Virginia or Mary- 

na. 

The Senate conferees have told the conferees on the other side 
that under no circumstances would we recede from either of these 
amendments without a vote of this body, and I trust the Senate 
will be as unanimous now as it was two weeks ago in insist- 
ing upon that provision. If the Treasury of the United States 
is in such a condition that we can not e the paltry appropria- 
tion of $40,000 or $50,000 in a case of this sort, while it would be 
unjust to the District of Columbia, I have no doubt it would 
agree that every dollar of the amount should come from the Dis- 
trict treasury, although that burden ought not to be imposed 
upon it. The Senate conferees would not recede without a direct 
vote of the Senate and fail to have provision made in the cases I 
have named. 

Those are the principal items in the bill which are not agreed to. 
The Senator from Tennessee, I think, asked me a day or two sinee, 
when the bill was up, as to the construction of the waterworks, 
which is an important matter. The Senate conferees have agreed 
to make the appropriation as provided for in the bill as it. came 
from the Honse for the immediate constraction of the dam at the 
Great Falls, raising it 1 or 2 feet, the work to be done under 
the officer in charge of the waterworks, with General Casey 
assigned as consulting engimeer. The reason for that was ex- 
plained to the Senate. Both General Casey and Colonel Elliot, 
who are familiar with this matter, will retire within a short time. 

General Casey is more familiar with it probably than any other 
man who lives to-day. His experience has been from the day of 
General Meigs down to the present, and we have associated him 
as the consulting engineer. To get the water from the reservoirs 
in Georgetown, to ascertain whether the tunnel can not be used, 
and whether the reservoir at the Soldiers’ Home can be used with 
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the dam in .its present condition, we have made provision for a 
thorough inspection by these officers, Colonel Casey being the 
consulting engineer, and they are to report to Congress, together 
with a report as to avhat,if anything, is necessary to strengthen the 
conduit from the Great Falls to Georgetown. They are to report 
to Congress whether, in their opinion, the tunnel from George- 
town over to the Soldiers’ Home can be utilized, and what is the 
most feasible and the best way to bring an additional! supply of 
water into the city. 

Mr. HARRIS. The provision does not, then. provide for the 
adoption of mains or other methods of conducting the water to 
the reservoir at the Soldiers’ Home? 

Mr.GORMAN. Itrequires them, in the event they find the tun- 
nel can not be utilized within a reasonable cost, to report how 
many mains, if any,are required, and what character of mains; 
but they are only to report to Congress. 

Mr. HARRIS. I will state the object of my inquiry. I think 
we ought to utilize that reservoir and conduct the water there b 
some method. If the tunnel can not be used some other method, 
it seems to me, is absolutely necessary to reach that point. 

Mr.GORMAN. We think this provision is ample, and will give 
Congress all the facts to act upon at the next session. 

There is one other matter to which I desire to call the attention 
of the Senate. It isthe publicschools in the District of Columbia. 
The conferees have stricken out $127,500 of the amount appropri- 
ated bytheSenate. One hundred thousand dollars of that amount 
is the business high school. Theother reductions, amounting to 
only ‘$27,500, are in'the appropriations for the common schools, 
but the provisions have been so adjusted as to provide for every 
school building that the Senate voted for, reducing the cost in 
three or four cases, and leaving out only the appropriation for the 
repair of the Wallach School building east of the Capitol. As the 
bill stands, agreed ‘to by the conference, appropriations are made 
for every primary school the Senate voted for, leaving out the 
business high school. 

I trust that the report may be adopted, and that the Senate will 
further insist upon the amendments disagreed to by the House 
conferees. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Mr. President, I do not intend to oppose the 
motion of the Senator from Maryland, but I wish to express a 
strong conviction I have, which I have been forming now for ten 
or twelve years after a close and careful watch, I may say, of the 
course of appropriations for the District of Columbia. 

I think it is abnormal and indefensible to refer the appropria- 
tions for the District of Columbia to the Committee on Appropria- 
tions of this body, not that I have any complaint to make of the 
members of that committee, because they are among the ablest 
members of this body, and endeavor to do their duty according to 
the lights they have, as well as they can, but it is ridiculous to 
suppose that the Committee on Appropriations, charged with all 
the expenses of a Government like ours, $400,000,000 a year, can 
be considered as the best committee to act upon the affairs of the 
District of Columbia. We have a committee on the District of 
Columbia composed of able and experienced Senators, many of 
them especially interested in the District of Columbia, living near 
by, as the Senator from Maryland [Mr. Gipson] and the Senator 
from Virginia [Mr. Hunton}, and the Senators most interested 
in the affairs of the District being on that committee. 

These apeeepiaeins ought to be passed upon by the committee 
that is in touch with the people,whom the people could approach. 
Many leading citizens of Washington who know that I feel a deep 
interest in the growth and progress of this city, have often spoken 
to me about this matter. Their communication is entirely with 
the Committee on the District of Columbia; they are familiar with 
the members of that committee; they go to that committee freely 
and make their complaints, either of want of appropriations, neg- 
lect to care for their interests, or on any other matter connected 
with the District of Columbia. 

I hope that at the next session of Congress, without any divi- 
sion whatever, without any contest, the See bill for the 
District of Columbia will be referred to that committee. I wish 
to say, with no disparagement to the honorable Senator from 
Maryland or the members of the Committee on Appropriations, 
that they have enough to do, and more than enough to do, with- 
out being burdened with a purely local matter, which affects the 
interests of the people in this District, who are in constant com- 
munication with the Committee on the District of Columbia, and 
have no opportunity practically to approach the Committee on 
Appropriations except ata time when that committee is neces- 
sarily crowded with much more important bills than the bill mak- 
ing appropriations for the District of Columbia. Compared with 
the great appropriation bills that are provided for by the Commit- 
tee on Appropriations, the appropriations for the District of Co- 
lumbia are less than 1 per cent of the amount, and yet the people 
of this District are deeply interested in those appropriations. 
Suppose that.a legislature not at all connected with the subject 
should undertake to prescribe how much money should be ex- 
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pended at the State capital for a road or a highway or anything 
else. 

It is impossible for the Committee on Appropriations to give 
the attention in detail that is required for sucha bill. I trust that 
at the next session of Congress, without any disparagement at all 
to the Committee on Appropriations, the District of Columbia 
appropriation bill will be referred to the District Committee, so 
that the people of the District can go to those they are accustomed 
to deal with and talk to and confer with them about the affairs 
of the District of Columbia. 

I have been a close watcher, an interested watcher, I may say, 
in the course of the appropriations for this District. I do think 
that it would be an act of wisdom on the part of the Commit- 
tee on Appropriations to say that they are not possessed of the 
local information to deal with this bill, and that it should properly 
be referred to the committee that is especially charged with the 
very subjects-matter embraced in the bill. 

This is all I wish to say. I do not care to interfere with the 
recommendation of our conferees. I could not understand all the 
details given by the Senator from Maryland, but it was because 
the Senate was a little noisy. However, I am perfectly willing to 
take their recommendations in regard to what should be done with 
this bill. I should like to know from the Senator, however, dis- 
tinctly, whether it is proposed to locate any of the hospitals up 
near Seventh street on the road north. What provision is made 
on that subject? 

Mr. GORMAN. The District Commissioners, by authority of 
law, as the Senator understands, purchased a lot to erect a hospital 
for contagious diseases north of the Capitol, near Seventh street. 

Mr. SHERMAN, Do they propose to erect a hospital there for 
such diseases? 2 

Mr. GORMAN, That unquestionably was the intention of the 
Commissioners. The Senate put in a provision making an appro- 
priation for a hospital for smallpox down near the jail, east of the 
Capitol, and also inserted a provision requiring that no hospital 
for other contagious diseases should be within 300 feet of any other 
house. That whole matter is still in conference. We could not 
come to an agreement with the House conferees. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I will express the hope that the Senator from 
Maryland and our other conferees will refuse definitely to locate 
any kind of a hospital that would injuriously affect the Garfield 
Hospital, or affect the immediate neighborhood where the hos- 
pital is proposed to be located. I believeit was a hasty, ill-consid- 
ered, almost covertmovement to buy alotin a particular place there, 
knowing that all the ry living in that region are very much 
opposed to it. Many of them have come to me aboutit. I trust 
thatthat will be remedied. Ifsuchabuildingis necessary, letit be 
located in some part of the city that is not so rapidly growing. 
The great body of the population of Washington is now extending 
north, occupying in part the very region that has been selected. 
The great population of the city will necessarily extend north- 
ward, and not so much eastward or southward. The whole ten- 
dency is toward the northwest, and therefore no hospital that 
would prevent the growth of that portion of the city ought to be 
allowed in that region. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Mr. President, I listened with great inter- 
est to the statement made by the distinguished Senator from 
Maryland regarding the differences between the two Houses on 
certain very important matters embraced in the District of Co- 
lumbia appropriation bill. I rise simply for the purpose of say- 
ing that I trust the Senate will unanimously stand by their com- 
mittee in a demand, so far as a demand can be made, to have 
these items remain in the bill. 

For one I am very strongly in favor of the so-called pension 
fund for the police deoortents I shall not stop to argueit. I 
believe that it is but just, right, and proper, and that it would 
be a very great hardship to these men, whose lives are exposed 
every hour of every day, to have the beneficent provision that 
they have heretofore enjoyed taken from them. 

Mr. President, regarding these hospitals, I have been interested 
in and sometimes disgusted with the discussions which have taken 
place in Congress concerning the location of a hospital for the 
treatment of epidemic diseases. First, we had a controversy here 
over the bill establishing a hospital for the treatment of epidemic 
diseases, and then immediately the contest as regarded its location 
commenced all over the District. The people in one section and 
the people in another section were unwilling that the hospital 
should be located anywhere near property that they own. I have 
listened to the Senator from Ohio [Mr. SHERMAN] this morning, 
who told us that the hospital onght not to be located in a certain 

rtion of the city. It reminds me, Mr, President, of Artemus 

ard. He was willing that the boil should be on the other fellow. 
Laughter.] He did not want it on himself. So, in reference to 
is matter the inhabitants of one section of the District are very 
willing that this hospital shall be located in some other section, 
and the inhabitants of that section want it located somewhere else. 
I trust that the provision in the bill for this hospital will be re- 
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tained, and that a hospital may be located in some place without 
any particular reference to the preferences or advantages which 
may accrue to any individual citizen of the District. 

In my opinion, having some knowledge on this matter, it is ab- 
surd to say that such a hospital should be 400 feet on all sides 
from any private property. It would take several acres of land to 
surround that building. I have not made the calculation, but I 
venture to say that I am correct when I say that several acres of 
land will be required for the building if there is an open space of 
400 feet on each of its four sides. 

I hope the Senate conferees will insist on keeping the provision 
in the bill for a smallpox hospital. It is a shame and a disgrace, 
Mr. President, to this great city that we have not to-day a proper 
place where smallpox patients can be treated. I know of no other 
city in the American Union—I doubt if there is another city in 
the civilized world—of the wealth, culture, and population of the 
city of Washington, which has not better facilities for the treat- 
ment of smallpox patients than we have in the capital city of this 
great nation. 

As to the matter of antitoxine, I made some good-natured ob- 
servations concerning it when the matter was up the other day. 
I have my own opinions aboutit. They are purely speculative, 
andI did notinsistthey were well founded; but as a medical man 
I ventured to suggest some doubts as to the efficacy of this mode 
of treatment of diphtheria. Since that time I have been discussed 
somewhat in the medical journals and in the great newspapers of 
the country, and I have received a large number of letters from 
physicians and others concerning the matter. There is an honest 
difference of opinion on thissubject; medical journals are divided 
inopinion; the news ars are divided; the physiciansare divided; 
and the people are divided. The newspapers, however, did me a 
great injustice when they telegraphed all over this conntry that I 
opposed that appropriation. I did nothing of the kind. I said I 
would vote for it and I did vote for it. Thereis a very smali part 
of the appropriation to be used for the propagation of antitoxine, 
and, as the Senator from Maryland [Mr. GorMAN] has well said, 
that appropriation contemplates the establishment of a disinfect- 
ing plant, and it contemplates other things which relate to the 
health of the citizens of the District of Columbia. 

I trust our conferees will do ali they can to keep that provision 
in the bill and to keep every provision in the bill which relates to 
the welfare, the health, and the protection of the lives of the men, 
women, and children in the District of Columbia. I hope there 
will be a unanimous vote by the Senate, and that our conferees 
will not yield those points unless they are absolutely compelled 
to do so. 

Mr. PEFFER. I wish to call the attention of the Senator from 
Maryland to amendments numbered 85, 87, and 89. I ask the Sen- 
ator and the Senate to except from this report those three pro- 
posed amendments. I shall occupy the time very briefly in regard 
to those amendments. 

In the Senate, after a very laborious effort, we succeeded in having 
the wages of the van drivers and ambulance drivers in the District 
of Columbia increased to at least the fair living wages of $600 a 
year. That is lower than any other city in the country pays for 
similar work, so far as [ have been able to ascertain. I had a list of 
such wages paid in a large number of cities, but I have it not here 
now. Attention was called to it during our discussion in the Sen- 
ate.. The conference committee have agreed to reduce $600 a year 
to $480 in each of those separate amendments. i ask, without say- 
ing a word further, that when the Senate comes to vote upon it 
these three amendments may be excepted when we request a con- 
ference, and that they be restored, if possible. 

Mr. HARRIS. Mr. President, from the standpoint of chair- 
man of the Committee on the District of Columbia, in which posi- 
tion I have given somewhat careful attention to District affairs, I 
desire so say that the managers of the conference on the part of 
the Senate upon this bill have been extremely liberal in the con- 
cessions which they have made to the other branch of Congress. 
They have been somewhat more liberal than my sense of duty 
would have permitted me to have been if I had been upon that 
conference. 

In respect to the open questions—and I shall not go into details 
with regard to them—I do not see how it is possible for the mana- 
gers of the conference on the part of the Senate to make conces- 
sions in respect to any one of the points that are still in contro- 
versy between the two Houses, and I hope the Senate will, by 
unanimous vote, further insist upon those amendments, and I hope 
that the managers of the conference on the part of the Senate will 
carry out the will of the Senate so expressed. 

I shall not consume further time. 

Mr. ALLISON. Mr. President, the committee of conference on 
the part of the Senate in dealing with the District appropriation 
bill may have been, as the Senator from Tennessee states, more 
liberal in their concessions made to the House conferees than they 
ought to have been, but no one knows better than the Senator from 
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Tennessee that in dealing with items in an appropriation bill it is 
necessary to make concessions, and to make such concessions as 
will secare in the end the passage of the bill. 

Mr. HARRIS. If the Senator will allow me, it is due to my- 
self to say that I in no sense intended to censure the committee. 
For the very reasons which the Senator states, I know we have 
to give and take. I did not intend any uncharitable or unkind 
criticisms, but I did jntend to emphasize an honest opinion which 
I entertain. 

Mr. ALLISON. I know that the Senate Committee on Appro- 
priations made considerable additions to this bill as it came to us 
from the other House, making them in the belief that the expend- 
itures proposed by us were necessary expenditures in this Dis- 
trict. 

I would say to the Senator from Ohio [Mr. SHERMAN], who has 
taken this occasion to impliedly censure the Committee on Appro- 
priations for its want of knowledge and for its want of consider- 
ation of these bills, that I think, so far as the Committee on Ap- 
propriations is concerned, it has given in the past, and especially 
has it given to this bill, the utmost possible care as to the items in 
the bill for the protection of the District and commensurate with 
the growth of the District. 

We must bear in mind here that one-half of the amount to be 
expended under all these appropriations is taken from the Treasury 
of the United States, and that it is a matter of interest, not locally 
alone, but of interest to all the people of the United States, that 
all these appropriations should be considered in the light of the 
fact that we pay one-half of the expenditures of the District. I 
have not criticised, and I do not now criticise, that adjustment. 
It is an adjustment which has prevailed for a great many years; 
and while I perhaps will admit that the Committee on Appro- 

riations, in dealing with these bills, does not deal with them in a 
ocal sense, it does not deal with them according to the wishes of 
this individual or that individual who may have property in this 
District to be benefited by special local improvements. 

‘ We deal with those questions in a larger and better sense, for 
the protection not only of those who have special property here, 
but we deal with them in the sense of promoting the interests of 
the people who dwell in this District by and large, whether they 
own property or do not own property. So, while I may agree 
with the Senator when we come to again consider the question of 
who shall have charge of these appropriations, I shall not intrude 
upon the pressing hours now before us, in view of theclosing days 
of the session, todiscuss the question of the competency or incom- 
petency of the Committee on Appropriations. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I desire to ask the Senator from Maryland 
whether, as to the items upon which the conference committee 
have agreed, there has been incorporated any new legislation not 
connected directly and necessarily with the legislation about 
which the Houses differ. 

Mr. GORMAN. Notasingle word or line has been added to 
the bill by the conference report. We have changed, as a matter 
of course, as I explained to the Senate, the phraseology in relation 
to some of the questions which have been dealt with, but no new 
items have been inserted. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Mr. President, I am very glad to learn that 
fact. When the income-tax-return bill was before the Senate, I 
discovered, or thought I discovered, that an item had been intro- 
duced into the conference report which had no relation whatever 
to any matter of difference between the two Houses. I was told 
by the Senator from Missouri [Mr. Vest] that what I stated was 
not true, and by the Senator from Iowa | Mr. ALLISON], in some- 
what gentier phrase, that I was mistaken. I have made careful 
investigation of the history of that subject, and am prepared to 
show at some length that what I stated was exactly and literally 
correct and that it was the Senator from Missouri and the Sena- 
tor from [owa who were mistaken, and not I. I shall not, how- 
ever, detain the Senate to enter upon that discussion at this time, 
because I wish to expedite the public business. I shall endeavor 
to do so, if time affords, when some other conference report is be- 
fore the Senate. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The questionis on concurring in the 
conference report. 

The report was concurred in. 

Mr. GORMAN. Let it be included in the motion that the Sen- 
ate further insists on its amendments disagreed to by the House 
of Representatives, and asks for a further conference. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. It will be so ordered, in the absence 
of objection. 

By unanimous consent, the Vice-President was authorized to 
appoint the conferees on the part of the Senate, and Mr. GorMAN, 

r. COCKRELL, and Mr. ALLISON were appointed. 

Mr. QUAY. Mr. President, I desire to present some morning 
business. 


Mr. PLATT. Regular order, Mr, President. 
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The VICE-PRESIDENT. The regular order is the sundry civil 
appropriation bill. 


SURVEYOR OF DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. 


Mr. PROCTOR. I ask to withdraw a conference report on the 
bill (S.444) making the surveyor of the District of Columbia a 
salaried officer, and to provide for more efficient service in the 
surveyor’s office, for the sake of correcting a clerical error. Ref- 
erence was made to line 4 of one of the amendments, which should 
have been line 6. Isubmit the report with the error corrected, 
and move its adoption. ‘ 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The report will be read. 

The report was read, as follows: 


The committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on 
the amendments of the House to the bill (S. 444) making the surveyor of the 
District of Columbia a salaried officer, and to provide for more efficient serv- 
ice in the surveyor’s office, having met, after full and free conference have 
passed to recommend and do recommend to their respective Houses as fol- 
Ows: 

That the Senate recede from its disagreement to the amendments of the 
House and agree to the same with the following amendments: 

In line 5 of section 1, page 1, after the words * shall be,” insert ‘‘ appointed 
by the Commissioners of the District of Columbia for a term of four years, 
unless sooner removed for cause, and shall be;’’ and the Senate agree to the 
same. 

In line 6 of section }, page l.after the word “the” where it_first occurs in 
said line, insert ‘‘ said;’’ and the Senate agree to the same. 

In lines 6and 7 of section 1, page 1, strike out “of the District of Columbia;” 
and the Senate agree to the same. 

In line 4of section 3, e 2, after the words “per annum,” insert “and 
such employees as may in the judgment of the Commissioners of the District 
of Columbia be required for the surveyor’s office and operations, at an aggre- 
gate expense of not exceeding $4,000 in any one year.” Amend the proposed 
amendment by striking out ‘* $4,000” and insert ‘ $5,200” in lieu thereof; and 
the Senate agree to the same. 

In section 3, page 2, strike out all after the words “ per annum,” in line 4, 
down to and including line 13; and the Senate agree to the same. 

In line 8 of section 4, page 2, strike out the word “cities” and insert in 
lieu thereof the word “city; and the Senate agree to the same. : 

In line 4 of section 4, page 2, strike out the words ‘“‘and Georgetown;” and 
the Senate agree to the same 

In line 5 of section 4, page 2, strike out “ cities*’ and insert in lieu thereof the 
word pre, and the Senate agree to the same. 

In line 11 of section 5, page 3, after the word “Columbia,” insert “and all 
records, plats, plans, and other papers or documents now existing or hereafter 
made or secured by the office of the said surveyor shall be delivered by each 
surveyor to his successor in office.'’ Amend by inserting after the word 
“ office,” “and no plat or survey of land shall be recorded in the office of the 
surveyor of the District of Columbia except it be certified to as correct by 
the surveyor of the said District; *’ and the Senate agree to the same. 

In section 8, e 8, strike out all after the word “laws,” in line 1, down to 
and including line 4, and insert in lieu thereof the following: “ Inconsistent 
with the provisions of this act are hereby repealed;” and the Senate agree to 


the same. 
REDFIELD PROCTOR, 
CHAS. J. FAULKNER, 
H. C. HANSBROUGH, 
Managers on the part of the Senate. 


J. E. COBB, 
G. W. COOPER, 
J. A. T. HULL, 
Managers on the part of the House. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on concurring in the 
report. 
he report was concurred in. 


SUNDRY CIVIL APPROPRIATION BILL. 


The Senate, as i:: Committee of the Whole, resumed the consid- 
eration of the bill ‘H. R.8518) making appropriations for sundry 
civil expenses of the Government for the fiscal year ending June 
30, 1896, and for other purposes. 

The Secretary proceeded to read the bill. 

The first amendment of the Committee on Appropriations was, 
on page 2, after line 5, to insert: 

gH the public building at Charleston, 8. C.: For completion of building, 


/ 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on page 2, after liné 7, to insert: 


In order to provide accommodations for the Government officials in the 
city of Chicago now occupying the present building, during the erection of 
the proposed new building, the Secretary of the Treasury is hereby author- 
ized to accept for use temporarily any site that may be offered for such use 
free of cost and rent and to erect thereon a temporary building, and the sum 
of $200,000 is hereb: 1 ery to be immediately available, of which 
amount the sum of % ), or SO much thereof as may be necessary, may be 
used for the rental of ae for one year; said temporary buildin to be 
so erected shall be removed by the Government when said new building is 
completed and ready for use. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on page 2, after line 20, to insert: 


In pursuance of the act of Congress entitled “‘ Anact to provide for the erec- 
tion of a Government building at Chicago, IIL," approved February —, 1895, 
the sum of $400,000 is hereby appropriated for the commencement and continu- 
ation of the Lane's y 5 of which amount the sum of $30,000 is hereby author- 
ized to be expended by the Secretary of the Treasury to employ temporarily 
draftsmen and skilled service, which may be necessary in the preparation of 
plans and specifications for the said building, this amount to be exclusive of 
any moneys that he may be authorized to expend for the services of enginee 
draftsmen, and other peseene =p n the preparation of plans an 
specifications for any other public buildings. 


The amendment was agreed to, 
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The next amendment was, on page 3, after line 10, to insert: 
For the public building at Fort Dodge, Iowa: For completion of three ad- 


ditional rooms in said building and placing additional dormers in the roof, 
$1,500, in addition to the balance of the appropriation now available. 

The amendment was agreed to. ‘ . 

The next amendment was, on page 4, after line 8, to insert: 

For court-house and_post-office.at Meridian, Miss.: The Secretary of the 
Treasury is hereby authorized, if in his discretion he thinks it to the public 
interest to do so, to exchange the site formerly purchased for said building 
and now owned by the United States for another and more suitable site: 
en, That the exchange can be effected without cost to the United 

es. 

The amendment was agreed to. . . 

The next amendment was, on page 5, after line 23, to insert: 

For public building at Richmond, Ky.: For an additional amount for the 
completion of building, $25,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. : 

The next amendment was, on page 6, line 3, after the word 
‘* dollars,” to strike out: 


Provided, That before any work is done upon this building or contract let 
therefor, a board of three engineer officers of the Army shall be detailed by 
the Secretary of War to carefully examine the nature of the subsoil and bed of 
foundation of the site that has been purchased for such building at San Fran- 
cisco, and whether the character of the same is proper for said building, and 
report to the Secretary of the Treasury on or before the Ist day of July, 1895, 
the results of their examination, together with an estimate of what will be 
the cost of making a foundation for said building, and if, in their opinion, the 
construction of said building should be proceeded with on said site. The 
Secretary of the Treasury is hereby authorized to proceed with the construc- 
tion of the building, and to enter into contracts for any part or the whole 
thereof, within the limit of cost fixed by law; the expenses of the board, and of 
their investigations, not to exceed $3,000, to be paid out of the appropriations 
made for the erection of said building. 

And insert: 


“* Provided, That before any work is done upon this building or contract 
let therefor, the Secretary of the Treasury shall cause to be carefully ex- 
amined the nature of the subsoil and bed of foundation of the site that has 
been purchased for such building at San Francisco, and whether the charac- 
ter of the same is proper for said building, before the Ist day July, 1895, and 
what will be the cost of making a foundation for said building, and whether the 
construction of said building should be proceeded with on said site; and the 
Secretary of War, upon the request of the Secretary of the Treasury, may 
detail one or more engineer officers of the Army to make such examination. 
If the Secretary of the Treasury shall determine that said building should be 
erected on said site, he is hereby authorized to proceed with the construction 
of the building, and to enter into contracts for any part or the whole thereof, 
within the limit of cost fixed by law; the expenses of such examination and 
investigation, not to exceed $3,000, to be paid out of the appropriations made 
for the erection of said building.” 


Mr.PERKINS. Before this amendment is adopted I ask the 
Committee on Appropriations to make it mandatory upon the 
Secretary of the oe to have detailed engineer officers of the 
Army for the purpose of making the examination. Therefore, I 
move, in line 6, to strike out the words ‘‘ may detail one or more,” 
and insert in lieu thereof ‘‘ stall detail three engineer officers.” 

Mr.COCKRELL. I hope the Senator will not insist upon all 
of them being army officers. Let it be mandatory.upon the Sec- 
retary of War, and not a request, that he shall detail one or more. 
He may not want so many. 

Mr. PERKINS. The reason I desire to have the detail made 
from the Corps of Army Engineers is that the Secretary of the 
Treasury has already detailed two — agents to make an ex- 
amination of this lot. It is presumable that they were appointed 
by reason of their political qualifications, rather than of their 
scientific knowledge of the proper foundation upon which a public 
building of the Government should beerected. Therefore, to save 
the President from the importunities of those who desire to make 
a pleasure trip to the Pacific Coast, I desire that the army offi- 
cers who are there now, located in San Francisco, who have the 
confidence of the Government, the confidence of the people, and 
all who have business with them, be detailed for this purpose. I 
am satisfied to reduce the number to one or two if the Committee 
on Appropriations insist upon it, but it will be more satisfactory 
to our people to name three, and we have half a dozen or more 
army officers of the Engineer Corps stationed there. I hope the 
committee will accept the amendment. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. ALLEN in the chair). The 
amendment will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. In line 6, on page 2, it is proposed to strike 
out ‘‘may” and insert ‘‘shall,” and in the same line to strike out 
the words ‘‘ one or more” and insert ‘‘three.” 

Mr. COCKRELL. Say ‘two or more.” 

Mr. PERKINS. ‘‘Twoor more.” I will accept that. 

oe PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will be again 
stated. 

he SECRETARY. In line 6, of the committee’s amendment, it 
is proposed to strike out before the word ‘‘detail” the word 
‘*may” and insert ‘‘ shall,” and in the same line after the word 
“ detail” to strike out ‘‘one” and insert ‘‘two;” so as to read: 


And the Secretary of War, upon the request of the Secretary of the Treas- 


| 
| 
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The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of 
the Committee on Appropriations was, beginning at the top of 
page 8, to strike out: 

The engineer officer of the Army or Navy detailed to act as superintendent 

of the State, War, and Navy building also be superintendent of the said 
post-office building in the city of Washington, when completed, ander the di- 
rection of the Secre of the Treasury, the Secretary of the Interior, and 
the Postmaster-General, who are hereby constituted a commission for the 
purposes of the care and supervision of said building; said officer shall have 
charge of said building and of all the engines, machinery, water supply, heat- 
ing, lighting, and ventilating apparatus, all elevators and fixtures therein, 
and all necessary repairs and alterations thereof, as well as the direction 
and control of such force of engineers, watchmen, laborers, and others as 
may be engaged about the building or the sop us under his supervision; 
of the cleaning of the corridors and water-closets, of the ee, side- 
walks, lawns, courtyards, and areas of the building, and of all rooms in the 
subbasement which contain the boilers and other machinery, or so much of 
said rooms as may be indispensable to the proper performance of his duties 
as herein provided; and the said superintendent, before the completion of 
said building, shall submit estimates in detail for the salaries of all necessary 
een and other expenses for maintaining said building. 
_ The commission herein created for the care and supervision of said build- 
ing shall, before the completion thereof, determine and report to Congress, 
first, what_space therein shall be used by the Washington City post-office, 
and what bureaus and offices of their respective Departments occupying 
rented buildings shall be moved into and accommodated in said building and 
what space shall be allotted to each; second, what bureaus and offices of their 
respective Departments occupying public buildings shall be removed, because 
of overcrowding or otherwise, into said building. 

The amendment was agreed to. ; 

The next amendment was, on page 9, after line 10, to insert: 

To enable the Secretary of the Treasury to repair the roof of the governor's 
building in Alaska, $500. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 9, after line 13, to insert: 

To enable the Secretary of the Treasury to select, designate, and procure, 
by purchase or otherwise, suitable sites, and to commence the construction 
of public buildings thereon, in the city of Cheyenne, the —e of Wyoming; 
in Boise City, the capital of Idaho; in the city of Helena, the capital of Mon- 
tana, and in the city of Annapolis, the capital of Maryland, $75,000, Each of said 
sites shall contain at least 16,000 square feet of ground, and shall leave an open 
space around the building to be erected thereon, including streets and alleys, 
of at least 40 feet; neither of said sites shall cost in excess of $20,000; and 
neither of said buildings, each of which shall be fireproof, shall cost, including 
the site, in excess of $120,000. 

Mr. KYLE. [should like to know whether the amendment re- 
ferring to public buildings in four Northwestern States has been 
approved by some committee of the Senate. May I ask the Sen- 
ator from Wyoming? 

Mr. CAREY. The amendment has been reported favorably, 
with the exception of Annapolis. I do not know whether there 
has been a favorable report in that case, but as to the others the 
proposition has not only been reported favorably, but bills for that 
purpose have passed the Senate. 

Mr. KYLE. There is only one question in regard to the 
amendment. It provides for the purchase of a site for a building 
in each of those Western towns at a cost not to exceed $20,000. I 
know the matter has been under consideration; we have talked 
about a public building in my own city, and the committee 
thought it was nothing more than fair and right that the town 
should contribute the ground for the building. The ground is 
worth nothing, so to ak, in those Western towns. A whole 
square can be obtained for a couple hundred dollars. In most 
places they are willing to give the ground. Here $20,000 is pro- 
posed to be appropriated for the site. 

Mr. CAREY. It says neither of the sites shall cost in excess of 
$20,000. It is supposed that it will cost about $15,000 to get a 
suitable site in the capital city of my own State. 

Mr. HALE. Does the Senator from South Dakota, in the state- 
ment he has made, refer to a site for a building at the capital of 
his State? 

Mr. KYLE. I venture to say that in the capital of my State a 
site would be given for a public building, if they could have one 
to-day. 

Mr. HALE. This provision merely carries out therule that has 
been adopted heretofore, to give a public building to the capital of 
each State. These four cities are capitals of different States. 

Mr. KYLE. I understand that, but the ground is not very valu- 
able in those western towns. 

Mr. CAREY. The amendment does not compel the payment of 
$20,000 for the site. That is the maximum amount. 

Mr. BLANCHARD. As amember of the Committee on Public 
Buildings and Grounds I wish to say that favorable action by that 
committee was taken on bills relating to the construction of pub- 
lic buildings at the three places first named, but I have no recol- 
lection of any action having been taken on a bill or an amendment 
proposing a public building at Annapolis, Md. I desire to ask the 
chairman of the Committee on Appropriations if a bill for the 
erection of a public building there has previously passed Congress 


| or has an amendment proposing such a building been considered 
| by the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds of the Senate. 


ury, shall detail two or more engineer officers of the Army to make such ex- | 


amination. 
The amendment to the amendment was agreed to, 
The amendment as amended was agreed to. 


Mr. COCKRELL. Not so far as | remember. 

Mr. BLANCHARD. I see the Senator from Maryland [Mr. 
GoRMAN] is now present, and I will ask him. 
I will state to the Senator from Maryland that the Senator from 
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Tennessee that in dealing with items in an appropriation bill it is’ 
necessary to make concessions, and to make such concessions as 
will secure in the end the passage of the bill. 

Mr. HARRIS. If the Senator will allow me, it is due to my- 
self to say that I in no sense intended to censure the committee. 
For the very reasons which the Senator states, I know we have 
to give and take. I did not intend any uncharitable or unkind 
criticisms, but I did intend to emphasize an Lonest opinion which 
I entertain. 

Mr. ALLISON. I know that the Senate Committee on Appro- 
priations made considerable additions to this bill as it came to us 
from the other House, making them in the belief that the expend- 
itures proposed by us were necessary expenditures in this Dis- 
trict. 

I would say to the Senator from Ohio [Mr. SHERMAN], who has 
taken this occasion to impliedly censure the Committee on Appro- 
priations for its want of knowledge and for its want of consider- 
ation of these bills, that I think, so far as the Committee on Ap- 
—— is concerned, it has given in the past, and especially 
1a8 it given to this bill, the utmost possible care as to the items in 
the bill for the protection of the District and commensurate with 
the growth of the District. 

We must bear in mind here that one-half of the amount to be 
expended under all these appropriations is taken from the Treasury 
of the United States, and that it is a matter of interest, not locally 
alone, but of interest to all the people of the United,States, that 
all these appropriations should be considered in the light of the 
fact that we pay one-half of the expenditures of the District. I 
have not criticised, and I do not now criticise, that adjustment. 
It is an adjustment which has prevailed for a great many years; 
and while I perhaps wiil admit that the Committee on Appro- 

riations, in dealing with these bills, does not deal with them in a 
ocal sense, it does not deal with them according to the wishes of 
this individual or that individual who may have property in this 
District to be benefited by special local improvements. 

We deal with those questions in a larger and better sense, for 
the protection not only of those who have special property here, 
but we deal with them in the sense of promoting the interests of 
the people who dwell in this District by and large, whether they 
own property or do not own property. So, while I may agree 
with the Senator when we come to again consider the question of 
who shall have charge of these appropriations, I shall not intrude 
upon the pressing hours now before us, in view of theclosing days 
of the session, todiscuss the question of the competency or incom- 
petency of the Committee on Appropriations. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I desire to ask the Senator from Maryland 
whether, as to the items upon which the conference committee 
have agreed, there has been incorporated any new legislation not 
connected directly and necessarily with the legislation about 
which the Houses differ. 

Mr. GORMAN. Notasingle word or line has been added to 
the bill by the conference ors. We have changed, as a matter 
of course, as I explained to the Senate, the phraseology in relation 
to some of the questions which have been dealt with, but no new 
items have been inserted. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Mr. President, I am very glad to learn that 
fact. When the income-tax-return bill was before the Senate, I 
discovered, or thought I discovered, that an item had been intro- 
duced into the conference report which had no relation whatever 
to any matter of difference between the two Houses. I was told 
by the Senator from Missouri [Mr. Vest] that what I stated was 
not true, and by the Senator from Iowa [Mr. ALLISON], in some- 
what gentler phrase, that I was mistaken. I have made careful 
investigation of the history of that subject, and am prepared to 
show at some length that what I stated was exactly and literally 
correct and that it was the Senator from Missouri and the Sena- 
tor from [owa who were mistaken, and not I. I shall not, how- 
ever, detain the Senate to enter upon that discussion at this time, 
because I wish to expedite the public business. I shall endeavor 
to do so, if time affords, when some other conference report is be- 
fore the Senate. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The questionis on concurring in the 
conference report. 

The report was concurred in. 

Mr. GORMAN. Let it be included in the motion that the Sen- 
ate further insists on its amendments disagreed to by the House 
of Representatives, and asks for a further conference. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. It will be so ordered, in the absence 
of objection. 

By unanimous consent, the Vice-President was authorized to 
appoint the conferees on the part of the Senate, and Mr. GorMAN, 

r. COCKRELL, and Mr. ALLISON were appointed. 

Mr. QUAY. Mr. President, I desire to present some morning 
business. 

Mr. PLATT. Regular order, Mr. President, 
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The VICE-PRESIDENT. The regular order is the sundry civil 
appropriation bill. 


SURVEYOR OF DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. 


Mr. PROCTOR. I ask to withdraw a conference report on the 
bill (S. 444) or the surveyor of the District of Columbia a 
salaried officer, and to provide for more efficient service in the 
surveyor’s office, for the sake of correcting a clerical error. Ref- 
erence was made to line 4 of one of the amendments, which should 
have been line 6. Isubmit the report with the error corrected, 
and move its adoption. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The report will be read. 

The report was read, as follows: 


The committee of conference on the Giengresing votes of the two Houses on 
the amendments of the House to the bill (8. 444) making the surveyor of the 
District of Columbia a salaried officer, and to provide for more efficient serv- 
ice in the surveyor’s office, having met, after full and free conference have 
geveee to recommend and do recommend to their respective Houses as fol- 
OWS: 

That the Senate recede from its disagreement to the amendments of the 
House and agree to the same with the following amendments: 

In line 5 of section 1, page 1, after the words “shall be,” insert ‘‘ appointed 
by the Commissioners of the District of Columbia fora term of four years, 
unless sooner removed for cause, and shall be;’’ and the Senate agree to the 
same. 

In line 6 of section J, page l. after the word “the” where it. first occurs in 
said line, insert ‘‘ said; and the Senate agree to the same. 

Tn lines 6and 7 of section 1, page 1, strike out “of the District of Columbia;” 
and the Senate agree to the same. 

In line 4 of section 3, page 2, after the words “per annum,” insert “and 
such employees as may in the judgment of the Commissioners of the District 
of Columbia be required for the surveyor’s office and operations, at an aggre- 
gate expense of not exceeding $4,000 in any one year.” Amend the proposed 
amendment by striking out “ $4,000" and insert “ $5,200” in lieu thereof; and 
the Senate agree to the same. 

In section 3, page 2, strike out all after the words “per annum,” in line 4, 
down to and including line 13; and the Senate agree to the same. 

_In line 8 of section 4, page 2, strike out the w rd “cities” and insert in 
lieu thereof the word ‘“‘city;’’ and the Senate agree to the same. . 

In line 4 of section 4, page 2, strike out the words ‘‘and Georgetown;” and 
the Senate agree to the same 

In line 5 of section 4, page 2, strike out “ cities” and insert in lieu thereof the 
word ‘city; and the Senate agree to the same. 

In line 11 of section 5, page 3, after the word ‘‘Columbia,” insert ‘‘and all 
records, plats, plans, and other papers or documents now existing or hereafter 
made or secured by the office of the said surveyor shall be delivered by each 
surveyor to his successor in office.” Amend by inserting after the word 
“ oftice,”’ ‘‘and no plat or survey of land shall be recorded in the office of the 
surveyor of the District of Columbia except it be certified to as correct by 
the surveyor of the said District; *’ and the Senate agree to the same. 

In section 8, 3, strike out all after the word “laws,” in line 1, down to 
and including line 4, and insert in lieu thereof the following: “ Inconsistent 
with the provisions of this act are hereby repealed;"’ and the Senate agree to 


the same. 

REDFIELD PROCTOR, 
CHAS. J. FAULKNER, 
H. C. HANSBROUGH, 

Managers on the part of the Senate. 
J. E. COBB, 
G. W. COOPER, 
J. A. T. HULL, 

Managers on the part of the House. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on concurring in the 
report, ) 
e report was concurred in. / 


SUNDRY CIVIL APPROPRIATION BILL. 


The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the consid- 
eration of the bill (H.R.8518) making appropriations for sundry 
civil expenses of the Government for the fiscal year ending June 
30, 1896, and for other purposes. 

The Secretary proceeded to read the bill. 

The first amendment of the Committee on Appropriations was, 
on page 2, after line 5, to insert: 

Poe the public building at Charleston, 8. C.: For completion of building, 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on page 2, after liné 7, to insert: 


In order to provide accommodations for the Government officials in the 
city of Chicago now occupying the present building, during the erection of 
the proposed new building, the Secretary of the Treasury is hereby author- 
ized to accept for use temporarily any site that may be offered for such use 
free of cost and rent and to erect thereon a temporary building, and the sum 
of $200,000 is hereb ropriated, to be immediately available, of which 
amount the sum of be ,000, or so much thereof as may be necessary, may be 
used for the rental of ——e for one year; said temporary building to be 
so erected shall be removed by the Government when said new building is 
completed and ready for use. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on page 2, after line 20, to insert: 


In pursuance of the act of Congress entitled “ An act to provide for the erec- 
tion of a Government building at Chicago, IIL," approved February —, 1895, 
the sum of $400,000 is eg gem for the commencement and continu- 
ation of the building, of which amount the sum of $30,000 is hereby author- 
ized to be expended by the Secretary of the Treasury to employ temporarily 
draftsmen and skilled service, which may be necessary in the preparation of 
plans and specifications for the said building, this amount to be exclusive of 
any moneys that he may be authorized to eupens for the services of enginee 
draftsmen, and other persons em a n the preparation of plans an 
specifications for any other public buildin, 


The amendment was agreed to, 
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The next amendment was, on page 3, after line 10, to insert: 
For the public building at Fort Dodge, Iowa: For completion of three ad- 


ditional rooms in said building and_placing additional dormers in th 
$1,500, in addition to the balance of the appropriation now available. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 4, after line 8, to insert: 

For court-house and_post-office.at Meridian, Miss.: The Secretary of the 
Treasury is hereby authorized, if in his discretion he thinks it to the public 
interest to do so, to exchange the site formerly purchased for said building 
and now owned by the United States for another and more suitable site: 
oo That the exchange can be effected without cost to the United 

tates. 

The amendment was agreed to. 3 : 

The next amendment was, on page 5, after line 23, to insert: 

For public building at Richmond, Ky.: For an additional amount for the 
completion of building, $25,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. E 

The next amendment was, on page 6, line 3, after the word 
*‘ dollars,” to strike out: 

Provided, That before any work is done upon this building or contract let 
therefor, a board of three engineer officers of the Army shall be detailed by 
the Secretary of War to carefully examine the nature of the subsoil and bed of 
foundation of the site that has been purchased for such building at San Fran- 
cisco, and whether the character of the same is proper for said building, and 
report to the Secretary of the Treasury on or before the Ist day of July, 1895, 
the results of their examination, together with an estimate of what will be 
the cost of making a foundation for said building, and if, in their opinion, the 
construction of said building should be proceeded with on said site. The 
Secretary of the Treasury is hereby authorized to proceed with the construc- 
tion of the oe and to enter into contracts for any part or the whole 
thereof, within the limit of cost fixed by law; the expenses of the board, and of 
their investigations, not to exceed $3,000, to be paid out of the appropriations 
made for the erection of said building. 

And insert: 


“* Provided, That before any work is done u 
let therefor, the Secretary of the Treasur 
amined the nature of the subsoil and bed_o: 
been purchased for such building at San Francisco, and whether the charac- 
ter of the same is proper for said building, before the ist day July, 1895, and 
what will be the cost of making a foundation for said building, and whether the 
construction of said building should be proceeded with on said site; and the 
Secretary of War, upon the request of the Secretary of the Treasury, may 
detail one or more engineer officers of the Army to make such examination. 
If the Secretary of the Treasury shall determine that said building should be 
erected on said site, he is hereby authorized to proceed with the construction 
of the building, and to enter into contracts for any part or the whole thereof, 
within the limit of cost fixed by law; the expenses of such examination and 
investigation, not to exceed $3,000, to be paid out of the appropriations made 
for the erection of said building.” 

Mr.PERKINS. Before this amendment is adopted I ask the 
Committee on Appropriations to make it mandatory upon the 
Secretary of the Treasury to have detailed engineer officers of the 
Army for the purpose of making the examination. Therefore, I 
move, in line 6, to strike out the words ‘‘ may detail one or more,” 
and insert in lieu thereof “‘stail detail three engineer officers.” 

Mr.COCKRELL. I hope the Senator will not insist upon all 
of them being army officers. Let it be mandatory upon the Sec- 
retary of War, and not a request, that he shall detail one or more. 
He may not want so many. 

Mr. PERKINS. The reason I desire to have the detail made 
from the Corps of Army a is that the Secretary of the 
Treasury has already detailed two special agents to make an ex- 
amination of this lot. It is presumable that they were appointed 
by reason of their political qualifications, rather than of their 
scientific knowledge of the proper foundation upon which a public 
building of the Government should beerected. Therefore, to save 
the President from the importunities of those who desire to make 
a pleasure trip to the Pacific Coast, I desire that the army offi- 
cers who are there now, located in San Francisco, who have the 
confidence of the Government, the confidence of the people, and 
all who have business with them, be detailed for this purpose. I 
am satisfied to reduce the number to one or two if the Committee 
on Appropriations insist upon it, but it will be more satisfactory 
to our people to name three, and we have half a dozen or more 
army officers of the Engineer Corps stationed there. I hope the 
committee will accept the amendment. : : 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. ALLEN in the chair). The 
amendment will be stated. aN 

The Secretary. In line 6, on page 2, it is proposed to strike 
out “‘may” and insert ‘‘skall,” and in the same line to strike out 
the words ‘‘one or more” and insert ‘‘ three.” 

Mr. COCKRELL. Say “‘two or more.” 

Mr. PERKINS. ‘Two or more,” I will accept that. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will be again 
stated. 

The Secretary. In line 6, of the committee’s amendment, it 
is proposed to strike out before the word ‘‘detail” the word 
‘*may” and insert ‘‘ shall,” and in the same line after the word 
“ detail” to strike out ‘‘one” and insert ‘‘ two;” so as to read: 

And the Secretary of War, upon the request of the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury, shall detail two or more engineer officers of the Army to make such ex- 
amination. 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

The amendment as amended was agreed to. 


e roof, 


m this building or contract 
shall cause to be carefully ex- 
foundation of the site that has 


The reading of the bili was resumed. The next amendment of 
the Committee on Appropriations was, beginning at the top of 
page 8, to strike out: 

The engineer officer of the Army or Navy detailed to act as superintendent 

of the State, War, and Navy buildings also be superintendent of the said 
post-office building in the city of Washington, when completed, under the di- 
rection of the Secretary of the Treasury, the Secretary of the Interior, and 
the Postmaster-General, who are hereby constituted a commission for the 
purposes of the care and supervision of said building; said officer shall have 
charge of said building and of all the engines, machinery, water supply, heat- 
ing, lighting, and ventilating apparatus, all elevators and fixtures therein, 
and all necessary repairs and alterations thereof, as well as the direction 
and control of such force of engineers, watchmen, laborers, and others as 
may be engaged about the building or the ge under his supervision; 
of the cleaning of the corridors and water-closets, of the approaches, side- 
walks, lawns, courtyards, and areas of the building, and of all rooms in the 
subbasement which contain the boilers and other machinery, or so much of 
said rooms as may be indispensable to the proper performance of his duties 
as herein provided; and the said superintendent, before the completion of 
said building, shall submit estimates in detail for the salaries of all necessary 
— and other expenses for maintaining said building. 
_ The commission herein created for the care and supervision of said build- 
ing shall, before the completion thereof, determine and report to Congress, 
first, what space therein shall be used by the Washington City post-office, 
and what bureaus and offices of their respective Departments occupying 
rented buildings shall be moved into and accommodated in said building, and 
what space shall be allotted to each; second, what bureaus and offices of their 
respective Departments occupying public buildings shall be removed, because 
of overcrowding or otherwise, into said building. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 9, after line 10, to insert: 

To enable the Secretary of the Treasury to repair the roof of the governor's 
building in Alaska, $500. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 9, after line 13, to insert: 

To enable the Secretary of the Treasury to select, designate, and procure, 
by purchase or otherwise, suitable sites, and to commence the construction 
of oublic buildings thereon, in the city of Cheyenne, the capital of Wyoming; 
in Boise City, the capital of Idaho; in the city of Helena, the capital of Mon- 
tana, and in the city of Annapolis, the capital of Maryland, $75,000, Each of said 
sites shall contain at least 16,000 square feet of ground, and shall leave an open 
space around the building to be erected thereon, including streets and alleys, 
of at least 49 feet; neither of said sites shall cost in excess of $20,000; and 
neither of said buildings, each of which shall be fireproof, shall cost, including 
the site, in excess of $120,000. 

Mr. KYLE. [I should like to know whether the amendment re- 
ferring to public buildings in four Northwestern States has been 
approved by some committee of the Senate. May I ask the Sen- 
ator from Wyoming? 

Mr. CAREY. The amendment has been reported favorably, 
with the exception of Annapolis. I do not know whether there 
has been a favorable report in that case, but as to the others the 
proposition has not only been reported favorably, but bills for that 
purpose have passed the Senate. 

Mr. KYLE. There is only one question in regard to the 
amendment. It provides for the purchase of a site for a building 
in each of those Western towns at a cost not to exceed $20,000. I 
know the matter has been under consideration; we have talked 
about a public building in my own city, and the committee 
thought it was nothing more than fair and right that the town 
should contribute the ground for the building. The ground is 
worth nothing, so to speak, in those Western towns. A whole 
square can be obtained for a couple hundred dollars. In most 
places they are willing to give the ground. Here $20,000 is pro- 
posed to be appropriated for the site. 

Mr. CAREY. It says neither of the sites shall cost in excess of 
$20,000. It is supposed that it will cost about $15,000 to get a 
suitable site in the capital city of my own State. 

Mr. HALE. Does the Senator from South Dakota, in the state- 
ment he has made, refer to a site for a building at the capital of 
his State? 

Mr. KYLE. I venture to say that in the capital of my State a 
site would be given for a public building, if they could have one 
to-day. 

Mr. HALE. This provision merely carries out the rule that has 
been adopted heretofore, to give a public building to the capital of 
each State. These four cities are capitals of different States. 

Mr. KYLE. I understand that, but the ground is not very valu- 
able in those western towns. 

Mr. CAREY. The amendment does not compel the payment of 
$20,000 for the site. That is the maximum amount. 

Mr. BLANCHARD. As amember of the Committee on Public 
Buildings and Grounds I wish to say that favorable action by that 
committee was taken on bills relating to the construction of pub- 
lic buildings at the three places first named, but I have no recol- 
lection of any action having been taken on a bill or an amendment 
proposing a public building at Annapolis, Md. I desire to ask the 
chairman of the Committee on Appropriations if a bill for the 
erection of a public building there has previously passed Congress 
or has an amendment proposing such a building been considered 
by the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds of the Senate. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Not so far as | remember. 

Mr. BLANCHARD. I see the Senator from Maryland [Mr. 
GoRMAN] is now present, and I will ask him. 

I will state to the Senator from Maryland that the Senator from 





TF cette ment eo cream mR: | er, AA i ie RM RGA LAR “lta RRNA ei Min: 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


South Dakota [Mr. KyYL4] called attention to the amendment be- 
ginning on line 14 of page 9 of the bill, relating to the acquisition 
of sites for public buildings at the capital of Wyoming, the cap- 
ital of Idano, the capital of Montana, and the capital of Maryland. 
He asked if any previous action had been taken by the Committee 
on Public Buildings and Grounds relating to the construction of 
public buildings at those several places. I stated, as a member of 
the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, that I recollected 
that action had been taken with reference to the first three, but I 
did not recollect that action had been taken in reference to the con- 
struction of a public building at Annapolis. Thereupon I asked 


the chairman of the Committee on Appropriations if a bill had | 


ever passed Congress authorizing the construction of a public 
building at Annapolis, and he said he knew of none. Is it a fact 
that a bill has or has not passed? 

Mr. GORMAN. Yes, such a bill has been passed, but not at 
this session. I think the Senate has twice passed a bill for a pub- 
lic building at the capital of Maryland. I wish to say afew words 
to the Senator from Louisiana, if he will permit me to interrupt 
him, on this point. 

Mr. BLANCHARD. Certainly. 

Mr. GORMAN. For the second time a provision has come into 
an appropriation bill for a public building in the capital of the 
State of Maryland. At the last session of Congress a similar pro- 
vision was inserted in an appropriation bill in the Senate. Mary- 
land is the only State of the original thirteen States in which there 
is no public building for post-office and other purpoges. We have 
adopted a rule of providing public buildings for capital cities, and 
it has been done in every State in the Union except the ones stated 
in the bill. I therefore inserted Annapoiis. That is all there is 
of it. 

Mr. BLANCHARD. I understand it is a fact—I ask the Sen- 
ator from Maryland whether it is or not—that no bill has passed 
Congress authorizing the erection of a public building at Annap- 
olis, in Maryland. 

Mr. GORMAN. Not at the present session. 

Mr. BLANCHARD. I ask the Senator if any bill has been 
passed by Congress at any time authorizing the construction of a 
public building at Annapolis? 

Mr. GORMAN, Yes; twice. 

Mr. VEST. We reported the bill. I think it was in the last 
session or the session before that. I wish to say to the Senator 
from Louisiana 

Mr. BLANCHARD. Just allowmeamoment. Was that bill 

assed? 
. Mr. VEST. Not at the present session. 

Mr. BLANCHARD. I mean at the last session. 

Mr. VEST. Either the last session or the session previous to 
that. 

Mr. BLANCHARD. Is the appropriation for that building 
placed in the pending bill pursuant to that authorization? 

Mr. VEST. Not that I know of. 

Mr. GORMAN. No, sir. 

Mr. VEST. It does not come from the Committee on Public 
Buildings and Grounds, but I wish to say to the Senator from 
Louisiana that the rule adopted by the Committee on Public 
Buildings and Grounds, which was the rule when I went upon 
the committee sixteen years ago, was that every State in the 
Union should have at its capital a Federal building. Maryland 
is to-day the only one of the States, I think, that has not either a 
public building or legislation looking to that result. 

Mr. BLANCHARD. That may be, and I am not challenging 
the policy of the erection of public buildings at State capitals. 
But I find here an appropriation for a public building at Annapo- 
lis, Md., which has not heretofore been authorized by act of Con- 
gress, or by act of the Senate, or one of its committees. That ap- 
pears to be the fact. 

My desire was merely to call attention to it because if there is 
any feature of new legislation or general legislation in the bill the 
proposition now under discussion is one. It is not my purpose to 
object to it at all, but to call the attention of the Senate to the fact. 
I wish merely to emphasize the fact now, because as we proceed 
in the consideration of the ding bill it may become pertinent. 

Mr. GORMAN. All of these four States of the Union are on 
identically the same footing. There is no law providing for the 
vonstruction of any one of these buildings, and Annapolis has been 
put in only because of the rule that hus been ms to give each 
one of the States a public building. I state frankly to the Senate 
that there is no law authorizing it, and if the Senator from Loui- 
siana, under the circumstances, desires to strike out Annapolis, I 
shall be very glad to have it stricken ont. Indeed, upon second 
thought, I will do now as I did at the last session of Congress, I 
will ask the chairman of the Committee on Appropriations to 
modify the amendment by striking out Annapolis. 

Mr. BLANCHARD. Ido not desire to strike it out and have 
made na such motion or suggestion. 

Mr.CALL. I object. 

Mr. GORMAN. No, sir. I ask that it be done. 
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Mr. CALL. I object. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I move to strike out the words “and in the 
city of Annapolis, Md.” 

Mr. WOLCOTT. I ask the Senator from Maryland why he 
asks for the withdrawal of an amendment which seems to be a 
very worthy one. 

Mr. GORMAN. I prefer that the matter should come up on its 
own merits hereafter. I desire itin thatway. I trust Annapolis 
will be stricken out. 

Mr. DUBOIS. I wish it distinctly understood that so far as the 
Western States are concerned, they have no desire to have the 
Senator from Maryland strike out Annapolis. 

Mr. COCKRELL. That is understood perfectly. 

Mr.GORMAN. I trust it will be done, nevertheless. 

Mr. ALLEN. I hope the Senator from Maryland will not do 
that. 

Mr. GORMAN. Iask the Senate to strike out the provision as 
to Annapolis. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment of the Senator 
from Missouri [Mr. CocKRELL] to the committee amendment will 
be stated. 

The SECRETARY. On page 9, line 19, after the word ‘‘ Mon- 
tana,” it is proposed to strike out ‘‘and in the city of Annapolis, 
the capital of Maryland.” 

Mr. Moxams. rose. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Linsist that those words shall go ont. The 
Senator from Maryland wishes it, and it is right. 

Mr. MORRILL. I believe Annapolis is the only capital city of 
any State that has not a public building in it. I hope, therefore, 
that the amendment to the amendment will not be submitted to 
by the Senate, and that they will retain in the bill the provision as 
to Annapolis. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. GALLINGER in the chair). 
The question is on agreeing to the amendment of the Senator from 
Missouri to the amendment of the committee. 

Mr. GORMAN. I trust the Senate will gratify me in this mat- 
ter. There is a reason why I desire to have Annapolis stricken 
out at this time. There is a different reason which applies to this 
case and does not apply to the others. It oocumned’ to me only 
this moment. 

Mr. CHANDGER. I wish to call attention to the fact that there 
is a great Naval Academy in Annapolis, a great Government insti- 
tution. Annspolisis not only the capital of the State, but itis the 
headquarters of one of the great military schools in this country, and 
itis preeminently fit and proper that that city should havea pub- 
lic building. I do not know what reason the Senator from Mary- 
land has 

Mr. GORMAN. I will state the reason frankly. I trust the 
Senate will gratify me in this matter. I only remembered the 
reason just now. It had entirely escaped me. 

Six years ago we passed a separate bill providing for the con- 
struction of a public building at Annapolis, andit received a pocket 
veto by the President of the United States. I do not care now, 
upon reflection, to have this appropriation go into an appropria- 
tion bill. I therefore ask the Senate to strike it out. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing to 
the amendment of the Senator from Missouri to the amendment 
of the committee. 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. COCKRELL. After the word “ Montana,” in line 19, I 
move to strike out ‘‘ seventy-five ” and insert “ fifty-six; ” so as to 
read ‘* $56,000.” 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. KYLE. Following the word ‘ dollars,” in line 20, I move 
to insert: 

And in the city of Pierre, the capital of South Dakota: Provided, That 
the said site shall not cost more than $5,000. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I should like to ask the Senator from South 
Dakota whether there is a public building in Pierre? 

Mr. KYLE. No. There are there a United States land office, 
a United States court, and a post-office and there is no public 
building. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Is there no public building of any kind 
there? 

Mr. KYLE. No, sir. 

Mr, COCKRELL. Iam very much astonished that the Senator 
from South Dakota has not brought the matter to the attention 
of the Senate before. 

Mr. KYLE. I hada bill up last year, and it passed the Senate; 
but it was not acted upon by the other House. 

Mr. COCKRELL. It was stated here that those three States 
were the only Western States that did not have a public building 
at_the capital. 

Mr. KYLE. That is not true. North Dakota has no public 
building at its capital, either. Iam willing to have the amend- 
ment adopted with the proviso which I have stated: 


Provided, That the said site shall not cost more than $5,000. 











1895. 


T am sure that in South Dakota, and I think in North Dakota, a 
gite cqn be obtained for $5,000. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on eing to 
the amendment of the Senator from South Dakota [Mr. KYLE] 


to the amendment of the committee. 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. WILSON of Washington. I should like to offer an amend- 
ment. On page 9, line 19, after the word ‘‘ Montana,” I move to 
insert ‘‘and in the city of Olympia, the capital of Washington, 
$20,000.” 

Mr. COCKRELL. Is there no public building at Olympia? 

Mr. WILSON of Washington. I willstate that there is no pub- 
lic building at Olympia. My colleague [Mr. Squire] has offered 
an amendment for a public building at Olympia, but he is un- 
avoidably detained from the Chamber. We have a United States 
land office, a surveyor-general’s office there-—— 

Mr. COCKRELL. Is a United States court held there? 

Mr. WILSON of Washington. No United States court is held 
there. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing to 
the amendment of the Senator from Washington [Mr. WILSON] to 
the amendment of the committee. 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. KYLE. I now move, in line 24, page 9, to strike out the 
word ‘‘twenty” and insert ‘‘five;” so as to read: 

And neither of said sites shall cost in excess of $5,000. 

I wish to emphasize the remark I made a moment ago as to 
these Western towns, the capitals of the States included, that 
land there is very cheap indeed. I know that in almost all our 
towns the people are willing to donate land in order to get a pub- 
lic building. I submit that in almost every case a site can be pro- 
cured for $5,000, if the Government is compelled to pay for it at 
all. Therefore I do not wish to have a statute enacted providing 
that the site shall not cost in excess of $20,000, because, of course, 
the property owners will charge all they can get. 

Mr. BLANCHARD. I do not think the amendment of the Sen- 
ator from South Dakota ought to be adopted. The question of 
the cost of sites for the proposed public buildings at the capitals 
of these Western States was fully discussed and considered by the 
Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds of the Senate. I 
thought then $20,000 was a large sum, but it was stated that at 
some of those places an eligible site could not likely be obtained 
for a less sum. 

The Senate will observe that the language of the amendment 
does not require, of course, that the sum of $20,000 shall be paid 
for each of the sites, but merely mentions the sum of $20,000 as 
the maximum limit of cost of the site. If the amendment pro- 

yosed by the Senator from South Dakota be adopted, I fear it will 

fave the effect of preventing the early commencement of the pub- 
lic buildings at those Western capitals, because difficalty may be 
encountered in securing eligible sites at some of those places for 
the sum of $5,000. 

Mr. KYLE. Will the Senator from Louisiana allow me at this 
point? Does the Senator from Louisiana know the value of land 
in some of these Western towns? 

Mr. BLANCHARD. Idonot. I have never visited those cities. 

Mr. KYLE. I will say to the Senator from Louisiana that be- 
tween now and Saturday night I think I can get a pocketful of 
deeds for sites free of charge. 

Mr. BLANCHARD. That may be, and it will be all the more 
to the advantage of the Government if that be done. But it is 
likely the Senator from South Dakotais mistaken. I have secured 
appropriations forseveral public buildings in Louisiana, and know 
that in country towns the same rule obtains that prevails in the 
larger cities when the acquisition of a site is sought for the erec- 
tion of a public building. Whenever the Government wants a 
piece of property for Government purposes that property at once 
is worth one-third more than private individuals can purchase it 
for, and as a rule the Government is compelled to pay more than 
the actual cash value of ground it needs for its purposes. I believe 
that public buildings should be erected in those Western capitals, 
and I believe that if the Senate adopts the amendment limiting 
the cost of the sites to the small sum of $5,000 it will have the effect 
of preventing the acquisition in the early future of eligible sites 
for the public buildings. I venture the prediction that if the 
amendment be adopted the acquisition of some of the sites will be 
soemnre waiting further legislation by Congress enlarging the 

imit. 

I think the question which the Senator from South Dakota put 
to me in reference to the cost of land in those Western capitals 
can be better answered by the gentlemen who represent those 
States upon the floor of the Senate. 

Mr. CAREY. I think the difficulty in this case with reference 
to sites is that neither the Senator from South Dakota [Mr. KYLE] 
nor the Senator from Louisiana [Mr. BLANCHARD] have read the 
amendment. It provides for the purchase of the sites and thecom- 
mencement of the construction of buildings. It was not expected 
that in Boise City a site would cost $20,000, nor was it expected 
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that a site in the capital city of my State would cost $20,000. We 
expected to have a little left with which to commence the con- 
struction of the building. Itis the old story with reference to 
this amendment. The Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds agreed that these three States which had not within their 
boundaries a public building over which the flag of the United 
States floated each day should have a public building. The rule 
they laid down only applied to the States of Wyoming, Montana, 
andidaho. The State of Washington hasa public building. The 
State of South Dakota has a public building, and the State of 
North Dakota has a public building, but here are three new States 
which have no public buildings. Itso happens that the prin-ipal 
cities in those new States were the capital cities. The Committee 
on Appropriations found that they had a precedent for originating 
on an appropriation bill legislation for public buildings for capital 
cities, and in that way I suppose Annapolis was placed in the 
amendment. But Annapolis has been ruled out because there has 
been no report made in its favor. 

I say to the Senators from the other States that if their amend- 
ments remain on the bill they will prevent three sister States, 
young States, which have not public buildings, from obtaining 
public buildings at the present session of Congress. I know that 
that is true, because I was assured by the Committee on Apvro- 
priations of the other House of Congress at the last session that 
if the amendment for the three new States was placed upon the 
pending bill at this session it would be permitted to remain. 
Such a provision was on the bill at the lastsession, but it was stricken 
out. We all, in those Western States, have some pride about 
public buildings. My young State has erected a capital building, 
and has paid for it. It cost about a half million dollars. They 
have done their part. The city of Cheyenne is the principal town 
in that State, and the receipts of the post-office and the rents that 
are paid out by the Government justify the construction of a pub- 
lic building there. Senators from other States may weigh the bill 
down so that we will not obtain our public building. 1 ask them 
in this case to be a little considerate of us, as South Dakota and 
the State of Washington have both been supplied with creditable 
public buildings. 

Mr. WOLCOTT. May I ask the Senator from Wyoming a 
question before he sits down, referring to a suggestion made by 
the Senator from Louisiana, that as soon as there was talk of the 


construction of a public building the price of real estate appre- 
ciated in the place where the land was to be bought? The pro- 
posed appropriation is only $56,000 for the purchase of the land and 
the commencement of the construction of three public buildings. 
I ask the Senator if it is not a fact that in the case of every pub- 
lic building that has ever been constructed in the West, three- 
fourths, or four-fifths, or nine-tenths of the value of the land is 
not invariably raised by private subscription? Is it not a fact 
that the Government gets the land for its public buildings usually 
at from 10 to 15 cents on the dollar of its value? 

Mr. CAREY. The question of the Senator from Colorado can 
be answered only one way. If this provision passes with an 
appropriation for the purchase of a site in my own town, I know 
that one man by the name of J. M. Carry will have to contribute 
two or three thousand dollars. We can not obtain a suitable site 
for less than fifteen or twenty thousand dollars. 

Mr. BLANCHARD. The amendment of the Senator from 
South Dakota is to reduce the maximum limit of cost of the sites 
from $20,000 to $5,000. I oppose the amendment onthe ground 


that the maximum limit of cost, $20,000, should be left as 
order to give the Secretary of the Treasury more latitude in the 
way of securing an eligible site. 

I ask the Senator from W yoming if, in his opinion, it will be pos- 
sible in the capital city of his State to secure for $5,000 an eligi- 
ble site for the public building which has been authorized there. 

Mr. CAREY. It will not be possible. 

Mr. BLANCHARD. I will state further, if the Senator from 
Wyoming will allow me, that the amendment does limit the cost 
of the site to $20,000, and 

Mr. CAREY. I will tell the Senator from Louisiana why that 
limitation was putin the amendment. It was to prevent one 
town from getting all the money. 


+ + 
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Mr. BLANCHARD. Iam a member of the Committee on Pub- 
lic Buildings and Grounds, and I know why it was putin. I was 
merely defending the action of the committee in recommending 
that the cost of the sites shail not exceed $20,000. Lam oppo 
ing now, in the interest of the construction of these buildings and 
in the interest of the Government, the reduction of that amount 
to $5,000. 

Mr. DUBOIS. Mr. President, it isa well-recognized precedent; 


it has been recognized ever since I have been here, at any rate, in 
late years, that when any Senators, by careful attention to the in- 
terests of their constituency, have gone to the proper committee 
and procured a favorable recommendation of a bill, when any 
other Senator desired similar legislation and attempted to ingraft 
it on that bill he went to the Senators who had done the work and 
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asked them if it would jeopardize the passage of their bill, andif 
they said it would, I have never known an instance when a Sen- 
ator did not decline to put his amendment on their bill. 

I take no credit to myself for having these three Western States 

ut in the bill. The chief credit is due to the Senator from 

/yoming [Mr. CAREY]. He has worked steadily for two or three 
years for thislegislation. TheSenator from Montana [Mr. PowEr] 
has also been earnest and constant in his endeavors to secure these 
public buildings. At the last session of Congress we received 
from the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds a favorable 
ees for three buildings. We had it put in the appropriation 
bill at the last session. It was weighted down with other meas- 
ures and beaten. At the present session we have not only secured 
the favorable report of the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds, but have passed through the Senate a bill for the erec- 
tion of public buildings in these three Western States. 

Neither one of the gentlemen now offering amendments has been 
before the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds or before 
the Committee on Appropriations. They have done no work at 
all; and now after ours is almost coanbiated they ask that their 
States be admitted, knowing full well, as they ought to know, that 
it defeats us. 

There are several reasons why we should have public buildings. 
There is not one in our States. We have at these capitals the 
United States court, the United States land offices, the surveyor- 
general’s office, marshal’s office, district attorney’s office, and the 
offices of the collector of internal revenue and Weather Bureau, 
besides the post-office. There is not a public building in the State, 
and it would be a saving to the Government in the matter of 
rental to erect these. I think itis unfair, now, after we have done 
this work, after we have gone to the Committee on Appropria- 
tions and convinced them that $20,000 was not too much and that 
these buildings ought to be put in our capital towns, that Sena- 
tors who know nothing about it, who have paid no attention to it, 
should come in here and antagonize not only our appropriation of 

20,000, but ask that they themselves be taken care of, when they 
have done nothing whatever in regard to it. 

Mr. KYLE. The Senator from Idaho is mistaken in that state- 
ment. I wish to say that we have done just about as much work 
as the Senator from Idaho or the Senator from Montana. For 
the past five years I have been endeavoring to get a public build- 
ing at the capital of my own State, and I have had it reported on 
favorably by the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 
The bill has passed the Senate heretofore, but it failed to get 
through the other House. The Senator is mistaken when he says 
we have not worked. I knowthe Senator from Idaho has worked 
to get his measure through. We have also worked to get ours 
through; and itis just as deserving in our State as in the other 
States. 

Mr. DUBOIS. Has the Senator been before the Committee on 
Appropriations and labored with them in regard to his State? 

Mr. KYLE. I have got in a good deal of work before the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations, but Iam sorry to say that I have not 
been as successful as some members from the Northwest. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amend- 
ment of the Senator from South Dakota [Mr. KY.g&] to strike out 
‘*twenty,” before ‘‘ thousand,” and insert ‘ five,” in line 24. 

The amendment to the amendment was rejected. 

Mr. HANSBROUGH. I move to insert after the word “‘ Wy- 
oming,” in line 17, page 9, the words: 

In the city of Bismarck, the capital of North Dakota. 

I will state in this connection that the city of Bismarck contains 
between five and six thousand population. Besides being the cap- 
ital of the State, there are Sonakel' there a United States land office 
and the United States Weather Bureau. A term of the United 
States court is held there once or twice a year. I will state fur- 
ther that a bill has —— the Senate on two occasions locating a 
public building at the city of Bismarck, but it has failed to pass 
the other body. For that reason I offer the amendment. 

Mr. KYLE. Will the Senator from North Dakota allow as a 
modification of his amendment the addition of the following pro- 
viso? 

Provided, That the cost of the site shall not exceed $5,000. 

Mr. HANSBROUGH. I could not hear the Senator. 

Mr. KYLE. In my amendment making provision for South 
Dakota there was the proviso, ** Provided, That said site shall not 
cost to exceed $5,000.” Will the Senator allow such a modifica- 
tion of his amendment in reference to North Dakota? 

Mr. HANSBROUGH. I think a site suitable for the location 
of a public building can not be had in the city of Bismarck for 
$5,000. 

Mr. KYLE. I wish merely to state that I know the city of Bis- 
marck; I know the State of North Dakota; and I know that a 
suitable site can be had there for $5,000. 

Mr. HANSBROUGH. Then if that is the case the Senator 
or more about my own State thanI do. I do not believe he 

DOWS it. 


Mr. VEST. Mr. President, I am astonished at these amend- 
ments, and for the reason which I must state frankly. The mat- 
ter of public buildings at the capitals of these new States was 
fully considered by the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds. As a matter of course those of us who did not reside 
in those States and did not represent them deferred largely to the 
Senators from those States, respectively. The amendments 
adopted this morning on the report of the Committee on Appro- 
priations represent the result of the deliberations of the Commit- 
tee on Public Buildings and Grounds. That committee heard 
each of the Senators who chose to appear there and incorporated 
in their recommendation to the Committee on Appropriations the 
provisions that come from that committee to the Senate. 

Iam not a member of the Committee on Appropriations but I 
want to state distinctly, as my opinion, to the Senators from the 
Northwestern States that in loading on these additional amend- 
ments they will defeat all the appropriation. That will be the 
end of it. If they choose to take that risk let them try it. 

Mr. DUBOIS. I wish to ask the Senator from Missouri what 
we can do about it? 

Mr. VEST. Ido not know what the Senator can do. As chair- 
man of the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds I did 
what I conceived to be my duty in the matter. I have no expla- 
nation or apologies to make, but I want the Senators to understand 
now that putting on this accumulation of ap poe will 
result in increasing the appropriations for public buildings to such 
an extent that none of those States will get the appropriations to 
which I think they are entitled. 

Mr. WILSON of Washington. Mr. President, replying to the 
Senator from Idaho ‘ad Dusois], I think he will do me the 
justice to remember that I had no opportunity in this body to 
present the claim of the capital of the State Iin part represent for 
a public building at that place. My colleague, the senior Senator, 
ee an amendment looking to an appropriation for a public 

uilding at that place, and I had intended to leave the matter en- 

tirely with him. I regret that a sense of duty, after the distin- 
guished Senator from South Dakota had called up an amendment 
for Bismarck and had it passed, constrained me, in the unavoid- 
able absence of the senior Senator from Washington, to offer an 
amendment for an appropriation at the capital of the State of 
Washington. 

I desire also to state that in the last Congress an amendment 
was placed on the sundry civil appropriation bill not only for 
the three sites appropriated for in this bill, but for the city of 
Spokane, in the State of Washington. This amendment is the 
same except that one of the large cities in my State was stricken 
out. We have at Spokane a United States court and land office, 
and the postal receipts are greater than the receipts of all the 
Presidential post-offices of the State of Wyoming. In Seattle we 
have over $100,000 of postal receipts, and there isno public build- 
ing either at that place or in the city of Tacoma. 

However, if it is going to embarrass the Senator from Idaho and 
the Senator from Wyoming, and if my friend, the Senator from 
South Dakota, is willing to withdraw the amendment for an ap- 
propriation looking to the purchase of a site in Bismarck, I shall 
be only too glad myself to withdraw the amendment looking to an 
appropriation for a public building at Olympia. I do not wish at 
this early stage to do anything that will embarrass the Senators 
from those States. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amend- 
ment submitted by the Senator from North Dakota to the amend- 
ment of the Committee on Appropriations. 

Mr. HANSBROUGH. In view of the fact that the Senators 
from Wyoming and Idaho have, as I know, labored long and 
arduously in favor of the establishment of a public building in 
their States, and in view of the further fact that there is a public 
building located in the State of North Dakota and that they have 
none in their States, if the Senator from South Dakota [Mr. KYLE] 
will withdraw his amendment I will agree to withdraw mine. 

Mr. KYLE. My amendment is in the bill. [t was voted on 
and adopted with a provision that the site shall not cost over 
$5,000, which is embraced in none of the other amendments. 
Therefore I think I am entitled to have my amendment retained. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amend- 
ment of the Senator from North Dakota to the amendment of the 
committee. 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question now is on agree- 
ing to the amendment of the committee as amended. 

The amendment as amended was agreed to. 

The next amendment of the Committee on Appropriations was, 
on page 10, after line 2, to insert: 

That permission be, and the same is hereby, granted to the mayor and cit 
council of Baltimore to erect on the lot or parcel of ground in the city of Bal- 
timore described as follows: Beginning for the same on the corner formed by 
the intersection of the west side of North street and the south side of Lex- 


ington street and running thence south, binding on the west side of North 
street 112 feet; thence west parallel with the south side of Lexington street 
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70 feet; thence north parallel with the west side of North street 112 feet to 
the south side of Lexington street, and thence east, binding thereon 70 feet, 
to the place of beginning, a we-stery brick building, to be used by the State 
of Maryland for the purpose of holding therein the sessions of the State 
courts within said city, for a period not to exceed five years from the time 
said building shall be begun, and that during said period concurrent juris- 
diction, so far as the same may be necessary, be, and the same is hereby, 
ceded to the State of Maryland for said purpose, so that the sessions of the 
said courts in said building, upon said lot, may be during said period fully 
legalized: Provided, however, That the mayor and city council of Baltimore 
will enter into a contract with the United States of America, to be apacoved 
by the Secretary of the Treasury before the erection of said building shall be 
begun, that within three months after the expiration of the said period of 
five years the said building shall be entirely torn down and the materials 
thereof removed, and the said lot restored to the same condition in which it 
now is, and in default thereof that the said is may be removed and the 
lot restored to its present condition by the United States at the expense of 
the municipality of Baltimore. 

The amendment was agreed to. = 

Mr. MANDERSON. I offer at this time an amendment to come 
in at the end of the amendment first agreed to. While it is true 
that it is not an amendment to a committee amendment, 1 think 
perhaps the Senator in charge of the bill will be glad to have it 
made at this time rather than later. ; 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. Insert after line 7, page 11: 

To enable the Secretary of the Treasary to select, designate, and procure 
by purchase or otherwise, a suitable site and commence the construction of 
a public building provided by law to be erected at South Omaha, in the State 
of Nebraska, the sum of $250,000; and if thesaid site shall be obtained by pur- 
chase, the cost thereof shall not exceed the sum of $10,000. 

Mr. MANDERSON. I will state that this amendment is to 
carry out a provision of existing law, the bill providing for the 
erection of a public building at South Omaha having passed both 
Houses and been approved by the President. 

Mr. COCKRELL. What was the limit in the law? 

Mr, MANDERSON. One hundred thousand dollars. — 

Mr. COCKRELL. Had not the Senator better authorize a con- 
tract? 

Mr. MANDERSON. Contracting for the whole amount? 

Mr. COCKRELL. I suggest that that is a better way. 

Mr. MANDERSON. I will withdraw the amendment for the 
present. ‘ 

Mr. COCKRELL. Let it read ‘‘And the Secretary is author- 
ized to contract for the completion of the building within the 
limits prescribed by the law.” : 

Mr. MANDERSON. I will so modify the amendment and pre- 
sent it again. et 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The ‘amendment is withdrawn. 

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. T. O. 
TOwWLEs, its Chief Clerk, announced that the House had agreed 
to the report of the committee of conference on the disagreeing 
votes of the two Houses on certain amendments of the Senate to 
the bill (H.R. 8388) making appropriations to provide for the ex- 
penses of the government of the District of Columbia for the fiscal 
year ending June 30, 1896, and for other purposes, further insisted 
upon its disagreement to the amendments of the Senate numbered 
91, 114, 115, and 116, upon which the committee were unable to 
agree; agrees to the further conference asked for by the Senate on 
the disagreeing votes of the two Houses thereon, and had appointed 
Mr. WILuiAMs of Illinois, Mr. DockERY and Mr. HENDERSON of 
Iowa managers at the conference on the part of the House. 

The message also returned to the Senate, in compliance with its 
request, the joint resolution (H. Res. 277) in reference to the free 
zone along the northern frontier of Mexico and adjacent to the 
United States. 

MEXICAN FREE ZONE. 


Mr. HARRIS. May I be indulged a second to ask the Chair to 
lay before the Senate a joint resolution which has been returned by 
the House of Representatives in reference to the free zone along 
the northern frontier of Mexico. I simply desire to have it re- 
ferred to the Committee on Finance, which meets to-morrow. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair lays before the Senate 
a joint resolution returned by the House of Representatives in 
compliance with the request of the Senate, the title of which will 
be stated. 

The SkcRETARY. A joint resolution (H. Res. 277) in reference 
to the free zone along the northern frontier of Mexico and adja- 
cent to the United States. 

Mr. HARRIS. Iask the Senate to reconsider the vote by which 
that joint resolution was passed, and the vote by which it was 
ordered to a third reading, and that it be referred to the Commit- 
tee on Finance. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, Is there objection to the request 
made by the Senator from Tennessee? The Chair hears none, and 
it is so ordered. / 


SUNDRY CIVIL APPROPRIATION BILL, 


The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the consid- 
eration of the bill (H. R.8518) making appropriations for sundry 
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civil expenses of the Government for the fiscal year ending June 
30, 1896, and for other purposes. 

_ The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of 
Committee on Appropriations was, on page 11, after line 7, to in- 
sert: 

For the purchase of all the right, title, and interest of Harriet Stanwood 
Blaine to the premises in the city of Washington, D. C., known and described 
as lot numbered 9, and the norta 24 feet 6 inches front of lot numbered 8 by 
the full depth of said lot in square numbered 221, said premises being hereby 
sppropriated for the use of the United States, the sum of $150,000; which sum 
shall be paid by the Secretary of the Tressury to Harriet Stanwood Blaine, 
her legal representatives or ass'gns, upon the execution and delivery by her 
of a proper deed to be approved by the Attorney-General conveying her title 
to said lot, subject to a ninety-nine-year lease thereof executed by her to one 
Paul D. Connor, to the United States. And the Secretary of the Treasury is 
hereby authorized to acquire by purchase or condemnation the interest of 
said lessee, his legal representatives and assigns, in said premises; and in the 
event that no agreement can be made with the said lessee as to the compen 
sation to be paid him, the Attorney-General, on behalf of the United States, 
or the lessee, his legal representatives and assigns, may, within three months, 
commence a proceeding ‘by petition in the supreme court of the District of 
Columbia, and have the amount of the compensation which the United States 
shall pay said lessee fixed and determined; and the Secretary of the Treasury 
shall pay the amount agreed upon by said Secretary, or the amount so fixed 
and ascertained by the supreme court of the District of Columbia, as com- 
pensation for the interest of said lessee, out of any moneys not otherwise ap- 
propriated. 

Mr. GEORGE. My attention has been called to the peculiar 
wording of this amendment. It seems to establish a new rule for 
the acquisition of property by the United States. It only pro- 
vides for a quitclaim title to this property by Mrs. Blaine. I 
would take it that the Congress of the United States desire, when 
they make a purchase of egy to have a perfect and complete 
title to that property. ith a view of carrying out that idea, I 
propose an amendment to the amendment of the committee. I 
move to strike out in line 8 all after the words “for the purchase 
of” and line 9 and line 10; so as to read: 

For the purchase of lot No. 9, and the north 24 feet % inches front of 
lot No. 8, by the full depth of said lot, in square No. 221, in the city of 
Washington, said premises being hereby appropriated for the use of the 
United States, the sum of $150,000; which sum shall be paid by the Secretary 
of the Treasury to Harriet Stanwood Blaine, her legal representatives or 
assigns, upon the execution and delivery by her of a proper deed to be ap- 
proved by the Attorney-General. 

I also move to insert in lieu of the word “‘ her” in line 19, the 
words ‘‘a complete and perfect title;” so that the provision as_I 
propose to amend it shall provide for the purchase of this land at 
the sum of $150,000 upon Mrs. Blaine executing a deed to be ap- 
proved by the Attorney-General conveying a complete and perfect 
title to the United States instead of merely conveying her title, 
whatever it may be. 

Mr. MILLS. Suppose she refuses to make a deed, then what? 
I ask my friend from Mississippi to answer that question. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment of the Senator 
from Mississippi to the amendment of the committee will be read. 

The SECRETARY. In line 8, page 11, after the words “‘ purchase 
of,” strike out ‘‘all the right, title, and interest of Harriet Stan- 
wood Blaine to the premises in the city of Washington, D. C., 
known and described as;” after the word *‘ twenty-one,” in line 13, 
insert ‘‘in the city of Washington;” after the word ‘‘ conveying” 
in line 19, strike out the word ‘‘ her ” and insert the words “ a com- 
plete and perfect title;” so as to read: 

For the purchase of lot numbered 9, and the north 24 feet 6 inches front of 
lot numbered 8 by the full depth of said lot in square numbered 221, in the 
city of Washington, said premises being hereby appropriated for the use of 
the United States, the sum of $150,000; which sum shall be paid by the Secre- 
tary of the Treasury to Harriet Stanwood Blaine, her legal representatives 
or assigns, upon the execution and delivery by her of a proper deed, to be ap- 
proved by the Attorney-General, conveying acomplete and perfect title to 
said lot, subject to a ninety-nine-year lease thereof executed by her to one 
Paul D. Connor, to the United States. 


Mr. MILLS. I asked the Senator from Mississippi a question 
which f should like for him to answer. Suppose Mrs. Blaine re- 
fuses to deliver the deed, then what are we to do about acquiring 
title to the lot? 

Mr. GEORGE. There is no provision in the amendment as 
prepared by the Committee on Appropriations for a condemna- 
tion of the property, and therefore I have made no provision on 
that subject. I have endeavored merely to perfect that part of 
the amendment which referred to a voluntary sale by Mrs. Blaine. 

Mr. GRAY. In answer to the Senator from Texas I will state 
that it would be very easy to amend the clause beginning in line 
24. It reads: 

And in the event that no agreement can be made with the said lessee as to 
the compensation— 

Then proceedings in condemnation shall take place. Let it 
read: 

And in the event that no agreement can be made with the said Harriet 
Stanwood Blaine or the said lessee. 

Mr. GEORGE. That amendment does not affect the amend- 
ment which I have offered. 

Mr. ALLEN. I wish to call the attention of the Senator from 
Mississippi to the language in line 18, ‘‘upon the execution and 
delivery by her.” It should read ‘‘ by her or them.” 
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Mr. GRAY. That phrase ought to be inserted. 

Mr. ALLEN. Then I suggest that the words “or them’’ be 
added, 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment submitted by 
the Senator from Mississippi to the amendment of the committee 
will be modified by the insertion of the words ‘‘or them” after 
the word “her,” in line 18. 

Mr. PALMER. Mr. President, I would not think of interestin 
myself in this amendment if it were not that some constituents o 
mine are interested in the lessee. They do not want to have the 
lessee part with the lease, and in representing them I oppose the 
amendment. We are all familiar with the present condition of 
that property, and know that it has been leased by its present 
owner for the term of ninety-nine years. The lessee is about to 
ereci a theater upon it, and he does not want to part with his right 
te do so. However, I would not have opposed the amendment 
even for that reason if I could see any possible necessity for the 
acquisition of this property. 

So far as I know there is no public necessity for its acquisition. 
I have heard it said that it is not desirable to erect a theater so 
near the Executive Mansion and so near the Department of Jus- 
tice. Iam not able to appreciate the force of that sort of reason- 
ing. The distance from the Executive Mansion is very consider- 
able, and the Department of Justice, I think, would be benefited 
by a slight infusion of mirth and good feeling. That Department 
is the temporary official home of old lawyers, who might as well 
be iiowel to amuse themselves as anybody else. 

I repeat, seriously, what is the putlic necessity for securing 
this property? If it is intended as a mere extension of Lafayette 
Park it is unnecessary; and the sort of entimentality that would 
protect the Executive Mansion from proximity to a theater or 
would protect the Department of Justice from the contagion of a 
theater has no force in my mind. 

I am not sufficiently acquainted with the rules of this body to 
know whether the amendment is in order or not. I raise the 
point of order against this amendment. 

Mr. GRAY. Mr. President, asI had the honor of introducing 
this amendment and having it referred to the Committee on Pub- 
lic Buildings and Grounds. by which committee it was reported 
favorably and referred to the Committee on Appropriations, and 
now appears upon the report of that committee in the bill as a 
committee amendment, it is proper that Ishould say a single word. 

I do not think that anyone who has taken the pains within the 
last two weeks to walk around that vicinage and observe the rela- 
tive position of the buildings now owned and occupied for the 
purposes of the United States Government and a public park can 
adduce a single argument or reason for the passage of this amend- 
ment. 

The public reasons, it seems to me, which should control the 
Senate in acting upon the amendment are absolutely overwhelm- 
ing. Historically, that portion of this capital city has become 
dedicated to the uses of the Government and to those features of 
the capital city which most adorn and embellish it. The Execu- 
tive Mansion, with its surrounding grounds; that beautiful Treas- 
ury Department, the most beautiful work of architecture in the 
city; right opposite, the Department of Justice, which soon must 
give place to a larger, a better, and a more fitting building; La- 
fayette Park, with al! its associations of history and of sentiment, 
seem to have dedicated that corner, if not that entire square, to 
the public uses of the United States. We have recently embel- 
lished the corner of Lafayette Park, opposite the ground which is 
now proposed to be appropriated, with a beautiful allegorical and 
historical monument which all admire, and which adds to the 
beauty of that park. 

I am not one of those, Mr. President, who are dispesed to dis- 
cardsentimentin dealing with the matter of building up this capital. 
There is sentiment connected with it, and the more sentiment 
which is connected with it, I think, the better for the country and 
the better for us who have to perform in our time legislative trusts 
here. it would be a desecration almost to have a building, such 
as is proposed to be built upon that square, erected, and that 
ground foreclosed for public use for all future time except at an 
immense outlay of money. 

I do not mean to say that the mere building of a theater any- 
where is a public nuisance; but it isa building which exnecessitate 
brings about it and in connection with it associations and mat- 
ters which will be not only offensive to the tastes and to the senti- 
ment of the people of this city and to the people of this country, 
but will materially interfere with the future development of the 
public buildings of this capital city. 

Mr. President, I have no prejudices against theaters. They per- 
form a most important function in our civilization; they contribute 
as much as anything not only to the gayety of nations, but to the 
gayety of individuals, and to the innocent mirth and enjoyment of 
the population of wey city, and are almost a necessity; but that 
is not the question. a building for a different purpose was to 
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be erected there, my reasons against it would be the same. They 
are, that if we build an expensive structure on property there to 
be acquired, we must in the future paya much larger sum of 
money; and that it must be acquired for public uses I think will 
be apparent to anyone who examines it and simply looks at the 
surroundings of that place. 

There is the Department of Justice and the Court of Claims, 
with all their valuable records, crowded into that inadequate 
building; so crowded that, I was told by one of the officers of that 
Department, they had been obliged to put lately 14 or 15 clerks in 
the law library in order to accommodate them. So that when 
that library is used by the Assistant Attorneys-General and the 
Solicitor-General they have to move around among the alcoves 
where the clerks are who have their desks there, and who are 
performing the duties they are required to perform in that De- 
partment. That is a work which in the near future must be done 
in order to accommodate that great Department and the Court of 
Claims, which must always exist, and always be an important 
judicial department. 

Not only that—I do not know how that is—but the members of 
the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds have told me that 
in the near future it is inevitable that a new State Department 
must be built. The present quarters of the State Department are 
needed by the War and Navy Departments, and no place, it seems 
to me, would be so appropriate and so convenient for the building 
of the State Department as right in that vicinity. I think eventu- 
ally, as time goes on, that whole square will be appropriated to 
public uses, and it is merely a matter of business forecast to obtain 
the title of this property now, before a million dollars’ worth of 
bricks and mortar have been erected upon it, for which at some 
day we shall have to pay. 

It is a matter of clear prudence and forecast to lay our hands 
upon it now, doing no injustice to anybody, no injustice to the 
owner of the lot, and no injustice to the owners of the lease. 
It may be a disappointment to these worthy gentlemen not to 
carry out the plans they have formed, but that is no more 
than they must submit to, as everybody must submit to, where 
a public need interposes. We can not make a public neces- 
sity subordinate to the wishes of those who are interested in 
this theater. Because these gentlemen propose to build a tem- 
ple to the muses is no reason why the public necessity should 
be subordinated to their purposes. It is a private interest, 
which must give way, as in all such cases, to a public inter- 
est, just compensation, of Gourse, being made to them. Nothing 
is unsatisfied, except perhaps their wish to build in that particu- 
lar place. I donot know that we have arrived at the point where 
any private individual, for however worthy an object, can settle 
down upon any portion of this city and say that this Government 
shall not lay its hands upon him. I have no disposition for any 
other reason to interfere with it, but I do not think that I or any 
other Senator should be prevented from performing what I con- 
sider, or he considers, to be a public duty in obtaining for this 
Government a most important local advantage, by the mere pri- 
vate interests which are sought now to be interposed. 

Mr. PALMER. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair inquires of the Sena- 
tor from Illinois if he was properly understood to make a point of 
order against this appropriation? 

Mr. PALMER. T do make the point of order. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair will submit the point 
of — to the Senate, on which the Senator from Illinois is recog- 
nized. 

Mr. VEST. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Illinois 
yield to the Senator from Missouri? 

Mr. VEST. I ask pardon. I did not know the Senator from 
Dlinois desired to take the floor. 

Mr. PALMER. I yield to the Senator from Missouri. 

Mr. VEST. Mr. President, I simply want to call the attention 
of the Senate to the very plain facts in regard to this matter, and 
I think it proper that I should submit what I have to say now in 
advance of the action of the Senate upon the point of order raised 
by the Senator from Illinois, because it is the experience of all of 
us who have served any length of time in this body that we gen- 
erally declare in order what we propose toenact. It is important, 
therefore, that the facts should be known now. 

Eleven years ago I advocated the purchase of what is known as 
the Blaine mansion, the historic building which is included in this 
amendment. Wethen had an option upon it for $65,000, with a fee- 
simple title, clear of all incumbrances and of all doubt. I pressed 
this proposition upon the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds in order that we should have a suitable location for the 
Supreme Court building, in connection with the Attorney-Gen- 
eral’s Office, and for a law library. We could have obtained it 
then at $65,000, It is now proposed that the Government shall 
pay $180,000. 











1895. 


This is a fair illustration of the advance of real estate in the city 
of Washington and what was lost to the Government by our non- 
action at that time. It is perfectly useless to indulge in reminis- 
censes; I am aware of that; and it is equally as useless to say that 
the price now demanded for the property is toomuch. In my 
judgment that property is worth about $100,000, and that would 
be a large price for it. But we have waited until complications 
have arisen and the property has passed into the hands of other 

rties. Mr. Blaine was not the owner of the property at the time 
of which I speak. A lessee has acquired a lease for ninety-nine 
years from Mrs. Blaine; he has torn down the building; and Con- 
gress is confronted with the alternative of allowing a theater to 
be erected there in front of Lafayette Square, in sight of the Ex- 
ecutive Mansion, and just across the street from the Treasury 
building, and to the injury of all property which is already owned 
by the United States. The actuary’s estimate of Mrs. Blaine’s in- 
terest in the ninety-nine years’ lease at the rental she is to receive 
is $175 ,000—— 

Mr. BERRY. Will the Senator permit me to ask him a ques- 
tion? 

Mr. VEST. Certainly. 

Mr. BERRY. Does the amendment contemplate that we shall 
pay Mrs. Blaine $150,000, and then pay to the lessees whatever 
they have paid? 

Mr. VEST. Yes; it does. 

Mr. BERRY. How much is that supposed to be? 

Mr. VEST. Thirty thousand dollars, I understand to be what 
the gentleman, Mr. Connor, the ostensible party who has this 
lease, estimates what he has expended and what the lease would 
be worth to him. 

Now, let uslook at the proposition squarely and see what side 
of it we shall take. If this amendment is voted down the theater 
will be erected, and we shall have fronting Lafayette Square and 
across from the Executive Mansion an ordi theater, with all 
the accompaniments of such an institution, which it is not neces- 
sary forme toname. Besides that, we shall have on the corner—I 
might say, of all the property we now own the best in the city of 
Washington, known as the old Freedman’s Bureau bank build- 
ing, which we purchased at $250,000—this theater, obstructing 
the light to the building which must be erected there for the use 
of the Attorney-General’s Department, for the present building is 
utterly unsuitable both as to size and construction; and, as a mat- 
ter of course, the property there will be injured for all time to 
come by the erection of that theater. 

My friend in front of me [Mr. MorGan] suggests the danger 
from fire. As a matter of course, if we erect a public building 
there, the 40-foot fire limit, which we have as to all public build- 
ings, must be preserved; but still we shall have this theater, and 
we know what that means. It is a question for the representa- 
tives of the people to determine as to whether a theater should be 
erected there in front of Lafayette Square, in that vicinity to the 
White House, and in immediate proximity to the property already 
owned by the Government, for which, as I have said, we paid 
$250,000 twelve years ago, and it was the best purchase in the way 
of real estate that this Government has ever made. 

Mr. President, I shall support the amendment, knowing that 
the price is too great, but it is all we can do. If we do not adopt 
it now that theater will be erected; and when there, and we 
undertake, if we ever do, to condemn that same property, we shall 

ay not $180,000, but possibly $500,000 for it. e have already de- 

ayed, and we are now paying three times as much for the prop- 

erty as we could have obtained it for eleven yearsago. Afurther 
delay means additional expense, unless we come to the conclusion 
that that theater ought to be erected there and that the United 
States Government is not interestedin preventing its erection. 

For myself, I consider it an outrage, and have always thought 
so, that the Government should not have owned the propert 
known as the Blaine mansion, as it squares out our holding ok 
makes the Government property run up evenly to the alley, which 
separates this property from that which is immediately north of 
it. It ought to have been purchased years ago, and we are now 
obliged to pay this amount, which I consider much too large, by 
reason of the delay which we deliberately adopted. 

The present building for the Department of Justice is inade- 
quate, badly constructed, and must be removed. It is a mere 
question of time when we must utilize the property which we own 
there, now the most beautiful lot in the city of Washington. 


street, facing Lafayette Square, and then run clear back as far 
east as the alley owned by the Government and the vacant lot? 

Mr. VEST. Yes; it runs right up to the eastline. If the Gov- 
ernment of the United States own this property we shall then have 
a compact and properly proportioned piece of real estate, fronting 
upon Pennsylvania avenue on the one side and fronting on Lafay- 
ette Square on another, running to the alley upon the east. As it 
is, the Blaine property comes in and cuts out one corner, I might 
say, of the Government holding; and upon that it is proposed to 
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erect this theater, with all theaccompaniments of a theater, which 


I need not particularize. 

Mr. GEORGE. Mr. President, I simply desire to make one re- 
mark, so that the Senate may understand what it is doing. 

The proposition of the amendment is to pay $150,000 for the re- 
mainder of this ae after the expiration of the lease for 
ninety-nine years. It will be a good while before we can get any 
use of the property under the purchase. 

Mr. PALMER. The Senator from Missouri [Mr. Vest] inti- 
mates that the question of order will be of no possible conse- 
quence, and, as I believe the opinion of « parliamentarian of his 
a ought to govern my conduct, I withdraw the point of 
order, 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The point of order is withdrawn; 
and the question recurs on the amendment to the amendment 
submitted by the Senator from Mississippi [Mr. Grorer}. 

Mr. PALMER. Mr. President, I have a protest in my hand 
signed by the party interested in this property, which I ask may 
be read at the desk. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without objection, the paper 
will be read. 

Mr. MANDERSON. I have corrected the amendment I of- 
fered a moment ago, and I should like, before the vote is taken on 
the pending amendment, to have it acted upon. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Nebraska 
desire the amendment to be read now? 

Mr. MANDERSON. I should like to have the amendment read 
now. It is to come in at the end of page 11, after line 7. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will be read. 

The SECRETARY. On page 11, after line 7, it is proposed to in- 


sert: 
To enable the Secretary of the Treasury to select, designate, and procure, 
by purchase or otherwise, a suitable site, and commence the construction of 


the public building provided by law to beerected at South Omaha, in the State 
of Nebraska, the sum of $25,000; and if the said site shall be obtained by pur- 
chase, the cost thereof shall not exceed the sum of $10,000; and the Secretary 
of the Treasury is authorized to contract for the erection of the entire build- 
ing, its cost not to exceed the sum of $100,000. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amend- 
ment submitted by the Senator from Nebraska. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. GEORGE. What became of the amendment I offered, Mr. 
President? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. 

Mr. GEORGE. I desire—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair will sugwest to the 
Senator from Missouri that the Senator from [linois has asked for 
the reading of a document in connection with the pending amend- 
ment, which will now be read. 

The Secretary read as follows: 


To the Senate and House of Representatives: 


I desire to enter a —- against the adoption of the item in the sundr 
civil coprege ae ill to seize the lot known as the “ Blaine” lot, which 
was leased by Mrs. to Paul D. Connor and subsequently assigned by 
Connor to me for a term of ninety-nine years at the yearly rental of $5,000 for 
the first thirty-nine years and $6,000 for each of the remaining sixty years. 

Immediately upon the execution of the lease and its assignment I raised 
the necessary money to build an ra house and secured attractions for the 
next season, among others, five leading European troupes, and have expended 
large sums of money in prosecution of the enterprise. 

Ihave contracted with Wood & Lovell, the most eminent theatrical archi- 
tects in the world, to construct a building which shall be absolutely fireproof, 
and fireproof because no combustible material is to enter into its construc 
tion either upon the stage or the auditorium. A building provided with exits 
that will admit of the largest audiences leaving inside of two minutes, a build 
ing artistic and classic in its exterior and interior, a building superior in 
architectural beauty to anything now on Lafayette Square, and in all proba 
bility superior to anything that will be constructed by the Government in 
the near future. 

I respectfully protest against any legislation for the arbitrary interference 
with my vested rights. 

First. Because there does not exist any need or.demand, or any reasonable 
probability of any need or demand for said property for the uses of the Gov- 
ernment, 

Second. Because the condemnation will entail a very large expenditure by 
the Government which in the depleted condition of its Treasury would be 
improvident. 

Third. Because the erection of the building would give employment to at 
least 100 men for the next nine months, with food to their families (and with 
the great want and poverty now existing in Washington among the laboring 
classes this opportunity for employment should not be taken from them), 
and after completion employment to at least 50 men. 

Fourth. That the Government should mot interfere with any legal enter- 
prise or business, unless there is an absolute need of the property for the im- 


It is still pending. 


| mediate uses and purposes of the Government. 


Mr. HARRIS. Will this property front on Fifteen-and-a-half | 


Fifth. Because it has not been the custom or policy of the Government to 
— property for possible future needs. 

Sixth. Because the building now occupied by the Department of Justice 
(and marked on city plat lot 4) is more than ample for its present needs and 
there are now alarge number of rooms unused and unoccupied; and because 
there are vacant lots adjoining (marked on plat Nos. 5,6,and 7) belonging to 
the Government, containing nearly 15,000 square feet, sufficient to erect a 
building upon more than double the size of the present building. 

Seventh. Because there is an alleyway (shown on city plat) 25 feet wide 
between the present building of the Department of Justice and the Blaine lot, 
and because as the building proposed to be erected thereon, and for which 
permission has been given by the Commissioners of the District of Columbia 
under the authority of Congress upon plans submitted, showing the proposed 
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building absolutely fireproof, and far superior in this respect to the present 
Department of Justice building, all questions of danger tothe Department of 
Justice building from fire are therefore eliminated. 

Eighth. Because, in the preparation of the plans of the proposed building, 
due regard was had to the location of windows, the style and character of 
architecture, the avoidance of unsightly blank walls and of windows over- 
looking those of the Department of Justice building, everything having been 
duly considered and the greatest care exercised to avoid making the building 
objectionable in the slightest degree. 

I respectfully suggest that there has been created by the action of Congress 
an almost universal demand for an opera-house in the city of Washington 
which would be artistic and modern in design, fireproof in construction, and 
safe in its exits, and with first-class acoustics. 

I respectfully ask to be allowed to proceed in the erection of a building 
which, in the matter of safety, would be in advance and in elegance equal to 
any theater in this country; and will be so constructed that if at any time 
hereafter the Government should desire to acquire it there would be nothing 
to be done to render it available for offices except the insertion of some floors, 
which could be done at a moderate cost, as nothing in the building now being 
built would have to be eliminated except the qelerics which are so built that 
they can be easily detached from the outside frame of the oe 

If by the action of Congress I am not allowed to build this opera house so as 
to enable me to carry out my contract with attractions I will be injured in 
credit and caused financial loss far in excess of any damages I can reasonably 
hope to obtain by any award of condemnation. oy, state that for 
years the Blaine property has been on the market and repeatedly offered to 
the Government, who as a refused to purchase it poe the ground 
that it had no use for it, and that not until the purpose of building this opera 
house was announced, and the buildings heretofore erected upon the prop- 
erty removed, was there any pretense that the Government wanted or needed 
the property. The exercise of the right of eminent domain on the part of the 
Government is an unwarranted interference with my rights and against 
which I am helpless and without adequate remedy, unless Congress — 


me, as they are in duty bound to do if there is to be equality for all before 


the law. 
Iam, very respectfully, 


J. W. ALBAUGH. 

WasninatTon, D. C., February 22, 1895. 

Mr. PALMER. Mr. President, this statement on the part of 
this lessee presents all that can be said in opposition to this ap- 
propriation, and it presents it from a standpoint of an interested 
and at the same time a practical man. 

I concede that the Federal Government has the power to de- 
prive this man of his property and defeat his just expectations; I 
concede that we may anticipate a possible necessity for the acqui- 
sition of this property for public purposes; but there is no power 
which belongs to this Government or to a State government more 
subject to abuse than that of eminent domain. I conceive that 
unless this property, or any property which is sought to be taken 
for public uses, is actually demanded for public uses, to take it 
by the exercise of the right of eminent domain is pure despotism 
and has no justification. 

Of course the courts and legislatures have never found a limit 
to the exercise of this power. It is like the police powers of the 
State. It does not admit of exact limitation, and the courts 
rarely allow the question of necessity for the property to be raised, 
it being in the nature of a political question. But surely the 
Senate will realize that unless this property is actually needed 
for public purposes the citizen ought not to be deprived of his 
property and the advantages he promises himself by his enter- 

rise. 

: I have seen a plan of the proposed building, and although I am 
no architect myself, and am scarcely able to anticipate what the 
building will be from the architectural drawing, yet this will be 
a building of taste and beauty. I understand it will be an orna- 
ment to the city. The statement is made that that building, if 
it is hereafter required for public uses, can be easily converted to 
those uses by a slight alteration in the building itself. If the 
Government should hereafter be required to take the property for 
public uses, if it becomes necessary, it will take the property in a 
condition for —— uses. It will not be, as I understand the 
statement of the protestant, to take the property and destroy it, 
as is often done; but it will be useful to the public. It can be 
converted into use for any rational and reasonahble purpose by 
slight alteration. 

Mr. President, one word in reply to the Senator from Missouri. 
He speaks of the acquisition of the property in the future and 
mentions the fact that it could have been acquired years ago for 
$65,000. It was not acquired then because it was not needed, and 
if acquired it would not have been used probabiy until this day. 
But if you attach to it the interest on the cost you will find, as is 
always the case, that when a man buys that for which he has no 
use he makes a bad bargain, and that when an individual needs 

roperty and is able to pay “_ he pays no more than it is worth. 
ft the Gevainaianh requires this property twenty years hence it 
will pay its value and no more. 

Mr. McPHERSON. Will the Senator from Illinois please in- 
form me as to the dimensions of the property and its frontage? 

Mr. PALMER. I have not the res before me. I havea 
diagram which has been printed and laid upon the table of all 
Senators, I presume, giving an exact description of the egy: 
with the plan of the building pro: , and showing its relation 
to the adjoining property. will say to the Senator from New 
Jersey that the information he seeks can be furnished very easily. 

But the public necessities or wants of the public, its real wants 
and its imaginary wants, when presented in opposition to the 
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claim of a citizen, ought to be carefully and deliberately consid- 
ered. I know of nothing more offensive than that a citizen who 
owns property which he values, or who is engaged in an enter- 
prise, should suddenly find himself interrupted and his plans 
thwarted; and unless there is some clear and distinct public ne- 
cessity for it it ought never to be done. 

Now, what are the facts here? Senators tell us that at some 
time or other, under some real or imaginary conditions which may 
exist hereafter, the United States will need this property. It is 
that imaginary necessity which is asserted and opposed to the real 
necessities of a citizen who is about to engage in an enterprise 
which he supposes will result in producing profit to him. Ought 
that imaginary necessity to be asserted against the real necessities 
and real purposes and plans of a citizen? Why should it be? I 
do not contest the question of the price of the property to be paid 
to the owner of the fee. That is a matter for those who better 
understand the value of the property thanIdo. Iam insisting 
that the lessee shall not be deprived of his rights on account of 
imaginary necessities, necessities that scarcely admit of definition. 

The Senator from Delaware says that hereafter we will need 
further accommodations for the Court of Claims and the Attorney- 
General’s Office. I understand that those wants may be distinctly 
met by the use of property which the Government now owns. 
But without regarding that I complain of the lack of exactness. 
I protest that this enterprising citizen who has acquired a lease 
to this property which has been accessible to the United States 
for years, and who now has a distinct plan for its use, who has 
made all his arrangements, who has invested large sums of money 
or has entered into contract which will involve large expenditures, 
who has a real, substantial interest—I protest that he ought not 
to be compelled to surrender those interests to any imaginary 
want of the Government. That is the question. That is when 
the rights of the citizen are simply sacrificed to the paramount 
authority of the Government. [ concede the value and the im- 
portance of the right of eminent domain, but I protest that this is 
a tyrannical and arbitrary exercise of that power. 

Mr. ALLISON. Mr. President, the amendment was sent to the 
Committee on Appropriations from the Committee on Public 
Buildings and Grounds in somewhat different form from that in 
which it is presented here, but in substance recommending the 
acquisition of the property. I differ with the Senator from IIli- 
nois [Mr. PALMER] in his suggestion that this acquisition on the 
part of the Government is one looking to the shadowy future as 
to its occupation. Thecircumstances that surround this property 
are peculiar. In the first place, the Government of the United 
States owns a large plot of ground on the corner of Pennsylvania 
avenue and Fifteen-and-a-half street or Madison place. That 
prety was acquired some years ago by purchase. Uponit isa 

rick structure now occupied by the Department of Justice; but 
a large portion of it is vacant ground. There lies immediately 
north of it the tract of land involved in the proposed acquisition. 
Immediately north of this tract of land is an alley. So ifthe Gov- 
ernment shall acquire this property it will own to the alley, which 
will enable it to erect such a structure as it may desire to erect 
and have an open space with which no one can interfere. 

In the construction of public buildings we have uniformly pro- 
vided that adjoining it there shall be either an open street ora 
vacant space of at least 40 feet, in order to minimize the danger of 
destruction of Government property by fire. If the property 
sought to be purchased or acquired shall have placed upon it a 
building, the effect of it practically will be to destroy 40 feet of 
the property which the Government now owns. So,inerecting a 
structure for Government uses upon property now owned by the 
Government we shall practically be confined to a comparatively 
small tract of ground. When my attention was called to the mat- 
ter it seemed to me that the Government had the alternative of 
acquiring this property or depreciating and practically Cestroying 
the property which it now has. If the property is acquired it will 
be an easy thing to erect a structure upon this ground that will 
be of utility and advantage to the Government of the United States. 
That such a structure is required will appear from the fact that 
we are paying a rental of $140,000 per annum for property in this 
city for Government uses, because of the scarcity of public build- 
ings. That being so, I was willing and am willing to purchase 
this ground, although it may eventually or at this time cost a lit- 
tle more, perhaps considerably more, than it would have cost a 
year ago. 

My recollection is that the Committee on Appropriations, some 
years ago, when it was suggested that a public building should be 
erected upon this ground, put a proposition in one of the appro- 
priation bills to purchase this paveety for $95,000. But it was 
finally struck out in conference. If we do not make this pur- 
chase now there will be a costly building erected for private uses 
and pu $, and properly so, and if in two or three or five years 
we shall desire to utilize the property we now have, it will be 
found tha: it is impossible to do so without acquiring this prop- 
erty. 








1895. 





Then we would be required to pay a very much larger sum, I 
am sure, than we are to be required to pay now, because then 
added to the value of the lessor of this property will be added the 
cost of the structure which is about to be erected. It seemed to 
me on every ground that this was a wise thing to do; and mani- 
festly if we do it we must do it substantially in the way here 

roposed, because the interest of the owner of this property has 
mn practically fixed by the rental value for ninety-nine years. 

So, Mr. President, I regard it as a necessary thing for the Gov- 
ernment at this time to utilize what we have and to save a larger 
sum in the future. 

Mr. HALE. Mr. President, whatever the Senate does with this 
proposition, either voting it in or striking it entirely out, the 
amendment proposed by the Senator from Mississippi is not for a 
moment to be thought of. The owner of this property, Mrs. 
Blaine, is not seeking to sell itto the Government. Sheis not pro- 
posing to give a good guaranty warranty deed. She is proposing 
nothing. I do not know that the owner, Mrs. Blaine, could give 
a guaranty warranty deed such as the Senator from Mississippi de- 
sires that the Government shall have. She has not in any way 
indicated that she can. 

Mr. GEORGE. If the Senator from Maine will allow me, I do 
not propose that she shall guarantee against the lease which she 
has made for ninety-nine years, but against everybody else. 

Mr. HALE. Idonot mean that, Mr. President. I take into ac- 
count the exception that is made subject to the lease, but aside 
from that the owner of this property is not urging it upon the 
Government. She is not proposing to sell it to the Government. 
She is not declaring that she can give a warranty deed, a good, 
valid deed, such a deed as is covered by the proposition of the 
Senator from Mississippi. If the owner was seeking to unload 
upon the Government it might be proper to say that the owner 
should give such a deed, but the interest that the owner of this 
land, Mrs. Blaine, has is just as clearly definable and appraisable 
as a note that is offered at the bank for the regular rates of dis- 
count of a long Government bond or a long annuity. 

She has a lease which she has given in which she was not called 
upon to give covenants for warranty, but simply a lease of the 
property conveying what she had in it for ninety-nine years. For 
thirty-nine years she gets $5,000 per year; for the remaining sixty 
years she gets $6,000 a year. When that was done as a business 
transaction it defined her interest in the property just as clearly 
as though it were an annuity. The Senator from Missouri has 
said that, estimated by an actuary, it amounts to more than $150,- 
000. The attitude of the owner is simply this—and that is why the 
clause was drawn, in conjunction and in consultation with her at- 
torney, to protect her—that if the Government should decide, for 
the reasons given by the Senator from Missouri, the Senator from 
Iowa, and other Senators, to take this property, she is willing, on 
giving all the title she has, to take $150,000 and give up this valu- 
able property that she has by virtue of the lease. 

Mr.GRAY. May I interrupt the Senator from Maine a mo- 
ment? 

Mr. HALE. Yes; I am glad to have the Senator interrupt me. 

Mr. GRAY. Imerely wish to remark in the line with what the 
Senatoris saying that there is nothing in the amendment, of course, 
that compels the United States to consummate this purchase from 
Mrs. Blaine if the Attorney-General should conclude that the title 
was not a satisfactory one. 

Mr. HALE. Ofcourse not. Mrs. Blaine does not want to be 
put in the condition of condemnation, for the reason that she has 
a definable interest. 

Mr. GRAY. Iam not speaking of condemnation. I say there 
is nothing in the amendment of the committee to preclude the 
United States if perchance the title was not satisfactory to the 
United States. 

Mr. HALE. That suggession is pertinent, because this would 
happen if the amendment to the amendment carries. Mrs. Blaine 
says: ‘Ido not propose to give such a title to anybody; it may be 
I can not do it.” She declines to proceed further, and the whole 
proceeding fails. If Congress chooses that this whole proceeding 
shall fail, then the owner of the property is simply referred to the 
lease, a copy of which I have here, which is very clear and distinct 
and gives, as I have said, $5,000 for thirty-nine years and $6,000 
for the remaining sixty years. That is all there is about it. If 
you put in the amendment proposed by the Senator from Missis- 
sippi the whole thing is destroyed. I would not advise the owner 
of this property, Mrs. Blaine, under any circumstances to give a 
guaranty warranty title against everything under the sun. I do 
not know that she can do it. 

Mr. VEST. Will the Senator state whether he has any reason 
to think that Mrs. Blaine can not give such a deed? 

Mr. HALE. I have no reason to believe that there are any in- 
cumbrances upon the property that in any way will affect any 
interest that takes it hereafter; and yet asa lawyer, if she were my 
client, I would not advise her to give to anybody any such deed. 


Rather than that I would fall back upon the lease, which does not 
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require any such guaranty and provides her with $5,000 a year 
for thirty-nine years and $6,000 a year after that time without 
being called upon to guarantee the title. 

Mr. VEST. Doesshe acquire her title by devise? 

Mr. HALE. She acquires it directly by devise from her late 
husband. 

Mr. VEST. By will? 

Mr. HALE. es, by will. 

Mr. VEST. All the facts ought to go before the Senate, and I 
wish to state now that I was informed (I have never had occasion 
to examine it either as a Senator or as a lawyer) that some years 
ago when Mr. Blaine made this purchase there was an incum- 
brance upon the title. Some heir was an infant, the title in the 
heir had not been conveyed, and Mr. Blaine, who was then, I be- 
lieve, Secretary of State, declined to pay the purchase money 
until that cloud was removed. I never looked into the details, as 
I have stated, but I heard the title had been made perfect. If his 
will is uncontested, as a matter of course the title of Mr. Blaine 

to his widow. 

Mr. WHITE. Will the Senator from Maine allow me to ask 
him a question? I should like to get a little information. 

Mr. HALE. Certainly. 

Mr. WHITE. Does the Senator from Maine know whether the 
title of this property is clearly and absolutely vested in Mrs. 
Blaine? It appears to me that we ought to deal with this matter 
as we would if we were buying the property ourselves. We ought 
to know that the title is correct, and not buy upon the hypothesis 
that it is valid. 

Mr. HALE. Undoubtedly the propertyis vested in Mrs. Blaine 
by the last will of her husband, the late Mr. Blaine. It is a good 
title. It is a good and sufficient title to justify the purchase. 
There was some such incident as the Senator from Missouri has 
referred to, where there was a verysmall fractional interest which 
was outside, in the case of some person who by minority or disa- 
bility could not act in conveying the property. Mr. Blaine 
thought it worth while to purchase the property, considering that 
of no practical account, as I do not. I would not have advised 
Mr. Blaine on any price to guarantee the title to the Government 
if he had been living, nor would I advise Mrs. Blaine, all the more, 
as I repeat, that she has now a most valuable, clearly defined, and 
estimable property in the lease. Therefore I say the amendment 
of the Senator from Mississippi is not to be thought of unless you 
propose to vote out the whole thing. 

Mr. GEORGE. Mr. President, | think the Senate will vote un- 
der a misapprehension of the true state of the case if they take 
the statement of the Senator from Maine as he represented it. In 


the first place, in my amendment there is no proposition fora 
guaranty or warranty title. It is a proposition simply that in- 
stead of buying Mrs. Blaine’s title, whatever it may be, the 
Attorney-General shall look into the title and only purchase when 


he can purchase a complete title. Now, bear that in mind. 

There is not a single suggestion that Mrs. Blaine shall make 
any warranty, but there is a provision, necessary for the protec- 
tion of the United States, that the Attorney-General shall not buy 
property to which the vendor has notitle. Ido not think that 
any complaint can be made to that. 

There is another view of this case to which I desire to call the 
attention of the Senate; and what is it? Mrs. Blaine, under the 
amendment, is only to convey by deed her title to the property 
subject to a lease made to a third party. Under that lease she 
gets $5,000 a year, I understand, for thirty-nine years and 
$6,000 a year for the remainder of the ninety-nine years. Under 
the amendment she surrenders no right and no title to any claim 
she has under that lease. So if the amendment is adopted the at- 
titude of the case in law will be exactly this: That we give 
Mrs. Blaine $150,000 for the reversion after the expiration of a 
term of ninety-nine years of this property, allowing her to retain 
all the rights, all the privileges, all the advantages which are se- 
cured to her by this lease of ninety-nine years. 

Mr. GRAY. Does not the rent follow the reversion? 

Mr. GEORGE. Not unless it is granted. 

Mr. GRAY. It used to be considered so when I was a practic- 
ing attorney. 

Mr. GEORGE. Not unless it is granted. But if that were 
true, as a general proposition of law, is it excepted out of this 
“Upon the execution and delivery by her of a 
proper deed to be approved by the Attorney-General conveying 
her title to said lot, subject to a ninety-nine year lease thereof.” 
That reserves to her every right and every privilege which is 
secured to her by the lease. In other words, here is a carefully 
prepared amendment to the bill by which Mrs. Blaine is to receive 
$150,000 for the reversion after ninety-nine years, and expressly 
reserving to her all the rights and privileges that she has under 
this lease. That is exactly the legal attitude of the case 


Now, Mr. President, I wish tosubmitone otherthought. When 


we pay this $150,000 we have but commenced our troubles about 
paying for the property. Here comes the lessee, Mr. Albaugh, pro- 
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testing against it, saying he has made large contracts for the erec- 
tion of a very expensive building. Now, what are we going to do 
when we force him to violate his contract with those parties? Are 
we going to pay damages to him for it? That is exactly what we 
would have to do, sir. SolI take it that when we go to the con- 
demnation proceedings, after paying $150,000, Mr. Albaugh will 
bring before the jury his contracts and agreements with those 
parties and insist upon compensation, which he wiil be entitled to 
Tecelve. 

Mr. VEST. If the Senator from Mississippi will permit me, I 
am informed by members of the Committee on Appropriations 
that Mr. Albaugh states the whole amount of damages to which 
he would be entitled under condemnation proceedings at $30,000. 

Mr. GEORGE. Then suppose we put in the bill here “ not ex- 
ceeding the sum of $30,000.” 

Mr. VEST. I do not know about that. 

Mr. GEORGE. I will state that under the agreement there is 
a probability of the damages of Mr. Albaugh running up to hun- 
dreds of thousands of dollars. 

Mr. GALLINGER. If the Senator from Mississippi will per- 
mit me, I will state that my information, which may not be very 
accurate, is (and I have talked with Mr. Albaugh himself) that 
his claim will be very largely in excess of $30,000, and may be as 
large as the purchase money that is proposed to be paid to Mrs. 
Blaine. He has made contracts, as I shall endeavor to show here- 
after, not only for the construction of this building, but with the- 
atrical and operatic troupes, and he will have to settle with them. 

Mr. GEORGE. That shows upon what a doubtful and extrava- 
gant sea we are about to launch our bark. 

Mr. PALMER. Will the Senator from Mississippi allow me? 

Mr. GEORGE. I will yield in a minute. In the first place, I 
want the Senate to remember as a proposition of law that the 
language is ‘‘ subject to a ninety-nine year lease thereof executed 
by her to one Paul D. Connor;” and after you have paid Mrs. 
Blaine the $150,000, she is entitled to have carried out with Mr. 
Connor every single stipulation contained in that lease, her $6,000 
a year for so many years, and her $5,000 a year for so many years. 
; I predict that if we go into this matter and make this contract 
it will not cost the Government less than $1,000,000. 

Mr. PALMER. Iwill now ask the Senator from Mississippi the 
question which I pro to ask him before. I esk the Senator 
whether the bill contemplates anything more thun a quitclaim 
deed from Mrs. Blaine? 

Mr. GEORGE. Without the amendment which I have offered 
it means nothing but a quitclaim deed, as I have stated before. 

Mr. MORRILL. Mr. President, I merely desire to say that I 
am in favor of the acquisition of these lots, but not in favor of 
doing anything that will diminish the value of the property of 
Mrs. Blaine. If she has made a good bargain she is entitled to it. 
So far as the Congress of the United States is concerned, we have 
made a sufficient amount in the value of the property we have al- 
ready purchased near it to compensate for paying a high price for 
any addition. The Freedman’s Bank and the additonal land that 
was purchased with it, not quite as much as the acquisition of 
Mrs. Blaine’s property, was paid for by the United States Gov- 
ernment at a price of $250,000. Unquestionably, it is worth a great 
deal more now. 

There is only one point upon which I wish to protest, and that 
is the idea suggested by the Senator from Missouri that we shall 
want it for the purpose of a Supreme Court building. I think he 
will alone enjoy the idea of placing the Supreme Court, a coordinate 
branch of the Government, on the corner of one of our streets. 
We have a sufficient demand for it in many other cases, as was 
suggested by the Senator from Iowa. Unquestionably the State, 
War, and Navy Departments now need all the accommodations 
there are in that building; and when we provide any accommoda- 
tions for the Supreme Court I trust that we shall do it in a decent 
manner, and give them a position that shall be commensurate 
with that body as a coordinate branch of the Government. 

Mr. GRAY. Mr. President, [do not wish to prolong the con- 
sideration of this amendment, but I merely rise to reply to a vein 
of criticism that my friend from [linois (M . PALMER] fell into 
in regard to the purpose of this amendment. I wish to repeat 
what I said before, that I do not think anyone who has visited 
those premises and looked at the vicinage, who has observed the 
position of the Department of Justice, the situation of Lafayette 
Square, the Executive Mansion, and the Treasury Department, 
will fail to be convinced that there is not an imaginary, but a real 
need that the United States should own this property, and that 
they should not be foreclosed from owning it by the erection of 
— a structure as is contemplated by the lessees from Mrs. 

ine. 

Those who favor this amendment do not intend to do any injury 
or wrong to the lessees. They can not be wronged, for under the 
Constitution of the United States they are protected by that pro- 
vision which provides that private property shall not be -for 
public use except upon just compensation. All that we do is per- 
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haps to a Mr. Albaugh or Mr. Connor, whoever the lessee 
is, of the iment of his expectations, and it is the first time 
that I have ever heard that the wishes, capricious or otherwise, of 
a citizen of a State or of the United States should be set up as an 
obstacle to the acquisition by the Government of property that 
was needed for public use. Mr. Albaugh or Mr. Connor will, if this 
amendment passes, have to give way, as every other private citi- 
zen has to give way, in order that the paramount interests of the 
public may be subserved. 

I merely wish to say that it seems to me it does not require any 
argument to show that this is not a wanton or capricious attempt 
on the part of anyone to acquire for the United States this title, 
but it is to accommodate a real, pressing, and present need of the 
Government of the United States. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. May I ask the Senator from Dela- 
ware a question? 

Mr. GEORGE. Will the Senator from Delaware allow me to 
ask him one question? 

Mr. GRAY. Certainly. 

Mr. GEORGE. If Mr. Albaugh has made valid contracts with 
other parties for the erection of this building and he by this action 
of the Government is prevented from carrying them out, what 
remedy and what rights have the other parties and against whom? 

Mr. GRAY. They have not any. 

Mr. GEORGE. All right, then. 

Mr.GRAY. Itis only another instance in which private inter- 
ests must give way to publicinterests. It seems to me that if Mr. 
Albaugh and Mr. Connor occupy the position in which they are 
sought to be put they are asserting a claim that is arrogant as 
opposed to the interests of the United States, and for the first time 
in the history of this Government, to settle down upon a piece of 
property and say that no public interest must be considered as 
opposed to the private interest that they suppose themselves to 
represent. They are not helpless, as they state themselves to be 
in their memorial. They are protected by the Constitution of the 
United States. No right is sought to be taken from them if the 
Congress of the United Statesshall decide that this is a public need 
and one that must be responded to by appropriate legislation. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. I have been out of the Chamber 
during the discussion of this amendment, and perhaps the question 
which I wish to ask has already been answered. The amendment, 
I understand, provides for an appropriation of $150.000 for the 
purpose of purchasing certain property for the use of the United 
States. The amendment, so far as Iam able to comprehend it, 
does not disclose the use to which this property is to be put. I 
wish to inquire what is the purpose? Is it for the purpose of pro- 
viding buildings and grounds for the Department of Justice, or 
does it include a provision for the Supreme Court of the United 
States; or what is the purpose? 

Mr. GRAY. Idonot know that it is necessary to state the pre- 
cise purpose, but I think it is apparent to all, and it might be so 
stated. It is for the purpose of public buildings of the United 
States for the use of the Government of the United States. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. I may be entirely wrong about 
it, but it does seem to me if we make an appropriation of $150,000 
for the purpose of either purchasing by private contract or by 
condemnation certain property for the use of the United States 
we ought to be advised as to what particular use the property is 
to be put. Why is it desirable? For what purpose? Is it for the 
purpose of a building for the Department of Justice, or is it for 
the purpose of providing for a site for a building for the Supreme 
Court of the United States, all of which I think very necessary to 
be provided for, or what is the purpose? 

It seems to me that we are called upon to vote blindly upon this 
proposition, called upon to vote away $150,000 for the purpose of 
purchasing certain property, which, it is said, is for the use of 
the United States, but for what particular use, for what particu- 
lar purpose, we do not know. 

Mr. LE. I wish to say, Mr. President, that, whatever may 
have been the views of the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds, I do not suppose they have decided to what purpose the 
Government should put this property, whether to erecta building 
for the Department of Justice or for the State Department, or 
whatever Department it may be. We have got so much property 
there now that this lot is necessary, and the uses to which it will 
be put by the Government will be settled hereafter. I do not 
think anyone will be prepared now—I know I am not for one— 
to say that the property should be used for one thing or another. 
Some day or other the Government will erect a fine building on 
that corner; but I do not think the Senator himself would say to- 
day for what purpose the property ought to be used. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. I am decidedly in favor of mak- 
ing provision for a site for a suitable and proper building for the 
Supreme Court of the United States, but I have very grave 
doubts, and I presume the committee would have doubts, as to 
whether that would be a proper place on which to locate a build- 
ing for the Supreme Court of the United States. 
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Mr. ALLISON. 


If the Senator from Oregon will look at the 
map he will see that the property alluded to is a plat of ground 
which is naturally attached to a part of the piece of property 
which the Governmeni already owns. We are only prencaee to 


take the of a prudent owner in acquiring this additional 
id in order to beautify the property we now have. That 
is all. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. I wanted to find out, if I could, 
what was the purpose of the committee. It looked rather singu- 
lar to me that it was proposed to appropriate $150,000 to buy this 
property for the use of the United States without disclosing for 
what particular p it was to be used. So far as this amend- 
ment is concerned, it discloses the fact that the United States 
owns no erat contiguous to that which it is proposed to pur- 
chase. nat does not appear from the amendment, although it 
does appear from the statement of the Senator from Iowa _ 
ALLISON]. That being so, there may be good reasons—and I am 
not disposed to combat them if it isa proper thing to be done—why 
this property should be bought; but for the committee to simply 
come in with an amendment tothe sundry civil appropriation bill, 
proposing to appropriate $150,000 to buy certain property which 
is described, and which is not described as being contiguous to any 
sonnet now owned by the United States, which states that it is 

or the use of the United States, but does not state for what pur- 
pose the United States requires it, seems to me to be rather vague 
and unsatisfactory. 

Mr. WHITE. I desire to offer an amendment, which I ask 
may be stated at the desk. It is designed to meet one of the ob- 
jections urged by the Senator from Mississippi [Mr. GEorGE}. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Pasco in the chair). The 
amendment to the amendment will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. On page 11,line 21, in the amendment re- 
ported by the Committee on Appropriations, after the words 
** United States,” it is proposed to insert: 

And also conveying the rent, issues, and profits of said property from the 
date of said purchase. 

Mr. GEORGE. That is a very proper amendment, and is simi- 
lar to one I have just drawn. 

Mr. HALE. I do not think thatamendmentis needed. I think 
that is included as a matter of course, but I can, on glancing at 
it for a moment, see no objection whatever to it. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Mr. President, I am not vain enough to 
suppose that any word I can say against the amendment reported 
by the Committee on Appropriations will result in its rejection, 
because I take it that it is already arranged that the amendment 
shall be voted into this bill so far as the Senate is concerned, but 
being opposed to the amendment I will take the liberty of briefiy 
stating my reasons for opposing it, and in so doing will give a lit- 
tle sketch of the history of this particular es of property. 

The Blaine mansion was bought by Mr. Blaine in 1890, as I un- 
derstand, for $65,000. It contams less than 10,000 square feet of 
ground, being 67.9 feet front and 145 feet deep. An alley 25 feet 
wide runs between it and the Department of Justice on the west 
line of that building. 

I have been told, and I presume that my information is correct, 
that on the death of Mr. Blaine, two years ago, his widow endeay- 
ored to sell the property, on which Mr. Blaine had spent about 
$20,000 in addition to the original purchase money, making it cost 
then, as it stood, $85,000. 

I noticed that the sign of Fitch, Fox & Brown, real-estate deal- 
ers, was planted in the front yard, where it remained until the 
lease was made in December last, and I am alsoinformed that Mrs. 
Blaine never received in the two years it stood idle any offer for 
the purchase or lease of that property. 

I understand that prior to its purchase by Mr. Blaine its then 
owner, a Mr. Stoughton, of Philadelphia, offered it to the Gov- 
ernment for $65,000. I believe it was also offered to the Senate 
Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, of which the Sen- 
ator from Missouri [Mr. Vest] is chairman, for the same amount, 
but its purchase was declined. 

This house being idle, as well as Mrs. Blaine’s Dupont Circle 
house, and failing to sell the property, she leased the Lafayette 
Square house for ninety-nine years at an average rental of $5,700 
per annum, the lessee putting up a deposit of $30,000 as security 
to provide for the reconstruction of the house he was allowed to 
tear down unless he at once constructed a fireproof opera house 
covering the entire lot, which house was to revert to the heirs or 
assigns of Mrs. Blaine at the expiration of the lease. 

The lessee, Mr. John W. Albaugh, of Baltimore, put the building 
of an opera house under contract to Wood & Lovell, of Chicago, 
last December, and made contracts for various dramatic troupes 
for the season of 1895-96 and 1897-98, and has agreed to furnish 
a fireproof opera house, seating 1,800 people, ready for occupancy 
on the 23d day of September next, at which date an operatic com- 
pany is already engaged to open the house. The Blaine mansion 
and outbuildings were leveled to the ground by the contractor, 


and the very next day a bill was introduced into the Senate for 
the purchase of the property by the Government. 

The damages to Mr. Albaugh, it strikes me—and I have some 
information on the subject—will be very largely in excess of the 
amount stated by the Senator from Missouri, because if Mr. Al- 
baugh is ounnalal to abandon his project he must settle with his 
contractors, and he must settle with the troupes he has already 
engaged, or else his reputation as a business man and a manager 
will bedestroyed. Reputation is valuable capital to any man, and 
especially to a man like Mr. Albaugh, who is said never to have 
broken his word in thirty years of business and professional expe- 
rience. 

I agree with the contention that, when the public necessities 
require it, private interests must give way to public interests. 
The Government can practically confiscate private property; but, 
after all, my feeling of justice and right compels me to say that I 
have a great deal of sympathy for the man who leased this prop- 
erty when the Government would not purchase it, and who is now 
going to be dispossessed by the action of Congress, if this amend- 
ment becomes a law. 

My impression is, and I have talked with some experts on this 
question, that expert testimony will show that, to enable Mr. 
Albaugh to settle with his contractors and indemnify the troupes 
with which he has made contracts, it will take a sum as large as 
that which is proposed to be paid to Mrs. Blaine for this prop- 
erty. So the Government will be fortunate, in my judgment, if 
it gets out of this business at a cost of $300,000, or $30 a square 
foot for that piece of property, which was offered to the Govern- 
ment for about $6 a foot, and declined time after time. 

Let us look, Mr. President, a little further. The Corcoran Art 
Gallery property, with a fireproof building covering nearly the 
entire ground, having a frontage of 107 feet, with a depth of 160 
feet, making over 17,000 square feet in all, or nearly twice the 
amount of land in the Blaine property, is in the market, and can 
be bought, with the building, for less than $300,000. 

I have heard a great deal of talk about erecting a magnificent 
building, and have read a great deal about it, for the Depart- 
ment of Justice in the city of Washington. It has been proposed 
to put it on the ground opposite the present magnificent Library 
Building. The three squares of ground north of the present 
Library Building have been talked of for that purpose, and when 
the streets there are closed, whenever those three squares are ac- 
quired, so as to make the same area as the Library building site, 
it will give an area of over 400,000 square feet, or forty times as 
much as there is in the so-called Blaine lot, and all of that prop- 
erty, I understand, can be purchased for about $700,000. The 
Library building site cost $565,000. 

I have observed that the Senate Committee on Public Buildings 
and Grounds have previous to this Congress reported in favor of 
the purchase of that ground for the purpose of constructing a 
building for the Department of Justice, in which is to be located, in 
addition to the Attorney-General’s Office, the Supreme Court of 
the United States, the court of appeals, the Court of Claims, the 
Interstate Commerce Commission the law library now in the 
Capitol building, a set of the United States Government publica- 
tions, and the publications of the various States, so that there 
will be one place in the United States where the publications of 
the Federal Government and the various States can be found 
under one roof for the use of lawyers and others coming to the 
capital. I believe that building will be erected, sooner or later, 
whether we buy this property or not. 

Mr. MORRILL. I will say to my friend from New Hampshire 
that there is an amendment pending for that purpose in this bill. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Precisely. Hence the contention that this 
property is to be bought because we wish to enlarge the present 
building for the Department of Justice falls to the ground. No 
such purpose, I apprehend, is contemplated. Thereisa vague and 
shadowy and gauzy feeling in the mind of somebody that some 
time in the dim and distant future the Government may want this 
property for some purpose or other. Nothing practical has yet 
come to this project for the reason that the Treasury has been 
short of money, and I believe the Senator from Vermont [Mr. 
MORRILL] who has just addressed the Senate on this subject, and 
others who are interested in this project, while an amendment 
will be offered to this bill looking to the acquirement of this prop- 
erty, do not expect to get it this year, but will wait another year, 
or until such time as the Library building is completed, and then 
ask for the purchase of this most desirable tract for this most de- 
sirable purpose. 

Mr. President, as a member of the Committee on the District 
of Columbia, I have contended in season and out of season that 
the places of amusement in this city should be made absolutely 
safe for the men, women, and children who go there to be amused. 
We have made some improvements in that direction, but I say 
here to-day that investigations which I have recently made have 
fully satisfied me that there is not in the city of Washingten a 
place of public amusement which is safe against a great calamity 
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which may overtake, and will overtake, this community sooner 
or later. 

Mr. Albaugh leased this property in good faith, has pulled down 
the buildings, and made his contracts. He has now a force of 
men at work preparing the ground for the construction of an iron 
fireproof opera house, which will be modern in all its appoint- 
ments, and which will, for the first time in the history of Wash- 
ington, give the people of this great city, as well as the nonresi- 
dents who are temporarily here, a place of amusement where they 
can safely take their families of an evening. 

Mr. President, some Senators talk about the accessories which 
will surround a building of this kind. It must not be forgotten 
that every detail, so far as the building is concerned, is under the 
control and direction of the Commissioners of the District of 
Columbia, and I do not apprehend that in the constructing of an 
opera house in that part of the city the Commissioners will fail 
to see that every a is taken to abate anything and every- 
thing which could possibly become a nuisance to the people re- 
siding in that part of the city or to the people of the District of 
Columbia in general. 

I said in the beginning, Mr. President, and I will repeat it, that 
Tam not vain enough to suppose that any words of mine will lead 
to a rejection of this amendment; but having, after careful con- 
sideration, felt it my duty to vote against the amendment, I have 
felt it also my duty, in these few moments, to give my reasons for 
voting against it. Il wish that it might be rejected, as I regard the 
amendment as unnecessary and mischievous, but,have little hope 
that my views will prevail. 

Mr. McLAURIN, Mr. President, I have but one suggestion to 
make with reference to this amendment. It seems to me that it 
is not a good business transaction for the Government of the 
United States. IfI understand theSenator from Maine [Mr. HALE] 
Mrs. Blaine, the would-be vendor in this contract, is not willing to 
make a warranty title, she is not willing to warrant the convey- 
ance she makes to the United States Government. If I under- 
stand the Senator from New Hampshire [Mr. GALLINGER], in the 
ninety-nine-year lease which she has made to Paul D. Connor, 
and which he has subleased to Albaugh, there is a provision that 
the remainder shall go to her heirs. If that be true, then she has 
no title or interest in this property except the right to the rents, 
issues, and profits for the next ninety-nine years. So if the Gov- 
ernment of the United States acquires her title—and that is all 
which is provided for in the amendment—the Government of the 
United States will only have a lease of ninety-nine years after the 

yroperty shall have been condemned, the interest which Albaugh 

bas in it, and for which he has paid the sum of $30,000 or $100,000, 
or whatever it may be as being the value of his interest in the 
lease. 

It does not seem to me that it is good policy for the Government 
of the United States to acquire any real estate, unless it acquires 
a fee-simple title. It does occur to me that in a transaction of 
this kind, where the Government is not to receive a warranty 
title, where it is only to receive a quitclaim title of some person, 
I do not know whom, there ought to be by the Department of 
Justice an examination and investigation of the title, and the 
judgment of that Department should be passed upon the question 
of what kind of title the United States is getting. It seems to 
me that before Congress shall vote an appropriation of money that 
much ought to be done. Surely, I would not make such an ar- 
rangement if it was my own private property; surely I would not 
expend $150,000 for the purchase of a quitclaim, or any other kind 
of title, unless I had investigated it or employed my attorney to 
investigate and pronounce upon the title I was acquiring. 

Mr. President, I wish to call attention to another provision of 
this amendment, and I ask Senators to examine it, and that is, 
the amendment leaves no option with the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury, the Department of Justice, or anybody else, as to what shall 
be done under this section if it ever becomes a law. It will then 
be his duty to pay the $150,000 for whatever title Mrs. Blaine has, 
or whatever interest she may have in the title to this land. If it 
is a ninety-nine-year lease for the rents, profits, and issues for 
ninety-nine years, $150,000 will have to be paid by the Govern- 
ment. If she has no interest at all in it, neither the Department 
of Justice nor the Department of the Treasury can raise any 
question of her right to receive this $150,000, because that will 
have then become a law, and she will be entitled to receive it 
upon her executing a deed conveying whatever title and interest 
she has in this property. Let us see how the amendment reads: 

Which sum shall be — by the Secretary of the Treasury to Harriet Stan- 
wood Blaine, her legal representatives or oasigns, upon the execution and 
delivery by her of a proper deed to be approved by the Attorney-General— 

Not the title to be approved, but the deed to be approved— 
conveying her title to said lot, subject to a ninety-nine-year lease thereof 
executed by her to one Paul D. Connor, to the Uni States. 

Upon her executing a deed, which deed, not the title, is to be 
approved by the Attorney-General, it is the duty then of the Gov- 
ernment to pay her $150,000. It does seem to me that a careful 


FEBRUARY 25, 


drawing of this provision ought to have left out all after the word 
‘** lot,” in line 20, and before the word “‘ and,” inline 21. If it pro- 
vides for the conveyance of her title, and her title only, then it is 
not only subject to a ninety-nine-year lease, but subject to any 
other claim in equity or any other conveyance that she may 
have made. If this is done, it would be subject to the remainder, 
which would go to her heirs, because she has conveyed that away. 
If the Senator from New Hampshire is correct in his statement of 
his belief of whatthis lease contains, she has conveyed everything 
away, except her right to the rents, issues, and profits for the next 
ninety-nine years. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Berry in the chair). The 
question is on the amendment offered by the Senator from Mis- 
sissippi [Mr. GEoRGE] to the amendment of the committee. 
{Putting the question.] The noes seem to have it. 

Mr. McLAURIN. I call for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered; and the Secretary proceeded 
to call the roll. 

Mr. McLAURIN (when his name was called). I have a gen- 
eral pair with the junior Senator from Rhode Island [Mr. Drxon], 
but I transfer that pair to the Senator from South Carolina [Mr. 
IrBy], and vote ‘‘ yea.” 

Mr. PALMER (when his name was called). As the Senator 
from North Dakota [Mr. HANsBROUGH], with whom I am paired, 
is not present, I withhold my vote. 

Mr. PASCO (when his name was called). I am paired with the 
Senator from North Carolina [Mr. PrircHarp]. In his absence 
I withhold my vote. 

The roll cali was concluded. 

Mr. WASHBURN. Iam paired on this vote with the Senator 
from Washington [Mr. Witson]. If he were present I should 
vote ‘f nay.” 

Mr. GIBSON. On this question I am paired with the junior 
Senator from Michigan [Mr. Burrows] and therefore withhold 
my vote. 

Mr. COKE. Iam paired with the Senator from Oregon or 
DoLPpH]. Not knowing how he would vote if present, I withhold 
my vote. 

Mr. McLAURIN (after having voted in the affirmative). Ian- 
nounced a transfer of my pair with the junior Senator from Rhode 
Island [Mr. Drxon] to the Senator from South Carolina [| Mr. 
te The Senator from South Carolina having since entered 
the Chamber and voted I withdraw my vote. 

Mr. MORRILL (after having voted in the negative). Iask if 
the Senator from Tennessee [Mr. Harris] has voted. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. He has not voted. 

Mr. MORRILL. Then I withdraw my vote, as I am paired 
with that Senator. 

Mr. McLAURIN. I transfer my pair with the Senator from 
Rhode Island [Mr. Drxon] to the Senator from Arkansas [Mr. 
JONES] and will let my vote in the affirmative stand. 

The result was announced—yeas 22, nays 29; as follows: 


YEAS—22, 
ieey. Mills, Roach, 
Kyle, Mitchell of Oreg. Squire, 
Lindsay effer, alsh, 
McLaurin, Perkins, White. 
George, Mantle, Platt, 
Hunton, Martin, Pugh, 
NAYS—29. 
Aldrich, Dubois, MeMillan, Teller, 
Allison, Frye, McPherson, Vest, 
Blackburn, Gorman, Manderson, ilas 
Blanchard, Gray, Murphy, Voorhees, 
Brice, Hale, Proctor, Wolcott. 
Cameron, Hawley, uay, 
Chandler, Hill, nsom, 
Cockrell, Lodge, Smith, 
NOT VOTING—37. 
Jones of Ark. Sherman, 
Jones of Nev. Shoup, 
Butler, Dolph, Mitchell of Wis. Stewart, 
Caffery, Faulkner, Morgan, Turpie, 
Camden, Gibson, Morrill, Washburn, 
Carey, Gordon, Palmer, Wilson of lowa 
Clark, Hansbrough, Pasco, Wilson of Wash. 
Coke, Harris, Pettigrew, 
Cullom, Higgins, Power, 
Daniel, Hoar, Pritchard, 


So the amendment to the amendment was rejected. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing to 
the amendment of the Senator from California [Mr. WHITE] to 
the committee amendment, which will be read. 

The SECRETARY. After the words ‘‘ United States,” in line 21 
of the committee amendment, insert: 

And also conveying the rent, issues, and profits of said property — 

Mr. HALE. I suggest that we insert right there ‘‘under said 
lease.” 

The SECRETARY— 
under said lease, from the date of said purchase. 


Allen, Davis, 
Burrows, Dixon, 
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Mr.HALE. Thatisright. Thereisno objection to that amend- 
ment. 
The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE, 


A message from the House of nnn by Mr. T. O. 
Tow gs, its Chief Clerk, announced that the House had agreed to 
the amendment of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 4507) for the relief 
of Witherby & Gaffney, with amendments; in which it requested 
the concurrence of the Senate. 

The message also announced that the House had agreed to the 
report of the committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of 
the two Houses on the amendments of the House to the bill (S. 
444) making the surveyor of the District of Columbia a salaried 
officer, and to provide for more efficient service in the surveyor’s 
office. 


WITHERBY & GAFFNEY. 

Mr. PASCO. Iask that the action of the House of Represent- 
atives on the bill for the relief of Witherby & Gaffney may be 
laid before the Senate. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER laid before the Senate the action 
of the House of Representatives on the bill (H. R. 4507) for the 
relief of Witherby & Gaffney, agreeing to the amendment of the 
Senate, with amendments. 

The first amendment of the House of Representatives was, in 
line 30 of the first amendment, after the word ‘‘aforesaid,” to 
insert: 

Provided, That in no event shall a sum exceeding $5,414.28 be allowed 
against the Government. 

The next amendment was, in line 35 of the first amendment, 
after the word “‘ appropriated,” to insert ‘‘ not exceeding $5,414.28.” 

Mr. PASCO. The amendments do not essentially change the 
bill. They are proper amendments, and I ask the Senate to con- 
cur in them. 

The amendments were concurred in. 


POST-OFFICE APPROPRIATION BILL. 
Mr. BLACKBURN submitted the following report: 


The committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses 
on the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 8272) making appropria- 
tions for the service of the Post-Office Department for the fiscal year ending 
June 30, 1896, having met, after full and free conference have agreed to 
recommend to their respective Houses as follows: 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendments of the 
Senate numbered 1, 2, and 4, and agree to the same. 

On the amendment of the Senate numbered 3 the committee of conference 
have been unable to agree. 

JO. C. 8. BLACKBURN, 
A. P. GORMAN, 
Managers on the part of the Senate. 


JOHN 8. HENDERSON, 
EDW. J. DUNPHY, 
E. F. LOUD, 
Managers on the part of the House. 

The report was concurred in. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. I move that the Senate insist upon its 
amendment and ask for a further conference with the House of 
Representatives. There is only one amendment upon which the 
conferees have not agreed. 

The motion was agreed to. 

By unanimous consent, the Vice-President was authorized to 
appoint the conferees on the part of the Senate; and Mr. BLAcK- 
BURN, Mr. GORMAN, and Mr. CULLOM were appointed. 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE, 


A message from the House of ees by Mr. T. O. 
TowLk&s, its Chief Clerk, announced that the House had disagreed 
to the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 8479) making 
appropriations for current and contingent expenses of the Indian 
Department and fulfilling treaty stipulations with various Indian 
tribes for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1896, and for other pur- 
poses; asked a conference with the Senate on the disagreeing 
votes of the two Houses thereon, and had appointed Mr. HoLman, 
Mr. ALLEN, and Mr, PICKLER managers at the conference on the 
part of the House. 


INDIAN APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. COCKRELL. I ask the Chair to lay before the Senate the 
— = the House of Representatives on the Indian appropria- 

on bill. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate the action of the 
House of Representatives on the bill (H.R. 8479) making appro- 
priations for current and contingent expenses of the Indian De- 
partment and fulfilling treaty stipulations with various Indian 
tribes for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1896, and for other pur- 
poses, disagreeing to the amendments of the Senate and requesting 
a conference with the Senate on the disagreeing votes of the two 
Houses on the bill and amendments. 

Mr.COCKRELL. I move thatthe Senate insist upon its amend- 
ments and accede to the request for a conference. 

The motion was agreed to. 


By unanimous consent, the Vice-President was authorized to 
appoint the conferees on the part of the Senate; and Mr. CALL, 
r. COCKRELL, and Mr. TELLER were appointed. 


PROPOSED EVENING SESSION. 


Mr. COCKRELL. While the Senate is quite full, I desire to 
state that about 6 o’clock this evening I shall hope that the Senate 
will take a recess until § o’clock, and then continue in session 
untii 10 or 11 considering the pending bill. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. And nothing else. 

Mr. COCKRELL. And nothing else. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I suggest to the Senator from Missouri to 
make the recess from 5 or half past 5. 

Mr. BLACKBURN (to Mr. CocKRELL). 
5 o'clock. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Six o'clock. 

Mr. GALLINGER. That gives us a very short time. 

Mr. HALE. Say half past 5 o’clock. 

Mr. COCKRELL. About that time. 

Mr. HALE. That is better. 


SUNDRY CIVIL APPROPRIATION BILL. 


The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the con- 
sideration of the biil (H. R. 8518) making appropriations for sundry 
civil expenses of the Government for the fiscal year ending June 
30, 1896, and for other purposes. 

Mr. PALMER. The amendment proposed by the Senator from 
Mississippi [Mr. GEORGE] tothe amendment having been rejected, 
I beg to know if I am now giving the proper construction to the 
amendment: 

Which sum shall be ~~ by the Secretary of the ay to Harriet Stan- 
wood Blaine, her legal representatives or assigns, upon the execution and 
delivery by her of a proper deed to be approved by the Attorney-General 
conveying her title to said lot. 

Iask now if any Senator is prepared, if the Committee on Ap- 
propriations or any other committee of this body is prepared to 
say that the title of Mrs. Blaine to this property is absolutely per- 
fect? By the terms of the amendment all that she can be required 
to do is to execute a quitclaim deed, as we sayin Illinois. The 
amendment provides that she shall, by a proper deed, convey her 
title to the United States. Unnecessarily, | think, the very im- 
portant duty has been delegated to the Attorney-General of in- 
quiring whether her quitclaim deed isin proper form—a duty that 
might be delegated, 1 think, to any fairly respectable notary pub- 
lic or justice of the peace. But the Attorney-General is not 
charged with the duty of investigating her title. We are paying 
here $150,000 for the quitclaim deed of Mrs. Blaine to this prop- 
erty. 

I ask the question, is any Senator prepared to say that her title 
is perfect? I think in all the bills that we have passed in relation 
to the acquisition of property by the United States for the con- 
struction of public buildings it is provided that the sufficiency of 
the title shall be determined by the Attorney-General. In this 
case we walk by faith. We do not propose to delegate to any per- 
son the duty of passing upon the title. One hundred and fifty 
thousand dollars of the money of the United States Government 
is proposed by the amendment to be given for the quitclaim deed 
of Mrs. Blaine. I ask if there is a Senator here who will consent 
in his own proper — to buy property in that way? Is this 
$150,000 of so much less consequence than the acquisition of a 
site for a public building in any of the minor towns in any of the 
States of the Union? 

I have said all I desire to say in regard to the condemnation, but 
I observe that my friend from Delaware [Mr. Gray] is present, to 
whose remarks I shall reply briefly. The Senator from Delaware 
has the reputation of being, as he is in fact, a distinguished lawyer. 
He has had occasion often, no doubt, to proceed or prepare pro- 
ceedings, or examine proceedings for susiibeaeedion in the courts 
of his own State, perhaps in the Federal courts also. I ask that 
Senator this question, he may answer it if he pleases: Did any 
lawyer ever prepare a petition for the condemnation of property 
for public purposes without stating in the bill or petition what 
the —— was? I have had very considerable connection with 
condemnation proceedings in Illinois, and I have always supposed 
it to be necessary that the distinct and exact public purpose for 
which property is taken shall be stated. How much it may be 
contested I am not prepared to say, but I venture to say that no 
lawyer in this body ever prepared a petition or bill for the con- 
demnation of property for public use without having stated what 
that use was. 

I submit to the Senate and the lawyers of the Senate, if any Sen- 
ator here was about to prepare, under the pending bill, a petition 
to a court in the District, what purpose would he indicate as being 
that for which the Government seeks to acquire the property? 
Would he say for a Supreme Court building; for the extension of 
the Department of Justice; or would he state that it was desired 
or sought to be acquired because it was thought that the theater 
would be offensive to the President, or that a theater would be 


Make it from half past 
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injurious to the neighborhood? What wouldit be? There would Mr. HALE. It reads in line 13, ‘‘said premises being hereby 
be a negative condemnation there—condemned because the owner | appropriated for the use of the United States for such buildings.” 
would employ it for some improper purpose. That seems to me | That is a direct designation of the use to which it shall be put, 
to be the statement of this argument. It is not that the property | without describing the particular building. I think that will 
is needed now, but the public purpose for which this amendment | cover the point. 
is proposed is because the property may be used offensively to Mr. PALMER. Iam not prepared at this moment to determine 
some interest of the public. whether that would be a sufficient designation by the legislative 
Of course, Mr. President, I am deploring the necessity of this | authority of a public use. But that is not the purpose for which 
attempt to condemn the interests of this lessee. Ido not know | I took the floor originally. I insist, as a wise, precautionary 
what the rule of damages would be in sucha case. Idonot know | measure, that some investigation of this title should be had. [ 
how to determine the value of the lease. It has been suggested | had hoped that the proper committee had given the matter some 
by the Senator from New Hampshire that contracts have been | attention, and that some member of the committee could say we 
made. Ido not know whether that would come within any just | are buying a fee-simple title when we buy something subject to 
rule of condemnation or not. I know what the friends of this | the lease. I felt no embarrassment about the provision being sub- 
measure may defineas being of publicuse. Thephrase‘‘ public use” | ject to the lease. 
is rather negative than otherwise. It is to preserve it from pri- Mr. HALE. The Senator and the Senate may as well under- 
vate use, or en improper private use. I swy what these purposes | stand that the only flaw upon the title is a technical flaw that can 
are for which these men must give up their rights I do not know. | not be removed, if it exists at all. It is a small fractional part, 
Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. May te apne to the Senator from | represented by an elderly person who is insane, who has no power 
Nlinois, in addition (because I agree fully with what the Senator | of removing it. Mr. Blaine bought with the knowledge of that, 
has been saying as far as I am concerned), that in order tocondemn | not believing that it was significant inthe purchase. But if the 
this property it is necessary in the complaint to state not only that | amendment to the amendment, which requires an absolute unquali- 
the property is desired for public use, but the particular use for | fied titleis put throughand the matter is submitted to the Attorney- 
which it is desired must be stated. Then if the court hold that | General, he will undoubtedly decide that it is not-a perfect title. 
that statement designates a public use, that is an issue that is not | While itis good enough and complete enough, and there never 
traversible, but in order to make it an issue that is not traversible | will be any trouble, there never will be any risk, it will not, under 
it must be stated. the practice of the Attorney-General’s Department, be decided to 

Mr. PALMER. I understand the law to be well settled that | be what is called a perfect title. The Senate may as well under- 
where the proper authority has determmed upon the appropriation | stand that if the amendment is left in that way it is the end of the 
of private property, that is not traversible. whole proposition. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. It is not traversible. Mr. FRYE. I ask my colleague if that was not inspected by the 

Mr.PALMER. But I understand it must be stated, because the | lessee? 
court must proceed without a jury. It is nota question for the Mr. HALE. Fully, completely, both by Mr. Blaine when he 
jury, but the court must, from the bill or complaint, determine | bought and by the lessee, and it was not considered, although it 
whether the use is public or not. technically exists, as of any account in fixing the value of the 

I wish to submit gravely to the Senator from Delaware if, as | land. 

a lawyer, he were to-day the Attorney-General of the United Mr. LINDSAY. I will ask the Senator from Maine if Mr. 
States (and he deserves a much better place, for I should much | Blaine received a warranty deed? 

prefer seeing him a judge rather than the Attorney-General), and Mr. HALE. Hedid not get this thatIspeak of. Nobody could 
if he were to undertake to prepare a petition to show the particu- | give this title; nobody could make it. 

lar use the judge might pass upon, what would he say? Mr. LINDSAY. Did the vendor to Mr. Blaine convey the en- 

Mr. GRAY. 1donot know that the point of the criticism of | tire property and did he warrant the title to Mr. Blaine? 
the Senator from Illinois is just, but I would suggest that the ex- Mr.HALE. No; there was this nominal, and only nominal, flaw. 
planation made by the Senator from Iowa [Mr. ALLISON] a while Mr.WHITE. Will the Senator from Maine allow me to ask him 
ago would seem to come within the four corners of a good reason | aquestion? If the Senator has examined the deed from the grantor 
why this language is sufficient for a proceeding in condemnation. | of Mr. Blaine, did the deed simply purport to transfer the right, 
The Senator from Iowa has stated that the Government of the | title, and interest of the vendor, or did it purport to convey the 
United States already owns the vacant corner adjacent to the De- | title to the specific property? 
partment of Justice, and that this lot separates it from a public Mr. HALE. I have not examined it lately. I think it gives a 
alley some 50 or 60 feet away; and that unless the Government of | warranty deed with the exception of that small interest which 
the United States owns the property that is now in question it will | stands in this disabled person. 
practically diminish the area of available building space already Mr. WHITE. Then it would appear that there is an actual ex- 
owned by the United States, because it is a policy pursued in- | ception of an interest; that is, that there is upon the face of tho 
variably, so far as I know, in regard to buildings of the United | Blaine deed an exception of an interest. 

States in other places than the city of Washington, that there is Mr.HALE. Thetitlecarries the reversionary interest whenever 
required to be at least 4@ feet space all around a public building, | that falls in. That is all complete. But during the life of that 
that it may be protected from the risks of fire and may have that | person the interest of that person can not be conveyed by anyone. 
area in which to protect itself from encroachment otherwise. Mr. STEWART. Such a condition would not prevent the 
So unless we can describe as a public use the acquisition of land | United States from getting a good title. Proceedings can be had 
that will increase the holding, we have already for the purpose of | and the court can take care of any title that may be out. 

giving us this required area a public use worthy of consideration. Mr. HALE. If necessary that can be done afterwards. Of 
It would seem that the United States is more hampered and handi- | course it is not a real obstruction. 

capped in this matter than we have here —- It to be, and that Mr. STEWART. Where there is public necessity to have the 
from reading the language of the memorial by the lessee, it is the | property for —s use, no matter how the title is situated, the 
United States that is helpless and not this lessee. court can make a perfect title. 

Mr. PALMER. Mr. President, the United States is not help- Mr. PALMER. Isupposed we were making just compensation. 
less, but the public use must be first determined by law. It may | The Senator's proposition is that the United States may hereafter 
be said arguendo that this property would be convenient for many | perfect its title by condemnation proceedings. 
purposes, but until this Legislature has declared the legal necessity Mr. STEWART. They can do it in this proceeding. They can 
either in express terms or by some necessary implication, no con- | condemn this particular property and close out every interest. 
demnation can take place. I venture to say asa matter of law Mr. PALMER. The amendment does not so provide. 
that no proceeding for the condemnation of the rights of this Mr. STEWART. They can provide for it; and that is usual. 
lessee is possible upon the existing state of the law. Why condemn Mr. PALMER. But this person, whose name has not been men- 
his interest? tioned, but whose condition has been described, would be entitled 

Mr. GRAY. Will the Senator from Dlinois allow me? to compensation for whatever his or her interest may be; and that 

Mr. PALMER. With great pleasure. would S a sum to be paid in addition to the $150,000. I grant if 

Mr. GRAY. Admitting the force, as I did a while ago, of the | the public use is declared it operates for all time, and that the 

iticism in some respects, although I do not think a court would | public right is paramount to every species of title or interest; but 
adjudge the petition void or incompetent by reason of not more Soa we are to get Mrs. Blaine’s title. We may perfect that title 
specifically stating the use, I do think that there ought to be a | by proceedings against others, but we pay her $150,000, a sum 
specific statement of public use; and I oe to imsert as an | which the Senator from Missouri says is toomuch. We may get 
amendment,in line 15, after the word ‘‘dollars” and before the | titte by buying of other people, by condemnation proceedings. 
word *‘ which,” the following: How much would it cost to extinguish this other title? I repeat 

For the erection of the buildings for the De tof Justice or for the | thut none of us would engage in an operation the twentieth part 
transaction of other public business of the Un States. of the importance of this without assuring ourselves by all the ap- 

Mr. PALMER. I am not prepared to say whether that would | prupriate means of the absolute perfectness of the title. 
bring the case within the established legal rules or not. In respect to the amendment proposed by the Senator from 














1895. 


Delaware, making some formal declaration of a public use, i have 
not yet examined that amendment and am not prepared to ex- 
8S an opinion as to whether it is proper. 

Mr. GRAY. I offer that amendment. 

Mr. HALE. Let us see where it comes in. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment will be stated. 

The Secretary. After the word “dollars,” line 15, page 11, 
insert: 

For the erection of buildings for the De ent of Justice, or for the 
transaction of other public business of the United States. 

Mr.WHITE. Mr. President, I think it is obvious—it is at least 
obvious to me—that this property ought to be acquired by the 
United States. I judge that from an inspection of the ground. 
But I differ somewhat with reference to the procedure to be em- 
ployed and the details suggested for carrying out theplan. Under 
ordinary circumstances it seems to me that the way a business 
man would act in this affair would be to provide for a condemna- 
tion suit, makingall parties in interest defendants or respondents, 
as the case may be; to bring them into court and force them to set 
up their respective titles and then apportion the money to be paid, 
taking as a basis the absolute fee of the whole estate. Of course 
the lessee can not expect to get more money than is paid to the 
owner of the fee. On the other hand, the owner of the fee ought 
not to get more for her title than the entire value of the whole 
estate. 

It appears that the objection to the amendment suggested by 
the Senator from Mississippi is that if we submit this matter to 
the scrutiny of a lawyer he will report that the title is not perfect; 
and it appears that the imperfection consists in the fact that there 
is a portion of the title vested in some other person. How much 
we are not informed. 

Mr. President, it appears to me that this is a most slipshod man- 
ner of purchasing or attempting to purchase real estate. Cer- 
tainly we would not in our private affairs proceed in such a way. 
There is not a Senator upon this floor who knows, or if he knows 
he has not told us, how much of this titleis in an uncertain condi- 
tion. We are told that it is a small interest. How small? How 
great? What appears small to the Senator from Maine may seem 
very great to me, or vice versa. At least we ought to know what 
weare buying. If we are getting a good title to three-fourths, or 
five-sixths, or nineteen-twentieths of this estate, all right. Then 
we should provide for the Government proceeding to condemn 
the balance. 

I amin favor of acquiring title to this precy, but I am not in 
favor of proceeding in such a way as to leave an interest entirely 
apart from these proceedings vested in some individual and con- 
cerning which there may be trouble hereafter. Nolawyer would 
advise a client to do such a thing as that. Is there any Senator 
here used to passing upon titles to realty who would say to his 
client, ‘‘ Why, John Jones has some interest in this property, but 
I have heard from Bill Smith that the interest is a small one; go 
ahead, and probably you will never be annoyed hereafter; and if 
you are annoyed I am assured by a friend of mine around the cof- 
ner that the annoyance will be of a small character?” 

Mr. HALE. Let me remind the Senator again that in the last 
four years two very shrewd transactions were conducted and this 
property was examined into, and it was not considered that this 
technical incumbrance was of any account or abated in any de- 
gree from the value paid for the property. It is not a vague, con- 
jectural thing, as the Senator indicates, that may swamp almost 
the entire value of the property or embarrass the Government. 
When Mr. Blaine bought he went into it thoroughly. He found 
there was this technical defect, and only technical, that could not 
be removed, and he never paid a dollar less for the property be- 
cause of it. Nobody ever will. 

When the contract was made with the present owner, Mrs. 
Blaine, for the lease upon which the parties bought and proposed 
to ro a valuable property, they examined into it wee thoroughly 
and found that while it was there existing and could not be re- 
moved it amounted to nothing. It was not estimated at all; it 
did not reduce the value. If the Government takes it it will 
never be troubled; there will never be any necessity of any pro- 
ceeding; but it is right and properthat I should have stated there 
is this defect, which amounts to nothing as a barrier. 

Mr. VOORHEES. Let me ask the Senator from Maine a ques- 
tion. Has this flaw in the title ever prevented a sale between 
private parties or any transaction in regard to this property be- 
tween a parties heretufore? 

Mr. LE. Not in the least. Whoever has investigated it 
has found it has faded away and has not been considered as worth 
a moment’s consideration, although it does stand there and will 
stand for the few remaining years of the life of this person, an old 
woman. I do not even know the exact proportionate part. It is 
~ small, so small that it has never cut a figure. 

r. WHITE. If the Senator from Maine could guarantee that 
this insane lady would remain so (and it seems that it is a chronic 
case) and that there would be no guardian appointed, perhaps we 
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might rest in security; but I suggest that the mere fact that the 
owner of the property is not mentally competent would not make 
the average person feel secure in his estate if proceedings might 
be taken to a probate or surrogate court to have an inquiry insti- 
tuted and redeem or recover the fractional part of an estate which 
she owns. 

Mr. HALE. All the other parties to whom this lady’s interest 
would descend have joined; the title is all closed up; it is only de- 
pendent upon that short life; and,as I have said, it does not cut 
any figure really. Of course, if Senators want to defeat this 
proposition and throw it off entirely, and do not think we ought 
to buy this property, they can take one reason or another for cp- 

ing it, and if it is thrown out then the present owner, Mrs. 

laine, will be thrown back to her lease. But it may as well be 

understood that if this is insisted upon no Attorney-General will 
certify that it is technically a complete and perfect title. 

Mr. WHITE. I desire to say to the Senator from Maine that I 
aim not antagonizing this purchase. Iam in favor of it and ex- 
pect to vote for it; but Iam trying to make the matter as nearl 
perfect as practicable. In other words, I would dislike very muc 
to be a party to a transaction which would result in the Govern- 
ment of the United States afterwards ascertaining that it had not 
obtained the absolute title to property for which it had paid the 
full value, the generous value. For that reason I have made these 
suggestions. 

Let us grant even that the Attorney-General can not report 
that the title is perfect; at least he can tell us how much we have. 
No one here can do that. We know that the interest is small, 
because other parties have bought, but it is a purchase upon faith, 
which ought never to be advised by any intelligent lawyer. We 
are here paying for it, because some one else has done certain 
things in reference to the real estate, and for that reason I be- 
lieve we are acting improvidently. 

I suggested some time ago an amendment which was practi- 
cally adopted, which removed the objection that was raised by 
the Senator from Mississippi concerning the rental value of the 
estate. I believe the purchase will prove a good one for the 
United States. If we ascertain that there is an outstanding in- 
terest in somebody there is no provision made by the amendment 
for condemnation proceedings. If we adopt the amendment we 
will provide that the lessee’s interest may be condemned, what- 
ever that may be. I think it would be greatly over $30,000,-but 
that is not by amy means determinative with me of the merit of 
the proposition. There is no provision made here for the acqnui- 
sition of anything save Mrs. Blaine’s title and the lessee’s title. 

Mr. WOLCOTT. It seems to me the suggestions of the Senator 
from California, while they sound important, are really rather 
trifling. Herearesome individuals who have time and again nego- 
tiated with each other for the purchase of this property; people 
who could not condemn under the law. They were not corpora- 
tions who acquire the right to avail themselves of the exercise of 
the right of eminent domain. The title was good enough for 
them, and they have bought just as if there were no question of a 
leasehold interest oranything else. This property, we will say, was 
still owned by Mrs. Blaine as it was immediately after Mr. Biaine’s 
death, and if theGovernment wanted to buy it as an addition to the 
ground which might be eventually needed for the Attorney-Gen- 
eral’s Office, we would not be haggling over the terms of the title. 
If it was a title good enough for these other people it will be good 
enough forus. There is not a railroad corporation or any institu- 
tion in the country that can exercise the right of eminent domain 
that does not again and again avail itself of just such titles. 

The Senator from California would suggest that this is the last 
time we can ever exercise the right of eminent domain. I do not 
suppose he seriously intends for us to believe that if there is 
some small outstanding title left in this property the Government 
is liable to be ousted of its title, for I suppose there wiil be future 
sessions after this and after he and I have passed out of Con- 

ss, and if it is mecessary to exercise further the right of the 
overnment a law can be passed for that purpose. 

It may be true, possibly it is true that this is not the cleanest 
and best title we could wish it to be. There are very few titles 
in cities of any age that are exactly what we would like them to 
be. But this has been good enough for very intelligent and clever 
people to rest purchases and sales upon. 

r. STEWART. For sixty years. 

Mr. WOLCOTT. I do not think it looks well in us if we really 
favor the purchase of this property to try to find some way out 
of it by imaginary obstacles which do not seem to have any prac- 
tical existence in deterring people from dealing with the property. 

Mr. VOORHEES. Will the Senator from Colorado allow me to 
make a single suggestion? Certainly the Government has just as 
much power to condemn for public use the title or interest of an 
imsane person as anybody else. 

Mr. WHITE. There is no doubt of it 

Mr. VOORHEES. They can come into court and be made par- 
ties and the transaction closed as to her just as well as to the rest. 
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Mr. WOLCOTT. That is correct. 

Mr. VOORHEES. If one-half of this property was owned 
by an insane person, let alone a mere fraction, it is just as easily 
deait with as the rest of the title. I see no difficulty about this 
matter. The government that wants property exercises its right 
of eminent domain and takes it. It does not make any difference 
whether the party is in condition to trade, compos or non compos, 
the government takes care of her interest in the whole transac- 
tion and takes the whole title, whatever it is. That is the way 
out of this. If the provision is not in ane to carry out that idea 
it should be put in shape, and there is very little trouble in doing it. 

Mr. WHITE. Mr. President, I do not dispute the proposition 
laid down by the Senator from Indiana. Of course it is familiar 
learning, if it can be called learning at all, that the interest of an 
insane person may be condemned in appropriate proceedings. Nor 
do I think that the Senator from Colorado could have sniereood 
me to say that this was the last chance to obtain such a title as 
the insane person might have. I made no such statement. My 
criticism upon this provision is that there is no arrangement made 
or suggested for the acquisition of this outstanding title. I sug- 
gest an amendment which will meet my views, because notwith- 
standing the remarks lately made I am in favor of the amend- 
ment and expect to vote for it whether I get my amendment to it 
adopted or not. 

Mr. HALE. Let us see what the Senator proposes. 

Mr. WHITE. After the word ‘ premises,” in line 24, page 11, 
I propose to insert: . 

Or any outstanding interest in the premises that may not be included 
as * ransferred by a deed as aforesaid from the said Harriet Stanwood 

Mr. HALE. That is all right. 

Mr. WHITE. In other words, this amendment confers the di- 
rect authority upon the officers of the Government if they find 
that there is any outstanding interest to proceed and to condemn 
it. If it is of a trivial value there will be a trivial recovery. 

Mr. HALE. There is no objection to that amendment to the 
amendment. Let it be adopted. 

Mr. LINDSAY. Mr. President, we have this case here. So 
far as Mrs. Blaine is concerned it is to be a matter of bargain 
and sale. Mrs. Blaine is to be paid the full value of the property, 
and we are told that whilst there is a technical defect in her title 
it is so infinitesimal that it does not depreciate the value of the 

property at all. Yet we are asked to pay the full purchase price 
in cash, and the vendee is to take the chances of the outstanding 
title rather than the vendor. 

Mr. WOLCOTT. Will the Senator from Kentucky allow me 
to make a suggestion to him? 

Mr. LINDSAY. Certainly. 

Mr. WOLCOTT. I have not heard anybody, except the Senator 
from Missouri, who gave a general estimate of values, say that 
Mrs. Blaine was to be paid the full value of the property nor do I 
think it is a fact. I think the Senator from Kentucky should un- 
derstand, if he does not already, that Mrs. Blaine does not want 
to sell her interest in this property. She is not here to sell the 
property. She prefers to be let alone, so far as she personally is 
concerned. She is not here as a suitor to Congress to pay her any 
sum for this property. She is secured in an annuity on the prop- 
erty paying her $5,000 a year. The value of that annuity running 
for ninety-nine years is said by actuaries to amount to $175,000. 
That is her position. We are notan eleemosynary institution for 
the benefit of Mrs. Blaine. That is not the purpose or the object 
of this amendment. 

Mr. LINDSAY. Ihave not yet heard it disputed that $150,000 
is the full market value of Sey: 

Mr. HALE. That is disputed. 

Mr. GRAY. By the computation of an actuary. 

Mr. HALE. The value not of the entire pe erty, but of the 
owner’s property, not the lease. The value of Mrs. Blaine’s prop- 
erty can be eo by an actuary as the value of any annuity 
can be computed, and it amounts to many thousands of dollars 
more than the sum fixed here, saying nothing of the right that the 
lessees have beyond that. Nobody can claim that the value of 
that property having been fixed by a fair trade it would ever be 
estimated to be less than $150,000 or considerably more than that 
amount. So I say it is pony ep that this property is not worth 
$150,000. It has proved to be worth a t deal more than that. 

Mr. LINDSAY. I think I may safely say that during the last 
five years it could have been bought for much less than $150,000. 

Mr. GALLINGER. If the Senator will permit me, it has been 
on the market for two years at a very much less price, and has not 
found a taker. 

Mr. LINDSAY. The point I want to make is that here seems 
to be a case of bargain and sale—and I will show it is not before I 
am through with it—in which the vendee pays the money and 
undertakes to risk the defect in the title, and the vendor receives 


the money and declines to warrant the title. If this —* has 


been sold time and again, and this outstanding defect been 
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regarded as infinitesimal, I want to know whether, in each case, 
the vendee has taken the risk and the vendor has declined to war- 
rant, or is the United States to be the first vendee that under- 
takes to risk the outstanding title and to accept a deed that does 
not contain a warranty. 

Mr. WOLCOTT. The vendee has not accepted. 

Mr. LINDSAY. The lessee has accepted a lease, and the Goy- 
ernment of the United States now proposes to buy a new title sub- 
ject to the lease, and to take the chance, without a warranty title, 
that this outstanding defect amounts to nothing. This presents 
another very curious phase. This amendment does not show that 
Mrs. Blaine has agreed to sell, but it puts the Government at her 
mercy, to buy at her will if she chooses to sell, without any guar- 
anty whatever that she will sell in case the Government chooses 
to buy. Why this unilateral agreement which binds the Govern- 
ment and leaves the vendor of the property absolutely free to sell, 
or not to sell, at her option? 

Why has not a commission been appointed to negotiate with 
Mrs. Blaine and ascertain what she is willing to do? Why has 
not a contract, which binds Mrs, Blaine as well as this amendment 
binds the Government, been entered into, so that we shall deal 
evenhanded with the vendor of this property? Why should the 
Government be bound and the vendee left absolutely free? I take 
it that Mrs. Blaine has not agreed to sell, and I take it that she will 
not agree to sell. This lease was made to Albaugh for an express 
purpose, and his intentions were known to Mrs. Blaine at the time 
the lease was made. It can not be that she intends voluntarily to 
enter into an arrangement with the Government whereby the 
Government will be able to defeat the very purpose for which the 
lease was made. 

Mr. HALE. Let me say there to the Senator that, so far as the 
uses of the property were concerned, it was not known at the time 
of the lease what was contemplated to be done with the propert 
by the lessee; the project for a theater had not then been mooted; 
other things had been suggested, but not that.- So that is an 
answer to what the Senator says about any purpose at the time of 
the lease to devote this land to the building of a theater. 

As to whether Mrs. Blaine is willing to sell the property and of 
the desirability of negotiating and making a contract with her, I 
will say to the Senator that this amount was fixed by the com- 
mittee because there had been full conference with Mrs. Blaine 
and her attorneys, and she has stated, as I have stated before, and 
as the Senator from Colorado stated, that she was not pushin 
this matter, but was willing to take this amount of $150,000, cnt 
deed the property to the Government for that. So there is no 
need for negotiations; it is plain sailing, and the Senate ought to 
understand it. It is nesirable to take this property at a fair rate, 
and the Government will get it and get the deed and get the re- 
mainder by condemnation. There need be no question about 
title. Mrs. Blaine’s interest is different from any other interest, 
and ought not to be put into condemnation. It is clearly esti- 
mated, and that is why the committee have taken this process for 
acquiring the property. 

Mr. LINDSAY. It was known at the time the lease was made 
that Albaugh was a theater man, and the public prints for the 
last twelve months—— 

Mr. HALE. Albaugh did not get into this transaction at the 
time. The lease runs to Paul D. Connor, and the talk was that the 
property was to be used for another purpose. Albaugh had noth- 
ing to do with it. He came on later. never heard of Albaugh 
at that time, nor did anybody else. The talk was that the prop- 
erty was to be for some other structure, perhaps an apartment 
house, or something of that kind. The theater project came in 
afterwards. 

Mr. LINDSAY. Ican not speak from personal knowledge of 
any of those things, but it is a notorious fact that the public press 
has been full during the last year of statements in regard. to Al- 
baugh’s attempt to secure property in the city upon which to 
build a theater. 

Mr. HALE. Not this property. 

Mr. LINDSAY. Not this particular property; but as soon as 
Albaugh came into the case and became the beneficiary of this 
lease it was announced that the property would be used for the- 
atrical purposes. But that is immaterial. 

The Senator says that Mrs. Blaine is willing to sell. She has 
made no contract to sell and she can change her mind to-morrow. 
Even if she had put her agreement in writing to sell it would not 
have bound her, because nobody representing the Government had 
the right to contract with her. So the Government agrees to buy 
and makes it the imperative duty of the Secretary of the Treasury 
to purchase and to pay, and it leaves Mrs. Blaine perfectly free to 
sell or not to sell. 

Now, we come to the question of condemnation. WhilstI raise 
no question of the power of the Government to condemn any and 
all property which may be necessary for public use, Ido deny the 
power of the Government to take the property of the citizen 
against his will, even for just compensation, merely upon thesup 
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position that five years hence, or ten years hence, the Government 
may want to use the property for a public purpose. The state- 
ment made by the Senator from Delaware [Mr. Gray], that the 
propriety of a present condemnation was apparent because five 
years hence the property would be worth much more, is the very 
reason we should not condemn at the present time. The Gov- 
ernment may take property when it needs it, but if property is 
likely to enhance in value during the time the Government does 
not need it the citizen is entitled to the benefit of that enhance- 
ment and not the Government, and any attempt of the Govern- 
ment to intervene to take the property in advance of the public 
necessity for the use of it is an arbitrary exercise of power which 
the Congress of the United States ought not to countenance, and 
which the Constitution does not countenance or contemplate. 

This is not merely the right of this man to have his interest in 
the realty paid for: but if he has made lawful contracts looking 
to a future use and those contracts are valuable he is entitled to 
be paid for them also, and if the deprivation of his power to con- 
nt this property results in his violation of contracts which he 
may be required to answer in damages, the Government must pay 
him for that injury as well as for the value of the property. So, 
if Mrs. Blaine’s interest in this property is worth $150,000, the 
interest of this man in the lease can not be worth less, as it is to 
run for ninety-nine years. 


_ Lhold to this: If this be a present use let us declare what that 


use is, and the amendment offered by the Senator from Delaware 
that at some time some public building may be, or will be, put 
upon the property, is not a sufficient designation of the public 
use to which it is to be put. If there be a present necessity for 
this property let us declare what the use is to be, and let us con- 
demn the interest of all those with whom we can not agree. 

Mr. PUGH. Will the Senator allow me a moment? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. ButTLer in the chair). Does 
the Senator from Kentucky yield to the Senator from Alabama? 

Mr. LINDSAY. Yes, sir. 

Mr. PUGH. 
property for public use, either by the exercise of the power of 
purchase or by a proceeding in the courts to condemn it to the 
public use. If it becomes necessary, as 1 am satisfied it will, to 
perfect this title and to get the fee for which the Government 

ays, it will be necessary to institute proceedings in court. It is 
indispensably necessary to give the court jurisdiction of that sub- 
ject-matter that the person who has the title shall be named and 
that the character of the title shall be specified in the proceedings 
for the purpose of enabling the court to ascertain its value or for 
a jury to ascertain it upon evidence; and if the bill of proceeding 
to condemn does not disclose the character of the title sought to 
be condemned, how can the court proceed to have the value of it 
ascertained upon evidence? 

Then, again, the court would have no jurisdiction at all, its ac- 
tion would be coram non judice and void, unless the public use 
was specifically stated in the bill. You could not give the court 
juriediction to condemn unless you stated specifically the public 
use for which it was condemned. 

I agree with the Senator that the specification in the amend- 
ment offered by the Senator from Delaware is wholly insufficient 
to give jurisdiction to the court to condemn this for a general, 
possible, future, contingent public use. You have to specify the 
use in order to give jurisdiction to the court. 

Mr. VEST. Mr. President, all this talk about condemnation, 
so far as the interestsof Mrs. Blaine are concerned, amounts to 
nothing, and we are fighting windmills in regard to that matter. 
Mrs. Blaine, through her attorney, agrees to take $150,000 for her 
interest, and the only question before us is, what is that interest? 
That is the whole of it. This amendment, which is not the amend- 
ment ——— by the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, 
but one drawn by Mrs. Blaine’s attorney, changes the nature of 
the proceeding as to her interest. The original amendment pro- 
vided for acquiring her interest by purchase or condemnation; 
but her attorney struck out ‘‘ upon condemnation ” and put in the 
simple sale of her interest, whether it was one thing or another, 
and it amounts simplyto a quitclaim conveyance. I do not think 
“a er will doubt that. 

r. McCLAURIN. Will the Senator from Missouri allow me 
to ask him a question? 

Mr. VEST. Certainly. 

Mr. McLAURIN. Is it denied, as stated by the Senator from 
New Hampshire [Mr. GALLINGER], that Mrs. Blaine in the lease 
to Paul D. Connor conveyed the remainder to her heirs? 

Mr. VEST. Inever examined that lease critically. I glanced 
over it, and saw it was in the ordinary form in which leases are 
drawn in the District of Columbia. 

Mr. McLAURIN. If that is true, then would the Government 
get anything more than the rents, profits, and issues for ninety- 
nine years, or anything more than the interest Mrs. Blaine has in 
this opel for ninety-nine years? 

Mr. VES Iamnot prepared to say thatit would. But I was 


Mr. President, I am in favor of acquiring this | 
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about to go on, when interrupted, to say that—for I am notin any 
sense responsible for this amendment, and it is not the one which 
passed through our Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds— 
I propose to strike out in line 8 of the amendment of the commit- 
tee the words “all the right, title, andinterest of ” and insert ‘‘ fee 
simple from;” and, then, in line 9, after the name “ Blaine,” toin- 
sert ‘‘and all others interested;” so as to read: 
For the purchase of a fee-simple title from Harriet Stanwood Blaine, and 
all others interested, to the premises in the city of Washington. 
Then follows the description. 
For the sum of $150,000. 
_ Then in lines 16 and 17I move to strike out certain words and 
insert ‘‘ upon the execution and delivery by the owners of said 
property of a deed to be approved by the Attorney-General, con- 
veying title in fee to said property to the United States Govern- 
ment.” 
It seems to me unnecessary to worry ourselves about condem- 
nation proceedings as to Mrs. Blaine’s interest. 
Mr. LINDSAY. Those words are not in the amendment. 
Mr. VEST. I propose to insert them. 
Mr. LINDSAY. The Senator from Maine says that if those 
words be putin Mrs. Blaine will not convey. 
Mr. VEST. Then the United States will not purchase, and that 
will be the end of it. 
Mr. LINDSAY. That is what I wanted to ask. 
Mr. VEST. As a matter of course we do not propose to pay 
Mrs. Blaine $150,000 for a quitclaim. 
ag LINDSAY. That is exactly what you get and nothing 
else. 
Mr. VEST. This is a fair and reasonable construction of the 
meaning of the contract, because Mrs. Blaine in the lease she has 


| made claims that she is the fee-simple owner; and if she could 


lease the property she has a right to convey it, and she ought not 
to make any objection to conveying in fee what she has leased, 
claiming to be the fee-simple owner. 

I said before very frankly, and I repeat it now, that $100,000 is 
not only a reasonable, but a large price for this whole property, 
including the interest of these lessees, whoever they may be. 
state here on the authority of the Senatorfrom Maryland [ Mr. Gor- 
MAN], who is a member of the Appropriations Committee and of 
the subcommittee having this matter in charge, that the lessees es- 
timate their interest, if the transaction was stopped now, at $30,000. 
Some gentleman has sent mea paper stating that Mr. Albaugh 
would not give up his interest for $80,000 nor $130,000. That is 
absurd. The whole property at $100,000 would be well sold; and 
for us to pay Mrs. Blaine $150,000, and then go into a condemna- 
tion proceeding, and have Mr. Albaugh or Mr. Connor, or who- 
ever are the lessees, to prove up $100,000 in this kind of contingent 
damages, of which the Senator from Kentucky [Mr. Linpsay] 
speaks, would be robbery, and hardly under the forms of law. 

Mr. FRYE. Does the Senator from Missouri think that $150,000 
is any too much for Mrs. Blaine to receive for the surrender of 
her rights there? 

Mr. VEST. Yes, I do think so. 

Mr. FRYE. And I say the actuaries make it $175,000, and they 
do that counting interest at 4 per cent; and for the next fifty 
years the Senator knows interest in this county will not be 4 per 
cent, and it will not be 3 per cent, for as a country grows larger 
and richer the interest always goes down; it is inevitable. I be- 
lieve Mrs. Blaine’s interest is worth $200,000 to-day. 

Mr. VEST. If Mrs. Blaine should take $150,000 for her inter- 
est, whether more or less, at 4 per cent, it would be $6,000 a year 
interest, and under this lease I have heard it estimated that her 
income would be about $5,000 a year. 

Mr. FRYE. It would be $4,500 a year. 

Mr. VEST. It would average $5,000 a year. 

Mr. FRYE. But the Senator understands Mrs. Blaine on the 
$150,000 would be obliged to pay taxes, whilst under this agree- 
ment she would pay no taxes whatever. 

Mr. VEST. That makes a difference, as a matter of course. 

Mr. FRYE. Then, again, [ should like to ask the Senator how 
he is going to got a fee-simple title from the insane woman who 
has been referred to? 

Mr. VEST. That can be very easily done. There can be a 
guardian ad litem appointed to answer in any proceeding upon 
the part of this insane person, and title can be vested in that way 
just as well as by a conveyance in fee from an insane person. 

Mr. FRYE. the Senator will permit me, he forgets another 
thing. In estimating Mrs. Blaine’s interest the whole property 
reverts at the end of ninety-nine years to the family. 

Mr. VEST. It makes no difference whether there is a reversion 
or not; unless the United States Government gets title in fee it is 
robbery to pay this amount of money, $150,000 down, for a quit- 
claim, and then, in addition, to go into a court in this District 
with every jury against the Government. We have had our ex- 
perience in regard to condemnation proceedings here. I was on 
the subcommittee on the bill to locate the post-office property on 
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Pennsylvania avenue, which we were compelled to have, and we 
were offered that property by the owners at five and six dollars a 
foot, but the very minute they found the United States wanted it 
they would not take $12 nor $15 a foot for it. You could bringin 
the real estate men here and they would swear that was a reason- 
able price for the property. If you should to-morrow want any 
piece of property in this District it would go up immediately treble 
and quadruple, and a jury would find against you because it is 
the Government of the United States, and there is no limitation 
to (i.e amount of money that you can take out of the Treasury if 
you can get it. 

Mr. SQUIRE. I would ask the Senator from Missouri if he 
knows, or, if he is not prepared to state, perhaps the Senator from 
Maine or some other Senator may be, as to whether it is true or 
not that Mrs. Blaine is unwilling that this property shall be dis- 
posed of and pass to the Government, and if the arrangements 
which have been made with Mr. Albaugh can be changed. 

I have heard statements which are very contradictory upon that 
subject. The first statement I heard was that Mrs. Blaine was 
very much opposed to it, as it is very much against her interests; 
and for that reason I was urged to vote against this proposition. 
I have learned to-day from a Senator on this floor that she is not 
averse to the obtaining of this property by the Government in ac- 
cordance with the terms to the amendment to this bill. 

Mr. VEST. Ido not knowanything about Mrs. Blaine’s wishes 
or opinions, but I have been informed—in fact it has been stated 
on the floor—that this amendment was brought to the Committee 
on Appropriations by Mrs. Blaine’s lawyer, and brought there by 
her friend, the Senator from Maine, and he has stated here that 
she was willing to take $150,000. Now, I wish to say once for all 
for myself—and then I shall be done with the matter—I was will- 
ing to support, as chairman of the Committee on Public Build- 
ings and Grounds; the original amendment, which provides for 
obtaining meter title of Mrs. Blaine, and of everybody else, 
by the condemnation or purchase of this ey I have never 
had but one opinion about the matter, and that was that it ought 
to belong to the Government of the United States. 

As to this talk about not being able to condemn property with- 
out specifying that it was to be used for a post-office or for some 
specific public building, I do not think that is thelaw. If the 
Government of the United States is prepared to go into court and 
say it wants property for its own purposes, for public buildings, 
that is sufficient, that is a public use, and we are not bound to file 
a bill of particulars in advance as to what the Government will 
do with it. We have a right to exercise eminent domain for the 
great purposes of carrying on the Government for the people of 
this country. 

Eleven years ago I pleaded with the Committee on Public 
Buildings and Grounds to buy this property at $65,000—not a 
quitclaim, but a fee simple. It was offered to us then with a 
warranty deed for $65,000, but the majority of the committee, for 
fear that the Supreme Court building would be put there, instead 
of being put opposite this Capitol on the square just east of us, 
voted down my proposition, and now we are asked, at the lowest 
éalculation, $180,000—$150,000 for a quitclaim deed, and an esti- 

* mate of $30,000 for the damages which will come to Mr. Albaugh 
or Mr. Connor, or the other gentlemen interested. I am willing 
to pay $180,000, which is nearly twice, in my judgment, the 
amount the property is worth, in order to acquire it, rather than 
to see a theater put there in that particular locality, and the prop- 
erty of the Government, which it already owns, where the Attor- 
ney-General’s Office has been located, rendered almost worthless; 
but Iam not willing to pay this large price for a quitclaim deed, 
and then go into a nebulous and uncertain litigation, with what 
I know of juries in this District in condemnation cases, in order 
to obtain the rights of this lessee. 

Mr. WHITE. Mr. President, I desire to ask the Senator from 
Missouri, the chairman of the Committee on Public Buildings 
and Grounds, whether at present the status of this matter is 
such that he thinks it would be better to proceed to condemn the 
entire interest of all parties, so that we might know just exactly 
what we should have to pay? I enttersteindt that the present ap- 
pearance of the matter is such that, in his judgment, there is risk 
that the Government may have to expend two or three times 
more than the property is worth. I should like to know exactly 
whether the committee is in favor of the amendment as it now 
stands, with the information we have before us? 

Mr. VEST. Every member of the committee is acting for him- 
self on this new amendment. I was authorized to report the 
other amendment, which provided for the condemnation of all 
interests; but this is a very different proposition, and, of course, I 
can answer for no one but myself. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amend- 
ment proposed by the Senator from Daewere [Mr. Gray] to the 
amendment of the committee. 

Mr. FRYE. Let the amendment be again stated. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will te stated. 
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The SECRETARY. After the word ‘‘dollars,” in line 15, on page 
11, it is proposed to insert: 

For the erection of buildings for the Department of Justice or forthe trans- 
action of other public business of the United States. 

Mr. HALE. I thought that had been adopted. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. It has not been adopted. The 
question is on the amendment. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. HALE. Now, let us have a vote on the amendment of the 
Senator from California [Mr. Le 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. e question recurs on the 
amendment proposed by the Senator from California [Mr. WHITE], 
which will be stated. 

The Secretary. After the word ‘‘ premises,” in line 24 of the 
amendment, it is proposed to insert: 

Or any outstanding interest in the premises, which may not be included in 
or transferred by a deed as aforesaid, from the said Harriet Stanwood Blaine. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amend- 
ment to the amendment. 
The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 
Mr. VEST. I move, in line 8, to strike out the words “all the 
right, title, and interest of,” and to insert ‘‘a fee-simple title 
from,” so as to read: 

For the purchase of a fee-simple title from Harriet Stanwood Blaine. . 


Mr. HALE. That is precisely what the Senate has already 
voted upon, and voted down. 

Mr. ST. Let us have the question of order decided. I do 
not think the Senate has voted that amendment down. 

Mr. HALE. It has been voted down once. 

a VEST. That amendment has not been offered in these 
words. 

Mr. HALE. Not this amendment, but substantially that propo- 
sition. Let us have a vote on it, however. I shall not take up the 
time of the Senate. 

Mr. LINDSAY and Mr. GEORGE called for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered; and the Secretary proceeded to 
call the roll. 

Mr. GIBSON (when his name was called). I again announce 
my pair with the junior Senator from Michigan [Mr. Burrows], 
and therefore withhold my vote. 

Mr. PASCO A carey his name was called). Iam paired with the 
Senator from North Carolina [Mr. PRITcHARD]. his absence 
I withhold my vote. 

Mr. PR OR (when his name was called). I am paired with 
the Senator from Florida [Mr.Cau1]. If he were present I should 
vote ‘‘nay.” 

Mr. WHITE (when his name was called). Iam paired with the 
Senator from Idaho [Mr. SHoup]. If he were present I should 
vote ‘‘ yea.” 

The roll call was concluded. 

Mr. COKE. Iam paired with the Senator from Oregon [Mr. 
Do.LPH]. Ido not know how he would vote, andI therefore with- 
hold my vote. 

Mr. CAFFERY. Iam paired with the Senator from Montana 
[Mr. nek 

Mr. CAREY. I desire to inquire whether the junior Senator 
from Wisconsin [Mr. MiTrcHELL] has voted. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. He has not voted. 

Mr. CAREY. I withhold my vote, as I am paired with the 
junior Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. MircHELL} and do not know 

ow he would vote. 

Mr. GALLINGER. The junior Senator from New Jersey [Mr. 
SMITH] was called from the Chamber a few moments ago and 
asked me to pair with him, saying he was in favor of the general 
proposition. I presume if he were present he would vote ‘‘ nay” 
on this amendment and I should vote “‘ yea.” 

Mr. BLACKBURN. I desire toinquire whether the senior Sen- 
ator from Nebraska [Mr. MANDERSON] has voted, 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. He has not voted. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. Iam paired with the senior Senator from 
Nebraska [Mr. MANDERSON] and withhoid my vote in his ab- 
sence. 

Mr. HANSBROUGH. Iam paired with the Senator from Illi- 
nois [Mr. PALMER]. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. I am assured thatif the senior Senator 
from Nebraska [Mr. MANDERSON] were present he would vote 
“nay.” Therefore I will vote. I vote “nay.” 

The result was announced—yeas 27, nays 27; as follows: 


YEAS—27. 
Morgan, Stewart, 
Palm oa 
v Shees, 
oor, 
W 
Washburn, 
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NAYS—27. 

Allen, Clark, Gorman, Morrill, 
Allison, Cockrell, Gray, Murphy, 
Blackburn, Daniel, Hale, goay. 
Blanchard, Davis, Hawley, eller, 
Brice, Dixon, ill, Wilson of Wash. 
Butler, Dubois, Lodge Wolcott. 
Cameron, Frye, Me ilan, 

NOT VOTING—S. 
Aldrich, Gallinger, Manderson, Sherman, 
Burrows, Gibson, Mantle, Shoup, 
Caffery, Gordon, Mitchell of Wis. Smith, 
Call, Hansbrough, Pasco, Squire, 
Camden, Higgins, Pettigrew, Vilas, 
Carey, oar, Power, White, 
Chandler, Irby, Pritchard, Wilson of Iowa. 
Coke, Jones of Nev. Proctor, 
Dolph, McPherson, Ransom, 


So the amendment to the amendment was rejected. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing to 
the amendment of the committee as amended. 

Mr. WHITE. I offer a substitute for the committee amend- 
ment. 

The SECRETARY. It is proposed to strike ont all from and in- 
cluding line 8, page 11, down to and including line 10, on page 12, 
and insert: 

That the Secretary of the Treasury is authorized and directed to acquire 
by condemnation, in the same manner and in the method provided for the 
condemnation of certain real estate in the city of Washington by sections 
8, 4, 5, and 6 of the “Act to authorize the acquisition of certain parcels of real 
estate embraced in square No. 323 of the city of Washington to provide an 
eligible site for the city post-office,’’ approved June 25, 1890, the following par- 
cels of real estate in the city of Washington, District of Columbia, namely: 
All of lot 9 in square 221, and part of lot 3 in said square adjoining said lot 9, 
said parcels of land being what is known as the James G. Blaine premises, situ- 
ated on Lafayette Square, in the city of Washington aforesaid; and for this 

urpose a sum sufficient is hereby appropriated out of any money in the 

reasury not otherwise appropriated. 

Mr. WHITE. I desire simply to state that the substitute which 
I propose is the original amendment suggested by the Senator 
from Delaware [Mr. Gray]. It proposes to condemn the interest 
of everybody in the property without im advance providing for 
the payment of any specific sum to any part owner. 

Mr. HALE. I hope the amendment of the Senator from Cali- 
fornia will be yoted down. We had much better do nothing. 
There could be nothing more unjust than that, with the clearly 
definable interest which Mrs. Blaine has, she should be put to the 
mercy of a jury. I donot believe there are many Senators here 
who desire to do that. I hope the amendment will be voted down. 
It would be better to do nothing. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing to 
the amendment offered by the Senator from California [ Mr. 
Wuite] to the amendment of the committee. 

Mr. HALE and Mr. VEST called for the yeas and nays, and 
they were ordered. 

The Secretary proceeded to call the roll. 

Mr. CAREY (when his name was called). Iam paired with 
the junior Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. MiTcHELL]. Not know- 
ing how he would vote I withhold my vote. 

Mr. COKE (when his name was called). 
Senator from Oregon [Mr. DoLPuH]. 

Mr. GIBSON (when his name was called). Iam paired with 
the junior Senator from Michigan [Mr. Burrows]. 

Mr. PERKINS (when his name was called). Iam paired with 
the Senator from North Dakota [Mr. Roacu]. Not knowing how 
he would vote upon this amendment I withhold my vote. 

Mr. PETTIGREW (when his name was called). I am paired 
with the junior Senator from West Virginia [Mr. CamMpEN]. If 
he were present I should vote ‘‘nay.” 

Mr. PROCTOR (when his name was called). 
the Senator from Florida [Mr. CALL]. 

Mr. WHITE (when his name was called). 
the Senator from Idaho [Mr. SHovup]. 
vote ‘‘ yea.” 

The roll call was concluded. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Iam paired with the junior Senator from 
New Jersey a SmitH]. If he were present he would vote 
“nay,” probably, and I should vote ‘‘ yea.” 

The result was announced—yeas 23, nays 32; as follows; 


I am paired with the 


I am paired with 


I am paired with 
Were he present I should 


YEAS—23. 
Bate, Hill, Mills, Turpie, 
Berry, Hunton, Mitchell of Oreg. Vest, 
Caffery, Jones of Ark. Morgan, Vilas, 
Faulkner, Kyle, Peffer, Voorhees, 
George, McLaurin, Pugh, Walsh. 
Harris, Martin, Stewart, 
NAYS—22. 
Aldrich, Cockrell, Hale, Platt, 
en, Cullom, Hansbrough, Power, 
Allison, Daniel, Hawley, ay, 
Blanchard, Davis, Lodge nsom, 
Brice, Dixon, Me illan, uire, 
Butler, Dubois, Mantle, ashburn, 
Cameron, Frye, Morrill, Wilson of Wash. 
4 Gray, Murphy, Wolcott. 


| 


NOT VOTING—38. 


Blackburn, Gibson, Manderson, Sherman, 
Burrows, Gordon, Mitchell of Wis. Show, 

Call, Gorman, Palmer, Smith, 
Camden, Higgins, Pasco, Teller, 

Carey, oar, Perkins, White, 
Chandler, Irby, Pettigrew, Wilson of Iowa. 
Coke, Jones of Nev. Pritchard, 

Dolph, Lindsay, Proctor, 

Gallinger, McPherson, Roach, 


So the amendment to the amendment was rejected. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing to 
the amendment of the committee as amended. 

Mr. BERRY. On that I ask for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered; and the Secretary proceeded to 
call the roll. : 

Mr. CAREY (when his name was called). I am paired with 
the junior Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. MircHe.u}), and there- 
fore withhold my vote. 

Mr. COKE (when his name was called). 
Senator from Oregon [Mr. DopxH}. 

Mr. GALLINGER (when his name was called). I am paired 
on this question with the junior Senator from New Jersey [Mr. 
Smiru]. If he were present he would vote ‘‘ yéa” and I should 
vote ‘‘nay.” 

Mr. GIBSON (when his name was called). Iam paired with 
the junior Senator from Michigan [Mr. Burrows]. In his ab- 
sence I withhold my vote. 

Mr. PASCO (when his name was called). Iam paired with the 
Senator from North Carolina [Mr. PrircHarp]. If he were present 
I should vote ‘“‘ nay.” 

Mr. PERKINS (when his name was called). . I again announce 
my pair with the junior Senator from North Dakota | Mr. Roacn}. 

Mr. WHITE (when his name was called}. I am paired with 
the Senator from Idaho [Mr. SHoup]. 

The roll call was concluded. 

Mr. HANSBROUGH. I am paired with the junior Senator 
from Illinois [Mr. PALMER]. 

The result was announced—yeas 31, nays 25; as follows: 


Iam paired with the 


YEAS—31. 
Aldrich, Cockrell, Lodge, Ransom, 
Allen, Daniel, MeMillan, Squire, 
Allison, Davis, Mantle, Teller, 
Blanchard, Dixon, Morrill, Vilas, 
Brice, Gorman, Murphy, Voorhees, 
Butler, Gray, Pawer, Wilson of Wash. 
Cameron, Hale, Proctor, Wolcott. 
Clark, Hawley, Quay, 

NAYS—2. 
Bate, Harris, Mills, Turpie, 
Berry, Hunton, Mitchell of Oreg. Vest, 
Caffery, Jones of Ark. Morgan, Waish, 
Call, Kyle, Peffer, Washburn. 
Cullom, Lindsay. Platt, 
Faulkner, McLaurin, Pugh, 
George, Martin, Stewart, 

NOT VOTING—2. 

Blackburn, Frye, Irby, Pettigrew, 
Burrows, Gallinger, Jones of Nev. Pritchard, 
Camden, Gibson, McPherson, Roach, 
Carey, Gordon, Manderson, Sherman, 
Chandler, Hansbrough, Mitchell of Wis. Shoup, 
Coke, Higgins, Palmer, Smith, 
Dolph, Hill, Pasco, White, 
Dubois, Hoar, Perkins, Wilson of Iowa. 


So the amendment as amended was agreed to. 

Mr. CAREY. I offer two amendments to the pending bill, 
which I ask may be printed. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. It is so ordered. 

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 

A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. T. O. 
TOWLEsS, its Chief Clerk. announced that the House had passed 
the following bills; in which it requested the concurrence of the 
Senate: 

A bill (H.R. 6870) for the relief of James Phelan, internal-reve- 
nue collector at Detroit, Mich.; 

A bill (H. R. 8391) for the relief of Michael Ryan; 

A bill (H.R. 8882) to authorize the construction of a bridge 
across the Illinois River, at or near the town of Hennepin; and 

A bill (H. R. 8884) granting a pension to Alexander M. Laughlin. 

ENROLLED BILL SIGNED. 

The message also announced that the Speaker of the House had 
signed the enrolled bill (H. R. 8237) for the relief of William H. 
Buckley, late first lieutenant One hundred and ninety-fourth 
Regiment Ohio Volunteers; and it was thereupon signed by the 
Vice-President. 

HOUSE BILLS REFERRED. 


The bill eae for the relief of James Phelan, internal- 
revenue collector at Detroit, Mich., was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Finance. 
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The bill (H. R. 8391) for the relief of Michael Ryan was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Military Af- 
fairs, 

The bill (H.R. 8882) to authorize the construction of a bridge 
across the Illinois River at or near the town of Hennepin was 
read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Com- 
merce, 

The bill (H. R. 8884) granting a pension to Alexander M. Laugh 
lin was read twice by its title, and referred to the oe on 


Pensions. 
SUNDRY CIVIL APPROPRIATION BILL. 


The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the con- 
sideration of the bill (H.R. 8518) making appropriations for sun- 
dry civil expenses of the Government for the fiscal year ending 
June 30, 1896, and for other purposes. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of 
the Committee on Appropriations was, on page 12, line 15, before 
the word ‘‘thousand,” to strike out ‘‘ten” and insert “ fifty;” so 
as to read: 

Yor repairs and preservation of public builcings: Repairs and preservation 
of custom-houses, court-houses, post-offices, marine hospitals, quarantine sta- 
tions, and other public buildings under the control of the Treasury Depart- 
ment, $250,000, 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 13, line 19, after the word 
** dollars,” to insert: 

For artesian well, water and sewer connections, $1,200; in all, $5,400; 

So as to make the clause read: 

For quarantine station, Reedy Island, Delaware River: For improvement 
of grounds to protect from overflow, $4,200; for artesian well, water and sewer 
connections, $1,200; ing ll, $5,400. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 13, line 24, after the word 
** dollars,” to insert: 

For barracks for cabin passengers, $2,500; in all, $6,500; 

So as to make the clause read: 

For quarantine station, Delaware Breakwater, Delaware: For naphtha 
launch for boarding vessels, $4,000; for barracks for cabin passengers, $2,500; 
in all, $6,500. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 14, line 26, after the word 
dollars,” to insert: 

But of this amount not exceeding $3,000 may be expended for personal serv- 
ices of mechanics employed from time to time for casual repairs only. 

So as to make the clause read: 

Vaults, safes, and locks for public buildings: For vaults, safes, and locks, 
and repairs to the same, for all public buildings under control of the Treas- 
ury Department, exclusive of personal services, except for work done by con- 
tract, $40,000; but of this amount not exceeding $3,.00 may be expended for 
eee services of mechanics employed from time to time for casual repairs 
only. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 15, after line 20, to insert: 

Spectacle Island range lights, Massachusetts: For establishing range lights 
on Spectacle Island, Boston Harbor, Massachusetts, $9,350. 

The amendment was agreed to, 

The next amendment was, on page 16, after line 3, to insert: 

Kennebec River lights, Maine: For the establishment on Kennebec River, 
Maine, of a light, range lights, and fog signal at or near Doubling Point; a 
light at Ames Ledge; alight at or near the southwest point of Perkins Island; 
a light at or near Squirrel Point, and a Gey beacon on or near Ram Island; 
and fc or sites for same, not to exceed in all $17,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 16, after line 10, to insert: 

Plum Beach light and fog-signal station, Rhode Island: For establishing 
a light and fog-signal station at or near Plum Beach, Narragansett Bay, 
Rhode Island, $25,000, and the total cost of establishing such light and fog- 
signal station complete, under a contract which is hereby authorized there- 
for, shall not exceed $60,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 16, after line 21, to insert: 

Lower Cedar Point light station, Potomac River, Maryland: For reestab- 
lishing Lower Cedar Point light station, Potomac River, Maryland, $75,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. COCKRELL. After line 25, page 16, I desire to offer an 
amendment coming from the committee. It is to rebuild a light- 
house which was washed away by the last ice flow. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. BuTLerR in the chair). The 
amendment will be stated. 

The Secretary. Add after the amendment just adopted, line 
25, page 16: 

Smiths Point light-house, Chesapeake Bay, Mar land: For reestablishin 
the light-house at Smiths Point, Chesapeake Bay, Maryland, recently carri 
away by the ice, $80,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. , 

The next amendment of the Committee on Appropriations was 
on page 16, after line 25, to insert: 


Maumee range-light station, Ohio: For establishing a new beacon at each 
end of the range, to form a renge Dow outward and inward in the line of the 
channel in Maumee Bay, Lake ©, Ohio, $20,000. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
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The next amendment was, on page 17, after line 17, to insert: 

Detroit. River lights, Michigan: For the completion of the lighting of the 
north and south ends of Grassy Island, Detroit River, Michigan, $6,700, 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 17, after line 20, to insert: 

Eagle Harbor, Lake Superior, Michigan: For fog signal at Eagle Harbor, 
Lake Superior, Michigan, $5,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. WASHBURN. Ioffer an amendment to come in at the 


end of line 23, page 17. 

Mr. COCKRELL. The understanding was that we were to run 
through with the committee amendments unless it was an amend- 
ment to an amendment. 

Mr. WASHBURN. It-is an amendment I intended to submit 
to the committee. It was reported by the Committee on Com- 
merce favorably. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Let us go through with the committee 
amendments before we commence the consideration of individual 
amendments. 

Mr. WASHBURN. All right. 

The next amendment of the Committee on Appropriations was, 
on page 17, after line 23, to insert: 

Grand Marais harbor of refuge, Lake Superior, Michigan: For a light and 
bell atthe Grand Marais harbor of refuge, now completed, on Lake Superior, 
Michigan, $15,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 19, after line 3, to insert: 

Tibbetts .Point ‘light ‘station, Lake Ontario and St. Lawrence River, New 
Fone For constructing and equipping, complete for service, a fog signal, 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The reading of the bill was continued to line 17, on page 19. 

Mr. COCKRELL. In lines 15 and 16, on page 19, there is a mis- 
take. I move to strike out the words ‘‘ the north end of;” so as to 
read: 

For cotehinhing a light and fog-signal station on North Manitou Island, 
Lake Michigan, Michigan, $20,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of 
the Committee on Appropriations was, on page 20, after line 11, to 
insert: 


Tenders for the Light-House Service: For constructing, equipping, and 
outfitting two new steam tenders for buoyage, supply, and inspection pur- 
poses in the Light-House Service, at a cost not to exceed $75,000 each, $150,000, 
to be immediately available; and the Light-House Board is authorized to em- 
ploy temporarily at Washington three draftsmen, to be paid at current 
rates, to prepare the plans for the light-house vessels herein provided for; 
such draftsmen to be paid from the appropriation for building said vessels; 
such employment to cease and determine on or before the date when, the 
plans for such vessels being finished, proposals for building said vessels are 
invited by advertisement. 


Mr. COCKRELL. I move to strike out, in lines 18 and 14, the 
— ‘*buoyage, supply, and inspection purposes in;” so as to 
read: 

For constructing, equipping, and outfitting two new steam tenders for the 
Light-House Service. 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

The amendment as amended was agreed to. 

The reading of the bill was continued. The next amendment of 
the Committee on Appropriations was, on page 21, line 16, to 
increase the total of appropriations for ‘‘ repairs of light-houses ” 
from $490,000 to $500,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 21, line 21, to increase the 
appropriation for salaries of keepers of light-houses from $690,000 
to $700,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 21, line 26, to increase the 
total of the appropriation for expenses of light vessels from 
$275,000 to $300,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on age 22, line 2, after the word 
* buoys,” to insert ‘‘of any and alt inds,” and in line 5, before 
the word “thousand,” to strike out ‘three hundred and ninety” 
and insert ‘‘four hundred and twenty-five;” so as to make the 
clause read: 

¥ ie s s MISH). y - 
qilsieg Gaupa-ed cbs nad of hints uiedies, amd Gey boroemn, Sad for inet 
dental expenses relating thereto, $425,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 22, line 18, to increase the 
appropriation for inspecting lights from $3,000 to $4,000. 

he amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 23, line 16, before the word 
‘*hundred,” to strike out “five” and insert ‘‘six;” so as to make 
the clause read: 

For one superintendent for the coasts of Maine and New Hampshire, $1,600. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 23, line 18, before the word 
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‘*hundred,” to strike out “five” and insert ‘‘six;” so as to make 
the clause read: 


For one superintendent for the coast of Massachusetts, $1,600. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 28, line 20, before the word 
‘‘hundred,” to strike out “‘ eight” and insert “‘six;” so as to make 
the clause read: 


~ one superintendent for the coasts of Rhode Island and Long Island, 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 23, line 24, before the word 
‘‘hundred,” to strike out ‘eight ” and insert “‘six;” so as to make 
the clause read: 

For one superintendent for the coast of New Jersey, $1,600. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 23, line 26, before the word 
‘‘ hundred,” to strike out ‘‘ five ” and insert “six;” so as to make 
the clause read: 
gi ou one superintendent for the coasts of Delaware, Maryland, and Virginia, 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 24, line 2, before the word 
‘‘hundred,” to strike out “‘ eight” and insert “‘ six;” so as tomake 
the clause read: 

For one superintendent of the coasts of Virginia and North Carolina, $1,600. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 24, line 5, before the word 
‘‘hundred,” to strike out ‘‘ five” and insert “‘ six;” so as to make 
the clause read: 

For one superintendent for the life-saving stations and for the houses of 
refuge on the coasts of South Carolina, Georgia, and Florida, $1,600. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 24, line 8, before the word 
“hundred,” to strike out ‘‘ eight” and insert “‘six;” so as to make 
the clause read: 

For one superintendent for the life-saving and lifeboat stations on the coast 
of the Gulf of Mexico, $1,600. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 24, line 11, before the word 
‘‘*hundred,” to strike out ‘‘ eight” and insert “‘six;” so as to make 
the clause read: 

For one superintendent for the life-saving and lifeboat stations on the coasts 
of Lakes Ontario and Erie, $1,600. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 24, line 14, before the word 
“hundred,” to strike out ‘‘ eight” and insert ‘‘six;” soas to make 
the clause read: 


For one superintendent for the life-saving and lifeboat stations on the 
coasts of Lakes Huron and Superior, $1,600. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 24, line 17, before the word 
“hundred,” to strike out ‘‘ eight” and insert ‘“ six;” so as to make 
the clause read: 

For one superintendent for the life-saving and lifeboat stations on the 
coast of Lake Michigan, $1,600. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 24, line 20, before the word 
‘‘hundred,” to strike out “‘ eight” and insert ‘‘six,” and in line 21, 
before the word ‘‘ hundred,” to strike out ‘‘ twenty-one thousand 
six” and insert ‘‘ twenty thousand four;” so as to make the clause 
read: 

For one superintendent for the life-saving and lifeboat stations on the coasts 
of Washington, Oregon, and California, $1,600; in all, $20,400. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The reading of the bill was continued to line 6, on page 26. 

Mr. FRYE. I wish to call the attention of the Senator who has 
the bill in charge to the aggregate for life-saving stations and life- 
boat stations, $35,000, in line 5, page 26. There have been three 
bills passed since that time, and become a law, one for a life-savy- 
ing station on the coast of Massachusetts, and bills for two life- 
boat stations, amounting, all three of them, to $8,000. The bills 
have passed both branches of Congress and been approved by the 
President, and I should like to increase that appropriation to the 
amount of $8,000. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Let the amendment be made. I see no 
objection to it if those bills have been passed. 

Mr. FRYE. They were not estimated for, because the bills had 
not then become a law. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I understand. 

Mr. LODGE. I have here—I will not detain the Senate to read 
it—a telegram from the Superintendent of the Life-Saving Service 
stating that that amount of money will be needed in addition to 
the appropriation estimated for on account of the passage of these 

additional bills. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Making $43,000. 
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Mr. FRYE. Making $43,000. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Missouri 
consent that the amendment may come in now? 

Mr. COCKRELL. Let it be made now. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. In line 5, page 26, strike out “$35,000” and 
insert ‘‘ 43,000;” so as to make the clause read: 


For establishing new life-saving stations and lifeboat stations on the sea 
and lake coasts of the United States, authorized by law, $43,000. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of 
the Committee on Appropriations was, on page 27, after line 12, 
to insert: 


For constructing a revenue steamer of the first class, under the direction 
of the Secretary of the Treasury, for service on the Pacific coast, $75,000; and 
the Secretary of the Treasury is hereby authorized to contract for building 
said vessel at a total cost not to exceed $175,000. 


Mr. SQUIRE. Mr. President, I wish to say one word in regard 
to this amendment. I submitted an amendment intended to be 
proposed by me, and it was printed, providing for an appropria- 
tion of $200,000 for this revenue steamer. I see that the commit- 
tee have adopted the idea, but have not given the full amount. 
They have provided for a vessel to cost $175,000, of which only 
$75,000 is at present appropriated. 

It may be that the facts justify this change, but I was informed 
by the Secretary of the Treasury that he desires a vessel to cost 
$200,000. I ask that there be read from the desk a letter from the 
chief of the division of the Revenue-Cutter Service, which will 
explain this subject in detail. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Chair understand the 
Senator from Missouri to insist that the committee amendments 
shall be first acted upon? 

Mr. COCKRELL. But this is a committee amendment and it 
is proper for the Senator from Washington to offer an amendment 
to it. He wants the amount of the amendment increased, and 
such an amendment is perfectly legitimate at this time. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Secretary will read the let- 
ter as requested. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

TREASURY DEPARTMENT, OFFICE OF THE SECRETARY, 
Washington, D. C., February 19, 1895 


Srr: In ——— with your verbal request of yesterday, [ respectfully 
submit the following statement, showing number of steamers of the evens 
——- Service now stationed at ports on the Pacific coast of the United 
states: 

Wolcott, 199 tons, at San Diego, Cal. 

Rush, 300 tons, at San Francisco, Cal. 

Bear, 708 tons at San Francisco, Cal. (On duty in the Bering Seaand Arctic 
Ocean eight months of the year.) 

Corwin, 213 tons, at Astoria, Oreg. 

Grant, 216 tons, at Port Townsend, Wash. 

In addition to the steamer Bear the steamers Rush and Corwin are with- 
drawn each summer from the stations named for duty in the Bering Sea and 


| other waters of Alaska for the protection of fur seal and other interests of 


the Government in that Territory. Of the five vessels above named the Bear, 
Rush,and Corwin only are suitable for duty at sea, and the latter is too small 
for the work required of her or for general patrol duty. 

The weather and sea on the coasts of northern California, Oregon, Wash- 
ington, and the island of Vancouver are probably as severe and rough as can 
be found in the known world, and vessels expected to patrol these coasts 
should be as staunch and powerful as can be constructed. 

As authorized by section 1536, Revised Statutes, the Atlantic coast, from 
Eastport, Me., to Charleston, 8. C.,is patrolled during the four winter months 
of December, January, February, and March by seven revenue steamers sta- 
tioned within those limits, for the purpose of assisting disabled or distressed 
merchant vessels. Under section 2759, Revised Statutes, revenue cutters on 
the Great Lakes are specially charged with aiding vesselsin distress. During 
the fiscal year ending J une 30, i894, seventy distressed vessels, which with thei: 
cargoes were valued at $1,709,105, and having on board 658 persons, were as 
sisted by this fleet, and during the ten fiscal years last past 1.918 v« S, 
which with their cargoes were valued at $30,235,823, and having on board 18,634 
persons, have been assisted, and within this time 577 have been taken out of 
the water and saved from drowning. 

No regular patrol service for relief purposes has ever been inaugurated on 
the Pacific Coast because of the lack of suitable vessels to engage in it and 
the demand for the services of such vessels as have been available for the 
protection of the revenue and the interests of the Government in Alaska. 





During the present winter the Department has been called upon several 
times to send the cutters in search of missing vessels off the Northwest 
coast, viz, Ivanhoe, Montserrat, and Keeweenaw, and has responded to the best 
of its ability with the vessels available, but with more efficient and powerful 
steamers better service can be rendered. 

The Northwest coast is sadly in need of an efficient steam cutter, and I 
sincerely trust that the amendment proposed by you to the sundry civil bill, 


making the necessary appropriation, may receive favorable consideration 
wu ou 
Tere. L. G. SHEPHARD, 
Chief of Division Revenue-Cutter Service. 
Approved: 
C. A. HAMLIN, Acting Secretary. 
Hon. WATSON C. SQuIRE, United States Senate. 


Mr. SQUIRE. I now ask to have read aletter addressed to the 
chairman of the Committee on Appropriations by the Secretary 
of the Treasury approving the amendment as intended to be sub- 
mitted by me to the Senate. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The letter will be read. 
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The Secretary read as follows: 
TREASURY DEPARTMENT, January 30, 1895. 


Sir: I have the honor to acknowledge the receipt from the Senate Com- 
mittee on Appropriations of an amendment to House bill No. 5816 ** makin 
appropriations for sundry civil expenses of the Government for the fisca 
year ending June 30, 1896, and for-other purposes,” as follows: “ For con- 
structinga revenue steamer of the first class, under the direction of the Sec- 
retary of the Treasury, for service on the Pacific Coast, $200,000,” and my 
views are requested as to the necessity for said revenue vessel. 

In reply, I have the honor to state that the revenue cutters at present on 
duty on the Pacific Coast were built many years ago, and are of an age when 
vessels require frequent repairs and they should, as soon as practicable, be 
replaced with new vessels of more modern type and machinery, to insure 

reater efficiency; also that under an act of Congress approved reh 2, 1889, 
the Department bas dispatched each summer to Bering Sea at least three of 
these vessels, thereby leaving the stations to which they are regularly as- 
signed for the protection of revenue unprotected, and the collectors of cus- 
toms without adequate means of enforcing and carrying out the customs 
laws and regulations. In addition to this, the condition of affairs in Alaska 
at the present time is such as to require a revenue cutter to be stationed per- 
manently in the waters of that Territory. This will still further reduce the 
number of vessels available for duty on the coasts of Washington, Oregon, 
and California. : 

It is proper to add that during the present winter the Department has, in 
the interests of humanity, several times sent vessels of the Revenue-Cutter 
Service, stationed on the Pacific Coast, to search for missing vessels of the 
merchant marine. In order to perform said duty in an efficient manner the 
service should be provided with able vessels. see 

I therefore urgently recommend that the proposed amendment, which is 
herewith returned, receive favorable consideration. 


Respectfully yours, 
J. G. CARLISLE, Secretary. 

Hon. Francis M. CockrEe.1, United States Senator, 

Chairman Committee on Appropriations, 
United States Senate. 

Mr. SQUIRE. Mr. President, I do not intend to add many 
words; but it seems that the amendment intended to be proposed 
by myself was approved by the Department and the reasons are 
fully given. It appears that there is at the present time no patrol 
vessel in the Revenue-Cutter Service on the Pacific Coast, while 
there are seven vessels performing a corresponding duty on the 
Atlantic coast. 

Mr. COCKRELL. We have put in the bill a provision for the 
vessel. That is all you want, is it not? 

Mr. SQUIRE. I am grateful to tae committee for the action 
they have taken, and I shall be content with it if they can give 
good reasons for reducing the amount below that estimated by the 
Secretary of the Treasury. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Thelast appropriation contained a provision 
for constructing a revenue steamer of the first class under the 
direction of the Secretary of the Treasury for service on the New 
England coast, $75,000; hmit of cost, $175,000; and another one on 
the Great Lakes. We were told that they can build them much 
cheaper than they could even last year, and that they will build 
first-class vessels at $175,000. 

Mr. SQUIRE. And due allowance made for the difference in 
the kind of sea and the kind of weather? 

Mr. COCKRELL. Oh, yes. 

Mr. SQUIRE. And the kind of vessel needed for the Pacific 
coast? 

Mr. WHITE. Iwas about to ask the Senator from Missouri 
whether it may not be that the construction of a vessel on the Pa- 
cific coast—— 

Mr, COCKRELL. It applies to all ofthem. The light vessels 
that cost $100,000, they said, if we gave them three or four of 
them, they would build now for $70,000, and the reduction of cost 
is in the same proportion wherever a vessel can be built. They 
are only too anxious to get employment. I have not abit of 
doubt but that they can get acontract. We give them authority 
to contract for a vessel at $175,000 that two years ago would have 
cost $200,000 or $225,000. 

Mr. WHITE, My inquiry issimply whether the committee had 
taken into consideration the fact that the vessels heretofore built, 
as stated, were constructed upon this coast, where possibly it may 
be practicable to construct them at less expense? 

Mr. COCKRELL. I think so. 

Mr. WHITE. I presume that fact has been considered. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I think there will be no trouble about it. 

Mr. WHITE. I will state that the Assistant Secretary of the 
‘Treasury, who had been upon the Pacific Coast and had examined 
this matter, made a statement to me similar to that contained in 
the writing pases before the Senate by the Senator from Wash- 
ington, and he informed me 
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ing $175,000 for this steam revenue cutter what tonnage they esti- 
mated and what speed? : 

Mr. COCKRELL. We took just whatever the Secretary of the 
Treasury estimated. The Secretary of the Treasury put in an 
estimate simply the way it has been estimated before, not taking 
into account the reduced cost. All the estimates were made in 
the same way. 

Mr. PERKINS. Steam vessels, like houses, can be built for 
alanost any price. The Treasury Department, I think, recom- 
mended $200,000 to be appropriated for building a suitable rev- 
enue cutter for the Pacific Coast. I have consulted with many 
nautical men, those who are in the revenue service on the Pacific 

Joast, and all agree that the vesse! should not be less than 800 tons 
net, and if she was 1,000 or 1,200 tons so much the better, and 
that she should be able to attain a speed of 15 knots per honr. 
Such a vessel, and I speak advisedly, constructed in accordance 
with the bureau of construction under the rules of the Lloyds, 
would cost at least $200,000. 

There is a necessity for such a revenue cutter upon the Pacific 
Coast. I heartily indorse all that was well said in the letter of the 
Secretary of the Treasury to the committee upon this subject- 
matter. We require a revenue cutter for the Pacific Coast that 
will steam 15 knots an hour if necessity requires it, and one capable 
of taking in tow a vessel that may be in distress and also of hous- 
ing and comfortably caring for the crews of distressed vessels that 
may be wrecked upon the coast or disabled upon the ocean. 

I wish to give my testimony, too, in favor of the many gallant 
deeds and good services that the revenue cutters have done to the 
merchant marine of the Pacific Coast. They have rescued hun- 
dreds and hundreds of shipwrecked sailors. In the summer 
months, as the Secretary of the Treasury states, the whole Alaska 
coast is dependent upon the revenue service for patrol duty as well 
as for the rescue of whalers and sealers who have been ship- 
wrecked there. During the past four months the revenue cutters 
on the Pacific Coast have been sent out cruising three and four 
weeks for disabled or overdue vessels. 

Only two months since one of these cutters returned from a 
cruise after one of the cheap vessels built upon the lakes, referred 
to by my friend from Missouri. The steamship Keeweenaw, a sis- 
ter ship built upon the lakes, loaded with coal at Nanaimo, passed 
by Cape Flattery out into the ocean and has never since been heard 
of. It was the same way with the Montserrat, another steamship, 
which went down with all on board. A few months since the 
ship Ivanhoe sailed ont of Puget Sound loaded with coal and carry- 
ing a number of passengers. She went down and nota soul has 
been heard from. But these cutters plying on the coast brought 
some of the wreckage which gave evidence of the fate that had 
befallen them. 

We do not want any such revenue cutter like the Keeweenaw 
that can be built for $150,000 or $175,000, but we want a good, 
staunch, steel vessel, capable of withstanding the storms and 

waves of the Pacific Ocean. While we do not have the cold and 
sieet and storms that prevail upon the Atlantic, yet by reason of 
the great velocity of the winds that prevail upon the Northwest 
coast, and by reason of the tides and currents formed by those 
from the Japanese Sea and by promontories and capes projecting 
out into the ocean, we do have very heavy seas and very heavy 
storms, In order to have these cutters render the merchants serv- 
ice that has been of so much value to us it is necessary that they 
should have the proper vessels by which to perform the service. 
The three revenue cutters that we now have there are about 300 
tons, with an indicated horsepower of about 300, wholly inadequate 
even to perform the duty which is assigned to them upon their 
stations in protecting the coast from smugglers and properly pro- 
tecting the revenue service of our country. 

I shall not weary the Senate, but I could cite instance after in- 
stance by the score of the great service and the great benefit to the 
merchant marine which the revenue cutters, even inadequate as 
they are, have rendered to us on the Pacific coast, I shall not 
weary the Senate by talking this bill to death, but I wish the com- 


| mittee would, of its own motion, agree to make the amount of this 


appropriation $200,000 instead of $175,000. The amount appro- 
priated for this year is sufficient, and the coming Congress will 
make up the remainder for the completion of this cutter, which is 
so greatly desired in the interest of commerce on our coast. I 
hope the committee will accept the amendment, and agree to the 


Mr. COCKRELL, That was the estimate; and you see that no | recommendation made by the Secretary of the Treasury. 


stress is put on the $200,000. It is the vessel they want. 

Mr. SQUIRE. May I ask the chairman one other question? 
Why is it that the amount appropriated now is only $75,000 out of 
the total amount of $175,000 that the vessel is to cost? 

Mr. COCKRELL. That has been the universal rule in con- 
structing all these vessels. It takes them some time to make the 
plans and specifications. 

Mr. SQUIRE. With the explanation of the committee I am 
satisfied to let the matter go, if the Senator from California is. 

Mr. PERKINS. I should like to ask the committee, in estimat- 


Mr. SQUIRE. Mr. President, for the sake of testing the sense 
of the Senate, I move to strike out “‘$175,000” and imsert ‘*$200,- 
000” in lines 17 and 18. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment proposed by the 
Senator from Washington will be stated. 

The Secretary. In line 17, on page 27, before the word ‘‘thou- 
sand,” in the amendment of the committee, it is proposed to strike 
out ‘‘one hundred and seventy-five” and insert “two hundred;” 
so as to read: 

For constructing a revenue steamer of the first class, under the direction 
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of the Secretary of the Treasury, for service on the Pacific coast, $75,000; and 
the Secretary of the Treasury is hereby authorized to contract for building 
said vessel at a total cost not to exceed $200,000. 

Mr. GORMAN. I hope the Senator from Washington will not 
press that motion. The importance of having this revenue steamer 
on the Pacific Coast is perfectly well understood. The Assistant 
Secretary of the Treasury has stated—— 

Mr. COCKRELL. Thisis not estimated for regularly, and as 
a matter of course there will be determined opposition to it. 

Mr. GORMAN. I would say to the Senator from California 
that after the establishment of the great works at San Francisco, 
with the reduction in the cost of materials, etc., it has been dem- 
onstrated that a vessel can be built for $175,000 now of the 

capacity of 700 tons, which would have cost three years ago, $225,- 

000, with greater speed than any vessel now in the service on the 
coast. That has grown out of the additional facilities there and 
the decreased cost of material. 

I want to say to the Senator that in the matter of constructing 
vessels for the Navy of about that class, for service in the Pacific 
Ocean, the cost of $250,000 has been reduced to $200,000; and I will 
say to the Senator that, in my opinion, because of the extrava- 
gance of the amount asked for, he will put in jeopardy the whole 
appropriation, which is absolutely necessary. The Senator will 
find, I think, on inquiry at the Department, that if a vessel is con- 
structed with strength and without all the furbelows, which are 
not necessary on such a vessel, we shall get a better vessel than 
we could three years ago for $225,000. I hope the amendment will 
not be adopted. 

Mr. PERKINS. Such a vessel as we want—I speak advisedly, 
and I know whereof Ispeak—one of the speed and tonnage which 
is necessary for this service, will cost $200,000. We want a vessel 
which can make a speed of 15 knots an hour, and the Senator from 
Maryland understands as well as anyone on this floor that it is 
speed in a steamship which costs. While we could build a vessel 
for the figure he has named which would steam 12 knots per hour, 
perhaps even for less than $175,000, yes, for $150,000, we want one 
which is capable of developing 1,000 horsepower or 1,500 horse- 
power, one that is capable of driving through the water with a 
speed equal to that of our steamships now plying on the Pacific 
Coast. I know that a steel ship of 1,000 tons which will develop 
sufficient horsepower to drive her 15 knots an hour can not be 
built and properly equipped for $175,000. 

I hope that the proposed amendment will prevail and that $200,- 
000 will be appropriated for the construction of this revenue 
cutter. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amend- 
ment proposed by the Senator from Washington [Mr. Squire]. 

Mr. SQUIRE. Mr. President, I simply wish to add one word. 
I believe that the amount appropriated ought to be $200,000. I 
have not any doubt in my mind about that, but I shall be very 
glad to get $175,000, rather than not get anything. 

Mr. CHANDLER. May Iask the Senator from Maryland what 
the Secretary of the Treasury in his letter of recommendation 
says: 

Mr. COCKRELL. The Department has made no estimate. It 
has sent letters here mentioning $200,000, putting no stress upon 
it, but putting a decided stress upon the necessity of avessel there. 
We have given exactly the amount we gave for the construction 
of a vessel on the Atlantic coast and upon the Gulf, and that vessel 
was constructed. We have appropriated for the completion of it 
here, and it is a suitable and strong vessel. A similar one can be 
constructed now cheaper than it could then, and we appropriated 
for this purpose $175,000. 

Mr. CHANDLER. The Senator from Missouri is quite right 
probably about a vessel for use upon the Atlantic coast, but there 
is a great deal to what the Senator from California has said about 
the Pacific Coast, to the effect that there ought to be a larger ves- 
sel there, a more expensive vessel; and if the Secretary of the 
Treasury says in this letter that $200,000 is necessary for that 
purpose, I suggest to Senators in charge of the bill that they allow 
that amount to goin. If in conference it appears that $175,000 is 
all that is needed, the amount can be reduced; but it does seem 
to me, as the Senators from the Pacific Coast, with the exception 
of the Senator from Oregon [Mr. Mrrc#He.]}, have satisfied dunes 
selves that this vessel ought to be built, that we ought to vote 
upon it, and, for one, I believe that the committee ought to ac- 
cept the sem of $200,000. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. Mr. President, I should prefer 
that the Senator from New Hampshire would permit the Senator 
from Oregon to speak for himself. 1 have been myself long 
since satisfied as to the necessity of this appropriation, and I never 
was more fully satisfied thanlamnow. I believe that the amount 
appropriated ought to be $200,000. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I thought the Senator would make that 
speech, and it was the only thing which was necessary to convince 
me. to make me strongly convinced, that the committee ought to 
take the larger sum at this time, because they can not enlarge an 
appropriation in conference whereas they can reduce it. 





Mr. SQUIRE. Mr. President, I wish to say one word more 
and then I shall not take up the time of the Senate. I merely 
wish to relate one important incident that happened recently. A 
vessel from the port of Seattle for the port of San Francisco had 
for one of her passengers a gentleman who had recently been the 
minister of the United States at Bolivia, the lamented Mr. Fred- 
erick J. Grant. This vessel went out of the Straits of Fuca and 
encountered a storm. She was eventually lost, as we believe; but 
there was an effort made—and I endeavored to secure the assist- 
ance of the Treasury Departmentin making that effort—to ascer- 
tain whether that vessel had been lost upon the island of Van- 
couver or anywhere upon the coastof Washington or Oregon; as 
to whether there could be found any vestiges on shore or an 
wreck or flotsam on sea, or any possibilities of rescue caiatell 
We induced the Treasury Department to send out one or two reve- 
nue cutters which were there on duty in Puget Sound or its vi- 
cinity, but it took some time to get those cutters ready for sea. 

When they went out into the ocean they were only able to stay 
out afew hours, when they were compelled to return to the Straits 
of Fuca. Finally a vessel was sent from San Francisco, but she 
did not leave for ten days or two weeks, or perhaps a longer time 
after the vessel to which I refer, the ill-fated Ivanhoe, had proba- 
bly been lost. 

It seems to me there is an object lesson for us, and it is one of 
the reasons why this subject has corae up and been prominent in 
the minds of people onthe Pacific Coast. This is not the only in- 
stance of this kind—I mean the distress of vessels or their loss 
when assistance might have been rendered—but it is the most re- 
cent one, and the fact that such a notable person was on board 
gave a good deal of publicity to it and interested the people in this 
subject. 

The mariners of that coast and the ship-owning people are well 
satisfied, and they are persistent in their representations that the 
revenue-cutter service on that coast, so far as the vessels are con- 
cerned, is far below the standard of efficiency which should pre- 
vail; that these revenue cutters there are a very inferior order of 
| vessels, with inferior machinery, inferior in sailing qualities, and 
in everything which should make upa proper standard for such a 
vessel. They are of old patterns, obsolete, practically useless, and 
now it-is believed the Government ought to have a proper rev- 
enue cutter, not simply to run into Puget Sound and the Golden 
Gate and perform service around some port of entry in detecting 
smugglers, but largely for the sake of patrolling that coast and 
aiding merchant vessels in distress. 

You have heard read from the desk the letter of the chief of the 
division of the Revenue-Cutter Service of the Treasury Depart- 
ment, and you have learned the number of vessels which have 
been saved and the number of lives which have been rescued 
| through this instrumentality, and the number of millions of dol- 

lars saved (about $40,000,000) in the last ten years alone in the 
preservation of the merchant marine of this country directly 
through the assistance rendered to vessels in distress by United 
| 





States revenue cutters. 

Now, it seems we do need such a vessel for the Pacific coast. 
Why not build the best? We have no “patrol” whatever by rev- 
enue cutters on the Pacific Coast,and why not build a vessel that 
will be serviceable, and one that may do duty not only as to the 
ports and coast of the States on the Pacific but that may go to the 
remote waters of Alaska? We have very important relations with 
the Territory of Alaska; they are growing every year, and we are 

| sending three revenue cutters there every year, and they are not 
efficient either in power or speed for the service required of them. 
Let us have one first-rate vessel, a better vessel than any yet fur- 
| nished for this kind of service. The nature of the seafaring in- 
| terests peculiar to that coast demands it. 

I hope that my original amendment providing the sum of $200,- 
000 will prevail. 

Mr. PERKINS. Mr. President, one word more. I desire to 
appeal to the committee and to remind them of this fact, which 

| has doubtless escaped their attention and thought. The proposed 
| cutter must do service for 25,000 miles of shore line in our Alaska 
| 


Territory. 

There has been no coal developed in Alaska thus far which we 
have been able to utilize on any of our vessels. This cutter must 
carry coal for the round trip or she must be supplied by the sailing 
vessels or steam vessels carrying the coal as a tender to that vessel. 
When the Corwin and the Bear, two cutters now on the coast, 
rescued the wrecked sailors, they had on board of that cutter 100 

| sailors, and there was hardly standing rcom for them in the ac- 
commodations that the cutter Corwin had at that time. The offi- 
cers and crew were not only inconvenienced, but they all suffered 
together in the cause of humanity until another vessel conld be 
overtaken, and the shipwrecked sailors could be distributed be- 
tween them. 

We should have a cutter large enough to accommodate ship- 
wrecked sailors or passengers taken from a disabled vessel; we 
should have a cutter, if we are going to build one, of sufficient 
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power to make speed, and of sufficient power to tow a disabled 

assenger vessel if found in distress, as vessels are frequently found. 

he only question, therefore, between the committee and those of 
us who see the necessity for having a proper cutter is $25,000. I 
therefore again appeal to the committee to accept the amendment, 
and if the Secretary of the Treasury, in his discretion, finds that 
he can build a proper vessel for less money, he certainly can do 
so, and the money will remain in the Treasury. I earnestly ap- 
peal to the committee, and ask them to make this a committee 
amendment, and appropriate the sum which has been recommended 
by the Department. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amend- 
ment of the Senator from Washington [Mr. Squire] to the amend- 
ment. 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question now is on the 
amendment as amended. 

Mr. FRYE. I ask the Senator in charge of the bill to allow 
this one item to be passed until to-morrow morning immediately 
after again commencing action on the bill. I desire then to offer 
an amendment to this item. 

Mr. ALDRICH. What item? 

. Mr. FRYE, The building of a revenue vessel on the Pacific 
oast. 

Mr.GORMAN. Verywell. Let us goon with the otheramend- 
ments. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Let the amendment referred to by the Sena- 
tor from Maine be reserved until the first thing to-morrow morning. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. It will be so ordered, in the ab- 
sence of objection. 

Mr. PLATT. Iam instructed by the Committee on Indian Af- 
fairs to report an amendment to the pending bill, which lask may 
be printed and referred to the Committee on Appropriations, 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. That order will be made in the 
absence of objection. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of 
the Committee on Appropriations was, on page 27, line 26, after 
the word ‘‘ Treasury,” to insert: 


Provided, That hereafter no portion of thissum shall be expended for print- 
ing United States notes or Treasury notes of larger denomination than those 
that may be canceled or retired; 

So as to make the clause read: 

For labor and expenses of engraving and printing: For salaries of all neces- 
sary clerks and employees, other than plate printers and plate printers’ as- 
sistants, $420,000, to be expended under the direction of the Secretary of the 
Treasury: Provided, That hereafter no portion of this sum shall be expended 
for printing United States notes or Treasury notes of larger denomination 
than those that may be canceled or retired. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 28, line 10, after the word 
‘* Treasury,” to strike out: 

Provided, That no part of the appropriations made by this and the precedin 
paragraph shall be used for printing gold certificates, and that so much o 
section 12 of the act approved July 12, 1582, entitled ‘An act to enable national 
banking associations to extend their corporate existence, and for other pur- 

»08es,"’ as authorizes and directs the Secretary of the Treasury to receive 
Rep sits of gold coin with the Treasurer or assistant treasurersof the United 
States, and to issue certificates thereon, be, and the same is hereby, repealed, 
and all such certificates herealter received into the Treasury shall be can- 
celed: And provided further, That from and after July 1, 1895, gold certificates 
shall not be receivabie for customs, taxes, or other dues to the United States, 
and shall not be counted as part of the lawful reserve of any national banking 
association. 

And insert: 

Provided, That hereafter no portion of this sum shall be expended for 
printing United States notes or Treasury notes of larger denomination than 
those that may be canceled or retired. 


So as to make the clause read: 

For wages of plate printers, at piece rates to be fixed by the Secretary of 
the Treasury, not to exceed the rates usually paid for such work, includin 
the wages of printers’ assistants, at $1.25 a day each, when employed, 
$530,000, to be expended under the direction of the Secretary of the Treasury: 
Provided, That hereafter no portion of this sum shall be expended for 
printing United States notes or Treasury notes of larger denomination than 
those that may be canceled or retired. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 30, line 19, after the word 
**harbor,” to insert ‘and the approaches to;” and in line 22, before 
the word ‘‘ thousand,” to strike out ‘‘ eighteen ” and insert ‘‘ twenty- 
four;” so as to make the clause read: 

For survey of unfinished portions of the Atlantic coast from Maine to Flor- 
ida, including Portsmouth Harbor and Piscataqgua River; Hudson River to 
Troy; Charleston bar and entrance, South Carolina, and necessary resurveys, 
including Boston Harbor, and the approaches to New Bedford Harbor, Buz- 
zards Bay; the bar and entrance to St. Simons Sound, and Savannah River 
bay, $24,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 31, line 16, after the word 
“continuing,” to insert: ‘The researches in physical hydrog- 
raphy relating to harbors and bars, including computations and 
plottings, and for;” so as to make the clause read: 

For continuing the researches in physical ny drogrephy relating to harbors 
and bars, including computations and plottings, and for tidal and current 
observations on the Atlantic, Gulf, and Pacific coasts, $5,000. 
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The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on page 31, after line 19, to strike 
out: 


For establishment of a self-registering tide gauge at Reedy Island, on the 
Delaware River, $700. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 31, line 24, after the word 
‘‘examination,” toinsert ‘‘ and including the employment of such 
pilots and nautical experts as may be necessary;” so as to make 
the clause read: 

For examination of reported dangers on the Atlantic, Gulf, and Pacific 
coasts, and to continue the compilation of the Coast Pilot, and to make spe- 
cial hydrographic examinations and including the employment of such pilots 
and nautical experts as may be necessary for the same, $3,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 82, line 15, after the word 
‘‘positions,” to strike out ‘‘including telegraphic connections 
with Montreal;” so as to make the clause read: 

For determinations of geographical positions and to continue gravity obser- 
vations, $2,500. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 32, line 18, after the word 
‘‘for,” to strike out ‘‘completing” and insert ‘‘ continuing;” so as 
to make the clause read: 

For continuing the transcontinental geodetic work on the line between the 
Atlantic and Pacific oceans, $13,000, to be immediately available. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 33, line 19, to increase the 
totalappropriation for field expenses from ‘ $110,500” to “$115,800.” 

Mr. COCKRELL. It is suggested that there is a necessity for 
an executive session, and I will move an executive session with 
the understanding that as soon as all the executive business we 
have to do is transacted, the Senate will take a recess until 8 o’clock 
this evening. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator move that the Sen- 
ate take a recess? 

Mr. COCKRELL. No; that is the understanding. 

ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. T. O. 
TOWLES, its Chief Clerk, announced that the Speaker of the House 
had signed the following enrolled joint resolutions; and they were 
thereupon signed by the Vice-President: 

A joint resolution (S.R.109) to fili vacancies in the Board of 
Regents of the Smithsonian Institution; 

A joint resolution (S.R.117) granting permission for the erec- 
tion of a bronze statue in Washington, D.C., in honor of the late 
Prof. Samuel D. Gross, M. D., LL. D., D. C. L.; and 

A joint resolution (S.R.138) authorizing the Secretary of the 
Navy to deliver unserviceable or condemned cannon to the mayor 
of Burlington, Vt., to be used in decorating Battery Park. 

EXECUTIVE SESSION. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I move that the Senate proceed to the con- 
sideration of executive business. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate proceeded to the con- 
sideration of executive business. After thirty minutes spent in 
executive session the doors were reopened, and, on motion of Mr. 
GORMAN (at 6 o’clock p. m.), the Senate took a recess until 8 
o'clock p. m. 


. 


EVENING SESSION. 
The Senate reassembled at 8 o’clock p. m. 
MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representatives by Mr. T. O. 
TOWLES, its Chief Clerk, announced that the House had passed 
the bill (H.R. 8892) making appropriations to supply deficiencies 
in the appropriations for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1895, and 
for prior years, and for other purposes; in which it requested the 
concurrence of the Senate. 


FORT HAYS MILITARY RESERVATION, KANS, 


Mr. MARTIN, from the Committee on Public Lands, to whom 
was referred the bill (8.2799) granting to the State of Kansas the 
abandoned Fort Hays Military Reservation in said State for the 
purpose of establishing western branches of the Kansas Agricul- 
tural College and of the Kansas State Normal Institute thereon, 
and for a public park, reported it without amendment. 


CLAIMS AGAINST NICARAGUA, 


Mr. HAWLEY, from the Select Committee to Inquire into all 
Claims of Citizens of the United States against the Government of 
Nicaragua, to whom was referred the following resolution, sub- 
mitted by himself on the 10th instant, reported it without amend- 
ment: 


Resolved, That the Senate having declared there is no jurisdiction to pre- 
sent the claims of citizens of the United States against the Republic of Nica- 
ragua, and said claims having been long delayed, it is respectfully submitted 
to the President that the same be called to the attention of the Government 
of Nicaragua for proper adjustment and settlement. 
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The VICE-PRESIDENT. The resolution will be placed on the 
Calendar. 


EMPLOYEES AT MALTBY BUILDING. 


Mr. LINDSAY submitted the following resolution; which was 
referred to the Committee to Audit and Control the Contingent 
Expenses of the Senate: 

Resolved, That the Sergeant-at-Armsof the Senate be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized to continue the present_session camegows at the Maltby Building, 
—_ under resolution of July 26, 1892, during the coming recess of 

Yongress. 


HOUSE BILL REFERRED. 

The bill (H. R. 8892) making eon to supply deficien- 
cies in the appropriations for the al year ending June 30, 1895, 
and for prior years, and for other purposes, was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on Appropriations: 


SUNDRY CIVIL APPROPRIATION BILL. 


The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the con- 
sideration of the bill (H. R.8518) making appropriations for sun- 
dry civil expenses of the Government for the fiscal year ending 
June 30, 1896, and for other purposes. ; 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The reading of the bill will be pro- 
ceeded with. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of 
the Committee on Appropriations was, on page 34, line 4, for pay 
of assistants employed in the field or office in the Coast and Geo- 
detic Survey to strike out: 


For one assistant, $4,000; 
For one assistant, $3,200; 
For three assistants, at $3,000 each; 
For three assistants, at $2,500 each; 
For seven assistants, at $2,200 each; 
For seven assistants, at $2,000 each; 
For three assistants, at $1.800 each; 
For three assistants, at $1,600 each; 
For two assistants, at $1,400 each; 
For four assistants, at $1,200 each; 
For aids temporarily employed at a salary not greater than $900 per annum 
each, $3,600; in all, $79,500. 


And insert: 


For two assistants, at $4,000 each; 
For one assistant, $3,500; 
For four assistants, at $3,000 each; 
For four assistants, at $2,500 each; 
For eight assistants, at $2,200 each; 
For eight assistants, at $2,000 each; 
For four assistants, at $1,800 each; 
For four assistants, at $1,600 each; 
For three assistants, at $1.400 each; 
For four assistants, at $1,200 each; 
For aids temporarily employed at a salary not greater than $900 per annum 
each, $3,600; in all, $98,300. 


Mr. McLAURIN. Mr. President, I hope the amendment will 
not be adopted by the Senate, and that the committee will recon- 
sider and withdraw the amendment. The Superintendent of the 


Coast and Geodetic Survey, when the pending bill was before the | 


House committee, wrote a letter which I will read: 


UNITED STATES CoAsT AND GEODETIC SURVEY, 
Washington, D. C., January 2, 1895. 


My Dear Str: I have the honor to inclose you herewith the requisite 
number and salaries of assistants of the Coast and Geodetic Survey upon the 
oe ot an appropriation for 1896 of similar character and amount to that 
of 1895. 

At present there are 10 divisions in the office force. By distributing the 
work of 4 of these divisions among the rest the number has been reduced 
from 10 to 7, so that only 7 assistants will be required for the office force. 

The reduced ap>ropriations will necessarily reduce the number of assist- 
ants in the field vom ® to 27, so that the entire force of assistants in both 
office and field will be reduced from 42 to 34. 

These will be sutticient for all the work appropriated for, and with this re- 
duced appropriation the Coast Survey will not be hampered by such reduc- 
tion of its assistants. 

Yours, very respectfully, 
W. W. DUFFIELD, 
Superintendent United States Coast and Geodetic Survey. 


On the basis of that the appropriations were reported by the | 


House committee and passed by the House that are proposed to 
be stricken out by the committee of the Senate. Since that time 
General Duffield, the Superintendent of the Coast and Geodetic 
Survey, has written me the following letter: 
TREASURY DEPARTMENT, 
OFFICE OF THE COAST AND GEODETIC SURVEY, 
Washington, D. C., February 20, 1395. 
My DEAR Str: Agreeably to the direction of Hon. Joseru D. Sayers, chair- 


man of the House propriation Committee, and having in view the House | 


———— for 1896, I have after careful examination reduced the number 
of assistants of the Coast and Geodetic Survey from 4 to 34. 

Since then I have reviewed this estimate and find it to be satisfactory as to 
its correctness. 

Some of the work done by these gentlemen during former years has now 
been completed, and therefore 34 assistants are amply sufficient for the 
House appropriation of 1896. If the Senate, however, sees fit to retain the 
original number of assistants (42) in order to provide for those whose declin- 
ing years have unfitted them for active duty im the field, it will be equiva- 
lent to placing them on the retired list. 


Yours, very respectfully, 
W. W. DUFFIELD, Superintendent. 
Hon, A. J. McLAURIN, 


United States Senate Chamber, Washington, D. C. 
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After that statement by the Superintendent, who was not be- 
fore the committee, and I do not know whether he was invited to 
appear before the committee or not, the Committee on Appropria- 
tions has raised the number of assistants eight, and raised the ap- 
propriation $18,800, while it reduced the appropriation for the 
salary of the Superintendent $1,000. There is a statute providing 
for the salary of the Superintendent, making it $6,000 a year. The 
appropriation lacks $1,000 of being as much as the sum fixed by 
the statute as his salary. 

Mr. HUNTON. Is the salary of the Superintendent of the 
Coast and Geodetic Survey provided for in the sundry civil bill? 
My recollection is it is in the legislative, executive, and judicial 
appropriation bill. 

Mr. GORMAN. No; it is in this bill. 

Mr. McLAURIN. The provision is in the pending bill. 

Mr. HUNTON. Not for the Superintendent's salary? 

Mr. McLAURIN. Yes, sir; as the Senator will see in lines 24 
and 25, on page 33. It says, ‘“‘ For Superintendent, $5,000.” 

The assistant superintendent was, I understand, before the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations, the Superfmtendent not having been be- 
fore them, and the estimate of the Saperintendent has been dis- 
regarded by the committee. The assistant superintendent was 
| before the committee in 1835, and stated as follows: 

The nature of the services is such that necessarily a very large part of the 
amount appropriated is expended for pay of employees, and if we compare 
the number of men in the normal force and their aggregate pay with the 
amount to be expended in the execution of the work, this is very evident. I 
have frequently considered the matter, and I know that if the norma! force 
was scaled one-third in numbers, and the office force one-tenth, and the aggre 
gate of the appropriations kept at the present figures, under a new distribu 
tion, more work could be done. 


Then the question was propounded to him: 


Q. That is, you think it can bear a reduction of 3) per cent or more, and 
not impair its efficiency? 
A. I think so. 


| That was the statement of the assistant superintendent in 1885. 
The assistant superintendent, [ understand, was before this com- 
mittee and made these estimates different from the estimates 
which are made by the Superintendent. If this amendment is 
adopted by theSenate, unintentionally, I am satisfied, on the part of 
the committee, it is a slap in the face to General Duffield, the 
Superintendent of the Coast and Geodetic Survey. I donot think 
he merits it. I beg the indulgence of the Senate while I read an 
extract from Appleton’s Encyclopedia of American Biography as 
to who General Duffield is. Under the head of ‘* Wilham Ward 
Duffield ” it says: 


Soldier, born in Carlisle, Pa., November, 1823, was graduated at Columbia 

College, New York, 1841. 

Te served in the Mexican war; was wounded at Cerro Gordo 18th of April, 

18#7,and also at Contreras August 20, 1847, while acting adjutant of the Second 

| Tennessee Infantry and on Gen. Gideon J. Pillow’s staff. After the close of 

the war he becameacivilengineer. He wasa resident engineer on the Hudson 

| River Railroad 1851; chief engineer of the Oakland and Ottawa Railroad, Micb- 

igan. and located that line from Pontiac to Grand Haven: chief engineer of 

the Central Military Tract Railroad, Illinois, in 1854 (now part of the Chicago, 

partagten and Quincy Railroad), and built that line from Detroit to Port 
uron. 

Served as lieutenant-colonel of the Fourth Michigan Infantry in 1861, and 
was in the first battle of Bull Run. On the lth of September, 1861, was ap- 
pointed colonel of the Ninth Michigan Infantry. 

He joined General Sherman at Louisville, Ky., and was sent by him to oc- 
cupy and fortify the pass through Muldraugh Hill, West Point, Ky., on the 
22d of January, 1862. He was appointed by Gen>ral Buell commander of the 
| Twenty-third Brigade, Army of the Cumberland, April 22, 1862, and brigadier 

general and president of the Examining Board, under the act of Congress to 

test the efficiency of volunteer officers, May 2, 1862. He overtook the Confed 
| erate forces at Lebanon, under Col. John Morgan, and captured the place 
after a sharp battle. 

He was assigned by General Buell to command all the forces in Kentucky 





| 
| 





May 8, 1862, and was relieved from this post September 10. He rejoine: 
| the Fourteenth Corps, Army of the Cumberland, under General 7 lLiomas, and 
served with it untilthe battle of Murfreesboro, where he was disabled by two 
severe wounds and captured. Unable to take the field at the time required 


by the act of Congress, he resigned and was appointed chief engineer of the 

udson River Railroad. He was employed in 1869 to survey the lands in 
Colorado; in 1871-72 was chief engineer of the Kentucky Union Railroad, and 
located that line from Paris toHazard. He was elected to the Michigan State 
senate in 1880,and in 1882 was employed in surveying Government land in 
Dakota. In 1885 he was reappointed chief engineer of the Kentucky Union 
Railroad. He has published School of Brigade and Evolutions of the Line 

Without any solicitation on his part he was appointed Superin- 
| tendent of the Coast and Geodetic Survey and confirmed by the 
| Senate. I have read this extract to show his efficiency, his com- 
petency, and to show that he is 

Mr. ALLISON. I desire tocorrect the Senator from Mississippi. 
|The Superintendent of the Coast Survey is not confirmed by the 
| Senate. 
| Mr. McLAURIN. General Duffield was confirmed by the Sen- 
| ate. 
| 
} 
| 





a 

Mr. ALLISON. It is an appointment which is not confirmed 
by the Senate according to the statute. That is all I know. 

Mr. McLAURIN. General Duffield was confirmed by the Sen- 
ate to my certain knowledge. 

Mr. ALLISON. As Superintendent of the Coast Survey? 

Mr. McLAURIN. As Superintendent of the Coast and Geo- 
detic Survey. 
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Mr. HUNTON. Oh, yes; I think thatis true beyond any doubt. 

Mr. ALLISON. Then I stand corrected. My impression was 
that that officer was not confirmed by the Senate. 

Mr. McLAURIN. Whether the law requires it or not I do not 
know and I do not pretend to say. 

Mr. ALLISON. I stand corrected. 

Mr. McLAURIN. The estimate made by General Duffield re- 
duced the expenses $18,800, and a saving to the Government of 
that much would be effected. His salary has been reduced $1,000 
in order, I suppose, to raise the appropriation $18,800. 

Mr. HUNTON. I desire to say a word or two, sir, in the same 
line that has been followed by the Senator from Mississippi [Mr. 
McLAvRIN]. I know General Duffield well, as you, Me Presi- 
dent, know I do, and I do not know a more accomplished gentile- 
man tham he is. He is all that my friend from Mississippi de- 
scribed him to be. Why it is that the Appropriations Committee 
proposes to cut down the salary of the Superintendent of the Coast 
and Geodetic Survey $1,000 the moment General Duffield enters 
upon the duties of Superintendent is more than I can explain. 

The Coast and Geodetic Survey was established long ago; I 
think as early as some time in the forties. I am not certain about 
that, but Iam certain that it was in existence as early as the 3d 
of March, 1853. Im the very act establishing the office of Super- 
intendent of the Coast and Geodetic Survey the salary of the 
Superintendent was fixed at $6,000 a year. From that day to this 
there has been no Superintendent of that office who has received a 
dollar less than $6,000 per annum. I will guarantee that that office 
has had no more efficient and accomplished gentleman at its head 
than General Duffield. The office was created by an act of Con- 
gress, and it forms section 4689 of the Revised Statutes. By that 
statute the compensation of the Superintendent of the Coast and 
Geodetic Survey is fixed at $6,000 per annum, and the proposed 
reduction to $5,000 per annum is in contravention of the statute 
to which I have referred. 

Mr. HARRIS. Will the Senator from Virginia allow me to 
suggest to him that the Committee on Appropriations has done 
nothing in respect to the salary of General Duffield. The bill 
comes to us from the other House with an appropriation of $5,000. 
If that is to be changed, it cam only be done by an amendment in 
the Senate. 

Mr. HUNTON. Then I move to amend the amendment by 
striking out ‘‘ $5,000” and inserting ‘‘ $6,000.” 

Mr. HARRIS. That amendment is not now in order. 

Mr. COCKRELL. That is not in order. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair will entertain the amend- 
ment at the proper time. 

Mr. HUNTON. I believe it is understood that the committee 
amendments are to be acted upon first. 

Mr. HARRIS. That is right. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. That is correct. 

Mr. HUNTON. Then I shall not detain the Senate longer now, 
but will move the amendment after the committee amendments 
have been acted upon. 

Mr. COCKRELL. We have simply restored the salaries of the 
present fiscal year according to the estimates. 

Mr. HUNTON. DolI understand the chairman of the commit- 
tee to say that the estimate for this officer's salary is $5,000 a year? 

Mr. COCKRELL. No; I am uot talking about that question. 
That is not at issue at all. 

Mr. HUNTON. All right. 

Mr. HAWLEY. Mr. President, I have always taken great in- 
terest in this branch of the Government, as I think all who make 
any inquiry or examination into its history and usefulness will do. 

I was disposed to vote for whatever liberal appropriation was 
made while [ was in the other House, and I have done the same 
since I have been in the Senate. I had occasion during the war to 
serve nearly all the while along the coast, and I had reason to be 
grateful to the Survey for a week or two, or three or four weeks, 
when we crawled about over the islands along the southern coast 
by the aid of the Coast Survey, the coast guards at night, and the 
maps of the Survey. 

he work of the Survey is not done. It never will be done. 
They heave in the last three or four years been resurveying Long 
Island Sound, which was surveyed about forty years ago. The 
old survey was found to be erroneous and defective. There is not 
a scientific branch of the Government more creditable to us than 
that department, and as a rule it has had exceedingly capable 
men, men of scientific attainments and great executive and prac- 
tical value, at its head. That is especially true of Professor Men- 
denhall, who has just left the ee to the great regret of 
all who knew him and his usefulness there. He has gone toa 
place more congenial, I suppose, and perhaps to higher rank and 
salary. The Senator from Iowa [Mr. ALLIson) calls my atten- 
tion to the great, world-wide reputation of Professor Peirce, who 
used to be chief of it—a great astronomer. There are others, 
eminent in science, both here and in Europe. 

Now there comes to the command of it a gentleman whom I do 
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not know at all, but I find him saying that he has reviewed hisesti- 
mate and finds it satisfactory as to its correctness. That is the 
reduction he made. 

Some of the work done by these gentleman during former years has now 
been completed— 

As I said, the work of the Survey never will be done— 
and therefore, 34 assistants are amply sufficient for the House appropriation 
of 18%. If the Senate, however, sees fit to retain the i number of 
assistants, 42— 

This is very fresh writing— 
in order to provide for those whose declining years have unfitted them for 
aenve duty in the field, it will be equivalent to placing them on the retired 
ist. 


Ido not quite enjoy the courtesy of that reflection upon the 
Senate. It comes from a gentleman who himself will shortly be 
72 years old, and who has never had any experience in Coast-Sar- 
vey work, according to the record which has been read. He had 
a very honorable record elsewhere and was wounded in two wars, 
but I do not think it was well for him, being a trifle older than I 
am, to reflect upon men of special acquirements and great value, 
and to say that if they are kept in the service it will be equivalent 
to putting them upon the retired list. I am willing toabide by the 
Committee on Appropriations in this matter. 

Mr. LINDSAY. Mr. President, I gather from the remarks of 
the Senator from Connecticut [Mr. ed that the offense of 
General Duffield is that he has recommended a reduction of the 
expenses of the Coast and Geodetic Survey by discontinuing cer- 
tain offices filled by men whose service he regards as not required 
to carry out the purposes of the law. Ido not think that is at 
all presuming upon his position to lecture or advise the Senate. 
He is presumed to be acquainted with the details and the neces- 
sities of the Bureau. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Will the Senator from Kentucky permit me 
to read one line on that question from Mr. Duffield himself? 

Mr. LINDSAY. Yes, sir. 

Mr. COCKRELL. He says: 

Not being sufficiently familiar with the personnel of the office foree, I can 
not reduce it advisably. Such reduction might lop off a valuable elerk and 
retain one of little or no value. But, being well satisfied that this force also 
needs reduction, I suggest (if the committee deem it advisable) the following 
amendment, to be added after “ Pay of office force,” at the foot of page 230, 
Book of Estimates: 

“Provided, That the Secretar 


of the Treasury may, upon the recommen- 
dation of the Superintendent o 


the Coast Survey, at any time abolish any 
position or reduce the salary of any position herein provided for under the 
office force that he may deem advisable.” 

He says he does not know anything about it. 

Mr. LINDSAY. The committee, instead of accepting General 
Duffield’s suggestion and leaving experience to oak him and the 
Secretary of the Treasury to reduce expenses, proposes perempto- 
rily to restore all the officers that the other House discontinued 
and fixes their salaries. In other words, the recommendations of 
the chief of the Bureau are absolutely disregarded, and I take it 
there is no member of the committee who is able to say of his own 
knowledge that the services of any of these men are requisite. 

Yet it is a little singular that nobody’s salary is proposed to be 
reduced now except General Duffield’s. It is true that it is not 
done by the action of the committee of the Senate. The reduction 
was made by the bill as it came here from the other House, but 
coupled with that reduction was the discontinuance of all these 
offices. Now the Senate restores the offices, provides pay for these 
men whose services are said to be unmecessary, and leaves the 
Superintendent's salary reduced. The result cf all of which is to 
say to the heads of Bureaus, ‘‘ Whenever you undertake to suggest 
a reduction of expenses the reduction in your own case will be 
made, but the salary of everybody else will be left as it was.” 

Mr. HAWLEY. I think it is rather to say that the probability 
is that 88 men are wiser than one, and we think there is wor 
enough for those men to do. 

Mr. WHITE. Mr. President, I think the adoption of the emend- 
ment referred to, made by the Committee on Appropriations and 
proposed here, is essential. As soon as it was suggested by the 
other House that the reduction referred should be made, the most 
vigorous protests were forwarded to my colleague and myself, 
not from the persons themselves interested, but from all the mer- 
cantile interests of theCoast, the Board of Trade and the Chamber 
of Commerce of San Francisco especially. 

All the shipping interests were most irritated at the idea that 
these parties should be withdrawn from the public service. If it 
is important, in order to prevent the wrecking of ships, that those 
engaged in maritime enterprises should know where some rocks and 
shoals are, if it is important to have the ordinary functions of a 
coast survey carried out, the reduction proposed by the other 
House would have been utterly destructive. My friend from 
Kentucky [Mr. Livpsay] perhaps does not appreciate the neces- 
sity, because it has not been called to his attention. When the 
head of the Bureau himself did not know where reductions should 
be made, certainly it was time to call a halt. 

Now, the persons to whom I refer are perfectly cognizant of 
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the character of the work that is being done. The Coast Survey 
has recently performed a most important labor, surveying the 
southern line of the Alaskan boundary along the British pos 

sessions. It is constantly engaged upon work on the Coast. it 
were necessary to go into this matter in detail, my colleague [Mr. 
PERKINS], who is necessarily absent this evening, has a great 


‘deal of information upon the subject, because he is personally 


very familiar with it, which might be offered to the Senate. 
But until someone who knows can show us the specific reduc- 
tions which can be made without detriment to the public service, 
it is certainly poor policy to attempt a reduction when we do not 
know where to begin and where to ~y 

I regard the service performed by the Coast Survey upon the 
Western coast of this country as absolutely essential to the public 
safety; and im so far as concerns that portion of mercantile enter- 
prise which is carried on through the rivers and oceans, I do not 
believe any change that could have been proposed in existing laws 
would so soon have evoked a vigorous and spontaneous expression 
from men of business, who draw no salaries in this matter, but 
who recognize the essential character of the work done by the 
parties who have heretofore received the support of the Govern- 
ment. There is no one better known in connection with this work 
than Professor Davidson. He is an authority all over the coun- 
try, and yet this foolish, ill-advised reduction would have abso- 
lutely excluded him from employment. It was part of the pro- 
gramme, as I know. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I feel very sorry for General Duffield. He 
got himself into the condition that bureau chiefs very often do 
when they go before the House Committee on Appropriations with 
great reforms. They recommend reforms in certain lines. Some 
of their suggestions are taken; some of them are not taken. I 
think it is not improper to say that a certain amount was fixed 
for the office force, and General Duifield was uested to go off 
and make an estimate of how that force should be arranged to 
come within the amount which had been fixed. Mr. Duffield says: 


My Dear Srr: I have the honor to inclose you herewith the requisite num- 
ber and salaries of assistants of the Coast and Geodetic Survey upon the basis 
of an appropriation for 1896 of similar character and amount to that of 18%. 

At present there are 10 divisions in the office foree. By distributing the 
work of 4 of these divisions among the rest the number has m reduc 
from 10 to 7, so that only 7 assistants will be required for the office force. 

The reduced appropriations will necessarily reduce the number of assist- 
ants in the field from-22 to 27, so that the entire force of assistants in both 
office and field will be reduced from 42 to 34, 

These will be sufficient for all the work. 

Then he makes the estimate here. I understand he was re- 
qatred to fix it at a certain amount. Now, let me say to the 
Senator that when they were making up these estimates to be 
submitted to Congress after having been approved by the Secre- 
tary of the Treasury, they estimated just as we have put it in the 
bill. Whether Mr. Duffield sent in those estimates or not I do not 
know. _I do not remember when he took charge of the office. 

Mr. McLAURIN. Will the Senator allow me to ask him a 
question? s 

Mr. COCKRELL. Certainly. 

Mr. McLAURIN. Was General Duffield ever before the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations? 

Mr. COCKRELL. He was requested to send any statement he 
had to make in regard to it. ; 

Mr. McLAURIN. Was his assistant before the committee? 

Mr. COCKRELL. One of his assistants was. ; 

Mr. MCLAURIN. Was he invited before the committee? 

Mr. COCKRELL. He was not. We have put in the bill the 
exact estimate. 

Mr. McLAURIN. Is the committee amendment made upon 
the estimate of the Superintendent or the assistant? 

Mr. COCKRELL. Thecommittee amendment is made up upon 
the estimates of the Superintendent of the Coast and Geodetic 
Survey, as submitted to Congress by the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury, and the items are just as they were in the last appropriation 
act. 

Mr. FRYE. What is the trouble, then? , 

Mr. COCKRELL. Last year we made a reduction of a very 
large number in the Coast and Geodetic Survey, a larger number 
than those familiar with the service believed it could stand with- 
out materially crippling its efficiency. We then provided that— 

The Seeretary of the Treasury shall reduce the number or compensation, 
or both, of said office force,so as to make the whole of said compensation 
equal to the sum of $135,000 for the fiscal year 1895: Provided, That nothing 
herein shall be construed to affect the civi es in so far as now ap- 
Plicable to the Coast and Geodetic Survey; and he shall submit estimates in 
detail for the said office force, as reorganized hereunder, in his annual esti- 
mates to Congress for the fiscal ~ 806. And theS tary of the Treas- 
ury shall examine and report to the next a at its first session, what 

uction can be made in the number and ies. of the employees of the 
Coast and Geodetic Survey without serious detriment to the service. 

Under that law and those provisions we restore it and leave it 
to the Secretary of the Treasury to report at the beginning of the 
next session what greater reduction can be made than we made 
last year. 

Mr. McLAURIN. Mr. President, I take it for granted that the 


Superintendent of the Coast and Geodetic Survey is a competent 
and efficient officer; that he understands the business to which he 
Was appointed, and understood it when he was appointed to that 
office. It occurs to me that it is very strange, when that officer 
has made an estimate of the appropriations that onght to be made 
for the assistants necessary to conduct the office, to have the Senate 
raise that appropriation $15,800; and that is exactly what this 
amendment proposes to do. 

I want to enter my protest against it. I do enter my protest 
against it. If it is true that thisis an economical Administra- 
tion, if it is true that this is an economical Senate, if it is true 
that the Senate only proposes to expend that which is necessary, 
then it seems to me that we ought not to raise the estimate made 
by the Superintendent of the Coast and Geodetic Survey $18,800, 
or any other sum, but we ought to make such an appropriation as 
he has asked. 

Mr. HAWLEY. If this be an economic Administration, to 
use the language of the Senator from Mississippi, we are safe in 
following the recommendations of the Secretary of the Treasury. 
The committee has done that exactly. 

Mr. ALLISON. Mr. President, I wish to say only a few words 
on this subject. I did not hear the letter read by the Senator 
from Mississippi, purporting to come from the Superintendent of 
the Coast and Beadetie Survey, but I understood from what little 
I did hear that the Superintendent of the Coast Survey criticises 
the present schedule of salaries as found in the bill as reported 
by the committee. Am I correct in that regard? 

Mr. McLAURIN. The Senator has the letter before him. 

Mr. ALLISON. Then I will read it. 

Mr. PLATT. What is the date? 

Mr. ALLISON. February 20. 

Mr. PLATT. The bill was reported February 18, It was writ- 
ten after the bill was reported. 

Mr. ALLISON. It was written after the bill was reported. 
He says: 

I have after careful examination reduced the number of assistants of the 
Coast and Geodetic Survey from 42 to 34 

Mr. President, this careful examination of the Superintendent 
only dispensed with the services of Mr. Davidson, who for many 
years has had charge of the important work of the survey on the 
Pacific coast. The Committee on Appropriations, in examining 
the bill as it came to us from the other House, saw in the very first 
item under this head a reduction by forcing this valuable and im- 
a officer, who is engaged in this very important work, out of 

is place and by making no provision for his salary. In goingon 
and looking over the details we found three or four others simi- 
larly situated and known to members of the Committee on Appro- 
priations. We found from the Book of Estimates that the Sec- 
retary of the Treasury, who is the responsible officer for the Sur- 
vey, and in whose Department the Survey exists, sent to us esti- 
mates of appropriation in accordance with the appropriations of 
last year. 

I submit that it does not lie in the pathway of a gentleman so 
eminent as General Duffield, in private communications to com- 
mittees of this House or the other, to override the omnipotent 
power of the Secretary of the Treasury as respects these questions 
and present these recommendations in the privacy of committee 
rooms without the assent and indorsement in writing of the See- 
retary of the Treasury. I submit tothe Senator from Mississippi 
that the person responsible for the Coast Survey and for its or- 
ganization has never intimated to the Committee on Appropria- 
tions of the Senate that he could under any circumstances dis- 
pense with the officers for whom we appropriated last year and for 
whom he has estimated this year. 

Mr. President, there is a history connected with these reductions 
that has not yet been disclosed in this Chamber, a history which 
will connect not the Superintendent of the Coast Survey but other 
people employed there with this attempted reorganization, with- 
out the knowledge of the Secretary of the -Treasury and without 
any reference made by him to either House of Congress on the 
subject. 

Therefore, I submit that it is not just to this service or to those 
who have been a in it for many years, and who are men 
of the highest skill in the scientific work of the Survey, to thus 
cut them down without a hearing from their superior officer, the 
Secretary of the Treasury. 

Mr. PLATT. May I ask the Senator from Iowa one question 
before he sits down? I find that the salary of the Superintendent 
has been reduced $1,000 by the other House. I want to ingnire 
whether the Superintendent recommended the reduction of his 
own salary when he was recommending the reduction of the salary 
of his assistant? 

Mr. HAWLEY. He recommended the dismissal of his assist- 


ant. 

Mr. ALLISON. I have no evidence, except the letter which ap- 
pears here, that the Superintendent of the Coast Survey recom- 
mended the reductions. 
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Mr. COCKRELL. It will be found in the hearings before the 
House committee, on page 192. I will state to the Senator that 
he did not recommend the reduction of his own salary, but it is 
put specifically at $6,000. But all the other salaries are cut down. 

Mr. McLAURIN. I will ask the Senator from Connecticut 
who has just taken his seat if he knows of any assistant or any 
officer the reduction of whose salary he recommended? 

_ HAWLEY. He recommended to send them all away en- 
tirely. 

Mr. McLAURIN. Though he did not recommend the reduction 
of the salary of any officer. 

Mr. ALLISON. ‘I wish to say in response to the Senator from 
Connecticut that personally for myself I do not believe it is wise 
to reduce the compensation of the Superintendent of the Coast 
Survey. I think a highly scientific person fitted for this place 
deserves the salary now authorized by the statute. 

Mr. STEWART. I have had the honor of an acquaintance 
with Professor Davidson for many years and have been familiar 
with his work on the Pacific Coast. I regard him as no ordinary 
man. He is a scientist whose ability is recognized throughout 
the world. He has a world-wide reputation. He has done great 
service to the Government and is still in full vigor. I do not be- 
lieve that he would lose by a comparison with any officer who 
has done like service for the Government. In other words, I be- 
lieve that he is at the head as a scientific, useful, and important 
officer. I would hate to see him cut down without knowing the 
reason why, for I do not believe there is any person in the service 
who could take his place and do as good servige to the Govern- 
ment. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment of the committee. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of 
the Committee on Appropriations was, on page 40, line 21, after 
the words ‘‘ United States,” to strike out: 


A report in detail of the expenses on account of the National Zoological 
Park shall be made to Congress at the beginning of each regular session. 
And of the sum hereby pperonriates $5,000 shall be used toward the construc- 
tion of a road from the Holt mansion entrance (on Adams Mill road) into the 

ark to connect with the roads now in existence, including a bridge across 
ock Creek. 
So as to make the clause read: 

National Zoological Park: For continuing the construction of roads, walks, 
bridges, water supply, sewerage, and drainage; and for grading, Eianting, and 
otherwise improving the grounds; erecting, and repairing buildings and in- 
closures for animals; and for administrative purposes, care, subsistence, and 
transportation of animals, including salaries or compensation of all necessar 
employees, and general incidental expenses not otherwise provided for, $55,000, 
one-half of which sum be paid from the revenues of the District of Co- 
lumbia and the other half from the Treasury of the United States. 


Mr. COCKRELL. I desire to have the amendment of the com- 
mittee to strike out the first part of the amendment which has 
been read agreed to, that portion referring to the report, because 
that is the law already, and the same thing was in the bill which 
passed last year, preceded by the word ‘‘ hereafter.” The second 
part of the amendment I desire to have disagreed to—that is, the 
part beginning ‘‘ and of the sum hereby appropriated,” and end- 
ing with the words “ bridge across Rock Creek.” I desire that 
part of the ene retained as it came from the House of Rep- 
resentatives. The amendment was proposed under a misappre- 
hension. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment will be divided as 
requested by the Senator from Missouri. The first division of the 
amendment will be read. 

The Secretary. After the words ‘‘ United States,” in line 21, 
on page 40, it is proposed to strike out: 

A report in detail of the expenses on account of the National Zoological 
Park shall be made to Congress at the beginning of each regular session. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on striking out the 
words which have been read. 

The amendment was to. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT, The second amendment will now be 
stated. 

The Secretary. After the word “session,” in line 24, on page 
40, the Committee on Appropriations reported to strike out: 

And of the sum hereby appropriated $5,000 shall be used toward the con- 
struction of a road from the Holt mansion entrance (on Adams Mill road) into 
the pas to connect with the roads now in existence, including a bridge across 
Rock Creek. 

The amendment was rejected. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of 
the Committee on Appropriations was, on page 49, line 12, to in- 
crease the appropriation for ** propagation of food fishes” from 
$91,250 to $108,750. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 50, after line 12, to insert: 

For invest*gation and report respecting: the advisability of establishing a 
fish-hatching station at some suitable point in the State of New Hampshire, 
$500, or so much thereof as may be necessary. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
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The next amendment was, on page 50, after line 21, to strike out: 


For all other necessary expenditures, to enable the Commission to prop- 
erly carry out the objects of the “Act to regulate commerce,” including ex- 
penditures for counsel employed with the apgrova of the Attorney-General 
to give effect to the provisions of said act and all acts and amendments sup- 
plementary thereto, $184,000. 


And insert: 


For all other necessary expenditures, to enable the Commission to give 
effoct_to the provisions of the ‘‘ Act to regulate commerce,” and all acts and 
amendments supplementary thereto, $184,000, of which sum not exceeding 
$20,000 may be expended in the employment of counsel. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 52, line 4, after the word 
‘‘of,” to insert ‘the said act of August 5, 1892, as amended by;” 
in line 14, after the word ‘‘said,” to insert ‘‘ sundry civil act to 
carry out;” and in the same line, after the word “ three,” to insert 
‘‘as amended;” so as to make the clause read: 

That the Bureau of Engraving and Printing, under the supervision of the 
Secretary of the Treasury, be authorized to print —— the blank diplomas 
authorized by section 3 of the said act of August 5, 1892, as amended by the 
act of March 3, 1893, making appropriations for the sundry civil expenses of 
the Government for the fiscal i 1894, the names of the persons to whom 
the diplomas are to be awarded by the World's Columbian Commission, and 
the language of the awards as furnished by the committee on awards of the 
World’s Columbian Commission; and the expense thereof shall be paid from 
the appropriation of $103,000 contained in said sundry civil act to carry out 
section 3 as amended, which appropriation is hereby made available for such 
purpose until expended. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 52, line 19, to increase the 
appropriation for ‘‘Paper and stamps” from ‘‘ $60,000” to ‘‘ $65,- 
000.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 53, line 14, before the word 
“thousand,” to strike out “fifty” and insert “‘sixty;” and in the 
same line, after the word “‘ dollars,” to strike out ‘‘ to be immedi- 
ately available;” so as to make the clause read: 

Transportation of silver coin: For transportation of silver coin, includin 
fractional si) ver coin, by registered mail or otherwise, $60,000; and in expend- 
ing this sum the Secretary of the Treasury is authorized and directed to 
transport from the Treasury or subtreasuries, free of charge, silver coin 
when soqpemeed to do so: Provided, That an equal amount in coin or cur- 
rency shall have been deposited in the arenes or such subtreasuries by the 
applicant or applicants. And the Secretary of the Treasury shall report to 
Congress the cost arising under this appropriation. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 54, line 3, before the word 
silver,” to insert ‘‘uncurrent fractional,” and in line 4, before 
the word ‘‘silver,” to insert ‘‘ fractional;” so as to make the clause 
read: 

Recoinage of uncurrent fractional silver coins: For recoinage of the un- 


current fractional silver coins in the Treasury, to be expended under the 
direction of the Secretary of the Treasury, $100,000. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 54, line 20, to increasa the ap- 
peer naee for ‘‘ Distinctive paper for United States securities” 

rom ‘‘ $60,000” to ‘‘ $68,000.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 55, line 5, to increase the ap- 
propriation for ‘‘ Expenses of national currency ” frou, ‘‘ $10,000” to 
** $19,000.” 

Mr. COCKRELL. There are three amendments to go in the 
portion of the bill which is being read. On line 5, page 56, after 
the word ‘‘ Columbia,” I move to insert ‘‘including the buildings 
at Chicago.” 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. On page 56, line 5, after the word ‘‘Colum- 
bia,” it is proposed to insert ‘‘ including the buildings at Chicago;” 
so as to read: 


Pay of assistant custodians and janitors: For pay of assistant custodians 
and janitors, including all personal services in connection with the care of 
all public buildings under control of the Treasury Department eutside of the 
District of Columbia, including the buildings at Chicago, $775,006. 


Mr. COCKRELL. That may be necessary in view of the addi- 
tion which has been made. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. COCKRELL. In line 18, on page 56, after the word ‘“‘ hos- 
pitals,” I move to insert the words “‘ the buildings at Chicago.” 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. On page 56, line 18, after the word “ hos- 
pitals,” it is proposed to insert ‘‘the buildings at Chicago;” so as 
to read: 


Furnitare and repairs of furniture: For furniture and repairs of same and 
pnp for all public buildings, marine hospitals, the buildings at Chicago 
included, under the control of the Treasury rtment, and for furniture 
carpets, chandeliers, and gas fixtures for new buildings, exclusive of personal 
services, except for work done by contract, $180,000. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. COCKRELL. On page 57, line 9, after the word ‘‘hos- 
pitals,” I move to insert the words “the buildings at Chicago.” 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment will be stated. 
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The SECRETARY. On page 57, line 9, after the word “ hospitals,” | question is on the amendment of the committee, which Sea been 


it is proposed to insert ‘‘the buildings at Chicago;” so as to read: | read. 
Fuel, lights, and water for public buildings: For fuel, lights, water, electric The amendment was agreed to. 
cusrons =a light one newer parpenen, octrio- ight pasate, — i. The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of 
s thereto, in such buildings as ma ed by the Secre ‘ : - 4s S = ve 13 
reasury, electric-light wiring, and miscellaneous items required for the use the Committee on Appropriations was, on page 63, after line 8, to 
of the janitors, firemen, or engineers, in the yaa care of the buildings, | Insert: 


furniture, and heating apparatus, exclusive of personal services, for all pub- Payment toexecutorsof Francis Wharton: To th tors of Franci 

, one . ; a . : : pay the executors of Francis 
lic buildings, marine hospitals, the buildings at nee included, under the | Wharton, being balance due his estate for services rendered in pre paring the 
control of the Treasury Department, inclusive of new buildings, $875,000. Diplomatic Correspondence of the American Revolution, under a joint reso- 


lution of Congress approved August 13, 1888, providing for the printing of a 
The amendment was agreed to suppl Non's Digest Law, $7,50 
° ° “ t of W 1 Le + $7,000. 
The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment a Whe Genent a xno “ — bai tas 
. + 4s ~ . » dm € gT ed . 
neat aerrneer was, on page58, line7, afterthe | 7). next amendment was, on page 63, after line 16, to insert: 
; : 


: : s : on The Secretary of the Treasury shall prescribe regulations for the sampling 
Dura of oopcasee incident to the last sickness and burial of deceased | #24 assaying of lead ores imported into the United States, and such regula. 








: : ~ ised 8 tions shall provide that the method of sampling and assaying such ores shall 
pensioners waEae qoctey ar of the Mey Ctatates. be the same as that usually adopted for commercial purposes by public sam- 
So as to make the clause read: pling works in the United States; and he is authorized to incur the necessary 


Suppressing counterfeiting and other crimes: For expenses incurred under toaee: FF Guided tee of te cree ae “i Heed a1 ~ faire “ted 
the sathextien or with the caumutal of the Secretar ot the Treasury in de- shall be inonsendl . ea onanpting aese ty eae United Stat . 
4 § y © . es. 
tecting, arresting, and delivering into the custody of the United States mar- Th d t i — 7 
shal having jurisdiction dealers and pretended dealers in counterfeit money, -he amendment was agreed to. 7 ; 
ond persone cuanged in souniecten oe Pasay wotes., bonds, poticnse eek The next amendment was, on page 64, after line 3, to insert: 
notes, and other securities of the United States and of forei overnments, ; . 
as well as the coins of the United States and of foreign Governments, and ant ee rere of * Sseemuty 2. geet ae hereby, authorized and 
other felonies committed against the laws of the United States relating to | directed to furnish Gen. James D. McBride, on his written requests from 
the pay and bounty laws, including $4,000 to make the necessary investigation | time to time as may be required, impressions on lithographic transfer paper, 
of aun for reimbursement of expenses incident to the last sickness and from the following engravings: The signers of the Declaration of — 
burial of deceased pensioners under section 4718 of the Revised Statutes, and | $2¢e #nd_ portraits of the Presidents of the United States; and that the said 
for no other purpose whatever, $60,000 McBride be, and he is hereby, authorized and permitted to print the vignette 
ee ttetaaon of the signers of the Declaration of Independence in connection with his his- 
Mr. PLATT. I should like to inquire of the chairman of the | Puicishn the History of the United States’ and also to print said portraits 
4 . . . ; : PME s c 1 k 2 S& po alts 
committee what is the necessity, if any, for this proposed amend- | ;, a group under the following title: “‘ The Portraits of the Presidents of the 
ment? United States:” Provided, That nothing herein contained shall be construed 


Mr. COCKRELL. Thatisthe usualappropriation. Wesimply | #5 authorizing the said McBride to print, or cause to be printed. copies of 
restore what the law has been said engravings in any other manner than hereinbefore specified; and the 


Mr. PLATT. The law has been so? cost and expense thereof shall be paid by said McBride. 


Mr. COCKRELL. Yes. The amendment was agreed to. : : 
Mr. PLATT. It strikes me it would be quite as well to expend The next amendment was, on page 64, after line 21, to insert: 
$4,000 to see why reimbursement for burial expenses has not been That the act entitled ‘‘ An act to authorize and provide for the distribution 


: 7 : rer of useless papers in the Executive Departments,” approved February 16, 1889, 
allowed. I make no objection, however, to the amendment if it | }. ‘and the same is hereby, amended so as to include in its provisions any 


is the usual provision, accumulation of files of papers of a like character therein described now or 

Mr. GALLINGER. I ask the Senator from Missouri if that | hereafter in the various public buildings under the control of the several 
provision has been in former laws? | Executive Departments of the Government. 

Mr. COCKRELL. It has been. The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. GALLINGER. That is all right, then. It was left out of Mr. ALLISON. At this point the Senator from Kentucky [Mr. 
this bill by the House of Representatives I suppose? BLACKBURN], on behalf of the committee, has an amendment 


Mr. COCKRELL. It was left out by the House of Representa- | Which he intends to propose relating to the bounty on sugar. The 


tives. Senator from Kentucky is obliged to be absent during a portion of 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on the amendment | this evening, and I ask that the amendment may be passed over 
of the committee, which has been read. uniil to-morrow, as I think it may lead to some debate. 
The amendment was agreed to. Mr. COCKRELL. It is to come in on page 65, at the end of 


The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of line 5. 7 
the Committee on Appropriations was, on page 60, line 9, before ne At the end of line 5. I ask that it may be 
the word ‘‘thousand,” to strike out ‘‘one hundred” and insert | Passed over. ener 
“ seventy-five;” so as to make the clause read: The PRESIDING OFFICER. If there be no objection the re- 
Enforcement of alien contract-labor laws: For the enforcement of alien quest of the Senator from Iowa will be agreed to. The Chair hears 
contract-labor laws and to prevent the immigration of convicts, lunatics, | None, and it is so ordered. 
idiots, and persons liable to become a public charge from foreign contiguous The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of 
territory, $15,000. the Committee on Appropriations was, on page 66, line 1, after 
The amendment was agreed to. ; és . * the word “force,” to insert: 
‘ . 
The next amendment was, on page 61, line 12, after the wor Provided, That the Secretary of the Treasury may use not exceeding $900 


‘ dollars,” to insert: of such unexpended balance for the experimental investigation of the treat- 
And the Secretary of the Treasury is hereby authorized to order Saves ment and prevention of smallpox in the laboratory of the Marine-Hospital 
— ne papores & = aaepecese ae the ae re = fa < the | Service. 
eged ing and destruction o: © eggs oO! e ‘owl in said Terri- ‘ 
tory, as well tm as to the alleged wanton destruction of game birds, deer, So as to make the clause read: 


fox, and other animals, and also the advisability of adopting suitable regula- a 
tions as to close seasons as in his judgment may be necessary to prevent such PSE 6S Seeeenes. 
destruction in future. 7 Frese of the be om acer » beset eutbertes, in ee of ee 
ened or actual epidemic of cholera, yellow fever, smallpox, or Chinese plague 
The amendment was agreed to. li “ F or black death, to use the unexpended balance of the sums appro; riated aa 
The next amendment was, on page 62, after line 11, to insert: reappropriated Ape sundry civil appropriation acts approved March 3, 1893, 
an u .or so much thereof as may be necessary, in aid of State 


Payments on account of the Ford Theater disaster: For payment to the = ~~ reof p 
heirs and legal representatives of those who were killed by reason of the | amd loca or otherwise, in his discretion, in preventing and suppress- 
falling of the Ford Theater building on the 9th day of June, 1893, the sum of | ing the spread of the same; and in such emergency in the execution of any 
$115,000, of which sum there shall be paid to the legal or personal representa- | Guarantine laws which may be then in force: Provided, That the Secretary 
tives of each of the following persons the sum of $5,000: George Q. Allen, | of the Treasury may use not exceeding $900 of such unexpended balance for 
Geo Michael Arnold, Samuel P. Banes, John Bussius. John E. pin, Jere- | the experimental eatin of the treatment and prevention of smallpox 
Se eet iene eee oy Wate eet | coe aers tence stac on 

ones, Frederick B. tus, J. Hi c , Ot en er, Howa: sea 
S. Miller, Benjamin Franklin Miller, Burrows’ Nelson, Emanuel G. Shull, s Mr. COCKRELL. I move to add to the amendment the words 
Fren x M. Williams, 4 Alfred L. mes, Arthur Napoleon ‘ Gireult, Michel abe ) a tely — ta 

ey, George W. Roby, an es Best Sayers: Provided, where e amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 
where the deceased lefts widow and children, the widow shall recsive one: | Mr. HARRIS. I desire to ask the chairman of the committee 
half and the children shall share alike; and where the deceased was unmar- | in charge of the bill what is the amount of the unexpended bal- 
ried, the sum shall be paid to the legal heirs. , : ance of the contingent appropriation to guard against these dis- 

Mr. HARRIS. Mr. President, I simply wish to notify the chair- | eases? 

man of the Committee on Appropriations that my colleague on the Mr. COCKRELL. About $500,000—between four and five hun- 
Special Committee on the Ford’s Theater Disaster [Mr. ManpEr- | dred thousand dollars. 
SON] has two amendments which he will ask leave hereafter to| Mr. HARRIS. It is quite enough, if it is that amount. Itisa 


offer, not being present now. I ask that the right might be re- | larger sum than I supposed. 


served to him to do so. ; Mr. COCKRELL. Oh, yes; it is an enormous amount. 
Mr. COCKRELL. He shall have the right to offer the amend- The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing to 
ments. the amendment of the committee as amended. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. FaAuLKNER in the chair). The! The amendment as amended was agreed to. 
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The next amendment was, on page 66, after line 14, to insert: 


To provide flags for the east and west fronts of the center of the Capitol, 
to be hoisted daily under the direction of the Capitol police board, $100, or so 
much thereof as may be necessary. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on page 66, after line 18, to insert: 


For continuing the work of cleaning and repairing works of art in the Capi- 
tol, including the repairing of frames, $1,500. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on page 66, after line 21, to insert: 


Senate wing of the Capitol: For repaving subbasement floor, rebuilding 
horizontal smoke fiue from boilersto stack, and repairing and rearranging 
the Senate legislative electric bells service, repairing and enlarging hot well 
under boiler room and other work appertaining to same, to & expended 
under the direction of the Architect of the Capi $3,580. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on page 67, after line 9, to insert: 


re . repairsand improvements to steam fire engine and Senate and House 
stables, $500. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in the provision for “‘lighting the Cap- 
ito] and grounds,” on page 67, line 12, after the word ‘“‘ grounds,” 
to strike out: 


For lighting the Capitol and grounds about the same, including the Botanic 
Garden, and the Senate and House stables; for gas and electric lighting; pay 
of superintendent of meters, lamplighters, gas fitters, and for materials for 
gas and electric li phting, and for general repairs, $24,000. 

The Architect oF the Capitol, with the approval of the Committee on Rules 
of the Senate and House of Representatives, is hereby authorized to arrange 
for not exceeding one year with any existing electric lighting company in the 
city of Washington to furnish electric current for the Capitol building at a 
rate not to exceed 10 cents per 1,000 watt pees, lea renewals ineluded; and 
the Architect of the Capitol is also authorized to grant permission to said 
electric lighting company to lay an underground conduit through the Capi- 
tol grounds in order to connect its supply mains with the Capitol building 
with a view to furnishing current to the electric lights in said building, no 
expense to be chargeable to the Government for laying such conduit or mains: 
any injury to the grounds or appurtenances caused thereby to be repaired by 
the said company. 


And insert: 


For purchase of the electric-lighting plant in the Senate wing, $10,000; 
for repairs and extension of the same to meet the present requmrements of 
the service, $10,000; and the Architect of the Capitol is hereby directed to 
have the electric plant, wiring, and fixtures put in place during the ensuing 
recess of Congress, under the direction of the Committee on Rules, in ac 
cordance with the plan adopted by said committee; for lighting the Capitol 
and grounds about the same, including the Botanic Garden and the Senate 
and House stables; for gas and electric lighting, pay of superintendent of 
meters, lamplighters, gus fitters, and for mater and labor for gas and 
electric lighting, and for general re , $24,000: in all, $44,000. The Archi- 
tect of the Capitol, with the approval of the Committee on Rules of the Sen- 
ate and House of Representatives,is hereby authorized to arrange, for not 
exceeding one year, with any existing electric lighting company in the city 
of Washington to furnish electric current for the Capitol building at a rate 
not to exceed one-half a cent per hour of burning of a nominal 16-candle- 
power incandescent lamp, or an equivalent thereof; and the Architect of the 
Capitol is also authorized te grant permission to said electric lighting com- 
pany to lay an underground conduit through the Capitol grounds in order to 
connect its supply mains with the Capitol building with a view to furnishing 
current to the electric lights in said building, no expense to be chargeable 
to the Government for laying such conduit or mains; any injury to the 
grounds or appurtenances caused thereby to be repaired by the said com- 
pany. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 70, line 10, before the word 
**thousand,” to strike out ‘‘ninety” and insert “sixty,” and in 
line 12, after the word “‘ be,” to insert “selected under the civil- 
service law, rules, and regulations, and shall be;” so as to make 


the clause read: 


Depredations on public timber, protecting public lands, and settlement of 
claims for swamp lands and swamp-land indemnity: To meet the expenses of 
rotecting timber on the public lands and for the more efficient execution of 
© law and rules relating to the cutting thereof; of protecting public lands 
from illegal and fraudulent entry or app: and of usting claims 
for swamp lands, and indemnity for swamp lands, $60,000: wided, That 
nts and others employed under this appropriation shall be selected under 
the civil-service law, rules, and regulations, and shall be allowed per diem, 
subject to such rules and regulations as the Secretary of the Interior ma 
prescribe, in lieu of subsistence, at a rate not exceeding $3 per day each an 
actual necessary expenses for transportation. 


Mr. BERRY. I move to strike out “sixty” and insert “‘ one 
hundred and twenty;” so as to read “‘ $120,000.” 

Mr. COCKRELL. Let the paragraph be passedover. The Sen- 
ator from Arkansas can offer his t, and then let the mat- 
ter be sed over until to-morrow. 

Mr. BERRY. Why not dispose of it now? 

Mr. BATE. There are one or two Senators who are interested 
in the matter, I will say to the Senator from Arkansas, who would 
like to be present when it is considered. If this clause can be 
passed over without losing its rights I have no objection. 

Mr. COCKRELL. It will not lose its rights. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. If there be no objection, the 
clause on page 70, from line 3 to line 17, inclusive, will be passed 
over. The Chair hears none. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of 
the Committee on Appropriations was, on page 71, line 11, before 


the word “ thousand,” to strike out ‘‘one hundred and seventy- 
five” and insert ‘‘ three hundred;” so as to read: 


SURVEYING THE PUBLIC LANDS. 


For surveys and resurveys of public lands, one, at rates not exceeding 
$9 per — mile for standard and meander lines, $7 for township, and $5 for 
section lines. 


Mr. DUBOIS. I move tostrike out “‘ three hundred” and in- 
sert ‘‘four hundred;” so as to read ‘* $400,000.” The Senate is 
entirely familiar with the argument which the representatives of 
the Western States make in regard to the survey of Western lands. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Let the paragraph be passed over for to- 
night, and be reserved. 

Mr. DUBOIS. Very well. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. If there be no objection, the 
provision on page 71, from line 10 to line 13, inclusive, will be 
passed over. The Chair hears none, and it is so ordered. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment 
was, on page 72, line 16, after the word ‘‘exceeding,” to insert 
hy oem may be expended for resurveys, and not exceeding;” so 
as to read: 


And of the sum hereby appropriated not exceeding $15,000 may be ex- 

nded for resurveys, and not exceeding $40,000 may be expended for exam- 
ination of public surveys in the several surveying aistricks : in order to test 
the accuracy of the work in the field, and to prevent payment for fraudulent 
and imperfect surveys returned by deputy surveyors, and fer examinations 
of surveys heretofore made and reported to be defective or fraudulent. 


The amendment was agreed to, 
The next amendment was, on page 73, after line 3, to insert: 


For the survey of the public lands lying within the limits of land grants 
made by Congress to aid in the construction of railroads, and the selection 
therein of such lands as are granted therefor, to enable the Secretary of the 
Interior to carry out the provisions of section 1 of the act of March 3, 1887, 
entitled ‘‘An act to provide for the adjustment of land grants made by Con- 
gress to aid in the construction of gailroads, and for the forfeiture of un- 
earned lands, and for other purposes,” being chapter 376 of volume 24 of the 
Statutes at Large, page 556, the sum of $125,000 is hereby appropriated and 
made a continuing appropriation for the survey of lands within the limits of 
railroad land grants, and any money which shall be expended of such appre- 
priation and reimbursed and paid into the Treasury is hereby reappropriated, 
and said sum shall remain a continuing appropriation, and so often as any 
part of the same shall, after being expended, be reimbursed by aay railroad 
company as hereinafter provided, the same shall be again available for the 
—— aforesaid: Provided, That any portion of said sum expended 

or surveying such lands shall be reimbursed by the respective com- 
panies or parties in interest for whose benefit the lands are granted, ac- 
cording to the provisions of the act of July 15, 1870, chapter 202, volume 
16, pages 305 and 306, and act of July 31, 1876, chapter 246 of volume 19, page 
121 of the Statutes at Large, requiring “that before any lands granted 
to any railread company shall be conveyed to such company or any persons 
entitled thereto under any of the acts incorporating or relating to said com- 
pany, unless said company is excepted by law from the pepyes of such cost 

here shall first be paid into the Treasury of the United States the cost of 
surveying, selecting, and conveying the same by the said com: y or persons 
in interest:’’ And provided further, That whenever there shall have been re- 
imbursed and weld into the Treasury of the United States, by the respective 
companies or parties in interest, apy rere of said appropriation expended for 
surveys within such grants, there shall be immediately available, out of any 
money in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, an amount equal to the 
amount so reimbursed, and the same be available for the ey of the 
public lands lying within the limits of the railroad land grants made by Con- 

ess, until all of said landsshall have been surveyed: Provided, That nothin 
rein contained shall be construed to prevent the use, within the limits 

any railroad land grant made by Congress, of any part of any regular appro- 
priation for surveying eee lands: Provided, That no part of the fore- 
going money shall be used for any land embraced in any grant to the State 
of Florida: And provided further, That the provisions of law requiring reim- 
bursements to be made to the United States by railroad corporations claim- 
ing such grants, shall apply equally to the successors of such railroad corpora- 
tions acquiring title to their lands and other property, under decree of fore- 
closure of any mortgage authorized by Congress. This paragraph shall be 
in lieu of the provision in the sundry civil appropriation act approved Au- 
gust 18, 1894, providing for the survey of such lands. 


Mr. COCKRELL. I suggest to insert at the end of the para- 
graph a comma and the words: 
,and the Secretary of the Interior shall report to each regular session of 
Congress the results of his action under these provisions. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I hope the chairman of the committee will 
explain what the purpose of this amendment is and how it changes 


existing law. 

Mr. COCKRELL. This is simply a repetition of the act of last 
session, carrying it out more specifically and amending a defect 
that was discovered in it. We then appropriated $125,000 for the 
survey of lands within the railroad limits and provided that, as 
a matter of course, the railroad companies had to pay one-half. 
We intended it to be a regular permanent fund that might be 
used from year to year and from time to time as the railroad com- 
panies ~ in, bat the Treasury Department has decided that when 
the railroad companies paid in $50,000 for the surveys and the 
United States had expended that amount the money was not re- 
appropriated. As soon as $125,000 was expended that amount 
would be in the Treasury on the part of the railroad companies, 
but there would be nothing there on the part of the Government 
to pay one-half of the expense. We have simply made the $125,- 
000 available all the time, one-half of it coming from the railroad 
companies and the other haif from the Treasury, and that was 
the intention of the provision. 

Mr. ALDRICH. the Senator from Missouri tell me, with- 
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out very much trouble, what is the area of lands now held by the 
land-grant railroads? BB 

Mr. COCKRELL. Oh, millions upon millions of acres. Ido 
not know. 

Mr. ALDRICH. That have not been surveyed? 

Mr. COCKRELL. Millions upon millions of acres that have 
not been surveyed. 

Mr. DUBOIS. I will state to the Senator from Rhode Island 
that all through the State of Wyoming, for instance, there are 
unsurveyed pablo lands on both sides of the tracks. Itis so in 
Washington and Idaho, and also along the Union Pacific, the 
Central Pacific, and the Northern Pacific as well. 

Mr. SQUIRE. This paragraph, on 75, is of very great 
importance also in reference to the use of the money for surveys 
within the limits of railroad land grants. I understand that the 
First Comptroller of the Treasury decided that no part of the 
$375,000 appropriated under the act of August 5, 1893, “for sur- 
veys and resurveys of public lands” could be used for the survey 
of public lands with the land grants. x 

Mr. COCKRELL. It is all arranged satisfactorily. , 

Mr. SQUIRE. It is specifically provided for by an appropria- 
tion of $125,000 made in the same act. This seems to be a very 
important paragraph. I havea letter from the surveyor-general 
of the State of Washington urging that a provision to this effect 
be enacted, and I think the teasons he gives are very conclusive. 
It js a very important matter. The proviso on page 75 of the bill 
reads: 


Provided, That nothing herein contained shall be construed to prevent the 
use, within the limits of any railroad land grant made by Congress, of any 
part of any regular appropriation for surveying public lands. 


It is very important otherwise. They would not survey any of 
the railroad lands within the limits of the grants. 

Mr. DUBOIS. I will say tothe Senator from Washington that 
that is fully provided for in this amendment. 

Mr. SQUIRE. The surveyor-general of Washington says that 
one-half of all the applications for surveys of public lands are 
within the limits of the railroad grants. His letter is as follows: 


DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR, 
OFFICE OF UNITED STATES SURVEYOR-GENERAL 
FOR THE STATE OF WASHINGTON, 
Olympia, January 11, 1395. 

DEAR Srre: I want to call your attention toa matter of very vital impor- 
tance to a great number of settlers on unsurveyed public lands lying within 
the limits of the railroad grants in this State. 3 

The sundry civil appropriation act of August 18, 1894, appropriates $250,000 
for public surveys. 

Of this sum to the State of Washington is apportioned the sum of $28,000. 

In the letter of instructions from the honorable Commissioner of the Gen- 
eral Land Office, dated December 7, 1894, I am directed to award contracts to 
this amount in lands situated outside of the limits of the land grants made 
by Congress to aid in the construction of railroads. 

The sundry civil appropriation act of August 18, 1894, makes provision for 
surveys within the limits of railroad land grants, as follows: 

“For the survey of the public lands lying within the limits of land nts 
made by Congress to aid in the construction of railroads, and the selection 
therein of such lands as are granted therefor, to enable the Secre of the 
Interior to carry out the provisions of section 1 of the act of March 3, 1887, en- 
titled ‘An act to provide for the adjustment of land grants made by Congress 
to a in the pees. = —_ a. = erat = see ry res for 
other purposes,’ ng chapter 37 volume 240: e Statu a e, page 
556, ths sum of $125,000, which was appropriated therefor by the act approved 
August 5, 1892, entitled ‘An act making appropriation for sun civil ex- 
penses of the Government. for the fiscal year endi June 30, I and for 
other Parpones,. is hereby reseprertis and continued, and any poumes 
which s have been expended out of such appropriation and reimburse: 
and paid into the Treasury, is hereby reappropriated; and the said sum shall 
remain a continuing pyess riation, and so often as any part of thesame shall, 
after being expended, be reimbursed by any railroad company,as hereinafter 
provided, the same shall be then a ble for the purposes aforesaid: Pro- 
vided, That any portion of said sum expended for surve such lands shall 
be reimbursed by the respective co: ies or parties in interest for whose 
benefit the lands are granted, acco: to the provisions of the act of July 
15, 1870, chapter 232, volume 16, pages and 306, and act July 31, 1876, chapter 
246 of volume 19, page 121, of the Statutes at ‘ g ‘that before the 
lands granted to any railroad company shall be conveyed tosuch company or 
any persons entitled thereto under any of the acts incorporating or related 
to said company, unless said company is excepted by law from the payment 
of such costs, there shall first be paid into the Treasury of the United States 
the cost of surveying, selecting, and conveying the same, by the said compan 
or persons in interest:’ Provided, That no of the f ing moneys shail 
be used for any land embraced in any grant to the State of Florida.” 

The First Comptroller of the Treasury on August 22, 1892, decided that no 
part of the appropriation of $375,000 a one August 5, 1892, 

‘for surveys and resurveys of public * be used for the survey of 
public lands within the land grants, as the survey of lands within such grants 
ve provided for by the appropriation of $125,000 made in the 
same act. 

I am informed by the honorable Commissioner that under date of October 
17, 1894, he requested a decision by the troller of the Treasury as to 
whether the reappropriation of the said sum oo and making the same 
a continuing appropriation, should be us specifically providing for 
surveys within railroad grants to the exclusion of the regular appropriation. 

Under date of November 7, 1x94, the Comptroller replied as follows: 

“The original appropriation of $125,000, made in the act of August 5, 1892, 
and which by the provision of the above clause of the sundry civil appropria- 
tion act of Au 18, 1894, has been reappropriated and continued, was con- 
sidered by Mr. Matthews, when First Comptroller of the Treasury. 

“ He held that it was the intention of Congress that that sppropriation should 
be exclusively used for the survey of the public lands lying within the limits 
of railroad grants, and consequently, that the regular appropriation for the 
survey of the public lands was not available forthe purpose of surveying any 
pf the public lands lying within the limits of railroad land grants. 
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“IT see no reason why the construction placed upon the original appropria- 
tion should not be applied to the present appropriation, although by its terms 
the oan is now made continuous. 

“It is true, as explained ty you, that as the railroads are only entitled to 
alternate sections, or of the land covered the survey paid for out 
of said appropriation, when the amount paid for the cost of the surveys of 
the land selected by the are reimbursed, only one-half of the total 
cost of the surveys made under said appropriation will be available for future 
surveys, and t therefore, in process of time the appropriation would be- 
come exhausted. 

“That fact can not change the construction which should be placed upon the 
appropriation. It may be and is probably true that Congress in enacting this 

r)vision did not realize that only one-half of the appropriation would be re- 
mbursed by the railroads, and probably presumed that the entire sum of 
$125,000 would again become available for the purpose of surveying other 
lands after having once been used for similar purpose. 

“But if so, their failure to understand the effect of the clause in question 
wouid not authorize the Comptroller to change the intention which Congress 
seemed to have had in ooking one appropriation for ve of public iands 
within the limits of land s and another appropriation for the survey of 
the public lands generally, and which latter appropriation has been con- 
— Le; — = the ae a = vate lan ro than oe 8 aaa y 
pro ‘or in ap riation for the surveys of the public lands lying 
within the limits of relives’ ts. ms 7 

“My answer to your question, therefore, is that the continuing appro- 
priation for the ey the public lands lying within the limits of railroad 

d grants operates to prevent the use, within the limits of railroad land 
grants, of the regular appropriation for surveys of the public lands.” 

In view of this construction of the law by the Comptroller I am instructed 
to take due care that in awarding contracts to be paid for out of the $28,000 
supeetionss this State, the lands fall without the railroad land grants. 

Of the $125,000 origi ne ene of August 5, 1892 (and which 
by the act of August 18, . been reappropriated and continued), for the 
survey of public lands within land-grant limits, this State was apportioned 
the sum of $19,000 for surveys for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1383. Con 
tracts were entered into and approved for the full amount. Had these 
surveys been executed, the notes in and platted and accepted, the 
Northern Pacific Railway selected all lands which they were entitled to, and 
reimbursed the Government there would be now available only the sum of 
eo, which could be used for future surveys, under the act of August 18, 

894, for lands within the railroad land- t limits. 

As a matter of fact, however, with the exception of a contract of $255.29, 
— “ the surveys to be paid for out of this apportionment have been ac 
cepted. 

(ou will therefore see that we have practically no funds available for sur- 
veys in said limits for this year. Ido not suppose this State is behind any 
other of the States or Territories in the matter of delayed surveys, and con- 
sequently I venture to say the amount of money available out of this reap- 
erent of $125,000 ( which, by the way, could not be greater than $62.00 

or the whole United States in case every survey had been accepted and the 
railroads had reimbursed their cost of their proportion of lands) ts.insignifi- 
cant, too small to take into consideration. 

This office has on file petitions from bona fide settlers aggregating a total 
cost of over $80,000, estimating the cost of surveying in this Stateat the former 
maximum rates (some of these in the eastern part of the State of course can 
be surveyed for less than the high rates). 

I roughly estimate that we can have surveyed 40 per cent of land petitioned 

‘or. y one-half of the petitions for surveys on Rie are from settlers living 
within the railroad land-grant limits. 

I do not presume for an instant to think that it was the intention of the 
members of the Committee on Appropriations when the clause in the act of 
August 18, 1894, nerperopaiating the $125,000, and making it a continuing ap- 

ropriation would so construed, to really retard the survey of the public 


ands. 

The intention clearly was that the sum of $189,000 (act deducts from the 
$250,000 ap megeeies $45,000 for examinations and $16,000 for certain resurveys 
in Nebraska, eaving $189,000 to be apportioned to the several surveying dis 
tricts) should be used for surveying the public lands by the different sur- 
ve under the direction of the Commissioner of the General Land 
Office, wherever in his judgment he saw it most needed. In the reappro 
priation of the $125,000 in the same act it clearly was intended that when- 
ever the railroads reimbursed the Government such funds shou!d become 
immediately available for surveys within the railroad limits, as it is only just 
to restrict this fund there, as the roads pay for their own surveys. 

As a large part of the most available land for settlement in this State li 
within the limits of the railroad land grants, you will at once see that an un- 
just discrimination is made against settlers within said limits, asavery inade- 
one sum (this year almost nothing) will be available for the surveys for 
such. 

This, too, will be the case with other States governed by like conditions, 
and the Senators and Representatives of such will doubtless readily join in 
norm Se at once corrected. 

ery respectfully, WM. P. WATSON, 
; United States Surveyor-General, Washington. 

Hon. WATSON C. SQUTRE, 

United States Senate, Washington, D. C. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Secretary will read the 
words proposed by the chairman of the committee as an amend- 
ment to the amendment. 

The Secretary. Add after the word “lands,” at the end of 
line 17, page 75: 

And the Secretary of the Interior shall report to each regular session of 
Congress what has been done under the foregoing provision. 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

The amendment as amended was agreed to. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of 
the Committee on Appropriations was, on page 76, after line 2, to 
strike out: 

For the pu of asurvey and segregation of the coal fields on the San 
Carlos In rvation in Arizona, $5,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. p 

The next amendment was, on page 176, after line 11, to imvert: 

To pay Edwin H. Van Antwerp and Charles H. Bates, United States deputy 


surveyors, for surveying the west boundary of the Pine Ridge Indian Reser- 
bar as per contract with the Commissioner of the General Land Office, 


The amendment was agreed to. 
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The next amendment was, on page 76, after line 16, to insert: 


That the governor of the State of Wyoming, subject to the approval of the 
Secretary of the Interior, is hereby empowered and eathorisel to select and 
enter of the public lands contained within the boundaries of the abandoned 
Fort McKinney Military Reservation, in Johnson County, State of Wyoming, 
not exceeding in all two sections, on which are situated the buildings hereto- 
fore used for military purposes; that the lands so selected and entered, with 
the buildings thereon, are hereby granted and donated to the State of Wyo- 
ming: Provided, That the entry and selection of lands under the provisions of 
this act shall be construed as being in part satisfaction of the grant of lands 
tothe State of Wyoming for charitable, educational, penal, and reformatory 
ee -~ under the provisions of section 11 of the act of Congress of July 
0, A. D. 1890, 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on page 77, after line 7, to insert: 


That the lands in the Fort Rice Military Reservation, in the State of North 
Dakota, except such tracts as may be occupied by bona fide settlers, may be 
selected at any time within one year after the passage of this act by the State 
of North Dakota asa part of the lands granted ito the State under the pro- 
visions of an act to provide for the admission of North Dakota into the Union, 
approved February 22, 1889, subject to the approval of the Secretary of the 
Interior; and when said lands are selected as herein provided the Secretary 
of the Interior shall cause patents to be issued to the said State of North Da- 
kota: Provided, That if the State of North Dakota shall select said lands 
such selections shall embrace any land in said reservation except those 
hereby reserved on account of settlement, the amount so selected not to ex- 
ceed the amount of land granted to said State by the said act of admission. 

The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on page 77, after line 23, to insert: 

That any citizen of the United States, or any association of citizens of the 
United States, or any ditch or water company, under rules and regulations 
prescribed by the Secretary of the Interior, and with his approval, shall have 
the right to purchase landssuitable for reservoir purposes, not to exceed one 
quarter section of unoccupied public lands not reserved for public use, at the 
price of $2.50 per acre: Provided, That when lands so a are within a 
mining district such lands shall be considered miners lands, and the patent 
to such lands shall not authorize me pe to extract mineral therefrom, 
butall such mineral shall be reserve 
shall be inserted in such patent. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr.COCKRELL. At this point Isubmit an amendment that 
would be subject as a matter of course to a point of order, but the 
Interior Department seems anxious to have it placed in the bill, 
and it is perfectly right and just. If there is no objection to it I 
ask that it be inserted. 

Mr. ALLISON. Where does the Senator propose to insert the 
amendment? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will be read. 

The SEcrRETARY. Add after line 11, page 78— 

That hereafter timber-culture claimants shall not be required, in makin 
final proof, to appear at the land office to which said proof is to be presented, 
or before an officer designated by the act of May 20, 1890, within the county 


in which the land is situated; but such claimant may have his or her personal 
evidence taken by a clerk of any court of record of the United States or of 


any State or Territory, under such rules and regulations as the Secretary of | 


the Interior may prescribe. 


Mr. ALDRICH. Would not that allow a person in New York 
to enter a claim for timber lands? 

Mr. COCKRELL. No; it is simply to make proof when they 
are absent, to make affidavit before a certain officer instead of hav- 
ing to go to the land office near the timber-culture claim. It is 
recommended by the Secretary of the Interior and by the Com- 
mittee on Public Lands, andis simply to facilitate the transaction 
of business. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of 
the Committee on Appropriations was, on page 80, line 4, before 
the word “‘ thousand,” tostrike out “fifteen” and insert ‘‘ twenty; ” 
so as to make the clause read: 

For the preparation of the report of the mineral resources of the United 
States, $20,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 80, line 7, before the word 
“thousand,” to strike out ‘‘two” and insert ‘‘ three;” so as to 
make the clause read: 

For the purchase of necessary books for the Library, and the payment for 
ee of public documents through the Smithsonian exchange, 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 80, line 9, before the word 
‘“‘thousand,” to strike out ‘‘ sixty-one” and insert ‘‘ sixty-five,” 
and in same line, after the word “dollars,” to insert ‘‘and the 


Director of the Geological Survey, with the approval of the Sec- 
retary of the Interior, is authorized to sell copies of such maps at | 


cost and 10 per cent added;” 

So as to make the clause read: 

For engraving and printing the geological maps of the United States, $65- 
000; and the Director of the 
retary of the Interior, is authorized to sell cop 
per cent added. 


to the United States, which reservation | 


logical Survey, with the approval of the Sec- | 
a vies of such maps at cost and 10 | 
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The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

The amendment as amended was agreed to. 

Mr. SQUIRE. I desire to offer an amendment to come in after 
the amendment of the committee on page 80, at the end of line 
12. I move to add: 

For an investigation of the coal and gold resources of Alaska, $5,000. 

If there is likely to be any discussion upon it I ask that it may 
go over until to-morrow. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Let it simply be reserved. It is not an 
amendment to the amendment. it is a new proposition to be 
offered at any time the Senator desires when we get through with 
the committee amendments. 

Mr. SQUIRE. I only want to get it in in order. 

Mr. COCKRELL. It will be in order at any time. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Only committee amendments 
are now in order. 

Mr. SQUIRE. I wish to present it so that it will not be ruled 
out on the ground that it is not in order. 

Mr. COCKRELL. It will not be on the ground simply that it 
was not offered at the proper time. Ido not know whether it 
bo be in order at any time or not. That will be another ques- 

ion. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of 
the Committee on Appropriations was, on page 80, line 16, before 
the word ‘‘ sections,” to strike out ‘‘semiarid” and insert ‘‘semi- 
arid,” and in line 17, before the word “dollars,” to strike out 
‘*twelve thousand five hundred” and insert ‘‘twenty-five thou- 
sand;” so as to make the clause read: 

For gauging the streams and terete the water supply of the United 


States, including the investigation of underground currents and artesian 
wells in arid and semi arid sections, $25,000. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 80, line 21, to increase the 
total appropriation for the United States Geological Survey from 
$417,600 to $440,100. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 81, after line 22, to insert: 

For additional accommodations for the insane, $25,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 83, after line 7, to insert: 


For the construction and completion on the Howard University grounds, 
| District of Columbia, of a suitable brick building for its use in giving practi- 
cal instruction to its students in mechanics arts, $15,000. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on page 84, after line 23, to insert: 


For renewing the superstructure of the Rock Island Bridge at Rock Island, 
Iil., including alterations of the masonry thereof and repairs thereto fora 
double track, $100,000. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on page 85, after line 2, to insert: 


That the Secretary of War be, and he is hereby, authorized and directed 
to cause to be renewed and cman to a double track the superstructure of 
the Rock Island Bridge at Rock Island, Ill., and to make all necessary altera- 
tions of the masonry work thereof and repairs thereto, as recommended b 
the Chief of Ordnance: Provided, however, That the total cost of such renewal, 
alterations, and repose shall not exceed the sum of $490,000, and authority to 
contract for the whole work is hereby given: Provided further, That before 
any money is expended by the Government for such renewal, alterations, and 
repairs, the Chicago, Rock Island and Pacific Railway Company shallsecure to 
the United States, to the satisfaction of the Secretary of War, 60 per cent of the 
cost of such renewal, alterations, and repairs, to be paid by said railway com- 
pany upon the request of the Secretary of War as said work progresses: Pro- 
vided also, That said railway company is to bear the entire cost of the sleepers 
and rails put down upon said bridge, and the United States shall bear the en- 
tire cost of the wagon road on said bridge: Provided further, That the Sec- 
| retary of War may sell so much of the old superstructure of said bridge as is 
| not required in such renewal and repairs to the highest bidder, the net pro- 

ceeds of the sale to be turned into the Treasury of the United States, and one 

half thereof shall be paid to said railway company: Provided further, That 
such portion of the old lag a te of said i. as the Ordnance Depart- 
ment may require to replace an unserviceable bridge across the Rock Island 
water-power canal may be retained by the Secretary of War for such pur- 
pose at a fair valuation, which valuation shall not exceed the price per pound 
obtained for the remainder of the bridge, and one-half of this valuation shall 
be paid to said railway company. 

| The amendment was agreed to. ; 

| The next amendment was, on page 88, line 8, after the word 

‘«dollars,” to insert: 

And the officer in charge of public buildings and grounds shall authorize 
the use of a portion of the ground within the circle south of the Executive 
Mansion for a children’s playground, under regulations to be prescribed by 
him. 
So as to make the clause read: 

For improvement of grounds north and south of Executive Mansion, $5,000; 
| and the officer in charge of public buildings and grounds shall authorize 

the use of a portion of the ground within the circle south of the Executive 
aenenen for a children’s playground, under regulations to be prescribed by 
| im. 

The amendment was agreed to. 
| The next amendment was, on page 89, line 3, before the word 





. COC _ I move to strike out “such” and insert | ‘‘ repair,” to strike out ‘construction and ;” and in line 4, before 
«dopographical” at the end of line 11, and after the word “maps,” | the word ‘‘high,” to strike out ‘‘repair of” and insert “‘and;” so 


in line 12, to insert ‘‘ with text;” so as to read: 


And the Director of the Geological Survey, with the approval of the Secre- 
tary of the Interior, is authorized to sell copies of topographical maps with 


text at cost and 10 per cent added. 


as to make the clause read: 


For repair of post-and-chain fences and high iron fences and constructing 
stone coping about reservations, $1,500. . 


The amendment was agreed to. 
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The next amendment was, on page 91, line 13, after the word “‘ dol- 
lars,” to insert ‘‘ and 50 cents;” so as to make the clause read: 


Lighting the Executive Mansion and public grounds: For gas, pay of lamp- 


lighters, gasfitters, and laborers; purchase, erection, and repair of lamps and 
lamp-posts; jovi of matches, and for repairs of all kinds; fuel and lights 
for office, office stable, watchmen’s lodges, and for the greenhouses at the 
nursery, $14,000: Provided, That for each 6-foot burner not connected with a 
meter in the lamps on the public grounds no more than $20.50 shall be paid 
ver lamp for gas, including lighting, cleaning, and keeping in repair the 
amps, under any expenditure provided for in this act; and said lamps shall 
burn not less than three thousand hours per annum; and authority is hereb 


= to substitute other illuminating material for the same or less price, an 
use so much of the sum hereby appropriated as may be pogessany See that 
purpose: Provided, That before any expenditures are made from the appro- 

riations herein provided for, the contracting gas company shall equi each 
lamp with a self-regulating burner and tip, so combined and adjus as to 
secure under all ordinary variations of pressure and density a consumption 
of 6 cubic feet of gas per hour. 

The amendment was agreed to. ; 

The next amendment was, on page 92,line 2, before the word 
“cents,” to strike out ‘ thirty” and insert ‘‘forty;” and in line3, 
after the word ‘‘ night,” to strike out ‘ $766.50” and insert ‘‘ $1,022; 
so as to make the clause read: 

For electric lights for three hundred and sixty-five nights from seven posts, 
at 40 cents per light per night, $1,022. 

The amendment was agreed to. ‘ , 

The next amendment was, on page 92, after line 10, to insert: 

For changing route of pipe line that supplies the Capitol, incasing a portion 
of it in concrete, and uncovering and examining the entire line, $10,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. COCKRELL. After line 12, page 93, I offer the amendment 
which I send to the desk. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. On page 93, after line 12, it is proposed to in- 
sert: 

Statue of Gen. W. T. Sherman: For thecompletion of the equestrian statue 
of Gen. William Tecumseh Sherman, $30,000: Provided, That said statue shall 
not be erected on the Capitol grounds. 

The amendment was agreed to. — = 5 

Mr, ALLISON. In the discussion upon the item in reference 
to the Coast Survey, I stated to the Senator from Mississippi "at 
McLaurin] that I thought General Duffield could not have been 
confirmed by the Senate, my recollection then being that that 
officef was appointed by the Secretary of the Treasury. That was 
the law until 1889, when, in thesundry civil act of that year, there 
was a requirement that that officer should be appointed by the 
President, by and with the advice and consent of the Senate. So 
Professor Mendenhall and General Duffield were appointed in the 
manner stated by the Senator from Mississippi. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of 
the Committee on Appropriations was, on page 93, line 16, before 
the word ‘‘ hundred,” to strike out ‘‘two” and insert “ three;” 
so as to make the clause read: 

For the construction of buildings at and the enlargement of such military 
posts as in the judgment of the Secretary of War may be necessary, $300,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. : 

The next amendment was, on page 93, after line 24, to strike 
out: 

Said post to be established only after a thorough official examination of all 
the sites that may be offered to the United States for the purpose above men- 
tioned, such examination to be made by a board of five army officers to be 
selected by the eee of War outside of the military district in which 
such post is to be established; and said board shall report its findings in all 
matters to the Secretary of War, who may approve or reject. 

The amendment was agreed to. , 

Mr. ROACH. I do not wish to interrupt the reading of the bill 
at this time, but I desire to give notice of an amendment in line 
24, on page 93, which I shall offer hereafter. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of 
the Committee on Appropriations was, on page 94, line 8, after the 
word ‘‘ improvement,” to insert ‘‘ and protection;” in line 9, after 
the word ‘‘ improvement,” to insert ‘‘ and protection;” in line 12, 
before the word ‘‘ thousand,” to strike out ‘‘ thirty ” and insert 

**forty;” and in the same line, after the word ‘‘dollars,” to insert 
‘‘of which not more than $1,800 may be expended for the com- 
pensation of scouts employed in the protection of said park;” so 
as to make the clause read: 
_ Improvement and protection of the Yellowstone National Park: For the 
improvement and protection of the Yellowstone National Park, to be ex- 
pended by and under the direction of the Secretary of War, $40,000, of which 


not more than $1,800 may be expended for the compensation of scouts em- 
ployed in the protection of said park. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on page 94, after line 18, to insert: 


To reimburse John W. Meldrum amount paid for completion of building 
authorized to be erected in said park by section 9 of the foregoing act, $385.75. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 94, after line 22, to insert: 
For furniture and fixtures for said building, $200. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 95, line 7, after the word 


ene a nnn nn UU EIEEInSIIEIIINEnmmemmnmmmemessn === 
pe en mans 


law,” to insert “sites for monuments in Lookout Valley, not to 
exceed $300 in all;” so as to make the clause read: 

Chickamauga and Chattan National Park: To enable the Secretary 
of War to complete the{establishment of the Chickamauga and Chattanooga 
National Military Park in accordance with existing laws, including road 
work, memorial gateway and designs therefor, maps, surveys, iron anévronze 
tablets, gun carriages, land the purchase of which has heretofore been 
authorized by law, sites for monuments in Lookout Valley, not to exceed 
$800 in all, foundations for State monuments, compensation of two civilian 
commissioners and their assistant in historical work, labor, clerical and other 
assistance, and office expenses; in all, $75,000, to be immediately available 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 95, after line 13, to insert: 

Shiloh National Military Park: The commissioners appointed under the act 
of Congress approved December 27, 1894, to have charge, under the Secretary 
of War, of the affairs of the Shiloh National Military Park, shall have their 
office at Pittsburg Landing, Tenn., or at such other point convenient to the 
battlefield of Shiloh, Tenn., as the Secretary of War may direct; and the 
limit of cost of all the lands to be embraced in the said park is hereby fixed 
at not to exceed $20,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 95, after line 23, to insert: 

Military reservation on Mackinac Island, Michigan: The Secretary of War is 
hereby authorized, on the application of the governor of Michigan, to tarn 
over to the State of Michigan, for use as a State park, and for no other pur- 
pose, the military reservation and buildings and the lands of the national 
park on Mackinac Island, Michigan. 

Mr. HAWLEY. I will suggest that measures of this kind 
ought to go through the proper channel, the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs. We have been in the habit, inmany cases, of grant- 
ing the use of old military stations to the municipal and State 
authorities for public parks, providing that the Secretary of War 
might take possession of them whenever, in his judgment, the 
public necessities required. 

Mr. COCKRELL. The public necessities never will require 
that this reservation be taken. It was entirely abandoned many 
years ago and was made a national park, and the Secretary of 
War wants to get rid of it. 

Mr. HAWLEY. Very well. 

Mr. COCKRELL. We simply propose to donate it to the State 
of Michigan if that State will take it, and turn loose the few 
guards who are there. 

Mr. HAWLEY. Verygood. Ihaveno objection to the amend- 
ment. 

Mr. BERRY. Mr. President—— 

Mr.COCKRELL. The amendment came from the Committee 
on Public Lands. 

Mr. BERRY. I was going to state that the Senator from Michi- 
gan [Mr. McMILLAN] brought the matter to me, and I told him at 
the time that I thought it would have been proper to have re- 
ferred it to the Committee on Military Affairs, inasmuch as the 
reservation had not been turned over to the Interior Department. 
He insisted, however, that I should address a letter to the Secre- 
tary of War on the subject, which I did, and the Secretary of 
War entirely approved it. LIreported the amendment by order of 
the Committee on Public Lands, by reason of the fact that the 
Senator from Michigan, who was interested in the question, re- 
quested me to do so. 

Mr. HAWLEY. I wish to inquire of the chairman of the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations or of the Senator from Arkansas 
whether the Government has been desiring in any way to make 
use of those buildings or of any part of the land? 

Mr. COCKRELL. No. 

Mr. BERRY. I understand not. The Secretary of War said 
the land would not be used longer for military purposes, and the 
officer in charge there recommended that the property be turned 
over. 

Mr. HAWLEY. It has been a park, I understand. 

Mr. COCKRELL. It has been a park ever since 1872 or 1873. 

Mr. BERRY. It has been a park for some time. I do not re- 
member the exact time. 

Mr. BURROWS. Since 1873. 

Mr. HAWLEY. Then what is the necessity for again dedicat- 
ing it? I see it has been anational park. Is that it? 

Mr. COCKRELL. Certainly, itis a national park, and now we 
propose to give it to the State of Michigan, if that State will 
accept it. 

I wish to offer a proviso to come in at that point, which I send 
to the desk. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. After the word “Michigan,” in the amend- 
ment of the committee, on line 4, page 96, it is proposed to insert: 

Provided, That whenever the State ceases to use the land for the purpose 
aforesaid it shall revert to the United States. 

Mr. BURROWS. There is no objection to that. 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

The amendment as amended was agreed to. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Immediately following that amendment I 
offer the amendment which I send to the desk, which has been re- 
ported by the Committee on Military Affairs. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will be stated, 
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The Secretary. After line 4, on page 96, it is proposed to in- 
sert: 
For extending and improving the Fort Wayne Military Reservation by 


drains, $40, 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amend- 
ment submitted by the Senator from Missouri. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of 
the Committee on Appropriations was, on page 98, line 2, in the 
clause making appropriations for improving the Mississippi River, 
after the word “ estimate,” to insert: 

And so much thereof as may be necessary, not to exceed $1,000, may, in the 
discretion of the Secretary of War, be expended in the improvement of the 
channel to the harbor of Bay City, Wis., at the head of Lake Pepin. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 98, line 16, before the word 
**thousand,” to strike out ‘‘two hundred and sixty ” and insert 
‘*three hundred and fifty;” so as to make the clause read: 

« For harbor of refuge at Point Judith, R. 1.: Continuing improvement, $350,- 

” 

The amendment was agreed to. : 

The next amendment was, on page 99, after line 12, to insert: 

Provided, That $40,000 thereof shall be expended, under the direction of 
the Secretary of War, for the extension of the improvements for the protec- 
tion of the banks of the Missouri River in front of Sioux City and on the 
Iowa side of the river. 

So as to make the clause read: . 

Under Missouri River Commission: For improving Missouri River from its 
mouth to Sioux City, lowa, including salaries, clerical, office, traveling, and 
miscellaneous expenses of the Missouri River Commission, surveys, perma- 
nent bench marks and gauges, $750,000: Provided, That $40,000 thereof shall 
be expended, under the direction of the Secretary of War, for the extension 
of the improvements for the protection of the banks of the Missouri River in 
front of Sioux City and on the Iowa side of the river. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 99, after line 17, to insert: 

That the Secretary of War be, and he is hereby, authorized and directed to 
expend, from the appropriation of $25,000 “ For dredging Salmon Bay and 
improvement of the waterway connecting the waters of Puget Sound, at 
Salmon Bay, with lakes Union and Washington, by enlarging the said water- 
way into e ship canal, with the necessary locks and appliances in connection 
therewith,” made by the “Act making appropriations for the construction, 
repair, and preservation of certain public works on rivers and harbors, and 
for other purposes,” received by the President August 7, 1894, the sum of 
$5,000 in making a definite survey and location of said improvement, 
and in preparing a cadastral map, showing each piece of property required 
to be deeded to the United States or from which a release is required, with 
its metes and bounds. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 100, after line 8, to insert: 

That the Secretary of War, in his discretion,is hereby directed to use and 
expend in dredging and deepening the channel of the Sabine River in Texas, 
at and across the bar at the mouth of said river in Sabine Lake, a sum not 
exceeding $4,000, to be taken from an appropriation made at the second ses- 
sion of the Fifty-third Congress of the United States, amounting to $275,000, 
for “ Improving harbor at Sabine Pass, Texas: Continuing improvement,” 
by the act entitled “An act making appropriations for the construction, 
repair,and preservation of certain public works on rivers and harbors, and 
for other purposes.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. COCKRELL. After line 20, on page 100, I move to insert 
what I send to the desk. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will be stated. 

The Secretary. After line 20, on page 100, it is proposed to 
insert: 

Harbor of refuge at Woods Holl, Mass.: For repair of the stone pier or 
breakwater constituting a harbor of refuge at Woods Holl, damaged by the 
storm of January 26, 1895, and for repairing, so far as may be necessary, the 
wooden wharf upon said breakwater, $5,000, 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The reading of the bill wasresumed. The next amendment of 
the Committee on Appropriations was, on page 100, after line 20, 
to strike out: 

The foregoing appropriations for work on rivers and harbors shall be im- 
mediately available. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. PLATT. I should like to inquire of the Senator from Mis- 
souri whether all these appropriations for the improvements of 
rivers and harbors are now under contract, or whether there is 
any new work provided for by these appropriations. 

Mr. COCKRELL. There is no new work except the stone pier 
at Woods Holl, and things of that kind. 

Mr. PLATT. That is for repairs. 

Mr. COCKRELL. The others are all under the contract sys- 
tem. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of 
the Committee on Appropriations was, on page 104, line 1, after 
the word “‘ disabilities,” to insert ‘‘ to be disbursed under the direc- 
tion of the Secretary of War;” so as to make the clause read: 

Appliances for disabled soldiers: For furnishin soppal appliances to per- 
sons disabled in the military or naval service of the United States, and not 


entitled to artificial limbs or trusses for the same disabilities, to be disbursed 
under the direction of the Secretary of War, $2,000. 





The next amendment was, on page 104, line 13, before the word 
‘*penitentiaries,” to insert ‘‘State;” and in line 15, after the word 


| “dollars,” to strike out ‘‘to be expended in the current support of 
grading the grounds, filling in the marsh along the river front, and protect- | 
ing the same by a riprap of stone; for restoring the ground and constructing | 


military convicts;” so as to make the clause read: 

Expenses of military convicts: For payment of costs and charges of State 
penitentiaries for the care, clothing, maintenance, and medical attendance 
of United States military convicts confined in them, $3,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 106, line 5, after the word 
“tug,” to strike out ‘‘to be purchased or constructed, ten” and 
insert ‘‘ heretofore authorized by law, twelve;” so as to make the 
clause read: 

For pay of crew and maintenance of one steam tug heretofore authorized 
by law, $12,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 106, after line 7, to insert: 

For purchase or construction of one steam tug, $45,000, or so much thereo 
as may be necessary ; 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 106, line 10, before the word 
“thousand,” to strike out ‘forty-three ” and insert ‘ninety ;” so as 
to read: 

In all, $90,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 110, after line 2, to insert: 

For constraction of a headquarters building, $10,009. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 110, line 8, before the word 
“thousand,” to strike out ‘‘seventy-eight” and insert “ eighty- 
eight;” so as to make the clause read: 

In all, $288,850. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 111, after line 22, to insert: 

For additional barracks, $25,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 112, line 1, before the word 
“thousand,” to strike out ‘‘sixty ” and insert “‘eighty-five;” so as 
to read: 

In all, $385,100. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 116, line 4, before the word 
“thousand,” to strike out ‘‘four hundred and seventy-nine” and 
insert “five hundred and fourteen;” so as to read: 

In all, $2,514,846. 

The next amendment was, on page 120, after line 23, to insert: 

The proper accounting officers of the Treasury are hereby authorized and 
directed to settle the accounts of D.'T. Guyton, United States marshal for the 
northern district of Mississippi, for the amounts paid by him to special deputies, 
who failed to take the oath of office required by section 782 of the Revised Stat- 
utes, in the same manner such settlements would have been made had such dep- 
uties complied with the provisions of said section. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was,on page 122, line 5, after the word 
‘‘erounds,” to insert “‘as now marked and designated;” so as to 
read: 

The Military Prison at Fort Leavenworth, Kansas, inclading all the buildings, 
grounts as now marked and designated, and other property connected therewith, 
is hereby transferred from the Department of War to the Department of Justice. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 122, in line 23, after the word 
“act.” to insert “entitled ‘An act for the erection of United States 
prisons and for the imprisonment of United States prisoners and, for 
other purposes.’” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 123, line 15, after the word 
“ Reservation,” to insert an additional proviso, as follows: 

Provided, That the Secretary of War is hereby authorized and directed to 
transfer on or before September 30, 1895, such prisoners as may then be serving 
unexpired sentences of confinement at the military prison, for purely military 
offenses, to such military posts as he may desigate for that purpose; and the 
commanding officers of the posts to which such military prisoners are wansferred 
shall have care and custody of the said prisoners and shall perform the duties 
now required of the commandant of the ve prison under sections 1352 to 
1361, inclusive, of the Revised Statutes. And the military prisoners so trans- 
ferred, or who may hereafter be confined at hard labor at military posts, shall be 
governed by such regulations affecting their discipline, management, and control 
as may be prepared by the Secretary of War and published in general orders to 
the Army. 

Mr. ALLISON. Before we pass from this amendment, I wish to 
state that the whole system of transferring the military prison at 
Fort Leavenworth from the Army to the Department of Justice 
and placing it under the control of the Attorney-General is in my 
judgment unwise. It involves a great many considerations which 
I think ought not to appear on an appropriation bill. The amend- 
ment just read is a necessary one, if the schemeis to be carried out, 
and it will be seen that the amendment transfers the military pris- 
oners now at Fort Leavenworth to the several Army posts of the 
United States, where they are to be treated as prisoners and are to 
be confined as provided by tho sections alluded to in the bill. 

I believe military prisoners convicted and sentenced for a period 
of one or two or three years ought to have a prison under the control 
of the Secretary of War and the Army. Such a prison we now have 
at Fort Leavenworth and have had for many years, and the amend- 
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ment proposes now to transfer the whole condnct of the prison to the 
Attorney-General, providing for civilian wardens, etc., and in effect 
it segregates from the property at Fert Leavenworth now belonging 
to the Army 1,000 aeres of land, which are to be put under the con- 
trol of the Attorney-General. 

1 do not fer myself propese to make any amendment, because the 


Committee on Appropriations have approved the whole scheme and | 


plan, and it is recommended by the Secretary of War, and I believe 
it is approved by the Attorney-General. But I think two or three 
years will disclose that this is a mistake both for the Department of 
Justice and for the Army. 

Mr. PEFFER. LIask that the amendment may be passed over 
until we have a full Senate. 

Mr. HAWLEY. I ought to say that in my judgment the entire 
provision pertaining to the abandonment of the military prison and 
the sending of the prisoners to army posis should be stricken out, 


beginning with line 4, on page 122, down to and including line 6, on | 
= “0d . pas : ” | occupy the roow in the rear of that now eceupied by the House Committee on 


yage 124. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Let all of it be reserved. 

Mr. HAWLEY. I¢ is all reserved. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I suggest that by reserving the amendment it 

can all be stricken out in the Senate if it is desirable. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Let all the amendments relating to military 
prisens contained on pages 122, 123, and 124 be passed over. 

Mr. HAWLEY. All that relates to military prisons. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair understands that from 
line 4, on page 122, down to and including line 6, on page 124, is 
reserved. 

Mr. COCKRELL. That is right. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of 
the Committee on Appropriations was, on page 125, after line 3, to 
insert : 

Jail building at Guthrie, Okla.: For purchase of the brilding and ground now 
used and occupied as a jail at Guthrie, Oklahoma Territery, $5,600, or se much 
thereef as may be necessary. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Tho next amendment was, on page 126, line 5, after the word 
“dollars,” to strike out: 

Provided, That hereafter the estimates fer miscellameous expenses of the 
Supreme Court of the United States shall be submitted in detail as to salaries 
paid thereunder, and for all other objects. 

Mr. CHANDLER, Iask the chairman of the Committee on Appro- 
priations if there is any real objection to the clause as it was inserted 
in the other Heuse. 1 desire to know whether there can be any 
objection to having those estimates submitted in detail. 

Mr. COCKRELL. We thought it was hardly right for us to tell 
a coerdinate branch of the Government exactly how everything 
shonld be done, as to what they want, and all that. 

ALLISON. The proviso relates to miscellameous expenses. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of 
the Committee on Appropriations was, on page 126, line 21, after the 
word “ work,” to insert: 

And ef the statements required to be prepared by said act of October 19, 1838, 
there shall be printed, after the close ef each regular session of Congress, the 
usual number of copies; 

So as to make the clause read: 

Stat utions: For preparation, under the direction of the Com- 
mittees on Appropriations of the Senate and House ef Representatives, of the 
statements showing appropriations made, new offices created, oflices the salaries 
of which have been omitted, increased, or reduced, together with a chronological 
history of the regular appropriation bills passed during the third session of the 
Fifty-third Congress, as required by the act approved October 19, 1888, $1,200 
to be paid to the persons designated by the chairmen of said committees to do 
said werk. And of the statements required to be prepa red by said actof October 


19, 1888, there shall be printed, after the close of each regular session of Congress, 
the usual ne mbe r of copies. 


‘The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, at the top of page 127 to insert: 

The Secretary of the Senate is authorized to make requisition upen the Public 
Printer for the binding for the Senate library of such books as hemay deem neces- 
sary, at a cost not to exceed two hundred dollars per year. 

The amendment was agreed te. 

The next amendment was, on page 127, after line 4, to insert: 

For rent of warehouse for the storage of public documents formerly in the 
Maltby Building, $1,890. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 127, after line 7, to insert: 

For 2,200 galvanized-iron file holders for the Senate document room, $880. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 127, after line 10, to insert: 

For repairs of Maltby Building, $2,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on page 127, after line 11, to insert: 

For pay of E. T. Cressey for preparing a catalogue ef the books contained in 


the Senate library under the direction of Anson G. MeCook, former Secretar ¥ of 
the Senate, $1,000. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 127, after line 15, to insert: 

To pay for the work done in preparing and cempleting the document index 
of the Fifty- third Congress, by Alonzo W. Church, $1,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 
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The next amendment was, on page 128, line 1, after the word 
‘‘list,” to insert: 

Provided, That the officer in charge be, and he is hereby, authori 
struct, with the moneys appropriated forthe said building, a wennel, wi 


re to cen- 
h suitable 





conveying apparatns for the rapid transmission of books, papers, and messages, 
between the said Library building and the Capitel, the terminal of said apparatus 
in the Capitel te eccupy the room in rear of that new eccuymed by the House Com- 


mittee on Enrolled Bills. 
So as to make the clause read: 
BULLBING POR THE LIBRARY OF CONGRESS 


For continuing the constructien of the building Library of Comgresa, 





and for each and every purpese connected w $900,000: Previded, 
That while the officer in charge of said ‘bu diz sel upon works of con 
struction confided to him by authority of Congress, his pay and allowances shall 
be the same as for officers of his grade on the active list: Provided, That the offi 


cer in charge be, and he is hereby, authorized to constrect, with the meneys 
appropriated for the said building, a tunnel, with suitable copveying apparatus 
for the rapid transmission of books, papers, and messages, between the said 
Library building and the Capitol, the terminal of said apparatus in the Capitol to 





Enrolled Bills. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 9, line 1, after the word 
‘¢ for,” to insert “‘rents and,” and in line 4, before the word “ dol- 
lars,” to strike out “five hundred and fifty thousand” and insert 
‘nine hundred and twenty-eight thousand three hundred and 
’ so as to make the clause read: 

For the public printing, for the public binding, and for paper for the public 
printing, including the cost ef printing the debates and proceedings of Congress 
in the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD, and for lithographing, mapping, and encr ye for 
both Houses of Congress, the Supreme Court of the United States, the sup! , 
ceurt of the District ef Columbia, the Court ef UClaima, the Library eof Congress. 


| the Exeeative Office, and the Depart tmenis, including salaries or compensation of 


all necessary clerks and employees, fo laber (by the day, piece, or comtract), and 
for rents and all the necessary mater = which may be needed in the presecution 
of the work, $2,928,320; and from the said sum hereby apprepriated printing and 
binding shall be done by the Public Printerte the amount s following resp ectivel) 
namely. 

Mr.CHANDLER. Itseems to me the amendment should be passed 
over until the details of the expenditure are passed upon. 

Mr. COCKRELL. This amendment will follew the others. I ask 
that if may be passed over. It is the total only, but it is at the 
beginning. It will follow the amendments on the same subject that 
come after it. If the others are agreed to, it will stay in. If 
not, it will have to be modified. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will be passed over. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. Isubmit an amendment, which I intend to 
propose to the pending appropriation bill. I move that it be re- 
ferred to the C sanenithns on Commerce and ordered to be printed. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. PASCO. I submit an amendment intended to be proposed by 
me to the pending bill. 1 move that it be referred to the Committee 


| on Appropriations and printed. 


| resources; that the entire cost of paper, printing, and bi nding of all the 


| mineral treated ; 


The motion was agreed to. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of 
the Committee on Appropristions was, on page 129, lit ne 18, after the 
word ‘‘ dollars,” to insert the following proviso: 

Provided, That hereafter the Secretary of State be, and he is rel t ized 
to print of each issue of consular re ports an edition not exceeding 7 | 

So as to make the clause read: 

Fer the State Department, $18,000: Provided, That hereafter the Secretary of 
State be, and he is hereby, autherized to print ef cach issue of consular reports 
an edition not exceeding 7,000 copics. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 130, line 19, after the word 
‘‘ Director,” to insert ‘‘and for printing advance copies of papers on 
ecouomic resources;” in line 20, before the word “thousand,” to 
strike out “five” and insert “‘seven,” and in the same line, after 
the word “dollars,” to insert the following proviso: 

Provided, That hereafter the report of the mineral resomr: 





of the United 





es 
States shall be issued as a pat ot e repert of the Dive of the Geological 
Survey, and printed for each preceding calendar year as seon as ec i and 
transmitted for publication, ar 1d tha ut the separate chapters on any given eral 
»rednct, such as iron, coal, building stone, and so forth. shall be printed as rap 


idly as transmitted fer publication * ths at a pamphlet edition of any chapter shall 
be printed for distribution on the request of the Director of the Goolegical Sur- 
vey, approved by Secretary ef the Luterior, the size of the editien to be controlled 
by the importance of the mineral treated; that hereafter papers for the Directer 

annual report that are of a strictly econom 


2a character shall be issued i 
phiet form, in the manner as prescribed 





sove for the report i i 





provided for pamphitis shall not exceed two thousand dollars; 
So as to make the clause read: 


For engraving the flinstrations necessary for the repert of the Director, and 
for printing advance copies of papers on economic resources &7 00% - vided, 
That hereafter the report of the mineral resources of the United ane 8 shall be 
issued as a part of the report of the Directer of the Geological Surs and pr nted 
fer each preceding calendar year as soon as compiled | transmitte ed 1 for pu , 
tion, and that the separate chapters on any given eral | 
coal, building stove, etc., shall be printed as r y as tramemitted for pub! 
tion; that a “pamphlet edition of ca chapter all be printed for distribution on 
the request ef the Director of the Geological Survey, approved by the Secretary 
of the interior, ms size of the edition to be controlled by the importanee of tl 
hat hereafter papera for the Director's annual report that are 











preduct, such as iron, 








| of a strictly aaa character shall be issued in pamphlet ferm, in the same 
| manner as prescribed above for the report on the mineral resources; that the 


entire cont of paper, printing, and binding of all of the above provided for pam- 
phiets shall not exceed $2,000. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
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The next amendment was, on page 131, line 16, after the word 
*¢ dollars,” to insert the following proviso: 

Provided, That hereafter 3,000 copies of the monographs and bulletins of the 
Geological Survey shall be published for scientific exchanges and for sale at the 
cost of paper, printing, and binding, and 10 per cent thereof added. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 132, line 15, after the word 
“expended,” to insert the following proviso: 

Provided, That so much as may be necessary for printing and binding the an- 
nual report of the Secretary of Agriculture, as required by the act approved Jan- 
uary 12, 1895, shall be immediately available and shall not be included in said 
allotments. 

The amendment was agreed to. 5 

The next amendment was, on page 132, after line 20, to strike out: 
For printing and binding the annual report of the Secretary of Agriculture, as 

required by the act approved January 12, 1895, $300,000, or so much thereof as may 
be necessary. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I wish the Senate to disagree to that amend- 
ment. The clause from line 21 to line 24 should remain. There are 
two sets of reports to be provided for. I have a letter from the 
Secretary of Agriculture in regard toit. The report of 1894 is on 
hand, and therefore this provision has to remain in the bill. 

The amendment was rejected. 

The next amendment was at the top of page 133, to strike out— 
For printing and binding 75,000 copies of special report on Diseases of the 

Horse, asrequired by the act approved J anuary 12, 1895, $44,000, orso much thereof 
as may be be necessary. 

The amendment was agreed to. “ ; 

The next amendment was, on page 133, after line,5, to strike out: 
For a complete set of the official records of the Union and Confederate armies 

for each Senator and Member of the present Congress not already entitled by law 
to receive the same, as required by the act approved January 12, 1895, $25,000, or 
so much thereof as may be necessary. 1 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 133, after line 11, to strike out: 
That nothing in the second provision of section 99 of the act providing for the 
ublic printing and binding and the distribution of public documents, approved 
anuary 12, 1895, shall be held to contravene the orders of either House of Con- 

gress authorizing printing for the use of committees, as to the number of copies 
or otherwise. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 133, after line 53, to strikeout: 
To enable the Public Printer during the fiscal year ending June 30, 1895, to com- 

ply with the provisions of the joint resolution approved February 6, 1883, for the 
removal and storage of certain property of the Government mentioned therein, 
$7,320. 

The amendment was agreed to. ; 

The next amendment was, on page 134, line 14, after the word 
“office,” to insert ‘except for the two Houses of Congress, their 
committees and officers;” so as to make the clause read: 

That all appropriations made and to be made for the fiscal years 1895 and 1896, 
in so far as the same are affected by the provisions of the act providing for the 
— printing and binding and the distribution of public documents, approved 

anuary 12, 1895, and which are not expressly appropriated under the Govern- 
ment Printing Office, except for the two Houses of Congress, their committees, 
and officers, shall be considered as so appropriated and available thereunder, to 
the extent that the same may be required or contemplated by the said act. 

The amendment was agreed to. y 

The next amendment was, on page 135, after line 6, to insert: 

The Public Printer, under section 37 of the ‘‘ Act providing for the public print- 
ing and binding and the distribution of public documents,” approved January 12, 
1895, may, at the request of any Senator, Representative, or Delegate in Congress, 
print on envelopes authorized to be furnished, in addition to the words therein 
named, the name of the Senator, Representative, or Delegate, and State, the date, 
and the topic or subject-matter, not exceeding twelve words. 

The amendment was agreed to. : 

The next amendment was, on page 135, after line 15, to insert: 
That nothing in the act entitled ‘‘ An act providing for the public printing and 

binding and the distribution of public documents,” approved January 12, 1895, 
shall prevent the stereotyping, por and distribution of the Supplement to 
the Revised Statutes as authorized by the act of February 27, 1893, chapter 167. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 135, after line 23, to insert: 
Government Printing Office building: For the constraction by the Chief of 

Engineers of a yy building upon the lot belonging to the United States now 
occupied by the stables of the Government oe’ Office, according to ae 
and specifications of Col. John M. Wilson, of the Engineer Corps, submit to 
Gen. Thomas L..Casey, Chief of Engineers, December 17, 1894, and approved by 
nies, G68 20108, to be immediately available and until the completion of said 
work. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 136, after line 9, to insert: 

The appropriation of $75,000 made by the sundry civil appropriation act, 
approved August 18, 1894, for the repair of the Government Printing Office, to 

rovide fire escapes, and to put the building in a safe and secure condition, shall 
available until the completion of the work. 

The amendment was agreed to. i 

Mr. COCKRELL. We have now reached the proposed section 2, 
I rose to move that the Senate adjourn, ; : . 

Mr. BATE. I desire to say that at some suitable time during the 
consideration of the pending bill I shall offer an amendment known 
as the Tennessee Centennial Exposition appropriation. 

Mr. COCKRELL. There will be ample opportunity for that 
amendment hereafter. 


MEMORIAL ADDRESSES ON THE LATE REPRESENTATIVE LISLE. 


Mr. LINDSAY. I desire to give notice that on Friday next, March 
1, I shall call up the resolutions of the other House on the death 


FEBRUARY 25, 


of the Hon. Marcus C, Lisle, late a Representative from the State 
of Kentucky. 

Mr. DANIEL. There is a joint resolution which was reported 
favorably to-day by the Senator from Tennessee [Mr. BATE] from the 
Committee on Military Affairs—— 

Mr. COCKRELL. ‘There was an express understanding, distinctly 
stated, when I asked for a night session, that no such business should 
be transacted. I move that the Senate do now adjourn. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Missouri moves 
that the Senate adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; and (at 10 o’clock and 56 minutes 
p.m.) the Senate adjourned until to-morrow, Tuesday, February 
26, 1895, at 11 o’clock a, m. 


NOMINATIONS. 
Executive nominations received by the Senate February 25, 1895. 
UNITED STATES CIRCUIT JUDGE. 


John W. Showalter, of Illinois, to be United States circuit judge 
for the seventh judicial circuit, as provided by act approved Feb- 
ruary 8, 1895. 

UNITED STATES DISTRICT JUDGE. 

Olin Wellborn, of California, to be United States district judge 
for the southern district of California, vice Erskine M. Ross, 
appointed circuit judge. 

COLLECTOR OF INTERNAL REVENUE. 

Edmund A. Bigler, of Pennsylvania, to be collector of internal 
revenue for the Twenty-third district of Pennsylvania, in place of 
Edward P. Kearns, removed. 

POSTMASTERS. 


William B. Brotherton, to be postmaster at Milford, in the county 
of New Haven and State of Connecticut, in the place of Roger S. 
Baldwin, whose commission will expire February 28, 1895. 

Bettie 8. Moore, to be postmaster at Cynthiana, in the county of 
Harrison and State of Kentucky, in the place of Mattie D. Todd, 
whose commission expired January 8, 1895. 

John E. Blake, to be postmaster at North Easton, in the county 
of Bristol and State of Massachusetts, in the place of Henry P. 
Waite, whose commission expired January 19, 1895. 

Frank E. Briggs, to epee at Turners Falls, in the county 
of Franklin and State of Massachusetts, in the place of Benjamin 
W. Mayo, whose commission expired February 14, 1895. 

Justin W. Clayton, to be postmaster at Athol, in the county of 
Worcester and State of Massachusetts, in the place of Arthur C. 
Longley, whose commission expired February 14, 1895. 

G. Eugene Fisher, to be postmaster at North Attleboro, in the 
county of Bristol and State of Massachusetts, in the place of Ran- 
dolph Knapp, whose commission expired September 9, 1894. 

Arthur F. Nutting, to be postmaster at Northampton, in the 
county of Hampshire and State of Massachusetts, in the place of 
Louis L. Campbell, whose commission expired September 27, 1894. 

John 8. Thompson, to be postmaster at Reading, in the county of 
Berks and State of Pennsylvania, in the place of Prince R. Stetson, 
whose commission will expire March 3, 1895. 

George W. Wales, to be postmaster at Randolph, in the county of 
Norfolk and State of Massachusetts, in the place of Minot W. Baker, 
whose commission expired April 19, 1894. 

Jenness D, Wheeler, to be postmaster at Randolph, in the county 
of Orange and State of Vermont, in the place of Charles H. Mont- 
gomery, whose commission expired February 24, 1895. 


PROMOTIONS IN THE ARMY. 


Maj. Theodore Schwan, assistant adjutant-general, to be assistant 
adjutant-general, with the rank of lieutenant-colonel, February 19, 
1895, vice Martin, deceased. 

Second Lieut. Samuel John Bayard Schindel, Third Artillery, to 
be second lieutenant of infantry, February 25, 1895, with rank from 
June 12, 1894, vice Gardner, Sixteenth Infantry, transferred to 
artillery. 

Second Lieut. Rogers Finch Gardner, Sixteenth Infantry, to be 
second lieutenant of artillery, February 25, 1895, with rank from 
June 12, 1894, vice Schindel, Third Artillery, transferred to infantry. 

In accordance with the provisions of the act of Congress approved 
February 27, 1890, entitled ‘“‘An act to authorize the President to 
confer brevet rank on officers of the United States Army for gallant 
services in Indian campaigns,” I nominate the officers herein named 
for appointment by brevet, in the Army of the United States, to rank 
from February 27, 1890: 


To be lieutenant-colonel by brevet. 


Maj. Thaddeus Harlan Stanton, paymaster (now colonel, assistant 
paymaster-general), for gallant service in action against Indians 
under Crazy Horse, on the Powder River, Montana, March 17, 1876. 

Capt. Samuel Storrow Sumner, Fifth Cavalry, brevet major, United 
States Army (now lieutenant-colonel, Sixth Cavalry), for gallant 
service in action against Indians at Summit Springs, Colo., July 
11, 1869. 

To be major by brevet. 

Capt. George Hall Burton, Twenty-first Infantry (now colonel, 

inspector-general), for gallant service in action against Indians ia 





1895. 





the Lava Beds, California, January 17, 1873, and at the Clearwater, 
Idaho, July 11 and 12, 1877. 

Capt. John Morrison Hamilton, Fifth Cavalry (now major, First 
Cavalry), for gallant service in action January 16, 1873, against 
Tonto Apache Indians in the foothills of the Tortilla Mountains, Ari- 
zona, in connection with gallant conduct in the closing campaign 
against those Indians. 

First Lieut. Melville Carey Wilkinson, Third Infantry, brevet cap- 
tain, United States Army (now captain, Third Infantry), for gallant 
service in action against Indians at the Clearwater, Idaho, July 11 
and 12, 1877, and at Kamiah, Idaho, July 13, 1877. 

Capt. Edward Miles Heyl, Ninth Cavalry (late colonel, inspector- 
general, since deceased), for gallant service in action against Indians 
at the Rio Pecos, Texas, June 7, 1869, the Salt Fork of the Brazos 
River, Texas, September 16, 1869, and at the South Fork of the Llano 
River, Texas, November 24, 1869, in which last-named action he was 
severely wounded. 

To be captain by brevet. . 


First Lieut. George William Baird, Fifth Infantry (now major, 

aymaster), for gallant service in action against Indians at Red 

iver, Texas, August 30, 1874, and at Bear Paw Mountain, Montana, 
September 30, 1877, in which last-named action he was severely 
wounded. 

First Lieut. Edward Mortimer Hayes, Fifth Cavalry (now major, 
Seventh Cavalry), for gallant service in action against Indians at 
Beaver Creek, Kans., October 25 and 26, 1868. 

First Lieut. William Richardson Hall, assistant surgeon (now 


major, surgeon), for gallant service in action against Indians in | 


attending to his professional duties under fire at the Clearwater, 
Idaho, July 11 and 12, 1877. 

First Lieut. Frederick Henry Ernst Ebstein, Twenty-first Infantry 
(now captain, Twenty-first Infantry), for gallant service in action 
against Indians at Cottonwood Ranch, Idaho, July 4, 1877; Camas 


Meadows, Idaho, August 20, 1877, and at the Umatilla Agency, Oreg., 


July 13, 1878. 


First Lieut. Wilber Elliott Wilder, Fourth Cavalry (now cap- | 


tain, Fourth Cavalry), for gallant service in action against Indians, 
inclusive of the rescue while under heavy fire of an enlisted man 
whro was severely wounded at Horse-Shoe Canyon, New Mexico, April 
23, 1882. 

To be first lieutenant by brevet. 


at Beaver Creek, Kans., October 25 and 26, 1868. 
Second Lieut. Robert Powell Page Wainwright, First Cavalry (now 


captain, First Cavalry), for gallant service in action against Indians 


at the Umatilla Agency, Oreg., July 13, 1878. 


Second Lieut. Guy Howard, Twelfth Infantry (now captain, assist- | 


ant quartermaster), for gallant service in action against Indians at 
Camas Meadows, Idaho, August 20, 1877. 





CONFIRMATIONS. 


Executive nominations confirmed by the Senate February 23, 1895. 
CONSUL. 


William Crichton, of West Virginia, to be secretary of legation 
of the United States at Brazil. 


REGISTER OF THE LAND OFFICE. 


Thomas A. Dunlava, of Fisher, Minn., to be register of the land 
office at Crookston, Minn. . 
POSTMASTERS. 


Richard Gleeson, to be postmaster at Antwerp, in the county of 
Jefferson and State of New York. 

James S. Kissane, to be postmaster at Chateaugay, in the county 
of Franklin and State of New York. 

John H. Mealey, to be postmaster at Greenwich, in the county of 
Washington and State of New York. 

Jacob M. Winder, to be 
Bucks and State of Pennsylvania. 


Executive nominations confirmed by the Senate February 25, 1895. 
PROMOTION IN THE NAVY. 


Assistant Engineer John C. Leonard, to be a passed assistant engi- 
neer in the Navy. 
APPOINTMENTS IN THE NAVY. 
Assistant Engineer John T. Myers, to be a second lieutenant in the 
Marine Corps. 
Second Lieut. Walter Ball, United States Marine Corps, to be an 
assistant engineer in the Navy. 


CONSULS. 


Samuel W. Thome, of Pennsylvania, to be consul of the United 
States at Asuncion, es 

William W. Masterson, of Kentucky, to be consul of the United 
States at Aden, Arabia. 

Fred. Ellison, of Indiana, to be consul of the United States at 
Belize, British Honduras. 
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POSTMASTERS. 

Louis A. Dickinson, to be postmaster at Fremont, in the county of 
Sandusky and State of Ohio. 

Solomon S. Metzger, to be postmaster at Bedford, in the county of 
Bedford and State of Pennsylvanta. 

F. J. Smedley, to be postmaster at North East, in the county of 
Erie and State of Pennsylvania. 

Samuel E. Fleming, to be postmaster at Huntingdon, in the county 
of Huntingdon and State of Pennsylvania, 

F. G. Edmiston, to be postmaster at Crockett, in the county of 
Houston and State of Texas. 

James F. Charlesworth, to be postmaster at St. Clairsville, in thé 
county of Belmont and State of Ohio. 

John H. Hicock, to be postmaster at Flint, in the county of Gen- 
esee and State of Michigan. 

James R. Holcombe, to be postmaster at Gothenburg, in the county 
of Dawson and State of Nebraska. 

John E, Kelly, to be postmaster at Dundee, in the county of Kane 
and State of Illinois. 

Arthur L. Morse, to be postmaster at Atkinson, in the county of 
Holt and State of Nebraska. 

Sallie Howard, to be postmaster at Tuskegee, in the county o 
Macon and State of Alabama. 

Charles G. Kress, to be postmaster at Lewiston, in the county of 
Nez Perces and State of Idaho. 

Mary F. Holland, to be postmaster at Friend, in the county of 
Saline and State of Nebraska. 

Martin J. Conley, to be postmaster at Warren, in the county of 
Bristol and State of Rhode Island. 

George W. Marshall, to be postmaster at Swampscott, in the 
county of Essex and State of Massachusetts. 

George E. Bryant, to be postmaster at Baldwinsville, in the county 
of Worcester and State of Massachusetts. 

Houston D. McCabe, to be postmaster at St. Johns, Michigan. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
MonpDAY, February 25, 1895. 


The House met at 11o’clocka.m. Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. 


| E. B. Baasy. 


Second Lieut. William Curtis Forbush, Fifth Cavalry (now cap- | 
tain, Fifth Cavalry), for gallant service in action against Indians | 


The Journal of the proceedings of Saturday was read and ap- 
proved. 
VETO MESSAGE—SOCIETY OF AMERICAN FLORISTS. 


The SPEAKER laid before the House the following message 
from the President of the United States; which was read, referred 
to the Committee on Agriculture, and ordered to be printed: 


To the House of Representatives: 

Ireturn herewith without approval House bill No. 5740, entitled ‘An act 
incorporating the Society of American Florists.” 

No sufficient reason is apparent for the incorporation of this organization 
under Federallaws. Thereis not the least difficulty in the way of the ac- 
com plishment under State laws by the incorporators named in the bill of 
every purpose which can legitimately belong to their corporate existence. 
The creation of such a corporation by a special act of Congress establishes a 
vexatious and troublesome precedent. 

There appears to be no limit in the bill to the value of th: real and personal 
property which the proposed corporation may hold if acquired by donation 
e bequest. The limit of $50,000 applies only to property acquired by pur- 
chase. 

A conclusive objection to the bill is foundin_ the fact that it fails to carry 
out the purposes and objects of those interested in its passage. The promot- 
ers of the bill are florists who undoubtedly seek to advance floriculture. 
The declared a of the _ »sed incorporation is, however, stated in the 
bill to be “the elevation anc vancement of horticulture in all its branches, 
to increase and diffuse the knowledge thereof, and for kindred purposes in 
the interest of horticuiture.” 

It is entirely clear that the interests of florists would be badly served by a 
corporation confined to the furtherance of garden culture. 

GROVER CLEVELAND. 

EXECUTIVE MANSION, February 23, 1895. 

VETO MESSAGE—OKLAHOMA AND PACIFIC RAILWAY COMPANY. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House the following mes- 
sage from the President of the United States; which was read, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Indian Affairs, and ordered to be 
printed: 


To the House of Representatives: 

I return herewith without approval House bill No. 8165, entitled “An act 
authorizing the Kansas City, Oklahoma and Pacific Railway Company to 
construct and operate a railway through Indian reservations in the Indian 
Territory and the Territories of Oklahoma and New Mexico, and for other 
purposes.” 

This bill contains concessions more comprehensive and sweeping than any 
ever presented for my approval, and it seems to me the rights and interests 
of the Indians and the Government are the least protected. 

The route apparently desired, though passing through or into one State 
and three Territories, is described as indefinitely as possible, and does not 
seem to be subject to the approval in its entirety of the Secretary of the In- 
bem any other governmental agency having relation to the interest 1n- 
volved. 

There is no provision for obtaining the consent of the Indians through 
whose territory and reservations the railroad may be located. 

Though it is proposed to build the railroad through Territories having local 
courts convenient to their inhabitants, all controversies that may arise out 
of the location and building of the read are by the provisions of the bill to be 

upon by the United States circuit and district courts for the district 
of Kansas, “and such other courts as may be authorized by Congress.” 
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The bill provides that “the civil jurisdiction of said courts is hereby ex- 
tended within the limits of said Indian reservations without distinction as to 
citizenship of the parties, so far as may be necessary to carry out the pro- 
visions of this act." This provision permits the subordination of the juris- 
diction of Indian courts, which we are bound by treaty to protect, to the 
‘provisions of this act’ and to the interests and preferences of the railroad 
company for whose benefit the bill under consideration is intended. 

A plan of appraisal is provided for in the bill in case an agreement can not 
be reached as tothe amount of compensation to be paid for the taking of lands 
held by individual occupants according to the laws, customs, and usages of 
any of the Indian nations or tribes, or by allotment or agreement with the 
Indians. It is, however, further provided that in case either party is dissat- 
isfied with the award of the referees to be appointed an appeal may be taken 
to the district court held at Wichita, Kans., no matter where on the proposed 
route of the road the controversy may originate. If upon the hearing of said 
appeal the judgment of the court shall be for the same sum as the award of the 
referees, the costs shall be adjudged against the appellant, and if said judg- 
ment shall be for a smaller sum the cost shall be adjudged against the party 
claiming damages. It does not seem to me that the interests of an Indian 
occupant or allottee is properly regarded when he is obliged, if dissatisfied 
with an award for the taking of his land, to go to the district court of Kansas 
for redress, at the risk of incurring costs and expenses that may not only ex- 
ceed the award originally made to him, but leave him in debt. 

It is probable that there are other valid objections to this bill. I have only 
attempted to suggest enough to justify my action in ane roving it. 

In constructing legislation of this description it should not be forgotten 
that the rights and interests of the Indians are important in every view and 


should be scrupulously protected. 
GROVER CLEVELAND. 
EXECUTIVE MANSION, February 23, 1895. 


VETO MESSAGE—HIRAM R. RHEA. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House the following mes- 
sage from the President of the United States, which was read: 
To the House of Representatives: 


. 
{ return herewith without seurowns House bill No. 4658, entitled ‘An act 
game a pension to Hiram R. Rhea and repealing an act approved March 3, 
871.” 


The person named in the title of this bill was pensioned under the provi- 
sions of a private act passed March 3, 1871. In 1892 a letter from the Commis- 
sioner of Pensions was presented to Congress exhibiting facts which estab- 
lished in a most satisfactory manner that the claim for pension allowed by 
said special act was a barefaced and impudent fraud, supported by deliberate 
perjury. This letter appears to be the moving cause of the passage of the bill 
now before me. Payment of pension under the fraudulent act has been sus- 
pended since January 28, 1893, and since that time no information has been re- 
ceived from the fraudulent pensioner. 

The circumstances develo: called for the pegeah of the law of 1871 placing 
him upon the pension roll. This is accomplished in the second section of the 
bill under consideration, which section I would be glad to approve. This re- 

peal, however, is accompanied by a provision in the first section of the bill 
directing the Secretary of the Interior to place upon the pension roll this 
identical fraudulent pensioner under a certificate numbered precisely the 
same as that heretofore issued to him ‘at a rate proportionate to the degree 
of disability from such gunshot wounds as pers shown to the satisfaction 
of said Secretary to have been received at the hands of Confederate soldiers 
or sympathizers while said Rhea was attempting to cooperate with the Union 
forces,” etc. 

Inasmuch as the letter of the Commissioner of Pensions to which reference 
has been made, and which forms part of the committee’s report on this bill 
is the basis of this repealing provision, and inasmuch as this letter furnishes 
evidence that the pensioner was, when injured, a very disreputable member 
of a band of armed rebels and was wounded by Union soldiers, I can not un- 
derstand why the same bill, which for this reason purges the pension rolls of 
his name, should in the same breath undo this work and direct his name to be 
rewritten on the rolls. 

If the facts before Congress justify the repeal of the law under which this 
man fraudulently received a pension for nearly twenty-two years they cer- 
tainly do not justify the provision directing his name to be put on the rolls 
again with a view to further examination of his case or for any other purpose. 

GROVER CLEVE D. 

EXECUTIVE MANSION, February 23, 1895. 


Mr. MARTIN of Indiana. Mr. Speaker,I ask consent that that 
message, with the accompanying papers, be allowed toremain on 
the table for the present. 

There was no objection. 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE, 


A message from the Senate, by Mr. PLatt, one of its clerks, 
announced that the Senate had with amendments the bill 
(H. R. 8479) making erypenenions for current and contingent 
expenses of the Indian Department and fulfilling bags Mae ula- 
tions with various Indian tribes for the fiscal year endi “Sone 
30, 1896, and for other purposes; in which the concurrence of the 
House was requested. 


WITHERBY & GAFFNEY. 


The SPEAKER laid before the House the bill (H. R. 4507) for 
the relief of Witherby & Gaffney, with a Senate amendment. 

The Senate amendment was read. 

Mr. CHICKERING. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House con- 
cur in the amendment of the Senate with the following additional 
amendments, which I ask the Clerk to report. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

In line 30, after the word “aforesaid,” insert the following: 

‘Provided, That in no event shall an amount exceeding $5,414.28 be allowed 

inst the Government.” 

n line 35, after the word “appropriated,” insert the following: 

‘** Not exceeding $5,414.28.” 

The amendments to the amendment were agreed to. 

The amendment of the Senate as amended was agreed to. 

On motion of Mr. CHICKERING, a motion to reconsider th 
last vote was laid on the table. 


SENATE RESOLUTIONS REFERRED. 
The SPEAKER laid before the House the following joint reso- 
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lutions of the Senate; which were severally read a first and sec- 
ond time, ordered to be printed, and referred to the committees 
named below: 

Joint resolution (S. R. 133) directing the Secretary of War to 
make an examination of the bridge to be constructed over the 
Delaware River, between the States of New Jersey and Pennsyl- 
vania—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

Joint resolution (S. R. 134) calling on the President to take 
such measures as he may deem necessary to consummate the 
agreement between the Governments of Spain and the United 
States for the relief of Antonio Maximo Mora, a naturalized citi- 
zen of the United States—to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 


DONATION OF CANNON TO CITY OF BURLINGTON, VT. 


The SPEAKER laid before the House the joint resolution (S. R. 
138) authorizing the Secretary of the Navy to deliver unserviceable 
or condemned cannon to the mayor of Burlington, Vt., to be used 
in decorating Battery Park. 

_Mr. POWERS. Mr. Speaker, I ask for the present considera- 
tion of this joint resolution. 

The joint resolution was read, as follows: 

Resolved, etc., That the Secretary of the Navy be, and he is hereby, author- 
ized and directed to deliver to the mayor of the city of Burlington, Vt., four 
sheeee of unserviceable or condemned cannonand one hundred cannon balls, 

or use in decorating Battery Park, in said city, where soldiers and sailors of 
the war of 1812 were buried: Provided, That the same can be spared without 


detriment to the service, and that no expense is thereby incurred by the 
Government. 


The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request of the gen- 
tleman from Vermont? 

There was no objection. 

The joint resolution was ordered to a third reading; and being 
read a third time, was agreed to. 

On motion of Mr. POWERS, a motion to reconsider the last vote 
was laid on the table. 


RETURN OF A JOINT RESOLUTION TO THE S@NATE. 


The SPEAKER laid before the House the following Senate reso- 
lution: 

Resolved, That the Secretary be directed to request the House of Repre- 
sentatives to return to the Senate the engrossed joint resolution (H. Res. 277) 


in reference to the free zone along the northern frontier of Mexico and ad- 
jacent to the United States. 


The SPEAKER. Without objection, this request of the Senate 
will be complied with, and the bill will be returned to the Senate 
in accordance with the request. 

There was no objection. 


ROBERT BRIGHAM. 


Mr. SIBLEY. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for the 
pres~nt consideration of the bill (H, R. 7000) for the relief of 
Robert Brigham, late postmaster at Franklin, Pa. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to pay to Robert Brigham, late postmaster at Franklin, 
Pa., the sum of $2,666.98, out of any money in the Treasury not otherwise ap- 
propriated, the same being amount lost through the failure of Venango Na- 


—— where such money was deposited by order of the Postmaster- 
General. 


Mr. SAYERS. I should like to have some explanation of this 
bill. We want to know when this loss occurred. 

The SPEAKER. Without objection, the gentleman can make a 
short explanation. 

Mr. SIBLEY. Mr. Speaker, Mr. Robert Brigham was appointed 

stmaster by President Lincoln, at a time when the post-office at 

ranklin wasafourth-class post-office. Insideofaveryfew months, 
on account of the discovery and development of the petroleum 
fields of that Commonwealth, this post-office became the second or 
third office in the amount of business transacted in the State of 


‘Pennsylvania. Mr. Brigham, at his own expense, fitted up the 


office and put in boxes. At thattime Mr. C. B. Culver, of the firm 
of Culver, Penn & Co., wasa Representativein Congress. Another 
banker, Mr. Blakeley, was the bondsman of Mr. Brigham. Mr. 
Culver secured an order or presented an order to Mr. Brigham 
from the Postmaster-General, which Major McDOWELL, a member 
of the present House from Pennsylvania, who was at that timeaclerk 
in the office, saw and read, directing him to transfer his account 
from the bank of Mr. Blakeley, who was his bondsman, to the 
bank of Mr. Culver. Very soon thereafter Mr. Culver failed, the 
national bank failed, and Mr. Brigham lost his money. A fire 
which occurred afterwards destroyed all the fixtures that he had 
ut in at his own expense. Mr. Brigham’s bill was originally for 
7,000. 

Mr. McDowELL, Mr. STONE, and myself agreed, all being resi- 
dents of the town, that the money he had deposited under the 
order of the Postmaster-General should be paid to him and that 
we would unite in asking the House to reimburse him. This bill 

assed the Senate, but it failed to obtain consideration in the 

ouse. It has been before Congress for twenty years. Itis an- 
other ‘‘Denman” case. This isa very small portion of the amount 
of money he lost. He went in there in affluent circumstances and 
was almost pauperized. 





1895. 





Mr. SAYERS. Has the bill been reported by a committee of 
the House? 

Mr. SIBLEY. It has been very fully examined by the subcom- 
mittee, and also reported on favorably by the full Committee of 
Claims. The gentleman from Kansas [Mr. Hupson] was in 
charge of it; and it has also been examined by the gentleman from 
Tennessee [Mr. Cox]. I regret exceedingly that Mr. McDoWELL 
is not in his place this morning. He has been here every morn- 
ing for a week for the purpose of explaining this bill to members of 
the House should it be called up, he having been chief clerk in 
the office at the time and being familiar with all the circumstances, 
as is also Governor Stonz, who represents the district in which 
this claimant lives. 

Mr. SAYERS. Mr. Speaker, I will have to object to the con- 
sideration of that bill. 

The SPEAKER. Objection is made. 


BYRON COTTON, 


Mr. LACEY. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for the 
present consideration of the bill (H. R. 8813) to increase the pen- 
sion of Byron Cotton. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior is directed and em- 

wered to place upon the ——~ roll the name of Byron Cotton, late of 

ompany A, Twenty-fourth lowa Infantry Volunteers, at the rate of $i2 a 
month in lieu of the pension he is now receiving. 


The amendment recommended by the .committee was read, as 
follows: 


In line 6, after the word ‘“‘ of,” strike out the words “‘ seventy-two” and in- 
sert the words “ thirty-six;” so as to read, “at the rate of $36 per month.” 


The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request of the gentle- 
man from Iowa? 

Mr. JONES. Mr. Speaker, I would like to ask if this bill has 
been considered in the Committee of the Whole at a Friday night 
session? 

Mr. LACEY. They called the roll on last Friday night and 
came within one of my name. It has not been considered in Com- 
mittee of the Whole. 

Mr. JONES. I will have to object. 

Mr. LACEY. I move to suspend the rules and pass the bill. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair can not recognize the gentleman 
for that purpose. It is not in order to-day, anyway. 


JAMES PHELAN. 


Mr. GRIFFIN of Michigan. Mr. Speaker, Iask unanimous con- 
sent for the present consideration of the bill (H.R.6870) for the 
relief of James Phelan, internal-reyenue collector at Detroit, Mich. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to pay tu James Phelan, United States collector of in- 
ternal revenue at Detroit, Mich., out of amy moneys in the Treasury not 
otherwise appropriated, the sum of $600.05, the amount stolen from the vault 
in the internal-revenue office on the night of April 13, 1894. 


Mr. SAYERS. I would like to have an explanation of that bill. 
Mr. GRIFFIN of Michigan, I ask that the report be read. 
The report (by Mr. RicHarps) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Claims, to whom was referred the bill (H.R. 6870) for 
the relief of James Phelan, respectfully report: ; 

James Phelan was appointed collector of internal revenue for the first dis- 
trict of Michigan and assumed possession of the office the Ist of December, 
18938. The evidence in the case consists of the testimony of the collector, his 
immediate predecessor in office, the chief deputy collector, a deputy col- 
lector, and the cashier, the three latter of whom had for a number of years 
held the position under the former incumbent, and also two detectives and 
other persons, and clearly shows the following facts: 

The inte -revenue office is and has been for some years located on the 
second floor of the Tribune building, Detroit, in which a night watchman was 
employed. During the night of the 13th of April, 1894, the internal-revenue 
office was broken into by burglars and 06 was stolen from the vault, en- 
trance having been made through a window of an office of a cotenant occupy- 
=e Se rear part of the first floor of the same building. : 

pon discovery of the burglary on the morning of the l4th of April the 
police authorities were summoned and a thorough investigation made. It 
was found that the door leading from the hall into the office been forced 
open; that a piece of the door casing had been cut away large enough to per- 
mit the entrance of an instrument that was used in forcing the door; holes 
had been drilled through the handles and combinations of the outer and in- 
ner doors of the vault. . 

Some years prior the depository banks of Detroit closed at 4 o’clock in the 
afternoon, and very little, if any, money remained in the vault in the col- 
lector’s office overnight. In more recent years the depository banks have 
closed at 3 o'clock, while the re tions of the Commissioner of Internal 
Revenue require the collector to keep his office open for the transaction of 
business until 4 o’clock. During these latter years arrangements have been 
made with the leading tobacco and cigar manufacturers and brewers to make 
their purchases of stamps early in the day, but the testimony of Mr. Wheeler, 
chief deputy collector, and Cook, a deputy collector, both of whom have been 
in the office for several years, shows thatit had been the invariable rule not 
to refuse the sale of stamps up to 4 o’clock, and that the money received from 
taxpayers between 3 and 4 o'clock, as well as that received by mail between 
those hours, was deposited in the vault for safe-keeping, and treated as part 
of the collections of the following day and so afterwards deposited. The 
testimony of Leadley, the cashier, shows that on the 13th of April the sums 
received between these hours by him aggregated the precise sum stolen, and 
a detailed statement of the items and from whom they were received is given. 
These sums were placed by him in the vault about 4.10 p. m. on the 13th day 
of April last, and the inner and outer doors of the vault were then carefully 
and securely locked. : 

The committee find that no negligence or lack of care is attributable to the 
collector or his office force or agents; that the loss to the Government was 
promptly made good by the collector on the morning of the 14th of April, and 
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recommend the passage of the bill which is introduced to reimburse the col- 
lector for the amount thus paid by him. 


The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request of the gen- 
tleman from Michigan? [After a pause.] The Chair hears none. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading; and 
Being enqremed, it was accordingly read the third time, and 
passed. 





MICHAEL RYAN. 


Mr. FLETCHER. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for 
= consideration of the bill (H. R. 8391) for the relief of Michael 

yan. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


, Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of War be, and he is hereby, author- 
ized and directed to revoke the order dishonorably discharging Private Mi- 
chael Ryan, Company I, Fifth Regiment United States Infantry, on September 
20, 1865, and to issue to him an honorable discharge from the military service 
of the United States as of that date. 


Mr. FLETCHER. I ask that the report be read. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request of the gen- 
tleman from Minnesota? 

Mr. SAYERS and Mr. WELLS. Let the report be read. 

The report (by Mr. Curtis of New York) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Military Affairs, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 
8301) for the relief of Michael Ryan, have had the same under consideration, 
and recommend that the bill do pass. 

This soldier served the United StatesArmy from 1857 to 1865. The facts in this 
case are fully set forth in a letter directed to Hon. LOREN FLETCHER. a mem- 
ber of this Congress, from Hon. William Lochren, Commissioner of Pensions, 
concerning Senate bill 2510, identical with the House bill, which letter is here- 
with appended and made a part of this report. The committee have exam- 
ined the proceedings of the court-martial which tried Private Ryan, and to 
which reference is made in the aforesaid letter, and find that the facts as 
proven at the trial are correctly set forth by the Commissioner of Pensions. 


DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR, BUREAU OF PENSIONS, 
Washington, February 7, 1895. 

My Dear Srr: [I am quite desirous, as I have stated to you, for the passage 
of the bill (S.2510) for the relief of Michael Ryan, late private Company {, 
Fifth Regiment United States Infantry. It will be an act of justice to a de- 
serving soldier and good citizen of our State, and constituent of your own, 
with whom you have, as I believe, some persona! acquaintance. 

Michael Ryan, when a youth and before the late war, enlisted in that com- 
any and regiment. At the end of his first term of service, September 2, 
862, he at once reenlisted for another term of three years, and served faith- 

fuily and with credit through the entire war. In the summer of 1865 the regi- 
ment was sent to New Mexico, and while stationed at Fort Sumner, Ser the 
end of his second term of enlistment, he was one night included in a detail to 
guard artillery upon the parade ground. Where the detail was formed some 
old arms were piled, among which he observed an old Colt’s revolver, which 
he picked up and put in his blouse pocket. 

@ act was noticed by a noncommissioned officer, who, finding that he had 
ut the revolver in his pocket, arrested him and preferred a charge against 
im of theft of property of the United States. Upon this charge he was tried 

by court-martial, convened August 17, 1865, and found guilty, notwithstand- 
ing his statement that he took up the pistol with the intention of keeping it 
during that night on guard, and notwithstanding the fact that the first lien- 
tenant of his company Seaeiped. “T have known Private Ryan since some 
time in July, 1862, and havealways considered him a very good soldier: never 
have known him to be accused of theft until the present occasion."”” He was 
sentenced to be kept at hard labor in charge of the guard for the remainder 
of his term of enlistment, and to be then dishonorably discharged, with for- 
feiture of all pay and allowances, except the just dues to the laundress and 
sutler. This sentence was approved September 2, 1865, eighteen days before 
the expiration of his second term of enlistment. 

Mr. Ryan has related the matter to me several times, and I have examined 
the am record of the court-martial in the office of the Judge-Advocate- 
General, and have a copy of the same, kindly furnished me by that officer, 
which I will transmit if desired. But there is no question as to the simple 
facts as I have briefly stated them. The only matter in doubt is the intent 
with which he picked up the old revolver and putit in his pocket, when going 
out at night on guard, whether from curiosity to examine and return it in 
the morning, or to keep it. Had he been at that place—not going on guard— 
and picked it up and examined it from curiosity and laid it down, nothing 
wrong could be charged. It was not an infantry arm with which he was 
familiar, and he might have had some curiosity to examine it. Going out on 

rd for the night, whence he would return to the same place, his statement 
is by no means incredible—that he took it with him intending to return it. 

But even if at the end of two terms of faithful service, including the whole 
period of the war, on seeing this old pistol he formed the purpose of taking 
it as a souvenir of his service, it seems to me a venial offense, no more than 
numberless good soldiers did, and that the sentence of dishonorable discharge. 
in view of his military service and good character as a soldier, was cruel and 
undeserved. The other parts of the sentence were much more than adequate 
punishment. 

Mr. Ryan has been my neighbor ever since the war. He isan honest, re- 
spectable man, who has the warm regard of all who know him. For nearly 
twenty years he has been a member of our city police, and 1 know that all of 
our citizens who have had anything to do with our municipal government 
would commend him in the highest terms. 

As age is approaching and children and grandchildren are growing up about 
him, he feels beonty the disgrace and, as fe thinks, injustice of resting under 
the stain of a dishonorable discharge from his military service, so long ex- 
tended and only performed. If I can interest you in this matter, so as 
to secure what I think is but tardy justice, I shall be extremely gratified. 

Very sincerely, yours, 





WM. LOCHREN 
Hon. LOREN FLETCHER, 
House of Representatives. 
The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request of the gen- 
tleman from Minnesota? [After apause.} The Chair hears none. 
The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading; and 
being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and 


MATHEW 8S. PRIEST. 


The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Ohio [Mr. PrArson] 
has a matter which went over by consent last Friday. The Clerk 
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will again report the bill. Objection was made and it went over 
subject to be called up again. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

A bill (H.R. 1314) for the relief of Mathew S. Priest. 

Be it enacted, etc., That the sum of $600 be, and the same is hereby, appro- 
priated, out of any money in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, to 
compensate Mathew S. Priest for services rendered by him for the Govern- 
ment of the United States from the 16th day of March to the 27th day of 
August, 1863, as engineer of the steamers Silver Wave and Moderator, in pass- 
ing the batteries of Vicksburg, Warrenton, and Grand Gulf, and for repair- 
ing steamers. 

Sec.2. That the sum hereby appropriated is made immediately available. 

The Senate amendments were read, as follows: 

In line 3 strike out “six hundred” and insert “‘ three hundred and seventy- 
five.” In line 8 strike out ‘“‘twenty-seventh” and insert “seventeenth.” 
Strike out section 2. 

Mr. REED. I would like to know what this is all about. The 
only word I could hear, and I listened carefully, was “ available,” 
which makes me think it had some reference to the Treasury of 
the United States. [Laughter.] 7 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the bill as it will read 
when amended. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the sum of $375 be, and the same is hereby, appro- 
priated, out_of any money in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, to 
compensate Mathew 8S. Priest for services rendered by him for the Govern- 
want af the United States from the 16th day of March to the 17th day of 
August, 1863, as engineer of the steamers Silver Wave and Moderator, in pass- 
ing the batteries of Vicksburg, Warrenton, and Grand Gulf, and for repair- 
ing steamers. 


Mr. REED. I hope somebody will explain the bill. I under- 
stand there is $300 and some ‘‘silverware” and a couple of steam- 
boats involved. That is about all I could get out of the reading. 

Mr. PEARSON. Mr. Speaker, the beneficiary of this bill wasa 
private soldier in the Thirteenth Ohio Volunteer Infantry, and 
was one of a detachment made by order of General Grant to do 
special service on board of thesteamers Silver Waveand Moderator 
in running by the forts at Vicksburgand Grand Gulf. Heserved 
in such detachment as an engineer from March, 1863, until Sep- 
tember, 1863, as shown by the affidavits of four of his comrades 
and one officer, and the records of the War Department. The 
men and officers engaged in this service were authorized by special 
order from General Grant to be paid by the Quartermaster-Gen- 
eral’s Department. An order was made to pay these men for this 
duty, as appears by the records of the War Department. The 
records also show that the others were paid, and that this man 
never has been paid. A bill passed at the last session of this House 
giving him $600, and was sent to Senate and was there amended 
giving him $375; and I move that we agree to the Senate amend- 
ment. 

Mr. REED. Why was he not paid? 

Mr. PEARSON. Ido not know why, but it turns out that he 
never was paid. He has been knocking at the doors of Congress 
for quite a long while, but he never has been paid. I move that 
the House concur in the Senate amendments. 

The motion was agreed to. 

On motion of Mr. PEARSON, a motion to reconsider the vote 
by which the Senate amendments were concurred in was laid on 
the table. 

BRIDGE ACROSS THE ILLINOIS RIVER AT HENNEPIN. 


Mr. HENDERSON of Illinois. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous 
consent for the present consideration of House bill No. 8882 to 
authorize the construction of a bridge across the Illinois River at 
or near the town of Hennepin. 

The bill was read. The amendments recommended by the Com- 
mittee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce were concurred in. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a 
third time; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

On motion of Mr. HENDERSON of Illinois, a motion to recon- 
sider the vote by which the bill was passed was laid on the table. 


REGENTS OF THE SMITHSONIAN INSTITUTION. 


Mr. BARTLETT. Mr. Speaker, Iask unanimous consent for 
the consideration of the joint resolution (8S. R. 109) to fill vacan- 
cies in the Board of Regents of the Smithsonian Institution. 

The joint resolution was read, as follows: 

Resolved by the Senate and House o tatives, etc., That the vacancy 
in the of Lee goog: of the Smi Institution other than members 
of Co: ca’ by the death of James C. Welling, of the city of Washing- 
ton, be filled by the appointment of Gardiner G. Hubbard, a citizen of Wash- 
ington, of the District of Columbia. 

The joint resolution was ordered to a third reading; and it was 
accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

On motion of Mr. BARTLETT, a motion to reconsider the vote 
by which the joint resolution was passed was laid on the table. 

ALEXANDER M. LAUGHLIN. 

Mr. FUNK. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for the 
present consideration of the bill (H.R. 8884) granting a pension 
to Alexander M. Laughlin. 
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The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Alexander M. Laughlin, 
who was a private in the company of Capt. George B. Willis, Fortieth Re i- 
ment, Fourth Brigade, First Division of the Illinois State Militia, and who 
served as such in the Indian war of 1832, known as the Black Hawk war, and 
pay to him a pension at the rate of $8 per month. 

Mr. JONES. Mr. Speaker, I hope the report in that case will be 
read. 
The report (by Mr. Moszs) was read, as follows: 

The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 8884) grant- 
ing pansion, to Alexander M. Lau ghlin, have considered the same and respect- 
fully report as follows: 

The claimant was a private in Capt. George B. Willis’s company, Fortieth 
Regiment, Fourth Brigade, First Division of Lilinois Volunteers, in the Black 
Hawk war. The rolls of the company, which are on file with your committee, 
fail to show the exact date of his enlistment, but this presumably took place 
on May 21, 1832, as nearly all of the other members of the company enlisted 
on that day. He was mustered out with the company on June 18, 1832. 

Although, as stated above, the exact date of enlistment is not shown by the 
rolls, it is fair to presume that, like the majority of the company, he served 
twenty-nine aes, just one day short of the time required to give title to pen- 
sion under the Indian war act of July 27, 1892. 

Mr. Laughlin 'is now 79 years old and in straitened circumstances and 
unable to do anything toward earning a support. 

The es of the bill is respectfully recommended, with an amendment 
fixing the rate of pension at $12 per month so as to conform to the provisions 
of an act passed by the House at this session and now on Senate Calendar. 


The amendment recommended by the committee in the last 
paragraph of the report was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a 
third time; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

DR. SAMUEL D. GROSS. 


Mr. CLARKE of Alabama. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous 
consent for the consideration of the joint resolution (S. R. 117) 
granting permission for the erection of a bronze statue in Wash- 
ington, D. C., in honor of the late Prof. Samuel D. Gross, M. D., 
LL.D., D.C. L. 

The joint resolution was read, as follows: 


Joint resolution granting permission for the erection of a bronze statue in 
Washington, D.C.,in honor of the late Prof. Samuel D. Gross, M. D., LL. D., 


~ 


D.C.L 

Whereas the physicians and surgeons of the United States of America have 
raised a fund [for the erection of a bronze statue to the memory of Samuel 
D. Gross, M.D., LL. D., D. C. L., late professor of surgery in the Jefferson 
Medical College of Philadelphia, whose labors in the cause of his profession as 
surgeon and as author have caused his name to be respected in the civilized 
worid as one of the benefactors of his race and haveadded luster to the entire 
medical profession of the United States: Therefore, be it 

Resolved by the Senate and House of Representatives of the United States of 
America in Congress assembled, That permission be, and the same is hereby 
granted to the American Surgical Association and the Alumni Association o 
the Jefferson Medical College to erect said statue in such place in the city of 
‘Washington, D. C., as shall be designated by the Superintendent of Public 
Buildings and Grounds. And the sum of $1,500, or so much thereof as may be 
necessary, is hereby appropriated, out of any money in the Treasury not other. 
wise , appropriated, for the erection of a pedestal upon which to place the said 
statue. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present considera- 
tion of this joint resolution? 

There was no objection. . ; ; 

The joint resolution was ordered to a third reading; and it was 
accordingly read the third time. ; 

Mr. . Can the gentleman state where this statue is to be 
placed? ‘ie 

Mr. CLARKE of Alabama. That is to be under the direction 
of the Senet of Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Mr. HITT. But where isthe statue going to be put? 

Mr. CLARKE of Alabama. I do not know. ; 

Mr. HITT. Thatisa pretty serious question, but I will not ob- 
ject. : 

The joint resolution was passed. ; 

On motion of Mr. CLARKE of Alabama, a motion to recon- 
sider the vote by which the joint resolution was paased was laid 
on the table. 

MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE, 


A message from the Senate, by Mr. PLart, one of its clerks, an- 
nounced that the Senate had agreed to the report of the commit- 
tee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on 
the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 8388) making ap- 

ropriations to provide for the expenses of the government of the 
District of Columbia for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1896, and 
for other purposes. 

The message also announced that the Senate had agreed to the 
report of the committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of 
the two Houses on the amendments of the House to the bill (8S. 
444) making the surveyor of the District of Columbia a salaried 
officer, and to provide for more efficient service in the surveyor’s 
office. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. BRECKINRIDGE. Mr. Speaker, I ask for the regular 
order. 
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INDIAN APPROPRIATION BILL. 


The SPEAKER. Pending the demand for the regular order 
the Chair lays before the House the Indian appropriation bill. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Mr. Speaker, there is a considerable number 
of amendments made by the Senate, and as it is quite late in the 
session I ask unanimous consent that the amendments of the Sen- 
ate be nonconcurred in and a conference asked for. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request of the gentle- 
man from Indiana? 

Mr. DANIELS. Mr. Speaker, there is one provision that has 
been added by the Senate which, it strikes me, should receive the 
attention of the House. It is in reference to the Indian lands in 
western New York. 
senting that in: tter to the House. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New York objects to the 


unanimous consent asked for, that the amendments of the Senate | 


be nonconcurred in. 

Mr. DANIELS. No, Mr. Speaker, Ido not object to the non- 
concurrence, but I desire to move to reject one of the Senate 
amendments. 

The SPEAKER. The request of the gentleman from Indiana 
is that all the Senate amendments be nonconcurred in. 

Mr. DANIELS. Very well. 

The SPEAKER. 
tleman from Indiana, that the House nonconcur in the amend- 
ments of the Senate, and ask for a conference? 

There was no objection. and it was so ordered. 


I should like to have an opportunity of pre- | 
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Is there objection to the request of the gen- | 





past may be used in judging of the future, the last three days of 
the session can not be occupied by anything except the public 
business. 

Mr. HEARD. Of course we are willing to trust the matter to 
the action and disposition of the House at the time, as we do now. 

The SPEAKER, The Chair understands that if this change be 
made, the District business will be considered on Thursday next. 
subject to the same rules as on Monday. Privileged matters, of 
course, may come in. 

Mr. SAYERS. I suggest that possibly an appropriation bill 


| might be returned to the House from the Senate on that day, and 


before we could get it into conference it might be necessary to 
have some discussion and action in the House. Therefore, I pre- 
fer that the conditions of this order if made should be broader 
than merely to provide that conference reports may be consid- 
ered. . 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks there can be no trouble in 
the matter. During the last six days of the session a motion to 
suspend the rules is always in order, and that motion could be in- 
voked, with the concurrence of the Chair, to insure the consid- 
eration of appropriation bills and the sending them to conference, 

Mir. SAYERS. I submit to the better judgment of the Chair. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection, then, to assigning Thurs- 
day next instead of to-day for District business, subject to the 
stme conditions that the rules prescribe for Monday, and subject 


U 


| also to conference reports and privileged matters? 


The SPEAKER appointed as conferees on the part of the House 


Mr. Houtman, Mr. ALLEN, and Mr. PICKLER. 
ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. BRECKINRIDGE. Mr. Speaker, this is the day set apart 
under the rule for business reported from the Committee on the 


District of Columbia; but by agreement with the chairman of | 
that committee, I will ask that, if it is agreeable to the House, | 


next Thursday be substituted. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Mr. Speaker, before that consent is given 
T should like to hear from the chairman of the Committee on Ap- 
propriations as to the propriety of setting apart Thursday for this 
business, in view of the condition of the appropriation bills. 

Mr. SAYERS. I have no objection to setting apart Thursday 
for the business of the Committee on the District of Columbia, 
provided that it shall not conflict with the consideration of any 
general appropriation bill. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Let that reservation be made. 

Mr. HEARD. Mr. Speaker, if [ may be indulged a moment, I 
will say that the considerations which moved me to make the 
agreement with the gentleman from Kentucky are, first, the impor- 
tance of getting the deficiency bili to the Senate as soon as possible; 
and, secondly, the fact that on Tuesday night the Senate is to de- 
vote a session to the consideration of bills on its Calendar with the 
understanding that the time will be given largely to bills relating 
to the District of Columbia. On Wednesday our committee holds 
its regular weekly meeting, and we shall then have an opportunity 
to consider the work done by the Senate on Tuesday night and to 
bring it before the House for consideration on Thursday. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request that Thurs- 
day next be set apart for the consideration of the business of the 
District of Columbia, subject to general appropriation bills? 

Mr. BYNUM. Mr. Speaker, I think it should be subject to all 
privileged legislation. Otherwise I must object. 

I do not believe in setting apart a day for the exclusive use of 
the Committee of the District of Columbia at this late state of 
the session when important matters of public legislation may 
need to be considered. 

Mr. McMILLIN. I suggest to the gentleman who is in charge 
of the District business, and also to the gentleman from Kentucky 


[Mr. BRECKINRIDGE], that we might set apart to-morrow for Dis- | 
I realize the force of what the gentleman from | 


trict business. 
Indiana [Mr. Bynum] suggests, that on Thursday next we may 
have great exigencies upon us. 

Mr. HEARD. I will repeat to my friend from Tennessee what 
I have just stated to the House, that to-morrow will not suit our 
committee nearly so well as Thursday next, for the reason that 
we want an opportunity to consider on Wednesday the District 
business which may be done by the Senate to-morrow night. 

Mr. McMILLIN. Iam not going to object; I simply suggest 
that I always notice that the last three days of the session are very 
important; and the House will need the time much worse on Thurs- 
day for general business than to-morrow. 

Mr. HEARD. To-morrow at 2 o'clock is set apart for eulogies. 

Mr. McMILLIN. Then, say Wednesday. 

Mr. HEARD. If Wednesday be fixed we shall not have an op- 
gp to consider in committee on Wednesday the work done 

y the Senate to-morrow night. 

Mr. McMILLIN. Iam only making these suggestions for the 

benefit of the gentleman himself, because if the experience of the 


' 


A Memb: 
then as to-day. 

The SPEAKER. Onthe same footing. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Before this order is made it is well we should 
bear in mind that we are coming very near to the end of the ses- 
sion, and by Thursday next certain appropriation bills will be re- 
turned to the House with Senate amendments. Now,I wish it 
to be understood that such bills may be brought before the House, 
even though they may not have reached the stage of conference, 
for the purpose of concurring or nonconcurring in Senate amend- 
ments. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair understands that this order if 


RP 
ive 


The District business will be on the same footing 


| made will be subject to appropriation bills. 








Mr. DINGLEY. That is satisfactory. 

The SPEAKER. That is understood. 

Mr. HEARD. It is. 

Mr. RYAN. I desire to object unless to-morrow be set apart 
for the consideration of bills reported by the Committee on Labor. 

Subsequently— 

Mr. RYAN withdrew his objection. 

The SPEAKER. Is there further objection to substituting 
Thursday for to-day, under the limitations stated, for District 
business, subject to appropriation bills and privileged matters? 
The Chair hears none. 

PACIFIC RAILROADS. 

Mr. SNODGRASS, by unanimous consent, submitted, with the 
draft of a proposed bill, the views of a minority of the Commit- 
tee on the Pacific Railroads upon the bill (H.R. 8943) reported by 
Mr. REILLY; which were ordered to be printed. f 

ORDER OF BUSINESS, 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE. Iask unanimous consent that the call 
of committees may be dispensed with for to-day and that gentle- 
men having reports to make may be permitted to file them with 
the Clerk. 

There was no objection. 

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 

The following reports of committees were handed in at the 
Clerk’s desk, referred to their appropriate Calendars, and other- 
wise disposed of as indicated below: 

APPOINTMENT OF COMMISSION TO MAKE SURVEY OF SHIP CANAL. 

Mr. RYAN, from the Committee on Railways and Canals, re- 
ported back favorably with amendments joint resolution (H. Res. 
271) for the appointment of a commission to make survey of a ship 
canal from the southern shore of Lake Michigan to the waters of 
the Wabash River; which was referred to the House Calendar, 
and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 


CONGRESSIONAL PARTICIPATION. IN THE DEDICATION OF CHICKA- 
MAUGA AND CHATTANOOGA NATIONAL MILITARY PARK. 
Mr. WHEELER of Alabama, from the joint committee to pre- 


pare and report upon a plan for participating in the dedication of 
the Chickamauga and Chattanooga National Military Park, re- 
ported a resolution providing for Congressional participation in 
the dedication of said park; which was referred to the Committee 
of the Whole House on the state of the Union, and, with the ac- 
companying report, ordered to be printed. 


MEDICAL CORPS OF THE NAVY. 


Mr. MEYER, from the Committee on Naval Affairs, reported 
adversely upon certain petitions relating to the Medical Corps of 
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the Navy; which were laid on the table, and the report ordered 
to be printed. 


FEBRUARY 25, 


Now, I think I have done my duty when I have shown the Chair 
that the law of 1874 and the law of 1878 specifically required pro- 
vision to be made for such claims; and in view of the fact that 
the Supreme Court have decided in the most emphatic manner 
that such contractors are entitled to this payment, and after the 
Auditor has sent the four accounts, certified to this House over his 
signature, I think I have covered the ground and shown that this 
amendment comes strictly within the rules and is not subject to 
the objection raised. How can the point of order be raised against 
the amendment when it is in accordance with the law, and in ac- 
cordance with the decision of the Supreme Court? I submit, Mr. 
Chairman, the matter to your discretion and judgment. 

The CHAIRMAN. Before the gentleman closes, the Chair 
would like to know whether it is claimed that in any appropria- 
tion bill heretofore passed these items were provided for or their 
payment directed? 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. Now, Mr. Chairman, in making a state- 
ment in answer to that question, I hope my friend [Mr. DINGLEy], 
if I make a mistake, will correct me for he is thoroughly conver- 
sant with the facts. My understanding is that these claims have 
been presented to the Committee on Appropriations—these four 
claims that I now present to the House. 

Mr.DINGLEY. Has any one of them ever been allowed by the 
Committee on Appropriations and placed in a deficiency bill? 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. No, sir. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Have they not been presented as private claims 
and sent to the Committee on Claims and reported to the House 
and passed? 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. Ido not know that these four claims have 
ever been before this House atall. I think my friend and col- 
league on the committee, the gentleman from Maine [Mr. Dina- 
LEY], can answer that question. 

Mr. DINGLEY. I think two of these claims were presented as 
rivate bills and referred to the Committee on Claims, and the 
ill subsequently passed. 

The CHAIRMAN. It is absolutely impossible for the Chair to 
hear one word of what gentlemen are saying. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. I ask that the Sergeant-at-Arms be re- 
quested to stop conversation in the rear of the Hall. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Sergeant-at-Arms will exercise his au- 
thority to preserve order in the Hall of the House. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. Istated that two of these claims had*been 
presented as private bills, and passed upon by Congress. I gave 
the Chair the dates of the acts; but the four bills that were pre- 
sented in this amendment have never been before Congress. 

Mr. DOCKERY. I think one of them has. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. Mycolleague [Mr. DocKERY] thinks that 
one of them has. To my knowledge they have not been. It must 
have been prior to my connection with the House of Representa- 
tives. 

But, Mr. Chairman, they have never been in an appropriation 
bill. They have never been passed upon; they have never come 
outside of the Committee on Appropriations. I want to say, Mr. 
Chairman, that I think Ihave submitted all the facts tonching the 
question of the point of order, under Rule XXI. If my colleague 
on the committee, who has made the point of order, intends to 
spring any new point on me, after covering this question of law, 
why, [ hope he will be candid enough to say so, and give me an 
opportunity to reply. 

Mr. DOCKERY. I shall “spring” all the points I have to 
“spring” at this time. 

Mr. Chairman, an amendment to a deficiency bill to be in order 
must comply with these conditions: It must be a deficiency under 
a statute which authorized the amount to be paid, but which has 
not been paid because of the inadequacy of the appropriation. 
Now, let me illustrate. The law gives to the Postmaster-General 
express authority to pay so much per car for the transportation of 
mails. It authorizes him to contract and pay that liability; but 
the appropriation for the liability may not be adequate. There 
may be an inadequacy of appropriation, and in such a case a de- 
ficiency item for that service would be in order on this bill. Now, 
what is this case before us? [do not recall the exact terms of the 
amendment, and I will call for its reading again. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will again report the amend- 
ment. 

The amendment was again read, as follows: 

On page 48, after line 8, insert: 

“To pay the claims of Charles Morgan, C. B. Payne, and the Southern 
Steamship Company, audited and reported to the Forty-sixth Congress; the 
claims of Charles Morgan and M. C. Mordecai, audited and reported to the 
Forty-eighth Congress; being for allowance for one month's extra pay as 
United States mail contractors, $17,510.83, or so much thereof as may be neces- 
sary. 

Mr. DOCKERY. One of these claims, if not all of them, was 
transmitted to the Forty-seventh Congress at its first session in 
House Executive Document No. 26, in compliance with section 
4 of the act of June 14, 1878, and two of the claims, it seems from 
the reading of the amendment, were reported to the Forty-eighth 





DEFICIENCY BILL. / 


On motion of Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, the House resolved itself 
into Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union (Mr. 
TARSNEY in the chair) and resumed the consideration of the bill 
(H.R. 8892) making appropriations to supply deficiencies in the 
appropriations for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1895, and for 
prior years, and for other purposes. 

The CHAIRMAN. When the committee rose on Saturday last 
the reading of the bill had been concluded; but several matters 
had been reserved subject to points of order. 

Mr. CANNON of Dlinois. I wish to put an inquiry to the gen- 
tleman from Kentucky [Mr. BRECKINRIDGE]. Itis now 120’clock, 
the House is full, and there area great many matters of detail, 
but of no great public interest, which will occupy some time in 
connection with this bill. Is it the disposition of the gentleman 
to wait until late in the day to move the amendment in regard to 
the Bering Sea award? 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE. I thought of calling that up as soon as 
these questions of order are disposed of. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. Mr. Chairman, in a letter of June 12, 1894, 
from the Auditor of the Treasury, which I sent to the desk the 
other day to be read, there appears this clause: 

There can be no question as to the legality of these claims, based as they 
are upon the orders of the Postmaster-General, issued under authority vested 
in him by the terms of the contract, and in view of the fact that the Supreme 
Court— . 

I ask the special attention of the Chairman to this— 
has decided that the suspension of contracts for service in the Confederate 
States carries with it a month's extra pay, as if the service were discontinued. 
(Wallace, 8, page 38.) 

I desire to read that decision. ; 

But first I want to read that clause in the contract which is the 
basis of the claim: 

Itis hereby stipulated and agreed, among other things, that the Postmaster- 
General may discontinue or curtail the service, in whole or in part, in order 
to place on the route a greater degree of service, or whenever the public 
service requires such discontinuance or curtailment or from any other cause, 
he allowing one month's extra pay on account of service dispensed with. 

Now, with reference to that provision the Supreme Court have 
rendered a decision, which is quoted in 8 Wallace, page 38, from 
which I read the following words: 

Contractors for carrying the mailin Southern States are entitled to one 
month’s pay, in pursuance of their contracts,and on the Postmaster-General 
ordering the service to be discontinued in consequence of the civil war. 

There is a direct ruling of the Supreme Court. 

Again, Mr. Chairman, in House Executive Document No. 153, 
the Secretary of the Treasury, through the Auditor, reports these 
four identical claims that are included in the amendment under the 
law to the House. These claims are reported under the act of 
1874, and I desire to read a clause from that act: 

That the Secretary of the Treasury shall, at the commencement of each ses- 
sion of Congress, report the amount due each claimant, where claims have 
been allowed in whole or in part, to the Speaker of the House of Representa- 
tives and the Presiding Officer of the Senate, who shall lay the same before 
their respective Houses for consideration; and hereafter all estimates of ap- 
propriations, and estimates of deficiencies in appropriations, intended for the 
consideration and seeking the action of any of the committees of Congress, 
shall be transmitted to Congress through the Secretary of the Treasury and 
in no other manner, and the said Secretary shall first cause the same to be 
properly classified, compiled, indexed, and printed, under the supervision of 
the chief of the division of warrants, estimates, and appropriations of his De- 
partment. 

That was the act of 1874. Now, the act of 1878 repealed one 
clause of the act of 1874, which required all these sums of money, 
after a lapse of three years, to be covered back into the Treasury; 
but the act of 1878, under which these claims are certified by the 
Auditor to the House, reads this way (Revised Statutes of 1877 and 
1879, page 1380): 

That so much of section 5 of the act approved June 20, 1874, as directs the 
Secretary of the Treasury at the beginning of each session to report to 
Congress, with his anr-ual estimates, any balances of appropriations for = 
cific objects affected by said section, that per need to reappropriated, 
and the same is hereby, repealed; and it shall be the duty of the several ac- 


omen officers of the Treasury to continue to receive, examine, and con- 
sider— 

What— 
the justice and validity of all claims under the appropriations the balances 
of which have been exhausted or carried tothe surplus fund under the pro- 
visions of the act of 1874. And the Secretary of the Treasury shall report 
the amount due each claimant at the commencement of each session to the 
Speaker of the House of Representatives, who shall lay the same before Con- 
gress for consideration: Provided, That nothing in this act shall be construed 
to authorize reexamination and payment of any claim or account which has 
been once examined and rejected. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, there are two claims in this class, based 
on the same law, based on the same contract with the Postmaster- 
General, covered by the same Supreme Court decision, that have 
been — by the direct action of this House. Irefer to the claim 
of John D. Adams, private act October 8, 1888 (see Revised Stat- 
utes, volume 25, page 1124), and that of Mr. Kendee (see act of 
February 20, 1891, Revised Statutes, volume 26, page 1364). 
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Congress under the same act. Now, what is that act? That act 
provides— 
That it shall be the duty of the several accounting officers of the Treasu 


to continue to receive, examine, and consider the justice and validity of 
claims under eppropesaticns, the balances of which have been stated or car- 


ried to the surplus fund under the provisions of said section, that may be 
brought before them in five years, and the Secretary of the Treasury shall 
report the amount due each claimant at the commencement of each session 
to the Speaker of the House of Representatives— 

For what purpose?— 
who shall lay the same before Congress for consideration. 

That is the language of the statute. Now, then, a claim audited 
under that section comes to Congress for consideration. How? 
If it isa claim under the Bowman Act it is referred, under the 
rules, to the Committee on War Claims. If it is any other kind 
of an audited claim for which no appropriation has been made it 
is referred to the appropriate committee. 

Congress considers each claim under the rules of the House. 
Claims that appear on a deficiency bill must be claims authorized 
by law and authorized to be paid, but which can not be paid be- 
cause of insufficient appropriations. 

Now, this particular claim of M. C. Mordecai is very familiar to 
gentlemen who have served here for a number of years. It was 
presented in the Fiftieth Congress, when I was presiding over the 
Committee of the Whole as Chairman on the deficiency bill. After 
examination there, in which the statute of June 14, 1878, had been 
cited, after the order of the Postmaster-General had been read, I 
decided: 

The Chair is not without doubt about this, but,in view of the hasty exami- 
nation he has been permitted to make, and in light of the discussion, sustains 
the point of order. 

The claim on that occasion was presented by the gentlema7: ‘om 
South Carolina, Mr. Dibble. At the second session of the :.me 
Congress, when the present Speaker of the House was previcing 


in the Committee of the Whole as Chairman, the claim pre- 
sented by the gentleman from Maryland, Mr. RAYNER, »\a:. the 


present Speaker, then Chairman of the Committee of the Whole, 
after hearing the discussion, made this decision: 

The Chair will be compelled to hold, unless the gentleman can cite some 
statute law authorizing the expenditure, that the point of order is well taken. 

Mr. RAYNER. The only law I can cite, Mr. Chairman, is the action on this 
claim by the Court of Claims— 

By the way, let me say this claim was sent to the Court of 
Claims, and the decision of that court was that it was barred by 
the statutes of limitation. 

The only law I can cite, Mr. Chairman, is the action on this claim by the 
Court of Claims, to which I have called attention—the allowance of the Audi- 
tor of the Treasury of the claim— 

The fact which has been emphasized by the gentleman from 
Georgia— 
and the statement on the part of the Postmaster-General that the claim 
should be paid. 

Both of which facts have just been emphasized and called to 
the attention of the House by the gentleman from Georgia. 

Now, then, after further discussion, the Speaker, then Chairman 
of the Committee of the Whole, again states: 

The Chair does not understand that because a claim is just and has been 
allowed by the Department, it is therefore necessarily authorized by law. 
The Chair understands the rule to mean that on a general appropriation bill 
no amendment shall be in order except, in the language of the rule, for ex- 
penditures ‘‘ previously authorized by law.” The attention of the Chair has 
not been called to any law authorizing this expenditure, and he therefore 
sustains the point of order. 

Again, this claim was presented in the Fifty-first Congress. No 
point of order, it appears, was raised against it—I refer to the 
Mordecai claim; but, on a vote in the Committee of the Whole, it 
was rejected, I believe, by yeas 77, nays 51. So that this claim, 
Mr. Chairman, has ‘‘ bobbed up serenely” almost every Congress 
during the last ten years. Now, I donot know that I desire to 
add anything, Mr. Chairman. There is another phase of the 
question, but I will forbear until the Chair has decided, inasmuch 
as that trenches on the merits of the question. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. Now, Mr. Chairman, in reply to the gen- 
tleman just a moment. I will admit everything the gentleman 
has said. He says that the Chairman of the Committee of the 
Whole sustained the point of order because Mr. RAYNER, in the 
one case, and some other gentleman in another case, failed to 
bring the attention of the Chairman of the Committee of the 
Whole to any law authorizing the payment. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, I have done that this morning; done it 
abundantly, as the Chairman well knows. I have shown not only 
the contract between the Postmaster-Genéral and these parties, 
but I have shown that the act of 1874 authorized it. I have 
shown that the amended act of 1878 authorized it; and I have 
shown that the Auditor, ander the act of 1878, has again sent the 
accounts to this House. 

And now, Mr. Chairman, about a different matter; and I ask 
the attention of the Chair just for a moment as to what was done 
by the Committee on Appropriations in these four claims. The 
gentleman in charge of the bill [Mr. BRECKINRIDGE] will corrob- 
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orate me in what I am about tosay. The subcommittee intended 
to take up these claims in the subcommittee. It was before us on 
the table to be dis of; but in adjourning on the morning we 
finished the bill, in the hurry, the appropriation for the Nashville 
centennial having absorbed all the time, we both forgot it; and it 
was merely an oversight and not intentional. Had it not been for 
that fact, had we not forgot it on the morning when the bill was 
considered, we would have disposed of it in the subcommittee either 
one way ortheother. It was before the committee, Mr. Chairman. 
It was sent there by the Speaker of the House. The gentleman 
has referred to but one claim, the Mordecai claim. If the Chair 
thinks the Mordecai claim ought to be ruled out I am willing that 
it should go out; but I do not want the other three ruled out be- 
cause of any decision the Chair may make on the Mordecai claim. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE. Mr. Chairman, I understand that the 
conference committee on the District of Columbia appropriation 
bill is ready to report, and I therefore move that the committee 
rise for the purpose of having that report submitted to the House. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The committee accordingly rose; and the Speaker having re- 
sumed the Chair, Mr. TARSNEY, Chairman of the Committee of the 
Whole House on the state of the Union, reported that that com- 
mittee had had under consideration the bill H.R.8892 and had 
come to no resolution thereon. 


DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. WILLIAMS of Illinois. Mr. Speaker, I desire to call up 
by conference report on the District of Columbia appropriation 
ill. 
The SPEAKER. The Clerk will read the statement and that 
will probably be sufficient. 
For text of conference report see proceedings of Senate. ] 
he statement of the House conferees was read, as follows: 


The managers on the part of the House of the conference on the disagree- 
ing votes of the two Houses on the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 
8388) making appropriations to provide for the expenses of the government 
of the District of Columbia for the fiscal year 1896, and for other purposes, 
submit the following written statement in explanation of the effect of the 
action recommended on each of the amendments of the Senate in the accom- 
panying conference report, namely: 

On amendment.numbered 1: Appropriates for two assistant secretaries to 
the Commissioners, at $1,000 each, as proposed by the Senate instead of one, at 
$1,000, as proposed by the House. 

On amendments numbered 2 and 3: Appropriates for one laborer. at $365 
per annum, as proposed by the Senate, instead of at $314, as proposed by the 

ouse. 

On amendments numbered 4 and 5: Appropriates for one additional assist- 
ant inspector of buildings, at $1,000, instead of two, as proposed by the Senate. 

On amendments numbered 6,7,and 8: Appropriates for an additionai« 
at $1,400, and for a messenger and driver for the board of assistant ase 
at $600, in the assessor’s office, as proposed by the Senate. 

On amendments numbered 9 and 10: Strikes out the provision for adeputy 
collector of taxes, at $2.000, proposed by the Senate. 

On amendment numbered 11: Strikes out the provision proposed by tho 
Senate for a deputy coroner, at $1,400 per annum. 

On amendments numbered 12,13,and 14: Appropriates $75 additional for 
hire of laborers for cleaning markets, as proposed by 

On amendments numbered 15, 16, and 17: Increases the salary of the assist- 
ant superintendent of parking from $700 to $900, as pro; 
and strikes out the provision proposed by the Senate for an assistant 
intendent of sewers at $1,500. 

On amendment numbered 18: Authorizes the Commissioners to grant t} 
days’ leave of absence to not exceeding 30 regular employees, paid out of 
eral appropriati ms, as proposed by the Serate. . 

On amendment numbered 19: Appropriates $600, as proposed by th 
for horse feed and shoeing for the board of assistant assessors 

On amendments numbered 20, 21, and 22: Appropriates $1,000 as proposed 
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by the House, instead of $800 as proposed by the Senate, for general expenses 
of the coroner’s office. 

On amendment numbered 23: Reduces the penalty on delinquent taxes from 
2 per cent per month to 1 per cent per month, as proposed by the Senate 

On amendment numbered 24: Appropriates $2,500, instead of $1,270 as pro- 


posed by the House and $4,250 as proposed by the Senate, for special repairs 
to market houses. 


On amendments numbered 25, 26, and 27: Appropriates $12,500, instead of 





$6,000 as proposed by the House and $25,000 as proposed by the Senate, for 
preparing the plan for the extension of a permanent system of highways, with 
authority to pay so much of the sum appropriated ay be necessary, in 





stead of $10,000 as proposed by the Senate, to Frederick Law Olmsted or uther 
= landseape architect, for the preparation of plans in part for said 
work. 

On amendments numbered 28, 29, and 30: Appropriates $150,000 as proposed 
by the House, instead of $175,000 as orepesed br the Senate. for assessm 
and permit work, with authority to use not exceeding $14,000 for widening 
the roadway of G street NW. from Tenth street to Fourteenth street 


On amendments numbered 31, 32, 33, 34, 35, 36, and 37: Appropriates $142,000, 
instead of $100,000 as proposed by the House and $160,000 as proposed by the 
Senate, for work on streets and avenues, and $2,500, as proposed by the Senate, 
for paving Eleventh street between East Capitol street and Massachusetts 


avenue. 

On amendment numbered 38: Makes the appropriations for streets and ave- 
nues, and for construction of county roads. immediately available. 

On amendments numbered 39, 40, 41, and 42: Appropriates $40,000 as pro- 
posed by the House, instead of $65,000 as proposed by the Senate, for relief 
sewers and replacing obstructed sewers; slo,000, instead of $34,000 as proposed 
by the House and $20,536 as proposed by the Senate, for suburban sewers; 
$30,000, instead of $37,382 as proposed by the Senate, for the Brookland sewer; 

10,000 for the Kenesaw avenue sewer; $40,000, instead of $75,000 as proposed 
vy the Senate, for the Rock Creek and B street intercepting and au- 
thorizes contracts to be made for the construction of the Eckington Valley, 
Brookland, Kenesaw avenue, and Rock Creek and B street intercepting sew- 
ers, as proposed by the Senate. 

On amendment numbered 43: Authorizes the authorities to omit the circle 
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hitherto required to be located at or near Morris street, as proposed by the 
Senate 

On amendments numbered 44, 45, 46, 47, 48, 49, 50,51, 52, and 53, relating to the 
construction of county roads: Appropriates $18,000 as pro by the Senate, 
instead of $8,000 as pecans by the House, for paving First street extended; 
$5,000 as proposed by the Senate, for grading and regulating Sherman ave- 
nue; $4,000, instead of $12,000 as proposed by the Senate, for grading and regu- 
lating Kenesaw avenue; $6,000, instead of $10,000 as proposed by the Senate, 
to extend Thirty-seventh street between Back street and T'ennallytown road; 
$6,000, instead of $12,000 as proposed by the Senate, for paving Florida avenue, 
and $5,000 for paving Twenty-second street from Massachusetts avenue to R 
street; strikes out the appropriations of $9,000 proposed by the Senate for grad- 
ing and regulating Pennsylvania avenue extended, and $5,000 for paving Mich- 
igan avenue; and authorizes, as proposed by the Senate, the use of $9,000, 
heretofore appropriated, for grading and graveling Albemarle street, to be 
used on such portions of said street, and of Thirty-eighth street, as have been 
or may be dedicated to the District of Columbia. 

On amendments numbered 54 and 55: Appropriates $146,000, instead of $139,- 
000 as proposed by the House and $150,000 as prepenes by the Senate, for 
sprinkling, sweeping, and cleaning streets and alleys, and strikes out the pro- 
vision proposed by the Senate, limiting the amount to be expended on sub- 
urban streets to $1,000. 

On amendment numbered 56: Appropriates $19,000, instead of $15,000 as pro- 
posed by the House and $23,000 as proposed by the Senate, for the parking 
commission. 

On amendment numbered 57: Appropriates $142,000 as proposed by the 
Senate, instead of $145,000 as proposed by the House, for gas lighting, and 
limits the price per street lamp to $20.50 as proposed by the Senate, instead 
of to $20 as proposed by the House. 

On amendment numbered 58: A aropeiates $47,600 as proposed by the Sen- 
ate, instead of $54,000 as sroponed xy the House, for electric lighting, and 
limits the price per light per night to 40 cents as proposed by the Senate, in- 
stead of 38 cents as proposed by the House. 

On amendment numbered 59: Strikes out the appropriation of $25,000, pro- 
posed by the Senate, for a new harbor boat. 

On amendments numbered 60 and 61: Avorestintes $10,000, as proposed by 
the House qeeene of $11,500 as proposed by the Senate, for konstruction and 
repair of bridges. , 

én amendment numbered 62: Appropriates $3,500, as proposed - the Sen- 
ate, for a survey, plan, and estimate of cost for the construction of a bridge 
svem Tee foot of South Capitol street across the Eastern Branch of the Poto- 
mac River. 

On amendments numbered 63 and 64: Requires that the work of the im- 
srovement of the receiving reservoir of the Washington Aqueduct shall be 
one and completed under Col. George H. Elliot notwithstanding his retire- 

ment, as proposed by the Senate, and makes the appropriation for clearing 
out the conduit immediately available. 

On amendment numbered 65: Provides for raising the height of the dam 
at Great Falls, as proposed by the House, and authorizes the use of $25,000 of 
the appropriation for increasing the water supply for testing the tunnel ¢on- 
duit, as proposed by the Senate, and provides, as proposed by the Senate, for 
the preparation of a plan to be submitted to Congress upon the feasibility 
and propriety of completing the tunnel conduit as now projected, and the 
new reservoir. 

On amendments numbered 66 and 67: Apere riates $900, as proposed by the 
Senate, for a janitor for the Miner School building. 

On amendments numbered 68 and 69: Appropriates $2,500, as proposed by 
the Senate, for rent of additional accommodations for schools, and makes a 
verbal correction in the text of the bill. 

On amendments numbered 70, 71, 72, 73, 74, 75, 76, 77, 78, and 79: Appropri- 
ates $88,500 for eight additional new school buildings, instead of $216,000 for 
ten additional new school Se as proposed by the Senate. 

On amendment numbered 80: Strikes out the provision proposed by the 
Senate, making immediately available appropriationsfor new school buildings. 

On amendment numbered 81: Strikes out the appropriation of $1,000 pro- 
posed by the Senate, for expense_of a special examination and report upon 
the present school system of the District. 

On amendments numbered 82, 83, 84, 85, 86,87,88,89,and 90, relating to the 
Metropolitan police: Authorizes, as proposed by the Senate, an additional 
lieutenant at $1,500, six additional privates at each, and four additional 

rivates at $1,080 each; fixes the compensation of the van driver, ambulance 
Sriver, and drivers of patrol wagons at $480 each, instead of $600 each, as pro- 

»sed by the Senate, and the salaries of two assistant ambulance drivers at 
480 each, instead of $500 each, as proposed by the Senate. 

On amendments numbered 92, 93, and 94: Appropriates $2,080, as proposed 
by the House instead of $2,260 as prepeees by the Senate, for rent of police 
headquarters, and $2,200,as proposed by the Senate for fuel for the police 
department, instead of $1,900 as proposed by the House. 

On amendments numbered 95, 96, 97, 98, 99, and 100: Makes the appropria- 
tions for additional fire-engine buildings and fire apparatus immediately 
available, as proposed by the Senate, and appropriates $25,000, as proposed by 
the Senate, for a new site, building, and furniture for a truck house in the 
vicinity of New J ae avenue, M and N streets northwest, and authorizes 
the use of an unexpended balance of $2,500 for an engine house in Northeast 
Washington, to be used in inclosing, grading, and paving lot of the chemical 
engine house in Mount Pleasant. 

On amendments numbered 101 and 102: Appropriates $600 each for three 
telephone operators, as proposed by the House, instead of at $720, as proposed 
by the Senate. 

On amendments numbered 103 and 104: Strikes out authority proposed by 
the Senate to purchase telephones, and appropriates $11,000, instead of $9,000 
as proposed by the House and $15,000 as proposed by the Senate, for general 
enpetics for telegraph and telephone service. 

n amendments numbered 105 and 106: Appropriates $7,000, instead of $5,000 
as proposed by the House and $10,000 as pee by the Senate, for exten- 
sion of the police-patrol and fire-alarm te egraph service to the suburbs. 

On amendments numbered 107 and 108: Strikes out the appropriation of 
— for an assistant chemist in the health department, proposed by the Sen- 
ate. 

On amendments numbered 109, 110, 111, 112, and 113: Makes the text of the 
appropriation for the collection and removal of garbage = by the 
Senate, except that the Commissioners are authorized to make new contracts 
on and after the passage of the act, and that in the discretion of the Commis- 
sioners the appropriations made by the act may be available for the purposes 
of paying for the increased service until new contracts shall be entered into 
and the contractors are ready to execute the same. 

On amendments numbered 117 and 118: Appropriates $6,000 as proposed by 
the Senate. instead of $5,000 as proposed by the House, for witness fees in 
the police court. 

On amendments numbered 119, 120, and 121: Appropriates $4,900, ‘nstead of 
$3,000 as proposed by the House and $6,000 as pro m4 the Serate, topay 
William Stone Abert for services in compiling the District laws in4 prepar- 
ing same for publication, and provides for the distribution of said compila- 
tion as proposed by the Senate. 
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On amendment numbered 122: Appropriates $8,000, instead of $5,000 as pro- 
- by the House and $15,000 as proposed by the Senate, for the emergency 
und. 

On amendment numbered 123: Appropriates $40,000, instead of $35,000 as 
a by the House and $45,000 as proposed by the Senate, for support of 
convicts. 

On amendments numbered 124 and 125: Provides that the appropriations 
for employees of the court-house of the District and .the warden of the jail 
shall be expended under the direction of the Attorney-General. 

On amendments numbered 126 and 127: Makes a verbal correction in the 
text of the bill, and sqeropeiaies $15,000 as proposed by the Senate, instead 
of $12,000 as proposed by the House, for the Central Dispensary and Emer- 
gency Hospital. 

On amendments numbered 128 and 129: A 
by the House, for the Columbia Hospital for Women, instead of $22, as pro- 
posed by the Senate, and $5,000, as proposed by the Senate, for heating ap- 
paratus and furnishing the new building for the hospital. 

On xmendment numbered 130: Appropriates $8,500, instead of $8,000 as pro- 
posed by the House and $9,000 as proposed by the Senate, for the Homeo- 
pathic Hospital. 

On amendments rumbered 131 and 132: Appropriates $16,000, instead of $15,- 
000 as proposed by the House and $17,000 as proposed by the Senate, for sal- 
aries of employees of the Women's Hospital and Asylum. 

On amendment numbered 133: Appropriates $1,000, as proposed by the Sen- 
ate, for the Young Women’s Christian Home. 

On amendments numbered 134 and 135: Appropriates $9,900, as proposed by 
the House, for the Industrial Home School, instead of $13,400 as proposed by 
the Senate, and strikes out the provision proposed by the Senate changing 
the corporate character of said institution. 

Onamendment numbered 136: Appropriates for salary of agent of the Board 
of Children’s Guardians $1,600, instead of 91,500 as proposed by the House 
and $1,800 as proposed by the Senate 

On amendments numbered 137, 138, and 139: Appropriates for salary of su- 

erintendent of the water department at $1,800, instead of $1,600 as proposed 

xy the House and $2,000 as proposed by the Senate, and strikes out the in- 
crease proposed by the Senate of $200 in the salary of the timekeeper. 

The committee of conference have been unable to agree on the following 
amendments of the Senate, namely: 

On amendment numbered 91, authorizing the application, annually, of 
$4,000 to the police relief fund and $2,500 to the firemen’s relief fund out of the 
receipts from fines in the police court. 

On amendment numbered 114, striking out the appropriation of $4,000 pro- 
posed by the House to prevent the spread of scarlet fever and diphtheria, and 
on amendment numbered 115, pupeopriatns $20,000 for the above object and 
also for the pepeee of diphtheria antitoxine and the establishment of a 
bacteriological laboratory and a disinfecting service. 

On amendment numbered 116, appropriating $30,000 for the erection and 
equipment of a smallpox hospital. 

he Senate, by its amendments, added $750,344 to the bill. Of this sum the 

conference committee recommend that the Senate recede from $365,808, and 
that the House agree to $338,536, leaving $46,000 involved in the amendments 
upon which the conferees have heen unable to agree. 

J. R. WILLIAMS, 

ALEX. M. DOCKERY, 

D. B. HENDERSON, 

Managers on the part of the House. 


The SPEAKER. This is a partial agreement. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Illinois. Mr. Speaker,I move the adoption 
of the report. 

The conference report was adopted. 

On motion of Mr. WILLIAMS of Illinois, a motion to recon- 
sider the vote by which the conference report was adopted was 
laid on the table. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will now report the amendments 
that are still in controversy between the two Houses, 

cS Senate amendments numbered 91, 114, 115, and 116 were 
read, 

On motion of Mr. WILLIAMS of Illinois, the House insisted 
upon the amendments severally, and agreed to a conference on 
the disagreeing votes of the two Houses. 

The SPEAKER appointed as conferees on the part of the House 
= Wiuu1AMs of Illinois, Mr. Dockery, and Mr. HENDERSON of 

owa. 


ropriates $20,000, as Lrepened 


SURVEYOR OF THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. 


Mr. COBB of Alabama. Mr. Speaker, I desire to present a con- 
ference report. 
The report was read. 
For conference report see Senate proceedings. | 
” SPEAKER. The statement of the House conferees will be 
read. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


STATEMENT. 

The — change in the bill as it passed the House is an increase of $1,200 in 
expenses for the surveyor’s office. The House appropriated $4,000, the con- 
ferees agree to $5,200. 

Also, to add to House amendment to section 5 the words, “and no 
vey of land shall be recorded in the office of the surveyor of the District of 
Columbia except it be certified to as correct by the surveyor of said District.” 

The Senate agrees to all other House amendments. . 

J. E, COBB, 


G. W. COOPER, 
J. A. T. HULL, 
Conferees on part of the House. 


The conference report was adopted. 

On motion of Mr. COBB of Alabama, a motion to reconsider the 
vote by which the conference report wis adopted was laid on the 
table. j 


lat or sur- 


GENERAL DEFICIENCY BILL. ¥ 
Mr. BRECKINRIDGE. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House 
resolve itself into Committee of the Whole for further considera- 
tion of the sseneral deficiency bill. 
The motion was agreed to. 





1895. 
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The House accordingly resolved itself into Committee of the 
Whole, Mr. TARrsNEY in the chair. 


The CHAIRMAN. The Chair is ready to rule upon the pend- 
ing point of order. It is conceded that all the items in the pending 
amendment are kindred in character, growing out of the same or 
like transactions, and standing upon an equal footing. The 
parties named in this amendment were contractors with the Gov- 
ernment for carrying the mails at the breaking out of the late 
civil war. Prior to that time a statute existed which authorized 
the Postmaster-General to suspend contracts for carrying the 
mails, and providing that upon such suspension the contractors 
should be entitled to one month’s extra pay. The contracts with 
the claimants in this case were suspended by the Postmaster- 
General, and the claim arises in each case for the extra month's 
pay resulting from such suspension. 

In 1874 a statute was enacted directly bearing upon these mat- 
ters, providing for their examination by the Treasury Department 
and for their being reported to Congress for consideration. <A stat- 
ute similar in its provisions was enacted in 1878. If this was a bill 
providing directly for the relief of these claimants, and not a propo- 
sition to amend an appropriation bill, the Chair would then, as a 
member of the House, have to consider the merits and justice of 
the claims; but the only question for the Chair to consider now is 
the oa whether this is the proper remedy for the claimants 
to seek. 

In view of the fact that this proceeding is not new; in view of 
what is conceded. here, that one at least of these claims has been 
presented on former occasions for the consideration of the House 
under conditions exactly similar to those under which the amend- 
ment is now presented—that is, offered as amendment to a general 
deficiency bill and the point of order raised that it was not ger- 
mane to such a bill; in view of the fact that at the first session of 
the Fiftieth Congress, when the claim was first presented, these 
points were elaborately argued, and the gentleman then presiding 
over the Committee of the Whole, the gentleman from Missouri 
| Mr. eee having carefully reviewed the authorities and 
arguments, held that the amendment was not in order; in view of 
the fact that at the next session, the last session of the Fiftieth 
Congress, the same claim appeared again, was again offered as an 
amendment to the general deficiency bill, the point of order was 
again raised against it that it was not germane to that bill, and the 
then occupant of the chair, the present Speaker of this House, con- 
curred in the ruling previously made by the gentleman from Mis- 
souri, holding that the matter was not germane and was not in 
order upon a general deficiency bill; in view of these facts, and in 
view of the further fact that no precedent has been cited contrary to 
these, the present occupant of the chair would not feel warranted, 
no matter what his own personal conviction might be, in disturb- 
ing this line of unbroken precedents; and he therefore sustains 
the point of order. 

r. BRECKINRIDGE. I now call for the reading of the next 
amendment; that in relation to the Bering Sea awards. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

After line 9, on page 2, insert: 

“Bering Sea damages: For the payment to the Government of Great Britain 
under the agreement reached by exchange of notes of August 21, 1894, in full 
satisfaction of all demands for damages against the United States growing out 
of the controversy between the two Governments as to the fur seais in Bering 
os = the award and findings of the Tribunal of Arbitration at Paris, 

The CHAIRMAN. The present occupant of the chair was not 
presiding at the time this matter was brought up on Saturday, and 
will be glad to know whether there is a point of order pending. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE. There is not. Mr. Chairman, when 
general debate on this bill was dispensed with there was an agree- 
ment between the gentleman from Mlionois [Mr. CANNON] and my- 
self, assented to by the Committee of the ole, that when one or 
two particular questions should be reached time should be given for 
discussion in the nature of general debate. I now ask the gentle- 
man from Illinois whether we can agree to dispose of this question 
with half an hour’s debate on each side. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. After consultation with my asso- 
ciates I find I can not agree to less than an hour on each side. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE. Very well. 

Mr. DINGLEY. It is very likely I shall desire to occupy ten or 
fifteen minutes. 

Mr. CANNON of Mlinois. My colleague on the committee 
had not notified me of his desire for time. I may be able to yield 
him a part of the hour which will, I presume, be under my con- 
trol; and — the gentleman from Kentucky, after consulta- 
tion, will be willing to yield him a part of his time. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE. I suggest that the gentleman from Illi- 
nois give the gentleman from Maine five minutes of his time and 
I give him five minutes of mine. 

r. CANNON of [Illinois. I shall give him what I can, but I 
should like to have it understood that if necessary the gentleman 
from Maine may have ten minutes outside of the two hours. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE. Very well. Mr. Chairman, we have 


agreed, if the Committee of the Whole will sustain the agree- 
ment, that there be an hour for debate on each side of this ques- 
tion, the gentleman from Illinois controlling one side and I the 
other, with the understanding that if the gentleman from Maine 
should need ten minutes in addition to the time which may be 
yielded him by the gentleman from Illinois and myself, he shall 
be allowed ten minutes in addition to the two hours. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Which side is the gentleman from Maine on? 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE. I hope he is on my side; but I do not 
know. He generally wants to be on the right side. 

Mr. McCREARY of Kentucky. Does the gentleman from Maine 
desire to advocate or oppose the amendment? 

Mr. DINGLEY. I desire to submit some views touching the 
general question, without perhaps expressing any particular opin- 
ion as to what should be done in this exigency. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Kentucky asks that 
the general debate on this question be limited to two hours, one 
hour to be controlled by himself, the other by the gentleman from 
Illinois, and that the gentleman from Maine have ten minutes ad- 
ditional if he desires. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE. Mr. Chairman, I shall be glad to have 
the attention of the committee in this matter, for it is a matter of 
importance, and whatever the committee decides to-day will 
probably be final, for if the House refuses to accept this amend- 
ment it is probable that the President will at once proceed to 
agree to a settlement by a mixed commission. Its history is this: 
As the result of the dispute about the fur seals in the Bering Sea 
an arbitration was entered into with the Kingdom of Great Britain, 
an arbitration which submitted to the decision of the arbitrators 
five questions. I ask the Clerk to read the questions which were 
submitted. 


The Clerk read as follows: 


ARTICLE VI. 


In deciding the matters submitted to the arbitrators, it is agreed that the 
following five points shall be submitted to them, in order that their award 
shall embrace a distinct decision upon each of said five points, to wit: 

1. What exclusive jurisdiction in the sea now known as the Bering Sea, 
and what exclusive rights in the seal fisheries therein, did Russia assert and 
exercise prior and up to the time of the cession of Alaska to the United 
States? 

2. How far were these claims of jurisdiction as to seal fisheries recognized 
and conceded by Great Britain? 

3. Was the body of water now known as the Bering Sea included in the 
phrase “ Pacific Ocean” as used in the treaty of 1825 between Great Britain 
and Russia; and what rights, if any, in the Bering Sea were held and ex- 
clusively exercised by Russia after said treaty? 

4. Did not all the rights of Russia as to jurisdiction, and as to the seal fish- 
eries in Bering Sea east of the water boundary, in the treaty between the 
United States and Russia of the 30th March, 1867, pass unimpaired to the 
United States under that treaty? 

5. Has the United States any right. and if so, what right of protection or 

property in the fur seals frequenting the islands of the United States in 
ering Sea when such seals are found outside the ordinary 3-mile limit? 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE. Every one of those points was decided 
against the United States, and each of them except one was de- 
cided by the unanimous vote of the arbitrators, except one of our 
arbitrators, Hon. Mr. Morean, Senator from Alabama, and on 
that single proposition our representatives were alone. Under 
that decision the right of Great Britain to damages was settled. 
There is no question, therefore, that we are to pay something. It 
has been adjudicated that we are to pay damages. The simple 
question is now as to the assessment of those damages. The arbi- 
trators went, under the convention, one step further and decided 
as a matter of fact that 18 ships had been seized or warned out of 
the Bering Sea by American ships, and that these 18 ships sailed un- 
der British flags. Itwas left open to us to litigate the question, if 
we chose to do so, as to whether some of those vessels were owned 
by American citizens. In thatstate of the case the British minister 
filed claims to the amount of $542,000. After negotiation the 
Government of the United States entered into an agreement with 
Great Britain to pay $425,000 in full satisfaction. This amend- 
ment proposes to confirm that agreement and to pay that sum of 
money. 

It is objected that this is a larger sum than ought to be paid, 
because a certain amount of these damages are consequential dam- 
ages—are for the estimated catch of seals subsequent to the time 
of the seizure. And it is alleged that for such damages, conse- 
quential damages, it was settled by the Alabamaaward we are not 
responsible. But, Mr. Chairman, there is no analogy between the 
facts on which the Alabama award was based and the Bering Sea 
award. Here the United States seized men, lawfully engaged in 
a legitimate business, imprisoning many of them and destroying 
their property. In theothercase the Government of Great Britain, 
by negligence or otherwise, allowed certain armed cruisers, hos- 
tile to the United States, to escape from their ports. In the one 
case it was a direct act of the Government; in the other an indi- 
rect act. And there is a marked difference between these alleged 
consequential damages and those claimed before the Geneva Tri- 
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But in the particular case before us we agreed to a rule of dam- 
ages, and that was the rule we agreed upon. 

Mr. HEPBURN. May I ask the gentleman who made that 
agreement? 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE. Which agreement? 

a HEPBURN. The agreement to which you have just re- 
ferred. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE. To pay $425,000? 

Mr. HEPBURN. Yes. You say that according to a rule of 
damages; and that this is the rule agreed upon. Now, who made 
that agreement? 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE. That was made by the Government 
of the United States under Mr. Harrison’s Administration in the 
convention—— 

Mr. HEPBURN. But what particular officer? 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE. Mr. Blaine, then Secretary of State, in 
@ convention agreed with Sir Julian Pauncefote. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. As this is the gist of the contro- 
versy, is the gentleman from Kentucky prepared to furnish to 
the committee any provision of such ment or any authority 
by which we have settled the rule for the estimation of such 
damages? In other words, where does the gentleman ascertain 
that the arbitrators had the authority to settle the damages? 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, Iam totally unable to hear the gen- 


tleman from Illinois. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. The gentleman stated that the 
United States Government had agreed to the rule, or the princi- 
ple, by which the damages should be settled. Now, I him 
where he gets that authority? : : 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE. From the convention signed by James 
G. Blaine on the 18th day of April, 1892, on the part of the United 
States Government, and Sir Julian Pauncefote, on the part of the 
British Government, the fifth article of which I will have inserted 
in my remarks; but you can turn to it on page 10 of the procla- 
mation issued by Mr. Harrison and signed by Benjamin Harrison 
as Chief Executive of the United States on the 9th day of May, 
1892. 

Mr. HITT (to Mr. Cannon of Illinois). The fifth article of the 
modus vivendi. , . 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE. By which the rule laid down for the 
assessment of damages pending the arbitration was the estimated 
value of the catch between what was really caught and what was 
afterwards to be determined upon as a proper catch under the 
agreement to prevent the destruction of the seals. But I will 
print the article with my remarks. 

The article is as follows: 

If the result of the arbitration be to affirm the right of British sealers to 
take seals in Bering Sea within the bounds claimed by the United States, 
under its purchase from Russia, then compensation shall be made by the 
United States to Great Britain (for the use of her subjects) for abstaining 
from the exercise of that right during the pendency of the arbitration upon 
the basis cf such a regulated and limited catch or catches as in the opinion of 
the arbitrators might have been taken without an undue diminution of the 
seal herds; and, onthe other hand, if the result of the arbitration shall be to 
deny the right of British sealers to take seals within the said waters, then com- 
pensation shall be made by Great Britain to the United States (for itself, its 
citizens, and lessees) for this a ment to limit the island catch to 7,500 a 
season, upon the basis of the difference between this number and such larger 
catch «3 in the opinion of the arbitrators might have been taken without an 
undue diminution of the seal herds. 

The amount awarded, if any, in either case shall be such as under all the 
circumstances is just and equitable, and shall be promptly paid. 


Mr. CANNOA of Illinois. But what I want to get at now is 
the actual difference between us on this question. 

I will ask the gentleman from Kentucky if he has had his at- 
tention called to page 162 of Senate Document No. 67, third ses- 
sion of the Fifty-third Congress, in which it was expressly agreed 
between those representing the British Government and the 
American Government—— 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE. I was coming to that. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. That there was no claim for dam- 
ages under the modus vivendi 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE. I am coming to that, and if I do not 
make the statement fully and accurately before I conclude I hope 
I will be corrected by my colleague {Mr. Cannon of [linois], or 
the gentleman from Maine [ Mr. DiInGLEY], or the gentleman from 
Illinois [Mr. Hirt}. 

Under that agreement either party had the right to offer proof 
both as to damages prior to the date of the convention and damages 
committed pending the arbitration. This provision now before; 
us applies to the second class; that is tosay, to damages committed 
pending the arbitration. 

By agreement between the agent of the United States, Mr. 
Poster, and the representatives of Great Britain, the claim for 
damages pending the arbitration was withdrawn, and no award 
was made on that account. But either party had the right to 
have the arbitrators settle questions of fact as to matters prior to 
the arbitration; and they had to settle as a matter of fact the 
seizure of some twenty vessels for which claims were alleged. 

Mr. HiTT. The actual number of vessels is eighteen. There 
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were twenty claims, it is true, but there were two vessels for 
which claim was made twice. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE. However, the list is given. 

Mr. HITT. Thatiscorrect; twenty claims, but two being claims 
for the same vessels, so that there are really only eighteen. 

Mr. McCREARY of Kentucky. That is correct. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE. These vessels sailed under the British 
flag and were seized outside of the 3-mile limit, which covered 
the jurisdiction of the American Government. It was, however, 
expressly understood that the citizenship of the owners of the 
vessels and the actual damage done should be left open for liti- 
gation and settlement between the two contracting powers. So 
_— the only question left by the arbitrators is the assessment of 

amages. 

I believe that I have stated the generalcase exactly. If not I will 
gladly be corrected. The British minister filed claims amounting 
to $542,000, reserving the privilege of filing additional claims, and 
proposed to have them settled by a convention of arbitrators. Of 
these claims, it is alleged that a certain amount, somewhat in 
doubt, but I believe somewhere about $300,000, was for what is 
called consequential damages. 

Upon none of these claims hasinterest been added. So that we 
were in this condition: There was a judgment against us, with 
nothing left but the assessment of danilages. There were claims 
of $542,000, with interest from 1886 and various other dates, up 
to 1889, I believe none later than 1890, so that the average time 
would be about the beginning of January, 1888, and the right to 
file additional claims of any amount. 

Among these claims were many for false imprisonment and these 
are still open to additional claims. The sum that was agreed upon 
is $425,000. If we admit that this $300,000 is a disputed claim, and 
that there are no new claims to be added, it would stand that we 
owe about $227,000, practically undisputed, on which we have to 
calculate interest at seven years at 4 or 6 per cent; and when to 
the amount so found we add the half of the amount in dispute, it 
makes it, either at 4 or at 6 per cent, alarger sum than the sum 
agreed upon. 

If judgment is obtained against us, under what seems to me to 
be a rule we can not well escape, it will be, with interest, over 
three-quarters of a million dollars, for if we admitted through 
Mr. Blaine that it is a proper rule by which damages should be 
assessed, a rule that we then admitted, and, representing a great 
Government desiring to do justice and not to higgle upon small 
matters, Idonot see now how we can raise that question over again. 
We admitted, through the Secretary of State and the President 
of the United States, that this was the rule when we had a chance 
to win. It will hardly be becoming in us, now that we have lost, 
to say that was not the proper rule; that ‘‘it wasa good rule when 
we thought we were going to win and you were to pay us money, 
but it is a bad rule when we have lost and we are to pay you the 
money.” 

This will be a humiliating position in which to put our Govern- 
ment, and for one I will not assume the responsibility of putting 
my country in such a position, nor will I be a party thereto. Let 
others do this if they so please, and to have such judgment made 
by arbitrators, and having arbitrators, will cost us not less than 
$150,000, perhaps more, in addition. This Paris arbitration cost us 
$224,000, and when we add the items together, the claims that are 
beyond doubt just against us, a fair compromise as to the part that 
is in dispute, the interest on the debts due, the expense of the arbi- 
tration, we shall get off by this payment by a very much smaller 
sum than in any other way. And,in additon to that, we settle at 
once a matter that is a sore. 

It seems to me that it is not a bad bargain. And upon broader 
grounds, when we come to settle what we owe, when the money 
is to go to persons who have been wronged by us—because, what- 
ever the law may be in our judgment, we have submitted it to 
the arbitrament of this tribunal and that question has been de- 
cided, that we have wronged these people—it does not become us 
to whine about it. It does not become us to go down to the tav- 
ern and denounce the judge, as litigants sometimes do who lose 
and have no appeal. Our duty and our pleasure ought to be ina 
spirit of international courtesy and general fairness, having reached 
a conclusion that is not in itself a very bad one, to settle this mat- 
ter and wipe it off the books and remove it as a matter of disa- 
greement between Great Britain and this nation. That seems to 
me to be the best solution of the question. 

I reserve the balance of my time. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. I should be glad to be reminded by 
the Chair when I have occupied fifteen minutes. 

As to $425,000, the amount sought to be appropriated for the 
payment of damages in the amendment under an agreement be- 
tween our Secretary of State and the British Government, I am 
not concerned for the amount involved, unless its payment re- 
verses a principle that has been established heretofore. But, rec- 
ollecting the proximity of the magnificent territory known as 
British America and Canada and her coast line,and that great 
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commercial nation, Great Britain, and our growing population 
and commerce—recollecting all this, it becomes important in the 
payment of damages, whether the amount be $1 or $425,000 or 
$4,000,000, to inquire as to the basis upon which we pay such dam- 
ages. 

We can get along if we vote the money out of the Treasury 
after having been overreached as to the amount of damages; but 
we can not get along if we, upon a record submitted to the House 
and Senate by the State Department, pay the damages contrary 
to the well-settled principles of international law in the assessment 
of damages. 

All understand that a treaty was made submitting questions of 
difference between Great Britain and the United States touching 
the Bering Sea to arbitration. The arbitrators met at Paris, fully 
considered the question, and,as the gentleman from Kentucky 
says, found substantially every point that was submitted against 
the United States. Well, that is pretty nearly true, so that I will 
not stop to criticise. 

The question of the assessment of damages, or of the citizen- 
ship of the claimants, was not submitted under the treaty nor de- 
termined in the award. Itis so expressly stated. I hold in my 
hand Senate Executive Document transmitted by the Secretary of 
State February 11, 1895, which contains matters necessary to 
enable the House to understand the facts touching our liability 
for damages in the premises. 

Now, here is what the arbitrators said, nothing more and noth- 
ing less, touching damages—well, I thought I could turn to the 
exact words. 

Mr. HITT. I have theexact words. (Reading): 

1. That the several searches and seizures, whether of ships or goods, and 
the several arrests of masters and crews, respectively mentioned in the 
schedule to the British case, pages 1 to 60, inclusive, were made by the au- 
thority of the United States Government. The questions as to the value of 
the said vessels or their contents, or either of them and the question as to 
whether the vessels mentioned in the schedule to the British case, or any of 
them, were wholly or in part the actual property of citizens of the United 
— have been withdrawn from and have not been considered by the tri- 

una. 

That is the tribunal. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. Yes. 

Mr. HITT (reading): 

It being understood that it is open to the United States to raise these ques 
tions or any of them, if they think fit, in any future negotiations as to the lia- 
bility of the United States Government to pay the amounts mentioned in the 
schedule to the British case. 


Mr. CANNON of Illinois. That is the extract, and I thank the 
gentleman for reading it. 

Now, then, the only matters that were found in that award were 
that there were 18 vessels that the United States seized or warned 
out of Bering Sea, and that the claim was that they were owned 
by British subjects. The seizure and warning out were acknow!l- 
edged; the damages and the citizenship were contested and in no 

way settled. Thatis all there is of it. Ah, but says the gentle- 
man from Kentucky, there was an agreement by the modus of 
1892 that made us liable for speculative damages. Icall attention 
to this same executive document, on page 162, by which it ap- 
pears that before the tribunal Sir Charles Russell upon the one 
hand and Mr. Phelps upon the other agreed that all questions of 
damages under the modus of 1892 were mutually waived and that 
was solemnly entered of record. 

I will not take time to read it. I can see that the gentleman 
from Kentucky, in the hasty reading of this large document, did 
not notice the mutual waiver of the two Governments. Now, that 
is all I want to say about that. 

What are the facts? Justa minute. I find in this document, 
House Executive Document No. 132, third session Fifty-third Con- 
gress (and it is also in the Senate document), a statement given 
of the claims that I have been talking about. The larger part of 
the damages claimed is for ‘‘expected catch,” ‘‘ estimated catch,” 
of seals and all that kind of thing. Damages that are speculative, 
uncertain—how much? I have the statement here, which was 
carefully prepared from all the documents. The British claims 
amount to $542,000; speculative damages, $283,000, leaving the 
only damages claimed we are subject to pay, $258,000, provided 
we concede that every vessel was owned by British subjects. 

Mr. DALZELL. How much is that? 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. Two hundred and fifty-eight thou- 
sand. I hold in my hand a copy of the Geneva award made after 
the close of our civil war, when we made our treaty with Great 
Britain. We submitted there certain questions touching the 
matters of difference between the two countries, including the 
amount of damages sustained by the United States. Gentlemen 
recollect about it. Let me read an extract from the award: 

And whereas prospective damages can not properly be made subject of 
compensation, inasmuch as they depend in their nature upon future and un- 
certain contingencies, the tribunal is unanimously of opinion that there is no 
ground for awarding to the United States any sum by way of indemnity 
under this head. 

We grumbled, but we did not get the damages, notwithstand- 
ing thatthe prospective damages, if allowed, would have amounted 
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to many millions of dollars; but the principle of law was settled 
against us. We submitted. Now we have to pay damages for 
seizing British sealing vessels in Bering Sea. We can not be 
called — to pay prospective damages. 


_ Mr. HOOKER of Mississippi. Will the gentleman state, for the 
information of the House, the exact amount of the actual damages 
found by the arbitrators, and the amount of the speculative dam- 
ages? 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. Not acent. That never was sub- 
mitted tothem. The only question that was submitted to them— 
and it so stated time and time again—was this: Did the United 
States seize or exclude those 18 vessels? Thatisall. After we 
were cast in this arbitration the British minister appealed to our 
Secretary of State for the appointment of a commission to settle 
the damages, and our Secretary of State, so far as appears upon 
the face of the documents, promptly said: “I will give you 
$425,000, subject to appropriation by Congress;” and, Mr. Chair- 
man, if I did not fear that it would offend the fine sense of diplo- 
matic propriety of the distinguished chairman of the Committee 
on Foreign Affairs, I would say that the British minister and the 
British Government jumped at the proposition like a duck for a 
June bug. [Laughter. ] 

Mr. SAYERS. Will the gentleman tell the committee whether 
he favors this appropriation, or is opposed to it? 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. Iam against it. I do not want to 
pay one dollar or one cent of it until the amount of actual (not 
prospective) damages is ascertained. 

Mr. McCREARY of Kentucky. I understand the gentleman to 
say that he is opposed to paying $425,000, or one dollar of it? 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. Yes; I am at this time. 

Mr. McCREARY of Kentucky. Then I desire to ask the gen- 
tleman how we are to get around paying damages under the treaty 
and agreement by which we submitted certain questions to arbi- 
tration? 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. Oh, Mr. Chairman, see how plain a 
story shall put that question down. 

Mr. McCREARY of Kentucky. I would like to have an answer 
to it. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. I will answer you, and it will take 
but a minute to doit. There is no admission anywhere by the 
United States Government that any single one of these 18 vessels 
was owned by British subjects. On the contrary, our agent, Mr. 
Foster, when the award was transmitted to the Secretary of State, 
transmitted a letter (to be found on page 164 of the Senate execu- 
tive document) setting out the facts. 

What were the facts? That there was proof in the counter case, 
taken by our district attorney and otherwise, and especially in 
executive documents, that the great majority of these vessels 
were owned by American citizens and not by British subjects. I 
have the counter case here, but I will not take time to read it. I 
will say, however, that the most that can be fairly conceded, as to 
the amount of damages we should pay, as we can gather from the 
imperfect evidence, would be $81,000, and if we add interest, it 
would amount only to $103,000, and it is not at all certain that 
claimants are entitled to that much. 

It took a searching resolution from the Senate before we could 
get these papers, and now that we have them why is it, I ask, that 
Mr. Foster’s statement of facts was not considered by the Secre- 





tary of State? Why is it that the counterclaim and the award 
which set out the facts touching the findings were ignored? 

Mr. TERRY. Did the arbitrators award any damages at all 
against the United States? 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. Notacent. They had no power to 
do it. Ah, but says the gentleman from Kentucky—and he is 
forced to that position—they were entitled to damages under the 
agreement of 1892. That is not correct. I have already called 
attention to that point. 

Mr. COX. As I understand, the questions as to damages were 
expressly reserved, and afterwards the negotiations resulted in a 
liability on the part of the United States to pay $425,000. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. That is Secretary Gresham’s agree- 
ment with Great Britain, subject to appropriation by Congress; 
but there is no treaty. there is no law, there is no agreement, ther 
is nothing that legally or morally binds the United States to pay 
one cent of those prospective damages. 

Mr. DOLLIVER. How did the Secretary compute the actual 
damages? 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. How did he compute them? On 
that he is silent as the grave. He said to Great Britain, ‘I will 
give you a lump sum,” and that lump sum, as I have shown and 
| can. show, is substantially $200,000 more than they were entitled 
to recover unless we should concede them speculative damage: 

saying nothing about the open question as to the ownership of the 
| vessels. Now, the largest claimant is a man named Cooper, who 


liveson the Pacific Coast, a blacksmith, I believe, a brother-in- 
law of Warren, an American citizen, who had these vessels. He 
gave aman named Boscowits a mortgage on them. Boscowits 
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ciaims to be an American citizen. Cooper comes in and swears 
that he bought the whole outfit for $1, and says that he has no 
interest in it and does not know what it is all about; that he paid 
no attention to it. Cooper is a British subject, and I say that in 
my judgment we can not afford to make this appropriation and 
establish this precedent. 

Mr. COX. How is the amount of $425,000 arrived at? 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. In the claim for these 18 vessels the 
damages are put at $542,000. The United States admitted, and 
that was all there was power to admit under the submission, 
that those vessels were either seized or warned out. 

Now, the damage claimed, the great majority of it ‘‘estimated 
catch” and purely speculative, amounts to more than the other 
damages, and the Secretary of State agrees, subject to appropria- 
tion by Congress, to pay this lump sum of $425,000. 

Mr. COX. Now, there is the point. Where is the basis of his 
agreement? 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. Oh, my dear friend, ‘‘ask me some- 
thing easy.” When you come to hunt for a basis for the policy 
touching our foreign affairs you must find some more industrious 
man than I am or those I know of. I donot believe the Secretary 
of State himself can answer your question. [Laughter.] Thatis 
all I desire to say at present. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE. I yield five minutes to the gentleman 
from Mississippi [Mr. Hooker]. 

Mr. HOOKER of Mississippi. Mr. Chairman, I have listened 
to the arguments made in opposition to the recommendation of 
the Secretary of State that this appropriation of $425,000 be in- 
serted in this bill as settlement of the matters in controversy 
which were considered by the arbitrators appointed on the part of 
the Government of the United States and the arbitrators on the 
part of the British Government. They found that there had been 
as many as 18 vessels seized in the Bering Sea, outside of the 
8-mile limit, in which the jurisdiction of the United States at- 
tached; and they found further that the claim which had been 
set up at one time by our then Secretary of State that the Bering 
Sea was a mare clausum, as it is termed in the law, and that 
when the purchase was made by the United States of this terri- 
tory containing the seals and the adjacent waters it embraced 
this sea—it found that that claim was not well founded. 

We had an arbitration, the arbitrators being Ss on the 
one side by the President of the United States, under the advice of 
of the then Secretary of State, the late distinguished James G. 
Blaine, and on the other side by the home Government of Great 
Britain. The question was submitted to them whether or not 
there had been any damages committed by the United States upon 
the vessels and property of citizens of Great Britain. The arbi- 
trators found the fact—and it is conceded by the gentleman from 
Illinois [Mr. CANNON], and will not be denied by anybody, because 
the reports to this House and the Senate establish it beyond ques- 
tion—that under the instructions from cur Government our cruis- 
ers seized in the Bering Sea 18 vessels, of all which the captains 
and crews were claimed to be British subjects. It is true that 
while the arbitration was going on it was agreed between the ar- 
bitrators negotiating for both the Government of the United 
States and the Government of Great Britain that they would leave 
out of consideration the question of the value of the contents of 
the vessels and the question of the value of the catch which they 
were prevented from making. 

Now, it was claimed by the British Government that these vessels 
and their contents were worth $542,000, leaving out what is called 
consequential damages and speculative damages, amounting to 
nearly $300,000 more, which it was agreed between the arbitrators 
should not be considered, they confining themselves to the ascer- 
tainment of the facts as to how many vessels were captured or 
warned out of the Bering Sea and the question what was the value 
of those vessels and what was their ownership. 

Mr. TERRY. What became of the vessels? 

Mr. HOOKER of Mississippi. They were captured or warned 


out. 

= TERRY. Were they turned over to their owners after- 
wards? 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE. Some were seized and some were sim- 
ply warned out. 

Mr. TERRY. Were any finally retained by the United States? 

Mr. HITT. A part of them were taken into Pitcairn and con- 
demned under admiralty proceedings. 

Mr. HOOKER of Mississippi. Yes; a part of them were con- 
demned in the admiralty courts; those that were warned off, as a 
matter of course, simply obeyed the warning and ceased their dep- 
redations. 

Now, the difference between the Alabama case alluded to by 
the gentleman from Illinois and this case is that the Alabama 
tribunal considered with reference to matters that had already 
been accomplished, which were, as the French say, un fait ac- 
compli. The thing was settled up, as to that. 

[Here the hammer fell.] 
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Mr. BRECKINRIDGE. I yield to the gentleman two minutes 
more. 

Mr. HOOKER of Mississippi. The tribunal said with reference 
to that, “‘ We will ascertain what were the actual damages, but we 
will not go into the question of speculative damages.” Now, the 
difference between the Alabama case and this case in that respect 
is that these vessels were equipped in Canadian waters and were 
sent to the Bering Sea to prosecute the seizure of the seals. A 
large expense had been incurred by the owners of the vessels in 
equipping them, fitting them up, and sailing them to the Bering 
Sea. It was a question, therefore, as to what amount of damages 
was sustained by these people who were then prosecuting what 
was conceded by both parties to the arbitration to be a lawful act; 
and if it was a lawful act the necessary consequence was that the 
Government of the United States was responsible for whatever 
damages accrued. 

Now, it is conceded that if you should establish another com- 
mission—the former commission having cost the United States, as 
I am reminded by my friend from Kentucky, $240,000—if you 
propose now the appointment of another commission under the 
agreement that the question of damages and the question of owner- 
ship shall be considered, and if that commission should consider 
alone the question of the actual value of the vessels condemned by 
the admiralty courts and the actual ifijuries sustained by the cap- 
tains and crews of those vessels, many of whom were imprisoned 
by the decrees of the courts of the United States and suffered im- 
prisonment for a long while—if all these questions are to be con- 
sidered, it is not improbable that the damages will amount to a 
million dollars. 

Iask, then, has not the present Secretary of State, Mr. Gresham, 
acted wisely and well, considering the extent of the findings of 
the arbitrators and the admitted lability of the United States for 
the damagessthat after this consideration he could succeed in 
having accepted $425,000 to cover the whole claim rather than 
again to open up the enormous expense involved in the proceed- 
ings of a commission, with the possible result of a largely in- 
creased award against the Government of the United States, and 
especially in view of the fact that we admit for damages the 
United States Government is liable? 

Here the hammer fell. 
r. CANNON of Illinois. I yield ten minutes tothe gentleman 
from Iowa [Mr. HENDERSON]. 

Mr. HENDERSON of Iowa. Mr. Chairman, let us distinctly 
understand what the claim is that is involved in this discussion. 
The first claim put in by the British Government, representing 
these shipowners, was for the sum of $439,171. Subsequently 
they filed an amended claim bringing the amount up to $542,169.26. 
The Secretary of State, not having any hint or request from the 
British Government, made a proposition to settle the question of 
yay i by the payment of $425,000, and that, too, in face of the 
fact that the original treaty provided a way for arriving at the 
damages, if any, which the Government of the United States 
would be liable for. Ignoring that treaty providing for sucha 
commission,, this proposition to pay $425,000 was made by the rep- 
resentative of our Government to the British Government, and 
we were not allowed to sleep over night before it was accepted, 
and the United States Government was congratulated on the 
prompt settlement of the matter. 

Mr. Chairman, one of the very best equipped men in regard to 
foreign questions in this or perhaps in any other country is the 
Hon. John W. Foster, who was our attorney or counsel in connec- 
tion with this Bering Sea matter. After the action of the com- 
mission at Paris he felt it to be his duty to write to his Govern- 
ment and say that of the $438,171 claimed by the British Govern- 
ment there was $357,353 wholly without any basis of right or any 
legal claim against the Federal Government, leaving only open to 
discussion, on the claim presented by the British Government 
itself, the sum of $81,818; and yet, in the face of this declaration 
by a representative of our Government, our chosen counsel, and 
one whom foreign governments send for to shed the light of his 
large knowledge of international law on their diplomatic ques- 
tions, the sum of $425,000 is coolly offered to the British Govern- 
ment in settlement of the claim. 

One thing must not be forgotten in this connection. No United 
States citizen is entitled to one dollar of damages; but yet Mr. 
Foster tells his Government, in the discharge of his duty, that 10 
of the ships for which damages are claimed were owned in whole 
or in part, and mostly in whole, by citizens of the United States 
sailing under the British flag and engaged in this sealing business. 

For one, Mr. Chairman, I want a commission to probe this 
whole question to the bottom before we dump half a million dol- 
lars, most of it to go into the pockets of citizens of our own coun- 
try sneaking under the British flag to raid the Bering Sea. 

ut let us look for a moment at the nature of their prospective 
claims. This is a most extraordinary collection. Here is a vessel, 
for instance, claimed to be worth $4,000 under the British state- 
ment, where the claim for prospective damages, that is the catch 
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of seals that they hoped to have obtained if they had been allowed 
to toy with the seal, is $16,667. A mighty good investment for a 
$4,000 vessel to bring such wonderful dividends in its operation 
in @ very short period. Here is another ship worth $6,000, and 
put in for prospective damages for seals they hoped to catch at 
the same sum, $16,667. Another, again for $4,000, claiming the 
same amount. And here is one ship, the Sayward, puts in a nice 
little claim for attorney’s fees and court expenses of $62,847.12. 
And soon. Here is another vessel estimated to be worth $8,000, 
and they claim over $17,000 prospective damages; another worth 
$12,000, where they claim $24,750; another one worth $7,000, for 
which they ask $15,000, and so on to the end of the list. 

Now, this is not a matter to turn on the mere questiogof dol- 
lars and cents. We are not in such a hurry in these times of a 
depressed Treasury as to justify us in dumping a half million dol- 
lars into British pockets and to certain American citizens sailing 
under the British flag, especially in view of the fact that we have 
thousands of our own American citizens whose claims have been 

nding in the Departments for years, many in judgment, which 
we not been paid, and who have been knocking at the doors of 
Congress for long and weary years to get their pay. I say in such 
a condition we ought not to be in any such hurry to dump this 
$425,000 into the coffers of Great Britain, especially when we have 
high authority for the statement that the claims, the bulk of them, 
are unwarranted and unjust. In the Geneva award the rule was 
adjudicated against us, but Great Britain now wants to turn the 
rule that we could not get the benefit of into her own favor, and 
we are asked to take a run and jump over a ten-rail stake-and- 
rider fence to pay this amount at the first summons from them! 

Let us have the commission provided for in the treaty. Let us 

robe this matter to the bottom, and if we have any English-Amer- 
icans trying to filch money out of our pockets by way of England, 
let us put them on the rack and find out where they belong. [Ap- 
plause.] I can not comprehend the reason for this haste. hy, 
the Treasury must be more plethoric than is shown by any glow- 
ing statement that has yet been made in respect to it. They do 
not know what to do with the money when they are thus anxious 
to benefit Great Britain and sneaking Americans. 

Now, Ihave kindly feelings toward Great Britain, and yet Iam 
not so hopelessly in love with her that I will forget my first duty 
to my own firesideinthis country. She always looks out for num- 
ber one, and she knows how to do it, too, but, for God’s sake, let 
us teach the British lion that the American eagle knows some- 
thing, too, andis not in a hurry to vacate her perch where she 
belongs. 

Not one good argument has been offered in committee by the 
State Department or on the floor of this House why we should 
not follow the course indicated in the treaty and have a commis- 
sion to thoroughly probe and test these questions. That is all that 
I have time to say, for I want my friend from Dlinois [Mr. Hirt], 
who is still more familiar with this question, to have time to spea 
upon this important matter. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. I hope the gentleman from Ken- 
tucky will occupy some time now. How much time have I re- 
maining, Mr. Chairman? 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Cannon] 
has twenty-five minutes remaining. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE. I yield ten minutes to the gentleman 
from Kentucky [Mr. McCreary. } 

Mr. McCREARY of Kentucky. Mr. Chairman, in the brief 
time allowed me I can not discuss this important amendment as 
fully as Idesire. The amendmentisvery important. It provides 
for the payment to the Government of Great Britain, according 
to the agreement reached by the exchange of notes of August 21, 
1894, in full satisfaction of all demands for damages against the 
United States growing out of the controversy between the two 
Governments as to the fur seals in Bering Sea under the award 
and findings of the Tribunal of Arbitration at Paris, $425,000. 

We are confronted with two romeo. We must accept one 
or the other, under a treaty obligation. We have either to agree 
to pr the lump sum of $425,000, the amount agreed upon by Sir 
Julian Pauncefote, the British ambassador, and the honorable 
Secretary of State, Mr. Gresham, or refer the matters in dispute 
to a joint commission. 

I have no hesitation in saying at the outstart that I am in favor 
of paying the sum of $425,000. I regret that we have been placed 
in an attitude where we have to pay this amount; but the gentle- 
men on the other side of this House can not claim that we caused 
the existing situation. It grows out of the arbitration agreed to 
by the last Republican Administration—Mr. Blaine on one side 
and the British ambassador on the other. Now, let us look briefly 
at the situation. In 1867 the United States Government acquired 
the Territory of Alaska by paying the sum of $7,200,000. hen 
we acquired Alaska we acquired also the Pribilof Islands, called 
St. Paul and St. George, where were seal rookeries. In 1870, a 
little over two years after we acquired Alaska, we leased our prop- 
erty for a large amount of money; so that from 1870 down to 1890 
we realized nearly one-half the amount paid for 
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In 1886 Canadian intrusion began, aud from 1886 it grew worse, 
and thousands of seals were slaughtered illegally and without au- 
thority. It was believed to be proper, in the Administration of 
Mr. Harrison, that these questions should be submitted te arbitra- 
tion, and a treaty was made providing for arbitration. The ar- 
bitrators were two gentlemen appointed by the President of the 
United States, two appointed by Her Britannic Majesty, one by 
the President of the French Republic, one by the King of Italy, 
and one by the King of Sweden and Norway. The arbitrators 
were in session for months, and five important points were sub- 
mitted to them, on each of which they rendered a distinct decision, 
and each decision was against the United States. As the gentle- 
man from Maine [Mr. DINGLEY] well said, the Paris arbitration 
was a flat failure, so far as the United States were concerned. I 
now read from the award of the Paris Tribunai of Arbitration to 
show why damages are claimed against the United States: 

And whereas by article 8 of the said treaty, after reciting that the high 
contracting parties had found themselves unable to agree upon a reference 
which should include the question of the liability of each for the injuries al- 
leged to have been sustained by the other, or by its citizens, in connection 
with the claims presented and urged by it, and that ‘they were solicitous 
that this subordinate question should not interrupt or longer delay the sub- 
mission and determination of the main questions,” the high contracting par- 
ties aginee that “either of them might submit to the arbitrators any ques- 
tion of fact involved in said claims and ask for a finding thereon, the question 
of the liability of either Government upon the facts found to be the subject 
of further negotiation.” 

It has been ascertained, according to the report of the Secretary 
of State, which I now have before me, and which he furnishes 
this House, with a memorandum of additions and amendments 
made since the original presentation of the list of British claims 
for compensation for the seizure of British sealing vessels in 
the Bering Sea, that 18 British vessels were seized. The whole 
amount of the claim, as set forth in this report, is $542,169.26. But 
after negotiations between Sir Julian Pauncefote and the Secre- 
tary of State it was agreed that Great Britain should receive $425,- 
000 in full satisfaction of all demands for damages against the 
United States growing out of the controversy between the two 
Governments as to fur seals in Bering Sea under the award and 
findings of the Paris Tribunal. 

So that now we must determine whether we will send this to a 
joint commission or whether we will pay this lump sum, as it is 
called; of $425,000. Mr. Chairman, we all know the history of 
joint commissions. When these matters are referred toa joint 
commission the commissioners will have to be appointed and paid 
a large annual salary; witnesses will have to be summoned; 
lengthy investigations will be made; the United States will have 
to be represented by attorneys, and, in my opinion, if a joint com- 
mission is appointed to adjust and settle the damages the amount 
paid by the United States will be nearer $800,000 than $425,000. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE. Perhaps a million. 

Mr. McCREARY of Kentucky. My friend on my right says 
perhaps a million, and I agree with him. Thearbitratorsin Paris 
refused to specify how much should be paid by the United States, 
but declare that the amount of money must be settled by mutual 
agreement between the United States and Great Britain, or by 
the decision of a joint commission. 

Mr. Chairman, if there is a joint commission there will be 
claims for the seizure of 18 British sealing schooners in the open 
— of Bering Sea and the confiscation of their cargoes of seal 
skins. 

There will be claims of many British sealing schooners which 
were warned out of Bering Sea as soon as our cruisers could get 
there and do so after the publication of the first modus vivendi, of 
June 15, 1891. 

There will be claims also of officers and crews who were cap- 
tured with their vessels in 1886 and 1887 and sent to Sitka. 

These last-named claims were not considered by the British 
ambassador and the Secretary of State in the settlement agrecd 
upon by them, and they will be shut out if Congress will accept 
the recommendation of the President and Secretary of State, and 
settle all demands for damages by appropriating $425,000. 

I believe the members of this House who have examined this 
important amendment to the general deficiency bill now under 
consideration and the reasons which have caused it to be offered 
will agree with me that it is to the interest of our Government to 
ratify the settlement which has been made and pay $425,000 to 
the British Government. There should be immediate action. 
There should be no postponement until next session, as has been 
suggested. Promptness in the payment of the claims as agreed 
to will be in the line of economy, justice, and honor. 

Here the hammer fell. } 
r. CANNON of Illinois. I yield twenty minutes to my col- 
league [Mr. Hirt]. 

Mr. HITT. Mr. Chairman, the appropriation asked for here, of 
$425.000 for damages to British subjects who were prevented from 
catching seals in Bering Sea, to be paid to Great Britain, and by 
that Government to be paid over to claimants, is in part for 
grossly exaggerated claims, in part for a mass of fiction, pure 
fiction of imaginary seal catches added to these exaggerated 
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claims, and in part for outright frauds, pretended claims of 
British subjects, but really belonging to American citizens, who 
should be punished for violating their country’s laws, not paid. 
That is in brief the nature of these claims. The whole amount of 
the claims added together is $542,000. The President has proposed 
to pay $425,000 to settle them in a lump sum, without examina- 
tion. That would give every claimant four-fifths of all his claim— 
a vast sum to pay for fictions and frauds! The men who were 
conducting these Bering Sea seal-fishing ventures, instead of 
being. as both gentlemen who have advocated this amendment 
have stated, ‘‘engaged in a lawful occupation” were, in fact, as 
to more than half these claims, American citizens unlawfully en- 
gaged in transgressing an act of Congress which prohibited seal- 
ing in Bering Sea—a law absolutely binding upon them. We 
may be liable for actual damages to a British subject since the 
decision of the Paris Tribunal of Arbitration that we have no 
jurisdiction outside of the 3-mile limit, if we seize or warn him 
off from sealing there; but not so with Americans, for they are 
subject to our law, and we had a law forbidding sealing in those 
waters. Instead of being entitled to money they should have 
been srrested and fined. They are only entitled to punishment. 
They should go, not to the Treasury, but to jail. 

What are these claims? There were 18 ships went to catch 
seals in Bering Sea, which it is agreed on both sides were seized 
or warned off by the United States cruisers.. They are all claimed 
to have been owned by British subjects. Claims for two other 
ships have been added since, making 20 in all. As a matter of 
truth, 10 of these ships were owned by Americans, The real 
owners knew if they sent those ships into Bering Sea it was a 
violation of the laws of Congress forbidding seal fishing there, and 
these laws were the laws of their country, from whose penalties 
they could not escape if known. §So these owners put forward 
Canadians, British subjects, to conduct the work. How did they 
do it? Take one, the first one, Boscowitz. A man named Joseph 
Boscowitz, a rich man, an American citizen, as he stated to our 
Consul Myers at Victoria and Mr. T. T. Williams in San Francisco, 
made a partnership with a Captain Warren, a British subject, 
who was skilled in this business or craft, and lent him money to pay 
for his half of the vessels and ventures. So that Warren, who 
had no capital, was only nominally interested as half owner. The 
loans were secured to Boscowitz by mortgage on the vessels. 

He lent Warren money at such a high rate of interest that it 
took all the profits, leaving Warren nothing for the work. Then 
Warren became insolvent and Boscowitz closed down on him with 
his mortgages. But Boscowitz did not want the ships back in his 
own name. What then happened? They gota blacksmith named 
Thomas H. Cooper, a British subject living in San Francisco, a 
brother-in-law of Warren, to go up to Victoria, and when the 
sheriff sold off the whole fleet on the mortgages this blacksmith 
bought it all in for $1, and immediately executed mortgages on 
the ships at high figures to Boscowitz, and he has thus been the 
real owner. Boscowitz and Warren were there when this man 
Cooper bought the ships. The man did not even know the num- 
ber or names of the ships when he gave his testimony. 

He testified that he did not pay the dollar, but told Warren to 
pay it for him; and he signed all the papers and mortgages pre- 
sented to him by Boscowitz. 

Now, then, this man, Thomas H. Cooper, appears among the 
claimaints as an injured British subject, demanding $225,000 dam- 
ages for the seizure of these ships which really belonged to Bos- 
cowitz. That is the way ourGovernment is proposed to be plun- 
dered for a law-breaking American citizen. When you vote this 
and it is handed over to Sir Julian Pauncefote, whose action is 
purely ministerial and functional, is it to go, to the amount of 
four-fifths of $225,000, to Thomas H. Cooper, the British subject 
who served as the man of straw in this fraud, and who testifies 
that he has no interest whatever in it? 

He appears in the list as the claimant for and owner of the 
Grace, for which $88,142.57 is claimed; the Anna Beck, a steamer 
schooner, for which the claim is $27,863.04; the Dolphin, $40,201.50, 
and the Sayward, $118,957.12, There is a marvel, that little ship 
Sayward, with its wonderful bill—a soaring stretch of imagina- 
tion distancing all rivalry. She was registered by the owners at 
the customs office in Victoria as having not quite 60 tons. At 
$59.72 valuation per ton her actual value was $2,647.50. On that 
narrow basis this vast inflation of all sorts of multiplied and ficti- 
tious items is piled up into a claim for $118,000, apparently to go 
to Thomas H. Cooper, who swears that he had nothing to do with 
it at all, except to lend his name to this American Boscowitz in 
order to carry on a fraud, violate our laws, and deplete our Treas- 
ury by a claim sent around in this way through the British Gov- 
ernment, 

Mr. COX. 

Mr. HITT. 
to hear it? 

Mr. COX. 

Mr, HITT, 


Have you that testimony? 

I have Mr. Cooper's evidence her-, Do you want 
I would like to hear it. 

It is long, and I will not read all of it, 
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My name is Thomas Cooper; age, 56; residence, northeast corner of Laurel 
and Sacramento streets, San Francisco; occupation, blacksmith; resident of 
San Francisco thirty-three years. 

Q. Are you an American citizen? 

A. No, sir. 

= You have been the owner of several vessels which have been engaged in 
sealing? 

A. Yes, sir; they are in my name, I presume. 

. What were the vessels of which you were the owner? 

. To tell you the truth I know very little about them. They were sold at 
sheriff's sale up there and I bought them for $1. I was advised to do so by 
Captain Warren. 

Q. Up where? 

A. Up in Victoria. 

Q. What were the names of the vessels? 
wis i reeuty could not tell. There was the Sayward, and one was called the 

ornton, 


[ Laughter. ] 
The man did not know the names of his own vessels! 
_ Mr. McCREARY of Kentucky. What is the gentleman read- 
ing from? 
_ Mr. HITT. Iam reading from the Counter case of the United 
States, page 321 of the proceedings before the Tribunal of Arbitra- 
tion at Paris. 
. Can you give the names of the other vessels? 
. Lean not give the names. 
Q. Would you know them if they were repeated to you? 
A. Yes, sir; I would -know—some—of them 
{ Laughter. | 
This is the claimant for $225,000! He thinks he would know 
the names of some of his vessels. [Laughter. ] 
. The Anna Beck? 
. Yes, sir. 
. The Dolphin? 
. Yes, sir. 
. The Grace or Gracey? 
. Yes, sir; I think so. 
{ Laughter. ] 
That was the best knowledge that this British subject, whose 
property has suffered such injury at our hands, had of his two 
hundred and twenty-five thousand dollar fleet! 


. Will you state how you came to purchase these vessels? 

A. By the advice of my brother-in-law, Captain Warren. He was to manage 
om. He had my power of attorney to manage them, and he knowsall about 
them. 

2. And you paid $1 for them? 

. No, sir; I paid $1 for the whole lot. 

Q. For the whake lot? 

A. I think so. 


Mr. HUDSON. Was this man a British subject? 
Mr. HITT. He was a British subject. ‘That is why they were 
put in his name, in order to facilitate this fraud. 


2. How many vessels did you purchase for $1? 
. Iean not tell you; I bought them all. 


{ Laughter. ] 
This man bought a fleet, and did not even know the number of 
vessels in it! Just before that he was asked: 


Q. When you made the purchase they were sold under the mortgage? 
A. 1 believe so. 

Q. Who held the mortgage? 

A. A man by the name of Boscowitz. 


This man Boscowitz was an American citizen. All of the wit- 
nesses testify that he is a well-known American citizen. 

He is the real owner of the vessels. 

2. Did you buy these vessels for yourself? 

A. I was advised to buy them by Captain Warren and he was to manage 
them, and I have paid very little attention to them. 


2 Did you pay the dollar? 
. Yes, sir; 1 authorized him to do it. 


{Laughter. | 


Q. Subsequent to the purchase of these vessels did Boscowitz hold a mort- 
gage on them? 
‘* I believe so. 
. For the full value? 
. Leould not tell you that. 
or a million dollars. 


[ Laughter. ] 


Q. Did you give the mortgage to him? 2 
A. I believe I renewed the mortungs. I know I signed a lot of Papers. I 
was 80 little interested that I do not know what I apes aay. ey were 
both there, and they told me it was a matter of form and I would not be 
troubled any more. : 
Q. You did just as they directed you to do? 
A. Exactly. 
. You had no interest in them whatever? 
. No, sir; none. 
Q. You have no interest in the vessels now? 
A. No, sir. 
Q. None at all? 
A. Only they are in my name, and I was told to keep them in my name. 
. You have never paid any money for the management of those vessels? 
. No, sir. 
Q. Did you ever receive any remuneration from the earnings of those ves 
sels? 
A. No, sir. 
Q. ve you ever been called upon to advance any money? 
A. No, sir. 
2. one Ley you now claim any interest in those vessels? 
. No, sir. 
. Who was the holder of the mortgage? 
. It must have been Boscowitz. 


I was not there. 


I really do not know whether it wasa dollar 
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Q. Was there any arrangement that you know of between Mr. Warren and 
Mr. Boscowitz as to these vessels? 

A. I do not know the least thing about it in that respect. 
the papers. 

Q. Do you know anything about a claim being put in for you against the 
Se of the United States? 

A. No, sir. 


I simply signed 


Mr. COX. 
sale? 

Mr. HITT. Ihaveexplained that. Boscowitz went into a pre- 
tended partnership with Warren, who had no money. He lent 
Warren the money to take his share in the partnership, and 
charged him such high interest that Warren became insolvent 
and was sold out. Then, when Warren was sold out, this man 
Cooper was brought on to buy the vessels in, and after he bought 
them in he mortgaged them for more than they were worth to 
Boscowitz, who thus held them still. 

Mr. COX. Is this man Cooper a claimant? 

Mr. HITT. Heistheclaimant. He is the British lion that is 
roaring at us—this man who paid $1 for a fleet of vessels, or 
rather let someone else pay it for him. [Laughter.] Now, Mr. 
Chairman, this affidavit is long, and I can not read it all; but I 
have read enough to show its character. This British subject 
told the truth right through. He admitted that he was a mere 
man of straw, and that Boscowitz, who is an American citizen, 
owned the whole fleet, had been operating the vessels all summer, 
and had taken him into the business in order that he might with 
impunity violate our laws, escape punishment, and lay the founda- 
tion for a fraudulent claim, which he hoped to ‘get through the 
State Department, though probably at the time he did not think 
that it would ever come for criticism before Congress. 

Mr. HUNTER. Who were the commission that allowed this 
claim? 

Mr. HITT. It never has been allowed. 

Mr. HUNTER. Who audited it? 

Mr. HITT. It never has beenanudited. It has simply been pre- 
sented with others to our Government. These claims were pre- 
sented before the Paris Tribunal but no action taken, withdrawn, 
and last summer presented to our Government here, in all $542,- 
000. The President directed the Secretary of State to offer alump 
sum of $425,000, or four-fifths of all claimed. The lump sum isso 
near the whole amount of this exorbitant claim that the State De- 
partment seems to have been making a desperate effort to main- 
tain the parity between claims and payments. [Laughter.| 

The whale amount claimed is $542,000, of which, according to 
the best information and according to the testimony, Americans are 
the real parties in interest for $360,000. I ask gentlemen to bear 
in mind those figures. I repeat it, the testimony which has been 
printed in the appendix to the counter case of the United States, 
and will be found in the printed papers which were before the 
Paris Tribunal of Arbitration, shows that of the $542,000 Americans 
have $360,000. A. J. Bechtel was the real owner of the big claim 
for the Carolina, $24,313, and the two claims for the Pathfinder, 
for which claim was made in the name of Munsio & Carne, amount- 
ing altogether to $55,000. He is an American citizen, residing in 
San Francisco. Then there is A. Frank, who was a partner of 
Gutman, and his claim was put in Gutman’s name; but Gutman 
has been long dead, and A. Frank really owns it. Their relations 
were like those of Boscowitz and Warren, which I have just ex- 
plained. The same game was played in this case as in the others. 

--¥ TAYLOR of Indiana. en was the arbitration author- 
ized? 

Mr. HITT. There has been no arbitration on this matter; this 
is simply a claim which has been presented. The Black Diamond 
was a similar case—a claim in the name of Gutman, a British 
subject, but A. Frank is the real party in interest. Then comes 
his claim for the Alfred Adams, $20,433. That ship comes in again 
as the Lily under an alias like a thief and makes a second claim 
for $17,185. That makes over $55,000 for Frank. Foot them all 
up and they make $360,000 which will go to American citizens 
out of $542,000. If this passes they will all get from the State 
Department, through the British Government, their ratio or 
four-fifths of their claims. That would leave $182,000 claimed b 
—— _ have not been shown thus far to be other than Britis 
claimants. 

Now, as to the character of these claims, what are they? The 
great mass is substantially made up of claims for seal skins that 
they did not catch, for earnings they did not earn, for probable or 
estimated catch. I mentioned that ship Sayward, her true value, 
$2,647.50; probable catch, $19,250, and then a long list of swelling 
details = enormous sums for this little tub, making a claim of 
$118,957.12. ‘*But one-half pennyworth of bread to this intoler- 
able deal of sack.” [Laughter.] 

Mr. COX. Has the gentleman made an analysis showing what 


How did those vessels happen to be sold at sheriff's 


portion of the claims under this biil are the claims of American 
citizens assuming to sail as British subjects? 
Mr. HITT. This bill does not distinguish them. But if Oat 
e 


000 is paid they will all receive their proportion pro rata. 





proportion of the Americans would be as 360 to 542, and the pro- 
portion of the British would be as 182 to 542. 

But the claim itself is bad, is exaggerated, is inflated with ele- 
ments that ought to be wholly rejected. It is wrong; it is rotten. 

Mr. TAYLOR of Indiana. All of it? 

Mr. HITT. No; there is a just claim at bottom for the real 
values actually lost by genuine British claimants. I will state 
the facts fairly. Estimated or prospective earnings ought not to 
be paid. Over twenty years ago we tried toestablish such aclaim 
against the British in the Alabama claims dispute for our ships 
destroyed. We were beaten and the law was settled. A claim 
for probable earnings and all that class of speculative damages 
was argued on our behalf at great length before the Geneva Tri- 
bunal, which decided the Alabama claims; and the general doc- 
trine of international law which had been declared in our Supreme 
Court by Justice Story long before was then announced to the 
whole world by the highest tribunal of international law that ever 
sat—a court of nations. And they decided against us. They 
declared that though a ship was burned to the water’s edge just 
as she was starting upon a whaling cruise the owners should 
receive nothing but the value of the ship, not the value of the 
catch—not a cent for that. 

The impressive words of that decision have already been read 
in this debate, butthey are so weighty and so brief that I may be 
allowed to read them once more. They are found in the last edi- 
tion of Wheaton, they are found in every work on international 
law published since 1872, as the doctrine which by the consensus 
of mankind is now the rule of right, of public law, and interna- 
tional justice. I will not read the words of Justice Story and of 
Sedgwick’s Measure of Damages, and will read only the langnage 
of the august Geneva Tribunal when they decided against us at 
the time we made a claim similar to that, made here by the 
British: 

Whereas prospective earnings can not properly be made the subject of 
compensation inasmuch as they depend in their nature upon future and uncer- 
tain contingencies, the tribunal is unanimously of opinion that there is no 
rround for awarding to the United States any sum by way of indemnity un- 

er this head. 

That referred to vessels destroyed by corsairs—British ships— 
during our war. 

The parallel with the present case is complete. It is England 
that here presents the claim, as it was the United States that pre- 
sented the case there. The uncertainty of a voyage in the cloudy 
and perilous seas of the boisterous Northwest is full as great as 
in a whaling cruise. But the principle is settled. Such claims 
are wholly inadmissible, and that is all there is of it. 

Now, what do you suppose is the proportion of these estimated 
catch items in the claims? My colleague [Mr. CANNON] stated it 
in general terms. I have the accurate amounts here. Out of the 
$439,161.48 of claims filed first at Paris, and set out fully in the 
large blue book printed by the British Government, $357,353 is for 
‘‘estimated catch ”—that is, for the catch which they did not 
catch! Adding all the claims that have been brought in since, 
making up the $542,000 of present claims, I find it is $377,000 that 
is estimated catch. This is more than three-fourths of the whole. 
The claim of ships for what they did not catch is three times as 
great as for all loss actually suffered, taking their losses at their 
own extravagant figures. Take the $377,000 claimed for estimated 
catch out of the $542,000, and there is but $165,000 of damages 
for real losses to British and pe British claims, and those 
losses are greatly exaggerated. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE. I think the gentleman is mistaken in 
stating the amount. 

Mr. HITT. Iam pretty certain I am not mistaken. 
book before me. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE. I have examined it carefully. 

Mr. HITT. On page 162 of the President’s answer to the Sen- 
ate of February 11, being Executive Document No. 67, there is the 
computation as reported by the agent of the United States to the 
Secretary of State, and I have read the figures from that very 
careful report of ex-Secretary Foster. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE. But I think if the gentleman will ex- 
amine the documents on w**~h the claims are based, he will find 
the amount is $300,000 instea . of $377,000. 

Mr. HITT. The documents, if carefully examined, read the 
same way with the same result. What we have before us in Ex- 
ecutive Document 1382 is a reprint, as is most of Executive Docu- 
ment 67, of documents submitted to the Arbitration Tribunal. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE. I will not interrupt the gentleman 


I have the 


further. 

Mr. HITT. Ido not think there can be a variation as to the 
facts there. I am satisfied that the amount I have stated is cor- 
rect. 


I do not know that it would be well to go through all the de- 
tails of these claims. The time, in fact, would not permit it. 
But the claims are remarkable, also, in ingenious exaggeration of 
detailed losses. Ships worth two or three thousand dollars each 
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have appended to them for attorneys’ and counsel fees an item of 
$1,250. They must be high-priced lawyers out there, charging 
such sums as that in the case of a tub; though it certainly, Mr. 
Chairman, required a good deal of skill to have made up the claims 
in this shape. 

Then, again, vessels worth three to five thousand dollars are put 
down at $6,000, $10,000, or $12,000 for the ships themselves, besides 
all the other items which are equally inflated. On page 338 of the 
counter case of the United States are some interesting examples. 
The Carolena, value claimed for the ship proper, $4,000; real 
value, $1,905.06. The Thornton, value claimed, $6,000; tonnage 
claimed, 78 tons; actual registered tons shown at the custom-house 
at Victoria, 29.36; real value, $2,258.37. The Onward, valueclaimed, 
$4,000; real value, $1,497.76. W. P. Sayward, tons claimed, 1354; 
actual registered tons, 59.79; value claimed, $6,000; real value, 
$2,647.50. The Grace, tons claimed, 182; value claimed, $12,000; 
actual tons registered, 76.87; real value, $5,068.03. The Dolphin, 
tons claimed, 174; tons actually registered, 60.10; value claimed, 
$12,000; real value, $4,144.49. The Ada, value claimed, $7,000; 
real value, $3,401.05. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr.CANNON of [llinois. I yield the remainder of the time to 
which I am entitled, five minutes, to the gentleman from Illinois. 

Mr. HITT. I shall hurry through, Mr. Chairman, and be as 
brief as possible in my remarks. 

The point claimed by the gentleman from Kentucky, who opened 
this debate, that under the modus vivendi agreed upon between 
the two Governments in 1892, we were bound for these claims for 
estimated catch is a mistake. A modus vivendi, as gentlemen 
know, is simply a provisional agreement. It was then agreed, by 
article 5, in view of the Arbitration Tribunal, which was soon to 
meet at Paris, that if the decision as to our jurisdiction over Ber- 
ing Sea went in our favor and against the British Government, 
they should pay us the difference between 7,500 seals = annum, 
to which we were to restrict our killing on the Pribilof Islands, 
and the catch we might have taken without undue diminution of 
the seal herds had it not been for this outside sealing. Our ordi- 
nary killing before the slaughter by the Canadian poachers had 
been 100,000 annually. 

By that temporary arrangement, if the decision turned out to be 
that we had a right to the seals to the exclusion of others in Bering 
Sea,the British were to pay for the difference between the 7,500 and 
what we might have taken in the regular sealing season if there had 
been no disturbance by pelagic sealing. On the other hand, if the 
decision of the setenal wan against us, and affirmed the right of 
British sealers to take seals in Bering Sea, we were to pay for the 
difference in the catch actually made and the catch that might 
have been made without undue diminution of the herds; to pay 
Great Britain for abstaining from the exercise of that right dur- 
ing the pendency of arbitration, upon the basis of such a regu- 
lated or limited catch or catches as in the opinion of the arbitra- 
tors might have been taken without an undue diminution of the 
seal herds. 

It was an agreement, almost in the shape of a bet, made be- 
tween the two Governments as to the result of the Arbitration 
Tribunal. But before the decision came on, and while the tri- 
bunal was sitting, both sides agreed to abandon this agreement 
and contingent for estimated-catch claim; and on the 3ist of May 
Sir Charles Russell rose and announced that Great Britain would 
not ask the tribunal for any finding for damages upon and under 
article 5 of the convention or modus vivendi of April 18, 1892; 
and Mr. Edward J. Phelps, on the part of the American Govern- 
ment, rose and said that the United States Government would not 
on its behalf ask the tribunal for any finding for damages upon 
and under article 5 of the convention or modus vivendi of April 
18, 1892. 

That is the article with the speculative damages in it for the 
winning side; something nearly in the nature of a bet between the 
parties as to the result of the decision of the tribunal. That is 
set forth fully on pages 162 and 163 of the Senate Executive Docu- 
ment No. 67 to which I have referred, where Sir Charles Russell 
announces: 

Although I think it might be argued that this tribunal is required by Ar- 
ticle V to give damages— 

And I hope the gentleman when he comes to close this discus- 
sion will reply to this— 


on the basis of a limited catch or catches— 
That is this very thing— 


which m ight have been taken in Bering Sea—in all the circumstauces of the 
case Great Britain does not desire to press that view upon the tribunal, and, 


therefore, will ask for no finding for comes upon and under that fifth 
article of the modus vivendi. Both the United Statesand Great Britain have 
abandoned any claim for damages under that head. 

That answers all the gentleman has said as to our being bound 
by the modus vivendi. The value of the ships in this list is greatly 
exaggerated, as I have stated. 


When a ship was caught it was taken to Sitka. There it was 
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appraised, and in every case except two the owners declared 
that the appraised value was exorbitant and they would not give 
bond for the amount. I have liere the letter of Mr. Bayard to Mr. 
West, the British minister, in reference to that matter, notifying 
him September 27, 1888, that these men would not give bond be- 
cause the ships Grace, Dolphin, Anna Beck, and Ada were ap- 
praised beyond their value. And yet that appraisement was far 
below, in some cases, one-third of what they claim now. 

Again, they charge double for the price of guns, small boats, 
rifles, etc. ere is the testimony of experts upon that point, 
showing that there is exaggeration everywhere. For supplies 100 
per cent excess has been charged in many cases, and wherever the 
details are given the prices are shown to be exaggerated. As far 
as the Americans are concerned, to whom a part of this award 
would go, instead of receiving payment they ought to be punished 
for their action. It is all a fraudas to them. And yet in the 
face of these facts this amount has been offered by the State De- 
partment. But, Mr. Chairman, we are not to be frightened by 
the threats of the expense of a commission to settle this if we do 
not make this appropriation, and the cost of lawyers amd the pre- 
sentation of more claims. 

We are not now in the position of a nervous State Depart- 
ment. The pretense that we had better accept this than run the 
risk of having the amount greatly enlarged has no weight, for the 
reason that no more claims can be presented now. That is plain 
from the words of the British ambassador. Let me read to you. 
When these claims were presented, June 7, 1894, to the State De- 
partment, Sir Julian Pauncefote said this included all British 
claims for compensation for the seizure of British sealing vessels 
in Bering Sea: 

I have now the honor to transmit herewith, by direction of Her Majesty’s 
secretary of state for foreign affairs, a comes list and quamedey or those 


claims, together with memoranda of the additions and amendments made 


since their original presentation. The whole of the claims, excepting that 
of the Henrietta and that of the Black Diamond (1886), were laid before the 
Tribunal of Arbitration. 

Do not say now that a commission appointed would have to 
face a million dollars of new claims. The word of an honorable 
minister is there, and he is acting in a disinterested ministerial 
capacity. 

One single word as to the expense of that commission. This 
last commission was the most splendid in its appointments and the 
longest in its existence, and the most elaborate and dignified that 
ever sat, and they did not consume the amount appropriated for 
them by more than $35,000, and the Department had to divide it 
up among their pets who weretherearguing thecase. Only $194,- 
223 was really spent and the rest was given away to the amount 
of $30,000, and even then the heart of the Washington lobby was 
made sick by having over $5,000 of that appropriation turned back 
into the Treasury, unable to be expended. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE. I yieldto the gentleman two minutes. 

Mr. HITT. From some familiarity with the State Department 
and its surroundings in the past, I know that Washington is a 

lace where claims breed like microbes. They are worse than 

acilli in their facility of multiplication, and claims commissions 
have been microbe killers. When I was connected with that De- 
partment there was a commission appointed which had presented 
to it $370,000,000—think of that vast sum—of Mexican claims. 
That commission rejected, extinguished, and wiped out 97} per 
cent of that sum; and if we call a commission here, as was pro- 
posed by Sir Julian Pauncefote, and name respectable, able men, 
one from each side and the third chosen by them, to go to San 
Francisco, where the real claims are, they will ferret them out 
at a cost of perhaps $15,000, and we will then probably pay about 
$50,000, which is about what is due. [Applause. ] 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Maine [Mr. DINGLEY] 
is recognized for ten minutes. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Mr. Chairman, it must be confessed that the 
present situation in which we have been placed by the Bering Sea 
award is an extremely disagreeable one. It is, it seems to me, a 
choice between two admitted evils. We have been brought to 
this situation by the facts which have been so well stated by the 
gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Hitt]. We seized in Bering Sea in 
the seasons of 1886, 1887, 1889, and 1890 eighteen pelagic sealers 
flying the British flag, with ostensible Canadian ownership. We 
seized these vessels on the contention that Bering Sea was mare 
clausum and not an open sea, and on the further contention that 
the seals which were accustomed to herd upon the seal islands 
during each season were the property of the United States. In 
consequence of these contentions we submitted to arbitration by a 
body known as the Paris Tribunal all of the questions involved; 
first, as to whether or not Bering Sea was an open sea and the seals 
herding upon the seal islands were the property of the United 
States, with. the provision also that in case of these questions being 
adjudicated in either direction, then the victorious side might 
present to this tribunal any facts bearing on the seizures, have 
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them reported upon, the liability, in view of those facts, to be de- 
termined by subsequent negotiations. 

The tribunal, sitting at Paris in the spring and summer of .1893, 
determined the two substantial questions against us. First, they 
determined that Bering Sea was an open sea, and that the United 
States had no jurisdiction beyond 3 miles from the coast line. 
Secondly, they decided that the seals herding on the seal islands 


were not the property of the United States. The two substantial 
contentions on which the United States rested its claim were there- 
fore decided against this Government. 

The tribunal then proceeded to hear and report certain facts 
that were presented, these facts being that certain vessels floating 
the British flag, and claiming Canadian ownership, had been 
seized by the United States, 18 in number. There were really 21 
seizures, but 18 different vessels. The only fact that was deter- 
mined by this tribunal was that these vessels were seized in the 
open sea. The necessary inference from the facts, although not 
specifically determined by the tribunal, is that the United States 
is responsible in damages for the seizure of these vessels. 

The tribunal expressly stated that it left open entirely the ques- 
tion as to ownership of these vessels, leaving that to be considered 
by subsequent negotiations. They of course did not determine as 
to the liability of our Government for the seizure of these 18 ves- 
sels, beyond what could be shown to have British ownership. So 
far as there was American ownership there was no liability rest- 
ing against this Government. 

Now, that was the state of facts presented to the State Depart- 
ment when it took up this case. After considering it they found 
that there had been presented claims as damages by the Canadi- 
ans bills for $542,000, without including interest. This, however, 
did not include all the damages that may be presented, for there 
remain the claims of 30 persons arrested or detained by the officers 
of our Government in the course of these seizures. 


3ut in these | 
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retary of State is excessive. I believe that a much smaller sum 
would have been accepted to close up the matter. But yet I am 
brought face to face with this alternative, and thatis the alterna- 
tive of the submission of this question to another umpire, who 
will be chosen by a foreign Government; and what will come out 
of that alternative I am unable to say. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE. Mr. Chairman, what the gentleman 
from Maine has said covers so much of what I intended to say in 
closing the argument that I do not know that it is necessary to 
add anything. Weare presented with the alternative, as he has 
suggested, that we have to pay something. It is a pure question 
of what we shall pay and how weshall pay. The gentleman from 
Illinois is entirely correct in saying that claims are bred and grow 
rapidly and to great strength and size whenever we have a for- 
eign dispute. We see it here. They have grown, and will grow 
enormously if we put them off, and give full opportunity and un- 
limited temptation. 

I confess, Mr. Chairman, that I do not look with any degree of 
alarm upon what seems to grieve the hearts of the gentlemen 
from Illinois and the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. HENDERSON], that 
some of this money may go into the pockets of American citizens. 
As between American citizens and Englishmen, if somebody has to 
get it, I would stand by with some pious resignation and see it go 
into the pockets of an American rather than into the pockets of an 
Englishman. When this appropriation is voted down it will only 
give better opportunity for an illegal Canadian claimant to go be- 
fore a commission and, on testimony taken at a long distance from 
here, obtain claims which he can not obtain if this su: of money 
isgiven. This $425,000 puts a stop to any further perjury or infla- 
tion of claims, and of course is obnoxious to those who hope for 
fees, salaries, commissions, and illegitimate claims. Unintention- 
ally the gentlemen are making these improper gains possible. 

Mr.LIVINGSTON. Will the gentleman yield to me for a ques- 


claims for damages there is found a claim for $375,000 or there- | tion? 


abouts for the expected catch, not actual catch that had taken 
place at the time of the seizures, but prospective catches, esti- 
mated catches, and those estimated catches figure to the extent of 
$375,000, leaving about $175,000 as actual claimed damages, 

Now, I believe with my friend from Illinois [Mr. Hirt] that this 
claim for prospective damages ought to have no standing in any 
tribunal that may adjudicate this case, but I will not say surely 
that it will not have a standing in the commission that will be 
formed to adjudicate this matter. I remember that we had the 
Halifax Tribunal, where we submitted the question of damages to 
a commission, one member of which was chosen by ourselves, 
one by the British Government, and the third, the umpire, to be 
chosen precisely as the umpire of the prospective commission in 
this case is to be nominated, from one of the foreign Govern- 
ments, making him practically the commissioner who decides the 
damages in these claims. 

Now, in the case of the Halifax award we all believed that there 
never would be a cent of damages awarded against us. But the 
Belgian umpire made an award of $5,000,000 against the United 
States, and we.were obliged to pay it. . 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE. Does the gentleman remember how 
much of it was consequential damages? 

Mr. DINGLEY. Nearly all of it; the prospective value of the 
inshore fisheries. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE. I wanted to bring that out, and in- 
tended to do so in my closing argument. 

Mr. DINGLEY. We have felt outraged about that award ever 
since. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. 
make a single suggestion? 

Mr. DINGLEY. Yes, sir. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. It is that this sum of money can 
not be appropriated except by Congress; and I do not believe the 
American Congress will ever make an appropriation for the pay- 
ment of speculative damages. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Wel), Mr. Chairman, that may be. We did 
make an appropriation of $5,000,000 to pay the Halifax award 
when the verdict went against us. 

What troubles me in this case is the fact that we have to choose 
between two admitted evils. Now, Ihave no doubt at all that the 
award of $425,000 is an excessive one. 

Mr. HITT. There is no parallel between this and the Halifax 
award, as it was subsequently proved that the speculative dam- 
ages as awarded were all obtained through perjury. 

Mr. DINGLEY. I agree with you entirely in this matter. 
Now, what I wanted to call the attention of the committee to was 
that it is a choice between two evils. I admit that $425,000 is 
three times the actual damages sustained by those pelagic sealers; 
and I think, too, with the gentleman from [linois, that it will be 
found, if the facts can be brought out, that more than three- 
fourths of the ownership of the vessels flying the British flag 
would prove to be American. I believethe offer made bythe Sec- 
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Will the gentleman permit me to 








Mr. BRECKINRIDGE. Certainly. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. If this $425,000 is not accepted by the 
present Congress and arbitration is had to settle it, would not an- 
other Congress have supervision of whatever settlement is had? 
Therefore we have nothing to risk. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE. Your questionis based on the hypoth- 
esis that the Congress of the United States will refuse to pay an 
award of a legally constituted tribunal. If ever under an inter- 
national agreement we agree to pay a certain amount, God forbid 
that the Congress of the United States, in the presence of the 
world, shall refuse to make that payment and be delinquent at 
the international bar of public honesty and universal integrity. 
Idonot believe thatit willevercometothat. Itneverhasyet. We 
have paid all the judgments obtained at international courts, and 
I believe always will. It is purely a question of how much we 
shall pay and how it shall be ascertained. 

My friend from Illinois [Mr. Hirt] is, as a rule, extremely accu- 
rate, but his inaccuracy in this instance shows how in the heat of 
debate men make statements that they can not stand to. He says 
that it seems as if most of these claimants charge for legal serv- 
ices $1,250. Now, if he had examined he would have found that 
there are but three who claim $1,250, while there are nine who put 
up with $250. That is but a fair specimen of how the gentleman 
has allowed himself in the heat of debate to make statements about 
figures. If he will take the record and go over it he will find that 
the whole amount of consequential damages is $300,000 and not 
$377,000. It is true that there is a statement of Mr. Foster which 
seems to confirm that, but when the gentleman adds up these 
claims he will find that they amount to only $300,000. 

Mr. HITT. I stated that there were so many cases where the 
claim was$1,250 that theaggregate of the legal expenses mounted up 
to a great deal more than that. There are several at $850, some 
at $1,250, and in one case I understand the amount was $10,000. 

Mr. McCREARY of Kentucky. That may be, but my friend 
said they were all put at $1,250. 

Mr. HITT. Sir Julian Pauncefote expressly states that the 
claims filed are a complete list and summary of all the claims for 
the seizure of British sailing vessels in Bering Sea. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE. But he expressly states that if they are 
not settled and a convention is called he shall be at liberty to file 
other claims. 

Mr. HITT. No; he says that this shall in no way prejudice the 
claimants by limiting them to $442,000, but he does not say that 
other claims may come in. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE. How can you keep claimants out? 
Let me put one case to the gentleman. We imprisoned certain 
sailors who were engaged in a lawful pursuit, as decided by the 
Paris Tribunal, one of whom died from the effects of being im- 
prisoned in a jail on the western coast. No claim has yet been 
put in by his heirs, but does not the gentleman think that unless 
we make this settlement there will be a claim, and a just one, for 
that man’s death? It has been decided that his vessel was on the 
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high seas, that he was engaged in a lawful business, and that the 
United States unlawfully arrested, detained, and immured him 
in prison, from the effects of which imprisonment he died. 

Mr. HITT. The answer is that if a commission were called, 
according to Sir Julian’s letter it would be limited to these claims, 
and they are.all the claims. As to the claim which the gentle- 
man suggests, it could be presented to the State Department at 
any time, under the international law, as such claims are pre- 
sented from all foreign countries. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE. It would bepresented to any commis- 
sion that might be appointed and we would be obliged to pay 
whatever they found due. 

Mr. HITT. It could not go to the commission. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE. It would undoubtedly go to the com- 
mission. The gentleman is wholly mistaken. The facts are, Mr. 
Chairman, that this is a most unfortunate fiasco, a most unhappy 
chapter in our diplomacy. The agent of the United States (Mr. 
Foster) and the Secretary of State (Mr. Blaine) believed that 
Bering Sea was a mare clausum, and they put us before a tribunal 
resting our claim upon that ground. It was decided against us, and 
so decided that the only open question is as to the amount of dam- 
ages. We lost all before that tribunal, and in an attempt by that 
means to save the seals we are going to lose the seals, which are in 
process of rapid destruction, which perhaps can hardly be ar- 
rested; and now the question, as my friend from Maine [Mr. 
DINGLEY] puts it, is whether it is better to end this bad bargain, 
to shut up this book of unfortunate diplomacy, to close this chap- 
ter of international failure, by a payment less than the amount 
claimed and less than the amount that will be proven. 

Let us, Mr. Chairman, get rid of this thorn under our thumb 
which makes us uncomfortable, and settle this question between 
us and Great Britain, and then reopen, with Great Britain and 
the other nations, the question of better regulations to save the 
remaining seals. The question, I say, is whether we shall keep 
the case open for more deinen to come in, tempt them to per- 
jury, have the expense of a commission, and pay in the end 
more than a million or a million and a half of dollars, simply for 
the pleasure of shaking our fist in the face of Great Britain and 
having, perhaps, a partisan triumph, and, in the end, come to the 
conclusion that we have been unwise in rejecting this proposi- 
tion. 

That is the simple question which is submitted to Congress to- 
day. It is not a question whether we ought to have paid this 
amount or not, or whether we ought to have gone into that arbi- 
tration or not, nor whether all those claims are honest. There 
may be dishonest claims involved, in which there may be perjury. 
Let us turn over to the British Government the duty of purging 
them; the honest claims will, beyond doubt, swallow the whole of 
this appropriation. The gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Hitt] has 
read from the case presented by us to the arbitrators. We had 
the right to have that tribunal pass on the facts. If our agent 
Was so sure we were strong on the proof taken why did he not 
ask judgment on the facts and relieve us of further expense and 
annoyance on those claims? Why force us to another and ex- 
pensive trial if the case was made up for us? No, Mr. Chairman, 
the evidence read, selected with skill, dislocated from its connec- 
tion, unexplained and uncontradicted here by the other testimony, 
may seem to make out a case; but when those claims are heard on 
all the testimony by a joint commission the result will be wholly 
different from that predicted, and we must ‘‘ pay the piper.” 

These ships sailed under the British flag; they were unlawfully 
seized by us; the burden is on us to overthrow the presumption 
arising from British registry, sailing from British ports, supplied 
in British markets, and sailing under the British flag. I predict 
that this will never be accomplished. As to the criticism of the 
gentleman from Illinois [Mr. CANNON] upon the foreign policy of 
this Administration it does not need any answer. This is not our 
foreign policy. Weare paying a debt which you gentlemen gaye 
us as a part of our inheritance, and we are paying it, not as Demo- 
crats, but as Americans. You made this treaty; under it this lia- 
bility was incurred. In this matter of foreign policy we have no 
apology to make. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Why does the gentleman say that this is an 
inheritance from a Republican Administration, when he knows 
that it commenced under the first Cleveland Administration? 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE. Undoubtedly, under Mr. Cleveland 
we followed the old rule of holding that sea as ours. We claimed 
that we had purchased it from Russia, and that it was our sea. 
That had been the ground and the ages under Mr. Seward and 
other Republican statesmen, and we followed it; because, how- 
ever we may divide upon internal questions as Democrats and as 
Republicans, when it comes to international matters, when we 
have to go out upon the sea and to deal with foreign nations, we 
ought all to be Americans. Therefore when we came under the 
—r ion of Mr. Cleveland we followed what had always been 
the policy. 
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But Canada had claimed certain rights in the East. You gen- 
tlemen of New England had fixed upon the policy of America, 
that we should deny those claims by adherence to the 3-mile 
limit. Canada said, ‘‘ If that is good law for the East it is good 
law for the West; if it is good law for the fish that are to be caught 
out of Canadian waters in the East, it is good law for seals to 
be caught out of the Bering sea in the West.” They fitted out 
their vessels in order to take those seals under our law, fixed by 
New England as the policy of America for the eastern fisheries. 

Mr. Bayard opened a negotiation for a modus vivendi under 
which the seals might be saved. It was, however, upon the dis- 
tinct understanding that the Bering Sea was not a mare clausum. 
Mr. Bayard was too good an international lawyer, he understood 
the law too well, to make that claim. It was upon other grounds. 
Tt was an admission, by the very act of asking for this modus, that 
we had not this right. Mr. Bayard’s policy was reversed. The 
State Department said: ‘‘It is our mare clausum; we bought it 
from Russia. Wewill hold it assuch, and we will arbitrate upon 
that ground.” We did arbitrate under the lead of Mr. Foster— 
the nominal lead of Mr. Blaine, the real lead, I suppose, of Mr. 
Foster. We arbitrated upon that ground and lost. We are now 
met with the consequences of that arbitration. Is it not better 
for us to pay up like men? 

I will not criticise our costs in that unfortunate experiment, 
nor point out what might justify censure. The arbitrators se- 
lected—Justice Harlan and Senator Moraan—were able and 
learned jurists; our counsel were among the most eminent and 
accomplished lawyers in America; and so far as arbitrators and 
counsel are concerned I have no word save of respect andesteem, 
as to all engaged, respectful silence. Let us complete that inci- 
dent in our diplomatic history and put it behind us. On the up- 
permost shelves, where they can not hereafter be reached, let us 
place the many printed volumes, the vast mass of useless matter 
submitted as ‘‘ our case,” and open the way for other labor. 

Now, one other matter—this matter of consequential damages. 
Let us be just toourselves. Let us not higgle with these matters. 
Mr. Blaine and Sir Julian Pauncefote laid down this rule when 
we thought we were going to win. Mr. Blaine thought we were 
going to win; he laid down the rule in article 5 of the modus 
vivendi, that this should be the rule of damages. I have had that 
article read in the course of my previous remarks. I merely re- 
peat that this is the rule laid down in article 5 of the convention 
agreed upon on the 18th of April, 1892, and upproved by the United 
States, through its President (Mr. Harrison) and its Secretary of 
State (Mr. Blaine). 

Mr. HITT. But subsequently withdrawn. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE. Withdrawn, as Ihave explained. But 
is America going to stand at the bar of the world and say, ‘It 
was a good rule when we thought we would win; but now we 
have lost, and because we technically made that withdrawal we 
now insist that it ought never to have been admitted?” 

Mr. HITT. Will the gentleman allow me a moment? 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE. Certainly. 

Mr. HITT. Both parties, knowing that it was an exception to 
international law, made that risky engagement. Both, fearing 
the decision, withdrew. Both knew it was a departure from in- 
ternational law. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE. Iam not in possession of the motives, 
but Ido not believe that the Government of the United States 
and the Government of Great Britain were two petty gamesters, 
sitting down at alittle game of ‘‘ craps,” trying tosee which might 
get the better of the other upon the mere turn of loaded dice. I 
do not believe that, and I will not legislate upon that hypothesis. 
I legislate upon the hypothesis that these twocontracting parties, 
one representing the Gevernennint of the United States and the 
other Great Britain, thought it was a fair criterion, and I affirm 
their judgment was correct. 

Here were men putting their little venture into a vessel costing 
from six to seven thousand dollars, going out upon the high seas 
with the right to catch those seals, where the nominal capital was 
comparatively nothing, but where the real capital was their sweat, 
their risk, their danger, their skill, their time. The little vessel 
cost but from $3,000 to $7,000; but the men risked the storms of 
the ocean; they risked their lives. The true capital was the heart 
and brain and chance that they put into their work. And when 
they were seized and put in Alaskan prisons without right and 
withont justice, what better criterion of damage than that which 
they might have caught and which everybody else did catch dur- 
ing that year? Why did not Mr. Blaine and Sir Julian Pauncefote 
come to an honest and just measure of damage when they agreed 
upon that? In my judgment there is no arbitrator who will not 
decide that this is in this case the fair measure of damages. 

These are not remote damages. There is a vast difference—I 
speak to lawyers—between remote damages and consequential 

There are innumerable cases where consequential dam- 
ages are given where they are the immediate and not the remote 
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consequences of the act. I do believe that the Halifax award will 
be followed when these are proven by honest testimony, and that 
these questions will be decid 
their lives upon those seas. Mr. Blaine and Mr. Harrison and Sir 
Julian Pauncefote will be good authority to justify such decision. 
My judgment, after going over this case,is that $300,000 is all 
that may be called consequential damages. Two hundred and 
forty-two thousand dollars will be given beyond the possibility of 
a doubt. These claims have been running an average of seven 
years, for which we must pay interest tothe claimants. Allowing 


6 per cent interest, it makes $345,000; at 4 per cent interest it makes | 


$309,000. 


Now we are in a dispute over a sum of $300,000, and want to | 


settle it. What is the best compromise that such a nation as ours 
can ask under those circumstances? Evidently the best way is to 
divide it in two, take one-half. Adding the one-half of this sum 
to what it was admitted we were obligated for, it will make a 
sum larger than the $425,000. So that we save money by that proc- 
ess. Admitting we could get everything we claim, admitting 
that the gentleman from Illinois is right, what then? We have 
this sum of $242,000, seven years’ interest at 4 per cent and two 


ed in favor of those men who risked | 


years’ interest during the arbitration, and $150,000 added for the | 


expenses of arbitration, and by that we are out of pocket $50,000 
more thanif we pay the lump sum of $425,000 suggested. 
aspect of the case, as far as money is concerned, we have made by 
this settlement. I append a little calculation under several hy- 
potheses. 

Mr. Chairman, a scene occurred in Parliament the other night 
when the under secretary of state was asked a question about this 
arbitration. He said that the President of the United States had 
asked Congress to appropriate the sum necessary to pay it; that 
the Secretary of State had sent a message to Congress; and when 
asked if the award would be paid, the under secretary said he had 
no doubt in the world that the Congress of the United States would 
appropriate a sum sufficient to pay a debt acknowledged to be due 
by its own Administration, its President and Secretary of State. 

I sincerely trust when Parliament meets again that that state- 
ment will not have to be taken back. Isincerely hope that it will 
never be said of us, asit is of men who are sometimes posted up at 
clubs, that ‘‘they are delinquents;” and that we will notstand be- 
fore the world as men and as a nation who do not keep faith; as a 
nation that does not follow the dictates of fair dealing when we re- 
fer our controversies to arbitrament and lose. Ido not ask this 


appropriation because a Democratic President approved the agree- | 


ment and asks it—though this would be a powerful motive—but it 
is not that he is my President. Though he is my President, he is 
the President of the United States. 

So far as foreign matters are concerned, he is the nation’s Presi- 
dent. Iam free to confess, and I speak now as a Democrat anda 
partisan, that when I was elected to this Congress, and the Presi- 
dent was elected, as a Democrat, I held it to be a joint commis- 
sion with which we were both intrusted on behalf of the people. 
{ held it as though my name had been written in a joint commis- 
sion, and that we were joined to take charge—-I mean the Senate 
and House and the Executive—of the affairs of the nation, and 
believed it to be my duty, in conjunction with all other Demo- 
crats, to do the very best-I could for the glory, for the advance- 
ment, and for the honor of our common country. And so far as 
Tam coneerned, Mr. Chairman, without criticism and without 
censure as to others, whenever I could with a good conscience I 
have upheld the arm of the Chief Magistrate of the nation, and 
when I could not agree with his views I have only voted my own 
conscience, not contemning his view with abuse, not weakening 
him in the minds of the people, or attempting to make his policy 
unpopular in the minds of those who are to aid in the work. 

For four years he is President. He and we are charged with the 
august responsibility of Government; upon the Presidentrests the 
burden of affirmative action; to us is committed the duty of legis- 
lation. This requires wisdom, confidence, mutual aid, mutual con- 
cessions. We can not govern to suit every one of us. We must 
find some common ground on which to stand—some line of policy 
to be pursued; and he who will not yield something, who will not 
follow, can only excite and destroy. I thank God that I am not 
responsible for any divisions. A loyal Democrat, true to my con- 
vietions, yet anxious to accord with the official head, the chosen 
leader of my party, I to-day and always, when possible, sustain 
him and his Administration. 

And looking back now on a Congressional career about to close, 
I think I can say truthfully that I have never criticised a public 
officer against me in politics when I could commend him. I have 
never belittled an Administration I could uphold; and as to foreign 
affairs so far as possible I have tried to remember, as I do to-day, 
that on the floor of the House of Representatives, representing 
the entire imperial Republic of America, I say as to all other 
countries Iam not a Democrat, but an American and a patriot; 
and that is the view I hope to-day this House will take of the 
question now before us. [|Applause.] 


Soinany | 
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I i ie eee . . $542, 164 
Put at 6 per cent for seven years............ .-....--....---.-.-e enc ee awe Set, 100 
769, 873 
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5D1, 964 

425, 000 

4 

£05, 000 
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I?, however, we win before the tribunal to be appointed, and we pay only 4 per 
cent, then the items would be: 


a anal acidic eniitpinahdichonewes wuiidmeeanetbot ... $242,000 
a il daria wownasraniasedieaue ueubid 67.000 

309, 000 
Expense of arbitration .................... : a Re eR 150. 000 
Interest accruing pending settlement for two years.................-. 19, 360 

478, 560 
EE a EY ----- 425,000 
i eeananenecuane 53, 360 


I call for the vote. 

MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 

The committee informally rose; and the Speaker having taken 
the chair, a message from the Senate, by Mr. PLATT, one of its 
clerks, announced that the Senate had agreed to the report of the 
two 


(H. R. 8272) 


e 4} 
oOo! ie 


2S 
Houses on the amendments of the Senate to the bill 


| making appropriations for the service of the Post-Office Depart- 


ment for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1896. 

The message also announced that the Senate had insisted upon 
its amendments to the bill (H. R. 8479) making appropriations for 
current and contingent expenses of the Indian Department and 
fulfilling treaty stipulations with various Indian tribes for the fiscal 
year ending June 30, 1896, and for other purposes, disagreed to by 
the House of Representatives, had agreed to the conference asked 
by the House on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses thereon, 
and had appointed Mr. CaLL, Mr. CocKRELL, and Mr. TELLER as 
the conferees on the part of the Senate. 

A further message from the Senate, by Mr. PLatrT, one of its 
clerks, announced that the Senate had agreed to the amendments 
of the House of Representatives to the amendments of the Senate 
to the bill (H. R. 4507) for the relief of Witherby & Gaffney, 

GENERAL DEFICIENCY APPROPRIATION BILL. 

The committee again resumed its session, Mr. TRAcEy in the 
Chair. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendment of the 
gentleman from Kentucky, which has been read. 

The question was taken; and on a division there 
noes 53. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE. 
to get tellers. 

TheCHAIRMAN appointed Mr. BRECKINRIDGE and Mr. CANNON 
of Illinois as tellers. 

The committee again divided; and the t« 
noes 85. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. What is the total? 

The CHAIRMAN. One hundred and seventy-seven. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. That is not a quorum. It would 
save a call of the roll, perhaps, if we can knock this out here, 


were—ayes 41, 


e 


I raise the point of no quorum simply 


liers reported—ayes 92, 
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The CHAIRMAN. The tellers will resume the count. 

The count having been completed, the tellers reported—ayes 94, 
noes So. 

So the amendment was adopted. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. By the indulgence of the gentleman 
from Kentucky I want to state that I will ask, if I can get one- 
fifth of the members to join me, a yea-and-nay vote in the House 
on this amendment. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE. So far as I am concerned I will gladly 
vote to give the gentleman the yeas and navs, and hope the House 
will agree to it. This is too important a matter to refuse. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the next amendment, 
offered by the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. Bynum]. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

On page 48, line 12, insert: 

“That the Speaker of the House of Representatives is hereby directed to 
certify, and the Sergeant-at-Arms to pay to Representatives the amounts 
respectively deducted and withheld from the monthly payments of salary on 
account of absence.”’ 

Mr. BYNUM. I withdraw that amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the next amendment 
offered by the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. O’NEILL]. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

On page 58, after line 4, insert: 

“To pay Bater Martin $77.80, the amount allowed by the Third Auditor of 
the Treasury Department under the act of July 4, 1864.” 

Mr. SAYERS. While I regard the point of order as good on 
this amendment, and I do not wish its adoption to be considered 
as a precedent, yet in view of the circumstances of the case I will 
withdraw the point of order. I have a fondness for the Irish, and 
inasmuch as we have an Irishman as chairman, and as the mover 
and the beneficiary of the amendment are Irishmen, I withdraw 
the point of order, but for no other reason. [Laughter. | 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The CHAIRMAN. 
offered by the gentleman from Connecticut [Mr. RussELu}. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

On page 58, after line 17, insert the following: 

“For payment on account of transportation of the Army for 1881 and price 
years the following numbered Treasury settlements, heretofore allowed and 
certified by the proper accounting officers of the Treasury under appropria- 
tions the balances of which have been exhausted or carried to the — 
fund, and enumerated and described in Executive Documents Nos. 55 and 153, 
Forty-eighth Congress, first and second sessions, and House Miscellaneous 
Document No. 56, Fifty-third Congress, third session, viz: Nos. 174, 161, 176, 
321, 162, 210 543, 544, 701, 711, 805, 044, 1206, 1536, 1538, 1715, 939, amounting to 
the sum of § - 

Mr. BR 
that amendment. 

Mr. RUSSELL of Connecticut. That is an amendment I in- 
troduced, and the point of order is reserved. I now ask permis- 
sion to withdraw the amendment. 


The CHATRMAN,. The amendment will be withdrawn, and | 


the Clerk will report the next pending amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

On page 58, between lines 21 and 22, insert: 

‘For barracks and quarters, $39,590.62." 

Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. 
ment. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE. 
‘n at the end of the bill. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

That the proceeds of sales of the property of the United States, made by 
the International Boundary Commission, provided for by the convention of 
July 29, 1882, and the convention of February 18, 1889, between the United 
States and Mexi 
envcazcmen 
said appropriations were made, and shall not be covered into the Treasury as 
miscellaneous receipts, as provided for by sections 3617 and 3618 of the Revised 
Statutes. 


Mr. BRECKINRIDGE. 


I will withdraw that amend- 


I wish to offer an amendment to come 


I desire to print in the Recorp certain 
letters from the Treasury Department and from the State Depart- 


ment, showing the necessity for this amendment. It involves no 
new appropriation. 

The CHAIRMAN. In the absence of objection, the letters will 
be printed in the Rrecorp. 

There was no objection. 

The letters are as follows: 

TREASURY DEPARTMENT, 
OFFICE OF COMPTROLLER OF THE TREASURY, 
Washington, D. C., January 31, 1894. 


Sin: Lhave toinform you that I have directed the Auditor for the State 
and other Departments to state and settle an account with you under the 
fund “ proceeds of sales of United States property,” and to charge you with 
the sum of $2,521.05, being the amount received by you from the sale of United 
States property, and credited by you to the Government in your account for 
disbursements made under the appropriation “ International boundary sur- 
vey, United States and Mexico,” from February 1 to November 30, 1893. 

You were informed by the First Comptroller of the Treasury on August 28, 
1SM4, that the proper disposition to be made of this item wou d bea subject 
for consideration in the next adjustment of your accounts. I have carefully 
read your communication of September 17, 1894, and examined the law bear- 
ing upon this subject. The parts of the sections of the Revised Statutes re- 
forred to and quoted by you are as follows: 

8618. ‘All proceeds of tales ot old material, condemned stores, supplies, or 


The Clerk will report the next amendment | 


exico, shall revert to the appropriations for the execution of the | 
ts of said conventions, and be applied to the purposes for which | 


——— 


other public property of any kind, except the proceeds of * * * sales of 
materials, stores, or supplies to any exploring or surveying expedition au- 
thorized by law, shall be deposited and covered into the Treasury * * *.” 

3692. “All moneys receivedfrom * * * salesof materials, stores, or sup- 
plies to any exploring or surveying expedition authorized by law, shall re- 
ppeeyely revert to that appropriation out of which they were originall 
exnended, and shall be applied to the purposes for which they were appropri- 
ated by law.” 

i'ue meaning of these sections is to my mind quite clear, and while they di- 
rect that all moneys received from sales of United States property sold to 
any exploring or surveying expedition authorized by law shall revert to that 
appropriavion out of which they were originally expended, they can not be 
construed to mean that all moneys received from sales of United States 
property sold by any exploring or surveying expedition shall pursue the 
same course. It therefore follows that any moneys received by you from 
the sales of United States property sold to other than exploring or surveying 
expeditions authorized by law must be deposited by you into the Treasury 
in order that they may be disposed of in pursuance of section 3618, Revise 
Statutes. 

In conclusion I will state that any evidence in your possession tending to 
show that the moneys received by you from the sales of United States prop- 
erty credited in your accounts were sold by you to any exploring or survey- 
ing expedition authorized by law should be transmitted to the Auditor for 
the State and other Departments, in order that you may be credited on ac- 
count of the sales of United States property and charged on account of the 
appropriation “ International Gouleaaay survey, United State’ and Mexico.” 


espectfully, yours, 
R. B. BOWLER, Comptroller. 
Lieut. Col. J. W. BARLOW, U. S. A., 
Special Disbursing Officer, care of the Department of State, 
Washington, D. C. 


TREASURY DEPARTMENT, 
OFFICE OF COMPTROLLER OF THE TREASURY, 
Washington, D. C., February 15, 1895. 
Str: Referring to the accounts of Lieutenant-Colonel Barlow, about which 
I had some conversation with you this morning, I inclose a copy of a letter 
recently written by me to him in regard to sales of property used by the 
Mexican Boundary Commission in the prosecution of its work. Undera mis- 


| apprehension of. the law he has used the money derived from such sales for 
| the purposes of the survey. in lieu of covering the same into the Treasury, 


as required by the strict letter of sections 34617 and 3618 of the Revised Stat- 
utes. 

It appears that unless the proceeds of such sales can be used a deficiency 
appropriation will be required, and that unless made at present serious delay 
will occur in the final settlement of Colonel Barlow’s accounts. It seems 

yroper, under the circumstances, that the proceeds of sales should be cred- 
ited to the appropriation, but the accounting officers find themselves with- 
out authority of lawto do so. I therefore have drawn aclause to be inserted 
in the deficiency appropriation act which will accomplish the purpose. I 
heartilv recommend its adoption. 
Respectfully, yours, 
R. B. BOWLER, Comptroller. 
Hon. J. E. WASHINGTON, 
House of Representatives. 
DEPARTMENT OF STATE, Washington, February 20, 1895. 

Srr: The inclosed copy of a letter addressed to me by Lieut. Col. J. W. Bar- 
low, United States Army. the United States representative on the United 
States and Mexican International Boundary Commission, in relation to the 


| disapproval by the Comptroller of his account for sales of property purchased 
| under the appropriation for that survey, is sent to you for your information 


in connection with an amendment to the deficiency bill, which, as linformally 
learn, Mr. Bowler has requested you to advocate, authorizing the reversion 
of the proceeds of such sales to the original appropriation. 

Seeing no reason to question the correctness of the Comptroller's decision 
in view of sections 3619, 8672, and 3692 of the Revised Statutes, yet regarding 
Colonel Barlow’s course as in the interest of the public service and in the 
direction of the intent of the appropriation in question, I have the honor to 
request that you will support the proposed amendment, in order that, by 


| relieving the Boundary Commission of the statutory obligation to turn into 


the Treasury the proceeds of past and future sales of property, the work of 
the Commission may be completed within the limits of the appropriation 


| already made. 


Colonel Barlow represents, as you will observe, thatif the amounts realized 


| as above are not to be available for the purposes of the Commission, an addi- 


tional appropriation by this Congress will be essential in order to carry on 
the work, 
I have the honor to be, sir, your obedient servant, 
W. Q. GRESHAM. 
[Inclosure. } 


From Lieut. Col. J. W. Barlow, San Diego, February 11, 1895, 
Hon. JosepH E. WASHINGTON, 
House of Representatives. 


DEPARTMENT OF STATE, 
INTERNATIONAL BOUNDARY COMMISSION, 
UNITED STATES AND MEXICO, 
San Diego, Cal., February 11, 1895. 

Str: I have the honor to state that, in a communication just received from 
the honorable the Comptroller of the Treasury, lam informed that an item 
of $2,521.05, rece .ived from sales of property pertaining to the appropriation 
for the internat.*nal boundary survey, must be covered intothe Treasury. 

This decision is directly the reverse of what I have conceived to be the 
meaning of the Revised Statutes on this subject, and if sustained and applied 
to the other sales of property pertaining to this survey it will result in com- 
pellirg me to turn ina sum considerably greater than the balance now re- 
maining from the present appropriation. 

When all liabilities are paid this balance will be about $5,000, an amount 
which, if available, would carry on the map construction next fall until a fur- 
ther appropriation could be obtained. 

In view of the Comptroller's decision it would now appear to be expedient, 
in fact imperative, that an appropriation be obtained before the close of the 
present session of Congress to provide for the necessary expenditures which 
must occur before the next Congress can actin the premises. I would there- 
fore respectfully and urgently request that an amendment be added to one 
of the appropriation bills to provide for the completion of the maps of tho 
international boundary survey between the United States and Mexico. 
This appropriation is specially urgent, as an agreement has been made with 
the Mexican commissioners to have the Joint Commission assemble in Wash- 
ington in October next to carry forward the work of the Commission, 





nace 





It is suggested that the sum of $10,000 be asked for, a part of which may 
—- be available for publication of the report. 
ery respectfully, your obedient servant, 


J. W. BARLOW, 
Lieutenant-Colonel of Engineers, Commissioner. 


Hon. W. Q. GRESHAM, Secretary of State. 

The amendment offered by Mr. BRECKINRIDGE was agreed to. 

And then, on motion of Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, the committee 
rose; and the Speaker having resumed the chair, Mr. TARSNEY, 
Chairman of the Committee of the Whole House on the state of 
the Union, reported that that committee had had under consid- 
eration the bill (H. R. 8892) making appropriations to supply 
deficiencies in the appropriations for the fiscal year ending June 
30, 1895, and for prior years, and for other purposes, and had di- 
rected him to report the same to the House with sundry amend- 
ments, and with the recommendation that as amended the bill do 

ass. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE. I ask for the previous question on the 
amendments and the bill to its passage. 

The previous question was ordered. 

The SPEAKER. Is a separate vote demanded on any of the 
amendments? 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE. I ask for aseparate vote on the amend- 
ment giving a month’s compensation to the officers of the House 
and Senate and the amendments thereto, and I ask a separate vote 
upon the amendment to appropriate $425,000 to carry out the 
Bering Sea arbitration. 

The SPEAKER. Is any other separate vote demanded? If 
not, the question will be upon agreeing to the amendments in 
gross, with the exceptions indicated. 

The amendments, with the exceptions indicated, were agreed to. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the first amendment on 
which a separate vote is demanded. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

On page 2, after line 9, insert the following: ; 

“Bering Sea damages: For the payment to the Government of Great Brit- 
ain, under the agreement reached by exchange of notes of August 21, 18%, 
in full satisfaction of all demands for damages against the United States 
growing out of the controversy between the two Governments as to the fur 
seals in the Bering Sea under the award and findings of the tribunal of arbi- 
tration at Paris, $425,000.” 

The SPEAKER. The question is upon agreeing to this amend- 
ment, 

The question being taken, the Speaker announced that the ayes 
seemed to have it. 


Mr. CANNON of Illinois. 


Mr. BRECKINRIDGE. 


Division. 
I-call for the yeas and nays. 


The yeas and nays were ordered. 


The SPEAKER appointed as tellers Mr. BRECKINRIDGE and Mr. 


CANNON of Illinois. 


The question 


vas taken; and there were—yeas 112, nays 143, 
answered ‘ present” 5, not voting 89; as follows: 


YEAS—112. 

Alexander, Cornish, Henderson, N.C. Pendleton, W. Va 
Allen, Crain, Henry, Pigott, 
Baldwin, De Forest, Ikirt, Price, 
Bankhead, Denson, Kem, Reilly, 

Barnes, Dinsmore, Kilgore, Richardson, Mich. 
Barwig, Donovan, Lapham, Robertson, La. 
Beckner, Dunn, Layton, Russell, Ga. 
Bell, Tex. Dunphy, Lynch, Sayers, 
Beltzhoover, Durborow, Maguire, Simpson, 

3 ack, English, Cal. Mallory, Sorg, 

B.and, English, N. J. Martin, Ind. Sperry, 
Boatner, Kpes, McCreary, Ky. Springer, 
Branch, Erdman, McCulloch, Stallings, 
Breckinridge, Everett, McEttrick, Talbott, Md. 
Brotz, Forman, McKaig, Tarsney, 
Brown, Geissenhainer, McKeighan, Tracey, 

Bryan, Goldzier, Milliken, Tucker, 
Bynum, Graham, Money, Turner, Ga. 
Cabaniss, Gresham, Montgomery, Turpin, 
Caminetti, Griffin, Mich. Morgan, Tyler, 
Caruth. Haines, Neill, Washington, 
Catchings, Hall, Mo. O'Neill, Mo. Weadock, 
Causey, Hammond, Outhwaite, Weer, 
Clarke, Ala. Harris, Paschal, Wheeler, Ala. 
Cobb, Ala. Harrison, Patterson, Whiting, 
Cobb, Mo. Hatch, Pearson, Williams. Miss. 
Cooper, Fla. Hayes, Pence, Wilson, W. Va. 
Cooper, Ind. Heard, . Pendleton,Tex. Wise. ~ 

NAYS—143. 

Abbott, Brookshire, Cox, Geary, 
Adams, Pa. Brosius, Crawford, Gillett, Mass. 
Aldrich, Bundy, Curtis, Kans. Grady, 
Arnold, Campbell, Curtis, N. Y. Griffin, Wis. 
Avery. Cannon, Cal. Dalzell, Grout, 
Baker, Kans. Cannon, Il. Davis, Grow, 

Baker, N. H. Capehart. De Armond, Hager. 
Bartholdt, Chickering, Dockery, Hainer, Nebr. 
Bartlett, Childs. Dolliver, Hare, 

Belden, Clark, Mo. Doolittle. Harmer, 

Biair, Cockrell, Draper, Hartman, 
Boen. Coffeen, Wyo. Edmunds, Haugen, 
Boutelle, Coffin. Md. Ellis, Oreg. Heiner, Pa. 
Bowers, Cal. Cooper, Tex. Fletcher, Henderson, Il. 
Broderick, Cooper, Wis. Funk, Henderson, lowa 
Bromwell, Cousins, Fyan, Hepburn, 








Hermann, 
Hicks, 

Hitt, 

Hooker, N. Y. 
Hopkins, Il. 
Hopkins, Pa. 
Hudson, 
Hulick, 

Hull, 

Hunter, 
Johnson, N. Dak. 
Jones, 
Jorden, 
Riefer, 
Kribbs, 
Kyle, 

Lacey, 

Lane, 
Lefever, 
Lester, 


Bailey, 
Daniels, 


Adams, Ky. 
Aitken, 
Alderson, 
Apsley, 
Babcock, 
Bell, Colo. 
Berry, 
Bingham, 
Bower, N.C. 
Brickner, 
Bunn, 
Burnes, 
Cadmus, 
Clancy, 
Cockran, 
Cogswell, 
Conn, 
Coombs, 
Covert, 
Culberson, 
Davey, 
Dingley, 
Ellis, Ky. 
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Linton, Moses, 
Little, Mutchler, 
Livingston, Page, 

Loud, Payne, 
Loudenslager, Perkins, 
Lucas, Phillips, 
Maddox, Powers, 
Magner, guies. 
Mahon, Randall, 
Marsh, Ray, 

McCall, Reyburn, 
McCleary, Minn. Ritchie, 
McDearmon, Robbins. 
McDowell, Russell, Conn. 
McNagny, Shell, 
Meiklejohn, Snodgrass, 
Mercer, Somers, 
Moon, Stephenson, 
Moore, Stone, C. W. 
Morse, Stone, W. A. 


ANSWERED “ PRESENT ”—5. 
Gardner, 


NOT VOTING—89. 


Enloe, Marvin, N. Y. 
Fielder, McAleer, 
Fithian, McDannold, 
Gear, McGann, 
Gillet. N. Y. McLaurin, 
Goodnight, MeMillin, 
Gorman, McRae, 
Grosvenor, Meredith, 
Hall, Minn. Meyer, 
Harter, Murray, 
Hendrix, Newlands, 
Hines, Northway, 
Holman Ogden, 
Hooker, Miss. O'Neil, Mass. 
Houk, Pickler, 
Hutcheson, Rayner, 
Izlar, Reed, 


Johnson, Ind. 
Johnson, Ohio 
Latimer, 
Lawson, 
Lockwood, 
Marshall, 


Richards, 
Robinson, Pa. 
Rusk, 

Ryan, 
Schermerhorn, 
Scranton, 


So the amendment was rejected. 


Mr. GROSVENOR. 
man from Mississippi [Mr. Hooker]. 


vote ‘‘ yea;” I should vote ‘‘ nay.” 


Richardson, Tenn. 
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Stone, Ky. 


Storer, 
Strait, 
Strong, 
Talbert, S. C. 
Tate, 


Tawney. 

Taylor, Ind. 
Thomas, 
Updegraff, 

Van Voorhis, OL10 
Wanger. 

Warner, 

Waugh, 


Wells, 
Williams, fl. 
Wolverton, 


Woomer, 
Wright. 


Terry. 


Settle, 
Sherman, 
Sibley, 
Sickles, 

sive, 

Smith, 
stevens, 
Stockdale, 
Straus, 
Swanson, 
Sweet, 
Taylor, Tenn. 
Turner, Va 
Van Voorhis, N. Y. 
Wadsworth, 
Walker, 
Wheeler, Ill. 
White, 
Wilson, Ohio 
Woodard 


Mr. Speaker, I am paired with the gentle- 
If he were present he would 


The following pairs were announced: 

Until further notice: 

Mr. O’NEIL of Massachusetts with Mr. CoGswELL. 

Mr. MCRAE with Mr. Gear. 

Mr. HUTCHESON with Mr. DRAPER. 

Mr. WoopDARD with Mr. TayLor of Tennessee. 

For this day: 

Mr. CovERT with Mr. Hovux. 

Mr. ENLOE with Mr. HEINER of Pennsylvania. 

Mr. RAYNER with Mr. SWEET. 

Mr. McDANNOLD with Mr. JoHnson of Indiana. 

Mr. BURNES with Mr. WHEELER of [llinois. 

Mr. CapMuUs with Mr. VAN Vooruis of Ohio. 

Mr. Rusk with Mr. SHERMAN. 

Mr. Cooper of Indiana with Mr. Smita of Dlinois. 

Mr. HARTER with Mr. ScRANTON. 

Mr. SICKLES with Mr. BABcock. 

On this question: 

Mr. HooKER of Mississippi with Mr. GRosSVENOR. 

Mr. ALDERSON with Mr. DINGLEY. 

On this vote: 

Mr. BERRY with Mr. BINGHAM. 

Mr. McMILLIN with Mr. REED. 

The result of the vote was then announced as above recorded. 
[Applause on the Republican side. } 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the next amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

To enable the Secretary of the Senate and the Clerk of the House of Repre 
sentatives to pay to the officers and employees of the Senate and House borne 
on the annual and session rolls on the Ist day of February, 1895, including the 
Capitol Police and Official Reporters of the Senate and House, and ine!uding 
the clerks to members of the House of Representatives now in Congress, to be 
certified to by the membersas now prescribed by law, for extra services dur- 
ing the Fifty-third Congress, a sum equal to one month's pay, at the compen- 
sation then paid them, the same to be immediately available 


Mr. BRECKINRIDGE. [rise to a parliamentary inquiry. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE. Is that amendment divisible? 

The SPEAKER. It is not, having been reported as one amend- 
ment. 

Mr. SAYERS. I demand the yeas and nays on that. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE. I demand the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will appoint as tellers the gentle- 
man from Kentucky, Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, and the gentleman 
from New York, Mr. TRAcEy. ’ 
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Mr. HERMANN. I ask that the amendment be again read; 
there is so much confusion we could not hear it. 
The SPEAKER. 


FEBRUARY 25, 


RECORD—HOUSE. 


The vote was recapitulated. 
Mr. COX. I desire to change my vote from nay to yea, for the 


The amendment was again read. 
The question was taken; and there were—yeas 143, nays 111, an- 
swered “present” 1, not voting 94; as follows: 


YEAS—146. 


Adams, Pa. 
Aldrich, 
Alexander, 
Avery, 
Baker, N. H. 
Bartholat, 
Bartlett, 
Barwig, 
Belden, 
Beltzhoover, 
Blair, 
Boatner, 
Bowers, Cal. 
Bri erick, 
Bromwell, 
Bundy, 
Caminetti, 
Campbell, 
Caruth, 
Causey, 
Chickering, 
Clarke, Ala. 
Cobb, Mo. 
Coffin, Md. 
Cooper, Fila. 
Cooper, Ind. 
Cooper, Tex. 
Cornish, 
Cousins, 
Cox, 

Crain, 
Curtis, Kans. 
Curtis, N. Y. 
Dalzell, 
Daniels, 
Davey, 


Allen, 
Arnold, 
Bailey, 
Bankhead, 
Barnes, 
Beckner, 
Bell, Tex. 
Black, 
Bland, 
Boen, 
Branch, 
Breckinridge, 
Bretz, 
Brookshire, 
Brown, 
Bryan, 
Bynum, 
Cabaniss, 
Cannon, Cal. 
Cannon, Il. 
Capehart, 
Catchings, 
Clark, Mo. 
Cobb, Ala. 
Cockrell, 


Coffeen, Wyo. 


Cooper, Wis 
Crawford, 


Abbott 
Adams, Ky. 
Aitken, 
Alderson, 
Apsley, 
Babcock, 
Baker, Kans. 
Baldwin, 
Bell, Colo. 
Berry, 
Bingham, 
Boutelle, 
Bower, N. C. 
Brickner, 
Brosius, 
Bunn, 
Burnes, 
Cadmus, 
Clancy, 
Cockran, 
Cogswell, 
Conn, 
Coombs, 
Covert, 


De Forest, 
Dolliver, 
Donovan, 
Doolittle, 
Draper, 
Durborow, 
Edmunds, 
English, Cal. 
English, N. J. 
Epes, 
Forman, 
Funk, 
Gardner, 
Geary, 
Geissenhainer, 
Gillett, Mass. 
Griffin, Mich. 
Griffin, Wis. 
Grosvenor, 
Grout, 
Grow, 
Hager, 
Hainer, 
Haines, 

Hall, Mo. 
Hare, 
Harmer, 
Harris, 
Hartman, 
Hatch, 
Hayes, 
Henry, 
Hepburn, 
Hermann, 
Hicks, 
Hooker, N. Y. 


Hopkins, Pa. 
Hull, 

Ikirt, 
Johnson, N. Dak. 
Jorden, 
Kiefer, 
Lapham, 
Layton, 
Lefever, 
Linton, 
Livingston, 
Loudenslager, 
Lucas, 
Mahon, 
Marsh, 
Martin, Ind. 
McCall, 
McCleary, Minn. 
McDowell, 
McGann, 
McNagny, 
Meiklejohn, 
Mercer, 
Meyer, 
Milliken, 
Money, 

Moon, 
Morgan, 
Morse, 
Mutchler, 
Outhwaite, 
Paschal, 
Pendleton, W. Va. 
Phillips, 
Pigott, 
Powers, 


NAYS—1/1. 


Davis, 
De Armond, 
Dinsmore 
Dockery, 
Dempb 
Junphy, 
Ellis, Oreg. 
trdman, 
Everett. 
Fyan, 
Goldzier, 
Grady, 
Gresham. 
Hammond, 
Harrison, 
Haugen, 
Henderson, N.C. 
Hitt, 
Hopkins, Tl. 
Hudson, 
Hunter, 
Izlar, 
Jones, 
ugore, 
Keibbe 
Kyle, 
Lacey, 


Lane, 
Latimer, 
Lawson, 
Lester, 
Little, - 
Lockwood, 
Loud, 
Lynch, 

dox, 
Mallory, 
McCreary, Ky. 
McCulloch, 
McDearmon, 
McEttrick, 
McKaig, 
McLaurin, 
Me Millin, 
Montgomery, 
Moore, 
Moses, 
Neill, 
O'Neil, Mass. 
O'Neill, Mo. 
P; re, 
Patterson, 
Pearson, 
Pence, 
Pendleton, Tex. 


ANSWERED “PRESENT ”—1. 
Childs. 
NOT VOTING—94. 


Culberson, 
Denson, 
Dingley, 
Ellis, Ky. 
Enloe, 
Fielder, 
Fithian, 
Fletcher, 
Gear, 

Gillet, N.Y. 
Goodnight, 
Gorman, 
Graham, 
Hall, Minn. 
Harter, 
Heard, 
Heiner, 
Henderson, Il. 
Henderson, Iowa 
Hendrix, 
Hines, 
Holman, 
Hooker, Miss. 
Houk, 


Hulick, 
Hutcheson, 
Johnson, Ind. 
Johnson, Ohio 
Magner, 
Maguire, 
Marshall, 
Marvin, N. Y. 
McAleer, 
McDannold, 
McKeighan, 
McRae, 
Meredith, 
Murray, 
Newlands, 
Northway, 
Ogden, 
Payne, 
Pickler, 
Price, 

Ray, 

Rayner, 
Richardson, Mich. 


Rusk, 


So the amendment was agreed to. 


uigg. 
Rane, 
Reilly, 
Reyburn, 
Richards, 
Robertson, La. 
Robinson, Pa, 
Russell, Conn. 
Russell, Ga. 
Ryan, 
Schermerhorn, 
Shell, 
Somers, 

Sorg, 

Sperry, 
Springer, 
Stephenson, 
Stevens, 
Stone, C. W. 
Stone, W. A. 
Stone, Ky. 
Storer, 
Strong, 
Tawney, 
Thomas, 
Tracey, 
Turner, Va. 
Tarpin, 
Updegraff, 
Van V oorhis, Ohio 
Wanger, 


Wever, 
Williams, Miss. 
Wise. 


Perkins, 
Reed, 
Richardson, Tenn. 
Ritchie, 
Robbins, 
Sayers, 
Snodgrass, 
Stallings, 
Strait, 
Swanson, 
Talbert, 5. C. 
Tarsney, 
Tate, 

Taylor, Ind. 
Terry, 
Tucker, 
Turner, Ga. 
Tyler, 
Warner, 
Washington, 
Wells, 
Wheeler, Ala. 
Whiting, 
Williams, Il. 
Wilson, W. Va. 
Woomer, 
Wright. 


Scranton, 
Settle, 
Sherman, 
Sibley, 
Sickles, 
Simpson, 
Sipe, 

Smith, 
Stockdale, 
Straus, 
Sweet, 
Talbott, Md. 
Tayior, Tenn. 
Van Voorhis, N. Y. 
Wadsworth, 
Walker, 
Weadock, 
Wheeler, Ill. 
White, 
Wilson, Ohio 
Wolverton, 
Woodard. 


Oh! ”] 


Mr. COOPER of Indiana. 
the gentleman from Illinois, Mr. Smiru, the understanding was 
that I should vote if I desired to do so. 

Mr. BROSIUS. Mr. Speaker, how am I recorded? 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman is recor¢ied in the affirmative. 


Mr. BROSIUS. I did not vote. 
man from South Dakota [Mr. PICKLER]. 


The Clerk will again report the amendment. | purpose of moving a reconsideration of that vote. 


would vote ‘‘ yea;” I would vote ‘‘ nay.” 
Mr. Speaker, the gentleman from 
Ohio, Mr. NortTHway, is confined to his room, sick, and I ask 
that he be excused. 


Mr. BOWERS of California. 


There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 


Mr. TAYLOR of Indiana. 
my colleague, Mr. HoLMAN, excused. He is detained from the 


House on account of sickness. 


ss nay.” 


[Cries of 


Mr. Speaker, while I am paired with 


Iam paired with the gentile- 
If he were here, he 


Mr. Speaker, I would like to have 


If he were present he would vote 


Mr. MEYER. My colleague, Mr. OGDEN, is confined to his 
room, on account of sickness, and I ask that he be excused. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

Mr. WEADOCK. Mr. Speaker, desire to withdraw my vote. 
I was paired with my colleague, Mr. GoRMAN. 
ent, he would vote ‘‘ yea;” I should vote ‘‘ nay.” 

The following additional pairs were announced: 

For the rest of the day: 

Mr. GRAHAM with Mr, AITKEN. 

Mr. CULBERSON with Mr. DINGLEY. 

Mr. Berry with Mr. HENDERSON of Iowa. 

Mr. ALDERSON with Mr. ScRANTON. 

Mr. TALsort of Maryland with Mr. Wuire. 

Mr. HoLMAN with Mr. NorTHway. 

On this question: 

Mr. Brosivus with Mr. PICKLER. 

The result of the vote was then announced as above recorded. 

Mr. COX. I move to reconsider the vote by which the amend- 
ment was agreed to. 
I move to lay that motion on the table, Mr. 


Mr. HAYES. 


Speaker. 


If he were pres- 


The SPEAKER. The question will be tak: «on the motion to 
lay the motion to reconsider on the table. 


‘Mr. COX. 


1e yeas and nays were ordered. 
The yeas and nays wer lered 


The SPEAKER. 


On that I demand the yeas and nays. 


The Chair will appoint as tellers the gentle- 


man from lowa, Mr. Hayes, and the gentleman from Tennessee, 


Mr. Cox. 


The question was taken; and there were—yeas 145, nays 91, not 
voting 113; as follows: 


Aldrich, 
Alexander, 
Avery, 


Baker, Kans. 


Baker, N. H. 
Baldwin, 
Bartholdt, 
Bartlett, 
Barwig, 
Belden, 


Beltzhoover, 


Berry, 
Blair, 
Boatner, 
Bowers, Cal. 
Broderick, 
Bromwell, 
Bundy, 
Bynum, 
Campbell, 
Cannon, Cal. 
Caruth, 
Causey, 
Chickering, 
Childs, 
Clarke, Ala. 
Cobb, Mo. 
Cooper, Fla. 
Cooper, Ind. 
Cooper, Tex. 
Cooper, Wis. 
Cousins, 
Crain, 


Curtis, Kans. 


Curtis, N. Y. 
Dalzell, 
Daniels, 


YEAS—145. 


Davey, 

De Forest, 
Dolliver, 
Doolittle. 
Draper, 
Dunn, 
Durborow, 
Edmunds, 
English, Cal. 
English, N. J. 
Epes, 
Forman, 
Funk, 
Gardner, 
Geary, 
Geissenhainer, 
Griffin, Mich. 
Griftin, Wis. 
Grosvenor, 
Gront, 

Gre yw, 

Hager, 
Hainer, Nebr. 
Haines, 

Hare, 
Harmer, 
Harris, 
Hartman, 
Hatch, 
Hayes, 


Henderson, Tl. 


Henry, 
Hepburn, 
Hermann, 
Hicks, 

Hitt, 

Hooker, N. Y. 


Hopkins, Pa. 
Hulick, 

Hull, 

Ikirt, 

Johnson, N. Dak. 
Jorden, 

Kiefer, 

Kribbs, 
Lapham, 
Layton, 
Lefever, 
Linton, 
Livingston, 
Loud, 
Loudenslager, 
Lucas, 

Lynch, 

Mahon, 

Marsh, 

Martin, Ind. 
McCall, 
McCleary, Minn. 
McCreary, Ky. 
McDowell, 
McGann, 
McNagny, 
Mercer, 
Milliken, 
Money, 

Moon, 

Morgan, 

Morse, 
Mutchler, 
Outhwaite, 
Paschal, 
Pendleton, W. Va. 
Phillips, 


Pigott, 
Powers, 
Randall, 

Ray, 

Reilly, 
Reyburn, 
Richards, 
Robertson, La. 
Robinson, Pa. 
Russell, Conn. 
Russell, Ga. 
Schermerhorn, 
Sorg, 

Sperry, 
Springer, 
Stephenson, 
Stevens, 
Stone, C. W. 
Stone, W. A. 
Stone, Ky. 
Storer, 
Strong, 
Tawney, 
Thomas, 
Tracey, 
Turner, Va. 
Turpin, 
Updegraff, 
Van Voorhis, Ohia 
Wanger, 
Wever, 
Whiting, 
Williams, Miss. 


W ise. 


Mr. SPRINGER. 

Mr. McMILLIN. 

The SPEAKER. 

Mr. TARSNEY. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair is endeavoring to secure order. 

Mr. TARSNEY. I rise toa point of order. I desire to inquire 
if it is in order to proceed with all the employees and brevet 
employees of this House surrounding the Clerk’s desk. 


NAYS—91. 


Cockrell, 
Coffeen, Wyo. 
Cox, 
Crawford, 
Davis, 

De Armond, 
Dockery, 
Dunphy, 
Ellis, Oreg. 


I would like to have my name called. 
Let us have a recapitulation of the vote. 
The vote will be recapitulated. 
I ask for order. 


Arnold, 
Bailey, 
Bankhead, 
Barnes, 
Beckner, 
Bell, Tex. 
Black, 
Bland, 
Boen, 


Branch, 
Breckinridge, 
Bretz, 
Brookshire, 
Cabaniss, 
Capehart, 
Catchings, 
Clark, Mo. 
Cobb, Ala. 


Erdman, 
Everett, 
Fyan, 
Goldzier, 
Grady, 
Gresham, 
Hall, Mo. 
Hammond, 
Harrison, 
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Haugen, Lockwood, 
Henterson, N.C. Maddox, m, Tate, 
Hudson, Mallory, Pence, Taylor, Ind. 
Hunter, McCulloch, Pendieton, Tex. Terry, 
Izlar, McDearmon, Perkins, Tucker, 
Jones, McEttrick, Reed, Turner, Ga. 
Kilgore, McKaig, Richardson, Tenn. Tyler, 
Kyle, McLaurin, Ritchie, Warner, 
Lacey, McMillin, Sayers, Wells, 
Lane, Montgomery, Snodgrass, Wheeler, Ala. 
Latimer, Moore, Stallings, Williams, Til. 
Lawson, Moses. Strait. Wilson, W. Va. 
Lester, O'Neil, Mass. Swanson, Woomer. 
Little, _ Page, Talbert, 5. C. 

NOT VOTING—1i3. 
Abbott, Culberson, Johnson, Ohio Settle, 
Adams, Ky. Denson, Kem, Shell, 
Adams, Pa. Dingley, er, Sherman, 
Aitken, Dinsmore, ire, Sibley, 
Alderson, Donovan, Marshall, Sickles, 
Allen, Ellis, Ky. Marvin, N. Y. Simpson, 
Apsley, Enloe, McAleer, Sipe, 
Babcock, Fielder, McDan' ‘ Smith, 
Bell, Colo. Fithian, McKeighan, Somers, 
Bingham, Fletcher, McRae, Stockdale, 
Boutelle, Gear, Meiklejohn, Straus, 
Bower, N. C. Gillet, N. Y. Meredith, Sweet, 
Brickner, Gillett, Mass. Meyer, Talbott, Md. 
Brosius, Goodnight, Murray, Taylor, Tenn. 
Brown, Gorman, Neill, Van Voorhis, N. Y. | 
Bryan, Graham, Newlands, Wadsworth, 
Bunn, Hall, Minn. Northway, Walker, 
Burnes, Harter, —, Washington, 
Cadmus, Heard, O'Neill, Mo. Waugh, 
Caminetti, Heiner, Pa. Payne, Weadock, 
Cannon, Il. Henderson, Iowa Pickler, Wheeler, Tl 
Clancy, Hendrix, Price, White, ; 
Cockran, Hines, Quigg, Wilson, Ohio 
Coffin, Md. Holman, Rayner, Wolverton, 
Cogswell, Hooker, Miss. Richardson, Mich. Woodard, 
Conn, Hopkins, Il. Robbins, Wright. 
Coombs, Houk, Rusk, 
Cornish, Hutcheson, Ryan, 
Covert, Johnson, Ind. Scranton, 


The SPEAKER. Upon this question the yeas are 145 and the 
nays are 91. The ayes have it, and the motion to reconsider is 
laid on the table. The question now is upon the engrossment and 
third reading of the amended bill. 

The question being taken, the bill was ordered to be engrossed 
and read a third time. 

Mr. MADDOX. Mr. Speaker, I move to recommit the bill with 
the instructions which I send to the desk. 

The motion of Mr. MAppox was read, as follows: 


Resolved, That House bill 8892 be recommitted to the Committee on Appro- 


priations with instructions to report the same back forthwith with all pro- | 


visions for one month’s extra pay for members’ clerks stricken from the bill. 


Mr. MADDOX. Upon that I demand the previous ———. 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. Mr. Speaker, I make the point of 
order that that question has just been voted upon by the House. 

The SPEAKER. Not singly. There was something else con- 
nected with it. 

Mr. SPRINGER. This motion relates only to the clerks of 
members. 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. But it is practically the same 
question that has just been voted upon. 

The SPEAKER. Notatall. This motion applies to one class 


of clerks, while the amendment just voted upon by the House | 


related both to those clerks and to another class of employees. 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. Mr. Speaker, I find on page 313 
of the Manual this: 

It is not in order to move to recommit a bill with instructions to insert 
what the House has just voted to strike out. 

Now, the converse of that ought to be true, and where the House 
has just refused to strike out an amendment made in Committee 
of the Whole and has voted to sustain it, in my judgment it would 
clearly be out of order to move to recommit the bill with instruc- 
tions to strike that provision out. 

The SPEAKER. Would the gentleman regard the amendment 
which has just been voted upon as identical with this? As the 
Chair understands it, the amendment reported fron the Commit- 
tee of the Whole was to pay the clerks and other employees of the 
House one month’s extra pay, and also to pay the clerks of mem- 
bers one month’s pay. This motion, as the Chair understands it, 
is to recommit the bill with instructions to strike out so much of 
the amendment as provides for a month's extra pay to clerks of 
members alone, without reference to the House employees. 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. Well, the greater includes the less. 
If such a motion as that made by the gentleman from Georgia is 
in order, we can never dispose of a bill. 

The SPEAKER. Under the rules there can be but one motion 
to recommit made. The gentleman from Georgia moves to re- 
commit the bill with instructions, and on that he demands the 
previous question. 

Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. 
the motion to recommit. 

The SPEAKER. The previous question is demanded. The 
question is upon ordering the previous question. 


Mr. Speaker, I move toamend 






The question being taken on ordering the previous question, 
the Speaker declared that the noes seemed to have it. 

Mr. MADDOX. I ask for a division. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 75, noes 125; so the 
previous question was refused. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Mr. Speaker, I move to amend the motion 
of the gentleman from Georgia to recommit by inserting the por- 
tion of the amendment reported from the Committee of the Whole 
that was omitted by him. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the amendment of the 
gentleman from Ohio. 

Mr. TRACEY. [rise toa point of order. I submit that this 
proposition would practically require the House to vote again upon 
the question we have just voted on. 

The SPEAKER. But if the motion to recommit is in order it 
is undoubtedly amendable under the rules. 

Mr.McMILLIN. TheChair, then, holds that to amend it would 
not be putting it in a condition so that it could not be voted on. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair has not reached that point. 

Laughter.} The Clerk will report the proposed amendment of 
the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. GROSVENOR}. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. I desire to modify my amendment by 
omitting the reading clerk now reading at the desk. My amend- 
ment is to strike out all of the amendment in regard to extra 
month’s pay except that relating to the reading clerk. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will please reduce his amend- 
ment to writing. 

After a pause the amendment of Mr. GROSVENOR was read, as 
follows: 

Amend the instructions as proposed by adding the following: 

“Strike out all persons, clerks, and employees to be paid extra pay, except 
the Capitol police.” 

ag eS 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE. OnthatIdemand the previous question. 

The previous question was ordered. 

The SPEAKER. The question is upon the amendment offered 
by the gentleman from Ohio _ GROSVENOR}. 

The question being taken, the amendment was agreed to; there 
being—ayes 127, noes 39. 

The SPEAKER. The question is now upon the motion to re- 
commit as amended. 

The SPEAKER proceeded to put the question. 

Mr. MADDOX (Gating the vote). Mr. Speaker 

The SPEAKER. For what purpose does the gentleman rise? 

Mr. MADDOX. To demand the yeas and nays. 

The SPEAKER. The House is dividing. 

Mr. McMILLIN. But the gentleman has the right at any time 
to demand the yeas and nays. 

The SPEAKER. The demand for the yeas and nays can not in- 
terrupt a division. 

Mr. McMILLIN. I submit, with deference to the Chair, that 
the yeas and nays can be demanded at any time. 

The SPEAKER. Not during a division. 

The question being taken, there were—ayes 49, noes 155. 

Mr. MADDOX. I now demand the yeas and nays. 

The question being taken on ordering the yeas and nays, there 
| were—ayes 32. 
| TheSPEAKER. Nota sufficient number, in the opinion of the 
| Chair. 
| Mr. MADDOX. Iask fora count of the other side. 

The question being taken, there were 167 in the negative. 

Mr. WELLS. I call for tellers on ordering the yeas and nays. 

Tellers were not ordered, only 18 voting in favor thereof. 

Mr. WELLS. I move that the House adjourn. 

The SPEAKER. Butthe Chairmust announce the result of the 
vote. Tellers are refused; the yeas and nays are refused; and the 
motion to recommit is rejected. The question is now, Shall the 
bill pass? 

Mr. WELLS. I move that the House do now adjourn. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. I hope the gentleman will not filibuster. 

The motion of Mr. WELLS was rejected. 

Mr. WELLS. I rise toa parliamentary inquiry: Is a motion to 
recommit without instructions in order? 

The SPEAKER. Itis not. Only one motion to recommit can 
be made. The question is, Shall the bill pass? 

The question being taken, there were—ayes 181, noes 24. 

Mr. BLAND. I call for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were not ordered. 

So the bill was passed. 

On motion of Mr. BRECKINRIDGE. a motion to reconsider the 
vote by which the bill was passed was laid on the table. 

DAILY HOUR OF MEETING. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. I ask unanimous consent that thé 
meet at 11 o’clock every day for the rest of this session. 
Mr. SAYERS. I object. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. I hope the gentleman will not object. 
Mr. SAYERS. Yes, sir; I object. 
Mr. OUTHWAITE. We desire to give an opportunity to the 
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Committee on Labor to bring their business before the Hovise to- 
morrow. 

Mr. SAYERS. I withdraw the objection if the gentleman will 
limit his motion to to-morrow. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. Very well, I ask unanimous consent that 
to-morrow the House meet at 11 o’clock. 

There being no objection, it was ordered accordingly. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. OUTHWAITE. I ask unanimous consent that the special 
order for eulogies at 2 o’clock to-morrow be postponed until 3 
o'clock. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair understands that this will be agree- 
able to the gentlemen from Illinois. In the absence of objection, 
the special order will be postponed ds requested. 

There was no objection, and it was ordered accordingly. 

ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


Mr. PEARSON, from theCommittee on Enrolled Bills, reported 
that they had examined and found truly enrolled a bill and joint re- 
solutions of the following titles; when the Speaker signed the same: 

A bill (H. R. 8237) for relief of William W. Buckley, late first 
lieutenant One hundred and ninety-fourth Regiment Ohio Vol- 
unteers; 

Joint resolution (S.R.117) granting permission for the erection 
of a bronze statue in Washington, D. C., in honor of the late Prof. 
Samuel D. Gross, M.D., LL. D., D.C. L.; 

Joint resolution (S. R. 138) authorizing the Secretary of the Navy 
to deliver unserviceable or condemned connon to the mayor of 
Burlington, Vt., to be used in decorating Battery PArk; and 

Joint resolution (S. R. 109) to fill vacancies in the Board of Re- 
gents of the Smithsonian Institution. 


POST-OFFICE APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. HENDERSON of North Carolina. Mr. Speaker, I desire 
to submit a confetence report on the Post-Office appropriation 
bill, which is a partial agreement. 

Mr. LOUD. I hope the gentleman will not present that this 
evening. It is not an agreement in full, and it is now nearly 
half past 5 o’clock. 

Mr. HENDERSON of North Carolina. I only want the report 
adopted, and then the other may go over until to-morrow. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will read the statement of the 
House conferees. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


STATEMENT. 


The managers on the part of the House of the conference on the atengree- 
ing votes of the two Houses on the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. 
R. 8272) making appropriations for the service of the Post-Office Department 
for the fiscal year en ing June 30, 1896, submit the following written state- 
ment in explanation of the action taken by the conference: 

The House agreed to the following amendments of the Senate: (1) To in- 
crease appropriations for printing slips, etc., from $12,000 to $15,000, and (2) to 
increase appropriation for railway-car service from $3,105,000 to $3,205,000. 
These increases are in accordance with the estimates. The House also agrees 
to an amendment striking out “Springfield” and inserting ‘“‘ Boston ” in the 
clause for necessary facilities on trunk lines. This is an immaterial amend- 
ment. 

The committee of conference report a disagreement in regard to the amend- 
ment of the Senate relating to the residence of postal clerks on the route to 
which they are assigned. 


POST-OFFICE BILL, 1896. 


PMAOUUE RS PANO, BOUND os cc cnsnvcccccdesden owas erimiembbocsccon $89, 442, 997. 86 
ARCTORSS GENES DG GRROS. .ciisin inn cnn cccconscnede chennipeosddniesns 108. 


Amount as passed Senate 
Amount as agreed to by conference 
Ee I ioctiernncvntnnthiinnsiictaminnetbibnaiatnweamsiiil 
Amount of act for 1895 


JOHN 8S. HENDERSON. 
EDW. J. DUNPHY. 
E. F. LOUD. 


The SPEAKER. The question is on agreeing to the partial re- 
port. 

The report was agreed to. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will now report the question that 
is at issue between the two Houses. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Amend on page 4, line 20, after the words “ Postmaster-General,” by insert- 


* Provided, That all clerks hereafter appointed tothe Railway Mail Service, 
and to perform duty in railway post-offices, shall reside at some point along 
the route to which they are assigned; but railway clerks heretofore ap- 
polished, a now performing such duty, shall not be required to change their 

Mr. HENDERSON of North Carolina. The Senate ask a con- 
ference on this amendment, and my motion will be to agree to 
that conference. The gentleman from California, I understand, 
wishes to move that the House recede and agree to the amend- 
ment. I am willing to let that lie over until to-morrow morning 
to satisfy his convenience. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from North Carolina moves 
to further insist on the disagreement to this amendment. 

Mr. LOUD. I move that the House recede from its disagree- 
ment to the amendment and agree tothe same. And pending 
that, I move that the House adjourn. 
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The SPEAKER. The Chair would suggest thatif the House 
does not remain in session until a later hour it will be difficult to 
transact the business. 

LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 


By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted as follows: 
To Mr. HoLmAn, for this day, on account of sickness in his 
famil 


To Mr. NorTHWAY, i: lefinitely, on account of sickness. 


DUPLICATE BILL FROM THE SENATE, 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House the following resolu- 
tion; which was read, considered, and adopted: 

Resolved, That the Senate be requested to furnish to the House a duplicate 
of the bill (S. 2243) in aid of the exposition to be held under the auspices of 


the Baltimore Centennial Exposition, and for other purposes, the same hay- 
ing been lost or mislaid. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

Mr. MARTIN of Indiana. Mr. Speaker, I hope the gentleman 
from California will withhold his motion to adjourn until I can 
call up the Friday night bills. It will not take over eighteen or 
twenty minutes to dispose of them. 

Mr. HENDERSON of North Carolina. I understood the gen- 
tleman from California [Mr. Loup] to request that this conference 
report be laid aside until to-morrow morning. I have no objec- 
tion to that. 

The SPEAKER. That will of course take time from a commit- 
tee which expects to present business to-morrow. The gentle- 
man asks consent, however, to let this conference report go over 
until to-morrow morning. 

Mr. HENDERSON of North Carolina. 
order for 12 o’clock. 

Mr. MAGUIRE. I object to that. 

Mr. HENDERSON of North Carolina. Then I have no objec- 
| tion to going on with it and concluding it to-night. I have made 
the motion that we agree to the conference asked by the Senate. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from California has made a 
motion which must be first disposed of. 

Mr. LOUD. I move that the House now adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to. 

And accordingly (at 5 o’clock and 30 minutes p.m.) the House 
adjourned until to-morrow morning at 11 o’clock. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PRIVATE BILLS. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, private bills and resolutions were 
severally reported from committees, delivered to the Clerk, and 
referred to the Committee of the Whole House, as follows: 

By Mr. MAHON, from the Committee on War Claims: A bill (H. 
R. 2325) for the relief of the estate of James S. Clark, deceased. 
(Report No. 1926.) 

By Mr. TURPIN, from the Committee on Indian Affairs: A bill 
(S. 2364) for the relief of Silas P. Keller. (Report No. 1927.) 

| By Mr. LACEY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions: A 
| bill (H. R. 6356) granting a pension to George W. Johnson. (Re- 


And to makeit a special 





port No. 1928.) 
PUBLIC BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, bills and resolutions of the follow- 
ing titles were introduced, and severally referred as follows: 

y Mr. HAINER of Nebraska: A bill (H. R. 8949) to establish a 
national university—to the Committee on Education. 

By Mr. TUCKER (by request): A resolution to establish a na- 
tional park at Appomattox, Va., and to appoint commissioners to 
locate same—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. SMITH of Arizona: A memorial of the legislative as- 
omihiy of Arizona, praying that Chalcedony Park, near Holbrook, 
Apache County, Ariz., be set aside and formed into a national 
park under care of the General Government—to the Committee 
on the Public Lands. 

By Mr. HERMANN: A memorial of the Oregon legislature, for 
the improvement of Umpqua River, Oregon—to the Committee 
on Rivers and Harbors. 


PRIVATE BILLS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills of the following titles 
were presented und referred as follows: 

By Mr. GROUT: A bill (H. R. 8950) for the relief of Company 
| M, Twenty-sixth Regiment New York Cavalry—to the Committee 
| on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. PASCHAL: A bill (H. R. 8951) to pension James G. 
Matthews, of Texas—to the Committee on Pensions. 


PETITIONS, ETC. 
Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, the following petitions and papers 


were laid on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows: 
By Mr. ALDRICH: Petition of Frances E. Willard and 79 





; 
| 





ethers, of the Women’s Christian Temperance Union, for the pas- 
sage of House bill of January 19, 1895, for a permanent treaty of 
arbitration between the United States and Great Britain—to the 
Committee on Foreign Affairs. - 

By Mr. BRODERICK: Memorial of Francis G. Peabody and 50 
others, of Howard University, and of Frederic E. Dewhurst and 75 
others, in favor of the passage of the antilottery bill now pend- 
ing in the House—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, resolution of Division No. 161, Order of Railway Con- 
ductors of Kansas, in favor of the Wright and Hermann labor 
arbitration bill—to the Committee on Labor. 

By Mr. COX: Petition of J. W. Howard and other citizens of 
Maury County, Tenn., in regard to bounty on sugar—to the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations. 

By Mr. DALZELL: Resolution of American citizens of Fayette 
City, Pa.,in favor of an amendment to the Constitution that 
neither Congress nor any State shall pass any law respecting an 
establishment of religion—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr.GROUT: Memorial of the Houston Board of Trade and 
the Fairbanks Company of New York, in behalf of the sugar 
producers of 1894 and in favor of giving them the bounty for that 
year—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, memorial of J. B. Scully and others, of Frontier Cavalry, for 
unpaid portion of bounty—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. HAYES: Petition of J. Ellen Foster and others, of the 
National Council of Women, asking for the passage of House reso- 
lution of January 19, 1895, for the ratification of a permanent 
treaty of arbitration between the United States and Great Britain— 
to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. HERMANN: Petition of citizens of Woodburn and As- 
toria, Oreg., for a constitutional amendment prohibiting the grant- 
ing of the right of franchise to persons not citizens of the United 
States—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, resolution of the Chamber of Commerce of Portland, Oreg., 
favoring the Lodge bill for the reorganization of the diplomatic 
service—to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. HICKS: Petition of 40 citizens of Casselman, Pa., pro- 
hibiting any State from granting the right of franchise to any 
person not a citizen of the United States—to the Committee on 
the Judiciary. 

Also, petition of 44 citizens of Pennsylvania who served in the 
various construction corpsandon military railroads attached to the 
United States Army from 1861 to 1865, asking that a law be en- 
acted to allow them the benefits of a pension, as provided in the 
act of June, 1890—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. McCLEARY of Minnesota: Resolution of St. Paul 
(Minn.) Order of Railway Conductors, Division No. 40, favoring 
House bill 8556, providing for adjustment of differences between 
railways and their employees—to the Committee on Labor. 

By Mr. MILLIKEN: Petition of B. L. Whitman and others, for 
alaw to suppress lotteries—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. PENCE: Resolution of the American Federation of 
Labor, in favor of the free and unlimited coinage of both silver 
and gold at the ratio of 16 to 1—to the Committee on Coinage, 
Weights, and Measures. 

Also, protest against exempting mining claims from annual 
work—to the Committee on Mines and Mining. 

Also, resolutions adopted at a meeting of 125 citizens of Denver, 
Colo., against granting the right of franchise to persons not citi- 
zens of the United States—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, resolutions of 125 citizens of Denver, Colo., against appro- 

riating public money and in favor of a law prohibiting an estab- 
ishment of religion—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. PICKLER: Petition of Burt Fuller and 835 others, of 
Sisseton, 8. Dak., praying for the passage of the Pickler bill, pro- 
viding for a reduction of price of Government lands to $1.25 per 
acre—to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

By Mr. PIGOTT: Petition of the Wine, Liquor, and Beer Dealers’ 
Association of Ansonia, Conn., against an increase in the tax on 
beer—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. REYBURN: Petition of B. F. Nickersham and others, 
of Philadelphia, Pa., for the passage of House resolution of Janu- 
ary 19, 1895, for the ratification of a permanent treaty of arbitra- 
tion between the United States and Great Britain—to the Com- 
mittee on Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. RICHARDSON of Michigan: Petition of the Grange, 
Cascade, Mich., for the passage of the bill to give the States 
authority over the sale and manufacture of imitations of butter— 
to the Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. RYAN: Petition of Journeymen Bookbinders’ Union, 
No. 4, and Columbia Union, No. 101, journeymen printers, per 
W. B. Hyde and B. L. Smith, chairmen of committees, in favor 
of the passage of House resolution 244, to revise the wages of cer- 
tain Government Printing Office employees—to the Committee on 


ting. 
By Mr. WANGER: Preamble and resolution of meeting of citi- 
zens of Pottstown, Pa., for the passage of House bill 5246—to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 
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SENATE. 


TUESDAY, February 26, 1895. 


The Senate met at 11 o’clock a. m. 
Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. W. H. Mitsurn, D. D. 


THE JOURNAL AND THE RECORD. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings 
will be read by the Secretary. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I ask that the reading of the Journal be dis- 
pensed with. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection? 

Mr. MANDERSON. I object. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. There is objection. 

The Secretary proceeded to read the Journal of yesterday’s pro- 
ceedings. 

Mr. HALE (at 11 o’clock and 10 minutes a. m.). I ask that the 
further reading of the Journal be dispensed with. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Iam constrained to object to that request. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. An objection is interposed. 


The reading of the Journal was resumed and concluded. 

Mr. HALE. Before the Journal is approved, I wish to call the 
attention of the Senate to the difference between the Journal and 
the Recorp. The Journal is completed, as it should be, down to 


the moment of adjournment, but I find on examining the Recorp 
that a considerable portion of the report of last evening is not 
included in the Recorp fortheday. As every Senator knows, this, 
particularly in the last days of the session, is very troublesome, 
because we only gain the knowledge of what is done in this and in the 
other branch by reading the Recorp. Itis the first thing that I de 
in the morning, so as te be apprised of what is going on. 

I call the attention of the Committee on Printing to this matter. 
The Senator from Nebraska [Mr. MANDERSON] is, I think, the only 
member present. I am told that so faithful was the work of our 
reporters that at half past 1 the iast page of the report of the pro- 
ceedings was copied and completed and sent to the Printing Oftice. 

Mr. HAWLEY. Atl. 

Mr. HALE. It may have been 1 o'clock. I was told at half 
past 1. Either is enough to show that we might have had the 
Recorp. But the Printing Office, whose main business it is to 
report ‘the proceedings of Congress, shut off its work, put out its 
lights, and declined to complete the Recorp and furnish it to us for 
this morning. 

Mr. President, unless some note of warning and some monition 
is served upon the Printing Office (I hope the Committee on Print- 
ing will attend to it) we shall be in this situation all the time. We 
must have night sessions; we shall have to get a knowledge of the 
ee of the Senate from the Recorp the next morning, coy- 
ering the day before; and if every night this office, whick is our 
servant, the servant of Congress, shuts off work, extinguishes 
lights at 2 o’clock, or at any hour when copy is coming in, we shall 
be in the same situation as we are now. 

I am aware that the fault, if there is fault, should not be attrib- 
uted to our reporters, who are very constant in their work. There 
will be cases—I have known cases—where Congress sits all night and 
into the early hours of morning, when the proceedings can not be 
got into the Recorp; but the adjournment last night was inside of 


| 11 o’clock, and there was no reason why we should not have had 


every word from the Printing Office. 

Mr. MANDERSON. I simply desire to say that no one questions 
the capacity and the interest, day and night, of the reporting force of 
the Senate; and it is seldom that there is occasion to question the 
industry and faithfulness of those who are responsible for the con- 
duct of the Public Printing Office. It is very exceptional that this 
has occurred. Usually when we sit until 12 or 1 o’clock we find in 
the Recorp the next morning the full account of our proceedings, or 
if there is delay for an hour or two, it is laid on our desks during the 


| morning. 


I have no question but that there is some good excuse for this omis- 
sion. It is, as the Senator from Maine suggests, an omission that is 
to be regretted, because it causes embarrassment. Those of us who 
desired to read what was done inthe later hours of last night’s ses- 
sion found ourselves unable to get that information this morning. 

Mr. HALE. A Senator tells me he was informed by the Printing 
Office that they would receive nothing for the Recorp after 12 
o'clock. 

Mr. MANDERSON. That of course should not be, and will be 
remedied. 

Mr. HALE. The question is whether they are tie masters or 
whether we are the masters. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Journal will be approved. 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. T. O. 
TowLes, its Chief Clerk, requested the Senate to furnish the House 
with a duplicate copy of the bill (S. 2243) in aid of the exposition 
to be held under the auspices of the Baltimore Centennial Associa- 
tion, and for other purposes, the original having been lost or mis- 
laid. 
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ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


The message also announced that the Speaker of the House had 
signed the following enrolled bills, and they were thereupon signed 
by the Vice-President: 

A bill (S. 444) making the surveyor of the District of Columbia 
a salaried officer, and to provide for more efficient service in the 
surveyor’s office. 

A bill (H. R. 962) for the relief of Captain Ceran Saint Vrain’s 
company of New Mexico Mounted Volunteers; 

A bill (H. R. 1314) for the relief of Mathew 8. Priest; and 

A bill (H. R. 4507) for the relief of Witherby & Gaffney. 

EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a communication 
from the Secretary of War transmitting a letter from the A-jutant- 
General inclosing a draft of a joint resolution providing for the 
printing, under an act of Congress approved January 12, 1895, of 
publications necessary for the instraction and discipline of the 
Army; which, with the accompanying papers, was referred to the 
Committee on Printing and ordered to be printed. 

He also laid before the Senate a communication from the Secretary 
of the Navy, in response to a resolution of the 23d instant, trans- 
mitting correspondence and reports on file in that Department rela- 
tive to the remission of time penalties on the Yorktown, Baltimore, 
Philadelphia, and Newark; which, on motion of Mr. HUNTON, was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Appropriations. 


BALTIMORE CENTENNIAL EXPOSITION, 


The Vice-President laid before the Senate the request of the 
House of Representatives that the Senate farnish thé House a du- 
plicate copy of the bill (S. 2243) in aid of the exposition to be held 
under the auspices of the Baltimore Centennial Association, and for 
other purposes; and by unanimons consent the request was ordered 
to be complied with, and the duplicate furnished to the House. 


ORDER OF BUSINEss. ‘ 


Mr.COCKRELL. I move that the Senate proceed to the consid- 
eration of the bill (H. R. 8518) making appropriations for sundry 
civil expenses of the Government for the fiscal year ending June 
30, 1896, and for other purposes. 

Mr. VEST. Let us have half an hour for reports of committees. 

Mr. MILLS. Let morning business be transacted. 

Mr. PALMER. Will the Senator yield, that I may submit some 
reports? 

Mr. COCKRELL. I am perfectly willing that fifteen or twenty 
minutes shall be given for the submission of amendments and 
reports, and | will yield as soon as the bill is taken up. 

Mr. HOAR. I do not hear the Senator. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I said I am perfectly willing, when the bill is 
taken up, to yield ten, fifteen, or twenty minutes for making reports 
of committees and submitting amendments. 

Mr. SHERMAN. And petitions. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Petitionsandso on—morning business; but not 
to take up and pass bills. I hope to make such progress with the 
appropriation bill that we can yield to the Senate to-night to con- 
sider unobjected bills, according to the general agreement. 

Mr. CAFFERY. I rise to morning business. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Objection being interposed to the re- 
quest of the Senator from Missouri, morning business will be 
received. ' 

PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT presented a communication from the Sec- 
retary of the Navy, stating that he had forwarded to the House of 
Representatives a petition of the officers and enlisted men of the 
U. 8. S. Yantic, praying for an amendment to the act of February 
14, 1885, authorizing a retired list for privates and noncommissioned 
ofticers of the United States Army who have served for a period of 
thirty years or upward, so as to include enlisted men of the Navy; 
which was referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

Mr. CAFFERY. I present a telegram, evidently intended to be a 

etition, signed by the leading business men of New Orleans, ask- 
ing that the sugar producers of the country be granted a portion 
of the bounty on the crops of 1894. I move that the petition lie on 
the table. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. CAREY presented a joint resolution of the legistature of 
Wyoming; which was referred to the Committee on Finance, and 
ordered to be printed in the Recorp, as follows: 

Honse joint resolution No. 7. 

Be it resolved by the house of representatives (the senate concurring therein), That, 
believing that the preposed additional issue of bonds on the part of the National 
Government is a movement in the East on the part of New York bankers to force 
the country to a gold basis beyond the possibility of a chamge and to drive the 
Naticnal Government from its constitutional supervision of the currency of the 
country, and believing that this would entail unteld misery on the common people 
of the land, we most respectfully ask that the Representatives in the National 
Congress from the State of Wyomiug protest against the issuance of gold bonds 
or any bonds which would fasten a debt upon the people for generations to come. 

We farther ask that the Representatives of this State use all honora‘le means 
to prevent legislation as proposed by the President's message sent to Congress on 
Monday, Jannary 21, 1895, and to defeat the Administration bill now before the 
Banking and Currency Committee of the House of Representatives in Washington. 
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Be it further resolved, That a copy of these resolutions, suitably indorsed and 
engrossed, besent to Hon. J. M.Cargy and Hon. C. D. CLARK in the Senate of the 
United Stetes, and Hon. H. A. Correen in the House of ere. 

GEO. W. HOYT, 
President of the Senate. 
JAY L. TORREY, 
Speaker of the House. 
Approved, February 11, A. D. 1895. 


WM. A. RICHARDS, Governor. 


STATE OF WyomING, OFFICE OF THE SECRETARY OF STATE. 
Unirep Stats or AmeERIcA, State of Wyoming, ss: 
I, Charles W. Burdick, secretary of state of the State of Wyoming, do hereby 
certify that the annexed copy of house joint resolution No. 7 is a true and 
correct copy of the original, which was duly passed by the third legislature of 


the State of Wyoming, signed by the governor, and is now on file in the office of 
the secretary of atate. 


In testimony whereof, I have hereunto set my hand and affixed the great seal of 
the State of Wyoming. 


Done at Cheyenne, the capital, this 12th day of February, A. D. 1895. 
[SEAL. ] CHARLES W. BURDICK, 
Secretary of State. 

Mr. PERKINS. I present two joint resolutions of the legislature 
of California, the firstin favor of the free and unlimited coinage of 
silver, and the second asking an immediate appropriation for the 
United States Débris Commission. My colleague and myself have 
received similar resolutions, and I ask that these presented by my- 
oe printed in the Recorp and preferred to the appropriate com- 
mittees. 

The following joint resolution was referred to the Committee on 
Finance, and ordered to be printed in the Recorp, as follows: 


Assembly joint resolution No. 13. 
Passed the Assembly February 6, A. D. 1895. 


Chief Clerk of the Assembly. 
Passed the Senate February 14, A. D. 1895. 


Seeretary of the Senate. 
This resolution was transmitted to the governor this 18th day of February, 


A. D. 1895. 
E. L. COLMON, 
Private Secretary to the Governor. 


Chapter —. Assembly joint oitin No. 13, relative to the free coinage of 
Sliver. 


Whereas we recognize the fact that by the demonetization of silver, and by refusal 
to give it equal standing in the coinage system of the United States, the material 
interest of the nation is dangerously impaired; and whereas it is recognized to 
be a fact that the opposition to silver coinage emanates from speculative syndi- 
cates and moneyed classes who seek to embarrass the people of the nation for the 
advancement of their own selfish ends; and whereas we entertain the firm belief 
that the full measure of national prosperity will never be restored until the coin- 
age of silver is resumed, in accordance with the true intent and spirit of the Con- 
stitutionof the United States, and having unbounded faith in the powerand ability 
of this nation to restore and maintain silver in its proper position alongside of 
gold; and whereas, we believe that the issue of United States bonds for the pur- 
pose of maintaining a single gold standard, or any standard that does not contem- 
plate the free and unlimited coinage of silver is a practice fraught with the great- 
est danger to the stability of our institutions and the maintenance of national 
credit: Therefore be it 

Resolved, That our Senators in Congress be instructed, and our Representatives 
be requested, to earnestly and urgently advocate the immediate enactment of such 
laws as may be necessary to provide for the immediate resumption of the free and 
unlimited coinage of silver in the ratio of 16to 1; and be it farther 

Resolved, That our Senators be instructed, and our Representatives be requested, 
to actively advocate the enactment of such laws as may be necessary to prevent 
the issue of United States bonds for the sole purpose of maintaining a single gold 
standard of money; and be it further 

Resolved, That the governor be requested to immediately transmit a copy of 
these resolutions to each of our Senators and Representatives in Congress. 


The following joint resolution was referred to the Committee on 
Appropriations, and ordered to be printed in the RECORD, as fol- 
lows: 

Assembly joint resolution No. 20. 


Passed the assembly, February 14, A. D. 1895. 


Chief Clerk of the Assembly. 
Passed the senate, February 15, A. D. 1895. 


Secretary of the Senate. 
This resolution was transmitted to the governor this 20th day of Vebruary, 


A. D. 1895. 
E. L. COLMON, 
Private Secretary of the Governor. 
Chapter —. Assembly joint resolution No. 20, relative to securing immediate 
attention from Congress to the United States débris commission. 

Whereas the appropriation for the contingent expenses of the United States 
Débris Commission is about exhausted and the prosecution of their work is 
endangered, therefore be it 

Resolved by the assembly (the senate concurring), That our Senators and Repre- 
sentatives in Congress be requested to give the matter their immediate attention 
with a view to securing an additional appropriation at the earliest possible 
moment. 

Resolved, That a copy of these resolutions be immediately telegraphed to our 
Senators and Representatives. 


Mr. GORDON. I present a communication from Mr. Flynn Har- 
gette, jr., of Harris County, Ga., suggesting certain amendments 
to the pension laws. I move that the communication be referred 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. SHERMAN presented a petition of sundry citizens of Nova, 
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Ohio, praying for the adoption of an amendment to the Constitu- | No. 119, providing for the protection of the forest reserves of the United States; 


tion of the United States prohibiting the appropriation of moneys ond 
. . . . . . W hereas mo s i ious 
for sectarian institutions; which was referred to the Committee on | importance ng ga —gneainnan teelinetin tamara» <gemenmme 
the Judiciary. = diesolved by the senate (the house of representatives concurring), That the legis- 
He also presented a petition of sundry citizens of Nova, Ohio, | lature of the State of Washington hereby approves said bill and desires that the- 


s . ‘ : . Senators from this State exert their influence to secure its early enactment, and 
praying for the adoption of an amendment to the Constitution Of | that a copy of thi Salts he een Ge ee & the Danteat Wachdes 
the United States providing that “no State shall grant the right | “Adopted he Geena, naa Se a 


of franchise to any person who is nota citizen of the United States ;” F. H. LUCE, 

which was referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. President of the Senate. 
He also presented resolutions adopted by the Chamberof Com- | Adopted by the house, February 14, 1895. 

merce of Cleveland, Ohio, favoring the enactment of legislation | ELLIS MORRISON, 


Speaker of the Howse. 
(Indorsed:) Senate concurrent resolution No. 12. Relative to the proteciion 
of forest reserves. Filed in the office of the secretary of state February 15, 1895 
J. H. PRICE, Sccretery of State 
Untrep STATES OF AMERICA, 
State of Washington, Office of the Secretary of State. 
I, J. H. Price, secretary of state of the State of Washington, do hoceby certify 
that I have carefully compared the annexed copy of the Senate concurrent rese- 
iution No. 12 with the original now on file in this office, and find the same to be a 
true and perfect copy thereof. 
In testimony whereof I have hereunto set my hand and affixed the seal of the 
State of Washington. 
Done at Olympia, this 16th day of February, in the year of our Lord one thou- 
sand eight hundred and ninety-tive. 
[SEAL. ] J. H. PRICE, Secretary of State. 
SUSPENSION OF PENSION. 
Mr. BURROWS. I ask unanimous consent of the Senate to have 
printed the opinion of Judge Bradley, of the supreme court of the 
District of Columbia, delivered in the case of The United States ex 


providing for the reorganization of the consular and diplomatic serv- 
ice of the Government; which were ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. BLANCHARD presented resolutions adopted by the Board of 
Trade, Limited, of New Orleans, La., favoring the enactment of legis- 
lation in behalf of the Tennessee Centennial Exposition ; which were 
referred to the Committee on Appropriations. 

Mr. PEFFER presented a resolution of the legislature of the State 
of Kansas; which was referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, 
and ordered to be printed in the Recorp, as follows: 


House concurrent resolution No. 20. [By Mr. Schlyer.] 


Whereas the experience of the settlers upon the plains of western Kansas, 
covering a period of more than twenty years, has demonstrated conclusively that 
agriculture can not be pursued with profit under existing natural conditions, and 
that artificial means and methods must be substituted therefor; and 

Whereas the tests and experiments required to determine the fitness of new 
methods applicable to these higher altitudes and limited rainfall can not be made 
at the agricultural college of the State; and 

Whereas the Fort Hays ae ae Mage — < a feet -, 
sea level, contains a valuable b of native timber that should be preserved to | ,..7 @ - Wilh : . and . » ee? 
posterity, and the land of said vonarention is admirably adapted for such experi- <a Long v. W illiam Loc hren, Commissione r of Pe —— 
ments in agriculture as are required in the premises; and and Hoke Smith, Seeretary of the Interior. I move that the opin- 

Whereas the buildings upon said military reservation, formerly used as resi- | ion be printed as a miscellaneous document. 


dences for officers and their families, barracks for troops, storehouses, etc., re The motion was agreed to. 

large and commodious, but can not be moved without destraction of their value, - 

but in their present position are of great as a be a oo FALL OF PRICES. 

additional repairs for the purpose of a branch of the State Normal School; anc - ‘ ‘ : P 
Whereas a Seonéfem f a incoinds of the State Normal School at this place Mr. COCKRELL. I present an address by President E. Benjamin 


would be central and convenient for the whole of the north half of the State; and | Andrews, delivered before the Manufacturers’ Club of Philadelphia, 
Whereas the said military reservation has long since been abandoned by the | Pa., on Monday, February 18, 1895, on ‘‘The fall of prices: The 

bs cor ar ae neat camel Gs auiaeat Maneee Ge senate con. | CeUSe and the cure.” I move that the address be printed as a mis- 

curring therein), That our Senators and Representatives are hereby requested to | cellaneous document. 

secure the passage of an act of Congress donating the said Fort Hays Military | The motion was agreed to. 

Reservation to the State of Kansas for the following public purposes: REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 


First. For a western branch of the Kansas Agricultural College. 
Second. For a western branch of the Kansas State Normal Institute. Mr. MILLS, from the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads, 


Geoceal es ee J CEE IE SS Ase SEA Oe A to whom was referred the bill (S. 2594) for the relief of Charles W. 
to transmit acopy of these resolutions to the President of the United States Sen- | Russey, submitted an adverse report thereon; which was agreed to, 


ate, the Speaker of the House of Representatives, and to each Senator and Repre- | and the bill was postponed indefinitely. 
sentative in Congress from the State of Kansas. Mr. PALMER, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to whom 
| was referred the bill (H. R.3128) for the relief of Samuel Burrell, 
j , : : . ¢ Sttead @ pa j 
I, W. C. Edwards, secretary of state of the State of Kansas, do hereby certify —— eee amendment, and submitted S pepere thereon. : 
that the following and annexed is a true and correct copy of the ocriginal instru- te Seo ee committe 2, tow hom a referred the bill 
ment of writing filed in my oftice February 18, 1895. (H. R. 952) for the relief of Catherine Caine, reported it without 
In testimony whereof I have hereunto subscribed my name and affixed my | amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 
official seal. Done at Topeka, Kans., this 19th day of February, 1895. He also, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred 


. WwW. C. EDWARDS. . aoe . . 7 . sama 
fomsz. } ~ the bill (H. R. 6651) to pension Susannah Kepford, of Nobie County, 


Seeretary of State. Ind ted it ith i 
EO ; : | Ind., reported 16 without ame ent, < submitted z ‘por 
Mr. PEFFER presented a concurrent resolution of the legislature | }),.:00n p thont amendment, and submitted a report 


: State of K ; whi as referred to the Committee . . 3 ; 
P ? I ee ee eee ; bill (H. R. 8884) granting a pension to Alexander M. Laughiin, 


Whereas part 3, section 4693, Revised Statutes of the United States, granting | reported it without amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 
pensions to soldiers, sailors, marines, and militiamen, et al., in its restrictive pro- He also, from the same committee, te whom was referred the bill 
vision limiting the time of the validity and successful prosecutions of claims for H.R 3977) t wie Jane W i la aad 13 a ; : 
pensions of “militiamen and nonenlisted persons on account of disability from | (44- 4. 9¥f4) tO pension Jane ebster, reported it without amend- 
wounds or injury received in battle with rebels or Indians while temporarily ment, and submitted a report thereon. 
rendering service " to the 4th of July, A. D. 1874, has done and does great injus- Mr. MITCHELL, of Oregon, from the Committee on Post-Offices 
tice and wreng to tens of thousands of men who risked their lives, health, and | and Post-Roads. to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 995) for the 
property for the Government in its hour of peril, and their widews and depend- a aie aa <7 caoe 
em.n: and relief of J. M. Billings, reported it without amendment, and sub- 

Whereas if that classof persons wero ever by right entitled toa pension (which | mitted a report thereon. 
they were, equal to all other pension claimants and pensioners), they are equally He also, from the Committee on Claims, to whom was referred 


so entitled forall time. ‘The right and jasticeof their claims does not die by stat- | ; 3 of PY » ine ay oo 4 nf Me : 
utory limitation, that only deprives them of the pecuniary blessings of the pen- | the bill (S. 2640) to carry ont the findings of the Court of Claims 


STATE OF KANSAS, 
Office of the Secretary of State. 


sion which they are by rizht entitled to: Therefore, be it in the case of Susannah P. Swoope, reported it withont amendment, 
Resolved by the House of Representatives of Kaneas (the Senate concurring), That | and submitted a report thereon. 
our Senators and Representatives in Congress be, and theyare hereby, instructed | Mr. CAFFERY, from the Committee on Claims, to whom was 


to obtain the repeal of the following part of section 4693 of the Revised Statutes sae T ¢ 9999) f.» .ealiaf of Willi: cal 

of the United States: ‘‘ But no claim Of a State militiaman or nonenlisted person, referred the bill (S. 1522) for the relief of William Leach, submitted 

on account of disability from wounds or injury received in battle with rebels or | 4! adverse report thereon ; which was agreed to and the bill was 

Indians, while temporarily rendering service, shall be valid unless prosecuted to | postponed indefinitely. 

a successful issue prior to the 4th day of July, 1874.” Mr. VEST, from the Committee on Commerce, to whom was 
And be it further resolved, ‘That the setretary of state is hereby instructed to fe ithe bill (S.2753) authorizine the Dver ta ilar s d Mi 

send an engrossed copy of this resolution to each of our Senators and Members of Tererrec e bill (5.2753) authorizing the Dyersburg and Missis- 


Congress. sippi River Railway and Improvement Company to bridge the Obion 
STATE or Kansas, | River, in the State of Tennessee, reported it without amendment, 
Office of the Secretary of State. and submitted a report thereon. 


a I, a a ey = state of ber State of Kansas, do hereby certify | He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the bill 
nat the following and annexed is a true and correct copy of the original resolu- fe oa a > : ; “a 
dion 0d tn tay siiee February 19, 1895. py° eee ote | (H. R. 8659) to authorize the construction of bridges across the 
In testimony whereof I have hereunto subscribed my name and affixed my | Emory and the Clinch rivers, in the State of Tennessee, reported it 
official seal. Done at Topeka, Kans., this 2ist day of February, 1895. without amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 
[SEAL.] Ww. Ee Mr. MARTIN, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was 
Secretary 0 a ; ‘ > . » . 
- . : , i referred the bill (H. R. 6461) to grant a pension to Mrs. Mary But- 
Mr. SQI IRE presented a resolution of the legislature of the | ton, of Arkansas, widow of Asa Button, deceased, reported it with- 
State of Washington; which was referred to the Committee on | ont amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 


Agriculture and Forestry, and ordered to be printed in the Recorp, He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the bill 
as follows: (H. R. 8264) granting a pension to Saloma Mangold, reported it 
Senate concurrent resolution No. 12. without amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 


Whereas there is now pending in the Senate of the United States House bill He also, from tue same committee, to whom was referred the bill 












Se NRE at eee EEN co Ne mar 
a 










































Shee etait ie os 


a8 


Ree been acordeted 





2748 


(S. 2746) granting an increase of pension to Napoleon B. Breedlove, 
reported it with an amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. MARTIN. I report from the Committee on Public Lands a 
substitute for Senate bill No. 2169 fixing the times when, regulating 
the manner in which, and declaring the character of the accounts 
which shall be hereafter stated to the Treasury Department for set- 
tlement between the United States and the several public-land States 
relative to the net proceeds of the sales of the public lands made and 
to be made therein by the United States, and for other purposes. 

I ask that this bill be postponed indefinitely, and will state that 
hereafter I shall submit a written report to accompany the substi- 
tute I have just reported. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Senate bill No. 2169 will be postponed 
indefinitely, in the absence of objection. The substitute bill reported 
by the Senator from Kansas will be read twice by its title, and placed 
on the Calendar. 

The bill (S. 2803) fixing times when, regulating the manner in 
which, and declaring the character of the accounts between the 
United States and tue several public-land States relative to the net 
proceeds of the sales and other disposition of the public lands made 
and to be made therein by the United States, which shall hereafter 
be stated and certified to the Treasury Department for payment, 
was read twice by its title. 

Mr. BERRY. With reference to that bill, I wish to state that, 
though the majority of the Committee on Public Lands reported the 
bill favorably, I, as a member of that committee, did not agree to 
the report, and do not think the bill oug!:: to pass. If the Senator 
from Kansas [Mr. Martin] who reported the bill shall hereafter 
submit a written report on behalf of the majority of the committee, 
I shall ask leave to file the views of the minority. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Leave will be granted, in the absence of 
objection. 

Mr. MANDERSON. From the Committee on Printing, I report an 
amendment intended to be proposed to the general deficiency ap- 

ropriation bill. I offer it on behalf of the Committee on Printing, 
it having the approval of that committee. I move that the amend- 
ment be printed and that it be referred to the Committee on Appro- 
priations. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. VEST, from the Committee on Commerce, to whom was re- 
ferred the bill (H. R. 8882) to authorize the construction of a bridge 
across the Illinois River at or near the town of Hennepin, reported 
it without amendment. 

He also, from the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, 
to whom was referred an amendment submitted by Mr. Wotcorr 


on the 22d instant, intended to be proposed to the sundry civil appro- | 
priation bill, reported favorably thereon, and moved that it be 


referred to the Committee on Appropriations and printed; which 
was agreed to. 

Mr. DAVIS, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to whom 
was referred the bill (H. R. 8391) for the relief of Michael Ryan, 
reported it without amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. VOORHEES, from the Committee on Finance, reported an 
amendment intended to be proposed to the sundry civil appropria- 
tion bill; which was referred to the Committee on Appropriations. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas, from the Committee on Indian Affairs, 
to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 8900) to amend section 9 of 
an act entitled ‘‘An act to authorize the Kansas City, Pittsburg and 
Gulf Railroad Company to construct and operate a railroad, tele- 
graph, and telephone line through the Indian Territory, and for other 
purposes,” reported it without amendment. 

Mr. ALDRICH, from the Committee on Finance, to whom was re- 
ferred the bill (H. R. 6870) for the relief of James Phelan, internal- 
revenue collector at Detroit, Mich., reported it without amendment. 

Mr. GORMAN, from the Committee on a reported an amend- 
ment intended to be proposed to the general deficiency appropria- 
tion bill; which was referred to the Committee on A, propriations. 

Mr. HAWLEY, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to whom 
was referred the bill (S. 2090) to remove the charge of desertion 
and grant an honorable discharge to Helmuth F. Soeckel, reported 
it without amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 


MEXICAN FREE ZONE, 


Mr. HARRIS. I am directed by the Committee on Finance, to 
whom was recommitted the joint resolution (H. Res. 277) in refer- 
ence to the free zone along the northern frontier of Mexico and 
adjacent to the United States, to report it with an amendment, and 
I ask unanimous consent to have it considered at this time. This 
is the joint resolution that was recalled from the House of Repre- 
sentatives yesterday. I will briefly state that the joint resolution 
as it came from the House was intended to prohibit the passage of 
imported merchandise through the Territories of the United States 
under bond to a part of the free zone in Mexico. The Senate com- 
mittee has unanimously amended the joint resolution so as to make 
it apply to the whole of the free zone. I ask unanimous consent 
that it be now considered. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the joint resolution. 
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The amendment of the Committee on Finance was, in line 8, after 
the word “ exists,” to strike out: 


At any point between the western boundary of the city of Laredo, in the State 
of Texas, and the Pacific Ocean. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The joint resolution was reported to the Senate as amended, and 
the amendment was concurred in. 

The amendment was ordered to be engrossed and the joint resolu- 
tion to be read a third time. 

The joint resolution was read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. HARRIS. I move that the Senate request a conference with 
the House of Representatives on the joint resolution and amend- 
ment. 

The motion was agreed to. 

By unanimous consent, the Vice-President was authorized to 
appoint the conferees on the part of the Senate, and Mr. Harris, 
Mr. MorRRILL, and Mr. CoKE were appointed. 


INTERNATIONAL MONETARY CONFERENCE. 


Mr. VOORHEES. I am instructed by the Committee on Finance 
to report an amendment to the pending sundry civil appropriation 
bill. It is in lieu of the amendment introduced by the Senator 
from Colorado [Mr. WoLcotTr] the other day, which was referred 
to the en on Finance. I ask that the proposed amendment 
be read. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment will be read. 
The Secretary read as follows: 


That whenever the President of the United States shall determine that this 
Government should be represented at any international conference called with a 
view to secure, internationally, a fixity of relative value between gold and silver, 
as money, by means of a common ratio between those metals, with free mintage 
at such ratio, the United States shall be represented at such conference by nine 
delegates, to be selected as follows: The President of the United States shall 
select three of said delegates; the Senate shall select three members of the Senate 
as delegates; andthe House of Representatives shall select three members of the 
House as delegates. If at any time there shall be any vacancy, such vacancy 
shall be filled by the President of the United States. And for the compensation 
of said delegates, together with all reasonable expenses connected therewith, to 
be approved by the Secretary of State, including the proportion to be paid by the 
United States of the joint expenses of such conference, the sum of one hundred 
thousand dollars, or so much thereof as may be necessary, is hereby appropriated. 


Mr. VOORHEES. [ask that the amendment may be referred to the 
Committee on Appropriations, and I also ask that it may ba printed 
in the RecorpD, together with the original amendment offered by 
the Senator from Colorado, so that they may both appear together. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Without objection, it will be so 
ordered. 

The amendment, submitted by Mr. WoLcorTt on the 23d instant, is 
as follows: 


That whenever the President of the United States, upon invitation of the Gov- 
ernments of Germany or Great Britain, or any of the governments of Europe, or 
otherwise, shall determine that this Government should be represented at any 
international or other conference to be held with a view to secure, internationally, 
a fixity of relative value between gold and silver, as money, by means of a com- 
mon ratio between those metals, with freemintage at such ratio, he shall be author- 
ized to request the attendance of the commissioners, to be appointed as hereinafter 
provided, to attend such conference on behalf of the United States. 

That the number of such commissioners shall be nine. The President of the 
United States shall appoint, by and with the consent cf the Senate, three of said 
commissioners, prior to the adjournment of this Congress; the other six members 
of said commission shall be a joint committee of this Congress, three of said com- 
mittee to be members of the Senate and three of the House of Representatives. 
If, after the adjournment of this Congress, there shall be any vacancies in said 
commission so appointed, by death, resignation, or otherwise, such vacancies shall 
be filled by appointment by the President. 

That for the compensation of said commissioners and for all reasonable expenses 
connected therewith, to be approved by the Secretary of State, including the pro- 
portion to be paid by the United States of the joint expenses of such conference, 
the sum of $100,000, or so much thereof as may be necessary, is hereby appropriated. 
If such commissioners shall not be called upon to serve, no compensation shall 
be allowed them. 


Mr. HAWLEY. I should like the attention of the Senator from 
Indiana for a moment. I notice no provision in the amendment re- 
ported by him for the appointment of delegates on the part of the 
Senate before our adjournment on Monday next. I take it for 
granted some provision ought to be made for that. 

Mr. VOORHEES. I think that is provided for. That is the un- 
derstanding of the committee. 


SENATOR JOHN MARTIN. 


Mr. GRAY, from the Committee on Privileges and Elections, 
reported the following resolution; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee to Audit and Control the Contingent Expenses of the Senate: 


Resolwed, That the Secretary of the Senate be, and he is hereby, authorized and 
directed to pay out of the contingent fund of the Senate to John Martin, a Senator 
from the State of Kansas, the sum of $1,000 in full of compensation and all expenses 
incurred by him in the contest for his seat in the Senate by Joseph W. Ady. 


BILL INTRODUCED. 


Mr. ALLISON introduced a bill (S. 2804) to extend the time in 
which the Illinois and Iowa Railway and Terminal Company shall 
commence to build and complete the building ofits bridge across the 
Mississippi River at Moline, [ll.; which was read twice by its title 
and referred to the Committee on Commerce. 
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AMENDMENTS TO APPROPRIATION BILLS. 


Mr. BLANCHARD submitted an amendment intended to be pro- 
posed by him to the general deficiency appropriation bill; which 
was oe to the Committee on Indian Affairs, and ordered to be 
printed. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon submitted an amendment intended to 


be proposed by him to the sundry civil appropriation bill; which 





was referred to the Committee on Commerce, and ordered to be 
printed. 

He also submitted an amendment intended to be proposed by him 
to the general deficiency appropriation bill; which was referred to 
the Committee on Appropriations and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. BUTLER submitted an amendment intended to be proposed 
by him to the general deficiency appropriation bill; which was or- 
dered to be printed, and, with the accompanying paper, referred to 
the Committee on Appropriations. 

Mr. PROCTOR submitted an amendment intended to be proposed 
by him to the general deficiency appropriation bill; which was 
referred to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be 
printed. 

He also submitted an xmendment intended to be proposed by him 
to the sundry civil appropriation bill; which was referred to the 
Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. VEST submitted an amendment intended to be proposed by 
him to the general deficiency appropriation bill; which was ordered 
to be printed, and, with the accompanying papers, referred to the 
Committee on Appropriations. 

Mr. PLATT submitted an amendment intended to be proposed by 
him to the general deficiency appropriation bill; which was ordered 
to be printed, and, with the accompanying paper, referred to the 
Committee on Appropriations. 

Mr. DANIEL submitted an amendment intended to be proposed 
by him to the general deficiency appropriation bill; which was 
referred to the Committee on the Judiciary, and ordered to be 
printed. 

He also submitted an amendment intended to be proposed by him 
to the general deficiency appropriation bill; which was referred to 
the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

He also submitted two amendments intended to be proposed by 
him to the general deficiency appropriation bill; which were re- | 
ferred to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. | 

' 
| 





WITHDRAWAL OF PAPERS. 
On motion of Mr. GORMAN, it was 


Ordered, That leave be granted to D. W. Mullan to withdraw from the files of | 
the Senate the papers relative to S. R. 34, upon complying with the rule reiating 
thereto. 


ANNIE M. WIGGIN. 


| 
Mr. GALLINGER submitted the following resolution; which was 
referred to the Committee to Audit and Control the Contingent | 
Expenses of the Senate: 


' 
} 
Resolved, That the Secretary of the Senate be, and is hereby, authorized to pay 
out of the miscellaneous items of the contingent fund of the Senate to Annie M. 
Wiggin, widow of A. D. Wiggin, deceased, late conductor of elevator of the Senate, 
the sum of $600, being an amount equal to six months’ salary as such conductor of 
elevator, said sum to be considered as in lieu of all funeral expenses and other 


allowances. 
TREASURY CLAIMS. 


Mr. COCKRELL submitted the following resolution; which was 
considered by unanimous consent, and agreed to: 


Resolved, That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is hereby, directed to 
transmit to the Senate a schedule of all claims allowed by the accounting officers 
of the Treasury under appropriations the balances of which have been exhausted, 
or carried to the surplus fund under the provisions of section 5 of the act approved 
June 20, 1874, since the allowance of those which are embraced in House Ex. Doc. 
No. 234, present session, and to and including the 28th instant; also a list of 
judgments rendered by the Court of Claims, and not included with those trans- 
mitted to Congress February 4, 1895, and embraced in House Ex. Doc. No. 283, 
of the present session. 


JUDGMENTS AGAINST UNITED STATES. 


| 
Mr. COCKRELL submitted the following resolution; which was | 
considered by unanimous consent, and agreed to: 


Resolved, That the Attorney-General be directed to report to the Senate, under 
section 11 of the act of March 3, 1887, entitled ‘‘An act to provide for the bring- 
ing of suits against the Government of the United States,’ all judgments rendered 
in the circuit and district courts of the United States against the United States 
not heretofore reported which require an appropriation for their payment. 


AGRICULTURAL APPROPRIATION BILL. v 


Mr. CALL submitted the following report: 


The committee of conference on the arteries votes of the two Houses onthe 
amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R.8727) making appropriations for the 
Department of Agriculture for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1896, having met, 
after full and free conference have agreed to recommend and do recommend to 
their respective Houses as follows: 

That the Senate recede from its amendments numbered 3, 4, 6, 7, 9, 10, 13, 14, 16, 17, 
19, 20, 22, 32, 34, 35, 36, and 37. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendments of the Senate 
numbered 1, 2, 5, 8, 11, 12, 15, 18, 23, 24, 26, 27, 28, 29, 30, 31, 33, 38, 39, and 40, and agree 
to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the Senate 
numbered 21, and agree to the same with an amendmentas follows: In lieu of the 
sum named in the amended paragraph insert the following: ‘‘ $252,840;" and the 
Senate agree to the same. 


ment to the amendment of the Senate 
numbered 25, and to the same with an amendment, as follows: Insert after 
the word ‘‘ Secretary” in line 1 of said amendment the words ‘‘of Agriculture;"’ 
and the Senate agree to the same. 

WILKINSON CALL, 


CALVIN 5S. BRICE, 
S. M. CULLOM, 
Managers on the part of the Senate. 
W. H. HATCH, 
W. S. FORMAN, 
DAN WAUGH, 
Managers on the part of the House. 
Mr. COCKRELL. I ask that the report may be printed and lie 
on the table for the present. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. In the absence of objection, it will be 
so ordered. 


That the House recede from its di 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. T. O. TowLzs, 
its Chief Clerk, requested the Senate to return to the House the joint 
resolution (S. R. 117) granting permission for the erection of a 
bronze statue in Washington, D. C., in honor of the late Prof. Sam- 
D. Gross, doctor of medicine, doctor of laws, aud doctor of civil 

aw. 

The message also requested the Senate to furnish the House with 
duplicate copies of the following engrossed bills: 

A bill (S. 15) for the erection of an equestrian statue of Maj. Gen. 
John Stark in the city of Manchester, N. H.; and 

A bill (S. 266) providing for the erection of an equestrian statue 
of Gen. Francis Marion. 


SAMOAN CORRESPONDENCE. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate the following 
message from the President of the United States; which was read, 
and, with the accompanying papers, referred to the Committee on 
Foreign Relations, and ordered to be printed: 

To the Senate: 

I transmit herewith, in response to a resolution of the Senate of the 29th ultimo, 
a report from the Secretary of State, accompanied by copies of correspondence 
touching Samoan affairs. 

GROVER CLEVELAND, 

EXECUTIVE MANSION, 

Washington, February 26, 1895. 
RETURN OF BILLS. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate the request of the 
House of Representatives to furnish to the House duplicate copies 
of the bill (S. 15) for the erection of an equestrian statue of Maj. 
Gen. John Stark in the city of Manchester, N. H., and the bili 
(S. 266) for the erection of an equestrian statue of Gen. Francis 
Marion, and by unanimous consent the request was ordered to be 
complied with and the bills returned to the House. 


STATUE OF PROFESSOR GROSS. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate the request of the 
House of Representatives to return to the House the joint resolu- 
tion (S. R. 117) granting permission for the erection of a bronze 
statue in Washington, D. C., in honor of the late Prof. Samuel D. 
Gross, doctor of medicine, doctor of laws, and doctor of civil law, 
and by unanimous consent the request was ordered to be complied 
with and the joint resolution returned to the House. 

SUNDRY CIVIL APPROPRIATION BILL. // 


Mr. COCKRELL. If there beno further morning business, I move 
that the Senate proceed to the consideration of the sundry civil 
appropriation bill. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, resumed the consideration of the bill (H. R. 8518) making 
appropriations for sundry civil expenses of the Government for the 
fiscal year ending June 30, 1896, and for other purposes. 

Mr. QUAY. I desire to give notice to the chairman of the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations and to the Senate of my intention to 
move to reconsider the last amendment adopted last evening relat- 
ing to the Government Printing House. Ido not propose to reopen 
just now the discussion of the printing-house site question, and 
probably it will not be necessary to do it at all, but I think it proper 
to give this notice. 

Mr. COCKRELL. There are two or three amendments which I 
desire to offer this morning, as I am anxious to have the first part 
of the bill completed as far as possible, so that it may be perfected 
and ready for the printer. 

On page 5, at the end of line 9, I offer the amendment which I 
send to the desk, for the construction of a public building which 
has been authorized by law, and which has been reported favor- 
ably by the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment will be stated. 

The Secretary. At the end of line 9, on page 5, it is propused 
to insert: 


For public building at Paterson, N. J.: For commencement of the construc- 
tion of the public building, $50,000; and the Secretary of the Treasury is author- 
ized to contract for the completion of said building within the limit of cost pre- 


scribed by law, subject to appropriations to be made by Congress. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I offer the amendment which I send to the 
desk, to come in on page 7, after line 21. 
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The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment will be stated. 

The Secretary. On page 7, after line 21, it is proposed to insert: 

For public building at Troy, N. Y.: For additional amount for completion, 
ioe uding elevator, painting, clocks, storm doors, and other necessary work, 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. COCKRELL. On page 9, after line 10, at the special request 
and on the estimate of the Secretary of the Treasury, I move to in- 
sert the amendment which I send to the desk. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment will be stated. 

The Secretary. On page 9, after line 10, it is proposed to insert: 

For special repairs to the Winder Building, namely, for redeeming foundation 
of front wall, necessary repairs for the preservation of the building, interior re- 
pairs, calcimining and painting the front walls, $5,485. 

Mr. PLATT. Is the word “redeeming” proper there? 

Mr, COCKRELL. ‘ Redeeming” is the language used. It refers 
to the strengthening of the foundations. 

Mr. PLATT. Very well. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. COCKRELL. On page 106, after line 9, I move to insert the 
amendment which I send to the desk. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. ‘The amendment will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. On page 106, after line 9, it is proposed to insert: 

To enable the Secretary of War to reimburse Col. F. C. Ainsworth, Chief of 
the Record. and Pension Office, War Department, for such expenses incurred by 
him in legai proceedings growing out of the Ford's Theater disaster on the 9th 
day of June, 1893, as the Secretary of War may decide to have been necessary, 
proper, and revsonable, $4,000, or so much thereof as may be necessary. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. HOAR. I wish to inquire of the Senator ‘from Missouri 
whether he has a similar amendment to propose to those he has 
proposed in relation to public buildings in regard to the building 
at Brockton, Mass.? The bill for the construction of that building 
has become a law. The appropriation is a small one, $75,000 in all, 
I think. It was referred to the Senator’s committee some days ago. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I have not had the time to run over all of the 
amendments which have been submitted to me. Has the amend- 
ment referred to by the Senator been reported from the Committee 
on Public Buildings and Grounds? 

Mr. HOAR. Undoubtedly. The billhas passed and become a law. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I understand that, but some of the amend- 
ments have been reported from the Committee on Public Buildings 
and Grounds, and some have not been. 

Mr. HOAR. Ishouldliketohave the Senatorinform me. I think 
I had the amendment referred directly to the Committee on Appro- 
priations, and thought, as a matter of course, that it would go to 
the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I have it probably amongst my papers here. 

Mr. HOAR. I will not delay the Senator, but I trust he will give 
it proper attention. 

Mr. COCKRELL. What is the limit? 

Mr. HOAR. The limit is $75,000, if I recollect aright. 

Mr.COCKRELL. Iwill have the amendment prepared for $75,000, 
and offer it in a few moments. 

Mr. HOAR. That is satisfactory. 

Mr. MANDERSON. I havean amendment to offerin thelineof the 
action of the Senate with reference to those who suffered death from 
the Ford’s Theater disaster, which I ask may be now considered. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment will be stated. 

The Secretary. On page 62, line 16, before the word “ thou- 
sand,” it is proposed to strike out “fifteen” and insert “‘ twenty- 
five,” and on page 63, line 2, after the name ‘‘ George W. Roby,” it is 
proposed to insert “John T, Reynolds, George U. Bollinger,” so as 
to read~ 

For payment to the heirs and legal representatives of those who were killed by 
reason of the falling of the Ford Theater building on the 9th day of June, 1893, the 
sum of $125,000, of which sum there shall be — to the legal or personal —e 
sentatives of each of the following persons the sum of $5,000: George Q. Allen, 
George Michael Arnold, Samuel P. Banes, John Bussius, John E. Chapin, Jere- 
miah Daly, Joseph R, Fagan, Joseph Barker Gage, David Clark Jordan, Justus 
Boyd Jones, Frederick B. Loftus, Jay Hirst MeFall, Otto F. W. Meder, Howard 8. 
Miller, Benjamin Franklin Miller, Burrows Nelson, Emanuel G. Shull, Frank M. 
Williams, Alfred L. Ames. Arthur Napoleon Girault, Michael T. Mulledey, George 
W. Roby, John T. Reynolds, George C. Bollinger, and Charles Best Sayers. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. WOLCOTT. I wish to call the attention of the Senate to one 
thing in relation to the appropriation on account of the Ford’s 
Theater disaster. On page 63 the amendment reported by the com- 
mittee reads: 

That where the deceased died leaving a widow but no children the $5,000 shall 
be paid her; where the deceased left a widow and children, the widow shall re- 
ceive one-half and the children shall ‘share alike; and where the deceased was 
unmarried, the sum shall be paid to the legal heirs. 

I think that is the most remarkable statement I have seen in a law 
for a great while—‘“shall be paid to the legal heirs.” Certainly it 
should go to the personal representatives. In any event, there 
could be no possibility of its going to the illegal heirs. If the 

hraseology is to be continued as it is now in the bill, that particu- 
los phrase should be changed, so as to give the money to the legal 
representatives, and not to the legal heirs. I am not a member of 
the Committee on the Judiciary, but I suggest that some member 
of that committee should prepare a proper amendment, 
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Mr. COCKRELL. The amendment came from the Senator from 
Nebraska (Mr. MANDERSON], from the special committee having 
charge of the subject. 

Mr. MANDERSON, It came from the joint committee of the two 
Houses. There was a change of the language in the Committee on 
Appropriations, which, however, does not affect that feature. 

Mr, COCKRELL. Not in that part. 

Mr. MANDERSON. Not in that part, I was about to say; but I 
think perhaps the word “heirs” should be changed to “‘ representa- 
tives,” so that it will read “legal representatives.” 

Mr. FAULKNER. Isuggest that it should not be “ personal rep- 
resentatives.” 

Mr. MANDERSON. No, “ legal representatives.” 

Mr. FAULKNER. Because the object and purpose of this dona- 
tion, for that is what it is, is not to give it to the creditors of the 
deceased persons; and if it goes to the persoual representatives, it 
necessarily would go to the creditors of the deceased. It ought 
simply to go to the heirs. 

Mr. MANDERSON, Very well. 

Mr. COCKRELL. What suggestion does the Senator make? 

Mr. WOLCOTT. I propose to strike out “ legal,” and let it ran to 
the heirs. 

Mr. MANDERSON. I have no objection to that, as the word “‘le- 
gal”’ is surplusage. 

Mr. HOAR. It seems to me that there is a distinction between 
‘‘heirs” and ‘‘next of kin.” The sums proposed to be appropriated 
ought to go to the next of kin. It seems also that the duty of in- 
quiring who are the next of kin, where a large number of persons 
are concerned, ought not to be imposed upon the Department here, 
as that might involve in some cases a bill of interpleader. Itstrikes 
me that the true way would be to say “‘ the personal representatives 
for the benelit of the next of kin.” That would save the Depart- 
ment any inquiry, and the money would be paid over to the person 
who is under bond, and who will discover the next of kin, and get 
a legal decree if necessary. I make that suggestion. 

Mr. COCKRELL. The amendment was not prepared by the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations. We tookit just as we received it, except 
where it provided that children should share by stirpes, we pro- 
vided that they should share alike. That was the only change the 
Committee on Appropriations made. 

Mr. HOAR. I move to strike ont ‘legal heirs” and insert “‘ per- 
sonal representatives for the benefit of the next of kin.” That will 
exclude creditors. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment submitted by the Sen- 
ator from Massachusetts will be stated. 

The Secretary. In line 8, on page 63, it is proposed to strike 
out the words “legal heirs” and insert ‘‘ personal representatives 
for the benefit of the next of kin.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. BERRY. An amendment was passed over last night, on page 
70, in regard to the appropriations to protect the public lands. I 
inquire of the Senator from Missouri if there is any objection to 
considering that this morning. 

Mr. COCKRELL. No, sir. 

Mr. BERRY. Then, I shall move at this time an amendment to 
the amendment of the committee on page 70, line 10. The commit- 


| tee propose an amendment striking out ‘ $90,000,” and inserting 


‘* $60,000.” Toffered an amendment last night to the amendment to 
strike out “sixty” and insert “one hundred and twenty.” 

‘ The provision relates to the appropriation to protect the timber 
or/prblic lands and prevent fraudulent entries of public lands, 

(1 have been utterly unable to comprehend any public reason why 
“ne Committee on Appropriations have undertaken to reduce the 
appropriation made by the House of Representatives, which was 
altogether inadequate for the purpose named. I have a letter from 
the Commissioner of the General Land Office, and I wish to state 
here and now that there is no more efficient officer in the public 
service than the Commissioner of the General Land Office, Mr. Lamo- 
reux. He has the respect and confidence of every man who has had 
to do with the public lands of the country during his incumbency 
in office. In a letter written and signed by his assistant, ia regard 
to this matter, buf which I know he approves, he states: 

There is no more important branch than the special service division of the Gen- 
eral Land Office, which has charge of protecting the Government lands, and the 
moneys appropriated for this service are more than returned to the Goverament 
in the actual value of the moneys recovered from cash forfeited on entries can- 
celed by the action of the special agents of this division, and recovered in the 

rosecution of timber trespasses. During the four fiscal years from 1886 to 1889, 
inclusive, principally covered by Mr. Cleveland's first Administration, the total 
appropriations for this service amounted to $680,000, and during this same period 
the cash recovered from these two sources was $1,017,414.17, showing an excess of 
recoveries over appropriations of $337,414.17. 

In another part of the letter—and I shall not read all the letter— 
he says: 

In giving the above amounts recovered only the cash obtained by the Govern- 
ment as a result of this service was stated, but in addition to that item this serv- 
ice during these eight years caused the cancellation of 7,161 entries of various 
descriptions of the public lands, embracing 1,228,272 acres, and restored the land 
tothe public domain. The value of such restored land at the rates fixed by law 
was $1,836, 190. 

* 


* * ~ . 7 * 


From the years 1886 to 1894, inclusive, the total stumpage value of the timber 
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reported as unlawfully cut from thepublic lands amounted to $6,527,372.91, a yearly 
average of about $725,000. s 

The principal reason why the recoveries fall so far below the value of the timber 
cut is that the force of special agents at the command of the General Land Office 
has been tov small to promptly and thoroughly investigate these trespasses, and 
80 prepare the cases as to insure judgments for the United States. 

The appropriation for special agents for the current fiscal year is only $60,000, 
which is the smallest amount appropriated certainly within ten years. During 
the fiscal years ending June 30, 1890, 1891, 1892, and 1893, the amounts appro- 
priated for this service were respectively $212,462.15, $240,000, $220,000, and 
$120,000. 1t will be observed that the amount appropriated for this year is just 
one-half of the smallest amount above appropriated, and one-fourth of the 
amount appropriated in 1891. Should the amount asked for now, which is the 
same a3 that appropriated in 1891, $240,000, be granted by Congress, there is not 
the slightest doubt that fully half a million dollars will be recovered and turned 
into the Treasury as the result of this appropriation. 


In conclusion, the letter says: 


I sincerely hope that you may be able toobtain for this service at least $120,009, 
as no smaller amount will permit us to maintain a sufficient number of agents to 
cover the territory under the jurisdiction of this office, as at the present time 
there aré large sections of country, including whole States and Territories, where 
there is not even a single agent, and as a consequence we are compelled to decline 
to take action upon reported trespasses and frauds because of the inadequacy of 
our force. 

I will state further, Mr. President, that the President of the 
United States thought this matter of sufficient importance to refer 
to it in his annual message, and expressed the hope that there might 
be a sufficient appropriation made for this service. 

The Secretary of the Interior estimated the amount at $240,000; 
the House of Representatives only gave $90,000, and for some unex- 
plained reason the Senate committee has sought to still further re- 
duce the $90,000, and cut it down to $60,000. 

The Commissioner of the Land Office says the very least amount 
by which the public lands can be protected is $120,000, and he 
shows that when the other appropriation was made, $700,000, there 
was covered into the Treasury from money actually recovered from 
those who had cut timber from the public lands more than $1,000,000. 
I can not understand why the Committee on Appropriations should 
seek tocripple this service and thereby enable timber thieves from one 
end of the country to the other to cut and strip the public lands of 
timber. Before this reduction came there was an agent in my own 
State. I understand he has been withdrawn. There is a large 
amount of timber land there. Iam informed that a great many men 
have cut timber from those lands. They have been taking timber 
from the land in the Western States in large quantities. The esti- 
mate is $240,000, and it does seem to me that it is the duty of Con- 
gress to give the Commissioner of the General Land Office or the 
Secretary of the Interior at Jeast $120,000, which the Commissioner 
says is the least amount by which he can protect those lands. 

The land belongs to the Government; the timber is the Govern- 
ment’s, and if there is no protection and no timber agents, men will 
cut timber by the thousands of feet and appropriate it to their use. 
One hundred and twenty thousand dollars is the least amount the 
service can be rendered for, and I hope the Senate will adopt the 
amendment striking out ‘‘ $60,000” and inserting ‘‘ $120,000.” 

Mr. GORMAN. I trust the amendment will not be agreed to. I 
confess my astonishment at the constant attempt to increase appro- 
priations in these items where it is a mere matter of increasing the 
number of small officials of the Government. While I am liberal, 
I think, in aJl matters of appropriation that are necessary te carry 
on the Government, I think the time has come when we ought at 
least to check this tendency on the part of heads of Departments to 
make appointments where there is absolutely no necessity for them. 
As a matter of course, if we followed the estimates from the heads 
of Departments the appropriations would be over $550,000,000 for 
this year; and the particular item that is under consideration has 
been used over and over again for what is known as a fund for the 
purpose of taking care of a few favorites. It ran up to a hundred 
and twenty or a hundred and thirty thousand dollars, as stated by 
the Senator from Arkansas. 

Mr. BERRY. Two hundred and forty thousand dollars. 

Mr. GORMAN. Two hundred and forty thousand dollars, and so 
gross was the abuse, so useless were the officers, that Congress re- 
duced the appropriation, so that in 1895 we reduced it to $60,000, 
with a provision that that amount should not be exceeded. In 1894 
the Senate, by an almost unanimous vote, reduced the appropriation 
to $40,000, and I regret that the officer administering this portion of 
the law exceeded his authority and spent $45,000 more than that, 
and came here for an appropriation to make up that deficiency. 

Mr. BERRY. Will the Senator from Maryland allow me? The 
appropriation for the last fiscal year, according to the statement of 
the Secretary of the Interior and the Commissioner of the Land 
Office, was $120,000. 

Mr. GORMAN. I give the exact figures. For the fiscal year of 
1894 we appropriated $40,000. The Senate by a decided vote, I 
think upon the motion of the distinguished Senator from Colorado, 
reduced the amount to $40,000. We did fail to put in a provision 
that no greater amount should be expended, and what was the 
result of the operation of it? 

The Secretary of the Interior appointed enough officials to con- 
sume the $40,000 in six months, and then came back for a deficiency 
of $45,000. Then in 1895—that is for the year which terminates on 
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the 30th of June next—Congress appropriated $60,000, and provided 
that the Department should not exceed that amount. Now comes 
the bill from the other House, and as there are a great many gentie- 
men interested in this matter traveling over the country, or sup- 
posed to be traveling over the country, at a per diem and expenses, 
they induced the coordinate branch of the Government to increase 
it to $90,000. We have reduced it to $60,000 for this year, which is 
ample. 

Now, let me read to the Senate for one moment the resu!t of these 
appropriations. The total received from cash forfeited on entries 
canceled because of these examinations and from the prosecution of 
timber trespasses was $1,017,414.17. The total appropriation was 
$680,000, all for offices, making a net return to the Government of 
$537,414. But the total recoveries during the four years end‘ sg 
June 30, 1893, was $564,648, and the total appropriations to keep 
these gentlemen at work was $792,462.15, or a loss to the Govern- 
ment of $227,814. 

Isubmit that on such a showing the appropriation ought not only 
to be reduced from $90,000, as it came from the other House, to $60,000, 
but that $40,000 is ample. 

Mr. WOLCOTT obtained tbe floor. 

Mr. BERRY. Will the Senator from Colorado yield to me? 

Mr. WOLCOTT. For what purpose? 

Mr. BERRY. I want to— 

Mr. WOLCOTT. The Senator from Arkansas will have plenty of 
time to answer. If I take the floor and the Senator from Arkansas 
reflects, he will answer the Senator from Maryland more mildly 
than he intends to do. 

Mr. BERRY. Very well. 

Mr. WOLCOTT. Mr. President, I desire to say that if this appro- 
priation was ever increased to $60,000 from $40,000 it was a great 
outrage. Forty thousand dollars is an excessive appropriation for 
these timber depredation agents, and why in the world $20,000 more 
was given last year, I am at aloss to understand. With every in- 
creasing appropriation for these timber depredation inspectors, they 
tumble over each other in the Western States, broken-down politi- 
cians from the Eastern States, hunting for some man who has a mine 
which looks as if it might produce, or some miner up on the moun- 
tains developing a silver mine, who may cut a little timber for his 
mine, that they can compel him by blackmail into giving them a 
hundred or a few hundred dollars to save himself from indictment 
in the Federal court. 

These appropriations simply furnish a means for the appointment 
of men who are not fit to stay at home and who ean be unloaded 
upon the Western States at Government expense. Talk about tim- 
ber thieves! These people are far worse than any timber thieves 
that Eastern men can imagine. When the inspectors are not trying 
to blackmail some railroad out of a pass or a thousand dollars in 





| money, in order that they may not report the road for cutting tim- 


ber on Government land for ties, or some miner or prospector, they 
are hunting up some poor devil in a remote canyon, where the tim- 
ber is not worth a dollar, and where it only stays until some wan- 
dering tramp or prospector will carelessly see that it is burned 
down. Then they bring him to the Federal court, often on foot, to 
wait an information for cutting timber on Government land. Ihave 
known informations to be filed in the Federal court where not only 
the defendants, who were perfectly innocent, who went on the hill- 
side behind their cabin and cut a few pieces of timber to keep the 
fire going, were hauled two or three hundred miles, but the wit 

nesses, too, sometimes on foot. I have seen them in Denver withont 
money enough to pay their daily expenses, because they could not 
get their fees until the cases were tried. 

When people talk about the necessity of $220,000 for these sine- 
cures, for people who do no good whatever, I am tired of it. When 
the people of the States which have the public lands ask for it, it 
will be time enough. If these timber depredation inspectors are to 
be appointed, let them stay in the States from which they are 
appointed. We do not want them in Colorado. They have never 
served a good or useful or decent purpose out there. 

Mr. BERRY. Inasmuch as I heard the Senator from Colorado 
{[Mr. WoLcoTT] make the same speech a year or two ago, I take it 
that the agents to whom he refers were those appointed under the 
last Administration. 

Mr. WOLCOTT. Oh, Mr. President, there is no party in this 
matter. 

Mr. BERRY. He knows more about it. 

Mr. WOLCOTT. If the Senator from Arkansas is of the opinion 
that timber agents appointed under one party are better than those 
appointed under another, he has a very poor opinion of his own 
party. 

Mr. BERRY. I wish to state that I read officially. I donot make 
wild statements which can not be sustained by the facts. I will 
state the facts which occurred under Mr. Cleveland’s former Admin- 
istration, as shown by the records of the Land Department, and | 
call the attention of the Senator from Maryland and the Senator 
from Colorado to it. Let us see whether the agents do good or not. 
During the four fiscal years, from 1886 to 1889, inclusive, principaily 
covered by Mr. Cleveland’s first Administration, the total appro- 
priations for this service amounted to $680,000, and duripg that 
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same period the cash recovered from those two sources was $1,017,- 
414.17. That money was collected from men who cut timber off 
public lands. Six hundred and eighty thousand dollars was appro- 
priated, while more than $1,000,000 was collected from men who had 
taken the timber. The Senator from Colorado says it is merely 
some poor man up in a canyon in Colorado. It is the sawmill men 
in the Western States—it is the large timber corporations that 
habitually and continually depredate upon the public lands. 

When the Senator from Colorado says these agents do no good, 
here is the record confronting him which shows that during the 
last Democratic Administ \tion more than $400,000 was put into the 
Treasury over and above what was paid out. In addition to that, 
there are several million acres of land saved—I forget the number 
of fraudulent land entries which were set aside by these timber 
agents whom the Senator from Colorado denvunces so recklessly. 

It may be true that in the appointment of so many now and then 
you will find a bad man, but I tell the Senator that there are men in 
the employment of the Land Office, and the Senator from Colorado 
[Mr. 'TeLLER], who has been Secretary of the Interior, will bear me 
out, who are as honorable, and honest, and as hightoned gentlemen as 
is the Senator from Colorado [Mr. Wo.Lcotr] or any other man. 
There may have been thieves amongst them, but that is no good 
reason why we should not protect the timber. 

Now, the Senator from Maryland [Mr. GorMAN] stands here and 
says they must protect the Treasury from these large appropriations. 

Mr. GORMAN, Useless appropriations. 

Mr. BERRY. Useless appropriations. Yet yesterday, when there 
were any number of appropriations in the pending bill that cannot 
be defended, the Senator from Maryland sat silent,and made no 
objection to them. I do not wish to say anything disrespectful to 
the Committee on Appropriations, but it seen.. to me that that 
committee have not been actuated in every ..istance by the highest 
desire to cut down the appropriations where they could be cut 
down. When the Senator from Maryland and the Senator from 
Missouri reported an appropriation that went through the Senate 
by amajority vote, which proposed to pay what was admitted to be 
an extravagant sum, and far beyond the value of the property for 
which it was to be paid, neither of those gentlemen spoke of economy. 

In relation to the Coast and Geodetic Survey, the other House cut 
down the number of officers. The Senate Committee on Appropria- 
tions reinstated them, and I say to the Senator from Maryland, 
when he denounces these men and says they do no good, that he 
goes in vhe face of the record made by the Secretary of the Interior. 
It is true that for the years last named by the Senator from Mary- 
land there was less recovered than the appropriations amounted to, 
but that was during President Harrison’s Administration, the period 
ending, I think, in 1893. But the Secretary of the Interior says 
$240,000 is necessary, and the Commissioner of the Land Office says 
he can not get along with less than $120,000, and that if that sum 
is given $500,000 will be recovered during the coming year from the 
men who cut timber and appropriate it to their own use. 

Yet the Senator talks about economy, and says $40,000 is enough. 
It seems to me that it depends somewhat upon who and what 
official or persons ask the appropriation as to whether or not cer- 
tain members are struck with the idea that they must be peculiarly 
economical. 

Mr. GORMAN. I wish to say only one word in relation to the last 
remark of the Senator from Arkansas [Mr. BERRY], who, I see, is very 
much excited on this small question. You canalways get up excite- 
ment in the Senate on a matter of the appointment of a few small 
officers. It seems to attract more attention and excitement than do 
the great appropriations for the support of the Government. The 
Senator from Arkansas says it seems that I am disposed to be eco- 
nomical because the appointments come under a certain officer of 
the Government. There is not anything in my record or my action 
in the Senate to warrant such a statement. 

It is as far from being accurate as anything the Senator ever 
uttered. If the Senator knows anything about this case, he will 
know that under the last Administration | pursued the same course. 
I was convinced that it was unnecessary, and I voted and aided and 
spoke for cutting down the appropriation to $40,000. I did that 
under an Administration that was adverse to me politically, not 
because of politics, and I state to the Senator from Arkansas that 
believing it to be true then, and the facts having proved that we 
were justified in doing it, I shall not vote to grant to my own Ad- 
ministration, although there might be additional appointments, 
$100,000 more than I voted for under the last Administration. 

If that is a matter which enters into the consideration of this 
question, I submit to the Senate whether a gentleman who suspects 
such a motive is not himself somewhat influenced by the fact that 
some friend or some party associate of his may use the appropriation 
to take care of his own favorites, I know no Administration in this 
matter or anyother. The Senator from Arkansas is not justified in 
making such an intimation. There is nothing in the record that 
warrants it. I wish to state to the Senate and to the Senator from 
Arkansas that whether it is $5,000 or $60,000 I have no interest 
whatever in these officials. 

Mr. BERRY. It seemed to me most remarkable that the Senator 
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from Maryland, of all men, and the Appropriations Committee should 
insert in the paragraph appropriating money for timber agents or 
to protect the public lands a provision that the officials should be put 
under the civil-service law. I have never heard the Senator from 
Marylandaccused of being a civil-service reformer. I saw that com- 
mittee oppose a provision of that character in the amendment in 
relation to the income-tax law; I saw them oppose and make the 
point of order against the Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. LopGr] 
who proposed to put the consuls provided for in the consular and 
diplomatic bill under the civil service, and yet in regard to this par- 
ticular item, in the committee where the influence of the Senator 
from Maryland is known to be most potent, on an insignificant mat- 
ter, as he calls it, it is proposed that the men who are to go out and 
determine whether timber is cut shall be examined by the civil-serv- 
ice board and appointed under the Civil Service Commission. 

In regard to his, the Senator's, intimation that I desire to get an 
appointment under this or that particular appropriation, I will 
state that if the Senator means to say that I would advocate any 
appropriation here in order to secure an appointment, he states 
that which is not true. If, under a Democratic Administration, 
there are appointments to be made, I should feel that I would be 
untrue to the people of my State if I did not seek to have a fair 
division of them, but the idea that the Senator from Maryland 
should criticise any man because he seeks to get a political appoint- 
ment is to me most astonishing. 

Mr. President, it has been charge@ again and again that the Sen- 
ator from Maryland has filled one of the public offices of this Gov- 
ernment with his own appointees, and I will not say it is for that 
reason that there never has been any complaint in that Department 
about appropriations. I do not mean to make any charge, but I do 
say that the question of economy coming on this small matter does 
not come well froma committee which reported an amendment and 
asked us to pay $150,000 for property with a defective title, where 
it is universally known that the fee simple of the property itself is 
not worth over $100,000. I say that would have been a better place 
for the Senator from Maryland to practice his economy. 

Mr. STEWART. Mr. President, I have said a great deal against 
this system. It was a most runious and cruel system, so far as 
Nevada is concerned. It closed down all the mines in the eastern 
part of the State and did an infinite amount of harm. These agents 
arrested men and brought them 300 miles to the western part of the 
State, and they had to be sent back by subscriptions made up by 
good citizens. After infinite harm had been done the courts held 
that the miners who used the timber had done it according to law, 
and the Government recovered nothing. The Government must 
have lost a good deal of money, but the people lost a good deal 
more. 

I have always objected to this system, because the Department 
did not appoint men competent to discharge the duties. They did 
not appoint lawyers or experts of standing who could discharge the 
duties. It has been the practice of all Administrations to appoint 
men entirely unfamiliar with the business, and men who in many 
instances turned out to be mere adventurers and blackmailers, The 
whole system is a curse to my State. I have heretofore advocated 
the appointment of a fewer number of agents and men of a higher 

rade. The Committee on Public Lands took up the question as to 
fraudulent entries. Wehad a great many laws under which entries 
were made—timber culture and other laws—where there were frauds. 
If the matter had been in the hands of competent men, they would 
have gone to the land office and selected entries and corrected it. 
It could have been done with very little money. But it was done 
in a very expensive and harassing way by incompetent adventurers, 
who have played upon the West in that manner until there is a feel- 
ing of persecution. 

Vhen the law was passed which repealed all laws under which 
fraudulent entries could be made, it was said that we could sub- 
stantially get rid of the system of special agents; that very few 
would be needed. The number was reduced. There isno necessity 
for alarge number. There is necessity for a smaller number and 
men of a higher grade, if it can be done. This picking up of inex- 
perienced men all over the country and sending them to the West 
to harass the people is a great mistake. Every fellow thinks he 
must do something, and he will kick up some kindof a stir toshow 
that he is zealous in the cause of the Government. Even if he is 
honest, not having experience enough to do his duty well, he wants 
to tind something to report, and nine times out of ten he puts the 
people to great inconvenience, drags them before a court, and ruins 
them to make a reputation for himself. I submit that the system 
is all wrong. 

Mr. HOAR. What would be the proper system? 

Mr. STEWART. The proper system would be to appoint ten or 
fifteen men and give them a proper salary. They should be men 
who have judgment and character, and who could look into the mat- 
ter. It is very easy to go into the land office and see if dummy 
entries have been made. It is very easy to find out all about the 
matter. A man can attend to three or four States. A sawmill is 
conspicuous, and if he has judgment enough to report the facts and 
not annoy the people he can supervise a very large region; whereas 
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is a waste of public money. The whole system and plan has been 
a great grievance from the beginning. 

ir. WOLCOTT. Mr. President, I regret that the temperate 
remarks I made with a view of pouring oil upon the troubled waters 
did not accomplish the result. The Senator from Arkansas [Mr. 
BERRY] feels rather indignant at the suggestions made. I beg to 
assure him that he must misapprehend the character of what he 
terms timber depredations in the far West. One would think that 
timber was something lying around loose, which a man could steal 
and put in his pocket and carry off. There is not a foot of timber 
shipped out of Colorado, and there has not been for a generation. 
There is no timber stolen there. There is no wanton destruction of 
timber. All that is ever done is where citizens, seeking to build up 
the industries of a new State, take that which is at hand for that 
purpose; and only some officious and spying officer of the Govern- 
ment, who desires, as the Senator from Nevada [Mr. STEWART] sug- 
gested, to make a record with his Department, would ever dream 
of attempting to call them to order for it. 

In addition to that, there are forestry associations in those West- 
ern States which look carefully after timber depredations, so far as 
they effect the water supply. Those voluntary associations do in- 
finitely more in the line of protecting timber than all the ignorant, 

aid agents in the world that any Administration can sendout. It 
is not in the slightest degree a opens of party. Those who have 
been longest in the service are the best agents, because they are the 
best fixed. The newer men have tohavemore. Therefore the older 
in service the timber agent is, the less exacting he is in the commu- 
nity upon which he is inflicted. 

But reference has not been made until now to the civil-service 
provision. It is anadmirable provision. I can understand the hos- 
tility it would create. I can understand that if we compel an 
examination of the applicants for these positions there are some 
sections of the country which would naturally be deprived of the 
opportunity of furnishing timberagents. I suggest thatif we could 
have timber agents undergo a proper examination, and as a part of 
the examination a recital of the Ten Commandments, and as one of 
those the Divine injunction, ‘‘Thou shalt not steal,” we might have 
timber agents who would do a great deal better service than any 
that have yet been sent out by cither party. 

Mr. HARRIS. Mr. President, I deprecate and seriously regret 
that anything in the nature of personal reflection should have crept 
into this debate. I think every Senator can afford to recognize the 
fact that there is ample margin for honest differences of opinion in 
respect of public policies and public questions, and this matter 
should be determined strictly upon its merit. 

I find from the public record certain facts that I think it material 
for the Senate to remember before acting upon this question. The 
total recoveries growing out of the action and services of these 
agents during four years ending June 30, 1893, were, as stated by the 
Senator from Maryland, $564,648, while the total appropriations for 
the same period were $792,462.15. But the total recoveries during 
eight years ending June 30, 1895, were $1,582,062.17, while the total 
appropriations for the same period were $1,472,462.15, making an 
excess of recoveries over the appropriations of $109,600.02. ‘These 
are cash recoveries to the Treasury. 

But in addition to these, during that period there have been a 
number of suits pending, brought about by the action and investiga- 
tion of these agencies, involving seyeral millions of dollars, in which 
the services of the agents are necessary in the conduct of the suits. 
Besides the amount of cash recovered, as I have stated, 7,161 settle- 
ment, mineral, desert, timber culture, timber land, and private cash 
entries, embracing 1,228,272 acres of land, have been canceled and 
the land restored to the public domain. The value of the restored 
land at the rates fixed by law aggregates $1,836,190. 

Now, when you look at the cash recovered and restored to the 
Treasury, taking the eight years, there is $109,000 more than it has 
cost, and in addition to that here is at least $1,836,190 in value of 
lands restored to the public domain. However wisely or unwisely 
they have been selected, however fortunate or unfortunate they may 
have been, their services in the last eight years ending June 30, 
1893, aggregate nearly two million dollars more than they have cost 
the Government, 

In view of these facts I shall vote against the amendment of the 
committee, and I shall vote for the amendment of the Senator from 
Arkansas. This much I have deemed it necessary and proper to say 
in order that the facts may be understood. 

Mr. CAREY. The Senator from Tennessee read a statement as to 
the amount of money recovered. Will the Senator please tell me 
from what he read? 

Mr. HARRIS, A memorandum that I obtained from the Land 
Office. 

Mr. CAREY. Mr. President, the conditions to-day are almost di- 
rectly opposite from what they were during Mr. Cleveland’s first 
Administration when so much money was collected. March 3, 1891, 
Congress passed a law which was an amendment to all the land laws 
of the United States. The Western men took a good deal of interest 
in the sections applying to timber lands or the cutting of timbe 
upon the public lands. 
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In section 8 of that law it was provided that the Secretary of the 
Interior could issue certain rules and regulations which would per- 
mit the settler and the miner to cut timber on the public lands. It 
removed in a great measure the necessity for the settler to go and 
take timber from the public lands, as permits were-obtained for the 
cutting of timber on certain sections or subdivisions of land by per- 
sons engaged in the lumber business, and they, on orders from the 
settlers, furnished lumber. There was no longer any real necessity 
for any great number of timber agents. 

Two years ago Congress passed another law, which permitted the 
sale of timber lands in all of the public-land States and Territories. 
Under the provisions of that law a quarter section of land can be 
bought by the individual for $2.50 an acre. This made it possible 
for settlers to obtain timber from the public lands. 

There has been no class of men more obnoxious and objectionable 
to Western people than the men who call themselves timber agents. 
The objection has not been so much to the kind of duties which 
they were called upon to perform as to the manner in which they 
have performed them. If those agents could have been residents 
of States where they were called upon to act there would not have 
been any objection tothem; but they were taken from other sections 
of the country. ‘They hung about the towns; they drew their per 
diem and expenses. I know nodirection in which more money was 
wasted in a smali way than in the employment of the men who 
were known as timber agents. 

If $250,000 was necessary before the timber-land laws were 
amended and the passage of the law of 1892, which permitted 
timber lands to be sold, $60,000 will more than supply the place 

250,000 would at that time have supplied. 

The various cases cited by the Senator from Tennessee occurred 
during the famous Sparks administration of the Land Office. I do 
not believe the Land Office was ever managed more to the disad- 
vantage of the people of this country than during that time; and I 
can say that I do not believe that the Land Department was ever 
better managed than it is being managed to-day under General 
Lamoreux. He is a man who understands the question involved 
here. He has iived in the West, and his administration is entirely 
satisfactory to those who have to act under the public-land laws of 
the United States. 

Mr. BERRY. Will the Senator from Wyoming permit me to inter- 
rupt him? 

Mr. CAREY. Certainly. 

Mr. BERRY. Does he know that Judge Lamoreux has said that 
$120,000 is the very least sum that he can get along with and pro- 
tect the timber lands, and that he has only 12 agents now, and 
there are a number of States and Territories in which there is no 
agent whatever? 

Mr. CAREY. I will state, in reply to the Senator from Arkansas, 
that the trouble with the Land Department in this case was that 
they employed too many at the commencement of the present Ad- 
ministration. The Senators and Representatives who were of the 
Democratic faith were importuning for office, and all of us who live 
fn the West know that many men were appointed who were not com- 
petent to fill the position. They appointed more men than they had 
appropriations to pay, and the result was that they incurred an 
indebtedness. Ido not deny that if it is the desire to employ as 
many as were employed at the commencement this appropriation 
of $60,000 is not enough; but I believe that $60,000 will employ all 
the agents necessary to prevent depredations upon the public tim- 
ber of the country. 

Mr. DUBOIS. Mr. President, [have always differed with my col- 
leagues from the West in regard to this subject. They must have 
been very unfortunate in the class of agents who served in their 
States. So far as my own State is concerned, agents have done us 
an immense amount of good. At different times they have stopped 
forest fires. They were the authorized agents of the Government, 
and when the fires started they telegraphed the Department for 
funds, and the Department telegraphed back to them, and they 
employed men and went in and stopped what would have been a 
disastrous conflagration. 

Mr. CAREY. That was some time ago. 

Mr. DUBOIS. I am speaking of two or three years ago. These 
agents of the public lands have in hundreds of thousands of in- 
stances protected the settlers. They have investigated the con- 
tests and they have been of great service to our people. It hap- 
pened that two of the agents were appointed from my State and 
served in the State. That, I believe, is the proper system. I be- 
lieve if that was done there would be no complaint, because the 
men appointed from the States live there after their term of office 
expires; they are responsible to the people; their record will be 
kept; and they are anxious to serve the people well among whom 
they live. 

This wholesale abuse of the agents is, in my opinion, unjustifiable. 
It may be, as I have said, that the Senators who have spoken have 
been unfortunate in the class of their agents. I would much sooner 
take the judgment of the Senator from Virginia, for instance, or 
any other Senator on this floor as to the fitness of a man than to 
take the chances of a civil-service examination. The time has not 
come with me when I would not prefer an agent appointed through 
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the influence of Senators or Congressmen to one appointed by the 
civil-service methods, 

I trust this amendment of the committee will not go into the bill. 
If in the judgment of the committee they think $60,000 is enough, 
very well; but I would prefer to have $90,000. 

Mr. BATE. Mr. President, I do not think Iam amenable to the 
charge of any personal interest whatever in this matter, as I have 
not been the subject of any patronage of consequence from that 
Department. But when I hear it said here, and conceded by all 
who havespoken, that the head of the Land Office, Judge Lamoreux, 
is a man of the highest order of integrity, of vigilance, and of 
economy in the administration of his official duties, it strikes me 
that we ought to listen to what he says in regard to this matter; 
and in doing so I am informed through the Senator from Arkansas, | 
who has just spoken, that $120,000 is the lowest amount by which 
this service can be carried on successfully. 

Mr. President, one thing we ought to do, in my opinion, is to dis- 
card this law requiring such appointments altogether and with- 
draw all agents, or we ought to provide fora sufficient number of | 
agents to effect the object for which they are appointed. If that is 
80, we ought, for this purpose, to give $120,000 instead of adopting 
the amendment of the committee, which is $60,000. Upon looking | 
at the bill I find that the committee have stricken out $90,000 and | 
inserted $60,000. The other House, after a full and fair investiga- 
tion of this matter, as I understand, have seen fit to appropriate 
$90,000 and not $66,000. That would enable the employment of per- 
haps some thirty agents. 

Now, I understand there are only about 13 employed. In my 
opinion we had better do away with them altogether if we are to 
have only 13, considering the amount of work there is fo do, or else | 
we ought to provide for a sufficient number as is required by the | 
Department. There are 600,000,000 acres of land that belong to the 
Government, scattered over 27 States and Territories. On the pres- 
ent basis of 13 agents each of them must lock after more than 46,- 
000,000 acres. On the basis of 30 agents, which number can be carried 
with $90,000, each will then have 20,000,000 acres to protect from 
depredation and fraud, which is by far too much for any one agent. 

Added to that, we find, as has been stated by my colleague, by ref- 
erence to the report of the Secretary of the Interior, in the last 
eight years, which, I believe, was the date of the beginning of this 
law in regard to protecting timber from depredations and to pre- 
vent frauds being practiced upon land titles, there has been a clean 
net amount of $109,000 paid into the Treasury by virtue of these 
agents operating under the law. It is true that in the last four 
years there has been a deficit of some $200,000, but taking the eight | 
years together there is $109,000, as shown heretofore, which actually | 
came into the Treasury from this source. 

Not only is that the case, but Congress has recently legislated so 
as to require greater vigilance by creating forest reservations and | 
granting permission to cut timber in certain cases. That has to be | 
guarded and watched, and it increased the necessity for a greater | 
number of agents. In addition toall this, we have the recommen- 
dation of the Secretary of the Interior concurring in what is said by 
Judge Lamoreux. We have, in addition to that, the President, who 
has in his message recommended this. The President says that the 
force is inadequate, and that there should be a larger appropriation 
made to carry out the purpose and intent and spirit of the law. 

That being so, Mr. President, I am inclined te support the amend- | 
ment offered by the Senator from Arkansas. I do not believe these 
are useless officers, as has been stated by the Senator from Maryland. 
I think they are useful, as it has been shown they are; and I shall vote 
for the purpose of giving a greater number, so as to increase those 
officers, for I believe them to be necessary to the interest of the Gov- 
ernment. 


Furthermore, as to the point made by the Senator from Colorado, 
the remedy is right here. If a few bad men have gone into that 
country under the appointment of the Administration, and have 
acted badly, it is no reason that all of them should beso. I have 
the acquaintance of one or two whom I know to be very high and 
honorable and capable men. One of them is from my own State; 
and he informs me that the process which was going on there in 
investigating these matters has been stopped, and stepped right at 
a point that is dangerous to the Government; and the appropria- 
tion ought to be made so as to complete the work that is already 
on hand. 

Te remedy the objection made by the Senator from Colorado, 
there is a clause in this very paragraph of the bill that puts it under 
the civil service. Then, if the parties who are there are objection- 
able, here is the relief in the very amendment to the bill itself. I 
do not believe in the civil service going on so as to absorb all the 
offices in this country, but here it is presented by the committee, 
and it gives the remedy for the evil spoken of by the Senator from 
Colorado. 

He should not object, while I do, to putting these agents under 
civil-serviee rules. 

Taking it all together, when I look at these strong facts, that 
there are 600,000,000 aeres of land, that there are only 13 agents, 
and that some 36, 40, or 50 more, in all, would be needed, I think we 





CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


FEBRUARY 26, 


ought either to wipe out the law or give that which is required by 
the man who stands at the head of the Land Department, and whe 
is supposed to know what is necessary, and in whom we have faith 
and believe him to be economical, honest, faithful, and capable. 
Therefore I shall favor the amendment of the Senator from Arkansas. 

Mr. TELLER. Mr. President, I do not care to continue this dis- 
cussion. I believe in the last Congress we appropriated $60,000 for 
this service, The committee thought that it was ample, and pro- 
pose to keep the appropriation the same. At the session before we 
appropriated $40,000. 

The Senator from Wyoming [Mr. Carry] has stated very clearly, 
and I will not repeat it, why we do not now need these great appro- 
priations. It is because of the changed conditions of the land sys- 
tem and the timber system. In my judgment 13 men well selected 


| are ample forthe purpuse. Iam very wellsatisfied that with $60,000 


we shall get better service and better men than we would get 
with $120,000. 

I have not any fault to find with the present force so far as I know 
anything about it. I have not heard any complaint of it, but I do 
know that when a great number of them are employed you are liable 
to have the same complaint that has been very justly made here on 
the floor of the Senate. That is not the fault of any official. No- 
body condemns the Secretary of the Interior when these men are 
spoken of disparagingly, because he can not know. I have had 
some experience in the matter. I found after I had gone out of 
office that I had had just as bad men in offiee under me in this serv- 
ice as anybody ever did have, I think. I believe that in the present 
condition, considering the changed relations of the people to the 
timber and the land, by reason of the enactment of new laws, $60,000 
is better now than $120,000 was five years ago. I think it is ample 
for all practical purposes, provided the Department will select 
good men. 

1 repeat, I am not complaining that the men who are in the service 
now are not good, for I do not know anything against them. I 
have an idea that a small force is always more efficient than a large 
one, and that when ‘there are only a half dozen men to be selected 
the Department will give a great deal more attention to the matter 
and select them with a great deal more eare than they would if 
there were twice that number to be appointed, and they will be 
quite as efficient. 

A few years ago there were large depredations in the lumber re- 
gions which swelled the great recoveries. ‘There never was any re- 
covery in my section of country that amounted to anything at all. 
There were two or three cases where railroad companies went in 
and ent timber. The railroad companies were assailed and judg- 
ments rendered, but the Supreme Court declared afterwards that 


| the railroad companies had under the law the right to cut the tim- 
| ber, and those cases were reversed. 


There was a great deal of complaint under former Administrations, 
I think much more so than now, as to the abuses by these agents. 
Last year we had an appropriation of $60,000, and everything went 
well. I believe the stealing of timber from the public land has 
practically stopped. There is very little of it done now. I do not 
think it is safe to entirely dispense with the services of some of 


‘these people. There should be somebody in the country who can 


keep & general supervision and see that the depredations do not go 
on. Nocomplaint, I think, has been made that these people have not 
been capable of finding out all the depredations which have been 
committed, and when they do find them out they have nothing far- 


| ther te do with them, except to turn them over to the legal depart- 


ment of the Government. 

Mr. VEST. Mr. President, I should like to suggest to the Senator 
from Arkansas, for I partially agree with him in this matter, thatit 
would be better for us to take a vote wpon agreeing to the amend- 
ment proposed by the Committee on Appropriations. For myself, I 
should like to support the appropriation as it came from the other 
House, at $90,000. I happen to know personally that very great 
abuses in regard to spoliations upon public land exist in the State 


| of Montana. I sawmyself afew yearsago in that State, then a Ter- 


ritory, canyon after canyon absolutely denuded of every stick of tim- 
ber init by portable sawmills belonging to a great lumbercompany 
called the Montana Improvement Company. Millions of feet of 
lumber were cut and exported from that Territory and the Govern- 
ment of the United States never recovered a dollar, and never will 
recover a dollar. 

Mr. TELLER. I think the Senator is mistaken. { think one of 
the judgments the Government recovered was against that company. 

Mr. VEST. I believe a small judgment was recovered, but I 
happen to know, because a friend of mine sent me not long since, 
in a newspaper published at Missoula, in Montana, an aecount of 
enormons ravages upon the public timber in that vicinity, and 
appealed tome as a Senator whom he knew personally to devise 
some legislation that would stop this outrage upon the public 
demain. 

Mr. BERRY. Ifthe Senator from Missouri will permit me, I wish 
to call his attention and the attention of the Senate to the charge 
of Judge Laughlin, in New Mexico, printed in a New Mexico paper 
of January 7. Judge Laughlin says: 

The depredations of trespassers on the Government domain, devastating the 
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timber crowing thereon, is becoming a most threatening menace to the forests and 
limited timber iands of New Mexico. This seems to be a growing evil and a source 
of revenue to those engaged in the illegitimate trafiic. 


That is from Judge Laughlin’s charge to the grand jury in New 
Mexico. 

Mr. WOLCOTT. I should like to ask the Senator from Arkansas 
if there is not a United States attorney in New Mexico. 

Mr. BERRY. I presume so. 

Mr. WOLCOTT. Any citizen who is aggrieved can go to the 
United States attorney and have an information and indictment 
found. It is not necessary to have as a middleman a depredation 
agent before you can punish a depredator. 

Mr. VEST. I take it for granted you must exercise the ordinary 
instrumentalities in order to institute litigation. It goes without 
saying that in these subordinate officials you will find bad men, 
men who can be bought, and men who do not discharge their duty ; 
but if you adopt the objection made by the Senator frem Colorado 
as to this class of officials you stop all attempts on the part of the 
Government to reform abuses that exist in the public service. You 
must use human instrumentalities, and as a matter of course you 
frequently find them imperfect and even corrupt. I have not the 
slightest doubt that some good, and a good deal of evil, has come 
from this system, but you can not find a better one. It is useless 
to talk about stopping the entire system, and handing over the 
public lands of the country to bad men and corrupt men, whe seek 
to use the timber for their own purposes. That great corporations 
have abused this system there can be no doubt. But I simply rose 
to say that I should like to vote for the provision as it came to us 
from the House. 

Mr. BERRY. Very well, then; if there is no objection upon the 
part of those who agree with me, I will consent to withdraw the 
amendment and take the vote onthe amendment proposed by the com- 
mittee, which J hope will be voted down. If the amendment is 
voted down it leaves the appropriation $90,000, as proposed by the 
other House. I do not want to detain the Senate on the matter. If 
the Senator from Missouri and others who are friendly to it think 
$90,000 is enough, very well. I withdraw the amendment. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment of the Senator from 
Arkansas is withdrawn. 

Mr. CALL. Mr. President, the questions connected with the 
adoption of this amendment involving a larger or a smaller amount 
are far broader and deeper than the mere question of the economy 
of employing a few special agents. We all know that there is 
nothing so important in the public policy of a country as the pres- 
ervation of the land for the use of the people; that the homestead 
law of free homes to the people of the United States has been adopted 
by all parties and become a part of the legislation of this country 
for many years. 

Yet, Mr. President, we know that under this law nearly the entire 
publie domain has passed into the pockets and becomes the private 
property of a few individuals. We are confronted to-day with the 
question which presents itself in England, and is a subject of 
greatest solicitude to the statesmen of that country. Mr. Chamber- 
lain, one of the leaders of public opinion there, recently said ina 


people; that that was the great question for the preservation of 
English institutions and conservatism in that country. 
So in the United States we know that this public domain, the 


most important of all species of property, has passed away from | 


the use of the great mass of the people into the possession of a few 
individuals, and that tribute must be paid to them for the privilege 
of a home upon the public land of the country, which has been 
dedicated to the use of the people. 

Mr. President, whose interest is it that the public domain should 
be unguarded? Is it the interest of the peor man who is to go upon 
that land, or is it the interest of the men of large means who desire 
to appropriate it for their personal benefit? The question answers 
itself. Is it better that there should be no guard and no protection 
upon the public land? Is it possible that the Government shall be 
so administered that suitable agents can not be found? Must they 
of necessity be corrupt men, bad men, men who can not be made 
responsible for their conduct? 

Mr. President, there is no question so important as the tenure of 
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the soil of the country. That tenure must besuch that it will be | 
date of the original acts, in 1849 and 1850, it was estimated that 5,000,000 acres 


more or less within the reach of the great mass of the people. 
I have a paper here which will present some facts as against gen- 
eral assertion and statement. I am referred to the Report of the 


General Land Office for 1894, which shows that there are about 600,- | Hampshire, Massachusetts, Rhode Island, Connecticut, Vermont, Maine, New 


000,000 acres of public land now watched over by 11 men—600,000,000 | 


acres protected from fraud and avarice and from superior intel- 


| 


ligence by 11 men only. The land lies in 26 different States | 
and Territories. In Florida there are about 3,000,000 acres, about | 


750,000 of which are unsurveyed. Of the 39,000,000 acres of land 
bought from Spain more than two-thirds, under fraudulent pre- 
tenses, have been appropriated asthe private property of individuals, 

Fraudulent entries are being constantly made by the corporations and by rich 
mill companies, lessening the chances for the poor men of Florida to get homes. 
The timber on these lands is valuable, and depredations are constantly being 
made, and every tree taken therefrom makes the land less valuable to the home- 
etead settler. 
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The General Land Office asks for $240,000; the House of Repre- 
sentatives gave them $90,000, and the Senate Committee on Appro- 
priations now cuts it down to $60,000. This statement goes on to 
say: 

It would take several special agents in Florida to keep down the depredations 
and prevent the land from being fraudulently entered. The General Land Office 
asked for $240,000, and the House gave them $90,000; now the Senate committes 
cuts that down to $60,000. It takes about $3,000 to pay the expenses and wages 
of each special agent per year, and only 20 could be employed under the $60,000 
proposed by the appropriation committee, and 16 men who have been in the serv 
ice will be discharged. 

If a large amount of land is surveyed, as propesed in the bill, the number ef 
agents should be increased rather than diminished, as the lands will then be sub- 
Ject to the greed of those not entitled to them. 

Larger appropriations should be made to protect when more land is made sub- 
ject to entry. 

In one county in Florida a mill company, located in Alabama, constructed a 
railroad 8 miles into Florida and denuded about 3,000 acres of land of the finest 
pine timber grownin thatState. The special agent wassurveying and estimating 
the timber taken from these lands when furloughed December 5 last . 

In the West the railroad companies and other syndicates are denuding the for 
ests of their timber and appropriating to their uses by fraudulent entries all the 
coal and mineral lands adjacent to the railroads and from 20 to 40 miles on each 
side of the railroads, and they now have men surveying and frandulertly enter 


rag 


said lands to the detriment of the settlers and those who may hereafter wish to 
settle on these lands. I herewith attach a report of the United States district 
court grand jury, clipped from the Daily New Mexican of February 2, 1895, Santa 
Fe, N. Mex. 4 

Accompanying this paper is the presentment of the grand jury, 
which has been read by the Senator from Arkansas [Mr. Berry}. 

So we have the report of the General Land Office for a series of 
years, reciting in detail the enormous depredations of public lands, 
both in reference to private entries and in reference to timber en- 
tries and timber depredations. In California it is recited in these 
reports, which I shall publish with my remarks, if there be no 
objection to it, that a vast amount of land, amounting to millions 
upon millions of dollars in value, were taken away from the use of 
the peeple under the homestead laws of the country and put into 
the pockets of foreigners who have not even a domicile in the 
United States. 

By unanimous consent the extracts referred to were ordered to be 
published in the Rrecor?, as follows: 

During the year just closed 1,201,535.83 acres of land have been selected and 
Tepo te this office under the acts of Congress granting swamp and evertiowed 
lands to the several States, making the total area selected and reperted under 
said acts 75,748,385.76 acres. 

From this statement it will be seen that, so far from this having 
ceased or diminished, it still goes on without check or limit. As 
population increases land monopely by fraud increases. 

1 have observed in former speeches that the tribute imposed on 
the farmers and laborers of this country through this fraudulent 
monopoly of the land and the free homes of the people will exceed 
the entire cost of the civil war. 

The total amount of swamp-land indemnity adjusted and allowed since the 
passage of the indemnity acts is $1,438,473.05 for eash entries of swamp land, and 
572,390.48 acres patented, in lieu of swamp land located with military-bounty 
land warrants and scrip. c 7: 


Mr. CALL. It will be seen from these reports that the people 





! | have had at least one faithful and fearless publie servant, the Hon. 
speech that the great question was how to get the land back to the | yes vas 6 sion 


W. A. J. Sparks, Commissioner of Public Lands, who has sought 
earnestly to preserve the public land for free homes for them. It 
will also be seen that the depredations and the fraudulent indem- 
nity claims and the fraudulent corporation claims have practically 
nullified the homestead law and converted the public domain into 
a great holding for a few great corporation landlords. 


The consequenec of such legislation would unquestionably be to give to the 
States, or, more correctly speaking, to the parties interested in prosecuting these 
claims in the name of the States, the entire proeeeds of the sale of the greater 
part of the public lands. 

Depredations upon the public timber by powerful corporations, wealthy mill 
owners, lumber companies, and unscrupulous monopolists, theugh to a certain 
degree checked, are still being committed to an alarming extent and great public 
detriment. The Sierra Lumber Company, of California, and the Montana Im- 
provement Company, operating in Montana, Idaho, and Washington Territories, 
against whom legal proceedings are now pending, which are being pressed with 
all the vigor possible under the limited resources of this Department and the 
Department of Justice, are bold, detiant, and persistent depredators on the pub- 
lic demain. Similar corporations and companies of less magnitude are depreda- 






| ting on the public timber in other States and Territories. 


In 15 of the public-land States the swamp and overflowed sands, ‘“‘ made 
thereby unfit fer cultivation,” were granted by Congress to enable these States 
“te construct the necessary levees and drains to reclaim such lands.” At the 


would satisfy the grant. Claims have been presented up to the present time for 
more than 75,000,000 acres, and patents have been issued for over 56,000,000 acres 
The area thus claimed is greater than the whole surface of the States of New 


Jersey, Delaware, Maryland, and West Virginia. 

From 1850 to 1860 it was properly held that only such land as was wholly unfit 
for cultivation without reclamation passed by the grant, but since that time the 
State selecting agents have presented claims for alleged ‘‘ low’’ and ‘“‘wet” lands 
and for “bottem lands,” notoriously the most valuable and available farming 
lands in theecountry. Up to the past year many claims of this class appear to 
have been loosely and incousiderately allowed, thus contributing to the otherwise 
swollen proportions of this grant. 

But claims for cash indemnity, based upon the alleged swampy character of 
lands preempted and otherwise purchased from the United States between 1850 
and 1857, have already been allowed to the amount of nearly $1,400,000, and land 
indemnity has further been allowed to the amount of 572,000 acres; and such 
claims at the present time are more freely presented and more importunately 
urged than at any previous period. 
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In view of these facts, Mr. President, to say that there is no 
necessity for the employment of an increased force, that in 26 dif- 
ferent States, upon 600,000,000 acres of land, 11 men are sufficient 
to protect the poor man, the homesteader, in his right to a free home 
upon the public land, it seems to me requires no answer. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. Mr. President, I am inclined to think, on the 
whole, that special timber agents have done more good than harm. 
It is true that men -have been appointed who have levied black- 
mail, and they have become very unpopular in the Western States; 
but, on the whole, I believe that these timber agents have checked 
ina great degree the destruction of the forests, and therefore con- 
ferred a great benefit upon that country. I think their powers 
should be enlarged, and that a law should be passed by Congress 
taking charge of all the forests of this country, withdrawing the 
land from sale, that the trees should be classified, only the ripe 
trees that will grow no larger or better cut, and the younger trees 
preserved. 

Under the present system great mining and milling corporations 
cut down whatever timber they choose to use, leaving the branches 
and tops, which shortly become dry, and after a few years fire rans 
through the forests, destroying all the small trees, and as there are 
no large trees to furnish seed the utter destruction of the forest fol- 
lows. As much timber can be cut as is cut now and the forests 
maintained in their primitive strength and splendor and never 
destroyed. We can put men in charge of these forests, selling the 
timber, selling the stumpage, and cutting only the trees which are 
so large that they can grow no longer, destroying the tops and the 
limbs and giving the young tress a chance to grow, planting trees 
where they are too thin, and thus perpetuate these forests forever. 

It seems to me the most important duty we can perform with re- 
gard to the forests in the arid region, where timber is so scarce and 
so valuable, is to enact laws for their preservation, as I have indi- 
cated, selling the timber fit to be cut and using the proceeds to pre- 
serve the smaller trees and replant the forest, and thus confer a great 
benefit upon the whole country, without any expense whatever to 
the Government. The fitst Napoleon did this for France. He caused 
the trees in all the forests of France to be measured and classified, 
and only those of a certain size were marked and cuteach year, and 
thus her forests were preserved. The system which he inaugurated 
has been continued to this day to the great benefit of France, pre- 
serving her wealth in this direction. So jealous was he of this sys- 
tem, so determined that it should be carried out, that he supervised 
the lists himself, and in many instances the great Napoleon indi- 
cated where mistakes had been made in the selection of trees for 
cutting, and he severely criticised his agents if trees below the size 
indicated by the law were selected or destroyed. 

Napoleon was the world’s greatest civil administrator, and we can 
well profit by his example and preserve forever these grand forests 
from destruction and confer a great re upon posterity. 

Mr. VILAS. Mr. President, I wish to make a few observations in 
respect to this matter, which I trust will be entirely devoid of any 
of the feeling which has been exhibited from various quarters on 
both sides of the Chamber. 

We have, as has been said, a very large body of public land scat- 
tered through a great many States, covered with valuable timber. 
The question is, whether that land ought to be protected from depre- 
dations, and, if so, by what means can it be best protected? That 
very great depredations are made upon if is proven by the recov- 
eries, which represent probably but a very small part of the actual 
injury inflicted, as was well said by the Senator from Missouri. 

We now have a system of capes officers or agents, who go 
about over the public lands seeking to discover the guilty authors 
of the depredations upon timber. 

{s there any better system to be devised? If not, ought not this 
system to be maintained? We have been reckoning here this morn- 
ing the amount of recoveries as contrasted with the expenditures 
made; but that is a very poor way, however, to reckon the value 
of the agents employed. They ought to do a great deal more serv- 
ice in protecting the timber lands from depredations than merely 
in recovering damages for depredations made. If it be true that 
the recoveries of actual damages far exceed the expenditures made, 
how much that tends to prove the necessity for maintaining a sys- 
tem of this kind. Until some better system can be suggested—lI 
never heard of any better one being proposed—why should we not 
maintain this one fairly? If we are to appoint special agents, if 
we are to undertake to maintain this system, to submit it to the 
government of the Secretary of the Interior and the Commissioner 
of the General Land Office, we ought to deal with them in 
respect to those as we deal in other matters with respect to other 
officers of the Department. We take their judgment and reason. 
Here is a case in which it is proposed to give to the Department in 
sach an important matter as this only one-quarter of what is 
esteemed to be absolutely necessary in order to protect the public 
property from common plunder. It certainly seems to me that the 

: House of Representatives made a very moderate provision, and I 
for one trust that the amendment which the committee has pro- 
osed will not be agreed to, but that the provision which the other 
louse has made, moderate as it is, little more than one-third of 
what the Department esteemed necessary, will be allowed to remain. 


FEBRUARY 26, 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on the amendment re- 
ported by the Committee on Appropriations. 

Mr.GORMAN. I call for the yeas and nays on the amendment. 

The yeas and nays were ordered; and the Secretary proceeded to 
call the roll. 

Mr. BUTLER (when his name was called). I have a general pair 
with the Senator from Pennsylvania [Mr. CAMERON]. Not knowing 
how he would vote on this question, I withhold my vote. 

Mr. COKE (when his name was called). I am paired with the 
Senator from Oregon [Mr. Dorn]. 

Mr. DAVIS (when his name was called). 
Senator from Indiana [Mr. TurpPrIe}. 

Mr. LODGE (when his name was called). I am paired with the 
Senator from New York [Mr. Hitt]. Not knowing how he would 
vote on this question I withhold my vote. 

Mr. WHITE (when his name was called). I am paired with the 
Senator from Idaho [Mr. SHour]. Not knowing how he would vote 
I withhold my vote. 

The roll call was completed. 

Mr. HIGGINS (after having voted in the affirmative). I inquire 
if the Senator from New Jersey [Mr. MCPHERSON] has voted. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. He has not voted. 

Mr. HIGGINS. I withdraw my vote, not knowing how that Sen- 
ator would vote if present. 

Mr. VILAS. I have a general pair with the Senator from Oregon 
(Mr. MircHeLL]. Not knowing how he would vote I withhold my 
vote. 

Mr. McLAURIN. Idesire to say that my colleague [Mr. GEORGE] 
is unable to attend the sessions of the Senate to-day by reason of 
sickness. 

The result was announced—yeas 30, nays 25; as follows: 

YEAS—3. 


McMillan, 
Manderson, 
Mantle, 

” Morgan, 
Perkins, 
Platt, 
Power, 
Proctor, 


NAYS—25. 


Iam paired with the 


Aldrich, 
Allison, 
Blackburn, 
Brice, 
Carey, 
Chandler, 
Cockrell, 
Cullom, 


Pugh, 
guay, 
tewart, 
Teller, 
Gray Washburn, 
Hansbrough, Wolcott. 
Hawley, 
Hunton, 


Faulkner, 
Harris, 
Jones of Ark. 
Ky e, 
Lindsay, 


McLaurin, 
Martin, 


Squire, 
est, 


Walsh, 
Wilson of Wash. 


Mills. 

Mitchell of Wis. 

Morrill, 

Palmer, 

Pasco, 

Peffer, 

Roach, 

NOT VOTING—33. 
Lodge, 
McPherson, 
Mitchell of Oreg. Vilas, 

Murphy, Voorhees, 
Pettigrew, White, 
Pritchard, Wilson of Iowa. 
Ransom, 

Davis, by, Sherman, 

Dolph, Jones of Nev. Shoup, 

So the amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. BERRY. I give notice that I reserve the amendment which 
has just been agreed to for a separate vote in the Senate. 

I desire to make the point of order on the next amendment in 
regard to putting these officials under the civil-service law. The 
question was decided the other day upon the same point. The 
Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. LopGr] offered an amendment to 
put consuls of the United States under the civil-service law, and 
the Senator from Missouri [Mr. CocKRELL], as I remember, made 
the point of order against it, and the amendment of the Senator 
from Massachusetts was held not to be in order. I make that point 
against the amendment which is proposed to place these officers 
under the civil-service law. 

Mr. DUBOIS. I desire to offer an amendment as a substitute for 
the amendment now under consideration. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment will be stated. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Let the point of order made by the Senator 
from Arkansas — BERRY] be acted upon, and that will end the 
question, [ think. The amendment changes existing law. 

Mr. HARRIS. It is general legislation. 

Mr. STEWART. Let the substitute of the Senator from Idaho 
[Mr. DuBors] be read. ’ 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Theprvposed amendment will bestated. 

The Secretary. On page 70, line 12, it is proposed to strike out 
all after the word ‘‘selected” and insert ‘‘from and serve in the 
States from which they are appointed.” 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Thatisthe amendment proposed by the 
Senator from Idaho. The amendment reported by the committee 
will now be stated. 

The SECRETARY. On page 70, line 12, after the words “shall be,” 
the Committee on Appropriations report to insert ‘‘selected under 
the civil-service law, rules, and regulations, and shall be;” so as to 
make the proviso read: 


Provided, That agents and others ee under this appropriation shall be 
selected under the civil-service law, rules, and regulations, and shall be allowed 


Smith, 
Burrows, Turpie, 
Butler, 
Caffery, 
Camden, 
Cameron, 
Coke, 











per diem, subject to such rules and regulations as the Secretary of the Interior 
may prescribe, in lier of subsistence, at a rate of not exceeding $3 per day each 
and actual necessary expenses for transportation. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Will the Senator from Arkansas please 
restate his point of order? 


Mr. BERRY. I make the point of order that this amendment is 
general legislation on a general appropriation bill. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. What was the suggestion of the Sen- 
ator from Missouri? 

Mr. COCKRELL. My suggestion was that the amendment is 
subject to the point of order, being general legislation. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair has no doubt about that, 
and the point of order is sustained. The Chair recognizes the Sen- 
ator from Idaho [Mr. Dusors], and the amendment proposed by him 
will be stated. 

Mr. GORMAN. That amendment is out of order now. 

Mr. DUBOIS. Then I will offer my amendment as an original 
amendment. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The committee amendments are not all 
disposed of, the Chair will state to the Senator. The next commit- 
tee amendment will be stated. The Chair will recognize the Sena- 
tor subsequently. 

The SEcrRETARY. On page 71, in line 11, before the word ‘‘ thou- 
sand,” the Committee on Appropriations propose to strike out ‘one 
—- and seventy-five” and insert “three hundred;” so as to 
read: 


For surveys and resurveys of public lands, $300,000, at rates not exceeding $9 
per linear mile for standard and meander lines, $7 for township, and $5 for sec- 
tion lines. 


It is proposed by the Senator from Idaho [Mr. Dusots] to strike 
out of the committee amendment, in line 11, the words “ three hun- 
dred” and insert ‘‘ four hundred.” 

Mr. DUBOIS. 


argument in regard to this amendment. I think every Senator here 


Ido not feel like detaining the Senate with a ? : “et 
+ “ys RY | able to get title to the land on which they have already settled, for 


will agree that there should be a larger appropriation for surveys | 


of public lands. I know the Committee on Appropriations think so, 
and there never has been a time when the Senate has not voted an 
increase of this item. 


From my own State alone petitions have come from men living on 


farms which have not been surveyed, but have been cultivated, | 


and which would use up more than $80,000 during the next year. 
These petitions are from men living on farms which they have cul- 
tivated. Outof this appropriation of $300,000 our share fairly would 
not be more than twenty-two or twenty-three thousand dollars. 
We should appropriate at least a million dollars a year for this pur- 
ose. It would be to the advantage of the Government to do so. 
Vhen those lands are surveyed they are taxed. In their present 
condition neither the General Government nor the States nor the 
counties derive any benefit from them. When they are surveyed 
the Government gets the final payment of $1 an acre. The expend- 
iture for the survey comes back to the Government, and is to its 
advantage in every direction. 
I trust the Senate will vote in this appropriation of an additional 
$100,000, and that the Committee on Appropriations will sustain it 
in conference. 
Mr. SQUIRE. Mr. President, I never could understand why Con- 
gress should not be willing to make sufficient appropriations for 
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the survey of the public lands, so that they may be occupied, and | 


that settlers may obtain title to them. 
wanting the 
the West and establish themselves there and take up lands and 
make them their homes in a legitimate way. Still, there seems to 
be an almost impossibility to secure sufficient appropriations to have 
these surveys made. 

Mr. President, according to the statement of the surveyor-general 
of the State of Washington there were last year 8,523,838 acres of 


There is every reason for 


public lands in the State of Washington which were occupied, but | 


which were unsurveyed. Just think of it! 
ters are there awaiting the action of the Government to survey that 


These settlers or squat- | 


land; they can not get a title; they go on from year to year, hoping | 


and waiting for the Government to survey this land. 
already occupying the land, but can get no title to it. 
What sense is there in continuing this policy? It is true we have 
in some years appropriated fairly reasonable amounts; but then, 
again, we relapse into merely insufficient provisions. As was well 
stated some time during last session by the chairman of the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations, there was appropriated in the year 1885, 
$350,000; for the year 1886 there was appropriated $300,000; for the 
year 1887 there was appropriated $50,000; for the year 1888 the ap- 


They are 


propriation was $50,000; forthe year 1889, $100,000; for the year 1890, | 


$200,000; for the year 1891 we appropriated $425,000; for the year 
1892, $400,000; forthe year 1893, $375,000; and for the fiscal year 
1894, $200,000. 
the Committee on Appropriations. 


Mr. President, what about the receipts of money from the sale of | lumber has been exported. 


publiclands? It appears that during about eight years, from 1886 to 
1893, inclusive, the sale of public lands in the United States amounted 


| tions for public surveys. 


: ‘J. , | ther that the new lands be rendered easier of occupancy and « 
eople who are congesting in the great cities to go to 
| our cities and adding somany more home makers and we: 
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to over $50,000,000, upon an expenditure for the surveys of only 
$1,790,000. 

Certainly this is a profitable business for the Government. Be- 
sides, after sale by the Government these lands become tax-paying. 
Does it not appear that it is a proper thing for the Government 
to provide the settlers to an adequate extent with means of ob- 
taining their homes—that is, as tothe technical mode of securing 
title to the land? 

It appears from the Land Office reports for 1892 and 1893 that there 
were received from the sales of public lands in the State of Wash- 
ington, in 1893, $453,059, and that the net proceeds above the expenses 
of the sale of public lands in that State in the same year were $401,- 
399. There are net proceeds of over $400,000 in one year. In 1892 the 
gross receipts from the saleof public lands in the State of Washing- 
ton were $496,422, and the net receipts in that year were $440,381. 
So it appears with reference to other States. But I speak especially 
in regard to my own State, because in that State there have been 
the greatest sales of public lands of any State in the Union. 

It appears that the receipts from public lands in the State of 
Montana in 1893 were $306,190, and the net receipts in that State 
for the same year were $274,613. In the State of Wyoming the 
gross receipts were $90,640 and the net receipts $78,495. In Idaho 
the gross receipts were $162,230 and the net receipts $138,475. In 
Oregon the gross receipts were $422,600 and the net receipts $380,235. 
In Utah the gross receipts were $94,657 and the net receipts $84,387. 

In the State of Colorado the gross receipts were $369,317, and the 
net receipts $295,884. It will be seen that the net amount received 
from the sale of public lands in the State of Washington alone in 
1893, and the same is true of 1892, was largelv in excess of the’entire 
amount appropriated for the surveys of public lands in the whole 
of the United States. 

I do not think it is necessary to argue this question any longer, 
but I appeal, in behalf of the people of my State, who want to be 


an adequate amount. As the Senator from Idaho [Mr. DuBots] has 
well stated, there ought to beamillion dollars appropriated annuaily 
for the surveys of public lands. 

Some of the other States have had more money expended in them 
relatively than the State of Washington. I donot know but that 
there ought to be some system of division of the moneys better than 
that heretofore adopted. At least $50,000 is required for surveys in 
the State of Washington this year. I am assured that surveys in 
the State of Washington have not been ahead of the actual needs 


| of the settlers of that State, as 39 percent of the vacant lands in 


that State are occupied by bona fide settlers, while 76 per cent of all 
its surveyed lands are so occupied. 

I have before me a petition of the Chamber of Commerce of the 
city of Seattle, Wash., setting forth at considerable length the 
reasons for desiring an increase in the amount of money for the 
survey of public lands, specifically stating that the bona fide set- 
tlers in various parts of the State are clamoring for surveys, as 
in the western ends of Jefferson and Clallam counties, and in the 
Grays Harbor region at the southwest corner of the State; and itis 
also stated here that there is a large demand for surveys of public 
lands in the county of Okanogan and Stevens County, in castern 
Washington. The same urgent needs exist as to other portions of 
my State. The petition concludes in these words: 


Feeling that the demands of these honorable and thrifty and courageous work- 
ers should be met with reasonable consideration from our Government, and fur- 


iltivation by 
surveyed, thereby aiding in relieving the ‘‘congested populatio 


eing 
of 1 ry of 
Ith producers to our 
body politic, the Chamber of Commerce of Seattle has instructed its presiden 
and secretary to respectfully ask your attention to this matter and y l 
securing a large increase in the appropriations mentioned. 

The demands of other States for surveys are also to be f: 
considered. 

I hope the amendment proposed by the Senator from Idaho to 
increase the amount for public surveys to $100,000 will be adopted. 

Mr. POWER. Mr. President, three-fourths of the public lands of 
Montana are unsurveyed. More than half of the lands of the set- 
tlers are unsurveyed. It is false economy to make small appropria- 
The proceeds of the sales of lands pay 


n 


irly 


| back tenfold into the Treasury, net, over all expenses, including the 


item of surveying of the land. 

Referring to the timber depredations in Montana, the large 
porations cutting timber there have stated repeatedly that if the 
lands could be surveyed they would then buy the land where the 


cor- 


| timber is located, and they would much prefer to do that to cutting 


| the timber on leases made with the Interior Department. 


i 


That appears in the statement of the chairman of | 








rhe 


| mines in Montana are extensive. One mine alone uses 100,000 feet 
of lumber daily, which amounts to over 350,000,000 feet of lumber 
| consumed in one mine in a year. That is the reason the timber is 


cut everywhere, and those who cut it are blamed and criticised. 
The Senator from Missouri stated that the timber cut upon public 
lands was exported from the State. That is not the situation. No 
There is no call for it outside of the 
State. I mean by this that on account of the long rail haul compe- 
tition from Minnesota on the east and Washington on the west pro- 
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. hibits. But there are millions and millions of feet cut on public 
lands for which the Government is not paid, and if large appropri- 
ations were made for surveys, so that the land could be selected, the 
people interested in cutting the timber would then buy the land; 
and they would prefer todo it. They are all responsible, and do 
not want to violate the law. But the requirements for timber in 
carrying on the mines are so great that it must be cut to carry on 
the different enterprises of the State. I hope the amendment of the 
Senator from Idaho will prevail. 

Mr. WHITE. Mr. President, I merely wish to state my concur- 
renee in the views expressed by the Senator from Washingto:, [Mr. 
Squire}, the Senator from Montana [Mr. PowER}], and the Ssnator 
from Jdaho [Mr. Dunois]. There is a vast area of land in my State, 
as there is in the other States, not surveyed, and upon which the 
settlers have located. It is not only in their interest, but it is in the 
Government's interest that the matter should be closed up. There 
are frequent disputes as to boundary lines. In California where 
Mexican grants are frequently encountered, it is a question some- 
times whether the land was properly located, and often it is neces- 
sary to ascertain from Government surveys of adjacent lands just 
how the coterminous boundaries are situated and where they are 
located. This is not an infrequent case, but one which is a matter 
met with almost every day. 

I have received letters by the score from people, in good faith, 
who have settled upon public lands in California, and do not know 
why they have not been able to obtain surveys. I can see no good 
reason why the Government of the United States should invite set- 
tlers to occupy the public lands and should not also provide for their 
speedy survey. There is, as I have observed, no economy in small 
appropriations, because the theory is that in theend the money will 
have to be expended. Above all things it is necessary for the 
settler to have his title if he is to improve his land and make it 
that which he hopes to establish, his home. Hence it appears to 
me there should be liberality displayed in this regard, not in the 
interest of any section, not in the interest of the States where the 
land is located, but in the interest of the Government itself. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Jones of Arkansas in the 
chair). The question is on agreeing to the amendment of the Sen- 
ator from Idahe [Mr. Dusors} tothe amendment of the committee. 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

The amendment as amended was agreed to. 


Mr. COCKRELL. I offer an amendment to come in after line 5, on 
page 2. itis anamendment for a public building authorized by an 
act of Congress passed at the present session. 

The Secretary. After line 5, page 2, insert: 

For post-office and other Government offices at Brockton, Mass.: For securing 
a site and for the construction of the public building, $25,000; and the Secretary 
of the Treasury is authorized to contract for the completion of said building 
within the limit of cost prescribed in the law, subject to the appropriations to be 
made by Congress. 

The emendment was agreed to. 

Mr. COCKRELL. The Senator from Maine [Mr. Frye] made a 
reservation as to an amendment to come in at the end of line 18, 

age 27. 

Mr. FRYE. I offer an amendment to come in at that point. 

The Secretary. After line 18, on page 27, insert: 

That the President of the United States is hereby authorized to convene, from 
time to time as he may deem proper, a board, to be compused of three surgeons of 
the Marine-Hospital Service, to examine and report upon all officers of the Rev- 
enue-Cutter Service who, through no vicious habits of their own, have become or 
may hereafter become incapacitated by reason of the infirmities of age or physical 
or mental disability to efficiently perform the duties of their respective offices. 
And such officers as, under the terms of this act, may be reported by said board 
to be permanently incapacitated shall be placed on waiting orders out of the line 
of promotion, and the vacancies thereby created in the active list of the officers 
shall be filled by promotion in the order of seniority, as now provided by law: 
Provided, hower->, That no such promotion shall be made until the professional 
qualifications of the candidate shall have been determined by written examination 
before a board of officers of the Revenue-Cutter Service convened by the Secretary 
of the Treasury for that purpose: Provided further, That the number of officers 
upon the active list now authorized _ law shall not be increased by this act; and 
the Secretary of the Treasury is hereby authorized to make all necessary regula- 
tions, not inconsistent with law, to properly and impartiall ay effect the 
= of this act and for the general government of the Revenue-Cutter 

rvice. 

_ The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Maine offer 
it as an amendment to the amendment? 

Mr. FRYE. As an amendment to the amendment. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I desire toreserve any point of order on it. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the adopiion of 
the amendment proposed by the Senator from Maine to the amend- 
ment of the committee. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I reserve the point of orderon it. If the Sena- 
tor desires to make a statement I will not make the point now. 

_Mr. FRYE. I desire to make a statement, and I confess I should 
like to have more Senators present when the statement is made. It 
is © very important matter, and I should like to have an intelligent 
decision of the question if it is put to a vote. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Let there be a call of the Senate, then. 

Mr. FRYE. I suggest that there is no quorum present. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Secretary will call the roll. 
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The Secretary called the roll, and the following Senators answered 
to their names: 


Aldrich, Dubois, 
Faulkner, 
Frye, 
Gallinger, 
Blanchard, Gibson, 
Butler, Gorman, 
Caffery, 
Call, 
Cameron, 
Cockrell, 
Daniei, 


McLaurin, 
MePherson, 
Mandersen, 
Mantle, 

Mills, 
Mitchell, Oreg. 
Mitchell, Wis. 
Palmer, 
Pasco, 

Peffer, 
Perkins, 
Davis, Jones, Ark. Pettigrew, 
Dixon, Lindsay, Platt, 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Fifty-one Senators have answered 
to their names. A quorum is present. The question is on agreeing 
to the amendment proposed by the Senator from Maine te the amend- 
ment of the committee. 

Mr. FRYE. Mr. President, I should like the attention of the 
Senate for a very few minutes. Ihave offered an amendment to the 
provision in the bill for the construction of a revenue eutter which 
retires the present disabled officers of the Revenne-Cutter Service. 
I believe it to be germane and in order. There are several provi- 
sions in the bill and there have been in other bills for the last four 
or five years for the construction of revenue cutters. I say to the 
Senate, from information, that you may build as many cutters as 
you please, you will have no officers to put into them. 

There are thirty disabled officers in the Revenue-Cutter Service 
to-day, men from 68 to 94 years of age, men who were disabled by the 
civil war, men who have been disabled in the service to which they 
belong. No Secretary of the Treasury will for one moment think of 
discharging those officers and throwing some of them, if he did, into 
the poorhouse over the hill. They have served all their lives here. 
It is one of the best arms of the national service to-day. It is one 
of the most deserving. It supplies the best sailors we have outside 
the fishermen to-day. Itsupplies the only officers in the Navy who 
are capable of and understand the piloting on the Pacifie and Atlan- 
tic coasts. It is crippled and has been crippled for ten years, be- 
cause of the disabled officers at the head of the list who can not be 
retired and whom the Secretary of the Treasury will not discharge. 
Let me give a statement as to them which I made when the bill as 
to these officers was reported from the Committee on Commerce: 

‘Of the 207 officers borne upon the last official register of the 
cutter service there are 17, the youngest of whom will have reached 
the age of 63 at this time. Of this number (17) 1 is 90, 1 is 94,1 
is 77, 2 are 72, 2 are 70, 2 are 69, 2 are 68, 2 are 66, 1 is 65, 1 is 63, and 
2 are 62. Thirteen others have become physically unfit for duty 
from disease contracted in the service, and some among them are 
suffering now from old wounds received in the war. The total 
number, then, who would be eligible for retirement under the pro- 
visions of this amendment is 30. Without exception these officers 
entered the service originally in the prime and vigor of young man- 
hood, and they have all served the Government faithfully for more 
than half a lifetimes Seventeen of the 30 served in the Volunteer 
Navy during the war. Twenty-six of the 30 are kept upon ‘ wait- 
ing orders’ while the other 4 should be off duty, being too old for 
active service.” 

The law permits only 220 officers. Out of the 220, 30 to-day are 
disabled by wounds or by age from rendering any service; and there 
they stand in their positions as officers of the Revenue-Cutter Serv- 
ice. Noman in the service can be promoted while they stand there, 
and the limit of officers being fixed at 220 the country is deprived 
of the services of 30 more active young oflicers who ought to be in 
the service. 

The service is older than the Navy, five years older, and it is no 
discredit to the Navy to say that it is the equal in importance of 
the duties it is called upon to perform. ‘There were read letters 
yesterday which showed how the lives of these men were in danger 
in every storm upon the ocean which beats upon our coast; how 
they saved millions and millions of dollars’ worth of property ; how 
they saved thousands of lives. If you will go back to the history 
of this country you will find that in the first war, the war of 1798 
to 1801, with the French, there were cight of these cutters acting 
under the Navy in the United States service. In the Seminole war 
there were ten of them in the service. In the Mexican war there 
were ten ortwelve. In the war of 1812, in the civil war, in every 
war this country has fought, one of the important arms of the war 
service has been that of the revenue marine of the country, and 
it has in every war, too, been conspicuous. They were called upon 
to destroy the pirates. They have been called on for the last half- 
dozen years to protect the seals. Their service is more perilous 
than any service on the sea in the Navy. 

You must remember, too, Mr. President, that these men have not 
shore duty; that these men are compelled to beat sea in every storm; 
that they have no homes except on board their vessels; that their 
lives are in constant,and daily peril. : 

It may be said in reply that this is an arm of the civil service and 
that there ought not to be a retired list. Mr. President, in 1799 the 
following law was passed : 

The revenue eutters shall, whenever the President so directs, cooperate with 
the Navy, during which time they shall be under the direction of the Secretary 
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of Lg Navy, and the expenses thereof shall be defrayed by the Navy Depart- 
ment. 


I have just said, in every war, they had been ordered by the 
President of the United States to enter the service under the Navy. 

Mr. BUTLER. That is the law now. | 
‘ = FRYE. That is the law now, and it has been the law since 

799. 

Mr. GRAY. They are in the Bering Sea service. 

Mr. FRYE. They are in the Bering Sea service now. 

Mr. GRAY. And controlling it. 

Mr. FRYE. They are in constant service, Mr. President. AsI 
said, in every war the President has ordered them im the service of 
the United States. If you will look at the statutes you will find 
they provide for pensions when they are disabled while in the 
naval service and for promotions. How can this be compared to 
any civil service of the United States? It is essentially a war 
service, and they are an adjunct, an annex of the Navy whenever 
ships of war are required for naval service in battle. 

Mr. GRAY. In military service? 

Mr. FRYE. In military service. 

Now, both Secretary, Chandler and Secretary of the Navy 
Tracey reported in favor of the transfer of this arm of the service to 
the Navy. The Senator from Delaware [Mr. Gray] had charge of 
the billhere. Fortwo Congresses we fought in the Senate to transfer 
this service to the Navy in order to save it from its crippled condi- 
tion, and we were opposed in seeking to make that transfer. It was 
urged that it belonged under the Secretary of the Treasury; that it 
ought not to be transferred; and the Senator from Missouri [Mr. 
COCKRELL] and the Senator from Ohio [Mr. SHeRMAN], distinguished 
and influential as they are, succeeded in defeating it. 

Mr. GRAY. By preventing a vote? 

Mr. FRYE. By preventing a vote. Still the crippled condition 
continues. Now here is a chance to do our duty and to save this 
service. 

The Senator from California [Mr. WHITE] suggests to me that 
when our ships were lost in the Arctic Ocean this service was called 
upon to rescue and to search for them. It is called upon on every 
occasion of peril. 

The Secretaries of the Treasury for twenty-five years have called | 
the attention of the Congress to the condition of this service and | 
have insisted that Congress should put these men on the retired list, 
and yet Congress has been deaf. Secretary Richardson, when Sec- 
retary of the Treasury, cailed the attention of Congress to it. 

Mr. LINDSAY. What was the report of the Committee on Com- | 





EO 


merce? i 
Mr. FRYE. In favor of it. The bill is on the Calendar, and a | 
similar bill has been reported favorably in the other House. I un- | 
derstand that 160 or 170 members of the House signed a paper ask- | 
ing for a day to consider the bill. 
Secretary Folger called attention of Congress to it in 1881. He 
says: 


The service is seriously embarrassed by the large and constantly increasing 
number of officers who, through old age or physical disability, have become un- 
equal to the performance of the duty. 


He asked Congress to place these officers on the retired list. That 
was in 1881. Secretary Sherman also says: 
The operations of the Revenue-Cutter Service are seriously embarrassed and its 


efficiency impaired through the want of some provision of the character proposed 
in the communication referred to. 


That was a communication in favor of retiring these officers. He 
says: 


A similar measure was recommended by my predecessors in their several annual 
reports for the years 1871, 1872, 1873, and 1876. The necessity for the relief con- 
templated increases with time, and is greater now than when the recommenda- 
tions referred to were made. ‘The number of line officers of the service is limited 
by the act of July 25, 1861, to one of each grade for each revenue vessel. The exi- 
gencies of the service require several of its officers to be constantly engaged upon 
special service, and so forth. 


Secretary Carlisle sent a communication to the very last Congress, 
in which he called attention to the fact that this service was terri- 
bly crippled, and that something must be done; and said that if 
nothing could be done he must send these old men, who had served 
their country for fifty years, perhaps, over the hill tothe poorhouse. 
No Secretary of the Treasury desires to do that. Secretary Carlisle 
sent only day before yesterday to the chairman of the Committee on 
Appropriations a letter asking him to place this amendment on one 
of the appropriation bills, so that the service might be saved. He 
says in that letter: 








The efficiency of the Revenue-Cutter Service has already been seriously impaired | 
on account of the inability of a large proportion of its efficers to perform active | 
duty, and the Department has been frequently much embarrassed in its efforts to 
secure competent and experienced officers of proper grade to conduct important 
operations for the enforcement of the customs and other laws. 

I beg, therefore, to recommend the adoption of the proposed amendment. 


Now, Mr. President, I can say nothing more. Surely the Senate 
of the United States, from what I have said (and there is not a word 
of it open :> vontradiction), can see the absolute necessity, if this 
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important and valuable branch of the service is to be preserved, of 
doing something now and on the appropriation bills. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Mr. President, as the Senator from Maine has 
said, some three or four years ago I united with the Senator from 
Missouri [Mr. COCKRELL] and with other Senators in opposing the 
merging of the Revenue-Marine Service into the Navy. I believed 
it was a bad measure. It seemed so to me in every aspect in which 
it was presented tomy mind. But the proposision now made meets 
with my hearty approval. 

There is no branch of the eivil or military or naval service of the 
United States that is more valuable to the country at large than 
this force. It has been engaged since the beginning of the Govern- 
ment in protecting the revenue, in saving lives, and in rendering a 
great variety of service that could not possibly fall within the line 
of the Navy. It is a peculiar service. It is nota navalservice, but 
it is a mercantile service. It is a service organized to protect the 
Treasury on the ocean, at the ports of the United States. It has 
been composed from the beginning of hardy, able, and brave men; 
men, as my friend from Maine says, who have been distinguished in 
war as well as in peace. 

There isno part of the naval service that is more valuable or more 
useful, and itis used on every occasion whatever, when anaval force 
is probably not adapted to the peculiar service. It is used now in 
connection with Alaska, and it is used in all branches of the naval 
service, but it is a distinct body of men. 

There is no reason in the world why the officers who perform such 
important duties should net have the same privilege of retiring at 
a suitable age and of being protected, opening the door by their 
retirement to junior officers in the full vigor of life. ‘The proposi- 
tion, so far as I can appreciate it, meets with my hearty approval. 
It is very unlike the measure that was preposed two or three years 
ago. 

I shall therefore vote for this amendment with the greatest 
pleasure. I believe it will be a valuable aid to this important 
branch of the service. This is all I desire to say in regard to it. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Mr. President, I shall make the point of order 
on the amendment, but I reserved the point of order because I did 
not want to cut off Senators from a plain statement of the case. I 
desire simply to say in reply that this is as much a branch of the 
civil service as the collectors of internal revenue and the deputy 
collectors whose lives are endangered in the suppression of illicit 


| distilling. 


This is just as much a branch of the civil service of the United 


| States as the ocean mail service, and those who go upon the high seas 


in charge of the mails which are transported to and from our coun 
try. lam opposed to it in principle. It isthe first step towards a 
civil pension list. I am astonished thatthe Secretary of the Treas- 


| ury and other officers approve and indorse and recommend the 
| establishment of a civil pension list, for that is practically what this 


proposed establishment is. It is giving to this corps the right of 
retirement upon three-fourths pay, and then follows the right to 
pensions. 

Mr. GRAY. Will the Senator from Missouri allow me? 

Mr. COCKRELL. With pleasure. 

Mr. GRAY. lLIinterrupt the Senator, as he has given notice he 
will make a point of order immediately, and I shall not have an 
opportunity of saying what I would like to say. The statement 
the Senator has just made seems to be the objective point of all the 
criticism that can be madeor has been made, so faras | know, upon 
this proposition. I would remind the Senator and the Senate that 
the only matter that distinguishes this from the other military sery- 
ice of the United States is that it is put where it ought not to be, 
under one of the civil departments of the Government. But this 
service itself in every other Government of the civilized world, so 
far as I know, is a part of the military arm of that Government. In 
England it isa part of thenavy, and is entitled there the coast guard. 
In France it is a part of their military service, It is an essential 
feature of thatservice in this country; it is as much a military serv- 
ice as that of the Navy itself. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Now, Mr. President, what do they do? It is 
for the protection of the revenue, just as the Senator from Ohio 
says. It is no more for the protection of the revenues than the 
internal-revenue collectors or customs officers—not one partic] 
I know the effort has been made to transfer them, and thereby make 
them a part of the permanent Navy and give them the right to 
pensions and to retirement. 

This amendment is legislation pure and simple. It is to make a 
retired list for the first time in the history of this country for 
officers of the civil service, the Revenue-Cutter Service, those who 
are simply engaged in protecting the Treasury from (alse importa- 
tions. They are here in this port, they are there in that port, and 
they have an easy time, just as much so as the collectors of customs, 
except that they have the greater privilege of sailing all around 
the coast. It is true when war comes they are called into it, and se 
are all civilians of the United States liable to be called into it, and 
so are all the other civil officers. There is no distinction to be 
drawn. 

If this is not general legislation upon an appropriation bill there 
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can not be any. I make the point of order against the amendment 
to the amendment. 

Mr. GORMAN. I trust the Senator from Missouri will not make a 
point of order on the amendment. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Iam bound to make it. 

Mr. GORMAN. I hope he will allow a vote of the Senate upon the 
proposition. Will the Senator withdraw it? 

Mr. COCKRELL. I will withdraw it for the Senator to make re- 
marks, but I shall renew it when he concludes. 

Mr. GORMAN. Mr. President, a very determined effort has been 
made during the last Congress and the present to put this service 
exclusively under the Navy Department, which I have opposed. I 
believe it ought to be retained in the Treasury Department for 
various reasons. The naval officers ought to have nothing to do 
with the execution of the customslaws. But the justice of making 
some provision for the officers of this service is so perfectly clear 
that it seems to me there ought not to be the slightest hesitation on 
the part of the Senate to doit. We are appropriating now in this 
very bill for the Revenue-Cutter Service, and have been for the last 
year or two. The question came up yesterday on the appropriation 
to construct a revenue cutter on the Pacific Coast. ‘Those steamers 
are being constructed now. They are practically war vessels, and 
they are more effective for the service South and in the Pacific and 
on the Atlantic than the cruisers we have built which have cost 
niillions of dollars. 

In examining this very question in connection with the Navy, I 
find that the opinion of the best officers in the service to-day is 
that the great want of the service is vessels of this class. In time 
of war they would be of immense service. They can do this coast- 
ing without being put in dry dock every five or six months. One 
of these vessels will go twelve months or two years without being 
scraped off. The testimony of the officers is that they are most 
efficient vessels in every respect, and the Navy is most anxious to 
duplicate some of them for their service. 

At first they wanted the whole organization in their corps, so that 
nobody could enter it except through the*Naval Academy. Mr. 
President, this is the only branch of the service that relates to war 
that the sons of fishermen and watermen, the captains who are 
thoroughly equipped for the service and have grown up from gen- 
eration to generation in it, can enter the national service and serve 
not only in time of peace but during time of war. I donot wish to 
see that door closed by transferring the service to the Navy Depart- 
ment, but I do want to see provision made, as is made in the Navy, 
so that when they reach an advanced age some relief may be given 
them, and it may be kept an efficient service. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I renew the point of order. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. FAULKNER in the chair). The 
Senator from Missouri has made a point of order against the amend- 
ment of the Senator from Maine, which point of order the Chair 
submits to the Senate. Senators who are of the opinion that the 
amendment of the Senator from Maine is in order will say ‘‘aye.” 
[Putting the question.] Those of a contrary opinion “no.” The 
ayes have it. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Let us have the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered, and the Secretary proceeded to 
call the rol’ 

Mr. Hii. (when his name «was called). Iam paired with the 
Senator trom \!osschusetts [Mr. LopGer]. 

Mr. McPHERSON (when his name was called). Iam paired with 
the Senator from Delaware [Mr. H1GGIns]. 

Mr. PASCO (when his name was called). I am paired with the 
Senator from North Carolina [Mr. PrircHarpD]. In his absence I 
withhold my vote. 

Mr. QUAY (when his name was called). I am paired with the 
Senator from Alabama [Mr. MorGan], and therefore withhold my 
vote. 

Mr. WHITE (when his name was called). I am paired with the 
Senator from Idaho [Mr. SHoup]. If he were present, I should vote 
“e yea.” 

The roll call was concluded, 

Mr. DUBOIS. I am paired with the junior Senator from New 
Jersey [Mr. Smira]. 

The result was announced—yeas 46, nays 13; as follows: 

YEAS—46. 
Bianchard, Gallinger, Manderson, Roach, 
Brice, Gibson, Mantle, Sherman, 
Butler, Gordon, Mills, Squire, 
Call, Gorman, Mitchell of Oreg. Stewart, 
Cameron, Gray, Mitchell of Wis. Teller, 
tie, = aoe yori i, 

; aler, , ; , 
Cullom, Home, ins. Washburn, 
Davis, Hunton, Wilson of lowa 
Dixon, Jones of Ark. Wolcott. 
Faulkner, Lindsay, 

Frye, McMillan, 

NAYS—13. 
Allen, Cockrell, McLaurin, 
Allison, Daniel, Martin, 


Bate, Harris, Peffer, 
Blackburn, Kyle, Vest, 
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NOT VOTING—29. 


Aldrich, Dubois, McPherson, Shoup, 

Berry, George, Morgan, Smith, 
Burrows, Hale, Palmer, Walsh, 
Caffery, Hansbrough, Pasco, White, 

Camdea, Hill, Pettigrew, Wilson of Wash. 
Clark, Irby, Pritchard, 

Coke, Jones of Nev. quay: 
Dolph, Lodge, nsom, 


So the amendment to the amendment was decided to be in order. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question recurs on the adop- 
tion of the amendment to the amendment. 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question now is on the amend- 
ment of the committee as amended. 

The amendment as amended was agreed to. 

Mr. COCKRELL. On page 65, at the end of line 5, an amendment 
comes in proposed by the Senator from Kentucky [Mr. BLACKBURN]. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment proposed by the 
Senator from Kentucky [Mr. BLACKBURN] will be stated. 

The Secretary. After line5, on page 65, it is proposed to insert: 


Bounty on sugar: That there shall be paid by th@Secretary of the Treasury to 
those producers and manufacturers of sugar in the United States from maple sap, 
beets, sorghum, or sugar cane wn or produced within the United States, who 
complied with the provisions of the bounty law as contained in Schedule E of the 
tariff act of October 1, 1890, a bounty of 2 cents a pound on all-sugars testing 
not less than 90° by the polariscope, and 4 cents a pound on all sugars testin 
less than 90° and not less than 80° degrees by the polariscope, manufactured an 
aay by them previous to the 28th day of August, 1894, and upon which no 
»ounty has previously been paid; and for this purpose the sum of $238,289.08 is 
hereby appropriated, or so much thereof as may be necessary. 

That there shall be paid to those producers who complied with the provisions of 
the bounty law as contained in Schedule E of the tariff act of October 1, 1890, b 
filing the notice, a et for license, and bond therein required, prior to July 
1894, and who would have been entitled to receive a license as provided for in sai 
act, a bounty of eight-tenths of a cent per pound on the sngars actually man- 
ufactured and produced in the United States testing not less than 80° by the 

lariscope from beets, sorghum, or sugar cane grown or produced within the 

nited States during that _ of the fiscal year ending June 30, 1895, comprised 
in the period commencing August 28, 1894, and ending June 30, 1895, both days in- 
clusive; and for this purpose the sum of $5,000,000, or so much thereof as may be 
necessary, is hereby appropriated: Provided, That no bounty shall be paid to any 
person eng»ged in refining sugars which have been imported into the United 
States, or produced in the United States, upon which the bounty herein provided 
has already been paid or applied for. 

The bounty herein authorized to be paid shall be paid upon the presentation of 
such proof of manufacture and production as shall be required in each case by 
the Commissioner of Internal Revenue, with the approval of the Secretary of the 
Treasury, and under such rules and regulations as shall be prescribed by the 
Commissioner of Internal Revenue, with the approval of the Secretary of the 
Treasury. 

And for the payment of such bounty the Secretary of the Treasury is author- 
ized to draw warrants on the Treasurer of the United States for sums as shall be 
necessary, Which sums shall be certified to him by the Commissioner of Internal 
Revenue, by whom the bounty shall be disbursed, and no bounty shall be allowed 
or paid to any person as aforesaid upon any quantity of sugar less than 500 pounds. 

For examination of claims and ascertaining the amount due and the prevention 
of fraudulent claims for said bounty, the Commissioner of Internal Revenue is 
hereby authorized to employ two internal-revenue agents, in addition to those 
already provided for, and upon the same terms as to compensation. 

That any person not entitled to the bounty herein provided for, who shall with 
intent to defraud apply for or recoive the same, shall be guilty of a misdemeanor, 
and, upon conviction thereof, shall pay a fine not exceeding $5,000, or be impris- 
oned for a period not exceeding five years, or both, in the diseretion of the court. 


Mr. MILLS. I make the point of order on that amendment that 
it is general legislation on an er agree bill. 
Mr. BLACKBURN. I simply desire to say a word—I have no ob- 


jection to meeting the question of the point of order—— 


Mr. MILLS. I make the point of order, but I will wait to hear 
from my friend from Kentucky. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. I do not propose to discuss the amendment 
at this time, nor at all, unless it is made necessary. I simply desire 
to explain to the Senate why this proposed amendment is not 
printed in the bill. The amendment, however, was submitted by 
me under instructions from a majority of the Committee on Appro- 
priations, the final vote upon the amendment not having been taken 
until after the bill had gone to the Printer. 

I simply desire to make this statement by way of explaaation. 
The amendment I have offered is a committee amendment, sent here 
by a majority vote of the Committee on Appropriations, and J make 
this explanation of its not appearing in the print of the bill. 

Mr. MILLS. Now, I make the point of order, Mr. President, that 
the amendment is general legislation on an appropriation bill, and 
forbidden by Rule XVI of the Senate. - 

Mr. MANDERSON. I hope the Senator from Texas will not make 
the point of order to this amendmentatthistime. Itisamatter which 
certainly should have very full and free discussion. I know there 
is no desire on the part of anyone to do more than present it fairly 
in argument to the Senate. I realize that it is somewhat embar- 
rassing to present an argument in favor of a proposition and address 
one’s self to its general merits on a point of order. Of course, itis 
possible, under our liberal rules, to debate the merits of the subject 
on a point of order, but that is rather an evasion of the rule, and 
those of us in favor of the amendment desire to debate it fairly 
and without any waste of time. If the Senator from Texas insists 
upon the point of order we shall have to meet it by those indirect 
processes. 
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Mr. MILLS. I will withhold the point of order, Mr. President, 
eo that the Senator may be heard upon the question. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Texas withholds the 
point of order. The Senator from Nebraska is recognized. 

Mr. MANDERSON. Mr. President, this proposition is one that 
comes to us with the approval of the Committee on Appropriations. 
In somewhat different form it came to the Senate with the approval 
of the Committee on Claims, quite different in its wording and 
Se different in its provisions, which differences I will briefly 
explain. 

The amendment, as it came from the Committee on Claims, with 
the approval of its majority, provided for the payment of the entire 
bounty granted under the McKinley act on the sugar produced from 
the 1st day of July until the 28th day of August, 1894, when what 
we call the Wilson bill went into effect. It provided further for the 
payment on all sngar produced from the crop of 1894 of one-half of 
the bounty provided in the McKinley act, or at the rate of 1 cent 
per pound. 

It will be remembered that under the McKinley act 2 cents a 
pound and 1 cents a pound bounty was to be paid upon all sugars 
produced from either sugar cane or sorghum or sugar beets, or from 
maple sap, dependent as to the amount to be paid upon the polar- 
iscope test of the sugar. I shall not take the time of the Senate to 
show in detail the enormous advantage that came to the country 
by this bounty provision of the McKinley law. 

Underits fostering provision, there resulted not only an enormous 
increase in the sugar production of Louisiana and great additional 
investment there, but a new industry, most important and of vast 
value to the country at large, was started in the West, and the ex- 
periment, which it had taken many, many years to bring to the 
fruition of full success in Germany and France, in a very short space 
of time become successful in parts of this country, and as the result 
of the direct promise of the Goverment of the United States that, 
commencing. in the year 1890 and continuing tothe year 1905, for a 
period of fifteen years, bounty should be paid for sugar produced, 
men who understood the business, who had the intelligence, the 
skill, and the experience needed to start it, embarked in this in- 
dustry, and in the State of Nebraska at great expenditure of money, 
running into over $1,000,000 for the mere plants themselves, built 
and have operated for nearly four years two splendid sugar-beet 
factories. 

In the Territory of Utah and in the State of California, also, sugar 
factories were started, all built under rather adverse conditions, 
notwithstanding this flattering promise of a bounty, for the farming 
element in the vicinity of all these factories had to be educated to 
that degree of intelligence required for the growth and production 
of sugar beets. There has been no profit, at least in the State of 
Nebraska, even with the bounty awarded by the Government under 
the McKinley act, as yet, to those who have produced sugar. 

What profit has been made has accrued to the farmers of that 
State who have produced the sugar beet, for every year, by contract 
made before the crop was planted, the farmers have been promised 
and have finally received $5 per ton for the sugar-beet product of 
their farms; and at this rate per ton they can make a little money. 
At less than that, if they are to be paid but $3.50 or $4 a ton for 
sugar beets, the sugar-beet culture of that section of country will 
certainly cease, and I doubt whether there is any place in the North, 
in any of its agricultural sections, however rich they may be, how- 
ever well adapted to the culture of this Northern sugar plant, where 
beet sugar can be produced at a profit if but $3.50 or $4 per ton be 
paid for the beets. 

Mr. GRAY. May I ask the Senator what is the average produc- 
tion of sugar beets to the acre? 

Mr. MANDERSON. As I now recall it, about fifteen tons to the 
acre where the conditions are the best possible. Of course, that de 

ends on many things; it depends largely on the way in which the soil 
is prepared, the extent of the fertilization of the soil, the skill and 
intelligence with which the beets are thinned out, as the process 
is termed, during their growth, and the selection, in the first in- 
stance, of the seed of the beets which contain the greatest amount 
of saccharine substance. 

Mr. SQUIRE. May I ask the Senator a question at that point? 

Mr. MANDERSON. Certainly. 

Mr. SQUIRE. I should like to ask whether the Senator can state 
to the Senate the relative value of the best sugar beets produced in 
America, in the State of Nebraska or in any other State of the Union, 
as to saccharine matter, and give a comparison of the value in that 
respect with the sugar-beet production of Germany and France? 

Mr. MANDERSON. Ican give it in general terms, and were I 
not very desirous of getting along rapidly, and of taking no more 
of the time of the Senate than is absolutely necessary, I could give 
it in detail and with exactitude. 

Mr. SQUIRE. I only desire the Senator to state it briefly, if he 
will. 

Mr. MANDERSON. I think it will suffice to say that under the 
cultivation in this country, particularly in California and Nebraska, 
where the climatic conditions are favorable for the growth of the 
sugar beet, it being remembered that the sugar beet is largely a 





sun plant, seeming to derive its saccharine substance from the rays 
of the sun—where these conditions exist the saccharine principle 
in the beet is very much greater than in Germany or France. 

I think you may say in general terms that, with the saccharine in 
the German beets averaging at this time perhaps 13 to 14 per cent, 
the average of saccharine in the beets produced in the State of 
Nebraska is 18 to 19 by the latest developments. Indeed, there is 
on record one experiment in California where, taking not a single 
beet, not a few beets, but taking quite a large product of beets, the 
amount of saccharine substance was over 26 per cent—the aston- 
ishing fact being that over one-fourth of the beets which were thus 
tested was pure sugar. 

We have made very great progress in the direction of the increase 
of the saccharine substance by simply making selection of the tittest 
beet. The doctrine of the “survival of the fittest” has been carried 
out to very excellent purpose and to an admirable degree in the 
eultivation of this most interesting of all our valuable food-giving 
plants. 

Mr. President, with this impetus given to the sugar-beet industry 
it received a staggering blow when, by the action of Congress at 
the last session, the bounty and adequate protection was divorced 
from the sugarindustry. It seems to me that that act were a piece 
of unfair, unrighteous, and unjust legislation. It was in the high- 
est degree inequitable, and why? 

In the first place, here was the contract upon which this industry 
was based. I call it ‘a contract,” for had the transaction been 
between private individuals there would have been no question of 
the fact that it was contractual, and here the Government said to 
these people: ‘‘If you will invest your money and embark in this 
industry, which is for the public good, if you will embark in an 
enterprise which will permit this country to produce all the sugar 
which it shall consume—instead of producing but one-tenth, pro- 
duce all, saving to this country an exportation in money of from 
$150,000,000 to $200,000,000 every year, which we now pay to other 
countries—we will for fifteen years pay you this bounty.” 

Citizens relying upon this governmental promise embarked upon 
the industry with enormous incidental expenditure. In the spring 
of 1894 before planting commenced, aye, before the spring plow- 
ing, during the winter of 1893-94, the sugar-beet factors made their 
contracts with the farmers, supplying to them the seeds which they 
were to plant, and contracting with them, as they had contracted 
in years previously, to pay them $5 a ton for all beets delivered at 
the factories. The farmers planted their seed, having prepared 
the ground the fall previous, and again giving it the preparation 
incident to spring by plowing. 

Mr. ALLEN. Willmy colleague permit me at this point to make 
a suggestion ? 

Mr. MANDERSON. Certainly. 

Mr. ALLEN. I desire to suggest that the contracts for the grow- 
ing of beets were made in December of last year, prior to the 
introduction of the Wilson bill in either branch of Congress. 

Mr. MANDERSON. In December, 1893. I said during the winter 
previous the contracts were made, and am pleased to be corrobo- 
rated by my colleague. 

Mr. President, June came, and the farmers were at work during 
that month thinning out their beets, and most of the expensive 
work incident to the growth of sugar beets had been performed 
before the Ist day of July, and all of it, except the mere gathering 
of the crop, had been done before the 26th day of August, 1894. 

Under the requirements of the McKinley act it was necessary 
that every man who proposed to produce sugar from any sugar- 
producing plant should, before the Ist day of July, make his appli- 
cation to the Secretary of the Treasury, setting forth the character 
of his factory, the number of places and the localities where he 
proposed to produce sugar, giving in much detail—prescribed by 
the Commissioner of Internal Revenue—the particulars of business 
in which he proposed to embark. Upon such application being 
filed before the Ist day of July, on that day it was the duty of the 
Secretary of the Treasury to issue to this proposed sugar producer 
a license. 

Unfortunately, I have not at my désk a copy of the application 
and the license, but before this debate shall close I will produce 
them, and show their exact nature. On the ist day of July the Sec- 
retary of the Treasury issued to A B, the applicant, the license re- 
quired by law, which licensed him to produce sugar under the terms 
and conditions of the McKinley act; and on the Ist day of July this 
license was issued, not only to sugar-beet producers in Nebraska, 
Utah, and California, but to the hundreds of cane-sugar producers 
in Louisiana, to the producers of sugar from sorghum in Kansas, to 
the producers of sugar from maple sirup in New England and Ohio, 
and all were warranted to go on with the business in which they 
proposed to embark, and to which they had been invited by the 
solemn promise of the Government. 

Following this license, there was filed by every one of those 
licensed a bond in a large amount of money conditioned that they 
would comply in every respect with the law; and thus licensed and 
thus bonded they embarked in this industry. Between the Ist day 
of July and the 28th day of August, when the Wilson bill was pend- 
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ing in the two Houses of Congress, much of that time in conference 


- between the two Houses, quite an amount of sugar was produced— 


preduced, however, not from any cane or sugar beets which were 
grown during the year 1894, except a small portion produced in the 
State of California. 

But that which was procuced between the Ist of July and the 
28th day of August was very largely produced from that which 
may be called the residue or the overplus left over from the crop of 
1893. Take it as to beet sugar. In the crop of 1893 there were 
produced abont 6,000,000 pounds of sugar prior to the Ist day of 
July, but of the sugar beets there were quite a large quantity that 
could not by the first process be converted into sugar, and this 
comparatively small amount was made into sugar between the ist 
day of July and the 28th day of August. Yet the law was so unfair 
that, although it was produced, and although there can be no ques- 
tion of the fact that those who produced it were entitled to the full 
bounty of the McKinley Act, not a dollaz has been paid them for 
the sugar thus produced. 

The amendment which was repuried by the Committee on Appro- 
priations proposes to pay a bounty of 2 cents a pound on all sugars 
testing not less than 90° by the polariscope, and 1% cents a pound 
on all sugars testing less than 90° and not less than 80° by the 
polariscepe, manufactured and produced by them previous to the 
28th day of August, 1894. 

It seems to me it needs no argument to convince any man not only 
of the equity of that provision, but that in strict law it is a contract 
made with the Government of the United States which the United 
Statesshould bequickand prompttoperform. It has been performed 
by the one parity, as is suggested by the Senator from Connecticut 
[Mr. PLatr], and this requires merely performance by theother. In 
other words, it is simply an effort to collect a debt that is due and 
owing. 

The second part of the amendment provides for the payment of 
not quite half the bounty of the McKinley act for sugars produced 
from the crop of 1894. It does not go so far as it should, in my 
opinion. I think it should go to the extent of the payment of the 
fuli bounty for the erop of 1894. The Committee on Claims thought 
it should go to the extent ef one-half of the bounty for the crop of 
1894, bat the Committee on Appropriations have seen fit to reduce 
the amount of payment to eight-tenths of 1 cent per pound on 
sugars actually manufactured and produced from the sugar crop of 
1894. That is but partial justice, but such as it is we must, I sup- 
pose, be content with it. 

1 believe as firmly as 1 believe in my own existence, that not only 
the progress but the permanency, the very life of the beet-sugar 
industry depends upon the payment of this bounty. I look forward 
to the time when in the political change that is bound to come in 
this country we shall return fully to the principle of protection. 

Mr. PLATT. Before the Senator from Nebraska leaves the point 
on which he was speaking just now, will he permit me to ask him 
what the sugar planters did, in 1894, before the repeal of the 
McKinley law, teward earning the bounty for which eight-tenths 
of a cent per pound is now proposed to be paid to them ¢ 

Mr. MANDERSON. I will speak for the State of Nebraska, hop- 
ing that the Senator from California will address himself to the 
interests in his State, and that the Senators from Louisiana will 
tell the story as to the sugar-cane industry in Louisiana. As tothe 
sugar-beet growers or producers in Nebraska, they had performed 
most ef their part of the contract before the 28th day of August. 

Mr. WHITE. Will the Senator from Nebraska permit an inter- 
ruption? 

Mr. MANDERSON. Certainly. 

Mr. WHITE. We commenced even earlier in California, because 
of climatic reasons. The beet was ready for the manufacture of 
sugar at an earlier part of the year. 

Mr. MANDERSON. lunderstand that in California, even before 
the 28th day of August, when the law went into effect, a part of 
the crop of 1894 had been converted into sugar. 

Mr. WHITE. The crushing commenced early.in August of that 


year. 

Mr. MANDERSON. Buatin Nebraska, of which I desired to speak 
more particularly, the contracts for 1894, as I said, were made the 
winter before. My colleague says in December, 1893. The farmers 
did their fall planting; they made that preparation of the svil, its 
fertilization, which is essential to a growth of sugar beet; they put 
in their spring work ; they planted; they cultivated; they performed 
that most expensive part of sugar-beet production, the thinning out 
their beets, for that part of the cultivation of beets is of the most 
intelligent character. 

No machine can be invented by the most ingenious man which will 
perform that part of the work. It isa process of selection by the 
eye and hand, and it requires expert work. It is trae a well-grown 
child can do it, but the child must be taught, and it takes a great 
deal of time to teach the child as to what ts shall be selected to 
be thrown out and what shall be selected to remain. All this had 
been done long before the passage of the Wilson bill. 

As I have said, the manufacturers had applied for their licenses ; 
they had given their bonds, and the iicenses had issued to them the ist 
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day of July, and by the 28th day of August there was nothing left 
to be done by the‘farmers except to permit the beets that had been 
left in the ground to mature themselves. No further cultivation 
was needed after that date, for in September the beets are taken 
from the ground and carried to the factory, and there, by the 
processes which I have heretofore described and will not repeat, are 
converted into sugar. 

Mr. President, I say I do not believe the beet-sugar industry can 
exist without protection, and that protection should assume the 
form of bounty. I think it was an unfortunate moment when the 
Congress of the United States repealed the bounty provision of the 
McKinley act, but Ido not propose at this time to make argument 
in reference to that subject-matter. I firmly believe that if these 
people in Nebraska, who have had these years of continuous loss, are 
not awarded that which I say they are fairly entitled to from the 
Government of the United States this important industry will dis- 
appear. 

I had an object lesson during the last fall that impressed me as 
strongly of the importance of the beet-sugar culture as anything 
ever impressed me in my life. As is well known, we had a terrible 
drought in the Western States last year. Usually in the fali of the 
year I have seen in Nebraska abundance of small grain and corn. 
We are the great corn-producing State of this country, and I have 
driven my wagon and have gone by train through miles and miles 
of waving corn ready for the fall and winter gathering. But how 
different the scene last fall! 

I went over hundreds of miles of that State where there was no 
more vegetation of value than could be raised upon the carpet on 
this floor. There was no corn, there had been no small grain; and 
the only crop that was being moved to a market was the sugar 
beets that were being carried to the one factory which was enabled 
to exist last year. It is true there was a tremendous loss from the 
amount that should have been produced, but the beets stood the 
drought. Their sweetness being underground rather than above it, 
they stood the drought very much better than any other crop. It 
has been the great boon to the farmers of that State this year, giv- 
ing them not only a little money, but much encouragement. 

1 believe that if this bounty, partial as it is—not so much as it 
should be—is awarded, at least one of those factories can continue 
as it has this year. We had two, but only one could be operated 
with profit during the year. I believe with the bounty we can ex- 
ist until a change of political conditions will give that which I 
think this conntry demands, from the agricultural standpoint and 
from the standpoint of the general good of all, to a greater degree 


just now than it demands anything else, and that is a fair protec- 


tion to the sugar industry, particularly that of beet sugar. 

Without having before me the notes that I gathered for the pur- 
pose of addressing myself to this subject, I have given rather a 
rambling and disconnected statement as to the beet-sugar culture in 
Nebraska, and I hepe the Senator from Texas [Mr. MILus] will not 
present the pointof order until other gentlemen whose States are so 
strongly interested in this subject-matter may have a chance to 
present their views. 

Mr. MILLS. That is all right. 

Mr. ALLISON. Idesire at this point in the debate to send to the 
desk and have read a telegram relating to this subject which was 
sent to me this morning from Louisiana, but which is evidently in- 
tended for the Senate. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Secretary will read as indicated. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

New ORLEANS, LA., February 25, 1895. 
Hon. Wa. B. ALLISON, 
United States Senator, Washington, D. C. 


Your petitioners respectfully ask for favorable consideration of the amendment 
to the sundry civil bill granting portion of the bounty on sugars predaced in the 
United States from crops grown in 1894. While not sugar producers nor the 
immediate recipients of the bounty, your petitioners represent the banks, mer- 
cantile firms, manufacturing concerns, ad aadunae of this city, who, together 
with others in distant cities, are the creditors to whom much of the money will 
go when — by the Government, and who became sach ereditors trusting to the 
good faith of the United States. 

The regulations of the bounty law were complied with by the producers. The 
bonds were furnished as exacted by the Government and accepted by it and 
many licenses issued to the sugar producers, whose sole remaining work to entitle 
them te the 2 cents per pound under the provisions of the law was to harvest the 
cane and granulate the sugar. Your petitioners knew and the Government 
knew that sugar had never been raised and could net be raised within the bor- 
ders of the United States without protection, either direct as bounty or incidental 
as tariff. 

They were justified in expecting and trusting to the continuance of this gov- 
ernmental policy, and dealt, therefore, with the producer last _— asin previous 
— because during eight months of that year the bounty law at2 cents por 

und stood on the statute books, because the first Wilson bill engaged that the 

unty for 1894 should be paid in fall, and when this was wiped out by the action 
of the House every leading man of the Senate gave promise that this course 
could not and would not be countenanced by the Senate. 

Caucus promises of the majority of the Senate pledged the continuance of the 
bounty act to the Ist of January, 1895, and the personal, kindly expressions of the 
minority made one believe that the sentiment in favor of maintaining the bounty 
in soot faith to the beginning of 1895 would be almost unanimous. Under 
these circumstances the sugar producers expended their own money and con- 
tracted debts to your petitioners and others to the amount of $20,000,000, Every 
expense, a of harvesting the crop, was incurred before the end of 
August, 1894, date at which this violent change without notice eceurred. 

They were obliged to advance the producers harvesting expenses, and these, 
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added te the expenditures previously made, created a deficit, now that the crop is 
being marketed, of millions of dollars over and above the value of the total crop. 
Fairness and a sense of equity would suggest that the bounty, which should be 
paid this year, should not be less than the amount provided for in the pending 
amendment. Vetitioners, therefore pray that your honorable body will accept the 
pending amendment as a compensating bounty for the crop of 1894, te save from 
financial ruin the sugar producers, to whem the Government promises were held 
out, and from commercial distress those who have trusted these producers in 
good faith on the policy and laws of the United States. 
J. C. MORRIS, 
President Canal Bank. 
H. BALDWIN, 
President New Orleans Netional Bank. 
JOS. T. HAYDEN, 
President Whitney National Bank, 
R. M. WALMSLEY, 
President Louisiana National Bank. 
G. W. NOTT, 
President Citizens Bank. 
W. P. NICHOLS, 
President Bank of Commerce. 
FRED PETERS, 
President Metropolitan Bank. 
H. MASPERO, 
Vice-President Mutual National Bank. 
O. CHALARON, 
President Union National Bank. 
A. LANDRY, 
President Peoples Bank of New Orleans. 
HENRY GARDES, 
President American National Bank. 
A. FP. HIMEL, 
President New Orleans Cooperative Association. 
J. W. CASTLES, 
President Hibernia National Bank. 
JNO. H. O'CONNOR, 
President State National Bank. 
PATRICK McCLOSKEY, 
President Board of Trade. 
A. K. MILLER, 
President Chamber of Ooramerce. 
A. STEWART, 
President New Orleans Cotton Eachange. 
JAS. H. AITKEN, 
President Mechan Lumber and Deal Exchange. 
JAS. THIBAUT, 
President Louisiana Sugar Exchange. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. Has the Senatorfrom Texas renewed his 
point of order? The Chair understood the Senator from Texas to 
reserve a point of order upon the pending amendment. 

Mr. MILLS. I was asked to withhold it until other gentlemen 
could discuss the question. If they are through I will renew the 
point. 

, The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair is not advised as to whether 
any other Senator desires to discuss the amendment. 

Mr. BRICE. If the Senator from Texas had not renewed the 
point of order I certainly should have done so, especially in view 
of the statement made by members of the Committee on Appropria- 
tions, that this is the report of a majority of the committee. That 
is entirely true, but there was a strong minority in the Committee 
on Appropriations against the amendment. I was one of that mi- 
nority. 1 certainly shall not consent to an appropriation of so vast 
a sum, involving eight or ten million dollars—— 

Mr. MANDERSON. Oh, no! 

Mr. BRICE. I can not consent that such an amendment shall be 
put on an appropriation bill against the rules, in the present condi- 
tion of the Treasury. 

Mr. PLATT. What is the point of order? 

Mr. MANDERSON. I desire to correct the statement of the Sen- 
ator from Ohio. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. It is less than $6,000,000. 

Mr. MANDERSON. Although one of the minority of the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations, he certainly could never have read the 
amendment, The appropriation is not eight or ten million dollars. 
Itis, as to the sugar produced before the 28th day of August, $238,000, 
and as to all other sugar the appropriation is limited to $5,000,000. 
If 1 cent per pound had been paid it would have been very much 
less than the sum stated by the Senator from Ohio. 

Mr. BRICE. Mr. President 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Connecticut rose to 
a parliamentary inquiry. 

r. PLATT. I desire to know what the point of order is. What 
ground is stated why the amendment is not in order? 

Mr. MILLS. The point of order is that it is general legislation 
on an appropriation bill. 

Mr. BRICE. And a claim as well. 

Mr. MILLS. Yes, that is true, 

Mr. PLATT. If I may be permitted, being on my feet, to say 
one word, I think the amendment is inorder. It is not general 
legislation. It is a proposition that the Government shall pay 
what we think it owes, and the appropriation of money for that 
purpose; and that is all there is about ft. 

Mr. MANDERSON. That is all there is of it. 

Mr. ALDRICH. The saggestion which I have to make is along 
the line made by the Senator from Connecticut. This is a new item 
of appropriation for a specific purpose to carry out provisions of 
law, the friends of the amendment claim. It has ne provisions 
which extend beyond the present session of Congress or beyond the 
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appropriations which are made in the bill. It is a new item recom- 
mended, proposed, in the language of the first clause of the six- 
teenth rule, by a standing committee, and is not saubjeet to the 
point of order made by the Senator from Texas. That seems to me 
very clear. ‘ 

Mr. BRICE. The point of order includes as well that it isa claim 
pure and simple. It is taken out of the jurisdiction of the Com- 
mittee on Claims, where it is now pending. It is taken out of the 
jurisdiction of the courts which take jurisdiction of claims against 
the United States. It is assumed to finally audit and give final 
a and appropriate the money to pay a claim, and a disputed 
claim. 

Mr. WHITE. If it be true, as contended by the friends of this 
measure, that it is not only a claim but that it is presented under 
such circumstances as to make it justly due from the United States, 
there can be no impropriety in inserting it in this bill; but it would 
certainly be eccentric in this body, after permitting the many meas- 
ures which it has allowed to be voted upen in connection with ap- 
propriation bills, if it would now turn around and say that this 
matter, which, whatever may be said of it, is far less objectionable 
than many which have been held to be in order, shall be excluded 
from consideration. 

While it might be asking a great deal to suppose that these rnles 
would be interpreted the same way three days conseentively, yet 
as we have had almost a three days’ consecutive iaterpretation the 
other way, it is too bad now, so late in the session, to be inconsist- 
ent. If we are violating the rule in presenting the amendment it 
seems to me that Senators who have participated in antecedent and 
glaring violations should retire when the subject is now being 
debated or east their vote consistently with those that they have 
heretefore registered in this Chamber. 

Mr. President, it has come to be the case,as tiie Senator from 
Nebraska [Mr. MANDERSON] stated some time ago in this Chamber, 
that when the Senate desires to make an appropriation it will make 
it, rule or ne rule. One of the featares of the rules that has been 
spoken of with admiration undisguised is that they are only to be 
observed when Senators are antagonistic to the legislation pro- 
posed. 

Perhaps one good will result from all this, and we may some day 
adopt a rule to which we may occasionally adhere. Bat it is too 
late now to suggest any change in the almost uniform disregard of 
the rules in this particular. It would be unjust discrimination to 
hold at this late date that this amendment, which, I think, is under 
any circumstances, a proper one under the rules, should be disre- 
garded upon the theory that the time had come when the Senate 
looked upon all appropriations as improper, except those which, in 
the strictest sense, were within the rule referred to by the Senator 
from Texas. 

Mr. MANDERSON. I think the Senator might well supplement 
his excellent remarks with the further suggestion that here is a bill 
that comes to us from another body bristling with matters of general 
legislation and with private claims, and yet the proposition is that 
the Senate, a coordinate branch, shall emasculate its legislative 
powers and not place upon the bill similar provisions, because it is 
against the strict construction of rules made by a majority of the 
body. 

Mr. WHITE. I will state that, in my judgment, almost every 
paragraph of the bill negatives the point of order made. 

Mr. ALLEN. Mr. President, before the point of order is deter- 
mined I desire to submit simply a word. 

One of the beet-sugar factories of which my colleague has spoken 
is located in the county in which I reside. I have some personal 
knowledge of the way it has been conducted, and of the culture of 
beets in the State of Nebraska. It is well known that I am not in 
favor of what are known as protective laws. I do not propose to 
discuss that question at this time. I simply desire to discuss what 
I regard as the legal and moral feature of this amendment. In 1890 
Congress passed the so-called McKinley act providing— 

That on and after July 1, 1891, and ontil July 1, 1905, there shall be paid, from 
any moneys in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, under the provisions of 
section 3689 of the Revised Statutes, to the preducer of sugar testing net less 
than 90° by the polariscope, from beets, sorghum, or sugar-cane grown within the 
United States, or from maple sap produced within the United States, a bounty 
of 2 cents per pound; and upon such sugar testing less than 99° by the polariscop« 
and not less than 80°, a bounty of 13 cents per peund, under such rules and regu 


Iations as the Commissioner of Internal Revenue, with the approval of the Sec- 
retary of the Treasury, shall prescribe. 


On the strength of that act two factories were erected in the 
State of Nebraska. Certainly the one which was erected in the 
county in which I reside was erected after the passage and approval 
of the act, and afterit became operative by its terms. The one 
erected at Grand Island, in Hall County, in my State, I think was 
erected also after the passage of the act; but of that I am not se 
certain. 

Congress offered to the persons who saw fit to develop the beet- 
sugar industry a bounty of 2 cents per pound upon all the beet 
sugar they produced, and upon the strength of that there were 
invested in the State of Nebraska, I should say, fally a million 
and a half dollars in the construction of beet-sugar factories, and 
in the outlay of money incident to the growing of beets, their 
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proper cultivation, and their conversion into sugar. I believe that 
if the Government had the power to pass that bounty act, this is 
not only a moral obligation but a legal contract. 

Under our form of Government we prohibit the States from pass- 
ing laws impairing the obligation of contracts, but we retain that 
power ourselves, The General Government retains that power. I 
suppose, as a matter of strict power, it may repudiate a contract. 
But when the Government offers to a citizen to extend certain legai 
protection or certain legal benefits to him for a definite length of 
time if he will invest his capital, I know no reason why the Gov- 
ernment should not in morals,as well as in law, be bound by its 
offer. Then, the act of 1890 provide that— 


The producer of said sugar to be entitled to said bounty shall have first filed 
prior to July Ist of each year with the Commissioner of Internal Revenue a 
norice of the place of production, with a general description of the machinery 
and methods to be employed by him, with an estimate of the amount of sugar 
aoe to be produced in the current or next ensuing year, including the num- 

ver of maple trees to be tapped, and an application for a license to so produce, to 
be accompanied by a bond in a penalty, and with sureties to be approved by the 
Commissioner of Internal Revenue, conditioned that he will faithfully observe 
all rules and regulations that shall be prescribed for such manufacture and pro- 
duction of sugar. 

The Commissioner of Internal Revenue, upon receiving the application and 
bond hereinbefore provided for, shall issue to the applicant a license to produce 
sugar from sorghum, beets, or sugarcane grown within the United States, or 
from maple sap produced within the United States at the place and with the ma- 
chinery and by the methods described in the application; but said license shall 
not extend beyond one year from the date thereof. 

No bounty shall be paid to any person engaged in refining sugars which have 
been imported into the United States, or produced in the United States upon 
which the bounty herein provided for has already been paid or applied for, etc. 


Under this law the beet-sugar factories in the State of Nebraska 
contracted in the fall of 1893 for the raising of their beets. My rec- 
ollection is that the two factories have grown about 10,000 acres 
yearly of beets; possibly a little more, certainly not any less. They 
contract after the crop is raised, in the fall, when the beets are taken 
from the ground. They then renew their contracts with the farmers 
for the raising of the beets the next year. It is true that in 1893 
they contracted to give the farmer $1 a ton mere than they had given 
the previous year, and that, too, upon the strength of the provisions 
of the McKinley ast by which they were to receive a bounty of 2 
cents a pound. 

I believe that when the Government made this offer, and when the 
Government issued a license to the grower of sugar beets and the 
grower of cane whenever he engaged in the production of that arti- 
cle, it became a binding obligation upon the Government. 

While I am opposed to a system of bounties and a system of pro- 
tection, I do not think that a great Government like this can afford 
to repudiate contracts which are made with its citizens. Therefore 
Iam decidedly in favor of this amendment. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair submits to the Senate the 
question, Is the pending amendment in order? 

Mr. GORMAN. On that let us have the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered; and the Secretary proceeded to 
call the roll. 

Mr. COKE (when his name was called). I am paired with the 
Senator from Oregon [Mr. DoLpn]. Ido not know how he would 
vote, and 1 withhold my vote. 

Mr. DUBOIS (when his name was called). Iam paired with the 
junior Senator from New Jersey [Mr. Smirn]. 

Mr. HANSBROUGH (when his name was called). Iam paired 
with the junior Senator from Illinois [Mr. PALMER]. If he were 
present I should vote “nay.” 

Mr. PASCO (when his name was called). I am paired with the 
Senator from North Carolina [Mr. PrrrcHarpD]. 

Mr. PETTIGREW (when his name was called). Iam paired with 
the junior Senator from West Virginia [Mr. CAMDEN]. If he were 
present I should vote “nay.” 

Mr. WHITE (when his name was called). I am paired with the 
Senator from Idaho [Mr. SHoup], but I have ascertained that he 
holds the same view with reference to this matter that I do, andI 
will accordingly vote. I vote ‘‘ yea.” 

Mr. MANDERSON. I will state that I have a telegram from the 
Senator from Idaho [Mr. SHouP] requesting that he be paired in 
favor of the amendment. 

The roll call was concluded, 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon (after having voted in the negative). 
I desire to inquire whether the Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. Vis] 
has voted? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Hehas not voted, the Chair is advised. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. I should like to know if any Senator 
is able to speak for him in regard to this amendment. He is my 
general pair, and of course I desire to observe the pair if necessary. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Wisconsin. I am his colleague, but I can not 
answer. 

Mr, CAFFERY. I know that the Senator from Wisconsin is in 
favor of the bounty amendment. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. How would he vote on this propo- 
sition? 

Mr. CAFFERY. Iam not prepared to say. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. I will withdraw my vote for the 
present. If I were permitted to vote I should vote “nay.” 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 





FEBRUARY 26, 


Mr. MANDERSON. I have received a telegram from the Senator 
from Idaho [Mr. Suoup] authorizing me to pair him on this proposi- 
tion. The Senator from Montana[Mr. Powrr] has kindly consented 
to pair with him. 

Mr. POWER (after having voted in the negative). I withdraw 
my vote and announce my pair with the Senator from Idaho [Mr. 
SMOUP]. 

The result was announced—yeas 49, nays 16; as follows: 

YEAS—49. 


Aldrich, Cullom, Kyle, Quay, 
Allen, Daniel, Lindsay, ansom, 
Allison, Davis, Lodge, Roach, 
Blackburn, Dixon, McMillan, Sherman, 
Blanchard, Faulkner, Manderson, Squire, 
Burrows, Frye, Mantle, Stewart, 
Butler, Gallinger, Martin, Walsh, 
Caffery, Gordon, Mitchell of Wis. Washburn, 
Call, Gray, Morrill, White, 
Cameron, Hale, Peffer, Wilson of Iowa. 
Carey, Hawley, Perkins, 
Chandler, Hill, Platt, 
Clark, Hunton, Proctor, 

NAYS—16. 
Bate, Gorman, Mills, Turpie, 
Berry, Harris, Morgan, Vest, 
Brice, Jones of Ark. Pugh, Voorhees, 
Cockrell, McLaurin, Teller, Wolcott. 


NOT VOTING—23. 
Camden, Hansbrough, Mitchell of Oreg. Pritchard, 
Coke, Higgins, Murphy, Shoup, 
Dolph, Hoar, Palmer, Smith, 
Dubois, Irby, Pasco, Vilas, 
George, Jones of Nev. Pettigrew, Wilson of Wash. 
Gibson, McPherson, Power, 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The point of order is overruled. The 
question recurs upon agreeing to the amendment proposed by the 
Senator from Kentucky [Mr. BLACKBURN. } 

Mr. McLAURIN. Mr. President, I had intended to content my- 
self with recording my vote against this which I conceive to be an 
unconstitutional appropriation of the public money. But since I, 
asa member of the Committee on Claims, voted against reeommend- 
ing the granting of this gratuity I have been the subject of some 
adverse criticism for the vote that I gave then, and I propose to 
give now some of the reasons which influenced me in my opposi- 
tion to the measure. 

When I entered the Senate of the United States I took and regis- 
tered a solemn oath that I would support the Constitution of the 
United States. I felt it obligatory upon my conscience to keep 
that oath so far as I understood it and was able todo. In consid- 
ering the question whether this bounty should be granted or not, 
in my judgment, the tirst question that presents itself to the mind 
of the legislator is the constitutionality of granting this subsidy, this 
bounty, this gratuity to the sugar growers and sugar producers of 
the United States; and whether in keeping with the Constitution, 
which is the underlying law of the land, which law underlies the so- 
cial compact which forms our Government, we as legislators could 
enact a law which would grant this subsidy to the sugar producers 
of the country or grant any subsidy or gratuity to any private indi- 
vidual. 

My deliberation on that question has conducted me to the con- 
clusion that the act intended or attempted to be passed into a law 
on the Istday of October, 1890, was unconstitutional: that the Con- 
gress of the United States bad no constitutional power to enact such 
a law, and that it not only did not become a contract, butit did not 
become a law, and was the act of the legislators exactly as it would 
have been the act of any other like number of citizens of the coun- 
try who had held out this hope or inducement or promise, or what- 
ever it may be termed, to the sugar producers of the country. 

In one of the newspapers, which has adversely criticised my action 
upon this measure, I find it admitted that the act undertaken to be 
made a law, known as the McKinley act of 1890, is unconstitutional, 
and that the position which I have taken upon this constitutional 
question is correct. I read a short extract from it. 


Senator McLAuRIN believes that bounties are unjust, nay, unconstitutional, and 
we most cordially agree with him in that opinion. 


This is an extract from the New Orleans Daily States of February 
18, 1895. 

But I am not compelled to rely upon the opinion of the editors of 
newspapers; I am not compelled to rely upon critics who criticise 
my position on this bill, and adverseiy criticise the solidity of the 
position I have taken, that the undertaking to make a law granting 
a subsidy or a bounty did not constitute a law, and did not con- 
stitute a contract; but that it was a mere act unauthorized by the 
Constitution, and therefore void and of no effect. I say I am not 
prepared to rely on this; but we have the opinion of the court of 
appeals of the District of Columbia, the highest court of judicature 
in this District, composed of three learned and able jurists, consci- 
entious and upright men, who have investigated this question from 
the standpoint of its constitutionality, and I want to say here that 
the decision of that court is not obiter dictum, but the question was 
directly presented to it by the case before it of The United States ex 
rel, The Miles Planting and Manufacturing Company, appellant. I 
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shall read the opinion of the court, and I shall ask that it shall go 
into this debate in to-day’s Recorp. The opinion was delivered by 
Mr. Justice Shepard, and is as follows: 


Mr. Justice Shepard delivered the opinion of the court: 
This is an appeal from a judgment Sars a petition for a writ of manda- 
yt 


mus. The petition was filed September 19, 1894, 1¢ Miles Planting and Manu- 
facturing Company, a corporation of the State of Louisiana, against John G. 
Carlisle, Secretary of the Treasury, and Joseph S. Miller, Commissioner of 
Internal Revenue of the United States. 

Relator alleges that it is the owner of five different places, in the State of 
Louisiana, for the production of sugar; that under the inducement offered by the 
bounty provisions of the revenue act of October 1, 1890, commonly called the 
McKinley bill, it met all the requirements necessary to make itself a licensed 
producer of sugar thereunder; and that in compliance with the requirements of 
the law it one the notice, filed the application, and executed a bond for $251,000 
as required by the law, and on July 2, 1894, received the necessary licenses for 
the production of sugar at each of its said places for the current year. 

The petition sets out the provisions of the said act, which provide that the 
Commissioner of Internal Revenue, with the approval of the Secretary of the 
Treasury, shall prescribe rules and regulations for the production of sugar, and, 
under the direction of the Secretary, shall exercise supervision and inspection of 
the licensed producers, and shall certify to the Secretary, after such supervision 
and inspection, the amount of money earned by each licensed producer who shall 
have complied with the regulations preliminary to payment under the appropria- 
tion made in the act. 

It is further alleged, that the required rules and regulations were madeand pub- 
lished August 18, 1892, and have never been altered or abolished; that in accord- 
ance with its licenses aforesaid, relator gave notice and made application for in- 
spection and supervision, as prescribed at each of its said places of production, 
for the sugar-making season then about to begin; and that respondents refused 
to obey the law and denied the demand. 

The prayer of the petition is for a rule to respondents to show cause why a 
peremptory writ of mandamus shall not issue, commanding them to carry out their 
said en and the law, by exercising supervision and inspection as therein 
directed and provided for. 

By way of return to the rule to show cause the respondents filed an answer, in 
which they did not deny the facts alleged in the petition, but based their refusal 
to ome upon the grounds that the act required was not ministerial; that the 
law had been repealed by the revenue act of August 28, 1894, and that, if unre- 
pealed, it was not a valid law. 

Relator moved to quash the return as insufficient; but the court, holding to the 
contrary, overruled the motion and dismissed the petition. 

1. The first question to be considered is: Is this a case (conceding the validity 
of the act in question) in which a mandamus can be ordered? 

The circumstances under which an executive officer may be compelled to per- 
form an official act, and the principles applicable theretc, have been considered 
by us in two cases recently decided. Seymour v. South Carolina, 2 App. Cas. D. 
C., 240 (22 Wash. L. Rep., 111); International Con. Co. v. Lamont, id., 532, the last 
of which has been affirmed on appeal to the Snpreme Court of the United States 
(Dec. 10, 1894, 23 Wash. L. Rep., 1). Further discussion would add nothing new. 

In the view that we have taken of the repealing clauses of the act of August 
28, 1894, and their effect upon the claims of relator, we think it unnecessary to con- 
sume time in an examination of the details of the old law and the regulations made 
thereunder, with a view to determine whether the acts required of respondents 
call for the exercise of discretion, or are purely ministerial. If the act has been 
repealed, and the rights of the relator have fallen therewith, there remains no 
duty which the respondents could lawfully perform. 

2. This brings us to the question whether the repealing clauses of the law now 
in force had the effect to at once repeal the bounty clauses of the act of October 
1, 1890, and to take away all claims thereunder? 

The repealing clause, specially directed to the sugar-bounty provisions of the 
old law, reads as follows: 

‘* Paragraph 182. That so much of the act entitled ‘An act to reduce revenue, 
equalize duties, and for other purposes,’ approved October first, eighteen hundred 
and ninety, as provides for and authorizes the issue of licenses to produce sugar, 
and for the payment of a bounty to the producers of sugar from beets, sorghum, or 
sugar cane grown in the United States, or from — sap produced within the 
United States, be, and the same is hereby, repealed; and hereafter it shall be 
unlawful to issue any license to produce sugar or to pay any bounty for the pro- 
duction of sugar of any kind under the said act.” 

This is not only a direct repeal of that part of the act, but also an express pro- 
hibition of any furtner payment of bounty. 

It is contended on behalf of the appellant that the words following the repeal, 
“and hereafter it shall be unlawfal to issue any license to produce sugar,” must 
be held to show that ‘‘this repeal has reference only to licenses to be granted in 
the future and not to licenses granted and existing at the passage of the act.” 

The meaning of the word ‘ hereafter” must be controlled by the apparent gen- 
eralintent. Considering the length of time that the bill was on its passage and 
the changes that were made from time to time in this repealing clause before its 
final passage, it is not strange that the phrase, as finally worded, snould lack 
something of precision. But without recurring to the proceedi*: +s in the House 
and Senate or the debates therein, which are often unsafe guides to ipterpreta- 
tion, we think it perfectly plain that the mere choice of this word and its colloca- 
tion can not be given the effect contended for. 

The repealing clause is one complete sentence, and the words quoted above are 
followed by these: “or to pay any bounty for the production of sugar: f any kind 
under the said act.” If it had been contemplated that the rights of holders of 
licenses taken out before the repeal should be respected and recognized as lawful, 
this intention would have boen manifested also in an exception to the sweeping 
prohibition of the payment of arty further bounties after that date. 

It is an undoubted rule of construction that the special meaning or purpose that 
might, under some circumstances, be found to lurk in a single word or part of a 
sentence must yield to the plain intention disclosed by the whole. 

The contention that by the use of the word hereafter the plain intent of the 
clause is to cut offthe bounty only as to licenses thereafter issued seems far fetched 
and untenable. The clause making it unlawful to pay ‘any bounty"’ under the 
act then and there repealed could only have application to licenses taken out by 

ties under the old law while the passage of the new one was delayed. Nonew 
icense could be issued, and consequently no payment of bonnty could be made 
thereunder after the repeal of the old law; hence the express prohibition of pay- 
— only apply to claims made under the licenses that had been previously 
ssued. 

It is further contended that the relator, by reason of its compliance with the 
law then in furce, is not a mere licensee, but must be considered as a party to a con- 
tract who has acquired a vested right and property interest. Then, assuming 
this contractual relation, and the existence of a vested right, it is claimed that 
itis expressly protected and exempted from the operation of the repeal by the 
saving clause in paragraph 72 of the new law, as follows: 

“Paragraph 72. All acts and parts of acts inconsistent with the provisions of 
this act are hereby repealed; but the repeal of existing laws or modifications 
thereof embraced in this act shall not affect any act done, or any right accruing or 
accrued, or any suit or proceeding had or commenced in any civil cause before the 
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said repeal or modifications; but all rights and liabilities under said laws shalt 
continue and may be enforced in the same manner as if said repeal or modifications 
had not been made.” 

This clause is substantially like the repealing clauses of former tariff or reve- 
nue acts, and was not intended to embrace or to refer to the provisions of the act 
relating to the bounty. ‘These different parts of the act, in respect to their 
operation, have no legal connection whatever with each other. They are entirely 
separable in their nature, and, in law, are wholly independent of each other. One 
relates to the imposition of duties upon imported articles ; the other to the appro- 
priation of money from the Treasury fer bounties on articles produced in this 
country.” Field vs. Clark, 143 U. S., 696. 

For the foregoing reason, it was proper, if not necessary, to enact separate 
repealing clauses adapted to the nature of these two separate and distinct 
objects; besides the revenue partof the law was not abrogated, but substituted 
merely by another for the same general purpose. 

In view of the special repealing clause relating to the bounty provisions of the 

act, paragraph 72 must be referred to the provisions of the tariff act aleve. The 
saying of rights and liabilities thereunder was rendered proper and necessary by 
the enormous volume of business done under the act and the difficulties and liti- 
gation attending upon its construction. An unconditional repeal of its provisions, 
thereby terminating rights and destroying liabilities accrued thereunder, would 
have been attended with great confusion and probable loss of revenue to the Gov- 
ernment, as well as injustice to individuals. 
; Conceding the constitutionality of the bounty law, for the sake of argument, it 
is clear that the claim of petitioner by virtue of its licenses, even if it might be 
considered property as between third persons claiming the expectancy, consti- 
tutes but a step in the process of securing a mere bounty, or gratuity otlered by 
one Congress which another had the undoubted right to recall. The authority for 
this view is overwhelming, and it is too plain to admit of question. Salt Co. ve. 
East Saginaw, 13 Waill., 373; Welch vs. Cook, 97 U. S., 541; Newton ve. Combs, 100 
U.S., 548; United States vs. Teller, 107 U.S., 64; Penrie vs. Reis, 132 U.S., 464; 
Crenshaw vs. United States, 134 U. S., 99. 

The claim under such an act is but a mere inchoate interest or right, at the best 
and no more a contractual or vested right than has uniformly been held with 
respect to the right of an informer, or an officer, in penalties and forfeitures under 
revenue or penal laws. United States ve. Morris, 10 Wheat, 246; Norris vs- 
Crocker, 13 How., 429; Dorsheimer vs. United States, 7 Wall., 166 

Our conclusion, therefore, is that the repeal of the bounty provisions of the act 
of October 1, 1890, was immediate and complete, without excepting or protecting 
any such right as relator claims thereunder, and consequently there remains no 
duty with respect thereto that the respondents might or could lawfully perform. 

3. The constitutionality of the bounty law has been raised by the respondents 
and fully argued. Whilst its decision might be evaded under our conclusion with 
respect to the repeal of the law, we think the question one that should be met and 
detcrmined. 

The situation is very different from that presented to the Supreme Court in 
Field vs. Clark. There the question was not distinctly involved in nor necessarily 
incidental to the matter in controversy. Congress had enacted the law, the Execu- 
tive had approved it, and the executive officers recognized its validity and were 
engaged in its execution. The great pecuniary interests to be affected were not 
before the court and might have been injured without a hearing. Here the qnes- 
tion is raised by the officers of the Government and its decision invited. The 
party at interest is the actor in the litigation, and began its suit with the knowl 
edge that, if correct in its other contention, this question lay directly in the path 
of its prayer for relief. 

The power of Congress to pay bounties to manufacturers or producers in order 
to encourage the manufacture or production of any article has never been passed 
oe My the courts. By the very nature of Federal taxation and appropriations 
of public money, questions respecting their validity are very difficult to be raised. 
There is no simple mode of challenge, as is the case in the States where the tax- 
payer, having a direct interest, can invoke relief through injunction, if need be 

We have already referred to the case of Field vs. Clark, and the manner in which 
the question there arose and the reasons for which it was not decided. Calder va. 
Henderson, 2 U. 8. App., 627, has been cited as upholding the power, but the 

uestion was not involved in the case. The question there was, simply, whether 
the inchoate right to the bounty of a licensee recognized by the law and the 
executive officers of the Government passed to his assignee for the benefit of his 
creditors, and it was held that it did. As between the parties it was held to be 
an expectancy which could be assigned as property, under the authority of Wil- 
liams vs. Heard, 140 U. S., 529; Comegys vs. Vasse, 1 Pet., 193, and other cases 

The principle, however, which underlies the question, and upon which its solu- 
tion depends, has, in our opinion, been time and again asserted and applied in the 
court of last resort in such cases, beginning with Calder vs. Bull, 3 Dall., 386. In 
that case, Mr. Justice Chase announced a sound doctrine as regards the construc- 
tion of legislative powers in this country in vigorous language, from which we 
quote: ‘“ {can not subscribe to the omnipotence of a State legislature, or that it 
is absolute and without control, although its authority should not be expressly 
restrained by the constitation or fundamental law of the State. The people of 
the United States erected their constitutions or forms of government to establish 
justice, to promote the general welfare, to secure the blessings of liberty, and to 
protect their persons and property from violence. The purposes for which men 
enter into society will determine the nature and terms of the social compact; and 
as they are the foundation of the legislative power, they will decide what are the 
proper objects of it. 

“ The nature and ends of legislative power will limit the exercise of it. * * * 
There are acts which the Federal or State legislature can not do, without exceed- 
ing authority. There are certain vital principles in our free republican Govern- 
ment which will determine and overrule an apparent and flagrant abuse of legisla- 
tive power; as to authorize manifest injustice by positivelaw; or to take away that 
security for personal liberty or private property, for the protection whereof the 
Government wasestablished. An act of the legislature (for I can not call it a law) 
contrary to the great first principles of the social nee can not be considered 
a rightfal exercise of legislative authority. The obligation of a law in gov- 
ernments established on express compact and on republican principles must be 
determined by the nature of the power on which it is fuunded.” 

The learned justice then proceeds to enumerate certain laws that might be 
enacted, and among them *‘a law that takes property from A and gives it to B,”’ 
and says again: ‘* The genius, the nature, and the spirit of our State governments 
amount to a prohibition of such acts of legislation; and the general principles 
of law and reason forbid them. * * * To maintain that our Federal or State 
legislatures possess such powers, if they had not beer expressly restrained, 
would, in my opinion, be a political heresy altogether inadmissible in our free 
republican governments.”’ ; . 

he impressive declaration of the limitations upon legislative power, pronounced 
in 1798, has lost none of its force or vitality through lapse of time, but has been 
substantially affirmed and reaffirmed in cases before the same high tribunal and 
others. (Loan Association vs. Topeka, 20 Wall., 655.) The point decided in that 
case was that an act of the legislature of Kansas authorizing and empowering 
cities and towns to encourage the establishment of manufactories and such other 
enterprises as may tend to develop and improve such cities, either by direct appro- 
priation from the general fund or by the issuance of bonds, was beyond the power 
ef the legislature, and therefore void. 

The truly great opinion of Mr. Justice Miller therein affirms the doctrine of 








er 


eT eat 


oat 


va 


ee > 
MERA er estesitie SONS 


Ri 
| 
| 
i 
f 
i 


pe ernie tities 


2766 


Justice Chase in Calder vs. Bull, and advances it further in application to the 
great power of taxation. He says: ‘lt must be conceded that there are rights 
in every free government beyond the control of the State. A gevernment which 


’ recognizes no such rights, whieh held the lives, the liberty, and the property of 


its citizens subject at all times te the absolate disposition and unlimited control of 
even the most democratic depositary of pewer, is after all but a despotism of the 
many, of the majority, if you choose tocall itso, butitis nevertheless a despotism. 
‘The theory of our governments, State and National, is opposed te the deposit of 
unlimited power anywhere. The exeeutive, the legislative and the judicial 
branches of these governments are all of limited and defined powers. There 
are limitations on such power which grow out of the essential natare of all free 
governments. iguen reservations of individual rights, witheut which the so- 
cial compact could not exist, and which are respected by all governments enti- 
tled tothe name. * * * 

“To lay with one hand the power of the Gevernment on the property of the 
citizen, and with the other to bestew it upon favored individuals to aid private 
enterprises and build up private fortunes, is none the less a robbery because it is 
done under the forms of law, and is called taxation. This is not legislation ; it is 
a decree under legislative forms. Norisittaxation. * * “ We have estab- 
lished, we think, beyond cavil, that there can be no lawful tax which is not laid 
for a public purpose. It may not be easy to draw the line im all cases so as 
to decide what is a public purpese in this sense and what is not. * * * 

3ut in the case before us, in which the towns are authorized te contribute aid 
by way of taxation to any class of manufacturers, there is no difficulty ia holding 
that this is net such a public pur as we have been considering. 

“Tf it be said that a benefit reaults toe the local public of a a establishing 
manufactures, the samo may be said of any other business or pursuit which em- 
ploys cogeten or labor. The merchant, the mechanic, the innkeeper, the banker, 
the builder, the steamboat owner, are equally moters of the public good and 
equally deserving the aid of citizens by foreed contributions. No line can be 
drawn in favor of the manufacturer which would not open the coffers of the pub- 
lic Treasury to the importunities of two-thirds of the busimess men of the city or 
town.” 

Lhe only dissent from the judgment and the opinion in that case was by Mr. 
Justice Clifford, who maintained the absolate power of the legislature of the 
State, save when restrained by the provisions of its own or of the Federal Con- 
stitution. The doctrine of the case has been sustained and followed ,by a unani- 
mous court in twe later cases, presenting substantially thesameissues. (Parkers- 
barg vs. Brown, 106 U. S., 487; Cole va. La Grange, 113 U. 8., 1.) 

In the second of those eases, Mr. Justice Gray, speaking for the whole court, 
said: “ The general grant of legislative power in the constitution of a State does 
not enable the legislature, in the exercise either of the right of eminent domain, or 
of the right of taxation, te take private property, without the owner's consent, for 
any but« public object. Norean the legislature authorizecounties, citieser tewns to 
contract for private objects, debts which must be paid by taxes- It can not, there- 
fore, anthorize them to issue bonds to assist merchants or manufacturers, whether 
natural persons or corporations, in their — business. These limits ef the 
legislative power are now too firmly established by judicial decisions to require 
extended arguments upon the subject.” After citing ion Association vs. Topoka, 
and Parkersburg vs. Brown, he adds: ‘‘ The decisions in the courts of the States 
are to the same effcet'’ (citing a number of them), and, ‘‘ We have been referred to 
no evposing decision.” 

To the cases cited by Mr. Justice Gray, may be added the following, some of 
whieh were cited in Loan Association ve. To: : Opinionsof the Judges, 58 Me., 
590; Curtis vs. Whipple, 24 Wis., 350; People vs. Salem, 20 Mich., 452; Hanson vs. 
Vernon, 27 Lowa, 28; Matter of Niagara Falls and Whirlpool RR. Co., 108 N. Y., 
375; Deal ve. Mississippi Co., 107 Mo., 464. The last case cited is directly in point 
here; the court holding therein that an actof the legislature authorizing the pay- 
ment of bounties for the planting of trees upen private lands was an unconstita- 
tional exereise of legislative power. 

Lowell vs. Boston (111 Mass., 489), which was cited with express approval in both 
Loan Association vs. Topeka and Cole vs. La Grange, is one of the best considered 
cases upon the question of the pewer ef the legislature to im taxes im aid of 
private enterprises for the promotion of the general welfare. The aet under con- 
sideration was enacted by the legisiature of Massachusetts after the great Beston 
fre of 1872, and authorized the city to issue bends te raise money to be lent te 
landowners for the purpose of rebuilding im the burned districts... Im one sense 
in which this loan might be considered for the general welfare, am, in the same 
sense in which the subsidy te sugar producers is contended te be therefor, the 
purposes of the lean act were for the good not only of the city of Bosten, but also 
of the State, and, in a measure, of all New England, of which Bestoa is the com- 
mercial metropolis. 

This ground of support fer the act was presented in a masterly manner, on the 
“ges. by Mr. Benjamin R. Cartis, from waose brief we quote the following : 
“ The primary object of the statute is not te benefit and aid private persons. Its 
purpose and ends are strictly ef a public nature; te restere and increase the tax- 
able property and resources of the State; to prevent and guard inst the great 
evils and losses arising from so great and general a ealamity, in em sing bus- 
iness, deranging tinance, and seriously lessening the th and perity of a 
large and most important part ef the whole people and interfering with their 
comfort, bappiness, and progress.” 

To this argument Mr. Tanties Wells, who delivered the opinion of the court, 
made the conclusive reply: ‘The power to levy taxes is founded on the right, 
duty, and responsibility to maintain and administer all the prunes func- 
tions of the State, and to provide for the general welfare. To justify any exer- 
cise of the power requires that the expenditure, which it is intended to meoct, 
shall be for some public service or some object which concerns the public welfare. 
The promotion of the interests of individuals, either in respect of property. or 
business, although it may result incidentally in the advancement of the public 
welfare, is in its essen eharacter a private and not a public object. However 
certain and great the resulting goed to the general public, it dees net, by reasen 
of ite comparative importance, cease to be incident 

‘The incidental advantage to the public, or to the State, which results from the 
promotion of private interests and the prosperity of private enterpri or busi- 
ness, does not justify their aid by the use ory ublic money raised by taxation or 
for which taxation may become necessary. Itis the essential character of the 
direet object of the expenditure which must determine its validity as justifying 
a tax, and not the magnitude of the interests to be affected, nor the degree to 
which the —_ advantage of the community, and thus the ee welfare ma 
be ultimately benefited by their promotion. The principle of this distinction 
fundamen It underlies all government that is based upon reason rather 
upon foree.”’ 

7 an analogous case Mr. Justice Brewer, speaking for the Supreme Court of 
Kansas, of which he was then a member, said: *‘ Publie aid to private purposes 
can not be seeured by yoking them to a public purpose. And where the public 
and private purposes are attempted to be aided by a single concession the latter 
vitiate rather than the former uphold the grant.” (Cen Branch., U. P. R. R. Co. 
vs. Smith, 23 Kansas, 533.) 

Nor was the decision of either of these cases made te turn upon a mere ques- 
tion of ‘ municipalauthority,” but instead a oe “legislative 
power.” As said by Wells, Justice; ‘‘ The tof d y is not as to the dis- 
wibution of the burden by allowing it to imposed upon a limited disiriet 
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within the State, but as to the right of the legislature to impose or authorize any 
tax for the object contemplated by this statute.” 

The power here involved is one of taxation. The annual bounty for sugar pro- 
duction has necessarily come out of the revenues raised by general taxation for 
the support of the Government. The gross sum required each year had to be in- 
cluded in the estimates for annual expenses and considered in the imposition of 
taxes to raise the revenue to meet them. Call the subsidy offered by the law to 
the producers of sugar a contract, if you will; still it is necessarily one where 
“the right te contract must be limited by the right to tax, and if in the given 
case no tax can lawfully be levied to pay the debt, the contract itself is void for 
want of authority tomakeit. * * * ‘he validity of acontract which can only 
be fulfilled by a resort to taxation depends on the power to levy the tax for that 
purpose.” (Miller, J., 20 Wall., 660.) 

In Field vs. Clark (143 U. 8., 695) Mr. Justice Harlan, referring to the question 
therein raised as to the validity of the sugar bounty provisions of the act under 
consideration, said: ‘‘ The question of constitutional power thus raised depends 
principally, if not altogether, upon the scope and effect of that clause of the Con, 
stitution giving Congress the power ‘to lay and collect taxes, duties, imposts, and 
excises, to pay the debts and provide for the common defense and general welfare 
of the United States.’” 

To avoid any misunderstanding as to the scope of this decision, it is proper to 
add here that there are other delegations of power in the Constitution which 
expressly or impliedly permit the expenditure of the public moneys. Some of 
these have been mentioned by Mr. Justice Gray, in his epinion in Cole vs. La 
Grange (1113 U. S.,) and others might be added, as, by general consent, arisin 
under the war power, the powers to regulate commerce, coin money, establis 
post-oflices ant post roads ete. No one of these is invelved im this case; and 
with their construction we have nothing to do. 

The power to give the bounty to producers of sugar must, as we have seen, be 
referred to and determined by the general grant in the first clause of section 8 
of article 1. That there is no pretense of any other authority for the grant is 
further shown by this proposition, quoted from the brief of Mr. Brent, of coun- 
sel for appellant: “The able men who enacted this bounty law never justified it 
upon the ground that a gratuity was intended to the licensees; but, realizing, 
with the statesmen of Europe, that the prosperity of the commonweal would be 
advanced by an increased production of domestic sugar which, while giving an 
increased stimulus to agriculture, would, by avoiding the necessity of sending 
abroad a hundred millions in gold annually to pay for foreign sugar, give an 
increased stability to our national finances, determined, in pursuance of a national 
policy, analogous to that adopted in Germany and France, to stimulate the pro- 
duction of American sugar by offering to parties special inducements to invest 
capital and labor in the effort to develop the domestic sugar production in fur- 
therance of such a national poliey.” 

The pe to levy taxes is one of the greatest, and to the citizen one of the 
most directly important, powers that can be exercised by any government, 
Within certain conceded boundaries it is absolute and unlimited save by the 
discretion of the eine wer. It may be used to cripple oreven destro 
an industry or a business. e only refage from its inordinate exercise in this 
country is the peacefal revolution of popular elections. In our judgment the 
true limitation of the power te impese taxes, conferred by the foregoing clause, 
is that the purpose must be public, that is to say, governmental. 

“All definitions of taxation imply that it is to be imposed only for public pur- 
ses.’ (Cooley on Taxation, 67.) 

“Tf there is any proposition about which there is an entire and uniform weight 
of judicial authority, it is that taxes are to be imposed for the use of the people ef 
the State in the varied and manifold purposes of the Government, and not for 
private objects or the special benefit of individuais. Taxation originates from 
and is imposed by and for the State.’’ Allen vs. Jay, 60 Me., 128; Hanson vs. Ver- 
non, 27 Iowa, 28, 47; Matter of Washington St., 69 Pa. St., 352, 363; Sharpless vs. 
Mayor, ete., 21 Pa. St., 147. 

‘Vast as is the power of the Government to levy taxes upon its citizens, there 
are nevertheless limitations upon it of a very distinct and pesitive character, 
which inhere in the very nature of the power itself. Some of these limitations 
are commonly declared in the written constitutions, but the deelaration is rather 
from abundant cantion than from any necessity, as the limitations are equally 
imperative whether thus declared or not.” (Cooley on Taxation, 41.) 

authorities from which we have so freely quoted refer directly to the 
power to tax as exercised by the legislatures of the several States; but the doe- 
trine which they establish is plainly applicable to the taxing pewer of Congress. 
A commonly accepted doctrine with respeet to the legisiative powers of the 
States has been that they are general in their nature and to a degree absolute, 
except where restrained by the provisions of their own and the Federal Consti- 
tution, and the necessary implications therefrom. (mn the other hand, it has been 
uniformly held that the Government of the United States is one ef ‘delegated, 
limited, and enumerated powers" (United States va. Harris, 106 U. S., 636). In 
that ease it was said: ‘‘ Therefore every valid act of Congress must find in the 
Constitution some warrant for its passage. This is apparent by reference to the 
following provisions of the Constitution” (quoting sec. 1, Art. 1, Art. X, Amend- 
ments). . Justice Story, in his Commentaries on the Constitution, says: 
‘Whenever, therefore, a question arises concerning the constitutionality of a 
rticnlar power, the first question is whether the power be expressed in the 
onstitution. If it be, the question is decided. If it be not expressed, the next 
inquiry must be whether it is properly an incident to an express power and 
necessary to its execution. If it be, then it may be exercised by Congress. If 
not, Congress can not exercise it.” ; 

This distinction between the taxing powersof the General and the State gov- 
ernments is well deseribed by the late itr. Justice Miller, in the following words: 
“The United States +e limited form of Government, one of the restrictions 
to which it is subject is regard to its power to levy taxes. The States may 
levy them for a great many purposes for which Congress can not, because to the 
States belong all the powers not delegated to Congress. Hence, while the Consti- 
tution ef the United States has nowhere been amended by any limitations of its 
taxing power, there has scarcely been a State constitutional convention in half a 
century that has not imposed some restrictions upon the power of the State te 
levy taxes.” (Lectures on Constitution, p. 247.) 

If then, as we have seen from the cases cited, the legislature of a State has no 
implied power to grant subsidies or bounties to individuals, though, in a sense, 
the 1 welfare may be promoted theroby, a fortiori the Congress of the 
United States has no sach power. 
It would be an useless consumption of time to enter upon a discussion of the in- 
terpretatiou of the language contained in the first clanse of section 8, article 1, of 
the Constitution; nor is it necessary to do so. Several theories have been in- 
duiged in that regard. Mr. Madison, in No. 41 of the Federalist, denounces the 
assumption that this clause “amounts to an unlimited commission to exercise 
every power which may be alleged to be necessary for the common defense or gen- 
eral welfare," and says: 
‘Ne stronger proof could be given of the distress under whieh these writers 
labor for objections than their stooping fo such misconstruction.” He evidently 
Sad fraught with ne special meaning as 


regarded it as a mere general express 
of power. He says: ‘‘ No is more natural nor 
phrase, 


a substantive d 


commen than first to use a general and then to exp and qualify it by 
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particulars ;” and then refers to the fact that this language is ‘‘a copy from the 
Articles of Confederation.” 

It may be remarked here, too, that many of the State constitutions contain 
similar general declarations; notably is this the ease with Massachusetts and 
Maine, in both of which it has been held, as we have seen, that bounties can 
not be given to individuals, in promotion of the general welfare. Let it be con- 
ceded, however, that the words, ‘‘to pay the debts and to provide for the common 
defense and general welfare of the United States,” are to be construed, according 
to the opinion of Mr. Justice Story, as a qualification of the preceding tax clause 
and as limiting ‘: the taxing power to objects for the common defense and general 
welfare’ (1 Story Const., 911); still the question remains, is the grant of a bounty 
to producers of sugar a constitutional exercise of the power of taxation as so 
understood ? 

We think the authorities cited above establish beyond question that the power 
of taxation, in all free governments like ours, is limited to public objects and 
perpeme governmental in their nature. No amount of incidental public good or 

venefit will render valid taxation, or the appropriation of revenues to be derived 
therefrom, for a private purpose. 

Although we have quoted liberally from anthorities cited in support of these 
propositions, the importance of the question is such that we can not re frain from 
quoting from the opinions of the judges of the supreme court of Maine, in 
response to the inquiry of the legislature of that State, language which expresses 
our views perfectly: 

‘Taxation, by the very meaning of the word, is for public purposes, and for 
those the right of the Government is unlimited. * * * The general benefitof 
the community resulting from any description of well-directed labor is of the same 
character, whatever may be the branch of industry upon which it is expended. 
Ali useful laborers, no matter what the field of labor, serve the State by increas- 
ing the aggregate of its products—its wealth. Thereis nothing ofa sublic nature 
any more entitling the manufacturer to public gifts than the sailor, the mechanie, 
the lumberman, or the farmer. Our Government.is based upon eqnality of rights. 
All honest employmentsare honorable. The State can notrightfally discriminate 
among occupations, for a discrimination in favor of one branch of industry isa 
discrimination adverse to all other branches. The State is equally bound to pro- 
tect all, giving no undue advantages or special and exclusive preferences to any.” 
(58 Me., 593.) Again, it was said: 

* But the subtle ard sophistical argument of those who are seeking their own 


private advantage by the use ef the public purse is, that the successfulestablish- | 


ment of a manufacturing business, though the profits of it inure to private 
individuals, is indirectly a benefit to the community. Bat this is not an answer; 
it is simply a pretext for an invasion of the fandamental principle above stated.” 
(Id., 609.) 

If it may be for ‘‘the general welfare of the United States” to encourage the 
production of sugar by the grant of a bounty, it is hard to conceive why the pro- 


ducers of corn, wheat, cotton, wool, coal, iren, silver ore, etc., might not be paid | 


a bounty also. 

If Congress be conceded the power to grant subsidies from the public revenues 
toall objects it may deem to be for the general welfare, then it follows that this 
discretion, like all admitted pewers of taxation is absolute. Such a doctrine 
would destroy the idea that this is a Government of ‘‘ delegated, limited, andenu- 
merated powers,” render superfiuous all the special delegations of power contained 
in the Constitution, and open the way for a flood of socialistic legislation, the 
specious plea for all of which has ever been ‘the general welfare.” It is a doc- 
trine that we can not subscribe to. 

Still less are we able to subscribe to a doctrine that legislation may be enacted 
by Congress ‘‘in pursuance of a national policy analogous to that adopted by 
Germany and France,” or any other government on the face of the earth. There 
is no inherent sovereignty in the generai or in the State governments. The peo- 

le are sovereign. Certain powers of sovereignty they have delegated with a free 

hand; others have been reserved. Legislation by the Assembly of France, the 
Reichstag of Imperial Germany, or the Parliament of Great Britain, where power 
is unlimited, furnishes no proper precedent for legislation in this country. 

Our revolution began in a protest against the arbitrary power of legislation, 
especially with respect to taxation. The successful result of that revolution gave 
us our written constitutions, State and Federal, wherein the people, to guard 
against dangers to life, liberty, and property, reserved to themselves powers that 
formerly had been exercised by government. 

‘‘A written constitution is in every instance a limitation upon the powers of 
government in the hands of agents; for there never was written a republican con- 
stitution which delegated to functionaries all the latent powers which lie dor- 
mant in every nation, are boundless in extent, and incapable of definition.” 

Instead of furnishing analogies by which our national policy ought to be guided 





and the powers of our legislative bodies interpreted, the legislation of even the | 


freest nations in the Old World serves better toillustrate the wisdom of our writ- 
ten constitutions and to warn against their violation either in letter or in spirit. 

We have been referred to certain acts of Congress in the past as affording a 
practical construction of the Constitution in this regard, and furnishing a rule 
for our guidance. The rule is well established that, in case of doubt, the court 
will never declare a law unconstitutional. It is also well settled that long and 
frequent exercise of a power by Congress is entitled to the most respectful con- 
sideration and is not to be disregarded, except for cogent and most persuasive 
reasons. But at the same time, to have this t weight, the practical construc- 
tion must have been long continued, repeated, and generally unquestioned, and 
it can not then be followed against‘ a conviction that such legislation is clearly 
incompatible with the supreme law of the land.” (Field vs. Clark, 143 U.S., 649, 691; 
Merritt vs. Cameron, 137 U. S., 542, 552.) 

It would extend this already too long opinion to a most unreasonable length to 
review the various acts and appropriations of Congress which are claimed to be 
in exercise of the same power inveked to support the sugar bounty act. 

In his Commentaries on the Constitution (sec. 991), Mr. Justice Story refers to 
acts, of which the most important, and the nearest in approach to this act, are 
the several acts relating to drawbacks and bounties to persons engaged in the 
cod fisheries, beginning in 1790. He refers to the debates published by Elliot, 


and declares this a recognition of the power of Congress to give bounties. The | 


history of these acts shows that the first was expressly enacted as a ‘‘ drawback” 
of the duty upon the salt used in curing the fish. The full debates are reported 
in the Annals of the Second Congress (pp. 362, 401), and show that the second 
bill could hardly have been passed except upon the view, strennously contended 
for, that the money appropriated was the equivalent of a drawback of the salt 
duty, as before, and acted substantially in that way. Upon this view Mr. Madi- 
son finally gave the bill his support. 

All such acts, however, bowever worded or devised, have met with determined 
opposition and denial of power at all times; and it can not be said that they have 
ever received general consent or acquiescence. The fact that moneys have often 


been paid out under acts of doubtful or questionable validity can have no great | 


weight under a system where the question, by reason of difficulties before alluded 
to, is so hard to be raised in an effective manner. 

But if there had been a practice by Congress, uniform and generally acquiesced 
in, our opinion is so ¢ Ae against the validity of this act that we couki not be 
controlled by it in the performance of our duty. No time, no acquiescence, no 
estoppel runs against the people under the protection of our written Constitution. 
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From what has been said, it follows that the yuadgment below must be in all 

things affirmed; and it isso ordered, with costs to the appellees. 

Judgment affirmed. 

Morris, J. A., concurs. 

Then there is a short concurring opinion by Mr. Justice Alvey, 

who concurs so far as the affirmance of the judgement is con- 

| cerned, but does not feel that he is called upon to decide the con- 
| stitutionality of the measure. 

I have thus been tedious in reading the entire opinion in order 
that it may go into the Recoxrp as an able and learned and in my 
judgment an unanswerable argument against the constitution- 
ality of the bounty law. [If it is unconstitutional, then it can not 
be a contract; it can not be a law; it is null and void as if it had 
never been upon the statute book. ; 

The powers of Congress are limited. Congress has no rieht to 
enact a law unless it is within the bounds of the 
Every member of the Senate and every member of the House of 
Representatives when he votes upon a measure to make it a law 
in the United States is an agent of the people. with a limited, dele- 
gated authority, and if he exceeds that authority his action is bind- 
| Ing upon nobody; it becomes no law, and of thet every man, at 
| his peril, is bound to take notice. Every man is presumed to know 
the WwW; every man is presumed to know when a law is unconsti- 
| tutional, and if he acts under it he acts at his peril. That is true 
| between private citizens in their private affairs. 
| Why should it be different with the manufacturer of sugar in 
| the State of Louisiana, in the State of California, in the State of 
Nebraska, or in any other State in the Union? Why shoulda law 
be applied to them different from the law that is applied to the 
humblest citizen in the land? Yet you may take the humblest 
|and the most illiterate citizen in all this country, and if he goes 
| into court with his case and relies upon an act of the legislature 
| or an act of the Congress of the United States that is held by the 
court to be unconstitutional, he is charged with the knowledge of 
the unconstitutionality of it. If he has acted upon it, if he has 
acted upon the faith of it, it matters not how poor, how illiterate 
he is, he is charged with a knowledge of the law and of its uncon- 
stitutionality. 

Why should a different rule be applied to the manufacturers of 
sugar in this country? These men are supposed to be intelligent; 
they are supposed to be business men, because the law which 
granted a bounty to the sugar producers of this country took pains 
to provide that the man who did not produce over 500 pounds of 
| sugar should receive no bounty. It was intended only for the 
| large producers of sugar. It was intended only for the men who 
are business men. The very law of 1890 cut out the men who ar 
in humble circumstances; it cut out the men who are not able to 
produce 500 pounds of sugar. 

The pending amendment, which gives a bounty, a gratuity to 
the sugar producers of this country, provides that those who are 
| not able to produce and those who have not produced 500 pounds 
| of sugar shall receive no bounty, no subsidy, no gratuity. I have 
| said that these men are charged with the knowledge of the law. 
| they are charged with the knowledge of the fact that this in- 
| tended effort on the part of the Congress of the United States to 
| make a law granting a bounty, a subsidy, is unconstitutional. 
| But whether that be so or not, as I view it I consider it is uncon 
stitutional, and it being unconstitutional to make the law in 1890, 
because it was not then within the power of the United States to 
| grant a bounty, it is now unconstitutional to grant a bounty. 
There has been no change in the Constitution since then; there 
| has been no change in the formof our Government sincethen; and 
| if it were unconstitutional in 1890 to pass that act, if by reason of 
i 
| 
| 


‘constitution 
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its unconstitutionality it could not become a law, then if we grant 
a bounty now for the very reason that it was unconstitutional 
then, our action would bein contravention of the Constitution 
now. For the very reason that Congress has no right to lay its 
hands upon one citizen and take his property and giveit toanother 
citizen, Congress had no right to grant a bounty. That is the 
language of the court; that is the language of reason; that is the 
| language of logic; that is the language of our form and system of 
| Government. If that was true, then if to-day or in this Conress 
' we grant a bounty, a gratuity to the sugar producers of this coun- 
| try, we do the very thing that the court of appeals of the Dist 
| of Columbia said was unconstitutional. We lay our hands upon 
| the property of one citizen, taxing him to give it to another, which, 
| in my judgment, is not right. 

Then, again, it has been contended that the granting of a license 
to the sugar producer created a contract between the Government 
of the United States and the licensee. or the sugar producer, which 
was obligatory upon the Government. As well said by Mr. Shep- 
ard, and concurred in by Mr. Morris, and concurred in, so far as 
| that is concerned, by Mr. Alvey, this was not the making of a 

contract, but the granting of the license was a mere step in the 
process of reaching the end aimed at by the sugar producer, which 
was the bounty or gratuity, or whatever it may be termed. It 
was no contract. No consideration was given to the Government. 
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Everything was to go to the producer, and this was a mere stepin 
the process by which he secured his gratuity. So there is nothing 
in the position that the license created a contract between the Govy- 
ernment and the sugar producer. 

But it is said there is an equity because the Congress of the 
United States held out the promise, the hope to these people that 
the sugar bounty would be granted. I will address myself for a 
few minutes to the question of the equity. I seenoequity. I 
can conceive of no equity that a man has to the tender of a gra- 
tuity because he has nthe recipient of that gratuity for three 
or four years. The man wl], indertook to producethe sugar recog- 
nized, as the newspapers wh have indulged in their criticisms, 
that the law was unconstitutiouai; that it was unjust; that it was 
unfair and inequitable; that it took the property of one man with- 
out giving him any consideration for it and gave it to another; 
that it levied taxes upon one citizen to give to another private 
citizen. Yet with the knowledge of that fact, these men went 
into the business for the purpose of getting the benefit of that 
which they conceived and recognized as being an unconstitutional 
law, to get the benefit of that which they conceived and recognized 
to be a mere injustice, because it is at any time an injustice to 
take my property and giveit toanotherman. Yet they embarked 
in a business, in an industry, if you can so call it, under a law 
which took my property by taxation and gave it to them. 

I say the man who does that, knowing the fact that the law can 
be repealed at any time, has no right to complain that he has taken 
this venture at his own risk. He has no right to complain that 
his risk has involved him not in a loss, but has involved him in the 
defeat of his hopes and expectations when he entered into the 
business. 

So far as last year is concerned, it is said that these men had the 
right to expect that the law would be continued; that they had a 
right to expect that it would not be repealed for the last year; that 
they started in this business when the law stood upon the statute 
book, and that, therefore, they ought to have a bounty. They 
recognize the right of the Congress of the United States to repeal 
the law; they recognize the power of Congress to repeal the law; 
but they say that Congress had not repealed it as long as it stood 
upon the statute book, and that they would go on and presume 
that Congress would not repealit. But these men knew when 
they entered upon the enterprise of producing a crop of sugar for 
the year 1894 that there had been an election in this country in 
which the sugar bounty was denounced, in which the people of 
the country pronounced against the sugar bounty, and by which 
a large majority of the people of this country said that the law 
should be repealed; and they ought to have acted accordingly. 

Now, let us see. In the Democratic platform of 1892, which was 
supported by an overwhelming majority of the people of this 
country, we find the following: 

We denounce the McKinley tariff law enacted by the Fifty-first Congress as 
the culminating atrocity of class legislation; we indorse the efforts made by 
the Democrats of the present Congress to modify its most oppressive features 
in the direction of free raw materials and cheaper manufactured goods that 
enter into general ae. and we promise its repeal as one of the be- 
neficent results that will follow the action of the people in intrusting power 
to the Democratic party. 

Now, sir, it can not be that they relied upon the promise of Cen- 
gress at the last session or upon the promises of any member of 
Congress at the last session, Senators or Representatives, that the 
law would not be repealed, because there was the party in power, 
continued in power by an overwhelming majority of the eri- 
can people, that pledged itself to the repeal of the bounty provi- 
sion. So it can not be contended that these men were deceived by 
the promises that were held out by any number of Senators or 
Representatives. They had the express declaration, they had the 
fiat, they had the decree of the American people that it ought to 
be repealed. 

It is said that these people are in a distressed condition. If so 
I sympathize with them. Most of them are in my sister State. 
Many of them I know and they are my friends; and I would be 
glad to give them any aid; but the money in the Treasury of the 
United States is not my money. It is the property of the United 
States, taxed out of the people of thie country for public p 
and not for the purpose of building up private fortunes, nor for 
the purpose of sustaining private fallen Coun. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I should like to have the Senator from Mis- 
sissippi state to the Senate, upon which he places the greater stress 
as constitutional authority, the Chicago platform or the court 
from whose decision he has read? 

Mr. McLAURIN. I will state to the Senator from Rhode 
Island that he ought to know as a lawyer that the Chicago plat- 
form is not a constitutional authority at all; that the Chicago plat- 
form is political authority and not constitutional authority. 

Now. as I was going on to say, this is not my money. It is the 
money of the people, taxed out of the people bylaws of Congress. 
Those laws had no right to tax the people of this country for 
anything except public purposes. They had no right to tax the 
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people for money to give to private individuals to sustain private 
falling fortunes or to build up private fortunes. 

Now, if this amendment is to pass, if this gratuity is to be given 
to these men because of their great distress, I want to say that all 
over the country, and especially in my section of country, there 
are a great many farmers in humble, moderate circumstances 
who are groaning under a load of debt. Their farms are mort- 
gaged; their home, the shelter that is to protect their wives and 
children, is mortgaged; and those men see a great deal of financial 
embarrassment ahead of them. Would it not be equally as just, 
equally as equitable, to grant a subsidy, a bounty, a gratuity to 
those people to relieve them from their embarrassment? Yet 
when you undertake to relieve the sugar producers, who are princi- 
pally and mainly composed of wealthy men, in a great many in- 
stances corporations, as was the corporation here of the Miles Plant- 
ing and Manufacturing Company—I say when you undertake to 
relieve them and give them money to relieve them from their 
financial embarrassment you are relieving those who are rich, who 
entered upon this speculation to add to their immense fortunes, 
to accumulate greater fortunes. 

And where do you get the money? You take a great deal of the 
money from the very people whom I have named in my very sec- 
tion of country and all over this country, and who are what you 
may call one-horse farmers. Whenever they buy a coat, a vest, a 
shirt, a pair of shoes, a hat; whenever they buy the implements 
with which they work, you tax them for the purpose of getting 
the money to give to these corporations. It is not only unconsti- 
tutional, but it is unjust, inequitable. Their distressed financial 
condition appeals to the equity, it appeals to the charity of the 
Senate as strongly as does the condition of the sugar planters and 
sugar "soning ng of Louisiana and other States in the Union. Why 
should there be any discrimination against them? When you dis- 
criminate in favor of one class of citizens you discriminate neces- 
sarily against all other classes of citizens. You discriminate 
against the farmers who are engaged in the production of wheat, 
corn, oats, cotton, rye, and barley. You discriminate against the 
shoemaker, the blacksmith, the tanner, the merchant, and every- 
body else except the men to whom you give this gratuity. 

I was appealed to by a banker from the city of New Orleans, 
who stated to me that he had $2,000,000 loaned out to the sugar 
producers; that he had loaned out millions to the large sugar pro- 
ducers, and if this bounty is not given those men can not pay the 
bank and it will involve them in ruin. Why should that banker 
be the recipient of the charity of the Union in preference to the 
man who labors day in and day out and eats his bread in the sweat 
of his face? Why should he be the recipient of the charity in 
preference to the man who works on the railroad or who works 
on the farm, the shoe shop, or blacksmith shop, or in the tailor 
shop, or in any other business in this country? There is no rea- 
son for it. There can be no good reason given for it. 

Mr. President, I could give many other reasons why I oppose 
thisamendment. There are other reasons that must present them- 
selves to Senators. But I shall not take up the time of the Senate 
longer. Iwant to say that for the people of my sister State I have 
the kindest feeling. I have beenkindly treated bythem. Ishould 
like to do anything I could within constitutional limits that would 
not be an injustice to any other class of citizens in this country; 
but I can not vote to tax a man who rises in the early dawn and 
follows his plow until the dewy eve for the purpose of giving it to 
the man who has embarked in business under a supposition that 
an unjust law would be allowed to remain upon the statute books 
and he would receive the benefit of it in order to relieve him from 
the embarrassment which his own cupidity has involved him in. 

I now, Mr. President, before I conclude, offer an amendment to 
the amendment, and I ask to have it read. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. MartTIN in the chair). The 
amendment of the Senator from Mississippi will be read by the 
Secretary. 

The SECRETARY. Add at the end of the amendment the fcllow- 
ing proviso: 

Provided, That the bounty shall be paid in si\ver coin; and the Secretary 
of the Treasury shall immediately cause to be coined of the silver bullion 
now in the Treasury a sufficient sum to pay said bounty. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. I make the point of order against the 
amendment submitted by the Senator from Mississippi. It is not 
germane to the amendment pending, and is obnoxious to the six- 
teenth rule. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair is compelled to sus- 
tain the — of order. 

Mr. PROCTOR. Mr. President, the maple-sugar crop is pro- 
duced entirely in the months of March and April. It can be pro- 
duced at no other time. The crop of 1894 was entirely produced, 
inspected, and weighed by the proper officers of the Government, 
certificates given to the makers, and the amount entered upon the 
books of the Treasury months before the law was repealed. The 
books of the Treasury show precisely every dollar and cent that 
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is due toa maker of maple sugar, and all that remains to com- 
lete the transaction is to send him a check for the amount. 
here is not a court in the land but what would render a judg- 
— for the plaintiff on the showing of the defendant’s books 
alone. 

Mr. HARRIS. Will the Senator from Vermont allow me to 
ask him a question? 

Mr. PROCTOR. Certainly. 

Mr. HARRIS. Iask the Senator from Vermont if there have 
been any extensive plants erected by reason of the bounty on ma- 
ple sugar? 

Mr. PROCTOR. There have been very extensive plants. Al- 
though they are not so expensive as the plants of cane and beet 
sugars, there are immensely more of them in number, and I think 
the percentage of the expense incurred in consequence of this 
bounty would count quite as large. 

Mr. HARRIS. Iam a little curious to know what sort of plant 
is necessary for converting maple sap into sugar. 

Mr. PROCTOR. I shall be very happy to give the Senator, at 
a proper time, instruction in the art of making maple sugar, and 
verify it by concrete samples of the article. 

Mr. HARRIS. I prefer the samples to the argument. 

Mr. PROCTOR. If the views of the Senator from Mississippi 
[Mr. McLAURIN] about the constitutionality of this question are 
correct, it seems to me he ought to go somewhat further and se- 
cure the repeal of a portion of section 8 of the first article of the 
Constitution, which says: 

The Congress shall have power * * * to pay the debts and provide for 
the common defense and general welfare of the United States. 

I believe it has been repeatedly decided by the Supreme Court 
that Congress is the sole judge of what is for the general welfare. 
I submit that he ought to go even further and introduce and se- 
cure the adoption of an amendment to the Constitution which will 
make its meaning plainer for those of us who are not quite so 
sensitive as the Senator is on constitutional points, and say, ‘* It 
is hereby declared to be unconstitutional for governments or indi- 
viduals to pay their honest debts.” That would save us very much 
embarrassment here in conducting the public affairs, as well as be 
a great convenience to many of us individually. Nothing short of 
that, I am sure, will meet this case. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. I trust, Mr. President, that the hour will 
admonish us of the necessity of making some progress with the 
bill. I do not propose to consume. one minute of the time of the 
Senate in this discussion. I only rose to express the sincere hope 
that, having now talked enough, we may come to a vote. 

Mr. McLAURIN. InanswertotheSenatorfrom Vermont a 
Proctor], I only desire to say that the very article to which he 
refers was pressed before the learned court in the decision which 
I read to the Senate, and they said that even under that there was 
no constitutional authority to grant this bounty. SolI prefer to 
take that well-considered opinion of the supreme court of this 
District and of Chief Justice Chase in another case to the sarcastic 
allusion of the Senator from Vermont as to our honest debts. 
There is no lawyer in the Senate Chamber who will not say that if 
the act of 1890 was unconstitutional there was no debt created 
against the Government by it; that it was null, void, and of no force 
and effect upon the people of the country at all, and could not 
create a debt. There is no lawyer: even a tyro in the profession, 
but who would say if it was unconstitutional there was no debt 
made against the country. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amend- 
ment of the Senator from Kentucky. 

Mr. GORMAN. Iaskforthe yeas and nays on the amendment. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. GORMAN. Mr. President, I trust that the amendment 
will not be adopted. The immense amount of money involved in 
the proposition, over $5,000,000 

Mr. BLACKBURN. I submit that after the Senator upon his 
own motion has ordered the yeas and nays and the roll call has 
been directed to proceed it is almost too late to debate. 

Mr. HARRIS. Oh, no; it is not. 

Mr. McLAURIN. Not until the first name has been called. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair thinks it is not too 
late, because the call had not beencommenced. TheSenator from 
Maryland will proceed. 

Mr. GORMAN. No; I called for the yeas and nays so that we 
might have a vote upon the proposition when the time came to 
vote on it. 

I have known propositions to be discussed for a week after the 

eas and nays were ordered. But this amendment can not pass, 
think, without a few words, at all events. I am not going to 
detain the Senate verylong. TheSenate will decide by a majority 
vote in this case whether the amendment will be adopted or not. 
I want to enter my protest, however, against the amendment 
being placed upon this appropriation bill. When this matter was 
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under discussion during the pendency of the tariff bill I voted on 
every occasion in this body to practically include this provision; 
that is to say, to permit the duty to gointo effect on the Ist day of 
January, so as to give the growers of sugar the benefit of the dif- 
ference between 40 per cent ad valorem and the bounty of 2 cents 
a pound under the McKinley Act. 

I voted for it, as did every other Senator on this side save three. 
It was done at a time to enable us to pass a great revenue measure. 
i voted for it, in addition to that, because I believed that there 
was a very strong case presented bc’* ~ y the cane and the beet 
sugar interest. It was a radical ,muyposition at that time to 
strike them off from 2 cents a por. ‘to 40 per cent ad valorem. 

I recognize to-day, as I did then, that they have a very strong 
claim, that it is one that will appeal to the justice and fairness of 
every man. But, Mr. President, the time has passed when it 
could be considered properly upon a bill for the reyenue or for 
appropriations. The Congress decreed that it should not be pro- 
vided for then. It comes now purely as a claim, and as a claim it 
ought to be considered upon its own merits. It ought to have been 
considered after a report from the Department of the Govern- 
ment having control of this matter and by careful consideration 
of the appropriate committee of this body, the Committee on 
Claims, and not upon an appropriation bill. 

It is my firm conviction after a most careful and patient inves- 
tigation for the last two or three months, with all the light that I 
can get upon this subject, that the provision of the law as it 
stands in the last tariff act has, in view of the evolution that has 
taken place in the manufacture of sugar throughout the world, 
placed the American industry in a most unfortunate position. I 
believe, sir, that with the bounties that are offered by other Govy- 
ernments it is impossible, with profit, for either the beet-sugar in- 
dustry or the cane industry to live in this country five years. I 
do not believe that we can refine sugar five years from now except 
the higher grades of cut loaf. 

If the Germans continue to produce as much as they have in 
the last year, I do not believe it will be possible for our beet-sugar 
industry to live in the Northwest. I regret it more than any 
other act that I have been a party to; that this great industry should 
be destroyed in this country. I think there is no parallel to the 
success which the Germans have had under their system, by which 
they not only manufacture all the sugar they need themselves- 
but send it to England and America. In the current year, 1894-95, 
they have produced a million tons more than they did in the pre, 
vious year. With our tax of 40 per cent upon the raw and one- 
eighth upon the refined and a tenth in addition, the price of their 
sugars refined, delivered in New York and Baltimore, is within 
a fraction of what the raw article can be produced for in this 
country. 

I regret also, though it is but a slight interest compared to that 
in Louisiana and other States, that in my own State the interest 
is absolutely destroyed now. It has been impossible to rebuild and 
to keep that part of the commerce in Baltimore, and with it has 
gone, as it was bound to go, all the coffee trade of that great port. 

Therefore, Mr. President, in opposing this measure here and 
now it is not because I do not think there is not merit in it; it is 
not because I do not think that if it was between private individ- 
uals it would not be such a claim as would appeal to the fair deal- 
ing and honesty of the man with whom the transaction was made; 
but I say, in view of all that has occurred, in view of the condi- 
tion of the Treasury, in view of the manner in which we legislate 
upon these matters, this particular proposition should have come 
from a committee with a report from the Department and been 
presented to Congress as all other claims are presented and then 
settled upon its merits, and it should not be forced upon an appro- 
priation bill where it has no proper place, and sent elsewhere 
where the Executive will have to pass upon it as an item included 
in a great appropriation bill, though he may not think it to be 
proper or politic to be paid at this time in view of the condition 
of the Treasury. 

Mr. President, another provision which follows in this bill will 
soon be presented to the Senate, looking to the meeting of a ad 


ficiency which exists in the Treasury of the United States. | 
shall not go into that matter now, for it will come up later. But 
no man can doubt, when the facts and the figures are presented, 
that we are to-day, and have been for two years past, paying the 


current expenses of the Government from the bonds which have 
been sold, and that unless we make further provision to meet the 
current expenses of the Treasury by issuing other evidences of 
debt, there is not, and will not be during this fiscal year, money 
enough by $60,000,000 to meet the current expenses of the year 

Mr. President, that is the condition in which we are situated. 
T shall not detain the Senate longer. I merely wanted to utter 
my protest against putting this provision upon this appropriation 
bill 


Mr. HILL. Mr. President, I do not intend to discuss the ques- 
tion of the propriety of the pending amendment so far as its merits 
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are concerned. The only question that occurs to me after the re- 
_ marks of the Senator from Maryland [Mr. Gorman] is whether 
this amendment is notas appropriate to the pending appropriation 
bill as is an amendment relating to supplying a deficiency in the 
revenues or to regulate the method of issuing bonds. 

Mr. WOLCOTT. Mr. President, is an amendment to the 
amendment in order? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair recognizes the Senator 
from Colorado. 

Mr. WOLCOTT. I offer the amendment which I send to the 
desk as an amendment to the pending amendment. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment submitted by the 
Senator from Colorado to the amendment will be stated. 

The Secretary. It is proposed to add to the amendment: 

There shall be purchased by the Secretary of the Treasury 4,000,000 ounces 
of silver per month for the period of eight months at the market price thereof 
in New York, and said silver shall from time to time be duly coined in silver 
dollars of standard weight and fineness. 

Such purchases shall be made in furtherance of the contract heretofore en- 
tered into between the Government of the United States and the people of 
the United States. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. I make the point of order on the amend- 
ment that it is general legislation, and not germane to the amend- 
ment to which it is offered as an amendment. 

Mr. WOLCOTT. I suppose the Senator from Kentucky will 
permit me to say a word upon the amendment. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. The Senator has the right to do that. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair will hear the Senator. 

Mr. WOLCOTT. I have but a word to say upon tie amend- 
ment. 

Mr. President, if an amendment of the character which has 
been declared to be in order, not reported by any committee of 
this body, is in order, then clearly, to my mind, any other amend- 
ment which seeks to make this Government pay its moral obliga- 
tion to its people is equally in order upon an appropriation bill. 

Mr. MANDERSON. Will my friend allow me to correct a mis- 
apprehension he seems to be under? 

fr. WOLCOTT. Certainly. 

Mr. MANDERSON. The amendment which has been pending 
was reported to the Senate originally by the Committee on Claims, 
was referred to the Committee on Appropriations, and has been 
reported aoe by the Committee on rs ga ga 

Mtr. WOLCOTT. Very well, Mr. President. My amendment 
has not been reported by the committee, but it is equally germane 
to the appropriation bill as is the amendment which has appar- 
ently stood the test of the point of order which has been raised 
against it. 
= f there ever was a contract on earth entered into in good faith 
it was the contract whereby the Government of the United States 
undertook to say to the people of the West that if they would un- 
dertake the mining of the gold and the silver, which must be the 
financial basis of the country, then the Government would coin 
their gold freely as offered at the mints and would purchase their 
silver at its market value; and at an extra session called by the 
President of the United States, without notice, that law, that con- 
tract was repealed by the Congress of the country, to the devas- 
tation, to the poverty, and to the suffering of a vast section of this 
country. 

Mr. President, if there be equity in this sort of payment, if we 
have the right to come back to the United States, having once 
been its beneficiaries, and have the right to say to the Govern- 
ment, ‘‘ You shall not rob us of our industry, you shall not take 
away our living from us, you shall not rnin our towns and destroy 
our industry without giving us compensation for it,” then, cer- 
tainly, no appeal can be made with greater force than this on be- 
half of the miners of the West. ; 

We have heard all sorts of talk of the pity and the sorrow that 
the people who are opposed to silver feel for. the miners of the 
West. If that be true, Mr. President, what have we done and 
wherein are we lacking that we can not be put upon the same 
footing as the sugar planters of Louisiana or the beet-sugar pro- 
ducers of Nebraska? If the one amendment isin order and if 
the one amendment is entitled to the sympathy of the American 
people—for the amendment is not put upon any basis but that of 
sympathy—then I say those who have mined silver from the earth 
and have built up great States and great industries are entitled 
equally to the sympathy of the people, for we produce that which 
no people ever before were punished for producing. We produce 
that whieh is invaluable to us in time of peace and absolutely es- 
sential in time of war; we produce that which should stand as the 
basis and the fabric of our Government, the coin recognized by 
the Constitution and by the law for a hundred years; and there 
can be no argument which will apply to one set of producers 
which does not apply with equal force to the other. — 

Mr. BLACKBURN. Lask for a ruling on the point of order, 
Mr. President. 
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The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Kentucky makes 
the point of order against the pending amendment to his amend- 
ment. The Chair submits to the Senate the question, Is the pro- 
posed amendmeut in order? 

Mr. WOLCOTT. Iask for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered; and the Secretary proceeded to 
call the roll. 

Mr. COKE (when his name was called). 
Senator from Oregon [Mr. DoLpH]. 
vote ‘*‘ yea.” 

Mr. DUBOIS (when his name was called). I am paired with 
the junior Senator from New Jersey [Mr. SmiTH]. 

Mr. PASCO (when his name was called). I am paired withthe 
Senator from North Carolina [Mr. PrircHarp]. If he werepres- 
ent I should vote “ nay.” 

Mr. GALLINGER (when Mr. PrircHarRp’s name was called), 
The junior Senator from North Carolina [Mr. PrircHarp] re- 
se me to announce that on all questions involving silver he 
desired to be paired in favor of the proposition in whatever form 
it might i and he stands so paired with the Senator from 
Florida [Mr. Pasco]. 

Mr. WHITE (when his name was called). 
the Senator from Idaho [Mr. SHovp]. 

The roll call was concluded. 

Mr. BURROWS. Iam paired with the junior Sefiator from 
Maryland [Mr. Gipson}. 

Mr. CAREY (after having voted in the negative). I am paired 
with the junior Senator from Wisconsin |[Mr. MrircHe.], but 
voted because I understood that, if present, he would vote the 
same way that I have voted. 

The result was announced—yeas 13, nays 50; as follows: 
YEAS—13. 

Peffer, 
Pettigrew, 
Teller, 
Walsh, 
NAYS—50. 


Jones of Ark. 
Kyle 


Iam paired with the 
If he were here I should 


I am paired with 


Bate, 

= *e, 
Jameron, 

Clark, 


Hansbrough, 
McLaurin, 
Mantle, 
Mills, 


Wolcott. 


Davis, 
Dixon, 
Fauikner, 
Frye, 
Gallixger, 
Gordon, 
Gorman, 
Gray, 
Harris, 
Hawiey, 
Hill, 
Hoar, 
Hunton, 


Proctor, 
Pugh, 

may, 

oach, 
Sherman, 
Squire, 
Mitchell of Oreg. Stewart, 
Morgan, Turpie, 
Morrill, Vest, 
Murphy, Washburn, 
Palmer, Wilson of lowa. 
Perkins, 
Platt, 


NOT VOTING—2. 
Mitchell of Wis. 


Pasco, 
Power, 
Pritchard, 
Ransom, 
ae 
Smith, 


Aldrich, 
Allen, 
Allison, 
Blackburn, 
Blanchard, 
Caffery, 
Call, 
Camden, 
Carey, 
Chandler, 
Cockrell, 
Cullom, 
Daniel, 


Lindsay, 
Lodge, 
McMillan, 
Manderson, 


Berry. 
Burrows, 
Butler, 
Coke, 
Dolph, 


Gibson, Vilas, 

Voorhees, 
White, 

Wilson of Wash. 
Jones of Nev. 


Dubois, McPherson, 
George, Martin, 


So the amendment to the amendment was decided not to be in 
order. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. I offer the amendment which I 
send to the desk, to come in at the end of the pending amend- 


ment. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment submitted by the 
Senator from Oregon to the amendment will be stated. 

The Secretary. It is proposed to add to the pending amend- 
ment: 

Provided further, That there shall be paid to the sheep owners of the 
United States, to be distributed among them pro rata according to the 
amount of wool produced by each, 2n amount equal to 5 cents per pound on 
all domestic wool produced in the United States during the calendar year 
1895 pe compensate them for losses occasioned by the repeal of the duty on 
Wwool.L 

Mr. BLACKBURN. I make the same point of order against 
this amendment, that it has not been reported by a committee, 
either standing or select; and I object to debate. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. I was about to make the sugges- 
tion that I hoped the Senator from Kentucky would not make the 
point of order against this very pertinent amendment. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. I insist on the point of order, Mr. Presi- 
dent. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair will hear the suggestion 
of the Senator from Oregon, with the permission of the Senate. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. I object to any debate, Mr. President. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. On what ground? 

Mr. BLACKBURN. On the ground that the point of order is 


not debatable, except bo unanimous consent. 
The VICE-! RESID NT. The point of order is made by the 
Senator from Kentacky—— 





1895. 





Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. 
his point of order for a moment. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. Iwill. I only want a vote. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. Mr. President, when this subject 
was under consideration in the Committee on Claims, of which I 
am a member, I was of the opinion, as I am now, that on the 


I hope the Senator will withdraw 


amount of sugar actually produced in the United States prior to | 
the 28th day of August, 1894, the producers were entitled to re- | 
I understand 


ceive their bounty. I believe that is a legal right. 
that, owing to some peculiar phraseology of the repealing clause 
of the act, the Secretary of the Treasury did not feel authorized 
to pay that bounty, and for that reason I am in favor of the first 
part of the amendment which proposes to appropriate $238,289.08; 
but when the amendment goes further, when the proposition is 
submitted to the effect that we shall pay for the sugar produced 
after the repeal, and for the reason that the sugar producers of 
this country have suffered by reason of the repeal affecting their 
interestsin the future, then [ think they occupy no better ground, 
no better footing, nor any different position, so far as the equi- 
ties are concerned, than do any number of persons engaged in 
various kinds of industries in this country, whose interests were 
adversely affected by the repeal of the McKinley Act, and partic- 
ularly and especially is this so in reference to the sheep owners of 
this country. 

The sheep industry, Mr. President, was stricken down by the 
repealing clause of the new tariff act. The duty of 10, 11, or 12 
cents per pound, or whatever it was, existing under the old law 
on foreign wool, was swept away, and the wool producers of this 
country were brought into direct competition with the wool and 
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sheep growers of the Argentine, Asia, and of other wool-produc- | 


ing countries, the effect of which has been very largely, in the sec- 
tion of the country which I in part represent here, to reduce the 
price of wool. Wool which two years ago was selling for 12, 14, 
and 18 cents a pound is selling to-day for 5, 6, and 7 cents per 


pound, a direct loss occasioned by this legislation; and there is just | 


as much eguity, as it seems to me, in favor of the sheep owners 
and of the wool producers in this country who have suffered by 
that legislation as there is in favor of the sugar producers of this 
country. 

I think the repeal of the sugar-bounty act was a great legislative 
outrage. It was an act which ought to have been prevented by 
representatives on this floor, particularly on the other side, from 
the sugar-producing State of 
vented by them; it is unfortunate for the sugar producers of this 
country, and especially for those of Louisiana, that it was not pre- 
vented; and I sympathize as much as any Senator upon this floor 
with the sugar producers of Louisiana, of Nebraska, of California, 
and of the other sugar-producing States in this Union. 
President, while I sympathize with them, I sympathize also with 
the woolgrowers of the Pacific Coast, and especially with the wool- 
growers of my own State, whose industry, as I have said, has been 
absolutely destroyed by this legislation. I should feel recreant to 
my duty to my constituents if I were to stand here to-day and 
vote to the sugar producers of this country an equity amounting 
away up into the millions—because if this legislation goes through 
it will amount, in my judgment, to not less than $8,000,000 out of 
the Treasury, and perhaps more—I say I should feel recreant to 
my duty to my constituents if I were to do this, and at the same 
time do nothing, or attempt to do nothing, for other classes of 
persons who have suffered equally by the infamous piece of legis- 
lation of 1894, by which so many of the great industries of this 
country were paralyzed and many of them stricken down entirely. 

Mr. SQUIRE. How about lumber? 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. TheSenator from Washington sug- 
gests the lumber interest. He might also mention the coal inter- 
est and the fruit interest of the Pacific Coast, the hop interest, and 
almost every agricultural interest in which the people of the Pa- 
cific Coast are interested, and which have been assailed by this re- 
pealing clause; yet we are to stand here and to make the sugar 

roducers whole, while we are to suffer. For one, Mr. President, 

shall not do it. However much I sympathize with our friends 
from Louisiana, I shall vote, if this amendment can be divided— 
and it is divisible, I suppose—as I stated originally, for the two 
hundred and odd thousand dollars to pay the bounty on sugar ac- 
tually produced prior to the 28th day of August, 1894; but beyond 
that I shall not vote a farthing unless we include the sheep indus- 
try and other industries which have been stricken down by the 
tariff legislation of this Congress, each and all of which stand on 
just as broad equities, just as sound equities, as do the sugar pro- 
ducers of this country, in my humble judgment. 

I thank the Senator from Kentucky for having permitted me to 
say this much. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. Now I ask for a ruling of the Chair on 
the point of order, 

_The VICE-PRESIDENT. Under the third clause of Rule XVI 
the Chair is compelled to sustain the point of order. 


ouisiana; it might have been pre- | 


But, Mr. | 
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Mr. PETTIGREW. Mr. President, I wish to enter my protest 
against the adoption of the amendment to pay this sugar bounty. 
I do not believe that there is any more moral obligation to pay 
this bounty than there is to reimburse all the people whose indus- 
tries were destroyed by the passage of the Wilson tariff act. I 
can not see where any moral oblijation exists more than exists, 
as the Senator from Oregon [Mr. MitcHELL] has said, to the sheep 
raisers. 

The man who produced sugar went into the business because of 
the bounty offered, and he knew that each succeeding Congress 
had a right to repeal that law and take away the bounty. The 
man who went into the sheep industry because of the tariff which 
protected him against the competition of the woolgrower in 
Australia and South America had as much moral right to expect 
that tariff would be continued—for he would not have gone into 
the business if it had not been for the tariff—and yet he knew 
every succeeding Congress could repeal that law, and that he 
would be without a remedy. 

Where is the implied obligation and where is the moral right? 
It seems to me they do not exist. But above all they do not exist 
in favor of the sugar producers of Louisiana. The representatives 
of the sugar producers of Louisiana upon this floor and the rep- 
resentatives of the sugar producers of Nebraska could by their 
votes have defeated the tariff bill and protected the industries 
which were destroyed throughout this country; and if they chose 
to break the contract, or what they claim to be a contract, it 
seems to me it is with the worst of grace for them to come here 
claiming compensation. They have destroyed the industries of 
the North by their act; and now they ask for themselves to be re- 
lieved from the consequences of their act, and especially ask the 
people of the North to reimburse them for the injury which they 
have done to themselves and done to us. Compensate the wool 
raiser of Dakota, whose flocks you have destroyed; pay the pro- 
ducer of barley, eggs, hay, butter, beans, before you pay the sugar 
producer who voted to produce all this ruin and disaster. It 
seems to me assurance and impudence could go no further. It 
seems to me that no such instance of impudence was ever before 
exhibited by any man or set of men. For my part I feel that I 
should outrage my conscience and outrage the rights of my con- 
stituents and put a premium upon impudence that would be in- 
tolerable should I support such a proposition. 

Mr. ALLEN. Mr. President, I should say nothing upon this 
subject any further than I have already were it not for the pecul- 
iar conditions existing and the peculiar utterances of the Sena- 
tor from South Dakota [Mr. Pettigrew]. Ido not propose to 
discuss the tariff question. Ido not think it is germane to 
subject now before the Senate. But the Senator from South Da- 
kota is a very poor lawyer indeed, if not a very poor statesman as 
well, if he can not distinguish between a tariff and a bounty. I 
suppose that Senator goes upon the supposition that a tariff is 
levied with the primary purpose of protection. That is not true. 
No student of our institutions ever so rightfully claimed. The 
tariff is levied for the purpose of raising revenue with which to 
carry on the Government. It may be so adjusted as to protect 
certain industries or not to protect them; that is a question of 
policy. But there is no power, in my humble judgment, to levy 
a tax for protective purposes alone. I have endeavored conscien- 
tiously to ascertain if there was such a power, and I have been 
somewhat of a student of the history of this country. 

Mr. President, with reference to the bounty, passing over the 
question of constitutional power to offer a bounty, which seems 
to have been exercised in this country from time to time by the 


4} 
biiw 


| subsidizing of our shipping at one time, and offering the payment 


of a bounty upon the export of farm products—here was a distinct 
proposition of the Government to certain of its citizens, that 
if they would engage in the production of domestic sugar they 


| should have as a compensation from the Government for the de- 


velopment of that industry 2 cents a pound for a specific length 
of time. 

Upon the strength of that and upon the strength of nothing 
else these men invested their capital and developed the industry. 
I care not what other Senators may say,it was a contract. What 
is a contract? It is an agreement between two or more pers: 
competent to contract to do or not todo alawful thing. There 
must be aconsideration for it. A promise for a promise is held to 
be a good and valuable consideration throughout the civilized 
world. Here was a distinct proposition emanating from this Gov- 
ernment, saying that if certain persons or citizens would embark 
in the enterprise of developing the industry of manufacturing 
sugar in this country they should for a specific length of time have 
a bounty from this Government to the amount of 2 cents a pound. 

Did they not have a right to suppose that a great sovereign 
power like the United States would keep its promise? If it had been 
that the Government had not fixed a specific time for the bounty 
to run then the argument of the Senator from South Dakota [Mr. 
PETTIGREW] that the parties stand charged with notice of the 





ms 





si 


OPN oe Tae IOAN PAE AO NT a oe 


— 


_ 


2772 


right of the Government to repeal the bounty whenever it saw fit 
would be an acceptable argument here. Here was an offer run- 
ning over a specific length of time, fifteen years. "While I am not 
an advocate of the doctrine of protection or an advocate of the 
policy of giving bounties, it is in my judgment as solemn a con- 
tract as this Government ever entered into. Wecan not escape 
the consequences of failing to fulfill the contract by the system of 
undertaking to load on this issue the question of the tariff and the 
consequences of the repeal of the tariff act. Every man conducts 
his business charged with notice that the Government may impose 
taxes upon his business, either direct or incidental, charged with 
notice that as a sovereignty it may repeal or modify its tax laws 
from time to time; and the distinction between an incidental pro- 
tection, arising from a revenue law, and a distinct proposition to 
give so much money for the development of an industry is so plain 
in my judgment that a man though a fool need not err therein. 

Mr. HOAR. I move, in line 27, page 2 of the amendment, to 
strike out the words ‘‘ or sugar cane.” 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment to the amendment 
will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. In line 27, page 2 of the amendment, strike 
out the words ‘‘ or sugar cane,” so as to read: 

A bounty of eight-tenths of a cent per pound on the sugars actually manu- 
factured and produced in the United States testing not iess than 80° by the 
polariscope, from beets or sorghum, grown or produced within the United 

states. 

Mr. HOAR. The word “or” should be inserted before the word 
‘“‘sorghum ” if the amendment be adopted. . 

Mr. President, there is very great force in the claim which has 
been made by the senior Senator from Nebraska [Mr. MANDER- 
SON] in behalf of the class of citizens who have invested capital 
and have entered upon a mode of life for the establishment in this 
country of a great productive and most beneficent industry with 


the pledge of the Government that they should receive a bounty | 


for afew years. Similar pledges have been given by the Govern- 
ment in past times to the raisers of salt, the fishermen, and to 


other branches of protective industry; and I hold with my honor- | 


able friend from Nebraska that the faith of the Government of 
the United States requires us to compensate persons who have 
entered upon this industry. 

But where great communities act they may be represented by 
litical agencies or representatives. If any single farmer in 
Wehenaie. through his authorized agent, had put upon file his 
desire that the sugar bounty should be repealed, as to him the 
obligation on the part of the Government would no longer exist. 
Great political communities, great classes of industries, can not 
act by individual agencies. They must be understood to act by 
the men whom they send to this and the other Chamber to repre- 
sent them. The sugar producers of the State of Louisiana, if in 
any Way men can express a desire on a public question, desired 
the repeal of the bounty. The matter was fully discussed; pub- 
lic meetings were held. An eminent representative of that State 
vacated his seat in this Chamber and another person was sent to 
represent that State while this matter was pending and under 
discussion. 

The gentleman originally appeinted by the executive was soon 
after elected by the legislature of the State of Louisiana, and both 
of the representatives of Louisiana on the final vote, upon which 
a single vote would have stopped it, recorded their votes and that 
of Louisiana for the repeal of the sugar bounty. There can not 
be a more solemn, deliberate, binding action in. political history 
than the action of the State of Louisiana, that so far as she was 
concerned, and so far as her people were concerned, not only 
were the people of the United States acquitted from any obliga- 
tion of good faith in this matter, but that she did not desire as a 
matter of public policy that the sugar bounty for the previous 
year anal be paid to the producers of sugar. 

That is not true in ramrd to the producers of beet sugar in Cal- 
ifornia or Nebraska or the Northwest, and therefore I shall cheer- 
fully join with their representatives in giving my vote to pay 
those farmers a bounty. But the State of Louisiana has repealed 
it herself. A single vote would have stopped it—a single nega- 
tive. One of her Senators voted against the bill, and on fuller 
deliberation and reflection changed his vote to an affirmative vote 
after the roll call had been concluded. Now, in the face of this 
opinion and desire of the sovereign State of Louisiana, am I to 
insist upon forcing on those unwilling sugar producers this sum 
of money which they have rejected and repudiated by every pos- 
eible instrumentality by which they can act, by the most solemn 
expression of their opinion which they can utter? 

Mr. President, I have heard somewhere the suggestion, which 
JT am sure Louisiana will repudiate, that although she would have 
been glad to have the sugar bounty continue, yet so great was her 
desire to strike down the manufacturing industries of the section 
of country which I humbly in some small degree represent that she 
was willing to accomplish that result even at the price of the aboli- 
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tion of the sugar bounty for her own people. Ido not, of course, 
_ a moment undertake to express any confidence in that proposi- 
ion. 

Mr.GRAY. MayIask the Senator from Massachusetts a ques- 
tion right there? 

Mr. HOAR,. Certainly. 

Mr. GRAY. Lask whether the fact that one of the Senators 
from Nebraska, a great beet-producing State, voted in favor of 
the repeal of the sugar bounty ought not to bring Nebraska within 
the scope of punishment which the Senator from Massachusetts 
would inflict upon Louisiana? 

Mr. HOAR. I have not spoken of punishment. The word 
‘*punishment” has not escaped my lips. 

Mr. GRAY. That was my word. I will withdraw it if it is 
objectionable. 

Mr. HOAR. I was speaking of waiver—of desire, of vote, of 
urgent appeal to the people of the United States to stop paying 
the sugar bounty. 

Mr. GRAY. But I understand the Senator’s amendment pro- 
poses to pay a bounty upon the beet sugar of Nebraska. 

Mr. HOAR. Ido not understand that Nebraska was united or 
agreed pe the question. We can not treat Nebraska as having 
acted unless both of her Senators concurred. 

Mr. GRAY. ‘‘One righteous man saved the city.” 

Mr. HOAR. But even in that case Nebraska has spoken since. 
As soon as her people could deal with the question she recorded 
her vote in opposition not only to this part of the act but to the 
entire policy of the tariff act of 1894. On the other hand Louisi- 
ana adheres; in our parliamentary language as to conferences, 
she not only adheres but insists. I do not want to have public 
meetings held in New Orleans; I do not want to have the freemen 
of that State, where every freeman utters his voice and casts his 
vote, gathering on the highway and the plantation to protest 
against this indignity to her and our opposition to her sovereign 
will. 

Mr. President, for one I can not be a party to forcing this down 
the reluctant throats of the excellent people of the State of Louisi- 
ana. I should otherwise vote for this bounty with the greatest 
satisfaction. I am not prepared to go so far as my honorable 
friend from Oregon [Mr. MircHELL]. I am not prepared to say 
that because we have repealed the protective tariff and have 
brought the country to the pitch of misery which it has gone 
through, every American interest should be compensated by a 
grant from the Treasury. If we were to say that as to everybody 
who has suffered in purse or in business by the baleful operation 
of the political action of 1894 we must pay the producers of cot- 
ton, who have been selling their cotton for the last few months at 
5 cents a pound. 

I belive that the hard times, that the loss of prosperity in this 
country, that the injury to business occasioned by that reckless 
and foolish financial legislation of the Democratic majority here 
was a large factor in bringing cotton to 5 cents a pound, and that 
the Southern producer of cotton has reaped in his own person the 
disastrous consequences of that policy. But they are indirect; 
they are remote and not proximate consequences. If the Demo- 
cratic party had been continued in power two years longer the 
sage at the other end of the Capitol and the sage at the other end 
of the avenue would have brought cotton to 3 cents a pound be- 
fore they got through, and other industries would have been re- 
duced in proportion. 

But we can not go into that. We can not compensate'the cot- 
ton growers of Texas for the folly of their Senator, or the cotton 
growers of South Carolina or Alabama for the follies of theirs. 
We can not compensate the railroads of the country, we can not 
compensate the mill owners of New England, we can not com- 
pensate the honest and industrious workmen of our manufactur- 
ing cities of the East or West. Wecan not compensate the silver 
miners of Colorado. 

So, Mr. President, if this amendment to strike out the words 
shall be adopted, I hope I shall have the votes of the Senators 
from Louisiana. I shall be delighted then to join with the ma- 
jority of the Senate in doing justice, and partial and imperfect 
pecan to the beet-sugar producers of California, Nebraska, and 

ansas. 

Mr. GORMAN and Mr. BLACKBURN. Question. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on the amendment 
of the Senator from Massachusetts og Hoar] to the amend- 
ment of the Senator from Kentucky [Mr. BLACKBURN]. 

The amendment to the amendment was rejected. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question recurs on the amend- 
ment of the Senator from Kentucky. 

Mr. MILLS and Mr. GORMAN. Let us have the yeas and 
nays. 

Mr. ALDRICH and Mr. BLACKBURN. The yeas and nays 
have been ordered. 

Mr. LODGE. I ask that the amendment may be divided. 
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Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. I made that request some time 
ago. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The first branch of the amendment 
will be read. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. I make the point of order that the yeas 
and nays having been ordered on the committee amendment it 
can not be divided. 

Mr. LODGE. The Senator from Oregon gave notice of a desire 
to have the amendment divided. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. Ido not care. 
if we can only get a vote. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. 
that the amendment be divided. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair sustains the point of 
order. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. The yeas and nays have been ordered; 
but I agree to a division of the question if we can have a vote. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The first branch of the amendment 
will be read. 

The SECRETARY. After line 5, page 65, insert: 

Bounty on sugar: That there shall be paid by the Secretary of the Treasury 
to those producers and manufacturers olungne in the United States from maple 
sap. beets, sorghum, or sugar cane grown or produced within the United 
States, who complied with the provisions of the bounty law as contained in 
Schedule E of the tariff act of October 1, 1890, a bounty of 2 cents a pound on 
all sugars testing not less than 90° by the polariscope, and 1} centsa pound on 
all sugars testing less than 90 and not less than 80° by the polariscope, manu- 
factured and produced by them previous to the 28th day of August, 1894, and 
upon which no bounty has previously been paid; and for this purpose the 
sum of $238,289.08 is hereby appropriated, or so much thereof as may be nec- 
essary. 

Mr. GORMAN. Let us have the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered; and the Secretary proceeded to 
call the roll. 

Mr. COKE (when his name was called). 
Senator from Oregon [Mr. DoLPH]. 
vote ‘‘nay.” 

Mr. DUBOIS (when his name was called). I am paired with 
the junior Senator from New Jersey [Mr. SMITH]. ; 

Mr. FAULKNER (when his name was called). On this ques- 
tion I am paired with the Senator from Indiana {Mr. VooRHEEs]. 
He was necessarily called from the Senate this evening. 

Mr. McLAURIN (when Mr. GEORGE’s name was called). My 
colleague [Mr. GEORGE] is detained from the Senate by reason of 
sickness. If he were present he would vote “nay.” 

Mr. PASCO (when his name was called). I am paired with the 
Senator from North Carolina [Mr. PrircHarp]. If he were here 
I should vote ‘‘ yea.” 

Mr. WHITE (when his name was called). 1 am paired with 
the Senator from Idaho [Mr. SHoupP], but as I know that Sena- 
tor holds the same view on this subject which I hold I will vote 
‘. yea.” 

The roll call was concluded. 

Mr. COKE. I am paired with the Senator from Oregon [Mr. 
Do.pH]. Itransfer my pair with the Senator from Oregon to the 
Senator from Mississippi [Mr. GEorGE] and vote ‘‘ nay.” 

Mr. HILL. I have consented to pair with the Senator from 
Idaho [Mr. SHoupP]. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. I have a general pair with the 
Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. ViLas], who is absent, but I under- 
stand if he were here he would vote for this proposition, and there- 
fore I vote ‘‘ yea.” 

Mr. PASCO. My colleague [Mr. CaLL] has been called from 
the Chamber. I transfer my pair with the Senator from North 
Carolina [Mr. PrircHaRD] to my colleague, and I vote “‘ yea.” 

The result was announced—yeas 46, nays 20; as follows: 


Iam willing to vote twice 


I made the request an hour ago 


I am paired with the 
If he were present I should 


YEAS—46. 
Aldrich, Daniel, McMillan, Proctor, 
Allen, Davis, Manderson, Pugh, 
Allison, Dixon, Mantle, uaAy, 
Blackburn, Frye, Martin, oach, 
Blanchard, Gallinger, Mitchell of Oreg. Squire, 
Caffery, Gorda, Morgan, Stewart, 
Camden, Gray, Morrill, Walsh, 
Cameron, Hawley, Pasco, Washburn, 
Carey, Hunton, Peffer, White, 
Chandler, Kyle, Perkins, Wilson of Wash. 
Clark, Lindsay Platt, 
Cullom, Lodge, Power, 

NAYS—2. 
Bate, Coke, Jones of Ark. Pettigrew, 
Berry, Gorman, cLaurin, Teller, 
Brice, Hansbrough, Mills, Turpie, 
Burrows, Harris, Murphy, Vest, 
Cockrell, Hoar, Palmer, Wolcott. 

NOT VOTING—22. 

Butler, Gibson, McPherson Smith, 
Call, Hale, Mitchell of Wis. Vilas, 
Dolph, Higgins, Pritchard, Voorhees, 
Dubois, Hill Ransom, Wilson of Iowa. 
Faulkner, Irby, Sherman, 
George, Jones of Nev. Shoup, 





CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 








2773 


So the first branch of the amendment was agreed to. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question ison the second branch 
of the amendment of the Senator from Kentucky. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Let us have the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. PALMER. Let the amendment be read. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Thesecond branch of the amendment 
will be read. 

The Secretary. After the first branch of the amendment just 

agreed to, insert: 

, That there shall be paid to those producers who complied with the provi- 
sions of the bounty law as eusiaaah in Schedule E of the tariff act of Octo- 
ber 1, 1890, by filing the notice, application for license,and bond therein re- 
quired, prior to July 1, 1894, and who would have been entitled to receive a 
license as provided for in said act,a bounty of eight-tenths of a cent per 
pound on the sugars actually manufactured and produced in the United 
States testing not less than 80° by the polariscope, from beets, sorghum, 
or sugar cane grown or produced within the United States during that 
part of the fiscal year ending June 30, 189, comprised in the period com 
mencing August 28,1894, and ending June 30, 1895, both days inclusive; and 
for this purpose the sum of $5,000,000, or so much thereof as may be necessary, 
is hereby appropriated: Provided, That no bounty shall be paid to any per- 
son engaged in refining sugars which have been imported into the United 
States, or produced in the United States, upon which the bounty herein pro- 
vided has already been paid or applied for. 7 

The pe herein authorized to be paid shall be paid upon the presentation 
of such proof of manufacture and production as shall be required in each 
case by the Commissioner of Internal Revenue, with the approval of the Sec- 
retary of the Treasury, and under such rules and regulations as shall be pre- 
scribed by the Commissioner of Internal Revenue, with the approval of the 
Secretary of the Treasury. 

And for the payment of such bounty the Secretary of the Treasury is au- 
thorized to draw warrants on the Treasurer of the United States for sums as 
shall be necessary, which sums shall be certified to him by the Commissioner 
of Internal Revenue, by whom the bounty shall be disbursed, and no bounty 
shall be allowed or paid to any person as aforesaid upon any quantity of 
sugar less than 500 pounds. 

_For examination of claims and ascertaining the amount due and the preven- 
tion of fraudulent claims for said bounty, the Commissioner of Internal Reve- 
nue is hereby authorized to employ two internal-revenue agents, in addition 
to those already provided for, and upon the same terms as to compensation 

That any person not entitled to the bounty herein provided for, who shall 
with intent to defraud apply for or receive the same, shall be guilty of a mis- 
demeanor, and, upon conviction thereof, shall pay a fine not exceeding $5,000, 
or be imprisoned for a period not exceeding five years, or both, in the discre- 
tion of the court. 


The Secretary proceeded to call the roll. 

Mr. COKE (when his name was called). Iam paired with the 
Senator from Oregon [Mr. DotpH]. I transfer my pair to the 
Senator from Mississippi [Mr. GEORGE] and vote “ nay.” 

Mr. DUBOIS (when his name was called). I am paired with 
the junior Senator from New Jersey [Mr. SmirH]}. 

Mr. FAULKNER (when his name was called). I am paired 
on this question with the senior Senator from Indiana [Mr. 
VOORHEES], who is necessarily detained from the Senate. I should 
vote ‘‘ yea” and he would vote *‘ nay.” 

Mr. HILL (when his name was called). 
Senator from Idaho [Mr. SHovup}. 

Mr. MITCHELL cf Oregon (when his name was called). Iam 
paired with the Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. ViLas]. If he were 
here I am told he would vote ‘‘yea.” 1 should vote “nay” if I 
were at liberty to vote. 

The roll call was concluded. 

Mr. DIXON. On this question I am paired with the Senator 
from Maine [Mr. Hae]. I understand if present he would vote 
‘*vea.” If I were permitted to vote I would vote ‘‘ nay.” 

Mr. BURROWS. I am paired with the junior Senator from 
Maryland [Mr. Grspson], and therefore withhold my vote. 


a 


I am paired with the 





The result was announced—yeas 36, nays 25; as follows: 
YEAS—36. 
Aldrich, Cullom, Mec Millan, Proctor, 
Allen, Daniel, Manderson, Pugh, 
Allison, Davis, Mantle, gusy, 
Blackburn, Gordon, Martin, oach 
Blanchard, Gray, Morgan, Squire, 
Caffery, Hawley, Morrill, Stewart, 
Camden, Hunton, Pasco, Walsh, 
Cameron, Kyle, Perkins, Washburn. 
Chandler, Lindsay, Platt, White. 
NAYS—2. 
Bate, Frye, McLaurin, Turpie, 
Gallinger, Mills, Vest, 
Gorman, Palmer, Wilson of Wask 
Hansbrough, Peffer, Wolcott 
Harris, Pettigrew, 
Hoar, Power, 
Lodge, Teller, 
NOT VOTING—27. 
George, Jones of Nev Sherman, 
Gibson, McPherson, Shoup, 
Hale, Mitchell of Oreg. Smith, 
Higgins, Mitchell of Wis V ilas, 
Bill, Murphy, Voorhees, 
Irby, Pritchard, Wilson of Iowa. 
Jones of Ark. Ransom, 


er 
opvomy  occpre 
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So the second branch of the amendment was agreed.to., 
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Mr. COCKRELL. I give notice that I shall hope to finish the 
‘ bill to-morrow. In pursuance of the agreement that was made 
the other day I will give way that this bill may be temporarily 
laid aside until to-morrow and that the night session beginning at 
8 o'clock to-night may be devoted to unobjected cases on the Calen- 
dar, as was agreed upon. 

Mr. MANDERSON. I ask unanimous consent that at the night 
session when unobjected bills upon the Calendar are to be consid- 
ered the roll of Senators be called alphabetically. It seems to me 
that that is the fair way. 

Mr. GORMAN. We can settle that to-night. 

Mr. HILL. LIobject to that arrangement at present. Let the 
night session take care of itself. 

he VICE-PRESIDENT. There is objection to the request of 
the Senator from Nebraska. 

Mr. HOAR. I desire to inquire of the Chair if any arrange- 
ment about a night session has been made and, if so, what? 

Mr. FAULKNER. It was a unanimous agreement. 

Mr. HOAR. What is it? 

Mr. FAULKNER. To meet at 8 o'clock and consider unob- 
jected cases on the Calendar. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair will have read the agree- 
ment. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

Mr. GorMAN. The agreement pro is that on Tuesday next, from 8 
o'clock in the evening, the Senate will consider unobjected cases on the Calen- 
dar, under Rule VI It giving to each Senator an opportunity, as has always 


been the rule, to call up a bill, subject, however, 


the consideration of an 
appropriation bill if it becomes necessary to 


" consider one that night. 
he Vice-PRESIDENT. Is there objection? The r hears none, and it is 
so ordered. 


The VICE-PKESIDENT. That is the answer to the parlia- 
mentary inquiry of the Senator from Massachusetts. 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. T. O. 
TOwLEs, its Chief Clerk, announced that the House had passed 
the bill (S. 2243) in aid of the exposition to be held under the aus- 
pices of the Baltimore Centennial Association, and for other pur- 
poses. 

RECESS. 

Ngee . I move that the Senate take a recess until 8 
o'clock. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I understand that the appropriation bill is 
not to be called up to-night. 

Mr. GORMAN. Oh, no. 

Mr. COCKRELL. It is not to be called up to-night. 

Mr. HARRIS. Before the motion for a recess is stated may we 
not come to an agreement that the roll shall be called this evening 
as suggested, as an economy of time? 

Mr. FAULKNER. Wait until we reassemble. 

Mr. HARRIS. Very well. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. An objection was interposed to that 
request. ‘The question is on the motion of the Senator from Mary- 
land that the Senate take a recess until 8 o’clock this evening. 

The motion was agreed to; and (at6 o’clock and 5 minutes p. m.) 
the Senate took a recess until 8 o’clock p. m. 


EVENING SESSION. 
The Senate reassembled at 8 o’clock p. m. 
ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. HARRIS. I ask unanimous consent, in the interest of 
economizing time, that the roll be called, commencing with the 
first name upon it, and that the Senator, as called, may, under 
the consent rule existing to-night, ask for the consideration of the 
bill he may indicate. Otherwise we shall have a scramble for the 
floor whenever a bill is disposed of. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection? 

Mr. HILL. Mr. President, in the interest of economy of time, 
etc., I shall object to that arrangement. 

Mr. HARRIS. Very well. 

Mr. HILL. I desire to proceed under the order of business, and 
ask to be recognized. 

Mr. CULLOM. Mr. President—— 

Mr. HILL, I will yield for a moment to the Senator from Mli- 
nois, 

Mr, CULLOM. 

Mr. HILL. 
fore I decline to yield, 

Mr. FAULKNER. I think before the Senator from New York 
goes on there ought to be a distinct understanding among all of 
us here this evening that we shall remain here until every Sen- 
ator who has a bill to call up shall have an opportunity to call 
the bill up. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the request of 
the Senator from West Virginia? The Chair hears none. 


I was about to call up a bill; that was all. 
That is exactly what I was going to do, and there- 
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I ask that the agreement be read, so that we may 
Are only bills that are uncontested to be con- 


Mr. BATE. 
understand it. 
sidered? 

Mr. HARRIS. Unobjected bills. 

Mr. GORMAN and Mr. FAULKNER. Bills unobjected to. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senators have stated the agree- 
ment correctly. The Chair will have it read if the Senator from 
Tennessee desires. 

Mr. BATE. No; that is sufficient. 

Mr. HARRIS. One objection will carry a bill over. 

Mr. HILL. I ask for the consideration of Order of Business 
1059, Senate joint resolution 140. 

Mr. PEFFER. I rise to a parliamentary inquiry. 

— VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair will hear the Senator from 
ansas. 

Mr. PEFFER. Are we not to proceed according to the Calen- 
dar, taking up unobjected bills in their order? 

Mr. GORMAN. Oh, no. 

Mr. FAULKNER. Any Senator can call up a bill. 

Mr. PEFFER. Is there to be a scramble for the floor? 

Mr. CULLOM. I hope we shall go ahead under some rule. 

Mr. GORMAN. I will state to the Senator from Kansas that I 
made the request, which was agreed to, that we would take up 
unobjected cases on the Calendar under the five-minute rule, un- 
der Rule VIII, and give an opportunity to each Senator to call up 
at least one bill. 

Mr. PEFFER. Why not take them’in their order? 

Mr. GORMAN. Wecan not do it in that way. 

Mr. PEFFER. That would prevent confusion. 

Mr. ALLISON. I desire to ask if pension bills are to be in- 
cluded in this assignment or if there is a special time arranged 
wherein pension bills can be disposed of? 

Mr. GORMAN. Weshall have to give a special time to them; 
but under this agreement it was the distinct understanding thai 
each Senator was to call up whatever bill he desired, whether a 
pension bill or otherwise, and if unobjected to it should be consid- 
ered under Rule VIII. 

‘Mr. CULLOM. [hope there will be an opportunity to call up 
all unobjected pension bills before we get through. 

Mr. GORMAN. Oh, yes. 

Mr. FRYE. Let us go ahead and use the time we have. 


LIEUT. F. D. ROCKENBACH. 


Mr. HILL. I call up the joint resolution (S. R. 140) authorizing 
Second Lieut. F. D. Rockenbach, of the Tenth Cavalry, United 
States Army, to accept the position of commandant of cadets at the 
Virginia Military Academy, Lexington, Va. 

By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 
proceeded to consider the joint resolution. 

The joint resolution was reported to the Senate without amend- 
ment, ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third 
time, and passed. 

On motion of Mr. DANTEL, the title was amended so as to read: 


A joint resolution authorizing Second Lieut. F.D. Rockenbach, of the Tenth 
Cavairy, United States Army, toaccept the position of commandant of cadets 
at the Virginia Military Academy, Lexington, Va. 


ILLINOIS RIVER BRIDGE. 


Mr. CULLOM. [Icall up the bill (H. R. 8882) to authorize the 
construction of a bridge across the [llinois River at or near the town 
of Hennepin. The bill came over from the House to-day. 

Mr. GORMAN. I think I can appeal to the Senator from 
Illinois. Under the unanimous agreement each Senator was to 
call up one bill. I repeat the request of the Senator from Ten- 
nessee [Mr. Harris] that the roll may be called and each Senator 
call up a bill when his name is called. 

Mr. CULLOM. I have no objection. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the request of 
the Senator from Maryland? 

Mr. HILL. I feel constrained to object to that request for 
reasons which will be apparent before we proceed very long. 

Mr. HARRIS. Then I hope that but one Senator will be recog- 
nized during the evening session. 

Mr. FRYE. That is understood. 

Mr. HARRIS. So that each Senator may have his opportunity 
to call up a bill. 

Mr. FAULKNER. That is the unanimous agreement. 

Mr. HARRIS. Very well; it is the agreement already. 

Mr. CULLOM. I ask the Senate to proceed to the consideration 
of the bill (H. R. 8882) to authorize the construction of a bridge 
across the Illinois River at or near the town of Hennepin. 

There being no objection, the bill was considered as in Commit- 
tee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


DISTRICT SUBURBAN RAILWAY COMPANY. 
Mr. DANIEL. I ask the Senate to consider the bill (H. R. 6816) 





1895. 





to amend the charter of the District of Columbia Suburban Rail- 
way Company. 

Mr. QUAY. I regret exceedingly to say to the Senator from 
Mee or that I feel it to be my duty te object to the consideration of 

t bill. 

Mr. HARRIS. We can not hear the Senator from Pennsyl- 
vania. 

Mr. QUAY. I rose to object to the consideration of the bill 
called up by the Senator from Virginia because some of my con- 
stituents who are interested asked me to resist its passage. I re- 
gret exceedingly that I am compelled to do so. : 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. There is objection to the considera- 
tion of the bill. 

MEASUREMENT OF VESSELS. 


Mr. FRYE. I call up the bill (8. 2790) to amend section 1 of 
chapter 398 of the laws of 1882, entitled ‘‘An act to provide for 
deductions from the gross tonnageof vessels of the United States.” 

There being no objection, the bill was considered as in Commit- 
tee of the Whole. : 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Commerce with 
amendments. oa 

The first amendment was, in section 2, line 14, before the word 
“first,” to strike out “* July,” and insert ‘April; ” so as to read: 

Sec. 2. That this act shall not be construed to require the remeasurement 
of any American vessel duly measured before April 1, 1895; but upon applica- 
tien by the owner of any such vessel collectors of <ustoms shall cause such 
vessel, or the spaces to be deducted, to be measured according to the pro- 
visions of this act, and if a new register is not issued the statement of such 
remeasurement shall be attached by an appendix to the outstanding register 


or enrollment with a certificate of the collector of customs that the original 
estimate of tonnage is amended pursuant to this act. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 5, line 7, before the date 
61895,” to strike out “July” and insert ‘‘ April;” so as to read: 

Sec. 5. That this act shall take effect on the Ist day of April, 1895. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ments were concurred in. 


The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 


FORT HAYS MILITARY RESERVATION. 


Mr. MARTIN... I ask unanimous consent for the present con- 
sideration of the bill (S. 2799) granting to the State of Kansas the 
abandoned Fort Hays Military Reservation in said State. for the 
purpose of establishing western branches of the Kansas Agricul- 
tural College and of the Kansas State Normal Institute thereon, 
and for a public park. 

By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and 


passed. 
JOSEPH W. SNYDER. 


Mr. TURPIE. I ask.unanimous consent for the present con- 
sideration of the bill (H.R. 7028) to pension Joseph W. Snyder, 
crippled son of a soldier of the war of 1812. 

By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committee of the W hole, 
proceeded to consider the bill. It proposes to place on the pen- 
sion roll the name of Joseph W. Snyder, the aged and crippled son 
of Jacob Snyder, deceased, late a private in Captain Roger’s com- 
pany of Pennsylvania militia, in the war of 1812, and to pay him 
a pension of $8 a month. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


ROCK CREEK RAILWAY COMPANY. 


Mr. FAULKNER. I ask unanimous consent for the present 
consideration of the bill (H. R. 8337) relative to Rock Creek Rail- 
way Company of the District of Columbia. 

Mr. HILL. Iam constrained to object to that bill. 

Mr. FAULKNER. I appeal to the Senator from New York not 
to object to the consideration of the bill. It is not connected in 
any way with and doesnot affect anything, ! am satisfied, to which 


he has reference, and its passage is very important to carry out | 


the policy we have established here in reference to these roads. 

Mr. HILL. Thereis another policy to be established here which 
is just as important as this. I am constrained to object to the 
consideration of the bill, and do so in the interests of fair play. 

Mr. FAULKNER. That does not apply to me. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Objection being made, the bill goes 
over. 

IMPROVEMENT OF OUTER BAR OF BRUNSWICK, GA. 

Mr, GORDON. TI ask unanimous consent for the present con- 
sideration of the bill (S, 2721) to amend the river and harbor act 
of nee 7, 1894, providing for improving the outer bar of Bruns- 
WICK, Ura. 

Mr. HARRIS. I think that is too important a bill to be con- 
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ey 


oe under the rule under which we are proceeding at this 
ime. 

Mr. GORDON, I hope my friend from Tennessee will not 
make an objection to this bill. It has been favorably reported 
from the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. HARRIS. That may be, but it involves the expenditure 
of large amounts of money, and also involves important consid- 
erations; and we are acting under the five-minute rule. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Objection being made, the bill goes 
over. 


GAINESVILLE, M’ALESTER AND ST, LOUIS RAILWAY COMPANY. 


Mr. MILLS. Iask unanimous consent for the present consid- 
eration of the bill (H. R. 5062) to grant the Gainesville, McAlester 
and St. Louis Railway Company the right to build two branch 
lines and to grant the right of way therefor through the Indian 
Territory, and for other purposes. 

By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Indian Affairs 
with amendments, in section 1, line 14, after the word *‘ company,” 
to strike out ‘‘ east of the Washita River,” and insert “‘ at or near 
the point where said main line crosses Blue River;” in line 19, 
after the word “‘Arkansas.” to insert ‘‘at or near the town of 
Ultima Thule, Ark.,” and at the end of line 22, after the name 
** Kansas,” to insert “ at or near the town of Sedan, Kans.;” so as 
to make the section read: 

That the Gainesville, McAlester and St. Louis Railway Company, a corpo 
ration created under and by virtue of the laws of the State of Texas, be, and 
is hereby, invested and empowered with right of locating. operating, using, 
and maintaining two branch lines of railway, together with telegraph and 
telephone lines, from the main line, granted to said company by the act of 
Congress approved March 1, A. D. 1893, entitled ‘““An act to grant the Gaines 
ville, McAlester and St. Louis Railway Company a right of way through the 
Indian Territory, and for other purposes; *’ both of said branch lines to begin 
at a point to be selected by the said company at or near the point where said 
main line crosses Blue River, one to run in an easterly direction by the most 
practicable route through the Indian Territory, down the valley of Red River 
to a point on the west line of the State of Arkansas, at or near the town of 
Ultima Thule, Ark., and the other to run in a northerly direction by the most 
practicable route through the Indian Territory to a point on the south line of 
the State of Kansas, at or near the town of Sedan, Kans. 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ments were concurred in. of 

The amendments were ordered to be engrossed and the bill to 
be read a third time. 

The bill was read the third time, and passed. 


MARYLAND AND WASHINGTON RAILWAY COMPANY. 


Mr. GIBSON. Iask unanimous consent for the present con- 
sideration of the bill (H. R. 8638) to amend an act entitled “ An 
act to incorporate the Maryland and Washington Railway Com- 
pany,” approved August 1, 1892, and for other purposes. 

Mr. HILL. Let that bill be laid aside for the present, Mr. 
President. I want to examine it. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Objection being made, the bill will 


go over 
PRESBYTERIAN CHURCH AT BETHEL SPRINGS, TENN. 


Mr. HARRIS. Iask unanimous consent for the consideration 
at this t'me of the bill (H. R. 725) for the relief of the trustees of 
the Presbyterian Church of Bethel Springs, Tenn. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
| Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. It directs the Secretary of 
| the Treasury to pay to the trustees of the Presbyterian Church in 

Bethel Springs, Tenn., $400, being for the use and occupation of 
| the church by the Army of the United States during the late war. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

EDWARDS. 

Mr. HUNTON. Iask unanimous consent for the present con- 
sideration of the bill (H. R. 2066) for the relief of Charles A. Ed- 
wards. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. It requires the Postmas 
ter-General to enter $200 as a credit on the account of Charles A. 
Edwards, late the postmaster at Prattville, in the State of Alabama, 
| with the Post-Office Department, the same being the amount of 
| money received by Edwards as postmaster and transmitted by 
him to the postmaster at Montgomery, and which was lost in 
transit without fault on his part. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

TENNESSEE RIVER BRIDGE NEAR SHEFFIELD, ALA, 

Mr. PUGH. Iask unanimous consent for the present consid- 
eration of the bill (H.R. 8189) to autherize the construction of a 
bridge over the Tennessee River at or near Sheffield, Ala. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
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SETTLEMENT BETWEEN THE UNITED STATES AND ARKANSAS. 


Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I ask unanimous consent for the pres- 
ent consideration of the bill (S. 2802) to approve a compromise and 
settlement between the United States and the State of Arkansas. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I object to the bill. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The billis objected to, and goes over 
under the rule, 


RAILROADS IN ENDIAN TERRITORY. 


Mr. BERRY. I ask unanimous consent for the present consid- 
eration of the bill (H. R. 6956) to grant to railroad companies in the 
Indian Territory additional powers to secure right of way, depot 
grounds, etc. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill, which had been reported 
by the Committee on Indian Affairs with amendments, in section 
1, line 4, after the word ‘‘ use,” to insert ‘‘such;” after the word 
‘‘eround,” at the end of the same line, to insert ‘‘ as may be neces- 
sary for railway purposes;” in line 7, after the word ‘‘ Interior,” 
to insert ‘“‘that such additional ground is necessary for railway 
purposes and,” and in line 10, after the word “ promoted,” to in- 
sert ‘‘ thereby; ” so as to make the section read: 


That any railroad company operating a railroad in the Indian Territory 
may acquire the right to use such additional ground as may be necessary for 
railway purposes at stations now existing or for the establishment of new 
stations or depots by making it appear to the Secretary of the Interior that 
such additional ground is necessary for railway purposes and that the con- 
venience of the people and the public interests will be promoted thereby. 

The amendments were agreed to. . 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ments were concurred in. 

The amendments were ordered to be engrossed, and the bill to 
be read a third time. 

The bill was read the third time, and passed. 


MISSISSIPPI RIVER BRIDGE, 


Mr. PALMER. I desire to call up the bill (H.R. 5645) author- 
izing the construction of a bridge over the Mississippi River to the 
city of St. Louis, in the State of Missouri, from some suitable point 
between the north line of St. Clair County, D11., and the southwest 
line of said county. 

Mr. ALLISON and Mr. McLAURIN. I object. 

Mr. PALMER. Mr. President—— 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair will state to the Senator 
from Illinois that the bill is objected to. 

Mr. PALMER. Would it be in order for me to make a single 
statement? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. By unanimous consent the Senator 
from Illinois will proceed. 

Mr. PALMER. Inasmuch as the Senators from Missouri and 
the Senators from Illinois favor the bill, [ should really like to 
know what the Senator from Mississippi «nd the Senator from 
iowa have to do with it. 

Mr. McLAURIN. I will state to the Senator from Dlinois that 
I care nothing about it; but my colleague [Mr. Grorar] desires 
to object to the bill, and he is sick and unable to be here this 
evening. For that reason I objected. 

Mr. ALLISON. I will respond to my good friend from Illinois 
by saying that when the bill is under consideration I shall state 
my objection to it. 

Mr. PALMER. I wish toask whether I am entitled to a second 
choice? or 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Without objection, the Chair will 
recognize the Senator from Illinois. 


JOHN A. LYNCH. 


Mr. PALMER. I havea bill which I desire to call up. Iam 
sure my friend from Iowa will not object to it. It is the bill 
(S. 502) for the relief of John A. Lynch. 

By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill, which was reported from 
the Committee on Military Affairs with an amendment, in line 6, 
after the words ‘‘the sum of,” to strike out “two” and insert 
**one;” in line 7, after the word ‘‘ thousand,” to strike out ‘‘ four” 
and insert ‘‘one;” in the same line, before the word “dollars,” to 
strike out ‘‘ sixty-six” and insert ‘‘ thirty-seven,” and in the same 
line to strike out ‘‘ forty-nine” and insert ‘‘ ninety-six;” so as to 
make the bill read: 

Be it enacted, etc., That in accordance with the findings of the Court of 
Claims the Secretary of the be, and he is berets , authorized and 
required to pay to John A, Lynch, out of e4y mone; Treasury not 
otherwise appropriated, the sum of $1,137.%, in full a ae satisfaction 
for services rendered and expenses incr red and defrayed by him, the said 
John A. Lynch, to and for the United States at Cincinnati, in the State of 
Ohio, in the years 1861 and 1882. 

The amendment was to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 
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INSIGNIA AND NAME OF THE RED CROSS. 


Mr. GRAY. Iask for the present consideration of the bill (H. 
R. 5580) to protect the insignia and the name of Red Cross. 

By unanimous consent, the Senate, asin Committee of the Whole, 
proceeded to consider the bill, which was reported from the Com- 
mittee on Foreign Relations with an amendment to strike out all 
after the enacting clause and insert: 

That from and after the pa: e of this act it shall be unlawful for any per- 
son or association of persons within the jurisdiction of the United States of 
America to wear or display the sign of the Red Cross above described, or any 
colorable imitation of said insignia, without permission from the American 
National Red Cross (a duly authorized and recognized body incorporated 
under the laws for the District of Columbia and corresponding to the central 
committee described in the last preceding paragraph of the preamble) for 
the ree of collecting, soliciting, or receiving money or material, or who 
shall by the use of said symbol or name of the American National Red Cross 
do or attempt to do similar work to the American National Red Cross with- 
out permission from said organization, shall be guilty of misdemeanor and 
shall be liable to a fine of not less than $50 nor more than $500, or imprison- 
ment for a term not exceeding six months, or both, for each and every of- 
fense. The fine so collected shall be paid to the American National Re@ 
Cross. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend 
ment was concurred in. 

The amendment was ordered to be engrossed and the bill to be 
read a third time. 

The bill was read the third time, and passed. 

The committee reported an amendment to strike out the last 
clause of the preamble, as follows: 

Now, therefore, for the purpose of extending the same protection to this 
international and universal insignia in the United States of America that is 
extended to it by other nations. 

And insert: 

Now, therefore, for the purpose of extending protection to this interna- 
tional and universal insignia in the United States of America. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The preamble as amended was agreed to. 

Mr. GRAY. I move that the Senate request a conference with 
the House of Representatives on the bill and amendments. 

The motion was agreed to. 

By unanimous consent the Vice-President was authorized to ap- 
_ the conferees on the part of the Senate, and Mr. Moraan, 

. Gray, and Mr. FRYE were appointed. 


HENRY A. WEBB. 


Mr. ALDRICH. I ask unanimous consent to call up the bill 
(S. 2428) for the relief of Henry A. Webb. 

By unanimous consent the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill, which was reported from 
the Committee on Finance, with an amendment, in line 10, after 
the word ‘‘ also,” to strike out ‘‘ bonds” and insert ‘‘ bond;” in 
line 11, after the word ‘‘ numbered,” to strike out ‘‘ fifty-four hun- 
dred and ninety-five;” in line 12, before the word “four,” to 
strike out ‘‘inclusive ;” in line 13, before the word “also,” to 
strike out ‘‘each;” in line 14, after the word “ and,” to strike out 
‘thirty-three to” and insert ‘‘ thirty-six and;” in line 15, after 
the word “seven,” to strike out ‘‘inclusive;”’ in line 17, before 
the word ‘‘inclusive,” to strike out ‘‘fifty-three” and_ insert 
‘* fifty;” in line 18, and after the word ‘‘thousand,” to strike out 
“seven hundred and fifty” and insert ‘‘one hundred;” so as to 
make the bill read: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is hereby, 
directed to redeem in favor of Henry A. Webb, of Providence, R.I., the fol- 
lowing-described bonds of the United States, issued under acts of Congress 
approved July 17, 1861, and August 5, 1861, namely: Bonds numbered 30049 to 

1, inclusive, for $500 each; also bond numbered 5497, for $100; also bonds 
numbered 18436 and 18437, for $100 each; also bonds numbered 4345 to 4350, inclu- 
sive, for $50 each, amounting in all to $2,100, with interest for sixteen and one- 
half years on said bonds numbered 30049 to 30051, inclusive, 5497, 18436, 18437, 
and 4345 to 4850, inclusive, from January 1, 1865, to July 1, 1881, the said Henry 
A. Webb claiming that he owned said bonds on February 11, 1865, when it is 
alleged they were stolen from him and have never been recovered by him: 
Provided, That before the redemption of said bonds the said Henry A. Webb 
or some one in his behal execute or cause to be executed and de t 
with the Secretary of the Treasury a bond of indemnity, with good and suf- 
ficient sureties, subject to the approval of said Secretary, to secure the 
United States against loss or damage in consequence of the redemption of 
said bonds. 

The amendment was to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. : 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 


JAMES PHELAN. 

Mr. McMILLAN. I ask unanimous consent to call up the bill 
(H. R. 6870) for the relief of James Phelan, internal-revenue col- 
lector at Detroit, Mich. It is a short bill. 

Mr. FRYE. What is the Calendar number? 

Mr. WOLCOTT. It has no Calendar number. 

Mr. McMILLAN. It isa bill that came over from the other 


House to-day. 
Mr. GO . What is the Calendar number? 
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Mr. McMILLAN. It is not on the Calendar. , 

Mr. HILL. How is the bill to be taken up if it is not on the 
Calendar? 

Mr. ALDRICH. It is on the Calendar, but it has no Calendar 
number. I reported it from the Committee on Finance to-day. 

Mr. McMILLAN. It isa short bill and amounts to nothing. 

By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. It proposes to pay to James 
Phelan, United States collector of internal revenue at Detroit, 
Mich., $600.05, the amount stolen from the vault in the internal- 
revenue office on the night of April 13, 1894. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


BRIGHTWOOD RAILWAY COMPANY OF THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. 


Mr. GALLINGER. Iask unanimous consent for the present 
consideration of the bill (H. R, 4479) to amend the charter of the 
Brightwood Railway Company of the District of Columbia. 

Mr. HILL. This is an important bill, and I shall have to object 
t 


o it. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. There is objection. 
MONONGAHELA RIVER BRIDGE. 


Mr. QUAY. I ask the Senate to proceed to the consideration 
of the bill (H. R. 8880) to authorize the Pittsburg, Monongahela 
and Wheeling Railroad Company to construct a bridge over the 
Monongahela River. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I asked unanimous consent a moment ago 
for the consideration of a bill unanimously reported by the Com- 
mittee on the District of Columbia. There is no reason why it 
should have been objected to, but it was; and I object to the con- 
sideration of the present bill. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. There is objection. 

Mr. QUAY. I did not object to the bill the Senator from New 
Hampshire called up. 


INSPECTION OF BOILERS. 


Mr. PLATT. Iask to call up House bill 4475. 

Mr. QUAY. It seems to me business may as well cease at once 
if every bill is to be objected to according to the declaration of the 
Senator from New Hampshire. 

Mr. GALLINGER. According to the declaration of the Sen- 
ator from New York. 

Mr. PLATT. I hope I shall not be punished. 

Mr. QUAY. You will be. 

Mr. PLATT. Iask the Senate to proceed to the consideration 
of the bill (H. R. 4475) to amend section 4434 of Title LI of the Re- 
vised Statutes of the United States. 

By unanimous consent, theSenate, asin Committee of the Whole, 
proceeded to consider the bill. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Mr. President, I ask unanimous consent 
to make a statement occupying two minutes. 

Mr. PLATT. Let me have this bill passed first. 

Mr. FRYE. Let the bill pass first. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from New Hampshire 
asks unanimous consent to make a statement. Is there objec- 
tion? - 

Mr. FAULKNER. The Senator from New Hampshire has a 
right to make a statement under the five-minute rule. 

Mr. PLATT. Let the bill be read through. 

Mr. WOLCOTT. I object to the bill being read until the Sen- 
ator from New Hampshire makes his statement. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the request of 
the Senator from New Hampshire? The Chair hears none. 

Mr.GALLINGER. Mr. President, the Committee on the Dis- 
trict of Columbia have given very careful consideration to the bill 
to charter the Suburban Railway Company. A motion was made 
in committee at a recent meeting toreport that bill. That motion 
was voted down, but out of courtesy the committee allowed the 
bill to be placed upon the Calendar without recommendation. 
The Senator from New York, I understand, is interested in that 
bill. He has asked for unanimous consent to consider a bill that 
was objected to by one-half of the members of the Committee on 
the District of Columbia. We could not possibly give consent for 
the consideration of a bill of that character. Because that bill 
was objected to, the Senator from New York has objected to every 
other bill relating to street railways in the District of Columbia. 

_Mr. President, if that is to be the rule we may just as well sto 
a here and now. I propose to have fair play, and that is all 1 
ask. Ido not propose that any Senator coming in here and ask- 
ing unanimous consent to consider a bill that could not get a ma- 
jority vote in committee shall obstruct the passage of Fins that 
were unanimously reported by the committee, and I object to the 
present consideration of the bill. 

Mr. HILL. Mr. President—— 

Mr. HARRIS. I beg permission to say a word. 

— HILL. Will the Senator give way and allow me to say a 
wo 


Mr. HARRIS. I would have been through by this time if the 
Senator had not interrupted me. The word I want to say is that 
I am in full sympathy with the suggestion of the Senator from 
New Hampshire; but though I am, it does not justify either the 
Senator from New Hampshire or myself in thwarting the purposes 
of other Senators. The course of the Senator from New York is, 
in my judgment, not to be approved. [Laughter. | 

Mr. HILL. Mr. President, I do not know that I have endeay- 
ored to regulate my conduct so as to meet the approval of t}) »Sen- 
ator from Tennessee. I have not endeavored to do so in the past 
and I shall not in the future. 

Mr. HARRIS. The Senator will allow me to say-—— 

Mr. HILL. I decline to yield. 

Mr. HARRIS. He has signally failed if he has endeavored. 

Mr. HILL. The Senator can pursue his course and I will pur- 
sue my own. I know my rights and he knows his. 

A. word as to the statement of the Senator from New Hamp- 
shire. In the first place, I have not asked unanimous consent for 
the consideration of the Suburban Railway Company bill this 
evening. The Senator from Virginia [Mr. DaNnreL], whose billit 
is, asked unanimous consent. It was met with objection. 

Mr. QUAY. Will the Senator permit me to interrupt him? 

Mr. HILL. Yes. 

Mr. QUAY. Before the Senate assembled this evening I men- 
tioned to the Senator from New York and the Senator from Vir- 
ginia that I should by force of circumstances be compelled to ob- 
ject to that bill and they were not taken by surprise on the floor 
by the objection. 

Mr. HILL. There were several gentlemen who had notified me 
that they were going to make the same objection. 

Mr. AY. I did not know that. 

Mr. HILL. The Senator from Pennsylvania was the last one 
who so notified me. It is the bill to which I called the attention 
of the Senate some two weeks ago, which was not reported by the 
Committee on the District of Columbia. This evening was set 
apart for the consideration of these bills. The bill was entitled 
to consideration the same as any other bill. If, by reason of ob- 
jections which were developed to it, it could not be disposed of 
according to the rules, it could, of course, have gone over. But 
there was an effort made to prevent its consideration at all. Au 
effort was made by several Senators undoubtedly to object to ‘it, 
and not so much, as I think, because they are opposed to the 
features of the bill, but because they have other bills that they 
have some sort of interest in. I suppose the Senator does not 
mean to say that [ have any interest in the Suburban Railway 
bill except the interest of some friends of mine, as I stated. 
That is all. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Of course, Mr. President, I do not mean 
to say that; but I think the Senator ought to withdraw his in- 
sinuation that possibly we have an interest beyond that in some 
other bills. 

Mr. HILL. I only—— 

Mr. GALLINGER. I will be frank with the Senator. 

Mr. HILL. I know nothing about the Senator’s interest, and I 
do not suppose he has any. 

Mr. GALLINGER. That is all right. 

Mr. QUAY. I will say so far as I am concerned that I have no 
interest and care nothing about any railroad bills on this floor. 

Mr. HILL. The Senator very frankly stated to me that the 
Philadelphia syndicate are the persons for whom he made objec- 
tion to the bill. 

Mr. QUAY. I did not. 

Mr. HILL. And not because the bill affected them, but be- 
cause it took away certain franchises which they desired to get. 
That was the milk in the cocoanut, and that accounted for it. 

Mr. QUAY. I did not mention the Philadelphia syndicate. 
That isa ae coined by the Senator. 

Mr. HILL. No, because it was very well known. The Senator 
will not now deny but that it was the Philadelphia syndicate for 
whom he spoke. Of course he will not. He is a frank man. 

Mr. President, that there are some bills which interfere with the 
franchise of that bill and they are to be pushed forward is very 
clear. So far as I can discriminate in these bills I propose to do 
so. I have already stated to two or three Senators if I could be 
convinced that their bills did not conflict with that bill I had no 
reason to object tothem. Any other bill here that does not affect 
that measure, or where parties have not endeavored to obstruct 
that bill, I have no objection to being pushed ahead; but I insist 
upon it, as I insisted two weeks ago and shall insist to the end, 
that the Suburban Railway bill shall be fairly treated as wel! as 
other bills. I think I know that the best way to get fair treat- 
ment is to insist that all bills shall be treated alike and considered 
alike. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Will the Senator permit me a moment? 

Mr. HILL. Yes. 

Mr. GALLINGER. The Senator says he would not object to 
a bill if it did not conflict with his measure. The bill I ask con- 
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sideration for is to extend the Brightwood Railroad, a suburban 
road which lost $18,000 last year. That amount of money was 
taken out of the ts of its stockholders. It is simply to build 
a little loop for the benefit of that road. It has nothing to do 
whatever—— 

Mr. HILL. Ido not know about the loop. 

Mr. GORMAN. I rise to a point of order. I suggest that we 
are acting under the five-minute rule by unanimous consent. 

Mr. BATE. We are under the five-minute rule. I was going 
to call for the enforcement of the rule. Some of the rest of us 
have not had a showing as yet. 

Mr. HILL. Iam not anxious to take up time, if the Senator 
has any other bill. But we will consider the bills to which I re- 
fer when that bill is considered, and not before. 

Mr.GALLINGER. Having made the statement [have and put 
myself fairly before the Senate, and I think having exposed the 
animus of the Senator from New York, I withdraw my objection 
to the bill of the Senator from Pennsylvania, as well as to that 
of the Senator from Connecticut. I will let the bills pass if the 
Senate chooses to pass them. 

Mr. QUAY. Then the bill I called up is now before the Senate. 
Mr. FRYE. The bill called up by my colleague is the one 
under consideration. 

Mr. PLATT. Itisa bill of a public character. 

Mr. WOLCOTT. I object to any further statement until the 
bill is concluded. 

Mr. FRYE and Mr. GORMAN. Let the bill be read. 

The Secretary read the bill (H. R. 4475) to amend section 4434 
of Title Lil of the Revised Statutes of the United States. 

Mr. ALLISON. Idesire to ask the Senator from Connecticut 
having charge of the bill if this modification of section 4434 of the 
Revised Statutes goes into effect immediately? 

Mr. PLATT. It goes into effect upon the passage of the act. 

Mr. ALLISON. It seemsto bea radical change of section 4434, 
and as it seems to affect the river navigation as well as naviga- 
tion upon the ocean and the lakes 

Mr. PLATT. It only reduces the thickness of boilers. 
not ss Aow that can affect—— 

Mr. "RYE. It does not affect any existing boiler in theslight- 
est degree. It only provides for the inspection of boilers here- 
after. 

Mr. ALLISON. I think I should be permitted to ask a ques- 
tion about it, having some interest in the navigation of the Mis- 
Sissippi River. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill is in Committee of the 
Whole and open to amendment. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and # 


MONONGAHELA RIVER BRIDGE. 


Mr. QUAY. Inow renew my request that the Senate proceed 
to the consideration of the bill (H.R. coe to authorize the Pitts- 
burg, Monongahela and Wheeling Railr Company to construct 
a bridge over the Monongahela River. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


DISTRICT SUBURBAN RAILWAY, 


Mr. DANIEL. I now ask the Senate to proceed to the consid- 
eration of the bill (H.R. 6816) to amend the charter of the Dis- 
trict of Columbia Suburban Railway Company. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I object to the consideration of that bill. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. There is objection. 

Mr. WHITE. I ask the Senate to take up—— 

Mr. CHANDLER. I withdraw my objection in order to per- 
mit the Senator from Virginia to make a statement. 

Mr. DANIEL. I desire to make a brief statement about this 
bill, as it has become a matter of controversy between gentle- 
men upon the floor. 

The Suburban Railway Company was chartered in 1892. It 
proceeded to organize and has spent upon the enterprise some 
$11,000. It had the hearty approbation of the gentlemen of the 
District of Columbia Committee and was reported without objec- 
tion. The panic was such that they could not succeed in carry- 
ing out their enterprise. There was monetary embarrassment 
with them and all over the country. They have asked at the 
hands of Congress what nearly every railroad company in the 
District of Columbia has asked, an extension of their charter. 

hey have been assailed and have been fought at nearly every 
stage by those interested in a great street railway syndicate, who 
are attempting to buy up and monopolize, as far as possible, the 
street railways of Washington, and whose power to influence and 
the various ways in which it may be exercised has been such that 
up to the present time, although this bill has bean before the 
District of Columbia Committee for over a year, it has never had 
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the opportunity of a fair hearing in the Senate. It has passed 
the other House, but has not been reported here. 

I did not object to the railway bills which other gentlemen 
brought up, because I was assured by them that they did not be- 
long to nor were they allied with those who were fighting this 
bill. But for that fact I would have objected to their bills, and 
I propose whenever I have the opportunity to object to the bills 
of those who, in my judgment, whatever may be the judgment of 
other gentlemen, have made an unjust opposition to a public en- 
terprise, and who have denied to it a right which has been granted 
sometimes over and over again to other street railways in this 
District, and which some of them are asking now. 

Mr. HARRIS. Mr. President, as a member of the Committee 
on the District of Columbia I have favored reporting in favor of 
this bill. The committee was equally divided as to whether it 
should be favorably or adversely reported; and but for the course 
of the Senator from New York and the Senator from Virginia to- 
night in objecting to railroad bills in the District, where the com- 
mittee was absolutely unanimous, I should stand here and urge 
the passage of this bill. 

Mr. DANIEL. Will the Senator yield a moment? 

Mr. HARRIS. I will. 

Mr. DANIEL. Does the Senator undertake to say that the Sen- 
ator from Virginia has objected to any other bill? 

Mr. HARRIS. I do not undertake tosay that the Senator from 
Virginia has, but I have been informed two or three times that 
the Senator from New York and the Senator from Virginia were 
resolved that no street railroad bill should be taken up until the 
Suburban Railway bill was considered. 

Mr, DANIEL. Iam not responsible for the Senator’s informa- 
tion, but the fact is I did not. 

Mr. HARRIS. Very well, I will exclude the Senator from Vir- 
om but the Senator from New York has shown it by his works. 

object. 

Mr. GORMAN and Mr. WHITE addressed the Chair. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair recognizes the Senator 
from Maryland. His name is next on the list. 

ROCK CREEK RAILWAY COMPANY. 

Mr. GORMAN. Iask the Senate to proceed to the considera- 
tion of the bill (H. B.. 8337) relative to the Rock Creek Railway 
Company of the District of Columbia. 

By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

LAND IN CALIFORNIA. 

Mr. WHITE. I desire tocall up the bill (H. R.'7834) for the re- 
lief of the bona fide purchasers of land in section 36, township 1 
north, range 9 west (San Bernardino meridian), in the State of 
California. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

KANSAS CITY, PITTSBURG AND GULF RAILROAD COMPANY. 


Mr. VEST. Idesire to call up the bill (H.R. 8900) to amend 
section 9 of an act entitled “An act to authorize the Kansas City, 
Pittsburg and Gulf Railroad Company to construct and operate 
a railroad, telegraph, and telephone line through the Indian Ter- 
ritory, and for other purposes.” 

There being no objection, the Sezate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

MARY E, HAMILTON. 

Mr.BATE. Iask to call up the bill (H. R. 6417) to pension Mary 
E. Hamilton, widow of David Hamilton, soldier in Indian war of 
1818. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. It proposes to pay a pen- 
sion of $12 per month to Mrs. Mary E. Hamilton, of Williamson 
County, Tenn., she being the widow of David Hamilton, who served 
in the Indian war of 1818. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

ACCOUNT BETWEEN THE UNITED STATES AND FLORIDA, 

Mr. PASCO. LIask that the bill (S. 1286) to authorize the Sec- 
retary of the Treasury to settle the mutual account between the 
United States and the State of Florida, heretofore examined and 
stated by said Secretary, under the authority of the Congress, and 
for other purposes, be now considered. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed, 
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BILOXI AND BACK BAY BRIDGE COMPANY. 


Mr. McLAURIN. I ask unanimous consent for the present 
consideration of the bill (H. R. 8459) to amend an act entitled ‘An 
-act to authorize the Biloxi and Back Bay Bridge Company to con- 
struct and maintain a bridge over that portion of the bay of Biloxi, 
in the State of Mississippi, known as k Bay.” 

The bill was repo to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


MOUNT VERNON BARRACKS MILITARY RESERVATION. 


Mr. MORGAN. I ask unanimous consent for the consideration 
at this time of the bill (H. R. 8680) granting the Mount Vernon 
Barracks Military Reservation to the State of Alabama for public 
uses. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


JENNIE M. HUNT. 


Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. I ask unanimous consent for the 
a consideration ot the bill (S.817) for the relief of Jennie 

. Hunt. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Cor-mittee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. It directs the Secretary of 
the Treasury to pay to Jennie M. Hunt $2,040, being the differ- 
ence between the salary appropriated to be paid to her as a clerk 
at $1,000 per annum in the office of the Postmaster-General, dur- 
ing the fiscal years ending the 30th day of June 1885, 1886, 1887, 
1888, 1889, and 1890, and the salary that was paid to her during 
those years at the rate of $720 per annum as a clerk in the Dead- 
Letter Office of the Post-Office Department. 

The bill wasreported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and 
pa: ; 


WASHINGTON AND MARLBORO ELECTRIC RAILWAY COMPANY. 


Mr. WOLCOTT. I ask unanimous consent for the present con- 
sideration of the bill (H.R.8698) to authorize the Washington 
and Marlboro Electric Railway Company of Maryland to extend 
its lines into and within the District of Columbia. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill, which had been reported 
from the Committee on the District of Columbia with amendments. 

Mr. HILL. I desire to ask the Senator in charge of the bill 
what motive power is provided when the railroad enters the city 
of Washington? 

Mr. WOLCOTT. Horsepower, I think, is used. The road 
comes from away off in Anacostia, on the outskirts of the town, 
to Fifteenth street southeast until it gets up to Florida avenue, 
and then goes up Florida avenue to Seventh street northwest. 

Mr. HILL. Horsepower is to be used in the city, I understand. 
From. the hasty reading of the bill at the desk I was not able to 
ascertain as to that. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendments reported by the 
Committee on the District of Columbia will be stated. 

Mr. WOLCOTT. If the Chair will permit me, I desire to say 
that I was mistaken in my reply to the Senator from New York. 
It is provided that the company may use horses until they reach 
the city and then underground electric wirés are to be used. 

Mr. HILL. Can the Senator point out the section? 

Mr. WOLCOTT. I will show it to the Senator. 

The amendments reported by the Committee on the District of 
Columbia were, in section 1, line 22, after the word “by,” to 
strike out ‘‘ trestle or other,” and insert ‘‘ a steel or iron truss;” 
in line 23, after the word ‘‘ bridge,” to strike out ‘‘ for the exclu- 
sive use of street railways, to be constructed on plans,” and insert 
“resting on masonry piers built parallel to the direction of the 
current, with pile or other secure and approved foundations, and 
with spans not less than those of the Pennsylvania avenue bridge, 
and with a wide drawspen over the channel. The plans of said 
bridge shall be;” in line 29, after the word “ approved,” to insert 
“in writing;”’ in the same line, after the word ‘‘ and,” to insert 
**the bridge shall be;” in line 30, after the word ‘‘ above,” to 
strike out ‘‘ said river and;” in line 32, after the words “‘ not to,” 
to strike out ‘‘ unreasonably obstruct the navigation of said river 
nor;” in line 35, before the word “street,” to strike out ‘* Four- 
teenth” and insert ‘‘ Fifteenth;” in line 37, before the word 
‘‘street,” to strike out *‘ Fourteenth” and insert “ Fifteenth;” 
after the word “ east,” at the end of the same line, to strike out 
‘‘or other route as the said Commissioners may designate, to or 
near the intersection of Maryland,” and insert ‘‘to Florida;” in 
line 39. after the word “ avenue,” to strike out “and H street 
northeast;” and in line 40, after the word “ northeast,” to insert 
‘*thence northwesterly on Florida avenue to Seventh street 
northwest;” so as to make the section read: 

That the Washington and Marlboro Electric Railway Company, inco: 
rated by an act of the general assembly of Maryland entitled “An act to in- 
corporate the Washington and Marlboro Electric Railway Company,” etc. 


approved on the 8th day of April, 1890, is hereby authori to construct and 
lay down a street railway, with the necessary switches, turn-outs, and other 


mechanical devices, in the District of Columbia, and run cars thereon through 
and along the pe 

Begin at and on southeasterly boundary line of the District of Co- 
lumbia where the line of railway of said company within the State of Mary- 
land shall reach the same, and running thence by Suitland road Bowen ‘. 
and Branch avenue, or other icabie route which may be a; proved by the 


Commissioners of the District of Columbia, to connect with Pennsylvania ave- 
nue extended; thence and with said avenue to and across the tracks of the 


Baltimore and Ohio Railroad on Railroad avenue; thence along Railroad ave- 
nue to Naylor road and by the same tothe Anacostia River; thence across the 
Anacostia River by a steel or iron truss bridge resting on masonry piers built 
parallel to the direction of the current, with pile or other secure and @ 
proved foundations, and with spans not less than those of the Pennsylvania 
avenue b , and with a wide drawspan over the channel. The plans of 
said bridge l be approved in writing by the Secretary of War, and the 
bridge shall be built by said company over and above the tracks of the Bal- 
timore and Potomac Railroad in such manner and at such height as not to 
interfere with the use of said railroad; and thence to the intersection of Penn- 
ee avenue and Fifteenth street southeast by a route to be approved by 
the Commissioners of the District of Columbia; thence north on Fifteenth 
street east to Florida avenue; thence northwesterly on Florida avenue to 
Seventh street northwest; also, when the proposed extension of Pennsylvania 
avenueshall have been completed to Bowen road, then the route of said rail- 
road may be extended from the intersection of Branch avenue therewith to 
Bowen road, and oe practicable route as may be approved by the 
Commissioners of District of Columbia to the boundary lime of the said 
District at or near the Suitland road: Provided, That such extension of the 
road shall be made within one year after the ning of Pennsylvaniaavenue 
to the Bowen road. These routes may be modified or extended at the will of 
Congress, and the said railway company shall comply with such modifications 
or extensions. 


The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ments were concurred in. 

The amendments were ordered to be engrossed and the bill to 
be read a third time. 

The bill was read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. WOLCOTT. Imove that the Senate insist upon its amend- 
ments and ask for a committee of conference with the House of 
“oe on the bill and amendments. 

© motion was agreed to. 

3yv unanimous consent, the Vice-President was authorized to 
appoint the conferees on the part of the Senate, and Mr. Harris, 
Mr. FavULKNER, and Mr. McMILLan were appointed. 


ALEXANDER M. LAUGHLIN. 


Mr. KYLE. Iask unanimous consent for the present considera- 
tion of the bill (H.R. 8884) granting a pension to Alexander M. 
Laughlin, which is not upon the Calendar, but which passed 
the other House and came over to-day. 

By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. It proposes to place on 
the pension roll the name of Alexander M. Langhiin, who was a 
private in the company of Capt. George B. Willis, Fortieth Regi- 
ment, Fourth Brigade, First Division of the Illinois State Militia, 
and who served as such in the Indian war of 1832, known as the 
Black Hawk war, and pay to him a pension of $12 per month. 

Mr. CHANDLER. as this bill been reported from the Com- 
mittee on Pensions of the Senate? 

Mr. KYLE. It has passed the House of Representatives and 
<— passed upon favorably by the Committee on Pensions here 
also. 
ao CULLOM. The bill is for the benefit of a man 80 years 
old. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


PROTECTION OF FOREST RESERVATIONS. 


Mr. TELLER. I ask unanimous consent for the present con- 
sideration of the bill (H.R.119) to protect public forest reserva- 
tions. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill, which had been reported by 
the Committee on Public Lands with an amendment, to strike out 
all after the enacting clause and insert: 


That all public lands heretofore set apart and reserved by the President of 
the United States under the provisions of the act approved March 3, 1891, or 
that may hereafter be set aside and reserved as public forest reservations, 
shall be, as far as practicable, controlled and administered in accordance with 
the provisions of this act. 

Sec. 2. That no public forest reservations shall be established except toim 
prove and protect the forest within the reservation or for the purpose of sc- 
curing favorable conditions of water flow and to insure a continuous supply 
of timber for the people of the States wherein such forest reservations are 
located; but it is not the purpose of this act to authorize the inclusion within 
such forest reservations lands more valuable for the mineral thereon or for 
agricultural purposes than for timber. 

Sec. 3. That the Secretary of the Interior shall make provisions for the 


protection against fire and depredations of the public forest and forest res- 
ervations set aside, or that may be set aside, under the said act of March 3, 
1891, and he may make such rules and reguiations and establish such service 


as will insure the objects of such reservations, namely, to regulate their oceu- 
pancy and use, and to preserve the forest from destruction. And any viola- 
tion of the provisions of this act or such rules and regulations shali be pun- 
ishable as is provided for in the act of June 4, 1888, amending section 5338 of 
the Revised Statutes of the United States: Provided, That for the sole pur- 

se of preserving the living and growing timber on forest reservations and 
bo tally and better protect the same, the Secretary of the Interior, under 
such rules and regulations as he shall prescribe, may eliminate therefrom so 
much only of the dead or matured trees thereon as may be necessary to pre- 
serve the remaining timber, and to carry out the purpose of this section the 
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Secretary of the Interior sball carefully designate, appraise, and advertise 
tor sale by proper description said dead or matured trees for not less than 
sixty days in a newspaper of general circulation published within the State 
or Territory nearest tothe reservation, and also in a newspaper in the county 
in which the timber is situated, if any is published, offering for sale at not 
less than the appraised value, in limited quantities to each purchaser, the said 
dead or matured timber, payments therefor to be made to the receiver of 
the local land office of the district wherein said timber is situated, under 
such rules and regulations as the Secretary of the Interior may prescribe. 
The proceeds of all st.ch sales shall be accounted for by the receiver of such 
land office in a separate account, and shall be covered into the Treasury as a 
special fund, to be expendedir the care and management of said reservations 
under the directionof the Secretary of the Interior,or asCongress may provide. 
Such timber before being sold shall be marked and designated, and shall not be 
cut or removed from such reservation except under the immediate personal 
supervision of some person appointed for that purpose who shall not be inter- 
ested in the purchase or removal of such timber nor in the employ of the par- 
ties s0 purchasing or removing such timber, and he shall make report in writ- 
to the receiver of the land office in which such reservation shall be located: 
“And provided further,That nothing in this act shall be so construed as to pre- 
vent the Secretary of the Interior from permitting, under regulations to be 
prescribed by him, the use of timber and stone free of charge to bona fide 
settlers, miners, residents, and prospectors for minerals, for firewood, for 
fencing, building, mining, or ora purposes. And nothing herein 
shall be construed to exclude the settlers residing within the boundaries of 
buch reservation, or in the immediate vicinity thereof, from a their 
cattle on the said reservations, nor shall any png bene prohibit the egress 
or ingress of actual settlers residing within the boundaries of such reserva- 
tions, or from crossing the same to get to their property or homes, or from 
constructing such wagon roadsas may be necessary to reach their homes and 
property, nor shall anything herein prohibit any personsfrom entering upon 
such forest reserves: Provided, That they comply with the statutes covering 
such forest reservations. ; 

Sxo. 4. That whenever it shall be shown tothe satisfaction of the Secretary 
of the Interior that any timber on such public lands as are not fit for culti- 
vation, and are not within any forest reservation, meq be cut and removed 
without injury to the public interest, the Secretary of the Interior is author- 
ized to sell the same and apply, the proceeds in the manner heretofore pre- 
scribed in this act: Provided, That the Secretary of the Interior may grant 





permits free of cost to cut and use timber for the construction of bridges, 
schoolhouses, or other structures for public use in the vicinity of such tim- 
ber, and that bona fide residents on the public lands and cabarets be for min- 
erals may be permitted to take timber from the public lands, under regula- 
tions to be prescribed by the Secretary of the Interior, for firewood, fencing, 
or building purposes upon their’claims, but not for sale or speculation: And 
provided further, That no timber on public lands shall be cut and removed 
or disposed of except in accordance with the provisions of this act. 

Sxc. 5. That any bona fide entry man, who has heretofore made proper 
filing \— land, or has obtained a patent, and who has, by the proclamation 
of the President, been included within any forest reservation of the United 
States, or any such entry man who may hereafter be included within a forest 
reservation, may, if he so desires, relinquish the same to the Government, 
and in lieu thereof may select and have patented to him, free of charge, a 
ae of land of like area wheresoever there are public lands open for settle- 
ment. 

That any bona fide settler whose lands have been or may hereafter be in- 
cluded within a forest reservation may apply to the Secretary of the Interior 
to have bis lands and improvements appra’ , and on such application the 
Secretary of the Interior shall cause said lands and improvements to be ap 

wraised and the value thereof determined; and if the settler accepts the 

nding of such appraiser and shall so notify the Secretary of the Interior 
within six months after notice of such appraisement, the Secretary of the 
Interior shall include the amount so returned by such appraiser in his esti- 
mate of his Department for the ensuing year. and the settler shall be paid for 
his land and improvements in accordance with such appraisement. 

The settlers oe within the boundaries of such forest reservations or 
in the vicinity thereof may maintain schools and churches within such reser- 
vation, and for that purpose may ee any of the said forest reservation 
not exceeding two acres for each schoolhouse and one acre for a church. 

The State wherein such forest reservations are situated shall have civiland 
criminal jurisdiction over persons within such reservations. Nothing herein 
shall be construed to prohibit the use of any and all water on such reserva- 
tions for domestic use or for the purpose of irrigation under the laws of the 
State wherein such forest reserves are situated. 

Sxc. 6. That upon the recommendation of the Secretary of the Interior, 
with the approval of the President, after sixty days’ notice published in two 
papers of general circulation in the State wherein any forest reservation is 
situated, and nearest to said reservation, any public ds embraced within 
the limits of any forest reservation which, after due examination by per- 
sonal inspection of a competent person appointed for that — by the 
Secretary of the Interior, shall be found better adapted for mining or for ag- 
ricultural purposes than forest uses may be restored to the public domain; 
and any lands in any forest reservation the mineral character of which has 
been or oy be shown in accordance with the existing mining laws of the 
United States and the rules and regulations apply thereto shall be re- 
stored to mineral location and entry: Provided also, That p tors and 
mineral claimants shall have access such forest reservations for the pur- 
pose of prospecting, locating, and developing the mineral resources thereof. 

Sec. 7. That all acts and ore of acts inconsistent with the provisions of 
this act are hereby repealed. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. 

The amendment was ordered to be engrossed, and the bill to be 
read a third time. 

The bill was read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. TELLER. I move that the Senate ask for a committee of 
conference with the House of Representatives on the bill and 
amendment. 

The motion was agreed to. 

By unanimous consent, the Vice-President was authorized to ap- 

int the conferees on the part of the Senate, and Mr. ALLEN, Mr. 

YLE, and Mr. TELLER were appointed. 


FORT M’PHERSON MILITARY RESERVATION, NEBR. 


Mr. ALLEN. I ask unanimous consent for the present consid- 
eration of the bill (5. 1482) to = to settlement and provide for 
the disposal of the public lands of Fort McPherson Military Reser- 
vation, in the State of Nebraska, and for other purposes. 
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By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Public Lands 
with an amendment, in section 1, line 5, after the word ‘ Reser- . 
vation,” to insert ‘‘and the lands in the reservation in Sheridan 
County, Nebr., known as Camp Sheridan Military Reservation;” 
so as to read: 

_That the public lands now remaining and undisposed of within the reserva- 
tion in Lincoln County, Nebr., known as Fort McPherson Military Reserva- 
tion, and the lands in the reservation in Sheridan County, Nebr., known as 
Camp Sheridan Military Reservation, as well as all public lands withdrawn 
from settlement and attached thereto, by Presidential proclamation or other- 
wise, are hereby made subject to disposal under the homestead laws of the 
United States only. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 

The title was amended so as to read: ‘‘A bill to open to settle- 
ment and provide for the disposal of the public lands at Fort Mc- 
Pherson and Camp Sheridan Military reservations, in the State of 
Nebraska, and for other purposes.” 


PUNISHMENT OF MURDER AND OTHER CRIMES, 


_Mr. VILAS. I ask unanimous consent for the present con- 
sideration of the bill (H. R. 5836) to define the crimes of murder 
in the first and second degrees, manslaughter, rape, mutiny, and 
desertion, to provide punishment therefor, and to abolish the 
death penalty for other crimes. 

By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 
proceeded to consider the bill. 

Mr. VILAS. Inasmuch as the report of the committee setting 
out the amendments is in the nature of a substitute, I ask that 
the bill be read as amended to save time. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. In the absence of objection that 
course will be pursued. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on the Judiciary 
with amendments. 

The first amendment was to strike out section 1, as follows: 

That whoever, within any fort, arsenal, dockyard, magazine, or any other 
place or district of country under the exclusive jurisdiction of the United 
States, or upon the high seas or any arm of the sea, or in any river, haven, 
creek, basin, or bay within the admiralty jurisdiction of the United States 
and out of the jurisdiction of any particular State, by administering poison 
or causing the same to be done, or by lying in wait, or by any other kind o 
willful, deliberate, malicious, and premeditated killing, or in the perpetration 
of, or in the attempt to perpetrate any rape, arson, robbery, or burglary kills 
any human being, is guilty of murder in the first degree, and upon conviction 
shall suffer death. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was to strike out section 2, as follows: 


Sec.2. That whoever, within any of the places named or — or in any 
of the waters mentioned in the preceding section, purposely and maliciously, 
but without premeditation, kills any human being, is guilty of murder in the 
second degree, and upon conviction thereof shall be imprisoned at hard labor 
during life, or for such shorter term as the court may in its discretion affix, 
not less than five years. 


The amendment was agreed to. ‘ 

The next amendment was to strike out section 3, as follows: 

Sec. 3. That whoever, Within any of the places or upon or in any of the 
waters mentioned in the first section, unlawfully kills any human being with- 
out malice, express or implied, either voluntary upon sudden heat, or mvol- 
untarily, but in the commission of an unlawful act, is guilty of manslaughter, 
and upon coxuviction thereof shall be imprisoned at hard labor for twenty 
— or such shorter term as the court may in its discretion affix, not less 
han two years. : 

The amendment was agreed to. — 

The next amendment was to strike out section 4, as follows: 

Sec. 4. That whoever within any of the pines, or upon or in any of the 
waters mentioned in the first section, shall ravish and carnally know any 
female is guilty of rape, and upon conviction shall suffer death. 

The amendment was agreed to. , 

The next amendment was to change the numbering of section 5 
to section 1, and in line 2 of that section, before the word “‘ crime,” 
to strike out ‘‘a” and insert ‘‘the;” in the same line, after the 
word “crime,” to strike out ‘‘for which the punishment provided 
by this act is death” and insert ‘‘of murder or of rape under sec- 
tions 5839 or 5845, Revised Statutes;” so as to make the section 
read: 

Section 1. That in all cases where the accused is found guilty of the crime of 
murder or of rape under sections 5339 or 5345, Revised Statutes, the jury ma 
qualify their verdict by adding thereto ‘‘ without capital punishment;” an 


whenever the jury s return a verdict qualified as aforesaid the person 
convicted shall be sentenced to imprisonment at hard labor for life. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was to strike out section 6, as follows: 

Src.6. That whoever, after having been regularly enlisted and mustered 
into the United States Army, Navy,or Marine Corps, and during the time of 
his service, deserts to the enemy in time of war shall be guilty of desertion, 
and wu conviction by a il or naval court shall suffer death on ap- 

nD 


roval of the proceedings and findings of such court by the President of the 
nited States. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
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The next amendment was to strike out section 7, as follows: 


Sxc. 7. That whoever, after having been regularly enlisted and mustered 
into the United States Army, Navy, or Marine Corps, and during his term of 
service, shall instigate or lead in any aggravated mutiny is guilty of sepeey 


or naval court shall suffer deat 


and * pon conviction thereof by a militar 
gs of such court by the President 


on approv*l of the proceedings and fin 
of the United States. 
‘Tne amendment was agreed to. — 
The next amendment. was to strike out section 8, as follows: 


Src. 8. That a military or naval court-martial may adjudge tho punishment 
of imprisonment for life at hard labor in any case where it is authorized to 
adjudge the punishment of death. 

The amendment was agreed to. . . 

The next amendment was to change the numbering of section 
9 to section 2, and in line 1, after the word ‘ That,” to strike out 
“except offenses mentioned in sections 1342, 1624, 5359, and 5345, 
Revised Statutes, when;” in line 5, before the word “convicting,” 
to insert ‘‘is;” in line7, after the words *‘ United States,” to strike 
out ‘‘ other than those of murder, manslaughter, rape, desertion, 
and mutiny” and insert ‘‘he;” in line 9, after the word ‘‘ life,” to 
strike out ‘‘or for such shorter time as the court in its discretion 
may affix;” in line 10, before the word ‘‘any,” to insert ‘‘ when;” 
in line 11, before the word ‘‘ convicted,” to insert ‘‘is;” in line 12, 
after the word “or,” to strike out ‘‘such other” and insert ‘‘a 
lesser;” in the same line, after the word ‘‘ punishment,” to strike 
out ‘‘as” and insert ‘‘in the discretion of;” in line 13, after the 
word ‘‘court,” to strike out ‘‘may in its discretion direct;” and 
in line 14, after the word “life,” to strike out ‘‘ or for such shorter 
term as the court may in its discretion affix;” so as to make the 
section read: 

Sec. 2. That except offenses mentioned in sections 1342, 1624, 5359, and 5345, 
Revised Statutes, when a person is convicted of any offense to which the pun- 
ishment of death is now specifically affixed by the laws of the United States, 
he shall be sentenced to imprisonment at hard labor for life, and when any 
person is convicted of an offense to which the punishment of death, or a lesser 
punishment, in the discretion of the court, is affixed, the maximum punish- 
ment shall be imprisonment at hard labor for life. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was to change the numbering of ‘‘ section 
10” to ‘* section 3,” and in line 3, after the words ‘‘ United States,” 
to strike out ‘‘other than those of murder, manslaughter, rape, 
desertion, and mutiny” and insert ‘‘except in sections 1342, 1624, 
5339, and 5345, Revised Statutes;” so as to make the section read: 

Sec. 3. That the paneer of death prescribed for any offense specified 
by the statutes of the United States, except*in sections 1342, 1624, 5339, and 
5345, Revised Statutes, is hereby abolished, and all laws and parts of laws in- 
consistent with this act are hereby repealed. 

The amendment was agreed to. : 

The next amendment was to change the numbering of ‘section 
11” to ‘‘ section 4,” and inline8, after the word ‘‘ section,” to strike 
out ‘‘ five” and insert ‘‘one;” so as to make the section read: 

Sec. 4. That nothing herein contained shall apply to or in any way affect 
any proceeding or indictment now found or pending or that may be found 
for any offense committed before the pasmee of this act, and all offenses com- 
mitted before the passage of this act shall yunished under the laws then in 
force: Provided, That juries may return qualified verdicts in such cases ac- 
cording to the provisions of section 1 of this act, and the sentences shall be 
imposed as therein provided. 

The amendment was agreed to. : 

The next amendment was to strike out section 12, as follows: 

Sxc. 12. That this act shall take effect and be in force from and after its 
passage. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. CULLOM. I desire to know from what committee this 
bill is reported. : , : 

Mr. VILAS. This is a bill which has been passed by the House 
of Representatives and very carefully considered by the Commit- 
tee on the Judiciary of the Senate. 

Mr. CULLOM. It is a very important bill. 

Mr. VILAS. Itis an important bill, but it is one which has 
been very much urged by General Curtis, of New York. The 
Senator knows the history of that matter. The bill has been very 
carefully considered. I trust there will be no objection to its con- 
sideration. 

Mr. CULLOM. I wish the Senator in charge of the bill would 
explain it within his five minutes. 

Mr. VILAS. In one word. Let me first, however, propose an 
amendment, which is merely verbal. On the second page, in the 
renumbering of the sections, ‘Sec. 1” should be omitted, a number 
not being necessary there, because the first section immediately 
follows the enacting clause of the bill. I move that that amend- 
ment be made. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. VILAS. In the second line, on page 4, section 2, as the bill 
is now printed, after the words “thirteen hundred and forty- 
two,” there should be inserted “thirteen hundred and_forty- 
three,” referring to a section of the Revised Statutes. I move 
that amendment. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. VILAS. This bill simpl 


| rovides that, except for offenses 
provided for in the Articles of 


ar and the Articles of the Navy, 
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except in the case of spies in time of war or rebellion and except 
murder and rape, the death penalty shall be abolished and im- 
prisonment for Vife substituted therefor, and in case of murder 
and rape it shall be competent for the jury to find a qualified ver- 
dict of murder, adding to the verdict of guilty the words ‘‘ with- 
out capital punishment,” in which case imprisonment for life shall 
be the extreme penalty. 

Mr. MANDERSON. What about the crime of treason? 

Mr. VILAS. The crime of treason is practically unknown in 
the United States. 

Mr. HAWLEY. No, sir. 

Mr. MANDERSON. I donot know about that. 

Mr. VILAS. That is to say by judgment of the court, tria!, and 
conviction. 

Mr. HAWLEY. What is the punishment? 

Mr. VILAS. The bill does not except the crime of treason. 
leaves that to imprisonment for life. 

Mr. HAWLEY. What is the punishment now? 

Mr. VILAS. It would change it in that respect. 

Mr. MANDERSON. Does not the Senator from Wisconsin 
think the crime of treason, which certainly is a possible crime in 
“ country, carries in its train about all the crimes of the Deca- 

ogue? 

Mr. VILAS. Thatwas my own view and argument, and I shall 
make no objection if anybody chooses to insert it—— 

Mr. MANDERSON. I think it should be inserted. 

Mr. VILAS. If it is desired to insert the exception of the crime 
of treason. 

Mr. CULLOM. It seems to me that for the Senate to pass a 
bill like the pending one, involving nearly all the more serious 
crimes and changing the law in a large degree, is rather a strain 
upon what is proper for an occasion like this, when we are pro- 
ceeding under the five-minute rule. 

Mr. VILAS. Will the Senator from Illinois permit me for a 
moment? 

Mr. CULLOM. Certainly. 

Mr. VILAS. The bill has been considered in the House of Rep- 
resentatives. It is the result of an immense deal of labor on the 
part of a man who has acted as a philanthropist and humani- 
tarian 

Mr. CULLOM. Iam aware of that. 

Mr. VILAS. And who after great labor has secured the pas- 
sage of the bill by the House of Representatives. It has been 
carefully considered in the Committee of the Judiciary by a special 
subcommittee, and it was considered and reported by the full com- 
mittee. 

Mr. CULLOM. When did the bill come to the Senate? 

Mr. VILAS. On Jannary 12, 1895. 

Mr. FRYE. Did the Judiciary Committee agree to the bill? 

Mr. VILAS. There was no dissent in the Judiciary Committee. 

Mr. CULLOM. If the Senator from Wisconsin states that the 
Judiciary Committee gave the bill thorough consideration and 
unanimously agreed in its favor I shall make no objection to it; 
but it does seem to me that it is a very important bill to pass at 
this time of night, when it is understood that we are considering 
bills by unanimous consent. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. I will state, if the Senator from 
Illinois will allow me, that, being a House bill, it was referred to a 
subcommittee of the Judiciary Committee, and it received very 
thorough examination by the subcommittee. 1 was not amember 
of the subcommittee. They reported to the full committee, and 
it was discussed on more than one occasion at considerable length 
and agreed to unanimously. ‘ 

Mr. HAWLEY. I hope the Senator from Wisconsin will—— 

Mr. TURPIE. I think this legislation propose: too serious a 
change of existing law to be passed without full discussion in the 
Senate, and I object to the further consideration of the bill. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. TheSenator from Indiana objects to 
the further consideration of the bill. 


CAPITAL RAILWAY COMPANY. 


Mr. BLANCHARD. lIask the unanimous consent of the Sen- 
ate to consider at this time the bill (H. R. 8714) to incorporate the 
Capital Railway Company. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I object to the bill. 
enough railroad bills for one night. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. There is objection. 

ST. LOUIS RIVER BRIDGE. 

Mr. WASHBURN. I ask unanimous consent to take from the 
table House bill 8327 for present consideration. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. TheChair lays before the Senate the 
bill (H.R. 8327) to authorize the Wisconsin and New Duluth 
Bridge Company to construct a bridge over the St. Louis River 
between the States of Wisconsin and Minnesota. 

Mr. WASHBURN. I will state that a bill corresponding pre- 
cisely in terms to this bill has been approved by the Commit- 
tee on Commerce, and was reported from that committee and is 
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now on the Calendar. 
House bill in lieu of the Senate bill. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider. the bill. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and-passed. 

Mr. WASHBURN. I move that the bill (S. 2728) to authorize 
the Wisconsin and New Duluth Bridge Company to construct a 
bridge ever the St. Louis River between the States of Wisconsin 
and Minnesota be indefinitely postponed. 

The motion was agreed to. 

THOMAS B. REED. 


Mr. CAMERON. Iask unanimous consent that the Senate pro- 
ceed to the consideration of the bill (H. R.3150) for the relief of 
Thomas B. Reed. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. It proposes to refer to the 
Court of Claims the claim of Thomas B. Reed, who served as ser- 
geant, first sergeant, and first lieutenant Fifth Pennsylvania Re- 
serve Corps, and captain Two hundred and fifth Pennsylvania 
Volunteers of the United States Army in the late war of the re- 
bellion, for a balance of wages earned by him in the suppression 
of the rebellion and during his entire time of service in the Army, 
and not paid to him. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

DUES TO ARMY OFFICERS. . 


Mr. DAVIS. Iask the Sena*e to proceed to the consideration 
of the bill (S. 2297) to provide for the restatement, readjustment, 
settlement, and paymentof dues to army officers in certain cases. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill, which was reported from 
the Committee on Military Affairs with amendments. 

The first amendment was, in line 6, to insert the words “ Colonel 
Edmund B. Alexander.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in line 37, to insert ‘‘Col. Thomas L. 
Young, Gen. William W. Lowe, and Capt. William Fletcher.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr.DAVIS. I offer an amendment to the bill. 

Mr.GORMAN. Iam compelled to object to the further con- 
sideration of the bill. It is a matter involving too much money— 
a half million dollars or more. 

Mr. DAVIS. I trust the Senator from Maryland will not ob- 
ject until I have a moment to explain the character of the bill. 

Mr. GORMAN. Of course I withdraw the objection. 

Mr. DAVIS. Ipresume it seldom happens that a bill is reported 
to this body which has been examined in so many aspects and in 
so many ways and with so much care by various tribunals and 
committees as the one now under consideration. It involves the 
claim of various old army officers for the additional rations for 
every five years of service. The bill which has just passed on 
the motion of the Senator from Pennsylvania [Mr. CAMERON] is 
just such a bill for the relief of an individual who is not included 
in the pending bill. 

The question has been one of litigation for many years, and has 
been settled by the Supreme Court of the United States in the 
Watson case in every conceivable aspect in which it can be con- 


sidered. It has been settled the same way by the Court of 
Claims. In the Pullman case, during the last Congress, the Mili- 


tary Committee, after an exhaustive examination of the law of 
the case, reported a bill favorably upon the lines of the present 
bill. 

With the matter being settled in that way by the courts, by 
the action of this body, by the action of Congress, it has been 
deemed better, in view of the pressure upon the Military Affairs 
Committee by all of these gentlemen for their relief, to allow the 
Treasury Department toadjudicate those claims if they fall within 
the classes of men who are entitled to pay for longevity rations 
for each five years’ service. It has been settled by the Supreme 
Court, the Court of Claims, this body; the House of Representa- 
tives has just passed a bill to the same effect, and there is no rea- 
son why the labor of the Military Affairs Committee should not 
be alleviated by the passage of the pending bill. 

Mr. HARRIS. Will the Senator from Minnesota kindly state 
about what amount is involved in the bill? 

Mr. DAVIS. I should say perhaps $400,000. 

Mr. GORMAN. More than that. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I should like to ask the Senator from Min- 
nesota another question. If those officers are entitled to this 
longevity pay, why do they not get it now? 

Mr. DAVIS. Simply because of the operation of one of those 
instances of bureaucratic perversity that no man can explain. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Is not the statute of limitations —— 

Mr. DAVIS. There is no statute of limitations about it. Gen- 
eral Grant got his pay of this kind as a West Point cadet, General 
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I propose to ask the Senate to pass the | Rosecrans got his, General Kilpatrick got his, and then the Comp- 


troller of the Treasury shut down. Then these individual suits of 
Watson and others were instituted, and as fast as these men can 
go through the Court of Claims and the Supreme Court they get 
their money. It is a claim as well settled as our claim to our sal- 
ary; it has been adjudicated by the Supreme Court of the United 
States, and then the Government, through its subordinate officers, 
stands it off in the way I have described. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. Does the bill profess to include by 
name all the officers entitled to this longevity pay? 

Mr. DAVIS. I should feel inclined to say it substantially in- 
cludes them all. I will not say all. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. The Senator is not absolutely 
certain about it? 

Mr. DAVIS. No, sir; but substantially and materially. They 
are men who have served a long period of years, so that each five 
years brings them additional pay in the way of rations. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. Suppose it should turn out that 
there are others not named in the bill; they would not be entitled 
to the benefits of the bill? 

Mr. DAVIS. No, sir; not of this bill. 
relief. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. Could there not be a general 
clause put in the bill, then, to cover all similar cases? j 

Mr. DAVIS. I shall be content with the bill as it is. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. The Senator from Minnesota 
might. be content. The question is whether those who are not 
named would be content. 

Mr. DAVIS. Perhaps not; but as the manager of the bill I do 
not ask an amendment in that respect. There are some reasons 
why I do not ask it. 

Mr. MANDERSON. There are other officers named in the 
amendments proposed to be offered to the bill. 

Mr. DAVIS. They are included in the amendment which I 
have offered. 

Mr. MANDERSON. _ There are two or three in addition which 
will substantially include all who are in this situation. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. I know nothing about the matier, 
and the reason I make the inquiry is that some time ago I received 
letters in relation to it, and the matter entirely slipped my mind 
until now. Oneletter that I remember was from an army officer 
now located in the Senator’s State. 

Mr. DAVIS. If there ave any cases of that kind the bill can be 
amended in the other House. It is a Senate bill. 

Mr. CHANDLER. For what period of time will the accounts 
of these officers be restated and readjusted? 

Mr. DAVIS. Take the case of Captain Fletcher, the oldest cap- 
tain in the Army, who entered the service in 1844 

Mr. CHANDLER. It readjusts his pay during the whole 

eriod? 

Mr. DAVIS. It does not readjust it at all. 
has been wrongfully withheld. 

Mr. CHANDLER. It does readjust his pay. 
keeps repeating that the officers are entitled to it. 

Mr. DAVIS. I repeat the statement so as to enable the Senator 
from New Hampshire to understand it. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Iam very dull 

Mr. DAVIS. I see the Senator is. 

Mr. CHANDLER. And Iam trying to understand as well as 
I can what the Senator from Minnesota states so lucidly. If the 
Senator from Minnesota does not want me to ask questions I shall 
not ask any. 

Mr. DAVIS. I will answer as best I can any question the Sen- 
ator cares to ask. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I object to the bill. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. There is objection. 

Mr. DAVIS. Does the Senator from New Hampshire object to 
the bill? 

Mr. CHANDLER. Yes, sir. 


MRS. MARY TASSIN. 


Mr. HANSBROUGH. I ask unanimous consent for the con- 
sideration of the bill (S. 2664) to increase the pension of Mrs. 
Mary Tassin. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. 

Mr. SBROUGH. The Committee on Pensions report an 
amendment, in line 4, to strike out the word ‘‘ fifty” and insert 
** twenty-five.” 

The SECRETARY. In line 4 it is proposed to strike out “ fifty” 
and insert ‘‘twenty-five;” so as to make the bill read: 

That the Secretary of the Interior be, and is hereby, authorized and di- 
rected to increase to the sum of $25 = month the pension of Mrs. Mary Tas- 

a 


sin, widow of Augustus G. Tassin, late first lieutenant Twelfth Regiment 
United States Infantry; said pension to be in lieu of pension numbered 


They would get special 





It gives him what 


The Senator 





The amendment was agreed to, 











The bill was reported fo the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. r 

TIMBER AND STONE LANDS. 

Mr. CAREY. Iask unanimous consent to call up at this time 
the bill (H. R. 7259) for the relief of certain settlers who have en- 
tered lands under the timber and stone act, etc. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. 

Mr. HARRIS. I ask the Senator from Wyoming if the bill has 
been reported from the Committee on Public Lands? 

Mr. CAREY. It is a bill which has been reported unanimously 
by the Committee on Public Lands. The Government does not 

, now offer any of such lands at public sale. The bill merely pro- 
vides that lands which were offered at private sale and not sold 

"| shall be subject to the timber and stone law. It removes the 
\restriction. 

Mr. HARRIS. The bill was unanimously reported? 

Mr. CAREY. Yes, sir; and it is approved by the Secretary of 
the Interior. 

»” The bill was reported to the Senate without. amendment, or- 
* dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
EMMET CRAWFORD. 


Mr. MANDERSON. Iask the Senate toconsider the bill (S. 1074) 
for the relief of the estate of Emmet Crawford, deceased, late cap- 
tain of the Third Regiment, United States Cavalry. 

By unanimous consent, the Senate. as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill, \. hich was reported from the 
Committee on Military Affairs with an amendment, in line 7, to 
strike out “ twenty-five ” and insert “ five;” so as to make the bill 
read: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to Pay, to the administrator of the estate of the late 
Emmet Crawford, captain, ird United States Cavalry, deceased, out of 
any money in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, the sum of $5,000; 
the said Crawford having been killed by Mexican soldiers in the Republic of 
Mexico while acting there under the orders of his military superiors, under 
treaty stipulations between the Governments of Mexico and the United 
States. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. y 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 


HELMUTH F. SCECKEL, 


Mr. HAWLEY. I ask unanimous consent for the present con- 
sideration of the bill (S. 2090) to remove the charge of desertion 
and grant an honorable discharge to Helmuth F. Soeckel. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. It directs the Secretary of 
War to remove the charge of desertion now standing against the 
record of Helmuth F. Sceckel, late private Company C, Sixteenth 
Regiment Connecticut Volunteers, and grant an honorable dis- 
charge. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


GLENMORE DISTILLING COMPANY, OF KENTUCKY. 


Mr. LINDSAY. I ask to call up the bill (H. R. 8572) for the re- 
lief of Glenmore Distilling Company, of Daviess County, Ky. 

By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committee of the W hole, 
proceeded to consider the bill. It proposes to pay to Glenmore 

istillng Company, of Daviess County, Ky., $5,130, paid for 
stamps for distilled spirits on the 6th day of April, 1893, which 
spirits were destroyed by fire before the stamps were received at 
the distillery. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


PUBLIC BUILDING AT OAKLAND, CAL. 


Mr. PERKINS. I ask unanimous consent forthe consideration 
of the bill (S. 2754) to provide for the purchase of a site and the 
erection of a public building ther>on at Oakland; in the State of 
California. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee. of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. It authorizes the Secre- 
tary of the Treasury to acquire a site and erect thereon a suitable 
building for the use of the Government offices in the city of Oak- 
land, Cal., the cost of the site and building not to exceed $250,000. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and 
passed. 

CALVARY CATHEDRAL, SIOUX FALLS, S. DAK. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. Iask unanimous consent for the present 
consideration of the bill (8S. 934) for the relief of the Chapter of 
Calvary Cathedral, Sioux Falls, S. Dak. 
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By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. It proposes to pay to the 
treasurer of the Chapter of Calvary Catheéral, in the city of Sioux 
Falls, S. Dak., $2,430, being the amount due for two quarters ending 
respectively December 30, 1891, and March 30, 1892, for board and 
tuition for Indian pupils at the Hope Indian Boarding School at 
Springfield, S. Dak., as per contract duly executed with the Com- 
missioner of Indian Affairs. 

The bill was reported to theSenate without amendment, ordered 
to be engrossed fora third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


THOMAS CORIGAN. 


Mr. ALLISON. Icall up the bill (H. R. 5260) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Thomas Corigan. 

By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. It proposes to place on 
the invalid pension roll of the United States the name of Thomas 
Corigan, late a member of Company B of the Eighty-eighth Mli- 
nois Volunteer Infantry, at the rate of $50 per month. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


FIRST STATE BANK OF 


Mr. DUBOIS. I ask unanimous consent to call up the bill (H. 
R. 8246) for the relief of the First State Bank of Mound City, Il. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. It proposes to refund to 
the First State Bank of Mound City, [l., $592.17, being the 
amount of pension check issued by I. Clements, as pension agent 
at Chicago, Ill., bearing date July 26, 1890, and payable to the 
order of Ida Hudson (now Ida Carter), and which was cashed by 
the First State Bank of Mound City, [11., and was after the time 
of payment supposed to bear the forged indorsement of the payee, 
and which indorsement has since been ascertained to be genuine. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendmeut, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


MOUND CITY, ILL. 


MARYLAND AND WASHINGTON 


Mr. GIBSON. I renew my request to call up the bill (H. R. 
8638) to amend an act entitled ‘‘An act to incorporatethe Mary- 
land and Washington Railway Company,” approved August 1, 
1892, and for other purposes. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. 
tion of the bill? 

Mr. DANIEL. Mr. President, I do not rise to make opposition 
to the bill, but I do rise to ask a question about it, which is eug- 
gested by what I find in the report of the Committee of the Dis- 
trict of Columbia in favor of Senate bill 2361, which I understand 
is the same as this, this being the House bill. The Senate report 


RAILWAY COMPANY. 


Is there objection to the considera- 


says: 

_ The bill under consideration as amended changes the original act by leav 
ing out the provision prohibiting consolidation with any other company. o1 
the sale of the franchise before the completion of the road, and by prescrib 
ing at length the steps to be taken in the condemnation proceedings for the 


acquirement of the necessary land, which is not done in the act. 


I find that the original charter of this company, which was 
passed in 1892, provides— 

That itshall be unlawful for the company hereby incorporated to consolidate 
with any other railroad company now in existence, or which may hereafter 
be chartered, and any such consolidation shall of itself operate as a forfeiture 
of this charter. 

Here is a corporation seeking enlarged privileges from Congress. 
I have no objection to it, and I do not rise either to embarrass my 
friend in the advocacy of the measure which he has called up or 
to make any except a bona fide inquiry on the subject. It has 
attracted my attention as a specific change made by the Commit- 
tee on the District of Columbia, and 1 should like to know why it 
is that in this charter they have left out the provisions heretofore 
contained in the law prohibiting consolidation. 

There has been objection made, I will say while Iam upon my 
feet, to a bill of which I have the honor to be the patron, and if I 
knew what were the objections to it I would have endeavored ‘o 
have answered them. I thinkitis an act of friendship rather than 
one of criticism or impediment to state what may be the objec 
tions to the measures which are before the Senate, that all of us 
may have a fair opportunity to remedy the objection if it be a 
just one, or in a brief time. if we may, without unduly detaining 
the Senate, overcome the objections and pass the measure. 

Mr. HARRIS. Will the Senator allow me? 

Mr. DANIEL. With pleasure. 

Mr. HARRIS. I objected to the bill that the Senator asked to 
have considered. I stated, I thought distinctly, the reason why. 
I favored in committee the favorable report of the bill the Senator 
from Virginia asked to have considered, but there had been ob- 
jection on the floor. As I stated then, but the Senator from Vir- 
ginia corrected me, I was informed that the Senator from New 
York and the Senator from Virginia had resolved to allow no Dis- 
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trict of Columbia railroad bills to pass until the bill that they 
desired to have considered should pass. 

From the standpoint of one who favored the passage of the bill 
the Senator from Virginia was urging (and I am ready still to 
favor it) I was not willing to allow those gentlemen to thwart 
the passage of bills where the District Committee was absolutely 
unanimous in reporting them favorably. If the bills we have 
favorably and unanimously reported can be considered, I was 
in committee, as I am now, in favorof passing the bill the Sen- 
ator from Virginia desires to have passed. 

Mr. DANIEL. It was not to the Senator’s objection that I was 
alluding, but there were anterior objections. 

Mr. HARRIS. Very well; I objected and thwarted the Senator 
in the bill he was proposing to have considered. 

Mr. DANIEL. There was an objection already pending when 
the Senator made his objection. 

Mr. HARRIS. I was not aware of that. 

Mr. DANTEL. It was made by the Senator from New Hamp- 
shire [Mr. CHANDLER], who kindly yielded in courtesy to me to 
make an explanation. My desire was to know what was the ob- 
jection to the bill, that, if it was not a sufficient one, it might be 
voted down. 

Mr. FAULKNER. In answer to the Senator from Virginia in 
reference to the striking out of the clause in the original charter, 
I will state that the bill allows a consolidation for this reason: 
The road only comes about three-quarters of a mile within the 
District of Columbia—a very short distance. It is really the road 
between here and Baltimore. Thev have a Maryland «charter. 
The same parties really have this charter, ond there must be a con- 
solidation in reference to the road throughout. That was the 
purpose in leaving out that provision. 

Mr. DANIEL. It was not with a view ot a general consolida- 
tion of the railroads of the District? 

Mr. FAULKNER. Not at all. It was simply with reference 
to the connection of the road between here and Baltimore. 

Mr. DANIEL. Now, would the Senator be willing to put in 
the amendment to this bill—I do not wish to delay or embarrass 
my friend from Maryland about it—that would authorize that 
consolidation in any other case? Would he be willing to do that? 

Mr. GORMAN. The bill would have to go back to the other 
House with the amendment. 

Mr. CHANDLER. What is the bill before the Senate? 

Mr. DANTEL. I shall not object to the bill. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill is still in Committee of the 
Whole and open to amendment. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


LOUISA C, CONWELL. 


Mr. PEFFER. I ask leave te call up the bill (H. R. 4935) grant- 
ing a pension to Louisa C. Conwell. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. It proposes to place on the 
pension roll, at the rate of $12 per month, the name of Louisa C. 
Conwell, of Burlingame, Osage County, Kans., mother of the late 
James M. Conwell, late of Company E, Eleventh Regiment Kansas 
Volunteer Cavalry. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


HARBOR REGULATIONS FOR THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA, 


Mr. PROCTOR. I ask that the bill (S. 1503) to establish harbor 
regulations for the District of Columbia be taken up. 

By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and 


passed. 





AUGUSTUS G, KELLOGG. 


Mr. BLACKBURN. I ask for the present consideration of the 
bill (S. 1905) for the relief of Augustus G. Kellogg. 

By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill, which had been reported 
from the Committee on Naval Affairs with an amendment, in 
line 10, after the words ‘‘ United States,” to insert ‘‘ to date from 
the passage of this act;” so as to make the bill read: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the President be, and he is hereby, authorized and 
empowered to place Commander Augustus G. Kellogg upon the list of officers 
of the Navy who have been retired on account of incapacity resulting from 
long and faithful service, from wounds or injuries received in the line of duty, 
or from sickness and cxpoemre therein, as Py for in section 1588 of the 


Revised Statutes of the United States, to date from the passage of this act. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in, 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 
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SALE OF MILK IN THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA, 


Mr. FAULKNER. I ask unanimous consent to call up the bill 
(H. R. 8231) to regulate the sale of milk in the District of Colum- 
bia, and for other purposes. 

There being no objection, the Senate,as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill, which had been reported 
a. the Committee on the District of Columbia with amend- 
ments. 

Mr. FAULKNER. The first amendment I desire to have made 
is on page 2, line 17. I move to strike out all of section 1, after 
the word “‘ officer,” in that line, and insert: 


Whenever the milk supply from said dairy or dairy farm is exposed to in- 
fection by Asiatic cholera, anthrax, diphtheria, erysipelas, scarlet fever, small- 
pox, splenic fever, tuberculosis, typhoid tever, typhus fever, or yellow fever, 
so as to render its distribution dangerous to public health. 

Mr. HILL. Would it be proper to add any other kind of fever 
at that point? [Laughter.] 

Mr. GALLINGER. Those are all the kinds we could think of. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr.FAULKNER. There is another committee amendment in 
section 2 which I desire agreed to. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment will be stated. 

_ The Secretary. In section 2, line 14, before the word ‘‘ be,” 
it is proposed to insert ‘‘shall,” and after the word “be” to in- 
sert “with knowledge of its impurity;” and in line 18, after the 
word ‘‘Columbia,” to insert ‘‘approved by District of Columbia 
Commissioners;” so as so read: : 

That no person shal! bring or send into the District of Columbia for sale 
any milk without a permit so to do from the health officer of said District; 
application for said permit shall be made in writing, upon a form prescribed 
by said health officer, and shall be accompanied by such detailed description 
of the dairy farm or dairy where said milk is produced or stored as said 
health officer may require, and by a sworn statement as to the physical con- 
dition of the cattle supplying said milk. If after examination of said appli- 
cation said health officer is satisfied that said milk will be brought into the 
District of Columbia for sale or consumption without danger to public health, 
he shall issue, without charge to the applicant, a permit so to do, on condi- 
tion that none but pure and unadulterated milk shall be, with knowledge of 
its impurity, brought intosaid District; that in the management of said dairy 
or dairy farm said applicant shall be governed py She regulations of the 
health office of the District of Columbia, approved by District of Columbia 
Commissioners, issued for dairies and dairy farms in said District, when said 
regulations do not conflict with the law of the State in which said dairy or 
dairy farm is located, and that said dairy or dairy farm —_ be inspec at 
any time without notice by the health officer of the District of Columbia or 
his duly appointed representative, etc. 


Mr. GALLINGER. Iask the Senator if it would not be better, 
in line 18, to transpose the words of the amendment so as to read: 
‘‘Approved by the Commissioners of the District of Columbia.” 

r. FAULKNER. Yes; let those words be transposed. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment will be so modified, 
in the absence of objection. The question is on the amendment as 
modified. 

The amendment as modified was agreed to. 

Mr. FAULKNER. I now send to the desk an amendment to 
section 2. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. In section 2, line 26, it is proposed, after the 
words ‘‘ health officer,” to strike out ‘‘ when, in his judgment, found 
after such analysis as is provided for in the first section, milk from 
said dairy or dairy farm is dangerous to public health,” and in- 
sert ‘‘ whenever the milk supply from said dairy or dairy farm is 
exposed to infection by Asiatic cholera, anthrax, diphtheria, ery- 
sipelas, scarlet fever, es splenic fever, tuberculosis, typhoid 
fever, typhus fever, or yellow fever, so as to render its distribu- 
tion dangerous to public health.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment of the Comittee on the District of Co- 
lumbia was, in section 3, line 1, after the word “has,” to insert 
‘** knowingly,” and, in line 7, after the word ‘‘shall,” to insert 
‘‘knowingly;” so as to make the section read: 


Sxc. 3. That no person suffering from, or who has knowingly within a pe- 
riod cified by the health officer of the District of Columbia, been exposed 
to diphtheria, searlet fever, erysipelas, smallpox, anthrax, or other danger- 
ous contagious disease, shall work or assist in or about any dairy or dairy 
farm; no proprietor, manager, or superintendent of any dairy or dairy farm 
within the District of Columbia shall knowingly permit any person suffer- 
ing, or exposed as aforesaid, to work or assist in or about said dairy or dairy 
farm. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 6, line 1, after the word 
shall,” to insert ‘‘knowingly,” and in line 4, after the word 
‘* cows,” to strike out ‘‘that for the most part are kept tied up in 
stables, or;” so as to make the section read: 

Sec. 6. That no person shall knowingly offer or have for sale in the District 
of Columbia any unwholesome, watered, or adulterated milk, or milk known 
as swill milk, or milk from cows that are fed on swill, garbage, or other like 
substance, nor any butter or cheese made from any such milk. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 7, after the word “shall,” 
to insert ‘‘knowingly;” so as to make the section read: 

Sec. 7. That no person shall knowingly offer or have for sale any milk con- 


taining more than 88 per cent of watery fiuid and less than 12 per cent of 
total milk solids, of which at least 3 per cent shall be of fat. 








